arXiv:2301.07875v1 [math.AP] 19 Jan 2023

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED INVERSE BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM FOR A NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION ON TRANSVERSALLY ANISOTROPIC MANIFOLDS

SHUAI LU AND JIAN ZHAI

Abstract. We consider the problem of recovering a nonlinear potential function in a nonlinear Schrödinger equation on transversally anisotropic manifolds from the linearized Dirichlet-to-Neumann map at a large wavenumber. By calibrating the complex geometric optics (CGO) solutions according to the wavenumber, we prove the increasing stability of recovering the coefficient of a cubic term as the wavenumber becomes large.

1. Introduction

In this article we investigate the inverse boundary value problem for the Helmholtz equation with cubic nonlinearity

(1) Δ_gu + k^2u − cu^3 = 0, in M,

where (M, g) is an n-dimensional compact oriented Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary ∂M and n ≥ 3. Here Δ_g is the Laplace-Beltrami operator, given in local coordinates by Δ_gu = det(g)^{−1/2}∂_i(det(g)^{1/2}g^{ij}∂_j u), where the Riemannian metric g = (g_{ij} (x)) and g^{−1} = (g^{ij}(x)). We consider the inverse problems of recovering c from boundary measurement, which is often modeled as the Dirichletto-Neumann (DtN) map.

Much work has been done for the corresponding problems for the linear equation

(2) Δ_gu + k^2u − cu = 0, in M.

When k = 0, the problem is closely related to the Calderón’s problem arising from Electrical Impedance Tomography (EIT). For the case where g is Euclidean, the global uniqueness was first established in the seminal paper [30]. Logarithmic stability of such problem was proved in [1], and found to be optimal in [26]. For the case g is not Euclidean, the problem is in general still open. Much work has been done with further assumption that (M, g) is conformally transversally anisotropic, i.e., (M, g) ⊂⊂ (R × M_0 , g), g = d(e ⊕ g_0), (R, e) is the Euclidean line, (M_0, g_0) is some compact (n − 1)-dimensional manifold with boundary, and d is some smooth positive function. With further assumption that (M_0, g_0) is simple, meaning

Date: January 20, 2023.

Key words and phrases. Increasing stability, inverse boundary value problem, nonlinear Schrödinger equations.

S. Lu is supported by NSFC (No.11925104), Science and Technology Commission of Shanghai Municipality (21JC1400500). 1

2 S. LU AND J. ZHAI

∂M_0 is convex, M_0 is simply connected and has no conjugate points, the uniqueness of c was proved in [9]. A double-logarithmic type stability estimate, under the same assumptions, was established in [4]. Under a more general assumption that the geodesic ray transform is injective on (M_0, g_0), the uniqueness was proved in [12].

Since the work [22], much attention has been paid to inverse problems for nonlinear hyperbolic equations. For many nonlinear equations, the nonlinearity actually helps in solving the related inverse problems, whereas the problems for corresponding linear equations are still open. For recent works on inverse boundary value problems for nonlinear hyperbolic equations, we refer to [7, 8, 31, 13, 32, 24] and references therein. The inverse boundary value problem for the nonlinear elliptic equation

(3) Δ_gu + cu^m = 0, in M

m ≥ 3, was considered in [23, 11], where uniqueness was proved under very mild geometrical assumptions on (M_0, g_0). For this problem, the nonlinearity was utilized in an essential way. In contrast with the study for the linear model [9, 4, 12] for which the problem is related to the geodesic ray transform on (M_0, g_0), a pointwise recovery is possible with the nonlinear model (3). The study on inverse boundary value problems for nonlinear elliptic equations goes back to [18, 28, 29]. For more recent works, we refer to [2, 6, 21, 20, 5, 10] and the references therein.

In this article, we are mainly interested in the stability of the inverse boundary value problem for (1), especially its behavior when the wavenumber k increases. Recently, it was observed that for many inverse problems for Helmholtz equations, the stability improves as the wavenumber grows [14, 15, 19, 3, 16, 17]. For the equation (2) with g to be Euclidean, the problem of recovering c from linearized DtN map was considered in [25, 33]. It was proved therein that the stability approaches to a Hölder type as k goes to infinity. Numerical results also corroborate this behavior. When g is Euclidean, similar increasing stability results have already been obtained in [25, 33]. In this paper, we will consider the case where g is transversally anisotropic with (M_0, g_0) simple. The main technical difficulty is that the CGO solutions for the equation

Δ_gu + k^2u = 0

used here are more complicated and can only be constructed asymptotically. The underlying reason is that a non-Euclidean metric g causes geometrical scattering of waves. We emphasize here that, to the best of our knowledge, our result shall be the first increasing stability result on transversally anisotropic manifolds.

We will consider recovering c from two different linearized DtN maps, which are closely related. We will detail these two linearizations below.

Multilinearization. The first linearization has been used in [11, 23]. Take ϵ = (ϵ_1, ϵ_2, ϵ_3) where each small variable ϵ_j > 0, and consider the solution u_ϵ to (1) with Dirichlet boundary value

f_ϵ = ϵ_1f_1 + ϵ_2f_2 + ϵ_3f_3.

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED IBVP 3

It is clear that w := ∂_{ϵ1} ∂_{ϵ2} ∂_{ϵ3} u_ϵ | ϵ=0 solves the equation (4) Δ_gw + k^2w = 6cv_1v_2v_3, w|_{∂M} = 0, where v_j, j = 1, 2, 3, solves the equation (5) Δ_gv_j + k^2v_j = 0, v_j|_{∂M} = f_j . Therefore we can define the multi-linear map D^3_0Λ_c : ( C^2(∂M)

)_3 → L^{4/3}(∂M) such that D^3_0Λ_c(f_1, f_2, f_3) = ∂_ν w.

Next, we verify the mapping properties mentioned above. Notice that for any f_j ∈ C^2(∂M), there exists a unique solution v_j ∈ W^{2,4}(M) to (5) such that ‖v_j‖_W 2,4_{(M)} ≤ ‖f_j ‖_C2_{(∂M)}.

Then cv_1v_2v_3 ∈ L^{4/3}(M) with the estimate

‖cv_1v_2v_3‖_L4/3_{(M)} ≤ C‖v_1‖_L4_{(M)}‖v_2‖_L4_{(M)}‖v_3‖_L4_{(M)} ≤ C‖f_1‖_C2_{(∂M)}‖f_2‖_C2_{(∂M)}‖f_3‖_C2_{(∂M)}. According to the L^p theory for elliptic equations, the solution w to (4) satisfies the estimate ‖w‖_W 2,4/3_{(M)} ≤ C‖cv_1v_2v_3‖_L4/3_{(M)} ≤ C‖f_1‖_C2_{(∂M)}‖f_2‖_C2_{(∂M)}‖f_3‖_C2_{(∂M)}, and thus

‖∂_vw‖_L4/3_{(∂M)} ≤ C‖cv_1v_2v_3‖_L4/3_{(M)} ≤ C‖f_1‖_C2_{(∂M)}‖f_2‖_C2_{(∂M)}‖f_3‖_C2_{(∂M)}. If we denote

ϵ = sup ‖f_j ‖_{C2(∂M)}≤1 ‖D^3_0Λ_c(f_1, f_2, f_3)‖_L4/3_{(∂M)} = sup_{‖fj ‖} C2 (∂M)≤1 ‖∂_ν w‖_L4/3_{(∂M)}, then for any f_j ∈ C^2(∂M), we have ‖D^3_0Λ_c(f_1, f_2, f_3)‖_L4/3_{(∂M)} ≤ ϵ‖f_1‖_C2_{(∂M)}‖f_2‖_C2_{(∂M)}‖f_3‖_C2_{(∂M)}.

Linearization with respect to c. This second linearization has been used in [25]. Now, let us consider the (nonlinear) map Λ^′_c : f → ∂_ν v_f |_{∂M} . Here v_f solves the equation { (Δ_g + k^2)v_f = cu^3_f in M, v_f = 0 on ∂M, where u_f is the solution to { (Δ_g + k^2)u_f = 0 in M, u_f = f on ∂M. For any f ∈ C^2(∂M), there is a unique solution u_f ∈ W^{2,4}(M) such that ‖u_f ‖_W 2,4_{(M)} ≤ ‖f‖_C2_{(∂M)}.

Then cu^3_f ∈ L^43 (M) with the estimate ‖cu^3_f ‖_L 4_{3 (M)} ≤ C‖u_f ‖^3_L4_{(M)} ≤ C‖f‖^3_C2_{(∂M)}.

4 S. LU AND J. ZHAI

Therefore, the solution v_f satisfies the estimate ‖v_f ‖_{W 2,} 4_{3 (M)} ≤ C‖f‖^3_C2_{(∂M)}, and consequently ‖∂_ν v_f ‖_L 4_{3 (∂M)} ≤ C‖f‖^3_C2_{(∂M)}.

Denote ϵ = sup ‖f‖_{C2 (∂M)}=1 ‖Λ^′_cf‖_L 4_{3 (∂M)} = sup_{‖f‖} C2 (∂M)=1 ‖∂_ν v_f ‖_L 4_{3 (∂M)}.

For any f ∈ C^2(∂M), we have { (Δ_g + k^2)v_f = −c‖f‖^3_{C2(∂M)}u^3_{f/‖f‖C2 (∂M)} in M, v_f = 0 on ∂M.

Therefore v_f = ‖f‖^3_{C2(∂M)}v_{f/‖f‖C2 (∂M)} , and ‖Λ^′_cf‖_L 4_{3 (∂M)} ≤ ϵ‖f‖^3_C2_{(∂M)}.

We will consider the problem:

Recover c(x) from the linearized DtN maps D^3_0Λ_c or Λ^′_c.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the construction of CGO solutions and sophisticatedly calibrate their behaviors with respect to several parameters. In Section 3, we state and prove the main theorems.

2. Complex Geometrical Optics solutions In this section, we review the properties of CGO solutions on transversally anisotropic manifolds constructed in [12]. The form of CGO solutions is slightly different since we have a nonzero wavenumber k here. For our purposes, we need to keep track on how the solutions depend on the wavenumber k and some parameters τ and λ that will be introduced later.

Throughout this section, let (M, g) ⊂⊂ (R ×M_0 , g) be a transversally anisotropic manifold with g = e ⊕ g_0, where e is the Euclidean metric on R. Assume further that (M_0, g_0) is an (n − 1)-dimensional simple Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary ∂M_0. Recall that (M_0, g_0) is called simple if ∂M_0 is strictly convex and any two points x, y ∈ M_0 can be connected by a unique geodesic, contained in M_0, depending smoothly on x and y. We will construct CGO solutions satisfying the equation (6) Δ_gu + k^2u = 0.

Denote x = (x_1, x^′) to be the coordinate system on R × M_0. Then we can write Δ_g = ∂^2_1 + Δ_{g0} , where Δ_{g0} is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M_0, g_0).

Let τ, λ be real numbers, where |τ| ≥ 1. We will construct a family of solutions u_{τ +iλ} = e^{(τ +iλ)x1} (~v_{τ +iλ}(x^′) + r(x)),

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED IBVP 5

where ~v_{τ +iλ} is a family of functions on M_0, and the remainder term r → 0 as τ → +∞. We remark here that ~v_{τ +iλ} does not depend on x_1.

Notice that e^{−(τ +iλ)x1} (−Δ_g − k^2)e^{(τ +iλ)x1} u

=(−∂^2_1 + 2(τ + iλ)∂_1 − Δ_{g0} − k^2 − (τ + iλ)^2)u.

From now on, we take τ, λ such that k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2 ≥ 1.

We first construct Gaussian beam quasimode ~v_{τ +iλ}(x^′) on M_0 such that ~v_{τ +iλ}(x^′) is concentrated near a geodesic in the high frequency limit.

Assume that γ : [0, L] → M_0 is a geodesic in M_0 such that γ̇(0) and γ̇(L) are nontangential vectors on ∂M_0 and γ(t) ∈ M^{int} for 0 < t < L. Fix the values of K and m, the solutions ~v_{τ +iλ} would be compactly supported in a neighborhood of γ and satisfy the estimates

(7) ‖(−Δ_{g0} − k^2 − (τ + iλ)^2)~v_{τ +iλ}‖_Hm_{(M0)} ≤ C(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{− K2} e^{σ|λ|}, and (8) ‖~v_{τ +iλ}‖_L4_{(M0)} ≤ Ce^{σ|λ|}, ‖~v_{τ +iλ}‖_L4_{(∂M0)} ≤ Ce^{σ|λ|} for some positive constants C and σ.

To simplify the notations, let s = √ k^2 + (τ + iλ)^2, and denote ~v_s = ~v_{τ +iλ}. Here and throughout the paper we consider √ z defined on {z : ℜz > 0} such that ℜ √ z > 0 everywhere.

We will construct ~v_s such that

(−Δ_{g0} − s^2)~v_s ∼ 0.

Note that |s| ≥ √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2. The Gaussian beam solutions are of the form

~v_s = ( √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{n−28} e^{isΘ}a.

The construction of above solutions will be carried out in the Fermi coordinates in a neighborhood of the geodesic γ (cf. e.g. [12, Lemma 3.5]). Let us briefly recall that the Fermi coordinates can be constructed in the following way. First we choose {v_2, · · · , v_{n−1}} in T_{γ(0)}M_0 such that {v_1 = γ̇(0), v_2, · · · , v_{n−1}} is an orthonormal basis of T_{γ(0)}M_0. Let E_α(t) be the parallel transport of v_α along the geodesic γ. Then {γ̇(t), E_2(t), · · · , E_{n−1}(t)} is an orthonormal basis of T_{γ(t)}M_0. Inverting the map

F (t, y) = exp_{γ(t)} (_{n−1} ∑ α=2 y^αE_α(t) )

gives the Fermi coordinates (t, y) near γ(0, L) such that the geodesic γ(t) corresponds to {y = 0}. Here we have used the fact that γ is not self-intersecting. Furthermore, under the Fermi coordinates the metric g satisfies g^{jk}|_{γ(t)} = δ^{jk}, ∂_ig^{jk}|_{γ(t)} = 0. Let v_s = e^{isΘ}a,

6 S. LU AND J. ZHAI

where Θ and a are smooth complex functions near γ with a supported in {|y| ≤ δ^′/2}. By calculation, one has

(−Δ_{g0} − s^2)v_s = e^{isΘ} ( s^2[(⟨dΘ, dΘ⟩_{g0} − 1)a] − is[2⟨dΘ, da⟩_{g0} + (Δ_{g0} Θ)a] − Δ_{g0} a ) . We first choose Θ such that ⟨dΘ, dΘ⟩_{g0} = 1, up to Nth order on γ.

This can be done by looking for Θ of the form Θ = ∑_N j=0 Θ_j where Θ_j is a polynomial of degree j in y. In particular, we can choose Θ_0(t, y) = t, Θ_1(t, y) = 0. For the construction of Θ_2, one can write Θ_2(t, y) = 1 2 y · H(t)y, where H(t) is a smooth complex symmetric matrix solving some matrix Riccati equation (cf. [12, pp.2595]). Here · refers to the usual R^{n−2} inner product and y ∈ R^{n−2} . In fact, one can choose H(t) such that ℑ(H(t)) is positive definite. This completes the construction of Θ_2 and one can then successively construct Θ_3, · · · , Θ_N by solving additional ODEs. Then, the phase function Θ satisfies the following properties. Θ(γ(t)) = t, ∇Θ(γ(t)) = γ̇(t), ℑ(D^2Θ(γ(t))) ≥ 0, ℑ(D^2Θ)(γ(t))(X, X) > 0, X ⊥ γ̇(t), X ≠ 0. The above properties of the phase function imply that the solution v_s is exponentially decaying away from the geodesic γ.

Next we need to construct the amplitude a such that −is[2⟨dΘ, da⟩_{g0} + (Δ_{g0} Θ)a] − Δ_{g0} a = 0 up to Nth order on γ.

We assume that a is of the asymptotic form a = χ(y/δ^′)(a_0 + s^{−1}a_1 + s^{−2}a_1 + · · · + s^{−N} a_N ) with a_0(γ(t)) non-vanishing and χ is a smooth function with χ = 1 for |y| ≤ 1/4 and χ = 0 for |y| ≥ 1/2. Notice that the support of a can be taken to be in an arbitrary neighborhood of γ by choosing appropriate δ^′ small enough. Here a_0, a_1, · · · , a_N are independent of s (thus independent of τ, λ, k). It suffices to determine a_j such that 2⟨dΘ, da_0⟩_{g0} + (Δ_{g0} Θ)a_0 = 0 up to Nth order on γ, 2⟨dΘ, da_j⟩_{g0} + (Δ_{g0} Θ)a_j − iΔ_{g0} a_{j−1} = 0 up to Nth order on γ for j = 1, · · · , N.

We seek for a_k, k = 1, · · · , N, of the form

a_k = N∑ j=0 a_{k,j}(t, y), where a_{k,j} is a complex homogeneous polynomial of order j in y. In particular a_{0,0} satisfies the equation ∂_ta_{0,0}(t, 0) + 1 2 Δ_{g0} Θ(t, 0) = 0

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED IBVP 7

on the geodesic {y = 0}. Note that Δ_{g0} Θ(t, 0) = tr(H(t)).

We can take a_{0,0}(t, 0) = c_0e^{− 12} ∫_t t0 trH(t^′ )dt^′ .

The details can be found in [12, Proposition 3.1], and are omitted here.

To summarize, we have constructed a function v_s = e^{isΘ}a in a neighborhood of γ where

Θ(t, y) = t + 1 2 y · H(t)y + ~Θ, a(t, y) = a_0 + s^{−1}a_1 + · · · + s^{−N} a_N χ(y/δ^′),

a_0(t, 0) = c_0e^{− 12 ∫ t0 trH(t′)dt′} .

Here ~Θ = O(|y|^3), and both Θ and each a_j is independent of s.

Next, we derive a lower bound for ℜs and an upper bound for |ℑs|.

Lemma 1. Assume that τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2 ≥ 1 and τ ≥ 1. For s = √ k^2 + (τ + iλ)^2, we have ℜs ≥ c_0 √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2, |ℑs| ≤ √ 5|λ|. for some positive constant c_0.

Proof. For the first estimate, notice that ℜs = ℜ √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2 + 2iτλ = √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2ℜ √ 1 + 2iτλ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2 ≥ c_0 √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2,

where c_0 = inf_{t∈R} ℜ( √ 1 + it) > 0.

Now, note that √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2 + 2iτλ − √ k^2 + τ^2 = √ k^2 + τ^2 (√ 1 + −λ^2 + 2iτλ k^2 + τ^2 − 1 ) . Using the fact | √ 1 + z − 1| = | | | z √ 1 + z + 1 | | | ≤ |z| (notice that ℜ √ 1 + z > 0), we obtain | |√k_2 + τ_2 − λ_2 + 2iτλ − √k_2 + τ_2 | | ≤ | − λ^2 + 2iτλ| √ k^2 + τ^2 . For τ^2 + k^2 ≥ λ^2 and τ ≥ 1, we have | − λ^2 + 2iτλ| √ k^2 + τ^2 = √ λ^4 + 4τ^2λ^2 k^2 + τ^2 ≤ √ λ^2(k^2 + τ^2) + 4(τ^2 + k^2)λ^2 k^2 + τ^2 = √ 5|λ|.

8 S. LU AND J. ZHAI

In particular, |ℑs| ≤ | | √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2 + 2iτλ − √ k^2 + τ^2 | | ≤ √ 5|λ|. □ Now let ~v_{τ +iλ} = ~v_s = ( √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ)^{n−28} v_s, and f = (−Δ_{g0} − s^2)~v_{τ +iλ}.

By [12, Proposition 3.1], we have that f is of the form

f =( √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{n−28} e^{isΘ}(s^2h_2a_0 + sh_1 + · · · s^{−(N−1)})h_{−(N−1)} − s^{−N} Δa_{−N} )χ(y/δ^′) + ( √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{n−28} e^{isΘ}sb~χ(y/δ^′) where h_j = 0 up to order N on γ, b vanishes near γ, and ~χ is a smooth function with χ̃ = 0 for |y| ≥ 1/2. Now notice that, using Lemma 1, (9) |e^{isΘ}| ≤ e^{−(ℑs)(ℜΘ)}e^{−(ℜs)(ℑΘ)} ≤ e^{σ|λ|}e^{−c√k2+τ 2−λ2|y|2} for some constant σ > 0. Therefore, if we take δ^′ small enough, (10) |f| ≲ ( √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{n−28} e^{σλ}e^{−c√k2+τ 2−λ2|y|2} (|s|^2|y|^{N+1} + |s|^{−N} + |s|O(|y|^∞)) in a neighborhood of γ.

Remark 1. In above, we can take σ = √ 5 sup |ℜΘ| = √ 5diam_{g0} (M_0), where diam_{g0} (M_0) is the diameter of M_0 w.r.t. the metric g_0 (i.e., the supreme of lengths of all the geodesics in (M_0, g_0)).

Also, we have |~v_s| ≲ ( √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{n−28} e^{σ|λ|}e^{−c√τ 2+k2−λ2|y|2} χ(y/δ^′). Then, we obtain ∫ M_0

|~v_s|^4dV_{g0} ≲( √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{n−22} e^{4σ|λ|} ∫_∞ 0 r^{n−3}e^{−c√τ 2+k2−λ2r2} dr ≲e^{4σ|λ|} ∫_∞ 0 ρ^{n−3}e^{−cρ2} dρ ≲e^{4σ|λ|}, and consequently ‖~v_s‖_L4_{(M0)} ≲ e^{σ|λ|}. By taking N large enough, we have ‖f‖_L2_{(M0)} =‖(−Δ_{g0} − s^2)~v_s‖_L2_{(M0)} ≲‖( √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{n−28} e^{σ|λ|}e^{−c√τ 2+k2−λ2|y|2} (|s|^2|y|^{N+1} + |s|^{−N} )‖_L2_{(M0)} ≲( √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{−R}e^{σ|λ|}.

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED IBVP 9

Here and throughout the paper, σ is a general constant, which may vary from step to step. In above we have used the fact that |s|^4e^{σλ} ≤(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^2e^{σ|λ|} + τ^2λ^2e^{σ|λ|}

≤(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^2e^{σ|λ|} + (τ^2 + λ^2 + k^2)^2e^{σ|λ|} ≲(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^2e^{σ|λ|} + λ^4e^{σ|λ|} ≲(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^2e^{σ′|λ|} with σ^′ > σ for k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2 ≥ 1. For taking k derivatives of f brings at most k powers of s to the front in (10), thus, we can take N = N(K, m) large enough such that ‖f‖_Hm_{(M0)} = ‖(−Δ_{g0} − s^2)~v_s‖_Hm_{(M0)} = O((k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}e^{σ′|λ|}).

Next, we construct the remainder term r for the CGO solutions. Let r = r(x_1, x^′) solve the equation

(−∂^2_1 + 2(τ + iλ)∂_1 − Δ_{g0} − k^2 − (τ + iλ)^2)r(x_1, x^′) = (Δ_{g0} + k^2 + (τ + iλ)^2)~v_{τ +iλ}, which can be rewritten as (−∂^2_1 + 2(τ + iλ)∂_1 − Δ_{g0} − s^2)r = (Δ_{g0} + s^2)~v_{τ +iλ}.

The above equation is solvable by the following lemma, and the solution r satisfies the estimate

‖r‖_Hm_{(M)} ≤ C‖(Δ_{g0} + s^2)~v_{τ +iλ}‖_Hm_{(M0)} = C‖f‖_Hm_{(M0)} ≤ C(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}e^{σ|λ|}. Lemma 2. Consider the equation (11) (−∂^2_1 + 2(τ + iλ)∂_1 − Δ_{g0} − k^2 − (τ + iλ)^2)r = f, in N = (0, T ) × M_0. There is a constant C such that for any |τ| ≥ 1, the above equation has a solution r satisfying ‖r‖_Hm_{(N )} ≤ C τ ‖f‖_Hm_{(N )}. If τ^2 is not a Dirichlet eigenvalue of −Δ_{g0} − k^2 on (M_0, g_0), then the solution is unique.

For the proof of Lemma 2, we need the following lemma. Denote L^2_δ (R) be the space defined via the norm ‖f‖_L2_δ := ‖⟨x⟩^δf‖_L2_{(R)}.

Lemma 3. Let z be a complex number with ℜz ≠ 0, and consider the equation (12) u^′ − zu = f in R.

For any f ∈ S^′(R) there is a unique solution u ∈ S^′(R). Writing S_zf := u, we have the mapping properties S_z : L^2_δ (R) → L^2_δ (R) for all δ ∈ R, and ‖S_zf‖_L2_δ ≤ C_δ |ℜz| ‖f‖_L2_δ , if |ℜz| ≥ 1 ‖S_zf‖_L2_{−δ} ≤ C_δ‖f‖_L2_δ , if ℜz ≠ 0 and δ > 1/2.

10 S. LU AND J. ZHAI

Proof. The proof is a minor modification of that of [27, Proposition 4.4].

Taking the Fourier transforms of both sides of (12), we have (iξ − ℜz − iℑz)û = f̂. Thus û(ξ) = F^{−1} { 1 iξ − ℜz − iℑz f̂(ξ) } . Denote p(ξ) =^1_{iξ−ℜz−iℑz} , one can verify that |p^{(ℓ)}(ξ)| ≤ ℓ!|ℜz|^{−ℓ−1}, ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · . Therefore S_z : S^′(R) → S^′(R), where S_zf = F^{−1}(p(ξ)f̂(ξ)), is continuous.

Let f ∈ L^2_δ (R), δ ∈ R. Notice that ‖v̂‖_Hδ = ‖⟨ · ⟩^δv‖_L2_{(R)} = ‖v‖_L2_δ . Here H^δ = H^δ(R) is the usual Sobolev space. Fix ℓ ≥ |δ|, for |ℜz| ≥ 1, we have ‖S_zf‖_L2_δ = ‖pf̂‖_Hδ ≤ C_δ‖p‖_W ℓ,∞_{(R)}‖f̂‖_Hδ = C_δ|ℜz|^{−1}‖f‖_L2_δ . Let f ∈ L^1(R), and, without loss of generality, let ℜz > 0. Applying the method of integrating factors to the ODE (12), we have (ue^{−zt})^′ = fe^{−zt}. Therefore we have u(x) = − ∫_∞ x f(t)e^{−z(t−x)}dt. Since ℜz > 0, we have |e^{−z(t−x)}| ≤ 1 for t ≥ x. Therefore ‖u‖_L∞_{(R)} ≤ ‖f‖_L1_{(R)}. Now let f ∈ L^2_δ (R) with δ > 1/2. We have ‖S_zf‖_L2_{−δ} = (∫ ⟨t⟩^{−2δ}|S_zf(t)|^2dt )_{1/2}

≤ (∫ ⟨t⟩^{−2δ}dt )_{1/2} ‖S_zf‖_L∞_{(R)} ≤c_δ‖f‖_L1_{(R)} =c_δ ∫ ⟨t⟩^{−δ}⟨t⟩^δ|f(t)|dt ≤c^2_δ ‖f‖_L2_δ . □ Proof of Lemma 2. Let 0 < ω^2_1 ≤ ω^2 ≤ · · · be the eigenvalues of the Dirichlet Laplacian −Δ_{g0} , and ϕ_j be the eigenfunctions such that −Δ_{g0} ϕ_j = ω^2_j ϕ_j, ϕ_j ∈ H^1_0 (M_0).

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED IBVP 11 Let f̂(x_1, j) = ∫ M_0

f(x_1, x^′)ϕ(x^′)dV_{g0} (x^′), j = 1, 2, · · · , be the Fourier coefficients of f(x_1, ·). One has the expansion

f(x_1, x^′) = ∞∑ j=1 f̂(x_1, j)ϕ_j(x^′).

Assume that r has the expansion

r(x_1, x^′) = ∞∑ j=1 r̂(x_1, j)ϕ_j(x^′).

Insert the eigenfunction expansions of f and r into equation (11), we obtain the ODEs (13) ( −∂^2_1 + 2(τ + iλ)∂_1 + ω^2_j − k^2 − (τ + iλ)^2 ) r̂(x_1, j) = f̂(x_1, j).

The symbol of the above ODE operator is p(ξ_1, j) = ξ^2_1 + 2i(τ + iλ)ξ_1 − k^2 + ω^2 − (τ + iλ)^2. Notice that ℜp(ξ_1, j) = ξ^2_1 − 2λξ_1 − k^2 + ω^2_j − τ^2 + λ^2, ℑp(ξ_1, j) = 2τ(ξ_1 − λ).

Thus the symbol p(ξ_1, j) is vanishing for τ ≥ 1 only if ξ_1 = λ and −k^2 + ω^2_j − τ^2 = 0, which is impossible when τ^2 is not an eigenvalue of −Δ_{g0} − k^2. This proves the uniqueness of the solution to (11).

To show the existence, we observe that − ∂^2_1 + 2(τ + iλ)∂_1 + ω^2_j − k^2 − (τ + iλ)^2 = − ( ∂_1 − τ − iλ + √ ω^2_j − k^2 ) ( ∂_1 − τ − iλ − √ ω^2_j − k^2 ) . Using Lemma 3, we have r̂(·, j) = S_{τ +iλ−}√_{ω2j −k2} S_{τ +iλ+}√_{ω2j −k2}f̂(·, j). Assume τ > 0 (the case τ < 0 is analogous). Then ℜ(τ + iλ + √ ω^2_j − k^2) ≥ 1, and ℜ(τ + iλ − √ ω^2_j − k^2) ≠ 0, so we have ‖r̂(·, j)‖_L2_{−δ} ≤ C τ ‖f̂(·, j)‖_L2_δ , and consequently ‖r‖_L2_{(N )} ≤ C τ ‖f‖_L2_{(N )}. By taking ∂^s_1 of both sides of (13), we obtain ‖∂^s_1r̂(·, j)‖_L2_{−δ} ≤ C τ ‖∂^s_1f̂(·, j)‖_L2_δ . Multiplying both sides of (13) by ω_j, we obtain ‖ω^s_jr̂(·, j)‖_L2_{−δ} ≤ C τ ‖ω^s_jf̂(·, j)‖_L2_δ .

12 S. LU AND J. ZHAI

Note that ‖r‖^2_Hm_{(N )} = ∞∑ j=1 m∑ s=0 ∫ |∂^s_1r̂(x_1, j)|^2 + |ω^s_jr̂(x_1, j)|^2dx_1.

Therefore, we can conclude that ‖r‖_Hm_{(N )} ≤ C τ ‖f‖_Hm_{(N )}. □ We summarize the properties of CGO solutions in the following proposition.

Proposition 1. Let (M, g) be a transversally anisotropic manifold compactly supported in (R×M_0 , e⊕g_0) with (M_0, g_0) a simple manifold. Let K, m ∈ N. For any k, τ, λ, k^2 +τ^2 −λ^2 ≥ 1, τ > 1, there is a solution of the equation −Δ_gu − k^2u = 0 having the form (14) u_{τ +iλ} = e^{(τ +iλ)x1} (~v_{τ +iλ} + r), where x_1 is the coordinate along R, ~v_{τ +iλ} is a family in (M_0, g_0) satisfying (7), (8) with K chosen large enough, and the remainder term r satisfies ‖r‖_Hm_{(M)} ≲ (k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}e^{σ|λ|}. 3. Proof of the main result In this section we will provide the stability estimates for the problems under consideration, that is, recovering c from the linearized DtN map D^3_0Λ_c or Λ^′_c. Since the inverse problem is linear, we only need to control the size of c by its corresponding boundary data.

We first state a relation between the two linearizations D^3_0Λ_c and Λ^′_c. Notice that 6v_1v_2v_3 = (v_1 + v_2 + v_3)^3 − (v_1 + v_2)^3 − (v_1 + v_3)^3 − (v_2 + v_3)^3 + v^3_1 + v^3_2 + v^3 .

Thus we obtain D^3_0 Λ_c(f_1, f_2, f_3) =Λ^′_c(f_1 + f_2 + f_3) − Λ^′_c(f_1 + f_2) − Λ^′_c(f_1 + f_3) − Λ^′_c(f_2 + f_3) + Λ^′_c(f_1) + Λ^′_c(f_2) + Λ^′_c(f_3).

(15)

Because the operators D^3_0Λ_c and Λ^′_c are related in the above way, we only need to consider the problem of recovering c from D^3_0Λ_c.

The main result of this article is the following stability estimate.

Theorem 1. Denote ϵ = sup_{‖fj ‖C2(∂M)≤1} ‖D^3_0Λ_c(f_1, f_2, f_3)‖_L4/3_{(∂M)}. Let ‖c‖_H1 ≤ M and k > 1, ϵ < 1, then we have the stability estimate (16) ‖c‖^2_L2 ≲ k^{12+ 3n4} (log k)ϵ^2 + E^{12+ 3n4} (log E)ϵ + log E (E^2 + k^2)^{1/4} + 1 (log E)^2 + (log k)^2 . with E = − ln ϵ.

Remark 2. We note that when k → +∞, the stability estimate (16) approaches to a Hölder type. When k is small, the stability is a double logarithmic type.

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED IBVP 13

For the inverse problem of recovering c from Λ^′_c, we can obtain the same stability estimate simply by invoking (15).

Theorem 2. Denote ϵ = sup_{‖f‖C2 (∂M)≤1} ‖Λ^′_cf‖_L4/3_{(∂M)}. Let ‖c‖_H1 ≤ M and k > 1, ϵ < 1, then we have the stability estimate

(17) ‖c‖^2_L2 ≲ k^{12+ 3n4} (log k)ϵ^2 + E^{12+ 3n4} (log E)ϵ + log E (E^2 + k^2)^{1/4} + 1 (log E)^2 + (log k)^2 with E = − ln ϵ.

To prove the main theorem, we start with the Calderón-type identity

(18) 6 ∫ M c(x)v_1v_2v_3v_4dV_g = ∫ ∂M D^3_0Λ_c(f_1, f_2, f_3)f_4dV_g,

where each v_j solves Δ_gv_j + k^2v_j = 0 with v_j |_{∂M} = f_j . This can be obtained by integrating the equation (4) against v_4. Therefore,

(19) | | | | ∫ M c(x)v_1v_2v_3v_4dV_g | | | | ≤ Cϵ(Π^3j=1‖f^j‖^{C2(∂M)})‖f^4‖^{L4(∂M)}. For the proof of the stability estimate (16), we need to plug the CGO solutions constructed in Section 2 into the above inequality.

3.1. Construction of four CGO solutions. In this section, we will use similar settings as in [23]. Let γ, η ⊂ M_0 be two geodesics intersecting only at one point y_0 ∈ M_0, which is possible because (M_0, g_0) is simple.

The CGO solutions are of the following forms

v_1(x) = e^{−(τ +iλ)x1} (~v_{τ +iλ}(x^′) + r_1(x)), v_2(x) = e^{(τ −iλ)x1} (~v_{τ +iλ}(x^′) + r_2(x)), v_3(x) = e^{−τ x1} ( ~w_τ (x^′) + r_3(x)), v_4(x) = e^{τ x1} ( ~w_τ (x^′) + r_4(x)), where ~v_{τ +iλ} and ~w_τ are the Gaussian beam solutions concentrating near γ and η, respectively. Assume that ~v_{τ +iλ} =( √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{n−28} e^{isΦ(x′)}χ_1(x^′)a(x^′), ~w_{τ +iλ} =( √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{n−28} e^{i√k2+τ 2Ψ(x′)}χ_2(x^′)b(x^′), where χ_1 is a cut-off function supported in a neighborhood of γ, and χ_2 is a cut-off function supported in a neighborhood of η. The phase functions Φ and Ψ satisfy

Φ(γ(t)) = t, ∇Φ(γ(t)) = γ̇(t), ℑ(∇^2Φ(γ(t))) ≤ 0, ℑ(∇^2Φ)|_{γ̇(t)}⊥ > 0, Ψ(η(t)) = t, ∇Ψ(η(t)) = η̇(t), ℑ(∇^2Ψ(η(t))) ≤ 0, ℑ(∇^2Ψ)|_{η̇(t)}⊥ > 0.

The amplitudes a and b admit the following asymptotics

a = a_0 + s^{−1}a_1 + · · · + s^{−N} a_N , b = b_0 + ( √ k^2 + τ^2)^{−1}b_1 + · · · + ( √ k^2 + τ^2)^{−N} b_N .

Recall that one can choose N large enough such that (Δ_{g0} + k^2 + (τ + iλ)^2)~v_{τ +iλ} = O((τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}e^{σ|λ|}), (Δ_{g0} + k^2 + τ^2) ~w_τ = O((τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}).

14 S. LU AND J. ZHAI

Thus, the remainder term can be constructed to satisfy the estimates ‖r_j ‖_Hm_{(M)} ≤ C(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}e^{σ|λ|}, for j = 1, 2, and ‖r_j ‖_Hm_{(M)} ≤ C(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}, for j = 3, 4. One can choose the value of m such that ‖r_j‖_L4_{(∂M)} ≤ ‖r_j‖_Hm_{(M)} ≤ C(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}e^{σ|λ|}.

for any j = 1, 2, and ‖r_j ‖_L4_{(∂M)} ≤ ‖r_j‖_Hm_{(M)} ≤ C(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}, for j = 3, 4.

Notice that

‖e^{−(τ +iλ)x1} ~v_{τ +iλ}‖_C2_{(M)} ≤C( √ k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{n−28} (k^2 + τ^2 + λ^2)|e^{−(τ +iλ)x1} ||e^{isΦ(x′)}| ≤C(k^2 + τ^2 + λ^2)^{n+1416} e^{Dτ} e^{σ|λ|} for some constant σ > 0, where we have used (9). Using also H^m(M) ⊂⊂ C^2(M) for m sufficiently large, we obtain ‖v_j‖_C2_{(M)} ≤‖e^{−(τ +iλ)x1} ~v_{τ +iλ}‖_C2_{(M)} + ‖e^{−(τ +iλ)x1} r_j‖_C2_{(M)} ≤C(k^2 + τ^2 + λ^2)^{n+1416} e^{σ|λ|}e^{Dτ} , for j = 1, 2. Similarly, ‖v_j‖_C2_{(M)} ≤ C(k^2 + τ^2)^{n+1416} e^{Dτ} , for j = 3, 4.

Therefore, by (19) we have (20) | | | | ∫ M c(x)v_1v_2v_3v_4dV_g | | | | ≲ ϵ(k^2 + τ^2 + λ^2)

3n+42 16 e^{σ|λ|}e^{Dτ} , with possibly different σ and D. 3.2. Proof of Theorem 1. Denote ĉ(λ, ·) = ∫ e^{−iλx1} c(x_1, ·)dx_1 to be the Fourier transform of c in x_1. Notice that, since |~v_{τ +iλ}|^2| ~w_τ |^2 is supported in a neighborhood of y_0, ∫ M cv_1v_2v_3v_4dV_g = ∫_∞ −∞ ∫ M_0

ce^{−2iλx1} |~v_{τ +iλ}|^2| ~w_τ |^2dV_{g0} dx_1 + O((k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}e^{σ|λ|}) = ∫ B_δ (y_0)

ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2√τ 2+k2ℑ(Φ+Ψ)}AdV_{g0} + O((k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−K/2}e^{σ|λ|}).

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED IBVP 15

Here ĉ(2λ, ·) is the Fourier transform of c(x_1, x^′) in the x_1-variable, i.e., ĉ(λ, x^′) = ∫_∞ −∞ e^{−iλx1} c(x_1, x^′)dx_1,

B_δ(y_0) is a small neighborhood of y_0 and

A = ( √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{n−22} e^{−2ℑ(sΦ−√τ 2+k2Φ)}|χ_1|^2|χ_2|^2|a|^2|b|^2.

Notice that |a|^2|b|^2 = |a_0|^2|b_0|^2 + O((τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2)^{−1/2}), one can write (√ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2

) 1_2 ∫ M cv_1v_2v_3v_4dV_g = (√ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2 ) n−1_2 ∫ B_δ (y_0)

ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2√τ 2+k2ℑ(Φ+Ψ)}A_0dV_{g0} + O((k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−1/4}e^{σ|λ|}),

where A_0 = e^{−2ℑ(sΦ−√τ 2+k2Φ)}|χ_1|^2|χ_2|^2|a_0|^2|b_0|^2.

Let us rearrange

B_0(z; τ, k, λ) = A_0e^{−2√τ 2+k2ℑ(Φ+Ψ)+2√τ 2+k2−λ2ℑ(Φ+Ψ)},

and write ∫ B_δ (y_0)

ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2√τ 2+k2ℑ(Φ+Ψ)}A_0dV_{g0} = ∫ B_δ (y_0) ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2√τ 2+k2−λ2ℑ(Φ+Ψ)}B_0dV_{g0} . Notice that | √ τ^2 + k^2 − √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2| = | | | λ^2 √ τ^2 + k^2 + √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2 | | | ≤ | | | λ^2 √ τ^2 + k^2 | | | ≤|λ| and | | |s − √ τ^2 + k^2 | | | ≤ √ 5|λ| for τ^2 + k^2 ≥ λ^2, we have ‖B_0‖_C1_{(M0)} ≤ e^{σ|λ|}, |B_0| ≥ e^{−σ|λ|}, for some constant σ > 0.

For simplicity, we denote ς = √ τ^2 + k^2 − λ^2. We now have

(21) ς^{n−12} ∫ B_δ (y_0)

ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2ςℑ(Φ+Ψ)}B_0dV_{g0} = ς^{1/2} ∫ M cv_1v_2v_3v_4dV_g + O(ς^{−1/2}e^{σ|λ|}).

Notice that, in a neighborhood of y_0,

ℑ(Φ + Ψ)(z) = 2z · ∇^2ℑ(Φ + Ψ)|_{z=y0} z = z · Hz + ^Θ(z),

16 S. LU AND J. ZHAI

with |^Θ(z)| = O(|z|^3). Here H = ∇^2ℑ(Φ + Ψ)|_{z=y0} is a positive definite matrix, because ∇^2ℑΦ and ∇^2ℑΨ are positive semidefinite, and positive definite in directions transversal to γ̇ and η̇ respectively. Then we write ς^{n−12} ∫ B_δ (y_0)

ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2ςℑ(Φ+Ψ)}B_0dV_{g0} =ς^{n−12} ∫ B_δ (y_0) ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2ςx·Hx}B_0dV_{g0} + ς^{n−12} ∫ B_δ (y_0) ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2ςx·Hx} ( e^{−2ς ^Θ(x)} − 1 ) B_0dV_{g0}

= : I_1 + I_2.

We will use the following lemma (cf. [24, Lemma 6]):

Lemma 4. For b ∈ C^1_c (R^d ), a compactly supported function, we have the estimate | | | |b(z^0) − ( ς π )_{d/2} ∫ R^d b(z)e^{−ς|z−z0|2} dz | | | | ≤ C‖b‖^{C1(Rd )}ς^{−1/2}. Setting d = n − 1 and using the above lemma, we have

I_1 =ς^{n−12} ∫ B_δ (y_0) ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2ςz·Hz}B_0dV_{g0} =b_0(τ, k, λ)ĉ(2λ, y_0) + O(ς^{−1/2}e^{σ|λ|}), where b_0(τ, k, λ) ≠ 0 is a constant depending on τ, k, λ. Note that |b_0(τ, k, λ)| = c_0B_0(y_0; τ, k, λ) ≥ c_0e^{−σ|λ|}, for some constant c_0.

Next we estimate I_2. Recall that ^Θ(z) = O(|z|^3), we have ς ^Θ(ς^{−1/2}z) = τ^{−1/2}O(|z|^3). Then we can deduce that |e^{−2ς ^Θ(ς−1/2z)} − 1| ≲ ς^{−1/2}|z|^3e^{Cτ −1/2|z|3} . Therefore, one can estimate

|I_2| = | | | |ς n−1 2 ∫ B_δ (y_0) ĉ(2λ, ·)e^{−2ςz·Hz} ( e^{−2ς ^Θ(z)} − 1 ) B_0dV_{g0} | | | | = | | | ∫ B_δ (y_0) ĉ(2λ, ς^{−1/2}z)e^{−2z·Hz} ( e^{−2ς ^Θ(ς−1/2z)} − 1 ) B_0(ς^{−1/2}z)dz | | | =O(ς^{−1/2}e^{σ|λ|}). Summarizing above estimates, we end up with

|ĉ(2λ, y_0)|^2 ≲ ϵ^2(k^2 + τ^2 + λ^2)^{(3n+46)/8}e^{2Dτ} e^{σ|λ|} + (k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−1/2}e^{σ|λ|}.

We emphasize here that y_0 can be an arbitrary point in M_0. Therefore

(22) |ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2 ≤ Cϵ^2(k^2 + τ^2 + λ^2)^{(3n+46)/8}e^{2Dτ} e^{σ|λ|} + C(k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−1/2}e^{σ|λ|}

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED IBVP 17

for any x^′ ∈ M_0, and the constant C > 0 can be chosen to be uniform in x^′ by a compactness argument.

Let E = − log ϵ > 0.

Case 1: k > E. Notice that if ‖c‖_H1 ≤ M, we have (23) ∫ M_0 ∫ |λ|≥^{log k}_{2σ} |ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2dλdV_{g0} (x^′) ≤ CM (log k)^2 . Take τ = 1 in (22), we have for |λ| ≤^{log k}_{2σ} (24) |ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2 ≲ ϵ^2k^{3n+464} e^{log k2} + k^{−1}e^{log k2} = k^{12+ 3n4} ϵ^2 + k^{−1/2}. Combining (23) and (24), we obtain

‖c‖^2_L2 = ∫ M_0 ∫ |ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2dλdV_{g0} (x^′) = ∫ M_0 ∫ |λ|≤^{log k}_{2σ} |ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2dλdV_{g0} (x^′) + ∫ M_0 ∫ |λ|≥^{log k}_{2σ} |ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2dλdV_{g0} (x^′)

≲ k^{12+ 3n4} (log k)ϵ^2 + log k √ k + 1 (log k)^2 . Since k > E, (log k)^2 >^1_2 ((log k)^2 + (log E)^2), we have ‖c‖^2_L2 ≲ k^{12+ 3n4} (log k)ϵ^2 + 1 (log k)^2 + (log E)^2 . Case 2: k ≤ E. Let ρ =^1_{4σ} log(k^2 + E^2). Then

‖c‖^2_L2 = ∫ M_0 ∫ |ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2dλdV_{g0} (x^′) = ∫ M_0 ∫ 0<|λ|<ρ |ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2dλdV_{g0} (x^′) + ∫ M_0 ∫ |λ|≥ρ |ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2dλdV_{g0} (x^′).

For 0 < |λ| < ρ, take τ =^E_{2D} . We have ϵ^2(k^2 + τ^2 + λ^2)^{(3n+46)/8}e^{2Dτ} e^{σ|λ|} ≤ ϵ^2(k^2 + τ^2 + ρ^2)^{(3n+46)/8}e^{2Dτ} e^{σρ} ≲ ϵ^2(k^2 + E^2)^{12+ 3n4} ϵ^{−1}, and (k^2 + τ^2 − λ^2)^{−1/2}e^{σ|λ|} ≲ 1 √ k^2 + E^2

(k^2 + E^2)^{1/4} = (k^2 + E^2)^{−1/4}. Therefore, by (22) we have (25) |ĉ(2λ, y_0)|^2 ≲ ϵE^{12+ 3n4} + (k^2 + E^2)^{−1/4}, for 0 < |λ| < ρ. Since, using the fact k ≤ E, ∫ 0<|λ|<ρ dλ = 1 2σ log(k^2 + E^2) ≲ log E,

18 S. LU AND J. ZHAI

we have

(26) ∫ 0<|λ|<ρ |ĉ(2λ, y_0)|^2dλ ≲ ϵE^{12+ 3n4} log E + log E (E^2 + k^2)^{1/4} . Also noticing that

(27) ∫ |λ|≥ρ |ĉ(2λ, y_0)|^2dλ ≤ M 1 + ρ^2 ≲ 1 (log E)^2 + (log k)^2 . and combining (26), (27), we obtain the estimate

‖c‖^2_L2 ≲ E^{12+ 3n4} (log E)ϵ + log E (E^2 + k^2)^{1/4} + 1 (log E)^2 + (log k)^2 . This completes the proof of Theorem 1.

Remark 3. Using (24) and (25), we have that, for |λ| ≤^{log k}_{2σ} , a logarithmic stability estimate

|ĉ(2λ, x^′)|^2 ≲ k^{12+ 3n4} ϵ^2 + ϵE^{12+ 3n4} + E^{− 12}

holds. In Euclidean space, a better Lipschitz stability estimate in a larger interval can be achieved (cf. [25, Theorem 2.1]).

References

[1] G. Alessandrini. Stable determination of conductivity by boundary measurements. Applicable Analysis, 27(1-3):153–172, 1988.

[2] Y. M. Assylbekov and T. Zhou. Inverse problems for nonlinear Maxwell’s equations with second harmonic generation. Journal of Differential Equations, 296:148–169, 2021.

[3] G. Bao, P. Li, J. Lin, and F. Triki. Inverse scattering problems with multi-frequencies. Inverse Problems, 31, 093001, 21 pp, 2015.

[4] P. Caro and M. Salo. Stability of the Calderón problem in admissible geometries. Inverse Problems & Imaging, 8(4):939, 2014.

[5] C. I. Cârstea. On an inverse boundary value problem for a nonlinear time-harmonic Maxwell system.

Journal of Inverse and Ill-posed Problems, 2020.

[6] C. I. Cârstea, A. Feizmohammadi, Y. Kian, K. Krupchyk, and G. Uhlmann. The Calderón inverse problem for isotropic quasilinear conductivities. Advances in Mathematics, 391:107956, 2021.

[7] X. Chen, M. Lassas, L. Oksanen, and G. P. Paternain. Detection of Hermitian connections in wave equations with cubic non-linearity. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 24(7):2191–2232, 2021.

[8] X. Chen, M. Lassas, L. Oksanen, and G. P. Paternain. Inverse problem for the Yang–Mills equations.

Communications in Mathematical Physics, 384(2):1187–1225, 2021.

[9] D. Dos Santos Ferreira, C. E. Kenig, M. Salo, and G. Uhlmann. Limiting Carleman weights and anisotropic inverse problems. Inventiones Mathematicae, 178(1):119–171, 2009.

[10] A. Feizmohammadi, T. Liimatainen, and Y.-H. Lin. An inverse problem for a semilinear elliptic equation on conformally transversally anisotropic manifolds. arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.08305, 2021.

[11] A. Feizmohammadi and L. Oksanen. An inverse problem for a semi-linear elliptic equation in Riemannian geometries. Journal of Differential Equations, 269(6):4683–4719, 2020.

[12] D. D. S. Ferreira, Y. Kurylev, M. Lassas, and M. Salo. The Calderón problem in transversally anisotropic geometries. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 18(11):2579–2626, 2016.

[13] P. Hintz, G. Uhlmann, and J. Zhai. The Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for a semilinear wave equation on Lorentzian manifolds. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, pages 1–38, 2022.

INCREASING STABILITY OF A LINEARIZED IBVP 19

[14] V. Isakov. Increased stability in the continuation for the Helmholtz equation with variable coefficient.

Contemporary Mathematics, 426:255–268, 2007.

[15] V. Isakov. Increasing stability for the Schrödinger potential from the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. Discrete & Continuous Dynamical Systems-S, 4(3):631, 2011.

[16] V. Isakov, R.-Y. Lai, and J.-N. Wang. Increasing stability for the conductivity and attenuation coefficients. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 48(1):569–594, 2016.

[17] V. Isakov, S. Lu, and B. Xu. Linearized inverse Schrödinger potential problem at a large wavenumber.

SIAM Journal on Applied Mathematics, 80(1):338–358, 2020.

[18] V. Isakov and A. I. Nachman. Global uniqueness for a two-dimensional semilinear elliptic inverse problem. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 347(9):3375–3390, 1995.

[19] V. Isakov and J. Wang. Increasing stability for determining the potential in the Schrödinger equation with attenuation from the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. Inverse Problems and Imaging, 8(4):1139–1150, 2014.

[20] Y. Kian, K. Krupchyk, and G. Uhlmann. Partial data inverse problems for quasilinear conductivity equations. Mathematische Annalen, pages 1–28, 2022.

[21] K. Krupchyk and G. Uhlmann. Partial data inverse problems for semilinear elliptic equations with gradient nonlinearities. Mathematical Research Letters, 27(6):1801–1824, 2020.

[22] Y. Kurylev, M. Lassas, and G. Uhlmann. Inverse problems for Lorentzian manifolds and non-linear hyperbolic equations. Inventiones Mathematicae, 212(3):781–857, 2018.

[23] M. Lassas, T. Liimatainen, Y.-H. Lin, and M. Salo. Inverse problems for elliptic equations with power type nonlinearities. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 145:44–82, 2021.

[24] M. Lassas, T. Liimatainen, L. Potenciano-Machado, and T. Tyni. Uniqueness and stability of an inverse problem for a semi-linear wave equation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.13193, 2020.

[25] S. Lu, M. Salo, and B. Xu. Increasing stability in the linearized inverse Schrödinger potential problem with power type nonlinearities. Inverse Problems, 38(6):065009, 2022.

[26] N. Mandache. Exponential instability in an inverse problem for the Schrödinger equation. Inverse Problems, 17(5):1435, 2001.

[27] M. Salo. The Calderón problem on Riemannian manifolds. Inverse problems and applications: inside out. II, Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ, 60:167–247, 2013.

[28] Z. Sun. On a quasilinear inverse boundary value problem. Mathematische Zeitschrift, 221(1):293–305, 1996.

[29] Z. Sun and G. Uhlmann. Inverse problems in quasilinear anisotropic media. American journal of mathematics, 119(4):771–797, 1997.

[30] J. Sylvester and G. Uhlmann. A global uniqueness theorem for an inverse boundary value problem.

Annals of Mathematics, pages 153–169, 1987.

[31] G. Uhlmann and Y. Wang. Determination of space-time structures from gravitational perturbations.

Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 73(6):1315–1367, 2020.

[32] G. Uhlmann and Y. Zhang. Inverse boundary value problems for wave equations with quadratic nonlinearities. Journal of Differential Equations, 309:558–607, 2022.

[33] S. Zou, S. Lu and B. Xu. Increasing stability of the first order linearized inverse Schrödinger potential problem with integer power type nonlinearities submitted, arXiv:2211.13562.

School of Mathematical Sciences, SKLCAM and LMNS, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China

Email address: slu@fudan.edu.cn

Corresponding author. School of Mathematical Sciences, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China

Email address: jianzhai@fudan.edu.cn