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CONDITIONAL STABILITY UP TO THE FINAL TIME
FOR BACKWARD-PARABOLIC EQUATIONS
WITH LOG-LIPSCHITZ COEFFICIENTS

D. CASAGRANDE, D. DEL SANTO AND M. PRIZZI

ABSTRACT. We prove logarithmic conditional stability up to the
final time for backward-parabolic operators whose coefficients are
Log-Lipschitz continuous in ¢ and Lipschitz continuous in . The
result complements previous achievements of Del Santo and Prizzi
(2009) and Del Santo, Jah and Prizzi (2015), concerning condi-
tional stability (of a type intermediate between Hélder and loga-
rithmic), arbitrarily closed, but not up to the final time.

1. INTRODUCTION

In real world models, deterministic diffusion processes are often ir-
reversible. Consider for example the heat equation

Oou = Au

with Cauchy data u(0,2) = ug(x). The forward initial value problem
is well posed in an appropriate space of physically meaningful config-
urations, but the evolution has a strong regularizing effect, so when
one tries to reconstruct an initial configuration u(0,x) from a final
observation u(T), z) at a positive time T, one needs to impose regular-
ity conditions on (7', x), while in general the backward problem with
Cauchy data at 7' has no solution. However, in a physical context an
observation at a final time 7" records the configuration resulting from an
actual evolution, so the problem of existence is less relevant than that
of uniqueness and sensitiveness to errors in measurements. In [22] John
introduced the notion of well-behaved problem for ill-posed problems.
According to John a problem is well-behaved if “only a fized percentage
of the significant digits need be lost in determining the solution from the
data” [22 p. 552]. More precisely, a problem is well-behaved if its so-
lutions in a space H depend Hoélder continuously on the data belonging
to a space IC, provided the solutions satisfy a prescribed a priori bound.
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According to the literature, we call conditional stability any continuous
dependence (possibly weaker than Holder) which is subordinated to a
prescribed a prior: bound.

In this paper we carry on the investigation about conditional stability
of backward solutions for a general parabolic equation. For ease of
notation we reformulate the problem inverting the sign of the time
variable, so we deal with (forward) solutions of the backward-parabolic
equation

(1.1) O+ 0y, (aij(t, 2)0p,u) = 0

1,J

on the strip [0,7] x R™. We assume throughout the paper that the
matrix (a;);;—; is symmetric and positive definite and that the coeffi-
cients a;;’s are at least Lipschitz continuous in # and Holder continuous
in t. These are the standard regularity assumptions which guarantee
the (forward) well posedness for forward-parabolic equations in H*®,
0 <s<2(seeeg. [2]). We denote by

H := C°([0, T), L*(R™)) N C°([0, T), H(R™)) N C*([0, T), L*(R™))

the space for admissible solutions of (I1]).

In [1I] Agmon and Nirenberg proved, among other things, that the
Cauchy problem for (ILT]) on the interval [0, 7] is well-behaved in the
space ‘H with data in L*(R™) on each subinterval [0,7"] with T" < T,
provided the coefficients a; ;s are sufficiently smooth with respect to x
and Lipschitz continuous with respect to ¢t. In order to achieve their re-
sult they developed the so called logarithmic convexity technique. The
main step consists in proving that the function ¢ — log ||u(t,-)||z2 is
convex for every solution u € H of (LLI)). In the same year Glagoleva
[17] obtained essentially the same result for a concrete operator like
(LI) with time independent coefficients. Her proof rests on energy es-
timates obtained through integration by parts. Some years later Hurd
[19] developed the technique of Glagoleva to cover the case of a general
equation of type (1), with coefficients depending Lipschitz continu-
ously on time. The results of [1, [I7, [19] can be summarized as follows:

Theorem A. Assume the coefficients a;;’s are Lipschitz continuous
with respect to t. For every T" € (0,T) and D > 0 there exist p > 0,
0<d<1and K > 0 such that, if u € H is a solution of (I.1) on
[0, T] with ||u(0,-)||r2 < p and ||u(t,-)||2 < D on [0,T], then

sup [lu(t, )2 < K [u(0, )|
tel0,77]
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The constants p, K and § depend only on T' and D, on the positivity
constant of the matriz (a;;);;—,, on the L> norms of the coefficients
a;;’s and of their spatial derivatives, and on the Lipschitz constant of
the coefficients a;;’s with respect to time.

As T" approaches T, the constant K above blows up, while § decays
to 0, so one cannot expect that solutions are well behaved up to the fi-
nal time 7". From the physical point of view, going back to the forward
parabolic equation, this means that the reconstruction of the past from
observations at the final time t = T" worsens more and more as one gets
closer to the initial time £ = 0. Yet, as it was proved by various authors
(e.g. Imanuvilov and Yamamoto [20], Yamamoto [27], Isakov [21]),
some kind of conditional stability for the backward-parabolic equation
(LI) up to the final time T can be recovered if one settles for integral
estimates rather than pointwise estimates. Moreover, pointwise esti-
mates can be recoverd by imposing stronger a priori bounds on the
solutions. In any case, however, one doesn’t get Holder dependence
but only logarithmic dependence on data. The results of [20] 27 21]
can be summarized as follows:

Theorem B. Assume the coefficients a;;’s are Lipschitz continuous
with respect to t. For every D > 0 there exist p > 0, 0 < 6 < 1
and K > 0 such that, if u € H is a solution of (I1) on [0,T] with
(0, )22 < p and |[ut, )|z < D on [0,T], then

T
1
u ta' : dt S K .
/0 Ju(t, )72 | log [|u(0, )| 2|2

Moreover, if ||u(t,-)|| g2 < D on [0,T], then

1
sup [u(t, )12 < K .
t€(0,7] | log [|(0, )| z2]°
The constants p, K and § depend only on D, on the positivity constant
of the matriz (ai;);;—;, on the L> norms of the coefficients a;;’s and of
their spatial derivatives, and on the Lipschitz constant of the coefficients
a;;’s with respect to time.

In all the above mentioned results, Lipschitz continuity of the coeffi-
cients a;;’s with respect to time plays an essential role. The possibility
of replacing Lipschitz continuity by simple continuity was ruled out
by Miller [26] and more recently by Mandache [23]. They constructed
examples of operators of the form (LT]) which do not enjoy the unique-
ness property in H. In the example of Miller the coefficients a;;’s are
Holder continuous in time, while in the more refined example of Man-
dache the modulus of continuity fi of the coefficients a;;’s with respect
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to time needs only to satisfy fol(l/ﬂ(s))ds < 400. On the other hand,
in [9, 11l 12] it was proved that if i satisfies the Osgood condition,
ie. fol(l//](s))ds = +o00, then equation (ILI]) enjoys the uniqueness
property in H. Therefore it would be natural to conjecture that if
the Osgood condition is satisfied, then the Cauchy problem for (I.1J) is
well-behaved in H with data in L?*(R"™). Unfortunately this is not true,
as shown by a counterexample in [I0]. Nevertheless if the coefficients
a;;’s are Log-Lipschitz continuous in time, it was shown in [10, [§] that
a weaker conditional stability result holds:

Theorem C. Assume the coefficients a;;’s are Log-Lipschitz contin-
uous with respect to t. For every T" € (0,T) and D > 0 there exist
p>0,0<9<1and K,N > 0 such that, if u € H is a solution of
(Z1) on [0,T] with [|u(0, )|z < p and ||u(t,-)||r2 < D on [0,T], then

sup |[u(t, )|z < Ke Nloglle@)liz2l,
t€[0,77]
The constants p, K, N and 0 depend only onT" and D, on the positivity
constant of the matriz (a;;);;—;, on the L> norms of the coefficients
a;;’s and of their spatial derivatives, and on the Log-Lipschitz constant
of the coefficients a;; ’s with respect to time.

Moreover, in [5] a (very feeble) conditional stability result was proved
even when the coefficients a;;’s are just Osgood continuous with respect
to t, provided they depend only on time.

The proof of Theorem C relies on weighted energy estimates in the
spirit of [17, [19, 20, 27], but in order to overcome the obstructions cre-
ated by the lack of time differentiability of the coefficients a;;’s it is
necessary to introduce a weight function taylored on the modulus of
continuity of the a;;’s (see Proposition [2.4]), and a microlocal approxi-
mation procedure originally developed by Colombini and Lerner in [0]
in the context of hyperbolic equations with Log-Lipschitz coefficients.

In this paper we shall exploit the same type of weighted energy esti-
mates to extend Theorem B to the case of parabolic equations whose
coefficients are Log-Lipschitz continuous in time (Theorems B and
£.3). Our results can be summarized as follows:

Theorem D. Assume the coefficients a;; s are Log-Lipschitz contin-
uous with respect to t. For every D > 0 there exist p > 0, 0 < < 1
and K > 0 such that, if u € H is a solution of (I1) on [0,T] with
|w(0, )2z < p and ||u(t,)||zz < D on [0,T], then

T
1
u ta' : dt S K ‘
/0 e, )2 [Tog [[a(0; ] 2]
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Moreover, if ||u(t, )|z < D on [0,T], then

1
sup [Ju(t, )|z < K :
Xy | log [|u(0, -) |2 1°

The constants p, K and § depend only on D, on the positivity constant
of the matriz (a;)},—,, on the L norms of the coefficients a;;’s and
of their spatial derivatives, and on the Log-Lipschitz constant of the
coefficients a;; 's with respect to time.

Our results therefore complement the achievements of [10} 8], and en
passant improve them in some crucial technical points related to the
regularity of the coefficients a;;’s with respect to the x variable (see
the discussion in the final part of section 2). Finally, in Section 6 we
illustrate some applications of the main results.

2. THE WEIGHTED ENERGY ESTIMATE

We consider the backward-parabolic equation

(2.1) O+ Y O (ai(t, 2)0p,u) = 0

k=1
on the strip [0,7] x R2.
Hypothesis 2.1. We assume throughout the paper that:
e for all (t,x) € [0,T] x R} and for all j,k =1,...,n,
ajp(t, x) = ay;(t, z);

e there exists k € (0,1) such that for all (t,z,€) € [0, T]xR} xR,

(2.2) RIEP <) ap(t, 7)€ < %\5\2;

jk=1
o forallj,k=1,...,n,a;, € LogLip([0,T], L=(R%}))NL>([0,T], Lip(RY})).
We set

|ajn(t, ) — azi(s, 7))
|t = s|(1+ [log|t — s]])

t,s€0,T], z €R", 0<|s—t gl},

|, k=1,... n,

App = sup {

A= sup{[|07azi(t, )l | |laf < 1, € [0,T]}.
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Remark 2.2. By classical reqularity theory for elliptic partial differ-
ential equations (see e.g. [16, Thms. 8.8 and 8.12]), for each t € [0, T
the operator

Altyu = =" 0, (a;(t, 7)0y,u)
jk=1
is self-adjoint and positive definite in L*(R™), with domain H?(R").
Moreover the dependence on t of the operator A(t) is better than Holder
continuous, so one can apply the abstract theory of linear parabolic

equations (see e.g. [2, Thm. 4.4.1]) and obtain well posedness of the
forward equation

Oyu — Z Ou, (aji(t, )Op,u) = 0
jk=1
in HY(R™) for every 0 < 6 < 2.
For s > 0, let u(s) = s(1 4+ |log(s)|). For p > 1, we define
1
1
w(p ::/ ——ds = log(1 + logp).
)= [, gyt = ot 10

The function w : [1, +00) — [0, +00) is bijective and strictly increasing.
Fory € (0,1] and A > 1, we set 1, (y) = w™(=Alog(y)) = exp(y > —1)
and we define

o) | ().

The function ®, : (0,1] — (—o0, 0] is bijective and strictly increasing;
moreover, it satisfies

(2.3) y®4(y) = —A(@ () 2u(

) = =P} (y)(1+|log (

1 1
) 7w
In the next lemma, we collect some properties of the functions ¢, and
®,. The proof is left to the reader.

Lemma 2.3. Let ( > 1. Then, fory <1/,

DA(Cy) = exp(¢™ — D (Wa(y))S

Define Ax(y) := y®x(1/y). Then the function Ay : [1,4+00) — (—00, 0]
18 bijective and
1

AN (2)

lim —%@DA( ) = +00.

Z——00
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We denote by
H = C%([0,T], L*(R7)) N C°([0, T), H'(R)) N C*([0, T), L*(R}))
the space for admissible solutions of (2.1).

Proposition 2.4 (Weighted energy estimate). Assume Hypothesis[Z1]
is satisfied. There exists a constant oy > 0 (depending only on App, A
and k) and, setting o := max{a, T}, 0 := L and 7 := 2, there exist
constants A > 1, 4 > 0 and M > 0 (depending on Arp, A, k and «,
and hence on T') such that, for all p > o+ 7, A > \ and vy > and
whenever u € H is a solution of equation (2.1]), the estimate

/ e ) |t ) 3t
0

s+T
B

< M3 (s + 1) e 5 fuls, ) o

2.4 rrtt () 0O a0 1)
holds for all s € [0, o].

Remark 2.5. If one would like to include lower order terms in (2.1]),
one has to suppose that the corresponding coefficients are L™ with re-
spect to t and also Lip with respect to x. The constants in Proposition
then will depend also on the norms of the coefficients of the lower
order terms.

In [10] estimate (2.4 was used to deduce the following local condi-
tional stability result:

Theorem 2.6 ([10, Thm.1]). Assume Hypothesis 21 is satisfied. Let
ay, a and o be as in Proposition [2.4. Then there exist constants p,
9, K and N, such that, whenever u € H is a solution of (2.1l with
|w(0, )|z < p, the inequality
e e < KL+ oy )ll) exp(=N( g0, )]
€|0,0
holds true. The constants p, 6, K and N depend on Arp, A, k and «,
and hence on T O

The fact that a; is independent of 7 and ¢ = min{a;*, T} allows
one to iterate the local result of Theorem a finite number of times,
and to obtain conditional stability in the large.

Theorem 2.7 ([10, Thm. 2]). Assume Hypothesis [21 is satisfied.
Then for all T" € (0,T) and D > 0 there exist positive constants p/,
o', K" and N', depending only on Arr, A, k, T, T" and D, such that
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if u € H is a solution of R.I)) satisfying supepr |u(t, )|z < D and
|w(0,-)||zz < p/, the inequality

sup [lu(t, )|z < K’ exp (— N'[log(J|u(0,-)[|z2)|")
te[0,77]

holds true. O

Remark 2.8. Notice that, following Remark[2.3, it would be sufficient
to tmpose an a-priory bound on ||u(T,-)| 12, which authomatically im-
plies the a-priori bound for ||u(t, )|z, t € [0,T].

Estimate (2.4]) was proved in [10] when the coefficients a;;(t, x) are of
class C? with respect to z (in this case the constant A contains also the
L norm of the second order spatial derivitaves of the a;;’s). Actually,
in [I0] C? regularity was imposed to overcome a technical difficulty in
managing a commutator term appearing in the dyadic decomposition
of equation (2.I)). However, once estimate (2.4]) is achieved, Theorems
and 2.7 follow directly from it, and the additional regularity in x
of the a;;’s plays no role.

The C? requirement is somewhat “non natural”, since Lipschitz con-
tinuity in « of the a;;’s is sufficient in order that the domain of the
operator — Y 0, (a;,(t, 2)0y,) be H*(R") (see [16, Thms. 8.8 and

k=1
8.12)).

In [§] a weaker version of estimate (2.4)) was obtained by mean of
Bony paraproducts (see [4]), when C? regularity in x is replaced by the
more natural Lipschitz regularity. In this weaker version of (2Z4]) the
spaces L? and H'=* were replaced by H~% and H'~%~* respectively,
where 0 < 6 < 1, and the estimate hold for s € [0, Z0], where o =
(1 —0)/a ([8 Prop. 2.9]). Such weaker version of (2.4)), together with
some nontrivial modifications of the arguments in [10], led eventually
to recover the continuity results of Theorems and 2.7 However,
the weaker weighted energy estimate of [§] turns out to be unfit for
the pourpose of reaching any kind of stability up to the final time T,
especially because in that version of the estimate one can not integrate
up to s = o in the left hand side of (2.4]), but has to stop at s = ¢’ < 0.
Therefore we shall go back to the strong weighted energy estimate (2.4))
and demonstrate it in the Lipschitz continuous case, using some ideas
contained in [§] and performing a more careful and precise analysis of
some terms in the paramultiplication procedure.
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3. LITTLEWOOD-PALEY THEORY AND BONY’S PARAPRODUCT

In this section, we review some elements of the Littlewood-Paley de-
composition which we shall use throughout this paper to define Bony’s
paraproduct. The proofs which are not contained in this section can
be found in [10], [I1] and [25].

Let x € C3°(R) with 0 < x(s) < 1 be an even function and such
that x(s) =1 for |s| < 11/10 and x(s) = 0 for |s| > 19/10. We now
define xx(£) = x(27[¢]) for k € Z and & € RE. Denoting by F the

Fourier-transform and by F~! its inverse, we define the operators
S qu=0 and Spu=xp(D)u=F '(xx(-)F(u)()), k >0,
Aou = Sou and Azu = Spu — Sp_1u, k> 1.
We define
spec(u) := supp(F(u))
and we will use the abbreviation Aju = uy. For u € §'(R?), we have

w= lim Syu= ZAW

k——+o00
k>0

in the sense of S'(R?).
We shall make use of the classical

Proposition 3.1 (Bernstein’s inequalities). Let u € 8’'(R”). Then, for
v>1,

(3.1) 2" Myl 2 < I Vaw [l < 27 |uy || 2.
The right inequality of (B1]) holds also for v = 0. O

In the following two propositions we recall the characterization of
the classical Sobolev spaces and Lipschitz-continuous functions via
Littlewood-Paley decomposition.

Proposition 3.2 ([7, Lemma 3.2]). Let § € R. Then a tempered
distribution u € S'(R?) belongs to H(R") iff for all k > 0, Ayu €
L*(R") and

+oo

222k6||AkU||%Q < +400.

k=0
Moreover, there exists Cy > 1 such that for all u € H*(R?), we have

1
1 “+oo 2
@”“”HG < <Z 22"CQIIAkUIIiz) < Collul| e
k=0
The constant Cy remains bounded for 6 in compact subsets of R. [
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Proposition 3.3 ([15, Lemma 3.2]). A function a € L>®(R}) belongs
to Lip(R?) uff

sup ||Vz(Ska)||pe < +oo.
keNy

Moreover, there exists a positive constant C' such that if a € Lip(RY),
then

[Akall e < C27%lal|Lip,  and  ||Va(Ska)|ze < CllalLip,
where ||a||Lip = ||allze + ||V Lo~ 0

Let a € L®(R?). Then, Bony’s paraproduct of a and u € H(R?) is

defined as
T,u= Z Si_3aApu.
k>3

For the proof of our conditional stability result it is essential that T}, is
a positive operator. Unfortunately, this is not implied by a(x) > k > 0.
Therefore, we have to modify the paraproduct a little bit. Following
[7, Sect. 3.3.] we introduce the operator

(32) Tg”u = Sm_1a5m+2u + Z Sk_gCLAku,

k>m+3

where m € Ny; note T = T,. As it will be shown below, the operator
T is a positive operator for positive a provided that m is sufficiently
large. The next results were proved for T,, but Lemma 3.10 in [7]
guarantees that they hold also for 77".

Proposition 3.4 ([25, Prop. 5.2.1 and Thms. 5.2.8 and 5.2.9]). Let
m € N\ {0} and let a € L*(RY). Let § € R.

Then T™ maps H® into H® and there exists Cp g > 0 depending only
on m and 0, such that, for all u € H?,

(3.3) 175" ull o < Crmollall oo [[ullgro-

The constant Cy, g can be chosen independent of 0 when 6 belongs to a
compact subset of R.
Let m € N\ {0} and let a € Lip(R?). Then
e a—T™ maps L? into H and there exists C; > 0 depending only
on m, such that, for all uw € L?,

(3.4) law = T ull < Chllallip [lulc2;

o for every i = 1, ..., n, the mapping u — a0y, u — T)"0,,u
extends from L? to L?, and there exits Cy > 0 depending only
on m, such that, for all uw € L?,

(3.5) a0 u — 15" 0z, ull 2 < Collalluip [ullz2.
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Corollary 3.5. Let 6 € [0,1]. Then for every i = 1, ..., n, the
mapping u — ady,u — TM0,,u extends from HY to H®, and for all
uwe HY,

(3.6) lads,u — T30y ull o < Co'~"Ci° [lallvip [|ull -

Proof. By Proposition 3.4 the operator (a —T,")0,, is continuous from
H° to H® and from H' to H'. The result follows by interpolation (see
e.g. Theorems B.1, B.2 and B.7 in [24]). O

Next we state a positivity result for 77".

Proposition 3.6 (|7, Cor. 3.12]). Let a € L*(R?) N Lip(R}) and
suppose that a(x) > k > 0 for all x € R?. Then, there exists a constant
mo = mo(k, ||a||Lip) such that

KR
(T ) 2 Sl

for all w € L*(R?) and m > mg. A similar result is true for vector-
valued functions if a is replaced by a positive symmetric matrix. O

The next proposition is needed since 7" is not self-adjoint. However,
the operator (17" — (17")*)0,, is of order 0 and maps, if a is Lipschitz,
L? continuously into L2.

Proposition 3.7 ([7, Prop. 3.8 and 3.11] and [I1], Prop. 3.8]). Letm €
N, a € L>(R}) N Lip(RY). Then the mapping u — (T, — (T;")*)0y,u
extends from L? to L? and there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that for
all w € L*(R?)
115" = (15")) 00, ull 2 < Cnllal|iplwll 2.
O

We end this section with a property of the commutators [Ag, 70"
which will be crucial in the proof of the weighted energy estimate.

Proposition 3.8 ([11], Prop. 3.7]). Let m € N\ {0}, let 0 € R and let
a € Lip. Denote by [Ag, T2"] the commutator between Ay and T™.
Then there exists Cy, g depending only on m and 6 such that for all

ue H?,

+00 .
B7) 270w, (A%, TY0uw)l172)2 < Congllallvipllull -

k=0
The constant Cy, g can be chosen independent of 0 when 6 belongs to a
compact subset of R. O
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4. PROOF OF THE WEIGHTED ENERGY ESTIMATE

For ease of notation, we write the proof only in one space dimension.
We divide the proof in several steps.

- Microlocalization and approximation

Let u € H be a solution of @I) Let « > T~ Y, o0 =1/a, 7 =0/4,7 >
0,A\>1,8>0+7. Fort € [0,0] define w(t,z) = e 8o (57) u(t, x).
Then w satisfies
t+71

g

Now we add and subtract 0,7,"0,w, where T, is the paramultiplica-
tion operator defined in (B:2), with m > myg(k, A), according to the
positivity result of Proposition We obtain

dw — yw + P ( ) w + Oz (a(t,x)0,w) =0

t
(4.1) dyw —yw + P, ( —; T) w0, (1, 0pw) + 0, ((a—T7")0pw) =
We set u, = Ayu, w, = Ayw and v, = 27" w,. Then the function v,

satisfies

t+ 7
oy, = v, — P (7

. 2—atl/8x([Aw Tgn]amw) — 2—atVAV8m((a - T;”)&cw).

(42) ) Uy — aﬁE(T;nngy) - OélOg 2vv,

Now we make the scalar product of ([£2) with (t + 7)dv, in L*(R,)
and obtain

(t+ D0 ()72 = 7t +7) (v | Own(t)) 12

(
v (o () woranr),

(4.3) — (t+7) (0u(T7"0xv, (1)) | Qv (t)) 2
—alog2(t +7)v (v,(t) | dvy (1)) 12
— (t 4 7)27" (0. ([A, T, 0w (1)) | D (t)) 12
— (t+71)27 (A, 0:((a = T")0pw(t)) | vy (1)) 2

To proceed further, we need to regularize the coefficient a(t, x) with
respect to t. We take a regular molliﬁer i.e. an even, non-negative
p € C5°(R) with supp(p) C [-1, 1] and fR s)ds = 1. For ¢ € (0,1],

we set
a.(t,x) = 1/a(s,x)p (t — S) ds.
€ Jr
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A straightforward computation shows that for all € € (0, 1], we have

(4.4) a.(t,x) > k>0
(4.5) la-(t,z) —a(t,z)] < Apre(|loge| + 1)
as well as

|Orac(t, )] < ApLllpllor @ (| loge| +1)

for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R,. From these properties of a.(t,z) and by
Proposition [3.4] we immediately get

Lemma 4.1. Let m € Ny and u € L*(R?). Then
(15" = Ta2)ullr2 < CrpApre(|loge| + 1)[|ul| 2

and

T35 ull 2 < Crno ALl ey (| loge| + 1) [Jul| 2.

We set
a,(t,z) == a.(t,x), with ¢ =272,

We replace T, by T;" +T;" —T,;" in the third term of the right hand
side of (4.3]) and we obtain

(t+ D0 ()72 = 7t +7) (0 () | O (t)

e (1 (7)),

(t+7) <0 (T, 0,v, (1)) | Opu, (t >L2
= (t+7) (Q((T3" = T37) a0 (1)) | D0 (1)) 1
— alog 2(t + 7)v (v, (t) | Opvu(t)) 12
— (t+ 727" (0 ([A), T, 0w (t)) | Orvu(t)) 12
— (t+ 727" (A, 0:((a — T,")0pw(t)) | 0w (1)) 12

Now we replace dyv,(t) in the term
—alog 2(t + 7)v (v, (t) | Quu(t)) 2

by the expression on the right hand side of ([4.2)) and we obtain
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—alog2(t + 7)v (v,(t) | O, (t)) ;. =
—aylog2(t + 7)v|v, ()|

t
+ alog 2(t 4 7)), ( ;T) v, (t)]|72

I atog2(t+ v (w(t) | BT 000, (1) 1
+a?(log 2)*(t + 7)v*[|u, (1) 72
+ alog 2(t + 7)v2" (v, (t) | 9, ([Ay, Ty Opw( )>L2
+ alog 2(t + )27 (v, (1) | Av0:((a — T;")0pw(t))) o -

By (46]) and (7)), we obtain

(t+ )0 (t)z2 =
(1t +7)

(Tau x'UV(t | 8tvl/ >L2
= (t+ 1) (0 (13" = T37)0avu(1)) | O (1))

t+
¢ olog2(t 4 1), ( ﬁT) o ()2

+ alog 2(t + 7)v (v, (t) | 0.1, 0y, (1)) 2

+ a?(log 2)2(t + 7)1 ||v, (1) |12

— aylog2(t + 7)vlv, ()7

+ alog2(t + 7)v27 (v, (t) | 9 ([Ay, T 0 w(t )>L2

+ alog 2(t + T)v27 " <v,, | A0, ((a—Tm ) 0w ( )>L2
= (t+7)27 (0 ([A, T3 00w (1)) | Qv (1)) 12

— (t+7)27 (A 0:((a = T7")0pw(t)) | Ovu (1)) 1

A straightforward computation using Leibnitz derivation rule with
respect to t yields

(+Dle @) = @l

SIS

Y(E+7) (v () | Fvu(t)) 2 =

N2
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and

~ (402 (7] (i) )y =

1d L (t+T Lt+71_,(t+T

5 (e (7) o (8)12:) + 5 3 %( 3 )Hvu<t>||%z
1
2

t+ 7
Ly, (7) o (8) 22 g

+

Next we consider the term —(t+7) (9, (T, v, (1)) | dyvy(t)),,. From
([B.2) it can be seen that 0,17" = T3, +T,;"0;. A simple computation
then shows that

— (t+7) (0u(T2r 0,0, (1)) | O (t)) . =
: ;Zt ((t+7) (T0.0,(0) | D,(0) . )
- 5 <T$8xvu(t) | 8xvu(t)>L2

1
_ 5(t +7) <T3T’au8$v,, | Opv,(t >L2

= %(t—l—T) (00x0,(8) | (T3)" = Ti)Pav (1)) 12
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Eventually we obtain the identity

(t + )10 ()72 =

v d 2 b 2
37 (D7) = 3l 07

o (e (ST o)

t 1t t
( —;T) HUV ||L2 + = 9 —;T(I)H ( —;T) ||U,,(t)||2L2
0,

< (T =T7")0,0,(1)) | Oy (1) >L2

t
1
2
e
%
—(t+

1d

7)
2dt((t+7‘ <Tm0v,, | O, (t >L2)

-5 <T;’Z8xvu | Opv,(t >L2

(4.8) 2
= 5+ 7) (Toa, v () | Do (1)) 1
1
= St 1) @ (1) | (1) = T 0sn(t))
— aylog 2(t + 7)v||v, (£) ]|

t+ 7

+atog2(e + o) () ol

— alog 2(t 4 T)v (D0, (t) | T, 0,0, (1)) 12
+a?(log 2)*(t + 7)1 [[u, ()] 72
+alog2(t + 7)v27 (v, (t) | X, (1)) 2
— (t+7)27 (A, (t) | Qv (1)) 12

where we have set

Xu(t) = (ax([Aua Tgn]a:cw(t)) + Au(ax((a - T(T)axw(t)))) .

- Estimates for v =0

In what follows, we denote by CV, C®, C®) . positive constants
which depend only on Ay;, A and k.
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Setting v = 0, we get from (48]
(t+ )G (t)]|7> =

v d 2 7 2
577 (EFDlw@®l7:) = S leo®)7:

28 (o () o)

t+7 1t4+71 t+71
; @’( )||0 W+ s @”( ; )nvo )2

t+T <8 ((T7" = T3 ) 0o (t | Arvo(t) >L2

)
th (4 ) (Tro.m(t \auo ) ,e)

- = <T’”8 UQ | 0. UQ >L2 — t—l—’T <0 'U() |T3ta08 'U() >L2

1 m
- §(t +7) (D0pvo(t) | ((Ton)* —Tut)Duio(t))
— (E+7)(X(t) | Drvo(t)) 12 -

By Proposition 0l we have
— <T 8 UQ | 8 UQ >L2 < ||U0 )H%z
Using Prop081t10ns 3.1l B4l and Lemma [£.1], for Ni, Ny > 0, we get
‘ <a UO ‘ Tataoa UO >L2 ‘ < C(l ||U0||L27

1
[ (T2 0 Osv0(t) | Bx0v0(1)) 1 | < CPNifluo(8)][72 + ﬁlﬂatvo(t)llia,

and
(T, ):00(t) | 0:Duvo(1)) | < CP Ny luo(t )HLz+ Hﬁtvo( )72
Now, we choose N; and N, so large that
1 1 1
ﬁl + E — 5 <0

and ¥ so large that

—% +(CY +CON, + CON,) (0 +7) <0

for v > 4. With this choice, the term
CO(t+71)[[oo()1 72 + CP N (t +7) oo (8) 72 + CONa(t +7) oo (1)]122
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is absorbed by —3|lvg(t)||7., and the term

Lt ) 0o ()2

1
~ E+D0we(®)IZ2 + N,

Ny

is absorbed by —%(t + 7)|9yvo(t)[|3.. Hence, we get

1
S+ T)|0wo(t)172

d 1, (t
< gdt ((t+7)llwo(®)]I72) — 1||v0(t)||12 + 5@, <%) oo (t)][22

)~ 5 ((t+ )P, (t;T) ||vo(t)lliz)

lt—FT " t+71 2
ATy ( : )nvo(t)HLz
1d
+§E((t+7—)<T$8ﬂ0 | Opvo(t >L2) (t+7) (X | Qrvo(t)) 2 -

Further, we recall that ® satisfies equation ([2.3]), i.e.

B30 = N0 () = 000 1+ 1o (7))

for A > 1. From this, we see that

1 t+7 1t+7 t+7
39 (57 T2 + 5570 (57 ) s <o

and thus we get

Sllwo(®)l7

1 v d 2 8 2
< —5(t+ oI + L2 (¢ +)llwo(®)IE=) — L@

K 1d "
— o) + 5 (0 4+ 7) (Tm0w0(t) | Dy )

~ () (@ | dmn(0)s — 5 5 (€409 (57 ) ol )
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Integrating in ¢ over [0, s] C [0, o], we obtain

v [° 2
2 [ o
< G+ OO+ DMl + 5735 () )1

_2 / leo(8)2adt — = / luo(8) 2adt

19

~5 | ot~ [ () (0) | do(e) e

where we have used the estimates
| (Dav0(8)| T Do (5)) 12 | < 20W|Jug(s)]|7

and

(0200(0)| T D2v0(0)) 12 > ||(9 v0(0)|Z2;
which follow from propositions [3.4] and [3.€ - respectively.

- FEstimates for v > 1

Now, we consider (A.8) for » > 1. From Lemma [Z.1] and Proposition

B.7, for N3 and N, > 0, we obtain
| <(T:1 - Tgn)axUV(t) | 8xatvu(t)>

L2|

1
2 2 2
(4.9) < C ) Nsv ||Uu( )HLZ + Ng”&t”u(t)HLz

1
< O, Now2 |l (1) 32 + <1900, ()32
3

and
(4.10) | (Opvu(t) | T3, Ouvu () o | < CO 2% [Ju,, (£)][72,
as well as
(T = T;7)0p 0, (L) | D:0,00 (1)), |
(4.11)

) 1
< CainNa2?[|u, (8)]172 + 710w (O)1IZ2
4

Using again the positivity estimate in Proposition as well as Propo-

sition [3.1, we obtain

— alog 2(t + 7)v (Oyuy(t) | T, 0p0, (1)) 12

(4.12) klog 2

< -a (t +7)v2%||u, (1)]17:-




20 D. CASAGRANDE, D. DEL SANTO AND M. PRIZZI

Now, we choose N3 and N, so large that

1+1 1<0
Ns N, 2

and «y large enough such that

oy klog 2

TR N;CP) + 9+ Ny <0,

and we set o := max{T~!, a;}. With this choice, we get
(4.13)

¥ 1
ZHvu(t)Hiz +5(t+ )|, ()]|72

< T8 ({4 D) — 03

8 (e (S57) o

#304 (57) b+ 50t (7)o
+%%w ﬂawmylaw ))12)

— aylog2(t + Tl (Ol — 5 (T00u(t) | Do)

)ww@@

+ 7

B
log 2
+a(log %2t + 1) (1) 2 — 208

+ alog 2027 (t 4+ 7) (v, (t) | X, ()2
— (t+7)27 (X, (1) | O (1)) 12

Since y®(y) = —AP, (y)(1 + |log(®4(y))]), if we take A > X > 2, we

have
1t+7 t+T1 1 t+ 71
() < ()
4.5 M\ B 2 M\ B

and hence, the term 2 (HTT) v, (t)||2; in (£13) is absorbed by the

term ;55T OY (”T) |, (£)]|2.. Now we need to absorb

+ alog 2(t + 7)) <

(t + 7)v2% v, (1|7

(4.14) alog2(t + 7)) (t—;T) Vv, ()])7e-
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There are two terms in (4I3]) that will help to achieve this. One is

a klog?2
4 4
and the other one is

(4.15) (t+ )2 o, ()22

(4.16)

1t+7_, (t+T
e (S0 I

(#2620} (147)). then

OélilOgQ 22u< —alo g2q)l (H—T) "

4 4 5}

On the contrary, if v < 210g2 log (41252@ (t”)) then

4log2q), (t—l—’T) o o
K B

and, hence, by (2.3), we obtain

1t+71 t+ 7 1
17 ®K< E )::_ZA(®3

1. w t+7 4log2 t+7
g\ 141 !
= "1 og2 A( ) _%Og( 5 ( 5 )))

K(1+4+log2) , (t+T
<)\ Ted,
S A Glog2 D .

where we have used the fact that the function € — ¢(|loge| + 1) is
increasing. Consequently, if we choose A > \ with

> 16a(log2)*(o + 7)
—  K(1+log2)
we have
1t+71 t+ 7 t+7
- (ID”< )S—alo 2(t + 7)P) (—)1/
4 5 A 5 g ( ) A 5

and hence, the term (4.I4]) is compensated by (4.I5) and (4.10).



22 D. CASAGRANDE, D. DEL SANTO AND M. PRIZZI

Now we consider the term
(4.17) (t+ T)a2 log2(2)y2]|vy(t)||Lz.
Ifv>i=5 g2 log (M) =: 11, then

a klog?2

11 v2% + o?log?(2)v? < 0.

If v < vy, then we choose a possibly larger 4 such that

for all v > 7. We obtain

—% +a?log?(2)v2(t +7) <0,

and, consequently, (A7) is absorbed by

a klog?2

v gl
52Ol = Sllo O]

The term —aylog2(t + 7)v|v,(t)||7. can be neglected since it is neg-
ative. However, we stress here that it is a crucial term in order to
achieve our energy estimate for an equation including also lower order
terms. Recalling also Propositions B.1] and B.6l we obtain

(s 02 (57 Ito: )

((t+7) (T 0,0, (1) |00, (1)) 1)

— 29%lu, (1)
a klog?2 9y 9

— TR 2 o, (1) 3

+ alog 202~ (t + 1) (v, (t) | X, (¢)) 2

— (42 (A1) | O (0) 12 = 2l (D).

1 gl
§@+TW&w@M§+~Mw@Mé

N —
Sl

(t+7)||v.(t ||L2) —

) |

S 40
L Ld
Tod
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Integrating over [0, s] C [0, o], we get

K / 22 (1) |2t + / 0, () |22t
8 0 8 0

1
<578 (5) 11 + (3 + 002 s+ llwlo)
log?2 [* 3
_arlog / (t + )2 o, (1) |2adt — L / o (8) 22
4 4 0 8 0

1 S
-5 [ o)
0

_ /0 4 727 (X (8) | Dy (1))
+alog? / 2 (4 ) () | Xo(8)) 0 d,

where we have used the estimate

[ {0vu(5) | Tot0svu(s)) 1o | < CW2% 0y ()12

- End of the proof

Now we sum over v and we obtain

/222””1),, V2ot + 2 /ZHUV )22t

v>0 v>0

<578 (5) S 100l -3 [T ol

v>0 v>0

1
2/ (t+7)> 0w, (t)|72dt

v>0

g ’
+5(5+7) Y lwns)llie + CO(s +7) 3 2 |lu(5)2

v>0 v>0

log2 [°
o /(t+7)Zy22”||v,,(t)Hizdt
0 v>0

= [ 2 ) o 0) s

0 v>0

+alog? /0 s(t + 7)Y w27 (0, (t) | X (F) g dt.

v>0
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Now we have

32 A0 | )

<§2 0L (180 T 0w(0) | (D) 2
#322 (Au0(a = T | (0
< ;2—at”||am<my,Tmaxw@»nm||awy<t>||m
# 22 IO (o = T Ol )
< (X 21008, 7 sule) D)’ (;natvy i)’
+(222<1—at>V||Ay<(a—T;n)aw )’ (;Hm Iz’

By Corollary B.5] Proposition .8 and Proposition we get

327 (1) | O (D) 12 | < CONw(t) e (D 00 (0)]3: )

v>0 v>0

(@ = T)0w(t) [rree (D N0 (8)]3:)

v>0

< OO @) s-ee (3 10w D)

v>0

<c<8(22““ o)1) (Znatv,, Ik
< (Y20l (T low o)’

v>0 v>0
1
< CUN 2o, (1)]172 + 5 > 118w ()17
v>0 v>0
In the same way one can prove that

32 (A0 | (B)a | < OO ST 2 ()]

v>0 v>0
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We thus obtain

/222””1),, V[2adt + 2 /ZHUV V(|22 dt
( )Zny ||L2——/Z||vu V[2adt
v>0

v>0
g +7) 2 o)l + CO(s +7) D 2 u(s)]32
v>0 v>0
log2 [*
- ol / (t+7) 3 02 [, (1) |2t
0 v>0

+CU [ (E+ 7)Y 2% ||u, (1) 72dt.

0 V>0
Now the term
02 / (t+7) S 2, (1) 2l
0 v>0
can be absorbed by
a klog?2 y
i ) O YT PR

v>0

for high frequencies, and by

/ S o (8) 2t

v>0

for low frequencies by choosing 7 larger if necessary.
All in all, we finally obtain

/Z22VHU,, VIZadt + /ZHUV JI[Zadt

v>0 v>0

<50 (5 )vay s+ Lo+ 7) 3 )

v>0

+CW(s+1) ) 2%v,(s)|7:.

v>0

From this, going back to u, and using Proposition 3.2 the weighted
energy estimate (2.4)) follows. O
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5. CONDITIONAL STABILITY UP TO THE FINAL TIME

In this section we state and prove two global stability theorems for
solutions of (2ZI]) up to the final time 7. The first result gives a loga-
rithmic type control of ||ul|z2(,1),z2) in terms of [|u(0)|| .

Theorem 5.1. Assume Hypothesis[2.1is satisfied. Then for all Dy > 0
there exist positive constants p”, 0" and K", depending only on Arp,
A, k, T and Dy, such that if uw € H is a solution of 2.1 satisfying
SUDye(0,7] lw(t, )|z < Do and ||u(0,-)||z2 < p”, the inequality

1
| log [|u(0)[| 2|*"

||u||L2(OT L2 K//

holds true.

Remark 5.2. Notice that, following Remark[2.3, it would be sufficient

to impose an a-priory bound on ||u(T,-)||12, which authomatically im-
plies the a-priori bound for ||u(t, )|z, t € [0,T].

Proof of Theorem [5.1. First we observe that, due to Theorem 2.7, it is
not restrictive to assume that oy < 7~!. Indeed, if this is not the case
we can take 7", 0 < T < T, such that T —T" < o;', and then in [0, 7"]
we apply the pointwise estimate given by Theorem 2.7, so we just need
to estimate f;, |u(t)||72 dt in terms of [|u(T")| zz.

With such assumption we can apply Proposition 2.4 with o = 1/T,
o=Tand 7 =T/4 and we can find A > 1,y > 0 and M > 0 such that
forall 6 >T+ 71 = %7‘ and whenever v € H is a solution of equation

(210, then

T
/0 £21t =205 1 )Hfm,mdt

< MAy((T+7)e e 202 D)e BB u(0,)]|2,).

(T, )|[72+7 %3

Now for any r € (0,7") we have

T—r
/ ‘32”6‘2“’“%>||u<t,->||izdt
0

(T, )|[72+7 P4

T _ T
5)° 205 |[u(0, ) 122),

where we have used the fact that [|u(t, )|z < ||u(t,)| g1-a:. Now, the
function @, is increasing and consequently the function t — e~ 26®A((t+7)/5)

< My((T+7)e* e
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is decreasing. We deduce that

— T—r
T [ (e )

=M (e_m*”?”||u<T, D2 + B4

T

B

Je 2503 [0, ->||iz) ,

where M’ = M~2Te*T. Then

T—r
/ ||u(t,-)||%2 dt < M’fb&(%)(ew@“ ot )—cIn(T; ))IIU(T>')||%2
0

+ HBOEFD R u(0,)|3.)
T*T‘+T)_¢A(T+T

]
< M) O (T )1,

+ e (0, )3

where we used the fact that ®}(3) > 1 and @A(TET) < 0. We recall
that the function ®, is concave, so

B )~ ()
<(I)/)\(T+7')(T—T—|—T_T—I—T):_q),)\(T—I—T)C

- B B B

and then

T—r
/ lu(t, )2 dt
0
< 30 (e (Ju(T, ) + D (0, ) )

By Lemma 23] we have that

45D ) e (T ) (05) 7

We remind that 7 = T'/4, so 727 = 5, and

T+ T
B

A ( ) = Nuja
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where § = 57 and N = ¢~ L. Tt follows that

T—r
/0 lu(t, )| de

T, —2rN T8 — fd
< M () 0 () e+ D a0, )[72)

Now we observe that

where .
Cy 5 :=sup ze N
z>0
Then

T—r
/0 ()% dt

< M'Cry 50D ([T ) [ + e BP0, ) ).

We choose now £ in such a way that e #**(5) = ||u(0, Mg i e
. T 1
—®a(7) = = log|lu(0, )] -
T 7 p T

We obtain 8 = 1A} (£ 1og[|u(0,)||z2), where Ax(y) = y®i(1/y). If
|2(0,)|[z2 < p:= €™ ®) then B > T + 7. We have then

T—r
/0 lu(t, )| de

< M/CN,S 7,—1/56_7“]\7%(/\;1(% 1og1Hu(o,-)I|L2))6 <||U(T’ ) H%z + 1)_
By Lemma 2.3] we have that
1 1
lim —— =
Z_l)f_noo ZwA(AXI(Z)) +00,
SO
(o) 2 12
A=) ™

if z < 0 and |z| is sufficiently large. It follows that there exists p < p
such that, if ||u(0)||z2 < p, then

T—r
/0 lu(t, |2 dt

< MOy e N esl M) (7, )2, +1).
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On the other hand,

T
/ lu(t, |2 dt < Dor.

T—r
It follows that for all r > 0
T ) _
/ lut, )22 dt < M (r + r‘l/ge‘”v(‘IOg”“(O")”LZ)‘)é),
0

where

\]O«n| 2'

M= (MCys+1)(Dy+1) and N=

Finally we choose .
r = [log||u(0)|[ 2|7,

so we get

T

| lute )l a
< M( L Jlog IIU(O)||L2|1/2€_N(|10g”u(o’-)“ﬂmgm)
| log [|w(0)]| 2|/
_ 1
= MO B g a7
where .
Eg 5 =sup Z(1+5)/26_NZ6/2.
’ 2>0

The proof is complete. U

Under a stronger a-priori bound on admissible solutions in [0, 7],
namely assuming an a-priori bound in H' rather than in L% we can
prove a pointwise stability estimate of logarithmic type up to the final
time 7.

Theorem 5.3. Assume Hypothesis[2.1is satisfied. Then for all D1 > 0
there exist positive constants p”, 6" and K", depending only on Arr,
A, k, T and Dy, such that if uw € H is a solution of ([21) satisfying
SUD;e(0,7] lu(t, )||m < Dy and ||u(0,-)||zz < p"”, the inequality

1
sup [[u(t, )|l < K"
tel0.7] | log [[u(0, ) [ z2[°

holds true.

Remark 5.4. Notice that, following Remark[23, it would be sufficient
to impose an a-priory bound on ||u(T, )| g1, which authomatically im-

plies the a-priori bound for ||u(t,-)|| g, t € [0,T].
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Proof of Theorem[5.3. We begin by noticing that, since u solves (2.1]),
then

1
|0uu(t, )+ < Dy
It follows from Morrey’s inequality that

1/2 1/2
sup [ut, M-+ < Crllull 255 oz 11l 5oz
te[0,7

(for a direct simple proof see [3, proof of Thm. 8.8]). Then by Theorem
B for [|u(0)]|z2 < p” we get

1 1/2 1 1/2
sup ||u(t, )|z < C (—D ) (K” ,,) .
S Nt M- < O { S D1 [Tog [u(O)] 217

The conclusion follows observing that for each fixed ¢ € [0, 7] we have

leatt Mz <l g e, )12

g (1 1/4 1 1/4
<D -D K" .
< Drer (/{ 1) ( \1ogy|u(0)||L2|5”)

O

6. RECONSTRUCTION OF THE INITIAL CONDITION FOR PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS

In view of applications it is convenient to rephrase Theorem [(.3l
Consider the (forward) parabolic equation

(6.1) O — Y Ou(aji(t, 2)0p,u) = 0

k=1
on the strip [0,7] x R” and assume Hypothesis 2.1] is satisfied. Then
we have:

Corollary 6.1. Let D > 0. There exist positive constants pp, 0p
and Kp, depending only on Arr, A, k, T and D, such that if u,v €
C°([0,T), HHYNC'(]0, T, L?) are solutions of (6.1 satisfying ||u(0,-)||m <
D, ||v(0, )l < D and [|[u(T,-) —v(T,)|lzz < pp, then the mequalzty

1
uO’-—UO,' SK
(0,2} =000 )oz < Ko ooy o, e

holds true.

Corollary can be exploited to reconstruct the initial condition
of an unknown solution u(t) of (61), provided we can measure with
arbitrary accuracy its final configuration ur := u(7"). More precisely,
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suppose that for every 6 > 0 we can perform a measurement vy r of up
such that

|lvo.r — url/r2 <46.

Moreover, suppose that we know a priori that ||u(0)]|z: < D for some
D > 0. We are interested in finding a computable approximation of
u(0). If it were possible to solve equation (6.1 backward in time with
final condition v(T") = vy, then by Corollary we would get that
v(0) is closed to u(0), provided ||v(0)||z1 < D and vy is sufficiently
closed to up. However, equation (6.1]) with final condition v(T") = vy r
in general has no solution, due to the regularizing effect of equation
(61) forward in time, and to the fact that vy does not possess any
regularity, since it is the output of a measurement. There are various
strategies to overcome this major obstruction. We mention the tech-
nique of quasi reversibility (see e.g. [I3]), which consists in perturbing
the equation to make it solvable backward in time, and the technique
of Fourier truncation, which consists in approximating vy r with a very
regular function obtained truncating its Fourier transform. We illus-
trate the second technique through an example inspired by [14] (see
also [18]).
We consider the equation

n

(6.2) O — Y aj(t)0y,0p,u =0

]7k:1

on the strip [0,7] x R? and assume that the coefficients a;x(t) are
Log-Lipschitz continuous. Moreover, setting

n

a(t, &) = Z ;i (t) &5k

G k=1
we assume that

SR < a(t.6) 2P, (1) € 0,T) X RE.

Denote by F the Fourier transform with respect to the x variable, and
by F~!its inverse. Let u € C°([0,T], H')NC'(]0,T], L?) be a solution
of (62) and let u(t,&) := (Fu)(t,&). Then

at'&(ta 5) = _a(t> g)ﬂ(t, 5)
We set

Alt,€) = /0 s, ) d,
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and we observe that A(t,£) is increasing in ¢. Since u(0,-) € L*(R?),
we have the following explicit representation of u(t,£) and hence of
u(t, x):

i(t,€) = e 90(0,6), (,€) €0, T] x Ry.
On the othe hand, if ¢7(&) is such that
(6.3) T or(€) € LA(RE),

then (6.2)) can be solved backward in time with final condition w(T") =
wr = F 1¢7 and the explicit solution is w(t, ) = (F~1¢)(t, z), where

o(t, &) = eA(T’E)_A(t’O(bT(é).

As above, suppose we know a priori that ||u(0)||z < D. Moreover,
suppose that for every # > 0 we can perform a measurement vy p of up
such that

lvo.r — url/r2 <46.

Let @7 and Uy be the Fourier transform of upr and vypr. For R > 0
define:

tr (&) == xr(§)ur(§) and Vorr(E) = xr(§)Ver(§)

where xr(§) is the characteristic function of the ball of radius R in R.
Both ur g and 0y 1 g satisfy (6.3) so we can solve (6.2) backward in time
with data at T given by urr = F ‘irg and vgrr = F ‘01 r. The
explicit representations of the corresponding solutions are ug(t,x) =
FHug)(t,z) and v p(t, z) := F 1 (0g.r)(t, ), where

ap(t, &) = MO~ G, p(€)

and
Uo,r(t,€) = eA(T’E)_A(t’g)@e,T,R(f)-

It is straightforward to check that ||ugr(0)||g, < D. Now we have
100, 7(0) || < [[ur(0)||a + [lve,r(0) — wr(0)]|

<o+ ([ @l O inna(e) — ara(e) )
|€|<R

<D+ (14 R vgr — ug 2 < D + BTHIRY,
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Moreover, we have

|lur —vorrllre < ||Ur — trg| L2 + |Gk — Vor.R| L2

= (jLzR|aT(§”2d§)%4+ (/LSR|aT(§)"@aT(€N2d€)%

< ( [ a+iepa+ |§|2)‘1e‘2A(T’5’Iﬁ(0,§)|2df) Lo
|€|>R
< (14 R 2e T2 y(0)||n + 0 < e /2R D + ¢

Now, assuming without loss of generality that § < 1, we choose R(6) :=
(2T + 1)7'/2|1og #|"/? and we notice that R(#) tends to +oco as 6 — 0.
With this choice we have

[vo,r(0)][m < D +1

Jun

and
lur — vorrl2 < DOT/UTTD 9 < (D + 1)§7/4T+2),

Now let p = ppy1, K = Kpyq and § = dpy1 be the constants given by
Corollary [6.1l Then for sufficiently small 6 we have that

|ur — vo,rrll2 < p.
Finally, by Corollary 6.1, we get

~ 1
0) — 0 < K————

where K can be explicitly expressed in terms of T, D, K and 8. There-
fore vy r(e)(0) is the desired approximation of u(0) in L%
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