SPACE-LIKE QUANTITATIVE UNIQUENESS FOR PARABOLIC OPERATORS

VEDANSH ARYA AND AGNID BANERJEE

ABSTRACT. We obtain sharp maximal vanishing order at a given time level for solutions to parabolic equa-
tions with a C* potential V. Our main result Theorem 1.1 is a parabolic generalization of a well known
result of Donnelly-Fefferman and Bakri. It also sharpens a previous result of Zhu that establishes similar
vanishing order estimates which are instead averaged over time. The principal tool in our analysis is a
new quantitative version of the well-known Escauriaza-Fernandez-Vessella type Carleman estimate that we

establish in our setting.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND THE STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this paper, we study quantitative uniqueness for non-trivial solutions to
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up + div(A(z, t)Vu) + V(z,t)u =0, (1.1)

arXiv

where V(z,t) is C! in z-variable and 1/2-Hdlder continuous in t-variable and the matrix valued function

A(x,t) satisfies the following ellipticity and growth condition

AL, < A<AL, A>1
(1.2)

Az, t) = Ay, s)] < K(jz —y| + [t — s/?).
We first review some basic results about quantitative uniqueness for elliptic equations. The vanishing order
of a function w at z is the largest integer ¢ at such that D = 0 for all || < ¢, where « is a multi-index.

In the papers [8], [9], Donnelly and Fefferman showed that if u is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue \ on
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2 QUANTITATIVE UNIQUENESS ETC.

a smooth, compact and connected n-dimensional Riemannian manifold M, then the maximal vanishing
order of u is less than Cv/\, where C' only depends on the manifold M. Using this estimate, they showed
that H" ' ({z : uy(z) = 0}) < CV/A, where u, is the eigenfunction corresponding to A and therefore gave
a complete answer to a famous conjecture of Yau ([24]). We note that the zero set of uy is referred to
as the nodal set. This order of vanishing is sharp. If, in fact, we consider M = S” C R"*!, and we take
the spherical harmonic Y}, given by the restriction to S™ of the function f(x1,...,xn, xnt1) = R(z1 +ix2)",
then one has AgnY, = =AY}, with A\, = k(k +n — 2), and the order of vanishing of Y, at the North pole
(0,...,0,1) is precisely k = C'v/A.

Kukavica in [16] considered the more general problem
Au =V (z)u, (1.3)

where V € W% and showed that the maximal vanishing order of u is bounded above by C(1+||V||yy1.0)-
He also conjectured that the rate of vanishing order of w is less than or equal to C'(1 + HVH%E,), which
agrees with the Donnelly-Fefferman result when V' = —A. Employing Carleman estimates, Bourgain and
Kenig in [4] ( see also [12]) showed that the rate of vanishing order of u is less than C'(1 + HVH%@), and
furthermore the exponent % is sharp for complex potentials V' based on a counterexample of Meshov (see
21)).

Not so long ago, for equations of the type (1.3), the rate of vanishing order of u has been shown to be
less than C'(1 + HVH%%OO) independently by Bakri in [2] and Zhu in [25]. Bakri’s approach is based on an
extension of the Carleman method in [8]. On the other hand, Zhu’s approach is based on a variant of the
frequency function approach employed by Garofalo and Lin in [14], [15]), in the context of strong unique
continuation problems. The approach of Zhu has been subsequently extended in [3] to variable coefficient
principal part with Lipschitz coefficients where a similar quantitative uniqueness result at the boundary of
C1-Pmi domains has been obtained.

Very recently, Zhu in [26] showed that a nontrivial solution u to (1.1) in B; x (0, 1) satisfies the following
quantitative uniqueness estimate for all r small

) VI +C
/ u(z,t)*dzdt > Cr at (1.4)
Brx(0,1)

when the coefficient matrix A and the potential V' are both Lipschitz in space and time. This generalizes
the result in [2] and [25] to the parabolic case. This was done by derivation of an appropriate quantitative
version of Vessella’s Carleman estimate as in [23]. A nonlocal generalization of Zhu’s result has been recently
obtained by both of us in [1]. See also [6, 22, 27| for similar results that were previously established in the

fractional elliptic setting.
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We now observe that since the estimate in (1.4) is on space time cylinders of the type B, x (0,1), it
doesn’t give any vanishing order information for the solution u at a given time level, say ¢ = 0. At this
point, we recall that the space-like strong unique continuation results for equations of the type (1.1) states
that if a solution u to (1.1) vanishes to infinite order in « at (0,0) where A satisfies (1.2), then u(-,0) = 0.
For such results, we refer to the well known works [10, 11] and also to [19] where coefficients with lower
regularity assumptions are considered. Therefore in the spirit of such space-like strong unique continuation

results, it is reasonable to expect that a solution u to (1.1) satisfies an estimate of the type

12

9 GVl
/ u(x,0)dx > Cr , (1.5)

provided u(-,0) # 0. This is precisely the content of our main result which we now state. We refer to

Section 2 for the precise notations.

Theorem 1.1. Let u be a solution to (1.1) in Q4 such that u(-,0) #Z 0 in By. Then there exists a universal
constant N such that for all v < 1/2, one has

/ u?(x,0)dx > 1, (1.6)

1/2 1/2 N [, u?(z,t)dzdt
where € = - uz(xo + Nlog(NO) + N(|[VI[;* + [V]y)3 + 1), @:W,
def

VI = [IVIlzeo(@u) + V2V Lo (@)
and
def |V(3§‘,t) _V($78)|

V]2 = SUD(z4),(2,5)€04 It — s|1/2

It is easily seen that our space like non degeneracy estimate (1.6) refines the space time estimate (1.4).
Moreover, Theorem 1.1 also requires lower regularity assumptions on the principal part A and the potential
V' as compared to that in [26].

The key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is a certain quantitative version of the Carleman estimate
in [11] that we establish in our setting. See the estimate in (3.1) below. This is the key novelty of our work.
We would like to mention over here that although the proof of our Carleman estimate borrows certain
essential ideas from the works [10, 11], at the same time it relies on a somewhat different conjugation
method that appears in a very recent work of one of us with Krishnan and Senapati in [5] in the context
of fractional heat inverse problem. Having said that, in the present work since we are concerned about
quantitative uniqueness, therefore in our Carleman estimate (3.1), we additionally need to ensure that the
?vanishing order” parameter a depends quantitatively on the C'! norm of the potential V in an appropriate
way. This in fact entails some delicate adaptations of the method in [5] to our setting. In closing, we refer

to the works [7] and [18] for other variants of the quantitative uniqueness results in the parabolic setting.
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The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce some basic notations and gather some

known results that are relevant to our work. In section 3, we prove our main result.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

A generic point in space time R™ x [0, oo) will be denoted by the variables X = (z,t),Y = (y, s), etc. For
notational convenience, V f and div f will respectively refer to the quantities V, f and div, f. The partial
derivative in ¢ will be denoted by 0, f and also by f;. The partial derivative 0., f will be denoted by f;. We
indicate with C§°(€2) the set of compactly supported smooth functions in the region €2 in space-time. dX
will be denoted by dzdt. B,(z) will denote a ball of radius r with centre at x € R", Q,(x,t) will denote
the space time cylinder B,(x) x [t,t 4 r2]. For further notational convenience, we will denote B,(0) and
Q@,(0,0) by B, and @, respectively.

We now state some preparatory results that is needed in the present work. The following lemma which
is Lemma 4 in [10] is regarding the existence of a suitable weight function o which has the appropriate

convexity property for our Carleman estimate.

o l 3/2
0(t)=t log " .

Then, the solution of the ordinary differential equation

Lemma 2.1. Consider

%log (Z) = @ o(0) =0, o'(0) =1, (2.1)

where A > 0 and has the following proprties when 0 < At <1
(i) t/N < o(t) <t.
(ii) 1/N <d'(t) < 1.
where N s a universal constant.
The next lemma which is Lemma 5 in [10] is regarding certain estimates in the Gaussian space. This will

be needed to handle some error terms in the proof of our Carleman estimate that arises due to Lipschitz

perturbation of the principal part.

Lemma 2.2. Let G(z,t) = t=n/2e¢=1*/4 4nd o denotes the function defined in Lemma 2.1 for A = a/8?

_1)2 1 32
o(t)=t log ; .

Then, there exists a constant N depending only on n such that the following inequalities hold for all

functions w € C§°(R™ x [0,1/2X)),

3 O(At
/0,—201 <":‘_‘+%> w2G§NN2O‘)\20‘+N/w2—|—N(5/U_20‘ (t )w2G

and
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and
3 2
/0_1— <|33| + |:Et| +| | >|V | G<NN2°‘)\2°‘+N/t|Vw|2—|—N5/ 1—2« ( )|v |

We also need the following lemma ( see [11, Lemma 3] ) that will be used to estimate certain boundary

terms in the proof of our Carleman estimate.
Lemma 2.3. For all h € C§°(R"™) and a > 0 the following inequality holds
/‘? h2e~lel*/a gy < 2a/|Vh|2 ~le*/da gy 4 = 5 /h26_|x|2/4“d3:.

The next lemma which is [11, Lemma 4] will be eventually used to obtain a quantitative space like

doubling property.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that N > 1, h € C§°(R"™) and the inequality
2&/|Vh|2€_|x|2/4adﬂj+g/h2e_x2/4ad:n < N/hge_|x|z/zmdgj

holds for a < ﬁ Then

hidx < eV / h*da (2.2)

Bar
when 0 <71 < 1/2.

We will also need the following regularity estimates for solutions to (1.1) which can be found in [20,

Chapter 6].

Lemma 2.5. Let u be a solution of (1.1). Then there exists a universal constant C'r depending on the

Lipschitz character of the coefficient matric A and n such that
[ull oo (@s) + [[Vullzoe (@) < Ca(1+ [V [loo)lullL2(qy)- (2.3)
In closing we make the following discursive but important remark.

Remark 2.6. In the rest of the work, whenever we say that a constant N is universal, it means that it
depends only on the dimension n and the ellipticity and the Lipschitz norm of A. Throughout the paper we

will use N as all purpose constant which may vary from line to line but will be universal.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

The following Carleman estimate below is one of the key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 1.1. This
is analogous to Lemma 6 in [11], however the key new feature being the asymptotic dependence of the
weight parameter a on the ”C'” norm of V. Such an asymptotic dependence is then crucially exploited in

the proof of the quantitative estimate (1.6) in Theorem 1.1.
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Lemma 3.1. Let A(0,0) = L,. There exists a universal constant N and 6 € (0,1) such that for all

a>N(1+ HVH1/2 + [V ]ig), the following inequality holds
az/agzo‘w2Ga+a/a;_2°‘\Vw\2Ga (3.1)
< N/ (div(A(z, t)Vw) + w; + V(z, t)w)?G, + N2O‘0z20‘5up/w2 + t|Vw|?dx
>0

+o(a)2 (-% / IVw(z,0)|2G(z, a)dz + Na / w2(3:,0)G(x,a)dx> .

for all0 < a < & and w € C°(By x [0, 55)), where A = a /6%, Go(z,t) = G(x,t +a) and o4(t) = o(t + a).
ax 0 2

Proof. The proof is divided into several steps.
Step 1: We first show that there exists a universal constant N and 6 € (0,1) such that for all a >
N@+|V(,0 )||1/ ?) the following inequality holds

o? / o 2w G + / al—w\w\?@c: (3.2)

<N / o172 (div(A(z, 0)Vw) + w; + V(z,0)w)*G + ]\72‘3‘/\20‘+J\[511p/w2 + t|Vw|?dz

t>a

+o(a)2 (-% / Vu(z,a)|2G(z, a)dz + Na / w2(:n,a)G(3:,a)d3:> .

for all 0 < a < 75 and w € C§°(By x [0, 55)), where A = a/6%.

Proof of Step 1: For notational convenience, we will denote A(z,0) and V(x,0) and with slight abuse

of notation by A or A(x) and V or V(z). respectively. All Solid integrals will be supported in By x [a, 5].

—ee~wr w(a: t), where o is as defined in Lemma 2.1.

We will refrain from writing it. We set w(z,t) = o

Then w(z,t) = o® e‘s‘t w(z,t) and we have

wy = o To'e st W — —50% st W+ o st Wy (3.3)
and
ok A A
div(AVw) = 0% 5 d1V(AVZU) +20%e 5 <AVw 4t> + 0% 5 div (_x) W+ o%e st <—ﬂj £> .

Hence we have

90 —l=® . 2, to 1/2
o et (w +div(AVw) + Vw) t7F | — (3.4)
o
B ac’ || _ div(Azx) _ Az z\ _ 2 _ufto 1/2
= / <7w ot o5 W+ W + div(AVw) + <AVw,§> p w + ST +Vw | t . ,
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where = § — 1. We now define Zw := 2tw; + (AVw, ). We now use the numerical identity (a + b)?
a? + 2ab in (3.92) with a = Zw and b being the remaining terms to find

—92a =l=? . 2, to’ 1/2
o et (wy + div(AVw) + Vw)“ t — (3.6)

N\ 2 -1/2 -1/2
> / <@> tF (E) +2 - @t M (ta >
2t o 2t o
z|*  Zw, _, (to’ —1/2 /div(Aa:) _Zw,_, (to —1/2 / Ar z\ _Zw,_, (to’ —1/2
2/8t2w = 2 w Yot RN ATEPTOA T s
1/2 —1/2
/dw(Av )20 <w> +2/Vw—t " <t0>
2t o o

=h4+L+I3+1y+ 15+ I+ I7.

We now simplify each term individually. We start with I5. Using 210 2% = Z4? and after writing O‘T"/ =

' Zi to\ "2 1to! Zuwp? N2
jzzg/ﬂa_wt—u to’ :a/_iit—u to’
o 2t o t o 2t o
1/2
~9 ~9 T I tO'/
: i 2o ()
a/((w)t—l—< Vw 5 t (J)

We now use the divergence theorem to obtain

N 12\ N\ 1/2 N 1/2
I, = —oz/ﬂ)2 <t_“_1 <ti> ) — a/ Wil <ti> _a /diV(Aw)QD2t_“_2 <ti> .
o {t=a) o 2 o

Since A is Lipschitz in z-variable and A(0,0) = I,,, we have div(Az) = n+O(|z|). Hence after simplification
we find

N\ 1/2 N\ —1/2 N/ N\ 1/2
I =alp+ 1)/75—“—2 <ti> @? — g/t—“—l <ti> (ti> > —a/ ¢n-1 <ti> >
o 2 o o {t=a) o
/N 1/2 /N 1/2
Ly <t1> w2+a/0(lw\)t_“_2 <ti> 2.
2 o o

We now recall = § — 1 and use (2.1) to find

/2.9 1/2 N 1/2
I = O‘/t—"/ < ) 00 2 —a/ t-"/2< ) 2+a/0(|x|)t_"/2_1 <ti> W2 (3.7)
2 o t {t=a} o o

To estimate the last term in the right-hand side of the inequality (3.7), we recall @ = o—oe~l7*/8ty and

/N 1/2
< ozN/@ <ti> w?oc %G,
o

a tcr
T o we get

get for some universal N

N 1/2
a/0(|:13|)t_"/2_1 <t1> e
(o2
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to’

1/2
We now use the Lemma 2.2 and the fact that (7) is bounded from above and below by positive

constants to obtain

a/ @ (%)1/2 w?o "G < NNQO‘)\QO‘JFN/w2 —I—Néa/a_zo‘@sz. (3.8)
Substitute the bound from (3.8) in (3.7) and write @ in terms of w to find
—NNQO‘/\QO‘JFN/ZU2 —N(Soz/a_%‘@sz. (3.10)

Next we consider I3. Using divergence theorem we find

e [0 (t_>/ [l <t_>/ (3.11)
82 o 8t2 2t o )
2 N ! 2 N — 2
P o )
8 g {t=a} 8 g

: 1
+/d1V(’$\2A9ﬂ)t—u—3 to’ * 02
16 o

Again using A(z) is Lipschitz in z-variable and A(0,0) = I,,, we have div(|z|?Az) = (n+2)|z|? + |2[2O(|z|)
and thus after simplifying the first term in right hand side of (3.11) we obtain

1

_1 _3 / 2 —
I = _M_2/|az|2t_”_3 to’ 2w2—i/|$|2t_“_2 to’\ "2 (to’ 12)24—/ [ ———e i
8 o 16 o o (t=a} 8 o
(3.12)
2 t 2 to’\ 2
i /y 2 3( (’> @+ 0(1) [ faf'e <i> .
g

Since p = 2 — 1, therefore _“_2 = —2£2 Hence after using (2.1), (3.12) becomes

t 2 2 to'\ ~
/y |2¢=n/2= 1(“) ’ —(t ) 32 +/ ’”;‘ g—h=2 <i> 0> (3.13)
{t=a} o
|z[? —n/2 tf’ 7
1) [ St .
+0( )/ 4 7Y

We estimate the last term of right-hand side of (3.13) using Lemma 2.2 in the similar way as we did the

D=

[
Jun

—
[NIES

o

last term in the right-hand side of the inequality (3.7) to find

3 N —% /N 1/2
‘O(l)/%t‘"/z (ti> C i <NaN2a)\2a+N/w +Na6/ —2a jt) w?G <ti> - (3.14)
g g
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Hence using (3.14) in (3.13) and writing @ in term of w, we get

1 1
L [z 5, (ta’\ "2 0(\) / lz|> o, [ta'\ "2
Is> — | —o % | — — —00 | — G 3.15
3_16/ta - A A e (3.15)

—NaN2a)\2a+N/w2 —Naé/a_%‘@w%;.

Next we estimate I;. We use div(Az) = n + O(|z|) to write I as follows

d' A Z"‘ t / —1/2 Z~ t / —1/2 Z~ t / —1/2
14:2/ Wflt w)w2—7;”t—“ <i> —2 %w%t—“ <i> +O(1)/@w—wt—“ <i> :

o o ¢ 2t o
(3.16)
First we focus on the first term of the right hand side of (3.16). After using 22w = Z%? we find
n _Zw te'\ V2 n x to’\ /2
" 520 (N (s awa, D) et (1) 1
2] w0t <0> 4/<(w)t+<vw’2t> <0> (8:17)

We now use integration by parts formula in (3.17) to obtain

- N —1/2 o —1/2\ '/ N\ —1/2
St () (e () ot () e e
o {t=a}

/ —1/2
-2 /div(Ax)w%—“—? <ti> .
8 o

We further simplify the first term in right-hand side of (3.18) and use div(Az) = n + O(|z|) to get

~ N —1/2 N —1/2 to! -3/2 N\
oo (€)oo (2) e for () (2 o
— —-1/2
_E/ pn—1 ('ﬂ) 1/2@2_71_2/@275_”_2 <ti/> /
4 Joe o 8 a
{t=a}
~1/2
—|—O(1)/|3:|1Z)2t_“_2 LA
g

Since pp = § — 1, we have (u +1) = %2. Also, we use (2.1) in the second term of the right-hand side of

1
(3.19). Hence (3.16) becomes
N\ —1/2 N\ —1/2
I > —ﬁ/t—"/2 te. ) o E/ 2 (1 e (3.20)
8 g t 4 {t:a} g

N —1/2 ~  —1/2
_N/ml[ﬁt—"/? to” —N/Mhﬂ@t_” to” )
t o 4t 2t o

We now use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the last term of right-hand side of (3.20) to get

| Za ., [tV ] ., (te’\ T 1/ Zo\? _ [t 2
2y (2 < N2 | BE p2n (I S (2 e (I . 21
N 5% o = 162" o * 2 o (3.21)
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Using (3.21) in (3.20) we find

N —1/2 N\ —1/2
I, > _n /t_"/2 to” M@Q _ E/ /2 to” w2 (3.22)
8 g t 4 {t=a} g

2| o,y (to’ —1/2 / lz|? 5., [to —1/2 1/ Zo\2 _ [t 2
N [ g2z (22 N [ EL e (2 () e (2 .
/ tw o 16t2w o 4 2t o

|z[2/8t

After writing w = o~ “e” w and using Lemma 2.2 in the third and fourth term of right-hand side of

(3.22) we obtain

I\ —1/2 7\ —1/2
I, > n /0_20‘ to. ww2G - 2/ o2 to. w?G (3.23)
8 g t 4: {t:a} g

~\ 2 N\ —1/2
_NNZCM)\QOH-N/wQ _N6/0—2a9()\t)w2G_1/ Zw tH to .
t 4 2t o

Over here, we would like to mention that In order to estimate the fourth term in (3.22) above, we used the

2
fact that % can be upper bounded by % since w(+,t) is supported in Bjy.

We then simplify I5 by first writing 202% = Z%? to get
Az x Zw to’\ /2 (Az, ) x to’\ ~1/?
=2 {= ZYo=—t (= = : %) + (AVE?, =) ) ¢t [ = .
5 /<4t’4t>w2t <a> / 16¢2 (<w)t+<vw’2t>) <0>
Integration by parts, we obtain
/
(Az,z) o o [t —1/2 / (Az,z) 5., (to —1/2
I = — tH _ _ T —
’ / 6 " - T -

B / div((Az, 2)Az) . _, <£">_1/2.

32t3 o

First note that div({Az,z)Az) = (n + 2)|z[*> + O(1)|z|®. Consequently after simplification we get the
following

N\ —1/2 N\ —3/2 N/
Is = pt2 (A, z)yi?t 3 <ti> + 3—12 (A, x)w?t 2 <ti> <t1>

(o o g

_/ <Ax’x>uj2t—ﬂ t;‘/ _1/2_(n+2) %ﬁﬂt—# t;‘/ e
{t:a} 16t2 g 32 t3 g

3 t N —1/2
—0(1) ﬂw%—u <i> .

o
After re-writing A = A — 1, + [, and using (2.1) we obtain

N\ —1/2 7\ —1/2
L= (1A 1w, ayazens (1) T m 2 / e s (1
16 o 16 o

b B e o) B i/ 2-2,—p—2 10’ o0
3 (A =T,)x,x)wt < . ; 3 || “wt o
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[ M) gy o / ol oy (1N 02 [l o (b
{t=a} 16t2 g {t=a} 16t2 g 32 t3 g

Since pp = % — 1, therefore ”1—22 = 42 Hence we find
—1/2
_pt?2 _ 23 (10
Is = 16 (A -1,z x)wt . (3.24)
1 to'\ V2ot 1 toe'\ "V 9(At)
- A— Hn ~2t—,u—2 i T\ _/ 2 ~2t—,u—2 i T\
N o, 2y < - > i o t

- &tﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁruzi_m—/a B o (17N oy [ g (1)
{t=a} 16t2 o {t=a} 16t2 g 32t3 g '

For the first term in right-hand side of the (3.24), we substitute the value of w in terms of w, use |A(z,0) —
A —1/2
L,| = O(|z|) and (%) is bounded, to obtain

pt2 / (A —T,)z, )it (til> o

|513|3 —2a, 2

Now for the second term in right hand side of the (3.24), along with the facts used to bound first term, we
also use the fact that 6 is bounded if A\t < 1 to find

1 oo ([t T2 O(N) EIE
ﬁ/((‘A—Hn)Z’7Z’>w2t n=2 <7> T SN/t—20' 2 sz. (326)
Therefore using (3.25) and (3.26) in (3.24) we get
1 oo [t T2 0N 3,
IS Z —3—2/]w\2w2t n=2 <7> T - N t—ZO' 2 U)2G (327)

_/ (A-Tp)z,2) 5, (to’ ‘1/2_/ el oy (10
{t=a) 1612 o (1—a) 1612 - :

Now the second term of right-hand side of (3.27) is estimated using Lemma 2.2 and we thus find

2 N\ —1/2 . N\ —1/2
Is > _1 ﬁo——%éw? (E) @ _ / MJ_ZO‘w2G <ti> (3.28)
32 t g t {t:a} 16t g
|z|2 to\ "2 O(\t)
—/ L VIl E: <—> - NaNzo‘)\2°‘+N/w2 — Na5/0_2a—w2G.
{t:a} 16¢ g t

We now simplify Ig.

~ N\ —1/2
Is=2 / o div(AVu?)% (ti>
g

to! —1/2 to! —1/2
= 2/t‘” div(AV®)w, <—> + /t_“_l div(AV®)(AVw®, x) <—>
g g
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=1+ I¢.

We first look at Ié. We use integrate by parts formula in z-variable to obtain

to'\ T2
I} =2 / t~H div(AV®D)wy <—>

g

N —1/2
= —2/t—M<Avu~),th> (ti>
g

to'\ V% q
=— [tH|— —(AVw, Vo).
/ < . > dt< Vo, V)
Subsequently, by integrating by parts in the t-variable we find

to'\ 2\’ to'\ Y2
I} = /<Avw,vw> t <—> +/ (AVD, V)t <—> .
g {t=a} g

After simplifying and using (2.1) we obtain

to'\ V2 1 to'\ "2 (2t
I} = —M/<Avw,vw>t—“—1 <i> + §/<Avw,vw>t—“ <i> () (3.29)

o o t

to'\ T2
N ——
{t=a} 4

We will now focus our attention on Ig. After using integration by parts formula in x-variable we get

= _/t_u_l(AW?) . V((AVd, z)) (t;">_1/2

o
—p—1 ~ 0 ~ tO'/ —1/2
=— |t Z a;j Wi —— (apWrr)) | —
= 8£Ej g
Z7]7k7l
—pu—1 ~ - tO'/ _1/2 —p—1 - - tO'/ _1/2
=— [t Z ;5 W; Oy ; A Wk T — — [t Z W A Wi Ty —
Z"j7k7l i7j7k7l
et 3 3 to’ —1/2
— |1 Z aijwiaklwk&j - .
i?j7k7l
We next observe that
(A2, V(AVD, Vi) = Y apimiO, aij iy +2 Y apziaij b (3.30)
i?j7k7l i7j7k7l
= Z aklxl(‘)xkaijwiwj + 2 Z aijﬁ)iaklwijl.
Z"j7k7l i7j7k7l

Hence IZ becomes

¢ / —1/2
I§ = —/t_“_l > a0z ar b, ( ’ ) 4'0(1)/|33|75_“_1|Vﬁ)|2 (3.31)

g
i7j7k7l
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/ —1/2 / —1/2
—%/t—ﬂ—lmx,vmvw,vw» <t1> —/t—“—lyAva <ti> .
ag

o
We again apply integration by parts formula in z-variable to the third term on the right-hand side of (3.31)
to obtain

/ —1/2
I = /t_“_1 > i 0y, apip <t%> +0(1)/’$\t_“_1w@\2 (3.32)

i7j7k7l

+ / =1L div(Az)(AVD, Vib) <i> - / P AV 2 <i> .
2 o o
Again using div(Az) = n + O(1)|z| in the third term and by splitting A as A = A — I, + I, in the last
term of right-hand side of (3.32) and also using |A — I,| = O(|z|), we find

to! -1/2
12=0(1) / 2|t Y V|? + (g - 1) /t—ﬂ—1<Avw,vw> (%) . (3.33)
Hence using (3.29) and (3.33), I becomes
to'\ 7?1 to'\ "2 9(\t
Is = —p / (AV, Vi)t <i> 41 / (AV, Vi)t " <i> () (3.34)
o 2 o t
N\ —1/2 . N\ —1/2
+/ (AVD, V)t <ti> + n_2 AV, Vi) <ti>
{t=a} g 2 g

/ —1/2
—i—O(l)/\x!t‘“_l]Vﬁ)]z <’%> .

Since p = § — 1, the following terms in the right hand side of (3.34), i.e.

N\ —1/2
—M/<Avw, Vi)t <t1>

g

and 12
n—2 to’'\
—p—1 7 Y
5 /t (AVw, V) < . >

cancel each other. Consequently we get

1 to'\ TV2 9(\t to!\ T2

Ig= = /(Avw,vmt—ﬂ <i> b(x) +/ (AV, Vi)t <i> (3.35)
2 g t {t:a} g

We now recall Vi = g%~ 171*/807y) — %J_ae_‘x‘Q/égtw. This by AM-GM inequality implies

2
’Vﬁ)P < 20—2ae—\x\2/4tww’2 + %0—2%—902/@102'
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N Y
From Lemma 2.1, we have t/N < ¢ <t and <’%> is bounded. Therefore last term in (3.35) can be

estimated as

12 [0 ~1/2 1-20 7] 2 CoalzP o
g

We now use Lemma 2.2 to obtain
/ —1/2
1)/yg;\t—ﬂ—1\va2 (ti> > —NN2Q)\2°‘+N/t]Vw]2 —Na/al—M@yvfwPG (3.37)
o

—aNNQO‘/\QO‘+N/w2 —ozN(S/a_%‘@sz.

Hence using (3.37) in (3.35) we deduce the following inequality

o>t / AV, Vi)t <t” >_1/2 @ + /{ v vay <t(‘:> v (3.38)

a

\)

—NN2QA2O‘+N/t\Vw\2 —N(S/al_me(/\t)\VwFG

—OéNNza)\ch—N/ O[N(;/ —2a At)sz

’ _1/2
We now estimate the boundary term in (3.38), i,e. the integral f{t:a} (AVw, V)t (%) . By recalling

the definition of @ in term of w, we have

S oy —2a—|e[?/4t o, Az w®
(AVw, V) =0~ “%e (AVw, Vw) — 2(w 1 ,Vw) + — 62 (Az,z) | .

Furthermore using = 5 — 1 we get

-1/2 2 AN

to’ Az w n to'\ 2
o — —2a B —5+1

/{t:a}(AVw i ( . ) /{t:a}a ((AVw Vw) — (w wor , Vw) + 16t —— (A, x>> t72 <_a )

1 1

1 N\ -1
:/ to ™2 (AVw, Vw)G <t0 ) . l/ o2 (wAz, Vw)G <ti> i
{t=a} o 2 Jit=a) o

(3.39)

1
1 w? to 2
— A G .
+ 16 {t:a}a 75( x,x) <0>
We now focus our attention on the second term in the right-hand side of (3.39). We first write wVw =

Vw?/2 and then use integration by parts formula to obtain

I\ — 5 / _—
—l/ o2 (wAz, Vw)G LG —1/ oAz, Vu?)G )
2 Jit=a} o 4 Jt=a) o

1 1
= 1/ ~2e02 div(Az)G ) + 1/ o2 Az, VG)w? tr) * .
4 {t:a} o 4 Jit=a} o
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After using div(Az) = n+ O(|z|) and VG = —z/2tG, we find
-
- —/ o2 (wAz, Vw)G <—> (3.40)
2 {t=a} g

/ -1 — I\ —
— E/ O.—Q(X,wQG <ti 2 + O(l)/ |ZL'|O' 2a 2G <t0' > o 1/ 0_—204(14:17’ £>’UJ2G <ti> )
4 {t=a} {t=a} o 4 {t=a) 2t o

o
Hence using (3.40) in (3.39), the boundary term in I becomes

(T to'\72 n o a4 [t
(AVw, V)t ™ [ — = 2 AVw, V)G + - o Cw G| —
{t=a} o =0y o 4 Jit=a o

(3.41)
1
to'\ ~ 1 z to’'\ "2
+Ol/ zlo 2w 2G< ) ——/ a‘zo‘Aw,—w2G<—>
) {t:a}r | 7)o a7

1
1 w? to'\ "2
— A G .

* 16 {t:a} 7 t ( . :E> < g >
Using |x| < 4 and also by writing A = A — 1, + I, we get

~1/2 N\ -1 !
/ (AV, Vi)t (“’ ) > / {2 (AVw, V)G (ti> g N/ Ve <t1> :
{t=a} g {t=a} {t=a} g

N
SIS

—_
=

NI

o
(3.42)
2 N~ 2
_ i O.—2a<(A _ Hn)w,w>w—G <ti> ’ _ i U—2aﬁu~)2G <ti
16 {t:a} t o 16 {t:a} t (o
Thus using (3.42) in (3.38) we find
1
N\ =1
I; > %/@ww,vv H(jt) <t—> ’ N2a)\2a+N/t|Vw|2 Na/ 120 W)w ¢ (3.43)
1
N\ -1
— aNN2p2+N / —aN§ / 20 oy / *(AVw, V)G <t”> i
t= a} ag
1

N 2 N3 2 /
— N/ o202 G <ti> ’ — i / U—2a<(A _ Hn)$,$>w—G <ti> ’ +/ 0—2(1&1026; <t0’
{t:a} o 16 {t:a} t g {t:a} t g

By similar computations as in (3.41) we obtain

/(AVw V)t H <t0> 1/2@ _ /to—‘2a<AVw,Vw>G <t%’>_% (A —1-%/0——2%02@ <ti,>_% b(M)

a

o oo () 22

6/° <Axx>G<O_> at

ol
>

—
>
~

N
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Now writing A = A —1I,, + I, and using |A — I,,| = O(|z|) we get

/(AVw V)t H (t) 1/2 0(;\t) /t 20 A, Vw)G( - > %¥ %/O——Mw?G <%‘,>_% b(M)

+on >/ma 2 20(@) 000 L [ pnleli (1) 000

Now in the third term and the last term of (3.45) above, we use 6 is bounded as At < 1 and Lemma 2.2 to

l\)l»—l

o

obtain

N\ —1/2 I\ —
/(AV@D,V@D)t‘” <ti> o(X) > /to'_2a|Vw|2G (E) o(At) L n /O_—zasz <ti> 0(At)
o t o t 4 o t
—aNN2O‘)\2a+N/w2 —Naé/a_zo‘—e(;\t)wz(;
)

1
1 oalT? ., (ta'\ T2 O(At
16/0 = t
We thus have

1 1 1
1 1—2« 2 6(/\t) to’ 2 1 / —2a |$|2 20 ( ) n / —2a,,,2 to’ 2 6(>‘t)
> 7 N - L R _~ 7 — N _~ 7
Is N/O’ \Vw|*G , 5 o ; G ; o “w*G .

— NN2Q)\2°‘+N/t]Vw]2 - Na/al—%“@vae

1

1

— aNN2ap2a+N / —aN§ / 20 ey / AV w, V)G <t”> i
t= a} g

1 1
t / ) 1 2 I\ — 3 2
_ N/ O_—2aw2G <i> _ / U_2a<(A _ Hn)$,$>w—G <ti> +/ U—2aﬂw2G <ti
{t=a} g 16 {t=a} t g {t=a} t

We now focus our attention on Ir. Again using 202w = Z%?, we get

-1/2 AN
/Vzlt p (t” > - /V(atw2 F(AVE?, Zyye <ti>
2t o 2t o

After using integratation by parts formula we obtain

~N =172\’ —1/2 N —1/2
I; = _/Vw2 (t‘“ (ti> ) —/ Va’tH <t0> 1 /div(VAx)w2t‘“‘1 <ti> :
o {t=a} o 2 o

l\.’)\»—‘
;I
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It is easy to see that after some simplification and using (2.1) we get

N\ —1/2 N —1/2 r —1/2
I; = #/Vw%—u—l <ti> _ l/Vth_“ <ti> oA _/ Vit <ti> (3.48)
o 2 o t {t=a} o

/ —1/2 / —1/2
-3 / (VV, Az)ir?t+! <ti> -3 / V div(Az)@t ! <ti> |

2 o o

We now use div(Az) = n + O(|z|) and rearrange terms to obtain

to! —1/2 1 N\ —1/2 0 N\ —1/2
I7 = (N - ﬁ) /Vw%—“—l <i> - —/Vw%—“ (ti> (M) —/ Va*tH (ti>
2 g 2 g t {t=a} o

(3.49)

2 N\ —1/2
- %/ (VV, Az}t (ti> o) / |Vt <t1> .
g g

Since At < 1, using the boundedness of # and also that Az = O(|z|), we deduce the following inequality

/ —1/2 / —1/2 / —1/2
B> (u=") [vieees (12 B ] - et (10
2 g 2 g {t=a} g

(3.50)
N to! -1/2 to! -1/2
_ —/|VV||$|w2t_”_1 <i> —N/|:13||V|w2t_”_1 <i> .
2 o o
Now using |z| < B4 and by writing @ in terms of w we get
to! —1/2 to! -1/2
I; > —=N([V(50)||lee +IVV(-,0)]|00) | 072w?*G | — - to VWG | — . (3.51)
g {t:a} g

We now substitute the bounds for I, Is,....I7 as in (3.9), (3.15), (3.23), (3.28), (3.47), (3.51) respectively
in (3.6) to obtain

—2a —l=? . 2 ,— to’ 1/2
o e (wy + div(AVw) + Vw)“t 7" | — (3.52)

ag
Zi\? to'\ V21202 to’\ "2
2/—15‘“— ——/—t_“—
<2t> <0> 4 2t o
1/2 9 N\ =1
a_n n N o (LTI b (111 / —alel® (10" 72 0 o
+(2 8+8N)/U <a> N ST TR o B A g ;e

-
- NIV [ ot (ti>
g

_i_%/o,l—Qa‘vwFGH(?t) —NN2Q)\2Q+N/t‘Vw‘2 —N(S/al_me(?t)\VwFG

2 N —3 B N\ —1/2
+ 1 _ i _ i / U_zaﬂsz ti ? _ 2/ O_—2a <(A Hn)ﬂj‘,ﬂj‘> 'sz ti
8 16 16 {t=a} t g {t=a} 16t g

N

— N(1 4+ a)N?x)\2a+N / w? — N(1+a)d / 0_20‘@10%?
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1
_1 I~
+/ 2 AVw, V)G <t0 ) . (a+n/4 +N)/ oG <ti>
(=) o {t=a} o

1

1

—HV(.70)H1/ to 22 G <—t0> :
{t=a} a

We use 1/N < <%>_2 < N, (AVw, Vw) ~ |Vw|? and subsequently we obtain

[NIES

=

|z| 2
N / “E (wn + div(AV) + Vi)t (3.53)

Zw to! —-1/2 o niN n 9 9(/\15) ) ) e
> to a nN o n o - ‘ .
_4/<2t> " (a) +<2N SEE N(HO‘)‘;)/” P N||V(70)|I1/J e
_N(1+Q)N2a/\2oe+N/w2+<%_N5>/ 1=20) g7 2 220

—2/ o2l 1T D) ) i/ to~ | Vw[*G
{t=a} 16t N Jea)

_ N(a+n/i+N— aHV(-,O)Hl)/ 2002,
fi=a)

()\t) NN2a)\2a+N/t|vw|2

We now estimate 2 |, {t=a} J_zaWuﬁG. To do this, we first observe that since o(t) ~ t, therefore for

|z| > 4, it is easy to see that

3
%G(:p, a)cr_2a(a) < N2 )\204N

Using this along with the fact that |A(z,0) — L,| = O(|x|), we find

/ o2 ((A— Hn)$=$>w2
{t a} 16t

-2 |z o -2
=N | o "% a)—w"(z,a)G(z,a)dx + N o (a
a {la|>0} a

2 G| < N/J_%‘(a)@uﬂ(x a)G(x,a)dz (3.54)

2 5
w*(x,a)G(x,a)dx

2
< N6 | 07%a ﬁw2 z,a)G(xz, a)dr + N2 2+N w?(z, a)dx
a
{lz[>6}

< 2N25/aa_2°‘(a)]Vw(a:, a)|*G(z,a) + N25/J_2°‘(a)w2(x,a)G(a:, a)dxr + N2a+1)\2a+N/w2(x,a)dx,
where in the last inequality we have used Lemma 2.3. Hence (3.53) becomes

a2
N/ —ir (wy + div(AVw) + Vw)? ¢t~ (3.55)

Zw\ 2 to!\ "2 « nN n O(At)
> = L L S L ~2a 20 A2 o o
_4/<2t>t <0> Jr<2N s T sN? N(1+a)5>/0 ; wG NHV(ao)Hl/U w’@

1
—N(l+oz)N2°‘/\2a+Nsup/w2(3:,t)d:E—|— <N_N5>/ 1720 g2 ——= (/\t) NN2°‘)\2°‘+N/t|Vw|2

t>a

1
+ <N - N25> / to 2| Vw|*’G — N(a+n/4+ N —a||V(-,0)||; — N§) / o wiG.
{t=a} {

t=a}
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Now we choose § > 0 small enough such that

leY niN n
4 N1 > @
oN 8 Ty NOHep = 5
1 1
— _N&>——
N =9
and
1 1
— — N2> —
N = 2N

At this point, we make the preliminary yet crucial observation that for ¢ < %

9(”) > A2712(10g 2)3/% ~ A (3.56)
Hence we obtain

—9a I to’ A [y 2 —2a, 2
o 2% a (wy + div(AVw) + Vw)?t Zm o ““w*G — N?||V(-,0)||1 | o *w*G
o
t
_N(1+Q)N2a)\2a+]\/sup/w2+%/01—2alv ’29()\ )G NN2a)\2a+N/t’Vw’2
t>a

+ L / to=2|Vw[2G — N2ax2a+N/ w? — N(a+n/d+ N —a|[V(-, 0|l — N6) / 2002,
2N Jit=a) {t=a} {t=a}

If we now choose a? > 8N3§2||V(-,0)||; then

A —2a,,,2 2 / —2a,,,2 Oé/\/ —2a,,,2
N o w*G NHV(,O)Hl g wG SN o wG

Moreover since aax < 1 we find
«

) < g <
L= 8N35? < 8N35%
Consequently for sufficiently large N, o > N||V(+,0 )H1/2 + N and 0 < a < 1/X, we get

CL||V(,0

|z 2
N / 5 (wr + div(AV) + V)t (3.57)

1
> %/0_20‘1112—NNa)\zaSllp/wz(ﬂf,t)dlﬂ‘FN/O'l_2a|v |29(/\t)G N2a 2a/t|vw|2

t>a

1
+ = / to 2| Vuw|*G — Nza)\2°‘+N/ w? — Na/ o 22 @.
N Jii=ay {t=a} {t=a}

The estimate (3.2) thus follows.
Step 2: We now show that there exists a universal constant N and ¢ such that for all a > N(1 +
[IV(-,0 )||1/ 2) the following inequality holds

oz2/0'a_20‘w2Ga+oz/aé_2a|Vw|2Ga (3.58)

< N/ (div(A(x, t)Vw) + wp + V(z,0)w)* G, + ]\720‘0420‘sup/w2 + t|Vw|da
>0
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+o(a)20 (-% / Vuw(z,0)[2G(z, a)dz + Na / w2(x,0)G(x,a)dx> .

for all 0 < a < 75 and w € C§°(By x [0, 55)), where A = a/6%.
Note that the difference from Step 1 is that we replace A(x,0) by A(z,t). This essentially follows from
(3.2) using similar ideas in [10]. We nevertheless provide all the details for the sake of completeness in

order to track the precise dependence of the parameter «.

Proof of Step 2: We write
div(A(z,0)Vw) + w + Vw = div((A(z,0) — A(z,t))Vw) + div(A(z, t) Vw) + w + V.
This gives

N / o2 (div(A(z, 0)Vw) + w; + Vw)?G, < 2N / ol 72 (div((A(z, 0) — A(x, 1)) Vw)? Gy (3.59)

+ 2N / ol (div(A(z, t) V) + wi + Vw)?Gl.
This suggests we have to estimate
N / o120 (i (A, 0) — Az, £)Vw)2Ga. (3.60)
To simplify this term note that
div((A(z,0) — A(z,t))Vw) = Z(‘)j(aij(x,O) — aij(z,t))w; + (aij(z,0) — a;j(z, t))w;;.
Also, we have |a;;(x,0) — a;j(x,t)| < M/t < M/t +a < MNo,(t). Therefore we have
N / L2 (div(Alz, 0) — Az, £))Viw)2Gy < N M2 / o226, + N2 / 22 D22 (3.61)

Thus we will be done if we could estimate [ 0272%|D?w|?G,. We now proceed to estimate [ 0272%| D?w|*G,.

In the ensuing computations below, we let A(-) = A(-,0) and V = V(-,0). First we calculate for
k=1,2,...n

Opwi + div(AV (w})) = 2wpdpwy + 2 div(Awg V) (3.62)
= 2w 0wy, + 2 div(AVwg)wy + 2(AVwy, Vwg).

We now define H(w) := w; +div(A(z,0)Vw). We let 0, A be the matrix with entries (0 A)i; = Opa;j. Now

we calculate
Ok (wg (Opw + div(AVw) + Vw))
= wii(H(w) + Vw) + wiOpwy, + wi div((0x A)Vw) + wy div(AVwy,) + wi View + Vw,%

= wi(H(w) + Vw) + wpdywy, + div(wy (0 A)Vw) — (Vwy, (O A)Vw) + wy div(AVwy) + wi Viw + Vs,
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where we have used wy, div((9xA)Vw) = div(wg(0xA)Vw) — (Vwy, (0 A)Vw). We then rewrite it as
wy div(AVwy,) = O (wy(H (w) + Vw)) — wi(H(w) + Vw) — wgpwy, — div(wy (9 A)Vw) (3.63)
+ (Vwy, (0pA)Vw) — wViw — Vws.
We now use (3.63) in (3.62) to get
dywi; + div(AV (wf)) = 2widywy + 20k (wi,(H (w) + Vw)) = 2wk (H (w) + Vw) — 2widwy, — 2 div (wy (95 A) V)
+ 2(Vwy, (O, A)Vw) + 2(AVwy, V) — 2wy, Vew — 2V w}
= 20, (wi(H (w) + Vw)) = 2wy (H (w) + Vw) — 2div(wg (0 A) Vw) + 2(Vwg, (OpA)Vw)
+ 2{AVwy, V) — 2w, Viw — 2Vws.
We can now rewrite the above identity as
2({AVwy, Vwg) = H(w}) — 20k (wi,(H(w) + Vw)) + 2wii(H (w) + Vw) + 2 div(wg (9 A) V)
— 2(Vwy, (O, A)Vw) + 2w, Viw + 2Vwi.
We now multiply by 272G and use integration by parts formula to obtain
2%:/02_2O‘(AVwk,Vwk>G = /02_20‘\Vw\2H*(G) + (2a—2)/al—2aa’\vm2e— /{t:a} o* 72| Vuwl* G

(3.64)

+2/a2—2a<w,va>( )+ V) +2Z/ 2200, (H(w) + V)G —22/ 2-20, (9 A) Vi, VG)
—22/02_20‘<Vwk,(8kA)Vw>G+2/0'2_20‘(Vw,VV>wG—|—2/02_20‘V|Vw|2G,

where H*G = div(A(z,0)VG) — G¢. On using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and |VG| < %G < 2G on
the right-hand side of (3.64), we find

22/02‘2Q(AVwk,Vwk>G§ /az_za\Vw\QH*(G)+(2a—2)/01_20‘0’\Vw\2G—/{t_ oITlG
L =a

(3.65)

2
+/a2—2ayvu)y2l6|t20+/ 2720(H(w) + Vw) G+—Z/ 220 G+4nN/ 272(H(w) + Vw)?G

1
+N/Jl_2“|Vw|2G—|—m E /0’2_20‘|Vwk|2G+4N2/02_20‘|Vw|2G
k

+/02—2aywy2G+/02—2ayVV\2w2G+2/02—2ayvuw\2e.



22 QUANTITATIVE UNIQUENESS ETC.

We now use

Z(AVwk, Vuwy) > ]DQw\z
k
o < 1,0’ = 0O(1) and combine the like terms to get

% / 2720 D226 < /0—2‘20‘|Vw|2H*(G) b (20— 14 N +4N?) / A2 Tula— [ o Vule
fi=a)
(3.66)

4 /02—2ayv y?fé'zc+ (1 +4nN)/a2_2a(H(w) + V)G + /02_20‘\VV\2w2G+ /02—2ayvuvm\2a.
We take « large enough such that o > 4N2 + N. Since we have t < 1/\, 0 < t and A = a/§?, therefore we
get o0 < §2/a. Consequently (3.66) becomes

%/02_2Q\D2w126’§/02‘20‘]Vw]2H*(G)+3a/al‘2°‘]Vw!2G—/{t:a} 02—2a\w\2G+/ 2-2a|y7,, \2@2

(3.67)

(14 4nN)s?
_I_ - @@
a

4 2
/01—2a(H(w)+Vw)2g+%/o—_2o‘|VV|2w2G+%/0’1_20‘|V||Vw|2G.

We will now take a larger if necessary such that o > N||V (-, O)Hi/z. Consequently ||[VV]% < a?/N* and
[[V]loo < a?/N?. Hence (3.67) becomes

%/02_2Q|D2w|2G§/02_2°‘|Vw|2H*(G)+3a/al_2a|Vw|2G—/ 222G (3.68)
fi=a)

2 14 4nN)é? 254 52
+/U2_2O‘]Vw]2’ic—2‘G+7( i ZZ ) /al_zo‘(H(w) +Vw)2G+ _aN4 /a_2aw2G+ ?V—2/01_20]Vw]2G.

Next we note that
H*G = div(AVG) — Gy = > _ai;Gij + > 0j0i;Gi — Gy
= (aij = 0ij)Gij + Y 0505;Gi + Y 6:;Gij — Gy
=D (ai = 6;))Gij + Y 95(aij)Gi,
where we have used G is a fundamental solution of heat eqaution. We now use A is Lipschitz to get

H*G |<Z| (ai; — dij) ||GZJ|+Z|6 (ai)||Gil

3
ol By
t t2

Hence using 0 <t and = € By we have

|z jz| | 2P |2]?
/02‘20‘]Vw]2H*(G)+/ 220y 2L G<N/t - 2°“1le2< +—+—>G (3.69)

2
< N/c;'1_20‘|Vw|2 <1 + %) G
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< GNNZON2FN / t|Vwl* + N&? / 01—2a—9(jt)|wu|2c

4 N/al_%‘\Vw\zG,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 2.2. We now use (3.69) in (3.68) to find for all large «

6 (Nt
m/02_2a|D2w|2G§ 5NN2a/\2a+N/t|Vw|2+N52/01_2a¥|Vw|2G—|—4a/01_2a|Vw|2G
(3.70)
14 4nN)§? 254 62
— / o? 72|V’ G + % /Jl_za(H(w) + Vw)*G + C;V—4 /0_2aw2G + (j\f—2 /01_20‘\Vw\2G.
{t=a}
Now for large enough a, it follows from (3.72) by using a = A% and A < @ that the following holds
% /02—2ayD2wy2G < SN NZa)2o+N /tway2 + (N +4+ 52/N2)52/01—2a@my2c; (3.71)
1+ 4nN)§? 254
- / o272 Vw|* G + (+4nN)d /01_20‘(H(w) + Vw)?G + ao /0_2°‘w2G.
{t=a} e N4
After taking N large enough we get
/ 0?72 D*wPG < SNNZ NN / tVw|* + N§? / 01—20—9(?t)way2G (3.72)

- / 0?72 Vw|?G + N§? /01_20‘(H(w) + Vw)?G + o?5* / o 2wl a.
{t=a}
Now by replacing w(-,t) by w(-,t — a) in (3.72) and then by letting ¢ — a as our new ¢ we find

/ 0272 D*w*G, < N&? / gL 72 (div(A(z, 0)Vw) + w; + Vw)> Gy + ONN2N2H N gup / t|Vw|*dz

>0
(3.73)
+ N§? / a;—za@\vm?@ + a?6* / o, 2w G,
Now we have the estimate for [ ¢272%| D?w|?G,. Therefore from (3.61) and (3.73) it follows
N / o122 (div((A(x, 0) — A(z, 1)) Vw)2Go (3.74)
< NM? / ol Vw|? Gy + N3 M25? / ol (div(A(z, 0)Vw) + wi + Vw)?G,
+5N3M2N2a/\2a+N§gIO) / t|Vw|?dz + N3 M?6> / a;—%‘@NwFGa + ?6* N2 M> / o, 2w G,
We now plug the estimat; (3.74) in (3.59) to obtain
N / o7 2(div(A(z, 0)Vw) + wy + Vw)?G, (3.75)

< 2N M? /ai_2a|Vw|2Ga + 2N3M?5? /Ué_2a(diV(A(:E, 0)Vw) + w; + Vw)?G,
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O(\t
+ 20 N3 M2ENZ N2 Ngup / t|Vw[*dx + 2N M6 / ai_2a%|Vw|2Ga + 2025 N2 M? / o, 2w a,
t>0

+ 2N / o722 (div(A(z, t) Vw) 4+ wy + Vw)?G,.
We now choose § small enough such that N > 4N3M?2§% to deduce the following inequality from above

N / *(div(A(z, 0)Vw) + w; + Vw)? G, (3.76)

O(\t
< 2NM2/J;—2Q|Vw|2Ga+25N3M2N2QA20+Nsup/t|Vw| d:c+2N3M252/ 1 =2a (t )|Vw|2G
t>0

+ 20254 N?M? / o 2w Gy 4 2N / ol (div(A(z, t) Vw) + wi + Vw)?G,.

Using (3.76) in (3.2) ( more precisely in a a ”shifted in time” version of the estimate (3.2) as in (3.73)) we

obtain
o? / o 2w Gy + / a;—myvquy?@c;a (3.77)

O(\t
< 4N M? / ol Vw|?Gy + 46 N3 MENZ N2 Ngup / t|Vw|*dx + 4N3M?§? / Jé_2°‘¥|Vw|2G
t>0

+ 4025 ' N?M? / o 2w G, + AN / ol 72 (div(A(z, 1) Vw) + wy + Vw)? Gy + N]\fzo‘)\zo‘HVSllp/w2 + |Vl
>0

——/ta 22\ Vw(z,0)]*G da:+Na/ 2002 (2, 0)God.

After rearranging the terms in the above inequality we find

(o — 40206 N2 M) / 0 2w? Gy + (1 — AN3M36?) / a;—myvu)y?@@a — AN M? / oL Vw|?aG,
(3.78)
< 4(5N3M2N2a)\2a+Nsup/t]Vw] dx + 4N/ @ (div(A(z, ) Vw) + w; + Vw)? G,
>0

1
+NN2Q)\2Q+Nsup/w2+t]Vw]2 N/ta 2%\ Vw(x,0)]*G dx—i—Na/ 2w (x,0)God.
>0

We now choose ¢ smaller if necessary such that 1 — 46*N2M? > 1/2 and 1 — 4N3M35% > 1/2 holds.

Consequently, we get for a new constant N
2 —2a, 2 1—2a 20(At) 1—2a 2
a | o, %w Gy + [ o, "%V TGCL — N [ 0,7 Vw|*G, (3.79)

< N/a}l_zo‘(div(A(x,t)Vw) + wi + V(z,0)w)?Gy + NNZO‘)\2O‘+NS11p/w2 + |Vw|?dz

>0

+o(a)™2 <—% / |Vw(z,0)|?G(x,a)dzx +Na/w2(a:,0)G(a:,a)da:> .
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9()‘“ < X therefore by choosing « large enough such that a > 2N we get

o? / o 2w Gy + % / ol Vuw|?G, (3.80)

Since

< N/UCIL_M(diV(A(a:,t)Vw) +w + V(z,0)w)?Gy + N]\fz‘J‘)\2‘3‘+1\7511p/w2 + [Vw|*dz
>0

+o(a)2 <—% / Vuw(z,0)[2G(z, a)dz + Na / w2($,0)G(:E,a)d$> .

(3.58) follows from (3.80) in a standard way.
Step 3: (Conclusion) We finally show that exists a universal constant N and ¢ such that for all

a>N(1+ HVH1/2 + [V ]ig) the following inequality holds
az/agzaw2Ga—i—a/a;_za\VwFGa (3.81)

<N / ol (div(A(z, t)Vw) +w; + V(z, t)w)> Gy + N2O‘0z20‘5up/w2 + t|Vw|?dz
>0

+o(a)2 (-% / Vuw(z,0)[2G(z, a)dz + Na / w2(3:,0)G(3:,a)d3:> .

for all 0 < a < 25 and w € C§°(By x [0, 55)), where A = a/6%.

Proof of Step 3: We now replace V(z,0) by V(z,t). Using AM-GM inequality we have
|(div(A(z, t)Vw) +w + V(z,0)w)| = |(div(A(z, t)Vw) +w, + V(z, t)w) + (V(2,0) — V(z,t))w|
2(div(A(z, t)Vw) + wy + V(z, t)w)? 4+ 2(V (x,0) — V(z,t))*w?.
Since V (x,t) is 1/2-Hélder continuous, (V (x,0) — V(x,t))? < [V]%/zt. Thus we get
N [ ol 2 @Al V) + wn Vi, 0w < 2N [ o (div(Alw, 1 Vw) + wi + Vi )G
(3.82)
+ 2N[V]1/2/ V202G,

We would be done if we can absorb the last term in the right-hand side of (3.82) into the left-hand side of
(3.58). Using At < 1/2 and 0,(t) <t+a < 1/\, we get

o 2N —2a
2N[V]§/2/ 1720002Gy < = [V]1/2/ 202Gl (3.83)
Using (3.82) and (3.83) in (3.58) we obtain
oz2/0’a_20‘w2Ga+oz/aé_2a|Vw|2Ga (3.84)

< N/ *(div(A(z, t)Vw) + wy + V(x,t)w)zGa
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8N
—|—¥[V]1/2/ 202G, + N 2asup/w2—|—|Vw|2daz
>0

+o(a)20 (-% / Vuw(z,0)[2G(z, a)dz + Na / w2(x,0)G(x,a)dx> .

Now note that the second term in the right-hand side of (3.84) can be absorbed in the first term of left-
hand side of (3.84) provided & o > 8N [V]1/2 i.e. when a > 4N[V]1/2 Hence if we choose o > N(HVH1/2

1/2°
[V]ig + 1) for N large, the conclusmn follows.

O

In order to establish a quantitative space-like doubling property that implies (1.6), we also need the

following monotonicity in time result. The following lemma below is analogous to Lemma 5 in [11].

Lemma 3.2. Let u be a solution to (1.1) in Q4. Then there exists a universal constant N such that the

Ne v1/2/
B
2

L <
fort < N RN V=16, TN (VI D) and 0 < p <1, where
fQ4u (z,t)

p2 pr u2(‘7:7 0) '

following inequality holds

u2f1: X u2x X .
(2, )d Z/Bp (2, 0)d (3.85)

2p

0, =

Proof. The proof is although similar to that in [11], we nevertheless provide the details in order to highlight
the delicate dependence on [|V|[ in (3.85) above. We consider f(z,t) = u(x,t)¢(x), where ¢ =1 in By,
and ¢ = 0 outside By. We then define

= /f2(33,t)g(33,t; y70)d‘7:7

where G(z,t;%,5) is the fundamental solution in R™! of the operator 9; — div(A(z,t)V), ie. G; —
div(AVG) = §(y,s)- Over here, we would like to mention that without loss of generality, we may assume that
A is defined on whole of R x R and satisfies the bounds in (1.2) and moreover the associated fundamental

solution G satisfies

Jgn Gz, t59,0)dy =1

Jan G(@,t:9,0)0(y)dy — ¢(x) as t — 0.

(3.86)

See for instance [13, Chapter 1].

Then for ¢t > 0 we have
w0 = [ 2056+ [ ro
_ / 2 £, + / 2 div(AVG)
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:/fotg—/(Vf2,AVg>
_ / 211G + / div(AV £2)G
:2/f(ft+div(AVf))Q+/<AVf7Vf>g-

From straightforward calculations we have f; = u;¢ and
div(AVf) = ¢ div(AVu) + 2(AVu, Vo) + udiv(AVe).
Since u is a solution of (1.1), we get fi + div(AVf) = =V f + udiv(AV¢) + 2(AVu, V¢). Hence we get
H'(0) 2 =NVl @) =2V [ 171l + [Vu) 51,0
Arguing as in [11] we get

N
H'(6) 2 ~N|[VIlwH®) - 7z [ (uf? + |Vuf’),

Then using the estimate in (2.3), we obtain from above

N 1
H'0) 2 NIV I HO) = (4 1V) e [l
4

Now for sufficiently small ¢, one has ¢/ 2= e < e~sn¢ and hence we deduce the following inequality for
all large enough N
H'(6) = ~N|[VIlH(®) - 1+ [V]Ne ™ [
Qa
Integrating this inequality in (0,¢) and using %irr(l)H(t) = u%(y,0) for y € By we get
%

ENHVOOt/F(!EJ)g(!E,t; y,0) > u?(y,0) — eNIVllet(q 4 ||V||oo)Nte_ﬁ/ w’. (3.87)
Qa

Now by integrating the above inequality in (3.87) in the y-variable in By, changing the order of integration
and then by using [ G(z,t;y,0)dy = 1 we obtain

NIV It / 2 t) > NVIst [ 200 1y > / (2, 0) — MIVIst(1 4 |[V]] ) Nte™ %0 / 2. (3.88)
B2 B1

B2 Qa

We now choose a universal N (which does not depend on ||V||s) such that 2N/Cg > 1 and N log(2N/Cg) >
1, where CF is from Lemma 2.5. Note that from (2.3) we have
fQ4 u?dX

1< Cp(1+ HVHOO>W
B1 ’

= Ce(1+|[V]l)®-
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Hence we get N1og(2N (1 + ||V ||«0)©) = Nlog(2N/Cg) + Nlog(Cr(1 + ||V||«)©) > 1. If we now take
1

< 72 then
2N log(2N (14| V[|00)©)+5N2(||V]|55° +1) |
1
NIVIlset (1 4 ||V[|oy) Ne— 57 / w2 < —/ W2(2,0). (3.89)
Qa 2.8
Using (3.89) in (3.88), we obtain for all £ < 1 e , that the following inequality

T 2Nlog(2N(1+]|V]|00)©)+5N2(|[V[|o5*+1)

holds

Ne ||V||1/2/ u2(a:,t)2/ u?(x,0).
B By

Thus, for all ¢t < L 77— we have
2N log(2N (1+||V|]|00)O)+5N2 (|| V|57 +1)

NellVIE® / R / W (x,0),
B2 B1
fQ4u dx

To, @00 Now for the rescaled solution (x,t) := u(px, p°t), p < 1, we get
/2
NV [ 2o = [ i)
B By
1

. e and
T 2N10g(2N(1+]|V]l00)Op) +5N2(||V||o6"+1)

6 _ fQ p:n p*t)dX
P fB 2(px,0)dx

After change of variables and by using fQ (x,t) < fQ (z,t) we get

Jo, "

where © =

2p

where ¢ <

@ <= :=0,.
p f u2 (x 0) P
Thus, for all ¢t < L 77— we have
2N 1og(2N (1+||V |00 )0 ,p)+5N2 (|| V|| 57 +1)
/
NellVIIZ / W2(z, p2t) 2/ W2(z,0). (3.90)
Bs, B,

2

2N log(2N (14([V[loc)©,)+5N2(| V]| o

NV [ etz [ a0,
B By

which completes the proof of the lemma. O

From (3.90) it follows that for all ¢ <

77y we have

+1)

2p

With the Carleman estimate in Lemma 3.1 and the monotonicity result Lemma 3.2 in hand, we now
proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.1 where we adapt some ideas from [11] in order to obtain our desired

quantitative uniqueness estimate (1.6).
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Without loss of generality, we assume that A(0,0) = I,,. The proof is divided into
three steps.
Step 1 : We first show that there exists a universal constant N such that for all r < 1/2

/ u?(2,0)de < M [ u*(x,0)dz, (3.91)
Bay. By

where M = exp(N*1log(2N (1 + ||V|00)©,) + N4(||V||}/2 + [V]ig + 1)) and where O, is as in Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Step 1: For a fixed « large, with A = &, consider w(z,t) = u(x,t)1(x)¢(t), where ¢ € C5°(By)
such that 1 =1 in Bs, ¢ = 0 outside By, and where ¢ =1in 0 <t <1/4\ and ¢ =0 for ¢t > 1/2)\. Then

using (1.1) we have
div(AVw) + wy + Vw = div(AVY)ug + 2{(AVY, Vu)d + uthey.
It thus follows
(div(AVw) 4+ w; + Vw)? < C(u® + ‘VUP)XBS\BQ (x) + C)\2u2x(071/2)\)\(071/4>\) (t). (3.92)
Using the Carleman inequality (3.1) we get
a2/0’;20‘w2Ga + a/aé_2a|Vw|2Ga < N/Jé_%‘(div(AVw) + w4+ Vw)? G, + Nzo‘oz%‘sup/w2 + t|Vw|*dx

t>0
(3.93)

+o(a)™2 <—%/|V’w($,0)|2G(JE,G)d$ +Na/w2(:n,0)G(:E,a)d:E> ,
which in view of (3.92) implies the following estimate
a2/Ja_zo‘wQGa—l—a/Jé_2a|Vw|2Ga (3.94)
< N/U;_za(u2 + ’VUP)XBS\BQ (2)Ga + N2 /UCIL_MUQX(0,1/2,\)\(0,1/4,\) (t)Ga
—I-No‘ozzo‘sup/w2 + t|Vw|*dx + o(a) > (—% / |Vw(z,0)|*G(x,a)ds +Na/w2(x,0)G(x,a)daz> .

t>0

We now make the following claim.

Claim: ol72G, < N2t 3 )\2+2 in the region By x [0,1/2)] \ By x [0,1/4)].

Proof of the claim: We will divide the proof in two cases.
Case(i): When t > 1/4\.

From Lemma 2.1, g, > HT", which gives ol72* < N2971(¢ + a)'~2% Thus we get

U;_zaGa < N2a—1(t+a)1—2a(t+a)—n/Qe—\$\2/4(t+a)' (395)
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Since we have t +a > 1/\, which implies (¢ + a)'~2¢7%/2 < \=142047/2 Also since (t + a) > 0 and thus

e~ 1#1*/4(t+a) < 1. Hence we obtain

0(11—2aGa < N2a—1a—1+2a+n/2’

which completes the proof of Case(i).
Case(ii): When ¢t < 1/4).
Since (z,t) € B3 x [0,1/2A] \ Bg x [0,1/4)], therefore in this case we must have |z| > 2. Now we use (3.95)

to obtain
0(11—205Ga < N2a_1(7f—|- a)1—2o¢(t + a)—n/2e—9/4(t+a)

From the properties of exponential function, for any integer k£ we have e™* < k' < k . Thus for real number
20 +n/2 we get e~ V/H) < (20 + n/2)Ratn/2) (¢ 4 q)22Ft7/2=1 Hence we get aé 2@, < N2 1(2a +
n/2)e+tn/2)  This proves the claim.

Using the claim proved above, we find that (3.94) becomes

2/«
a2/0_;2aw2Ga+a/o_;—2a|vw|2Ga§N2a+n/2a2a+n/2/ / (u2+|vu|2) (396)
0 B3

+N2a0z2asup/w2 + t|Vw|*dx + o(a) > (—% / |Vw(z,0)|*G(x,a)ds + Noz/w%x,O)G(x,a)dx) .

t>0

Now using the estimate in (2.3) we then obtain

o? / 0, 2w Gy + / ol 72| Vw|?G, < 20 N2FN/2\2040/2(1 1 ||V |5) / u?(x, t)dX (3.97)

Qu

+o(a)™2 <—% / |Vw(z,0)|?G(x,a)dz +Na/w2(x,O)G(x,a)dx> .

Let p € (0,1) to be fixed later. Now since ¢(t) =1 for t < 1/4X and ¢ = 1 in By, we observe that the first

term on the left hand side of (3.97) can be minorized as follows

1/4)
a2/a;2aw2Ga > a2/ / 022G,
B3

P2 /AN
> a / / —20c 2 t+a) n/2e—|:c|2/4(t+a)
Bs,

p2 /4N )
> a / / t+a 2a—n/2u2e—p /(t+a)’
Ba,

where the second inequality is a consequence of the fact that 0 < p < 1 and in the last inequality, we have

used 04(t) < t+ a. We now assume that

o > N(log2N (1 +[[V]0)8,) + [IVI/? + [V]}/5 + 1) (3.98)
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and 0 <t < % < % in order to apply Lemma 3.2 and consequently we obtain

a

2 2, 2 S 2a—n/2 —p2/(t V|52 2
! /0_ “w Gy > —/ (t 4 a) 207 2P/ (tHa) gp o=Vl / u*(z,0)dx
N Jo B,
2 ra+p?/4x
> e_o‘a—/ t_2o‘_"/26_”2/tdt/ u?(z,0)dzx
N a B,

2 p?/AN
Ze_aa—/ t_zo‘_"/2e_p2/tdt/ u?(z,0)dz,
N p?/8A By

. . . / . . .
where in the second inequality above, we used that e~V > e~ which can be ensured by taking N > 1in
(3.98) above and the last inequality uses 0 < a < g which in turn implies (p?/8), p?/4)\) C (a,a+ p*/4N).
Now we use the fact that t72~"/2 is a decreasing function of ¢ and e=P*/t is an increasing function of ¢ to

deduce the following inequality from the above estimate

2 9 2 —20{—% 5242044—%)\20{-1-%4-1
a2/052aw2G S & <P ) 6—10,\/ w?(z,0)dz > (65/52p2)—2ap2—n/ w?(z, 0)dz,
B By

“ = 8N \4x ’ 8N
(3.99)
where we have used that A = «/ 02 and e > 22, We now recall the definition of ©, to find
2420{—1—3 2a+2+1
042/0;20‘202(?@ > i AT (65/52/)2)_20‘/)_"/ u?(x,t)dX. (3.100)
8N@P Q4

Now using (3.100) in (3.97) we get
52420:—1—% /\2a+%+1
8NO,

(65/52p2)—2ap—n/ u2(a:,t)dX < 2CEN204+“/2)\204+“/2(1 + HVHOO)/ u2(a:,t)dX
Q4 Qa

(3.101)

+o(a)™ <—%/\Vw(x,O)]zG(a:,a)da:+Na/w2(a:,0)G(a:,a)da:> .

Now in order to absorb the first term on the right hand side of (3.101) onto the left hand side of (3.101),
we choose p such that
1 §2420+% \20+5+1

2 —z0 ,—MN a-Tn aTn
5 0 (2197 p2) 720 ™ > 90 N2aF/2)\2040/2(1 ||V ]|o0) (3.102)
P

Since 1+ ||V||oo < a2, thus (3.102) is ensured provided for a possibly larger N the following holds
1 §2420+5 \20+5+1

5 e (65/62p2)—2ap—n > ZCEN2a+n/2>\2a+n/2+2‘ (3'103)
P

(3.103) in particular will follow in case the following inequality holds for a larger N

N720(eD/% p2) =20 > 320, N™/2H1 Q. (3.104)
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1/2

Since o > Nlog2N (1 + [|V|x)0,) + N(IVI* + [V1}/5

will hold if

+ 1), we have e*/N > 2NO,,. Therefore (3.104)

(Ne5/52 p2)—2a > 16CENn/2€a/N.
The above inequality can be rewritten as
(61/2NN65/62p2)—2a > 160EN"/2.

We now choose p such that

/2N N/ 2 < é (3.105)
and then we find that (3.102) follows. Using (3.102) in (3.101) we obtain
. / Vuw(z, 0)2G(z, a)dz < Na / w?(z,0)G(z, a)da. (3.106)
In particular, by letting ap = N1og(2N(1+ ||V ||00)©,) + N(HVH%/2 + [V]%g + 1) we deduce the following
inequality
2a/\Vw(x,O)]zG(a:,a)da:—Fg/wz(az,O)G(az,a)da; < Ngao/w2(a;,0)G(a;,a)da:. (3.107)
Now we use Lemma 2.4 to obtain for all < 1/2,
/ uw?(z,0)de < M [ u?(z,0)dz, (3.108)
Bay By

where M = exp(N*log2N (1 + ||V ||s)6,) + N*([VI[;/ + [V]}]5 +1)).

Step 2: We now show that there exists a universal constant N such that for all r < 1/2,

/ u?(x,0)dz < M [ u?(z,0)dr, (3.109)
Bay Br
where M = exp(N log(NO) + N(HVHi/2 + [V]ig +1)) and © = NfQ4 u?(z,t)dX / I5, u?(z,0)dx.

Note that in this step we want to replace ©, by ©.

Proof of Step 2: For given r < p, we can choose k such that
p < ok < 2p.
Then using (3.108) we have

/ u?(x,0)dx S/ uz(x,O)dangk/ uz(x,O)da:ngog?(zp/r)/ u?(x,0)dz. (3.110)
B, Bk

ok T T

We write M = exp(M; + N log(N©,)), where

My = N*1og2N(1 +[[V]]so)) + N(IVIF + [V]})3 +1)- (3.111)
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Then we find
/ u?(z,0)dz < Mr1os2(20/7) (N@p)N1°g2(2p/T) / u?(x,0)dz. (3.112)
B, .
On putting the value of ©, we get
w2 (z, t Nlogy(2p/7)
/ u?(z,0)dx < Milosa(20/7) sz@*# u?(z,0)dz. (3.113)
B, p prU (z,0) By

Since p is a universal constant and less than 1 therefore 1/p? can be absorbed into N (by possibly taking

a larger N). Now we rearrange the terms in (3.113) to obtain

N logo(2p/T)

1
logg (2p/1) 1+ N logs (2p/7) T+ N logo (2p/7)

/ W2 (2, 0)dz < MR EG (/ u2(x,0)da:> = (N/ u2(x,t)> S (3.114)

Bp T Q4

In particular, if we take r = p/2, (3.114) becomes

/B,, w?(z,0)dz < M 1=F) </Bp/2 u2(a:,0)dx>5 <N /Q4 u2(a;,t)>l_ﬁ, (3.115)

L Since the equation is translation invariant we can take translation of u in space

where B = m.

variable to obtain

8 g
/ u?(z,0)dz < MU=F) (/ u2($,0)daz) <N/ u2(:n,t)> , (3.116)
By (y) B,/2(y) 4

for all y € By. Note that Bs,/, C jLBJ B,(y). From the compactness of Bs, /4, there exist y1,y2, ..., yn, €
ye p/2

B,/ where ny depends only on n such that Bs,,, C UB,(y;). Now we use (3.116) and sum over i to find
(2

ni ni B 1-8
Z/ u?(z,0)dz < M1=F) Z </ u2(l’,0)d$> (N/ uz(:n,t)) . (3.117)
i—1 7 Bo(ys) i—1 \YBy2(yi) 1

Now in the left-hand side we use Bs,/4 C UB,(y;) and using B, 5(y;) C B, in the right-hand side to obtain
(2

8 1
/ u?(z,0)dx < nyet1=Fh) / u?(z,0)dx <N/ u2(:n,t)> . (3.118)
Bs, /4 B Qa

We now use (3.115) in (3.118) to obtain

p 1-5+5(1-5)
/ u?(z,0)dz < nyet1=AFMBI-H) (/ u2(ac,0)dx) (N/ uz(x,t)> (3.119)
Bsp/a Bo/a 4

B2 1—32
= nyeM -7 / u?(x,0)dx <N/ u2(ac,t)> .
B, /2 Q4

P
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Proceeding in the same fashion, we can get a similar inequality as in (3.119) where on the left hand side,
the integral over Bs, 4 can replaced by integral over By, , and so on. Therefore since p is universal ( in

view of our choice in (3.105)), we can finally assert that there exists a constant N and 3 € (0,1) such that

/B (e, 0 < N0 ( /B ) u2(g;,0)dx)é <N / 4u2(x,t)>1_3. (3.120)

This in particular implies
B 1-3
(N/ u2(:17,t)> : (3.121)
Q4

/B (e, ) < NeM(1-5) ( /B p u2(x,0)d:17>
/B u?(x,0)dr < NeMi=5) </B uz(x,O)da:>B (N/Q u2(x,t)> - <N/Q u2(a:,t)> . (3.122)

This can be rewritten as
This gives

p

2
5) 20 N [o, u*(z,1)

B < NeMi- e
Op = Ne fB1 u?(x,0)dz

Hence using (3.108), we find

/ u?(x,0)dz < M [ u?(z,0)dr, (3.123)
B2'r B”“
where M = exp(N' Iog(2N(1 + [[V|oo) N2p~2eMs (=331 3) 1 N(IVIL 4+ [V]!/2 + 1).

Now M can be rewritten as
M = exp(N*1og(2N*p20'7) + log(1 + [|V||oo) + My (1 — B)/B + N(|[VI[}* + [V]}/3 + 1)).

After recalling the value of M; from (3.111) and using log(1 +b) < Nb'/? we get for a large enough N, M
in (3.123) can be upper bounded in the following way

M < exp(N log(N©) + N(||V|[/> + [V])5 +1).

Step 3: (Conclusion) We finally show that there exists a universal constant N such that for all » < 1/2

we have
¢ §/ u?(z,0)dz, (3.124)
2 | /2 . :
whereC—T#—Nlog(N@)—i—N(HVH + [V ]1/2+1) and O is as in Step 2.

Proof of Step 3: For r < 1/2, choose k > 2 such that 27% < < 2751 then using (3.123) k-times

/ u?(x,0)dx SM’“/ u?(x,0)dx. (3.125)
By

T
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ln IVI

Now 7 < 27F+1 gives k < log,(2/r). Hence M* < M &2(2/7) = (2) 122" Thus we obtain

In M
(£> 1"2/ u2(m,0)da:§/ u?(x,0)dz. (3.126)
2 B1 By

Since for any b we have b < 2% (3.126) can be rewritten as

-1
P o(fp, w@0dn) / u2(z,0)dz. (3.127)

(z,0) d:c) +ln]\/1

Multiply both side of (3.126) by r<fBl “ 2 to obtain

U, w2 0de) 028 o (fo, o)y / w2 (x,0)dz. (3.128)

2 In M
Since r < 1/2 therefore (2r) (fsl “ (x’o)dw) T2 < 1. Hence we get

rcg/ u?(x,0)dz, (3.129)

where C = T -+N log(N@)—l—N(HVHl/2 +[V ]%3 +1). This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. [

uz(x 0)d
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