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Abstract

We consider a diffusion and a wave equations:
OFu(z,t) = Au(z,t) + pt) f(z), ze€Q t>0, k=12

with the zero initial and boundary conditions, where ¢ R¢ is a bounded domain.

We establish uniqueness and/or stability results for inverse problems of
e determining pu(t), 0 <t < T with given f(z).
e determining f(x), x € Q with given u(t)

by data of u: u(xg,-) with fixed point zp € {2 or Neumann data on subboundary
over time interval. In our inverse problems, data are taken over time interval
T < t < Ty, by assuming that 7' < T} < Ty and p(t) = 0 for ¢ > T, which means
that the source stops to be active after the time 7" and the observations are started
only after T'. This assumption is practical by such a posteriori data after incidents,
although inverse problems had been well studied in the case of T = 0. We establish
the non-uniqueness, the uniqueness and conditional stability for a diffusion and a
wave equations. The proofs are based on eigenfunction expansions of the solutions
u(z,t), and we rely on various knowledge of the generalized Weierstrass theorem
on polynomial approximation, almost periodic functions, Carleman estimate, non-

harmonic Fourier series.

AMS subject classifications. 35R30, 35R25, 35K20, 351.20

1 Introduction

In this article, we consider initial-boundary value problems for a diffusion and a wave
equations:

Owu(z,t) = Au(x,t) + p(t) f(x), ze€Q,t>0,

u(z,0) =0, x€Q, (1.1)
u(z,t) =0, x€dQ, t>0.

Otu(z,t) = Au(z, t) + ut) f(z), z€Q, t>0,

u(z,0) = dou(z,0) =0, z€Q, (1.2)
u(z,t) =0, x€d, t>0.




Here and henceforth 2 € R? is a bounded domain with smooth boundary 992 and we
set © = (r1,...,24) € RY, 0; = %, and A = E;l:l 9%. Let v = v(x) be the unit outward
normal vector to 02 and let d,u = Vu - v. We mainly consider the zero Dirichlet
boundary condition and can treat the Neumann boundary condition similarly but we
omit the details. Moreover we can consider the inverse problems for (1.1) and (1.2)
where A is replaced by a suitable elliptic operator with time independent coefficients,

but for simplicity, we mainly argue for A.

The source is assumed to be represented in the form of pu(t)f(z) where u(t) and
f(x) describe changes in the time ¢ and the spacial variable x respectively. Such a form

of separation of variables is frequently used in modelling diffusion and wave phenomena.

The unique existence of solutions to (1.1) and (1.2) are standard results (e.g., Evans
[9], Lions and Magenes [17], Pazy [18]), but we need more regularity of solutions. We
sum up these results as Lemmas 1 and 2. We arbitrarily fix 7y > 0.
Lemma 1.
Let f € C5°(Q) and p € HY(0,Tp).
(i) To (1.1), there exists a unique solutionu € C([0, Ty]; H*(Q)NH (2))NC ([0, Ty]; L*())

and we can choose a constant C' > 0, dependent on f, such that

ulle@xiom) < Cllullz20,1)- (1.3)

(ii) To (1.2), there exists a unique solution u € C([0, Ty]; H*(2)) N C([0, Ty); Hi () N
C%([0, Ty); L*(Q)) N C(Q x [0, Ty]) such that d,u € H*(0,Ty; L*(0Q)) and (1.3) holds.
Lemma 2.
Let f € L*(Q) and p € C*0,Ty).
(i) To (1.1), there exists a unique solution uw € H'(0,Ty; L*(Q2)) N L2(0, Ty; Hy(Q)).
(ii) To (1.2), there exists a unique solution u € H'(0, Ty; L*(2)) N L2(0, Ty; Hi () such
that 9,u € H'(0,Ty; L*(09)).

Here we do not aim at the best possible regularity, and for completeness the proofs

of the lemmata are given in Appendix II.

Throughout the article, we assume that p € L7 (R) satisfies
p(t)y=0 ift>T

with some constant 7" > 0. This means that the a diffusion source for (1.1) and an

external force for (1.2) continue to be activated only before the moment 7' > 0.
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In our inverse problems, the measurements can be started after the time 7" > 0,
and we are required to determine u(t), 0 < ¢t < T or f(z), x € Q of the source term.
For example, in the case where the explosion of some equipments such as nuclear power
plant, causes diffusion of contaminants or dangerous substances, any measurements
starting at ¢ = 0 are not realistic. Inverse source problems of determining p or f are
well studied if the measurements of data are started at ¢ = 0, but to the best knowledge
of the authors, there are no publications on mathematical analysis by data starting after
the time T" > 0.

The main purpose of this article is to establish the uniqueness and the stability
for inverse source problems for (1.1) and (1.2) by data from the time when the source

stopped to be active.

Now we formulate several kinds of inverse source problems and state our main
results.

§1.1. Determination of starting time of decay of source.

In this subsection, in particular, for ¢ty > 0, we consider

Owu(z,t) = Au(x,t) +0(t —to) f(x), x€Q, t>0,
u(z,0) =0, z €, (1.4)
Ou(x,t)=0, x=€dQ t>0,

where 0§ € L? _(R) is assumed to be known and monotone decreasing and satisfy

1, t <0,
6(t) = (1.5)
0, t>a

with arbitrarily fixed constant a > 0. Only in this subsection, we consider the zero
Neumann boundary condition. The proof can be modified for the case of the zero

Dirichlet boundary condition.
We note that the diffusion source 6(t — o) f(z) does not act for t > a + .

Then we consider
Inverse Problem I.
Let f = f(x) be known. Let T > 0 be sufficiently large and xy € 2 be arbitrarily chosen.

Determine a starting time to > 0 of the source by u(zo, T).

For known f, we assume
feCE), f>0,20 onQ. (1.6)
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By w, = w, (x,t) we note the solution to (1.4), assuming that 6, f are fixed. We are
ready to state the uniqueness and the stability as our main result for Inverse Problem I.
Theorem 1.

We arbitrarily fiz constants t,,t*,a > 0 with t, < t* <T* —a. Then we a priori assume

that to,t; are limited to an interval (t,, t*):
te < tp,11 < t*.
Then there ezists a constant C = C(t.,t*,a,xq, T*) > 0 such that

|t1 - t0| < C|uto(x0’T*) - ut1(x0>T*)|'

This theorem asserts the stability in determining a starting time of decay by one-
shot data u(zg, T*), provided that the starting time is assumed to be in an a priori fixed

interval (t,,t*).

Now we return to (1.1) and (1.2). By u, = u,(z,t) and uy = uys(z,t) we denote
the solutions to (1.1) or (1.2) in the cases where we discuss the determination of p and
f with fixed f and p, respectively. The existence and the regularity of u, and u; are

guaranteed by Lemmata 1 and 2.

Henceforth we will consider the following settings. First we assume that
pwt)=0 fort>T, T <Ty <Ts.

The exact description of the conditions of p and f are different according to several
formulations of our inverse problems, and later is provided.

We understand that (77,73) is an observation time interval. Let v,I' C 9 be
subboundaries. Now for convenience, we list our main results for the inverse source
problems for (1.1) and (1.2).

Determination of p(t)

Diffusion equation

e Theorem 2: data u(xo,t), T1 <t < T



e Proposition 2: data d,u on v x (11, T3)
Wave equation

e Theorem 3 (the one-dimensional case), Proposition 1: data u(zg,t), 71 <t < Tj

e Proposition 3: data d,u on I" x (11, T5)

Determination of f(z)

Diffusion equation

e The uniqueness is impossible in general dimensions by data u(z,t), T} <t < T5.

e Theorem 4: data d,u on v x (11, T3)
Wave equation

e The uniqueness is impossible in general dimensions by data u(z,t), T} <t < T5.

e Theorem 5: data d,u on I' x (T3, T5)

In general dimensions d, the uniqueness does not hold with data u(zo,t) for 71 <
t < Ty, because unknown f depends on d-variables, but the data depend only on one

variable t.

Here we do not discuss inverse problems with final data u(-,7T"), and for the heat
equations, we refer to Cheng and Liu [6], Choulli and Yamamoto [7] and the references

therein.
§1.2. Determination of p(t) of the source term by pointwise data

In this subsection, we assume:

e H}

loc

(0,00), #0, pu(t)=0 fort>T (1.7)

and
fecg(), f#£0. (1.8)

Here we set
H}.(0,00) := {p; plomy € H'(0,Ty) with any Ty > 0}.
We can relax the regularity of f but we assume (1.8) for simplicity.
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Moreover, let T7,T5 be given such that
T<Ty<Ty

and let zy € €2 be arbitrarily chosen.
We consider

Inverse Problem II.
In (1.1) and (1.2), we are given f. Determine p(t), 0 < t < T, by u(wo,t) for
T <t<T.

By Lemma 1, we know that u € C(Qx [T7, T3]), and so our observation data u(zo, t),
Ty <t < T3, are well-defined.

For the statement of our main results for Inverse Problem II, we introduce notations.
Let \;, j € N be all the distinct eigenvalues of the operator A = —A with the domain
D(A) = H*(Q) N Hj(©2). We know that A\; > 0 for all j € N. By d; we denote the
multiplicity of A;, j € N, and {¢;x}1<k<q, is an orthonormal basis of Ker (\; — A) :=
{v € D(A); Av = \ju}, and we define the orthogonal projection P; from L?*() to
Ker (A\; — A) by

Pif = i:(f, Pik)Pik- (1.9)
k=1
We set
A = Afao) == {j € N; (P;f)(w0) = O}. (1.10)

We are ready to state our main result for Inverse Problem II for the diffusion
equation (1.1).
Theorem 2.
Assume that (1.8) holds and py, pe satisfy (1.7). Let xo € Q) be arbitrarily chosen. Then

Uy, (To, 1) = Uy (20,t)  for Ty <t < T (1.11)
yields p1(t) = po(t) for 0 <t < T if and only if

— =0 (1.12)

Corollary.
The uniqueness holds for Inverse Problem II only if the spatial dimensions d > 2. The



uniqueness always fails for d = 1.

In the case of d = 1, our data u,(zo,t), t > T starting after the incident (i.e.,
p(t) = 0 for t > T'), cannot give the uniqueness. Moreover, as is seen by the proof in
Section 3, even if we will take the perfect observation data w,(x,t) with all z € Q and

t > T, we can determine at best

T
/ e u(s)ds, n €N,
0

which is the same information determined by currently adopted pointwise data (o, t),
t <T. In other words, even the perfect observation data cannot augment any informa-
tion of poinwise data u(xzg,t), t > T with fixed xy € Q.

Example of (1.12).

Let d =2 and Q = (0, ¢;1) x (0,¢3) with ¢1,¢5 > 0. Then we can directly verify that

m2  m?
{Aitien = {(6_%1 + 75) w2 my,my € N} . (1.13)

2

o . 2 . o 2
For simplicity, we consider only the case where 7 is an irrational number. Then % +
2 1

2 2 2
7;—%2 = Z—% + Z—%Q with my, mo, ny,ne € N imply m; = ny; and my = ny, which means that
2 2
the multiplicity of A;, j € N is one. We re-number <% + %) 72 with mi,my € N as
1 2
_(mi | m3\ 2
0 <A <Ay <---. Then for \; = =+ Z)T , we choose
1 2
2 . My . MoTIo

11n S1n

pj(x) = 7 7

We choose a monitoring point xg = (xf, z2) € (0, ;) x (0, ¢3) such that

1 2
7> and 70 are irrational numbers. (1.14)

Then mlﬁ—%,mgj—f ¢ N for all my,my € N, and so ¢;(zf,23) # 0. Thus, (P;f)(zg) =0
if and only if [, p;(x)f(z)dz = 0, and so we see that [, () f(x)dx # 0 except for a

finite number of k € N, then we can conclude that A(xg) is a finite set.

Under (1.14), we can verify that (1.12) is satisfied. Indeed, by Agmon [1] or
Courant and Hibert [§] for example, we know that A\; = pgj + o(1) as j — oo, where
po > 0 is a constant. Therefore, Zj; )\—1]
Jo er(@) f(z)dz # 0 except for a finite number of & € N, then (1.12) is satisfied.

e 02, ) )
= 0o. Thus if 7 1s an irrational number and
2



In the case where the measurement starts at ¢ = 0, that is, 7} = 0, the inverse
source problem is even stable (e.g., Cannon and Esteva [5], Saitoh, Tuan and Yamamoto
[19]). However, for T} > 0, to the best knowledge of the authors, there have been no

publications, although such formulated inverse problems are practical.

We can expect to establish conditional stability which holds under suitable a priori
boundedness condition on pu(t), and we conjecture that the rate is of weak type such as

logarithmic rate.

Moreover, in the case where 0 < T} < T, < T, that is, the observation starts after
the activities of the source but before the stop of the activities, the uniqueness seems

impossible, but here we do not discuss the details.

Next we consider the wave equation (1.2). For the uniqueness, we can prove positive
results only for the one-dimensional case d = 1.
Theorem 3 (uniqueness for time dependent factor of wave source).
We assume (1.8) and (1.7) for py,pe. Let d = 1 and Q = (0,€). Then u,, (xo,t) =
Uy, (20, 1) for Ty <t < Ty yields pi1(t) = pa(t) for 0 <t < T if and only

%GR\Qa T§2£7 TQ—T122£,

1.15
f(ff(x)sin”—gr:cd:c#o, n € N. (1)

The assumption Ty — 77 > 2¢ in (1.15) means that we have to take measurements
longer than 2¢, while the width of support of 1(t) should not be long, that is, < 2¢. We

do not know the uniqueness for general dimensions d > 2.

For the case of d > 2, we can prove the uniqueness with different measurements of
pointwise data u(xo,t). We recall that A(zg) C N is defined by (1.10).

We assume that N\ A(xzp) is an infinite subset of N and

k
lim — > 0. 1.16
k%oo,kEN\A(:vo) \/ )\k‘ ( )
We remark that also the existence of the limit is assumed in (1.16).
Proposition 1.
Letd > 2 and f € C3°(R2), and

k

T<m lim —_—
k—00,keN\A(z0) \/)\_k

(1.17)
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Then
lim sup |uy,, (zo,t) — wuy (20, t)] =0 (1.18)

t—o00

yields py(t) = po(t) for0 <t <T.

If limy 00 kem\ A (zo) ﬁ = 00, then we interpret that (1.17) holds true for any 7" > 0.

The observation in (1.18) is concerned with the asymptotics of w,(zo,t) as t — oo

and (1.18) requires that the data at xy are asymptotically equal as ¢t — oo.

We conclude this subsection with

Remark on condition (1.16).

We consider one sufficien condition for (1.16) in terms of the multiplicities of \;. We
assume A(xg) = {j € N; (P;f)(xo) = 0} = 0. We recall that by A\ < Ay < --- we
number the set of all the eigenvalues, not taking the multiplicities into consideration.
On the other hand, by oy, £ € N, we number all the eigenvalues according to their
multiplicities: 0 < oy < 0y < 03 < -+ — 00. In other words, the value \; appears d;-
times among the sequence o1, 09, 03, - - -, where d; := dim Ker (A\; — A). More precisely,

setting

we see
)\17 ]- S] S my,

)\27 m1+1§j§m27

)

Aoy My + 1< <my.
By the definition, we note
o; <Aj, jeN.
As general information of o; the following is classical:
g, :poj%+0(d%) as j — 00 (1.19)

(e.g., Theorems 14.6 and 15.1 in Agmon [1], Chapter 6 in Courant and Hilbert [§]). Here
po > 0 is a constant determined by d and |Q].

By (1.19) we have

2

porni_y (14 0(1)) < A < pomji (14 0(1))
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as k — co. We here note that if j — oo, then k& — oco. Therefore

k
lim —¢ >0 (1.20)
k—o0 mk,d
yields (1.16). Indeed
k k 1
— > —

as k — oo.
In the following two examples, we consider (1.20).
Example 1: Let d =2 and Q2 = (0,¢;) x (0, {s).
First we assume i—z ¢ Q. By (1.13), all the eigenvalues are simple, that is, d; = 1 for
1 € N. Therefore 772% = k for k € N, that is,

lim

k—00 4 /MM - o0

Consequently, we need not any assumption for 7. Also in general domain (2, if all the
eigenvalues are simple except for a finite number, then (1.16) is true in terms of (1.19),
and (1.17) is satisfied for any 7" > 0.

Next we assume ﬁ—z € Q. Then all the eigenvalues are not necessarily simple, and
2
we do not know suitable estimates of m(k) as k — oo, but we have
lim sup d; = oo,
1—+00

whose proof is found in Yamamoto [25] for example. We do not know how rapidly d;
tends to oco. If they goes to oo very rapidly, then inf limy_, . \/% = 0 may happen,
which breaks (1.20), and we do not know whether (1.16) holds.
Example 2: Let d =2 and Q = {z € R?; |z| < 1}.

1, ifi=1,
It is known that d; = . Therefore my = 2k — 1 for k € N and (1.16)

2, if7>2.
holds. We see that (1.17) holds for any 7" > 0.

§1.3. Determination of y(¢) of the source term by boundary data.

In this subsection, for the inverse problems, we adopt data d,u on a lateral sub-

boundary.

We set
A={jeN; Pf=0 inQ}. (1.21)
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For the diffusion equation, we can show

Proposition 2.

Let v C 082 be an arbitrarily chosen subboundary. We assume (1.7) and (1.8). Then
Oty = Oyuy, on vy X (T1,T5) yields p1(t) = po(t) for 0 <t < T if and only if

ZJ% = 0. (1.22)

The inverse source problem with boundary data is overdetermining because an
unknown function depends only on one variable ¢. The condition (1.22) for the unique-

ness is weaker than (1.12) for the uniqueness by the pointwise data u(z,t), 71 <t < Ts.

In the one-dimensional case, Theorem 3 asserts the uniqueness for a wave equation
by the pointwise data u(xg,t) for T} < t < Ty, but we do not know the corresponding
uniqueness for general dimensions. On the other hand, by boundary observations, we
can conclude the uniqueness for general dimensions d > 2, as the following proposition
shows.

Proposition 3.
Let

li LI (1.23)
11m — . .
k—s00,k€N\A V Ak

We assume that there exists xo € R? such that

Lo {x e (xr —x) -v(z)) >0}, To—1T,>2max|z — x| (1.24)
€
and )
T<nm lim ——. 1.25
k—o0,keN\A V/ Aj ( )

Moreover, let pu1, ps € CH0,T) satisfy p(t) = pa(t) =0 for t > T. Then dyuy, (x,t) =
Oy, (x,t) =0 for x € I and Ty < t < Ty implies p1(t) = po(t) for 0 <t < T.

The condition (1.25) can be characterized similarly to (1.20). The observation time
length T, — T should be longer, while the duration time 7' of the source needs to be
bounded for the uniqueness for our inverse source problem.

§1.4. Determination of f(x) of source terms by boundary data.
In this subsection, we assume that I',y C 02 are subboundaries, and T' < T} < T5,
peCo,00), wut)=0 ift>T (1.26)
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and

feL*9). (1.27)

We consider
Inverse Problem III.

Determine f = f(z), x € Q by d,u on some subboundary over a time interval (11, T5).

In the case of T} = 0, there are many researches on the uniqueness and the stability.
Here we limit ourselves to a few works: for the diffusion equation (1.1), we refer to Xu
and Yamamoto [21], Yamamoto [22], while we can consult Yamamoto [23], [24] for the

wave equation (1.2).

First we consider the determination of f(x) for (1.1). Henceforth for arbitrarily

chosen constants M > 0 and ¢ € N, we define an admissible set of unknowns f by

Fue:=1{f¢€ D(AZ); ”AZfHLQ(Q) < M}. (1.28)

Theorem 4 (determination of f(x) in the diffusion equation).
Let v be an arbitrarily chosen subboundary of 0S2.

(i) We assume
T
/ Mtu(t)dt #0, keN. (1.29)
0

Then O,u =0 on v x (T1,Ty) yields f =0 in €.
(i) We further assume
pw>0,20 on|0,T]. (1.30)

Then for 0 < 0 < {, we can find a constant C' = C(M,8) > 0 such that

0

1
1 fllz2@) < C

1

X (T1,T2))

108 Tl 2,
as |0y L2(yx (1)) — O for each f € Fary.

In the case of 77 = 0, we have the same estimate without assumption (1.29) (e.g.,
Yamamoto [22]).

Remark. We need the assumption (1.29). Indeed, let ¢ be an eigenfunction for A\,
of —A with the zero Dirichlet boundary condition and let (1.29) fail, for example, let
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fOT e*M*u(s)ds = 0. Then, we readily see that

t
u(zx, t) = (/ e_)‘l(t_s)u(s)ds) e1(z), ze€Q, t>0,
0

satisfies
Ou = Au(z, t) + p(t)pr(x), x€Q, t>0,
u(z,t) =0, z€dQ t>0,
u(z,0) =0, x €,

and

T
u(z,t) = e M (/ e)‘lsu(s)ds) p1(x) =0, ze€Q t>T,
0

because p(s) =0 for s > T and fOT eMeu(s)ds = 0.

Therefore even v = 0 on  x (T, Ts) holds, and in particular, Oyulpax () = 0.

However, f = 1 # 0, that is, the uniqueness fails without (1.29).

Next we show
Theorem 5 (determination of f(z) in the wave equation).
We assume (1.24) and

1(0) # 0

and

/ sm\/i T — s)ds| +
0

Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

/ Jcos /A (T — s)ds| #0  for alln € N. (1.31)
0

CHovull piry moiz200)) < 1f 2 < CllOvull rrer moi2 o)) (1.32)

for each f € L*().

In the case of Ty = 0, we refer to the existing works: for example, Yamamoto [23],
[24] which proves (1.32) only by (1.24) and u(0) # 0, not assuming (1.31).
Example of (1.31).
We verify that p(s) =T — s satisfies (1.31). Indeed we directly have

T —T\/ X, cos T/ A, +sinT/ A
T _ d — n n n
/0 ( )sin(T — s)v/ A "
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and

An
Assume that both are zero for some ny € N. Setting £ = T'\/\,, # 0, we see that

T T Apsin TV, VA, — 1
/ (T — s) cos(T — s)\/Apds = o o8 :
0

£cosé —sin =0, cos+Esing = 1.

Hence cos¢& = ﬁ and sin & = %, By cos? ¢ + sin? ¢ = 1, we obtain # = 1, which

yields £ = 0, which is a contradiction by £ = \/\,,T # 0. Thus u(s) = T — s satisfies
(1.31).

This article is composed of 9 sections. In Sections 2 and 3, we prove Theorems 1
and 2 respectively. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 3 and Proposition 1. Sections 5 and
6 are devoted to the proofs of Theorems 4 and 5. In Section 7, we prove Propositions
2 and 3. For convenience, Section 8 provides proofs of standard uniqueness results for

the case of T} = 0 in determining p(t). Section 9 gives the proofs of Lemmata 1 and 2.

2 Proof of Theorem 1

Without loss of generality, we can assume that 0 < ¢y < t;. For ¢t > 0, we set
g(t) =0t —t;)—0(t—ty) =0 ift<tgort>t;+a. (2.1)
Setting y = uy, — uy,, we have

aty(xvt) :Ay(l‘,t)+g(t)f(l’), era t>0a
Oy(x,t) =0, x€dQ t>0, (2.2)
y(z,0) =0, z€q.

Let G = G(z,y,s) be the Green function for 9, — A in Q with the zero Neumann

boundary condition. Then
G(r,y,s) >0, z,yeQ 0<s<T

(e.g., Theorem 10.1 (i) in It6 [I4]). Setting D := supp f, by (1.6) we see that D C .
Note that D is a closed set and T > t* 4+ a by the assumption. Since G(zg,y, s) is a
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continuous function iny € D and T* —t* —a < s < T* — t,, we can choose a constant
Co = Co(D, t,,t* + a) > 0 such that

G(zo,y,5) > Co >0, yeD, T"—t"—a<s<T"—t (2.3)

Moreover, we have

y(x,t) = /Ot/QG(x,y,t— s)f(y)g(s)dyds, x€Q, t>0 (2.4)

(e.g., [14]). In general, (2.4) holds for g € C[0,T*], and we here do not assume that g is

continuous. However, (1.3) in Lemma 1 asserts

lyllc@xpor < Cllgllrzor) (2.5)

in view of f € C3°(Q2). Therefore by taking an approximating sequence g, € C§°(0,7™)
to g in L?(0,T*), we can verify that (2.4) holds for g € L*(0,T*).

By 0 <t, <t*+a<T* (1.6), and (2.3), we obtain
T*
y(00, T*) = / / G0, 4. T" — ) [(y)g(s)dyds
0
t*+a
> / /D G0, 4, T* — 5)f (4)g(s)dyds
[

>Cy (Lt*+ag(s)d8) /Df(y)dy > CyCh Lt*+ag(s)ds.

Here, by (1.6), we used C := [, f(y)dy > 0. On the other hand,

t*+a t*+a t*+a
/ g(s)ds = / O(s —t1)ds — / O(s —tg)ds
s s t
a+t*—t1 a+t*—to
=/ 9@@—/ 0(n)dn
t t

«—11 «—t0

0 a a+t*—t1 0 a a+t*—tg t«—1o
:(/ +/i+/ )HWMH—</ +/‘+/‘ )QWan/‘ 0(n)dn.
te—11 0 a tx«—to 0 a te—11

Here we used 6(n) = 0 for n > a, and noted that a < a+t* —t; and a < a+t* —ty. By
t, —to,t. —t; < 0, we obtain fzfﬂg(s)ds = J;i:ttlo dn =t — to.

Noting that y = uy, — uy,, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.
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3 Proof of Theorem 2

Let p = p1 — po and u = w,, — u,,. By the eigenfunction expansion, we have

(e o]

u(a,t) = (/Ot e—w—sm(s)ds) P.f(z), 2€Qt>0 (3.1)

n=1
(e.g., [14]). In terms of f € C§°(f2) and Lemma 1 in Section 1, we can verify that the
series in (3.1) is convergent in C'(Q x [0, Ty]).
Let t € [T, T5]. Since u(s) =0 for s > T', we have

% T
u(xg, t) = Z e Mt </ e’\”su(s)ds> P, f(x0)
n=1 0
T
= Z e Mt (/ e/\”s,u(s)ds) (Pof)(zg) =0, t>T. (3.2)
neN\A(zo) 0
Here we recall that the set A(xy) C N is defined by (1.10).
We know
Lemma 3.

Let > laple ™t < co. If
o
Zane”\”t =0, Ti<t<Ty,
n=1

then a, =0 for alln € N.
Proof of Lemma 3.
For completeness, we provide the proof although the lemma is well-known. We set

b, := a,e 11, By
(o] o
D lagle™ =" |b,| < o0,
n=1 n=1

we see that the series >~ bpe M *=T1) converges uniformly and absolutely in any
compact domain in {z € C; Rez > T1}. Therefore h(2) := Y o b,e~*=T1) is analytic
if Re z > Ty. Hence Y07 b,e *(=T1) = ( for all ¢ > Ty by the analyticity. Since
AL < Ay < ---, we have

by + Z bye” AT — 0 for ¢ > Ty,
n=2

Since

Z bne—(/\n—)\l)(t—Tl)
n=2

< ORI S
n=2

17



and

o o
Z |b,| = Z |a,le T < oo,
n=2 n=2

letting t — oo, we see that by = 0, that is, a; = 0. Continuing this argument, we reach

a, = 0 for n € N. Thus the proof of Lemma 3 is complete. B

We return to the proof of Theorem 2. Setting

T
ay, = (/ e)‘”s,u(s)ds) P.f(zg), n€eN,
0

Z ape Mt = 0, Th<t<Ty

by (3.2) we obtain

nEN\A(zo)
and
e} T
> e =X |( [ e uteas) (e
neN\A(mo) n=11\/0

<Z (/ s ) (P, 2T T

We recall that A = —A with D(A) = H*(Q) N H}(Q). By (1.8) we see that f € D(A™)
with each m € N. Since P;f € D(A™) and AP;f = \;P; f, choosing even number 5 > g
by Sobolev embedding, we obtain

:
IPif ()| < IPif ey < CIPi sy < CIARPiflza@) = CAZIP Sz

and
d; d; d;
1P f 112 = D I(Pifrie) | =D IA™Pf, A7) [P = A7 > [(A™ P f 06) .
k=1 k=1 k=1
Therefore,

dj
|[Pif (x0)|* < CAT" N " |(A™ Py f,050)
k=1
SCHAijfH%?(Q))\;Qmw < C||Amf||%2(g))\j_2m+ﬁa JjeN.
Moreover, we choose

Bl>g and m>—(5+261 ),

18



and we re-number the eigenvalues o; according to the multiplicities: 0 < 07 < 0y <
o3 < --- — and we note that \; > o; by the re-numbering. Then \; > o; ~ /)oj% as
Jj — oo (e.g., [, [8]) and

1
2

S il = 3o sl < () (Samsr)

j=1
1 1
o0 2 o 2
SC”AmJC”LQ(Q) (Z )\j251> (Z )\j2m+ﬁ+251>
j=1 j=1
1 1
) s, 2 00 2 Comspaa) 2
SCHAmeLQ(Q) Z‘] d Z]d( m 1 .
j=1 j=1

Here m > % (6 + 261 + g) and f3; > % yield that %(—2m+6+261) < —1 and —% < -1,
so that we see that the right-hand side is convergent, that is,

[e.9]

Z |P;f(x0)| < oc.

j=1
Hence, we can apply Lemma 3 to (3.2) for ¢ > T}, and we obtain that w,, (zo,t) =
Uy, (20, 1) for Ty <t < Ty if and only if

/o e u(s)ds =0, n €N\ Alx). (3.3)

We set n = e* and h(n) = u(logn), and we see that 1 < n < e? for 0 < s < T. Then
(3.3) is equivalent to

/16 nA"Mdn =0, neN\A(zy). (3.4)

By the Miintz theorem (e.g., E.7 on p.184 of Borwein and Erdélyi [3]) as directly appli-
cable version, we see that (3.4) yields @ =0 for 1 < n < e’ if and only if (1.12) holds.
Thus the proof of Theorem 2 is complete.

In the case of d = 1, we see that \; = o, because all the eigenvalues are simple.

o) 1

Therefore Corollary follows directly since \; ~ pgj? as j — oo, which implies ijl oW
J

ocoifd=1.

<
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4 Proofs of Theorem 3 and Proposition 1

For general dimensions d, we have

w,(z,t) = Z </0 Sin% — S)u(s)dzs) P.f(x), ze€Q,t>0 (4.1)

(e.g., Komornik [16]). Setting p := p11 — po and u := w,, —u,,, since p(t) =0fort > T
and u € C(Q x [0,00)), in terms of (1.8) and Lemma 1, we have

o) =3 ([ 22 )0 )

n=1

sin VAt (/O (S)COS\/YnSdS)Pf o
cos \/A_nt </0 11(s) sin \/Ynsds) Pof(zo), t>T.

n=1

Vn
Therefore,
(0, ) = i(an(f’n ) (o) sin v/ Ant + bo (Pof)(20) cos /Ant), t>T, (4.2)
n=1

where we set

I -1 /7
w(s)cos\/Apsds, b, = p(s)siny/A,sds, n € N.
Vv )\n 0 Vv )‘n 0

The series is convergent in C'(Q x [0, 00)]) by (1.8) and Lemma 1 (i).
Proof of Theorem 3.

In the case of © = (0.0, we know d, = 1, A, = 2 and y(a) = \/Zsin 2.
(Pof)(x0) = (f, ©n)en(xo). Therefore,

Ay =

C Tt
u, (o, t) = Z (an sin ne + b, cos Tds) (f, on)on(xg) for Ty <t <Typ  (4.3)

n=1
for Ty <t < Ts.
Since T, — 11 > 2¢ by (1.15), we have (4.3) for T} < ¢t < Tj + 2(. Since (4.3) is con-
vergent in C[0, 00), we see that (4.3) is convergent in L?*(Ty,T; + 2¢). Hence, taking the

scalar products in L*(T, T14-2¢) with sin 2 and cos ™%, we obtain a,, (f, m)em (o) =

(f Om)pm(zo) = 0 for m € N. By (1. 15), we see that (f,om) # 0 and @, (x¢) =
sin %7 xg # 0 for all m € N. Consequently, a,,, = b,, = 0, that is,

T T
/ u(s) cos m;rs ds = / () sin s
0 0

20

E

ds=0, meN.



We recall the assumption 7" < 2¢. If T' < 2¢, then we set fi(t) =

Then

2 2
/ fi(s) cos m;rsds = / fi(s) sin m;rsds =0, meN
0 0

Therefore, i(s) = ¢;: constant for 0 < s < 2¢. In the case of T' = 2{, we have
¢g = pu(T)=0by u(t) =0for t > T. In the case of T" < 2¢, since u = 0 in [T, 2], we
see ¢; = 0. Hence p(s) =0 for 0 < s < T, and the proof of Theorem 3 is complete.

Proof of Proposition 1.

Since f € C5°(£2), we see (4.2), and the series u,(zo,t) is convergent in L>(R), and so
7 is an almost periodic function (e.g., Bottcher and Silbermann [4]). By a property of
almost periodic functions (e.g., property (d) in p.493 in [4]) yields

|| w20, ‘)HLOO(]R) = li?isup [w,(zo,t)].

By (1.18), we see that ||u,(xo,-)||L®) = 0, that is,

i an(Pof) (o) sin v/ Ant + i b (Pof)(x0) cos v/ Ant =0, t€R.

Substituting —t and adding and subtracting, we obtain
> an(Pof) (o) sin v/ Ant = bu(Pof)(zo) cos /At =0, tER. (4.4)
n=1 n=1

Now we can prove
Lemma 4.

Let 0 <p; <py <--+ —>00. Let o, € R satisfy

> o] < 0. (4.5)
n=1

Then - -
Zansinpnt:(), t>0 or Zancospnt:(), t>0
n=1 n=1

yields o, = 0 for each n € N.

For completeness the proof of the lemma is provided at the end of this section.

Now we complete the proof of Proposition 1. Applying Lemma 4 to (4.4), we obtain
an(Pnf)(xo) = by(Pof)(x9) =0, neN.
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By the definition (1.10) of A(zg), we reach a,, = b, =0 for n € N\ A(zy), that is,
T T
/ p(s) cos v/ Apsds = / p(s)siny/A,sds =0, n e N\ Axg).
0 0

With the even extension of p to (=T, 0) for example, we see
T
/ u(s)eY "V ds =0 for n € N\ A(zo). (4.6)
-7

We can prove the following lemma, whose proof is given at the end of this section.
Lemma 5.
Under assumptions (1.16) and (1.17), the system

{esmm}neN\A(mo)

is complete in C[=T,T|. In particular, (4.6) implies u(s) =0 for 0 <t <T.
Here we say that {e*V=1V2}, cx a@ag) is complete in C[—~T,T] if g € C[~T,T] and

T
/ g(s)e’VVrds =0 for all n € N\ A(x),
-T

imply g(s) =0 for 0 < s <T.

By applying Lemma 5 to (4.6), the proof of Proposition 1 is finished.

We conclude this section with
Proof of Lemma 4. It suffices to prove in the case >~ o, sinp,t = 0 for ¢ > 0.
By (4.5), the series 0% a,, sinp,t = 3% a, (eV 1Pt — e=V=1Pat) js convergent in
L>*(R). Therefore, we can take the Laplace transform term-wisely:

&+p;

0 Z o /oo(e\/__lpnt o 6—\/—_1pnt)e—§tdt _ Z 24/ —10énpn
n=1 0 n=1
for Re € > 0. Setting n = &2, we have

iéawn_a >0

;=
n:1n+pn

For > 0 and k € N, since |n + p2|* > p?* and so

||

= 2k—1
Dn

a
‘ nbn < Cla,|, meN.

(n+p2)*
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In view of (4.5), the series >~ % is uniformly convergent in n € [0, L] with

arbitrary L > 0 for each k € N. Therefore, we can term-wisely differentiate in »:

— Py

Y =0, 7>0.
2\k )

—~ (n+p)

Substituting n = 1, we can write

Capr +i WP 0.

1"‘]91 —9 1+pn
that is,

k—
a1py :_Z Pn (14‘]7%) '
1+ p3 "14+p2 \1+p2 '

Since 0 < p; < py < ---, we have

1+ p? <1+p?_
1+p2 =~ 1+p3

for each n > 2 and 1_{”2 < 1. Hence we see that

Q1P
1+ p?

o0
< Z |04n|7’k’1 <CcrFt — 0

n=2

as k — oo in view of (4.5). Therefore, a; = 0 by p; # 0. Continuing this argument, we
can successively obtain «,, = 0 for n € N; so that the proof of Lemma 4 is complete. B
Proof of Lemma 5.
Considering the zero extension, we readily see that {esﬁm}neN\A(m) is complete in
C[—T, T, then so is it in C[=T, T] with any 0 < T' < T..

We set

R :=sup{L; {es‘/__lm}neN\A(mo) is complete in C[—L, L]}

and

k
D = lim —.
k—00,N\A(z0) v/ \j,
Since v/ A, > 0 for k € N\ A(z) and is increasing in k, we can apply Theorem 13 (p.116)
in [27], and we can obtain

D < R.

Therefore, if 7' < 7D, then we have T" < R. Hence, {es‘/__lm}neN\A(m) is complete in
C[-T,T) if T < wD. We finished the proof of Lemma 5. B

23



5 Proof of Theorem 4

First Step:
We have
Owu(z,t) = Au(z,t), z€Q, t>T, (5.1)
u(z,t) =0, xe€d t>T. .
We can prove
|’u<-,%v)|’L2(Q) < CH&,uHLQ(VX(ThTQ)) for T1 < ?< Tg. (52)

Proof of (5.2).
First we show a Carleman estimate. For it, let d € C%(Q) satisfy d > 0 in Q, |[Vd| > 0
on 2 and 9,d < 0 on 9Q \ T'. For the proof of such d, see e.g., Imanuvilov [10].
We set
(@) eAd(@) _ S2Aldlle )

—mm-n ‘T mmon

B(I‘,t): reQ T <t<T,

where we choose A > 0 sufficiently large. Then
Lemma 6 (Carleman estimate).

There exist constants C' > 0 and sq > 0 such that

1
/ (—|8tu\2 + 53A453\u\2) e***dxdt < C / 0, u|*dSdt
QX(Tl,TQ) 'y><(

53 T1,T%)

for all s > so and all u satisfying (5.1) and Oyu, Au € L*(Q x (T1,Ty)).

For the proof, we refer to Imanuvilov [10], and also Imanuvilov and Yamamoto
[11], where the parabolic equation is considered in the time interval (0,7, and we can

translate by change t — ﬁ(t —T1).
We choose and fix 1, t, such that T} < t; < % <ty < Ty. Since a(z,t) < 0 for
x € Q and T7 < t < T, there exist constants C7, Cy, C5 > 0 such that
O[(IL‘,t) Z —Cl, CQ S B(ZL‘,t) < Cg, (i’,t) - g X [tl,tg].

Therefore, for all large s > 0, we obtain

/ (|0u|® + [u*)dzdt < C’/ |0, u|*dSdt.
QX(tl,tQ)

yx (T1,T2)
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Here the constant C' > 0 depends on t,ts and fixed large constants s > 0. Applying
the Sobolev embedding H'(t1,ty; L*(Q)) C C([t1,t2]; L*(2)), we obtain

sup ||U('at)||%2(g) < CHaVuH%Q('yX(tl,tg))'

t1<t<to

Since t1, ty are atbitrarily provided that 77 < t; < ty < T3, the proof of (5.2) is complete.

Henceforth we renumber the set {A; }ren of all the eigenvalues of —A with the zero
Dirichlet boundary condition, according to the multiplicities: 0 < 07 < 09 < 03 < ---.
We can choose an eigenfunction ¢y, corresponding to oy such that {¢g}reny forms an
orthonormal basis in L?(2).

By the eigenfunction expansion, we can represent the solution u to (1.1) for 0 <
t<T as

% ¢
= Ze"’ft (/ e"fsu(s)ds) (f.oi)pi(x), ze€Q,0<t<T. (5.3)
j=1 0
Since u(s) =0 for s > T, we obtain

u(z,t) = f: et ( /0 : e"fs,u(s)ds) (f.o))pi(z), z2€Q T<t<T. (5.4)

Second Step: Proof of Theorem 4 (i).
By (5.2) and d,u = 0 on v x (11,Ts), we have u(z,t) =0 for x € Q and T} < t < Ts.
Therefore, (5.4) yields

o0 B T ~
Ze*%‘t (/ erS,LL(S)dS) (f’ gpj)gpj(x) = O, xr e Q, T <t< T27
j=1 0

which implies
T
(/ e”jsu(s)ds) (f,p;) =0 forall jeN.
0
By the assumption (1.29), we reach (f,¢;) =0 for all j € N. Thus f =0 in Q.

Third Step: Proof of Theorem 4 (ii).
We fix t € (T}, Ty) arbitrarily. Combining (5.2) with (5.4) with ¢ = ¢, we obtain

< C”al’uH%Q(Tl,Tg;LQ('y))' (5.5)
LQ(Q)

-, Dl Z20) = (f> ei)e
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Here we set

T
pj = e %" (/ e"fs,u(s)ds) , jeN.
0

Since f € D(AY) with given ¢ € N, we have

_ 1
[(fs 09| = [(A°f, A0)| = 7(Aéf ©;)] - (5.6)
j
Therefore, for each N € N, we obtain
o0 N 00 1
i (z+ o [ ST Sl RO,
=1 —1  j=N+1 j=1 j=N+1 "7
N
Zf%|2+ Z|A£fs03
7=1 j N+1
al 1
Z (fs )P + 24||Aef||12(m- (5.7)
= ON

Next we estimate p;. By (1.30), we arbitrarily fix constants 0 < ¢; <ty < T and
0 > 0 such that p(s) > 4§ for t; < s < ty. Therefore,

T to eajtg _ eO'jtl
/ e’ u(s)ds > 5/ e’fds = ——— 4,
0 th 95

so that
1 ertNO'j 1 i (?—tg)aj 1 .
m B 0 ertQ(]_ - eioj(bitl)) - 1) 1 — e*O’l(tQ*tl) < Claje 29 (58)

for j € N. By e oilte=t) < g=oil2=t1) < 1 for all j € N, the constants C; > 0 and
C5 > 0 are independent of j € N. On the other hand, substituting ¢ = ¢ in (5.4), we
take the scalar product of (5.4) with ¢;, and we obtain (u(-,t),¢;) = p;(f,¢;). Hence,
(5.8) implies

|(foe)l = Tl ), 95)] < Croge®|(ul, 1), ¢5)], j€N.

|
\p]|
Substituting this into (5.7), we see

1£122 0 <CQZO’2€QCQ‘”\( ( )90])\2+ ’AngLQ(Q

7=1

<CPoxe® ™| (u(-, |72 +—g||A£f||L2(Q
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with arbitrary N € N.

In terms of (5.2), since we are considering the case of ||0,ul|r2(yx(1y,1)) — 0, we
can assume that |u(-,?)||r2@) < 1. Since oy ~ poNi as N — oo (e.g., [1], [B]) and
Ni < exp(Na) for sufficiently large N € N, we obtain

C
7l < Crexp (CoNE) oM for all N €N, (5.9)
where we choose a small constant 7y € (0,1) and set
n ) 20
n = ||u(7t)||L2(Q) S 1 - 770, M = ||A f||L2(Q)7 90 = E

Now, for given n > 0, we make the right-hand side of (5.9) smaller by choosing N € N.
By n < 1, we see log% > 1. Let 8 € (0, ¢) be arbitrarily given. We can choose

N = N(n) € N such that
o0 o
1Y) % 1Y) %
(log —) <N < (log —) + 1.
n n

1 0
(log _) S NGO’
U

Ch < Ch

Then

that is,

(5.10)

Moreover, we know

that is,

)

o
Q2
=
o
33
N[
I
=
@
>
ho}
VRS
S
9
/N
N
o
o
I | =
~
~|
+
—_
~__—
~__—
AN
2
=
@
>
o}
VRS
S
R
o
o
|
~
|

for n <1 —mng. Setting t = log% > (), we can see

1 1
72 exp <C5 <log —)

Ui

0

1 1)¢
72 exp <C5 <log ;) )

27
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) = ¢ 2t eXp(C5t%),

and so % < 1 yields

sup
n<l1

< oQ.




Hence,

1 1\
nzexp [ Cs (log —)
n

and (5.9) with this choice of N and (5.10) yield

exp(C3Na)n < Csn? sup
n<l1

1
[ flle2) < Cm2 + ——5

Cs
(s )

Since we can find a constant Cs > 0 such that 7)% < for n < 1, we obtain

Cy
(10e3)’

By using (5.5), we complete the proof of Theorem 4 (ii).

1 fllz2) < M.

6 Proof of Theorem 5

Since u(t) =0 for t > T', we have

Pu(z,t) = Au(z,t), z€Q,t>T,
u(z,t) =0, z€dQ t>T.

(6.1)

Setting v = dyu and

we have
OPv(z,t) = Av(z,t) + p(t) f(z), ze€Q, t>0,

v(x,t) =0, x€dft>0, (6.2)
v(x,0) = Ow(z,0) =0, x €.
By Theorem 8.2 (p.275) in [17], we note that v € C([0, 00); H}(2)) and d,v € C([0, 00); L*(£2)).

In particular,

OPv(x,t) = Av(z,t), z€Q,t>T,
v(x,t) =0, x€d, t>0, (6.3)
v(z,T) = Owu(z,T), Ow(x,0)=Au(z,T), x€.
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In view of (1.24), we can apply the observability inequality (e.g., Komornik [16]) to
(6.3), so that we obtain

[0cu(-, T) | ) + 1Au(-, T2y = v T llav@) + [10:0( T L2
<C 0| mrery 112 (r)) -

Since u(-, T") = 0 on 052, the elliptic regularity implies ||u(:, T') || 2y < Cl|Au(-, T)| 120,
we have

Jul, T) 20 + 10, T mi) < ClOwull i 1pz2my)- (6.4)
Similarly to (4.1), we can obtain

0= ([ =0 £t

n=1

in H2(Q) N HY(Q) for 0 < t < T. Therefore,

Oz, ) Z ( / cos VAt = (s)ds ) Pofa)

in H}(Q) for 0 <t < T. Hence,

(e, T) = Y ( ) SR (5)ds) Pof (),

(6.5)
Ou(z, T) =3, <f0 cos V(T ),u(s)ds) P.f(z) in L*(Q).

On the other hand, by u(7T") = 0, the integration by parts yields

/0 p1(s) sin /A (T — s)ds = MO cos TV A \/1>\_ /0 11 (s) cos /A (T —

vV

The Riemann-Lebesgue theorem implies

/0 11(s) sin /A (T — 8)ds = _nl0) (i;i\_T\/E +o0 (\/1>\_) as n — 00. (6.6)

Similarly we can verify

/0 11(s) cos v/ An(T — s)ds = %)\_n +o0 (\/1)\_) as n — 00. (6.7)

Moreover, by (6.5), we have

luC, D) lZr2) + 100, T30
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2
+

/0 p1(s) sin /A (T — s)ds / 11(s) cos /A (T — s)ds

0

2
) 1P f 1220

)

as n — 00. We choose large N € N such that J, > %0)2 for n > N. By (1.31) we

S
By 7;6.6) and (6.7), we sco
J= A ( [ ey = oyas| +| [ty cos A - sy
(02 (co T3y + 502 To/3) + 0(1) 2 (0)? = o)

2
+

obtain (0)?
. . 0
o := min {127111%1]\[ I, 5 } > 0,
and so
T 2 T 2
An ( / w(s)sin /A, (T — s)ds| + / p(s) cos v/ A (T — s)ds ) > 1, n €N,
0 0
which yields
oo dn
-, T2y + 105l Ty = 10 Y D 1(frun) P = poll Fl1Z 20
n=1 k=1

The combination with (6.4) completes the proof of the second inequality in (1.32).
Finally we prove the first inequality in (1.32). Applying the direct inequality (e.g.,
Komornik [16]) to (6.1), for any Ty > T', we have

10vull 1 (110522 00)) < 0u0]| L2(rm0522000)) < C(To)(Jv(-, Tl 1) + 1|00 (-, T) || 2(0))-
Here C'(Tp) > 0 depends on Ty > T'. Hence,
0vul| oy s r200)) < O, Ty + |00 (-, T) | 22()- (6.8)

By u' € L?(0,T), we apply the usual energy estimate (or Theorem 8.2 (p.275) in [17]
for example) to (6.2) for 0 < ¢ < T, we have

(-, )l + 100w (-, Tl z2) < Cllp' fll 2020

with which (6.8) completes the proof of the first inequality in (1.32). Thus the proof of

Theorem 5 is complete.
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7 Proofs of Propositions 2 and 3

7.1 Proof of Proposition 2

We set u := u,, —uy,, and p = py — po. Then we have (5.1) for ¢ > T". Therefore, in

T -;—TQ )

view of (5.2), we obtain u (-, =0 in . The uniqueness for a heat equation (5.1)

backward in time (e.g., Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [12], Isakov [13]) yields u(-,7) = 0
in Q. Here, by u € C([0, T3]; L*(2)), we see that
lim u(-,T+¢)= lim u(,T—e¢),

e—0,e>0 e—0,e>0

and (3.1) yields

s ([ o) oo, s

Therefore, by definition (1.21) of A, we obtain

T
/ ereu(s)ds =0, neN\A.
0

Similarly to the argument after (3.3), we apply the Miintz theorem ([3]) to obtain
p(t) =0 for 0 < t < T if and only if (1.22) holds. Thus the proof of Proposition 2 is

complete.

7.2 Proof of Proposition 3

We set w := u,, —uy,, and p := 1y — po. Then we have (6.1). First, since ,u = 0 on
I' x (T1,Tz), by (1.24) the observability inequality (e.g., [16]) to (6.1) yields u(-,T}) =
Owu(-,T1) = 0in Q. Therefore, in (6.1) we see that u(-,T") = dyu(-,T) = 0 in Q. Here we
note that u € C*([0, T); L*(Q2)). Hence, (6.4) implies

/0 () sin /A (T — s)ds = 0, /0 11(s) cos /A (T — s)pu(s)ds =0, neN\A,
that is,

sin T\, fOT () cos v Apsds — cos TA/A, fOT w(s) sin/A,sds = 0,
cos T/, fOT (s) cos v/ Apsds + sin T/A, fOT (1(s)sinv/Apsds =0, neN\A.
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Considering the system as linear equations in fOT 1(s) cos v/ A, sds and fOT w(s) siny/A,sds,
since the determinant of the coefficient matrix is non-zero: sin?T'/\, + cos? T\, =
1 # 0, we see

/0 11(s) cos v/ Apsds = /o fi(s)sin\/Apsds =0, neN\A. (7.1)

In view of (1.23) and (1.25), we can argue similarly to the proof of Proposition 1, and
by Lemma 5, we can reach u(s) =0, 0 < s < T. Thus the proof of Proposition 3 is

complete.

8 Appendix I. Uniqueness in determining u(t) by
data over time interval (0,7)

Our main interest is the inverse source problems by data over the time interval (77, 75)
where T' < T7 < Ty, because the inverse problems with data over (0,7) have been well
studied. However, uniqueness results by data over (0,7") seem a kind of folklore, and it
is not easy to find relevant articles. Thus for completeness, we here show the uniqueness

limited to the case of the determination of pu(t).

Our argument can work for the case where A is replaced by a general uniformly
elliptic operator with some regularity condition on the coefficients, but we are restricted
to (1.1) and (1.2) with the zero Dirichlet boundary condition. For simplicity we assume
that f € C5°(Q).

Case 1: one-dimensional case and pointwise data u(x,t), 0 < t < T with

Tg € Q.= (O,g)
We recall ) o Y
2
An = %, on(x) = %sin %x, n €N,
and (f,g) fo x)dz for f,g € L*(0,0). By ux, k = 1,2, we denote the solution

to (1.1) and (1.2) respectlvely. that is, u; and uy are the solutions for the diffusion and
the wave equations respectively.
Proposition A.
We assume
there exists ny € N such that (f, pn,)en, (xg) # 0. (8.1)
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(i): Case of diffusion equation. If ui(xg,t) =0 for 0 <t < T, then u(t) =0 for
0<t<T.

(ii): Case of wave equation. If us(xg,t) = 0 for 0 < t < T, then u(t) = 0 for
0<t<T—{.

We can compare Proposition A (i) and (ii) with Theorems 2 and 3 respectively,
which naturally require more conditions. In (ii), if 7" < ¢, then we can not conclude
the uniqueness for any time interval (0,e) with arbitrary ¢ > 0, and in view of the
propagation speed 1, it is natural that T' > ¢ is needed for the meaningful uniqueness.
Remark.

If either

f (o) #0,

or

Lo .

7%@7 f§é0 m (076)7
then (8.1) holds. Indeed if (8.1) does not hold, then (f, v,)pn(xo) = 0 for all n € N,
which implies f(xo) = > 7 (f, ¥n)@n(ro) = 0. Hence, in the first case, (8.1) holds.
Furthermore, in the second case we note that %2 ¢ Q implies that o, (zy) # 0 for all
n € N.

Case 2: general dimensional case and data 0,u on lateral subboundary of
00 x (0,7T).
For arbitrarily chosen zy € R? we recall that v = v(z) denotes the unit outward
normal vector to 02 at x, and

['(zg) :=={x € 0 (v —x0) - v(z) >0}, R(zp) = max |z — x|

e

Proposition B.

We assume that f # 0 in €.

(i): Case of diffusion equation. Let vy C 0 be an arbitrarily fived subboundary. If
Oyt |yx 0,y = 0, then p(t) =0 for 0 <t <T.

(ii): Case of wave equation. If 0,us|rwe)x0,r) = 0, then pu(t) = 0 for 0 < t <
T — R(xo).

Similarly to Proposition A, in the case of the wave equation, owing to the finite
propagation speed 1, the time interval for the uniqueness of 1(t) is reduced by R(xg) from

the observation time length 7". The conclusion of (ii) makes sense only if 7' > R(x).
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Proposition B (i) and (ii) should be compared with Propositions 2 and 3 respectively
where data are taken over (77,73) with 77 > 0. Also in (ii), for the uniqueness we
can take arbitrary subboundary with relevantly long time interval as long as the wave
equation has analytic coefficients. For the uniqueness we can apply Fritz John’s global
Holmgren theorem (e.g., John [I5]), but we omit the details.

For the proofs of the propositions, we reduce the problems to initial boundary value
problems for equations with the zero right-hand sides. More precisely, for k = 1,2, let
v = vg(x, t) satisfy

;

OFvp(x,t) = Av(z,t), € Q,t>0,
vp(z,t) =0, €0, t>0,

(8.2)
v(z,0) = f(z), ze€, ifk=1,
\ ve(z,0) =0, Owi(z,0) = f(z), =€, ifk=2
Then, as is easily verified, we see
t
ug(x,t) = / w(t — s)vg(x,s)ds, ze€Q,t>0 (8.3)
0

for k=1,2.
Proof of Proposition A.
For k = 1,2, let ug(zo,t) =0 for 0 <t < T. Then (8.3) yields

t
/ wu(t — s)vg(zo, s)ds =0, 0<t<T.
0

The Titchmarsh theorem on the convolution (Titchmarsh [20]) yields that there exists
t. € (0,7T) such that

5) =0, 0<s<t,,
fi(s) (8.4)

ve(T0,8) =0, 0<s<T —t,.

We assume that ¢, < T. Otherwise u(s) =0 for 0 < s < T have been already proved.
Proof of (i).

We know -
’U1<.§U0, t) = Z eiAnt(f} gOn)gOn(.To), t> O
n=1
Then -
S e (fopa)palro) =0, 0<t<T . (8.5)
n=1
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We can apply Lemma 3 in Section 3 to obtain (f, v,)pn(zo) = 0 for n € N. This
contradicts assumption (8.1). Hence t, < T is impossible and so ¢, = T, that is,
p(t) =0 for 0 <t < T. Thus the proof of Proposition A (i) is complete.

Proof of (ii).

In the case of the wave equation, we have

Z i \/_t (f,pn)n(z0) =0 (8.6)

for 0 <t < T —t, (e.g., Komornik [16]). If T"— ¢, > ¢, then (8.6) holds for 0 < t < ¢.

Recalling that ¢, (x) = ‘\//g sin 7t with n € N, we can obtain

(fv @n)¢n($o) =0 forallne N,

which contradicts assumption (8.1). Hence, T — t, < ¢, that is, t, > T'— ¢. Thus (8.4)
yields p(t) =0 for 0 <t < T — ¢, and the proof of Proposition A (ii) is complete.
Proof of Proposition B.

Similarly to the proof of Proposition A, we obtain

u(s) =0, 0<s<t,,
O, =0 on~vyx(0,T—t,)if k=1, (8.7)
O =0 on'(xg) x (0, T —t,) if k = 2.

Proof of (i).

Assume that t, < T. Then d,v; = 0 on vy x (0,7 —t,). With this, we apply the classical
unique continuation for the heat equation (e.g., Isakov [13], Yamamoto [20]), and so
vy = 0in Q x (0,7, which yields f = 0 in . This contradicts the assumption f % 0 in
Q). Therefore, t, < T is impossible, and we reach t, = T". The proof of (i) is complete.
Proof of (ii).

Assume that t, < 7. Then 0,05 = 0 on I'(xg) x (0,7 — t,). If T'—t. > R(xo), then
the observability inequality (e.g., [L6]) or the unique continuation by Carleman estimate
(e.g., [2]) yields vy = 0 in ©Q x (0,7). That is, f = 0 in Q. By the assumption f # 0
in Q, it turns out that 7" — ¢, > R(zo) is impossible. Hence, T' —t. < R(xy), that is,
t. > T — R(xg). Consequently (8.7) implies u(t) =0 for 0 <t < T — R(xy). Thus the

proof of Proposition B is complete.
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9 Appendix II. Proofs of Lemmas 1 and 2

We number all the eigenvalues of A = —A with D(A) = H*(Q) N H}(Q) with the
multiplicities. Let {¢;};en be eigenfunctions forming an orthonormal basis in L*(Q):
Ap; = 0;p;. Let Ty > 0 be arbitrary.

Proof of Lemma 1.

(i) We refer to the example in Evans [9, Thm. 5 in Ch. 7] to know that there exists a
unique solution u € L?*(0, Ty; H*(Q)) N H'(0, To; L*()) to (1.1). Moreover, similarly to
(5.3), we have

u(z,t) = 2 ot (/Ot e"jsu(s)ds) (f,0,)p;(z), z€Q,t>0, (9.1)

where the series is convergent in L2(0, Ty; H*(Q))NH (0, To; L*(Q)). Since f € C§°(Q2) C
D(A*) with any ¢ € N and o, ~ Poji as j — oo (e.g., [1], [§]), we see (5.6) and

C
(s i)l < j—%[HAffHLz(Q), teN. (9.2)

Moreover, with ¢ € N satisfying ¢y, > %, the Sobolev embedding yields

24

leille@ < Clleillazo @) < CllA®g;lra@) = Col® < Cj7a.
Therefore, for sufficiently large ¢ € N, we see that the series in (9.1) is convergent in
L>=(0,Ty; H*(Q)), and so u € C([0, Ty); H*(2)). Thus (1.3) is verified.
Since dyu = —Au + p(t)f in Q x (0,7), in terms of (9.2), we can similarly prove
that dyu € C([0, To); L*(2)). Thus the proof of Lemma 1 (i) is complete.
(ii) Setting v = dyu, we have
Pv=Av+pt)f(z), € 0<t<Ty,
0(,0) =0, B(r,0) = u(O)f(x), T,
v(z,t) =0, €I, 0<t<Tp.
Since ¢/ € L*(0,Tp) and f € L*(Q), we see that v € C([0, To]; H3 (2))NC([0, Tol; L2())
(e.g., [1T7], Theorem 8.2 (p.275)). Therefore,
u € CH([0, To); Hy (€2)) N C*([0, To; L*(€2)).

Moreover, Au(-,t) = O?u(-,t) — u(t)f in Q and u(-,t) = 0 on 99 for each ¢ € [0, Ty, and
the elliptic regularity yields u € C/([0, To]; H*(Q2)). Since

u<x,t>=;< / Lﬁj&m)ds) (ro)es@), wEQ 150
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(e.g., [16]), in terms of (9.2) we can see that the series is convergent on Q x [0, Tp], so
that u € C(Q x [0, Tp]) follows.

Finally d,v € L?(0, Ty; L*(02)) is seen by e.g., [16], and so d,u € H'(0, Ty; L*(09)).
Thus the proof of Lemma 1 is complete. Bl

Proof of Lemma 2.

The proof is similarly done to Lemma 1 for example by means of Sections 7.1 and 7.2
of Chapter 7 in Evans [9], Theorem 8.2 (p.275) in Lions and Magenes [17], Komornik
[16] and Pazy [I§], and we do not repeat the details.
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