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Abstract

We recover the higher order terms for the acoustic wave equation from
measurements of the modulus of the solution. The recovery of these coeffi-
cients is reduced to a question of stability for inverting a Hamiltonian flow
transform, not the geodesic X-ray transform encountered in other inverse
boundary problems like the determination of conformal factors. We ob-
tain new stability results for the Hamiltonian flow transform, which allow
to recover the higher order terms.

1 Introduction

The theory of signal processing and inverse problems has seen a recent increase in
a class of so-called phaseless measurements. Often in experiments, when a source
wave is measured, the only part of the information available to experimenters
is the modulus of the wave from the source. In signal processing, algorithms
found in [I0] and [9] are focused on the recovery of waves from a sequence of
Fourier modes. We are interested in phaseless measurements to recover source
terms for the acoustic wave equation. The inverse boundary value problem
differs from the questions examined in signal processing where often times one
is dealing with incomplete data sets. In particular, we will show that an idea
of which partial differential equation the wave comes from is enough to give a
full reconstruction of the coefficients modulo diffeomorphism. These results are
supported by the numerical work in [8] and are applicable to other operators
which admit a Gaussian beam type solution. The problem differs from the both
of the author’s previous work [40, [T6] because the terms which we are recovering
come from higher order terms which control the bicharacteristic flow associated
to the Hamiltonian governing the partial differential equation.
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Practical applications to phaseless problems are varied — and one such ap-
plication is multi-wave tomography. In multi-wave tomography usually some
type of wave is sent to a portion of the body which is being imaged. In electro-
magnetic or optical radiation tomography the wave interaction with the tissues
of the patient are measured [2]. Naturally one cannot measure inside the patient,
so some initial boundary value problem must be considered. Similarly, to image
the Earth, one has to send waves of some kind through the planet and make
measurements at the surface. One such mathematical model of the emitted
ultrasound waves is the following acoustic wave equation with a high-frequency
source term.

Let M C R be a bounded and smooth manifold. Let g be a Riemannian
metric on R? which agrees with the Euclidean one outside M and makes (M, g)
into a simple manifold. We recall that a simple manifold is one which is strictly
geodesically convex with respect to the metric g.

Let the standard Laplace-Beltrami operator be denoted as

= %deig(x) % <9ki(x)\/ det g(x) 8?61') (1.1)

in local coordinates with g(z) = (gix(z)), and (¢%*(z)) = (gxi(z))~'. We con-
sider manifolds, M, which are smooth (C*). We write the local coordinates as
(x!,..,2%). We also assume the manifolds have a boundary.

The acoustic wave equation may be written as

Ay

Lu = Agju+ (iA+ \)n?(2)u = h(z,\) =R (1.2)

The scalar A is large and n?(x) is sound speed. The source h(x, \), which emits
the waves, we also assume to depend on A\ and be compactly supported in z with
codimension 1. We may pick sources anywhere inside the domain M, however
we chose a particular set of them in order to provide a complete reconstruction
of n?(z). Equation could also be called a generalized Helmholtz equation
with a source term.

Given a smooth, strictly convex, bounded domain M equipped with a metric
g we assume that on the boundary of M, OM that n?(z) = 1. The measurements
we consider give then data of the form

{(z,|u(x)]) : . € OM} (1.3)

with the collection of h(x, \) varying over all € 9M. We need this collection
of data in order to give a complete reconstruction of n?(x). We consider the
metric g to be fixed and n?(z) to vary. This collection of measurements is a
‘true’ phaseless problem in contrast to phaseless backscattering measurements
which were recently investigated in [21].

In this paper, we derive a stability result for the higher order coefficients of
the acoustic wave equation for fully phaseless measurements. Stable re-
constructions have been made from Robin conditions for lower order terms than
considered here [3]. In the related case, for the acoustic wave equation for Dirich-
let boundary conditions in [I8| 28] and Robin conditions in [7}, [38] the potential



can also be recovered. However stability estimates from phaseless measurements
have not been previously given. In [23] 22], uniqueness results in dimension 3
for lower order terms than the ones considered are derived from phaseless mea-
surements. These papers are predicated on analyticity arguments, which require
data in a small neighborhood of the source. The question of phaseless stability
from internal measurements for Schrédinger was also examined in [I]. These
measurements are in contrast to the boundary data we require. We are not able
to prove uniqueness results unless A — oo. However, morally this is equivalent
to setting the n?(x) term equal to zero. The inverse problem of recovering the
source for wave equations from Dirichlet boundary conditions is also examined
in [37, 135 14} 32, [36]. The major difference is that we are able to recover higher
order terms which make the bicharacterstic flow more complicated.

In the Calderén Problem in Conformally Transversal Geometries, [20] and
also [12] reduces the question of boundary distance rigidity to a question of
invertibility of the geodesic X-ray transform. As a consequence of their work,
they reduce the question of recovery of source terms for several operators from
the Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps to a question of invertibility of the geodesic
X-ray transform. In this paper, we choose phaseless data as our measurements
and show that the question of recovery of sound speed amounts to a question
of invertibility and stability of a so-called flow transform. The results presented
here have applications to other operators for which the Hamiltonian flow and
the geodesic flow do not coincide. In order to prove our results, we intro-
duce a condition which one can think of as a generalization of the condition of
Bardos-Lebeau-Rauch [24] for Hamiltonian flows. Specifically, we require the
Hamiltonian flow to be simple.

We are looking for an asymptotic model to of the form

U(z) = a(z) exp(iA(x)), (1.4)
which we show in the high frequency limit solves the equation up to suitable
error terms. The variable x € M and s is a parameter which helps describe the
bicharacterstic flow in terms of the coordinates on M. We use a Gaussian
beam Ansatz which involves the construction of a phase function ¢ (z) and an
amplitude a for the first order beams in local coordinates as

P(x) = S(s) + (x — 2(s)) - p(s) + 5 (& — 2(s)) - M(s) (2 — x(s)) (1.5)

a(s,x) = ao(s) + O(|z — 2(s)[)

where z(s) is a curve which describes a Hamiltonian flow, which will be written
in terms of manifold coordinates and described in the next section. For the
construction of the Ansatz, we follow the work of [25] quite closely. In the
previous work we considered the operator

L=A4 ) +ixn?(z), (1.6)

1
2

while here we use

L= A+ \n?(x) +i\n’(2). (1.7)



This corresponds to the acoustic wave equation. These operators have corre-
sponding Hamiltonian flows given by the Hamiltonian functions H = p? — 1
and H = p? — n?. The main problem of isolating the X-ray transform of the
coefficients n?(x) is to control the null-bicharacteristics. The ordinary differen-
tial equations which govern the ray path {(s,z(s)) : 0 < s < T} along which
solutions are concentrated are

d?z(s)
ds?

= V,n*(z(s)), (1.8)
which is associated to L, resp.

d*x(s)
ds?

=0, (1.9)

which is associated to L. The second equation gives that the ray paths in R¢
are straight lines while the first one does not. The problem of recovering n?(x)
for the operator L is more difficult, and we address it in this paper.

Notation: For two functions f, g, we write f ~ g if there exists a constant
C > 0 such that C71f < g < Cy.

2 Construction of Solutions

We make more precise the explicit nature of the solutions. We will use the
Ansatz,

l
Ux) =) exp(iXi(x))a;(z)A ™ (2.1)
j=0

to build asymptotic solutions to in the high frequency limit, and then give
estimates on the difference between these approximate solutions and the true
solutions. We will follow [25] for the Gaussian beam Ansatz in constructing the
phase a(x) and amplitude ¥ (x). We claim:

Lemma 1. There is a zeroth order Gaussian beam which solves the acoustic
wave equation (1.2)) in the free space with no source term. In local coordinates
it takes the form

U%(@) = (ao(s) + O(|z — a(s)])) exp(iAg(z))p(x) + OXTH),  (2.2)
where x(8) is a curve in space-time and ¢(x) is a cutoff defined below.

The N** order Gaussian beam Ansatz can be constructed accordingly. How-
ever, for the purposes of this paper the zeroth order terms are the most impor-
tant.



Remark 1. One might be tempted to use a real-phase Ansatz which should be
of the form

exp@AﬂXx))(l%‘ACE)), (2.3)

|z — o]

with s a parameter describing the bicharacteristic flow, and 1/3(3:) a purely real
function, A(x) encodes information about the flow transform of n?(x) or a sim-
ilar solution found in [17]. However, it is not possible to obtain information
about the coefficient without the use of a weighted Sobolev space and this is
more difficult since this clearly introduces singularities in the denominator. The
Gaussian beam Ansatz here was chosen because of the good control over the error
estimates in higher Sobolev norms, which allows for the use of the embedding
theorems in the section on observability inequalities. Also, because of the pres-
ence of the tail, one does not need to construct solutions which are localized along
a central ray. This is necessary for the estimates (7.13]) and to hold, since
Green’s theorem is no longer available. However, the real phase construction has
been efficient in recovery of coefficients for the Dirichlet-to-Neumann problem
see [17, [19].

Proof of Lemmal[l Every geometric optics solution concentrates on an open set
around the ray path {(s,z(s)) : 0 < s < T} for some finite 0 < 7. The flow for
the ray path of H is defined by the set of ODEs in local coordinates:

&=2p, p=V.n’ (2.4)
We have that
l
LU = Z exp(iAp(x))ej(z) A, (2.5)
j=—2
The coefficients ¢;, j = 0,1,...,[, are defined recursively as follows

co = (n*(z) — |Vt ?)ao(z) = E(x)ao,
c_1 = in*(x)ag + Va - (aVath) + Veao - Voo + B(z)ay,
¢j = in?(@)aji1 + Vo - (a541Vet) + Vi - Vot + E(2)aj1 + 0za;.
(2.6)

If we Taylor expand the coefficients a;(x) around the central ray x(s), then we
arrive at the following set of ordinary differential equations

S =2, ag = —n2((z(s))ao. (2.7)

Here we have chosen c¢_5 and c¢_; to vanish on the ray to third and first order
respectively and define S as in[I.5} This leads to the following set of differential
equations:

S=2 M=-2M2ay=—tr(M(s))ag —n?(z(s))ao. (2.8)



The matrix M is known as the Hessian matrix. We see that

S

ap(s) = exp /—n2(x(t)) —trM(t)dt | . (2.9)

The phase 1 needs to verify the conditions
U(x(s)) = S(s), Vi(a(s)) =p(s), D*P(a(s)) = M(s), (2.10)
compatible with We use the initial data S(0) = 0 and M(0) such that

M(0) = M(0)T, M(0)z(0) = p(0), IM(0) positive definite on &(0)*,
(2.11)

cf. 25 Section 2]. In order to write down such an ¢(z) we need to be able to
write s as a function of the coordinate variables z € M. We know z(s) traces
out a smooth curve 7 in R? and if we assume z(s) is non-trapping then this
curve is a straight line when s is sufficiently large. We consider R large enough
so that the set {x : |z| < 6R} contains M. We set

Q) ={z:|z|<6R  [z—-7]<n} (2.12)

as a tubular neighborhood of 4 with radius 7 in the ball {|z| < 6R}. Choosing n
sufficently small we can uniquely define s = s(z) for all = € (n) such that z(s)
is the closest point on 4 to = provided 4 has no self-intersections. The variable
s is the analogue of the time variable for time dependent problems.

We now define a cutoff function ¢y (z) € C°(R%) for A > 0 such that

[0 if 2e QA2
() _{ 1 if zeQ\ %)} (2.13)
One can arrange that there is a constant C' such that
VAl < CAT™. (2.14)

We drop the subscript A for the rest of this paper.
We also recall the following result:

Lemma 2 ([41], Corollary 5]). Let ¢)(x) be the phase function of a zeroth order
beam. We have

exp(—2A3¢Y(z)) ~ exp(—AC|z — z(s)|?),
where C' is independent of \.
Let B denote the set
B:{x:|x—x(s)|>x\_(%_ ), 0<s<6R}, >0, celR

We conclude that since 239 (s,z) ~ |x — z(s)]?, exp(—2AJ1)(z)) is exponen-
tially decreasing in A for all z € B. Notice that we are taking more care to
construct the cutoff functions than in [25], as they are crucial for the phaseless
measurements.



Proof. We need only observe that M(s) is a bounded and positive definite
matrix. From the form of the phase functions constructed the desired result
follows. 0

The construction of the localized cutoff finishes the construction of Uy. A
standard argument gives that Uy extends across each local coordinate chart to
cover the ray x(s) iteratively, c.f. [20, Section 7). O

3 Introduction of the Source Terms

We now introduce source functions. We claim:

Theorem 2. There exists a Gaussian beam solution which solves the equa-
tion (1.2) and is found by solving the Dirichlet problem on one side of hyper-
planes which contain a source point.

This is the same argument as in [25, Section 2.1] and is repeated for com-
pleteness. We let p be a function such that |Vp| = 1 on the hypersurface
Y = {z: p(xr) = 0}. Let g be a point in ¥ and we let (z(s),p(s)) be the
solution path — in other words the null-bicharacteristics with (x(0),p(0)) =
(x0,m(z0)Vp(x0)). The hypersurface ¥ is given by s = o(y) with ¢(0) = 0 and
Vo(0) = 0 where x = (s,y) and y = (y1, ..., yq—1) is transversal. We let the
optics Ansatz U(z) have initial data (2(0),p(0)), and be defined in this tubular
neighborhood. We let U™ be the restriction of U to {z : p(z) > 0}. Because we
need to have a source term which is a multiple of d(p) , we also need a second,
‘outgoing’ solution U™, defined on {z : p(z) < 0}. It is then equal to UT on
the hypersurface ¥. For example, we can write the ingoing and outgoing optics
solutions as

Ut = A" (z,\) exp(izyT (2)), U™ =A™ (z,\) exp(i\y~ (), (3.1)

where whttp://arxiv.org/pdf/1507.02756v1.pdfe have set 9™ = ¢~ and AT =
A~ on X. The requirement that their Taylor series coincide on the boundary is
equivalent to setting 9|,=0¢ " (0(y)) = 95 ly=0¢ ™ (0(y)). We extend U™ to be
Oon {z:p(x) <0} and U~ to be 0 on {z : p(x) > 0}. We define our geometric
optics Ansatz solution U tobe U = UT +U~. Weset A= AT =A" on X. In
order to add the source term, we notice that

+ - + -
LU =1\ ((ag)y - 8;/;) Az, \) + aaiy(x, A) — %(x, )\)> exp(iAg™)d(p))

+ fgb = 900(p) + fop,

where v(x) = Vp(z) is the unit normal to ¥. We consider the singular part
g00(p) to be the source term and fy, the error. Then we obtain

l l

f=exp(izy™) Z cj(x))\_j + exp(iAy)™7) Z c; ()7, (3.2)

j=—2 Jj=-2



where we extend c;r to be zero for p(z) < 0 and ¢; to be zero for p(x) > 0. We
know by construction that ¢, = O(|z — z(s)|?) and O(|z — x(s)|), respectively.

Remark 3. While this procedure may seem backwards and a bit ad hoc, it is
useful for deriving good error estimates which are needed for the use of the
embedding theorems.

4 Error Estimates

We claim for N** order Gaussian beams:
Lemma 3. We have the following estimate for the Gaussian beam error:
||fgb(x)||i[m(|z|<3) < /\7N+2+(17d)/2+2m. (41)
Proof. We have that the ¢;(z)* are bounded and
o)=Y di(w-a(s)?  j=-2..,01-1, (4.2)
|B|=1-2j-2
where the dg ; are bounded by Taylor’s theorem. We obtain
2 (@)| < Cjla — 2(9)H2g(a)], (4.3)

with the C; uniformly bounded independent of X\. As M(s) is a matrix with
positive definite imaginary part,

Imyp® (z) > Clz — z(s)|? (4.4)
for some positive constant C. From the elementary inequality [25] for a,b > 0,
W exp(—ab?) < Cpa™P/? exp(—ab®/2), C, = (i) : , (4.5)

withp =N —2j -2, a=Acand b= |z — x(s)], z € QA"/?), we obtain

l
|fop(@)] < exp(=ASY* () Y Jej(x) A7, (4.6)

Jj==2

If we differentiate c?[ (7) and exp(iAy(z)), then we have for the N** order beams

1 £ob (@) | T (10 <1y < (4.7)
O\~ NF2H2m / exp(—2XC|z — (s)[?) do < \~N+H2HA-d)/242m
zeQ(A~1/?)
as claimed. O

Remark 4. Notice that this error now includes a function which is localized in
a neighborhood of O(1/v/X), which is more precise than in [25]. The reason for
the precise ¢y is twofold: We need a localized solution for to hold, and
we are also considering a bounded domain.



5 Extension of the Ansatz

The extension of the Gaussian beam Ansatz to R? will provide us with the
means to make observations further away from the source and still identify
source terms. We briefly review the results of [25]. We set

Ju=LU — god(p). (5.1)

We would like this function to be supported in |x| < 6R and be O(A~1). We let
G (x) be the Green’s function for the Helmholtz operator L. In order to extend
our approximate solution U, we introduce a smooth cutoff x,(x) such that

Na(z) =1 for |z|] < (a—1)R,
Ne(z) =0 for |z| > aR.

Now we set

U(x) = x3(x)U(x) + /GA(x —y)xs(W)LI(L = x3(y)U(y)] dy. (5.2)
In [25)], they prove

HU - U‘ ’Hm@w) — 0™, (5.3)

Therefore the size of U and the extension depends on the size of fgv. Further-
more, using ideas in Vainberg [39], they also prove

U - uHHm(|x|<R) <ot ||fgb||Hm(|w\<R) ‘ (5.4)

The triangle inequality allows us to conclude

—1
H“ - UHHm(Rd) < OX gl ay<y - (5.5)

In conclusion, we have that:

Lemma 4. There exists an extension of the Gaussian beam solution of the
problem (|1.2)) to the whole space such that

J -1
Hu_UHHm(Rd) SO)\ ||f9b||H’”(|7;‘<R)' (56)

6 Integral Transforms Generated by Hamilto-
nian Flows
We now consider the problem of recovering a function stably from its integrals

over the integral curves of a Hamiltonian flow. A related nonlinear problem was
considered in [6], and generalizations of the geodesic X-ray transform problem



have been studied before (see e.g. [5 [13] B3]). However, we are not aware of any
discussion of the present problem in the literature.

Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary and ¢: M — R
a smooth function. Consider the Hamiltonian function H: T*M — R given
by H(z,p) = 3gij(z)p'p’ + q(x) in local coordinates. We refer to the curves
generated by the Hamiltonian flow as H-geodesics.

Consider an H-geodesic v: [0,T] — M. The value of H(y(t),¥(t)) is in-
dependent of ¢, and we write Hq for this constant. We denote by Sp; M the
subbundle of T*M on which H = Hy; this subbundle is invariant under the
Hamiltonian flow. We assume that Hy > maxj; q; otherwise some fibers of the
bundle are empty. Let us restrict our attention to the set of H-geodesics with
energy Hy.

In analogy to the usual exponential map exp,: T, M — M, we have the
Hamiltonian exponential map exp: T,M — M for each z € M, defined
by the Hamiltonian flow. Since our manifold has a boundary, this is only a
partial map. We say that the manifold is simple at energy Hy if the map
exp: (exp)~1(M) — M is a diffeomorphism for each z € M. We remark
that simplicity implies Hy > maxjs q. It is more stringent to assume a system
to be simple than to assume it to be non-trapping.

We define the Hamiltonian flow transform of a function f: M — R at energy
Hj as

T
Iy f(7) = / F(t))t, (6.1)

where v is an H-geodesic of energy Hy. We denote the corresponding normal
operator by Ng, = I}y I'n,.

Lemma 5. Suppose (M, g) is simple at energy Ho w.r.t. the Hamiltonian H.
Define a new metric § conformal to g by g = 2(Ho—q)g. Then (M, ) is a simple
Riemannian manifold and a reparametrization turns H-geodesics of energy Hy
to unit speed geodesics w.T.t. §.

Moreover, if I denotes the X-ray tranform w.r.t. the metric §, then I, f(y) =
I[f/2(Hy — q)](y o), where r is the reparametrization.

Proof. The first part follows from [6, Proposition 2.1] and the second part is a
straightforward calculation. O

Let us remark that the boundary OM is strictly convex with respect to g if
and only if I(v,v) > —3,q(x) for all (z,v) € Sf; M with x € OM and v L M.
Here 9, is the inward normal derivative and II(-, -) the second fundamental form.
This calculation can be found in [6, Lemma A.4].

Theorem 5. Suppose dim M > 2. If the manifold is simple for Hy, then I,
is injective on L*(M). Moreover, we have the stability estimate

||f||L2(M) <cC ||NH0fHH1(M’) ) (6-2)

where M’ D M s a slightly extended manifold and C is a constant depending
on the manifold, ¢ and Hy.
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Proof. By Lemmal[p]it suffices to show that the X-ray transform on the manifold
(M, g) is injective and stable. Injectivity [II, Theorem 7.1] and stability [34]
Theorem 3] are known for simple manifolds. U

In fact, it suffices to assume that the underlying manifold (M, g) is simple if
Hj can be taken arbitrarily large. The following corollary follows immediately
from Theorem [5] above and Lemma [6] below.

Corollary 1. Let (M, g) be a simple manifold of dimension two or higher. Then
for sufficiently large Hy

1 20m) < C 1INl oy (6.3)

where M' D M is a slightly extended manifold and C is a constant depending
on the manifold, q and Hy.

The corollary applies, in particular, to the closure of any strictly convex and
bounded Euclidean domain.

Lemma 6. If (M, g) is simple, then the manifold M is simple at energy Hy for
large enough Hy.

Proof. Tt is well known that simplicity is an open condition: small perturbations
of simple metrics are still simple. Therefore for Hy large enough the metric
(1—g/Hyp)g is simple. Rescaling the metric does not alter simplicity, so also the
metric § = 2(Ho — q)g is simple. The claim then follows from Lemma O

Remark 6. This remark may be of interest for integral geometers, although not
strictly relevant for this paper.

In a similar way we can prove injectivity results for the Hamiltonian ray
transform of tensor fields. For a smooth tensor field f of order m the formula
of lemma @ is Iy f(y) = I[(2Ho — 2¢)™ f](y o ). If solenoidal injectivity is
known for the geodesic X-ray transform of tensor fields on the manifold (M, g),
then we know that (2Ho — 2q)m L f = odh for some tensor h of order m — 1
(here dg is the covariant derivative w.r.t. the metric § and o is symmetrization).
On simple surfaces solenoidal injectivity is known for tensors of all orders [29,
Theorem 1.1], and there are several solenoidal injectivity results for higher di-
mensions as well (see eg. [30, (31,57, [4l]). In particular, solenoidal injectivity is
known for m =0 and m = 1 (see [{]]). We refer to the survey article [30] for
more details on known results.

Ifm =1, Iy, f =0 and solenoidal injectivity of I imply that f = dh for some
smooth scalar function h. If m > 2, the gauge condition is more complicated.
We will not pursue this direction further here, as it is irrelevant for our main
problem.

11



7 Observability Inequalities
We consider again the problem
(Ay + (A2 +iN)n?(z))u®0 w0 = h™0“0 (g, N), (7.1)

where we let xy denote the position of the center of the plane wave source.
Sources are indexed by x¢ and wg. Let

OSM™ = {(xg,wp) : wg € OM, {v,wp) > 0}, (7.2)
where v denotes the outward unit normal to the boundary. Fix ¢ € (0, 1).

Theorem 7. Let N > (1 —d)/2 + 4. Then there exist a constant Cy, which
depends on diam(M), the C*(M) norm of n?(z),i = 1,2, and a constant Cs,
which depends on diam(M) and the CNTY(M) norm of n?(x),i = 1,2, such that
if " and u3™*° solve the radiation problem with coefficients n3 and n3 then
it follows that if

||n§ — n%HCS(M) + A7 < e, 5= 8581]1\}?+ [ui®“" — |us® || < €0, (7.3)

then this implies

C.
1 =l oy < €1 (53 +9) (1.4

for some B’ € (0, (2d)~1).
The uniqueness corollary follows immediately.

Corollary 2. Assume é = 0 and that the assumptions of Theorem[7 are satisfied
for all large \. Then n} = n3.

We consider our globally defined complex optics solutions Uy and Us, which
were constructed previously. Dropping the superscripts zg,wy where it is un-
derstood, from our approximation we know that the main term of interest is

| = Jual] = |T] = Gl + O(A#) (75)

for € OM. This estimate is a result of building an approximate solution with
N sufficiently large. We conclude from (5.5)) and (4.7)

HUl—ulH )g% (7.6)

H(R»

Here C is a generic constant, which depends on the CN*! (M) norm of n(x).
We use the fact that Uy, and u; are bounded in CV*!(M) norm to conclude

C

G, <
H L Cco®n) — NP

(7.7)

12



for some B’ € (0,1). We then use the estimate on the first order terms

. C
||U1 — Qg exp(z)\w)HCo(Rn) < X (78)
Combining the estimates (7.8]) and , gives the estimate (|7.5). Now we need
to combine the estimates to recover the X-ray transform. We start with the

following lemma which is taken from [40].
Lemma 7. Let A(x) and B(x) be positive functions in C°(R) and e € (0,1)
such that

|lexp(—A(z)) — exp(=B(x))l o gy < € (7.9)

Then there is a constant C depending on the C°(R) norms of A and B, such
that

1A(z) = B(@)l|go(g) < Ce. (7.10)

Proof. By the mean value theorem, there exists an r, between B(z) and A(x)
for each fixed x such that
A

|(exp(—A) —exp(—B))| = || — /exp(fr) dr || =|B — Alexp(—rs). (7.11)
B
The desired result follows by taking the supremum over z and applying (7.9). O

We would like to use the zeroth order coefficients to reconstruct the coeffi-
cient n?(x). Using (2.2), we know that

ol (&) exp(iAihy () — ab(0) exp < Of(nf(zl(t)) dt — jtr./\/ll(t) dt) exp(\by (2)) ()
(7.12)
— o(1/),

by choice of the cutoff function in (2.13).
Examining ([7.5)), we are interested in the left hand side. Using (7.12]), we
would like to approximate it by

ap(0) | exp —/n%(ml(t))dt — exp —/n%(mg(t))dt X (7.13)

0 0
s

exp —/tr/\/ll(t) dt | exp(A1(2))o(x)],
0

where

1(@) = —(@ - 21()IMu(s) - (2 — 21 (s)). (7.14)

We need the following lemma to control the error, which works for general
Hamiltonians H:

13



Lemma 8. (Uniqueness) Assume that i1, 1s € C°(M;C), so, s € (a,b), satisfy

Y1(2) = Ya(@) + O(|z — x(s0)|™ ), for so (9a1hy)((s)) = p(s),
Ot (x) + H (2, 01 (2)) = O(|z — x(s)[")

for some m € N. Then the following two statements are equivalent:

() = 1 (2) + O(|z — x(s)|™H1); (7.15)
Osa(x) + H(z, 0ptb2(x)) = O(|z — x(s)|m+1). (7.16)

Note that the implication (|7.15) = (7.16) is nontrivial since m-th deriva-
7.16)

tives of the left-hand side of (|7.16)) depend on m + 1-st derivatives of 5. How-
ever, a direct calculation shows that as long as is satisfied and z(s), p(s)
solve the eikonal equations, the m + 1-st derivatives in cancel automati-
cally.

We prove Lemma [§ by analysing the equation

Osp(x) + H(z,0:1(x)) = O(|lz — a(s)|™ ) (7.17)

form =0,1,2,..., each time determining the m-th derivatives of ¥ at z = z(s).
A solution to can be pieced together from solutions to for all m using
an argument similar to Borel’s Lemma [I5, Theorem 1.2.6]. Since Lemmalg| are
local in time, we argue in a fixed local coordinate system on M near z(sg). We
let v be the curve defined by the Hamiltonian flow (z(s),p(s))

Proof. The proof proceeds in the following four steps:
e m = 0: given (7.18), the equation (7.17)) becomes

(0s9)((s)) + H(x(s),p(s)) =0, (7.18)
which, denoting E := H(x(s),p(s)), is equivalent to

W(a(s)) = ol (s0)) — E(s — s0) + / (7.19)

This determines uniquely the values of ¥ on +.
e m = 1: the equation (7.17)) becomes

(022, (2(3)) + Oa, H (a( +Z%H p(s)) - 07, 0 (x(5))

0;
using the following corollary of ([7.18):

(0%, ¥)(w(5)) = spj(s Z o, 0(2(5)) - Osien(s),

we see that this follows automatically from Hamilton’s equations satisfied by
x(s),p(s). On the other hand, the first derivatives of ¢ on 7 are determined

uniquely by -

14



e m = 2: the equation becomes
(02,0,s0) (5, 2(5)) + (83, (H (2, 0:))) (2(s)) = 0.

Denoting M (s) = 97 ,, ¥(2(s)), we see that this is equivalent to

—dsMji(s) =Y (05, H(2(s), p())) Mje () M (s)

l,r

37 (0 o) 26 Mitls) + 52 H(0) 2D Mis(9) (720
+02.

s (2(8), p(5))-

This is an ordinary differential equation on the symmetric matrix M(s) =
(Mk(8))} x=1 which determines it uniquely, with giving an initial condi-
tion.

e m > 3: the equation becomes

(0520:)(x(s)) + (07 (H (2, 21)))) (w(s)) = 0

where « ranges over all multiindices of order m. This is equivalent to

9(0; Z%@Z’ ) Op, H(2(s), p(s)) = (05 (H (x, 0:1))) (x(s))-

Note that the right-hand side only depends on 924 (x(s)) for 2 < |B] < m -
indeed, the derivatives of ¢ of order m + 1 coming from the two terms in the
expression cancel each other. Moreover, the dependence of the right-hand side
on m-th order derivatives of ¢ is linear. Therefore, (8§‘w(x(s)))‘a|:m solves a

linear system of ordinary differential equations, which determines it uniquely,
with (2.11)) giving an initial condition. This finishes the proofs of Lemma O

It follows by the choice of the cutoff function and Lemma [§] with H =
p? — n3(z) in local coordinates:
[U2(2)] =|ao(0) exp */(ﬂ%(zz(t))dt exp */ter(t) dt | exp(Ap1(x))o(x)| %

0 0

(7.21)

(1+exp(-O(\ %)),
with t1(z) as above. Since Lemma [8 is local, the order terms depend on

diam(M) and C*(M) norm of n}(x) and n3(z). This allows us to conclude (7.13)),
with appropriate loss of error.

We now examine (7.13). Because SM;(s) is a positive definite matrix, by
Corollary [2] we have

sup |exp(M (= ))¢(I)‘ ~1. (7.22)
zeM
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Indeed, 1 (s) reaches the boundary and is contained in Q(A~'/2). Because the
other coefficients of ([7.13) are independent of x, we obtain that the supremum
of (7.13)) over & € OM equals

S S

C(s) |at(0) [ exp | - / (n2(z1 (1)) dt | —exp | — / 2 dt | || (7.23)
0 0
Here
Cls) = exp | — / My (8) dt | (7.24)
0
We apply Lemma [7] to obtain
HI 1(n27n2)’ <o (642 (7.25)
o 2 oo gs ey = 1 A ) '

C denotes a generic constant depending on the C°(M) norm of n?, n3, while
Cy depends on the CNTY(M) norm. H} denotes the flow associated to n?(z).
Here we have used the fact that we can Taylor expand n3(z2(s)) around z1(s),
and z1(s) — 22(s) = O(A\7'/2) via Lemma [§| and the smallness condition (7.3).

Now we set n2 —n3 = 12, and we recall that it has compact support. Because

we have assumed that M is strictly convex, it follows from (7.25|) that

122 (12 = n3)|

Cs
<C; |9 . 7.26
CLOSM+) — ! < + )\ﬂ’) ( )

The compact support of 72 implies that

Cs
<Ci |0+ =) - 7.27
‘ crosmty — ! < + )\5’> (7.27)

To finish the proof of Theoremm we use along with the stability estimate
of corollary In particular, there is a number ¢’ > 0 that depends on M, g and
ny such that the following holds. If we choose initial speeds with |wg| = ¢/, then
the flow transform is stably invertible. We notice that 1% € C§°(M) by choice
of n? =n3 =1 on M, so that the Theorem applies with n?(x) = —q(z).

I Iy (3 = n3)|

Remark 8. The standard problem see for example [26, [27)] is to consider

(—n2A, — A)u =0, (7.28)
ulanr = h(z, A). (7.29)

Here one would recover the factor n=2 from the Dirichlet-to-Neumman map
with h(x, ) a high frequency source. This is a different problem than our source
problem, since h(x, \) must be independent of n?(x). Thus the problem cannot
be solved using the X-ray transform, and it is in fact necessary to consider the
Hamiltonian flow transform.
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