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INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR TIME-DEPENDENT NONLINEAR TRANSPORT
EQUATIONS

RU-YU LAI AND HANMING ZHOU

ABSTRACT. In this work, we investigate inverse problems of recovering the time-dependent coeffi-
cient in the nonlinear transport equation in both cases: two-dimensional Riemannian manifolds and
Euclidean space R™, n > 2. Specifically, it is shown that its initial boundary value problem is well-
posed for small initial and incoming data. Moreover, the time-dependent coefficient appearing in the
nonlinear term can be uniquely determined from boundary measurements as well as initial and final
data. To achieve this, the central techniques we utilize include the linearization technique and the
construction of special geometrical optics solutions for the linear transport equation. This allows us
to reduce the inverse coefficient problem to the inversion of certain weighted light ray transforms.
Based on the developed methodology, the inverse source problem for the nonlinear transport equation
in the scattering-free media is also studied.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study inverse problems for the transport equation with nonlinear absorption in both the
Fuclidean and Riemannian settings. Let M be the interior of a compact non-trapping Riemannian
manifold (M, g), of dimension n > 2, with smooth strictly convex (with respect to the metric g)
boundary OM. Let T'M be the tangent bundle of M. We denote the unit sphere bundle of the
manifold (M, g) by

SM = {(z,v) € TM : \v\?](m) = (0, V) () = 1},
where (-, -)g(;) is the inner product on the tangent space T, M. Let 0y SM and 0_SM be the
outgoing and incoming boundaries of SM, respectively, and they are defined by

0LSM = {(z,v) € SM : © € OM, £(v(x),v)4(z) > 0},
where v(x) is the unit outer normal vector at € M. For any point x € M, let
SeM = {v: (z,v) € SM}.
Moreover, we denote
SM? :={(z,v,v) :x € M, v, v € S, M}.
Let T > 0, we also denote
M7 :=(0,T) x M, SMyp:=(0,T)xSM and 0+SMp :=(0,T) x 0+SM.

Let X be the geodesic vector field which generates the geodesic flow on SM. In particular,
X = v -V is the directional derivative with respect to the z-variable in the Euclidean case. We
consider the following initial boundary value problem for the nonlinear transport equation with a
power-type nonlinear term:

of+Xf+of+af™ K(f) in SMry,
(1.1) f ho on {0} x SM,
f = h_ on 0_SMr,
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where m > 2, f = f(t,z,v) is the solution, ¢ = o(x,v) is the real-valued absorption coefficient,
q = q(t,x) is the real-valued nonlinear coefficient and K is the scattering operator, defined by

K(D(ta) = [ o) fltnd!)
Se M
with the real-valued scattering coefficient u.
We define the set

0= {(U,u) € L®(SM) x L®(SM?) : 0 < o(z,v) < op, 0 < p(z,v,v") < po,

/ w(z, v, v )dv' < o(z,v), / p(z, v v)dv' < J(az,v)}
Se M Sa M

for some positive constants oy and pg. These conditions are required in the proof of the well-
posedness for the nonlinear transport equation in Section 2 More explicitly, Theorem [2.3] shows
that there exists a constant § > 0 such that given any

(1.3)
(ho,h=) € X5 := {(ho,h_) € L(SM) x L®(@0_SMr) : [hollp=(san <6 [h=llz=(o_satr) < 3},

(1.2)

the problem (1)) has a unique solution f € L*°(SMyp). Therefore, the measurement operator
A+ X5 — L®°(SM) x L*°(0+SMr), defined by

AQ(h()’h—) = (f’t:T7f‘a+SMT)7

is well-defined for such (ho,h_) € As.

The main goal of this paper is to recover the nonlinear coefficient ¢, depending on both ¢ and x
variables, from the operator A,. The choice of such measurement operator A, is based on [8], which
shows that it is impossible to recover the absorption over the whole domain with trivial initial data,
that is, f(0,z,v) = 0. In other words, without the knowledge of the initial data, the coefficient in
the cloaking region can not be uniquely determined by solely using boundary measurements.

Driven by its wide applications, there have been fruitful results for inverse problems for the trans-
port type equations. We first review some relevant studies. In the absence of the nonlinear term
(i.e., ¢ = 0), the equation (LI is known as the linear Boltzmann equation or radiative transfer
equation (RTE). Its corresponding inverse problem is sought to recover both absorption and scat-
tering coefficients in the RTE from the albedo operator A, : flo_smy — flo,sap- This setting is
related to applications, such as medical imaging, remote sensing, and atmospheric science, and has
been studied in different theoretical perspectives. They include unique determination of coefficients
in [12] [13] [14], [15] [16] [54], stability estimates in [3] [4] [5 [6, [40, 55, [56] and the Riemannian setting
in [I, 41, [42], [43], 44]. For more extensive discussions on the development of the related problems
and methodologies, we refer the readers to [2, 52] and the reference therein. As for the nonlinear
Boltzmann equations, with the knowledge of the albedo operator, the recovery of time-independent
collision kernel were investigated in [34] for the stationary equation and in [38] for the dynamic one.
Later, the setting of the time-dependent kernel was studied in [36]. A related work by using the
source-to-solution map to recover the metric is addressed in [7].

The question of identifying time-dependent unknowns in the dynamic equations appears naturally
from the practical applications and mathematical interests. Although most of the existing theoretical
works mentioned above for the inverse transport problem concern the case when the coefficients
depend only on spatial variables or velocity, it is important to understand and tackle the new
challenges brought by the time ¢ during the reconstruction process. Motivated by the studies in
[8, 9] in which time-dependent absorption and scattering coefficients are stably recovered from the
observations, we are interested in the questions of recovering the power type nonlinearity ¢(¢,x).
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1.1. Main result. Given (z,v) € SM, let 7;,(s) be the unique maximal geodesic satisfying the
initial conditions

’Yx,v(o) =7z, ;Yx,v(o) =,
and it is defined on a maximal interval of existence [—7_(z,v), 74 (z,v)], see Section 2] for more de-
tails. Here 7(z,v) := 74 (x,v) > 0 is the forward exit time of the geodesic 7, , so that v, ,(7(x,v)) €

OM. Since M is non-trapping, any maximal geodesic will exit M in finite time, i.e. 7(z,v) < oo for
any (z,v) € SM.

Definition 1.1. We define the attenuated X-ray transform of a function S € L (M) with attenu-
ation w € L>®(SM) by

S

(z,v) )
1,S(x,v) := /0 S(Vaw(s))e” Jo @t () Fe () dr gg (x,v) € O_SM.

We say that 1, is injective if 1,S(x,v) = 0 for almost everywhere (a.e.) (x,v) € O_SM implies that
S=0.

The attenuated X-ray transform has been extensively studied, see e.g. survey papers [21], 3] for
the Euclidean case and [58] for the Riemannian case, and the references therein.
We are now ready to present our main theorems.

Theorem 1.1. (Euclidean setting) Let M be an open bounded and strictly convex domain in R™,
n > 2, with smooth boundary. Let (o,p) € S so that the attenuated X-ray transform I,_1), is
injective. Assume that g1 and qa are in L>°(Mr). Then Ay = Ag, on X5 implies

g1 =q2 in Mr.

For the Riemannian setting, we establish a similar uniqueness result in dimension 2, under an
additional assumption on the scattering coefficient u.

Theorem 1.2. (Riemannian setting) Let M be the interior of a compact non-trapping Riemannian
manifold with smooth strictly convex boundary OM, of dimension dimM = 2. Let (o,u) € M,
defined by ([2.20) in subsection so that the attenuated X-ray transform I, 1), is injective.
Assume that ¢ and g2 are in L>°(Mr). Then Ay = Ag, on X5 implies

g1 =q2 in Mr.

Roughly speaking, the set M C ) imposes certain symmetry and vanishing conditions on u, see
subsection for details. In particular, see Remark 2.3] for examples.

An analogous setting, motivated by the two-photon photoacoustic tomography, is investigated by
the authors and Uhlmann [35] for both inverse coefficient and source problems for the nonlinear
dynamic transport equation with time-independent coefficients. The main methodology is based
on deriving Carleman estimates, a weighted L? estimate, for the linear transport equation in both
Euclidean and Riemannian settings [10} 11} 24} 25| 27, 28] 32, [40]. However, by this approach, only
time-independent coefficients can be identified from the measurements. Therefore, in this paper, we
seek for an alternative method that is applicable to take care of the time variable in the nonlinear
term.

There are two main ingredients in the proof of Theorem [[.Tland Theorem The first ingredient
is the construction of geometric optics (GO) solutions for the linear transport equations, which was
first developed in [8],[9] for the determination of time-dependent absorption coefficient and scattering
coefficient for the linear Boltzmann equation. The remainder term of such GO solution decays to
zero in L? norm with respect to some frequency parameter. In the current work, the construction is
slightly different from the approach in [8 9, 49]. A key feature of our GO solutions is that they are
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defined on the infinite cylinder R x M, instead of the infinite slab (0,7") x R™. Consequently, we do
not need to embed M into a larger domain or manifold. See subsection for additional remarks.

Theorem can be viewed as a generalization of Theorem [l to nontrivial geometry. The
proof of the decay of the remainder term of GO solutions in the Euclidean case relies essentially on
the existence of global coordinates on SM = M x S"~!'. Unlike the Euclidean case, there are no
global coordinates on Riemannnian manifolds in general. However, on two dimensional Riemannian
manifolds, we can apply the global isothermal coordinates to characterize the set M for the scattering
coefficient p, in order to derive similar decay property for the remainder term of GO solutions.

The second ingredient is the injectivity of certain weighted light ray transforms. With the help
of the GO solutions, the determination of the nonlinear coefficients can be reduced to the study of
the invertibility of the following attenuated light ray transform L,S of a function S € L*(R x M)
with attenuated coefficient w € L>®(SM):

7(z,0) s ) J
L,S(t,z,v) := / S(t+ s, 7Yzw(s))e” Jo @) Few () dr gg (t,z,v) € R x 0_SM.
0

When w = 0, this is the standard light ray transform, denoted by LS, whose injectivity was first
established in [51] for Minkowski spacetime. The injectivity of L was later generalized to the cases
of static [I8, 20] and stationary [I9] Lorentzian manifolds. By taking the Fourier transform of
the light ray transform with respect to the time variable ¢, we further reduce the problem to the
stationary case, namely, the attenuated X-ray transform. To the best of our knowledge, this is the
first injectivity result for the light ray transform with non-trivial weight in the non-analytic category.
Weighted light ray transforms on real-analytic Lorentzian manifolds were studied in [53]. On the
other hand, most results for the light ray transform in the literature are concerned with functions
or tensors with compact support, we also address the non-compact case in the Appendix [Al

Under suitable geometrical conditions on the manifolds in different dimensions, the assumption
of the injectivity of I(,;,_1), in Theorem [L1 and Theorem can be removed. Therefore, we have
the following corollary that follows immediately from Theorem [I.1] and Theorem A compact
Riemannian manifold with smooth strictly convex boundary is called simple if it is simply connected
and free of conjugate points [47].

Corollary 1.3. Let (o, ) € Q. Assume that q1 and g are in L (Mr). Suppose that Ay, = Ag, on
Xs. Then the uniqueness results hold for the following cases:

(1) For n > 3, assume that M is an open bounded and strictly convexr domain in R™, and
o€ C®(SM), then q1 = qo in Mry;
(2) For n =2, assume that either
(a) M is an open bounded and strictly conver domain in R?; or
(b) M is the interior of a simple surface and (o, ) € M.
Then if o € C®(M), we have q1 = g2 in Mr.

Finally, when the system is scattering free, i.e. u =0, Theorem holds in any dimension.

Theorem 1.4. Let M be the interior of a compact non-trapping Riemannian manifold with smooth
strictly convex boundary OM, of dimension dim M > 2. Let (0,0) € Q so that the attenuated X-ray
transform I, 1), is injective. Assume that q1 and qa are in L>°(Mr), then Ay, = Ay, on Xs implies

g1 =q2 in Mr.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we introduce necessary notations and establish
well-posedness theorem for the nonlinear transport equations. We also construct geometric optics
(GO) solutions for the linear transport equation on Euclidean domains and two dimensional Rie-
mannian manifolds. Section [ is devoted to the proof of Theorem [L.T] and by the linearization
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scheme and the invertibility of weighted light ray transforms. We also show determination results
under the monotonicity condition ¢; < ¢o. As an immediate application, we study the inverse source
problem in the absence of scattering in Section [ which is equivalent to the attenuated light ray
transform. In Appendix [Al we address the invertibility of the light ray transform of functions or
tensor fields that are not necessarily supported in M.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND FORWARD PROBLEM

In this section, we introduce necessary notations first and then study the well-posedness problem
for the initial boundary value problem for the nonlinear transport equation (LI]). Moreover, we
also construct the special solutions, called geometric optics (GO) solutions, for the linear transport
equation. This will be one of key ingredients in solving the inverse coefficient problems later.

2.1. Notations. Recall that we denote the forward exit time from (z,v) € SM by 7(z,v), which is
defined as follows:
T(x,v) == sup{s : 1z (s) € M for 0 <s < 5} < o0.
Recall the assumption that M is non-trapping. Similarly, we also define the backward exit time by
T_(x,v) = sup{§ : Yz o(—s) € M for 0 < s <5} < o0.
Thus, vz (7(z,v)) € OM and v ,(—7—(z,v)) € OM. In particular, they satisfy 7(x,v) = 7_(x, —v)
for all (z,v) € SM and 7_(z,v)|s_sm = 7(z,v)|o, sm = 0.
Denote the geodesic flow through (z,v) € SM by
px,v(t) = (’Yx,v(t)yfyx,v(t))y px,v(o) = (.Z','U).

Let X be the generating vector field of the geodesic flow p, ,(t), that is, for a given function f on
SM, X f(z,v) = % f(pz.v(t))]i=0- Notice that in the Euclidean space R, p, ,(t) = (z + tv, v) and

X =v-V,, where v is independent of z.
We define the spaces LP(SM) and LP(SMr), 1 < p < oo, with the norm

1/p

1/p T
|rf|er<SM>=</ !f!pd2> and HfuLp(SMT)=</ / !f!pdEdt> ,
SM 0 SM

with d¥ = d¥(z,v) the volume form of SM. Moreover, for the spaces LP(0+SMr), we define their
norm to be

T 1/p
1 fllzrossntzy = [1flLr (o sntpsde) = </ / |f|pd£dt> ,
0 0+ SM

where d{(z,v) = [(v(2), V) 4(2) |dé (,v) with d€ the standard volume form of SM. Hereafter, we will
drop the subindex g(z) in (v(7),v)4(y) if no confusion arises. When p = oo, L>(SM), L>(SMr) and
L>(0+SMr) are the standard vector spaces consisting of all functions that are essentially bounded.

2.2. The forward problems. The following well-posedness results for the linear transport equation
was proven in [35].

Proposition 2.1 (Well-posedness for linear transport equation). Suppose that (o,u) € Q. Let
S € L>®(SMr), ho € L>®(SM) and h— € L*(0_SMr). We consider the following problem:

Wf+Xf+of = K(f)+S in SMrp,
(2.1) f = ho on {0} x SM,
f = h_ on O_SMr.

Then (ZT)) has a unique solution f in L>°(SMr) satisfying
(2.2) 1o snary < C (Iholl oo sary + 1h=ll oo o snrr) + 1S Lo (s012)) 5
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where the constant C depends on o and T.

Remark 2.1. Note that the coefficients o and p are assumed to be real-valued functions. Hence,
for complex-valued hy, h_ and S, by splitting the real and imaginary parts, the unique existence of
the solution f to (21)) still holds.

In addition, as shown below, the solution f also satisfies the estimate in LP norm. This property
will be applied to prove the existence of the GO solutions later where we only apply the case p = 2.

Corollary 2.2. Letp € [1,00). Under the same hypothesis of Proposition[21}, there exists a constant
C > 0, independent of S, hg and h_, such that the solution f satisfies

(2.3) I f e csaary + 1 ooy satpsaey < C (hollLosany + 1h=ll oo satrsaey + 1SN Le(snagy) -

Proof. Let f = fr+ifr, where fr and f; denote the real and imaginary parts of f. From Proposi-
tion 21}, we get f € LP(SMr) and thus |f|P~2f € L4(SMr) for % + % = 1. Observe that

0+ X) (1) = plFIP~1 (0% + X)(I£1)
= pl P2 (RO + X)(fR) + f1(0 + X)(f1))
= Re (p|fIP72F(0: + X)(f)) ,
where Re(u) represents the real part of a complex-valued function u. See [39, Theorem 6.17] for the

derivative of the absolute value of a function. Hence, for any fixed ¢ € (0,7'), multiplying ([2.I) with
|f|P~2f and integrating over SM. Taking the real part leads to

(2.4)
[ (G xirovame) a=re( [ kanpiodss [ sirioas).

Here we denote f(t) := f(t,-,-) to simply the expression.

We first deal with the first term on the right-hand side of (2.4]). Following the arguments in [17]
Chapter XXI, Lemma 1], one can show that K is a linear and continuous operator mapping from
LP(SM) into itself for p € [1,00] and satisfies || K (f) ()| Lr(sar) < oollf(t)||r(sary for any ¢ € (0,T).
Applying Holder’s inequality, (.2]), and p = (p — 1)q to derive the following estimate:

1

K(H)IfP2F () dz‘ < [KA) Ol isan (/SM F17P (@) d2> q

SM

(2.5) < ool F(®) | risany ( [ i dE)q

< aollf (Ol osan L O sy
< Uo”f( )HLP SM):
For the second term on the right-hand side of (2.4]), Young’s inequality yields that

p—27F 1 D 1 2
(2.6) /S SIPRas < /S ISP dE+ /S Pas

Moreover, we deduce from Green’s formula [47, Proposition 3.5.12 and Lemma 3.6.7] that

(2.7) /5 XIS = /a PO @, = [ g de - /aSMIfI”(t)dé-

Denote

E(t) = /SM IfPt)ds, 0<t<T.
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Combining (2.4]) - ([2.7) together yields

E(t) + /a PECESS /5 alrpas
(2.8) ,
<[ irod [ jspods <§+PUO> E().

Moreover, we integrate over the time interval (0,¢) and obtain

(2.9 y<c / () ds + 1B snimy + 151 sty + 1F O snn

where C depends on p, ¢ and og. The Gronwall’s inequality implies that

E() < C (Ioo_sarm) + 110 sarr) + 1F O asan )

for 0 <t < T, where the constant C > 0 depends on p, g, o9 and t. This then gives

(2.10) 1 Wsntry < C (7100 sntgy + 18 WEnsargy + 1O gsan ) -

by integrating with respect to the time variable again over (0,7).
Finally, back to (2.8]), we integrate both sides over (0,7") and utilize (ZI0) to derive

O gsan + 1 Vo saty < € (1o satmy + 15Wnqsnngy + 15O Eusan ) -

This further yields

(2.11) 110, snmy < € (11005t + 15 Wity + 1F O nsnr)) -

The proof is complete by combining both estimates (Z.10) and (2.11). O

The forward problem for the nonlinear transport equation can be established for small data.

Theorem 2.3 (Well-posedness for nonlinear transport equation). Let g € L°(Mr). Suppose that
(o,1) € Q. Then there exists a small parameter 0 < § < 1 such that for any

(2.12)
(ho,h—) € X5 := {(ho, h—) € L*(SM) x L*(0-SMr) : ||hol[roe(sar) <6, ||h—lL(o_sny) < 0},

the problem (1) has a unique solution f € L>°(SMry) satisfying
£l Lo (snaz) < C (I1holl oo (sary + 1=l Lo (o s0ap))
where the positive constant C is independent of f, ho and h_.

Proof. The unique existence of solution for (L)) follows immediately by adapting the proof of The-
orem 2.6 in [35] with the nonlinear term q(¢, z)u™. O

Based on the above well-posedness result, for any (hg,h—) € X5 with sufficiently small §, the
problem (1) has a small unique solution f € L*(SMr). Hence, the measurement map A, : X5 —
L>®(SM) x L>®(04+SMr) is well-defined.
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2.3. The adjoint problem. In order to achieve the derivation of the integral identity in the next
section, we will study the existence of solution for the adjoint problem:

Of+Xf—6f = —K*(f)—S in SMy,
(2.13) f = ho on {T} x SM,
f h_ on 8. SMr,

where K*(f)(t,z,v) := fst iz, v ) f(t,x,v") dv'.
Suppose that (5, /i) € Q and S € L*°(SMr). Here 6 and fi are real-valued functions and S can
be a complex-valued function. Let hg € L>°(SM) and h_ € L*°(0;SM7). We denote

O'(ﬂj‘,U) = 5-(337_,0)7 M($7,U,7U) = /1(337_,07_,0,)7 S(t,x,v) = S(T—t,ﬂj‘,—’U).

Thus (o,pu) € Q and S € L*®°(SMyp). By Proposition 2.1, there exists a unique solution f €
L>°(SMr) to the problem

f+Xf+of = K(f)+S in SMr,
(2.14) f = ho on {0} x SM,
f = h_ on d_SMrp,

where ho(z,v) :]L (z,—v) € L°(SM) and h_(t,z,v) :== h_(T — t,z,—v) € L™(0_SMr).
Moreover, let f(t,xz,v) = f(T —t,x, —v), we observe that

@ + X)f(t,z,0) = (((%f)(T—t,a;, o)+ (XTI — t,, —v)>

=o(x,—v)f(T —t,z,—v) — /,u(m, —v, =) f(T —t,x, =) dv' — S(T — t,x, —v)

= &(z,0)f(t, z,v) — / (z, 0, 0) f(t,z,0") dv' — S(t,z,v).
This implies f € L>(SMy) is the solution to
of + X[ —af=-K*(f)- S5,
and, moreover, it satisfies f(T,z,v) = f(0,z, —v) = ho(x, —v) = ho(z,v) and f|a+SMT = h_. Also
it satisfies the estimate

(2.15) £l zoo (s0p) < C (HilOHLOO(SM) + A || ooy Shap) + \\5\\Lw(SMT)> :

2.4. Construction of GO solutions. The main goal here is to find a category of special solutions
to the linear transport equations in both Euclidean and Riemannian settings. We will start by
constructing such solutions for the Euclidean case in R x M x S"~!. On the other hand, due to the
dependence of variables  and v in the Riemannian case, the choice of the leading terms of the GO
solutions will be different from the former case, see also Remark for more discussions.

2.4.1. Construction of GO solutions in the Fuclidean space. In the Euclidean space, let M be an
open and bounded strictly convex domain in R™ and let ¢ = e be the Euclidean metric. Then

S;M=8""1 and SM=M xS"
The geodesic vector field acting on functions f = f(x,v) on SM will be
d
Xf(z,v)= Ef(a: + tv,v) L Vi(z,v).
We consider the following linear transport equation in the Euclidean space:

If+v-Vf+of=K(f)
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First, we find special solutions to the equation 9, f +v-Vf+of = 0. To this end, given a real-valued
function ¢(t,z,v) € C(R, C§°(0-SM)), let

(2.16) o(t,z,v) = ¢t — 17— (x,v),x — 7—(x,v)V,0).

Since 7_(x 4 tv,v) = 7_(x,v) + t, we have

_d T (z+tv,v) -7 (,0)
(2.17) v-Vr_(z,v) = ET_(x + tv,v) o }1_1}8 ;

=1,

In addition, the flow pg,(—7_(z,v)) = (¢ — 7—(z,v)v,v) is invariant along the line so that v -
Vpzw(—7-(x,v)) = 0. Thus, ¢ satisfies the following boundary value problem:

Op+v-Vo = 0 inRxSM,
Vlo_sy = ¢ onRxI_SM.

For A\ # 0, we define the complex-valued functions ¢, by

ox(t,z,v) == p(t,z, v)ei)‘(t_x'”) ,

where the subindex A is used to emphasize the dependence on A. From direct computations, it is
clear that oy are also solutions to dyf +v -V f =0.
We next define the function

("')O.("L‘7 U) - for,(ac,v) o(z—(1— (:E,U)—S)v,v)ds'
Since o(z — (7_(x,v) — s)v,v) is also invariant along the line such that
(v-V)o(x — (1_(x,v) — s)v,v) = 0.

Combining with (217, we get that ©, satisfies (0; +v -V + 0)O,(x,v) = 0. Therefore, we deduce
that the function ¢\, (t,z,v) is a solution to (0y +v-V +0)f =0in R x SM.
Standing on these facts, we are now ready to prove the existence of the GO solutions.

Proposition 2.4 (GO solutions in Euclidean setting). Let M be a bounded strictly convex domain
in R", n > 2. Let (o,u) € Q. For any A # 0 and ¢ € CP(R,C§(0-SM)), the linear transport
equation

Oru+v-Vu+ou=K(u)

has solutions of the form
(2.18) ux(t, z,v) = oa(t, z,0)O4(z,v) + 7r(t,x,v)
in the space L>°(SMrt). Moreover, the remainder term ry satisfies the estimate
(2.19) [Tl oo (saap) < Cooll9l| Lo mxo_s0)-

In particular, the remainder r) satisfies the following decay property:
(2.20) )\li)g:loo Il 22 (saap) = 0.
Here the constant C' > 0 depends only on o and T.

Proof. We start by showing the existence of r). By the definitions of ¢y and 0., we deduce from
(o, ) € Q that

’K(QDA@U)(t7x7U)’ < /S . u(x,v,v')]cp(t,x,v')] dv’ < UO”¢HL°°(R><8,SM)7 for (t7x7v) € SMT;
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which implies K(¢x0,) € L>®(SMr). With this, based on Proposition 2] for a fixed A # 0, there
exists a unique solution r\ € L>(SMr) to the problem

O+ X +o)ry = K(ry)+ K(pr0s) in SMr,
(2.21) rn = 0 on {0} x SM,
ry = 0 on J_SMr,
satisfying
72l oo (snap) < CIE (03O0 )| Loo (5017) < CoollPll oo rxo_ snr)-
To show (2.20]), we first note that by (23] with p = 2, the remainder r) also satisfies
(2.22) 1Al L2 (snar) < CIE (9200 )| L2(s07)-

Next we write K (90 )(t,z,v) = Mg \(t, 7,v), where we denote
Ko (t,z,v) ::/ e_i)‘m'”/(I)(t,x,v,v/)dv’,
S§n—1
and

O(t,z,v,0") = pu(z,v,0")p(t,z,v")e” S~ ota—(r (@) =)' whds.

For any t € (0,T), v € S" ' and # € M \ {0}, one can see that e~***" is weakly convergent in
L2(S™1) (see also [8]). This implies that the function Kg (¢, 2,v) converges to zero as A — =o0.
Hence, by dominated convergence theorem, we deduce that

el =0

Finally, combining with the facts that || K (ox00)lz2(s01) = 1Kl £2(s01,) and 222)), we complete
the proof. O

We also have GO solutions for the adjoint problem in the following theorem, which can be shown
similarly.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose all hypothesis in Proposition hold. The linear transport equation
ou+v-Vu—ou=—-K*(u)

has solutions of the form

(2.23) ux(t, z,v) = oa(t, z,v)O_4(t,x,v) + rr(t, z,v)

in the space L=(SMr). Here K*(f)(t,x,v) := [g \; (@, v',0) f(t,2,0") dv'. Moreover, the remain-
der term r) satisfies the estimate

Al zoc (sas7) < Cool|dl| Lo mxo_snr)

and has the decay property
(2.24) Jmfrallzz sy = 0.

Here the constant C > 0 depends on o and T'.
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2.4.2. Construction of GO solutions in the Riemannian manifold (M,g). In a similar spirit to the

Fuclidean setting above, we will construct GO solutions to the linear transport equation on a man-
ifold M:

ohf+Xf+of =K(f).
Given a real-valued function ¢(t,z,v) € C§°(R, Cg°(0-SM)), let

(,D(t,$,’[)) = ¢(t - T_(:E,’U),px,v(—T_(l‘,U))),

with the geodesic flow py ,(t) = (V2,0(t), ¥z,0(t)). The definition of p, , implies that p, ,(—7_(x,v))
is invariant along the geodesic flow. With X7_(x,v) =1 on SM, we get that ¢ is a solution to the
following boundary value problem:

ho+Xp = 0 inRxSM,
Vlo.smy = ¢ onRx9_SM.

For each A # 0, we define the complex-valued functions ¢y by
(225) ©x (t7 x, U) = ‘P(ta z, ,U)ei)\(t—‘r, (:(:71))).

Notice that the choice of the phase function ¢ — 7_(x,v) is different from the Euclidean case, since
in general the inner product x - v does not make sense on Riemannian manifolds. Clearly, @) are
also solutions to 0 f + X f = 0.
We next define the function
T_(z,v)

@U($7 ’U) = e fo (Yo, v (=T— (2,0)+8),Yz,0 (—T— (2,0)+5)) ds

)

which satisfies (0, + X 4 0)O,(x,v) = 0. To see this, notice that the function o(p,(—7-(x,v) +s))
is also invariant along the geodesic flow, i.e.

Xo(ppp(—7—(z,v) +5)) =0,
thus applying X7_(z,v) = 1 again gives
XOy(z,v) = —0(z,v)04(x,v).

Summing up, the function ¢)0,(t, z,v) is a solution to the scattering-free linear transport equation
(O +X+o0)f=0inRx SM.

When M is a two-dimensional compact non-trapping Riemannian manifold with smooth strictly
convex boundary, it is well-known that there are global isothermal coordinates (1, z2) on M so that
in these coordinates the metric g has the form

gjr(z) = 2@

where ¢ = ¢(z) is a smooth real-valued function in M and 4, is the Kronecker delta function, see
[47, Chapter 3] for reference. Under the isothermal coordinates, the unit tangent bundle SM has
local coordinates (x1,x2,0) so that v € S, M is given by

0 0
v(z,0) = e o) <cos 98—3:1 + sin 98—x2> ,
where 6 is the angle between a unit vector v and 8%1' The vertical vector field V : C*®(SM) —
C>°(SM) is defined by

Vu(z,0) := 0

%u(:n, 0).
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Let ®(t, z,v,v") := p(z,v,v")p(t, z,v")Oq(x,v"). We denote a set M by

M = {(U,u) €Q: plx,v,0) = p(z,v,v) and V (%) € L*(S,M)
(2.26) ’
for all ¢ € C°(R,C§°(0-SM)) and for a.e. = € M}

Proposition 2.6 (GO solutions in Riemannian setting). Let (M, g) be the interior of a compact non-
trapping Riemannian manifold with smooth strictly convex boundary OM, of dimension dim M = 2.
Let (o, 1) € M. For any A # 0 and ¢ € Cg°(R,C§°(0_SM)), the linear transport equation

Opu+ Xu + ou = K(u)
has solutions of the form
(2.27) ux(t, z,v) = or(t,z,v)O5(z,v) + ra(t,x,v)
in the space L*°(SMr). Moreover, the remainder term ry satisfies the estimate

(2.28) Irxll oo (saz) < Coollpll oo mxa_sarn)-

In particular, the remainder ry satisfies the following decay property:
(2.29) )\li)g:loo Il 22 (snap) = 0.
Here the constant C' > 0 depends only on o and T.

Proof. Following the same argument as the proof of Proposition [24] the estimate (2.28]) is valid for
the manifold M as well. Therefore, we will only focus on showing (2.29]).
To this end, by (2.3]) with p = 2, the remainder r) also satisfies

(2.30) IPAll2(sar) < CIE (03O0l L2(s07)-

To analyze the decay property of r) in L2‘ norm in the manifold M, it is sufficient to study the
operator K. We write K (0)0,)(t, z,v) = eMKY, (t,2,v), where K}, is defined by

KM\ (t,x,0) = / e~ =@G (¢ v, 0) do’
’ SeM

with
-r,(ac,v/)
(I)(t,gj‘,z}”ul) = /L($,’L),U’)(p(f,3§‘,vl)€_ 0
Note that the volume form dv’ of (S;M,g(x)) is df [47]. With this, applying the integration by
parts, we derive

o(ﬁ/x,v’ (_T* (:E,UI)—‘,-S),*/%U/ (_T* (m,v’)—l—s))ds .

2w
/ e_i’\T(x’”,)<1>(t,:n,v,v')dv':/ e_i’\T*(x’”,(x’e))@(t,:E,v,v’(:z:,0))d0
Se M 0

27 1 \
— ¢ —UIAT—
/0 —iNOgT— dle )
27
_ ! e—“fa@< e )d@

a 0 897'_
1 . / P

= — e~ AT @)y <—> (t,z,v,0") dv'.
A Sz M Vr_

Due to (o, ) € M, we know V(®/V71_) € L?>(S,M). Thus ICé/{/\ — 0 as A\ — =oo, which gives
||IC(JI‘£ alz2(sapy — O by applying Lebesgue dominate convergence theorem. Also with (2.30) and

HK(‘:D)\@U)HL?(SMT) = H’Cg‘}{)\HLQ(SMT)a we obtain (m 0
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Remark 2.2. The assumption on the decay of V(®/V1_) is necessary. For example, let M be the
Euclidean disk D = {x € R? : |z| < 1} with the polar coordinate (r,n) with0 < r < 1 and0 < n < 27.
Then for (z,v) € SM, x = (rcosn,rsinn), and let v = (cosf,sinf). Given (x,v) € SM, one can
check that

7_(z,v) = 71_(r,n,0) =rcos(d —n) + \/1 —r2sin?(0 — n),
thus

) rcos(6 — n)
OpT— = —rsin(0 — 1+ .
’ ( 77)( \/1—r2sin2(0—n)>
It follows that
|Op7—| < (r+ 7‘2)| sin(6 — n)|

since
rcos(f —n) < rcos(6 —n)

< <r
V1—7r2sin?(0 — 1) ~ /cos2(6 —n) + (1 —r2)sin®(0 — n)
Notice that when 0 is sufficiently close to 7, ]Sin(;_n)] ~ |9i?7\’ which is not in L' or L? spaces.

Remark 2.3. One may replace the assumption V(®/V1_) € L?(S, M) by the hypothesis that o, ju are
sufficiently reqular, and for any (x,v) € SM, u(x,v,-) =0 near v’ € Sy M such that V7_(z,v") = 0.

Remark 2.4. Though the constructions of GO solutions for R™ (n > 2) and a two-dimensional
manifold M have the same format and share alike properties. However, unlike the Fuclidean space,
the x and v variables are related in the Riemanian manifold so that certain constraints are needed to
be imposed on p to ensure similar decay property of the remainder term in the construction of GO
solutions.

Similarly, the conjugate equation also has the corresponding GO solutions for the Geometric
setting.

Proposition 2.7. Suppose all hypothesis in Proposition are satisfied. For any A # 0 and
¢ € CP(R,C§(0-SM)), the linear transport equation

Ou~+ Xu—ou=—K*(u)
has solutions of the form
(2.31) ux(t, z,v) = oa(t,z,0)O_s(t, z,v) + rr(t,x,v)

in the space L=(SMr). Here K*(f)(t,,v) := [g \; (@, v',0) f(t,2,0") dv'. Moreover, the remain-
der term r) satisfies the estimate

72l oo (s0i7) < Coolldll oo (rxco_ sy
and has the decay property
2.32 li =0.
(2.32) Jmrallzz s
Here the constant C > 0 depends on o and T'.
We refer to [8, section 3] for the construction of GO solutions in a different space.

Remark 2.5. As mentioned in the introduction, our construction of the GO solutions for both
Euclidean and Riemannian settings is different from the one in [8]. The key feature is that we do
not need to embed the manifold M into R™ or a larger manifold, which makes our construction more
suitable for the general Riemannian case.
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Let us discuss the difference of GO solutions in more details. Assume that M is a smooth open
and bounded convex domain in R™, so SM = M x S"~L. Both approaches result in a solution to the
linear transport equation Oy f + X f + of = K(f) of the same form

U)\ = (’DeZ)‘p(tvxvv) @0_ _|_ 7‘)\,

where @ and p solve the transport equation Oif + Xf = 0, and ©, solves the transport equation
Oif + X[+ of =0, while ry being the remainder term.

The difference between our construction and [8] mainly arises from the choice of ¢ and ©, in the
leading term. In [8] they are constructed in the whole space by taking

p(t,z,0) = ¢z — to,v)  with ¢ € CR™C(S"))

and
O, (t, x, U) =e f(;S U(x—(t—s)v,v)ds‘

Notice that for (t,z,v) € SMry, it is possible that x — tv ¢ M and therefore it is necessary to
embed the manifold M in a larger domain. However, in our approach, since all the constructions
are restricted in the manifold M, there is no need of such extensions. In particular, the choice of
o in [228) suits the nature of manifold better.

3. INVERSE COEFFICIENT PROBLEMS

In this section, the focus will be recovering the nonlinear coefficient by utilizing GO solutions,
constructed above in the Euclidean space and in the two-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g).
All results here will hold for both Euclidean and Riemannian settings, unless otherwise specified.

Before deriving the crucial integral identity, we first impose small parameters into the data in the
initial boundary value problem (I.I]) and perform the linearization scheme.

3.1. Linearization of the initial boundary value problem. In this section, we apply the lin-
earization method to decompose the solution of the nonlinear transport equation. We fix (hg,h_) €
Xs defined in (2.12]) for small § > 0. For ¢ € (0,1), based on the well-posedness in Theorem [2.3]
there exists a unique solution f. = f.(t,z,v) € L°(SMr) to the problem:

8tf€—|—Xf€—|—0f5+qu” = K(fs) in SMr,
(3.1) fe = c¢hy on {0} x SM,
fe = eh_ on 0_SMr,

with the estimate
(3.2) | fell Lo (snrry < Ce (Ilholl oo (sary + 1=l Lo snr)) -
Such solution f. can be decomposed as follows.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a unique solution f. to [B.1), which can be expanded in the following
form:

(3.3) fe=eu+e"w+ Re,
where m > 2 and u € L>(SMr) is the solution to

Ou+ Xu+ou = K(u) in SMr,
(3.4) u = ho on {0} x SM,
u = h_ on 0_SMr,
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and w € L>®(SMry) is the solution to

ow+ Xw+ ow+ qu™ = K(w) in SMrp,
(3.5) w = 0 on {0} x SM,
w = 0 on O_SMr.
Moreover, the remainder term R, solves the problem:

R+ XR.+0R. = K(R:)—qf"+e™qu™ in SMr,

(3.6) R. =0 on {0} x SM,
R. =0 on O_SMrp,
and satisfies
m— 2m—1
(3.7) | Rell oo (snaz) < CE™ 7 ([1holl oo sy + 1A=l oo (6 s017)) ;

where the constant C > 0 depends on o, ¢ and T.

Proof. The unique existence of solution v € L>®(SMr) to ([B4) is due to Proposition 2.1l Since
one can view qu" as a source term in the first equation in (B.3)), there exists a unique solution
w € L>®(SMry) for the problem ([B.3]). Let F' = f. — eu, which then solves

OF+XF+oF = K(F)—qf™ in SMr,
(3.8) F =0 on {0} x SM,
F =0 on d_SMr.
By Proposition 2.1l and ([B.2)), one has
(3.9)
1F]l oo (snazy < Cllallzoe(sntm) | fellEo sy < Cllalpoo snrpye™ ([1hollzoe(sary + 1=l zoeo_saer) " -

It remains to show the existence of R.. From the hypothesis, since the source term —qf"* +™qu™
is bounded, applying Proposition 2. I]yields the unique existence of R, to the linear transport equation

B6) and also

| RellLoo(sarp) < Ol — qf" + €™ qu™ || Lo (5011

m—1

< Cllgllpee(smy || (fe — ew) Z A G
k=0 Lo (SMr)
m—1
= Cllgllzos sy IF | oo snggy || 2 177 F (ew)
k=0 Lo (SMr)
2m—1 2m—1
<Ce (170l oo (sary + 1=l Lo (o sMir)) :
Here we have used (3.2) and ([B.9) in the last inequality above. O

3.2. Integral identity. Next, we derive an integral identity that relates the unknown coefficient ¢
with the measurements provided that the coefficients o and p are given.

To this end, we view the function f. as a function of €. Then following the notations above, we
define the ¢-th order finite differences operators at 0 by

AL = —fz <£>fk (>1,

whose limit satisfies

O felemo = lim AL[£.].
e—0
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For instance, when ¢ = 2,
Ag[fa] = 5_2(f2a —2fe),

where we used the fact that the solution f. = 0 when € = 0 according to the well-posedness theorem.
Let the finite difference operator acting on ([B.3)) gives

AZ[fe] = (mhw + AZ[R.].
Hence, together with ([B.7)), as ¢ — 0, we obtain
0" fele=0 = (mhw
as well as the measurement operator
(3.10) 0" Ag(ehy,eh_)|c=0 = (m!)(w|i=1, w|a, sn7)-

Indeed, O f:|c=0 = u, the solution to the linear transport equation. Similar finite difference method
was also applied to solve inverse problems for nonlinear equations, see for instance, [37] for the
semilinear wave equation, [33] for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation, and [36] for the Boltzmann
equation.

Proposition 3.2 (Integral identity). Let f; = eu; + €™ w; + R. ; be the solution to [B.1l), where
uj, w;j and R.; solve B4), BI) and BA), respectively, with ¢ = q; € L>*(SMr) for j =1, 2.
Let A, and Ag, be the corresponding albedo operator of BI). If Aq (ho,h—) = Ag,(ho, h—) for all
(ho,h—) € X5, then

(3.11) / (q1 - QQ)umﬂo dtdd = 0,
SMr

where u € L>®(SMr) is the solution to [B.4) and wg is the solution to its conjugate equation
Oy + Xug — oug + K*ug =0 in SMry.

Proof. Since (o, p1) are given and the equation (3.4)) is independent of ¢;, by the uniqueness of the
solution to the linear transport equation that

U= U = Ug.

Let w = wy — wo. Then w is the solution to

ow+ Xw+ow—Kw = —(q —q)u™ in SMrp,
(3.12) w = 0 on {0} x SM,
w = 0 on d_SMrp.

Due to the fact that w|;—o = 0 and w|s_snr, = 0, the identity

(3.13) [ (o wrmas - [
SMr

wug dédt + / @ﬂo(T, xz, ’U) dx,
0, SMrp

SM

follows by multiplying the first equation in (8.12]) by @y and applying the integration by parts. Since
the albedo operators are the same, by B.10), we get w|;—7 = w|s, srr;, = 0 such that the right hand
side of ([B.I3]) vanishes. This results in the desired identity (B.I1)). O

Remark 3.1. We would like emphasize that our albedo operator A consists of both initial/final data
and incoming/outgoing data. This indicates the right-hand side of ([BII) is known and is equal to
zero when Ay = Ag,. In particular, thanks to the information of the initial and final data, the
solutions u and ug above do not necessarily satisfy u(0,-,-) = 0 and uo(T,-,-) = 0. As a result,
freedom of choice is given to select the GO solutions below.
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In the remaining part of this section, we will take the solution w of the linear transport equation
B4) to be the GO solutions of the form (2ZI8)) in the Euclidean space, n > 2 (or (227) in a
two-dimensional manifold):

(3.14) u(t,x,v) = pr(t,z,v)04(x,v) + ra(t,z,v), A#0.

Let hy = uli=o € L®(SM) and h— = ulp_sy, € L>(0-SMr) be the initial and boundary data,
respectively. We also take the GO solutions ug of the conjugate equation dyug+Xug—oug+K* ug = 0,
which is of the form

(3.15) uo(t, z,v) = py(t,z,v)0_g(z,v) + 1y (t,xz,v), n#0

based on ([2:23)) (or (Z31)). Hence, we can further derive the following identity from (B3.I1I), which
is valid in both the Euclidean and Riemannian settings.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that all conditions in Proposition [2.7H{2.7 and Proposition [3.2 hold. If A =
Ay, on Xs, then

(3.16) lim (1 — @)\ 2,00 " dtdS = 0.
A,n—00 S My

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show the case m = 2 since m > 2 can be justified similarly. To this end,
substituting u and ug of the form (3.14) and (3.I5) into the identity (B.II) with m = 2 gives that

/ﬁ (01 — 2)(92)°8, 05 dtdS + I, = 0.

Denote
q:=q — g
Here Iy, includes all the higher order terms and is defined as follows:

(3.17) Am:iLM@ﬂ@ﬂ%@ﬁ%%+ZMGMA+%a@ﬂﬂ%+¢#LAmf+%mf%)ﬁﬁl
T

We claim that

lim I)\ = 0.
A,n—00 o

To see this, we split the discussion into three parts. First we consider the first two terms in (3.17]).
Note that |0, < e dem(M) gince (o,u) € Q. Here diam(M) denotes the diameter of M. By
applying the Holder’s inequality, the first term of I, then satisfies

/SM q(px)%(04)°Ty dtdZ‘ < Cllqll oo aepy 1l oo (s a0y P L2 (508 170 | 22 (50
T

which goes to zero when n — oo by applying (2.24) (or (2.32)) in the manifold), where the constant
C > 0 depends on M and og. Similarly, the second term also goes to zero.
Next we deal with the third and fourth terms. Applying Holder’s inequality yields that

/S e, dtdz' < Cllal el e lralizesam Irall szt
T

which goes to zero as A\, — oo by (220) and (224])(or (229), (2Z32) in the manifold). The fourth
term follows by using a similar argument as above.

Finally, we apply Holder’s inequality and the estimates (2.19), [2:20), (2.24) (or (228), (2.29),
[232) in the manifold) to deduce that

[, dtdz' < Ol quiplrallzzcsnim Il s
T
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converges to zero as A, 7 — co. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

3.3. Reduction to the light ray transform. With suitably chosen functions ¢y and ¢, in the
GO solutions, the identity (BI6]) can be reduced to a weighted light ray transform.

3.3.1. Geometric setting. We will bring down the integral identity (B.16]) with the following special
maps.

Lemma 3.4. For almost every (xg,vg) € 0_SM, there is a family of maps Py 300, € C5°(0-SM)
with 0 < kK <€ 1 such that

”Pm:comoHLl(a,SM) =1,
and, moreover, for any given f € L*(0_SM), the following holds:

(3.18) lim P oo (x,0) f(z,v)d§ = f(z0,v0).
k=0 Jo_ sm

Proof. Given (xg,vq) € 0_SM, let (z,v) : U x W Cc R"™! x R"™! — 9SM be a coordinate chart
near (z(0),v(0)) = (zg,v0). Let d&(z,v) = |[(v,v(x))|y/det g_(x(u),v(u,w))dudw be the local
coordinate expression, where g_ is the metric on 9SM induced by the Sasaki metric on SM [47].
Let 1 € C§°(R"1;R) satisfy that ¢ > 0, supp ¢ C By(1) the unit open ball, and 19l L1 @n—1y = 1.
For x > 0, we denote v, (u) := ¢(u/k)/k""!. Then v, > 0 and Vel @n-1y = 1. Let 0 < k < 1,
so that the open ball By(x) with center at 0 and radius ~ satisfies By(k) C U N W. We define
P oo € C5°(0-SM) by

1 .
Prve s (210) = { v oy teu@w(e ) i (@), wiz,v) €U x W,

0 , otherwise.

Given any f € L*(0_-SM),
/ Paonn (2,0) f (,0) de (2, 0)
O_SM
:/ V(W) (W) f(z(u),v(u,w)) dudw
UxW

- / (W)t £ ((w), v, w)) dudw.
Rn—1xRn—1

In particular, since ||t ||f1(rn-1y = 1 for any £ > 0, by letting f =1, we get that

| Pr,z0,00 11 (9_s00) = 1.

Moreover, by [22, Theorem 8.15], it follows that

llm PH7ZC()7’UO (‘T7 /U)f(a:7 U) df
k—0 O_SM

= lim %(u)%(w)f(x(u)v U(u7 w)) dudw = f(zo,vo)

=0 Jrn—1yRgn—1

for a.e. (xg,v9) € 0_SM. O

We are ready to derive the light ray transform.
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Proposition 3.5. Let the assumptions of Lemma[3.3 be fulfilled. Let q; € L> (M) for j =1,2. If
Ag (ho, h—) = Agy(ho, h—) for all (ho,h—) € X5, then for almost every t € R and (x,v) € 0_SM,
we have

7(z,v) s )
[ e+ sl 0o Ot g =,
0

)

Proof. We recall the notation ¢ := ¢; — ¢2 and extend ¢(-,z) by zero to the whole space R in the ¢
variable. Recall that the geodesic flow is denoted by

p:c,v(t) = (’Y:c,v(t)a;yx,v(t))'
Given (z9,v9) € 0_SM, now we take n = mA and the functions
1 .
(2 (t7 Z, U) = PHTIO,UO (,05571;(—7'— (‘Tv U)))¢l (t - T- (LZ', U)7 ,05571;(—7'— (‘Tv U)))ez)\p(t,x,v)7
(1077 (t7 x, U) = ©m (t7 x, U) = ¢2 (t - T- (l‘, U)7 ,0;571;(—7'— ($7 ,U)))eim)\p(t,x,v)

in BI4)-@BI5), where ¢; € C°(R,C3°(0-SM)) for j = 1,2. Here p(t,z,v) = t — x - v for
the Euclidean setting and p(t,z,v) = t — 7_(x,v) for the Riemannian setting. Notice that since
Py 2000 (pzw(—7—(x,v))) is invariant along the geodesic flow, X P 1o vo(pz0(—7—(x,v))) = 0. This
implies ¢y and ¢, are solutions to d;f + X f = 0.

Since ¢ has support in My, the integral in (3.I6]) can be extended from [0,7] to R. Applying the
Santalo’s formula [47] to (3.10) yields that

0= / / Gt 2) 0T ot — 7 (2, 0), (=T (2, 0))) Pay (P (— 7 (2, 0))) O S, v) it
RJSM

7(y,w) <
_ / / / Tty ()TG3t — 8,73 10) Pasoon (s w)e™ do (=0 us )& goge (o).
RJO_SM JO

Let k — 0, we apply the change of variable ¢t — t' = ¢ — s, by ([B.I8]) and Fubini’s theorem, to get

7(x0,v0) s
(3.19) 02/ / G+ 5372000 (8)) BT 2 (t 0, g J0 (M= P00 (0) 8 gy
0 R

Finally, for any ¢y € R, since ¢; are arbitrary smooth functions with compact support, we let
¢1 = 1in (tg — L,t9 + 1) x 0_SM and ¢o(t,z,v) = X(%)/C, 0 < ¢ < 1, where x(t) € C5°(R)
satisfies x(0) = 1 and ||x||z1®) = 1 with support in [¢| < 1. By [22, Theorem 8.15], when ¢ goes to
zero, we then derive from (3.19)) that

7(z0,v0) s )
/ o a(to + S, fYSC()ﬂ)() (S))e_ f() (m_l)g('yxo,vo (£)7'Yx0,11() (é)) de ds — 07
0

for almost every tg, provided that g; € L (Mr). O
Notice that the integral appearing in Proposition defines the (weighted) light ray transform
of g on R x M. More precisely, let’s first introduce the definition of the standard light ray transform
L of a function S € L>®(R x M). It is defined by
7(z,v) o
LS(t,x,v) = / S(t+s,70(s))ds, (t,z,v) € Rx SM.
0
Let W € L*>°(SM), we define the general weighted light ray transform by

(z,0)
(3.20) Ly S(t,x,v) = /0 S(t+ 8, Va0 (8)W (Vau(8), Yzu(s)) ds.
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Therefore, the weight appearing in the light ray transform deduced from Proposition is defined
as

W (Ye,0(8), Yan(s)) =€~ Jom=1)o(z0 () w(r))dr o ¢ 0,7(x,v)), (x,v)€ I_SM.
In particular, W € C*°(SM) if o0 € C®°(SM).

3.4. Injectivity of the light ray transform. As a preparation for the proof of our main results
in the next subsection, we establish the following injectivity of the light ray transform Ly, based
on analyticity. In particular, it works for a general nonvanishing weight W € L>(SM).

The approach has been used in earlier study of the light ray transform without weight [18], [19].

Hypothesis 3.1. Let (M, g) be a compact connected Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary.
Assume that the geodesic X-ray transform with a nonvanishing weight W € L*°(SM) is injective.
Namely, for any S € L*>°(M), if

7(z,0)
Iy S(z,v) = /0 SVaw( )W (Va0 (8), Yau(s))ds =0
for a.e. (x,v) € 0_SM, then S = 0.

On simple manifolds, injectivity of Iy has been proven for generic weights [23], including the
real-analytic ones. On the other hand, injectivity results of Iy are known on manifolds admitting
strictly convex functions [46]. See [58] for additional references.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose that Hypothesis [31] holds. Assume S € L>®(R x M) is supported in Mrp.
If Ly S(t,z,v) = 0 for almost every (t,x,v) € R x 0_SM with a nonvanishing weight function
W e L>®(SM), then S = 0.

Proof. Consider
7(z,v)
Ly S(t,z,v) == / S(t+ 5, Y2.0(8))W (Va,0(8), Yz,0(s)) ds, for a.e. (t,z,v) € R x O_SM.
0

Taking the Fourier transform w.r.t. the time variable ¢, we get

o ) 7(x,v)
L S(n,2.0) = / et / St + 5,70 ()W (oo (5), A (5)) dist
R 0

By the change of variable ¢’ = ¢ + s and the Fubini’s theorem, note that S € L>(R x M), we derive

o (xv)
LS, ,v) = /0 €51, 420 (3))W (Yo (8): Ao (8)) .
When n =0,

— T(Z‘,U) ~
LwS(0,z,v) = / S0,Y2,0 ()W (V2,0(5), Yz,0(s))ds =0 for a.e. (z,v) € O_SM
0

for all geodesics v in M. Therefore, Hypothesis B can be applied directly and it implies S (0,-)=0
in M. Since the weight W is independent of 7, the derivatives of Ly S at n = 0 can be written as

— ok T@w) .
(321) 0= 8$LWS(n,x,v)]n:0 = Jz:;) ( j ) /0 (is)F 190500, %,0 ()W (Va0 (), Y, (8)) ds.

We then proceed by applying the induction argument. Suppose that 8375’ (0,-) =0 for j < k. From

(3:21)), we obtain
7(z,0) R
0= /0 D50, 7 ()W (Y (5) () ds.
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Applying the Hypothesis Bl again, it yields 855' (0,72(s)) = 0. Therefore, 855' (0,-) = 0 for all
k. Since S is compactly supported in ¢, its Fourier transform S (n,-) is analytic with respect to

7. Combining with 8§§(0,7m7v(s)) = 0 for all k, we conclude S(n,-) = 0 for all n € R and thus
S=0. O

Remark 3.2. The proof of Theorem relies essentially on the assumption that the unknown
function S has compact support, so the time Fourier transform of S is analytic. Therefore it suffices
to recover S and all its derivatives at single frequencyn = 0. In Appendiz[Al, we provide an alternative
approach of showing the injectivity of light ray transforms of functions and tensor fields that are not
necessarily compactly supported, by imposing hypothesises regarding the injectivity of certain weight
geodesic X-ray transforms with respect to any frequencies n € R.

3.5. Proof of main results. We are now ready to prove Theorem [Tl and Theorem as well as
Corollary [L3l The two main theorems follow directly from the above facts.

Proof of Theorem [L1 and Theorem [L.2. We apply Theorem [B.6to the light ray transform appearing
in Proposition with S = ¢ and W (v3,4(5), Yz0(s)) = €~ Jo (m=1o (2.0 () Fe0(0) 4 Thys, the
injectivity, ¢ = q1 — g2 = 0, holds. O

For the geometric setting without scattering (namely, 1 = 0 in (II])), the uniqueness result also
holds in the manifold (M, g) for any dimensions n > 3.

Proof of Theorem [1.7} Without the presence of the scattering, that is, u = 0, the remainder term
ry is trivial so that the GO solutions have relatively simple form, that is,

upx(t,z,v) = px(t,x,0)O4(x,v).
As a result, by adjusting the arguments in previous subsections with ry = 0, we will end up with

the same weighted light ray transform in Proposition This enables us to use Theorem again
to derive g1 = ¢o. O

Finally, we replace the injectivity assumption of the attenuated X-ray transform in Theorem [I.1]
and by proper geometric conditions to establish Corollary [I.3l

Proof of Corollary[1.3. For the case (1), if M is an open bounded and strictly convex domain in R",
then M is simple and admits a smooth strictly convex function (see e.g. [46, Lemma 2.1]). Since
o € O®(SM), if Itm—1)sS = 0 for S € L>°(M), then S € C*>(M), see e.g. [23, Proposition 3].
Now as M admits a smooth strictly convex function, it follows that the attenuated X-ray transform
I(m—1)s is injective on L>(M) by [46]. Now we can apply Theorem [LT] to conclude that q; = ga.
For the case (2), both assumptions (a) and (b) imply that M is a simple surface. Since o € C*°(M),
similar to case (1), one can conclude that ker I(,,,_1), N L°(M) C C*°(M). Therefore the attenuated
X-ray transform I(,,,_1), is injective on L>°(M) if o € C*°(M) by [50]. Now if M is an open bounded
and strictly convex domain in R?, we apply Theorem [[LTlto obtain that ¢; = ¢2. On the other hand,
if M is the interior of a simple surface and u € M, Theorem implies that q; = q2 as well. O

3.6. Another uniqueness result based on monotonicity. Before closing Section Bl we will
study the problem under the monotonicity assumption g1 < go. With this new information, the
uniqueness result can be proved directly from Lemma [3.3]

Theorem 3.7 (Monotonicity condition). Suppose that all conditions in Lemma hold. Suppose
that ¢1 < q2. If A1(ho,h—) = Aa(hg, h—_) for all (hg,h_) € X5, then

¢1=¢q in(0,T)x M.
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Proof. We take n = mA and
@A(ta x, U) = qb(t - T—($7 U)v pw,v(_T—(x7 U)))
QDn(t, z, U) = ‘PmA(ta €, U) = ¢(t - T_(.Z', U)7 px,v(_T—(x7 U)))e
in (B.14)-BI5), where ¢ € Cg°(R, C5°(0-SM)) satistying ¢ > 0.
Since g2 > ¢, from (B.I6]), we have

mt1
0= /SMT(Qz —q)(t,z) <<Z5(t -7 (‘T,’U),pxﬂ)(—T_(x’U)))) o dtds;

ei)\(t—T, (z,v)) ’

imA(t—7— (z,v))

m+1
> ¢ m=oodiam(A) /S (@ w)e) <¢<t - T_<x,v>,pm,v<—f_<x,v>>>) dtds. > 0,
T

Since OM is strictly convex, there exists ¢ € C5°(R, C5°(0-SM)) such that

/SzM (W - (‘E’”)’pM—T—(w,v)))>m+1 dv > 0

for all (¢,z) € Mp. This implies that for a.e. (t,x) € Mrp,
(g2 — q1)(t,z) = 0.

4. INVERSE SOURCE PROBLEM

In this section, we consider the linear transport equation in the non-scattering medium. The
objective is to reconstruct the source term in the equation from the measurement. Accordingly, we
will first link the expression of the transport solution in [35] and the weighted light ray transform
under suitable assumptions.

4.1. A connection between different expressions of transport solutions. Assume that S €
L>*(R x M) is supported in Mp. From Proposition 2.2 in [35], the solution f to the following
equation

(4.1) Wf+Xf+of =5z

with fli=0 = flo_sm, = 0 can be written as
t

(42)  f(t,z,v)= / e~ o oGt — 5 5, (—8)H(7_(2,0) — s)ds, (t,z,v) € SMp,
0

where H is the Heaviside function, that is, H satisfies H(s) =01if s <0 and H(s) =1if s > 0.
For (z,v) € SM, when t > 7_(z,v), it is clear that (£2]) can be expressed as

7—(z,v) s
(4.3) f(t,z,v) = / e Jo olpen(=)drg (4 8, Yz0(—5)) ds.
0

On the other hand, when t < 7_(x,v), since S is supported in M7 which implies S(t—s,vz,(—5)) =0
for s € [t,7—(x,v)), we can extend its integral region from (0,¢) to (0,7—(x,v)) so that (£2]) is also
of the form ([@3]) for t < 7_(x,v).

Replacing v by —v, we get from (&3] that

7(z,0) s
(4'4) f(tv €, ’U) = f(tv T, —v) = / e Jo U(pz,v(r))drs(t - S, ’Yx,v(s)) ds,
0

which is the weighted light ray transform satisfying
8tf—Xf+af:S(t,x) with f’t:() :f‘a+gM:0.
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4.2. Inverse source problem in the absence of the scattering. Recall that in both the well-
posedness and linearization, we view the nonlinear coefficient ¢ as part of a source term for linear
transport equations. By slightly modifying the arguments in Section B.I3.4] we can prove the
following uniqueness result for the inverse source problem for the time-dependent linear transport
equation:

hf+Xf+of = S(t,x) in SMp,
(4.5) f 0 on {0} x SM,
f =20 on O_SMrp.

We define the measurement operator by
A:Se LOO(MT) — (f‘t:T,f’aJrSMT) S LOO(SM) X LOO(8+SMT),

which is well-defined. The aim is to determine the source S from measuring A(S).

Prop051t10n 4.1. Let f; be the solution to D) with S = S; € L>®(Mr) forj =1, 2. Suppose

that S = S, — Ss. Suppose that Hypothesis [Z1 holds with S = S and W = e~ Jo o0, “(Z Ao (@) dl - pf
A(S1) = A(S2), then

S1 =S8y in (0,T) x M.
Proof. We extend S by zero to R in the ¢ variable so that S € L™ (Rx M). Due to the well-posedness,
there exists a unique solution f; € L>*(SMr) to [@5) with S = S; for j = 1,2, respectively. Denote
F:= fi — fo. Then F is a solution to

(4.6) OF + XF +0oF = S(t,z)

and satisfies F|i—o = F|o_gn, = 0. Without the scattering term, as mentioned above, the solution
F' can be expressed as

(z,0) s -
F(t,x,v) = / e fg U(Pz,U(—T))dTS(t _ S;’Yx,v(_s)) ds
0

and F(t,z,—v) becomes a weighted light ray transform (&4]), denoted by

(z,0) . -
F(t,z,v) == F(t,x,—v) = / e Jo 7Pz G (¢ — 5 7, 0(s5)) ds.
0

Moreover, from A(S1) = A(S2), we also have F|y, grr,, = Fli=r = 0, which leads to ﬁ\t:T — 0 and
Flo_smy = Flo, sy = 0. Thus

F(t,z,0) =0 (t,z,v) € (0,T) x d_SM.

Indeed, F=0inR xd_SM. To see this, we observe that ﬁ(t, +) =01in 0_SM for t < 0 since S
is supported in SMy. On the other hand, for case t > T, we let t = T+t with ¢ > 0. Through the
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change of variable s — s’ = s — t/, we have

7(z,0) s _
4 tae) = [ RosOS(T 4 = sy, (5)) ds
0

T(pz,v(t')) s+t S
_ / Iy +t O'(Pz,U(T))dTS(T . 3/77pz,u(t’)(s/)) ds’

¢

7(pa,v(t')) s Ndr! =
— / e_ fﬁt’ O—(pp”v“(tl)(r ))d"‘ S(T - 8/7 fYPz,U(t/)(S/)) dS/

—t/

f ’ T(pz,v(t')) s , ;-
— o S a(ppy (P )dr </ g o Jo (Poy ey (r)dr S(T =", 9p, o¢)(5")) ds,)
; :

=e fEt’ J(sz,u(t’)(rl))drlﬁ(T, Pxv (t/))v

where we applied the change of variable r — 7’ = r — t/ and also used the fact that S is supported
in M7 in the third and fourth identities, respectively. When ¢’ > 7(z,v), due to the support of
S, F(T, pso(t')) = 0, which yields that F(T + t/,z,v) = 0. When 0 < ¢ < 7(x,v), the flow
pen(t') € SM. Since the final data Fl—p = 0 in SM, we also get F(T,py,(t)) = 0 and thus
F(T +t',z,v) = 0. Now we have showed that F =0 in R x d_SM a.c..

Finally, under the hypothesis B.I] that the attenuated ray transform is injective, performing the
same argument as in the proof of Theorem yields S =0. (]

APPENDIX A. LIGHT RAY TRANSFORM ON INFINITE CYLINDER

In this section, we consider the light ray transform of functions or tensor fields that are not
necessarily supported in Mrp.

We give an alternative approach of showing the injectivity, up to natural gauge, of the light ray
transform of symmetric tensor fields. It has been studied in [I8, [I9] for static Lorentzian manifolds
using analyticity of the time Fourier transform of tensors compactly supported in time. Earlier
results in Minkowski spacetime can be found in e.g. [48] [30].

Recall that M is the interior of a compact non-trapping Riemannian manifold (M, g), of dimension
n > 2, with smooth strictly convex boundary dM. Let f € L®(N;S8™) N LY (R;C(M);S™) be a
symmetric tensor field of rank m on N = R x M, where 8™ denotes the space of symmetric
tensor fields of rank m on N for each m = 0,1,---. In local coordinates z = (20,2!,---,2") =
(t7$17 e ’xn),

f(z) = fil...i7,L(z)dzi1 N
where dz° = dt and dz7 = da? for j = 1,--- ,n. Equivalently, we can write f as

f=fm+ fordt + -+ f1(dt)™ Y + fo(dt)™,

where fj, € L®(R; L>=(M; S*)) N LY (R; C(M; S*)) for k = 0,1,--- ,m. Here S* denotes the space of
symmetric tensor fields of rank & on M, and fi(dt)™ " denotes the symmetrized tensor product of
fx with (dt)™ *. We denote the (static) Lorentzian metric on N by g = —(dt)? + g.

For simplicity, we denote the space L>(N;S™) N LY (R; C(M);S™) by £L(N;S™), and the space
L®(R; L>°(M; S*)) N LY(R; C(M; S¥)) by D(M; S*). Note that £(N,S™) C L?>(N;S™).

Lemma A.1. Given any f € L(N;S8™), there evist p € D(M;S™), ¢ € D(M;S™ 1), r €
D(M;S™ %) and A\ € L(N;8™2) such that

f=m+rg)+qdt+ \g.
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Proof. We prove the above decomposition by induction. The cases m = 0,1 are obvious. When
m = 2, notice that

f=fot frdt + fo(dt)? = (f2 + fog) + frdt + (—fo)(—(dt)* + g).

Now assume that the decomposition holds for some m > 2, let f be a tensor of rank m + 1, then

f= Fmi1 + fndt + -+ fo(dt)™
= fms1 + (fm + frnrdt + -+ + fo(dt)™) dt
= fmt1+ (p+rg+qdt+Ag)dt
= Fr1 + (p+ 7 9)dt + q(dt)® + A(dt)g
= (fmt1 +qg) + (p+rg)dt + (Ndt — q)g.
O

Consider the light ray transform of a symmetric tensor field f of rank m on N = R x M defined
by

(z0) .. y _
me(t,x,v) = /0 fir“im(:Yt,x,v(s))ﬁltl,lx,v(s)"':YZ:;,U(S) ds, (th'??}) €ERxSM,

where the light ray/null geodesic Vtaw(s) = (t+ 8,72,(s)) with 74, the geodesic on M. Note that
’Lygxm(s) =1and ’yng(s) = 44.0(s) are the j"-component of 4, ,(s) for j = 1,---  n. It's easy to see
that L,,(Ag) =0 for any A € £L(N;S™2). We may simply denote the integrand of L,, f by

i+ 8,%2,0(8); Yo (8))-

Let n € R, we define the following attenuated geodesic X-ray transform on M of f € L>®(M;S*),
k>0, as

T(zv) . .
T 0) = [ € i, Qo) (s) - () s
We denote d® the symmetric differentiation w.r.t. the Riemannian metric g.

Hypothesis A.1. For each m =0,1,..., we say that I, is s-injective for degree m if I, f|o_sm = 0,
f € @i, C(M;S*), implies that f = d°p + inp for some p € @Z:Ol CY(M; S*) with ploar = 0.
When m = 0, this just means that f =0, i.e. I, is injective.

Notice that the attenuation in is complex. When m = 0 and 1, injectivity results for I, were
proved on simple manifolds [50} 26] 57] and manifolds admitting strictly convex functions [46], see
also recent survey [58] and the references therein. When m > 2, injectivity results are known on
simple surfaces [29] and negatively curved manifolds [45].

Theorem A.2. Assume that the attenuated X-ray transform I, is s-injective for degree m for all
n€R. Let f € L®(N;S8™) N LY (R;C(M);S™). If Lynf =0 for all (t,z,v) € R x 0_SM, then
o f=0,ifm=0;
o f=d°p for somep € L>®(N)NHY(R;CY(M)), plan =0, if m = 1;
o [ = d°p+ A\g for some p € L¥(N;S™ 1) n HY(R;CY(M);S™ ), plon = 0, and \ €
L(N;8™72), if m > 2.

Here d® is the symmetric differentiation w.r.t. the Lorentzian metric g, i.e., d® = d* + Oy(-) dt.
Proof. By Lemma [Ad] and the fact that L,,(\g) = 0, we may assume that
f=p+rg+qdt
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for some p € D(M;S™), g € D(M;S™ 1) and r € D(M; S™2). In the meantime, f can be rewritten
as

(A1) f=p+qdt+r(d)? +rg,
so we only consider f of the form
p+ qdt +r(dt)?.
Following the calculation in the proof of Theorem[B.6] since f € L(N;S™), by the Fubini’s theorem

o T(z,w) N
(A.2) 0= Lnf(n,x,v) = /0 e f(n, 'Yx,v(s)a "Yx,v(s)) ds.

Note that f € L2(N;8™) N C(N;8™). We denote f(n,-) by fn, for each fixed n € R, we can view
fo = by + Gy + 7y € CAL;S™) @ C(M; S™ ) @ O(M; S™2).
The right hand side of (A.2]) corresponds to the attenuated X-ray transform I, fn-
Now by the Hypothesis A1}, there exists u, € @), C'(M;S*) such that
Dy + Gy + 7y = d’uyy + inuy,

and uylppr = 0. Balancing both sides, we conclude that for n # 0, u, = w, + v, with w, €
CY(M; 5™ 1) and v, € C1(M;5™2), i.e.

(A.3) Py = d*wy, Gy = dPvy +inwy,, Ty = inuy,.

Since py, G, and 7, are all L? in 1, we can derive the regularity of w, and v, in n from (A3) (note
that we may freely assign values for w, and v, at n = 0). In particular w,, nw,, v, and nv, are all
L? in . We denote the inverse Fourier transform of a function g by §. It follows that

(A.4) p=d°w, q=d°0+ 0w, 1 =0,

for some w € H'(R; C'(M;S™ 1)) and v € H'(R; C*(M; S™?)) with w|gn = 0, ?|sgn = 0. More-
over, the regularity of p,q and r, together with (A.4), implies that both w and © are L* in time .
Therefore by (Adl), with d° = d* + 9(-) dt,

f=p+qdt+r(dt)}’+rg
= d°(w+vdt) +rg,
where W + v dt € L®(N;S™ 1) N HY(R; C*(M); S™~!) vanishing on ON. O

One can also consider the injectivity of the weighted light ray transform LS, defined in (3:20),
for S € L®(R x M) x L'(R; C(M)).

Theorem A.3. Let W € L>®(SM) be nonvanishing, suppose that the weighted geodesic X-ray
transform of f € C(M), with the weight "W (v4.4(8), Yz.0(8)), is injective for all n € R. Assume
that S € L¥(R x M) N L' (R; C(M)). If LyS = 0 for a.e. (t,z,v) € R x 9_SM, then S = 0.

Proof. Similar to Theorem [A2] by the Fubini’s theorem

— T(:E’U) . ~
0= LwS(n,z,v) = /0 W (Ya,0(8): Vo0 (5))S (0 Ya,0(s)) ds.

The right hand side is the weighted X-ray transform of S (n,-). Now by the assumption, we get that
S(n,z) =0 for all n € R and x € M, therefore S = 0. O
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