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SOME LOCAL ESTIMATES AND A UNIQUENESS RESULT FOR
THE ENTIRE BIHARMONIC HEAT EQUATION

MILES SIMON AND GLEN WHEELER

ABSTRACT. We consider smooth solutions to the biharmonic heat equation on
R"™ x [0, T] for which the square of the Laplacian at time ¢ is globally bounded
from above by ko/t for some ko in RT, for all ¢+ € [0,7]. We prove local, in
space and time, estimates for such solutions. We explain how these estimates
imply uniqueness of smooth solutions in this class.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we prove local in space and time estimates for solutions u : R™ x
[0,7] — R of the biharmonic heat flow,

0
(1.1) ke — A%y,
assuming that we have some global in time control on how the solution behaves as

t (0. This control takes the form
(1.2) tlAu? (z,t) < ko < 0o

for t € [0,7] for all x € R™ for some fixed ko € R*. This means that it is possible
for |Aul?(z,t) to approach infinity as ¢ N\, 0, but if it does so, then we have some
control over the rate at which this occurs. Here Au refers to the spatial Lapacian of
u, Au(z,t) = > ViVu(x,t) where V;u(x,t) is the partial derivative of u with
respect to ;.

The growth condition (2 is natural in the following senses. It is scale invariant:
see the explanation of the scale invariance of b just after the the definition of (AT
in Section [2l This behaviour also does occur in an asymptotic sense. That is, it is
possible to construct a solution u € C*°(R™ x (0,7")) and to find points z(t) € R™
for all ¢ > 0 such that |Au|?(z(t),t) = & for some fixed ko > 0 for all ¢ > 0. We
also find points y(¢) € R™ for all t > 0 such that (A%u)(y(t),t) = £ for some fixed
ko # 0 for all ¢ > 0. That is, the speed of u is not integrable in time. See the
example in Section

Our first result is the following local estimate.

Theorem 1.1. Let u:R" x [0,T] = R, T < 00, be a smooth solution to (L) that

satisfies
(13) A1) < 20
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for some ko € R, for allt € [0,T], all x € R™ and

2n+2

sup Z |Viug|? < ki < oo,
B1(0) =0

for some k1 € R, where ug(+) := u(-,0). Then there exists an N = N(n,ko,k1) >0
such that

N
(1= fz)*

for all , t which satisfy x € B1(0), (1 —|z[)* > Nt, and t < % , t <T.

|Auf*(z,t) <

For i € N in the above and all that follows, Viu(z,t) refers to the full i-th spatial
derivative, and |Viu(x,t)| the standard norm thereof. For example: V2u(z,t) =
(ViVju(z, 1) jeqr,...ny and [VZu(z,t)|? = >oi =1 I ViViu(a, t)|?. The operator
AF is defined by A* = (A)¥,

If we have control on other derivatives as ¢ \, 0 then we obtain results on higher
regularity.

Theorem 1.2. Let s € N, s > 2 and u : R" x [0,T] = R, T < oo be a smooth
solution to ([LTl) which satisfies

k
(14) (|V8u| 4 |vs—1u|8/(5—1) 4+ 4+ |vu|s) (l’,t) S ts;J4
for some ko € R, for all t € [0,T], all z € R™ and
2n+s+1 )
sup |Viug|> < k1 < oo,
B1(0) ;

for some k1 € R. Then there exists an N = N(n, ko, k1,s) > 0 such that
N
(1= |a])®

for all x, t which satisfy x € B1(0), (1 —|z[)* > Nt, and t < 5, t <T.

(|vsu| PV LD g |Vu|5) (1) <

In Section [Bl we construct an example of a solution to (1) which starts off in-
dentically equal to zero, becomes immediately non-zero and is smooth in space and
time. Solutions of this type for the heat equation are known to exist and were
constructed by Tychonoff, see [T]. In particular, smooth solutions are not uniquely
determined by their initial values: u(-,-) = 0 is also a solution. If however we con-
sider smooth solutions which satisfy (L3)) then the solution is uniquely determined
by it’s initial value, as we show in Section L2l The theorem we prove is:

Theorem 1.3. Let u,v : R" x [0,T] — R, T < oo be smooth solutions to (L)
which satisfy

ko

t

for some ko € R, for allt € [0,T] and all x € R™ and

up(+) = vo(-)-

|Av|2(:v, t)+ |Au|2(:v, t) <

Then u=v.
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The uniqueness problem for the classical heat flow has a rich history. In the
setting where one assumes the solution is non-negative, D. Widder established
uniqueness for the heat flow on R for solutions whose initial value is zero, see
Theorem 5 of [W]. His method relied upon a specific integral representation of the
solution, Theorem 4 of [W], which is valid for non-negative solutions.

This proved to be readily generalisable and so influential as to be given its own
name: a uniquness theorem is of Widder-type if the only hypotheses are on the
geometry of the ambient space and that the solution be non-negative. For example,
Aronson [Ar] proved that non-negative solutions to second order linear equations
of divergence form (the coefficents of the operator being sufficiently regular) in R™
are uniquely determined by their initial data: see Section 5 of that paper.

Here we take an approach reminiscent of [Si] that complements the existing
literature. Our assumptions for Theorem are global but we do not require
any non-negativity of the solution. Although the flow (L)) is higher-order, we are
able to obtain our estimates using pointwise assumptions, as opposed to integral
conditions.

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2] contains the proof of Theorem [I.]
and Theorem[I.2] These proofs require some energy estimates for solutions to (L),
which is the subject of Section Bl Section M contains the proof of Theorem [[L3] and
Section Bl contains full details on the Tychonoff-type solutions discussed above. We
present in Section [0] details on the construction of the example mentioned above
which shows that control of the form ([C2]) is natural. We also show that the solution
in this example has a speed which is not integrable.

Some of the estimates from SectionPland Section Blrely on interpolation inequal-
ities which are not readily available in the current literature. These interpolation
inequalities are proved in the Appendix.

2. A BLOWUP ARGUMENT

Let u : R™ x [0,7] — R be a smooth solution to (II). We consider the scale
invariant quantity e(u) : B1(0) x [0,7] — R defined by

e(u)(x,t) := d*(z)|Aul*(z, ),

where d(z) := (1 —|z|) is the distance from the boundary 9B;1(0) = {z € R" | |z| =
1} to the point = in B;(0). Note that e = 0 on 9B;1(0). The function e is scale

invariant in the following sense: If we define @(7,%) := u(c#, c*t) — co, where ¢ is

an arbitrary constant in R, then @ : R” x [0,T] — R is still a smooth solution to
(CI) and the quantity é(,t) := é(u)(&,t) which is defined by

3

(@)(,1) := d*(2)|Aal (&, 1)

™

satisfies
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where here z := ci, t == ¢* , T = L, and d(z) == (L —|#|) is the distance from
x € By;c(0) to 0By/c(0). The scale invariance of e can be seen as follows:
(V) (7,t) = o(Vu)(z,t), and hence (V*)(%,1) = *(V*u)(x,t),

(%ﬂ) (%.9) =c4(%u>(x,t), and hence ((%)%) (#,7) = ((%)ku> (z,1),
@) = (; - 121)

=—(1—Jez|)

=0
—_

=-(1—l|z|) = %d(a:), and hence d*(&) = —d*(x),

o
Q
IS

where here (%)k refers to k time derivatives, and V*u refers to k spatial derivatives,
and we are assuming that k£ € N (k # 0). Therefore

(82 (@, D (3) = [P (x, 1) d* () = | Al (x, )i (z).
and e(z,t) = é(%,t) as claimed. Note that

x € B1(0), d*(x) > Nt <= &€ By,.(0), d"(z) > Nt

in view of the definitions of the terms involved.
In the following, we will assume that

(A1) b(u)(w,t) := t|Aul?(x,t) < kg < 0o for all z € R™,t € [0, T,

for some fixed kg € R*. That is, the quantity

(2.1) Q(x,t) := Q(u)(x,t) = |Aul*(z, 1)

may approach infinity as ¢ \, 0, but it is only allowed to do so at a controlled, but
non-integrable rate. Note that we have e(z,t) = d*(2)Q(z,t) and b(z,t) = tQ(x,t).
The function b(x,t) is also scale invariant in the following sense: If we define @, &
and t as above, then b(Z,t) := b(@)(,%) = b(x,t) and hence b(%,t) < kg < oo for
all # € R™ and all £ € [0,7]. The scale invariance of b may be verified with an
argument similar to the one we used above to show that e is scale invariant. We
are interested in the local behaviour of solutions u to (L)) which satisfy (Adl). In
particular, if at time zero ug = u(-,0) satisfies

2n+2

(A2) sup Z |Viugl? < ki < oo,
B1(0) 550

for some fixed k1 € RT, then we show that the solution satisfies estimates on
a smaller ball for a short well-defined time interval. The following theorem is
Theorem [[T] of the introduction.

Theorem 2.1. Let u:R" x[0,T] = R, T < 0o be a smooth solution to (1)) which
satisfies assumptions (A1) and (A2)). Then there exists an N = N(n,ko,k1) > 0
such that

e(z,t) <N

for all , t which satisfy x € B1(0), d*(z) > Nt, and t < &, t <T.
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For our theorem on higher order regularity, we modify the quantities above. Let
s € N, s > 2 be given and fixed, and define

Qs(u)(z,t) = (|Voul + [ Vo 2|/ C=D 4 |Vul*) 5 (2,1)
es(u)(z,t) = d*(2)Qs (u)(x, t)
bs(u)(x,t) = tQs(u)(x,t).

These quantities are scale invariant in the sense explained above: for u, T, t, % and
d defined as above, and Q,(%,1) := Q,()(Z,) we have

es(#,1) == d*(2)Qs(%,1) = d*(2)Qs(u)(x,t), and
Bs(ivf) = f@s(jvg) =1Qs(w,1).

For this set-up we require

(Agl) bs(u)(z,t) < ko < 00
for all z € R™ ¢ € [0,T], and for some fixed kg € RT, s > 2, s € N; and
2n+s+1 )
(Ag2) sup Z |Viug|* < k1 < oo,
B1(0) 5o

for some fixed k; € R™. In this context we obtain the following variant of Theorem

211 above.

Theorem 2.2. Let u:R"x[0,T] - R, T < oo be a smooth solution to (1)) which
satisfies assumptions (As1) for some s € N,s > 2 and (As2). Then there exists an
N = N(n, ko, ki,s) > 0 such that

(2.2) es(z,t) < N,
for all , t which satisfy x € B1(0), d*(z) > Nt, t < %, t < T.

Note that this theorem is equivalent to Theorem of the introduction. Under
the same assumptions as Theorem 2.2] but with the condition that s > 4 , we also
obtain a local supremum bound for |ul:

Corollary 2.3. Assume everything is as in Theorem [ZZ but that s > 4. Then we
also have

(2.3) Ju(e, 6)] < Vi +1

for all x, t which satisfy x € B1(0), d*(z) > Nt, t < <, where N is as in the
conclusion of Theorem [2.2 above.

Proof of Corollary 2.3 Let (,t9) be a point which satisfies d*(x) > Ntq and ¢y <
%. Then d*(z) > Nt and t < % for all ¢ < ty. Hence, taking s = 4 in Theorem
22 we see that |A2u|(x,t)] < %@) for all t < tg and that |u(z,0)| < vk in view
of (B2). The evolution equation for u(wz,t) is Su(z,t) = —A?u(x,t). Integrating
this from 0 to ¢y and using the two estimates which we just derived, we see that
|u(z, to)] < toﬁi(m) ++v/k1. Using that d*(z) > Nt we obtain the result. O

Now we prove Theorem 2.1
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Proof of Theorem [2Z7l. Define d resp. e to be zero on R™\B;(0) resp. (R™\B1(0)) x
[0,7]. Then e is continuous on R™ x [0,7]. Assume that the conclusion of the
theorem is false, and let N € N. Note that e(z,0) < ko where k¢ is the constant
appearing in ([A2). Without loss of generality N > ko. The set of z € B1(0),
t € [0,T] for which 1 > d*(z) > Nt and t < % is a compact set in R™ x [0, 7]
which we denote by K. By compactness of K and continuity of e and the fact that
e(z,0) < ko < N for all z € B;(0) , there must be a first time ¢y € (0, %] and (at
least) one point zp € B1(0) such that e(zo,to) = N. That is: e(z,t) < N for all
(x,t) € K with t < to, and e(zo,ty) = N for some point (z¢,ty) € K. Clearly we
have d(z¢) > 0 for such a point, that is, xy € B1(0), since e(xo,t9) > 0. Rescale
the solution u to @(%,t) = u(cF, c*t) — co, where ¢y = u(cZo,0), and ¢ > 0 is
chosen so that d*(Zy) = N. It is possible to choose ¢ in this way: d(Z) = Ld(),

4
so we choose ¢* = %, which is larger than zero since d(xg) > 0 as we explained

above. Our choice of ¢y guarantees that u(Zo,0) = 0. Note for later use that
4
c4=w§%(§l), and ¢\, 0 as N — co. Now

N = e(wo, o) = é(&0, o) = d*(%0)Q (&0, o) = NQ(Zo, fo)
due to scaling, and hence
Q(&o,10) = 1.
Similarly,
N > e(z,t) = &(%,1) = d*()Q(%,1)
for all (z,t) € K with t < to, implies

- N
(2.4) Q) < 7

for all & € By,.(0) with d*(z) > IN and i < fy. Note that the inequality (24 is
also valid for all & with d*(Z) > IN and i < {o, since d(Z) = 0 outside of B/.(0)
(here we define 2 = oo for M > 0). As in the paper [Si] we consider two cases:
Case 1, where d*(Zo) > 2Nty (which is equivalent to #, < 3, since d*(i¢) = N),
and Case 2, where d*(Z) < 2Ni, (which is equivalent to 1 > # > %, since
toN < d*(&y) < 2Nty and d*(#o) = N. Note that Nty < d*(&) since (zo,t) € K
). We start with Case 1.

Case 1: In this case we have d*(Zo) > 2N#y. For § with d*(g) > &, we obtain

- N -
(2.5) d(g) > 5 = Nto > Ni
for all t < to. Hence, we see that
s - N
(2.6) QY1) < =—— <2
d*(y)

for all £ <ty in view of (23] and 2.4).
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We also have that CZ4(§30) =N > % and so the above estimate also holds for
7 = %o and t = ty. We calculate

c 21
Ni 1
2.7 <~ | < — -
@) gls-Sre2
Furthermore d*(Zo) = N implies |Zo| = —N7 + 1. Assume that 7 is an arbitrary
point with § € BNi/400(5CO)' Then we have

~ - _ - 11 - ~
|y|S|$o|+|$o—y|=—N4+g+|$o—y|

1

1 1 N1
< _Nii:Z
SRR T
1 Nt
2.8 < _
(28) e 21
and hence, in view of (2.7)
5 N
(29) @) >

Therefore § € B_1, (%) and t <ty <

1 implies in Case 1 that
N7 /400

1
2

Q(gut) S 27 and Q(‘%Oufo) =1 )
in view of (28] and the definition of Zo and fo.

Case 2. In this case we have 1 >ty > % For all ¢ < % and ¢ with J4(g) > % we
have
- N .
d*(y) > 5 > Nt
and hence
(2.10) Q(7,1) < Ny
. Yl) s =—— =
d*(g)
in view of ([@4)). For {y > 1 > % we have
~ - _k
(2.11) Q1) < = < 2ko,

in view of (AT]). Note that we may assume without loss of generality that kg > 1.
Now we know from ([Z8) that y € B_1 (%) implies that d*(j) > &. Hence,

N1 /400 2
using the inequalities (ZI0) and ([ZI1), we see that
(2.12) Q3,%) <2k, and Q(io,to) =1,
forally € BN%/ALOO(QEO) and t € [0,%]. We have shown that in both Case 1 and Case

2 we obtain the estimate [212)). Now we use Corollary[BH to obtain a contradiction.
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We use v : Bg(0) x [0,%9] — R to denote the rescaled solution 7 : BN%/400(3~30) X

[0,70] — R. That is v(-,-) = @(- — &o,-), R = N7 /400, ) < 1. The definition of @
guarantees that @(Zg,0) = 0, and hence we have v(0,0) = 0. Also, using (A2) and
the fact that ¢* < 1/N and N > 1, we see that

2n+2 2n+2

sup Z |Vi|?(-,0) = sup Z Vil (-
Bije (0) i=1 Bi(2o) =1
2n+2

< sup [Viu(-, 0)f?
By (o) ; Nz/2
k1
(2.13) < TEVER

Hence, combining this estimate with the fact that v(0,0) = 0 and by choosing N
sufficiently large, we may assume w.l.o.g. that

2n+2

(2.14) sup > |Viol*(#,0) < &(N)

B1(0) =0

where &(N) — 0 as N — oo ( ko, k1,n are fixed in this argument). Define 2p =
R=N7/400 < 1/c (¢ < ~177 as we mentioned above) and p = p(n) = n+1. Then
p — 00 as N — co. Corollary B3l implies that

d C .
(2.15) EE,f;’( )+ EFtl(v) < W/Rn |Av|2y5 4P

for all t < o for all s > 4p + 4, where = v*, and 7 is a cutoff function as in (ou)B
and C' = C(n,s). Choose s = 4p(n) +5 = 4n + 9, so that C' = C(n). We know
from the estimate [ZI2) that Q(v) = |Av|? < 2ky on Br(0) x [0,%0] and hence,
combining this with (213 we have

d C
—EP(v) + EPTHv) < — Av 275741?
P+ B < 5 | 1Al
Sy
PP Jp,,
(2.16) = 2w, koCp" P

which implies that

EB(v)(t) < (2wnkoC + Wnk1)p" " = (2wnkoC + wyky)p 3t
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for all t < 5 < 1 in view of the fact that

EP(1)(0) = / |APuo X (E)y di < / |APu[2(3)di
R™ B2p(0)

<[ javwp@
Bl/c(o)

_ / | AP (¢ d
By,.(0)

= c4p_"/ |APug|? () dx
B0

< kywpcPm

< klwnpn_4p

where we have used assumption ([(A2)) again, the definition of v, the scaling properties
of the derivatives of u(cz,0), and the fact that 1/¢ > 2p > p. In particular,

/ |AP|? < (wn2koC + krw,)p 3" =0
B1(0)
as p — 00, in view of the fact that p = p(n) = n + 1. We have shown that
/ |A;D’U|2 Sgp(k07klun7p)
B1(0)

for all t < {y < 1 where ep(ko, k1,n,p) = 0 as p — oo, that is, as N — co. We can
similarly show that

/B o |Ap711)|2 S Epfl(k(),kl,n,p).
1

We also have

4 |AP 29| = 2/ (AP~20)(APv)
dt Jg, (o) B1(0)

g/ |AP—2U|2+/ |APy|?
B1(0) B1(0)

g/ |AP~ 20| + ¢,
B1(0)

in view of Young’s inequality, and the estimate just shown, and hence, after inte-
grating in time from 0 to tp < 1 we see that

(2.17) / ALy

for all ¢ € [0,%y < 1] with g,_2(N) — 0 as N — co: we leave out dependence on
k1, ko, n since these variables are fixed. More explictly: f(t) := e‘t(fBl(O) |AP=29]2)(t)—
2te, satisfies %(t) <0forall0<t<tyand f(0) = (fBl(O) |AP=29]2)(0) < &(N) —
0 as N — oo in view of (2I4]), and so, integrating f from 0 to tg, we see that the
estimate (ZI7) is true.

Continuing in this way, we get, for NV sufficiently large:

(2.18) / AL < & ()
B1(0)
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forl=p,p—2,p—4,...,1 (or 0). Starting with p — 1 instead of p, we similarly get
(2.19) / |Alw|? < g(N)

B1(0)
forl=p—1,p—3,p—5,...,1 (or 0), where ¢;(N) — 0 as N — oo. That is
(2.20) / |Al|? < g(N)

B1(0)

for 1 € {0,...,p}, where g/(N) — 0 as N — oo.
Using the L? estimates, Lemma [Z1] from the Appendix, and the estimate ([Z20)
we see that

(2.21) / |VIv|? < é(N)
By,2(0)

for all 0 <1 < 2p =2n+2, where £(N) — 0 as N — oo (choose 0 = o(n) = m,
so that 1 — 2po = 1/2).

Applying the Sobolev-Morrey inequality [E, Theorem 6, Section 5.6.3], with p,
k there equal to 2, and 2n + 2 respectively, we see that

2n+2

00, t0) = |Au[2(0, 1) < C(n Z/B V() < Cl2n+3)F @)}
1/2(0

and hence
Q(Oa to) -0

as N — oo. This contradicts the fact that Q(0,to) = 1.
O

The proof of Theorem is essentially the same as the proof of Theorem 2.1

Proof of Theorem[22. Replace Q(z,t) by Qs(x,t), e(x,t) by es(x,t), b(z,t) by
bs(z,t), and Q(u) by Qs(u) and repeat the above proof. At the point where
|Av|?2 = Q(v) < 2ko on Bgr(0) x [0,1g] is used in the inequality (ZI6), use in-
stead the fact that |Av|> < |VZ0]? < Qs(v) < 2ko. Also choose p(n) = n+ (s/2) or
p=n+ (S+1) in the proof: whichever is an integer. The last part of the proof, where
Morrey’s embeddlng Theorem is used, has to be slightly modified: Qs(v)(0,%9) =1
implies that |V"v[(0,t) > 6(s) > 0 for some r € {1,..., s} for some small 6(s) > 0:
otherwise the sum of the terms appearing in Q(v)(0,%y) would be less than one.

Applying the Sobolev-Morrey inequality Theorem 6, Section 5.6.3] with p, k
there equal to 2, 2n + s respectively, we see that

0 < 0%(s) < |[V"0[2(0, o)
2n+s

TL S l’U 1/2
(X Lo )
<C@2n+1+ 8)2 (a(N))l/Q,

which leads to a contradiction if N is chosen large enough, since £(N) — 0 as
N — oo. O
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3. A PRIORI ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section we shall prove some estimates for the weighted energies
(3.1) Ey(u) = / |AFul?n, n e CFL(R™), supp n CC R™,

where k € Ny and w : R" x [0,7] — R is a smooth solution to (LI)). In the
above equation and in that which follows all integrals are with respect to Lebesgue
measure. Note that E,’? are all finite for any k € Ny and t € [0,7] since u :
R™ x [0,T] — R is smooth. The purpose of the a priori estimates in this section is

to quantify how global quantities such as the various Sobolev norms of the solution
behave along the flow (TJ).

Lemma 3.1. Let u : R" x [0,T] — R be a smooth solution to [Il). For all
t€10,T],

d
aEﬁ (u)+ 2E§+1 (u)

(3.2) = —2/ (AR (VAR (Vin) +2/ (AFw) (VAR ) (Vin)

for all k € Ny.

Proof. Differentiating,

d

GERw =2 [ (afu(-aku)y

:2/ (Vi AFu) (VAR ) g +2/ (AFw) (VA1) (Vin)

. / ARy o / (V,AFu) (Vi) (AF )
b2 [ (B (ViAH ) (Vi)
= 2B} (u)

—2/ (AR L) (V; AFu) (Vi) —|—2/ (AFu) (V; AR (Vin)

n

Rearranging gives the lemma. O

We now specialise by setting n = ~4°, s > 0 to be chosen, and v € Cﬁ;’C(R")
satisfying

C. C.
) XB,©0) <7 < XBap)s >0, and |Vq|< ?7, V29| < p—;,

where ¢, > 1 is an absolute constant depending only on n.
In the following proofs we make extensive use of the elementary inequality

1
3.3 b<ea’®+ —b?
(3.3) ab < ea +45

for a, b real numbers and ¢ > 0.
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Lemma 3.2. Let u € C{°(R™). Suppose n =~°, s > 8, and 7, ¢y are as in ().
Then for any € > 0 and for all k € N we have

_9 / (AR ) (V,ARu) (Vi) < eBEF (u) + afe,s,n) / | AF=Ly| 258
n Rn

8

where ¢1(g, s,n) < 00 is a constant depending on €,s and n

Proof. Throughout the proof §; denote positive parameters to be chosen. Using
B3) and (@,

—Z/n(AkJrlu)(ViAku)(Vm) = —25/n(AkJrlu)(ViAku)(ny)”ysfl

kt1 c3s’ Fyy 252
(3.4) OB+ T / VAR [Py

Now,

|vAku|2,ysf2
Rn

— /n (Aku)(Ak+1u)7572 _

1
§P252 |Ak+1u|2’}/s+
R’Vl 45

1 k2s2 (_2)/ k, |2, 5—4
+2/ |V A u|*y 2 Rn|A ul?y

1 _
:p252/ |Ak+1u|275—|——/ |VA]€’U,|2’75 2
RTL 2 ]Rn
1

_L )2 k12 s—4
(o =27 [ 1atupy

(-2 [ (Bru)(vidtu) (T

| k

u|2’}/574

Absorbing the second term on the right into the left we obtain

/ |VAku|2,ys—2
R™

35) <202, / AR Py 4 1(§+c (5—2)2)/ |AF 254

We now need an interpolation inequality. From Lemma [.2] we know that

1 _
F/Rn |Aku|2’ys 4

C
< 53/)2/ |Ak+1UI275+i§/ APy
R™ P JRre
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where ¢s, = ¢5,(d3,8,n) = 24( +2%s%1). Using this in B3) we obtain

/ |VAICU|2,YS—2 < 2[)252 |Ak+1u|2’ys
n Rn

L _9\2 2 k41,25 , o3 k—1, 12, s—8
+(25 + (s 2))(63p/Rn|A u|7+p6/Rn|A ul®y )
= (2p252 + d3p° (% +c (s - 2)2>> / | AR+ 2y

Cs: 1 2 k—1,12_ s—8
+p—g(—26 +C(S_2)>/n|A ul*y
and hence

—/ |VAFyu|2y5~2 < (53(— +c (5—2)2) +252)/ |AFF Ly 20
Cos (1 2 / k=112, 58
3.6 + 2 —=—+4+c(s—2 AT ulF T
(3.6) (a5t —27) 1A
Combining (3:6) with 4] gives

2 [ (@) (Vist) (Vi)
22 1
{51 + jS <53 (ﬁ +c (s — 2)2) + 252>} E,]jJrl(u)
2 2
+ 57 G (L + C,Y(S - 2)2) / |AF=Ly|25—8
We choose §; = d;(s,e,n) > 0 so that

0252 1 9

This can be achieved by the choice

9 52 54

- 0= om0z =
4 32c2s? 8c452(165% + 2(s — 2)2)

01 =
for example. Recalling the definition of ¢5, = ¢(d3,s,n) = 24(% + 2954047) yields
the result.

Lemma 3.3. Let u € C;2.(R™). Suppose n =~°, s > 8, and vy, ¢y are as in (7).
Then for any e > 0 and for all k € N we have

2 [ (AR)(TAE) (Vi) < B+ 2O [ ar s,
n 14 R™
where ca(e, s,n) < 00 s a constant depending on £, s,n.

Proof. Again, throughout the proof §; > 0 denote positive parameters to be chosen.
Integrating by parts,

2 / (AFu) (VAR ) (V) = —2 / (Vi) (AR ) (V)

(3.7) 3 / (AFu) (A (An)
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Lemma deals with the first term:

(3.8) —2 / (Vi AFu) (AR 0) (Vi) < S B () 251 / ARy 258
n p n

€
9
Since An = sy Ay + s(s — 1)y*~2|V~|? we have
~2 [ (@Ru)(at )
1 o
(3.9) <26 /n |AR )2y + W(cﬁﬁ + cflysz(s — 1)2) /n |AFy|2ys=4

where we used the fact that v*~2(-) < 4*~%(.), which is true since 0 < () < 1 on
R”™. Lemma [T.2 yields the estimate

(511;)4 (cis2 + cisQ(s - 1)2) /Rn |Aku|2fysf4
< g—?( 257+ 5P (s — 1)2) /n |AFF Ly 20
+ ;1[28 (0352 + 04752(5 — 1)2) /n |Ak_1u|2ws_8
where ¢5, = ¢(02,8,n) = 2* (5 +2s%¢}). Combining this with (B3) we get
—2/n(Aku)(Ak+1u)(An) < (251 + g—j(c,zysz + cflys2(s - 1)2>> /n |AF Ly |2y

6252 + C4 2(5 _ 1)2) / |Akflu|27578 .

652
1
(3.10) + 5,8 (

Combining B10) with B7)-338) and choosing d; = d;(e, n,s) > 0 so that

Y VS

%2 (22 42 2
a(c,ys +c,57°(s—1) )—!—251:5/2

yields the result. One possible choice is

9 82

= = .
12862 (52 + 252(5 — 1)?)

O

Corollary 3.4. Let u : R™ x [0,T] = R be a smooth solution to ([LI)). Suppose
n=7° s>8, and v, ¢y, are as in [§), and k € N. Then

d 3 k1 cs(n, s) k—1, 12,58
where cs(n, s) is constant depending only on n and s.

Proof. We combine Lemmata BIH33] as follows. Lemma Bl states that

d
EES (u) + 2E§le (u)

(3.11) = —2/ (AF L) (V; AFu) (Vi) +2/ (AFu) (VAR (Vin)

n
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The two terms on the right hand side are estimated by Lemma B2l and Lemma [3.3
respectively. Adding together the estimates we find, for any €1,e2 > 0,

“2 [ @M (VAR (Vi) 42 [ (8F0)(TiaH ) (i)

n

c1(e1,n,s)+ calea,n, s _ s
< (o1 4 en) By ) ¢ LT [ i e

In particular choosing &; = + and combining this with ([II]) we have

d pky, k1 Lokt c3 k1238
where c3 is a constant depending only on s and n. Absorbing the first term on the
right into the left yields the claimed estimate. 0

Corollary 3.5. Let u : R™ x [0,T] — R be a smooth solution to (ILI)). Suppose
keN, n=~°% s> 4k, where vy, ¢y are as in [7). Then
d

ca(n, 5) -
By (w) + By (w) < =0 / | Ay 4k
P R™

where cq(n, s) is a constant depending only on n and s.

Proof. We first consider the case where k = 1. Using Lemma [B1] and integration
by parts we find

EEl( u) + 2E7 (u)

dt™ "
= —2/ (A2u)(V;Au)(Vin) + 2/ Y (ViA%u)(Vin)
(3.12) :—4/ (A%u)(V;Au)( —2 [ (Au)(A%u)(An).
" -
We claim that
(3.13) —4/H(A2u)(VZ—Au)(VZ—n) <eE2X(u) + W/ |Au?y571,
and
(3.14) -2 / (Au)(A%u)(An) < eEp(u) + % /Rn |Au|?y54,

hold. Given the above estimates, we may conclude the required statement for the
case k = 1 as follows. Choosing ¢ = 1 in each of ([BI3), (B14) and combining with

BI2) we find

d c(n, s) .
B + 2850 < Baa)+ S5 [ Ay,

whereupon subtraction of E7(u) from both sides yields the desired estimate.
The estimate (314) is B9) with 61 = £/2 and k£ = 1. Tt remains to prove the
estimate ([BI3). We compute
2 .2

4
315  —4 / (A2u)(V;Au)(Vin) < 61 E2(u) + ;”:’2 / IV Aul? 2.
n 1 R
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Now estimate
|VA’U/|2’YS_2
Rn
- [ Gu@tuy = -2) [ @u(Tisa) v
§p2(52/ |A2u|275+;/ |VA’U,|2 5s—2
Rn
1 1 2 s— 4
(25 te (3—2))/ Auf?y

Absorbing the second term on the right into the left we obtain

|VA’U,|2 s—2

1
(3.16) <20%0 | A%yt + —(— +c (5_2)2)/ | APyt
Rn 269 n
Combining BI5) with BI6) we find
~1 [ (@%0(T:80) (Vi)

4c? 52 4c¢2s? /1 1
< 2 y 2 v 52 2,54
< ((51 +2p702 5107 )E,](u)—i- 5107 <—(—252 +2(s—2) )) /Rn | Aul|?y
Choosing 6; > 0 and d2 > 0 such that (51 + 252 5 ) < e yields BI3).

Let us now continue by considering the case where £ > 2. In this case we have
k—1¢€N, and s > 4k implies s —4 > 4k — 4 = 4(k — 1). Using these facts and
Corollary [[.3] we see that

1 1 258 o 1 s—a Cls,1) -
an) o [ APyt [ gt Lo [ A,
and, using Corollary again,

1 s— s 61,871 s—
(3.18) —4/ |ARul?y 4§51/ AR Py +(7k)/ |Aufy*

P Jrn R™ p* R™

Combining I7) with BI8) and then choosing d; = E’ where c3(n, s) is as in
the previous Corollary, yields

c 1 c
(319) _1; |Akflu|27578 < _/ |Ak+1u|27574 + — |Au|2 s— 4k
P R™ 2 R™ P

for some ¢ = ¢&(n, s). Using (319) to estimate the right hand s1de of Corollary 3.4
we find

d 3
EE:;( ) EE:;J'_I(U) < % i |Ak_1u|2’78_8
1 -
< 5/ |Ak+1u|275—4+ pjk |Au|2 s—dk

which, after absorbing the first term on the right into the left, becomes

d k k s—4k
FES @+ B < o [y
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as required.

4. UNIQUENESS

In this section we prove that smooth solutions to (([LI]) which satisfy |Au|?(-,t) <

kT" are uniquely determined by their initial values.

Theorem 4.1. Let v : R" x [0,T] — R, T' < 0o be a smooth solution to (LI which
satisfies

(4.1) |Av|? (z,t) < =

for some ko € R, for all t € [0,T] and all x € R™ and
(4.2) vg = 0.

Then v = 0.

Proof. Since

sup Z |Vivg|? =

B1(0) i=o
for any p > 0, (c.f. (A2)), Theorem 21 tells us that |Av|?(0,t) < 2N (n, ko) for
some N = N(n, ko) € R for all t < 1/N. By setting 0(-,¢) = v(- — x0,t) and using
Theorem B.] for o, we see that |Av|*(wg,t) < N(n, ko) for all t < 1/N, for all
o € R™. Corollary B.5 implies that

)
(4.3) &Eﬁ(v) + EFH(v) € 20Nwyp"~* = 2CNwy,p "4

where p is now fixed and chosen to be p(n) = n+ 1, and 7 is a non-negative cutoff
function with n = 1 on B,(0), and C' = C(n). To see this repeat the argument from
the inequality (2I5) up to (ZIG]) but use this v (instead of the v appearing there)
and use the fact that ko = 0, and |Av|? < N for all ¢ < 1/N for this v. This implies
that EP(v)(t) < 2CNw,p~3*~* for all t < 1/N < 1, since EF(v) is non-negative,
and EP(v)(0) = 0. Letting p — oo, we see that [, [APv[> = 0 for all ¢ < 1/N.
Similarly [p, [A?~1v|> =0 for all t < 1/N. Now use

0 / |AP~2y)? = 2/ APyAP~2y
0t Jp,(0) B1(0)

<[ jaopaiarop o [ jarp
B1(0) B1(0)

which tells us, after integrating, that fBl(O) |AP=29|2 = 0 for all t < 1/N. Differen-

tiating fBl(O) |AP=39|2 w.r.t. time and using fBl(O) |AP~19|2 = 0 we obtain, using

the same argument, that fBl(O) |AP=39]2 = 0 for all t < 1/N. Continuing in this

way, we find that fBl(O) |Alv|?2 =0 for all 0 <1 < p, for all t < 1/N. Similarly, we

obtain fB |Alv|2 =0forall 0 <! <p, forallt<1/N for all zyp € R". In par-

ticular, by choosmg [ =0, we see that v(- ) =0forallt <1/N,t<T. Repeating
v

this argument for the function o(-,%) = v(-, 1 4+ 1/N), we see that v(-,t) = 0 for all
t < T, as required. O
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Corollary 4.2. Let u,v : R" x [0,T] — R, T' < oo be smooth solutions to (1))
which satisfy

ki

(4.4) |Av (2, ) + [ Al (@,t) < =
for all t € [0,T] and all x € R™ and

(4.5) uo(+) = vo (")
Then u = v.

Proof. Set s = u — v. Then s satisfies the conditions of Theorem .1l Hence s = 0
as required. 0

5. A TYCHONOFF-TYPE SOLUTION AND NON-UNIQUENESS

In this section we describe a simple modification to the classical Tychonoff coun-
terexample, see [T], which establishes non-uniquness for complete solutions of the
polyharmonic heat equation. We follow the construction given in [J, Chapter 7,
Section 1 (a), pp 211-213].

Let k € N and consider a solution v : R” x [0,7] — R to

(5.1) (0 — AMu=0 on R"x[0,T],
(5.2) u(-,0) =wup(-) on R"™.
We shall construct infinitely many solutions to (51I)-(22]) which have zero as their

initial data.
For functions g; : [0,7] — R to be chosen, set

24k
u(z,t) = Zgj(t)xlj .
7=0

The convergence of this series will be guaranteed by our choice of g;, and verified
later. Differentiating formally, we find

o0

Z(@tgj)(t)xfjk = Owu(z,t) = AFu(z, t)

Jj=0

(27k)(2jk — 1) - - - (25k — 2k + 1) g, (t)a>F 2k

o

<
Il
—

(2jk + 2k)(2jk 4 2k — 1) - - - (27k + 1)g; 11 (£) 2"

M

<.
(=)

for all j € Nyg. We are thus led to the recurrence relation
(5.3) (Org;) = (2jk + 2k)(25k + 2k — 1) -+ (2K + 1)gj 1

for all j € No. We set g;(t) = A(J, k)g(()j) (t), where (go)’ refers to j temporal
derivatives of go, and A(j, k) is a constant to be determined depending only on j, k.
Using this choice of g;, we see that (5.3) is satisfied, provided that

gV TING, k) = (2)k + 2k) (25K + 2k — 1) - - 25k + DAG + 1,k)gd T,
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which for g(()j 1) # 0 is equivalent to
A(J, k) : : ,
— = 25k +2k)(2jk + 2k —1)--- (25k + 1).
NG AL (2K + 2k)(25k + )+ (25K +1)
Using A(0, k) = 1, we see that this implies that \(j,k) = (lek)! for all j € Ny (we
use 0! := 1) . Let us now set

go(t) = exp(—t~P)
fort >0 and p > 1.

Lemma 5.1. There is an absolute constant g > 0 and a p > 1 such that the
estimate
() ' -
g¢ (t)] < e exp ( —€0(2t) )
holds for all t > 0.

Proof. Consider the function h(z) = exp(—z~P) for p > 1. Since zP := exp(pLog(z))
is analytic on C\(—o00, 0], & is analytic on C\(—oc, 0]: for polar coordinates z = re®
with 6 € (—m,7) we are using Log(z) := log(r) + i, and hence 2P = rPe?. For
0 < p < t, Cauchy’s integral formula on S,(t + 0i) = S,(¢), the circle in C with
radius p centred at t + 01, gives

YR ) N} / h(z)
t) = hY(t +0i) = =— ———dz.
g0 (t) (t + 0i) 27 Jg, 1) (2 — 071 “
This gives the estimate
5.4 () ) < 2 h
(5.4) lgg”" (t)] < = sup |h(z)].

P z€S,(t)

In polar coordinates z = r exp(if), 6 € (—m, ) we have

h(z) =exp (—r Pe ®?) = exp (— r P(cos(pd) — isin(pf))) .
Therefore
(5.5) |h(2)] < exp(—r~"cospb).

For z € S,(t), we have

—g < —0p <0 <tan"t(p/ /12— p?) =0y < g

Note that 6y doesn’t depend on p. So we may choose p > 1 such that pfy < 3:
this is possible since y < 5. We then have cos(pf)) > cos(pfhy) =: €9 > 0 for all
0 € (—bp,00). Since r < 2t we may estimate

—r~Pcospl < —eo(2t)77
for all § € (—60o, 6p), which combined with our earlier estimate (53 yields

sup |h(z)| <exp (—e0(2t)77).
z€S,(t)

Inserting this into the estimate (54) and choosing p = ¢/2 finishes the proof. [
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Lemma [5.I] implies

oo
u(z, 1) <> 1g;(t)] |z
=0

SO
— (2jk)!

Jj=

= gl . _
gz L !|:101|2Jkexp(—50(2t) Py

& . |x1|2k

4! J
gexp —502t Z (t/2)
1 |$1|2k j
< ~eo(2t)” —( )
_exp ol Z] 12

B o |x1|2k)
_eXp( @ 12 )

Here we have used (23—;), < % for all j € Ny which may be seen using induction.
Therefore u is well-defined for every ¢t > 0. Moreover, p > 1 implies that the first
term above always dominates for small ¢ and so u converges uniformly to zero on
compact subsets of R™ as ¢t \, 0. More precisely, let K be a compact subset of R™
with diameter d and 0 € K. Then |z| < d and for z € K

lim |ul(z, £) < I ( €0 +d2k) 0

im |ul(z imexp( — ——+ —) =0.

N0 T T N0 P (2t)yy  t/2

A similar argument shows that all derivatives of u exist and converge uniformly to
zero on compact subsets of R™ as ¢ \, 0. We explain this in the following. Assuming

x = x satisfies || < d where d > 1 and taking s spatial derivatives formally we
find

25k)(2jk — 1) ... (2jk — s+ 1)

|(8z)5u(:1:,t)| = Z (go)j( )( )2gk s(

i=s/(2k) 2R
< j;@k) o) () 2| | CLEEIE = 2]'-;;');(2jk !
< 3 O
< > O oy
<en(-a) ) Y et

i=s/(2k)

exp(—e P 2k ppyi (KL
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(2d°F/t)7

;!
(2d*F /)7

;!

< slexp(—eo(2t)77) Z

{5 | 2kj=s}

< slexp(—eo(2t)77) Z

{7 | 2kj=s}
< slexp(—eo(2t) 7P) exp(2d%* /1),

which goes to zero as ¢ 0. Here we used that (2(:;_);, < s! forall r > s,r, s € Ny,
which may be verified using induction on r. Since s time derivatives of u are
formally given by 2ks spatial derivatives of u, we see that all mixed derivatives
(space and time) of u exist for ¢ > 0 and converge uniformly on (spatial) compact
sets K C R" to 0.

By extending u to be zero for all t < 0 we have a solution v € C*°(R" x (—00, 00))

to (BI)-(E2) which is non-zero for ¢ > 0 and satisfies u = 0 for all ¢ <0.

6. AN EXAMPLE

Let ug : R™ — Rbe given by ug(x1, 22, ..., x,) := lifxy > 0, up(z1, 22, ..., 2p) :=
0if 21 < 0. Setting u(x,t) = [p. uo(z — y)b(y,t)dy, with b : R™ x (0,00) = R
the bi-harmonic heat kernel on R™, we see that the function u : R™ x (0,7) — R
is smooth and solves %u(m,t) = —A%u(z,t) for all t > 0 for all z € R, and that
u(-,t) = up(-) uniformly on any compact set K contained in R™\{z € R"|x; = 0}.
Furthermore, there exists a kg > 0 such that for all s > 0 there exists a z5s € R"
such that |[Au|?(z,, s) = %2, The biharmonic heat kernel b is given by

b(x,t) = (QW)*n/thn/Al/ ei<w’z>t71/47|w|4dw_

n

We verify of all these facts below.
We have (see the Appendix of [KL], and the papers [GP], [GGI],|[GG2] for fur-
ther, related and similar estimates)

< Ok, 1, m) (PB4 fm=1)/4) g =

(6.1) | (%)l (V) b(z, 1)

for all I,k € Ng,m € Ny, for some p(k,l) € N for all & € R™ for all ¢ > 0. This
can be seen as follows. Let f: R" — R be f(y) := (2m)~"/?2 [, e ilw) =l gy,
so that b(x,t) = t’”/‘lf(—tl%). Then f is the Fourier transform of the function
[:R" - R, l(w) := e~1"I* which is in S, the so called Schwartz Space (see [SW]
Chapter 1.3 where this set of functions is defined and called the space of testing
functions). Hence f itself is in S (see [SW], Theorem 3.2 Chapter 1.3), in particular

IVofl(z) < % for any m € Ny and any multi-index a = (aq, ..., ap): a; € Ny
foralli=1,...,n, || := a1 + a2+ ... a,, and we have used the notation V[ :=

VeVa,...Va. f.
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Using the represenation b(x,t) = t*"/4f(—t1%) and the fact that f is in S we
get

< @D 4N (Vafl (- t1/4)

0< || <k+l1
c(k,l,m)
|2 t1/4|m
t—pk)+m/4 4 4(m—1)/4

|z

‘ (2) )t

< (t7PRD g1/

=c(k,l,m)

which proves the estimate (610 since m € Ny was arbitrary. This shows that the
function u(z,t) := [p, uo(z —y)b(y, t)dy = [5. uo(2)b(x — z,t)dz is well defined for
any measurable L°° function up : R™ — R for all ¢ > 0, and is differentiable in time
and space for all t > 0 for all x € R™ and the derivative is given by differentiating
under the integral sign (in view of the Lebesgue dominated convergence Theorem):

(%)l (VF) u(z,t) = /n uo(z) ((%)l (V") b) (z — z,t)dz.

Using the fact that %b = —A?b (see below for an explanation), we get u : R™ x
(0,00) — R is smooth and satisfies Zu = —A%u. Notice also that [, b(z,t)dz =
Jan 7 (= Er)da = [p. f(=2)dz = [, b(2,1)dz = 1 (the last equality is ex-
plained below). Hence, for © € B.(z) where z = (z1,...,2,) has 21 > 2¢, we
have

lu(z,t) — 1] =

by ) <>—1>dy}
(6.2) \/ b — ,£) (o (y) — 1)dy

/W M= w00ty >—1>dy}

[ b= mt)uot) - 1>dy\
R\ B, (2)

< / 2[b(x — y,t)|dy
R\ B, (z)

)tm n/4
— oy
/n\B () |~”C— y[rm

< C(e,m,n)t™ /4
(6.3) < O(e,m,n)t?

—0+

for m > 2+ n/4 for t < 1 which goes to zero as t — 0. Similarly |u(z,t)] <
C(g,m,n)t? goes to zero for all x € B.(z) where z = (21,...,2,) has 21 < —2e.
Hence u(-,t) — wuo uniformly on compact sets K C R™"\{z € R" | 1 = 0}. The
definition of ug and u guarantees that u(cz, c*t) = u(x,t) for all ¢,t > 0. We verify
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this now. Notice first that
b(cx, c't) = (27r)_"/2(c4t)_"/4/ i) (w,ex) —|wl* g,

(6.4) = c—"(zw)—nﬂ/ et Hwa)—lwl* g

that is b(cz, c¢*t) = ¢ "b(z,t) for all x € R™ for all ¢ > 0. Also, the definition of ug
guarantees that ug(cz) = ug(z) for all z € R™ and all ¢ > 0. Making a change of
variable y = cw in the definition of u, and then using b(cw, c*t) = ¢™"b(w,t) and
the property of ug just mentioned, we calculate

u(cx, c't) = / ug(cx —y)b(y, c't)dy = / up(cx — cw)b(cw, ') dw

n

_ / wo(z — w)b(w, t)dw
(6.5) = u(x,t).

There must exist a point (zg,tp) € R™ x RT with Au(zg,to) # 0: if not, then
%u = —A%y =0 for all ¢ > 0, and hence u(z,t) = u(z,s) for all 0 < s < t, and
hence , using u — up on R™\{x € R™|z; = 0} as ¢t \, 0 as explained above, we have
u(z,t) =1 on R"N{x € R"|x; > 0}, u(z,t) = 0 on R" N {x € R"|z; < 0} for all
t > 0, which contradicts the fact that u(-,¢) : R” — R is smooth for ¢ > 0.

So there exists (zg,t9) € R™ x RT with |Au(zg,t0)]? # 0. Now u(cx,ct, t) =
u(z,t) for all t > 0, for all © € R™ implies that (take the Laplacian w.r.t  of both
sides) ¢?(Au)(cx, c't) = (Au)(z,t) which implies [Au|?(cz, c't) = L|Auf*(z,t). In

particular, choosing t = to, ¢* = (s/tg) and z = z¢ we find
to
|Aul?((s/t0)" "0, 5) = —|Aul* (w0, to)

and hence |Au|?(z,s) = X where ko = to|Au(zo,t0)|? # 0 and x, = (s/to)"/*x0.

S
Using an almost identical argument, we see that for all £ > 0, there must be points

y(t) € R™ such that (A2%u)(y(t),t) = k71 for some fixed k1 € R, k; # 0.
The fact that %b = —AZ2p can be seen as follows. Using Theorem 1.7 of Chap-

ter L1 in [SW], we have —|z[te~ "t = 2 (e~ 1oy = (2)(2,1) = (2b)(x,t) =

(—/A7b)(a:, t), and hence, taking the inverse of the Fourier transform, we get (%b) =

—A?b (note that (%3)(:1:, t) = (%b) (x,t) is true in view of the Lebesgue dominated
convergence Theorem and the estimates (6.]) and the inverse of the Fourier trans-
form exists in view of Corollary 1.21 in 1.1 of [SW] and the fact that b is in S).
The fact that [, b(z,1)dz = 1 may be seen by looking at how b was derived: Let
ug : R™ = R be a smooth function which is equal to 1 on B;(0) and has compact
support on B3(0). Hence ug is in S, and the Fourier transform wg of ug is also in
S. We only take the Fourier transform in the space direction in that which follows.
Write u(x,t) = (b(+,t) * up)(z) so %u = —A?y as explained above, and

(6.6) (2, 1) = b(z, )y (z) = e 17Ty (z)

(see Theorem 1.4 in 1.1 os [SW]) and hence (-, t) — %p(-) in the L? sense as t \, 0.
But this implies u(-, ) — uo(-) in the L? sense as t \, 0, in view of the fact that the
L? norm is preserved for the Fourier transform (and the inverse Fourier transform)
of a function in LN L' (see Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.4 in Chapter 1.2 of [SW]).
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In particular this shows [, b=1: If 1 # ¢o := [5, b # 0, then for 2 € By 5(0) we
have

|u(z,t) — 1/co| = /R b(w =y, 1)(uo(y) — 1)dy’
TR 1>dy}
R”\B1(0)
TR 1>dy'
R”\B1(0)
<C bz —y,t)|dy

R™\B1(0)

= C/ |b(z,t)|dz
R\ By ()

< C/ |b(z,t)|dz
R™\ By /2(0)

(6.7) =0

as t \, 0 in view of (6.1, which shows u(-,¢) converges uniformly in the supremum
norm to (1/co) # 1 on By/5(0) as t N, 0, which contradicts the fact that u(-,?)
converges to ug in the L? norm as ¢ \, 0. Similarly, if fRnb = 0, one shows
u(z,t) — 0 uniformly in the supremum norm on By /5(0) as ¢ ~\, 0, which contradicts
the fact that u(-,t) converges to ug in the L? norm as ¢ \ 0.

7. APPENDIX

We require a rather specific form of the standard interpolation inequalities (see
for example [GT] Theorems 7.25-7.28]). We have thus provided proofs and precise
statements of that which we need here in the appendix.

Lemma 7.1. For any smooth function ¢ : B1(0) = R we have

(7.1) /B V202 + (V212 < (s, o) /B A% + A 4 [
1—so 1

for any s€e Nand 1 > 0 > 0, as long as 1 — so > 0.

Proof. We show the inequality (7)) for arbitrary smooth ¢ : B1(0) — R using
induction.

Step 1: L2-theory (see for example [E| Theorem 1, Section 6.3.1]) tells us that
for an arbitrary smooth function ¢ : By — R

(7.2) / V20 + [Vl < clo) /B Apf? + [of

1—0o

as required.

Inductive Step: Let o = (a1, ...,®,) be a multi-index with 0 < «; < 2s and
Z?:l o; = 2s. We use the notation Vo, :=V,, Vo, ... Vq, @. Assume that state-
ment (Z]) is true for some s € N. Again, L? theory, see for example [E] Theorem
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1, Section 6.3.1, tells us that

/ V2Vl + [V Va0’
Bl*(s«kl)(r

< a(s,0) /B AVa) + [Vail?

= a(s,0) /B ValAQ) + Vol

< as,0)c(s, ) / A (AR + AT (A + ...+ |Agf

B,
+ a(s,0)c(s,0) / A%+ (A2 4 [P,
B

= i(s,0) / A2 4 A% + ..+ [of
B

where in the second last line (the inequality) we have used the induction hypothesis
applied to the functions Ay and ¢. By summing up over all possible « (the number
of possible « is a constant depending on n and s) we see that

/ [V25202 4+ V2 H ) < (s + 1, 0)/ |ATH O + |A%g? + ..+ [
Bi_(s+1)o By

as required.
This completes the proof by induction. 0

Lemma 7.2. Suppose u € C2.(R™), k € N, s > 8, and v, ¢y are as in [7). For
any 9o > 0 we have

_ C _ _
[ 1atupet <ot [ arttapas g S [ jak e,
R™ R™ P Jre
where cs, s an absolute constant given by

sy = Cso (80, 8,m) = 24(55 " + 2954cf§) .
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Proof. Tntegrating by parts,
/Rn |ARqy|2rs=t = — /n(Vl-Aku)(VZ-Akflu)ﬂyS*4

(= 1) [ (AMu)(TA ) (Vi

= [ @kt
Hs=) [ (Vbhu)(a )T
(= 1) [ (Au)(TA ) (Vi

= [ @ty
“2(s =) [ (AR (VA (T
(=) [ (@@ )@y
(=005 -5) [ BRIy,

Estimating the right hand side with Young’s inequality (estimate ([B3])), we have
for any 6; >0

|Aku|27574
Rn
1
<6 4 Ak-l—l 2_ s / Ak—l 2 s—8
<ot [ 1Ay e [ ARy

L, A(s—4)? _ _
+62/Rn |Aku|2’ys 4+ Y 5 /n |VAk 1’U,|2")/S 6

d2p
c2(s—4)?
S Ak 2, s—4 Y / Ak—l 2,.5—6
i [ ARyt SR [ Aty
ct(s—4)*(s —5)?
_|_54/ |Aku|2’}/s_4+ ’Y( ) ( ) / |Ak—1u|2,}/s—8,
n 4(54p4 n

which upon absorption gives

/ |Aku|27574
16¢2 (s — 4)*

§451p4/ IA’“*1UI275+72/ [VAF= |20
Rn P R

1/1 I
(7.3) —|—F(a—|—4c,2y(s—4)2+4Ci(s—4)2(s—5)2)/ |AFLqy |28

n

where we have chosen 6, = §3 = 64 = %, and we used v*75(-) < 4*78(:), which
follows in view of 0 <~y <1 and s—6 > s—8 > 1. For the second term we integrate
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by parts and estimate using Young’s inequality to obtain

|VAkflu|2,_stG
]Rn

—— [ @@ = 5= 0) [ @R (TR (V)T

R

2 16¢2 (s — 4)?

P / k, |2.5—4 ol k—1,12,.5—8

< — AFu|%y + 7/ A |7y
64c2(s —4)? Jgn | | p? R" | |

1 (s —6)?
_|_§/ |VAk71u|27576+ 7(2p2 ) / |Akflu|27578'

Absorbing the third term on the right into the left yields

2
VAF 124576 < 4 / APy 2454
/n| s 32¢2(s — 4)? ATl

2

c _ o
+ p_; <32(s —4)? 4 (s — 6)2> /n |Ak L2 y578
and so

16¢2 (s — 4)2 1
’Y( ) / |VAk71u|27576 S 5/ |Aku|27574
n ]Rn

2
16¢% (s — 4)2
+M<32(3—4)2+(3—6)2)/ AR [2yo8

o

Combining the above with (Z3) we have
_ s 1 s
/ |Aku|275 4 < 4(51p4/ |Ak+1u|27 + 5‘/ |Aku|27 4
R™ R™ R™
1 4 2 2 2
+ o <1607(s —4) <32(s —4)"+ (s —6)

1 e
+5+4C§(S_4)2+4Ci(5_4)2(5_5)2)/ |AFLqy |2y =8

n

Absorbing the second term on the right into the left, multiplying through by 2 and
choosing §; = %0 yields the estimate

/ |Aku|275—4§50p4/ |Ak+1u|275+cii/ |Ak—1u|275—8
Rn R™ P JRre
where

Gs, = 32c(s — 4)% (32(s —4)> + (s — 6)%) + g +8(s —4) (2 + (s — 5)?)

— 28— AP (L4 s - 5 4 4 (325~ 0 + (s 0)%) |
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Since s > 8 and ¢, > 1 we have

Coy < g + 88203 (1+ c,zys2 + 4c,2y (325 + 57))

24 3.4.2 2 2.2 5
§5—0+2$c,y(1—|—c,y—|—20,y(2 —I—l))
<2%(6; T +2%5%c)

= C50 5

yielding the constant claimed. 0

Corollary 7.3. Suppose u € C;o.(R"), k € N, and v, ¢y are as in ([y). For all
keN, s> 4k,

/ |Ak’u|2’}/s_4 < 5p4/ |Ak+1u|275 + 4]?74 / |A’U/|2’}/S_4k,
R~ R" P R"
where ¢(d, s,n) < 0o is a constant depending on 0, s,n.

Proof. We shall proceed by induction in £ € N. We wish to show that

éé,k,
p4k—i B (u).

(7.4) B, i(u) < 0p*EEF (u) +
is true for all s > 4k for all § > 0, where Cs s = é(8, s, k,n). Let k = 1. Then (Z4)
is true for all s > 4k for all § > 0 trivially with the choice of Csps = L.

Assume (Z4) for some fixed k € N, and let s > 4(k+1),0 > 0 be arbitrary. Then
s > 8 and Lemma gives the estimate

Cs,l,s —

(7.5) Bl i(u) < 6p"B (u) + FE,lys,lg(u)
for any [ € N, where ¢5,,5 = ¢(4,1, s,n).

Using this inequality with | = k+ 1 € N and then (74 we have

C§ k+1,s
EXH (u) < 6p BN (u) + TEfjsfs(u)

057k75,4c5,k+1,s 1
T L (U) .

< 5p4E’j?2(u) + 8057k+175E5:r,14 (u) +
where here we used the fact that s > 4(k+ 1) = 4k + 4 implies that § = s —4 > 4k

and so (74) is valid with s replaced by 5. Choosing 0c¢s ky1,s = % and absorbing
we obtain

C$7k7s_4c5,k+l,s 1
T L (U) .

k41 4 7k42
E,Yj,4(u) < 26p BN (u) + 2
which gives us the result, as 6 > 0 was arbitrary. Note that we can ensure the
constant only depends on n, s and not k by taking the supremum of the constants
we obtained in this argument, where this supremum is taken over all 4k < s, k € N,
for a fixed s € N. O
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