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ANALYTICITY AND OBSERVABILITY FOR FRACTIONAL HEAT
EQUATION ON R"

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 Holder 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
(1.1) VT'>0,3C =C(n,T,FE) > 0 so that / lu(T, x)|? de < C’/ / lu(t, z)* dz dt
o JE

n

and the interpolation inequality

vT > 0,V0 € (0,1),3C = C(n,T,0,E) > 0 so that

2 / (T, )2 dz < C ([E (T, :E)|2dx>€ (/ |u(0,x)|2dx> -

hold for all solutions of the heat equation
(1.3) Ou—Au=0 in R" xR, u(0,2) € L*(R"),
if and only if £ C R” is thick, namely there exists L > 0 so that

inf |E()Qu(z)| > 0.
Here | - | denotes the Lebesgue measure, Qp(z) stands for the cube in R™ 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

(1.4) |f(z)]?de < CeN [E |f(z)>dz, VN >0,Vf e L*(R"), supp f C By(0)

Rn
holds for some constant C' = C'(n, E) > 0 if and only if £ is thick. Here f denotes the
Fourier transform of f, the ball By (z¢) = {x € R" : [t —x¢| < 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 Cj semigroup {e™"'},5q
in L?(R"), and let {my}xn>1 be a family of orthogonal projection operators on L?(R").
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

(1.5) 17 fllz2@ey < Ce“N|lmn fllr2(m)

and the dissipative inequality

(1.6) 11— 7n)e ™™ fllragey < Ce™ ™ (1 = 7n) fllz2gey,  ¥E >0

hold for all N > 1 and f € L?*(R"), then the following observability inequality holds
VT > 0,3C = C(n,T,E) > 0 so that

T
le ™ f ()] dow < 0/ / le7™ f(2)|*dxdt, Vfe L*(R").
Rr 0o JE
If we let 7 be the Fourier projection operator defined by

(1.7) v f(€) = Xieen F(€),

where xje<n is the characteristic function of the set {{ € R™ : [{| < N}, then the

inequality (1.4) can be rewritten as
(18) Imn ey < Ce¥fmn flliay, YN >0, f € T3(RY)

Moreover, for every s > 0, let A* = (—=A)z be the fractional Laplacian defined by the

Fourier transform

~

(1.9) Ko F = 1€l Fe).
By the Plancherel theorem, we have

(1.10)  |[(1 —7n)e ™ fllrz@ny < Ce™™

(1 —7n)fll2®ey, V¢, N >0, f € L*(R").
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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

(1.11) Ou+Au=0 in R" xR", u(0,7) =ug € L*(R").

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 essential'. In fact, if 0 < s < 1, then the equation (1.11) is not null controllable on a
thick set E (say, F 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 Schrodinger operator Hyy = Ag+V (x) in R™, where A, is the Laplace-Beltrami
operator with respect to an analytic metric g, V(x) is an analytic function vanishes at
infinity. Precisely, if F is a thick set, then there exists C' > 0 so that

(1.12) 17 £l 2(en yasrgas < CeVN | fll 2 vastgany: YN > 0, f € L*(R),

where 7y 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' (z):
Ou— Au=V(r)u in RY xR", u(0,r) € L*(R").

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
(1.13) o+ Au=a(t,r)u in RT xR", u(0,2) =uy € L*(R"),

where s > 1, A® 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(¢,x)?

We first note that, due to the nonlocal property of A® 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 7y 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

(114) (|1 = 7n)ult, )l ey < CEe N fugl|ogey,  VE N > 0,u9 € LA(R™),

IBut 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 v > 1 (corresponding to b > a in (1.5)-(1.6)), where u(t,z) is the solution of
(1.13). However, the estimate (1.14) is equivalent to

(1.15) €0, )l zqeey < OO uollzarys VE > 0,0 € LR,

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

sup [0ya(t,z)| <1, VaeN"

t>0,xeR”

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

(1.16) l02u(t, M egn < Cll(E) (@), Vo€ N,

which, usually called ultra-analytic estimate, is stronger than the usual analytic bound
(1.17) 10%u(t, ) || Loogny < O (B)al, Vo€ N,

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

|
sup  |0%a(t, )| < C—
t>0,2€R" Rl

Yo € N".

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

sup  |0%l(t,z)| < CMl(a!)®, Va e N™.

t>0,xeR”
Theorem 1.1. Let s > 1 and let u(t,z) be the solution of (1.13).
(i) Assume (A1) holds. Then there exist constants ¢ > 0,C > 0 so that for all t > 0

_1
(1.18)  ||act, ~)66R‘5‘HL§([R”) < exp {0[1 + (IR +tsup la(t, -)||A§]} [[uo | L2(rm),

where the norm || - || 4z is defined by (2.5).
(ii) Assume (A2) holds. Then there exist constants ¢ > 0,C > 0 so that for allt > 0

o -+
(1.19) 0D G, ) ey < C T g g
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The bound (1.18) shows that ||z(t, -)e®lé! ||L§([Rm) is finite for every ¢ > 0. This, according
to the Paley-Wiener theorem [32, Theorem IX.13, p.18|, implies that the solution u(¢,-)

can be extended to an analytic function u(¢, z) in the strip
Sy ={z€C": |Imz| < o}

with ¢ = 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,

N c ogle 11—k ~
e 9a(E, )ll ) < CAR)|HCEHD TG, €) | 2 g

it follows from (1.19) that the solution wu(t,x), for every t > 0, can be extended to
an analytic function on the whole C". 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 Holder type interpo-

lation inequalities of unique continuation as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let s > 1, E be a thick set in R™ 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,0) >0 and C' = C'(n, E) > 0 so that

0
(1.20) wmwms%(/mem)mm%%
E

R
holds for all 6 € (0, e=C" ma{LE™}) “yhere
— —1ps\ 5o .
C’O—Cexp{C[1+(t R®) +tr>;1>1£)]|a(t, )H,ﬁ]}

(ii) Assume that (A2) holds. Then, there exist C' > 0 so that for any 6 € (0,1)

1
iy ()T ’ -
(1.21) u(t, z)2da < CeCl T e N7 ( [E |u(t,x)|2dx) ol 75 -

R
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In order to prove (1.20), we shall establish an interpolation inequality for a function
f satisfying ||6R‘£‘J? | z2(rny < 00 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 Holder exponent 6 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 C R™ 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),

(1.22) (T, 2)2dz < CeCT+ 1) /T/ lu(t, 2))? dz dt.
R 0o JE

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 C R™ be a thick set. Then for every 6 € R, there

exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on d,n,a and E so that

T
(1.23) \u(T,x)P(H\xP)édxgcecm%)/ /|u(t,x>|2(1+\:cl2)‘5dxdt
0 E

[Rn
holds for all T" > 0 and all solutions of
Ou— Au=a(t,z)u, in R" xR, u(0,2)=ug€ L*(R", (1 +|z|*)° dz).

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 R". 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

for = [ e

We use L2(R", (1 + |#]?)° dz) to denote the Hilbert space endowed with the norm

3
Ll ot ey ey = ( [ ireras \x|2>5dx)

It reduces to the usual L?*(R™) space if § = 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 o > 0, we define the Banach space G = G?(R"), consist-

ing of analytic function in S, = {z € C" : |Imz| < ¢}, endowed with the norm

[ fllee = sup [[f(- + i)l L2m)-

ly|<o

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 o > 0 and all f € G°

(21) €3 F©) 2wy S I fllce S eSOz
Proof. We first claim that

(2.2) 1£llg= ~ sup [le”* F(E) rzqwn)-
ly|<o
In fact, by the Fourier inversion,

f() = (@m)" / ey de, Vo e R,

n
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In particular, replacing x by x + 1y, we find
flatiy)=@n [ e rifigds, voer
for every |y| < o. By the Plancherel theorem,

sup || £(- + i)l 2 ~ sup le™ ()| zeny = sup e F(€) | zn)-
ly|<o ly|<o ly|<o
This, recalling the definition of G’ norm, proves (2.2).

Now we prove (2.1). We note that (2.2) implies || f||ge < He"‘ﬂf(g)HLg(Rn) if we use the
simple fact that |y-&| < |y||¢| < o|¢|. Thus it remains to show ||e%|f|f(§)||Lg([Rn) < | fllge-
This, using (2.2) again, reduces to proving ||e%‘5‘f(§)||L§(Rn) S SUpPjy <o ||ey'§f(§)||Lg(Rn).
By a scaling argument, it suffices to consider the case ¢ = 1, namely

1
(2.3) le2 F () 2@ S S sup eV FE)Il 2qgny-
y|<1
In the case n = 1, this holds clearly, see [17, p.5285]. But the higher dimension cases need

more analysis. In fact, for every & € R”, the Lebesgue measure

W <tiv g2 5]
Y y|s|

This implies that for all £ € R™

(2.4) HIFO < / L AROray

~ 1.

Integrating (2.4) over £ € R", and using the Fubini theorem, we infer that
H e < [ [ iR agay s s [ e F@Pae
ly|<1 JR" ly|<1 JR"

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

For every ¢ > 0, we introduce the following analytic function space A° endowed with

the norm

11|82 f | oo
(2.5) 1fllar = > SaU

|
aEN? a:

Remark 2.2. If a satisfies (Al) then for all ¢ > 0, a(t,-) € A%. In fact,

‘a|8a oo (Rn)

ENm aEN?

Lemma 2.3. For allo >0 and all a € A%, u € G°

laullee S llallasllullgo-
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Proof. Assume that a € A?. By the Taylor expansion for multi-variable function

a(z+iy) =Y agzgx) (1y)",

aeN™
we deduce that
: dyax) .\,
(2.6) sup a(z +iy)| < — (1) < lalla--
z€R™ |y|<o QEN™ a:

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

laullee < sup [(au) (2 + )| 2rn) < llal|ar sup [u(z +iy)l 2wy = llallas |[ullce-
y|<o y|<o
This completes the proof. O

Let {e7**"};50 be the analytic semigroup generated by —A® in L2(R"). This semigroup

can be expressed by the Fourier transform as
eI = RO, fe PR,
Lemma 2.4. Assume that s > 1. Then for allt > 0 and all f € L*(R")
He_tAsfHGt S 1 2wy
Proof. Fix t > 0. By (2.1) and the Plancherel theorem, we have
s % _ s % _ s
lem™ A2 S N (@) oy < Nle™ 7 o o 1 £ | 2

The desired bound follows from the fact that

0=

1 .
||ets |§|_t|§|5 ||Lg©(|R”) — Sup 68—5-5 S 1’
s>0

where we used s > 1 in the last inequality. 0

Using the semigroup {e=**"};50, we can rewrite the fractional heat equation (1.13) as

an integral equation
t
(2.7) u(t) = e Mg + / e~ 90 (qu)(s) ds.
0

Proposition 2.5. Assume (A1) holds for some R > 0. Then there exists a unique
solution u of (2.7) satisfying
R
lutt, )l 3 < Cexp{Ctlal, .05, } ol ¥E € [0,(5)7)

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

(28) e~ uoll 1 < Colluollz2qen)
R
(2.9) Jaullg- < Cillall gllullee, o € [0,

for some Co, Cy > 0. Here |lal| 5 is finite, see Remark 2.2.

Fix T € [0, (£)*]. Define a ball
B ={u: |lullx < M|uoll L2 }
where M = e®T Cy = CyCh sup,s ||a||A§, and

lullx = G5 sup e flu(t, )| 1.
te€[0,T) G

Now we consider the mapping
t
Tu=e ™ uy + / e~ (qu) (1) dr.
0
If w € B, then by (2.8) and (2.9), we have

ITullx < Cq' sup e™ |l ug|| 1
te[0,T] G

)

t
+C;t sup e_czt/ ||e_(t_8)AS(au)(7‘)||Gt% dr
0

te[0,7

v dr
S

t
< —eat ,
<l + s e [l N,

< Nuollzaqeny + sup e / Coe” drlullx
t€[0,T

= Juol| L2 @n) + (1 — e~ T)]Jul|x
< ol 2wy + (1 — e ) M|l 2(ny = M |Juo || 2 (e
This means that I'B C B.

Note that in the second inequality above, we have used (2.8)-(2.9) and the inequality
ts — (t—7)s < 75 to obtain that

||e_(t—T)AS(au)||Gt% < COHaqut%f(H)% < CO||au||G 1 < CyC sup||a|| R||U|| 1.

TS TS

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

Moreover, if u,v € B, then

ITw = Tollx < (1—e"")]lu—vllx.
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Hence, I' : B — B is a contraction mapping, and (2.7) has a unique solution u in B,

namely satisfying the bound

Cot sup e lult, )| 1 < Mlluol| 2gn),
te[0,T] G

which implies that

[u (T )]

GT% S 006202T||U0||L2([Rn).

This gives the desired bound, since T" € [0, (%)s] is arbitrary. O

Proposition 2.6. Assume (A1) holds for some R > 0. Let b € [0, %]. Then there exists
a constant C' > 0 so that the solution of (2.7) satisfies

R
Jut. M1, < Coxp {Ctllall ., g} lluoller. Ve € 0.5 = b))

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

||€_tASU0HGt§+b < Colluo|lge

instead of (2.8). O

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

— 5\ —— R S
e < exp {C’(t 1R +Ct||a||Lw(0’oo;A§)} luoll gy, t € (0, (2)°).

Ju(t, ) ;

Proof. Let t € (0,T] with T'= (£)*. For every m > 1, make decomposition

0,4 = {0,%1&] U {%t %t] U--U {(mn; 1)t,t} .
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Using Proposition 2.6 on the intervals [Z=1¢, 4¢], j = 1,2, ,m, we find
g m m
L < Cexplc
Ju(t, )|y s < Cexpd Otlall, g, ol
2 1 1
20 gt < Com Oty TGOy,
lu(Lt, )|, 4 < Cexp{C2tla] g =20 1
m N giEns m L>°(0,00;472) m GU-D(&OF
1 m—1
||u(t’ ‘)HGm(%t)% S CeXp {CatHaHLw(O,oo,Ag)} ||U( m t)HG(m—l)(%t)% ’

Combining these inequalities we infer that

(2.10) Jult, |y 2 < CespClllal g Huollizen,
provided that
(4t < 2
m - <3
Choose m € N so that )
—t)s ~ R
(1)

Which is in fact equivalent to
1
m ~ (t_lRS) =1,
Then it follows from (2.10) that for some ¢,C’" > 0
1(+—1 ps ﬁ s
utt, e < ) exp{Ctlal o g} ol e (0,(5)7)
This implies the desired bound and completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (i). Let to = (£)*. It follows from Lemma 2.7 that
1 sy L
Jutto, e < exp {Clt5 BT+ Ctollall, o 15, ol
<exp{C+tollall . 12} ol
Similarly, we have for all 7 > 0 that
@11 fulr+to, g < exp {00+ tollall, .y 15,) () lezce.
By the classical energy estimate we have
[u(7)]| 2®ny < exp{CTllal|

Lw(O,m;A%)}HuO lz2ge)-



ANALYTICITY AND OBSERVABILITY 13

Then we deduce from (2.11) that for all ¢ > ¢,
(2.12) Jutt, Mger < exp {C(L+tllall ) } oll 2.
Moreover, by Lemma 2.7 again, we have for all ¢ € (0, ¢,]

1 sy Lo
213)  Jult, Vg < exp {7 BT +tlall s ]} ol

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

1
lut, Ygen < exp {C[1+ (¢ R)TT + t]a Juoll .

L°°<ovoo;A7’§)] }

This implies the bound (1.18), since ||e= €l7(t, §)HL§(R”) < JJult, -)|| ger, which follows from

Lemma 2.1. U

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii).

Lemma 2.8. Assume that (A2) holds. Then there ezists C'= C'(n, M,k) > 0 so that
lallan < P YR >0,

Proof. By the assumption (A2), we have

sup |0%| < CMel(a)®,  Va e N™.

zeR™

By the definition of A® norm, we get

Rl||02al| oo gy (MR)le!
lallar = o <> i
aeN™ aeN™

Ctal o (2MR)1 (2M R)le
- L S ey

aEN?

() - (25

aen (al)l=r aeN o!
By the inequality z(n!)™! < e® for all x > 0,n € N, we find
sup CMR)TF (MR T
aeN al -
Then we conclude that
71(1—/&)(2MR)ﬁ )

lallar S e

This gives the desired bound. 0
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii). According to Lemma 2.8, we have for some C' > 0
1
(2.14) sup ||lal[4r < Ce“F", VR > 0.
>0
Let u be the solution of (1.13). Fix ¢t > 0. By Theorem 1.1 (i), there exists C' > 0 so that

Ha(t’ )€ R ‘

1
<o {C[u (2 m) +sup a(t )l o] ol
) >0

o) | ol

holds for all R > 1. By using (2.14) and absorbing the term R+1, we have

LE(Rn

< exp {C’(t_s_ll + lf)(Rﬁ + iug la(t, )]
>

1
(2.15) /é“wmmW%sM”“%“”mem VR > 1.

Rewrite (2.15) as

1
= 17
eCR K Ce CR

62071}2‘5”@(1‘,, £>|2 d¢ < eC(fS_lf—i-t)e
[Rn

(2.16) ¢ uol|Zo(gny, YR > 1.

Integrating (2.16) over R € [1,00) and changing the integration order, we obtain

)
(2.17) / / ch " o2C 7RI dR[a(t, )2 d¢ < Cec(t*ﬁH)HuOH%Q(Rn).

Thanks to (2.17), Theorem 1.1 (ii) holds true if one can show the following claim: There
exists ¢ > 0 so that

(2.18) /ooe 20T SR R > o IIoBeHED e ¢ R
1

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

1
fact, in the case || < 4C%e?" "¢, we have
¥ 2ceonTE 2C 7RIl i e—2C oRTR (20 Rl /€] log(e-+e)
(2.19) e dR > ¢ dR 2 ell'*®
1 1

This proves (2.18).
1
In the case || > 4C%e2" "¢ let

<
(2.20) Ry = (C Mog —- 107 > 2.

If 1 < R < Ry, one can check that

CT'R|¢] > CT'R - 4C2e*77C > 2Ce“RT
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which is equivalent to
(2.21) (20T T 201l > ¢ AlEl
It follows from (2.20)-(2.21) that (2.21) holds if R € [Ry — 1, Ry]. Thus,
(2.22) /OO 6—20601’61}7 20T REL R > /RO eCTIRIENR > £C7 ' (Ro-1le],
1 Ro-1
By (2.20) again, we have
R ~ (log(e + [€])) ™", [¢] = oo,
This implies that for some small ¢ > 0
(€N Ro=DJEl > cecléllon(e i) " jg| 5 4022 7RO

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 : Bog C R" — R be real analytic in
Bor verifying

0% f(x)| < M(pR)™l|a|!, when = € Bog and a € N

for some positive numbers M and p € (0,1]. Let w C Bg be a subset of positive measure.
Then there are constants C = C(p, |w|/|Bgr|) > 0 and 0 = 0(p, |w|/|Br|) € (0,1) so that

(31) I llmm < €M (2 [ 1@ o)

Here and in the sequel, we use Bgr to denote a ball in R™ with radius R, @)1, a cube in
R™ 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 < oo and % + ;z% = 1. By the Hélder inequality, we have

1 1 1
1 Brl? | fll=(Br) = 1 fllzrBr)» m/\f(fﬂ)\ dz < w[» || fllzrw)-
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Inserting them into (3.1) we obtain

(3.2) 1 llznny < C1Bl? |wl”% = M) £,
Clearly, (3.2) also holds in the case that p = occ.

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

for functions in G?, with an explicit index 6 depending on o.

Lemma 3.3. Let 2 < p < oo,L,0 >0 and w C Qr, be a subset of positive measure. Then
there exist two constants C' = C(p,n, |w|, L,0) > 0 and C' = C'(n, |w|, L) > 0 so that

1Fllzr@u) < ClLAZo M

holds for all 6 € (0,e=C' (L3} where

glal
M = sup |07 f || L= (@u0)-
QaENT OK‘

Proof. Let f € G? with some o > 0. Clearly, f is real analytic on R". Also, by the

definition of M, we have
|at]
1
(3.3) 107 fllzoo(@ar) < M (E) lafl,  for all @« € N™.

If ¢ > L, then (3.3) holds with (%)Ia‘ replaced by (%)Ia‘. Since w C @, has a positive
measure, we can apply Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.2 (with p = 1, R = L) to obtain that

1fllzo@ry < ClFIE ) M

for some 6y € (0,1). Thus this lemma holds in this case.
Now we consider the other case that ¢ < L. We first claim that there exists a point
To € @ so that Q%(xo) C @1 and

wN Qg (w0)|
Qg (zo)]

for some ¢y = co(n, L, |w|) > 0. In fact, let & > 1 be an integer, we split ()1 as disjoint

ol = Yl JQp @)l

Choose an x; so that |w(J Q%(xo)\ = max, [w{J Q%(x)\ Since there are k™ small cubes,

(34) Co

small cubes Qz (x), then

we infer that

(35) w{J@u (o) = k7"
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Set k = [3£] 4 1. Then £ < £, and of course Q%(:co) C Qg. Thus (3.5) becomes

wJ@s )] > k],
which, noting k£ < %, implies that
w N Qs (o) N k| wl . <i)"|w"
Q2 ()] ()" AL
This proves the claim (3.4).
Since the proof in the case p = oo is similar, we can now assume that 2 < p < oo. From

(3.4) and the bound (3.3), we apply Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.2 (with p=1, R =0, w
replaced by w([]Q¢) to obtain that

)

(3.6) / )P de < C / )P de | are),
Qo (z0) WOQ%G(-'EO)

and similarly for all Q,(y) C QL
5

(3.7) / @) de < C / F@)Pde | M0,
Qs (y) Q%U(y)

where 6 = d(n, L,|w|) € (0,1) and C = C(p,n, L, |w|,c) > 0. We point out that § is
independent of o, which is important in our proof.
On the one hand, it follows from (3.6) that

)
(3.8) /Q ( )\f(x)\pdx§0< / |f(:c)|pdw> aP-),

On the other hand, it follows from (3.7) that
5

39) | werascl [ f@pds| e
Q%J(y) Q%J(y’)

for all y,3" € R satisfying |y — ¢/| < § and Q%J(y),Q%J(y/) C Q. With (3.9) in hand,
for every m € N, we can use the Harnack chain argument to prove that
6’)‘)1

(3.10) [ uerasce| [ swpds] e

1. W)
3

for all y,3" € R satisfying |y — ¢/| < %7 and Q%U(y),Q -(¥) C Qp. Since xy € Qr, we

1
3
have

ly — 20| < v/nL, forallye Q.
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This, together with (3.10) (setting y’ = x¢), implies that for all Q,(y) C QL

5m

(3.11) / |f<a:>|desc/ f@Pde | MP0=™),
Q%U(y) Q%U(wo)

where m = [22£] 1 1. Integrating (3.11) over {y € QL : Q,(y) C QL}, we infer that

g

6m

3.12 [ s@parsc( [ jp@pa ) amoe

1o
3
for some constant C' > 0.

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

5m+1

(313) [ 1repa<c ([irpar)  apes,

Recall that m < £(3y/n + 1), we have for some C' = C(n, L, |w|) > 0

— -1 _c'L
5m+1 (m+1)logé > e C'Z — 0.

=e

This, together with (3.13) and the trivial bound [ |f(x)[Pdz < M?, gives that

/QL |f(z)[Pdz < C (/w |f(x)|pdx)9Mp(1_9).

This completes the proof. O

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

To this end, for every 7 € 7", we define

o
9 (0%
(3.14) Mj = sup —=[|07 f |l L= (@uriL)-
aENn ‘Oé|
Here we use the convention notation jL = (j1 L, jo L, - -+ , joL) € R™.

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

1

(Z Mf) < O fllgse,  forall f € G*.

jezr
Proof. Thanks to the inequality

(2] <(z)'

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

ol 2
3.15) > a2 = 3 (sw T e i )

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

ol 92l
(3.16) sup 7 |'H8 fllee(@ay < C(1407") sup (20)

aenn aen  |al!

195 1 22(@ar)-

In fact, since Qo satisfies the cone property, by the Sobolev embeding || f]|ze (@)
C||f“H”(Q2L), we have

(3.17) 109 fllzei@uy <C D 1105 Fllz2(qun)-

BEN™,|B]<n

For 8 € N", || <n

1 iz < 22) o+ 9t sup CZ 407 s

|

(2 )\al

§0(1+<f‘")0"“‘|a|!sun§ al 107 | L2(@a1) -
ae

Here we used the facts that o~ < g=lol(1 4 ¢7™) and 271°l(a + B)! < Cla|!. This,
together with (3.17), gives the bound (3.16).
Note that (3.16) holds for all Q2 (jL), 7 € Z™, we deduce from (3.15) that

2
20
Z Mf < Z (sup (| )| 105 fll22(Qas JL)))

jezr jezn \OENT
(20)
< sup ( S 10 o o
aceN? "
JjEZ
920l 2
< (sup< ) ||a;"fumm) |
aEN™ |aL

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

(3.18) sup (20)‘(1

||aafHL2(uan S llull g
aEN™ | “

In fact, by the Plancherel theorem, we have

(20) (20)*

lo
(3.19) SUP T 0% |22 geny ~ SUD o (&) Ull T2 ey S N€*EUEN ] 20y,

aEN?




20 M. WANG AND C. ZHANG

where we have used (20)1%1|(i€)%| < (20/¢])le < |a|le?él. The bound (3.19) and Lemma
2.1 imply (3.18). Thus the proof is completed. O

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

sets for functions in G°.

Theorem 3.5. Let 2 < p < 00,0 > 0 and E be a thick set in R™. Then there exist two
constants C = C(p,n, E,0) >0 and C' = C'(n, E) > 0 so that

(3.20) el e W
holds for all f € G? and all 6 € (0, e—C’maX{l,o*I}),

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

Corollary 3.6. Let 0 > 0 and E be a thick set in R™. Then there exist two constants
C=C(n,E,o)>0and C'"=C"(n,E) >0 so that

0
(3.21) umwdxsc(/NﬂwPM)nﬂ%f“
R E

holds for all f € G and 0 € (0, e=C maxtlo ™'}y,
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|lzr(g) < || fllLrrny, this claim follows if we can disprove
(3.22) 1Pl < Clif e ¥ € G7.
To this end, for every s > 0, define a function

folz) =1 +]z[)72, zeR

Then f; € LP(R™) if and only if s > 5~ Moreover, by [13, Proposition 6.1.5, p.6], if s < n,

then the Fourier transform ]/c; satisfies that

Ce—%lflj €| > 2,

£.(6)] <
”“”—{aww, <2

Then f, € Giifse (5,m). Since p < 2, we can always choose an sq so that sy < % and
so € (5,n). Then f,, € G7 but f,, ¢ LP(R"), this shows that (3.22) fails to hold in the

case 0 = 7. We conclude the same result for the general o > 0 after a scaling argument.

1
4

Remark 3.8. We recall here some previous works on the interpolation inequality (3.21).
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e In [24], E is thick, but no explicit dependence of 6 on o, proved by Carleman
estimates.

/7 proved by three ball inequality

e In [35], £ is the complement set of a ball, § ~ e~
of analytic functions.
e In [4, 14], E is a Borel set satisfying the thick condition, # ~ e~'/7, 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

(3.23) inf |E()QL(L)| = Co > 0.

jezn

Let ¢ > 0. Since the lower bound Cj is independent of j, we apply Lemma 3.3 with
w=FENQL(L) to find that

(3.24) £y < ClANTmA0uGy M)~

where § = e=¢'max{LL/7} ¢ (0,1), C = C(p,n, |w|,L,0) >0, C" = C'(n, |w|,L) > 0 and

o]
o 163
Mj = sup |07 f |l L@ (1))
aEN? ‘O{|

The proof splits into two cases.

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

sup M; < O fllas,
jezn
which, together with (3.24), shows that
[ f oo ey < SUP [fll=@rizy < C SUP HfHLoo(EmQL (L)) Ml < Hf||L°°(E Hf||G4o-

Note that this holds for all o > 0, replacing 40 by o, we conclude (3.20) in this case.
Case (2): 2 < p < oo. Taking the p-th power of (3.24) we obtain

0
02 [ rwparso(f ) e, viez
Qr(iL) ENQL(4L)

Using the decomposition
[@ra=3 [ e
L(GL)

JEZ™
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and the bound (3.25), we deduce

7]
pPde<d C ( /E oo |f ()P da:) Mpa?

JEZ™

(3.26) <C <6 Z M} +e” Z / ‘de)
ENQL(L)

JEZ™ JEZ™

R

for all e > 0.

On one hand,

(3.27) > /E

jezn mQL(]L

fpds = [ |f@)pds
E
On the other hand, thanks to Lemma 3.4, we have

(3.28) > M < Cf

jezn

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

(3.20) f@)Pde < © (snfngza e |f(x)|pdx)
R E

for all e > 0, C' > 0 is a different constant.
By taking € = ¢ so that

10
T / F(@)P da,
E

we deduce from (3.29) that

e <o [ irwrar) 1
This shows that (3.20) holds for 2 < p < oco. It completes the proof. O

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 R™ and let N > 0. Then
f@)P s <Ce [ 7@ da
R® E
holds for all f € LA(R"), suppf C By/(0).

Proof. This is the classical Logvinenko-Sereda theorem, see e.g. [15, 21]. U
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Theorem 3.10. Let ¢ > 0,0 > 0 and E be a thick set in R™. Then there exists C' > 0 so
that

=

c(+%)

(3.30) 1 llzzgeny < O | [0 im0 7

( )HL2([Rn
holds for any 6 € (0,1) and f satisfying ||ec/€/0oe(e+IED)” (¢ )HLZ([Rn < oo0.

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

and Psy as
P/SN\f = lelSNJ/C\v EN\f = X\£\>NJ?7
where x4 denotes the characteristic functions of the set A. By Theorem 3.9,
1l 2mny < 1Penv fllz2wey + [1Pon f 2re)
< C€CN||P§Nf||L2(E) + |1 Psn fll 22wy
< Ce“N| fllrzem) + (1 + Ce“N) | Poy fl 2 ey
(3.31) < C€CN||f||L2(E) + (1 + C€CN)€_CN(lOg(e+N ||€c‘ﬂ bg(eﬂﬂ)) ( )||L2(u‘<>n
Arbitrarily fix € € (0,1), and then choose Ny so that
(3.32) (1 + CeCNoyeeNallog(erNo))® —

This is always possible since the set {(1 4+ CeON)eeNlos(e+N)” . N > (0} contains the
interval (0,1). Letting N = Ny in (3.31), we obtain

(3.33) | fllz2mny < ™| fllagmy + ell eI HED" £6) | gy

Since 1 + Ce®No < e3Nolloa(etNo))’ e deduce from (3.32) that

e%Ng(log(e—l—Ng))‘s < } < ecNo(log(e—l—No))‘s'

This implies that if é > e,
1
In = ~ No(log(e + Ny))°,

or equivalently

log
3.34 Ny~ ——E——.
. " oge + M)
Iterating (3.34) gives that

log 1
(3.35) No<——8e

(log log é)é .
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We also need the inequality: if é > e,

logé <1—¢9 1 ce)%'

(3.36) C < log = + (%%
(loglog %)6 0 €

101,01 log £
(loglog ) 7 log and C(loglog%>6 ~

1=¢log L separately. Then inserting (3.35)-(3.36) into (3.33), we find that if 1 > e®,

(&)}

1-0 (& ogle
7 (1 £l 2y + elle D F()]| gy

This can be proved by considering the case C'

=

(3.37) [ fllze@ny < Ce®

Finally, we prove (3.30). The proof splits into two cases.
Case (1). ||eckllosle+leD) (¢ N2/ I1f | 2y > e7. Choose ¢ so that

—1-0 (& ogle
e || f 2y = elleSI0E D" &) 2.

Then

1 (& ogle o &
= = (e 0D F&) |y g/ 2m)) >

We deduce from (3.37) that

=

ec(%> c og(e
1fllz2ny < Ce 1£ 1152 llectélCester €2 Fg )||L2([Rn

Thus (3.30) holds in this case.
Case (2). | ecléltoa(etleD)’ fle )||L2 &)/ || fllz2z) < €9. The proof is easier. In fact, using

1Fllz2gny S €10 D" F()]| 2y < €5

f||L2(E)>
we infer that
& c|¢|(log(e 1-0
12y = 172 1 2y < (CeT N fllz2m) (CH@ ellea(e1e)” f (¢ )Hwnan) :
which implies that (3.30) also holds. O

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,0) > 0 and C' = C’(n, E) > 0 so that

(3.38) e >\2dx<c( [ e \2dx) ekl Fe) 2059

holds for all o > 0 and 6 € (0, e~ ¢ ™>{Lo™"})  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 6 implies an observability inequality.

Proposition 4.1. Let 6 > 0,0 < 6 < 1,C > 1 and E be a subset of ). Assume that

u(t,x) is a function on [0,1] x Q so that sup ||u(t,-)||r2@) < 0o and
0<t<1

c to 0 1-6
(4.1) /|u(t2,x)|2dx§C’e(tzt1)‘5 (/ /|u(t2,x)|2dxdt> (/ |u(t1,x)|2dx>
Q t1 E Q

holds for all 0 < t; <ty < 1. Then for every T € (0,1], we have

T
(4.2) /|u(T,x)|2dxgc%e§¥§/ /\u(t,x)ﬁdxdt.
Q 0 E

Proof. Fix T > 0. Let I; = T. For every integer m > 2, define [,,, = A\ !l; so that
0<- - <lpy1 <lp<---<lyand

1
Ly — L » C+1 \?
4.3 U R P (S S
(43) it — beo <C+1—9

Applying (4.1) with t, =, and t; = l,,,11, we have

(4.4)

C lm 0 1-6
/ [u(ly, 2)|? dz < Clelm—tm+1)® (/ / lu(t, z)|* dzx dt) (/ |u(lm+1,:v)|2dx) .
Q lm+1 K Q

Using the inequality a’b'~% < e=(0=9q + % (Va,b,e > 0), we deduce from (4.4) that

C lm
/ [t (L, )|? dx < e~ 106 g om—tmi1)? / / lu(t, z)|* dz dt + 69/ [u(lpy1, ) > da
Q lm+1 I Q

for all € > 0, which can be rewritten as

o o
(4.5) &'’ 9”7”lm“)é/|u(lm,$)|2dx—se 9“7"lm+1)5/|U(lm+1,x)|2d95
Q Q

Im
gC%/ /\u(t,x)ﬁdxdt.
lm+1 JE
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N S
Letting e = ¢ ?¢m~tm+10° in (4.5) and using (4.3), we infer that

_ C+1-6 C+1-6
T 0m—lpy1)® /|u T |2d:E e Olmy1— m+2)5/|u ma1, T | dx

lm
%/ /|uta:|2da:dt.
m+1

Taking the sum over m > 1, we find

Im
e 001 12)5/\u I, )| dx<ZC’9/ /|ut:c )|? dar dt

m>1 lm+1

T
(4.6) < (Co / / lu(t, z)|? dz dt,
0 E

where we used the fact

m— o0

_ CH41-6
lim e #0m+1—tms2) /|u mi1,Z) > da =0,

which follows from sup |lu(t, )| r2() < 0o and lyq1 — lmy2 — 0 as m — oco. Then (4.2)
0<t<1

follows from (4.6) clearly. O
We now replace the space-time norm in (4.1) by a space norm at the final time.

Corollary 4.2. Let 6 >0,0< 60 < 1,C > 1 and E be a subset of Q). Assume that u(t, x)
is a function on [0,1] x Q so that for all t, < ty

(4.7) /Q|u(t2,x)|2dz§0/9|u(t1,x)|2dx,

(4.8) /Q\u@g,x)ﬁdxgceﬁ (/E|u(t2,x)\2dx)9 (/Q |u(t1,x)\2dx)1_€.

Then for every T € (0, 1], there exists C' > 0 depending only on C, 0,0 so that

, T
(4.9) / (T, 2)? dx < C'ers / / lu(t, )2 dz dt.
Q 0 E

Proof. Arbitrarily give 0 < t; <ty < 1. Let s € (t1,t3]. Applying (4.8) we have

(4.10) /Q\u(s,x)ﬁdxgceﬁ (/E|u(s,x)\2dx)6 (/Q\u(tl,xﬂzdx)l_e.
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Integrating (4.10) over s € [tlertz

to
(4.11) / /\u(s,x)|2d:cds
0
_ o2 t2 e
SC(M)l_ee(tzfﬁ)é (/ /‘U(S,J,’)|2d$d3> (/ |u(t1,x)\2d:€) :
2 nye e o

Moreover, it follows from (4.7) that

/|ut2, Pda < / /\usx|dxds
tg—tl t1+t2

This, together with (4.11), gives that

, o], using the Holder inequality we infer that

(4.12) /Q|u(t2,x)|2dx

9 c29 t2 o 1-0
< C(———)lew@u? / / lu(s, x)|* do ds / lu(ty, z)|* dz :
to — 1t bt Jp Q

Absorbing (t ) by the exponential term e<f2 t1>‘5, and enlarging the integral interval
(412 4] to [tl, tg] in (4.12), we conclude that

C to 0 1-6
(4.13) /\u(tg,x)\2d:c§006<t2?1)6 (/ /\u(s,x>|2dxds) (/ |u(t1,x)\2dx)
Q t1 E Q

for some constant Cy > 1 depending only on C 4, 6. Since t; < t, can be chosen arbitrarily

n (4.13), the inequality (4.9) immediately follows from Proposition 4.1. O

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 z € R", we
obtain
1d
2 dt
This, noting a € L>(0, 0o; L>*(R™)), implies that for some C' > 0

|u(t,z)|2dz—l—/ |A§u(t,x)|2dx§/ lallu(t, z)|*dz, Vt>0.
Rn Rn Rn

(4.14) lu(ty, o) > da < Ce®27) [ |u(ty, )P de, Vi, >t
R R™

Case (1). When 0 < T < 1. Let 0 <t; <ty < 1. On one hand, by (4.14) we have

(4.15) lu(ty, z)|* dz < C, lu(ty, z)|* do

Rn Rn
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with C; = Ce®. On the other hand, it follows from Theorem 1.2 (i) that

-0
(4.16) /|u ty, )| do < Chelz—1)? t1> </ \u(ty, z)|? dxdt) </ lu(ty, z)|? dz) :

where § = s — 1 > 0, the constants Cy > 1,0 € (0,1) depending only on n, s, a(t,x) and
E. Since (4.15)-(4.16) hold for all ¢; < t5, according to Corollary 4.2, we conclude that

(4.17) /|uT:c |2dx<CgeF5/ /|ut:c )2 dz dt.

This proves Theorem 1.3 in this case.
Case (2). When 7 > 1. We first apply (4.17) with 7" =1 to find that

1

(4.18) lu(1,z)[*dz < 03603/ / lu(t, x)|? dz dt.
R" 0o JE

And then we apply (4.14) with ¢t =T and t; = 1 to get

(4.19) ju(T,z)|*dz < CeCT=D [ |u(1,z)|*dz.
Rn R"

Combining (4.18)-(4.19) we infer that
T
|u(T, x)|? dz < CgeC3CeCT/ / lu(t, x)|? dz dt.
Rn o JE
This shows that Theorem 1.3 also holds for 7" > 1. It completes the proof. O

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 By, By, -+ , B, satisfy (A1).
Then there exists C' > 0 depending only on n, E, A(t,x) and B(t,x) = (B, By, -+, By)
so that .
(T, z)|2da < CeC<T+%>/ / lu(t, z)|? do dt
Rn o JE
holds for all T' > 0 and all solutions of
O — Au=B(t,z) - Vu+ A(t,x)u, u(0,7) = up(z) € L*(R").

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 By, Bs,---, B, satisfy (A1) for some R > 0. Rewrite the

equation of u as

(4.20) Ou— Au =V - (B(t, z)u) + A(t,2)u, u(0,2) = ug(z) € L*(R"),
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where A(t,z) = A(t,z) — V - B satisfies (A1) with R > 0. The integral form of (4.20) is

(4.21) u(t) = e ug + /t elt=9)4 (V - (B(t, z)u) + A(t, :c)u) ds.

0
By Lemma 2.4, we have

||6tAUQ||G\/z S C||u0||Lz([Rn), Vit 2 0.
By Lemma 2.3, we have

/Ot elt=9)4 (V C(B(t, z)u) + A(t, z)u ) ds

sup

0<t<T oyt
t 1
<C sup/(t—s)_§ (V-(B(tm +At:cu)H
o<t<7 Jo

< CVt sup ||ult, -)||G%, for all 0 < t < R2.

0<t<T
Combining these two inequalities, using the contraction principle, we infer that there

exists a unique solution u of (4.21) satisfying
(4.22) sup [[u(t, )|y < Clluollpay, 0 <t < T,
0<t<T G2n
where Ty > 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
(4.23) u(t, Y aro < CeCH D |ugl| 2gny,  VE>0

with a large constant C' > 0 and some Ry, < 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. 0

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

O — Au = a(t,z)u, u(0,z)=uy€ L*(R",(1+ [z[*)°dz).
Set v = (14 |z|?)3u. Then v satisfies the equation
(4.24) dv—Av =B -Vu+Av, 0(0,7) = (1+ |z|*)7uy € L*(R"),

where
A=600-1)(1+|z)"2 +alt, )
and
B = (By, B, -, B,), B;=20x;(1+ =)™
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Let E be a thick set. If one can show that there exists C' > 0 so that
(4.25) (T, 2)2 dz < CeCT+H) /T/ lo(t, 2)[2 de dt
R" o JE
for all "> 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 hy(z) = (1 + |2|?)”2 satisfies the bound

(4.26) 102 hs(2) || oo wny < C12%al!,  Va € N,

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 f; satisfies that

(&) < Cem2l g > 2,

and for |£] <2
C(1+ ™), 0<s<mn,
OIS Cli+logd),  s=n,
C, 5> n.

One can check that €3/€/A,(¢) € L2(R"), and so h, € G. By (3.18), we have
107 hs ()] L2 (rmy) < c6llal!l, VYo e N,

which, together with the Sobolev embedding H™(R™) < L*(R™), proves the claim (4.26).

Since a(t, z) 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} > 0. Moreover, using Leibnitz rule and the
bound (4.26) with s = 2, we have for all j =1,2,---,n

10°B; ()| o gy < C129al, VYo € N™.

Thus every B; also satisfies (A1). Therefore, we can apply Proposition 4.3 to conclude
(4.25). This completes the proof. O
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