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1 Introduction

In this paper we prove a new continuous dependence result for solutions of the
Cauchy problem associated to the backward parabolic operator

P=0;+ Z@M (aij(t,2)0z;) + ij(t,x)(?mj + c(t, x) (1.1)
0J J
on the strip [0,7] x R"™.

It is well known that the Cauchy problem for (III), when the data are given
on {t =0} and the matrix (a;;)};_; is supposed to be symmetric and positive
definite, is an ill-posed problem: due to the smoothing effect of forward parabolic
operators, the existence of the solutions is not ensured for all choice of data.
Concerning uniqueness, we can say that an important role is played by the
functional space in which the uniqueness property is looked for. In fact a classical
result of Tychonoff in [I3] proves that there exists a function u € C>°(R x R™)
satisfying dyu — Au = 0 in R x R, u(0,-) = 0 in R™, but « # 0 in all open
subset of R x R™. On the other hand, in [9], Lions and Malgrange proved that P
enjoys the uniqueness property in Hy := H*([0, 7], L>(R"™))NL2([0, T], H*(R™)),
provided the coefficients a; ;’s are sufficiently smooth with respect to z and
Lipschitz continuous with respect to t.
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If one considers the Cauchy problem for (ILT]) as an inverse problem (namely:
a final time problem) for a forward parabolic operator (see [7, Ch. 3]), it turns
out that uniqueness is a very weak property. Indeed it furnishes only a qualita-
tive feature of the solutions and gives no useful information for computational
purposes.

In his celebrated paper [8], John introduced the notion of well-behaved prob-
lem, which is now typical in the context of ill-posed problems. According to John
a problem is well-behaved if “only a fixed percentage of the significant digits need
be lost in determining the solution from the data” [8, p. 552]. More precisely
we may say that a problem is well-behaved if its solutions in a space H depend
Holder continuously on the data belonging to a space K, provided they satisfy
a prescribed bound.

In their paper [I], Agmon and Nirenberg proved, among other things, that
the Cauchy problem for (L)) is well-behaved in £ = C°([0,T], L*(R")) N
Co([0,T[, HX(R™)) N C*([0, T[, L3(R™)) with data in L?(R"), provided the coef-
ficients a; ;’s are sufficiently smooth with respect to « and Lipschitz continuous
with respect to t. In order to achieve their result, which is stated in a very general
and abstract setting, they developed the so called logarithmic convexity tech-
nique. The main step consists in proving that the function ¢ — log ||u(t, )| L2 is
convex for every solution u € £ of (LT]). In the same year Glagoleva [5] obtained
essentially the same result for a concrete operator like (II]) with time indepen-
dent coefficients. Her proof rests on energy estimates obtained through integra-
tion by parts. Some years later Hurd [6] developed the technique of Glagoleva so
as to cover the case of a general operator of type (LI]), with coefficients depend-
ing Lipschitz continuously on time. The results of [T [5, 6] can be summarized
as follows:

For every T' € 10,T[ and D > 0 there exist p > 0,0 < d <1 and M >0
such that, if u € € is a solution of Pu =0 on [0,T] with |u(0,-)||r2 < p and
lu(t, )z < D on [0,T], then

sup [Ju(t, )|z < M]lu(0,-)]3
te[0,77)

The constants p, M and 0 depend only on T' and D, on the ellipticity constant
of P, on the L> norms of the coefficients a; ;’s, b;’s, ¢ and of their spatial
derivatives, and on the Lipschitz constant of the coefficients a; ;’s with respect
to time.

In [9, 11 6], Lipschitz continuity of the coeflicients a; ;’s with respect to time
plays an essential role. The possibility of replacing Lipschitz continuity by simple
continuity was ruled out by Miller [II] and more recently by Mandache [10].
They constructed examples of operators of the form (II)) which do not enjoy
the uniqueness property in #;. In the example of Miller the coefficients a; ;’s are
Holder continuous in time, while in the more refined example of Mandache the
modulus of continuity i of the coefficients a; ;’s with respect to time is such that

fol(l/ﬂ(s))ds < 400. On the other hand, in [4] the authors of the present paper



proved that, if §i satisfies the Osgood condition fol(l/ﬂ(s))ds = 400, then the
operator P enjoys the uniqueness property in H;. Therefore it would be natural
to conjecture that if the Osgood condition is satisfied, then the Cauchy problem
for (1) is well-behaved in & with data in L?(R"). Unfortunately this is not
true. Let p(s) := s(1 + |logs|). A function whose modulus of continuity is p is
called Log-Lipschitz continuous. Obviously p satisfies the Osgood condition. In
the Appendix, we show that it is possible to construct:

e asequence (L, )nen of backward uniformly parabolic operators with space-
periodic uniformly Log-Lipschitz continuous coefficients in the principal
part and space-periodic uniformly bounded coefficients in lower order
terms;

e a sequence (uy,)nen of space-periodic smooth uniformly bounded solutions
of Lpu, =0 on [0,1] x R?;

e a sequence (tp)nen of real numbers, with ¢, — 0 as n — oo;

such that
Jim ([ (0, ) 2 0,27) < [0,27)) = O
and ;
lim ||un( nyy ')||6L2([0,27r]><[0,27r]) = foo,
n—=oo [lun (0, -, ')HLQ([O,QTF]X[O,QTI'])

for every § > 0.

Therefore it is not possible to obtain a result similar to that of Hurd or
Agmon and Nirenberg if Lipschitz continuity is replaced by Log-Lipschitz con-
tinuity.

If the coefficients a; ;’s are Log-Lipschitz continuous in time, we are able to
prove a weaker continuous dependence result. Our main result can be stated as
follows:

For every T' € 10, T[ and D > 0 there exist p > 0,0< 0 <1 and M,N >0
such that, if uw € € is a solution of Pu =0 on [0,T] with ||u(0,-)||rz < p and
||U(t, ')||L2 <D on [OvT]; then

sup [Jult, gz < Me~Noz el 21"
te[0,77)

The constants p, M, N and & depend only on T’ and D, on the ellipticity
constant of P, on the L™ norms of the coefficients a; ;’s, b;’s, ¢ and of their
spatial derivatives, and on the Log-Lipschitz constant of the coefficients a;;’s
with respect to time.

As a consequence, going back to John’s terminology, if one denotes by ¢(n)
the number of digits of the L? norm of the data which are necessary to deter-
mine n digits of the L? norm of the solution, one has that ¢(n) grows at most
polynomially in n.



Our proof relies on weighted energy estimates similar to those of Glagoleva
and Hurd. In order to overcome the obstructions created by the lack of time
differentiability of the coefficients a; ;’s, we exploit a microlocal approximation
procedure originally developed by Colombini and Lerner in [3] in the study of
the Cauchy problem for hyperbolic operators having Log-Lipschitz coefficients.

The plan of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we introduce notations
and we state our results: Theorem 1 contains the weighted energy estimates
that we mentioned above; Theorem 2 is a local continuous dependence result;
Theorem 3 is a global continuous dependence result. Section 3 is devoted to the
proof of Theorem 1, while Section 4 is devoted to the proofs of Theorems 2 and
3. Finally, in the Appendix we outline the construction of a counterexample to
Holder continuous dependence.

2 Results

2.1 Notations

We consider the following backward parabolic equation
Opu + Z Oz, (i j(t,x)0,;u) + Z bj(t, x)0z,u+ c(t,x)u =0 (2.1)
i j

on the strip [0, 7] x R™ > (¢, x). We suppose that

e for all (t,2) € [0,T] x R™ and for all4,j =1...n,

(7%} (t, JJ) = aj)i(t, LL‘);
e there exists k > 0 such that, for all (¢,z,£) € [0,T] x R™ x R™,
I <Y ai(t2)&8 < ke
i
e foralli,j =1,...,n, a;; € LogLip([0,T], L>*(R™)) N L>°([0, T, CZ(R"))
and bj, ¢ € L>([0,T], CZ(R™)).

We set

lai ;(t, ) — ai;(s, )|

ci,7=1,...,n, x € R",
|t — s[(1+[log |t — s])

App »=sup{
t,s €[0,T], 0 < |t—s| <1},
A =sup{|0%a; ;(t,x)| : i,j=1,....,n, a e N, |a| <2,
(t,z) € [0,T] x R"},
B :=sup{|02b;(t,z)] : 5=1,...,n, a e N", |a] <2,
(t,x) €10,T] x R},

C:=sup{|0%c(t,z)| : « € N", |a| <2, (t,z) € [0,T] x R"}.



2.2  Weight function
For s > 0, let u(s) = s(1 + |logs|). For 7 > 1 we define
b
0(r) := /1/7_ ) ds =log(1 +log 7).

The function 6 : [1,+oc0o[— [0,400[ is bijective and strictly increasing. For
y €]0,1] and A > 1, we set ¥y(y) := 071 (=Alogy) = exp(y~* — 1) and we
define

Dy(y) = /11/ ¥a(z) dz.

The function ®) :]0,1] —] — oo, 0] is bijective and strictly increasing; moreover
it is easy to verify that it satisfies

Y (y) = —A@;(y))zu(@) — 7@} (y)(1 + |log @D. (2.2)

We collect in the following lemma, the proof of which is left to the reader, some
interesting and elementary properties of the functions ¢, and ®j.

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

Ua(Cy) = exp (€ = (@hay)* . (2.3)

Define Ax(y) := y®r(1/y). Then the function Ay : [1,400[—] — 00,0] is
bijective and

~ ) = 4o0. (2.4)

2.3 Main results
Let & := C°([0,T], L2(R™)) N C°([0, T[, H*(R™)) N C([0, T[, L(R™)).

Theorem 1. There exist A\ > 1, a1, 7, M > 0 depending only on Arr,, A, B, C,
k, T such that, setting o := max{a1,1/T}, o :=1/a and choosing T €]0,0/2],
fB>c+71, A> )\ v>7 and if u € € is a solution of the equation (21]), then

/s 62'yt6—2ﬁ<bx((t+r)/5)Hu(t, ')H?{l—at dt
0
< M((s + 7')62756*2ﬁ<1>>\((5+‘r)/5)HU(S’ .)||§117M (2.5)

+7 @&(7/5)6725%(7/@ (0, ,)||2L2)7

forall0 <s<o.



Theorem 2. There exist o > 0 such that for all & €]0,0/4] there exist p, M,
N, § > 0 such that, if u € & is a solution of the equation (Z1) with ||u(0,-)||L2 <
p, then

sup [Ju(t, )z2 < M1+ |[u(o, )| g2)e~ V18 lu@ 2D’ (2.6)
t€(0,5]

Theorem 3. For all T' €)0,T[ and for all D > 0 there exist o', M', N, §' > 0,
depending only on Arp, A, B, C, k, T, T', D, such that if u € £ is a solution
of the equation (Z1) with sup,cpo 1y [lu(t, )|l < D and [[u(0,-)||r2 < o', then

sup JJu(t, )|z < MmN 1os 0@zl (2.7)
te[0,77]

3 Proof of Theorem 1

3.1 Dyadic decomposition

We collect here some well known facts on the Littlewood-Paley dyadic decom-
position, referring to [2] and [3] for the details. Let ¢ € C*°(R), ¢(x) = 1 if
x <1, p(x) =0if z > 2, ¢ decreasing. We set o(§) = ¢(|¢]) and, if v is an
integer greater than or equal to 1, ¢, (&) = ¢0(£/2%) — ¢o(£/2771). Let w be a
tempered distribution in H~°°(R"); we define

= w(z) = L o€ i)
w@) = e (Doule) = o [ e de
= —(271)” /¢u(y)w(x —y)dy.

For all v, w, is an entire analytic function belonging to L2. We have
o forallv>1
2wy |2 < [Vowllzzyn < 277wy || 22, (3.1)
where the inequality on the right hand side holds also for v = 0;
e there exist K such that, for all s € [0,1],
+o0 T

sv 1 sv
K 2w, |22 < w|F. < 7 > 22w, || (3.2)
v=0 v=0

e if the function u : [0,T[— L2?(R") is of class C!, then the function u, :
[0, T[— C(R?) N H*(R?) is of class C! for all s > 0 and for all m € N
and, for all s > 0 and for all o« € N,

8,0%u,, = 8%0u,, € CO([0, T[xR™) N C°([0, T[, L*(R™));



e if a € CZ(R™), then there exits > 0 such that, for all v,y € N,

Q2% if |p—v| <2,
||[90V(Dz)va]@u(Dz)Hﬁ(L?,L?) <
Q2—2max{u,u} if |M _ Vl > 3,

where [, (Dy), aJw(z) = (¢, (D) (aw))(x)—a(x)(p, (Dy)u)(z) is the com-
mutator between ¢, (D,) and a, || - ||z(z2,12) denotes the norm operator
in L? to L? and the constant Q depends only on |[a|cz.

3.2 Preliminaries

Let u(t,z) € € be a solution of the equation (2.I]). We set
w(t,x) = e”te_ﬁ(pA(HTT)u(t,x),

uy (t,2) = @, (Dy)u(t, z), w,(t,x) := o, (Dy)w(t,z), v,(t,x) := 27w, (t, z),
where the constants a, A and v will be determined later, o := 1/a, 7 is chosen
in ]0,0/2[ and 8 > o + 7. The function v, satisfies

t+7
B

- Z bj(ta I)am] Uy — C(tv IE)U,/ + Xl/(tv :E),
J

8tv,, = YUy — Z aml (ai,j (t; I)am] Uu) - (I)I)\(

.3

v, — a(log2)vv,
(3.3)

where

Xu(ta ‘T) = Z aﬂﬂz‘ ([(pV(Dw)v Qij (tv ‘T)]2_O“jtaij)

= leu(Da), bj(t, 2)]27 0w — [0y (Da), clt, 2)]27 w.

J

Setting A(t,x) := (ai;(t, )} ,=; € M™™ and B(t,x) = (b;(t,z))}_, € R",
we compute the scalar product of (B3) with (¢ + 7)d;v, and we obtain

(t+ D0 (t, )2 = v+ ) (v (t, ), v (t, ) e

+(t + 1)(A(t, ) Vv, (t,-), Va0, (L, 7)) (12)n
t+71

—(t + 1)\ (——){vu(t,"), Qevu (t, 7)) 12
—a(log 2)u(t + 1) (v, (t,-), v, (t,-)) 1> (34)
—(t+7)(B(t,") - Vauu(t, ), Oy (t, ) 12

=(t+7)e, Jvu(t, ), Oy (t, ) L2

+(t 4+ TXL (2, ), Oy (E, ) 2.



Let now p € C§°(R), with suppp C [~3, 5], [z p(s)ds =1 and p(s) > 0 for all
s € R. We set, for € €]0, 1],

1 t—s
ai,jﬁs(t, I) = / ai,j(s, I)—p( )dS
R 19 19
We deduce that, for all € €]0, 1],
RIEP < et 2)685 < ke, (3.5)
4,7
|56t x) — ai;(t, z)| < Appp(e), (3.6)
and @
€
[Orai e (t)| < Apslpa 2 (3.7)
We set
ai)jﬂ, = am,a With g = 2_2V,
and

A, = (ai,j,v(tvx))z_jzl-

In the second and fourth term of the right hand side part of ([B:4]) we replace
A with (A — A,) + A, and 9;v, with the quantity given by [B.3]), respectively.
We obtain



(t + 7)[|0pvu (¢, )| 72
d

dt(2(
d 1
dt(2(
_%<A (t, )Vavu(t, ), Vovu(t, ) (z2)n

_%(HT)@ vt )Vavu(t, ), Vevy (t, ) L2y

F(t+ )AL ) = Au(t, ) Vavu (L, ), VaOrou (t, ) 12y

G DB ) + 58Dl )
g Bl - arlog2ute + e
—a(log2u(t + 7) (At )Vavy (8, ), Vavu (8, )z

+a(log2)u(t + ><1>’<t;T>||vu( 2

a®(log2)*v*(t + 1) |uu (t,
+a(log2)v(t +7)(v(t,-), B(t,-) - Vavu () 12
+a(log2)w(t +7)(vy(t,-), (L, Jou (¢, ) 12
—a(log2)v(t + ) (v, (t,-), Xu(t,-)) 2
—(t+7)(B(t,) - Vavu(t,-), Opvu () 12
—(t+7){e(t, Yot ), Orvu(t,)) 12
+(t+ )Xo (t, ), Orvu(t, ) L2

t+ 7)ot )72) — 5 IIUV( o=

+ t+ 1) (A (t, ) Vavu(t, ), Vauu (t,-)) (2yn)

Iz

3.3 Estimate for v =0
We consider (B8] in the case of v = 0. Using Holder inequality, the inequalities
(B.8), B.7) and the fact that ||V,vol|(z2)» < 2||vo||z> and the similar inequality



for Oyvo, we deduce that, for ¢t € [0, 0]
(t+ 7)1 Bevo(t, )7

S_

o2

t+ 7)ot L) — 5 IIUO( Iz

%(H—T)(Ao( IVt (t, ), Varo(t ) z2))

—5{Ao(t: ) Varo(t, ), Vavo(ts ) (n2)n
+2nALp|p || (¢ + 7)llvo(t, )17

+32n2 A7 L (t + 7)l|vo(t,
d 1 , b+ T
—Eg< )24 ()l ) 2)

t 1 t
5 ot + 5T B Dot )

1
+8nB2(t +7)||vo (¢, )72 + gt + T)1%evo(t, )72

Y+ 5+ )hwo(t, Vs

+2C2(t + 7)o ¢, )||L2+;(t+7-)”atv0( I

+(t+ )Xo (t, ), Brvo(t, -)) L2
Choosing v such that 3 > (2nAp||p|| 12 + 32n?A3 | 4+ 8nB? 4+ 2C?)(0 + 1)
the term
+2nALL]|pllpr (t+ 7)llvo(t, )12
+8nB%(t + 7)||lvo (¢, )|
is absorbed by —%|jvo(t,-)||3-.
Recalling that ) satisfies (22), i. e.

+32n% A7 L (t + 7)|Jvo (2, -)[|7 2
+2C%(t + 7)[vo(t, )72

YB(0) = ~A 4 )1+ log o)

with A > 1 ‘Fhe term %@S\(%)H’Uo( 9|12, is balanced by % t+r@//(%)|lvo( I
We obtain

D+ PGt e < (L e+ Dllvo(t, YE2) ~ Lloo(s, I3

dﬁ(%(ﬂ'ﬂmo( IVavo(t, ), Vavo(t, ) (z2))
%< o(t, )V sv(t, ), Vavo(t, )22y
d 1

, U+ T
g G IRt ) )

+(t 4+ 7)(XL(t, ), Orvo(t, ) 2.

10



Integrating the previous inequality between 0 and s, with s < o, we have

1 [° s
5 / <A0(t7 ')vva(ta ')a vva(ta )>(L2)" dt + % / ||’Uo(t, )”%2 dt
0 0
1
< (8 +7){Ao(s,)Varo(s, ), Varo(s, -))z2)n
¥ 1 T
+ 35+ llols M+ 37 B (0.2

S 5 S
=3[ e N de = 2 (e Dot ) B
0 0

+ /S(t + )Xo (), Orvo(t,-)) L2 dt,
0

where on the right hand side part some negative terms have been neglected.
Again from the fact that ||V, vol/(z2)» < 2||vol 2, using also (B.3), we finally
deduce

v [ 1,0
3 [ Nz de < @57+ Ds+ (sl
1 T v [
gD =3 [ ot e
5 S
—2 [ @ Dldw(e 3 di
0

+ /S(t + T)<Xy(t, '), 8tv0(t, ')>L2 dt
0

(3.9)

11



3.4 Estimate for v > 1

We consider (B8] in the case of ¥ > 1. Using again Holder inequality, the
inequalities (3.6), B.7)) and [B.1]), we have that

(t +7) 0w (¢, )22

~—

< 2+ B — Tl el
d
G+ T A1) T w00, Vot (1)) 1)

_§<A ( )V UV( ) V UV(

+2(1 + 2log 2)nArLlp || aw(t +7)2%||un (¢, ) |22

) (r2)n

1
+32(1+ 21og 2)*n* A7 L2 (t + 1) un (£, )12 + S (E+ )| 0vn (¢, )12

8
d, 1 t t
— GG+ IR ) + 59Tt
lt-‘rT t+71

575 @5( 5l e — av(log 2)w(t +7)llv (¢, )17

~a(log2) S (e + 72 (6, ) + allog2u(t + 1B (Lo (1, )

B
+a?(log 2)*12(t + 7)||vw (£, )72
+a2(log2)n'?Bu(t + 7)2" v, (¢, )| 7 »

+a(log 2)Cv(t + 7)l|v, (¢, -)[|72

1
+32nB2(t + 7)2% vy (¢, ) |72 + £ (t+7)l|0cvu (t, )17

8
1
+2C%(t + 7)lvs (¢, )||L2+8(t+7)||3tvv( Iz

—a(log2)v(t + 7){v,(t,-), Xu (t, ) L2
+(t 4+ THXL(t, ), Oy (E, ) 2.

Let now o = max{T~1 a1}, where

16
o2 (2(1 +2log2)nArr|p||Lr +32(1 + 2log2)?n? A%, + 32nB%)

a1 =

then

k
—Z(log 2)11/22” +2(1 + 2log2)n AL ||| 1 v2*

+32(1 + 2log 2)?n? A2 ; ? + 32nB?2% < 0,

12



and the term
2(1 + 2log 2)nApLllp’|| 1wt + 7)2% v, (8, )72
+32(1 + 2log 2)*n? A7 L V2 (t + 7) v (t, )|
+32nB2(t 4+ 7)2% ||v, (t, ) || 3.2

is absorbed by —2(log2)2u(t + 7')22”Hvl,( 1%
Since y @4 (y) = =A@\ (y)(1 + |log r— (y) ), supposing A > 2 we have
A

lt-i-Tq)/,(t—f—T t+ 71
4 5 M B B

and the term 3 ®/ A5 lvw (8, -)l|72 is absorbed by 1’”rTfI)”(%)Hv,,( 2.
Consider now the term

L s

2 )7

+
B

Let &' = min{k, 16}. If v > (log 2) " log (7@} (“57)), then

a(log 2)u(t + ) (=) [ (1, )3

t+ 71
B

On the contrary, if v < (log 2) ™! log(12 @} (“57)) then k—?fb’)\(%) > 2%, so that

—%(log2)]z 2% < —a(log 2)®) (——)v.

t+ 7 1

/8 )) ((b/ (tBT))
t+ 71 1

5 )2 X

1. K t+71
(b/
S
1.k t+T1
A—d
A B

= 4716
/
_)\k logQ(I),)\(t—;T

- 48
where we have used the fact that the function p is increasing. Consequently if
we choose X in such a way that

1t+71
4 B

t+7') __l
B 4
1

o5 A@)\(

< —1)\(‘1’&(

16(1)/ t+7—))

ATB

)(1 + |log( )

1
8 (5)
)(1+vlog2)

v,

k' log2 4
)\Togzoz(log2)(a+7'), ie. /\zw,
then, if v < (log2)~! log(2®) (%)), we have
1t+71 t+T1 t+T1
— Y < —a(log2)(t + 1)@, (——)v.
15 Al=5) = —alleg2)(t + 1)@ (—5~)

13



In conclusion a(log 2)v(t+7)P) (tJET Mlvw(t,)||2. is balanced by —2 (log 2) 2 v (t+

7)2% [[o, (8, )72 + $ 557 O () [[v (¢, -)[|72- We remark that the computations
here above are the maln cause for the introduction of the weight function ®.
Consider now the sum

a?(log 2)%(t + T)v? vy (8, -)||22 + a2(log 2)n 2 B(t 4 7)v2" ||v, (¢, )| 2.

If v > (log 2)~!log(#(16alog 2 + 32n'/2B)) =: iy then

k
—%(log 2)11/22” + (02 (log 2)*v? + a2(log 2)n'/2Br2¥) < 0.

If v < (log2) ! log(£(16alog 2+ 32n'/2B)) = i1, choosing + in such a way that

% (a?(log 2)?0? 4 a2(log 2)n'/?Bin 27) (o + ),

we obtain

_% + (a2(log 2)21% + a2(log 2)nY/2Bu2¥)(t + 1) < 0,

and consequently the term o?(log 2)?(t + 7') 2o, (¢, ]2 + a2(log 2)n'/2B(t +
T)v2” |l (¢, -)||72 is absorbed by —§ (log 2) §v (t—|—7’)22”||v,,( M= lowt, )l
Consider finally

a(log2)C(t + T)v|vy (L, )l[72 + 207 (t + 7)lvn (¢, )| 22

If we take v such that

a(log2)C + 2C?
alog?2

)

then
—ay(log2)v + a(log2)Cv + 202 < 0,
and the above quoted term is absorbed by —avy(log 2)v||v,(t,-)||%2

Summing up, we set

16

= Jlog2 (2(1 + 2log 2)n AL || ||t + 32(1 + 2log 2)°n? A2, + 32nB?),

o = max{T ! a;}, o:=1/a, k' := min{k, 16}.

We choose 7 €]0,0/2[ and we define

(16arlog 2 + 32n'/2B)).

> =

= (log2)~" log(
We choose A, «v in such a way that

48a(o + 1)

A > max{2, ¥ }

14



a(log2)C + 207

4 > max{ ,4(a?(log 2)%5? + a2(log 2)n/? B, 27 ) (0 + 7).

alog 2
Then, for all 5 > o + 7 and for all v > 1 we have

Z(t+r)|\8tvu( Nz < %(%(tﬂLT)I\vu(t,')Hiz) — ot )13

d 1

= (G A (1) Vo (1), Var () 22)n)
_%<Au(t7 -)vay(t, )s Vauy(t, ')>(L2)”
_%g@w@;(t;ﬂn ()32
~21082)% (4 12" 1,2
—a(log2)(t + m)v{v, (¢, ), Xu(,-))

+(t 4+ 7)(XL (¢, ), Orvo(t, <)) 2.
We integrate this last inequality between 0 and s, with s < o, and we obtain

%/05@4 (t, )Vavy(t,-), Vauy (t,-)) L2y dt+%/os o (¢, )72 dt

< S5+ A (s, VTt (5, ), Va5, D)oy
3G Dl s + 57 B (0,1
3 [ g = 5 [ ol

~ D) [t w2 e,
—a(log2)/0 (t+ m)v{v, (¢, ), X,) L2 dt,
+ [ D00 s

where again on the right hand side part some negative terms have been ne-

15



glected. Using (B.3) and (B1]) we obtain

ko[ S
§/ 2% o, (. )12 dt+%/ low (£, )72 dt
0

< @R+ %)(8 + 7)o (s, )17 + T@’ (B)Hvu(oa I

v [ 5
2 [ It de = 3 [ ek o a

R
16 0

—a(log 2) /Os(t + T)v{v, (¢, ), X,) 2 dt,

+ /S(t + T)<Xy(t, '), 8tv0(t, ')>L2 dt
0
(3.10)

3.5 Estimate for the commutator term

We collect together (B.9) and (BI0). We deduce that

k s oo s too

S ) 2 ente a3 [ e

(s+7 ZQQVHUV ||L2+ (s+7 ZHUV 7

—|— Tfl)' ZH’UU 32
s+OO

__/ ZHUV 32 dt - / t47) Zuatuy 2 dt
log 2
_%/ t_|_7, ZV22V||UV )HL2 dt

+oo

—a(log2) /Os(t +7) Y (vt ), X)) e dt,

v=0

<

??‘lNJ

s +oo
+/0 (t+7)> (Xu(t,), Orvo(t, )2 dt.

v=0

Now we want to estimate the last two terms: to do this we shall follow essentially
the ideas contained in [3]. We recall that

X, (t,x) = Xﬁ(t,x) + Xf(t,:v) + XS’(t,x),

16



where
ZB% QDV azy(t LL‘)]2 avtam]w)
X2(t,z) = Z[mm),bJ<t,x)]2‘“”t6ija

j
XS(t,x) = —[p, (Dy), c(t, z)]27 " w.
We start with

—+o0

§ <X1}(t7')7atvl/(tv')>L2
v=0
= E E [ (Da), ai ;)27 0p,w, Oy, 040, ) 12

- Z Z v (D az] 27 m,ta% Wy Oz, 0¢vv) 12

i, Vi

=2 D Aew(Da), ai gl (D)) (2770 0), 00, D100 2

B, Vi

where ¢, (Da) = -1 (D) + ¢u(Ds) + @1 (Dy). Consequently

|Z 9,000 (8, ) 2]

S Z Z 100 (Da), @it (Do)l e,y ¢ 712041275 oy | 2 | By | 2.

1,] Ul
We know that there exists Q4 > 0 such that

3Qa27% if |p—v| <2,
||[‘PU(DJE)=aij]wu(Dw)HE(L?,L?) <
3Q 4 27 2max{vn if | —v| >3

Setting ku,u(t) = 2_a(u_u)t2ul|[(pu(Dm)uai,j]wu(Dm)HL'(LQ,Lz)a for 0 <t < 1/04,
we get, for a fixed v > 0,

Z |ku,u(t)| < Z 2—a(V—u)t2u3QA2—2max{u,u}
I

lp—v|>3
pn=v+2
+ Z 2704(1/7#)1521/362142721/
pn=v— 2
< 22 a(v— ’U‘t2U3QA2 21/_|_ Z 9- a(v— ,u)t2V3QA272,u
p=v+3

+3QA(2 2at 2 at+1+20¢t+220¢t)
<30Qa.

17



On the other hand, for a fixed v > 0,

Z“ﬂvyu(tﬂ < Z 2_0‘(”_“)’52”3QA2—2maX{l«u}

|u—v|=3
v=p+2
+ Z 2—a(V—u)t2u3QA2—2u
v=p—2
n—3 +o0
< 22—a(u—u)t2U3QA2—2u+ Z 2—a(u—u)t2U3QA2—2V
v=0 v=p+3
+3QA(22at+2at+1+2—at+2—2at)
<35Qa.

From Schur’s criterion it follows that

+o00 +00
|Z 9,0, (t, )22 < 12140 QY 24w l13) /2 9rvl3) /2,
v=0 v=0
and then, for all n > 0,
(n2140 Q4)® = N~
|Z e TR SE A e > Y X
v=0 v=0

Arguing in a similar way we deduce that for all 7 > 0 there exists @, > 0 such
that

|Z ); Orvu (t )L2|<an2z”|\vu ||L2+772H6tvl/ 7%

and there exists Q1 > 0 such that

IZ v(uy(t;-), X )L2|<Q1222U”vv e

v=0

18



3.6 End of the proof

We have now
k s too s +oo
g/zwnuu M2adt+ 2 /Zuvy 3|2 dt
(s+7 Z?QVHU,, ||L2+ (s+7 ZHUV 7
o ZHUV s
s+OO
/ZHUU ||L2dt——/ t—i-TZH@tv,, VZadt  (3.11)
k(log 2
-t [ t+72u22"||vu |22 dt
+a(log?) Ql/ t+7222"||vy N3 dt

+/ (t+7) QnZQQ”Hvu ||L2+nZII8tvu z2) dt

v=0

<

K‘IL\D

We choose 7 in such a way that n < % and then

/t+¢ ZH@WU ||L2dt+/ t+7) ZHatu,, )22 dt < 0.

Now if v is such that

aklog?2
16

v > Qy+ a(log?2) Ql,

then P
AR08 2 92w > Q,2* + a(log2) Q1 2%.

Consequently, setting 7y := (16/(aklog 2))(Q, + a(log2) Q1), we have

ak(log 2
-2 [ieen) )3 2 1, )
Vv=Uso
+o¢(1og2)@1/ (t+7) Z 2% |luy (¢, )32 dt
, et
+Qn/ (t+7) S 2ot )2 dt < 0.
0 Vv=rso

Finally, eventually choosing a larger 7 in such a way that

1> (0 +7)(Gr allog2) + Q,)2",

19



we obtain

s 2—1 va—1

—%/0 Z [, (£, )1 7.2 dt+a(10g2)Q1/ (t+7) Y 2ot )3 dt

v=0
I/21

+Q,,/ t+7) 222””@,, V|22 dt < 0.

The inequality ([BI1]) becomes

k s oo s oo
g/ ZQ%HUV 2adt + 2 /va,, 3|22 dt
(s+7) ZWHUU I\Lz+ (s+7 Zl\vu )3

<

??‘ll\D

+5 T(I)/ ZH’UU e

From this, going back to the function u,, we have

k [° — =T v av
g/0 62’}115e 2P ( 3 )222 2~ 2 t” v( )||L2dt
Y * P L av
_i_g‘/o e2 —2BPx (=5 )22 2 t”uV )”det
2(84—7’) 2ys, —2B8P,5 (= Jr7')2221/2 2avs|| ( )H
k t L
v=0 N
(s e S 0 e (s )
v=0
+ T<I>' —2ﬁ<1n( ZH“U HL%

and (23] follows immediately from ([B2]), concluding the proof of Theorem [11

4 Proofs of Theorems [2] and

We start with a lemma that will be used in the proof of Theorem 2.

Lemma 2. Let u € &€ be a solution of equation (Z1)). Then there exists o >
0 such that if v > ~o then the function E(t) := e*"!|u(t,-)||32 is (weakly)
mereasing.
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Proof. Tt is sufficient to compute the derivative of E(t). We obtain

d
(€7l IZe) = 29 ult, )17 + 2677 ult, ), dput, ) 12

= 2ye||u(t, )||72 + 2e*V(A(t, ) Vau(t, ), Vault, )2y
=2 ((B(t, ) Voult, ), ult, ) 2 + (c(t, Jult, ), u(t, ) r2)
> 2y |u(t, )I[72 + 2¢*7 K| Voult, )l[EL2)
—2¢"'n'2B|[Vau(t, )| n2yn lult, )l e — 2627 Clu(t, )72,
and the conclusion follows easily. O

Let us come to the proof of Theorem 2l Let o, A\, @, 7, M as in Theorem [Il
We choose A > A and v > max{%,v} where 7o is given by Lemma 2l We set
T = % — 206 (we recall that ¢ €]0,0/4[ and then § —25 €]0,0/2[ ). Then (2.5])
gives

g
[ et ufe, )

0
<M((e+ T)ezwe*w{“(dy

T, — z
Nu(o, )3 +T‘1>&(B)6 2B u(0,-)[172),

for all 3 > o + 7. Let now s € [0,5]. Then 2s +7 < 26 +7 < § < 0 and
consequently

2s+T1 i
/ ezvtefw@(T)”u(t7 )2 dt
— gt T, — z
< M((0+7)e?7e P50 |lu(o, )3 +T‘1>'A(E)€ 20 (0, )172),
where we have used the fact that ||u(t, )|z < ||u(t,-)||g1-a¢:. From Lemma

lu(t, -)|| L2 is increasing. Also the function @) is increasing and consequently the
function ¢t — e~20®A((4+7)/8) is decreasing. We deduce that

- 25421
278285 (25 )(s+T)||U(Sa')||2L2

o+T

< M((o + 7)e277e 2P0 (5

T _ z
Nu(o, )lI7= + T@&(E)e 2P0 E) (0, )[172).
Then

[[uls, )

o/2+T o+T

2, < M( )62VU(I)’)\(%)(62ﬁ(<Dx( F—)—2x (75

Dlutor)II7:

PP EEDED (0, ).

< W@ (Z)eP O EFED-0 D (o, ) 2,

+e 720 Ju(0, )32,
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where M depends on o, 7, v and M. We recall that the function ®, is concave,
so that

2 2
or(%L ) () < @&(”;Tx”/ T ey T
and then

o+T

lu(s, )22 < M@&(%)e*”“ 5

Mo, M7z + e Fu(0,)]172)-

From (2.3]) we have that

o+T o+TT o+T, _ 7\ (EF
) = D) = e = ) ()

Then, setting ¢ := ((o 4+ 7)/7)~ we obtain that there exists N > 0 such that

@\(

~ T > T\5 — T
lu(s, )lIZ2 < MUJA(E)eXp(—N(i/JA(E))J)(IIU(U, MFa+e 2B u(0,)]72).
We choose now f in such a way that e #®2(5) = |ju(0, Nizs i e
B T 1
;‘1’/\(5) = —log[u(0, )|z

We obtain 8 = 7A7! (% log||u(0,-)||z2) and then there exists p > 0 such that if
||’U,(O7 ')||L2 < 0, then B >0+
Finally we have

1

3 (lul(e, )22 7
(%IOgHU(O,')HLz)] Jllu(o, )72 + 1)

= N
(s, VI3 < N exp(— 3 Bor (=5
and, from (2.4,
=z =~ 1 z
l[u(s, )72 < M exp(—N[ log||u(0, Ml )(llulo, )72 + 1)
The inequality (2.8) easy follows, concluding the proof of Theorem

To prove Theorem [3] it is sufficient to iterate a finite number of times the
local result of Theorem 2] choosing for instance o = /8.

Appendix

In the construction of the following example we will follow closely [12] (see also
[4]). Let A, B, C, J be four C* functions defined in R with 0 < A(s), B(s), C(s)
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<1,-2<J(s) <2forall s R and

1 1
As) =1 foralls <, A(s)=0 foralls > -,
1 1
B(s)=0 foralls<0ors>1, B(s) =1 foraug§5§§7
1 1
C(s)=0 foralls< 7 C(s)=1 forall s> 3

1 1
J(s) =2 f 11-<s<—.
, (s) or a 5_8_3

N =

1
J(s)=-2 forallsggorsz

Let (an)n, (2n)n be two real sequences such that

0<ap<anpy1 forallm>1 and lima, = +oo, (A1)
1<z,<zpi1 forallm>1 and limz, = +oo. (A.2)

Let us define r,, = apy1 —an, 1 = 0, ¢ = 22:2 ziTp—1 for all n > 2, and
Dn = (2n41 — 2n)7Tn. We suppose that

rn <1 foralln>1, (A.3)

pn>1 foralln>1. (A4)

We set A,(t) = A(%), B,(t) = B(%), Cp(t) = C(%) and J,(t) =
J(%) We define

Un(t,21) = exp(—¢n — 2n(t — ay)) cos \/znr1,

Wy (t, x2) = exp(—gn — 2n(t — an) + Jn(t)pn) cOS \/ZnT2,
and, for ng > 1 to be chosen,

u(t,x1,x2) = Uny (¢, 21)
for all t < ap,, (z1,72) € R? and
u(t, x1,2) = Ap(t)vn(t, 1) + Bp(t)wn(t, x2) + Cp (t)vn41 (¢, 21)

for all n > ng, a, <t < ay41 and (21,22) € R%. If, for all o, B v > 0,

lign exp(—qn + 2pn)z7°{+1p£r;'y =0, (A.5)

then u is a C(R?) function, where C$ denotes the smooth functions which
are bounded with bounded derivatives. We define

1 for all t < aq,
It) =

1+ J ()pnz; ! for all a,, <t < any1.
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The condition .
—1_-1
su o O  Th 72T A6

n>ngo

guarantees that the operator £ = 0y — 92 — 1(¢)92, is parabolic. The function
is smooth and it is Log-Lipschitz continuous on R (i. e.
[[(t2) — I(t1)]

sup < +00
S = nl(loglta — ¥ 1) < T

under the following condition

—1,-1
sup {M} < +o0. (A7)
n Tn 1og(ﬁ)

Finally we define

b Lu )
= - 1 Uy
' u? + Oz, u)? + (O, u)? !
Lu
by = — xo Uy
? u? + Oz, u)? + (awzu)2a 2
Lu

CcC =

T @)+ @)
and, as in [12], the coefficients by, by, ¢ will be in C%(R?) if, for all «, 3, v > 0,

lim eXp(_2971)Z'g+1]9£7“;V =0. (A.8)
We set .
a1 =0, a, = - - for all n > 2,
JZ:; jlogj
and

2, =nt foralln>1.

With these choices the conditions (AJ]), (A.2), (A3) and (A4) are trivial and

also (AJ), (A7) and (A8) are easily verified. From (A7) and the fact that
lim,, 7, = 0 we deduce that

limp,r, 2z, =0,
n

consequently it is possible to choose ng such that (A6 is verified.
Let now

1
niy = [exp(exp(k))] +2 and ngy = [exp(exp(k + E)] +1,

where [:13] denotes the integer part of x and where k is taken in such a way that
nyk > no. We fix, for h =1, 2,

’ﬂh,k—l

th,k - anh,,k - § Tj?

j=1
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We have limy, t1 ; = +00 and

na,k—1 ng k—1 EXp(exp(k+l)
, 1 1 1 ]
tog — b1k = E er/ dxg/ dr = =,
j=n1 nyp—1 zlogx exp(exp(k)) zlogx k

so that limy to  — t1,5 = 0. Our intent is to prove that

exp(_qnl k)
im—— = 400 A9
k exp(—0qn,., ) (A-9)
for all § € (0,1). Since, by the choice of (an)n, and (zy), we have that ¢, =
22;2 43/log j, it is immediate to obtain that

i,

dns i > Any + )(TLQJC — nl’k)7

log(n1 &
and (A9) is a consequence of

3

liliné(qnl,k : )(nQ)k - nl,k)) = Qny,, = 0.

1
_l’_ [ ki,
log(n1 k

This result will be implied by

n3

lim§— 1k - P — A.10
im 1Og(n17k)(n2,k N1k) = Gy, = +00, (A.10)

for all 0 € (0,1). Easily we have that g, , < n‘ik for all k and consequently
(A10) may be deduced from

3
ng.n
. 1,k"2,k
lim &’ —nj, = +oo0
k  log(nik) '
i e.
na k

lim 6’

_— = f 11§ 0,1
e ny = +oo fora € (0,1),

which can be elementary obtained substituting ni  and ngj with their values.
Summing up we have the following result.

Theorem 4. There exist
o | € C®(R), | Log-Lipschitz continuous, 1/2 <1(t) < 3/2 for all t € R,
® by, by, candu e C¥ (R3), 27-periodic with respect to x1 and x2,

o (ti,n)n, (t2,n)n increasing sequences in R, 1 > to, —t1, > 0 for all n,
lim, t; ,, = +00 and lim, ta, —t1, =0,
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such that
Oru — Bilu - l@iQu + 0105,u + b205,u + cu =0

for all (t,x1,72) € R® and

y w(tsn, 5 )l £2((0,27) x[0,27)

= —|—OO
o Jultzn, ')||(z2([o,2ﬂx[o,2ﬂ])

for all 6 € (0,1).
We define now, for (t,21,x2) € [0,1] x R?,
In(t) = U(t2,n — 1),
Un (t, 21, x2) = ulte, —t,21, T2),
and similarly for by ., b2, ¢n. We set t, =t2, —t1,, and
Lp =00+ 02 + 1,02 u—b1,,05, — b0z, — Cp.

We have that (L), is a sequence of uniformly backward parabolic operators
with uniformly Log-Lipschitz continuous coefficients in the principal part and
uniformly bounded coefficients in lower order terms. (uy), is a sequence of
smooth uniformly bounded solutions of L,u, = 0 on [0,1] x R? with

limn {25, (0, -, )| 22 0,27] x [0,24]) = 0
We have that lim,, t,, = 0 and

y 1t (tn, -5 )l L2 (0,27 x [0,27))

= —|—OO
n Hun(O, K ')H6L2([0,2w]x[o,2w])

for all 6 € (0,1): it is not possible to obtain a result similar to that of Hurd [6]
or Agmon and Nirenberg [1] if Lipscihtz continuity is replaced by Log-Lipschitz
continuity.
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