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On quantitative uniqueness for parabolic equations

Igor Kukavica and Quinn Le

ABSTRACT. We consider the quantitative uniqueness properties for a parabolic type equation us — Au = w(z,t)Vu +
v(z,t)u, when v € LP2LE! and w € L2 L%, with a suitable range for exponents p1, p2, g1, and g2. We prove a strong

unique continuation property and provide a pointwise in time observability estimate. November 17, 2021
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1. Introduction

We address quantitative uniqueness for solutions of the parabolic equation
ug — Au = w(z, t)Vu + v(z, t)u, (x,t) € Q x [To, To + T1,

where v and w belong to the mixed Lebesgue spaces v € L2 LP' and w € LI L%, respectively. In particular, we
obtain bounds on the order of vanishing which are algebraic in the corresponding norms of v and w. Additionally, we
obtain pointwise in time doubling estimates, i.e., inequalities of the form

[us Ol L2 (@) < Msllul-s D)l L2(85(20))

for an arbitrary § > 0 under the Lebesgue conditions on v and w.

The unique continuation for PDEs has a rich history (cf. the review papers by Kenig [K1, K2] and Vessella [V]),
so we only mention several results pertaining to this paper. In [JK], Jerison and Kenig proved that the second order
elliptic equation has the strong unique continuation property (i.e., is identically zero if it vanishes to an infinite order at
apoint) if w = 0 and v € L"™/2, with a sufficiently small L"/2 norm, which is a sharp result. The parabolic counterpart
was obtained by Escauriaza and Vega [EV] (see also [E] for a previous unique continuation result when v € L>LP
with p > n/2). The difficult case when w is nonzero was addressed by Koch and Tataru for the elliptic case in [KT1]
and the parabolic case in [KT2]. In particular, they obtained the strong unique continuation for v € L; L° + L;’OLQ/ 2
with the norm sufficiently small and w € L;j{z. All the mentioned works rely on suitable Carleman type estimates
and lead to observability type estimates on the space-time rectangles. For other works on the frequency approach to
the unique continuation, see [A, AN, Ch, Kul, Ku2], for the works related to Dirichlet quotients, see [A, CFNT, FS]
and for other related works, cf. [AE, AMRYV, An, AV, BC, B, BK, CRV, DF1, DF2, DZ1, DZ2, EF, EFV, EVe, H1,
H2, K3, KSW, L, M, Z].

In this paper (cf. Theorems (2.1)-(2.3) below), we obtain explicit algebraic observability estimates for fixed time
(i.e., not only on space-time rectangles) under the assumptions on the coefficients v € L*°L? and w € L°°L9, where

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.11698v1

ON QUANTITATIVE UNIQUENESS FOR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS 2

p > 2n/3 and ¢ > 2n. More general conditions v € LY?LP' and w € L{?L% under certain range are addressed
in Theorems 2.1-2.3. While the results cited in the second paragraph use the Carleman estimates, we rely on the
frequency function approach, developed in [Al, GL] for the elliptic and [Kur, P] for the parabolic equations. The
main idea of this approach for parabolic equations is the logarithmic convexity of the frequency function

] fgn [Vu(z, ) PG, t) da
Q) = Jan w(z,t)?G(x, t) dx

(1.1)

for the heat equation. In (1.1), G is the (47r)"/ 2-multiple of the backward Gaussian kernel, i.e.,

1 x|? /4t
G(z,t) = We‘ I°/4t,
Another reformulation of the idea is to use the similarity variables (cf. (3.8) and (3.9) below) and obtain a logarithmic
convexity of the unweighted norm [C, Ku3]. In [CK], the approach was used to obtain an estimate for an order of
vanishing C(||w||% - + Hv||2/ %), which is, at least for complex valued coefficients, sharp [CKW1, CKW2]. Poon and
Kurata showed that the frequency approach leads to unique continuation for p > n and ¢ = oo
In this paper, we show that this may be improved to p > 2n/3 and ¢ > 2n. The improved range is obtained by
three main devices. The first is to find the point in space where the frequency function is the smallest and translate
the equation so it starts at that point (cf. Lemma 3.1 below); this idea has been introduced in [Ku4, CK]. The second
device is to use the embedding theorems with Laplacian and use (3.24)—(3.25) below to bound the parts containing
v and w. The third device is to use the finiteness of the integral in (3.47) below, which then allows us to show
the convergence of the quantity under the integral. Note that we obtain an explicit algebraic bound on the order of
vanishing, which is a constant multiple of

2/(3—2n/p) 2/(1-2n/q)
ol e ™ + llwll e g™
When setting p = ¢ = oo, the estimate reduces to the sharp bound from [CK]. We also provide a pointwise estimate

in time for a better understanding of the behavior of solution w. In particular, for all §; € (0, 1], we have

lu(, )l 2@ny S € llul,t)llL2(ss, (0)) (1.2)

forall t € (Ty,To + T), where P is a polynomial depending only on n, ¢, p, do, ||v||ze and ||w| Le. The explicit
formula for P can be found in Lemma 4.2 below. Note that the estimates of the type (1.2) are an essential ingredient
when considering qualitative properties of solutions of evolutionary parabolic PDE. For instance, they are needed
when considering the size of the zero set of solution at time ¢ or, more generally, complexity of a graph of a function
at a time ¢ ([Ku3, Ku4]). Note finally that compared to [CK], we reduce the necessary regularity for the solution u to
a simple boundedness, rather than differentiability.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we provide the setup of the problem and state the two main
theorems on the order of vanishing with periodic boundary conditions and the analog for R™. For simplicity, the
theorems address periodic boundary conditions. The case of R™ under a natural non-growth condition on the solution
is considered in Theorem 2.3 and proven in Section 4. Theorems 2.1-2.3 are concerned with the case when the
Lebesgue exponent of ¢ is infinity, while the general range is addressed in Theorem 6.1 in Section 6.

2. The main result
We address the quantitative uniqueness of a nontrivial solution v € L°(I, L2(T™)) N L?(I, H'(T™)) of the
equation
— Au = w(z, t)Vu + v(z, t)u
u(z, Ty) = uo(t)
defined for (z,t) € R™ x I where I = [Ty,Tp + T is a given time interval and n > 3. The theorems are also

valid for n = 1,2 with minor changes; cf. Remark 2.4 below. We assume that u, v, and w are {)-periodic, where
Q=T" =[-1/2,1/2]™ and that they satisfy

Q2.1

[v(-, )| e () < Mo (2.2)

and
lw(-, ) La) < M, 2.3)
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for all ¢ € I. For simplicity, and since we are interested in the regime of My and M large, we assume M7, Mo > 1.
Let Oy, ,1,) () be the vanishing order of u at (20, to), which is defined as the largest integer d such that

[l L2(Qy (z0.10)) = O(rTT T2y agr — 0F

where
Qr(z0,t0) = {(z,t) ER" xR : |z —xo| <7, =12 <t —ty < 0} 2.4)
stands for the parabolic cylinder centered at (xq, to) with the radius r. For ¢ € I, denote by

[Vu(, t)||2L2(Q)
@) = —F—5—— (2.5)
o) = T O
the Dirichlet quotient of v at time ¢. We assume that [|u(-, )| 1>(q) is nonzero for all ¢ € I. We also assume

qo = sup qp(t) < oco. (2.6)
tel

The following is the main result of this paper; cf. also Theorem 6.1 for v € LY*LP* (2 x I) and w € L L9 (Q x I).
THEOREM 2.1. Letu € Lg‘ft(T" x I) be a solution of (2.1) with v and w satisfying (2.2) and (2.3) such that

2n
D> 3
and
q > 2n.
Then for all (xq,tg) € T™ x I, the vanishing order of u at (xg, to) satisfies
O(aoto) (W) S Mg + MY, @7

where a = 2/(3 — 2n/p) and b = 2/(1 — 2n/q), with the implicit constant in (2.7) depending on qo and I.

We emphasize that the dimension is considered fixed, so we allow all constants to depend on n without mention.
In the next statement, we provide a pointwise in time doubling property of w under the conditions of Theorem 2.1.
THEOREM 2.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.1, we have

P (1,80, Mo, M1,p,q) |

w2 S (5O 22(B(0,60))5

forallt € (Ty, Ty + T), where P is a polynomial.
Now, consider u to be given on R", instead of T". Suppose that it satisfies the condition
/ u(z,t)? de < K u(z,t)? de, t € [To, To + T, (2.8)
n B(0,1)
for some constant K. In this case, we obtain the following analogue of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

THEOREM 2.3. Letu € L°L3° be a solution of (2.1) such that the condition (2.8) holds with v and w satisfying
(2.2) and (2.3). Assume additionally that

q > 2n
and
o
p 3"
Then for all (xg,to) € R™ X I, the vanishing order of u at (xo, to) satisfies
O(aoto)(w) S Mg + MY, 2.9)

where a = 2/(3 — 2n/p) and b = 2/(1 — 2n/q), with the implicit constant in (2.9) depending on qo, K, and I.
Moreover, for 6 € (0, 1], we have

||u(-,t)||L2(Q) < eP("";O’MU’th’p)||u(-,t)||L2(B(0750)), (2.10)
Sorallt € (Ty, To + T), where P is a polynomial.
The theorem is proven in Section 5 below.

REMARK 2.4. In the theorems above, we assumed n > 3. In this remark, we address the changes when n = 1
orn = 2. If n = 2, the results are exactly the same with small modifications in the proof; the modifications are pointed
out in the proof of Theorem 2.1. For the case n = 1, we need to assume additionally that p > 2 and ¢ > 4.
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3. Proof on the statement for quantitative uniqueness

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.1. We first start with the case where v, w, and ug are smooth
and then use approximation argument to prove the theorem under the boundedness assumption. Thus assume for now
that v, w, and ug are smooth. By translation and rescaling, we may assume that I = [—1,0] and (zo,%9) = (0,0).
Suppose additionally that w is periodic in 2 with respect to Q = [—1/2,1/2]™. For any starting time —e, we claim that
we can choose a starting point x. that is controlled by qg.

LEMMA 3.1. Let u be a solution of (2.1) that is periodic in x with respect to Q = [—1/2,1/2]"™ where v and w
satisfying (2.2) and (2.3). For any ¢ € (0,T), there exist x. € )
efRn |AU(IE + Y, _6)|2G(y7 _6) dy

< 2eq(—
Jon u(@e +y,—€)2Gly, —e)dy  ~ “ap(=¢);

where

1 12 n
Glx,t) = e elel™/4t g e Rt <. (3.1

The lemma is proven in [CK, Ku4]; we provide a short argument for the sake of completeness. In the sequel, we
reserve € for the time provided in Lemma 3.1. We always tacitly assume that e € (0, 7).

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.1. Assume that we have

2a5(0) [ ulw .-Gl ~)dy < [ |Vale+y,-0P Gy~ do. (32)
Rn Rn
for all z € €. With a simple change of variables, (3.2) becomes
1
/ u(ya _G)G(y - )dy < 2q ( ) / |vu(ya _6)|2G(y - Z, _6) dya x € . (33)
n D n

Integrating (3.3) over €, we obtain

|/ nu(y,—eVG(y,—e)dydx: >

/ u(y, —€)’G(y — z,—€) dy d
J+Q

! jezn
/Z/ Gy +j—x, —€)dy dx
JEL™
3.4

:/ Z Gy +j—x,—€)dr | dy

Q JGZH
= / u(y', —6)2/ Gl —z,—e)dxdy’ = (47T)"/2/ u(y', —e)? dy’,

Q R™ Q

where we used [, G(y — x, —€) dz = (47)™/? in the last equality. Similarly, we have

/ / \Vu(y, —€)*Gly — x, —¢) dy dz = (47) "/2/ [Vau(y', —€)|* dy'. (3.5)

By (3.3), (3.4), and (3.5), we obtain
24 (—c) /Q uly, —€)? dy < /Q Vuly, —o) dy = go(—c) /Q u(y, —)% dy.

We have a contradiction since fQ u(y, —€)?dy > 0. Therefore, (3.2) cannot hold for all z € €. Thus Lemma 3.1
follows. O

We proceed with a change of variables so that at the time —e, given by Lemma 3.1, the solution w starts at . with
z. also as in Lemma 3.1. In particular, we let

Te
u(z,t) =u (x + —t,t) .
€
It is not difficult to check that @ solves the equation

1
ovu — Au = ——z.Vu + wVu + vi. 3.6)
€
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Denoting a = —x/e and writing u instead of @, the equation (3.6) becomes
Oru — Au = a;0;u + w;05u + vu. 3.7)
We now proceed with a change of variable
u(z,t) = olz?/8(=77 (%7 — log(—t)) , 3.8)
that is,
Uly,7) = e W Pu(ye /2, —™7) (39)

with 7 = — log(—t). Also, let

V(y,7) = v(ye*"/z, —e™ "), (y,7) € R™ x [19,00)

and
Wiy, 1) =wilye ™ —e77),  (y,7) € R" x [19,00),
for j =1,...,n, where
70 = log(1/e). (3.10)
Then
.U + HU = e~ *(a,y;U + a;0;U) + e~/ (y;W; (y, 1)U + W;(y, 7)0;U) + "V (y, 1)U, 3.11)
where

> n
HU = —A wL_n
U U+<16 1)U

with the initial data
1 2 Y
Uly,70) =U [y, log = | = e W8 [ =, —¢).
(y,710) (y 0g6> e ul o

Now, define the frequency function
(HU,U)2®m)

Q(r) = :
112
where we denote
1= 1 2y (3.12)
throughout. Letting
A(TU = HU — e~ ?a;y,;U (3.13)
and
_ (A(T)U, U)Lz(Rn) e /2q,; 9
Qr) = =Q(7) — 5 / y; U dy, (3.14)
U112 1ol Jen ™
we may rewrite (3.11) as
U + (A(T) = QU + Q(1)U = e ™2a;0;U + e~ /*(y;W,;U + W;9;U) + e "VU. (3.15)
For simplicity of notation, denote
~ U
U=-—

1ol

so that ||| = 1. We now show that the modified frequency function Q is bounded.
LEMMA 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, for all T > Ty, the modified frequency function satisfies
Q(r) £ Mg + My, (3.16)
where a = 2/(3 — 2n/p) and b =2/(1 — 2n/q).
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PROOF OF LEMMA 3.2. Without loss of generality, assume that Mo, M1 > 1. Dividing (3 15) by ||U|| and then
taking the inner product with (A(7) — Q(7)I)U, we obtain, using ((A(7) — Q(1)I)U,U) =

Wln (0-U, (A(r) = QND) + || (A7) = QDT |* = (F(D), (A(r) - c‘zmnﬁ), (3.17)

where F'(U) denotes the right-hand side of (3.15) divided by ||U], i.e.,
F(U) = e_T/zajajU + e_T/2(ijjU + Wjajﬁ) +e V.
From (3.17), we get

”U” (0:U, (A(r) = QDT + [[(A(r) = QDT ||* = (F(U), (A(7) = Q(r)[)T). (3.18)

By differentiating (3.14), we have

Q'(1) = 2(0,U, A(r)U) + (U, A'(7)U) — 2(8.U, U)(A(1)U, U)

le—T/2

from where we use that A(7) is a symmetric operator with the derivative A'(1)U = 3

a;y;U to obtain

1€ U, ajy;U) — (0-U,U)(A(T)U, U)
L (3.19)
Q(r)NHU )+Z€_T/2(U7ajij)-

SQ(1) = (0.0, AN0) + |
= (0:U, (A(7) —
Substituting (3.18) into (3.19), we get
SQ @)+ [(A) = QDT = 3¢ X(ayu,0,0) + e /2a; (0,0, (A() - QD)
+ (efT/Q(ijjl} + Wj(?jﬁ) +e7TVU, (A1) — Q(T)I)U)

(3.20)

Note that f U 0;U = 0 and f AUO;U = 0 since v, w, and ug are assumed smooth. Integrating by parts the second
term on the right-hand side of (3.20), we obtain

1. 1 ; 1 ) !
300 = 3¢y [ 0%y = foe ey [0y 5ol
4T/ /(ijj[j + W,0;U + e T2VU)(A(1) — Q(r))U dy
:Il +IQ+IS+I4

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and ||U|| = 1, we have

B B 1/2
ho< e lal [ W07 dy < el ( [ o dy) |

and similarly

) 1/2
I+ I3 < e 7/?al (/ ly|*U® dy) +e7al”.

In order to estimate I, we first claim
ID2U|1* S |HU|? + [|U]f*. (3.21)
To prove (3.21), we expand || HU ||? as

2 n 2
||HU||2:/R (—AU+<%—Z> U) dy
o (WP n\? o, > n
n ]Rn
2 2
1
:/ ((AU)2+(%—%> U2> dy +2 5 8U8U(M—%> dy—i—Z/R y;U0;U dy,
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from where

2 2
2 _ 2o (WP Y\ e 2 (v _n _ﬁ/ 2
|HU| _/n <(AU) +<16 4> U)dy+2/n|VU| (16 1) W5 Uldy
2 |?J|2 n\? 2 n 2 n 2
2/ (avp+ (Y- -1) v dy—§/|VU| dy—g/RUdy.

Using n/4 — |y|?/16 < n/4 in the third integral, we get
AU S IHU|? + U + VU
By Sobolev’s and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities, we get

U1 + 1AV
IVUI? < lTAv]| < ———,

and then using || DU || < ||AU||, we obtain (3.21).
We now estimate ||VU||. By Holder’s and Sobolev’s inequalities, we have

VOIS IVILe@a U | p2oro-2@ny S IV o) IUN1T 1D 0| (3.22)
with
o= (3.23)
2p

Note that we need p > 2 in (3.22). This automatically holds if n > 3 and p > 2n/3. If n = 2, p can be 2 since we
only require p > 2n/3 = 4/3. In this case, we can simply replace 2p/(p — 2) by oo and use Sobolev’s inequalities for
L°°. This estimate also works for the case n = 1 since we have assumed additionally that p > 2 if n = 1. By (3.21),
we have

VOIS Vo IO *UHTIP + 10122 S IV | ony (U + 1) (3.24)
In order to estimate the last expression, we write

IHU| < |[HU = A(D)U | + (A7) = QDU | + Q1)U |

—r/2 - _ - _ (3.25)
S e lalllyUll + I(A(r) = Q(n) DU + Q(7),
where we used (3.13) in the last step. Since

IVT) +1lyT1 S QMY* +e/lal +1, (3.26)

([Ku4, p.780]), as one may readily check, we get
IHT|| S e /2[al(Q(r)Y? + e 7/?lal + 1) + (A7) = QDT || +1Q(7)]- (3:27)
Since || V|| »(rny < Moe®™ by a simple change of variables, we obtain from (3.24) and (3.27) the inequality
VOIS Mo (=2l (Q(r)/ + e 2a]” + 1) + (A(r) = QDT + Q(7)|” +1).  (3.28)

Next, to estimate ||y;W;U + W;0;U||, we first bound ||W;0;U || and then ||y;W;U||. By Holder’s and Sobolev’s
inequalities again, we have, also using |[|W||»rn) < Mien™/24 = MyeB—1/2)7
IW;0;01 S IW | Laem) VU L2asta-2 @y S Mae® 270|117 D20 ||
with
(3.29)

N~

n
B = % +
Similarly as in (3.25), we have

IW,0,01| S Miel? =27 (|| + 1)
) o ) (3.30)
S Mye#= D7 (57 20)f Q)2 4+ e Plalf + 1) + [(A(F) = QDT P +Q(r) +1).
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Next,
Iy W5OI S W La@e) 1T || 202 @ny S Mre P27 [yTY 2| pa@ey 10| pasca- g
— T 7 /2 — T 7 rTi|mn 7 -n
= MyelP=1/2) HyQU||1/2|\U|\L/2q/(q,4)(Rn) < My P17 20| V2  AT |2 | O || /22 (3.31)
S My P27 2012 AT |2,

where we used (3.29) in the last inequality. Similarly to estimate || VU ||, we need ¢ > 4in (3.31). This is obviously true
ifn > 2andq > 2n. If n = 1, (3.31) still holds since we assumed ¢ > 4. Recall that HU = —AU +(|y|?/16—n/4)U,
from where ||[y2U|| < [|[HU|| + ||AU|| + ||U||. Therefore,

ly;WiU || < M@=V AT |2 (J[HO |2 + |AT M + 1)
< Mle(ﬁfl/Z)r(HHUHnﬂq + 1) (”HUHl/Q " 1)
S M PV HT | 4 1),
where we used 3 = n/2q + 1/2. By (3.27) we then obtain

lys W S Mue@=1207 (&7 4ol (@)Y + =7/ 2al” + 1) + |(A() = QDT +Q(r)” +1).

(3.32)
By (3.28), (3.30), and (3.32), we get an estimate for I, which reads
1 5 I(A() = QDT (P07 My (75720 (Q(r) Y + €57 2 al? + 1)
+I(A() = QDT + Q(r)” +1))
+11(A(r) = QDT (77 Mo (=" 2|al*(Q()F/* + e~/ 2a|” + 1)
+I(A() = QDU |* + Q7)™ + 1))-
Combining the bounds for I3, I, I3, and I, we get
5@ )+ (A - QT
< e ™ 2al(Q()Y? + e /?|a| + 1)
+ eV (A) = QDT (77720l Q)Y + €7 + &7 o) -

+ I(A(r) = Q()DU||? + Q(7)? + 1)
+ @M [(A(7) = QDT (72720l Q(r)Y” + e Jaf2* + €72/ ]
+(A(T) = QDU ||* + Q(r)* + 1).

We now apply Young’s inequality to terms involving || (A(7) — Q(7)I)U || on the right-hand side so that we can absorb
them into the second term in the left hand side of (3.33). Namely, we use

NII(A(m) = Q(T)DU||” < eoll(A(r) = Q()I)U||> + Cey N/ 7,
where ¢y € (0, 1] is arbitrarily small, with v = 1, « 4+ 1, 8 + 1 and corresponding expressions for N. Thus, we obtain
Q'(r) +II(A(m) = Q)T |1
S e alQ(m)y? + e MR 0P Q(r)] + ePATMRQ(T)Y
+ Mge(“*2)7|a|2°‘(2(7')3‘_ + Mge@a*?)fc?(f)i“ + e al? + e ?a) (3.34)
+ MEe™[a|* + MEeP=DT|af?0 4 My TP e 4 MR AT
+ MEe ¥ |al* + MZe@™D7 a2 + Mg/ 0TV e 4 Mo,
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Since |a| < 1/e, the last inequality implies
Q1) SeTPQY + PTITMEEQ + PTMEQ(r)Y
+M2€(a72)7672aQ Y 4+ M2e(2oc72)TQ . 2a + e~ Te 2 +67‘r/2671
0 + 0 +

3.35
+M1267276745 + M126(672)‘r€72ﬁ +M12/(1—B)6727 + M126(2ﬁ72)7- ( )
+Mge*276740‘ + M026(a72)7'672a +M§/(1_O‘)e*27 + M026(2a72)7"

For the initial value, we have
~ - - 12 (HU(70), U (70)"/?
Q(m0) S Q(m0) + |e T°/2a-/y-U2dy‘§2eq —€) +e71/2

S 2eqp(—€) + €2 (eqp (=€) % S eqo + 057,
which implies
Q(m) < Cy,
where C7 = Co(go + qé/ 2) and Cy > 1 is a constant from (3.36), which is further increased below. Denote by Co > 1
the implicit constant in the inequality (3.35) and choose

1

. — 337
T a(Mg M) (37
where 5
= 3.38
“ 3 — 4« ( )
and
b= L (3.39)
T 3-4p8 ’
Note that € € (0,1/2] since My > 1. We claim that
- Cy + C
Q(r) < g, T>71=—loge (3.40)

€

if we choose Cy > 1 sufficiently large. Assume, contrary to the assertion, that there exists 7y such that Q(ﬁ) =
(C1 + C3) /e, and assume that 7 is the first such time. Integrating (3.35) between 7 and 71, we arrive at

Q(11) < Q(10) + 2C2(Cy + Co) 2™ + M2Co(Cy + Co)P 274 4 2M2Co(C) + Cy)?P 248
+ M2Co(Cy 4 Co)*e* ™4 1 2MECo(Cy + Cy)** >4 4 Che™ + 200 /2
+ M2Coe® 8 4 M2Cye 30 4 MY 0he2 + 2M2Coe> 2 4 M2Cye® 4
+ MECoe? 7% 4 My U7V Cae? + 2M2Coe? 2,

(3.41)

where we also used e~ ™ = e and 0 < «, 5 < 3/4. The second term on the right-hand side satisfies
-1 - C1+ Co
- 100e ’
given (1 is sufficiently large compared to C, which is achieved by increasing Cy. For the third term, we have

) o L, _Ci+C
MPC(Cr + Co)P 1 = MGH(Cr + Co) et < Co(Cr + )Pt < =00 =5,

where in the second inequality we used M 1263_46 < 1, and this results from (3.37). In the last step, we used that Cy
is sufficiently large compared to Cs. We proceed similarly for the rest of the terms in (3.41) and obtain

2C5(Cy + 02)1/26

- - Ci1+C C1 +C Cy+C
Qm) < Qo)+ — 2 <O+ 2 < 212
4e 4e €
where in the last step we used € < 1/2. This is a contradigtion with a choice of 7, and thus we conclude that (3.40)
holds for all 7 > 7. Finally, by (3.37) and (3.40), we get Q(7) < M§ + M{’, as desired. ]

Now we show that the modified frequency function () controls the vanishing order of u. We first prove the follow-
ing lemma, which shows the convergence of this function as 7 — oo and the order of vanishing of [ u?(x,t)G(z,t) dz,
where G is defined in (3.1).
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LEMMA 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, the modified frequency function satisfies Q(t) — m/2 as
T — o0 for some m € N such thatm < M§ + M{’, where a and b are as in (3.38) and (3.39). Moreover, for all § > 0,
there exist 1) € (log(1/€),0) and A1(9), A2(d) > 0 such that

A48t < / (2, 0)G 1) de < As(B)]™, (3.42)

forallt € [—n,0).

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.3. Taking the inner product of (3.15) with U, we obtain
1d

5 - IUIP + (AU, U) = 772 (y; WU, U) + 77 2(W;0,U,U) + €77 (VU, U), (3.43)
where we used (e"7/2a;0,;U, U) = 0. Denoting the right-hand side of (3.43) by f(7), we obtain

flr) = e*T/Q/ijjW dy + e*T/Q/WjUajUdy + e’T/VUQ dy
e(ﬁil)TMl||yU2||Lq/(q71)(]Rn) + 6(571)TM1HUVU||Lq/(q71>(Rn) + 6(0‘71)TM0HU2||LP/<P71>(R")
DM YU U] oo gy + €80 My U] a0 sy | VU |
+ e(ail)TMO||U||2L2p/<p—1>(w)-

S
S

We now use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to get
F(r) S PO [T VUM OO U v e
+ VAL T2 T |,
Therefore, by (3.26), we may estimate

|f(§?2 SePVTM(Q(T) 4 + e al? + 1)" + e DMy (Q(T)4 + e al* + 1), (3.44)
where o and £ are as in (3.23) and (3.29). For convenience, we denote
M = M§ + M. (3.45)

Now, we integrate (3.44) from 7 to 7 and obtain
/ ||U‘{(S)>|—2 ds S MPMy (e =070 — = 07) 4 oMy (770 — €)My (e (T — om0
o S
+ MaMo(ef(lfa)Tg _ 67(170‘)7) + |a|2°‘M0(efT“ _ 677) + Mo(ef(lfa)ro _ 67(170‘)7),
where we used (3.16). On the other hand, if we integrate from 7; to 7 the equation

L d o ()

we get

! 1 "5 T fs)
SlogllUC, )P = Slog [UC,m)IP == [ Q(s)ds+ [ =z ds

<-Br-mn)- [ (00 -5) dsroEentv e,

1

where the constant depends on |a|, M (note that o and §3 are considered fixed). To show that Q(7) — m/2as 7 — oo
for some m < M, we use Q(7) < M in (3.34) and integrate between 71 and 7, where 0 < 77 < 7 obtaining

Q1) —Q(n) + /T 1(A(s) = Q)N U2 ds S e/ e 7%,

Therefore,
/ 1(A(s) = Q()T)U|*ds S M 4 e ™/ - e77/%,

0
We also have

I(A(T) = Q(n)DU* 2 %H(H(T) ~QMNU|? — e "|a]*Q — e "[af?
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by definitions of A(7) and H (7). Therefore,

t&HH®—Q®Umﬂk§L

0

T

(A(s) = Qs))U|?ds + e ™ SM+e ™2 e ™2 <00, (347

where we used the boundedness of Q and a in the first inequality. Combining (3.47) with [[(H — Q(r)NU| >
dist(Q(7),sp(H)) and recalling that [|U|| = 1, we conclude that dist(Q(7),sp(H)) — 0 as 7 — oo. It is well-
known that sp(H) = {m/2 : m € Ny}, (cf. [CK, p.664]). Thus we obtain Q(7) — m/2 as T — oo for some
m < Mg+ M.
Now, from (3.46), we deduce that for all 6 > 0 there exists 7; > 0 depending on ¢ such that
— (1 —11) <log||[U(T)||* = log |U(m)||? +m(1t — 1) < 6(1 — 1), T> T
Then,
—6(r—m) < e U(n)]? < blr=m1)
~enm||U(n)]* T
Therefore, there exists A1 (d), A2(d) > 0 such that
Ay (8)e™0T < ™| U(1)||* < Aa(8)e’T. (3.48)

Restating (3.48) in the original variable u, we obtain (3.42). O

e

The following lemma provides control on || B(O,R) Q(z,t)G(z,t) dx, with @ a homogeneous polynomial of de-
gree d. We use this lemma in our proof of Theorem 2.1.

LEMMA 3.4. Let Q = E|M|+2l:dcﬂﬂla¢“tl be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d € N. Then,
Qz,1)G(x, 1) du < |t]*/?, (3.49)
]Rn
where the constant in (3.49) depends on the polynomial only. Moreover, if all the coordinates of 1 = (i1, 2, - -« , tin)
are even, then for all R > 0,

/ PG, ) dr < [t HH2,
B(0,R)

ast — 07. If p; is an odd integer for some i € {1, ... ,n}, then

/ "' G (x,t) dz = 0.
B(0,R)

For the proof of Lemma 3.4, cf. [CK, p.670]).

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1. Without loss of generality, let I = [0, 7] and (xo,t9) = (0,0). Let m be as in the
statement of Lemma 3.3, and denote by d the vanishing order of u at (0, 0). We claim that d < m. Since the degree of
vanishing of w at (0, 0) is d, we have

Ju(a, )] S (2 + [¢) 2,
for all (z,t) € Q1(0,0) with Q1(0,0) defined in (2.4). Also, for any R > 0, we have

/’ 2(2.0)G ) i < [ul]? /m/’ N Sy dr Sl g ML 51
u*(x, r,t)dr < ||ul|Fe —_ r < ||u||F ooy ——=—c¢ .
R"\ B(0,R) =@ Jp Jopor 12 Y =@ R

By Lemma 3.3, there exists 1 € (0, €) and A;(d), A2(d) > 0 such that

Ay (9|t < u?(x,t)G(x,t) de < A (0)|t|™°,  te[-n,0] (3.50)
Moreover, by Lemma 3.4,
[ wenGods [ (a4 )6 0 do S Gs1)
B(0,R) B(0,R)

where the constant in (3.51) depends on R. Combining (3.50) with (3.51), we get, for a fixed ¢ € (0, 1],
A (@) S Y e [-n,0).

Sending ¢ — 0, we obtain
d<m+9,
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and then letting § — 0, we conclude that d < m < M§ + Mé’ as desired.
Therefore, we have proven Theorem 2.1 when v, w, and ug smooth. For the general case, we approximate v, w,
and ug by smooth functions v¢, w¢, and u§ in L°LP, L°L%, and L7°L:°, respectively. Let u© be a solution of the
equation
Ou® — Au® = wo;ju’ + vu’ 150
u(z,0) = ug(z). (3-52)
Subtracting (3.52) from (2.1), we get
Ot — At = w0;u + woju + v°u + tu
(z,0) = uf(x) — uo(x),

where @ = u€ — u, © = v — v and % = w* — w. First, we have u, % € L°L? N L?H'. Using v € L>® [max{2n/2}
and w € L>L?", bootstrapping, and the W?2"? maximal regularity for parabolic equations, we get

(3.53)

D?*u, D*a € L*L*"(Q x (0,T)). (3.54)
Taking the inner product of (3.53) with @, we obtain
3 TGO + Vil = [wradsa+ [aaou v+ [oun

S wll a1l 2ara-2) @) |Vl L2y + 9] Lo 1]l L20/ @2 () | VUl L2 @)

+ HUEHLP(Q)Hﬂ||%2p/<p—1>(n) + 18] Lo llwll L2r/ - o) |8l L2p/ -1 () -

Using ||| pzara-2 () S ll} iy |Vl fhta) and 1] oo 0y S [ll5a(a, " IVl A7, with the same inequal-

ity for u, and applying Young’s inequality, we get, for an arbitrary ¢ € (0, 1],

d . . 2q/(q—n) 2q/(a—n)
il < Ollwe |74 & Ce oy
g 17C D22 < Cllwr i) " lallia) + Coll@l i) ™ lallzeo) (3.55)

2 2 n 2 2 n
+ Cllo IS a3 20y + Ceo Bl ey~ >||u||L2<m||u||Lz<m+eo||w||%z<m.
Integrating (3.55) from O to ¢y, we obtain
13, t0) 120y — 110, 0) 1320
to
€2 n) () ~ ~ 2 n
<c / o 22D ]2, ) + e, / IR )220
0 2/2 n) 2p/(2p—n) fo 2
e / 222 e gy + Ceo / I Vil ooy ey +o | 9l

for every €y € (0, 1]. Sending € — 07, it follows that

to
limsup (. t0) 3y < [ (VU@ 020,
e—0 0
for every ¢ € (0, 1]. Sending then ¢y — 0, we then obtain
lu (5 o)l 2 (@) = llul:sto)llz2(q), to > 0. (3.56)

Now, we claim that Vu© — Vu in Lg° Li. To prove this, we test the first equation in (3.53) with — A, which we may
by (3.54), and write

d
ST 1) 3@ + AT )30 = —/wfajmad:p - /wajumm - /vﬁmad:p - /f;uAﬁd:z:.
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By Holder’s and Sobolev’s inequalities, we have

LIy + 1A
S 1w | La@) IVl L20/ -2 (@) AU L2 @) + 10| Lag) |Vl L2ar -2 () | At 22(0)
+ [N o llall L2es -2 (@) 1Al 2y + [0 Lr @) Ul 26/ -2 () | Al L2(0) (3.57)
S oy lall gy 2 N AT 29) 4 15| o g ull 2720 || A 2221 A 2
[0 o 1l oy IR 500+ 19l o lull ey 1 Aul 2t | At L2

Applying Young’s inequality on all four terms and absorbing the factors containing A%, we get

d ~ 4 n n 1+n
IVt Ol320) S NI NallTa0) + 1017 a0l gy | Aol )

/(2p—n) / / -38)
4 2. n n n
+ ol ey a7z + 1811700 lull gl | Aul 750 -
For any ¢ty > 0, we integrate (3.58) from O to ¢y to obtain
IVa(-, to)l72(q) — IVa(-, 0)lZ2(q
€ ~ ~ 1-n 14+n
< tol|w ||L°°Lq(52x1)||“||2LooL2(Qx1) + ||w||2L°oLq(Qx1)||“||LooL/2q(QX1)/ | A ||L2(g{q
to
endp/(2p—n n
+t0||v ||Lpo</>Lz:nD(Q><] ||u||L°°L2(Q><I =+ ||v||L°°LP(Q><I ||u||L2L2/5/(p 2)(Q><])/0 ”AuHLéZ[)ﬁ(QX[)a
where || Al L212(0x 1) < 00 due to (3.54). Letting € — 0, we obtain
[Vu(- to)ll 2 = IVu,to)lzz@),  to>0. (3.59)

Denote by Q¢(7) and Q(7) the modified frequency functions corresponding to u¢ and u, respectively. Recalling that

~. . (HUU) e—f/2aj/ 2
O = TEE  oE S YU

we now claim that Q¢(7) — Q(7) as e — 0 for all 7. Note that

[T = U1 = /(Uf —u?)G(z,t) dx < ||l L2yl (u€ + )| 20y — O, (3.60)
as ¢ — 07 by (3.56). For (HU.,U.) — (HU,U), we have
(HUe,Ue) — (HU,U) = |t /(|Vue|2 — [Vul*)G(x,t) do < ||Vl L2 |V (u€ + )| L20) = 0
as € — 0T by (3.59). Lastly, we estimate [ y;U?dy — [ y;U?dy as
Jwvzay- [wvdy= [5@? - 0% 5 . - V)V + U]
S (H(U = U), U= )2 + U = U|}) [U° + U]| 3-61)
S (Ve = )|V (ue = w)G)2 + |Ue = U)|Ue + Ul = 0,

as € — 07 where we used [[yU||> < (HU,U) + ||U||? in the second inequality. By (3.60)~(3.61), we obtain Q(7) —
Q(7) as e — 0 for all 7. Note that we have

Q“(m) S Mg + My, (3.62)
uniformly in 7 and € € (0, 1]. Passing to the limit, we get
Q(r) S Mg+ My,  T>0. (3.63)

Next, using dist(Q¢(7),sp(H)) < ||(H — Q(7)I)U || and (3.47), we obtain, for all € € (0, 1]

/ dist(Q(r), sp(H))? S Mg + M + e ™/ 4 e~ 7/2 < Mg+ M! = K, (3.64)
o
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where we used My, M7 > 1. Observe that by (3.62) we have Q(7) € [0, M], where M is independent of € and 7.
Thus letting e — 0 in (3.64) yields

/ dist(Q(7),sp(H))? < K. (3.65)
To

Combining (3.63), (3.65), and sp(H) = {m/2 : m € Ny}, we get Q(7) — m/2 for some m < M§ + M? with a and
b as in (2.7). The rest of the proof is similar to the case when v, w, and ug are smooth. O

4. Doubling property
In the proof of Theorem 2.2, we need the following observability lemmas.

LEMMA 4.1. Let K > 0 and 0o € (0,1/2]. If a Q-periodic function u satisfies
fultae < € [ u@PGle, ) ds
RTL

with § € (0, 0] so small that

1 C 1 CK+1)

> Zlog = 4+ 2 T

i L
for a sufficiently large constant C' > 0, then

Cel

w72 < 5—n||u||2Lz(350)7

where Q@ = [0, 1]™.
For the proof, cf. [Ku4, p.775].

LEMMA 4.2. Under assumptions of Theorem 2.1, let to < 0 such that |ty| < € with € defined in (3.37). Then, for
any 6o € (0,1/2], we have
n 2 2
(s )Ty S €T lul, ) 2(p,, )t € [-6%,0] @.1)

with § > 0 satisfying
1 _logl/d ~(0)+1

= 2 + 4.2)
02 52 6
and
d < min{v/e, do}, 4.3)
where
Y(8) = M} + My + My M?P =1 4 MoM?*~" + Mlog(1/62), (4.4)
with M defined in (3.45). Moreover,
. 50 58 50
0 = min S —
{\/E 10g(1/50) ]\42 j\41 +Mé/2+Mﬁ,1/2M0]./2+M01/2M0(71/2

satisfies the conditions (4.2) and (4.3). Therefore, (n + 1)02 /62 can be replaced by a polynomial P with respect &,
and P depends onn, My, My, p, and q.

PROOF OF LEMMA 4.2. From (3.44), we see that

M > _B-D7pp (Q(T)+ +e Tal* + l)ﬁ —ele=D7 (Q(T)+ +e Tal? + 1)a,

1>~
where « and (3 are as in (3.23) and (3.29). Therefore, by replacing 7, by 79 in (3.46), we have
1 1 T T f(s)
S 18U, = Sl [UC )P == [ Qeds+ [ o ds
2 2 7o o 1U(,9)]?

20, + C. 20, + C
> _(r— TO)% _ e(ﬂ—lli(% i

B
e ™la® + 1)
2C, + C «
_ e(afl)TOMo(ﬁ +e a4+ 1) 7
€
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where we used Q(7) < (20 + Cs) /e for all T > 79 in the last inequality. Since € = e, we have

log |U(, 7)1 =log |U (-, 70)||? = —(1 —10)e =P My (e ela> + 1) — 27 Mo(e* +€|al? +1)*. (4.5)
Let gp(t) = [[Vul|72(q)/1ullF2(q)- We now derive a similar estimate for [[u(-, ¢)||72(q/l[u(-, —€)[|72(q) Taking the
inner product of (3.7) with u and using || V|72 o) = ap(t)||ul[72 (g, We obtain

d
GBI 0) + ap@)llul, )lI720)

S (s t)llaqey [l )| L2002 (@l )l 2@y an (8) 72 + oG )o@y luC Ol o1y GO
S Maflu(, Ol 72 () I Vul O 20y lul )l 2@ an (0 + Mollu(, )l7255 [ Vul-, )73 0y
since [, ajud;u dx vanishes. Dividing both sides of (4.6) by ||u(-, )||L2(Q we get
1 d Va0l Va3
[ ) a0 + ap(8) < r——jfgqmw e
(s )22 g, dt (01350, lu(, 135 @) (4.7)

< Mgy Pap(t)Y? + Mogg S Maign(t)/? + My

~

if we allow the last implicit constant to depend on go. Applying Young’s inequality to the right-hand side of (4.7), we
obtain

d
m || u(- )2 S M7 + Mo. (4.8)
Integrating (4.8) from —e to ¢ leads to
Hu('vt)H%Q(Q) < 2 < 2
log W ~ (Ml + MQ)(t + 6) ~ (Ml + MO)E, t e (6, 0) (49)
J L2(Q)
By definition of U in (3.9), we have
HU('7T0)||2 f]Rn X, _E _‘1‘2/46 dx > e_"/4€ (4 10)
||u(’_€)|‘%2(9) 671/2 fQ .I, —6)2 dx - En/2 :

since |z| < y/n for z € Q. We then take the logarithm of (4.10) to get

u(-, —e)l|? 1 1
u(, =e)llF2q) nlog_+ﬁ 1 @.11)

log —— ~ 2V~ 7
B R T2 de e

Using (4.5), (4.9), and (4.11), we obtain

||u('5t)||%2(ﬂ) 2 -1 —1y —1
S (M7 + My)e+e  + (7 —loge e

1 - - = NR
BT

+ e PM (e F+€al* +1)° + Mo (et + €lal® + 1)

< M12 + My + e e+ M161_2'8 + Moel_%‘,
from where, after an short computation,
a2z
U2

with M = MZ/B74) 4 p2/G348) 45 defined in (3.45). Fix &y € (0,1/2]. Lett = —62, ie., 7 = 2log(1/6). If
§ € (0,+/€), then

log < M? 4 My + M7+ M M?P~1 4 MyM?e—1, (4.12)

||U('=—52)H%2(Q) ()
[U(- log1/62)]> ™~
with v(§) defined in (4.4), which equals to the right-hand side of (4.12). Therefore,

u(, =0)[|72(0) S 7 u(z, —6%)2G(x, —6°) dx
7 Q) ~

log
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By Lemma 4.1, we conclude that

eV (9)
=)oy < o [t 0P o

S0
Our assumption on ¢ in (4.2) gives v(8) < §3/6% and log(1/8) < 62/52. So we obtain (4.1) for t = —§2. To get (4.1)
fort € (—52, 0], we simply translate in time. Therefore, we conclude that
n 2 2
(s )Ty S €T a0 F2(p,,y, T € [-6%,0],

as desired. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2. We first assume that ug, v, and w are smooth as in the proof of Theorem 2.1. Fix any
t € (0,T). Forall 6 € (0,1/2], by restating Lemma 4.2 to address positive time instead of negative, we claim that

(s 8)lI72() S €700 MOMPP u(, 5| T2, ), (4.13)

forall s € [0, 2], where P is determined by Lemma 4.2. Choose ' € (0,¢) such thatt—¢' < ¢ with € as in Lemma 4.2.
By (4.13), we have

(-, )12y S €700 MoMAD [ #) | Fa g, -
Therefore, (2.10) holds for all ¢ € (0,7"). Thus we have proven Theorem 2.2 under the assumption that ug, v, and
w are smooth. For the general case, we approximate ug, v, and w by smooth functions ug, v¢, and w* respectively.
We then have [[u(-, t)[72(q) = lu(,)]|72) and ||u€(~,t)|\%2(860) — Hu(~,t)|\%2(360) as € — 0T by (3.57). Thus
(2.10) holds for all ¢ € (0,T"), as desired. O

5. The case R™

In this section, we prove the theorem concerning the case of R™.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3. Note that we now assume the growth condition (2.8) instead of periodicity. The proof
is similar to the periodic case with small modifications. With € € (0,T') such that ¢ < 1/4, we have

€ f]R" |V’U/((EE + Y, _6)|2G(y7 _6) dy
Jon u(ze +y,—€)2G(y, —€) dy

for some z. € Bj. This was proven in [CK], but since the argument is short, we present it here. To see why (5.1)
holds, we assume that

A/ u(z +y, —€)*G(y, —¢) dyﬁ/ \Vu(z +y, —€)[*G(y, —e)dy,  x € Bs, (5.2)
n Rn

< 4K eqp(—e), (5.1)

where A = 4K g, (—e¢). Integrating (5.2) over Bs and proceeding similarly as in (3.1), we have
1
[ cw—ody [ wry-tar<y [ Gw-ady [ |Vatery—oP i
n 32 A n 82

1 2m)"/?
< vt -9l [ Gl —eyay < E0
A R™ A
where we continue using the convention (3.12). On the other hand, we have the lower bound for the left hand side of
(5.3)

(5.3)
IVu(, =6,

| cw—aa [ e+, 0 de = [ ot [ um-ds

Ba(y)

G(y,—e) dy/ u(z, —€)? da

Ba(y)

= G(y, —e€)dy /

B2 Ba(y)

/ G(yv _6) dy/ U(Ia _6)2 dx > / G(yv _E)dy/ G(ya _6) dy/ U(Ia _6)2 dx
B2 B2 (y) B2 By /2 B,
(2m)™/2 / u(z, —€)* do > L(27r)"/2 / u(z, —€)? da,

5 2K

n

u(z, —€)? dx + /

R™\By /2

v

>

N~
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where the last inequality holds by the doubling condition (2.8). Thus we obtain
< L
2qp(—e)
We have a contradiction since | Vu(-, —€)||?/||u(-, —€)||* < gp(—¢). Therefore, (5.2) does not hold for all z € B,

i.e., there exists z. € By such that (5.1) holds true. Theorem 2.3 then follows as in the proofs of Theorems 2.1
and 2.2. ]

luta, ~e)I? < ZE19u(, | < Vu, ~e)IP

6. LILP case

The method we used also works for the case where v € L¥?LP* and w € L{? LI when py and ¢ are finite, as
shown in the next statement. When limiting ps — oo and g — 00, the theorem reduces to the results in Section 2.

THEOREM 6.1. Let n > 2. Assume that u € L% (Q x I) is a solution of (2.1) with v € L{* L' (2 x I) and
w € LPLL(Q x I) are such that p1 > 2n/3 and ¢1 > 2n with

6.1)

p2>max{3 4o’ 1—a}

and

3-43'1— }
where oo = n/2p1 and 8 = 1/2 + n/2q1. Then for all (zo,t0) € T™ X I, the vanishing order of u at (z, to) satisfies

qz2 > max{

Owoto) (1) S ||”HaLf2L,’;1(Qx1) + Hw”Lf?Lgl(QxI) +1

where
- (62)
“T 3 2/ps — 4o '
and
_ 2
3-2/q— 48
PROOF OF THEOREM 6.1. Without loss of generality, we can assume I = [—1,0] and (x0,%y) = (0,0). For

simplicity, we only consider the case w = 0 and v € L?>LP!, as for a nonzero w the proof is similar. By a simple
change of variables, we obtain

0 ;Dz/Pl o) P2/;D1 (o'
/ (/ |v<w,t>|pldw) a= [ ( / |v<y,T>|me-"T/2dy) erar= [ Ko(rpre a,
—1 0 0

where Ko(7) = ||V||Ls1e"7/2P1, Therefore,
/ Ko(r)P2e™ T dr < M}?,
0

where Mo = [|v]| r2 71 (1) + 1. Note that Ko(7) plays the role of Mo in the proof of Theorem 2.1, except that here
K is a function of 7. As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have

Q/(T) S 677/2671(2}’_/2 +KO(T)2€(0¢72)T€7204Q3¢_ +KO(T)2€(20¢72)7'Q10¢ +87T€72 +67‘r/2671

(6.3)
+KO(T)26—276—40¢ +KO(T)2e(a—2)T€—2oz + KO(T)2/(1—0¢)6—2T + ‘[('0(7_)26(2&—2)7'7

where & = n/2p; and € = My */K with @ as in (6.2) and K sufficiently large. Denote by C> > 1 the implicit
constant in (6.3). Under the condition (6.1), we claim that

~ C1+ Oy
Qi(r) < =2,
where C1 = Co(qo + qé/ 2) and Cy > 1 is sufficiently large. To prove this claim, we use a barrier argument. Assume,

contrary to the assertion, that there exists 7; such that Q(ﬁ) = (C1 4 C43)/¢, and suppose that 71 is the first time with
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this property. We have
Q' (1) < Co(Cy + )27 /267312 1 Oy Ko ()2 @727 3%(Cy + )™
+ CQKO(T)QG(M*Q)T(C& + )% 2 4 Che Te 2 4+ CuKo(1)%e 2Tt
+ CaKo(7)2e 7272 4 Oy Ko(r)?/ (1= e 2T  Cy Ko (7)2e®* 7207,

We integrate (6.3) in 7 from 7y to 71, where 79 is given in (3.10), to obtain

Q(11) < Q(70) +2C2(C1 + Co)V2e™! + Co(Cy + C2)a6_3a/ Ko(r)?el®= 27 dr
+ Cy(Cy + 02)2%—26“/ Ko(1)2e@*=D7dr 4+ Coe ! + 026—46“/ Ko(1)%e™? dr (6.4)

T1 T1 T1
+ 026720‘/ KO(T)Qe(O‘fz)T dr + 02/ KO(T)Q/(lfo‘)esz dr + 02/ K0(7)26(2a72)7 dr.
To 70 70
By Holder’s inequality, the third term on the right-hand side satisfies
T1
02(01 + 02)a673a/ Ko(T)Qe(aiz)T dr
To

< Cy(Chr 4 Co)* e 3| Ko(7)2€ 772 Loara 0,00 1€ 22/ P2T|| Lo s 022 0,00

[e’s] 2/P2 (65)
< Cl(cl + 02)o¢€—3oz (/ KO(T);DQS—T dT) 62—&—2/172 < 01(01 + 02)0163—401—2/;02M36—1
0

e ! C1+ Oy
K3—40=2/p2 = " 100¢
for sufficiently large C and K, where we used e3~42=2/P2 \j2 = 1/K342=2/P2 gince a = 2/(3 — 2/pa2 — 4a)
in the second last inequality. In the last inequality, noting that 3 — 4o — 2/p2 > 0 by condition (6.1), we have
1/K3-42=2/p> < 1/100 for sufficiently large K. We proceed similarly as in (6.5) for every term involving K(7) on
the right-hand side of (6.4) to obtain

< Ci(Cr + Cr)”

_ _ Ci+Cy Cy+C
Q(m) < Q7o) + 1:6 2 < “2 2

with Cj and K sufficiently large. Note that the condition p2 > 2/(1 — «) is needed in the tenth term on the right side
of (6.4). This is a contradiction, showing that

~ Ch+ Cy
Q(T) < —

Therefore, Q(7) < Mg, as desired. The case v = 0 and w € L{* L% is similar with My, a, and K being replaced
by M, 8, and K respectively. The general case, when both v € Lf2 LPt and w € L? L7 are present, follows
analogously. 0
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