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ANALYTICITY AND OBSERVABILITY FOR FRACTIONAL HEAT
EQUATION ON R

n

MING WANG AND CAN ZHANG

Abstract. In this paper, we study quantitative spatial analytic bounds and unique

continuation inequalities of solutions for fractional heat equations with an analytic lower

order term on the whole space. At first, we show that the solution has a uniform positive

analytic radius for all time, and the solution enjoys a log-type ultra-analytic bound if

the coefficient is ultra-analytic. Second, we prove a Hölder type interpolation inequality

on a thick set, with an explicit dependence on the analytic radius of coefficient. Finally,

by the telescoping series method, we establish an observability inequality from a thick

set. As a byproduct of the proof, we obtain observability inequalities in weighted spaces

from a thick set for the classical heat equation with a lower order term.

1. Introduction

It has been recently proved in [34, 11] that the observability inequality

∀T > 0, ∃C = C(n, T, E) > 0 so that

∫

Rn

|u(T, x)|2 dx ≤ C

∫ T

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt(1.1)

and the interpolation inequality

∀T > 0, ∀θ ∈ (0, 1), ∃C = C(n, T, θ, E) > 0 so that

∫

Rn

|u(T, x)|2 dx ≤ C

(∫

E

|u(T, x)|2 dx
)θ (∫

Rn

|u(0, x)|2 dx
)1−θ(1.2)

hold for all solutions of the heat equation

∂tu−∆u = 0 in R
+ × R

n, u(0, x) ∈ L2(Rn),(1.3)

if and only if E ⊂ Rn is thick, namely there exists L > 0 so that

inf
x∈Rn

|E
⋂

QL(x)| > 0.

Here | · | denotes the Lebesgue measure, QL(x) stands for the cube in Rn centered at x

with side length L > 0.
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The thick set has been first introduced in the study of the uncertainty principle of

Fourier transform. In fact, the Logvinenko-Sereda theorem (see e.g. [15, 21]) says that
∫

Rn

|f(x)|2 dx ≤ CeCN

∫

E

|f(x)|2 dx, ∀N > 0, ∀f ∈ L2(Rn), supp f̂ ⊂ BN(0)(1.4)

holds for some constant C = C(n,E) > 0 if and only if E is thick. Here f̂ denotes the

Fourier transform of f , the ball BN (x0) = {x ∈ Rn : |x−x0| ≤ N}. The inequality (1.4) is

called spectral inequality [23], which plays an important role in the the Lebeau-Robbiano

strategy to establish observability inequalities.

In fact, let H be a self-adjoint operator so that −H generates a C0 semigroup {e−tH}t≥0

in L2(Rn), and let {πN}N≥1 be a family of orthogonal projection operators on L2(Rn).

Then we recall the Lebeau-Robbiano strategy [22, 30, 33, 9, 3, 2]: If there exist b > a > 0

and C > 0 so that the spectral inequality

‖πNf‖L2(Rn) ≤ CeCNa‖πNf‖L2(E)(1.5)

and the dissipative inequality

‖(1− πN)e
−tHf‖L2(Rn) ≤ Ce−CtNb‖(1− πN )f‖L2(Rn), ∀t > 0(1.6)

hold for all N ≥ 1 and f ∈ L2(Rn), then the following observability inequality holds

∀T > 0, ∃C = C(n, T, E) > 0 so that
∫

Rn

|e−THf(x)|2 dx ≤ C

∫ T

0

∫

E

|e−tHf(x)|2 dx dt, ∀f ∈ L2(Rn).

If we let πN be the Fourier projection operator defined by

π̂Nf(ξ) = χ|ξ|≤N f̂(ξ),(1.7)

where χ|ξ|≤N is the characteristic function of the set {ξ ∈ Rn : |ξ| ≤ N}, then the

inequality (1.4) can be rewritten as

‖πNf‖L2(Rn) ≤ CeCN‖πNf‖L2(E), ∀N > 0, f ∈ L2(Rn).(1.8)

Moreover, for every s > 0, let Λs = (−∆)
s
2 be the fractional Laplacian defined by the

Fourier transform

Λ̂sf = |ξ|sf̂(ξ).(1.9)

By the Plancherel theorem, we have

‖(1− πN )e
−tΛs

f‖L2(Rn) ≤ Ce−tNs‖(1− πN )f‖L2(Rn), ∀t, N > 0, f ∈ L2(Rn).(1.10)



ANALYTICITY AND OBSERVABILITY 3

According to the above Lebeau-Robbiano strategy, if s > 1 and E is a thick set, then the

observability inequality (1.1) holds for all solutions of

∂tu+ Λsu = 0 in R
+ × R

n, u(0, x) = u0 ∈ L2(Rn).(1.11)

In particular, letting s = 2, this recovers the observability (1.1) for the heat equation

(1.3). We note that the restriction s > 1, comes from the assumption b > a in (1.5)-(1.6),

is essential1. In fact, if 0 < s ≤ 1, then the equation (1.11) is not null controllable on a

thick set E (say, E is the complement of a nonempty open set, see [20, 27]).

Based on Carleman estimates, Lebeau and Moyano [24] have proved a spectral inequal-

ity for the Schrödinger operatorHg,V = ∆g+V (x) in R
n, where ∆g is the Laplace-Beltrami

operator with respect to an analytic metric g, V (x) is an analytic function vanishes at

infinity. Precisely, if E is a thick set, then there exists C > 0 so that

‖πNf‖L2(Rn,
√
det g dx) ≤ CeC

√
N‖πNf‖L2(E,

√
det g dx), ∀N > 0, f ∈ L2(Rn),(1.12)

where πN is a spectral projection to the low frequency (see [24] for a precise definition).

Clearly, the inequality (1.12), by the Lebeau-Robbiano strategy, implies that the ob-

servability inequality (1.1) holds for all solutions of the heat equation with real analytic

potentials V (x):

∂tu−∆u = V (x)u in R
+ × R

n, u(0, x) ∈ L2(Rn).

Motivated by these works, we wonder that, to what extent the above mentioned results

can be extended to the fractional heat equation with a space-time potential

∂tu+ Λsu = a(t, x)u in R
+ × R

n, u(0, x) = u0 ∈ L2(Rn),(1.13)

where s > 1, Λs is defined by (1.9). In particular, whether the inequalities (1.1)-(1.2)

hold for all solutions of (1.13) with analytic potential a(t, x)?

We first note that, due to the nonlocal property of Λs and the time dependence of

a(t, x), it is not clear that how to adapt the approach of Lebeau and Moyano in [24] to

the equation (1.13). Moreover, if one uses the spectral inequality (1.8), with πN being

the Fourier projection defined by (1.7), then according to an adapted Lebeau-Robbiano

strategy [2], the observability (1.1) reduces to the following dissipative estimate

‖(1− πN )u(t, ·)‖L2(Rn) ≤ C(t)e−CtNγ‖u0‖L2(Rn), ∀t, N > 0, u0 ∈ L2(Rn),(1.14)

1But for the exponential stabilization of the fractional heat equation, this restriction can be removed,

see [18, Lemma 2.2].
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for some γ > 1 (corresponding to b > a in (1.5)-(1.6)), where u(t, x) is the solution of

(1.13). However, the estimate (1.14) is equivalent to

‖ect|ξ|γ û(t, ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn) ≤ C(t)‖u0‖L2(Rn), ∀t > 0, u0 ∈ L2(Rn),(1.15)

which, to the best of our knowledge, is still open even if a(t, x) satisfying that

sup
t>0,x∈Rn

|∂α
xa(t, x)| ≤ 1, ∀α ∈ N

n.

In fact, the bound (1.15) implies that (see e.g. [34, Lemma 3.3, p.131])

‖∂α
xu(t, ·)‖L∞(Rn) ≤ C |α|(t)(α!)

1
γ , ∀α ∈ N

n,(1.16)

which, usually called ultra-analytic estimate, is stronger than the usual analytic bound

‖∂α
xu(t, ·)‖L∞(Rn) ≤ C |α|(t)α!, ∀α ∈ N

n,(1.17)

since s > 1. The bound of the form (1.17) has been studied for Navier-Stokes equations,

see e.g. [31, 5, 6, 16]. We also mention that the time analyticity has been proved in [7].

But little is known on the bound (1.16) for heat equations.

Thus, we shall first study analytical bounds toward to (1.15) for the solution of (1.13).

To state our main results, we make two assumptions on a(t, x).

(A1) Analyticity: There exist constants C,R > 0 so that

sup
t>0,x∈Rn

|∂α
xa(t, x)| ≤ C

α!

R|α| , ∀α ∈ N
n.

(A2) Ultra-analyticity: There exist constants C,M > 0, κ ∈ [0, 1) so that

sup
t>0,x∈Rn

|∂α
xa(t, x)| ≤ CM |α|(α!)κ, ∀α ∈ N

n.

Theorem 1.1. Let s > 1 and let u(t, x) be the solution of (1.13).

(i) Assume (A1) holds. Then there exist constants c > 0, C > 0 so that for all t > 0

∥∥û(t, ·)ecR|ξ|∥∥
L2
ξ(R

n)
≤ exp

{
C
[
1 +

(
t−1Rs

) 1
s−1 + t sup

t>0
‖a(t, ·)‖

A
R
2

]}
‖u0‖L2(Rn),(1.18)

where the norm ‖ · ‖AR is defined by (2.5).

(ii) Assume (A2) holds. Then there exist constants c > 0, C > 0 so that for all t > 0

‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))1−κ

û(t, ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn) ≤ CeC(t

− 1
s−1+t)‖u0‖L2(Rn).(1.19)
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The bound (1.18) shows that ‖û(t, ·)ecR|ξ|‖L2
ξ
(Rn) is finite for every t > 0. This, according

to the Paley-Wiener theorem [32, Theorem IX.13, p.18], implies that the solution u(t, ·)
can be extended to an analytic function u(t, z) in the strip

Sσ = {z ∈ C
n : |Imz| < σ}

with σ = cR. In particular, the solution has a fixed analytic radius at every time if the

lower order term is analytic. Results in similar manner has been proved in [10] for 2m

(m is an integer) order parabolic equation on bounded domains. The proof in [10] relies

on Schauder estimates and a delicate iteration argument, while (1.18) is proved by some

tools in Fourier analysis.

The main novelty of (1.18) lies in that it gives quantitative information on the analytic

radius of the solution and upper bound constant in terms of R, the analytic radius of the

coefficient a(t, ·). This is the key ingredient in the proof of the estimate (1.19).

Since for every R > 0,

‖eR|ξ|û(t, ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn) ≤ C(R)‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))1−κ

û(t, ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn),

it follows from (1.19) that the solution u(t, x), for every t > 0, can be extended to

an analytic function on the whole Cn. Though (1.19) is weaker than the classical ultra-

analytic estimate (1.15), it is new for us. We call (1.19) a log-type ultra-analytic estimate.

With these quantitative analytic bounds in hand, we prove some Hölder type interpo-

lation inequalities of unique continuation as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let s > 1, E be a thick set in Rn and u(t, x) be the solution of (1.13).

(i) Assume that (A1) holds for some R > 0. Then, there exist constants C =

C(n,E, σ) > 0 and C ′ = C ′(n,E) > 0 so that

∫

Rn

|u(t, x)|2 dx ≤ C0

(∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx
)θ

‖u0‖2(1−θ)
L2(Rn)(1.20)

holds for all θ ∈ (0, e−C′ max{1,R−1}), where

C0 = C exp

{
C
[
1 +

(
t−1Rs

) 1
s−1 + t sup

t>0
‖a(t, ·)‖

A
R
2

]}
.

(ii) Assume that (A2) holds. Then, there exist C > 0 so that for any θ ∈ (0, 1)

∫

Rn

|u(t, x)|2 dx ≤ CeC(t
− 1

s−1 +t)ee
C( θ

1−θ )
1

1−κ
(∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx
)θ

‖u0‖2(1−θ)

L2(Rn).(1.21)
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In order to prove (1.20), we shall establish an interpolation inequality for a function

f satisfying ‖eR|ξ|f̂‖L2(Rn) < ∞ on a thick set. This is a slightly stronger than previous

versions in the existing literature, we refer the interesting reader to Remark 3.8 for the

history of this topic.

The proof of (1.21) relies on the Logvinenko-Sereda theorem and a high-low frequency

decomposition. The inequality (1.21) is stronger than (1.20) in the sense that it allows

the Hölder exponent θ close to 1 arbitrarily. Moreover, it shows that the interpolation

inequality (1.2) holds at least for ultra-analytic lower order terms.

With regards to the observability inequality for solutions to (1.13), we have the following

result.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that s > 1 and (A1) holds, and E ⊂ Rn is a thick set. Then

there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on n, a and E so that for all T > 0 and all

solutions of (1.13),
∫

Rn

|u(T, x)|2 dx ≤ CeC(T+ 1
Ts−1 )

∫ T

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt.(1.22)

Theorem 1.3 generalizes the observability inequalities in [34, 11]. As mentioned above,

Theorem 1.3 does not follows directly from the Lebeau-Robbiano strategy. But it can be

proved with a similar idea. In fact, based on the telescoping method, the observability

inequality can be reduced to an interpolation inequality, see Corollary 4.2. In this way,

we prove Theorem 1.3 by the interpolation inequality (1.20). Note that this approach

proving observability inequality has been used successfully in [8].

Based on the techniques developed in this paper, we can establish the following ob-

servability inequalities for heat equations in weighted spaces, which are of independent

interest.

Theorem 1.4. Let (A1) hold and E ⊂ Rn be a thick set. Then for every δ ∈ R, there

exists a constant C > 0 depending only on δ, n, a and E so that
∫

Rn

|u(T, x)|2(1 + |x|2)δ dx ≤ CeC(T+ 1
T
)

∫ T

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2(1 + |x|2)δ dx dt(1.23)

holds for all T > 0 and all solutions of

∂tu−∆u = a(t, x)u, in R
n × R

+, u(0, x) = u0 ∈ L2
(
R
n, (1 + |x|2)δ dx

)
.

This paper is mainly devoted to observability estimates for solutions of fractional heat

equations with real analytic potentials depending on both space and time variables in
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the whole space Rn. We refer the reader to, e.g., [12, 28, 29, 30, 9, 25, 26, 19] for null

controllability results for fractional heat equations on bounded domains.

Throughout the paper, we use n ≥ 1 to denote the spatial dimension. In some places,

we use A . B to denote A ≤ CB for some universal constant C > 0. If both A . B and

B . A hold, then we write A ∼ B. The Fourier transform is given by

f̂(ξ) =

∫

Rn

e−ix·ξf(x) dx.

We use L2
(
Rn, (1 + |x|2)δ dx

)
to denote the Hilbert space endowed with the norm

‖f‖L2(Rn,(1+|x|2)δ dx) =

(∫

Rn

|f(x)|2(1 + |x|2)δ dx
) 1

2

.

It reduces to the usual L2(Rn) space if δ = 0.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 3,

we first establish some interpolation inequalities for real analytic functions, then prove

Theorem 1.2 with the aid of Theorem 1.1. Finally, we prove the Theorem 1.3 and Theorem

1.4 in Section 4.

2. Analytic bounds

2.1. Preliminaries. For every σ > 0, we define the Banach space Gσ = Gσ(Rn), consist-

ing of analytic function in Sσ = {z ∈ Cn : |Imz| < σ}, endowed with the norm

‖f‖Gσ = sup
|y|<σ

‖f(·+ iy)‖L2(Rn).

This kind of analytic functions, according to the Paley-Wiener theorem, is related to

the function whose Fourier transform decays exponentially at infinity. The proof of the

following lemma is inspired by Problem 76 in [32, p.132].

Lemma 2.1. For all σ > 0 and all f ∈ Gσ

‖eσ
2
|ξ|f̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ
(Rn) . ‖f‖Gσ . ‖eσ|ξ|f̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ
(Rn).(2.1)

Proof. We first claim that

‖f‖Gσ ∼ sup
|y|<σ

‖ey·ξf̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn).(2.2)

In fact, by the Fourier inversion,

f(x) = (2π)−n

∫

Rn

eix·ξf̂(ξ) dξ, ∀x ∈ R
n.
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In particular, replacing x by x+ iy, we find

f(x+ iy) = (2π)−n

∫

Rn

eix·ξe−y·ξf̂(ξ) dξ, ∀x ∈ R
n

for every |y| < σ. By the Plancherel theorem,

sup
|y|<σ

‖f(·+ iy)‖L2(Rn) ∼ sup
|y|<σ

‖e−y·ξf̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn) = sup

|y|<σ

‖ey·ξf̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn).

This, recalling the definition of Gσ norm, proves (2.2).

Now we prove (2.1). We note that (2.2) implies ‖f‖Gσ . ‖eσ|ξ|f̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ(R

n) if we use the

simple fact that |y · ξ| ≤ |y||ξ| ≤ σ|ξ|. Thus it remains to show ‖eσ
2
|ξ|f̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ
(Rn) . ‖f‖Gσ .

This, using (2.2) again, reduces to proving ‖eσ
2
|ξ|f̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ(R
n) . sup|y|<σ ‖ey·ξf̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ(R
n).

By a scaling argument, it suffices to consider the case σ = 1, namely

‖e 1
2
|ξ|f̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ
(Rn) . sup

|y|<1

‖ey·ξf̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn).(2.3)

In the case n = 1, this holds clearly, see [17, p.5285]. But the higher dimension cases need

more analysis. In fact, for every ξ ∈ R
n, the Lebesgue measure

∣∣∣∣
{
|y| < 1 : y · ξ

|ξ| ≥
1

2

}∣∣∣∣ ∼ 1.

This implies that for all ξ ∈ R
n

e|ξ||f̂(ξ)|2 .
∫

|y|<1

e2y·ξ|f̂(ξ)|2 dy.(2.4)

Integrating (2.4) over ξ ∈ Rn, and using the Fubini theorem, we infer that

‖e 1
2
|ξ|f̂(ξ)‖2L2

ξ(R
n) .

∫

|y|<1

∫

Rn

e2y·ξ|f̂(ξ)|2 dξ dy . sup
|y|<1

∫

Rn

e2y·ξ|f̂(ξ)|2 dξ.

This proves (2.3), and completes the proof. �

For every σ > 0, we introduce the following analytic function space Aσ endowed with

the norm

‖f‖Aσ =
∑

α∈Nn

σ|α|‖∂α
x f‖L∞(Rn)

α!
.(2.5)

Remark 2.2. If a satisfies (A1), then for all t ≥ 0, a(t, ·) ∈ A
R
2 . In fact,

‖a‖
A

R
2
≤
∑

α∈Nn

(R
2
)|α|‖∂α

xa‖L∞(Rn)

α!
≤ C

∑

α∈Nn

2−|α| . 1.

Lemma 2.3. For all σ > 0 and all a ∈ Aσ, u ∈ Gσ

‖au‖Gσ . ‖a‖Aσ‖u‖Gσ .
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Proof. Assume that a ∈ Aσ. By the Taylor expansion for multi-variable function

a(x+ iy) =
∑

α∈Nn

∂α
x a(x)

α!
(iy)α,

we deduce that

sup
x∈Rn,|y|<σ

|a(x+ iy)| ≤
∑

α∈Nn

∣∣∣∣
∂α
xa(x)

α!
(iy)α

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖a‖Aσ .(2.6)

Recalling the definition of Gσ norm, and using (2.6), we obtain

‖au‖Gσ . sup
|y|<σ

‖(au)(x+ iy)‖L2
x(R

n) ≤ ‖a‖Aσ sup
|y|<σ

‖u(x+ iy)‖L2
x(R

n) = ‖a‖Aσ‖u‖Gσ .

This completes the proof. �

Let {e−tΛs}t≥0 be the analytic semigroup generated by −Λs in L2(Rn). This semigroup

can be expressed by the Fourier transform as

ê−tΛsf(ξ) = e−t|ξ|sf̂(ξ), f ∈ L2(Rn).

Lemma 2.4. Assume that s > 1. Then for all t ≥ 0 and all f ∈ L2(Rn)

‖e−tΛs

f‖
Gt

1
s
. ‖f‖L2(Rn).

Proof. Fix t > 0. By (2.1) and the Plancherel theorem, we have

‖e−tΛs

f‖
Gt

1
s
. ‖et

1
s |ξ|−t|ξ|sf̂(ξ)‖L2(Rn) ≤ ‖et

1
s |ξ|−t|ξ|s‖L∞

ξ
(Rn)‖f‖L2(Rn).

The desired bound follows from the fact that

‖et
1
s |ξ|−t|ξ|s‖L∞

ξ
(Rn) = sup

s≥0
es−ss . 1,

where we used s > 1 in the last inequality. �

Using the semigroup {e−tΛs}t≥0, we can rewrite the fractional heat equation (1.13) as

an integral equation

u(t) = e−tΛs

u0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)Λs

(au)(s) ds.(2.7)

Proposition 2.5. Assume (A1) holds for some R > 0. Then there exists a unique

solution u of (2.7) satisfying

‖u(t, ·)‖
Gt

1
s
≤ C exp

{
Ct‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

}
‖u0‖L2(Rn), ∀t ∈ [0, (

R

2
)s],

for some constant C > 0.
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Proof. Thanks to Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4,

‖e−tΛs

u0‖
Gt

1
s
≤ C0‖u0‖L2(Rn),(2.8)

‖au‖Gσ ≤ C1‖a‖
A

R
2
‖u‖Gσ , σ ∈ [0,

R

2
](2.9)

for some C0, C1 > 0. Here ‖a‖
A

R
2
is finite, see Remark 2.2.

Fix T ∈ [0, (R
2
)s]. Define a ball

B = {u : ‖u‖X ≤ M‖u0‖L2(Rn)}

where M = eC2T , C2 = C0C1 supt≥0 ‖a‖AR
2
, and

‖u‖X = C−1
0 sup

t∈[0,T ]

e−C2t‖u(t, ·)‖
Gt

1
s
.

Now we consider the mapping

Γu = e−tΛs

u0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)Λs

(au)(τ) dτ.

If u ∈ B, then by (2.8) and (2.9), we have

‖Γu‖X ≤ C−1
0 sup

t∈[0,T ]

e−C2t‖e−tΛs

u0‖
Gt

1
s

+ C−1
0 sup

t∈[0,T ]

e−C2t

∫ t

0

‖e−(t−s)Λs

(au)(τ)‖
Gt

1
s
dτ

≤ ‖u0‖+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−C2t

∫ t

0

C1‖a‖
L∞(0,∞;A

R
2 )
‖u(τ)‖

Gτ
1
s
dτ

≤ ‖u0‖L2(Rn) + sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−C2t

∫ t

0

C2e
C2τ dτ‖u‖X

= ‖u0‖L2(Rn) + (1− e−C2T )‖u‖X
≤ ‖u0‖L2(Rn) + (1− e−C2T )M‖u0‖L2(Rn) = M‖u0‖L2(Rn).

This means that ΓB ⊂ B.
Note that in the second inequality above, we have used (2.8)-(2.9) and the inequality

t
1
s − (t− τ)

1
s ≤ τ

1
s to obtain that

‖e−(t−τ)Λs

(au)‖
Gt

1
s
≤ C0‖au‖

Gt
1
s −(t−τ)

1
s
≤ C0‖au‖

Gτ
1
s
≤ C0C1 sup

t≥0
‖a‖

A
R
2
‖u‖

Gτ
1
s
.

In the third inequality above, we have used the definitions of C2 and X .

Moreover, if u, v ∈ B, then

‖Γu− Γv‖X ≤ (1− e−C2T )‖u− v‖X .
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Hence, Γ : B 7→ B is a contraction mapping, and (2.7) has a unique solution u in B,
namely satisfying the bound

C−1
0 sup

t∈[0,T ]

e−C2t‖u(t, ·)‖
Gt

1
s
≤ M‖u0‖L2(Rn),

which implies that

‖u(T, ·)‖
GT

1
s
≤ C0e

2C2T‖u0‖L2(Rn).

This gives the desired bound, since T ∈ [0, (R
2
)s] is arbitrary. �

Proposition 2.6. Assume (A1) holds for some R > 0. Let b ∈ [0, R
2
]. Then there exists

a constant C > 0 so that the solution of (2.7) satisfies

‖u(t, ·)‖
Gt

1
s +b

≤ C exp
{
Ct‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

}
‖u0‖Gb, ∀t ∈ [0, (

R

2
− b)s].

Proof. The proof is the same as above. In fact, it suffices to use

‖e−tΛs

u0‖
Gt

1
s +b

≤ C0‖u0‖Gb

instead of (2.8). �

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1 (i). Now we shall use Proposition 2.6 repeatedly and an

iteration argument to obtain an analytic bound with a fixed analytic radius, which is

independent of the time variable.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that (A1) holds for some R > 0, then there exist constants c, C > 0

so that the solution of (2.7) satisfies

‖u(t, ·)‖GcR ≤ exp
{
C(t−1Rs)

1
s−1 + Ct‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

}
‖u0‖L2(Rn), t ∈ (0, (

R

2
)s].

Proof. Let t ∈ (0, T ] with T = (R
2
)s. For every m ≥ 1, make decomposition

[0, t] =

[
0,

1

m
t

]⋃[
1

m
t,

2

m
t

]⋃
· · ·
⋃[

(m− 1)

m
t, t

]
.
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Using Proposition 2.6 on the intervals [ j−1
m

t, j
m
t], j = 1, 2, · · · , m, we find

‖u( 1
m
t, ·)‖

G( 1
mt)

1
s
≤ C exp

{
C

1

m
t‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

}
‖u0‖L2(Rn)

‖u( 2
m
t, ·)‖

G2( 1
mt)

1
s
≤ C exp

{
C

1

m
t‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

}
‖u( 1

m
t)‖

G( 1
mt)

1
s

· · ·

‖u( j
m
t, ·)‖

Gj( 1
mt)

1
s
≤ C exp

{
C

1

m
t‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

}
‖u(j − 1

m
t)‖

G(j−1)( 1
mt)

1
s

· · ·

‖u(t, ·)‖
Gm( 1

mt)
1
s
≤ C exp

{
C

1

m
t‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

}
‖u(m− 1

m
t)‖

G(m−1)( 1
mt)

1
s
.

Combining these inequalities we infer that

‖u(t, ·)‖
Gm( 1

mt)
1
s
≤ Cm exp{Ct‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )
}‖u0‖L2(Rn),(2.10)

provided that

m(
1

m
t)

1
s ≤ R

2
.

Choose m ∈ N so that

m(
1

m
t)

1
s ∼ R.

Which is in fact equivalent to

m ∼
(
t−1Rs

) 1
s−1 .

Then it follows from (2.10) that for some c, C ′ > 0

‖u(t, ·)‖GcR ≤ CC′(t−1Rs)
1

s−1

exp
{
Ct‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

}
‖u0‖L2(Rn), t ∈ (0, (

R

2
)s].

This implies the desired bound and completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (i). Let t0 = (R
2
)s. It follows from Lemma 2.7 that

‖u(t0, ·)‖GcR ≤ exp
{
C(t−1

0 Rs)
1

s−1 + Ct0‖a‖
L∞(0,∞;A

R
2 )

}
‖u0‖L2(Rn)

≤ exp
{
C(1 + t0‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )
)
}
‖u0‖L2(Rn).

Similarly, we have for all τ ≥ 0 that

‖u(τ + t0, ·)‖GcR ≤ exp
{
C(1 + t0‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )
)
}
‖u(τ)‖L2

x(R
n).(2.11)

By the classical energy estimate we have

‖u(τ)‖L2
x(R

n) ≤ exp{Cτ‖a‖
L∞(0,∞;A

R
2 )
}‖u0‖L2(Rn).
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Then we deduce from (2.11) that for all t ≥ t0

‖u(t, ·)‖GcR ≤ exp
{
C(1 + t‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )
)
}
‖u0‖L2(Rn).(2.12)

Moreover, by Lemma 2.7 again, we have for all t ∈ (0, t0]

‖u(t, ·)‖GcR ≤ exp
{
C
[
(t−1Rs)

1
s−1 + t‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

]}
‖u0‖L2(Rn).(2.13)

Combining (2.12)-(2.13), we infer that for any t > 0

‖u(t, ·)‖GcR ≤ exp
{
C
[
1 + (t−1Rs)

1
s−1 + t‖a‖

L∞(0,∞;A
R
2 )

]}
‖u0‖L2(Rn).

This implies the bound (1.18), since ‖e cR
2
|ξ|û(t, ξ)‖L2

ξ(R
n) . ‖u(t, ·)‖GcR, which follows from

Lemma 2.1. �

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii).

Lemma 2.8. Assume that (A2) holds. Then there exists C = C(n,M, κ) > 0 so that

‖a‖AR ≤ eCR
1

1−κ
, ∀R > 0.

Proof. By the assumption (A2), we have

sup
x∈Rn

|∂α
xa| ≤ CM |α|(α!)κ, ∀α ∈ N

n.

By the definition of AR norm, we get

‖a‖AR =
∑

α∈Nn

R|α|‖∂α
x a‖L∞(Rn)

α!
≤
∑

α∈Nn

C
(MR)|α|

(α!)1−κ

=
∑

α∈Nn

2−|α|C
(2MR)|α|

(α!)1−κ
. sup

α∈N

(2MR)|α|

(α!)1−κ

≤
(
sup
α∈N

(2MR)α

(α!)1−κ

)n

=

(
sup
α∈N

(2MR)
α

1−κ

α!

)n(1−κ)

.

By the inequality xn(n!)−1 ≤ ex for all x > 0, n ∈ N, we find

sup
α∈N

(2MR)
α

1−κ

α!
≤ e(2MR)

1
1−κ

.

Then we conclude that

‖a‖AR . en(1−κ)(2MR)
1

1−κ
.

This gives the desired bound. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii). According to Lemma 2.8, we have for some C > 0

sup
t>0

‖a‖AR ≤ CeCR
1

1−κ
, ∀R > 0.(2.14)

Let u be the solution of (1.13). Fix t > 0. By Theorem 1.1 (i), there exists C > 0 so that

∥∥∥û(t, ·)eC−1R|ξ|
∥∥∥
L2
ξ
(Rn)

≤ exp

{
C
[
1 +

(
t−1Rs

) 1
s−1 + t sup

t>0
‖a(t, ·)‖

A
R
2

]}
‖u0‖L2(Rn)

≤ exp

{
C(t−

1
s−1 + t)(R

s
s−1 + sup

t>0
‖a(t, ·)‖

A
R
2
)

}
‖u0‖L2(Rn)

holds for all R ≥ 1. By using (2.14) and absorbing the term R
s

s−1 , we have

∫

Rn

e2C
−1R|ξ||û(t, ξ)|2 dξ ≤ eC(t

− 1
s−1 +t)eCeCR

1
1−κ

‖u0‖2L2(Rn), ∀R ≥ 1.(2.15)

Rewrite (2.15) as

e−2CeCR
1

1−κ

∫

Rn

e2C
−1R|ξ||û(t, ξ)|2 dξ ≤ eC(t

− 1
s−1 +t)e−CeCR

1
1−κ

‖u0‖2L2(Rn), ∀R ≥ 1.(2.16)

Integrating (2.16) over R ∈ [1,∞) and changing the integration order, we obtain

∫

Rn

∫ ∞

1

e−2CeCR
1

1−κ

e2C
−1R|ξ| dR|û(t, ξ)|2 dξ ≤ CeC(t

− 1
s−1 +t)‖u0‖2L2(Rn).(2.17)

Thanks to (2.17), Theorem 1.1 (ii) holds true if one can show the following claim: There

exists c > 0 so that
∫ ∞

1

e−2CeCR
1

1−κ

e2C
−1R|ξ| dR ≥ cec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))1−κ

, ∀ξ ∈ R
n.(2.18)

Finally, it remains to show (2.18). Without loss of generality, we assume C > 1. In

fact, in the case |ξ| ≤ 4C2e2
1

1−κ C , we have

∫ ∞

1

e−2CeCR
1

1−κ

e2C
−1R|ξ| dR ≥

∫ 2

1

e−2CeCR
1

1−κ

e2C
−1R|ξ| dR & e|ξ| log(e+|ξ|).(2.19)

This proves (2.18).

In the case |ξ| > 4C2e2
1

1−κC , let

R0 =

(
C−1 log

|ξ|
4C2

)1−κ

> 2.(2.20)

If 1 ≤ R ≤ R0, one can check that

C−1R|ξ| > C−1R · 4C2e2
1

1−κC > 2CeCR
1

1−κ
,
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which is equivalent to

e−2CeCR
1

1−κ

e2C
−1R|ξ| ≥ eC

−1R|ξ|.(2.21)

It follows from (2.20)-(2.21) that (2.21) holds if R ∈ [R0 − 1, R0]. Thus,
∫ ∞

1

e−2CeCR
1

1−κ

e2C
−1R|ξ| dR ≥

∫ R0

R0−1

eC
−1R|ξ| dR ≥ eC

−1(R0−1)|ξ|.(2.22)

By (2.20) again, we have

R0 ∼ (log(e + |ξ|))1−κ , |ξ| → ∞.

This implies that for some small c > 0

eC
−1(R0−1)|ξ| ≥ cec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))1−κ

, |ξ| > 4C2e2
1

1−κC .

This, together with (2.22), shows that (2.18) holds.

�

3. Quantitative unique continuation for analytic functions

In this section, we first prove some interpolation inequalities on thick sets for analytic

functions and ultra-analytic functions, respectively; and then we prove Theorem 1.2. To

this end, we first recall a local interpolation inequality for analytic functions.

Lemma 3.1 ([1, Theorem 1.3] ). Let R > 0 and let f : B2R ⊂ Rn → R be real analytic in

B2R verifying

|∂α
x f(x)| ≤ M(ρR)−|α||α|!, when x ∈ B2R and α ∈ N

n

for some positive numbers M and ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Let ω ⊂ BR be a subset of positive measure.

Then there are constants C = C(ρ, |ω|/|BR|) > 0 and θ = θ(ρ, |ω|/|BR|) ∈ (0, 1) so that

(3.1) ‖f‖L∞(BR) ≤ CM1−θ
( 1

|ω|

∫

ω

|f(x)| dx
)θ
.

Here and in the sequel, we use BR to denote a ball in Rn with radius R, QL a cube in

Rn with side length L.

Remark 3.2. As a consequence of (3.1), we can derive an Lp version inequality, which

will be useful later. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1
p
+ 1

p′
= 1. By the Hölder inequality, we have

|BR|
1
p‖f‖L∞(BR) ≥ ‖f‖Lp(BR),

1

|ω|

∫

ω

|f(x)| dx ≤ |ω|
1
p′
−1‖f‖Lp(ω).
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Inserting them into (3.1) we obtain

‖f‖Lp(BR) ≤ C|BR|
1
p |ω|θ(

1
p′
−1)

M1−θ‖f‖θLp(ω).(3.2)

Clearly, (3.2) also holds in the case that p = ∞.

Based on Lemma 3.1, we establish an interpolation inequality of unique continuation

for functions in Gσ, with an explicit index θ depending on σ.

Lemma 3.3. Let 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, L, σ > 0 and ω ⊂ QL be a subset of positive measure. Then

there exist two constants C = C(p, n, |ω|, L, σ) > 0 and C ′ = C ′(n, |ω|, L) > 0 so that

‖f‖Lp(QL) ≤ C‖f‖θLp(ω)M
1−θ

holds for all θ ∈ (0, e−C′ max{1,L
σ
}), where

M = sup
α∈Nn

σ|α|

|α|!‖∂
α
x f‖L∞(Q2L).

Proof. Let f ∈ Gσ with some σ > 0. Clearly, f is real analytic on R
n. Also, by the

definition of M , we have

‖∂α
x f‖L∞(Q2L) ≤ M

(
1

σ

)|α|
|α|!, for all α ∈ N

n.(3.3)

If σ ≥ L, then (3.3) holds with
(
1
σ

)|α|
replaced by

(
1
L

)|α|
. Since ω ⊂ QL has a positive

measure, we can apply Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.2 (with ρ = 1, R = L) to obtain that

‖f‖Lp(QL) ≤ C‖f‖θ0Lp(ω)M
1−θ0

for some θ0 ∈ (0, 1). Thus this lemma holds in this case.

Now we consider the other case that σ < L. We first claim that there exists a point

x0 ∈ QL so that Qσ
3
(x0) ⊂ QL and

|ω
⋂
Qσ

3
(x0)|

|Qσ
3
(x0)|

≥ c0(3.4)

for some c0 = c0(n, L, |ω|) > 0. In fact, let k ≥ 1 be an integer, we split QL as disjoint

small cubes QL
k
(x), then

|ω| =
∑

x

|ω
⋃

QL
k
(x)|.

Choose an x0 so that |ω⋃QL
k
(x0)| = maxx |ω

⋃
QL

k
(x)|. Since there are kn small cubes,

we infer that

|ω
⋃

Q L
m
(x0)| ≥ k−n|ω|.(3.5)
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Set k = [3L
σ
] + 1. Then L

k
≤ σ

3
, and of course QL

k
(x0) ⊂ Qσ

3
. Thus (3.5) becomes

|ω
⋃

Qσ
3
(x0)| ≥ k−n|ω|,

which, noting k ≤ 4L
σ
, implies that

|ω
⋂

Qσ
3
(x0)|

|Qσ
3
(x0)|

≥ k−n|ω|
(σ
3
)n

≥
(

3

4L

)n

|ω|.

This proves the claim (3.4).

Since the proof in the case p = ∞ is similar, we can now assume that 2 ≤ p < ∞. From

(3.4) and the bound (3.3), we apply Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.2 (with ρ = 1, R = σ, ω

replaced by ω
⋂

Qσ
3
) to obtain that

∫

Qσ(x0)

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C



∫

ω
⋂

Q 1
3σ

(x0)

|f(x)|p dx




δ

Mp(1−δ),(3.6)

and similarly for all Qσ(y) ⊂ QL

∫

Qσ(y)

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C



∫

Q 1
3σ

(y)

|f(x)|p dx




δ

Mp(1−δ),(3.7)

where δ = δ(n, L, |ω|) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(p, n, L, |ω|, σ) > 0. We point out that δ is

independent of σ, which is important in our proof.

On the one hand, it follows from (3.6) that
∫

Q 1
3σ

(x0)

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C

(∫

ω

|f(x)|p dx
)δ

Mp(1−δ).(3.8)

On the other hand, it follows from (3.7) that

∫

Q 1
3σ

(y)

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C



∫

Q 1
3σ

(y′)

|f(x)|p dx




δ

Mp(1−δ)(3.9)

for all y, y′ ∈ Rn satisfying |y − y′| ≤ σ
3
and Q 1

3
σ(y), Q 1

3
σ(y

′) ⊂ QL. With (3.9) in hand,

for every m ∈ N, we can use the Harnack chain argument to prove that

∫

Q 1
3σ

(y)

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C



∫

Q 1
3σ

(y′)

|f(x)|p dx




δm

Mp(1−δm)(3.10)

for all y, y′ ∈ Rn satisfying |y − y′| ≤ mσ
3

and Q 1
3
σ(y), Q 1

3
σ(y

′) ⊂ QL. Since x0 ∈ QL, we

have

|y − x0| ≤
√
nL, for all y ∈ QL.
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This, together with (3.10) (setting y′ = x0), implies that for all Qσ(y) ⊂ QL

∫

Q 1
3σ

(y)

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C



∫

Q 1
3σ

(x0)

|f(x)|p dx




δm

Mp(1−δm),(3.11)

where m = [3
√
nL
σ

] + 1. Integrating (3.11) over {y ∈ QL : Qσ(y) ⊂ QL}, we infer that

∫

QL

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C



∫

Q 1
3σ

(x0)

|f(x)|p dx




δm

Mp(1−δm),(3.12)

for some constant C > 0.

Finally, combining (3.8) and (3.12), we get

∫

QL

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C

(∫

ω

|f(x)|p dx
)δm+1

Mp(1−δm+1).(3.13)

Recall that m ≤ L
σ
(3
√
n + 1), we have for some C ′ = C(n, L, |ω|) > 0

δm+1 = e−(m+1) log δ−1 ≥ e−C′ L
σ := θ.

This, together with (3.13) and the trivial bound
∫
ω
|f(x)|p dx ≤ Mp, gives that

∫

QL

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C

(∫

ω

|f(x)|p dx
)θ

Mp(1−θ).

This completes the proof. �

For our purpose, we need to bound the quantity M in Lemma 3.3 in terms of ‖f‖Gσ .

To this end, for every j ∈ Zn, we define

Mj = sup
α∈Nn

σ|α|

|α|!‖∂
α
x f‖L∞(Q2L(jL)).(3.14)

Here we use the convention notation jL = (j1L, j2L, · · · , jnL) ∈ Rn.

Lemma 3.4. Let p ≥ 2 and σ, L > 0. Then there exists C = C(n, σ, L) > 0 so that

(∑

j∈Zn

Mp
j

) 1
p

≤ C‖f‖G4σ , for all f ∈ G4σ.

Proof. Thanks to the inequality

(∑

j∈Zn

Mp
j

) 1
p

≤
(∑

j∈Zn

M2
j

) 1
2

,
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it suffices to consider the case p = 2. Using the definition (3.14), we have

∑

j∈Zn

M2
j =

∑

j∈Zn

(
sup
α∈Nn

σ|α|

|α|!‖∂
α
x f‖L∞(Q2L(jL))

)2

.(3.15)

We claim that there exists C = C(n, L) > 0 so that

sup
α∈Nn

σ|α|

|α|!‖∂
α
x f‖L∞(Q2L) ≤ C(1 + σ−n) sup

α∈Nn

(2σ)|α|

|α|! ‖∂α
x f‖L2(Q2L).(3.16)

In fact, since Q2L satisfies the cone property, by the Sobolev embeding ‖f‖L∞(Q2L) ≤
C‖f‖Hn(Q2L), we have

‖∂α
x f‖L∞(Q2L) ≤ C

∑

β∈Nn,|β|≤n

‖∂α+β
x f‖L2(Q2L).(3.17)

For β ∈ Nn, |β| ≤ n

‖∂α+β
x f‖L2(QL) ≤ (2σ)−|α+β|(α+ β)! sup

α∈Nn

(2σ)|α|

|α|! ‖∂α
x f‖L2(Q2L)

≤ C(1 + σ−n)σ−|α||α|! sup
α∈Nn

(2σ)|α|

|α|! ‖∂α
x f‖L2(Q2L).

Here we used the facts that σ−|α+β| ≤ σ−|α|(1 + σ−n) and 2−|α|(α + β)! ≤ C|α|!. This,

together with (3.17), gives the bound (3.16).

Note that (3.16) holds for all Q2L(jL), j ∈ Zn, we deduce from (3.15) that

∑

j∈Zn

M2
j .

∑

j∈Zn

(
sup
α∈Nn

(2σ)|α|

|α|! ‖∂α
x f‖L2(Q2L(jL))

)2

. sup
α∈Nn

(
(2σ)|α|

|α|!

)2 ∑

j∈Zn

‖∂α
x f‖2L2(Q2L(jL))

.

(
sup
α∈Nn

(2σ)|α|

|α|! ‖∂α
x f‖L2(Rn)

)2

.

Here the implicit constant depends only on n, σ, L. Then the lemma follows if we can

show that

sup
α∈Nn

(2σ)|α|

|α|! ‖∂α
x f‖2L2(Rn) . ‖u‖G4σ .(3.18)

In fact, by the Plancherel theorem, we have

sup
α∈Nn

(2σ)|α|

|α|! ‖∂α
xu‖2L2(Rn) ∼ sup

α∈Nn

(2σ)|α|

|α|! ‖(iξ)αû‖2L2(Rn) . ‖e2σ|ξ|û(ξ)‖L2(Rn),(3.19)
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where we have used (2σ)|α||(iξ)α| ≤ (2σ|ξ|)|α| ≤ |α|!e2σ|ξ|. The bound (3.19) and Lemma

2.1 imply (3.18). Thus the proof is completed. �

We now present the following Hölder type inequality of unique continuation on thick

sets for functions in Gσ.

Theorem 3.5. Let 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, σ > 0 and E be a thick set in Rn. Then there exist two

constants C = C(p, n, E, σ) > 0 and C ′ = C ′(n,E) > 0 so that

‖f‖Lp(Rn) ≤ C‖f‖θLp(E)‖f‖1−θ
Gσ(3.20)

holds for all f ∈ Gσ and all θ ∈ (0, e−C′ max{1,σ−1}).

In particular, by letting p = 2, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.6. Let σ > 0 and E be a thick set in Rn. Then there exist two constants

C = C(n,E, σ) > 0 and C ′ = C ′(n,E) > 0 so that

∫

Rn

|f(x)|2 dx ≤ C

(∫

E

|f(x)|2 dx
)θ

‖f‖2(1−θ)
Gσ(3.21)

holds for all f ∈ Gσ and θ ∈ (0, e−C′ max{1,σ−1}).

Before proving Theorem 3.5, we give two remarks below.

Remark 3.7. The inequality (3.20) fails in the case 1 ≤ p < 2. Given now 1 ≤ p < 2.

Since ‖f‖Lp(E) ≤ ‖f‖Lp(Rn), this claim follows if we can disprove

‖f‖Lp(Rn) ≤ C‖f‖Gσ , ∀f ∈ Gσ.(3.22)

To this end, for every s > 0, define a function

fs(x) = (1 + |x|2)− s
2 , x ∈ R

n.

Then fs ∈ Lp(Rn) if and only if s > n
p
. Moreover, by [13, Proposition 6.1.5, p.6], if s < n,

then the Fourier transform f̂s satisfies that

|f̂s(ξ)| ≤
{

Ce−
1
2
|ξ|, |ξ| ≥ 2,

C|ξ|s−n, |ξ| ≤ 2.

Then fs ∈ G
1
4 if s ∈ (n

2
, n). Since p < 2, we can always choose an s0 so that s0 ≤ n

p
and

s0 ∈ (n
2
, n). Then fs0 ∈ G

1
4 but fs0 /∈ Lp(Rn), this shows that (3.22) fails to hold in the

case σ = 1
4
. We conclude the same result for the general σ > 0 after a scaling argument.

Remark 3.8. We recall here some previous works on the interpolation inequality (3.21).
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• In [24], E is thick, but no explicit dependence of θ on σ, proved by Carleman

estimates.

• In [35], E is the complement set of a ball, θ ∼ e−1/σ, proved by three ball inequality

of analytic functions.

• In [4, 14], E is a Borel set satisfying the thick condition, θ ∼ e−1/σ, proved by

harmonic measure estimate.

Note that the complement set of every ball is a thick set, every Borel set is a Lebesgue

measurable set (but the converse is not ture), Corollary 3.6 covers the results in [4, 24,

35, 14] in a unified way.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Let E be a thick set. Then there exists L > 0 so that

inf
j∈Zn

|E
⋂

QL(jL)| = C0 > 0.(3.23)

Let σ > 0. Since the lower bound C0 is independent of j, we apply Lemma 3.3 with

ω = E
⋂

QL(jL) to find that

‖f‖Lp(QL(jL)) ≤ C‖f‖θLp(E
⋂

QL(jL))
M1−θ

j ,(3.24)

where θ = e−C′ max{1,L/σ} ∈ (0, 1), C = C(p, n, |ω|, L, σ) > 0, C ′ = C ′(n, |ω|, L) > 0 and

Mj = sup
α∈Nn

σ|α|

|α|!‖∂
α
x f‖L∞(Q2L(jL)).

The proof splits into two cases.

Case (1): p = ∞. By Lemma 2.1, we know

sup
j∈Zn

Mj ≤ C‖f‖G4σ ,

which, together with (3.24), shows that

‖f‖L∞(Rn) ≤ sup
j∈Zn

‖f‖L∞(QL(jL)) ≤ C sup
j∈Zn

‖f‖θL∞(E
⋂

QL(jL))
M1−θ

j ≤ ‖f‖θL∞(E)‖f‖1−θ
G4σ .

Note that this holds for all σ > 0, replacing 4σ by σ, we conclude (3.20) in this case.

Case (2): 2 ≤ p < ∞. Taking the p-th power of (3.24) we obtain

∫

QL(jL)

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C

(∫

E
⋂

QL(jL)

|f(x)|p dx
)θ

M
p(1−θ)
j , ∀j ∈ Z

n.(3.25)

Using the decomposition
∫

Rn

|f(x)|p dx =
∑

j∈Zn

∫

QL(jL)

|f(x)|p dx
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and the bound (3.25), we deduce

∫

Rn

|f(x)|p dx ≤
∑

j∈Zn

C

(∫

E
⋂

QL(jL)

|f(x)|p dx
)θ

M
p(1−θ)
j

≤ C

(
ε
∑

j∈Zn

Mp
j + ε−

1−θ
θ

∑

j∈Zn

∫

E
⋂

QL(jL)

|f(x)|p dx
)

(3.26)

for all ε > 0.

On one hand,

∑

j∈Zn

∫

E
⋂

QL(jL)

|f(x)|p dx =

∫

E

|f(x)|p dx.(3.27)

On the other hand, thanks to Lemma 3.4, we have

∑

j∈Zn

Mp
j ≤ C‖f‖pG4σ .(3.28)

Inserting (3.27)-(3.28) into (3.26), we have
∫

Rn

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C

(
ε‖f‖pG2σ + ε−

1−θ
θ

∫

E

|f(x)|p dx
)

(3.29)

for all ε > 0, C > 0 is a different constant.

By taking ε = ε0 so that

ε0‖f‖pG2σ = ε
− 1−θ

θ

0

∫

E

|f(x)|p dx,

we deduce from (3.29) that

∫

Rn

|f(x)|p dx ≤ C

(∫

E

|f(x)|p dx
)θ

‖f‖p(1−θ)
G4σ .

This shows that (3.20) holds for 2 ≤ p < ∞. It completes the proof. �

To prove interpolation inequalities for ultra-analytic functions, we proceed with a dif-

ferent approach, which relies on the following uncertainty principle.

Theorem 3.9. Let E be a thick set in Rn and let N > 0. Then
∫

Rn

|f(x)|2 dx ≤ CeCN

∫

E

|f(x)|2 dx

holds for all f ∈ L2(Rn), suppf̂ ⊂ BN (0).

Proof. This is the classical Logvinenko-Sereda theorem, see e.g. [15, 21]. �
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Theorem 3.10. Let c > 0, δ > 0 and E be a thick set in Rn. Then there exists C > 0 so

that

‖f‖L2(Rn) ≤ Cee
C( θ

1−θ )
1
δ

‖f‖θL2(E)‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖1−θ
L2
ξ
(Rn)

(3.30)

holds for any θ ∈ (0, 1) and f satisfying ‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ(R

n) < ∞.

Proof. The proof relies on a high-low frequency decomposition. Let N > 0. Define P≤N

and P>N as

P̂≤Nf = χ|ξ|≤N f̂ , P̂>Nf = χ|ξ|>N f̂ ,

where χA denotes the characteristic functions of the set A. By Theorem 3.9,

‖f‖L2(Rn) ≤ ‖P≤Nf‖L2(Rn) + ‖P>Nf‖L2(Rn)

≤ CeCN‖P≤Nf‖L2(E) + ‖P>Nf‖L2(Rn)

≤ CeCN‖f‖L2(E) + (1 + CeCN )‖P>Nf‖L2(Rn)

≤ CeCN‖f‖L2(E) + (1 + CeCN )e−cN(log(e+N))δ‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ(R

n).(3.31)

Arbitrarily fix ε ∈ (0, 1), and then choose N0 so that

(1 + CeCN0)e−cN0(log(e+N0))δ = ε.(3.32)

This is always possible since the set {(1 + CeCN )e−cN(log(e+N))δ : N > 0} contains the

interval (0, 1). Letting N = N0 in (3.31), we obtain

‖f‖L2(Rn) ≤ CeCN0‖f‖L2(E) + ε‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ(R

n).(3.33)

Since 1 + CeCN0 . e
c
2
N0(log(e+N0))δ , we deduce from (3.32) that

e
c
2
N0(log(e+N0))δ .

1

ε
. ecN0(log(e+N0))δ .

This implies that if 1
ε
> e,

ln
1

ε
∼ N0(log(e +N0))

δ,

or equivalently

N0 ∼
log 1

ε

(log(e+N0))δ
.(3.34)

Iterating (3.34) gives that

N0 .
log 1

ε(
log log 1

ε

)δ .(3.35)
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We also need the inequality: if 1
ε
> ee,

C
log 1

ε(
log log 1

ε

)δ ≤ 1− θ

θ
log

1

ε
+ eC(

Cθ
1−θ )

1
δ

.(3.36)

This can be proved by considering the case C
log 1

ε

(log log 1
ε)

δ ≤ 1−θ
θ

log 1
ε
and C

log 1
ε

(log log 1
ε)

δ >

1−θ
θ

log 1
ε
separately. Then inserting (3.35)-(3.36) into (3.33), we find that if 1

ε
> ee,

‖f‖L2(Rn) ≤ Cee
C( Cθ

1−θ )
1
δ

ε−
1−θ
θ ‖f‖L2(E) + ε‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ
(Rn).(3.37)

Finally, we prove (3.30). The proof splits into two cases.

Case (1). ‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn)/‖f‖L2(E) > e

e
θ . Choose ε so that

ε−
1−θ
θ ‖f‖L2(E) = ε‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ(R
n).

Then
1

ε
=
(
‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ
(Rn)/‖f‖L2(E)

)θ
> ee.

We deduce from (3.37) that

‖f‖L2(Rn) ≤ Cee
C( Cθ

1−θ )
1
δ

‖f‖θL2(E)‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖1−θ
L2
ξ(R

n)
.

Thus (3.30) holds in this case.

Case (2). ‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ
(Rn)/‖f‖L2(E) ≤ e

e
θ . The proof is easier. In fact, using

‖f‖L2(Rn) . ‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2
ξ(R

n) ≤ e
e
θ ‖f‖L2(E),

we infer that

‖f‖L2(Rn) = ‖f‖θL2(Rn)‖f‖1−θ
L2(Rn) ≤

(
Ce

e
θ ‖f‖L2(E)

)θ (
C‖ec|ξ|(log(e+|ξ|))δ f̂(ξ)‖L2

ξ
(Rn)

)1−θ

,

which implies that (3.30) also holds. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let E be a thick set. It follows from Theorem 3.6 and Lemma

2.1 that there exist two constants C = C(n,E, σ) > 0 and C ′ = C ′(n,E) > 0 so that

∫

Rn

|f(x)|2 dx ≤ C

(∫

E

|f(x)|2 dx
)θ

‖eσ|ξ|f̂(ξ)‖2(1−θ)

L2(Rn)(3.38)

holds for all σ > 0 and θ ∈ (0, e−C′ max{1,σ−1}). Thus Theorem 1.2 (i) follows from Theorem

1.1 (i) and (3.38). Theorem 1.2 (ii) follows from Theorem 1.1 (ii) and Theorem 3.10. �
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4. Observability inequalitiesc for fractional heat equations

In this section, we first present an abstract criterion for some functions to ensure an

observability inequality. Then we apply it to solutions of (1.13) and prove Theorem 1.3

and Theorem 1.4. We start with the following proposition, which roughly says that an

interpolation inequality with a fixed θ implies an observability inequality.

Proposition 4.1. Let δ > 0, 0 < θ < 1, C ≥ 1 and E be a subset of Ω. Assume that

u(t, x) is a function on [0, 1]× Ω so that sup
0≤t≤1

‖u(t, ·)‖L2
x(Ω) < ∞ and

∫

Ω

|u(t2, x)|2 dx ≤ Ce
C

(t2−t1)
δ

(∫ t2

t1

∫

E

|u(t2, x)|2 dx dt
)θ (∫

Ω

|u(t1, x)|2 dx
)1−θ

(4.1)

holds for all 0 < t1 < t2 ≤ 1. Then for every T ∈ (0, 1], we have

∫

Ω

|u(T, x)|2 dx ≤ C
1
θ e

C+1

θTδ

∫ T

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt.(4.2)

Proof. Fix T > 0. Let l1 = T . For every integer m ≥ 2, define lm = λm−1l1 so that

0 < · · · < lm+1 < lm < · · · < l1 and

lm − lm+1

lm+1 − lm+2

= λ−1 :=

(
C + 1

C + 1− θ

) 1
δ

> 1.(4.3)

Applying (4.1) with t2 = lm and t1 = lm+1, we have

∫

Ω

|u(lm, x)|2 dx ≤ Ce
C

(lm−lm+1)
δ

(∫ lm

lm+1

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt
)θ (∫

Ω

|u(lm+1, x)|2 dx
)1−θ

.

(4.4)

Using the inequality aθb1−θ ≤ ε−(1−θ)a+ εθb (∀a, b, ε > 0), we deduce from (4.4) that

∫

Ω

|u(lm, x)|2 dx ≤ ε−(1−θ)C
1
θ e

C

θ(lm−lm+1)
δ

∫ lm

lm+1

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt+ εθ
∫

Ω

|u(lm+1, x)|2 dx

for all ε > 0, which can be rewritten as

(4.5) ε1−θe
− C

θ(lm−lm+1)
δ

∫

Ω

|u(lm, x)|2 dx− εe
− C

θ(lm−lm+1)
δ

∫

Ω

|u(lm+1, x)|2 dx

≤ C
1
θ

∫ lm

lm+1

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt.
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Letting ε = e
− 1

θ(lm−lm+1)
δ in (4.5) and using (4.3), we infer that

e
− C+1−θ

θ(lm−lm+1)
δ

∫

Ω

|u(lm, x)|2 dx− e
− C+1−θ

θ(lm+1−lm+2)
δ

∫

Ω

|u(lm+1, x)|2 dx

≤ C
1
θ

∫ lm

lm+1

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt.

Taking the sum over m ≥ 1, we find

e
− C+1−θ

θ(l1−l2)
δ

∫

Ω

|u(l1, x)|2 dx ≤
∑

m≥1

C
1
θ

∫ lm

lm+1

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt

≤ C
1
θ

∫ T

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt,(4.6)

where we used the fact

lim
m→∞

e
− C+1−θ

θ(lm+1−lm+2)
δ

∫

Ω

|u(lm+1, x)|2 dx = 0,

which follows from sup
0≤t≤1

‖u(t, ·)‖L2
x(Ω) < ∞ and lm+1 − lm+2 → 0 as m → ∞. Then (4.2)

follows from (4.6) clearly. �

We now replace the space-time norm in (4.1) by a space norm at the final time.

Corollary 4.2. Let δ > 0, 0 < θ < 1, C ≥ 1 and E be a subset of Ω. Assume that u(t, x)

is a function on [0, 1]× Ω so that for all t1 < t2
∫

Ω

|u(t2, x)|2 dx ≤ C

∫

Ω

|u(t1, x)|2 dx,(4.7)

∫

Ω

|u(t2, x)|2 dx ≤ Ce
C

(t2−t1)
δ

(∫

E

|u(t2, x)|2 dx
)θ (∫

Ω

|u(t1, x)|2 dx
)1−θ

.(4.8)

Then for every T ∈ (0, 1], there exists C ′ > 0 depending only on C, δ, θ so that

∫

Ω

|u(T, x)|2 dx ≤ C ′e
C′

Tδ

∫ T

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt.(4.9)

Proof. Arbitrarily give 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ 1. Let s ∈ (t1, t2]. Applying (4.8) we have

∫

Ω

|u(s, x)|2 dx ≤ Ce
C

(s−t1)
δ

(∫

E

|u(s, x)|2 dx
)θ (∫

Ω

|u(t1, x)|2 dx
)1−θ

.(4.10)
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Integrating (4.10) over s ∈ [ t1+t2
2

, t2], using the Hölder inequality we infer that

(4.11)

∫ t2

t1+t2
2

∫

Ω

|u(s, x)|2 dx ds

≤ C(
t2 − t1

2
)1−θe

C2δ

(t2−t1)
δ

(∫ t2

t1+t2
2

∫

E

|u(s, x)|2 dx ds
)θ (∫

Ω

|u(t1, x)|2 dx
)1−θ

.

Moreover, it follows from (4.7) that
∫

Ω

|u(t2, x)|2 dx ≤ 2C

t2 − t1

∫ t2

t1+t2
2

∫

Ω

|u(s, x)|2 dx ds.

This, together with (4.11), gives that

(4.12)

∫

Ω

|u(t2, x)|2 dx

≤ C(
2

t2 − t1
)θe

C2δ

(t2−t1)
δ

(∫ t2

t1+t2
2

∫

E

|u(s, x)|2 dx ds
)θ (∫

Ω

|u(t1, x)|2 dx
)1−θ

.

Absorbing ( 2
t2−t1

)θ by the exponential term e
C2δ

(t2−t1)
δ , and enlarging the integral interval

[ t1+t2
2

, t2] to [t1, t2] in (4.12), we conclude that

∫

Ω

|u(t2, x)|2 dx ≤ C0e
C0

(t2−t1)
δ

(∫ t2

t1

∫

E

|u(s, x)|2 dx ds
)θ (∫

Ω

|u(t1, x)|2 dx
)1−θ

(4.13)

for some constant C0 ≥ 1 depending only on C, δ, θ. Since t1 < t2 can be chosen arbitrarily

in (4.13), the inequality (4.9) immediately follows from Proposition 4.1. �

With the aid of Corollary 4.2, we can prove the observability inequality for (1.13) by

interpolation inequalities as in Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Multiplying (1.13) with u and integrating over x ∈ Rn, we

obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

Rn

|u(t, x)|2 dx+

∫

Rn

|Λ s
2u(t, x)|2 dx ≤

∫

Rn

|a||u(t, x)|2 dx, ∀t > 0.

This, noting a ∈ L∞(0,∞;L∞(Rn)), implies that for some C > 0
∫

Rn

|u(t2, x)|2 dx ≤ CeC(t2−t1)

∫

Rn

|u(t1, x)|2 dx, ∀t2 ≥ t1.(4.14)

Case (1). When 0 < T ≤ 1. Let 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ 1. On one hand, by (4.14) we have
∫

Rn

|u(t2, x)|2 dx ≤ C1

∫

Rn

|u(t1, x)|2 dx(4.15)
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with C1 = CeC . On the other hand, it follows from Theorem 1.2 (i) that
∫

Ω

|u(t2, x)|2 dx ≤ C2e
C2

(t2−t1)
δ

(∫

E

|u(t2, x)|2 dx dt
)θ (∫

Ω

|u(t1, x)|2 dx
)1−θ

,(4.16)

where δ = s− 1 > 0, the constants C2 ≥ 1, θ ∈ (0, 1) depending only on n, s, a(t, x) and

E. Since (4.15)-(4.16) hold for all t1 < t2, according to Corollary 4.2, we conclude that
∫

Ω

|u(T, x)|2 dx ≤ C3e
C3
Tδ

∫ T

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt.(4.17)

This proves Theorem 1.3 in this case.

Case (2). When T > 1. We first apply (4.17) with T = 1 to find that
∫

Rn

|u(1, x)|2 dx ≤ C3e
C3

∫ 1

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt.(4.18)

And then we apply (4.14) with t2 = T and t1 = 1 to get
∫

Rn

|u(T, x)|2 dx ≤ CeC(T−1)

∫

Rn

|u(1, x)|2 dx.(4.19)

Combining (4.18)-(4.19) we infer that
∫

Rn

|u(T, x)|2 dx ≤ C3e
C3CeCT

∫ T

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt.

This shows that Theorem 1.3 also holds for T > 1. It completes the proof. �

To prove Theorem 1.4, we need the following observability inequality for heat equations

with lower order terms. Note that it includes a gradient term, so it is a slightly stronger

version than Theorem 1.3 in the case s = 2.

Proposition 4.3. Let E be a thick set. Assume that A and B1, B2, · · · , Bn satisfy (A1).

Then there exists C > 0 depending only on n,E,A(t, x) and B(t,x) = (B1, B2, · · · , Bn)

so that ∫

Rn

|u(T, x)|2 dx ≤ CeC(T+ 1
T
)

∫ T

0

∫

E

|u(t, x)|2 dx dt

holds for all T > 0 and all solutions of

∂tu−∆u = B(t, x) · ∇u+ A(t, x)u, u(0, x) = u0(x) ∈ L2(Rn).

Proof. Since the main idea is the same as the proof of Theorem 1.3, we only give a sketch

here. Assume that A and B1, B2, · · · , Bn satisfy (A1) for some R > 0. Rewrite the

equation of u as

∂tu−∆u = ∇ · (B(t, x)u) + Ã(t, x)u, u(0, x) = u0(x) ∈ L2(Rn),(4.20)
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where Ã(t, x) = A(t, x)−∇ ·B satisfies (A1) with R > 0. The integral form of (4.20) is

u(t) = et∆u0 +

∫ t

0

e(t−s)∆
(
∇ · (B(t, x)u) + Ã(t, x)u

)
ds.(4.21)

By Lemma 2.4, we have

‖et∆u0‖G√
t ≤ C‖u0‖L2(Rn), ∀t ≥ 0.

By Lemma 2.3, we have

sup
0≤t≤T

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

e(t−s)∆
(
∇ · (B(t, x)u) + Ã(t, x)u

)
ds

∥∥∥∥
G

√
t

2n

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
1
2

∥∥∥
(
∇ · (B(t, x)u) + Ã(t, x)u

)∥∥∥
G

√
t

2n
ds

≤ C
√
t sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t, ·)‖
G

√
t

2n
, for all 0 ≤ t ≤ R2.

Combining these two inequalities, using the contraction principle, we infer that there

exists a unique solution u of (4.21) satisfying

sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t, ·)‖
G

√
t

2n
≤ C‖u0‖L2(Rn), 0 ≤ t ≤ T0,(4.22)

where T0 > 0 is a small constant. With the bound (4.22) in hand, similar to the proof of

Theorem 1.1 (i), after an iteration argument we infer that

‖u(t, ·)‖GR0 ≤ CeC(t+ 1
t
)‖u0‖L2(Rn), ∀t ≥ 0(4.23)

with a large constant C > 0 and some R0 < R. Thanks to (4.23), it follows from

Corollary 3.6 that some interpolation inequalities of unique continuation hold. Finally we

apply Corollary 4.2 to conclude the desired observability inequality. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. First note that, by changing variable, we can reduce the weighted

observability to an unweighted one. In fact, let u be a solution of

∂tu−∆u = a(t, x)u, u(0, x) = u0 ∈ L2
(
R
n, (1 + |x|2)δ dx

)
.

Set v = (1 + |x|2) δ
2u. Then v satisfies the equation

∂tv −∆v = B · ∇v + Av, v(0, x) = (1 + |x|2) δ
2u0 ∈ L2

(
R
n
)
,(4.24)

where

A = δ(δ − 1)(1 + |x|2)− 1
2 + a(t, x)

and

B = (B1, B2, · · · , Bn), Bj = 2δxj(1 + |x|2)−1.
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Let E be a thick set. If one can show that there exists C > 0 so that
∫

Rn

|v(T, x)|2 dx ≤ CeC(T+ 1
T
)

∫ T

0

∫

E

|v(t, x)|2 dx dt(4.25)

for all T > 0 and all solutions of (4.24), then Theorem 1.4 follows clearly.

It remains to show (4.25). Our strategy is to apply Proposition 4.3. To this end, we

first claim that, for every s > 0, the function hs(x) = (1 + |x|2)− s
2 satisfies the bound

‖∂α
xhs(x)‖L∞(Rn) ≤ C12|α||α|!, ∀α ∈ N

n,(4.26)

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on s, n. In fact, according to [13, Proposition

6.1.5, p.6], the Fourier transform ĥs satisfies that

|f̂s(ξ)| ≤ Ce−
1
2
|ξ|, |ξ| ≥ 2,

and for |ξ| ≤ 2

|f̂s(ξ)| ≤





C(1 + |ξ|s−n), 0 < s < n,

C(1 + log 2
|ξ|), s = n,

C, s > n.

One can check that e
1
3
|ξ|ĥs(ξ) ∈ L2(Rn), and so hs ∈ G

1
3 . By (3.18), we have

‖∂α
xhs(x)‖L2(Rn) ≤ C6|α||α|!, ∀α ∈ N

n,

which, together with the Sobolev embedding Hn(Rn) →֒ L∞(Rn), proves the claim (4.26).

Since a(t, x) satisfies (A1) for some R > 0, using the bound (4.26) with s = 1, we see

that A satisfies (A1) with R′ = min{R, 1
4
} > 0. Moreover, using Leibnitz rule and the

bound (4.26) with s = 2, we have for all j = 1, 2, · · · , n

‖∂α
xBj(x)‖L∞(Rn) ≤ C12|α||α|!, ∀α ∈ N

n.

Thus every Bj also satisfies (A1). Therefore, we can apply Proposition 4.3 to conclude

(4.25). This completes the proof. �
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