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STABILITY OF BACKWARD-IN-TIME SEMILINEAR COUPLED

PARABOLIC SYSTEMS

S. E. CHORFI AND M. YAMAMOTO

Abstract. We consider backward problems for semilinear coupled parabolic

systems in bounded domains. We prove conditional stability estimates for

linear and semilinear systems of strongly coupled parabolic equations involving

general semilinearities. The proof of the stability estimates relies on a modified

method by Carleman estimates incorporating the simple weight function eλt

with a sufficiently large parameter λ.

1. Introduction

Let T > 0 and N,n ∈ N. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a bounded domain with smooth

boundary ∂Ω. We set Q := Ω × (0, T ) and Σ := ∂Ω × (0, T ). We consider the

semilinear parabolic system in u = (u1, . . . , uN ):






















































∂tuℓ(x, t) =

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i,j=1

∂i

(

a
kℓ
ij (x, t)∂juk(x, t)

)

+

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

b
kℓ
i (x, t)∂iuk(x, t)

+

N
∑

k=1

c
kℓ(x, t)uk(x, t) + fℓ(x, t,u), (x, t) ∈ Q, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N,

∂νAu(x, t) + p(x, t)u(x, t) = 0 or

u(x, t) = 0 for (x, t) ∈ Σ,

(1.1)

where ν = (ν1, . . . , νn) is the unit outward normal vector field to ∂Ω and

[∂νAu]ℓ =
N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i,j=1

akℓij (x, t) (∂juk) νi on ∂Ω, ℓ = 1, . . . , N.

Henceforth, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, 1 ≤ k, ℓ ≤ N , we assume that

a
kℓ
ij ∈ C

1([0, T ];L∞(Ω)), akℓ
ij = a

kℓ
ji = a

ℓk
ij , b

kℓ
i , c

kℓ ∈ L
∞(Q), p ∈ W

1,∞ (0, T ;L∞(∂Ω)) ,

(1.2)
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and that there exists a constant σ > 0 such that

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

a
kℓ
ij (x, t)ξ

k
i ξ

ℓ
j ≥ σ

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

|ξki |
2
, x ∈ Ω, ξki ∈ R, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ k ≤ N. (1.3)

Semilinear parabolic systems satisfying the symmetry condition in (1.2) arise in

fluid dynamics (nonlinear Navier-Stokes equations), see e.g. [15, Chapter 8]. The

ellipticity condition (1.3) is referred to as the strong ellipticity; we refer for instance

to [8].

Let β ∈ [0, 1] be fixed. For f := (f1, . . . , fℓ), let F : [0, T ]×Hβ(Ω)N → L2(Ω)N ,

F(t,u(t)) := f(·, t,u(·, t)). We assume that for a.e (x, t) ∈ Q, f(x, t; ·) is a locally

Lipschitz continuous function whose Lipschitz constant is independent of (x, t) pro-

vided that we fix a bounded subset U of Hβ(Ω)N :

‖f(x, t,u)− f(x, t,v)‖L2(Ω)N ≤ L‖u− v‖Hβ(Ω)N for all u,v ∈ U. (1.4)

Here the constant L is dependent on U but independent of a choice of u,v.

Example. We consider a one-dimensional version of system (1.1) with Dirichlet

boundary conditions, where Ω := (0, π) and fℓ(x, t,u) = e−t sin(∂xuℓ(x, t)) for

1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N . We can easily check that f := (f1, . . . , fℓ) satisfies (1.4) with β = 1.

Backward problem. We deal with backward-in-time problems for the semilinear

strongly coupled system (1.1): for a fixed instant t0 ∈ [0, T ), determine u (·, t0)

from the knowledge of u(·, T ) in Ω.

We set

H2,1(Q) :=
{

u ∈ L2
(

0, T ;L2(Ω)N
)

; ∂tu, ∂iu, ∂i∂ju ∈ L2
(

0, T ;L2(Ω)N
)

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n
}

.

The main result of conditional stability reads as follows:

Theorem 1.1. We treat two cases:

Case 0 < t0 < T : (semilinear case)

Let u,v ∈ H2,1(Q) be two solutions to (1.1) such that

∃M > 0: ‖(u− v)(·, 0)‖H1(Ω)N ≤ M, ‖w(·, t)‖Hβ(Ω)N ≤ M for w = u,v. (1.5)

Then there exist constants C > 0 and θ ∈ (0, 1), dependent on t0 and M , such that

‖u(·, t0)−v(·, t0)‖L2(Ω)N ≤ C(‖u(·, T )−v(·, T )‖θH1(Ω)N +‖u(·, T )−v(·, T )‖H1(Ω)N ).

(1.6)
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Case t0 = 0: (linear case)

Let u,v ∈ H2,1(Q) be two solutions to the system (1.1) with f = 0, such that

∂tw, ∂2
tw ∈ H2,1(Q) for w = u,v, and

∃M = const > 0:
2
∑

k=0

‖∂k
t (u− v)(·, 0)‖H1(Ω)N ≤ M. (1.7)

Then, for any α ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖u(·, 0)− v(·, 0)‖L2(Ω)N ≤ C

(

log
1

D

)−α

, (1.8)

provided that D :=

2
∑

k=0

‖∂k
t (u(·, T )− v(·, T ))‖H1(Ω)N is sufficiently small.

1.1. Literature on stability for nonlinear backward problems. Conditional

stability for backward problems is crucial when dealing with the numerical recon-

struction of past or initial data. There are some available methodologies mainly for

linear evolution equations; we mention the logarithmic convexity [19], the weighted

energy method [16], and the time analyticity method [14]. We further refer to

a monograph Ames and Straughan [3]. However, there are only a few works for

nonlinear parabolic equations.

Global Lipschitz semilinearities. First Hölder stability estimates when the semilin-

ear term F (t, u) is Lipschitz continuous in u were obtained by Ames [2] using the

logarithmic convexity method. In Trong et al. [22], a one-dimensional backward

heat problem for functions F (x, t, u) Lipschitz continuous in u has been regularized

by quasi-reversibility and quasi-boundary value methods. Moreover, some error es-

timates have been given. Trong and Tuan in [23] and [26] gave some error estimates

by regularizing the problem via quasi-reversibility or Fourier truncated methods.

We also refer to Trong and Tuan [24] for a one-dimensional backward problem reg-

ularized by the integral equation method. Nam [18] established a Hölder estimate

for a regularized solution by using the truncation method.

In their work [5], Hetrick and Hughes established a Hölder continuous depen-

dence for solutions to some approximate well-posed problems. They assume that

the semilinearity F (t, z(t)) is globally Lipschitz continuous in both variables. In the

paper [7], Duc and Thang have proven a Hölder stability estimate and proposed a

stable method.
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Note that all the above papers dealt with autonomous equations with positive,

self-adjoint operators and global Lipschitz semilinearities.

Local Lipschitz semilinearities. An approximation of a backward nonlinear equa-

tion was considered in Long and Ding [17]. The authors used a locally Lipschitz

semilinear term F (u). In [25], Tuan and Trong obtained an error estimate for a

regularized solution using the eigenfunction expansion. They further assumed some

restrictions on the semilinear term F (t, u) such as F (t, 0) = 0 for all t and some

monotnonicity assumption. The paper Trong et al. [21] considered F (x, t, u) lo-

cally Lipschitz in u by using the Fourier transform in R
n. In Hào et al. [11], the

authors used the method of log-convexity to establish Hölder stability estimates for

a time-dependent problem with positive self-adjoint operators.

More generally, the above methods are inapplicable to general nonlinear equa-

tions with time-dependent coefficients and nonsymmetric operator equations. Our

method by Carleman estimates allows us to handle more general nonlinear systems

with time-space variable coefficients and the strong coupling. We refer to [27] for

more details on this method. The method requires regularity of the solutions, but

this is feasible in our framework thanks to the maximal regularity of parabolic equa-

tions, see e.g., [4]. There are some recent works for semilinear parabolic equations

that rely on the specific form of the solutions, we refer to Hào et al. [10] for a one-

dimensional case and to the cited bibliography. Moreover, our method still applies

to general nonlinear degenerate parabolic equations. Still, we omit the details here

and refer to Cannarsa and Yamamoto [6] for a degenerate case with semilinear term

F (x, t, u). As for related work on inverse problems, see Kawamoto [13]. Finally, we

refer to [12] for coupled parabolic systems where the authors used the uncommon

weight function (t− η)−2m where η is a sufficiently small constant and m ∈ N is a

large parameter.

1.2. Carleman estimate. For u = (u1, . . . , uN) and v = (v1, . . . , vN ), we set

(u,v) =

N
∑

ℓ=1

uℓvℓ and |u|2 =

N
∑

ℓ=1

|uℓ|
2
. We define an operator A(t) in L2(Ω)N by

A(t) = (A1(t), . . . , AN (t)), where

Aℓ(t)u =

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i,j=1

∂i
(

akℓij (x, t)∂juk

)

+

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

bkℓi (x, t)∂iuk +

N
∑

k=1

ckℓ(x, t)uk
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for every 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N .

Then (1.1) can be written as























∂tu−A(t)u = F(t,u) in Q,

∂νAu+ pu = 0, on Σ,

u(·, 0) = u0.

and the well-posedness can be guaranteed by further assumptions on A(t), see

e.g., [20]. We further set



























































(Pℓ(x, t,D)u)(x, t) = ∂tuℓ(x, t)−

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i,j=1

∂i
(

akℓij (x, t)∂juk(x, t)
)

−

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

bkℓi (x, t)∂iuk(x, t)−

N
∑

k=1

ckℓ(x, t)uk(x, t),

(P 0
ℓ (x, t,D)u)(x, t) = ∂tuℓ(x, t) −

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i,j=1

∂i
(

akℓij (x, t)∂juk(x, t)
)

,

x ∈ Ω, 0 < t < T, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N,

(1.9)

and

P0(x, t,D) =
(

P 0
1 (x, t,D), . . . , P 0

N (x, t,D)
)

,P(x, t,D) = (P1(x, t,D), . . . , PN (x, t,D)) .

We consider the weight function

ϕ(t) = eλt ≥ 1, t ≥ 0,

where λ is a large parameter suitably chosen. The key ingredient to prove Theo-

rem 1.1 is the following Carleman-type estimate for the strongly coupled parabolic

system.

Theorem 1.2. There exists λ0 > 0 such that for any λ ≥ λ0 we can choose a

constant s0(λ) > 0 so that there exists a constant C = C(s0, λ0) > 0 depending on

Ω, σ, and

max
1≤i,j≤n,1≤k,ℓ≤N

{

∥

∥akℓij
∥

∥

C1([0,T ];L∞(Ω))
,
∥

∥bkℓi
∥

∥

L∞(Q)
,
∥

∥ckℓ
∥

∥

L∞(Q)
, ‖p‖W 1,∞(0,T ;L∞(∂Ω))

}

such that

∫

Q

{

1

sϕ
|∂tz|

2
+ λ|∇z|2 + sλ2ϕ|z|2

}

e2sϕdxdt ≤ C

∫

Q

|P(x, t,D)z|2e2sϕdxdt
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+ C

∫

Ω

{

(

sλϕ(T )|z(x, T )|2 + |∇z(x, T )|2
)

e2sϕ(T ) +
(

sλ|z(x, 0)|2 + |∇z(x, 0)|2
)

e2s
}

dx

(1.10)

for all s ≥ s0 and z ∈ H1
(

0, T ;L2(Ω)N
)

∩ L2
(

0, T ;H2(Ω)N
)

satisfying

∂νAz(x, t) + p(x, t)z(x, t) = 0 or (1.11)

z(x, t) = 0 for any (x, t) ∈ Σ. (1.12)

2. Proof of the main results

2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof. By a density argument, we can assume that

z ∈ C1
(

[0, T ];C(Ω)N
)

∩C([0, T ]; C2(Ω)N
)

.

Here we consider the boundary condition ∂νAz+ pz = 0. The case of the Dirichlet

boundary condition z = 0 on Σ is more easy and can be handled similarly. We set

v = esϕz, Lℓ(x, t,D)v = esϕP 0
ℓ (x, t,D)

(

e−sϕv
)

.

Then v = (v1, . . . , vN ) satisfies the boundary condition (1.11).

(Lℓ(x, t,D)v) (x, t) = ∂tvℓ +







−sλϕvℓ −

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i,j=1

∂i
(

akℓij (x, t)∂jvk
)







, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N

and

∫

Q

e2sϕ
∣

∣P0(x, t,D)z
∣

∣

2
dxdt =

∫

Q

N
∑

ℓ=1

|Lℓ(x, t,D)v|
2
dxdt

≥

∫

Q

N
∑

ℓ=1

|∂tvℓ|
2dxdt− 2sλ

∫

Q

N
∑

ℓ=1

(∂tvℓ)ϕvℓdxdt

− 2

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

{

∂i
(

akℓij (x, t)∂jvk
)}

(∂tvℓ) dxdt

=:

∫

Q

|∂tv|
2dxdt+ J1 + J2. (2.1)

In the sequel, Cj will denote generic constants that depend on

∥

∥akℓij
∥

∥

C1([0,T ];L∞(Ω))
,
∥

∥bkℓi
∥

∥

L∞(Q)
, ‖ckℓ‖L∞(Q), ‖p‖W 1,∞(0,T ;L∞(∂Ω)), Ω, σ,N.
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Hence, through an integration by parts, we have

J1 = −2sλ

∫

Q

ϕ ((∂tv) ,v) dxdt

= −sλ

∫

Q

ϕ
(

∂t|v|
2
)

dxdt

= −sλ

∫

Ω

[

|v|2ϕ
]t=T

t=0
dx+ sλ2

∫

Q

|v|2ϕdxdt

= −sλ

∫

Ω

[

|z|2e2sϕϕ
]t=T

t=0
dx + sλ2

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt. (2.2)

Using the symmetry of akℓij (see (1.2)), the integration by parts yields

J2 = −2

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

{

∂i
(

akℓij (x, t)∂jvk
)}

∂tvℓdxdt

= 2

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

akℓij (∂jvk) (∂t∂ivℓ) dxdt− 2

∫

Σ

N
∑

ℓ=1

[∂νAv]ℓ (∂tvℓ) dSdt

= 2

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

akℓij (∂jvk) (∂t∂ivℓ) dxdt+ 2

∫

Σ

p(x, t) (v, ∂tv) dSdt. (2.3)

Therefore, by the trace theorem, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

Σ

p(x, t) (v, ∂tv) dSdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

p(x, t)
(

∂t|v|
2
)

dSdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

−

∫

Σ

(∂tp) |v|
2dSdt+

∫

∂Ω

[

p(x, t)|v(x, t)|2
]t=T

t=0
dS

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C1

(

‖v‖2L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)N ) + ‖v(·, T )‖2L2(∂Ω)N + ‖v(·, 0)‖2L2(∂Ω)N

)

≤ C2

(

‖v‖2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)N ) + ‖∇v‖2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)N ) + ‖v(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N + ‖v(·, 0)‖2H1(Ω)N

)

.

Hence we obtain

− 2

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

{

∂i
(

akℓij (x, t)∂jvk
)}

∂tvℓdxdt

≥ 2

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

akℓij (∂jvk) (∂t∂ivℓ) dxdt (2.4)

− C2

(

‖v‖2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)N ) + ‖∇v‖2L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)N ) + ‖v(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N + ‖v(·, 0)‖2H1(Ω)N

)

.

By (1.2), we obtain

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

akℓij (∂jvk) (∂t∂ivℓ)
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=

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

akkii (∂ivk) (∂t∂ivk) +

N
∑

k=1

∑

i>j

akkij {(∂jvk) (∂t∂ivk) + (∂ivk) (∂t∂jvk)}

+
∑

k>ℓ

n
∑

i=1

akℓii {(∂ivk) (∂t∂ivℓ) + (∂ivℓ) (∂t∂ivk)}

+
∑

k>ℓ

kℓ
∑

i>j

akℓij {(∂jvk) (∂t∂ivℓ) + (∂ivk) (∂t∂jvℓ) + (∂jvℓ) (∂t∂ivk) + (∂ivℓ) (∂t∂jvk)}

=

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

1

2
∂t

(

|∂ivk|
2
)

akkii +

N
∑

k=1

∑

i>j

akkij ∂t ((∂jvk) (∂ivk))

+
∑

k>ℓ

n
∑

i=1

akℓii ∂t ((∂ivk) (∂ivℓ)) +
∑

k>ℓ

∑

i>j

akℓij ∂t ((∂jvk) (∂ivℓ) + (∂ivk) (∂jvℓ))

=
1

4

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

akℓij ∂t ((∂jvk) ∂ivℓ + (∂ivk) ∂jvℓ) .

Similarly, integration by parts in t yields

−2

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

{

∂i
(

akℓij (x, t)∂jvk
)}

∂tvℓdxdt

≥ −2

∫

Q

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

1

2

(

∂ta
kk
ii

)

|∂ivk|
2
dxdt− 2

∫

Q

N
∑

k=1

∑

i>j

(

∂ta
kk
ij

)

(∂jvk) (∂ivk) dxdt

− 2

∫

Q

∑

k>ℓ

n
∑

i=1

(

∂ta
kℓ
ii

)

(∂ivk) (∂ivℓ) dxdt

− 2

∫

Q

∑

k>ℓ

∑

i>j

(

∂ta
kℓ
ij

)

((∂jvk) (∂ivℓ) + (∂ivk) (∂jvℓ)) dxdt

+ 2

∫

Ω

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

1

2

[

|∂ivk|
2
akkii

]t=T

t=0
dx+ 2

∫

Ω

N
∑

k=1

∑

i>j

[

akkij (∂jvk) (∂ivk)
]t=T

t=0
dx

+ 2

∫

Ω

∑

k>ℓ

n
∑

i=1

[

akℓii (∂ivk) (∂ivℓ)
]t=T

t=0
+ 2

∫

Ω

∑

k>ℓ

∑

i>j

[

akℓij ((∂jvk) (∂ivℓ) + (∂ivk) (∂jvℓ))
]t=T

t=0
dx

− C2

(

‖v‖2
L2(Q)N

+ ‖∇v‖2
L2(Q)N

+ ‖v(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N + ‖v(·, 0)‖2H1(Ω)N

)

≥ −C3

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt − C3

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt (2.5)

− C3

∫

Ω

{

(

|∇z(x, 0)|2 + |z(x, 0)|2
)

e2s +
(

|∇z(x, T )|2 + |z(x, T )|2
)

e2sϕ(T )
}

dx.

By (2.3)-(2.5) and by enlarging λ, we obtain
∫

Q

e2sϕ
∣

∣P0(x, t,D)z
∣

∣

2
dxdt
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≥ −sλ

∫

Ω

{

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T )ϕ(T )− |z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx− C3

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt

− C3

∫

Ω

{

(

|∇z(x, T )|2 + |z(x, T )|2
)

e2sϕ(T ) +
(

|∇z(x, 0)|2 + |z(x, 0)|2
)

e2s
}

dx

+ sλ2

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt

≥ −C4sλ

∫

Ω

{

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T )ϕ(T ) + |z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx

− C4

∫

Ω

(

|∇z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) + |∇z(x, 0)|2e2s
)

dx− C4

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt

+ sλ2

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt. (2.6)

Noting that

|P(x, t,D)z|2 =
N
∑

ℓ=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

P 0
ℓ (x, t,D)z −

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

bkℓi ∂izk −
N
∑

k=1

ckℓzk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≥
N
∑

ℓ=1

1

2

∣

∣P 0
ℓ (x, t,D)z

∣

∣

2
− C5







N
∑

ℓ=1





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

bkℓi ∂izk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

k=1

ckℓzk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2










≥
1

2

∣

∣P0(x, t,D)z
∣

∣

2
−

1

2
C6|∇z|2 −

1

2
C6|z|

2, (2.7)

and taking s and λ large enough so that sλ2

2 − C6

2 ≥ sλ2

4 , we obtain

∫

Q

e2sϕ|P(x, t,D)z|2dxdt ≥ −
C4sλ

2

∫

Ω

{

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T )ϕ(T ) + |z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx

−
C4

2

∫

Ω

{

|∇z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) + |∇z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx

− C7

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt+
sλ2

4

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt.

Hence,

sλ2

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt ≤ C8

∫

Q

e2sϕ|P(x, t,D)z|2dxdt+ C8

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt

+ C8sλ

∫

Ω

{

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T )ϕ(T ) + |z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx

+ C8

∫

Ω

{

|∇z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) + |∇z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx. (2.8)

Moreover, we have

∫

Q

(P(x, t,D)z, z)e2sϕdxdt =

∫

Q

1

2

(

∂t|z|
2
)

e2sϕdxdt
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−

∫ T

0

e2sϕ





∫

Ω

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

∂i
(

akℓij ∂jzk
)

zℓdx



 dt

−

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i=1

bkℓi (∂izk) zℓe
2sϕdxdt −

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

ckℓzkzℓe
2sϕdxdt. (2.9)

Let γ > 0 be sufficiently small. By integration by parts, (1.3) and (1.11), the trace

theorem, similar to (2.4) we obtain
∫

Q

(P(x, t,D)z, z)e2sϕdxdt

=
1

2

∫

Ω

(

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) − |z(x, 0)|2e2s
)

dx− sλ

∫

Q

e2sϕϕ|z|2dxdt

+

∫

Q

e2sϕ
N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

akℓij (∂jzk) (∂izℓ) dxdt−

∫

Σ

e2sϕ (∂νAz, z) dSdt

−

∫

Q





N
∑

k,ℓ=1

ckℓzkzℓ



 e2sϕdxdt−

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i=1

bkℓi (∂izk) zℓe
2sϕdxdt

≥ −
1

2

∫

Ω

(

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) + |z(x, 0)|2e2s
)

dx

− sλ

∫

Q

e2sϕϕ|z|2dxdt + σ

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt

− C8

∫ T

0

e2sϕ‖z(·, t)‖2L2(∂Ω)N dt

−

∫

Q

1

2
e2sϕ

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

∥

∥ckℓ
∥

∥

L∞(Q)

(

|zk|
2
+ |zℓ|

2
)

dxdt

−

∫

Q

e2sϕ
N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i=1

∥

∥bkℓi
∥

∥

L∞(Q)
|∂izk| |zℓ| dxdt. (2.10)

We use the following trace estimate: for any ε ∈ (0, 1) there exists a constant

C9(ε) > 0 such that

‖z(·, t)‖2L2(∂Ω)N ≤ ε‖∇z(·, t)‖2L2(Ω)N + C9(ε)‖z(·, t)‖
2
L2(Ω)N , (2.11)

see [9, Theorem 1.5.1.10]. Moreover

∫

Q

e2sϕ
N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i=1

∥

∥bkℓi
∥

∥

L∞(Q)
|zℓ‖∂izk| dxdt

=

∫

Q

e2sϕ
N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i=1

(

∥

∥bkℓi
∥

∥

L∞(Q)
|zℓ|

√

N

σ

)

(√

σ

N
|∂izk|

)

dxdt
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≤

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i=1

∥

∥bkℓi
∥

∥

2

L∞(Q)
|zℓ|

2 N

2σ
e2sϕdxdt +

∫

Q

N
∑

k,ℓ=1

n
∑

i=1

σ

2N
|∂izk|

2
e2sϕdxdt

≤ C10

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕdxdt +
σ

2

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt

≤ C10

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt +
σ

2

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt. (2.12)

Consequently, (2.10)-(2.12) yield
∫

Q

λ(P(x, t,D)z, z)e2sϕdxdt

≥ −
λ

2

∫

Ω

(

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) + |z(x, 0)|2e2s
)

dx

−
(

sλ2 + C11λ+ C12C9(ε)λ
)

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt

+ λ
(σ

2
− C12ε

)

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt. (2.13)

We choose ε ∈ (0, 1) such that σ
2 − C12ε = σ

4 (C12 can be taken large enough).

Since
∫

Q

λ(P(x, t,D)z, z)e2sϕdxdt ≤

∫

Q

1

2
|P(x, t,D)z|2e2sϕdxdt +

∫

Q

λ2

2
|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt,

we obtain, for s and λ sufficiently large,

λ

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt ≤ C13sλ
2

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt + C13

∫

Q

|P(x, t,D)z|2e2sϕdxdt

+ C13λ

∫

Ω

{

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) + |z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx. (2.14)

Estimating the first term on the right-hand side of (2.14) in terms of (2.8), we

obtain

λ

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt ≤ C14

∫

Q

|P(x, t,D)z|2e2sϕdxdt+ C14

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt

+ C14sλ

∫

Ω

{

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T )ϕ(T ) + |z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx

+ C14

∫

Ω

{

|∇z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) + |∇z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx, (2.15)

where we employed ϕ(T ) ≥ 1. The second integral on the right-hand side can be

absorbed into the left-hand side by taking λ > 0 large enough. Adding up the

resulting inequality and (2.8), we obtain

sλ2

∫

Q

ϕ|z|2e2sϕdxdt+ λ

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt
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≤ C15

∫

Q

|P(x, t,D)z|2e2sϕdxdt

+ C15sλ

∫

Ω

{

|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T )ϕ(T ) + |z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx

+ C15

∫

Ω

{

|∇z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) + |∇z(x, 0)|2e2s
}

dx. (2.16)

In the next step, we will invoke the term in |∂tz|
2. Since z = e−sϕv, we have

∂tz = −sλϕe−sϕv + e−sϕ∂tv, we have

1

sϕ
|∂tz|

2
e2sϕ ≤ 2sλ2ϕ|v|2 +

2

sϕ
|∂tv|

2
.

For all large s > 0 and λ > 0, applying (2.1) yields
∫

Q

1

sϕ
|∂tz|

2
e2sϕdxdt ≤

∫

Q

2sλ2ϕ|v|2dxdt+

∫

Q

2

sϕ
|∂tv|

2
dxdt

≤ C16

∫

Q

sλ2ϕ|v|2dxdt+ C16

∫

Q

|∂tv|
2
dxdt

≤ C16

∫

Q

sλ2ϕ|v|2dxdt+ C16

∫

Q

e2sϕ
∣

∣P0(x, t,D)z
∣

∣

2
dxdt + C16 |J1 + J2| . (2.17)

Using (2.2) we have

|J1| ≤ sλ2

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt+ sλ

∫

Ω

(

ϕ(T )|z(x, T )|2e2sϕ(T ) + |z(x, 0)|2e2s
)

dx.

By (2.3) and similarly to (2.5), we obtain

|J2| ≤ C17

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt+ C17

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt

+ C17

∫

Ω

{

(

|∇z(x, 0)|2 + |z(x, 0)|2
)

e2s +
(

|∇z(x, T )|2 + |z(x, T )|2
)

e2sϕ(T )
}

dx.

Substituting these inequalities in (2.17) and using (2.16) with (2.7), we obtain
∫

Q

1

sϕ
|∂tz|

2
e2sϕdxdt ≤ C18

∫

Q

|z|2e2sϕϕdxdt + C18

∫

Q

e2sϕ |P(x, t,D)z|
2
dxdt

+ C18

∫

Q

|∇z|2e2sϕdxdt

+ C18

(

sλϕ(T )‖z(·, T )‖2L2(Ω)N + ‖∇z(·, T )‖2L2(Ω)N

)

e2sϕ(T )

+ C18

(

sλ‖z(·, 0)‖2L2(Ω)N + ‖∇z(·, 0)‖2L2(Ω)N

)

e2s

≤ C19

∫

Q

e2sϕ |P(x, t,D)z|
2
dxdt

+ C19

(

sλϕ(T )‖z(·, T )‖2L2(Ω)N + ‖∇z(·, T )‖2L2(Ω)N

)

e2sϕ(T )

+ C19

(

sλ‖z(·, 0)‖2L2(Ω)N + ‖∇z(·, 0)‖2L2(Ω)N

)

e2s. (2.18)
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This completes the proof of (1.10). �

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. In the next proofs, C > 0 will denote a generic

constant that might vary from line to line.

Proof of Case 0 < t0 < T . Setting z := u− v, we obtain the system























































∂tzℓ(x, t) =
N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i,j=1

∂i

(

a
kℓ
ij (x, t)∂jzk(x, t)

)

+
N
∑

k=1

n
∑

i=1

b
kℓ
i (x, t)∂izk(x, t)

+
N
∑

k=1

c
kℓ(x, t)zk(x, t) + (fℓ(x, t,u)− fℓ(x, t,v)), (x, t) ∈ Q, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N,

∂νAz(x, t) + p(x, t)z(x, t) = 0 or

z(x, t) = 0 for (x, t) ∈ Σ.

(2.19)

Applying Theorem 1.2 to (2.19) yields

∫

Q

{

1

sϕ
|∂tz|

2
+ λ|∇z|2 + sλ2ϕ|z|2

}

e2sϕdxdt ≤ C

∫

Q

|f(x, t,u)− f(x, t,v)|2e2sϕdxdt

+ Csλϕ(T )‖z(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N e2sϕ(T ) + Csλ‖z(·, 0)‖2H1(Ω)N e2s (2.20)

for all large λ and s. Now we use the assumption on f . By the interpolation

inequality, see e.g. [9, Theorem 1.4.3.3] or [1, Chapter VII], there exists a positive

constant C = C(M) such that

∫

Q

|f(x, t,u) − f(x, t,v)|2e2sϕdxdt ≤ C

∫ T

0

‖z(·, t)‖2Hβ(Ω)N e2sϕdt

≤

∫ T

0

C
(

‖z(·, t)‖2H1(Ω)N + ‖z(·, t)‖2L2(Ω)N

)

e2sϕdt

≤ C

∫

Q

(

|∇z|2 + |z|2
)

e2sϕdxdt. (2.21)

Therefore, the semilinear term in (2.20) can be absorbed into the left-hand side by

taking λ large enough. Therefore, by ϕ(t0) ≤ ϕ(t), t ∈ [t0, T ], and using (1.5), we

obtain

e2sϕ(t0)

∫

Ω×(t0,T )

(

1

sϕ
|∂tz|

2 + sλ2ϕ|z|2
)

dxdt

≤ Csλϕ(T )‖z(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N e2sϕ(T ) + CsλM2e2s
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for all large λ and s. Omitting the dependence on λ = λ0 large enough and on T ,

we obtain

∫

Ω×(t0,T )

(

1

s
|∂tz|

2 + sϕ|z|2
)

dxdt ≤ Cs‖z(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N e
2s(ϕ(T )−ϕ(t0)) + CsM2e−2sµ(t0),

where µ(t) := ϕ(t)− 1 ≥ 0. Since ϕ(t0) > 0, we deduce

‖∂tz‖
2
L2(t0,T ;L2(Ω)N ) ≤ Cs2‖z(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N e2sϕ(T ) + Cs2M2e−2sµ(t0) (2.22)

for all s sufficiently large. Using

z (·, t0) = −

∫ T

t0

∂tz(·, t)dt + z(·, T ),

there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖z (·, t0)‖
2
L2(Ω)N ≤ C ‖∂tz‖

2
L2(t0,T ;L2(Ω)N ) + C‖z(·, T )‖2L2(Ω)N (2.23)

for all t0 ∈ (0, T ]. Since ϕ(T ), µ(t0) > 0, s2e2sϕ(T ) ≥ 1 and esϕ(T ) ≥ s2 for large s,

combining (2.22) and (2.23), we obtain

‖z (·, t0)‖
2
L2(Ω)N ≤ Cs2‖z(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N e2sϕ(T ) + Cs2M2e−2sµ(t0) + C‖z(·, T )‖2L2(Ω)N

≤Cs2‖z(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N e2sϕ(T ) + Cs2M2e−2sµ(t0) ≤ C‖z(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N e3sϕ(T ) + CM2e−sµ(t0)

for all large s ≥ s0 and all t0 ∈ (0, T ]. We set K := Ce3s0ϕ(T ), where C is the same

constant in the above inequality. Then

‖z (·, t0)‖
2
L2(Ω)N ≤ K‖z(·, T )‖2H1(Ω)N e3sϕ(T ) +KM2e−sµ(t0) (2.24)

for all s ≥ 0 and all t0 ∈ (0, T ]. By minimizing the right-hand side of (2.24) in

s > 0 and considering both cases ‖z(·, T )‖H1(Ω)N ≥ M and ‖z(·, T )‖H1(Ω)N ≤ M ,

we finally obtain (1.6) with θ := µ(t0)
3ϕ(T )+µ(t0)

∈ (0, 1). �

Proof of Case t0 = 0. For simplicity, we assume that the coefficients akℓij , b
kℓ
i , ckℓ

and p, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ k, ℓ ≤ N , are t-independent, otherwise, we can impose

further regularity on these coefficients. We will use the previous case 0 < t0 < T .

Similarly to previous arguments, we obtain, for ∂2
t z,

‖∂2
t z‖

2
L2(t0,T ;L2(Ω)N ) ≤ CD2e3sϕ(T ) + CM2

1 e
−sµ(t0) (2.25)
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for all s ≥ 0 and all t0 ∈ (0, T ], where M1 :=

2
∑

k=0

∥

∥∂k
t z(·, 0)

∥

∥

H1(Ω)N
. By using

∂tz (·, t0) = −

∫ T

t0

∂2
t z(·, t)dt + ∂tz(·, T ),

and ‖∂tz(·, T )‖
2
L2(Ω)N ≤ CD2e3sϕ(T ), we obtain

‖∂tz (·, t0)‖
2
L2(Ω)N ≤ C

∥

∥∂2
t z
∥

∥

2

L2(t0,T ;L2(Ω)N )
+ C‖∂tz(·, T )‖

2
L2(Ω)N

≤ CD2e3sϕ(T ) + CM2
1 e

−sµ(t0) (2.26)

for all s ≥ 0 and all t0 ∈ (0, T ]. By means of

z (·, 0) = −

∫ T

0

∂tz(·, t)dt + z(·, T ),

and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we infer

‖z(·, 0)‖2L2(Ω)N ≤ 2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0

∂tz (·, t) dt

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)N

+ 2‖z(·, T )‖2L2(Ω)N

≤C

∫ T

0

‖∂tz (·, t)‖
2
L2(Ω)N dt+ C‖z(·, T )‖2L2(Ω)N .

Employing (2.26), we deduce

‖z(·, 0)‖2L2(Ω)N ≤ CD2

∫ T

0

e3sϕ(T )dt+ CM2
1

∫ T

0

e−sµ(t)dt+ C‖z(·, T )‖2L2(Ω)N ,

that is,

‖z(·, 0)‖2L2(Ω)N ≤ CD2eCs + CM2
1

∫ T

0

e−sµ(t)dt.

By the change of variable ξ := µ(t) = eλt − 1, we obtain

∫ T

0

e−sµ(t)dt =
1

λ

∫ µ(T )

0

e−2sξ 1

1 + ξ
dξ ≤

1

λ

[

−
e−sξ

s

]ξ=µ(T )

ξ=0

=
1− e−sµ(T )

λs
≤

1

λs
.

Therefore,

‖z(·, 0)‖2L2(Ω)N ≤ CD2eCs +
C

s
M2

1

for all s > 0. Note that we used the same previous argument to extend the inequality

for all s > 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume D < 1 so that we take

s =
(

log 1
D

)α
> 0 with arbitrary α ∈ (0, 1). Then

eCsD2 = exp

(

C

(

log
1

D

)α)

D2 = exp

(

C

(

log
1

D

)α

− 2

(

log
1

D

))

.
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Since α < 1, there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that

eCηα−2η ≤ C1η
−α for all η > 0,

yielding

eCsD2 ≤ C1

(

log
1

D

)−α

.

Hence,

CD2eC2s +
C

s
M2

1 ≤ C2

(

log
1

D

)−α

+ C2M
2
1

(

log
1

D

)−α

for some constant C2 > 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1 for Case

t0 = 0. �
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