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UNIQUENESS FOR AN INVERSE COEFFICIENT PROBLEM FOR A
ONE-DIMENSIONAL TIME-FRACTIONAL DIFFUSION EQUATION
WITH NON-ZERO BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

! WILLIAM RUNDELL 234 MASAHIRO YAMAMOTO

ABSTRACT. We consider initial boundary value problems for one-dimensional diffusion equa-
tion with time-fractional derivative of order o € (0,1) which are subject to non-zero Neu-
mann boundary conditions. We prove the uniqueness for an inverse coefficient problem of
determining a spatially varying potential and the order of the time-fractional derivative by
Dirichlet data at one end point of the spatial interval. The imposed Neumann conditions are
required to be within the correct Sobolev space of order ae. Our proof is based on a repre-
sentation formula of solution to an initial boundary value problem with non-zero boundary
data. Moreover, we apply such a formula and prove the uniqueness in the determination of
boundary value at another end point by Cauchy data at one end point.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the following initial boundary value problem for a one-dimensional time-

fractional diffusion equation:

du(z,t) = Pu(z,t) + p(x)u(x,t), 0<z<1,0<t<T,
(1.1) 0,u(0,t) =0, Oyu(l,t)=g(t), 0<t<T,
u(z,0) =0, 0<z<l.
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Here and henceforth let 0, = a%, 0? = 88—;, and we define for absolutely continuous ¢ on

0,71

o L AP
dtg(t):m/o(t—S) E(S)ds, O<t<T,

that is, the fractional derivative of order a, 0 < a < 1, and of Caputo type (see, for
example, Podlubny [24]). The first equation in (L) is a time-fractional diffusion equation of
subdiffusion type modelling, for example, anomalous diffusion in heterogeneous media. For
some applications see, for example, Metzler and Klafter [21].

In this article we are concerned with the question of uniqueness for the inverse problem:
Let g = g(t) be given for0 <t <T. Given data u(0,t) for0O <t <T oru(l,t) forO <t <T,

does this uniquely determine o € (0,1) and p(x), 0 <z <17

In place of (L) we can also consider

du(z,t) = Pu(z,t) + p(x)u(x,t), 0<z<1,0<t<T,
(1.2) 0,u(0,t) = 0,u(l,t) =0, 0<t<T,
u(z,0)=a(z), 0<z<l.

Uniqueness for this type of inverse problem for (L2) with v = 1, that is, for the initial
boundary value problem for the heat equation, was considered by, for example, Murayama
[22], Suzuki and Murayama [27]. For the case with 0 < o < 1, we refer to Cheng, Naka-
gawa, Yamamoto and Yamazaki [3], Li, Zhang, Jia and Yamamoto [I3]. Also see Jin and
Rundell [7], Jing and Yamamoto [§], and survey chapters Li, Liu and Yamamoto [14], Li and
Yamamoto [16], Liu, Li and Yamamoto [I9]. Both for the cases of « = 1 and 0 < a@ < 1,
the uniqueness for (L2)) requires a quite strong condition to be imposed for the initial value
a(x).

On the other hand, for the inverse problem for (LI with a zero initial value but g # 0,
we refer to Pierce [23] who proved the uniqueness for a = 1 with the quite mild assumption
g#0.

For fixed o € (1,2), Wei and Yan [29] established the uniqueness in determining p(z) with
g € C?[0,T] imposing additional conditions.

For the inverse problem for (L)) with 0 < o < 1, see Rundell and Yamamoto [25]. The

purpose of this article is to complete [25] within a weaker class of solutions in suitable Sobolev
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space in time. For the case of 1 < a < 2, we can argue in a similar manner but we concen-

trate on the case 0 < a < 1.

For the mathematical formulations, we need to introduce function spaces and relevant
operators; all functions considered are assumed to be real-valued. Let L?(0,1) be a usual
Lebesgue space and let (-, -) and || - || denote the scalar product and the norm respectively in
L?(0,1), and let (-,-)x be the scalar product in other Hilbert spaces X when we so specify.

We define the fractional Sobolev space H*(0,T") on the interval (0, T) (see e.g., [1], Chapter
VII) with the norm in H*(0,7):

T |u |2 3
||u||Ha(0T = (HUHLon / / |t—s\1+2a dtds) )

We further define the Banach spaces

{fue H*(0,T); u(0) =0}, 3<a<l,

H,(0,T) := {UEHZ(O T); T'”(“ dt<oo} o=z,
H*(0,T), 0<a<3i
with the following norm:
||U||HQ(O,T)a D<ax< 1, « 7é %
[0/l Fa0,r) = 3
o 2 T |v(t)? _1
(Il + I 252 ), =
We define the Abel (Riemann-Liouville) fractional integral operator
1 t
J%(t) = —/ (t—s5)"1g(s)ds, 0<t<T, 0<a<l.
I'(a) Jo

Henceforth by x ~ y, we mean that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that C~ly < 2 < Oy
for all quantities x,y under consideration.

In Gorenflo, Luchko and Yamamoto [6], Kubica, Ryszewska and Yamamoto [10] (Theorem
2.1), it is proved that J* is an isomorphism between L?(0,7T) and H,(0,T). We define

Org=(J*) g forge Hy(0,T)=JL*0,T).
Then also by Theorem 2.5 in [10], we see

108 9/l 2.0y ~ 9l a0y, 9 € Ha(0,T),

(1.3)
0cg =drg if g e WHH(0,T) satisfies g(0) = 0 and t"_l‘fl—g € L>(0,T).
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In other words, 0¢ is an extension of the Caputo derivative df to H,(0, 7).

Thus throughout this article, in place of (LL1]) we consider

0Pu(z,t) = Pulx,t) + plx)u(z,t), 0<x<1,0<t<T,
(1.4) 0,u(0,t) =0, Jyu(l,t)=g(t), 0<t<T,
w e Hy(0,T; L2(0,1)).

We assume
(1.5) p,qg<0 onl0,1], p,qe€C01].

Then we can prove

Proposition 1.

Let g € H,(0,T) and let 0 < o < 1. Then there exists a unique solution u,, = u,q(z,t) €
H,(0,T; L*0,1)) N L*(0,T; H*(0,1)) solving (L4).

In (T4), we interpret u(x,-) € H,(0,T) as an initial condition: if o > 1, then the Sobolev
embedding yields H,(0,T;L*(0,1)) ¢ H*(0,T;L*0,1)) c C([0,T]; L*(0,1)) and so this
means that u satisfies the initial condition in a usual sense. However for a < %, the time
regularity does not admit such a usual initial condition and alternatively the third equation
in (L4)) is required. For the class of solutions with the H,-regularity in ¢, it is sufficient to
assume the same regularity in ¢ for boundary data g¢(t), that is, g € H,(0,7). Moreover
for a > %, the condition means that ¢g(0) = 0, which is a natural compatibility condition
at © = 0 and t = 0. We emphasize that since the order of time derivative appearing in the
equation is up to a < 1, it is natural to work within ”a-time differentiability”, and not in
the C'* nor H'-class.

For the initial boundary value problems with the zero boundary values, we refer to Goren-
flo, Luchko and Yamamoto [6], Kian and Yamamoto [9], Kubica, Ryszewska and Yamamoto
[T0], Kubica and Yamamoto [I1], Luchko [20], Sakamoto and Yamamoto [26]. On the other
hand, for initial boundary value problems with non-zero boundary data, there are not many
works and we refer only to Yamamoto [30] in the case of less regular boundary data, and
one can consult the references therein. On the other hand, the proof of Proposition 1 can

be done directly, thanks to the one-dimensionality, and see Section 2.



Now we are ready to state the main result of this article.

Theorem 2. We assume ([L3) and 0 < o, 5 < 1,

(16) g c Hmax{a,ﬁ}(ou T)v g §é 0 (OvT)
Then either uy, o(0,t) = uq5(0,t) for 0 <t <T oru,o(1,t) =uys(1,t) for 0 <t <T, yields

a=0, plx)=q(x), 0<z<l.

By the regularity shown in Proposition 1 and the trace theorem, we notice that the data
upo(0,1), etc. can make sense in L?(0,T). We stress that the condition g # 0 in (6] for
the boundary input is quite generous.

The article is composed of four sections. In Section 2, we prove Proposition 1 and a key
representation formula of the solution w, , to (1.4). Section 3 is devoted to the proof of The-
orem 2 on the basis of the representation formula in Section 2. In Section 4, we provide one
application of the representation formula to prove the uniqueness in determining a boundary

value at x = 1 by by Cauchy data at z = 0.

2. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1 AND A REPRESENTATION FORMULA

2.1. Proof of Proposition 1.
Recalling (LCH) we define an operator A, in L?(0,1) by

Ayw(z) = —22(z) — p(x)w(z), 0<z <1,

dx?

D(A,) = {w e H*0,1); 22(0) = 22(1) = 0}.

T

Then A, possesses eigenvalues 0 < A\ < Ay < ---. Let ¢,, n € N be the associated
unique eigenfunction for \,: ¢, € D(A,) satisfies A,p, = A\, in (0,1) and we make the
normalisation ¢, (1) = 1. Moreover, it is known that (¢,, ) == [ ©n(2)@m(x)dz = 0 for

n # m and we set the associated norming constants as

>, mneEN.

Pn = H‘Pn
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We define

2.1
&) flz,t) = —%28;151(15) +g(t) + %zp(at)g(t), O<z<1l,0<t<t.

Then (1.4) is equivalent to

Ov(x,t) = Pv(x,t) + p(x)v(z, t) + f(z,t), 0<x<1,0<t<T,
(2.2) 0,v(0,t) = 0,v(1,t) =0, 0<t<T,
v € H,(0,T;L*0,1)).

Since g € H,(0,T), we see that v € H,(0,T; L*(0,1)) if and only if u € H,(0,T; L*(0,1)).

From g € H,(0,T) and p € C[0, 1], it follows that f € L?(0,T; L*(0,1)). Thus it is suffi-
cient to prove the unique existence of solution v € H,(0,7; L*(0,1)) N L*(0,T; H?*(0,1)) to
(2.2). This follows from [10], [26] for example. We note that in [I0], [26], the zero Dirichlet
boundary condition is considered and the case of he zero Neumann boundary condition can

be treated in the same way. Thus the proof of Proposition 1 is complete. [

2.2. The representation formula.

For 71,72 > 0, we define the two parameter Mittag-Leffler function:

o

C.
B Z F(%k +72)’ “ €

-0

This is an entire function of order 1 in z € C (e.g., Gorenflo, Kilbas, Mainardi and Rogosin
[5], Podlubny [24]). Then

Proposition 3 (representation formula).

Let 0 < o < 1, p satisfy (1.5) and g € Hy(0,T). Then

[e.9]

29 el = ([ =9 Bual Al = 9515 ) i)

n=1 Pn
in H,(0,T; L*(0,1)) N L?(0,T; H*(0,1)).
Proof of Proposition 3.

By [26] for example, we have the representation

20 olet) = ([ Baa Al = 990 ) )

n:lpn



in H,(0,7; L*(0,1)) N L*(0,T; H*(0,1)). Here we note equations (ZI]) and (2.2).
We set (C[0,T] :={h € C'[0,T]; h(0) = 0}.
First we prove ([Z3)) for g € ¢C'[0,T]. We have to calculate the right-hand side of (Z4)).

/0 (= )% Baa(~M(t — ))(F (. 8), o) ds

(2.5) = — /Ot(t — 8)* B a(= A (t — 5)*)0%(s) ds <%2, g0n>
- /0 (t = 8)* " Epal=Aa(t — 5)*)g(s)ds (1 + %2]9, ©n)-

We set
t
S = / (t—5)""" Eaa(=Aa(t — 5)*)02g(s) ds.
0

For g € (C'[0,T], by (IL3) we see that 0%g coincides with d%g:

29(s) = () = o [ (s O G

Therefore, change of the order of integration yields

S= ey [ -9 Bunonte— o) [ -9 ) o

S ( | (¢ = 9 Bl Al — )5 — )7 is) de

For the last equality we used the change of variables s — n by n =t — s. Moreover,
1 =

_ T oAt — & —n)"%dn = Eq (=M (t — &)

F(l—a)/o U (A ) (t =& =) %dn = Eo(=An(t = £)%)

(e.g., formula (1.100) (p.25) in [24]). Hence, again applying integration by parts, we obtain

t dg N
S= | —Z()Ear(=Anlt —§)*)d¢
0o d
9O Bus( Al =] = [ gL Bus(-Malt — )
= g 5 a,l n é- £=0 /0 g 5 d€ a,l n é- é-
Now, by the definition of the Mittag-Lefller function in view of the power series, the termwise

differentiation yields

d

26)

Eor (=2t —6)%) = Mt =) TEyu(—M(t —6)%), 0<&<t<T.
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Therefore, using g(0) = 0 by g € oC*[0,T], we have

S=g(t)— /0 Mt = 8) B, a(=Aa(t — 5)%)g(s) ds.

Substituting this into the above we obtain

LL’2

= B Al = 90 5) s s = =o(0 5 0)
+/0(t—s)a—lEa,a(—An(t—s)a)g(s)ds(@ L pu) {1+ = 2p, #n)).

Here by integration by parts, we calculate

x? x? x?
<An7, Pn) + <5p, @n) = (A + PPn, 7>
2

d*p, x? dp, . x?1e=1 b dyp,
= (- de2’ 2/ [_ dx (x)?]x:ojL/o da (z)de

= [ren] " - [ utorde =1~ G
Hence ) ,
<)‘n%a en) + {1+ %p, Pn) =1 = (on, 1) + (L, 0n) = 1,
so that

/0 (= ) Baa(—Malt — ))(F (), o) ds

2

= _<%a en)g(t) + /0 (t — 8)* ' Epa(=Aa(t — 5)%)g(s) ds.

Substituting this into (2.4)), since { \/;_gpn} is an orthonormal basis in L?(0, 1), we see
g eN

o0

Z = gt +an / 9" B~ Mt — 5)7)9(s) dsipale)

+Z (/ = Bt = 5))9(5) ds ) (o).

Since u = v + m—;g(t), we have proved ([Z3)) for g € (C1[0,T].

Next we have to prove ([23]) for g € H,(0,T). In equations ([2.I]) and (2.4]), we write f := f,
and v := v, respectively in order to specify the dependence on g. Since (C*[0,7] := {h €
C0,T); h(0) = 0} is dense in H,(0,T) (e.g., Lemma 2.2 in [10]), for each g € H,(0,T),
we can find a sequence g, € (C[0,T], ¢ € N such that g — ¢ in H,(0,T). Then, since
orgy — 0%g in L*(0,T) (e.g., Theorem 2.4 in [10]), it follows that f,, — f, in L*(0,T).
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Therefore, applying the well-posedness for the initial boundary value problem (e.g., [6],
Theorem 4.1 in [10], [26]), we see that v,, — v, in H,(0,T; L*(0,1)) N L*(0,T; H*(0,1)).
As we already proved for g, € (C*[0,T], we have

2
x
(27) an [ = Bt = 1) s — S0 — vy
in the space H,(0,T;L*(0,1)) N L*(0,T; H*(0,1)).
On the other hand, let h € L?(0,T). Then one can prove by the asymptotic behavior of
op for large n € N (e.g., Section 2 of Chapter 1 of Levitan and Sargsjan [12]), that there

exists a constant py > 0 such that
(2.8) pn > po forallmeN.
Henceforth C' > 0 denotes generic constants which are independent of n and choices of

h,g,t € (0,T). Let » € C§°((0,1) x (0,7)). Then by integration by parts

mwmwziw%wmw=%w%W@w=%@wwmw

An
Therefore,
— t—8)  Eypo(—=Au(t —3)")h(s)d "
<nz—:1 Pn </0( °) o Anlt = 5)")hls) S) i w>L2<<071>x(0,T»

=3[ = 9 B ) s, Sl At D)

L2(0,T)

Hence, also by (2.8)) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

oo 1 t )
— t— ) E, (= Au(t — $)*)h(s) ds | o,
D K e M RO R N
< . Jeul
<O | [t Buantt = 9ms) ds| Ao

<CZ a 1Ea a >\nSa) * h’HLZ(O,T)'

Here and henceforth we set (g1 * ¢2)(t) := f(f g1(t — s)g2(s) ds. By a bound of E, o(—A,s%)
(e.g., Theorem 1.6 (p.35) in [24]), we have |E,.(—A,s%)| < C for all n € N and s > 0.
Hence, Young’s inequality yields

||3a_1Ea,a(_>\nSa> * h’HL2(0,T) S Hsa_lEa,a(_)\nsa)||L1(0,T)Hh’HL2(0,T) S CHhHLQ(O,T)’
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Since C~'n? < )\, < Cn? for all n € N (e.g., [12]), we can obtain

o0

<Z 1 (/Ot(t — 8)*  Eg (=Mt — 5)*)h(s) ds) ¥ns ¢>L2((0,1)><(07T))

n:lpn

=1
<0y —lhlzen < Cllblzom)
n=1

for all ¢ € C5°((0,1) x (0,T)).
Therefore, setting h := g — gy, we see that
2

Z p_ln/o (t —8)*  Ega(=Aa(t —8))ge(s) ds @, — %gz(t)

2
x .
. Z L[ = Bl = 90(5) ds o0 — S8 i (C(0.1) x (0.1
1 Pn 2
In view of (27, the convergence is in H,(0,T; L*(0,1))N L*(0,T; H?*(0,1)), and both limits
in (Z7) and the above must coincide. Hence,

2

xex an [ = Bt = )0(6) ds —%g(t)

in H,(0,T;L*(0,1)) N L*(0,T; H*(0,1)). Since wu,q(z,t) = vy(z,t) + ( ) by (210, the

proof of Proposition 3 is complete. [

We conclude this section with the following lemma.
Lemma 4.

Let K, o(x,t) be defined by

> ol
Kpolz,t) =Y
n=1

)/ 1B, (—Ans?) :22: o (—At))

for all x € [0,1] and t € [0,T].

npn

Then,
(1) The series is uniform convergent in x € [0,1] and t € [0,T], and K, ,(x,-) € L>(0,00)
and is analytic in t > 0 for all x € [0, 1].
(i)
§
/ Upo(z,t)dt = (Kpolx, )% g)(&) forallz €[0,1] and & € [0,T].
0
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Proof of (i).
In view of (Z0]), we have

(2.9) /0 B o (—A :_/ ) ds :)\i(l—Ea,l(—)\nta)).

Hence,

]-_ al()‘t))gpn( )a O§$§1>t>0

K, o(z,t) = Z

n=1

npn
From Theorem 1.6 (p.35) in [24], we know that there exist constants C' > 0 and 6y > 0 such
that

|Ea1(—A2%)| < C forallneNand z € ¥:={z€C; |Argz| < 6y}

6
We fix small 6 > 0 arbitrarily. Since ||¢n | goo,1) < Cl|Ap @nll22(0,1) With 0 < 6 < 2, applying

the Sobolev embedding and recalling p,, = ||<pn||%2(0 1), we have

Nl

1
14
HSOHHC[O,I]SCH‘PnHH%H(Ol C||A4 ‘PnHLZ(Ol Chi VvV Pn-

Hence, by (2.8), we obtain

1 1,9
M”u — Ea (=2 on(@)| < . pnwa 0<z<1, zex,
and so
[o¢] 1 N
> (1 = Ea,1(=An2®))on(2)]
“—~ Anpn
<CZ H<CZ 7_5<oo 0<z<1, zeX (2.10)

n=1 Ap ° n=1"?
Here we used A, ~ n? (e.g., [12]). Since E,1(—M,2%) is analytic in z € 3, we can complete
the proof of (i).
Proof of (ii).
Since the series in (2.3) is convergent in L?(0,7T; H?(0,1)), by H?(0,1) C C[0, 1], we see that

=1
Upa(2,1) = /0 (; ,o_n(t = 5)" " Baa(=Aa(t = 8)“)%(93)) g(s)ds

is convergent in L*(0,T; C[0,T]). Therefore,

13 13 t 00
/0 wy o, 1) dt = /0 { /0 (Zpin(t—s)o‘_lEma(—)\n(t—s)o‘)gpn(x)> o(s) ds} it
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12
for all fixed x € [0,1]. Exchanging the orders of the integrals and changing the variables
t —n: n=1t-—s, we obtain

/06 (/ot“ = )" Baa(=Malt = 5))g(s) ds) it
/Of (/j(t —8)* B, o (= (t — 5)%) dt) o(s) ds = /Of </0§—s P dn) e

Hence by (2.9), we have verified (ii) and the proof of Lemma 4 is complete

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Let
Aw(g:)z—jf; (z) — q(z)w(z), 0<z<1,
D(A,) = {w € H*(0,1); 2(0) = 22(1) = 0}.

denote all the eigenvalues of the operator A, and let v,,, n € N be

Welet 0 < pg < g < --+
the corresponding eigenfunction for pu,, that is ¢, € D(A,) satisfies Ay, = w1y, in (0,1)

and we take the normalization of the eigenfunctions to be v,(1) = 1. Given this, we set

|42, for n € N. Similarly to Lemma 4, we define

oo 1 ¢ B
Kq,ﬁ(lvt) - Z O'_/ s lEﬁ,ﬁ(_MnSﬁ> ds, t>0.
n=1 170

It is sufficient to prove the theorem with data u, o(1,t) = u,(1,t), 0 <t < T. For the other
= (1) = 1 by ¢,(0) = ¢,(0) = 1, we can

case at x = 0, replacing the conditions ¢, (1)

repeat the whole argument and thus omit the details for this case.
fo ug5(1,t) dt by u,a(l,t) = ugp(1,t) for 0 < t < T, in view of

Since fo upo(l,t)dt =

Lemma 4, we see
(1) % g)(§) = (Kgp(1,) xg)(§), 0<E<T,

that is,
O<t<T.

(Kpa — Kqp)(1,-) % g)(t) =0,
Since g # 0, we apply the Titchmarsh convolution theorem (e.g., Titchmarsh [2§]), so that

there exists ty > 0 such that

K,o(1,t) = K 5(1,t), 0<t<t.
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Lemma 4 implies that K, ,(1,?) and K, (1,t) are analytic in ¢t > 0, and so

“) = 5
; )‘npn (1 B Ea’l(_)\nt )) o Z (1 - E@l(_,unt ))a t > 0.

1 =1 HnOn
By the asymptotics of E, 1(—n) and Ejs;(—n) for large n > 0 (e.g., Theorem 1.4 (pp.33-34)
in [24]), we have

1 1
Ea,l(_)\nt ) = F(l — a) )\nta +O <t2a)

and

1 1 1
Egi(—pnt?) = —————— + 0| —
ﬁJ( % ) F(l _ B) /J/ntﬁ + (tgg
for all large t > 0. Hence

=1 1 1
O N
nzjl )\npn F 11— O‘) nZ::l AP Ant® - (t a)
Sl | 1 <1 1 1
— — O\ 33
nZ::I HnOn F(l - ﬁ) nz::l HnOn ,untﬁ - <t25

for large t > 0. Letting t — oo, we obtain

8

Assume that « > . Then

1 =1 1 1 1 1 1 1
T(1-a) ; Mo e <t2“‘5> - T1-p) ,; pontin O <t_ﬁ>

for large t > 0. Letting ¢ — co, we obtain

1 1
1= p) 2 oy ="

n=1 :uno-n

Since o, = ||, ]|* > 0, this is impossible. Hence a < 3. By an entirely similar argument we
see that a < 3 is impossible and so conclude that a = .

Now we move to complete the proof of the theorem. We see

o0

(3.1) Z w: M) =Y

n=1

E%l(—,unta), t>0.

n¥n

Now we can argue similarly to [3]. Using

1

T Eea ()] <

C
)\— TLEN, t>0,
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we see that the series in (3.1) are convergent uniformly in [0, 00). Therefore we can take the

Laplace transforms termwise to have

> - p/ ey (—At?) d Z

n=1

By formula (1.80) (p.21) in [24], we obtain

& 1 Ca—l 1 Ca—l
= , > 0.
Z/\npn C*+ Ay nz::lunan C¥ + fin ¢

,u / _C Eal ,un )dtu C>O

Dividing by (! and setting n = ¢, we have

=1 1
(3:2) ;AnpnnJrA

Since A\, ~ n? and p, ~ n? for large n € N, we see that both sides of (3.2) are con-

o0

11
£ HnOn 1 fin

, n>0.

vergent uniformly in any compact set in C\ ({—A,}nen U {—fin tnen) and are analytic in
C\ ({=Antnew U{—ttn bnen)-

Assume that \,, & {jtn }neny for m € N. Then we can choose a small circle C, centered at
— A and {—pi, bnen is not included in the disk centered at —\,, bounded by C,,. Integrating
on C,, and applying the Cauchy theorem, we have

2w/ —1

AmPrm

=0,

which is impossible. Hence \,, € {jn}nen for each m. Similarly p,, € {\,}.en for each
m € N. Therefore

(3.3) An = fbn, n €N
By (82]), we have

1 1
; ( AnPn nan) n+ A =0, neC \ {_)‘n}neN-

Again integrating on C,,, we obtain

that is,

(3.4) Pn =0, neN
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Now, using ([B.3) and ([B.4]), we apply the Gel'fand-Levitan theory (e.g., Gel'fand and Levitan
[4]), and we can obtain p(x) = ¢(z) for 0 < & < 1. The application is similar to [3], [22],
[27], and so we omit the details. Thus the proof of Theorem 2 is complete. [

4. APPLICATION OF THE REPRESENTATION FORMULA

The representation formula Proposition 3 is useful for qualitative analyses of fractional

equations. Here we explain one application.

We let 0 < a < 1 and we fix p € C[0,1], <0 on [0, 1]. Let

Oru(x, t) = O%u(x,t) + p(z)u(z,t), 0<z<1,0<t<T,
uw(0,t) = 0,u(0,t) =0, 0<t<T, (4.1)
we Ha(0,T: L2(0, 1)),

Then we are interested in the question: can we conclude u(z,t) = 0 for 0 < x < 1 and

0<t<T?

This is a kind of unique continuation property under the assumption u € H,(0,T; L?(0,1))
which can be interpreted as that an initial value of u is zero. This kind of unique continuation
was proved by Cheng, Lin and Nakamura [2] for @ = 1, Lin and Nakamura [17] for o € (0,1)
and Lin and Nakamura [18] for o € (0,1)U(1, 2) for general time-fractional partial differential
equations. Their proofs are based on the techniques of pseudo-differential operators.

For ¢ = 1, we can prove the unique continuation without any information of initial
conditions, and the corresponding unique continuation is proved for a one-dimensional time-
fractional equation by Li and Yamamoto [15]. More precisely, if u is in a suitable class and
satisfies

OCu(x,t) = Pu(z,t), 0<z<1,0<t<T,
u(0,t) = 0,u(0,t) =0, 0<t<T,
then u(xz,t) =0for 0 <z <land 0 <t <T.

However such unique continuation not requiring any initial conditions, is not known for
general case in multidimensions.

In this section, for the one-dimensional case (4.1), we provide a simpler proof than
[2, 17, (18], which relies on the representation formula Proposition 3.

Proposition 5.
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Let uw € H,(0,T; L*(0,1)) N L*(0,T; H*(0,1)) satisfy (4.1) and O,u(1,-) € Ho(0,T). Then
u(z,t)=0,0<z<1,0<t<T.

By the definition of H,(0,T) given in Section 1, if 0 < a < 3, then H,(0,T) = H*(0,T)
and in (4.1) the condition u € H,(0,T; L*(0,1)) does not require anything for the behavior
of the solution u near ¢t = 0. In other words, we need not pose any conditions at ¢ = 0 to u.

It seems that we can remove a condition d,u(1,-) € H,(0,T), but we here omit the details.

Proof.
We set g := 0,u(l,-) € Hy(0,T). Then u satisfies (1.4) and u(0,t) = 0,0 < ¢ < T. Lemma
4 (ii) implies

(Kpa(0,)) % g)(t) =0, 0<t<T.

By the Titchmarsh theorem on the convolution (e.g., [28]), there exist t1,ty > 0 such that

th4+ty=T,
Kpa(0,8) =0, 0<t<t, (4.2)

Assuming that t; > 0, we will derive a contradiction, which proves ¢; = 0, that is, g = 0 in
(0,7"). The argument is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.

The analyticity of K,,(0,t) in ¢ > 0 yields K, ,(0,¢) =0 for all ¢ > 0.

Since limy_, oo Ep1(—At®) = 0 (e.g., Theorem 1.6 (p.35) in [24]), we have

Jim K0, = 3 520

npn

Hence

§:¢Z> (%) =0, t>0.

n=1
This series is convergent in L>(0,00) and so we can take the Laplace transform term by

term. In view of formula (1.80) (p.21) in [24], we obtain

o0

=0, Rez>0.
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a—1

Then, dividing by z¢~" and setting n = 2%, we have

—en(0) 1
< Anfn 1+ An

=0, Ren>0.

n=

Similarly to (2.10), we can verify

Ny
and so we can continue analytically in n as much as possible to obtain
<Pn

AnPn n+>\

07 ne C \ {_An}nEN-

Choosing a small circle I'; centered at —\; such that the interior of the disk bounded by I'y

does not contain —\,, with n > 2 and integrating on I';, in terms of the Cauchy theorem,

we see
901(0)27“/_—1 =0,
A1p1
that is, ¢1(0) = 0. Since d;f; () + (p(z) + A)pi(z) = 0,0 < = < 1 and 221(0) = 0, we have

p1(z) =0 for all 0 < = < 1, which is impossible.
Then we can conclude that ¢; = 0. By (4.2), we reach g(t) = 0 for 0 < ¢t < T. Thus the

proof of Proposition 5 is complete.
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