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INVERSE PARABOLIC PROBLEMS OF DETERMINING FUNCTIONS
WITH ONE SPATIAL-COMPONENT INDEPENDENCE BY CARLEMAN
ESTIMATE

1'0. YU. IMANUVILOV, ? Y. KIAN AND 345 M. YAMAMOTO

ABSTRACT. For an initial-boundary value problem for a parabolic equation in the spatial
variable z = (21, .., 2,,) and time ¢, we consider an inverse problem of determining a coeffi-
cient which is independent of one spatial component z,, by extra lateral boundary data. We
apply a Carleman estimate to prove a conditional stability estimate for the inverse problem.
Also we prove similar results for the corresponding inverse source problem.

Key words. inverse source problem, inverse coefficient problem, Carleman estimates, sta-
bility
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1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULTS

Let z = (2/,2,) € R" with 2/ = (z1,...,2,_1) € R"! be the spatial variable, ¢ the time
variable, and D C R"! be a bounded domain with smooth boundary 0D, and ¢ > 0 a
constant. We set

Q=D x(0,0).
We note that 2 C R” is a cylindrical domain of spatial variables = € R".

We consider

O = Av+ p(a t)v(x,t), (z,t) € Qx(=0,0) (1.1)
with p € L*(D x (—6,0)). For notational convenience, we choose —§ < t < § as time
interval with initial time —d, not 0. Henceforth we denote 0,, = %, 02,0z, = &vagx-’
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R =2 1<i,j<n 0, =2,V=_0s,..,05,), Vay = (V,0), A =37, 0%. We set

1> <Q X (=8,8)) = v = (e, 1); 0,00, 0,,0, 0,00 € L*(Q x (~6,6)), 1 < i, j < n}.

Our method allows us to consider more general parabolic equations and even hyperbolic

equations. However for demonstrating the key idea, it is sufficient to consider (1.1).

In equation (1.1), the coefficient p = p(2/,t) is assumed to be independent of the one
component z,, of the spatial variables, but dependent on time, which describes that a physical
property under consideration may change in time and independent of the depth variable z,,
for example.

The main purpose of this article is to establish the stability for the inverse coefficient
problem of determining p = p(2’, t) by extra data d,,v on a lateral subboundary I' x (0, £) x
(—9,0), where I' C 0D is a given subboundary.

For studying the inverse coefficient problem, we first consider an inverse source problem

for a parabolic equation:

{ Owu(a!, xp, t) = Au+ po(a’, t)u + R(:c o, ) f(2)t), (x,t) € Qx (—0,0), (12)
u(2',0,t) = O, u(x’,0,t) =0, (2/,t) € D x(—0,9),
where py € L®(D x (—6,6)) is given.
In (1.2) we assume
R € C'([0,0]; L™(D x (=4,9))) (1.3)
and
R(z',0,t) #0, 2/ €D, —6<t<4. (1.4)

Let I' C 9D be an arbitrarily fixed non-empty relatively open subset. We arbitrarily

choose a subdomain Dy C D satisfying

Dy Cc DUT, 0DyNAD is a non-empty relatively open subset of 9D, (1.5)
and 0Dy NoD CT. '

Here and henceforth D denotes the closure of a set D.
The inverse source problem is formulated as follows: determine a factor f(z',t) of the
source term by u, Vu on I' x (0,¢) x (—0,9).

Moreover we assume that u,d,,u € H>'(Q x (=4,0)) and

10z, u(, 5)||H1(Q) + [|Oz, u(-, — ||H1 + Z ||V a’cnu||L2(6D><(O,Z)><(—6,6))

1
10, ull2 (s gm200)) + X N VaOe,ul b )l 2ox(-s5y < M, (1.6)
k=0



where a positive constant M > 0 is arbitrarily fixed a priori bound. We set

1
2
P = ([ (Va0 ot + 100l ssaaon) - (D
I'x(0,6)x(—9,0)
We have
Theorem 1.1.

Let u satisfy equation (1.2), po € L>(D x (—0,9)) and conditions (1.3), (1.4) and (1.6) hold
true.

(i) For a given subdomain Dy C D satisfying (1.5), there exist some constants 0 < 0y < 0,
0 € (0,1) and C > 0 such that

1F 1l £2(Dox (=50.50)) < CD(uw)’.

(ii) For any given 0, € (0,0), there exist constants Cy > 0, 6; € (0,1) and a subdomain
Dy C D satisfying (1.5) such that

1Nl 22Dy (=616 < C1D ().

In terms of the function d € C?(D) constructed in Lemma 2.1 in Section 2, we can rewrite
Theorem 1.1 (i) as follows: If
5o < <—mmx’€D_° d@,)) : s, (1.8)
max,, g d(z')
then the conclusion of (i) holds.

We note that if D is larger, that is, if we want to determine f in a larger spatial subdomain
Dy, then min,, 5-d(z') is smaller, so that the time interval (—do,dy) when we can prove a
stability estimate for the function f, becomes smaller. Moreover, since d|po\r = 0 by (2.1)
stated in Section 2, the quantitiy min, .5 d(2") in (1.8) tends to 0 if Dy approaches to D,
that is, we cannot estimate f in D even if we choose any short time interval. In Theorem
1.1 (i), as is seen by the proof below, when §; < § is closer to ¢, the stability subdomain D,
becomes smaller.

To sum up, Theorem 1.1 asserts a conditional stability estimate in determining a factor f of
the source term in a proper subdomain of the cylinder D x (=4, §), which holds conditionally

with an a priori boundedness condition (1.6).
Theorem 1.1 (i) yields a uniqueness result only for ' € D at t = 0. More precisely we

state
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Corollary 1.1.
Let u satisfy equation (1.2), po € L=(D x (—9,9)) and conditions (1.3), (1.4) and (1.6) hold
true. If
Op,t = VO, u=0 onI x(0,0)x(—6,0),
then
f(2',0) =0, ' €D.

So far, we do not know the uniqueness in the whole spatial domain D even on very small

time interval.

Next we state the main result on the inverse coefficient problem. For p = p(a’,t) and
9o, g1 € H21(D x (—6,8)), let v = v(p)(z, t) satisfy

O = Av + p(a’, t)v(z,t), (z,t) € Qx (=0,9),

{ O v(2,0,t) =gp(a',t), ¥’ €D, —5<t<é, k=01 (1.9)

Fixing go and g1 in D x (—4,0), we estimate a coefficient p(z’,¢) by data norm of the
solutions defined by (1.7). We can change gy and g;, but we fix them, which simplifies and

does not affect the essence of the arguments.

For the statement of our main result, we introduce an admissible set of unknown coefficients

p(2’,t). For arbitrarily fixed constant M > 0, we define an admissible set P by
P = {p(, t); [pllLoox(-s5) < M,v(p), D, v(p) € H*'(Q x (=6,8)) N L=(Q x (=0,0)),
v(p) satisfies (1.9)}.

We are ready to state a conditional stability estimate for the inverse coefficient problem.

Theorem 1.2.

(i) For a given subdomain Dy C D satisfying (1.5), there exist constants &y € (0,6), 0 €
(0,1),a9 > 0 and C' > 0 such that

1P = ]l 22(Dox (—d0.60)) < CD(v(p) — v(q))”

forp,q € P if
either |v(p)(2',0,t)| > ag  for all (2',t) € Dy x [, 6]

or |v(g)(@,0,t)] > g for all (2/,t) € Dy x [=5,4]. (1.10)



(ii) For any given §; € (0,6), there ezist constants C, > 0, 6, € (0,1) and a subdomain
Dy C D satisfying (1.5) such that

1P = qll 22Dy x(=s1.60)) < C1D(v(p) — v(q))"

forp,q € P if (1.10) holds for Dy = D;.

An inverse problem of determining an x,-independent factor of the source term, is consid-
ered in Beznoshchenko [3] 4], Gaitan and Kian [6], Kian and Yamamoto [11]. Our proof is
different from [3], [4], [L1], and based on a Carleman estimate. The work [6] uses a technique
similar to ours and establishes the stability in the whole domain D x (—d, d) with more data.
The main machinery is a Carleman estimate which requires information of the trace and the
normal derivative of estimated function on the whole boundary 02 x (=4, d). In this article,
we apply a different Carleman estimate and prove conditional stability estimates in some
subdomain of D x (=94, d).

We remark that we need not any data on D x {f} x (—d,0). Our approach is new for
the inverse problem of determining functions which are independent of one component of
the spatial variables. Our formulation of the inverse problem is for example motivated by
the following. Choosing the z,-axis along the depth, we would like to determine functions
which are independent of the depth variable without any data on the bottom x,, = ¢ of
the cylindrical domain, but only data on the surface x,, = 0 and the side boundary data
which can be approximated by 0., u(&, zp,t), 0 < x, < ¢, =5 < t < ¢ with fixed probe
points &1, ....,&y € I' C dD. Our main stability results guarantee that such data becomes
more accurate as the number N of probe holes {(&x,z,) € R 0 <z, < {}, k=1,..,N,
increases.

More precisely for the proof, we adapt the approach by Bukhgeim and Klibanov [5] and
Klibanov [12] which originally was to establish the unique determination and stability a ¢-
independent source terms and coefficients of evolution equations. In our case we determine
an r,-independent unknown function. As for inverse problems by Carleman estimates, see
Beilina and Klibanov [I], Bellassoued and Yamamoto [2], Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [§, 9],
Klibanov and Timonov [I3], Yamamoto [I4] and the references therein. Moreover we can
refer for example to Chapter 3, Section 3 in Isakov [I0] as for related inverse problems of
determining functions which are independent of one component of variables.

This paper is composed of three sections and one appendix. In Section 2, we establish a
key Carleman estimate and in Section 3, we complete the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 and

Corollary 1.1.
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2. KEY CARLEMAN ESTIMATE

We set
OQr =D x (—=4,0), Qx:=0sLx(=9,0).
We recall that D C R""! is a bounded domain with smooth boundary 9D, and Q = D x (0, ¢),
Q=Q x(=0,0).
We start the proof of Carleman estimate with construction of the weight function. We
can prove (e.g., Imanuvilov [7]):
Lemma 2.1.

For a given subdomain Dy C D satisfying (1.5), there exists function d € C*(D) such that
d(z') >0 fora' €D,
d(z') >0 fora' € Dy, (2.1)
d(z')=0 fora' € dD\T, |Vd(z')|>0 fora' €D.

Proof of Lemma 2.1.

For I' C 0D, we choose a bounded domain F with smooth boundary such that
DGE, T'=0DNE, OD\T COE.

In particular, £\ D contains some non-empty open subset. We note that E can be con-
structed as the interior of a union of D and the closure of a non-empty domain D satisfying
ﬁcmand 0D NOD =T,

We choose a domain w such that @ C E\ D. Then, by [7, Lemma 1.2] (see also [8, Lemma
2.1]), we can find d € C?(E) such that

d>0 inFE, |Vd>0 onE\w, d=0 ondE.

This d is our desired function, and the proof of Lemma 2.1 is complete. W

We set
D(a,t) = d(z') — az? — B2, o(x,t) = V@D

where the positive constants «, § are chosen later and A is a sufficiently large constant.

Lemma 2.2 (Carleman estimate).

Let py € L*>®(D x (—0,0)) be given. Then there exist constants C > 0 and sy > 0 such that

1 n
/ <g Z |a:ciaij|2+S|vu|2—|—$3|u|2> 628<pdl’dt
Q+

i,j=1



<C </ |0,u — Au — poul*e**Pdxdt + 83/ (|Vaiul® + [ul)e***dodt
Q+

090 x(—6,6)
T3 lue*? 11225 6. 12(00.))
+58 [ (Vule, O +u(e.0) + V(. ~0) + [ua. —5)|2)628“°(‘””’5)d:c)
Qi

for all s > sy and all uw € H*'(Q+) N H'(—0,8; H(Q4)) satisfying u € L*(—d,; H*(004.)).

Here sy can be uniformly chosen if ||pol| o (px(~s,)) 5 bounded.

The proof of Lemma 2.2 is based on a classical Carleman estimate and is given in Appendix

for completeness.

3. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS
3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1 (i). We recall
w(@',0,t) = 0, u(x',0,t) =0, 2'€D,—0<t<§ (3.1)
and
Ou = Au+ po(x', t)u+ Rz, xp, ) f(2',t), €D, 0<z <l —§<t<i. (3.2)

We make the even extension of functions u and R in the variable z,,:
/ _ U(Zlf/, L t)> T, Z 0) / . R(ZL’/, Ty, t), Ty Z 0’
M Fot) = { ula!, ~zt). <0, I =V R e, <0,
By (3.1) we can verify

/
>
axnu(x/a Ty t) - { axRU(x o t)’ In Z Oa

—Op, u(x, —xpy, t), x, <0,

and 2
02 u(2!,xp,t), x, >0
2 / Tn (RS " ’
8xnu(x »ns t) { 0§nu(1’/, T, t)> Ty < 0.

Hence we can prove that 82 u € L*(D x (—(,£) x (=4,6)) and so 0,,u € L*(—8,8; H*(D x
(—£,0))), and 0,,u € H'(=6,5; H'(D x (—£,¢)). Moreover

/ — amnR(xlvxnvt)7 Tp Z 07
8gcnR(iU7$Cmt> - { —8gcnR($lf/,—SL’n,t), T, < O,
).

and so 0,, R € L>®(D x (—{,0) x (=6,0)) by (1.3
Thus (3.2) yields

{ O = Au+pou + R(z' zp, 1) f(2',t), 2/ €D, 4 <z, <l —0<t<9,

(@' 0,8) = 0y u(a',0,) — 0, &' €D, —5<t<6. (3.3)

Set
Yy = Oy, u.



8 L' 0. YU. IMANUVILOV, 2 Y. KIAN AND *%5 M. YAMAMOTO

Then y satisfies

{ Oy = Ay + poy + Oy, R(2',xp, t) f(2/, 1), 2/ €D, —l <z, <l —6<t<9,

y(2',0,t) =0, 2/ €D, —)<t<o.

(3.4)

Now we will specify the weight function ¥ (z,t) := d(2') — ax? — Bt* for the Carleman

estimate Lemma 2.2. We set
do := min d(z'), dy :=maxd(z').
z’'€Dg z’'eD
By Lemma 2.1, we see dy > 0. We choose d§y > 0 such that

o\ ?
(50 < <d_1) 0.

We note that 0 < dy < 6. Then, since (3.5) yields
dy —do _ do
< =
62 —02 oY

we can choose [ > 0 such that
dy — dy dy
<P < =.
Pl <m

Finally choose a > 0 sufficiently large such that
dy — do + Bog < al®.
Then inequalities (3.5) - (3.7) imply
dy — B6* < dy — BSE,

0 < dy— B2,
dy — al? < do — 558

Here we recall

D(a,t) = d(z') — aa? — B2, (x,t) = V@D,

Inequalities (3.8) imply

max< max ¢ (z, ), max Y(x,t), max
zeQ 2/ €OD\I, —4<x, <l, —6<t<d €D, —§<t<§
. / _ 2

< min Y(2',0,t) = dy — Bog.
x'€Dg, —60<t<dg
Therefore
01 := maxq max o(z,d), max o(x,t), max
2€Q @/ €OD\T, —(<wn <L, —6<t<6 2'€D, —5<t<s

<0p:= _ min o(2',0,t).
@' €Dy, —60<t<do

Next in terms of (3.9), we estimate the integral

/ |0, y(x',0,1) |262W(x/’0’t)d:£'dt
Dx(—4,0)

(x, £, t)}

o(x, £, t)}

(3.9)



0
d ,
- [ & ( [t gpe fv“dx’dt) ¢
—0 A€ \Jpx(-50)
+ / |8, y(a', —0, )2 =0 dy dt
Dx(—6,0)

0

[ [ e P e
—0JDx(=6,0)

+2(0a,y) (2, &, 1)(D2, y) (2, &, 1) dar! dtde

+ / |8, y(a', —0, )2 =0 da dt.
Dx(—6,0)

By (3.9) and (1.6), we have

/

max QO(LU ) _67 t) <o
z'eD,—6<t<s

and |0,y (-, =, ) || L2(Dx (~s,8)) < M. Therefore

[ it 0.pe v
Dx(—0,0)

<C [ (800, + 100,yl|02 y|) (2, t)e**dadt + C M >
Q+
Since

1/1
|8§ny||3xny| < 3 (g\@inm? + s\@mny|2)

and 02 u = 0,,y, we rewrite the first term in estimate (3.10) to have

/ \83nu(:c’, 0,t) \2623“°(xl’0’t)dx’dt
Dx(—6,0)

1
< C/ (s|&cmy|2 + —|8§ny|2) e**?dxdt + O M?*e*™
Q+ S

We apply Lemma 2.2 to system (3.4), and we obtain

1
[ (Gt s slona) o
+

<C |f (2, t)|2e2?@ @) dy! da,, dt
Q+

+Cs” /ag ( 55)(|Vx,ty|2 +yl*)e*?dodt + Cllye™ |72 s 5.2 00.))
+X(—0,

+083/ (IVy (2, ) + |y(x,8)* + |Vy(z, =0) > + |y(z, —6)|*)ee*** @D dz.
Qi

Here we have
Lo (Vo Py vdods
90 x (—8,5)

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)
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U )
I'x(—£,0)x(—0,0) (OD\I")x (—£,£)x (—6,9) Dx{}x(—46,9)

/ )(|Vx,ty|2 + |y|2)€28¢d0dt < CeCSD(u)2 + 062501M2
Dx{—}x(—8,5)

_|_

by (1.6), (1.7) and (3.9). Moreover,
HZ/€W||2Lz(—5,5;H2(8Qi)) - Hyew||2Lz(_5,5;H2(Fx(—e,e)) + ||y€wH%2(_5,5;H2((3D\F)x(—u))
+||?J€w||%2(_5,5;H2(Dx{z})) + ||y€w||%2(_5,5;H2(Dx{_z}))~
We can directly verify that
e, Dlly < O /

Y

(Z 10,0091 + [Vy[* + \y\2> = dg,

ij=1
where v =I'x (=(,¢) or = (OD\T') x (—¢,¢) or = D x {{} or = D x {—(}. Therefore, again
using (1.6), (1.7) and (3.9), we obtain

lye 211 2e 55200,y < Os'e®D(u)® + Cs'e® M* (3.14)
for all large s > 0. Since
/Q (IVy(2, 8)1* + ly(z, 8)]* + [Vy(z, =6)* + [y(z, —0)[*)e** =) d
by (1.6) and (3.9), we substitute (3.13) and (3.14) into (3.12), and reach

1
/Q <;\83ny\2 + s\%yP) 2P dxdt (3.15)
+

<C (2, t)|262S§0(:c”:vn,t)dx/dxndt + Cs1eC5D(u)? + Osle? o M
Q+
for all large s > 0.

From (3.11) and (3.15), we have

/ |02 u(a/,0,t) 2?00 dy dt
Dx(—4,0)

14
<C / [f (@, 1) [PePeete 00 ( / 625(“”(“’”'“"’t)_“”(xl’o’t))da?n) da'dt
Dx(—4,0)

—
+Cs*e“*D(u)? + Cs*e* 7 M. (3.16)
Since f(z/,t)R(’,0,t) = =02 u(a’,0,t) for 2’ € D and —6 < ¢ < 6 by (3.3), from (3.16) and
(1.4), we obtain
/ |f(£li'/, t) |2e2sso(x’,07t)dl,/dt < C/ |8§nu(z’, 0, t) |2e2830(x’,07t)d1,/dt
Dx(—4,0) Dx(—4,0)

l

SC/ |f(l’,, t)|262s<p(:c’,0,t)dx/dt (/ 625(4,0(:0’,x7l,t)—¢(x’,0,t))d$n) dr' dt
Dx(—4,0) ¢



11
+Cs*e“* D(u)? + Cs'e* 7 M?.
Here we have

25(0 (@ @ ) —p(a! 0,0)) _ 28X (U0 (= rasii 1)

_e—2se>‘(d(1,)’ﬁt2) (l—e*Aaz%) < €—2sco(l—e*Aasz)

- — 9
where

co = min ~ Md@)=AE),

z'€D,—56<t<é
Therefore the Lebesgue theorem yields

¢ ¢
/ e2s(P@ sz =@ 00) g < / 52800(1_67“%)(1:% =o(l) ass— oo.
— —

Hence

/ \f(x/, t)‘2€2s<p(m’,0,t)dx/dt
Dx(—6,0)

=) / (2, 1) 0D da/ dt 4 Cs*eP*D(w)? + Cs*e® M.
Dx(—4,9)

Choosing the parameter s > 0 large, we can absorb the first term on the right-hand side into
the left-hand side, and

/ | f (2, t)|2623“°(:”/’0’t)dx’dt < Os'e”*D(u)? + Cs'e®r M?
Dx(—6,0)

for all sufficiently large s > 0. Shrinking D X (—¢,0) to Dy X (—dp, do) in the integral on the
left-hand side and applying the definition of oy in (3.9), we obtain
||fH%?(Dox(—&o,&o))e%ao < 0846052)(’&)2 + 08462501M2,
that is,
||f||%2(Do><(—50,50)) < Cs*e*D(u)? + Cste 20— 2
for all s > s: some constant. By g — 01 > 0, we see that sup ste=s(00=01) < oo and
choosing a constant C} > 0 satisfying s*e“® < ¢©1% for all s > 0, we have
||f||%2(DO><(—50,50)) S Oeclsp(u)Z + 026_5(0'0—0'1)M2
for all s > sy. Replacing C' by C'e®* and changing s into s + s, with s > 0, we obtain
1122 Do x(—s.00)) < CE*D(w)? 4 Coe™* 0= M (3.17)
for all s > 0. We choose s > 0 in order that the right-hand side of (3.17) is small and

consider the two cases separately.
Case 1: M > D(u):

We choose s > 0 such that
2 M

= 1
Ci4+09—o o8 D(u)

e“1"D(u)? = e *0"IM? thatis, s > 0.
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Substituting this value of s into (3.17), we reach
-0 )
1172 Do a0y < 2MZU =D (u)?,

where § = 22— € (0,1).

Case 2: M <D(u):
Setting s = 0 in (3.17), we directly obtain

||f||%2(D0x(—50,50)) < (C + Cy)D(u)*.
By the definitions (1.6) and (1.7) of M and D(u), we see D(u) < C'M, and so
112 (o (-d0.50)) < (€ + Co)D(w)* M0,

Thus the proof of Theorem 1.1 (i) is complete. B

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii). We fix an arbitrary point z{, from an interior of the set

I'. For sufficiently small € > 0, we choose
D=Dn{z' eR" Y &/ — )| <2}, Di=Dn{z' eR" |2/ —a}| <e}

such that D N D G I'. Then, for small € > 0, replacing Dy and D respectively by Dy and
D, in terms of Lemma 2.1 we can construct d € C%(D) satisfying (2.1) with D replacing D.
Let 6; > 0 be chosen arbitrarily such that 0 < d; < §. Then for sufficiently small € > 0, we

can verify

2 in, —d /
(é) < w <1 (3.18)

0

This is possible because

min,, 5, d(7')

lim =1

=0 max , = d(x")
and %1 < 1. Replacing Dy and D by D; and D respectively, we apply (3.18) instead of (3.5),
and argue similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.1 (i), so that the proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii) is

complete. W

3.3. Proof of Corollary 1.1. By Theorem 1.1 (i) and its proof in Section 3.1, for arbitrary
subdomain Dy C D satisfying (1.4), we see that f = 0in Dy X (—dg, dg) where g > 0 satisfies
(1.8). Therefore the trace theorem yields f = 0 in Dy x {0}. Since Dy C D can be chosen
arbitrarily provided that (1.5) holds, we see that f = 0 in D x {0}. Thus the proof of the
corollary is complete. W

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The theorem follows directly from Theorem 1.1. Indeed, setting
u:=v(p) —v(q), po :=p, R:=v(q) and f := p — ¢ and taking the difference between the

two corresponding equations with v(p) and v(q), we reduce Theorem 1.2 to Theorem 1.1.
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APPENDIX. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.2

The following inequality is a standard Carleman estimate: There exist constants C' > 0
and sg > 0 such that

1
/ <—|Au|2+s|Vu|2+33|u|2) e dxdt (1)
Q+ \%
sc( / Oy — A — poul2e* % dudt + 5° / (Vo ul? + Juf2)e24dodt
Q+ 004 x(=4,0)

+33/ (|Vu(x, §)|* + [u(x, §)|* + |[Vu(z, —5)|* + |u(x, _5)‘2>€2s¢(m,5)dx) _.
Qy

for all s > sq. See e.g., [2], [T14] as for the proof.
We recall that Qy = D x (—¢,¢). Henceforth v = (v, ...,1,) denotes the unit outward

normal vector to 0€24. Then we prove
Lemma 1.

Let w € H*(Q4) satisfy w € H*(02s). Then

Z 102,05, w| 20y ) + Z/ O (O, 0, w)V; — (O, 0 w)vi)dor = || Aw|[Z2 g, -

1,7=1 1,j=1
In particular,
Z 102,00, W[ L2(0.) < C(|AW| 2200 + (W]l H20004)),
ij=1

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on ).

Remark. We can relax the norm ||w|| g2(9a.) by ||w||H%(aQi), but this choice of the norm of
Dirichlet data is sufficient for the proof of the main theorems.
Proof.

By the density argument, it suffices to assume that w € C°(€2y). Then the integration by
parts yield

/ |Aw|2da:_2/ (020, w) (D, Oy, w)da

i,j=1

_ Z / (O, ) (D, O, O w)d + > / (02, w) 0y, 0, W)V
i,j=1 Q+ i,j=1 Oy
—Z/ 100,05, 0] d:c+z (B, B0, )i — (2,00 w)1r)do
2,7=1 Qx i,j=1 6Qi

Thus the proof of Lemma 1 is complete. B
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We arbitrarily fix t € (—6,6). Direct calculations yield
Au(z, t)e? ™) = (Au)e®? + 25(Vu - V)e*? + (52| V|? + sAp)ue®®, x e Q.
Applying Lemma 1 to u(-,t)e**"*) and integrating over t € (—6, ), we have
L 100 e e
5=

1 S S C S
<C (HI@0 B + ST+ lulany ) + e ssmon

Applying (1), we obtain

]' . S C S
S Z 10z, 0s, (ue S0)||%2(Qj[) <CJ+ ;Hue SD||%2(—6,6;H2(6Qi))' (2)

i,j=1

Since

02,0y, (ue™?) = (0p,0,,u)e™
‘l'sew((axiu)axjﬁp + (a:cju)axi()p) + (52(8502-90)8:03-%0 + S(axiaxj p))e*u,

again using (1) and (2), we have

1 — s
S TR

ij=1
1 - S S
=C <§ Z |0, 0 (ue s0)”%2(%) + sl[(Vu)e s0||%2(Qi) + 53”“”%2(%))
ij=1

c. o
<CJ + —||ue 25502000, )

Integrating over ¢t € (=4, ), we complete the proof of Lemma 2.2. B
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