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A CARLEMAN ESTIMATE FOR THE FRACTIONAL HEAT EQUATION
AND ITS APPLICATION IN FINAL STATE OBSERVABILITY

ERIKA HAUSENBLAS AND DEBANGANA MUKHERJEE

ABSTRACT. In the paper, we show a global Carleman estimate for the non-local heat equation.

To be more precise, let @ C R? be a bounded domain and @ C © an open subdomain, s € (0,1).

We show that there exist constants C1,C2,70,To > 0 and a weight function « : Q — (0, 00) such
that any solution u of

{ %u(x7t) + (_A)Su(x7t)

u(x,t)

f(z,t) for (x,t) € Q x(0,00),

0 for (x,t) € 9Q x (0,00), (0.1)

satisfies for all r > rg and 7" > 0

T 2
727‘% 2 / 727‘“&,1,(?)0 717 2 2
/0 [/Qe [f(z,t)|" dz + C1 Oe t4(T7t)4|u(x’t)| dm}dt (0.2)

T _op @) > 110 2 r
> 2r T—0 o s 110 o 2 .
> 02[/0 /Q6 ; t{|( A)u(a,t)| +2‘8tu(x,t)‘ + gy () }dxdt

In order to prove this result, we use the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension procedure. To illustrate the
applicability of the result, we prove as a second main result the final state observability of the
non-local heat equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Carleman estimate was first established in 1939 by Carleman [9]. The original motivation
for Carleman was to prove unique continuation theorems, which can informally be stated as
follows: Given a partial differential operator P(x, D) of order m in R™, an oriented hypersurface
Q) in R™ represented by a level set {p = 0} of a smooth function p, and a function u satisfying
P(x,D)u = 0, then, if u = 0 (locally) on one side Q1 = {p(x) > 0} of Q, the function u vanishes
(locally) on the other side Q= = {p(z) < 0} as well. This fact can be interpreted in the sense that
the complete information about u in §2 can be retrieved from the information given in Q.

Since then the Carleman estimate became a fundamental tool for different areas in applied
mathematics. To highlight some application let us state the following examples coming from
inverse problems. Assuming u is a solution of a Cauchy problem of an equation of elliptic,
parabolic or hyperbolic type with an unknown coefficient, Bukhgeim and Klibanov [5] proposed

Key words and phrases. Fractional Laplacian, Carleman estimate, Non-local operator, Final State controllability,
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a method in finding the coefficient given only specific boundary values based on a Carleman
estimate. Another example where the Carleman estimate is a powerful tool is showing final state
observability of systems arising from hyperbolic or parabolic equations given only observation
in a part of the domain, or alternatively, at the boundary. By duality, controllability of these
systems can be shown. The first pioneering work was by Fursikov and Imanuvilov [I3], who used
global Carleman estimates in the context of null controllability, and O. Yu Imanuvilov [24], who
popularised the use of Carleman estimates in the context of null controllability. Another relevant
contributor was Zuazua, who established global controllability results for some nonlinear systems
in [25] for the first time.

Carleman has shown the first estimate for a spatially two dimensional elliptic equation. Since
then Carleman estimates exist for a broad class of partial differential equation, e.g. for general
linear second-order parabolic equations; However, there does not exist Carleman estimates for
non—local operators. To illustrate the physical importance of non-local operators, let us consider
the heat diffusion, usually described by the Laplace operator. Using the Laplace operator ignores
processes occurring at the microscopic level and is often not sufficiently accurate. Modelling heat
conduction in media with a complex internal structure such as amorphous, porous and disordered
materials, polymers, glasses, dielectrics and semiconductors, the microscopic level has to be taken
into account. In this way, fractional or/and non-local operators of elliptic and parabolic type
have caught considerable attention in the recent decades in both pure mathematics and real-
world applications, see, e.g. [0, I7]. From a physical point of view, non-local operators play a
fundamental role to describe several phenomena. For instance, in image processing, non-local
operators were introduced to model interactions between any two points in the image domain, in
handling textures and repetitive structures, see Gilboa and Osher [14]. Non-local kernel functions
play an important role when studying population dynamics, see e.g. [I1], non-local forces govern
the movement of objects in gravitational or electromagnetic fields, and, finally non—local operators
appears in finance in a natural way as infinitesimal Markovian operators of general Lévy processes,

see, e.g. [10] 12].
Here, in our work we are going to prove a Carleman estimate for non-local operators and apply
this estimate to obtain final-state observability.

To outline the content of our paper, let us assume that Q@ C R™ is a bounded domain with
smooth boundary and f : Q x [0,7] — R be infinitely often continuously differentiable. In this
setting a global Carleman estimate can be now described as follows. Let u be the solution of the
heat equation

{at u(z,t) — Au(z,t) = f(x,t) for (x,t) € Q x(0,00), (1.1)
u(z,t) = 0 for (x,t) € 90 x (0,00). ’

Given a subdomain O of €2, one can find a suitable function « : Q — Rg such that « is positive
and there exist constants Cp > 0 and ro > 0 with (see [22, Theorem 9.4.1])

// f{%’(”ii " V() + o Ju t]Q]d dt 1.2)
e ) u(z,t) (T_t)guac,) x (1.

2ra(z) 2ra(x)
/ /e HT-t) |fﬂ:t|2d:vdt—i—/ / ST ——ge T 9 u(w, )2 dzdt|,
o B3(T — 1)3

for all r > 7o and all u € C2( x [0,77]) solving (L.

< G
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The main purpose of this paper is to extend the Carleman estimate of functions satisfying
(L) to parabolic equations, where the Laplace operator is replaced by the fractional Laplace,
ie., (—A)*, s € (0,1). In [15] and [23], the Carleman estimate for systems with a fractional
time derivative were handled, but, according to the best of author’s knowledge, there is no such
estimate for the fractional Laplace operator in a smooth bounded domain of R"™.

A pivotal tool in our arguments is the well known Caffarelli-Silvestre extension for functions,
which allows us to study the fractional Laplace operator by means of a boundary value problem
driven by the Laplace operator. To explain this extension procedure in more details, let 2 C R™
be an open bounded and connected set with boundary 9 of class C*. Let u be a solution to

(Coru = g, sco "

u(z) = 0, xe€d. ’
Let us consider the cylinder  x (0,00) C R?*! with boundary 99 x (0, 00). Note, we denote the
points in  x (0,00) by (x,zp41), * = (z1,...,2,). For any function u : Q@ — R being sufficiently
smooth, we define the s—harmonic extension g : 2 X Rg — R as the solution to the following
problem

div(z, 3 Vitex (T, 2n41)) = 0 for (z,2,41) € 2 x R,
Uex (T, Zpy1) = 0 for (x,2,11) € 0N x RY, (1.4)
Uey (2,0) = wu(z) for x€Q.

Caffarelli and Silvestre have shown in [7], that the fractional Laplace operator can be seen as
a trace operator applied to the harmonic extension. To illustrate this fact, fix s € (0,1), let
Q=R" and u € H5(R™). Let Es(u) := uex be its s-harmonic extension to the upper half space
R = {(2,2n41) : © € R", 2,11 € Ry} which is given by the solution to the problem ().
Then, in [7] it is shown that u., satisfies for all x € R”

(—A)u(z) = — xliﬁlw w}bffvwnﬂuex (x, Tpt1)
n

The Caffarelli-Silvestre extension has been used e.g. by Stinga and Torrea [2I] to show the
Harnack’s inequality for the fractional Laplacian or by Caffarelli and Stinga [8] to reproduce some
Caccioppoli type estimates.

In the proof of the Carleman estimate for the fractional Laplace operator, we transfer the
nonlocal problem by the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension to a local problem on the half-plane. Here,
the first main problem of showing the Carleman estimate is to find an appropriate weight function.
We constructed the weight function in in LemmalLI]similar to Theorem 9.4.3 and Lemma 9.4.4 of
[22]. However, we were faced with some technical problems; due to the extension, we are working
on an unbounded domain. The second main problem arises performing the integration by parts
formula; here, some boundary terms appears due to a nonlocal setting and also have to be handled.

The structure of the paper is as follows: first, we state in Section [2] the main result, i.e.,
the Carleman estimate for the nonlocal problem (I3]). In Section [l we present the finite state
observability of the problem (L3]). In Section @ our main result is proven.

1.1. Notation. For convenience of the readers, we have kept the same notation as in [22]. We

denote by ]R’j_“ all z € R" ! by 2 = (z,2,41) € ]R’j_“ where (z1,--+ ,x,) € R" and z,41 € Ry.
We will write V if we take the derivative with respect to z1,..., %y, Zp11. The same is for the
divergence operator div. If we take it only the derivative with respect to x1,...,x,, we will write

Vir,...a,- Similarly, if we take only the derivative with respect to xy,41, we will write V..
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2. THE MAIN RESULT

Let s € (0,1) and A be an analytic operator on the domain D(A); the corresponding set of
resolvents is contained in ¥, := {6 : § < w}, w € (0,7). Then, the fractional operator (—A)* is

defined by (see [18, p. 69])

sin(7s

(=A)% = ) /Czls(—A) (21 — A)~ 1 dz,

T
where the path C runs in the resolvent set from ooe % to coe®, w < § < m, avoiding the negative
real axis and the origin; 2!~ is taken to be positive for real positive values of z. In our case, A

will be the Laplace operator defined on 2 with Dirichlet or Neuman boundary conditions. Let u
be a solution of the following parabolic equation

{at u(z,t) + (=A)u(z,t) = f(x,t) in Qx(0,00), (2.1)
u(z,t) = 0 in R"\Qx(0,00).

Then as mentioned before, one can represent u as the trace on {z,+1 = 0} of the Caffarelli-
Silvestre extension. Let us consider the cylinder Q x (0,00) C R, As before, we denote the
points in Q x (0,00) by (x,zp11), where x = (21,...,x,). For any function f : Q x [0,7] — R
being sufficiently smooth, we define the s—harmonic extension g, : €2 X Rg x [0,T] — R as the
solution to the following problem

P) div( T, 25V 1 (z,zp41,t)) = 0 (x,xp41) € QX ]Rar,
limg,,. 10 x%wrl Vi tex (T, Zpg1,t) = f(t,z) — gt (x,t) =€, t>0.

In our main result using the harmonic extension, we show a Carleman estimate solutions of

equation (ZT).

Theorem 2.1. Let O be an open non-empty subset of 2 and s € (0,1). Then, there exists a
positive function o € C*HQ) and constants Ty, C1,C, 19 > 0, depending only on © and O, such
that for all

u e C([0,T]; H*(Q) N HE () N C([0,T]; L*(2)) (2.2)

and for all v > rg and T > Ty we have

_ 2ra(z)
T ra(z) T—t)
/ {/6_?(T—t) [gu(ﬂv,t)—i—( A)’u(z, t dac —i—Cl/ /T c ! t4]u(x t)]zdx}d
0 Q ot

>02/ /e f?%’(”ii{ —AYou(z, b)) dx—i—Q‘a )( —i—ﬁ\u(w t)\?}dx dt.

The proof of Theorem [2.1]is quite technical and needs some preparations. The proof of Theorem
2.7 itself is given in Section [l

Remark 2.1. Usually, in the parabolic setting one does not get any condition on the time T.
However, we could only proof the estimate for T being sufficiently large. It would be interesting if
the condition on T could be weakened.
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3. FINAL STATE OBSERVABILITY

Let n > 1,7 > 0, and 2 C R™ be an open bounded set with smooth boundary. The state of a
trajectory of a linear time-invariant system governed by an operator A : D(A) « L?(Q2) — L?(2)
is defined by a homogenous differential equation of the form

su(r,t) + Au(x,t) = 0 forall (x,t)€Qx(0,00),
u(z,t) = 0 forall (z,¢) € R"\Q x (0,00), (3.1)
u(z,0) = wg(x) forall zeQ.

A question, appearing, e.g., in engineering is, can one predict the state u(T") at a given time T' > 0
of the system (B.l), if the initial data is unknown only having the partial information of u. Has
one to sample the whole system, or is it sufficient only to track some part of the system? This
concept leads to the definition of observability which can be formulated as follows.

Let u = {u(t) : 0 <t < T} be a solution to the system (BI)) such that u € Cy(0,T; L?()).
Let C € L(L*(Q),Y), (where Y = L?(2)) be a bounded linear operator and let y = Cz. Given
{y(t) : 0 <t < T}, is it possible to reconstruct u(1")?

Let us assume that, we have only access to a part O of the domain. In particular, we only
observe xpu(t) for 0 < ¢ < T. Here, the operator C' is given by

(Cu)(z,1) := xo(r)u(z,1).
Now, can we reconstruct from {C u(t) : 0 <t < T} the final state u(T")?

It can be shown that this problem is equivalent to the question: Does there exists for any 7' > 0
a constant ¢y > 0 such that (see [22, Definition 6.1.1, p. 173])

T
(D) 22y < & /0 Cu()|? dt,

where u is a solution to (BI)). In our example where the leading operator is the Laplace or a
nondegenerate elliptic partial differential operator of second order, one can find results in the
literature, see [22, Theorem 9.5.1, p. 313|. In case the leading operator is the fractional Laplace
operator less is known.

Let n > 1,7 > 0 and €2 C R” be an open bounded set with smooth boundary. Let us consider
the fractional heat equation:

gt (z,t) + (—A)°u(z,t) = 0 foral (z,t)€ Qx(0,00),
(P) u(z,t) = 0 forall (z,t) e R"\Q x (0,00),
u(z,0) = wug(x) forall z el

Fix a nonempty open set O of 2 and let C' be given by
Cu=uxo, uéc L*Q),

where xo is the characteristic function of O. By means of Theorem 2.1 the following Theorem
can be proven.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a Ty > 0 such that for any T > Ty there exists a constant C(Ty) > 0
such that any function u : Q x [0,T] — R being a solution to (P) satisfies

/\uwT!de</ /]uxt]dedt
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Proof. The proof consists of two steps. First we show that for any 7 > 0 the L?-norm of u(7T') and
u(0) can be estimated by u(T — 7) and u(7), respectively. In a second step, we show that u(7)
can be estimated by fTT_T Jo lu(z, t)[* da dt.

Step 1: Let us note that the semigroup (S(t))s>0 of the operator (—A)?® is an analytic semigroup.
In particular, there exists a constant M > 0 such that for any 7 > 0 we have for any « € (0,1)

I(—A)O‘SS(T)UIL2 < M vl e,

and, since I — S(7 fo t)dt, we know that there exists a v € (0, 1] such that for any
7 > 0 we have

|(S(t) — T)v|2 < ct—e |(—A)°‘Sv|ig, Vte [0,7], wve€ dom((—A)%).
Hence, for 7 = %, there exists constant C' > 0 such that

(D)7 < 770N (= A)u(T = 7)ff2 + [u(T — )72, VE€ [T —7,T).

Now, we have for a = %

A

e C T= e
D) < Ol - < 705 [ 0T -

o O TS iy ru(t) R dt
= T 27 ) g J2ult)] 12 dt.

Due to the fact that
(~A)3S(t)ul 2 < MH(—A)Rulpe, Vo€ LX(Q),

we can write

C . T—1 s
A =l I CYNENCI A (32)

Step 2: We have shown in Corollary 2] that under the conditions of Theorem B.] there exists a
strictly positive function o and constants Cy,79 > 0 such that we have for the solution u of (3.
and all 0 < r < ro,

e AVE 2 r )
/ /e [ _t)\(— )2u(,t)] +mlu(x,t)]}dmdt (3.3)

o ,
<Cl/ / 3\ux t)|“dx dt.

Observe, we can find a constant C’ = C’(7) > 0 such that we have

r _ 2ra(=z)
————e 0 > (' Vie (r,T —7).
Teent (1), Vie(rnT—7)
Substituting the estimate above into ([B.2)), we get
C T—7 r _ 2ra(x) s
T 2 < - M(T—T) / - t(T—t) _A 3 t 2 d
‘u( )’L2 — T—2Te . t(T—t)e ’( ) u( )’L2 S

—_— T —_— T-0|(—-A t ds.
T—27—6 Ot(T—t)e |( )2u()|L25

IN
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Estimating the RHS by the LHS of [33), we know for a constant C' > 0 that

2'ra(z)

C
2 M T—7)
(T < e / / e LI
Now, since there exists a constant C” = C"(T') > 0 such that
27‘(1(1)
e HT—-1)

<C" telo,T),ze€q,

BT —1)3

we have for a constant C' > 0

C T
2 < M(T—r) / / 2
()72 < T_9.¢ s |u(z, t)|“dx dt,

which is the assertion. OJ

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

The proof uses the s—harmonic extension and is done in several step. First we will construct a
weight function p on the extended space €) x Rg . Secondly, we will prove for the weight function
p and a function ¢ defined by the product @ := wu. p" a kind of Carleman estimate. Then we
transfer the Carleman estimate for 1 to a Calrman estimate for u. Here, we use the representation
of (=A)*u(x) = —limg, 0 an "Vinsitex (T, Tpg1), © € Q and z, 41 > 0.

Before starting with the actual proof let us observe the following property. From the maximum
principle, we know that if w(z) > 0 for all x € 2, then we, > 0 for all (z,z,11) € Q x RY. Let us

remind, it follows b y the maximum principle, that if w is bounded, its harmonic extension w.,
is also bounded.

Since we need it later, let us shortly show that the fractional Laplace also satisfies the Poincare
inequality.

Proposition 4.1. Let Q be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and w be a positive weight
function bounded from below and above, i.e. there exists constants k, K > 0 such that

E<w(x) <K, x€Q.

Then, we have

2 K s 2
/Qw(x)|u(x,t)| dr < ?/Qw(xﬂ(—A) u(z, t)|* de.

Proof. This follows by interpolation. In fact, first note that [(=A)%u[r2 = |uligy, i, 5, Where [-].
denotes the interpolation functor (see [4]), and Hy = L*(Q), H; = {v € L*(Q) : (I-A)v € L*(Q)}.
Fix u € L?(2). Next, by the definition of the interpolation, see the K-method in [4, p. 38, Chapter
3.1]), for any e we know that there exists functions ug : N — Hy and uy : N — Hy, u = up + uy,
such that

1
e+ (=) ulrz = Y (Juo (Wl + s (0)], ).
neN
By the Poincare inequality for the Laplace operator we have
1
e+ (=AY ulzz = 37 0 (luo(m)ly + s ()], )

neN
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By the definition of the interpolation space we have
e+ [(=A)ulr2 > |ulmy,m,s = [ulr2.
It remains to include the weight function w. Here, note that
k
[(=A)°ulr2@) = k[(=A)%ulg2 > klu[pz > ?’u‘L2(w)'

The last line and the fact that e > 0 was arbitrary, shows the assertion.

O

Step I: In the first step we define the weight function. First let us suppose v : 2 — R is a
function such that v € C’,SQ)(Q), Y(xz) =0o0n Q\ O, and y(z) > 0 for all z € O°, the interior of O.
Let n = (—A)™®y and let 7., be the s-harmonic extension of 1. By fractional elliptic regularity

theory [19], we know, if 7 is bounded, then 7., is bounded. Let

FO =4 max. Tex (QT, $n+1)
(x,xn+1)eﬂng

and let
a(z, xpyq) = MO — Mex @2nt1) for all (z,2,11) € QU x RY.

Observe, by the construction of «, there exist constants K, ky, > 0 such that
ko < a(z,xp1) < Koy, YV(x,2p41) € QX ]Rar.
Let 8 be given by

a(x, Ty
Bz, xpi1,t) = ﬁ, (z,2n11,t) € 2 x RE x [0,7].
Observe, by the definition of 5 we have
Vi o(m,xpy1)  —AeMex (@@nt1)
v$n+15(x’ Tn+1, t) = ;ET — t) = t(T — t) Vll?n+1"7ex (CE, anrl)
and ot T
aﬁ(%xn—f—ht) = Oé(xaxm-l)m-

Finally, let us define the weight function
p(x, Tpyr, t) = P@T1t) for all (z,2,41,1) € Q % RS x (0,7).
Observe, straightforward calculations give for r» > 0,

vxn-klpr(x’ anrl, t) = Tpr(x7 xn+17 t)v:l:n+1/8(x, xn+1, t)

rA
— —mpr(x, Tn+1, t) eAnex (m,mn+1)vxn+1nex (x, $n+1).

(4.1)

(4.2)

(4.3)

Step II: Let us assume that a function w,, solves problem (P). In particular, u., is a solution

to
div(2, 3 Vitex (T, Zns1,t)) = 0 (T, Zn41) € Q x RT,
Uex (T, Tpa1,1) 0 (x,2p11) € O X R,
limg, . 10 x};j‘svmnﬂuex (x,Tpy1,t) —(=A)u(x,t) (xz,t) € Qx(0,T).

For r > 0, let us define the function

V(x, Tpg1,t) = p (2, Tpg1, ) Uox (T, Tpp1,t), (T, 2p41,t) € QX ]Rar x [0,T].

(4.8)
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In this step we will proof a kind of Carleman estimate for the function 1, which is the key tool to
prove our main result.

Lemma 4.1. There exists constants C1,Ca,19, 0 > 0,k > 0 (depending on Q,O,T) such that
for all u, for all r < rg, and all A > A\ the following estimate holds

-~ 2a(x, zn+1) a K)\T
T@T-1) A
/ / 6t+( )] (1) dxdt—i—/ N
_ /\n(:v,O)
T/)Z(CC,O,t)Oé(CC,O) 6)\71(3670) <7;’(2,1€ Z;‘ + 7”)\04(1‘,0)6 7('%') + |27f _ T|> y(x) dr
— €

T ’I“T2 2
+/ /QW¢ (@, g1, ), ) d At
. 1-2s 2 Tl 0
> lim \ TV, (@, g, )| dudt + 5(5 L0,
0

$n+1~L0

+/ / ﬁ w(xao,t)a(x,O)GAn(x)’Y(x)‘z dx dt

//Q 4¢($0t) (2,0) dz dt,

where ., is the extension of u, i.e., u., solves problem (4.8 .

dt
L2(Q)

Proof. For (z,zn41,t) € 2 x RY x [0,T] let us put

_ 0
fr(xa Tn+1, t) =p T(xa Tn+1, t) {a 111+2lsv33n+1 } Uex (CE, Tn+1, t)'

Since Pp" = Uy, straightforward calculations give

0
fr(ﬂT,O,t) lim ;0 ('I Tn+1, )875 ($,$n+1,t)¢($,$n+1,t)

ZTnt+140

- mlffioxn—’—lvwnJA( (x7xn+17t)¢(xaxn+1at))

0
- lim p~ (.%',.%'n+1,t){pr(l',1’n+1,t)—’l/1(.%',.%'n+1,t)
xn+1\L0 8t

0
1@, i 00" (@ 201, 5B, g 1) |

— Jﬁhmi0 o "(x, xpt1, t)x%;r?ls {pr (@, pg1,6) Ve, V(T, Tng1, t)
n+1

+ Tpr(xa Tn+1, t)¢($, Tn+1, t)vzvn-u 5('1:’ Tn+1, t)}

. 0 0
= lim {a¢(x?xn+lat) +T7,Z)($,,In+1, )8tﬁ(x $n+1,t)}

$n+1\L0

— lim x;;%s{vmn+1w(xaxn+lat)+Tw(xwxn-f-ht)vl‘n+15(xaxn+17t)}'
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Due to the identities (£4]) and ([@3]), we get

(2t =1T)

, 0
fr(z,0,t) = lim {aﬂ)(xﬁwrl,t)+T¢($,$n+1,t)a($,$n+1)m

Tn4+140

A1
~n 11 Ve O(@, g1, ) + mw(%xmhlﬁ)e’\"ex ) gV 1 Thex ($,$n+1)}-
Let us put
2t —T
Mi(z,zn41,1) = ﬁwx Tnt1, 1)L, Tnt),
M2($,1En+1,t) = }L+21Svmn+1¢($a$n+1at),
AT _
M3 (x’ Tn+1, t) mﬂ)(% Tn+1, t)eAneX ($7$n+1)x111+213V33n+1 Tex ($, anrl)'
Then
. 0
fr(x,(),t) = thl,o 8t¢(x Tn+1, )+M1(£E,5En+1,t) —M2($,$n+1,t)+M3($,$n+1,t)},
n+1

/ / lim |f,(z, g1, )| dt
an+1¢0

b 2
= / lim _¢('axn+1,t) +M1('axn+1at) _M2("xn+1’t) _M3("xn+1’t)
0 Zn+1d0

dt

ot 12(@)

v

T
. 0
/ lim {IET/J(H%HJ)@(Q) M (s @ntn, 1) [Fag) + 1Mo (s @t )20y + M3 (20, )] 720
0

xn+1\L0

0
+ 2<at¢(a Tn+1, t)a Ml(', Tn+41, t) - MQ(', Tn+41, t) + M3('a Tn41, t)>L2(Q)
- 2<M1( 7xn+17t)7 MQ('axn+17t)>L2(ﬂ)
- 2<M1(, Tn+41, t), M3('a Tn41, t)>L2(Q) + 2<M2(a Tn+1, t)a M3(', Tn+41, t)>L2(Q)} dt.

First, note that

2t —
\Ml('796n+17t)’%2(9) = #((Ti/ (@, Tng1s )o@, Toi1)| da
‘MZ(Vxn-l—ht)’%?(Q) - /Q]x};jsvwn“w(x,mnﬂ,t)] dzx,

and

|M3(" Tn+1, t)&?(ﬂ) = t

We note that |M; (-, xpy1, )\LQ(Q) =0att=71.

/ (2, Tns1, t)e Miex (2,8n+1) 4,1 +1svg;n+1776x (z, $n+1)| dx.

As next, we tackle the terms where the time derivative occurs. Since we have for a nice function

a(t)
%%(¢2($,$n+1at)a(t)) :w(x,xnﬂ,t)%l/f(%xnﬂv t)a(t) + 1/1 (T, Zny1,t )jt (t),
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and taking into account

r(2t —T)

2t —T
tlw t2(T — )27,0@ , Tpt1,t) = lim r( )

pet mﬂ)@ , Tpt1,t) =0, (4.10)

we obtain
B 1, o (r(2t—T)
<§w('71’n+17t>7Ml('axn+17t)>L2(Q) — —§/Q¢ (xaxn-i-lat) Oé(l',l'n+1)d1' E <m> .

Note that

O (r(2t—T)\ 23> —3tT +1T1?)
ot <t2(T — t)2> T BT -3
and (3t2 — 31T 4+ T?) < T? we get
o
| G et 0.0 s, 0) g 1)
2 2
= / / 3t — St :i: r )¢2(x,xn+1,t)a(x,xn+1) dx dt

2T2
> —r e 3¢ (x, Tpt1,t)a(z, xpyr) do dt.

The Young’s inequality gives next

T 9
/o (57001, t), Mo, ngn 1) r2(e) dt‘

Tr110
< 1 (-
= /0 9 atw(w%ﬁ-i-lat)

Next, we investigate <%¢('7xn+17t)7 M3 (-, xpt1,t)) 12(q)- The chain role gives

2

L) g o 2
L2(Q) * §|x717,+21 vmn+1¢(x’x"+1’t)‘l’2(ﬂ)> "

0 Ar _
9. < rlzz)2 ('Ia Tn+1, t)a(m, xn+1)x111+21stn+l Tex (QT, $n+1)>

ot \t(T —t)
e 00 0 ) Vs 20
U B 1) G D0 BT Ve ).
Taking into account that we have
1&61 mwz(x,mnﬂ, t) = %r;l m¢2(x,xn+1,t) =0, (4.11)

we get

T o
/0<§¢(',xn+1,t)aMs(',$n+1,t)>L2(Q)dt‘

Ar|2t — T _
/ A ‘ ‘ ( Tnit, t)a(m, mn+1)e>\7]ex (z,2n+1) x711+218vmn+177ex (1_’ xn—l—l) dzx dt.

Calculating the term (M (-, zp41,t), Ma(+, Znt1,t)) 12(q) we obtain,

(Mi(sy zng1,t), Mo (s 2ny1, 1)) r200) =

2t—
tzi/ Y(x, Tpyr, t)o(x, Tpyr)T n+21svxn+1¢($,$n+1,t)dﬂ?-
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The Young inequality gives for any ¢y > 0

(M (- g1, t), Mo, Tngr, 1)) 20

r2(2t — T)?
( 2)4 /Q () Tpy1, ), Tngr)|? da.

1-2 2
< o [ I Ve b s O do+

Calculating the term (M (-, Ty41,t), M3 (-, Zn11,1)) 12(0) We obtain

(M (-, Zng1,t), M3 (- Tny1, 1)) 2()
22t —T

— T [ @ a0 de
- Q

Calculating the term (Ma (-, Tp41,t), M3 (-, Zn11,1)) 12(0) We obtain

Ar
<M2(‘a Tn+1, t)a M3(" Tn+1, t)>L2(Q) - m /Q

ANex ($,£En+1)

Q,Z)(x, Tn+1, t)a(x’ $n+1)6 x}@jflsvxn-u Tex (x’ anrl)x}@flsvxn-H ¢($, Tn+1, t) dx.

The Cauchy Schwarz and Young inequality gives for any ¢ > 0

_9s 2
‘<M2('7xn+17t)7M3('7xn+17t)>L2(Q)| < 6/Q |xrlz+21 Vxn+1w(x7xn+17t)‘ dx

1 \2 2

2
" Aex (T,xp 1-2
+ Em /Q ‘w(x’anrl’t)a(x’x”Jrl)e mex (,@n+1) $n+1stn+177ex (xaanrl) dx.
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Collecting altogether, we get

/ / hm [|fr T, Tpy1,t)|? dx dt]
an+1

T
110 2 1 ,
> i { —|=(-, ,t‘ 1= —9¢ —2 1-2s 7 H2d
B x”fﬁo /0 2 atw( ntl )LQ(Q)+/§2( 2 €0 6)|'%n—|—1 va:nﬂw(x Tn+1 )‘ X
)\2 2 R o
/ / W) Ty 1, 1)@, Ty )T (rin 1)y n+15v$n+1776x ($,$n+1)|2 dr di
2t —
/ / 4 1/} (x xn+17t) 2(x7xn+1)dx
Q
2rT2
/ /t3 3¢2($ xn+1,t) (Cﬂ,xn+1)d;c dt
Q

Ar|2t
_/ ¥w2(x Tnat, )’(X(.%' xn+1) Anex (:B,:Bn+1) 711+21Sv$n+177€x (x,xn_,_l)]dmdt
0

Q t2(T t)
r? 2t — T 2

A2 2t - T
/ /Q | — t 3|¢2(x’anrlat)a(x’anrl)e)\nex (x,xn+1)|x111+21svxn+lnex (:C,:Cn+1)| dx

)\2 2 B
a /O /&’2 Em‘w(xv Tn+1, t)a(xv xn+1)e>\7iex (@@nt1) x711+218v$n+1776)¢ (.%', xn+1)’2 dx
= h+L+I3+1y—Is—Ig— I7 — Ig — Io.

Note, for €y € (1, 1) we have Iy — Is = (1 — ﬁ)[gﬁ As next, let us remind that

Zi1 Vi lex (€, Tni1) — [(=A)*n)(x) = y(x)

for z,, 11 1 0 and y(z) =0 for all x € Q\ O. Taking partially the limit x, 1 | 0 and subtracting
I5, Is, and Ig on both sides, we get

K)\r
/ / lim | fo(z, 2pp1,t)[? dt—i—/ 2T =12
Q Tn+140 ot

_ An(z,0)
9 An(2,0) r|2t — T)| r)\a(x, 0)e ~v(x)

2rT?
//975375— =% (2,0, t)a(x,0) do dt
> i
- xnlﬁlw/ / 2875 O’t)LQ

1
dt+/ 2 |mi12lsvmn+1¢($,$n+1,t)‘2 dx dt
2(Q) a8
)\2 2 2
/ / t2 (w,O,t)a(xjo)eAn(:v),y(x)‘ de dt

2t —
+ C(ep) / / =T V% (x,0,t)0?(z,0) dz dt.
)

From this estimate Lemma [4.1] follows.

+ |2t — T|> ~v(z) dx
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O

Step III: In the last step we replace ¥ by p~"u to get the estimate for u. First, note that we
have

7lz+21svxn+11/}(x Tpg1,t) = p (T, Tngr, t)T rlzq-lsvxnﬁrluex (@, Tpy1,t)
AT B -
+ 775(1_, — t) Uex (w, Tn41, t)p T(x7 Tntl, t)e)\nex (x,xn+1)xi+215vmn+lnex (x7 xn—f—l)

= Jl (QT, Tn+41, t)vmn+1uex (QT, Tn+41, t) + ATJ2('T, Tn+1, t) Uex ('T, Tn+1, t)

Using the elementary inequality

2
la — rAb|2 > % — r2\2p? (4.12)

we get

. 1-2s 2

lim / 12727 Ve V(@ Ty, )| da
rn110 /O

> lim / | J1(%, T 1, 8) Vi Uex (@, g1, 1) 2 — X272 lim Kl/ | Jo (2, T, t) u(, Ty, t)]? d.

Tn+140 (9] Tn+140 9]

Taking the limit gives

mlfﬁo/ |x711+21svxn+1¢(x’xn+1at)|2 da > /Qp_zr(x,o,t) |(_A)Su (:C,t)|2 dx

)\2 2 ,—2r x,o’t " 5
- [ e e (<A n(o) de

Due to the definition of 7, we know that (—A)’n =~ =0 for all z € O C Q. In addition, we

know that eM(®)(—A)*y(x) is bounded from below and above. Hence, there exists a constants
C7,Cy > 0 such that

. 2
lim /\x,ﬁffvwwzp (x, Ty, )| dx

$n+1¢0
—2 2,.2
p_ " (z,0,)\°r 2 —2r s 2
+Ch /(9 2T —1)2 lu(z,t)|” dz > Cy Qp (x,0,0)[(—A)°u (x,t)|” de.
Next, by [@35]) we get
110 2 1 _, 0 2
§‘Ew(x,0,t) e 5‘[) (m,O,t)Eu(x,an, t) +u(z, Tpin, )8t "(x,0,t) @
| oz, 0)|T — 2t] |2
> 2 il _ S e |
> 2‘;) (ﬂ:,O,t)atu(x,t) ru(z,t)p " (x,0,t) 2T—07 |l
Using ([I2) we get
1]0 2 _ a(z,0)(2t — T) |? . d 2
U(x,0,t —|—7“2/ (2,0,t) lu(e, t) —L L dr > "(x,0,t) | =—u(x,t .
slarvte o] oo juen G P00 |G|

Finally, due to the definition of f, we have

“(x,0,1) {% + (—A)S] u= fr(z,0,1),
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Therefore, from Lemma 1] follows that there exist some constants C4,...,Cg > 0 such that the
following estimate is valid

T ) a
—2r v _A)S

/ / C )\27’2 + Ch 02)\7“2 n Cg)\T’Q
02 BT ATt

2

)7 (@,0,0) [u(w, 1) de dt

047" (275 — T)
o t(T'—t)

T2
/ /S;tscf)r _QT(ﬂf,O,t) |u(x,t)|2 dl‘ dt
= hm/ ‘ (0.0 dt+/1
- $n+1~1«0 2 at Q(Q) 0 8
2 2

047" Qt—T) —or 2
—{—/Q AT — 1)1 p~ " (x,0,t) |u(z,t)|” dx

p 7 (,0,8) [u(z, t)[* dx

2
1-2
n+1svxn+11/1(90 .%'n+1,t) dx

C )\2
6 _QT(m,O,t) lu(z, ) da dt

), Jowire
/ / 2C7 2t— p_QT(x,O,t) lu(z, t))? da dt,
s

t4 t—1T
2 T r1 ) 2
(x,0,t) ‘( A)Su(x,t)‘ dwdt—i—/ /—pQT(x,O,t)‘—u(m,t)‘ dt
0 Ja2 ot
2,2
/ / C“ 502 (2,0,t) Ju(z,t)|)? d dt

C77“ (2t—T) _op )
+/0 Q t4(t—T)4 P (Z’,O,t)‘u(m‘,t)‘ dx dt.

First let us tackle the fourth term on the left hand side, i.e.

T2
/ / o™ =20, 0,8) fu(z, £)? de dt.

2t3 t—-T

-

Here, we split the integral over t for some to = kT € (0,T) into the part [0,to] U [T — tg,T] and
[to, T — to]. Ift e [O, to] U [T — 1o, T] and

Crr|2k — 1| > T,
k(1 — k)

we can cancel the fourth term by
Crr2(2t —=T)% 9
—_— 0,t t)|* dx.
| e w00 u(e ) da
If t € [to,T — to] and T is sufficiently large, i.e.,
Cyr

——— <
4k3(1 — k)3T —

1
16’
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we can use Proposition [£.] and cancel the term by

/ﬂ ép_zr(x’O’f)|(—A)SU(:c,t)|2 dz.

Here it is important that ¢ € [tg, T — tp], in particular, that the weight function can be bounded
from below and above. In this way, a factor

77 R-R)
appears. Observe, if T' — oo the factor tends to one and can be neglected. The last calculation
gives the assertion of Theorem 211
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