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APPROXIMATE CONTROLLABILITY FOR FRACTIONAL DIFFUSION
EQUATIONS BY DIRICHLET BOUNDARY CONTROL

KENICHI FUJISHIRO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the approximate controllability of partial differential
equations with time derivatives of non-integer order via boundary control. First we show
the unique existence and regularity of the solution by using the eigenfunction expansion.
Next we also study the dual system and show the unique continuation property. Finally we
apply it to prove our main result.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q be a bounded domain of R? with C? boundary I' = 9€2. We consider the following
initial value/boundary value problem of partial differential equation:

Bu+Lu=0 in Qx(0,7),

u=yg on I'x(0,7), (1.1)

u(-,0) = ug in Q.
In (1.1), u = u(x,t) is the state to be controlled and g = g(z,t) is the control which is
localized on a subboundary I'y of I'. We will act by ¢ to drive the initial state ug = ug(z)
to some target function u; = wui(x). Here .Z denotes a symmetric and uniformly elliptic

operator, which is specified later and T" > 0 is a fixed value. The Caputo fractional derivative
05" is defined by

CcllTil(t)’ a=n¢€cN,
F(n — Q{) ; T drn T)at, N o n, n s

for o > 0 (see [11], [18]). If a = 1, then equation (1.1) is a classical diffusion equation.
Equation (1.1) with 0 < a < 1 is called a fractional diffusion equation and regarded as a
model of anomalous diffusion in heterogeneous media. In the present paper, we consider the
case of 0 < @ < 1.

According to Adams and Gelhar [1], the field data in a highly heterogeneous aquifer cannot
be described well by classical advection diffusion equations. Hatano and Hatano [9] applied
the continuous-time random walk (CTRW) as a microscopic model of the diffusion of ions
in heterogeneous media. From the CTRW model, Metzler and Klafter [16] derived equation
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(1.1) with 0 < a < 1 as a macroscopic model. Concerning the mathematical analysis of
fractional differential equations, there are many works. For the study of ordinary differential
equations with fractional orders, see [11], [18] and [21] for example. As for partial differential
equations with time fractional derivatives, we can refer to Gejji and Jafari [8], Agarwal [3]
and Luchko [14] for example.

The aim of this article is to study the boundary control problem for fractional diffusion
equations. We say that equation (1.1) is approzimately controllable if for any u; € L?*(2)
and € > 0, there exists a control g such that the solution u of (1.1) satisfies

|u(-,T) = ui|| 20 < e. (1.3)

We can refer to [5], [17] and [19] for the general theory of control problems for partial differ-
ential equations. These surveys deal with controllability of equations with integer order and
the relations with other concepts—observability, stabilizability, pole assignability, etc. There
are various works about control problems for equations with integer orders. In particular,
for the boundary control of heat equations, see MacCamy, Mizel and Seidman [15], Schmidt
and Weck [22], and the references therein. However, to the author’s best knowledge, there
are few works on the control problems for fractional diffusion equations, especially on the
boundary control problems.

The remainder of this paper is composed of five sections and an appendix. In Section 2,
we state the main result. In Section 3, we give a representation of the solution by Fourier’s
method and discuss its fundamental properties. In Section 4, we define the weak solution
by using the representation obtained in Section 3. In Section 5, we study the dual system of
(1.1) and prove the unique continuation property, which plays an essential role in the proof
of our main result. In Section 6, we complete the proof of the main result. In the appendix,
we discuss the related boundary value problem for an elliptic equation.

2. MAIN RESULT

In this section, we prepare the notations and state our main results. We denote by LP({),
1 < p < oo, a usual LP-space. In particular, L?(Q) denotes the L2-space equipped with the
scalar product (-, ). As for the inner product in L?(T"), we denote it by (-, -). Moreover H'(2)
and H'(€2), [,m € N, are the Sobolev spaces (see Adams [2] for example). In equation (1.1),
let the differential operator .Z be given by

d

Lu(g)=-3 a% (aij(x)%(x)) ¢ elr)ulz), zeQ,

ij=1 J

where the coefficients satisfy the following:

d
a'ij = aji? aij € C1(§)7 1 S Z?] S d> Z a’l](x)glgj Z ,U|€|2, T e Q) 5 S Rd?
i,j=1

ceC(Q), clx) >0, xe
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where p > 0 is constant. We define the operator L : L*(Q) — L*(Q) as .Z equipped with
the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition;

D(L) := Hy(2) N H?(Q),
Lu:=Zu, wueDL).

Since L is a symmetric and uniformly elliptic operator, the spectrum of L is entirely composed
of countable number of eigenvalues and we can set with finite multiplicities:

O< A <A< <A <o
By ¢, € H*(Q) N H} (), we denote the orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to A,
LQDn:)\n(pna n=12-.--.

Then the sequence {, }nen is an orthonormal basis in L2(£2). We can represent the fractional
power of L as follows;

D(L?) = {u € L2 (Q); > A|(u, 0n)]? < oo} :

L= Z )\i(u, Son)gpm u € D(L€>v
n=1

where § > 0. Then D(L?) is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm || - | p(zey defined by

o 1/2
lullooy = L%l L2 = (Z AN (u, %)I2> . u€D(L).

n=1

The domain D(L?) with 0 < 0 < 1, § # 1/4, is expressed by using the Sobolev spaces with
norm equivalence;

H¥*(Q), 0<60<1/4
H¥(Q), 1/4<0<1,
CHullgzo < llullpey < Cllullg=e, ue DL,
where H$(Q) == {u € H*(Q) | you = 0} and the operator v, : H*(Q) — H*%(T) maps a

function u to its restriction u|r to the boundary T for s > 1/2. For the details of D(L?) and

the Sobolev spaces with fractional powers, see Fujiwara [7] and Yagi [25] for example. The
operator 9,, : H*(Q) — H*3/2(T), s > 3/2, is defined as
d

ou ou
Oy u(z) = a—VL(ZE) = Z; aij(x)a—xi(ﬂf)lfj(ﬂf),
where v(x) = (11(z),...,vq(x)) is the outward unit normal vector to I" at . In particular,
D, pn belongs to L*(T') since ¢, € H?*(2). We define the Mittag-Leffler function by
EO! = -/ 1 o\ )
#(2) Tlak+p8) ~©

k=0



4 KENICHI FUJISHIRO

where @ > 0 and § € R are arbitrary constants. We can directly verify that E, 5(2) is
an entire function of z € C. Henceforth C' denotes the positive generic constant which is
independent of g, but may depend on « and the coefficients of the operator L.

According to Theorem 2.1 in [20] and Proposition 3.1 in the next section, for any uy €
L*(Q) and g € C5°(Ty x (0,T)), equation (1.1) admits a unique solution u € C([0, T]; L*(2))
with the representation as;

o0

U(ZL’, t) = Z(u0> Qpn)Ea,l(_)‘nta)(»ON(x)

E i ([ 66t =780 7 B -hrir o) 21

In particular, the value u(-,T) at time ¢ = T' makes sense in L*(€2) and consequently we can
discuss problems such as whether (1.3) is possible or not.
Now we are ready to state one of our main results;

Theorem 2.1. Let 0 < a < 1 and Iy be an open set in I'. Then equation (1.1) is approxi-
mately controllable for arbitrarily given T > 0. That is,

{u(-T): g€ Cg°(To x (0,7))} = L*(9), (2.2)

where u is the solution to (1.1) and the closure on the left-hand side is taken in L*(£2).

In order to prove this theorem, we also need to consider the dual system for (1.1), which
is a usual strategy for partial differential equations of integer order (see Section 8 in [19] or
Chapters 2 and 3 in [17] for example). The dual system for (1.1) corresponds to the following
initial value/boundary value problem with a different type of fractional derivative;

Do+ Zv=0 in Qx(0,7),
v=0 on I'x(0,7), (2.3)
(-, T)=v, in Q.

Here D" denotes the backward Riemann-Liouville derivative and is defined by

Dih(t) = 1 J\" T 1 (2.4)
I(n—a) (‘E) /t(“t) W(r)dr, n-1<a<n neN,

for a > 0 (see [18]). Moreover I$_ is the backward integral operator, which is defined by

o h(t) = — [ (7 — ) h(r)dr

I'(a)
for a > 0 (see Section 3 for details). In particular, for 0 < o < 1, we have
d
D&h(t) = —— 17 “h(t). (2.5)

dt
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We also note that the third equation in (2.3) means that

T
I %(x,T) = }Ln%ﬁ/t (1 —t) “(z,7)dT = vo(x), 0<a<l.

In Section 5, we will study problem (2.3). In Section 6, we will see that the unique
continuation property for (2.3) is equivalent to the approximate controllability for (1.1)
stated in Theorem 2.1. Moreover, by the variational approach, we can construct the control
g and show that it is also finite-approximately controllable.

Let F be a finite dimensional subspace of L?(Q) and fix € > 0 and u; € L*(2) arbitrarily.
We introduce the functional J. on L?(Q) defined by

1 T
Jewo) = 5 / / (T — %10, v dodt+e (I — 75)voll 12
0 To
+(U0,U1) - (Ijl“:av('a O)>u0)7 Vg € LQ(Q)’ (26)

where v is the solution of (2.3) and 7 denotes the orthogonal projection to E. By Propo-
sition 4.1 in [6], for any vy € L2(f2) equation (2.3) posesses a unique solution v with
I3-%v € C(]0,T]; L*(2)). Moreover v is represented by

o0

v(z,t) = Z(an ) (T — t)a_lEa,a(_)‘n(T — 1)) pn(z).
n=1
Therefore I7.-%v(-,0) belongs to L?(Q) and (T — t)?|0,,v|? is integrable in I x (0, 7). Thus
the functional J, is well-defined.
Then we obtain the following result;

Theorem 2.2. The functional J. defined in (2.6) has a unique minimizer vy € L*(Q).
Moreover, let U be the solution of (2.3) with vo = Ty, then the solution w of (1.1) with
g= (T —t)%9,,v satisfies

|u(-,T) —ur|l2) < e and  7p(u(,T)) = me(u).

In the above theorem, we take g = (T — t)20,, 7 as the control. However, in order to do
this, we have to verify that (1.1) has a solution in C([0,T]; L*(2)) for non-smooth g. In
Section 4, therefore, we will define the weak solution of (1.1) for g € LP(0,T; L*(Q)) with
large p and study its regularity.

As for the variational method introduced here, we can refer to Lions [12] and Zuazua [26].

We finally note that in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, we may assume uy = 0 without loss of
generality. Indeed, consider the following two problems

Ru+ZLu=0 in Qx(0,7),

u=yg on I'x(0,7), (2.7)
u(-,0) =0 in Q
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and
U+ Lu=0 in Qx(0,7T),
u=0 on I'x(0,7), (2.8)
u(+,0) = ug in
and let u; € L*(Q) be the given target function. By Theorem 2.1 in [20], (2.8) has a
unique solution u € C([0,T]; L*(2)) and hence u(-,T) € L?(Q). If (2.7) is approximately
controllable, then for any € > 0 there exists g € C5°(I'g x (0,7")) such that the solution u of
(2.7) satisfies

[u(T) = (ur = u(, 1)) [ p20) <&
We see that u + u solves equation (1.1) and satisfies
I(w+2)(-, T) — w2 <e.

Thus approximate controllability for (2.7) immediately implies Theorem 2.1. In the following,
therefore, we will mainly consider (2.7) instead of (1.1).

3. REPRESENTATION OF THE SOLUTION

In order to obtain the representation of the solution to (2.7), we first prepare the notations.
Now we are ready to state the following result;

Proposition 3.1. Let 0 < a < 1 and g € C5°(I'y x (0,T)), then there exists a unique
solution u € C*([0, T]; H*()) to (2.7) represented as

o

u(a,t) =—>_ (/Ot (gt = T), D0y Pn) Ta—lEa,a(—AnTa)dT) on (). (3.1)

n=1

The series in (3.1) is convergent in C™([0,T]; H*(Q2)) and

187w (-, )| 20y < C (N0 gl oo 0,202y + 1079 D) | 11272y (3.2)
form=0,1,2,..., where 0 < 0 < 1/4.

In order to prove this proposition, we briefly describe some properties concerning convolu-
tions, fractional integrals and the Mittag-Leffler functions. First we state the following well
known lemma,;

Lemma 3.2 (Young's inequality). Let 1 < p,q,r < oo satisfy 1/p+1/q = 1+ 1/r. If
f e LP(0,T) and g € L9(0,T), then the function f * g defined by

t
(Fe)t)= [ fe-nigrrar
0
belongs to L™(0,T) and satisfies the estimate

1f * gllror) < I fllzeom 19l zao,r)-
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In particular, if r = 0o, then f g belongs to C[0,T] (not only L>(0,T)) and
()] < fllronllgllizaoy, ¢ €[0,T].

For the above lemma, see Appendix A in Stein [23] for example.
For the convenience of calculation, we introduce the notation of fractional integrals. For
a>0and f € LY0,T), we define a-th order forward and backward integrals of f by

A0 = g | =

13 f(t) = ﬁ / (r — ) f(r)dr.

In other words, the forward integral operators of a-th order is the convolution with t*~*/T"(«)
and consequently I§, f also belongs to L*(0,7). The same argument is also valid for the
backward integrals. In particular, we have

o f(t) =L f'(1) (3-3)

if0<a<1and fe HY0,T).
A straightforward calculation yields

I'(v+1)
Ia tz/ — tu—l—a
i F'v+a+1)
for v > —1 and « > 0. Therefore, by the termwise integration, we have
fgga(ta—lEa,a(—Ata)) = Eoi(=M%), t>0. (3.4)

for 0 < @ < 1 and A > 0, which is a particular case of (1.100) in [18].
We also have the following formula for fractional integration by parts.

Lemma 3.3. Let « > 0 and 1 < p,q < oo satisfy 1/p+1/q <1+ a. If f € LP(0,T) and
g € L%0,T), then

T T
| srwgta = [ ot gt
0 0
In particular, we have

(L5 f) * g(t) = f = (Ig1.9) (1) (3.5)

This lemma is derived from Theorem 3.5 in [21] as its corollary (see pp.66-67 in [21]).
As for the Mittag-Leffler functions, we have the following two lemmata.

Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < a < 2 and B € R be arbitrary and p satisfy ma/2 < p < min{rm, ra}.
Then there ezists a constant C = C(a, B, ) > 0 such that
C

E,5(2) <
Bas()] € o7

;< |arg(z)| <. (3.6)
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The proof of Lemma 3.4 can be found on p. 35 in [18].

Lemma 3.5. Let A, > 0. For positive integer m € N,
dm
dt—mEa’l(_)\ta) = _)\ta—mEa’a_m+1(_>\ta>’ t > 0. (37)

Proof. Since E, g(z) is an entire function of z, the function E, s(z) is real analytic and the
series Y ;- F(#Zﬁ) = FE, s(z) is termwise differentiable in R. Since ¢* is also real analytic
int>0,s0is E,3(—At*) in t > 0. Therefore equation (3.7) can be obtained by termwise

differentiation. O
Now we are ready to show Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Step 1. First we prove the unique existence of the solution to
(2.7). Since the uniqueness can be shown similarly to Theorem 2.1 in [20], it is sufficient to
show that the solution u of (2.7) is given by (3.1).

We split u into w + Ag where w solves

fw+ Lw=—-0Ag in Qx(0,7T),

w=0 on I'x(0,7),
w(-,0)=0 in Q
and
Ag € Cg°((0,T); H*(92)). (3.8)

Then u = w + Ag satisfies (2.7). By Theorem 2.2 in [20] (or Proposition 3.1 in [6]), w is
given by

w(x,t) = — 001 (/t ((OFAg)(-,t —7), (pn)Ta_lEa@(—)\nTa)dT) on(x).

Then by equations (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5), we have
Z ( / (L0 Ng) (-t — 7), wn)T“‘lEa,a(—AnT“)dT) on(T)
n=1 0
Z ( @Ag —7), S0n> I(%—:a (Ta_lEa,a(_)‘nTa))dT) on(z)
n=1 0

[en]

Z( @Ag —7), gpn)Ea (— )\n’Ta)d’T> on(T). (3.9)

Since Ag(-,0) = 0 by (3.8), the integration by parts yields

w(et) = 3 ([ A= 7)) Eas(Aarir ) il

n=1
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= gte) = 3 ([t = o) 3 (Bus(-2ar) i ) gt
By (A.9) and Lemma 3.5, we have
u(z,t) = w(z,t) + Ag(x,t) = i (/Ot(Ag(-,t —7), (pn))\nTa_lEa7a(—)\n7'a)d7') ()

0 ¢
- Z (/ (9(t=7), 00, 0n) TQ_lEa,a(_)‘nTa)dT) Pn(T)-
n=1 0
Thus the solution w of (2.7) is given by (3.1).

Step 2. Next we prove that the function u given by (3.1) satisfies estimate (3.2). Using
representation (3.9), we have

00 t
| Lw(-, )| 22() = Z)\n (/ ((OAg) (-t — T),gpn)EaJ(—)\nTa)dT) ©n
n=1 0 L2(Q)
t 00
= / (Z )\n((atAg)(7 t— T), (pn) Ea’l(—)\nTa)QOn> dr
0 n=1 LQ(Q)
t || oo
< / Z )\n((atAg)(>t - 7_)> Qpn)Ea,l(_)\nTa)(pn dr
0 n=1 L2(Q)

‘ 00 1/2
< / D A ((@hg) (ot = 7)) | |A31_9Ea71(—kn7“)l2> dr.
0 n=1

By using Lemma 3.4 again, we have

a\1—6
|)\711_6Ea,1(_)\n7a)| S )\1—9 C _ ()‘nT )

2 . T a0-]) < o)
" 1+ N\, 7@ 1+ N\, 7@ T =T

Therefore,

t [ oo 1/2
[Lw (-, )| L2() < C/ (Z )‘ie‘((at/\g)('at— T)v@n)f) 7oUO0=1) 1.1
0 n=1
t
=0 [ 1Ot = Dl
0

. t
< C/ 18:9) (.t = )| sy 7~V dr < C||at9||L°°(OvT%H3/2(F))/ i
i 0
< Ct" 10,9 | oo (0,112 (0 -
Since u = w + Ag, we have
<C (ta(6_1)+1||atg||L°°(0,T;H3/2(F)) + ||g("t)||H3/2(F)) '
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Similarly we can also show

107 u (-, )| 2y < C (7N gl oo sy + 1079 Ol sy

for any m € N.

Step 3. We prove that the series in (3.1) converges in C™ ([0, T]; H*(Q)) for m = 0,1,2,....
Since Ag clearly belongs to C*([0,T]; H*(2)), it is sufficient to show the convergence of
(3.9). By the similar calculation to Step 2, we have

H_ i (/Ot ((DAg) (-1t — T),son)Ea,l(_AnTa)dT) ;

i H2(9)
N t
¢ Z (/ ((GAg) (-t =), @n)Ea,l(—AnTa)dT) @
n=M 0 D)

=C i An (/Ot ((OAg)(-t — T),QDH>EQ71(—)\n7'a)dT) 2

n=M 12(0)
L /N 1/2
< 0/ (Z A ((Behg) (-t = 7)) | ) O Vdr
0 n=M
. 1/2
<C a(6— 1 . )\20 aA
<o [[etar Oi;lfT(Z (@A) 0, )
N 1/2
< OO0+ gup (Z )\ff} ((@Ag)(-, t), gpn) }2) )
0<t<T \ ‘=,
Since 9;Ag € C([0,T); D(L?)), we have
N t
sup ||— Z (/ ((&Ag)(.’t — T),(pn)EaJ(—)\nTa)dT) ©
0<t<T n=M 0 H2(Q)

N 1/2
< CTO=DH qup (Z )\i‘g}((@/\g)(-,t),gpn)‘z) —0 as M,N — oo.
=M

0<t<T

Thus the series in (3.9) is convergent in H?(Q2) uniformly in ¢ € [0,7]. In the same way, we
can also show the uniform convergence of

-y (/ (O Ag) (-t = 7). son)EaJ(—A"Ta)dT) ’

for any m € N. O
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4. WEAK SOLUTION

In this section,

As we have seen in Proposition 3.1, the function u defined by (3.1) is the solution of (1.1)
with uy = 0 when g is restricted in C§°(I'g x (0, 7). However, the domain of the map g — u
can be extended keeping u belonging to C([0,T]; L*(Q));

Proposition 4.1. Let 0 < a < 1 and g € L*(0,T; L*(T)) with p > 4/a. Then the function
u given by (3.1) belongs to C([0,T]; L*(Q)) and satisfies

(- 8)ll220) < Cat®® |9l oo,y (4.1)
where 1/(pa) < 0 < 1/4. Moreover for any 0 < § < 0 — 1/(pa), we have
u(-, ) ||persy < Cta(g_é)_l/p||g||L°°(O,T;H3/2(F))' (4.2)

Remark 4.1. If @ = 1, then the similar result holds for p > 4 (see [24]).

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Step 1. By a simple calculation, we have

0 t
e iy = |3 ([ 40t =00 0on) 72 BN ) ¢
n=1 0 L2(Q)
— /(Z , Oy o) T lEa,a(—AnTa)ﬁpn> dr
=1 L2(Q)
S VLSOn> o lEa,a(_)\nTa>SOn dT

/ (Z\
-/ (D% 1t

L*(Q)

1/2
Oy Pn) T 1Ea,a(—An7a)\2> dr

1/2
) l/LgOn 2 : ‘)\;_eTa_lEa,a(_)\nTa>‘2> dr.

Similarly to Proposition 3.1, we use Lemma 3.4 to obtain
C B (A7)0

ANtromlp (A7) < ANt =
AT o TS AT 1+ A\, 7@ 14+ N\, 7@

X Ta@—l S CTaG—l.

Therefore
t [ oo 1/2
Ju(, D) r2@) < C/ (Z A29=2| (g( t = 7), 0y, ) |2> Lab=1

<C [ Ng(t =) |2y dr. (4.3)
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Let ¢ € R satisfy 1/p+1/q = 1, then (4.3) and Lemma (3.2) yields

t 1/q
u(-, )22 < Cllgllzro,02(ry) (/ Tq(ae_l)dT) < Ctae_l/pHQHLP(O,T;L%F))-
0

Thus we have proved estimate (4.1). Moreover, by the similar calculation, we have

N t
'_ Z (/ <g(at - 7_)>8VL9071> Ta_lEa,a(_)\nTQ)dT) ©®n
n=M N0 L2(2)
L/ N ) 1/2
< C/ (Z A2 |(Ag(-t—7), 0n)] ) 0= ldr
0 n=M
t [ N p/2 e ¢ 1/q
<C / <Z \20 (Ag(-’T),gpn)f) dr </ 7(0‘9_1)‘1(17‘)
0\ 0
. N p/2 1/p
< Op9-1/p / <Z )\ff (Ag( ,7‘),<pn)‘2> dt
0 n=M
Therefore
N t
S — A . t_ n Ea >\TL d n
Bl rm—
n= H2(Q)
- N p/2 1/p
< QTP / <Z Aie\(Ag(-,T),%)f) dr] —0 as M,N — .
0 n=M

Thus the series in (3.1) is convergent in L?(Q) uniformly in ¢ € [0,7]. Therefore u belongs
to C([0, T LA(92).
Step 2. Next we prove (4.2). By a simple calculation, we have

oo t
||u('>t)||D(L‘5) = Z )‘fz (/ <g(>t - 7_)> aVL(pn> Ta_lEa,a(_)\nTa)dT) ©n
n=1 0 LZ(Q)
t (S
= / <Z )‘i <g(a t— 7_)> aVLQOn> Ta_lEa,a(_AnTQ)¢n> dr
O \n=1 12(%)
t o
< [N 6t = 1000 7 BNt dr
0 n=1

L2(Q)

L/ oo 1/2
= / Z })\g (g(-,t —7), 00, 0n) Ta_lEa,a(—AnTo‘)f) dr
0 n=1

/oo 1/2
- [ (3ot i B a )
0

n=1



APPROXIMATE CONTROLLABILITY 13

By Lemma 3.4, we have

C A ()\nTa)1+5—9 ‘Ta(é—é)
1+ N\, 7@ 1+ N\, 7@
Therefore combining this with (A.8), we have

1/2
lu(- ) llprs) <C/ ( > NP |(Ag(-t T%S%)P) ro0=0-1qr

t
=0 [ Mgt = o0 <€ [ glt = e -tar
0 0

By taking ¢ € R as before, we apply Lemma 3.2 again and have
t 1/q
[l ) llpsy < Cllgllre,sz2(ry) (/0 Tq(a(e_é)_l)dT) < CtO g oo iy -

Thus the proof of Proposition 4.1 is completed. O

})\i—i—é—@,]_a—lEaﬂ(_)\nToc)} < )\1114-6—97_&—1 . -1 < CTOC(O_(S)_l.

5. DUAL SYSTEM

We prove the following propositions;

Proposition 5.1. Let 0 < a < 1 and vy € L*(Q). Then there exists a unique solution
ve C([0,T); H*(Q) N HY(Q)) to (2.3) which is represented as

=3 ) (T = 0 B (AT = ) ). (5.1)

n=1

and has the following estimate for any 0 < d < 1;

[, B)llpi-s) < C(T = )% Hlvol| 2. (5:2)

Moreover the mapping [0,T) 3 t + 8, v(-,t) € L*(T) is analytically extended to St := {z €
C;Rez < T%.

Proposition 5.2. Let Iy be open in T and v € C([0,T); H*(2) N HL(Q)) be the solution of
(2.3) corresponding to vg € L*(). If 9,,v =0 on Ty x (0,T), then v =0 in Q x (0,T).

Proof of Proposition 5.1. By Proposition 4.1 in [6], it is already known that (2.3) has a
unique solution and that it is given by (5.1).
We first show estimate (5.2). By (5.1), we have

00 2

Z )‘111_5(7]07 ) (T — t)a_lEa,a(_An(T —1)")¢n

n=1

[o(C, ) |Bpi-s) =

L(Q)

=D I (w0, 0u) (T = 1) Eaa(=Aa(T = 1)),
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We use Lemma 3.4 to obtain

C
16 pya—1 _ — D) < AT — et
Ay (T = )" Eaa(=A(T = )*)| < AT = 1) (T e
()\n(T - t)a>1_5 _ p\ad—1
14+ M\ (T —t) (T-1)
< O(T — )™

Therefore,

1/2
[o(-, )l pzi-5) < C(T =)~ 1<Z|vo,son ) = C(T — 1) HJwol r2(e)

Next we show the analyticity of d,,v(-,t) in t € Sp. Since 9,, : H*(Q) — L*(T) is
bounded, we have

S (t) = (@) (T = ) By (=T = 1)) 528 5.3

and the right-hand side of the above is convergent in L?(T") for any ¢ € (0,T).

We note that E, ,(—\,z) is an entire function (see Section 1.8 in [11] for example) and
consequently each (T — 2)* ' E, o(=\,(T — 2)®) is analytic in z € Sp. Therefore Sy 2 2 —
SN (00, o) (T = 2)* ' By o (= A(T = 2)*)d,, 0n € LA(T) is also analytic. If we fix & > 0
arbitrarily, then for z € C with Rez < T — ¢, we have

N

(vo, n) (T — Z)a_lEa,a(_)‘n(T - Z)a)aVLQOH
n=M

L*(T)
2

<C (vo, u)(T — Z)a_lEa,a(_)‘n(T —2)%)¢n

<C (UO> on) (T — Z)a_lEa,a(_)‘n(T —2)%)¢n

:MZ ':éMZ
T
B2

N
¢ Z |)‘n Vo, @n - Z)a_lEa,a(_)‘n(T - Z)a)|2

n=
N

2 -2 M| T — 2| ?
CZ |(U07(pn)‘ |T_Z‘ 14\ ‘T—Z|a
n=M n

N
<062 Z |(vo, ©n)|> =0 as M, N — oco.
n=M

IA

That is, (5.3) is uniformly convergent in {z € C;Rez < T — ¢'}. Hence 0,,v(-,t) is also
analytic in ¢t € Sy. O
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Proof of Proposition 5.2. Since d,,v =0 in Iy x (0,7) and 9,,v : [0,T) — L*(T') can be
analytically extended to S, we have

O (t) = S (w0, 9) (T — )77 B (AT — 1)) 22

81/L

() =0, x€Ty, te(—o0,T).
- 8VL

(5.4)
Let {pur}ren be all spectra of L without multiplicities and we denote by {¢k;}i<j<m, an

orthonormal basis of Ker(u, — L). By using these notations, we can rewrite (5.4) by
> Do) S @) | (T =) Bual—us(T=1)*) =0, @ € To, ¢ € (~00,T). (5.5)
k=1 \j=1 L

We regard 9,, as a bounded operator from H*%%/2(Q) to H?*(I') with 0 < & < 1/4. Then
for any z € C with Rez =¢ > 0 and N € N, we have

N mg 830 2

kj z(t— a— «a
Z <Z Vo, ka] v ]> € (t=T) (T - t) 1Eoe,a(_,uk(T - t) )
k= 7=1 L

L2(D)

mip 2

Z <Z Vo; Pi;j) Sij) TINT = 1) Eg o (=T — 1))

H?2e (1")

N mp
=C Z (Z (0, ;) %) T — 1) Ego(—pa(T = 1))

=1 H25+3/2 (Q)

2

N mg
<C|> (Z Vo, Pk %) AT (T — )0 By o (i (T — 1))

1 \j=1

my,
(z o, 00 ) )

D(Le+3/4)

2
1T — 1) B o (— (T — 1))

k=
N
>
=1

By Lemma 3.4, we have

5+3/4T_t0c—1E N T — | < E+3/4T—ta_l- C
Hoy ( ) e (=1 ( ) < 1y, ( ) 1+ (T — 1)
a\e+3/4
< O(T — )2/t (i (T = 1))
B 1+ pup(T — t)
< C(T . t)a(1/4—€)—1'
Therefore
N mp
. (Z (vo, 45)0) sok) DT — )7 B o (— (T — 1))
A £(r)

S C’ef(t_T) (T — t) N ||UO||L2(Q)-
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where §:= (1/4 — £)a > 0. The right-hand side of the above is integrable on (—oo,T);
T
/ (€U=T) (T 4)B=1qp — L)

—oo S

Hence the Lebesgue theorem yields that

/ e <Z Z Vo, Pk;) % (@) (T = t)* " By o(—p(T — t)a)) dt

k=1 j=1

oo My a@k T - .
=353 ) 5o / T ) BT~ 0
k=1 j=1 L —o0
ZZ (W0, P15) H(z), aexel, Rez>0, (5.6)
1 j=1 “ 4+ Mk 81/L
where we have used the Laplace transform formula;
*° 1
e B, (—upt®)dt = , Rez>0
/ o)t = e

(see (1.80) in p.21 of [18]). By (5.5) and (5.6), we have

, Pkj) O
ZZ (vo, k) S01‘”(:17) 0, a.e.xely Rez>0,
1 o1 AT vy,

that is,
)0
k=1 j=1 77+’uk aVL

By using analytic continuation in 7, we have

ZZ (Y, 15) OPh3 (1) _ 0 4o € Ty, 1 € C\ {—pixhucn (5.7)
el i/ Raal v,

Then we can take a suitable disk which includes —pu, and does not include {—ji;}rze. By
integrating (5.7) in the disk, we have

my

0py;
Z(vo, ;) ayi] (x) =0, a.exely.

J=1

By setting v, := Z?Zl(vo, ©ej)pej, we have

(L—pe)vg =0 inQ and a——O on Iy.
81/L

Therefore the unique continuation result for eigenvalue problem of elliptic operator (see
Corollary 2.2 in [22] or Chapter 3 in [10] for example) implies
my

W) =Y (vo, i) pus(x) =0, w€Q

J=1
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for each ¢ € N. Since {¢yj }1<j<m, is linearly independent in 2, we see that
(U0>Spéj):07 1§]§m€a ¢eN.
This implies v = 0 in ©Q x (0,7). O
6. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we complete the proof of our main theorems.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Step 1. We first show that for any g € C5°(I'y x (0,7")) and
vy € L?(2), the following identity holds;

/ u(z, T)vg(x dx—l—/ / z, t (x,t)do,dt =0, (6.1)
To

where v and v are the corresponding solutions of (2.7) and (2.3) respectively. Since the first
equation in (2.7) holds in C*([0,T7]; L*(Q2)) by Proposition 3.1 and v € L'(0,7; L*(Q2)) by
(5.2) with 6 = 1, we see that

T T T
0= / / (00w + Lu)vdedt = / /(@au)vdxdt + / /(fu)vdxdt.
o Jo 0o Jo o Jo

In the above equation, the first term is calculated as follows;

/ /0“ Judxdt = / /I(%Jra— vdxdt = / /— I~ vdzdt
/ (Ir—*v) d / / Iflp “vdzdt
=0
:/u(~,T)UOd:C+/ /u(Df‘v)dmdt.
Q o Jo

Here we have used Lemma 3.3, the integration in ¢ by parts and the initial conditions in
(2.7) and (2.3). In terms of u € C([0,T]; H*(Q)) and v € C([0,T); H*(Q) N Hi(Q)) by
Propositions 3.1 and 5.1, we apply the Green formula to have

T r T v Ou
/0 A(fu)vdxdt—/ /u(iﬂv)dxdt—l—/ /(ua—VL - a—VLv) do,dt
/ / (L) dxdt—l—/ / g—daxdt
r, OV

In the above calculation, we have used boundary conditions in (2.7) and (2.3). We also note
that by (4.2) and (5.2), the function

t— / u(z, t)Lvo(z,t)de = (u(-,t), Lv(-, 1))

is integrable in t € (0,7"). Therefore we have

O—/ /00‘ vdxdt+/ /iﬂu Yodzdt
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T
= {/u(-,T)vodx+/ /u(Df‘v)dmdt} {/ / (L) dxdt+/ / g—daxdt}
To vy,
/ vodx—i-/ / Dav—i-fv da:dt+/ /g—damdt
I'o v,
/ Uod:c—l—/ / g damdt
To v,

Thus we have proved (6.1).
Step 2. We note that the assertion of Theorem 2.1 is equivalent to

{u(-T); g € CF(To x (0, 7))} = {0}, (6.2)
where the orthogonal complement is taken in L?(£2). Suppose that vy € L?*(§) satisfies
(u(-,T),v0) =0

for any g € C5°(I'g x (0,77)). Then, by (6. 1) we have

/ / x, t (x,t)do,dt =0
To

for any g € C§°(I'g x (0,7)). By the fundamental lemma of the calculus of variations, we
have

9 () =0, (et) € To x (0,T),
dvy,

from which Proposition 5.2 implies
Vg = 0.

Thus we have shown (6.2) and completed the proof of Theorem 2.1. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Step 1. First we show that J. admits a unique minimizer. Since
J. is clearly convex and lower semi-continuous, it suffices to show its coercivity.
Let {v}} be a sequence in L*(2) such that

ST _
Jim. [0 2(0) = o0

We set w} := v}/||v}|| z2() and denote by w? the solution of (2.3) with vy = wj. That is,

w(z,1) = Y (wh,oa)(T = 1) Eaa(=Aa(T = 1)*)¢a(x) (6.3)
n=1
(see (5.1)). Then we have
Ja J ’Uj T _ ' '
& (UO) _ || 0||L2(Q) / / (T o t)2|aVij|2d0'xdt + EH([ N WE)wg)||L2(Q) + (wé,ul)-
[vpl L2(0) 2 0 JTo
If lim; , fOT Jo, (T = 1)?10,,w’[*do,dt > 0, then we immediately obtain

J
m Je (UO) .

J=roo ||Ug||L2(Q)

Y
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from which the coercivity of J. follows. In the following, therefore, we assume

T

mg/(/at¢ﬂ@wﬂ%%m:o (6.4)
j—)OO 0 FO

Since ||wj||r2@) = 1, there exists a subsequence (denoted by {w}} again without any confu-

sion) weakly converging to some wy, € L*(2). Let w be the solution of (2.3) wth vy = Wy,

that is,

W(r,t) =Y (W0, 00)(T — 1)°7 Eaa= (T = 1)*)pu(). (6.5)
Then we see that ) ’
ow’ ow
a—uL("t) — aVL( 1) (6.6)

in L*(T) for any ¢ € (0,7). Indeed, by (6.3) and (6.5), we use the similar calculation to the
proof of Proposition 5.1 and have

0w9 ( 0
01/L aI/L

2

< Clwi(-,t) — (-, 1)

< Cf|w’(-,t) — (- oy

LA(D)

= CZ)\2 J _woﬁpn)ﬁ(T—t)2a_2|Ea,a(_)\n(T_t)a)|2

Doy

(T — 1) P

14+ M\ (T — t)e

for any ¢ € (0,7), from which (6.6) follows. Here we have used Lebesgue’s convergence
theorem regarding the summation as an integral. Now we set

2 2

ow

aI/L

0w

aI/L

(L) = (T —t)? and  Y(t) :== (T —t)?

('>t)

(1)

L*(T) LA(T) ‘

Then by (6.6),
lim ¢/ (t) = ¥(t), te(0,7T).

]—)OO
Moreover, by the representation of (6.3), we have

, 2
ow’

aI/L

¢j(t> = (T - t)2 ('7t) < C(T - t)2 ij('vt)quz(Q) < C(T - t>2 ij('7t>H§)(L)

L*(T)

= O(T =) Y Al(why 0n) (T = )% | Eqa(=Aa(T = 1))

2

M (T — )« -
L0 < gy = €.

L+ M\ (T — t)e

<Y |(when)
n=1
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Therefore, by Lebesgue’s convergence theorem, we have

T . T_
/ Y (t)dt —>/ Y(t)dt
0 0
/ / T —1)20,,w’ |*do,dt — / / T —1)%0,,w|*do,dt.
To 1)

Combining this with (6.4), we have

/(/auﬁm%m%%ﬁzo
0 To

0, =0 on Ty x (0,T),

from which we deduce Wy = 0 by Proposition 5.2. That is, {w]} weakly converges to 0 in
L?(Q2) and consequently we have

that is,

Hence we have

lim (w),u1) =0 and lim ||(I — 7g)w}|| 2@ = 1
Jj—o00 j—oo

since g is a compact operator. Therefore we obtain
J. (v
ACH

Iim > E.
j—oo ||U(J)HL2(Q)

Thus we have shown the coercivity of .J..
Step 2. Let Uy be the minimizer of J, then for any h > 0 and vy € L?(Q), we have

0 < J ’Uo + h’Uo) J (’Uo)

2 T
< h/ / T —)%(0,,0)(0,,v)do,dt + h—/ / (T —)?|0,,v|*do,dt
I 2 Jo Jry

+eh||(I — mr)vollL2() + M(vo, ur).
Dividing the above inequality by h and letting h — 0, we have

T
0 S / / (T - t)2(8VLE)(8VLv)daxdt + EH([ — WE)UOHLZ(Q) — (UQ, Ul)
o

/ / v)dogdt + el|(I — mp)vo|| 2() + (vo, u1).
o

By the density argument, we can verify (6.1) for g € L?(0,T; L*(Q)) with p > 4/a. Then we
obtain
0 < —(u(-,T),v0) +l[(I = mp)voll 20 + (1, v0),
that is,
(u(,T) —u1,v0) < el[(I —mp)voll 20
By taking h < 0 and repeating the same argument, we also have (u; — u(-,T),v) < el[( —
TE)vo|| r2(q). Therefore

|(u(, T) = ur,v0)| < ell(I = 7p)vol L2(0- (6.7)
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Since vy € L?(Q) was arbitrary, we take vy € E+ and obtain

[(u(-,T) — up,v0)| < EHUOHLz(Q)a
that is,
Ju(-,T) — ur]|2() < e.
Moreover, by taking vy € F in (6.7), we have
[(u(-,T) — uy,vo)| = 0.
Since vy € F can be taken arbitrarily, we have

u(-,T) —uy € B+,

that is,
Te(u(, 1)) = mp(w).
O
APPENDIX A. REGULARITY OF THE ELLIPTIC PROBLEM
In this section, we consider the following elliptic boundary value problem;

ZLu=0 in

e (A1)
u=gq on I,

where g is given on I'. For g € H3?(I"), by using the trace theorem and lifting and applying
the well known results for the elliptic boudndary value problems with homogeneous data (see
Theorems 8.1 and 9.8 in Agmon [4] for example), we see that (A.1) has a unique solution
u € H?*(Q) satisfying
[ull2) < Cligllrsrz(ry- (A.2)
In the following, we will discuss (A.1) for non-smooth g by the transposition method.
We first consider the dual system for (A.1);

{ngf in Q,

v=20 on I,

(A.3)

where f is given in Q. Tt is well known that for any f € L?(2), (A.3) posesses a unique
solution v € H*(Q) satisfying

[0l[m2@) < Cllfllz2)- (A.4)
Henceforth we will denote this solution by vs. Now we can define the solution of (A.1) in a
weaker sense.

Definition A.1. A function u is a weak solution of (A.1) if

/Qu(:v)f(x)da: + /Fg(z)g—Z(z)dagg =0 (A.5)
holds for any f € L*().
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According to this definition, the solution u € H?(2) obtained before is also a weak solution.
Indeed, by the Green’s formula, we have

0= /Q Lula)o; (x)de = /Q (@) Lop(x)dz + /F <u(:c)§—:/}£(:c) aa;i(:c)v(x)) do,
= [ u@sterde + [ o)t @),

r 8VL

Thus condition (A.5) is satisfied. We also see that (A.1) has a weak solution if ¢ is a
distribution;

Proposition A.1. For any g € H'/?(T"), there exists a unique weak solution v € L?*(f2)
satisfying
lullr2@) < Cligllz-1r2(r)- (A.6)

Proof. As we have seen, for f € L?(), the solution v; of (A.3) belongs to H?(2). Therefore,
by the trace theorem, 9,,v; € HY/%(I') and

Combining this with (A.4), we obtain
T, < Wl (A7)
Thus the mapping
L*(Q) > f gVL H'2(I)
is bounded, and so is
)2 f— / z)do, € C.

Hence the Riesz’s representation theorem yields that there exists a unique u € L?(2) such

that
[ u@s@ie == [ g5 @i

Moreover, by the above equation and (A.7), we have

|, I < Ngllm-rr20) 10005 172wy < Cllglla-12) 1 F 1l 20
for any f € L*(Q), from which estimate (A.6) follows. O

Let A be a linear map which maps g to the unique weak solution of (A.1). Then we have
seen that

A€ L(HY*(T); H*(Q)) N L(HVA(T); L*(Q)),
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where £(X;Y') denotes a set of bounded linear operators from a Banach space X to another
one Y. Then by the interpolation (see Theorem 5.1 in Chapter 1 of [13]), we have

A € L), HH2(D)os [H2(Q); L (Q))s).
for any 6 € [0, 1]. In particular, we choose 6 = 3/4 and obtain
A € L(LA(T); HY?(Q)).
That is, for any g € L*(I'), AG belongs to H'/?(2) and satisfies
1Ag[l /20y < Cliglzamy-
In particular, for any 0 < § < 1/4, Ag belongs to D(L?) and satisfies

[1Agllp(rey < Cligllsrry- (A.8)
By substituting f = ¢, in (A.5), we obtain
M(Ag, on) = —(9,00,00), n=12,.... (A.9)

For the arguments used here, we can refer to Chapter 2 in [13], in which more general
elliptic operator of order 2m is dealt with by assuming C'°°-regularity for the coefficients a;;
and the boundary T'.

In Section 3, we apply the above results to the calculation of the eigenfunction expansion
for the solution of (2.7).
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