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Energy-dissipation for time-fractional phase-field equations

Dong Li ∗ Chaoyu Quan † Jiao Xu ‡

Abstract

We consider a class of time-fractional phase field models including the Allen-Cahn and
Cahn-Hilliard equations. We establish several weighted positivity results for functionals
driven by the Caputo time-fractional derivative. Several novel criterions are examined for
showing the positive-definiteness of the associated kernel functions. We deduce strict energy-
dissipation for a number of non-local energy functionals, thereby proving fractional energy
dissipation laws.

1 Introduction

In this work we consider the following time-fractional phase-field models:

∂αt φ = −
δE

δφ
, (1.1)

where 0 < α < 1, δE
δφ

denotes the variational derivative of some energy functional E in a suitable
Hilbert space to be specified later, and ∂αt is the Caputo fractional derivative defined by

(∂αt φ)(t) :=
1

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

0

∂sφ

(t− s)α
ds. (1.2)

Here Γ(·) is the usual Gamma function. The pre-factor is introduced so that for smooth φ, ∂αt
will coincide with the classic derivative ∂t when α → 1. We shall consider a class of energy
functionals associated with the standard Allen-Cahn and Cahn-Hilliard models. More precisely,
the functional E takes the form

E =

∫

Ω
(
1

2
ν|∇φ|2 + F (φ))dx, (1.3)

where ν > 0 corresponds to the constant mobility coefficient, and F (φ) is a prototypical double-
well potential function, commonly chosen as F (φ) = (1 − φ2)2/4. Sometimes to emphasize the
competition between the gradient term and the potential term, one works with the rescaled
energy

Ẽ =

∫

Ω
(
1

2
ǫ2|∇φ|2 +

1

ǫ2
F (φ))dx, (1.4)
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where ǫ > 0 corresponds to the interfacial width of a typical landscape. This somewhat different
form can be linked to (1.3) via suitable rescaling of time and space. In this work we shall not
touch these subtle issues and work only with (1.3). For simplicity we consider the periodic
boundary conditions, and take Ω = [−π, π]d in physical dimensions d ≤ 3. Choosing E as in
(1.3), we have

Allen-Cahn :
δE

δφ

∣

∣

∣

L2
= µ, µ = −ν∆φ+ F ′(φ); (1.5)

Cahn-Hilliard :
δE

δφ

∣

∣

∣

H−1
= −∆µ = −∆(−ν∆φ+ F ′(φ)). (1.6)

We then recast (1.1) into the following general form:






∂αt φ = Gµ = G(−ν∆φ+ F ′(φ)), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ] × Ω;

φ
∣

∣

∣

t=0
= φ0, in Ω,

(1.7)

where φ0 is the initial data, F ′(φ) = φ3 − φ and

Time-fractional Allen-Cahn : G = −1; (1.8)

Time-fractional Cahn-Hilliard : G = −∆. (1.9)

A myriad of other models such as molecular beam epitaxy models, thin film epitaxy with or
without slope selections, can also be studied in our framework but we shall not include them
here for simplicity of presentation. The system (1.7) will be the main object of study. We refer
to [1, 16, 2, 15, 10, 20, 3] and the references therein for related literature on physical motivations
and modelling aspects of time-fractional equations. We refer to Dong and Kim’s remarkable
series of papers [4, 5, 6, 7] for the regularity theory of time-fractional equations. The goal of this
work is to establish energy dissipation for a class of suitably-defined nonlocal energy functionals.

In order to give a useful criterion for checking semi-positive definiteness of the kernel function
needed later, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 1.1 (Admissible kernels). Let D = {(x1, x2) : 0 < x1 6= x2 < 1} be the open unit
square with the diagonal removed. Suppose K : D → [0,∞) is symmetric, i.e. K(x, y) = K(y, x)
for any (x, y) ∈ D. We shall say K is strongly-admissible if there exists ψ : (0, 1) → R such
that the following hold for K̃(x, y) = K(x, y)ψ(x)ψ(y):

• K̃ can be extended as a C2-function on D− = {(x, y) : 0 ≤ y ≤ x ≤ 1}.

• ∂xK̃ ≤ 0, ∂yK̃ ≥ 0 and ∂xyK̃ ≤ 0 for any (x, y) ∈ D− = {(x, y) : 0 < y < x < 1}.

We shall say K is admissible if there exists a sequence of strongly-admissible Kn such that

K(x0, y0) = lim
n→∞

Kn(x0, y0), ∀ (x0, y0) ∈ D. (1.10)

Remark 1.1. A simple example of strongly-admissible function is K(x, y) = y
x+ǫ

with ǫ > 0
for (x, y) ∈ D−. Taking the limit ǫ → 0 gives us the admissible function K(x, y) = y

x
which is

in C2(D) but not in C2(D). Another example of admissible function is K(x, y) = (x − y)−α,
0 < α < 1 for (x, y) ∈ D. Note that to accommodate possible singularities on the diagonal x = y
we choose to define admissibility on the domain D instead of the whole unit square. Yet another
example of admissible of K is given by K(x, y) = a(x)b(y) where a′ ≤ 0 and b′ ≥ 0.
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Remark 1.2. A very useful fact for checking strong admissibility is as follows. Suppose K =
K(x, y) : D− → (0,∞) satisfies ∂xK ≤ 0, ∂yK ≥ 0 and ∂xyK ≤ 0 for any (x, y) ∈ D−. Suppose
h : (0,∞) → (0,∞) is a C2 function such that h′ ≥ 0, h′′ ≥ 0, then K1(x, y) := h(K(x, y))
satisfies ∂xK1 ≤ 0, ∂yK1 ≥ 0, and ∂xyK1 ≤ 0. An example is K1(x, y) = K(x, y)α1 with α1 ≥ 1.

Remark 1.3. Yet another construction similar to the preceding remark is as follows. Suppose
K = K(x, y) : D− → R satisfies ∂xK ≤ 0, ∂yK ≥ 0 and ∂xyK ≤ 0 for any (x, y) ∈ D−.
Suppose h : R → [0,∞) is a C2 function such that h′ ≥ 0, h′′ ≥ 0, then K1(x, y) := h(K(x, y))
satisfies ∂xK1 ≤ 0, ∂yK1 ≥ 0, and ∂xyK1 ≤ 0. An example is K1(x, y) = exp(C1 · K(x, y)),
where C1 > 0.

Our first result is an explicit and rather easy to check criterion for establishing semi-positive
definiteness. For simplicity of presentation we state it on the unit square. By scaling it can be
extended to any square (0, T )2, T > 0 or the entire first positive quadrant.

Theorem 1.1 (Semi-positive definiteness). Let D = {(x1, x2) : 0 < x1 6= x2 < 1}. Suppose
a symmetric function K : D → [0,∞) is admissible in the sense of Definition 1.1. Then K is
semi-positive definite, i.e. for any sequence of points t1, · · · , tm ∈ D, any c1, · · · , cm ∈ R, we
have

m
∑

i=1

m
∑

j=1

K(ti, tj)cicj ≥ 0. (1.11)

In yet other words, the matrix (K(ti, tj)) is semi-positive definite.
Moreover if K is strongly-admissible with K̃ = K, then

∫ 1

0

∫ x

0
K(x, y)φ(y)φ(x)dydx ≥ 0, ∀φ ∈ C∞

c ((0, 1)). (1.12)

The following innocuous corollary is the key to establishing energy-dissipation later.

Corollary 1.1. Let 0 < α < 1. Define

β1(t) = 1, β2(t) = tα, β3(t) = (1− t)−α, 0 < t < 1. (1.13)

For any measurable f : [0, 1] → R satisfying

sup
0<s≤1

|f(s)|s1−α <∞, (1.14)

we have

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

f(s)f(t)

(t− s)α
βi(t)dsdt ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, 3. (1.15)

Our next result establishes the nonlocal energy dissipation for time-fractional Allen-Chan
and Cahn-Hilliard equations in physical dimensions d ≤ 3.

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < α < 1 and consider (1.7) for both the Allen-Cahn and the Cahn-Hilliard
models posed on the periodic torus Ω = [−π, π]d in physical dimensions d ≤ 3. Then the following
hold.
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1. Global wellposedness and regularity: Allen-Cahn case. Let φ0 ∈ Hn0(Ω), n0 ≥ 1. Corre-
sponding to the initial data φ0 there exists a unique time-global solution φ ∈ C0

tH
n0 in the

sense of Definition 3.1. Moreover, for any T̃ > 0 and integer k ≥ 0 we have (below we
employ the same notation as in Definition 3.1, in particular φ̃(t̃) = φ̃(tα) = φ(t))

sup
0<t̃≤T̃

‖t̃
k

2 φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hn0+k(Ω) ≤ C
(1)

φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,k,n0

<∞, (1.16)

where C
(1)

φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,k,n0

> 0 depends on (φ0, ν, α, T̃ , k, n0). If φ0 ∈ Hm0(Ω), m0 ≥ 2, then

we also have ∂t̃φ̃ ∈ C0
t̃
Hm0−2, and for any T̃ > 0,

sup
0<t̃≤T̃

‖∂t̃φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hm0−2(Ω) ≤ C
(2)

φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,m0

<∞, (1.17)

where C
(2)

φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,m0

> 0 depends on (φ0, ν, α, T̃ , m0).

2. Global wellposedness and regularity: Cahn-Hilliard case. Let φ0 ∈ Hn0(Ω), n0 ≥ 1 and
assume

∫

Ω φ0dx = 0. Corresponding to the initial data φ0 there exists a unique time-global

solution φ ∈ C0
tH

n0 in the sense of Definition 3.2. Moreover, for any T̃ > 0 and integer
k ≥ 0 we have

sup
0<t̃≤T̃

‖t̃
k

4 φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hn0+k(Ω) ≤ C
(3)

φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,k,n0

<∞, (1.18)

where C
(3)

φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,k,n0

> 0 depends on (φ0, ν, α, T̃ , k, n0). If φ0 ∈ Hm0(Ω), m0 ≥ 4, then

we also have ∂t̃φ̃ ∈ C0
t̃
Hm0−4, and for any T̃ > 0,

sup
0<t̃≤T̃

‖∂t̃φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hm0−4(Ω) ≤ C
(4)

φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,m0

<∞, (1.19)

where C
(4)

φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,m0

> 0 depends on (φ0, ν, α, T̃ , m0).

3. Boundedness of the usual energy. Let φ0 ∈ H1(Ω). For both the Allen-Cahn and the
Cahn-Hilliard (for Cahn-Hilliard we assume

∫

Ω φ0dx = 0) case, it holds that

E(φ(t)) ≤ E(φ0), ∀ t > 0, (1.20)

where E is defined in (1.3).

4. Nonlocal dissipation of the usual energy. Assume φ0 ∈ Hm0(Ω), m0 ≥ 2 for Allen-Cahn,
and φ0 ∈ Hm0(Ω), m0 ≥ 4 with

∫

Ω φ0dx = 0 for Cahn-Hilliard. For both Allen-Cahn and
Cahn-Hilliard, it holds that

∂αt

(

E(φ(t))
)

< 0, ∀ t > 0. (1.21)

5. Monotonic dissipation of the nonlocal energy. Assume φ0 ∈ Hn0(Ω), n0 ≥ 1. For Cahn-
Hilliard we assume also

∫

Ω φ0dx = 0. Suppose w : (0, 1) → [0,∞) is in L1((0, 1)). Define

K(x, y) =
w(x)x

(x− y)α
, (x, y) ∈ D−; (1.22)
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and K(y, x) = K(x, y) for (x, y) ∈ D−. Assume K is admissible in the sense of Definition
1.1. Define

Eω(t) =

∫ 1

0
ω(θ)E(φ(θt))dθ. (1.23)

Then

Eω(t2) ≤ Eω(t1), ∀ 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 <∞. (1.24)

Remark 1.4. To check admissibility of K in (1.22), some sufficient conditions on ω can be
given. For example if ω(θ)θ1−α(1 − θ)α is non-increasing in θ, then K in (1.22) is admissible.
To see this, it suffices to write

K(x, y) = (1− x)−α(1− y)−α · ω(x)x1−α(1− x)α ·
xα(1− y)α

(x− y)α
, 0 < y < x < 1. (1.25)

It suffices for us to check that K1(x, y) =
xα(1−y)α

(x−y)α satisfies ∂xK1 ≤ 0, ∂yK1 ≥ 0 and ∂xyK1 ≤ 0
in D−. In view of Remark 1.3, we only need to consider

K2(x, y) =
1

α
logK1(x, y) = log x+ log(1− y)− log(x− y). (1.26)

It is easy to check that ∂xK2 ≤ 0, ∂yK2 ≥ 0 and ∂xyK2 ≤ 0 in D−. Thus the desired conclusion
follows.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give the proof of Theorem 1.1
and Corollary 1.1. In Section 3 we give the proof of Theorem 1.2. In Section 4 we collect several
novel proofs of semi postive-definiteness of various kernel functions.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. In view of the limit (1.10), it suffices for us to prove Theorem 1.1 under
the assumption that K is strongly-admissible. Moreover we may assume K̃ = K.

It suffices to show
∫

K(x, y)φ(x)φ(y)dxdy ≥ 0 for any φ ∈ C∞
c (0, 1). To this end, define

v(x) =
∫ x

0 φ(x̃)dx̃ and note that v′ = φ. Then after successive integration by parts, we obtain

∫

0<y<x<1
K(x, y)v′(x)v′(y)dxdy =

1

2
K(1, 0)v(1)2 +

1

2

∫ 1

0
v(x)2(−∂xK(x, 0))dx

+
1

2

∫ 1

0

∫ x

0
(−∂xyK) · (v(x) − v(y))2dydx+

1

2

∫ 1

0
(∂yK)(1, y)(v(1) − v(y))2dy.

This is clearly nonnegative.

Proof of Corollary 1.1. We discuss several cases.
Case 1: β1(t) = 1. Let ǫ > 0 and define

Kǫ(t, s) =
1

(|t− s|+ ǫ)α
. (2.27)
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Note that on D− = {(t, s) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1}, we have Kǫ(t, s) =
1

(t−s+ǫ)α which is clearly C2. It

is not difficult to check that Kǫ is strongly-admissible in the sense of Definition 1.1 (with ψ ≡ 1).
By Theorem 1.1, we have

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0
Kǫ(t, s)φ(s)φ(t)dsdt ≥ 0, ∀φ ∈ C∞

c ((0, 1)). (2.28)

The inequality (1.15) for i = 1 then follows from Lebesgue Dominated Convergence.
Case 2: β2(t) = tα. In this case we work with

Kǫ(t, s) =
1

(t− s+ ǫ)α
tα, s < t. (2.29)

The argument is similar to Case 1 and we omit the details.
Case 3: β3(t) = (1− t)−α. In this case observe that

(t− s)−α(1− t)−α = (1− t)−α(1− s)−α
(1− s

t− s

)α

, 0 < s < t < 1. (2.30)

Clearly the function K(t, s) = log(1− s) + log(t − s) satisfies ∂tK ≤ 0, ∂sK ≥ 0, ∂tsK ≥ 0
on D− = {(t, s) : 0 < s < t < 1}. By Remark 1.3 the function Kα(t, s) = exp(αK(t, s)) also
satisfies these conditions. It is then straightforward to check that we have admissibility and
(1.15) for i = 3 follows.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we carry out the proof of Theorem 1.2. We first make the notion of solution more
precise. Let 0 < α < 1 and consider







∂αt w = βw + σ(t),

w
∣

∣

∣

t=0
= w0,

(3.31)

where β is a constant, and σ : [0, T ] → R is assumed to a given bounded measurable function.
By analogy with the usual mild solution, we have

w(t) = Eα,1(βt
α)w0 +

∫ t

0
sα−1Eα,α(βs

α)σ(t− s)ds, (3.32)

where for α > 0, β > 0 the Mittag-Leffler function Eα,β is given by

Eα,β(z) =

∞
∑

m=0

zm

Γ(αm+ β)
. (3.33)

Now make a change of variable:

t̃ = tα, s̃ = sα; (3.34)

w̃(t̃) = w̃(tα) = w(t), σ̃(s̃) = σ̃(sα) = σ(s). (3.35)
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We then obtain

w̃(t̃) = Eα,1(βt̃)w0 + α−1

∫ t̃

0
Eα,α(βs̃)σ̃((t̃

1

α − s̃
1

α )α)ds̃

= Eα,1(βt̃)w0 + α−1t̃

∫ 1

0
Eα,α(βt̃r)σ̃(t̃(1− r

1

α )α)dr. (3.36)

This new formalism facilitates the book-keeping of temporal regularity along classical lines.
We now consider the time-fractional Allen-Cahn equation posed on the periodic torus Ω =

[−π, π]d in physical dimensions d ≤ 3:







∂αt φ = ν∆φ+ φ− φ3, (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Ω;

φ
∣

∣

∣

t=0
= φ0, in Ω,

(3.37)

where 0 < α < 1, ν > 0, and φ0 ∈ Hn0(Ω), n0 ≥ 1.

Definition 3.1. Let T > 0. We say φ ∈ C([0, T ],Hn0(Ω)) is a solution to (3.37) if

φ(t) = Eα,1(t
α(ν∆+ 1))φ0 +

∫ t

0
sα−1Eα,α(s

α(ν∆+ 1))
(

φ(t− s)
)3
ds, ∀ 0 < t ≤ T. (3.38)

Equivalently for φ̃(t̃, x) = φ̃(tα, x) = φ(t, x), the requirement is

φ̃(t̃) = Eα,1(t̃(ν∆+ 1))φ0 + α−1t̃

∫ 1

0
Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))

(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)3
dr, ∀ 0 < t̃ ≤ Tα.

(3.39)

Remark 3.1. The identity (3.38) holds in the Banach space L2-valued sense, i.e. φ can be
viewed as a continuous map [0, Tα] → L2. By bootstrapping one also show that the identity also
holds in the Hn0-valued sense.

Theorem 3.1 (Wellposedness and regularity for time-fractional AC). Consider (3.37) with
φ0 ∈ Hn0(Ω), n0 ≥ 1. There exists a unique time-global solution φ ∈ C0

tH
n0 corresponding to

the initial data φ0 and

E(φ(t)) ≤ E(φ0), ∀ t > 0. (3.40)

Moreover, for any T̃ > 0 and integer k ≥ 0 we have

sup
0<t̃≤T̃

‖t̃
k

2 φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hn0+k(Ω) ≤ Cφ0,ν,α,T̃ ,k,n0
<∞, (3.41)

where Cφ0,ν,α,T̃ ,k,n0
> 0 depends on (φ0, ν, α, T̃ , k, n0). If φ0 ∈ Hm0(Ω), m0 ≥ 2, then we also

have ∂t̃φ̃ ∈ C0
t̃
Hm0−2, and for any T̃ > 0,

sup
0<t̃≤T̃

‖∂t̃φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hm0−2(Ω) ≤ C̃φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,m0
<∞, (3.42)

where C̃φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,m0
> 0 depends on (φ0, ν, α, T̃ , m0).
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Remark 3.2. The regularity assumptions on the initial data can be lowered further by a slightly
more involved analysis. However to simplify the presentation we shall not dwell on these technical
issues here in this work.

Proof. We shall sketch the proof.
Step 1: Existence of a local solution. We first show that for some sufficiently small T0 > 0,

there exists a unique solution φ̃ ∈ C0
t̃
([0, T0],H

n0(Ω)). This is achieved by defining φ̃(0) ≡ 0,
and for n ≥ 0,

φ̃(n+1)(t̃) = Eα,1(t̃(ν∆+ 1))φ0

+ α−1t̃

∫ 1

0
Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))

(

φ̃(n)(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)3
dr, 0 < t̃ ≤ T0. (3.43)

One can then show uniform boundedness in C0
t̃
([0, T0],H

n0(Ω)) and contraction in C0
t̃
L2.

Step 2: Higher spatial regularity of the local solution. Here we show for any integer k ≥ 0,

sup
0<t̃≤T0

‖t̃
k

2∇kφ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hn0 (Ω) . 1. (3.44)

Observe that

sup
r>0,t̃>0

‖(t̃r)
1

2∇Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))g‖L2(Ω) . ‖g‖L2(Ω). (3.45)

On the RHS of (3.38), if r → 0, one has t̃(1 − r
1

α )α ∼ t̃, and for r → 1 one can appeal to the
maximal smoothing of Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆ + 1)). The desired result then follows from bootstrapping
estimates using the above observations.

Step 3: Temporal regularity of the local solution. Here we show

sup
0<t̃≤T0

‖∂t̃φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hm0−2(Ω) . 1. (3.46)

By (3.38), we have

(∂t̃φ̃)(t̃) = Eα,1(t̃(ν∆+ 1))(ν∆+ 1)φ0 (3.47)

+ α−1

∫ 1

0
Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))

(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)3
dr (3.48)

+ α−1

∫ 1

0
t̃r(ν∆+ 1)Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))

(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)3
dr (3.49)

+ α−1t̃

∫ 1

0
Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))

(

3
(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)2
(∂t̃φ̃)(t̃(1− r

1

α )α) · (1− r
1

α )α
)

dr.

(3.50)

Clearly this yields for some 0 < T1 ≤ T0 sufficiently small,

sup
0<t̃≤T1

‖∂t̃φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hm0−2(Ω) . 1. (3.51)
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To obtain the uniform estimate of ∂t̃φ̃ for T1 ≤ t̃ ≤ T0, we modify (3.50) as follows. Observe
that

∂t̃

(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)

= (∂t̃φ̃)(t̃(1− r
1

α )α) · (1− r
1

α )α; (3.52)

∂r

(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)

= (∂t̃φ̃)(t̃(1− r
1

α )α) · (1− r
1

α )α−1 · (−r
1

α
−1)

= ∂t̃

(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)

·
(

−
r

1

α
−1

1− r
1

α

)

. (3.53)

We then rewrite the integral in (3.50) as

∫ 1

0
Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))

(

3
(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)2
(∂t̃φ̃)(t̃(1− r

1

α )α) · (1− r
1

α )α
)

dr

=

∫ δ0

0
Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))

(

3
(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)2
(∂t̃φ̃)(t̃(1− r

1

α )α) · (1− r
1

α )α
)

dr (3.54)

+

∫ 1

1−δ0

Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))
(

3
(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)2
(∂t̃φ̃)(t̃(1− r

1

α )α) · (1− r
1

α )α
)

dr (3.55)

+

∫ 1−δ0

δ0

Eα,α(t̃r(ν∆+ 1))

(

∂r

(

(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)
)3
)

· (−
1− r

1

α

r
1

α
−1

)

)

dr. (3.56)

Clearly (3.54) and (3.55) can be treated by taking δ0 sufficiently small. The term (3.56) can
be estimated by a further integration by part in r. Thus we obtain uniform estimate of ∂t̃φ̃ for
T1 ≤ t̃ ≤ T0.

Step 4: Continuation of the local solution: naive extension. Here we show that if φ ∈
C([0, T1],H

n0) solves (3.38) on 0 < t ≤ T1, then one can extend the solution to the time interval
[0, T1 + δ1] for some δ1 > 0. We first rewrite (3.38) as

φ(t) = Eα,1(t
α(ν∆+ 1))φ0 +

∫ t

0
(t− s)α−1Eα,α((t− s)α(ν∆+ 1))(φ(s)3)ds. (3.57)

For t ≥ T1, we make the decomposition

φ(t) = Eα,1(t
α(ν∆+ 1))φ0 +

∫ T1

0
(t− s)α−1Eα,α((t− s)α(ν∆+ 1))(φ(s)3)ds (3.58)

+

∫ t

T1

(t− s)α−1Eα,α((t− s)α(ν∆+ 1))(φ(s)3)ds. (3.59)

Since the pieces in (3.58) are already known, one can perform a contraction to obtain the
unknown in (3.59) by taking δ1 > 0 sufficiently small.

Step 5: Continuation of the local solution: non-blowup criterion. Here we show that if
φ ∈ C([0, T2),H

n0) solves (3.38) on 0 < t < T2, and

sup
0<t<T2

‖φ(t, ·)‖H1 <∞. (3.60)

then one can extend the solution to the time interval [0, T2 + δ2] for some δ2 > 0. Define

yT2
= Eα,1(T

α
2 (ν∆+ 1))φ0 +

∫ T2

0
(T2 − s)α−1Eα,α((T2 − s)α(ν∆+ 1))(φ(s)3)ds. (3.61)
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By (3.60) and Lebesgue Dominated Convergence, we have

lim
t→T2

φ(t) = yT2
, in H1. (3.62)

By bootstrapping estimates we then obtain φ ∈ C([0, T2],H
n0). By using Step 4 we can then

extend the solution past T2.
Step 6: Global wellposedness for smooth initial data. Here we show that if φ0 ∈ C∞, then

the corresponding solution φ exists globally in time and

E(φ(t)) ≤ E(φ0), ∀ t > 0. (3.63)

Since φ0 ∈ C∞, it is not difficult to check that ‖∂t̃φ̃(t̃, ·)‖∞ . 1 for any t > 0, and

sup
0<t≤T

(

‖t1−α(∂tφ)(t, ·)‖∞ + ‖(∂αt φ)(t, ·)‖∞

)

. 1, (3.64)

provided φ is the solution on [0, T ]. Now observe that

E(φ(0)) − E(φ(T )) = −

∫ T

0

d

dt

(

E(φ(t))
)

dt

=

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
∂αt φ∂tφdxdt

=
1

Γ(1− α)

∫

Ω

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

(∂tφ)(s, x)(∂tφ)(t, x)

(t− s)α
dsdtdx ≥ 0, (3.65)

where the last inequality follows from Corollary 1.1. Thus (3.63) follows and we can extend the
solution globally in time.

Step 7: Global wellposedness for Hn0 , n0 ≥ 1 initial data. Here we show that if φ0 ∈ Hn0 ,
then the corresponding solution φ exists globally in time and

E(φ(t)) ≤ E(φ0), ∀ t > 0. (3.66)

To show this, we take φ
(n)
0 ∈ C∞(Ω) such that ‖φ

(n)
0 ‖H1 ≤ 2‖φ0‖H1 , φ

(n)
0 → φ0 in H1(Ω) as

n→ ∞. Denote by φ(n) the solution corresponding to the initial data φ
(n)
0 . Clearly

E(φ(n)(t)) ≤ E(φ
(n)
0 ) . E(φ0), ∀ t > 0. (3.67)

By a simple H1 stability estimate, it is not difficult to check that φ(n) → φ in C0
tH

1. The
estimate (3.66) then easily follows. Further bootstrapping gives the needed spatial and temporal
regularity results. We omit further details.

Next we consider the time-fractional Cahn-Hilliard equation posed on the periodic torus
Ω = [−π, π]d in physical dimensions d ≤ 3:







∂αt φ = −ν∆2φ−∆φ+∆(φ3), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Ω;

φ
∣

∣

∣

t=0
= φ0, in Ω,

(3.68)

where 0 < α < 1, ν > 0, and φ0 ∈ Hn0(Ω), n0 ≥ 1 with
∫

Ω φ0dx = 0.
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Definition 3.2. Let T > 0. We say φ ∈ C([0, T ],Hn0(Ω)) is a solution to (3.68) if

φ(t) = Eα,1(t
α(−ν∆2 −∆))φ0 +

∫ t

0
sα−1∆Eα,α(s

α(−ν∆2 −∆))
(

φ(t− s)3
)

ds, ∀ 0 < t ≤ T.

(3.69)

Equivalently for φ̃(t̃, x) = φ̃(tα, x) = φ(t, x), the requirement is

φ̃(t̃) = Eα,1(t̃(−ν∆
2 −∆))φ0 + α−1t̃

∫ 1

0
∆Eα,α(t̃r(−ν∆

2 −∆))
(

φ̃(t̃(1− r
1

α )α)3
)

dr, ∀ 0 < t̃ ≤ Tα.

(3.70)

Theorem 3.2 (Wellposedness and regularity for time-fractional CH). Consider (3.68) with
φ0 ∈ Hn0(Ω), n0 ≥ 1 and

∫

Ω φ0dx = 0. There exists a unique time-global solution φ ∈ C0
tH

n0

corresponding to the initial data φ0 and

E(φ(t)) ≤ E(φ0), ∀ t > 0. (3.71)

Moreover, for any T̃ > 0 and integer k ≥ 0 we have

sup
0<t̃≤T̃

‖t̃
k

4 φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hn0+k(Ω) ≤ Cφ0,ν,α,T̃ ,k,n0
<∞, (3.72)

where Cφ0,ν,α,T̃ ,k,n0
> 0 depends on (φ0, ν, α, T̃ , k, n0). If φ0 ∈ Hm0(Ω), m0 ≥ 4, then we also

have ∂t̃φ̃ ∈ C0
t̃
Hm0−4, and for any T̃ > 0,

sup
0<t̃≤T̃

‖∂t̃φ̃(t̃, ·)‖Hm0−4(Ω) ≤ C̃φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,m0
<∞, (3.73)

where C̃φ0,ν,α,T̃ ,m0
> 0 depends on (φ0, ν, α, T̃ , m0).

Proof. The proof is similar to Theorem 3.1. For the energy bound (3.71), we note that φ(t, ·)
has zero mean for t > 0. By using mollification of initial data and H1 stability we can assume
φ0 is smooth and has mean zero. One can check that ∂tφ has mean zero and (−∆)−1∂tφ is
well-defined. The following computation can be rigorously justified:

E(φ(0)) − E(φ(T )) =

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
∂αt φ(−∆)−1∂tφdxdt

=

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
∂αt (|∇|−1φ)∂t|∇|−1φdxdt ≥ 0. (3.74)

We omit further pedestrian details.

We now complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The first three statements follow from Theorem 3.1 and 3.2. For (1.21)
we focus on the Allen-Cahn case. The proof for the Cahn-Hilliard case is similar. Now for
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t0 > 0,

−Γ(1− α)∂αt (E(φ(t)))
∣

∣

∣

t=t0
=

∫ t0

0

1

(t0 − t)α

∫

Ω
∂αt φ∂tφdxdt

=
1

Γ(1− α)

∫

Ω

∫ t0

0

1

(t0 − t)α

∫ t

0

(∂tφ)(t, x)(∂tφ)(s, x)

(t− s)α
dsdtdx ≥ 0,

(3.75)

where the last inequality follows from a rescaled version of Corollary 1.1. By using the regularity
estimates derived earlier, it is not difficult to justify the above computation rigorously. Thus
(1.21) follows. The proof of (1.24) follows along similar lines. By mollification and H1 stability
we may assume the initial data φ0 is smooth. It then suffices for us to check d

dt
Eω(t) < 0 for

any t > 0. The proof is straightforward. We omit further details.

4 Several other proofs for positive-definiteness

In this section we collect several proofs for semi-positive definiteness of the kernel functions
mentioned in preceding sections. For example, for any u ∈ C[0, T ], and α ∈ (0, 1), it holds that

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

sαu(s)u(τ)

(t− s)α(s− τ)α
dτds ≥ 0, ∀ t ∈ (0, T ].

Now we give a short argument. First note that by scaling we may assume t = 1. It then suffices
to consider the kernel

k(s, τ) = (s− τ)−α · (
s

1− s
)α, for 1 > s > τ > 0.

One can extend the kernel to the whole domain by regarding s = max{s, τ}.

Theorem 4.1. k(s, τ) is a positive definite kernel on [0, 1]2.

Proof. Observe the identity (s > τ):

(s− τ)−α · (
s

1− s
)α =

1

(1− s)α(1− τ)α
· (1−

1− s

1− τ
·
τ

s
)−α

One can then expand into a positive power series and use Lemma 4.1 below.

Lemma 4.1. τ/s (s > τ) is1 a positive definite kernel, similarly 1−s
1−τ

(s > τ) is also a positive

definite kernel. Consequently τ
s
· 1−s
1−τ

is a positive definite kernel.2

Proof. Observe τ/s = e−| log s−log τ |. The result then follows from the fact that e−|x−y| is a
positive definite kernel and a log change of variable.

1Symmetrize in the usual way.
2Note that point-wise product of two postive-definite kernels is still a positive-definite kernel!
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4.1 A much shorter proof

Rewrite the identity (s > τ):

(s− τ)−α · (
s

1− s
)α =

1

(1− s)α(1− τ)α
· (1−

τ
1−τ
s

1−s

)−α

=
1

(1− s)α(1− τ)α
· (1− e−|X(s)−X(τ)|)−α,

where X(s) = ln s
1−s

.
One can then use the following fact: If F has a positive power series expansion, then

F (e−|X(s)−X(τ)|) is positive definite. Indeed one can use the identity

e−|z| =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

1

1 + ξ2
eiξ·zdξ

and obtain

e−|X(s)−X(t)| =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

1

1 + ξ2
eiξ·X(s)e−iξ·X(t)dξ.

Clearly then

∫ ∫

e−|X(s)−X(t)|u(s)u(t)dsdt =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

1

1 + ξ2

∫

u(s)eiξ·X(s)ds

∫

u(t)e−iξ·X(t)dtdξ

=
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

1

1 + ξ2
|U(ξ)|2dξ.

One should note that we did not use any regularity property of the map X(s)! (But keep in mind
that monotonicity was used when we made a change of variable ( τ

1−τ
)/( s

1−s
) → exp(−|X(s) −

X(t)|)!)

Remark. One may wonder whether (1 − φ(τ)
φ(s) )

−α can be replaced by a more general function.

This can indeed be done. For example consider G(z) = F (e−|z|) where F is monotonically
increasing on (0,∞) with F ′ > 0, F ′′ > 0 (basically think of F (y) ∼ 1+ y+ y2 + · · · which is in
some sense “completely positive”). Then we see that when 0 < z <∞,

G′ = F ′ · (−e−z) < 0,

G′′ = F ′′e−2z + F ′e−z > 0.

By Polya’s criterion one can write

Ĝ(ξ) = 2

∫ ∞

0
F (e−|z|) cos 2πξzdz ≥ 0.

In yet other words G(z) can be represented as

G(z) =

∫

e2πiξ·zĜ(ξ)dξ,

where Ĝ(ξ) ≥ 0.
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Remark. One may wonder how to prove Polya’s criterion directly. Here is one simple idea
assuming f is nice and has sufficient decay. What we have in mind is that f looks like e−|x| on
(0,∞). Consider ξ > 0,

1

2
f̂(ξ) =

∫ ∞

0
f(x) cos xξdx

= f(x)
sinxξ

ξ

∣

∣

∣

∞

x=0
−

1

ξ

∫ ∞

0
f ′(x) sin ξxdx

=

∫ ∞

0
f ′′(x)

1 − cos ξx

ξ2
dx ≥ 0.

Actually one should see that the second integration by part is not necessary. One can plot a
picture of say sinx (with ξ = 1 just for illustration) and note that −f ′(x) is increasing. From
the picture, it is obvious that within each period the integral must be positive!

Remark. The function (1 − cos k)/k2 looks very much like the Fejer kernel in usual Fourier
series. Indeed, we have

∫

R

(1− |t|)+e
−itkdt =

2

k2
(1 − cos k).

Thus

1− cos ξr

(ξr)2
=

1

2

∫

R

(1− |t|)+e
−itrξdt =

1

2r

∫

R

(1− |
t

r
|)+e

−itξdt.

Then returning to the previous remark, we see that

1

2
f̂(ξ) =

∫ ∞

0
f ′′(r)

1− cos ξr

ξ2r2
r2dr

=
1

2

∫ ∞

0

∫

t∈R
f ′′(r)(1− |

t

r
|)+e

−itξrdrdt.

In yet other words, we have

f(t) =

∫ ∞

0
f ′′(r)(r − |t|)+dr =

∫ ∞

0
(1−

|t|

r
)+(rf

′′(r))dr.

Denote ν a measure on (0,∞) as ν(dr) = rf ′′(r)dr. Note that
∫∞
0 rf ′′(r)dr = 1 so that ν is a

probability measure on (0,∞). Then we recover a version of Polya’s criterion stated in Durret’s
book (see [8], Page 137, Theorem 3.3.22) as follows:

Theorem: Let φ(t) be real nonnegative and have φ(0) = 1, φ(t) = φ(−t), and φ is decreasing
and convex on (0,∞) with limt→0+ φ(t) = 1, limt→∞ φ(t) = 0. Then there is a probability
measure ν on (0,∞), so that

φ(t) =

∫ ∞

0
(1− |t/s|)+ν(ds).

Remark. From the graph, we see that if f is convex, then the representation

f(t) =

∫ ∞

0
(r − |t|)+f

′′(r)dr

is expressing f as a nonnegative combination of “triangle functions” (r−|t|)+ which is intuitively
clear! In some sense these triangle functions are the simplest convex functions! Another way to
see it is to regard the above as some kind of distributional computation, namely

∂rr((r − t)+) = ∂r(1r>t) = δ(r − t).
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4.2 Yet another short proof for the positivity of τ/s

Proposition 4.1.
∫

0<τ<s<1
τ
s
u(τ)u(s)dτds ≥ 0 for any u ∈ C∞

c ((0, 1)).

Proof.

∫ 1

0

1

s2
∂s

(1

2
(

∫ s

0
τu(τ)dτ)2

)

ds =

∫ 1

0
s−3(

∫ s

0
τu(τ)dτ)2ds.

Similarly if ∂s(φ(s)A(s)) ≥ 0, then

∫

0<τ<s<1

φ(τ)

A(s)
u(τ)u(s)dτds =

∫ 1

0
(−

1

2
∂s(

1

φ(s)A(s)
)(

∫ s

0
φ(τ)u(τ)dτ)2ds ≥ 0.

In particular if A = φ and φφ′ ≥ 0, then we have positivity!

Remark. In yet other words, the condition is

φ(τ)

A(s)
=
φ(τ)φ(s)

A(s)φ(s)
=

φ(τ)φ(s)

monotone increasing
.

Remark. In our case we can take φ(s) = s/(1 − s) for s ∈ (0, 1) which clearly holds true. In
the Brownian bridge case we have (the kernel is τ ∧ s − τs = (1 − s)τ when τ < s) φ(τ) = τ ,
A(s) = 1

1−s
which also holds true.

4.3 Connection with Brownian bridge

In this sub-section we explain the connection of the semi-positive definiteness of the kernel
functions to the classical theory of Brownian bridge, namely the classical fact that (1 − s)t is
the covariance of Brownian bridge. Recall a Brownian bridge on [0, 1] is

Xt = Bt − tB1,

where Bt is the standard Brownian motion. One can then check that (say t < s)

EXtXs = E(Bt − tB1)(Bs − sB1) = t ∧ s− st− ts+ ts = t ∧ s− ts = (1− s)t,

where we recall EBtBs = t ∧ s.
In yet other words, the kernel (1 − s)t is precisely the covariance kernel of the Brownian

bridge and thus must be positive definite! Indeed, trivially one sees that

∫

(t ∧ s− st)u(t)u(s)dsdt =

∫

E(X(t)u(t)X(s)u(s))dsdt = E(

∫

u(t)X(t)dt)2.

4.4 Connection with a Dirichlet BVP

Consider the Dirichlet problem on [0, 1]:

−∂ttu = −u′′ = δ(t− s),
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where 0 < s < 1 is fixed and we employ Dirichlet boundary condition. This is just the standard
Green’s function! Clearly u must be a straight line from 0 to s and then back to 1. So

u(t) =

{

kt, 0 < t < s;

(k − 1)t− (k − 1), s < t < 1.

By continuity one then get

ks = (k − 1)s− (k − 1).

Thus k = 1− s.
Now alternatively one can use Fourier series to solve the same problem. Namely

u =
∞
∑

n=1

un sinnπt,

and

un(nπ)
2 = 2 sinnπs.

Thus

u =

∞
∑

n=1

2

(nπ)2
sinnπt sinnπs.

In yet other words

(−∂tt)
−1
Dirichletδ(t− s) = t ∧ s− ts =

∞
∑

n=1

2

(nπ)2
sinnπs sinnπt.

Remark 4.1. One can also obtain the Fourier expansion for the kernel K(s, t) = t ∧ s − ts
directly by expanding it in terms of the basis sinmπt sinnπs. Note that K(1, t) = K(0, t) = 0 =
K(s, 0) = K(s, 1)!

A natural question is whether we can prove directly the positive definiteness of the kernel
function s ∧ t− ts on [0, 1] × [0, 1]. Note that

s ∧ t− ts = ts((
1

s
) ∧ (

1

t
)− 1).

Thus it suffices to prove for A,B ∈ [1,∞), the kernel function A ∧ B − 1 is positive definite.
This amounts to showing that (say in the case n = 4) for every 0 < t1 ≤ t2 ≤ t3 ≤ t4, we have









t1 t1 t1 t1
t1 t2 t2 t2
t1 t2 t3 t3
t1 t2 t3 t4









≻ t1,

where the notation ≻ means positive definite and t1 denotes the constant matrix whose entries
are all t1. This can be easily done by induction, since the statement for n = 4 obviously reduces
to showing





t2 − t1 t2 − t1 t2 − t1
t2 − t1 t3 − t1 t3 − t1
t2 − t1 t3 − t1 t4 − t1



 ≻ 0
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which clearly follows from the n = 3 statement:





t2 − t1 t2 − t1 t2 − t1
t2 − t1 t3 − t1 t3 − t1
t2 − t1 t3 − t1 t4 − t1



 ≻ (t2 − t1) ≻ 0.

An integration-by-parts proof is also possible. Note that for 0 < s, t < 1:

K(s, t) = s ∧ t− st =
1

2
(s+ 1)−

1

2
|s− t| − st;

∂sK(s, t) =
1

2
−

1

2
sgn(s− t)− t, (∂sK)(s, 0) = 0 = (∂sK)(s, 1);

∂t∂sK(s, t) = δ(t − s)− 1.

Then writing v(s) =
∫ s

0 u(r)dr, we obtain

∫

K(s, t)u(s)u(t)dsdt = −

∫

∂sK(s, t)v(s)u(t)dsdt

=

∫

∂stK(s, t)v(s)v(t)dsdt

= ‖v‖2L2([0,1]) − ‖v‖2L1([0,1]).

Remark. Instead of the special kernel here, a more general kernel condition can also be worked
out if we keep track of the boundary terms and so on.

Remark. The proof here is short but perhaps is not the heart of the matter. One can use the
approach we developed earlier to obtain more refined quantitative estimates. We shall not dwell
on this issue here.

One should note that the distribution computation above can be made rigorous by observing
the following fact: say k is continuous and k(0) = k(1) = 0, f ∈ C∞([0, 1]), then

∫ 1

0
k(s)∂s(fη(

s

ǫ
))ds = NICE+

∫ 1

0
k(s)f

1

ǫ
η′(
s

ǫ
)ds → 0, as ǫ→ 0;

∫ 1

0
k(s)∂s(fη(

s− 1

ǫ
))ds = NICE+

∫ 1

0
k(s)f

1

ǫ
η′(
s− 1

ǫ
)dx→ 0, as ǫ→ 0,

where η is a cut-off bump function such that η(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 1 and η(x) = 0 for |x| > 2. Here
we used the fact that k(0) = k(1) = 0.

Remark. Yet another short proof is as follows

∫

0<τ<s<1
(1− s)s−1(

∫ s

0
τu(τ)dτsu(s))ds =

∫ 1

0

1

2
(s−2)(

∫ s

0
τu(τ)dτ)2ds.
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[2] José M Carcione, Francisco J Sanchez-Sesma, Francisco Luzón, and Juan J Perez Gavilán.
Theory and simulation of time-fractional fluid diffusion in porous media. Journal of Physics
A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 46(34):345501, 2013.

[3] Diego del Castillo-Negrete, Benjamin Carreras, and V. Lynch. Nondiffusive transport in
plasma turbulence: A fractional diffusion approach. Physical review letters, 94:065003, 03
2005.

[4] Hongjie Dong and Doyoon Kim. Lp-estimates for time fractional parabolic equations in
divergence form with measurable coefficients. Journal of Functional Analysis, 278, no. 3
(2020): 108338.

[5] Hongjie Dong and Doyoon Kim. An approach for weighted mixed-norm estimates for
parabolic equations with local and non-local time derivatives. Advances in Mathematics,
377 (2021): 107494.

[6] Hongjie Dong and Doyoon Kim. Time fractional parabolic equations with measur-
able coefficients and embeddings for fractional parabolic Sobolev spaces. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2103.03410 (2021).

[7] Hongjie Dong and Yanze Liu. Weighted mixed norm estimates for fractional wave equations
with VMO coefficients. arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.01136 (2021).

[8] Durrett, Rick. Probability: theory and examples. Vol. 49. Cambridge university press, 2019.

[9] Kim-Ngan Le, William Mclean, and Martin Stynes. Existence, uniqueness and regularity of
the solution of the time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation with general forcing. Commun.
Pure Appl. Analysis, 18:2765–2787, 11 2019.

[10] M. Levent Kavvas, Tongbi Tu, Ali Ercan, and James Polsinelli. Fractional governing equa-
tions of transient groundwater flow in confined aquifers with multi-fractional dimensions in
fractional time. Earth Syst. Dynam., 8:921–929, 2017.

[11] Lei Li, Jian-Guo Liu, and Li-zhen Wang. Cauchy problems for Keller-Segel type time-space
fractional diffusion equation. Journal of Differential Equations, 265:1044–1096, 2018.

[12] W. Li and A. J. Salgado. Time fractional gradient flows: Theory and numerics. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2101.00541, 2021.

[13] Huan Liu, Aijie Cheng, Hong Wang, and Jia Zhao. Time-fractional Allen–Cahn and Cahn–
Hilliard phase-field models and their numerical investigation. Computers & Mathematics
with Applications, 76:1876–1892, 10 2018.

[14] Yuri Luchko and Masahiro Yamamoto. On the maximum principle for a time-fractional
diffusion equation. Fractional Calculus and Applied Analysis, 20, 10 2017.

[15] Ralf Metzler and Joseph Klafter. The random walk’s guide to anomalous diffusion: A
fractional dynamics approach. Physics Reports, 339:1–77, 12 2000.

[16] Chaoyu Quan, Tao Tang, and Jiang Yang. How to define dissipation-preserving energy
for time-fractional phase-field equations. CSIAM Transactions on Applied Mathematics,
1(3):478–490, 2020.

18

http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.03410
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.01136
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.00541


[17] Vicente Vergara and Rico Zacher. Optimal decay estimates for time-fractional and other
non-local subdiffusion equations via energy methods. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Anal-
ysis, 47:210–239, 10 2015.

[18] Vicente Vergara and Rico Zacher. Stability, instability, and blowup for time fractional and
other non-local in time semilinear subdiffusion equations. Journal of Evolution Equations,
17:599–626, 10 2017.

[19] Rico Zacher. A De Giorgi-Nash type theorem for time fractional diffusion equations. Math-
ematische Annalen, 356:99–146, 05 2013.

[20] G. Zaslavsky. Chaos, fractional kinetics, and anomalous transport. Physics Reports,
371:461–580, 12 2002.

19


	1 Introduction
	2 Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.1 
	3 Proof of Theorem 1.2
	4 Several other proofs for positive-definiteness
	4.1 A much shorter proof
	4.2 Yet another short proof for the positivity of /s
	4.3 Connection with Brownian bridge
	4.4 Connection with a Dirichlet BVP


