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Logarithmic decay of hyperbolic equations
with arbitrary boundary damping

Xiaoyu Fu*

Abstract

In this paper, we study the logarithmic stability for the hyperbolic equations by arbi-
trary boundary observation. Based on Carleman estimate, we first prove an estimate
of the resolvent operator of such equation. Then we prove the logarithmic stability
estimate for the hyperbolic equations without any assumption on an observation sub-
boundary.
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1 Introduction and main result

Let 2 C R™ be a bounded domain with boundary 9 of class C?. Denote by v = (v, -, vy,)
the unit outward normal field along the boundary 952, and Q the closure of ). For simplicity,

in the sequel, we use the notation u; = %, where z; is the j-th coordinate of a generic point
J
x = (z1, -+, %,) in R". In a similar manner, we use the notation wj;, v;, etc. for the partial

derivatives of w and v with respect to x;. By ¢ we denote the complex conjugate of ¢ € C.
Throughout this paper, we will use C' to denote a generic positive constant which may vary
from line to line (unless otherwise stated).

Let a’®(-) € C?*(Q; R) be fixed satisfying

a* = /¥ (2) = a¥(z), VoeQ, jk=1,2,---.n, (1.1)

and for some constant 3 > 0,

a*()EIE" > BIER, Y (x,6) € A xTT, (1.2)

n
j,k=1
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where £ = (£1,--+ &™), Define a formal differential operator P (associated with the matrix
(a?*(+)),,..,,) as follows:

P2 i (@’ ;). (1.3)

jk=1

Fix a real valued function a(-) € C1(9€; R"). In what follows, we assume that
Ty £ {2 € 0Q; a(z) > 0} # 0. (1.4)

The main purpose of this article is to study the logarithmic decay of the following hy-
perbolic equations with a boundary damping term a(z)u;:

Utt—PUZO inIR+XQ,

S d*ujp =0 on R* x 90\ Iy,

o

e (1.5)
> a*ujvp 4+ a(z)u, =0 on RY x Iy,

B
Il

j7 1

u(0),1,(0)) = (u°, u') in Q.

Very interesting logarithmic decay results were given in [4, 11] for the above system under the
regularity assumption that a/*(-), a(-) and 9Q are C*°-smooth ([11] considered the special
case (a’%),xn, = I, the identity matrix). Note that, since the sub-boundary I's in which the
damping a(x)uy is (uniformly) effective may be very “small”; the “geometric optics condition”
introduced in [3] is not guaranteed for system (1.5), and therefore, in general, one can not
expect exponential stability of this system. On the other hand, as pointed in [4, 11], for
some special case of system (1.5), logarithmic stability is the best decay rate.

Put H £ HY(Q) x L%(Q). Define an unbounded operator A : H — H by (Recall that
0 _ oul )
j o a.CBj

A 0 I
2(50)

u

D(A) 2 {u =@ u') e H; Aue H , (1.6)
N k0 _ N k0 1 _
Z a’ ujyk’ag\ro =0, ( Z a’*ujv + au ) . 0} )
J:k=1 j,k=1

It is easy to show that A generates a group {e/4},cg on H.
The main result of this paper is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1 Let a/*(-) € C*(Q; R) satisfy (1.1)-(1.2) and a(-) € CH(OQ; R™) satisfy
(1.4). Then solutions e (u® u') = (u,u;) € C(R; D(A)) N CYR; H) of system (1.5)
satisfy

e, )l <

ma gl @lbe, V@) € D), Vo (1.7)
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Following [1] (see also [4]), Theorem 1.1 is a consequence of the following resolvent esti-
mate for operator A:

Theorem 1.2 Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.1, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that
i) if X € Sp(A)\ {0}, then

e—C’|Im)\\
Re )\ < — c ;
it) if
Rexe |-
C ) )
then

(A= AD) Y|z < Ce“™A 0 for |A] > 1.

We shall develop an approach based on global Carleman estimate to prove Theorem
1.2, which is the main novelty of this paper. Our approach, stimulated by [10] (see also
6, 8,17, 18]), is different from that in [1], which instead employed the classical local Carleman
estimate and therefore needs C'*°-regularity for the data.

It would be quite interesting to establish better decay rate (than logarithmic decay) for
system (1.5) under further conditions (without geometric optics condition). There are some
impressive results in this respect, say [2, 12, 13, 14] for polynomial decay of system (1.5)
with special geometries. However, to the best of the author’s knowledge, the full picture of
this problem is still unclear. We refer to [5, 15, 19] for related works.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we collect some useful
preliminary results which will be useful later. Another key preliminary, global Carleman
estimate for elliptic equations without inhomogeneous boundary condition, is established in
section 3. Sections 4-5 are addressed to the proof of our main results.

2 Some preliminaries

In this section, we collect some preliminaries which will be used in the sequel.
To begin with, we recall the following result (which is an easy consequence of known
result in [9, 16], for example).

Lemma 2.1 There exists a function 1 € C*(Q) such that
@E >0 in §Q,

V| >0 in Q, (2.1)

Z ajk'lZle/k S 0 on 0) \ F().

jk=1

Next, for n € IN, we denote by O(u") a function of order u" for large p (which is
independent of \); by O,(A\") a function of order A" for fixed p and for large A. We now
show the following pointwise estimate, which is a consequence of [8, Theorem 2.1] (see also

[7])-



Lemma 2.2 Let o/* € C*(R'"™"; R) satisfying (1.1). Assume z € C*R'™; @), ¥ ¢
C2(R™™R) and ¢ € CY(R™"™;R). Set

n

O=c¢", v=0z, U=-20,—-2> (a*),. (2.2)
k=1
Then .
0|25 + Z (aﬂ‘tzj)k‘2 + M, +divV
k=1
2(3 + Y (@) v +4 Y @ (05T + Tioy) (2.3)
J:k=1 j.k=1
+ Z cjk(vﬁj + ;) + Blv|?,
k=1
where

A=+ 3 d*l — by = Y (@), = 0,

jk=1 jk=1

M = 20,(Jv,|? Z ajkv]vk +2Zaﬂk£ (Tsv; + v57;)

k=1 j=1
— U (T + v,0) + (244, + V) |v|?,
V= [‘/la'”avka'”avn]?

Vi= > { — 2a7";|vs|? + 2070, (D04 + v;T,) — Wal* (0,0 + Tjv) (2:4)
Gtk =1
+(2(ij,ajlk — ajkaj,k/)ﬁj(vj@k/ + Ej’vk’) + a]k(2A£] + \Ilj — 2a€j€t)|v\2},
b= 3 [ (@70 wa®® — alla?™® 0 + a7 (a?¥ 0;0), } + a*ly,

g k=1

B =Y (a™0y); +2(Al)s +2 Y (Ad*¢)), + 2AT.
J,k=1 3,k=1

In particular, for any function ¢ € CHR"™™; R) satisfying vs; = 0 (j=1,...,n), and any
A, it > 1, choosing the function ((s,x) to be

(=2¢, ¢=e, (2.5)

then

Left hand side of (2.3) > Q[Aung S dF e+ )\gbO(u)} (|v8|2 + > ajkvﬁk)
Jik=1 k=1

+2[ Xt Z ajkqpﬂpkf + NGP0(1*) + 0,(\)] [v]*
4. k=1

4
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Proof. Using Theorem 2.1 in [8] with m = 1+ n, and

. 1 0
t=s, (a]k)mxm - < 0 (ajk)nxn ) '

By a direct calculation, we obtain (2.3).
On the other hand, by (2.5) and note that ¢);; =0 (j = 1,...,n), it is easy to check that

{ gs = )\Mbww gj = )‘:U“Cb,lvbh
los = MEQUT + Mudss, Uit = MO0 + Madthyr,  Lis = Mi* i)y

Next, recalling the definition of ¢/¥ in (2.4), by (2.7) and note that a/* satisfies (1.1), we
have
2(3£ss + Z (ajkﬁj)k)\vsﬁ +4 Z ajkﬁjs(vws + Ekvs) + Z cjk(vkﬁj +kaj)
k=1 k=1 jik=1

— oMol + 3 ] + 200G el + 8\ 3 i,
Jik=1 4 k=1
+4)\u2’ > ajkwﬁk‘z + Q{Aung[ > aF b+ |¢8|2] + )\QSO(,u)} > a*um;

J,k=1 J,k=1 j,k=1

) ) (2.8)
b+ Y d* ] A Y oty
k=1 k=1

= 4\’

‘ 2

n

o] 32 i + (0] + 20000} (0 + 30 atom)

Jik=1 j.k=1

>3t 3 @y + 20000 (Il + 3 aum).

Ji:k=1 j,k=1

Further, by (2.7) and recalling (2.4) and (2.2) for the definition of A and ¥, respectively, we
have

U =202 |0* + S0 @] + A00(u),

j,k=1

A= (W2 + N2 [0 + D2 aMsth] + Ae0(n).

J,k=1

(2.9)

Therefore, by (2.4), and note that a’* satisfies (1.2), we have

B =2\’ znj A + |02+ AFE0UP) + 0,(02)

]7k:1

) (2.10)
> 0 S aF ]+ NEP0GE) + 0,(0).

k=1
Combining (2.3), (2.8) and (2.10), we arrive at the desired result (2.6). O

Finally, similar to [17, Lemma 3.3], we have the following result.
)



Lemma 2.3 Let a’* € CY(Q) satisfy (1.1), and g = (g o g") Ry xR — R™ be a vector
field of class C*. Then for any w € C?*(R; x R?; €), we have

n
a’*w W, — <|w5|2 + Z a”wjﬁl)]
k

i,l=1

—Z [g Vuw) Zajkw] (g-Vw)

||M:

7j=1

Wes + Z (a?*w

7,k=1
+(wsg - Vw +W,g - V), — (wsgs - Vw + W,g - Vw)

l

LI 0 " .
+(V-g)lw* =2 a]kijla% + > wwV - (d¥y).
k

jikl=1 jk=1

_ ik .
g-Vw (w85+ Z (aT%w;)y, )g Vw (2.11)

7,k=1

Proof. On the one hand, we have

Wssg - W + Wssg - Vw
= (wsg - Vw +W,g - Vw), — (wsgs - VW + W,g - Vw)

(2.12)
—Z g lws?); + (V- g)|ws]*.
On the other hand, by (1.1), we have
Z (a?* w;)rg - Vw + Z akw;)rg - Vw
7,k=1 7,k=1
n a l
= > [ajkwyg YV + ;g - Vw}k —2 Z CLJ’LCwaIa (2.13)
k=1 Gk l=1 Lk
— > (a*glwgmy), + Z wjwpV - (a’*g).
7,k,l=1 7,k=1
Combining (2.12)—(2.13), we get the desired result. O

3 Global Carleman estimate for elliptic equations
without inhomogeneous boundary condition

In this section, we shall derive a global Carleman estimate for elliptic equations with non-
homogeneous and complex Neumann-like boundary condition.
Denote

X =(-2,2)xQ, ¥=(-2,2)x09, Y=(-1,1)xQ, Z=(-2,2)xT,.



Let us consider the following elliptic equation:

Zes + > (a¥¥z), = 2° in (—2,2) x 9,
k=1
a’*z;vp =0 on (—2,2) x 02\ Ty,

j 1

a’* 2 —ia(r)z, = a(r)zt  on (—2,2) x Ty.

M= 1=

j 1

We now show the following Carleman estimate.

Theorem 3.1 Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.1, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that, for any € > 0, any solution z € C((—=2,2); HY(Q)) N C*((-2,2); L*(Q)) of system

(3.1) satisfies

2]y < Ce% (12|20 + 12 lzew) + [1zllz2z) + 1|2l |22z

+Ce™ 2] (x).-

(3.2)

Remark 3.1 For the general case of t € (11, T,) with Ty, Ty € R. By setting s =t — %,

one deduces that
ATy =Ty
s€(—aq,a), a= 5

Then by scaling, one need consider only the case of (3.1).

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. Note that there is no boundary condition for z at s = £2. Therefore, we need to

introduce a cut-off function ¢ = ¢(s) € C5°(—b,b) C C3°(R) such that

0<p(s) <1 [s[ <),
p(s) =1, |s| < bo,

where by and b (satisfying 1 < by < b < 2) will be given later. Put
zZ = pz.

Then, noting that ¢ does not depend on x, by (3.1), it follows

2ot D (07%2), = 0z + 20520 + 2" in (—2,2) x Q,
jk=1
> d* 2, =0 on (—2,2) x 902\ Ty,
jk=1
> " zu —ia(z) i = —ia(z) sz + a(z)pz' on (—2,2) x Ty,
jk=1

7
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Step 2. Put
1 A/,u[)(z) 1 AI»“[’(I)
= « +-In [(2 + e“)e“’“"’(@)], by 2 &2 ——In l(1 + e“)e“’“"’(@)], (3.6)
7 7
where ;> In2, ¢(z) € C2(Q) is given by Lemma 2.1. It is easy to see that
1<by<b<2 (3.7)
Put .
b= (s, x) 2 __ V@) e (3.8)
] oo (@)
It is easy to check that
o(s,) > 2+ e, for any s satisfying |s| < 1, (3.9)
o(s,-) <1+e", for any s satisfying by < |s| < b. '
On the other hand, by (3.8) and Lemma 2.1, we find
1 - _
he VY| =——|Vi(z)] >0, inQ. (3.10)

TEEIPR)
Next, recalling that a’* satisfying (1.2) and by (3.10), we conclude that there exists a
o > 1, for any p > g, there exists A\g(u) > 1 such that for any A > Ay, it holds

The right hand side of (2.6)

n . n . n . 2
> N6 Y v (jusl + X MmN YD M Tl
k=1 k=1 jk=1 (3.11)
> N2 ([usl? + Y a¥Fugme) + Xt B0,

k=1
Now, integrating inequality (2.6) (with u replaced by 2) in (—b,b) x €2, recalling that ¢

vanishes near s = b, and by (3.5) and (3.11), one arrives at

b b
A;ﬁ/ /¢(|Vv|2+|vs|2)d:vds+)\3u4/ /¢3|v|2d:)sds
—bJo —bJo (3.12)

b b
< C{ / / 02| ssz + 20525 + p2°|*dads + / V. I/dLL’dS}.
) —b Jog

Recalling that v = 02, by (2.7), we get
G UVEP + X207 2F) < [Volf + M@’ < CO(IVEP + Nrd?(2). (3.13)
Therefore, by (3.12) and (3.13), we end up with
A /b / B26(|V2[2 + |2, dads + N pt /b / 026% |22 dxds
e e (3.14)

b b
< C{ / / 02| ssz + 20525 + p2°|*dxds + / V. I/dCEdS}.
b Ja —b Jog
8



b
Step 3. We now estimate / / V - vdxds. By (2.4) and nothing that v = 62, it follows
—b Jog

b no b
/_b aQV-Vd:zds: Z_:/_b/m\/kukdxds

= Z / /ag — 2a7" ;v v ? + 20,07 1 (Ti05 + 0;05) — Va vy (v;T + T,0) (3.15)
4.k, i k=

—|—(2(ij aj - a]ka] K )gj(’ljj/@k/ + Ej’vk’)yk + CLJ I/k(2A£] + \Ilj — 2a£]€t)|v\2}dxds

Note that, by (2.1) and (2.7), we know that

> a*luy, = Ao Z K M > ajktﬁjl/k >0, onodQ\Ty. (3.16)

jk=1 j.k=1 ||¢||L°°(Q) j,k=1

Hence, recalling that v = 02, we have

— Z / / a’* vy |vgPdrds < C)\u/ / olvs|*dadt

Jik=1 (3.17)
b
SCeC)‘/ / (122 + |5[?)dzds.
—b JIg

Next, using v = 0% again, noting that Z vanishes near s = +b, by (1.4) and (3.5), we have

E a’® v (Tvs + 0,05 )dxds — \Ifa]kl/k (v;T +T,v)dxds
J ] J .7

7,k=1 7,k=1
Z / - 0%¢ ajkl/k(zjzs + 2;25)dzds
7,k=1

+ Z / 0% (02 — W)ao"vy, (352 + 2,2)dwds
o0

7,k=1

b . _ _
+ Z / |0 + ) dads

2y / / 62(02 — W)aI* (|32 dads (3.18)
j,k=1
—/ / zgos 3,Z — 252) + (3,21 + 352 )}dxds
o

+ / / D02 = W)[i(2,3 — 5,8) + (12 + 2'3)| duds
o
n b
2p 43kp o, 5|2 _ 2 dkp o 12]2
+j;1/_b/ag(9 00 G 21) dads j%zjl/_b/me (Cas + 20)07 0y 22 drds

b b
060/\[/ /(|2s\2+\<psz|2—|—|g0z1\2)d:cds+/ / |:2\2d:cds}.
—b/To —vJoa
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Further, by (3.16), and noting that v = 0%, we get

Z / / QaJk P L )fj (0j T + Tjrvg )vpdrds
80

‘]k‘]/k/

= Z / / a?*0va?"% (0T + Ty )dads
7,k,5" k'=1

(3.19)
< CeC)‘ / /asz\r vj/vk/ + U )dads
/k/ 0

e o 050, |21 | dowd
/ /asz\ro kzl "%+ a k|z|} xds.

Combining (3.15), (3.17)— (3.19), we obtain

b b
/ V.ydxdsgCeC’\[/ / (122 + ps2]? + 02! dads
—bJon -bJTg

b b
[ adeds+ [ [ |2fdeds]
—b Joa\ro —b Joq

b b
Step 4. Let us estimate / / |2|*dxds and / / |V 2|*dxds.
—bJoQ —bJoo\T

Firstly, by trace theory and Poincare inequality, noting that Z vanishes near s = +b, we
have

b b b
Pdzds < * + V2 duds < 22 4 [V2P)dads. (321
[ [ i< [0 [ (e veads < 0 [ [ (504 195Pdds. (320

Next, we choose a g € C'(Q; R) such that g = v on 9. Integrating (2.11) (in Lemma 2.3)
n (—b,b) x 2, with w replaced by 2, using integrating by parts, and noting Z(—b) = 2(b) = 0,
by (3.5) and using Poincére inequality, we have

a i /—bb /69 [(g

(3.20)

e+ (g- V2 ajkgjuk}dxds

=1 j=1
/ / zs|2 + Z al's; zl)dxds
7,l=1
:—/ / zss—l— Z ajkzj )g Vz—i—(zss—l— Z alkz;) )g Vz}dxds
j,k=1
—/ /(zsgs V3 + 3.9 V2)dads (3.22)
) d¢g'
—l—/ / V 9|27 — 2 Z a’® Z; l——i— Z 212,V - (a?* )}dxds
jki=1 Oy, k=1

b
< C'/ / “gpssz + 20,25 + cpzo|2 + |28|2 + |V2|2}dzds
—vJo

b
< c/ /(|z0\2 + 127 + | V22 dads.
—bJQ
10



By (1.2), (3.5) and (3.22), we have

/ / (12512 + BIVZ]?) d:L'ds</ / |zs|2+ Za]lz]zl)dzds

7,l=1

b
<cf /(|,§8|2 + V2P + [2°)dads
—l—/ / V) (i2s —ipsz + p2') + (g - V2)(—iZs + ipsZ + 2z )}dxds (3.23)
o
<cf /(\zs|2 + V2P + |2 2)deds
—bJQ
b b
+5/ / |V2|2da:ds+0(5)/ / (Ipsz]? + 12,2 + 02" |2 duds
—bJTg —bJTo
where 0 < 0 < 3 is small, then

b
/ / V5|2 dads
—b Joa\rg

(3.24)
b b

<O [ [aP+ V2R + [ P)dads + [ [ (122 + 15 + |2'[*)dads].
—-bJQ v J1

Finally, by multiplying 2 and 2 on the first equation of (3.5), respectively, using integrat-
ing by parts, by (1.2) and using Poincare inequality, we get

b
2/ /(|:23|2+B|V2|2)dxds
</ / Q\zs\z—i- Z a’®( zjzk+zjzk))dxds

7,k=1

= Z / / (2a3k2juk + é’aﬂkgjl/k)d:)sds —/ / 80(2’02 +?O§’)dxds
“— J-bv oo o

(3.25)
/ / (1217 + 2% + |21 )d:cds / /\zo 2dxds—|—€/ /|z\ dxds
C / / 212 1 |5, 2 U2 Jd
<[ [0 [ e+ el + |2 Py
1 /b b
+—*/ /|z0|2d:)5ds+05*/ /|25|2dacds.
e*J-bvJQ —bJQ
Taking e* = & small enough, and combining (3.21), (3.24) and (3.25), we get
b b
/ / |2|2d:):ds+/ / IV 2[2dwds
—b Joq —b JooT, (3.26)

b b
gc[/ /(|2\2+|23|2+\z1|2)dxds+/ /|z0\2dxds]
—b JIg —bJQ

11



By (3.20) and (3.26), and noting that Z = ¢z, we obtain

b
/ V- vdzds
—b JOQ

b b (3.27)
gce”[/ /|z°|2da:ds+/ /(|z|2+|z5|2+|zl|2)dxds].
—bJQ —bJTg
Step 5. Combing (3.14), (3.24) and (3.27), we end up with
b b
)\/f/ /92¢(|vz|2+ |zs|2)dxds—|—>\3,u4/ /92¢3\z|2dxds
—5JQ —bJQ
b
<C / / 020% | pssz + 2057 + 022 duds (3.28)
—bJQ

e [0 [ 1Pdude+ [ [ (el 22 4121y dnds]

Denote ¢y = 2 + ¢ > 1, and recall (3.6) for by € (1,b). Fixing the parameter p in (3.28),
using (3.3) and (3.9), one finds

1
Aemo/l/ﬂ(WzF + |z + |2 dads

2 2 9
< e / 02 / 112 / 2 2 .
< Ce™] _2/Q|z 2dwds + _2/m|z | d:):ds+/_2 [ (12 + 1= )drds) (3.29)

IWGEACE / / (12]2 + |2 |?)dxds.
(=b,—bo) [J(bo,b) /Q

From (3.29), one concludes that there exists an €2 > 0 such that the desired inequality (3.2)
holds for e € (0, e2], which, in turn, implies that it holds for any € > 0. This completes the
proof of Theorem 3.1. O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2
In this section, we will prove the existence and the estimate of the norm of the resolvent
(A= A1)~ when Re) € [ — e=CImN/C,0].

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. TFirst, let f = (f° f!) € H, and u = (u°,u') € D(A) with the boundary

o k0 _ k0 1 _
condition j%z:la ujyk’aﬂ\ro =0, (j%z:la u;v + au )‘Fo =0.
Then, the following equation

(A= XN)u=f (4.1)
is equivalent to
A’ 4 ut = O,
< (ajkug)k o )\ul — fl. (42)
k=1

12



Hence, by substituting u! by u° in the second equation of (4.2) and with the boundary

condition, we have

> (ajkug)k — N = A0+ f1 in Q,

k=1

i a*uly, =0 oN\T
iVk = on \ 0,

jik=1

Z ajkugl/k + alu’ = —af® on Iy,

jik=1

ut = £+ 2’ in €.

Put
v =0,

It is easy check that v satisfying the following equation:

Vgs + Z (™ v)e = OO+ fHe™ inRxQ,
k=1
> v =0 on R x 00\ Iy,
k=1
Z ajkvjyk —javs = —afoem on R x I'y.
jk=1

Step 2. By (4.4) and Remark 3.1, we have the following estimates.

0’| 1) < Ce“™ Mo| gy,

Wl < C(IA 4 1)e™ M w0 q),

|U‘L2(Z) < C€C|Im>\‘|UO‘L2(FO), |U3|L2(Z) < C|)\‘€C‘Im>\‘|UO‘L2(FO).

Now, we apply v to Theorem 3.1, and combining (4.6), we have
0|1y < Ce“M A [|fO|H1(Q) + |22 + |u0|L2(Fo)}-

On the other hand, we multiplier (4.2) by u°, integrate it on €, we get

[ (= 3 @)+ 32 -

n
J:k=1

n n
—y2),,02 gk, 0-0 7 jk, 0 —0
= N [u’[72(q) + > /a wupde — / a’"uvpu-d
k=17 k=100

= Nl Ta ) + D / o’ ulTda —|—/ (axu® + af)u'dx.
G2 e )
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(4.4)

(4.5)

(4.6)

(4.7)

(4.8)



By taking the imaginary part, we find,

|Im>\\/ alu®2dz
0N

<|-= (ajkuQ>k_'_)\2u0 |U0‘L2 0
| j%::l j 2oy F) (4.9)
+2|Im )\||Re )\||UO|%2(Q) —l— C|f0|L2(aQ)|\/EuO|L2(aQ)
< C’[|()\f0 + f1)|L2(Q)|u0|L2(Q) + |Im Al|Re Alu’ 2L2(Q) + |fO|H1(Q)|u0|H1(Q)}
Hence, combining (4.7) and (4.9), we have
0|10y < Ce“IM A [|fO|H1(Q) + |2 + [Im A[[Re )‘||UO|H1(Q)]~ (4.10)
Therefore, we take
1
CeCMmAIm A||Re| < 3
which holds, as soon as |[Re \| < —e®Mm /Gy for some Cy > 0. Then, we have
0|10y < Ce“M™ N ) + [ r2). (4.11)
Recalling that u! = f% 4+ \u®, we have
| 2@) < 120 + (M6 2@) < Ce™ N @) + [ 2@): (4.12)

By (4.11)—(4.12), we know that A — AI is injective. Thus A — Al is bi-injective from D(A)
to H. And moreover,

(A= MDY e < CeCMmA 0 Red € (=™ /C0), A > 1.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we adapt the proof of [1, Théoreme 3] (and also the proof of [4, Theorem 3]
on semigroups).
Proof of Theorem 1.1. By taking x1 = xo = I, A=1iB and k = 2 in [1, Théoréme 3], we

have )
1 C
S — < | ——- 1
le “(I—A)2HH—<1n(z+t)> ell (5.1)
that is
C 2
tA < | —— 2y. .2
I¢%alln < () oo 62

By definition, D(A) is the interpolate space between D(A%) = H and D(A?). Since
leullir < Cllull - (5.3)

Then, combining (5.2)—(5.3), by applying interpolation theorem, we get the desired result.
O
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