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ABSTRACT. We study the well-posedness of a semi-linear fractional diffusion equation and
formulate an associated inverse problem. We determine fractional power type nonlinearities from
the exterior partial measurements of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. Our arguments are based on
a first order linearization as well as the parabolic Runge approximation property.

1 Introduction

Non-local equations involving the fractional Laplacian (—A)® have attracted much attention in past
decades. These equations have been widely used for description of anomalous diffusion and random
processes with jumps in many disciplines such as probability theory, physics and finance.

Correspondingly, inverse problems associated with fractional operators involving (—A)® have
also been extensively studied so far. The study in this direction was initiated in [I2]. The authors
considered the linear fractional elliptic problem

(A’ +q)u=0 in Q, ulo, =g

where 0 < s < 1. © C R" is a bounded domain with smooth boundary and €2, := R"\ Q. They
showed that the electric potential ¢ in Q can be determined from the partial knowledge of the

Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
Ay g — (—A)ulq,.

See 21 [3, [l [6] 10, 1Tl 211 26] for further results for linear fractional elliptic inverse problems.

In recent years, inverse problems associated with linear fractional parabolic operators have been
studied as well. See [I8] for the study of an inverse problem associated with the fractional operator
(0 — A)* + q. See [22] for the study of an inverse problem associated with a fractional parabolic
operator involving time-dependent magnetic and electric potentials.

In this paper, we will study a fractional parabolic operator involving fractional power type
nonlinearities and an associated inverse problem. In fact, the combination of fractional diffusion
and power type nonlinearities has given rise to interesting mathematical models which have a
number of scientific applications. The well-known equation

O+ (=A)* (Jul™ " u) = 0,
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for instance, describes anomalous diffusion through porous media. See [31] for more details.
Here we will focus on another semi-linear fractional parabolic problem

Ohu+ (—A)u+a(z,t,u) =0  Qx(0,7T)
u=g Q¢ x(0,7) (1)
u=0 R"x{0}

where the nonlinearity satisfies

m

a(w,t,2) =Y ax(x,t)|2|" 2, (2)

k=1

0 < ax € C(Qx[0,T]) and the powers 0 < by < --- < by, are not necessarily integers.
We will show ([J) is well-posed at least for regular and small enough g, which enables us to define
the parabolic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map

Aug = (—A)*ulq, x(0,1)- (3)

Our goal is to determine the nonlinearity from the exterior partial measurements of A,.

We mention that inverse problems associated with nonlinear equations have been extensively
studied as well. See [29] for inverse problems associated with quasi-linear elliptic equations. See [14]
for inverse problems associated with parabolic equations involving general semi-linear terms. See
[16] for inverse problems associated with nonlinear hyperbolic equations. We also remark that the
higher order linearization technique has been commonly applied to determine the full nonlinearity
in dealing with inverse problems associated with power type nonlinear equations. See [15] 20} 24]
for this approach for elliptic problems. See [17) [19] for the higher order linearization approach for
fractional elliptic problems.

In this paper, we will only use a first order linearization to determine all the coefficients a based
on the Runge approximation property of the linear fractional parabolic operator. This approach
can be viewed as a parabolic analogue of the one in [23].

The following theorem is the main result in this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let Wi, Wy C Q. be open. Let a(Y),a® be nonlinearities of the form ([@). Suppose
Aa(1)9|W2><(O,T) = Aa<2>9|W2x(o,T)

for small g € C° (W7 x (0,T)). Then al(cl) = a,(f) inQx(0,T), k=1,---,m.

The rest of this paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2, we summarize the back-
ground knowledge. We show the well-posedness of [0) in Section 3. We prove the main theorem in
Section 4.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Professor Gunther Uhlmann for suggesting
the problem and for helpful discussions.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper we use the following notations.



Fix the space dimension n > 2 and the fractional power 0 < s < 1.

Fix the constant T > 0 and ¢ denotes the time variable.

) denotes a bounded domain with smooth boundary and . := R" \ €.

Let u be an (n + 1)-variable function. Then wu(t) denotes the n-variable function w(-,t).

¢,C,C",Cq, - - - denote positive constants (which may depend on some parameters). We write
C1 when we emphasize that the constant C' depends on the parameter I.

e (-,-) denotes the distributional pairing so formally, (f,g) = [ fg.

2.1 Function spaces

Throughout this paper we refer all function spaces to real-valued function spaces.
For r € R, we have Sobolev spaces

IR = (feS®Y): [ 0+ IERIFERdE <o)

where F is the Fourier transform and S’(R™) is the space of temperate distributions.
Let U C R™ be an open. We use C*(U) = C%*(U) to denote the Hélder space equipped with

the standard norm If(x) — f(y)]
x )
cxw) = fllLe@)y+ sup ==
z#y,x,yeU |.’II - y|
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For k € N, the norm || - [|grgny is defined by

I[fllcr@ny = Z [0 | Loo (rr)-

lor| <k

Let X be a Banach space. We use C([0,T7]; X) to denote the space consisting of the corresponding
Banach space-valued continuous functions on [0, T]. LP(0,T; X) denotes the space consisting of the
corresponding Banach space-valued LP functions, equipped with the standard norm

T
allzo oo 1= ( / () % ).

2.2 The fractional Laplacian and the associated semi-group estimates

For regular functions defined in R™, the non-local operator (—A)® is given by the pointwise definition

(=A)"u(x) =y s lim ulz) ~ uly)
=0t Jrm\ B (2) [T —y|"F?e

as well as the the equivalent bilinear form definition

<(—A)Su,v) — C;z,s /n /n (U(CE) —|u(y))(v(x) — U(y)) dl'dy

T — y|n+2s




Let {Sq(t)}+>0 be the semi-group on L?(£2) associated with the problem
du+ (—A)Y’u=0 QxRy
u=20 Qe X R+ (4)
u=f R"x{0}.
It has been proved in [9] that for f € L?(Q) and t > 0, Sq(t)f € C*(R") and it is smooth in ¢. See

[8L 28] for more Holder regularity results for fractional parabolic equations in bounded domains.
Let {S(t)}:>0 be the semi-group associated with the problem

{(%u +(-APu=0 R"xR, -

u=f R"x{0}.
By taking the Fourier transform, we have
SOf = K(t)+ f,  K(o,t) = / i€ HIE e,
It has been shown that the associated kernel K (z,t) is smooth and positive in R™ x R. See [13] 25]

for more details. The following estimate was given in Lemma 3.1 in [25].

Proposition 2.1. Suppose 2 <r <p<oo and f € L"(R™). Then

Now we identify f € L"(Q) with its zero extension as a function in L"(R™) and consider @ :=
S(t)|f]—Sa(t)|f]- Note that @ solves the fractional parabolic equation in Q@ x Ry, @ > 0in Q. x Ry
and 4(0) = 0. By the fractional parabolic maximum principle (see for instance, Lemma 3.2 in [I]),
we have

1Sa(t)f] < Sa(®)f] < SIS

in 2 x R;. Hence the following estimate immediately follows from the previous one.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose 2 <r <p<oo and f € L"(). Then

_n(1_ 1
1Sa () fllr () < Ct™E G732 f]| .-

2.3 The Runge approximation property

The following unique continuation property of (—A)® was first established in Theorem 1.2 in [12].

Proposition 2.3. Let 0 < s <1 and u € H"(R™) for some r € R. Let W C R™ be open. If
(=AYu=u=0 inW,

then u =0 wn R™.

This result was later extended for the fractional Laplacian when the fractional power belongs
to (—n/2,00) \ Z. See [B] for more details.

Based on this unique continuation property, the following parabolic Runge approximation prop-
erty was established in Theorem 2 in [27].



Proposition 2.4. Let W C Q. be open. Then the set
S = {uglaxomr 9 € CZ(W x (0,T))}

is dense in L*(Q x (0,T)). Here ug is the solution corresponding to the exterior data g of the linear
fractional parabolic problem

Ou+ (—APu=0 Qx(0,7T)
u=g Q. x(0,7T) (6)
u=0 R"x{0}.
This result was later extended for more general fractional parabolic operators (see Proposition
4.2 in [22]). See [7] for C*-type approximation results for fractional heat equations.

We remark that both properties are typical non-local phenomenons. They enable us to obtain
strong results for inverse problems associated with fractional operators.

3 The forward problem

3.1 Existence
We say (q,p,r) is admissible if 1 <r < p < nr/(n —2s) and

1 n 1
= —(=-

1
g 2s'r p

).
We also define .
(@1)(at) = [ Salt=)f(7)dr
0

We first prove the following two estimates, which are analogues of estimates established in Lemma
3.3 in [25].

Proposition 3.1. Suppose b >0, r > 22 2(b+1) < p <r(b+1) and (g,p,r) is admissible. Then

1— nb
1GHllp=qo,rseri@) < CT 2= I oty o2 )

b
|G fllLaco, ;L)) < CT =z || f]|

a4 p_ .
L¥F1(0,T;LP+1(Q))

Proof. First we note that 22 < & < 1 since (g, p,r) is admissible and p < r(b + 1).

2rs

To prove the first inequality, we apply Proposition 2.2 and Hélder inequality to obtain

|Kaﬂaﬂuwmfgé|WMt—ﬂfvamummdr

t
_mn b+l 1
<C [ (= EE DO e g o

n (b+1 1 1

t
—3s (=D g T
<[ =B ar  ote



/41— b
0,7;L 5+ l(sz))_ct ”f”Lb_iT(OTLF%(Q))

o
|
—

L
for each t € (0,T) where [ satisfies 1 + HTl = 1. Hence we have

1_ nb

||(Gf)( )||LT () <C m”f” b T(0,T;L%F 1(9))

for t € (0,7") since 1 — 222 > 0 so the first inequality has been proved .
To prove the second 1nequahty, we apply Proposition 2.2 to obtain

t
1G] 2o o.rszoiy < I / 1Sat — ) (r.2) | oy drl e

0 TN, e g Al

By Young’s convolution inequality, for ¢t € (0,7) we have

t
_ nb 5o 1 ~
[ / (=) EF A, g g Alle < I1F 1o < I1F1], a1

T
o _"_l?sl 1 / 1_M
= (e 580y = OT Uty
where [ satisfies 1 + % = + 1. f,§ are defined to be zeros outside (0,7 and for ¢ € (0,T),

FO = 1Oy g 08) = 155

Now we consider the semi-linear fractional problem
ou+ (=AY’u+a(z,t,u) =g Q2x(0,7T)
u=0 Q. x(0,7) (7)
u=0 R"x{0}
where the nonlinearity has the form (2)).

Remark. Note that for fixed powers 0 < by < --- < by, we can choose a large r s.t. r >
max{ %= 2(b,, + 1)}. For this chosen r, we can choose p >r s.t. £ < min{-" by +1}. Then p
and r satisfy all conditions in Proposition 3.1 forb=">b, (k=1,---,m).

From now on we fix our choices for p and r.
We define the nonlinear map

(Fu)(x,t) == /0 Sa(t—7)(g(x,7) — a(z, 7, u(x,7))) dr

so the equation in (7]) can be converted to the integral equation v = Fu (see for instance, Section

15.1 in [30]).



Proposition 3.2. For sufficiently small g, (1) has a solution in the space
X :=C([0,T]; L"(Q)) N LY0,T; L*(Q)).
Here X s equipped with the norm
- 1lx == I llLago,rsze@)) + I - (0,117 0))-
Proof. We will show F' is a contraction map on the complete metric space
Xyp={ueX:||lul|lx <M}

Here the constant M will be determined later, which depends on the norm of g.
Note that for u € X, by Proposition 3.1 we have

nbm

||[Ful|x < CT =

gz, t) — al@, tu@ O | o w2 )

Using Hélder inequalities we obtain

brp+1
||a(3:,t,u(:z:,t))HLmqﬁ(O,T;Lm%(Q)) Q”ZHU ||LkPJ(rQ me+1

m
br+1 / br+1
<OaQT§ ||u||Lq0TLPQ))— a,Q,TE M .
k=
Hence we have

br+1
1Fullx < Cllo (91l e g 7.y e Q))+2Mk ).

Also note that
||22]" 22 — |21]" 21| < Cklz2 — z1|(J21|* + |22]™)

so for uq,us € Xy, by Proposition 3.1 and Hélder inequalities we get that

||FU1 FU2||X<CT 27”5

(.I,t, ’U,Q(.I,t)) - a(iE, tvul(xa t))”Lb_mqﬂ(O,T;Lb_m%(Q))

m

b b
< Ca7Q,T||ul - u2||Lq(O,T;LP(Q)) Z(Hul”[,kq(oj;Lp(Q)) + ||u2||LkQ(07T;LP(Q)))
k=1

m

<2Cq 07|t — ua||x Z M.
k=1
1/2
LT (0,707 ()

Then ||Ful|lx < M for v € Xp and ||[Fuy — Fusl|x < 2||u1 — ug||x for ui,us € Xps. We can
estimate (Fu)(z,t 4+ h) — (Fu)(z,t) in similar ways to show the continuity of Fu in ¢. Hence F has
a fix point in X, by the fixed-point theorem. |

Now for sufficiently small g, we choose M to be ||g||"/ "o



Note that [[(=A)*f]|pe@n) < C||fllc2@ny for f € CZ(R™) (see for instance, Lemma 3.3 in
[23]) so by Proposition 3.2 the problem

Ow + (—A)’w + a(z, t,w) = —(=A)°g  Qx(0,T)
w=0 Q. x(0,7) (8)
w=0 R"™ x {0}
has a solution in X for small g € C2°(Q,. x (0,7)). Then u := w + g gives a solution of ().

3.2 L*-estimate and uniqueness
We first prove the following L°°-estimate, which will be used in the first order linearization later.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose u is a solution of the problem
ou+ (—AY’u+a(z,t,u)=f  Qx(0,T)
u=g Qx(0,T) 9)
u=0 R" x {0}

Then we have
l[ullLes < T\ fllz@x©0,1)) + |19z (. x (0,1))-

Proof. We fix ¢ € C*(R") s.t. 0< ¢ <1and ¢ =1on QUWW. We define
d(x,1) := (| f| L @x 0.t + 191l L (. x (0.1))) ()
Clearly (—A)*¢ > 0 in € from the pointwise definition of (—A)?® so
O+ (A +a(z,t,0) > || fll=(@x(0.1))
in Q x (0,T). Now we consider @ := ¢ — u. Note that @ >0 in Q. x (0,T), @ >0 at t = 0 and
i+ (A0 + a(z,t,d) — alz, t,u) >0

in Q x (0,T). Write & = @+ — @~ where @& = max{4a,0}. Then @~ = 0 in Q. x (0,7).
Now we define E(t) := ||11_(t)||%2(m > 0. Then E(0) =0 and

E'(t) = =2(0yu(t),a (t)) < 2{(=A)a(t),a (t)) + 2(a(x,t,¢) — a(z,t,u),u (t)).

Note that

Since (@ (t)(z) — a* (t)(y))(@" (t)(x) — @ (t)(y)) < 0, we have
((=A)*a(t), // |$ — y|n+2(st)(y))2d:17dy < 0.

Also note that a(z,t,¢) — a(x, t, u) have the same sign as %. Hence we have E'(t) < 0 so the only
possibility is F(t) = 0 and thus ¢ >« in Q x (0,7).

Also note that a(z,t, gb) + a(z,t,u) have the same sign as o + u so similarly we can consider

= ¢+ u and show ¢ > —u in Q x (0,T). Hence we have |u| < ¢ in Q x (0,T). O



Remark. In fact, we can use similar arguments to show the uniqueness of solutions of [@). Suppose
uy, ug are two solutions of [@). Let & :=wuy —uy. Then @ =0 in Qe X (0,T), =0 att =0 and

O+ (=AU + a(z,t,ur) — a(x, t,uz) =0
in Q2 x (0,T). Since a(z,t,u1) — a(x,t,us) has the same sign as 4, we can show that
E'(t) = =2(0u(t),a” (t)) = 2((=A)°a(t),u (t)) + 2(a(x, t,u1) — a(z, t,us),a (t)) <0

where E(t) := ||11_(t)||%2(9) as before to conclude that uy > us. Similarly we consider @ = us — uy
to prove ug > uy. Hence uy = us.

In particular, we conclude that (Il) has a unique solution.

4 The inverse problem

The well-posedness result in the previous section ensures that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map
Aag = (—A)*ulg, x(0,1)

is well-defined at least for regular and small g.

Remark. It has been shown that the knowledge of A, is equivalent to the knowledge of the non-local
Neumann operator Nsu (see for instance, [12]), which is defined by

Nou(t)(z) :== cp S/Q u)(@) = u)(y) dy, x€Q,te(0,T).

“Jo T —ul

Recall that for the inverse problem for the classical semi-linear parabolic operator (see for instance,
[T])]), the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map was defined by

At g = Ouulpax(o,1)
where Oy u is the classical Neumann derivative associated with the initial boundary value problem

Ou — Au+alz,t,u)=0 Qx(0,T)
u=g 00 x(0,T)
u=0 Qx{0}.

Hence our inverse problem can be viewed as a natural non-local analogue of the classical problem.

We will apply the linearization scheme, which enables us to use the Runge approximation
property for the linear fractional parabolic operator to deal with the inverse problem for the semi-
linear fractional parabolic operator.



4.1 Linearization

For g € C2°(Qe x (0,T)) and small A > 0, we use ug to denote the solution of the linear problem
(@) and we use uy 4 to denote the solution of the semi-linear problem

ou+ (—AYu+a(z,t,u)=0 Qx(0,7T)
u=2Ag Q. x(0,T) (10)
u=0 R" x{0}.

Proposition 4.1. Let vy 4 :=ug — “5:2. Then limy_ovxy = 0 in L>(Q x (0,7)).

Proof. Note that vy, =01in Q. x (0,T) and

1
Org + (—A) v g = Xa(:v, t,Uxg)

in Q x (0,7). By the Proposition 3.3, we have

T
||UA,g||L°° < X”a(xvtauA,g)”L“’(QX(O,T))

and [[ux gl|ze < Allgl|L= (. x(0,7)) 50

m
br+1
lloxgllze < Ty N*[law (@, t)l[2=|lgl17F o, 0.1
k=1

which implies ||vy 4||z — 0 as A — 0. O

4.2 Proof of the main theorem
Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.
Proof. Since we have the assumption
Aa<1)9|W2x(o,T) = Aa<2>9|W2x(o,T)

for small g € C°(W; x (0,T)) and u&l)g = u(f)g = \g in Q. x (0,T), for each ¢t we have
sp (1 2 1 2
(AP @) —ul) W, =0, (sl —ui?))(E)le, =0

for g € C*(Wy x (0,T)) and small A\ > 0 so Proposition 2.3 implies ug\lzl = uf?} =: uy4 in
R™ x (0,T). Hence we have ‘ ‘

a® (@, t,ung(2,t)) = a(2)(x, t,ung(x,t))

(@i (2,1) — af? (2, 1)) Jur o[ ury = R (2,8, urg) — R (2,8, ur ) (11)
in  x (0,T) where
R§i) (x,t,2) = Z ag)(x,t)|z|b’“z.
k=j+1

10



Now note that ) , )
lat” (2, ) — af (2, 8)] 57 || L2 ax 0.1

_1 u
< a2, 1) — 0@, 01T (1 = 22 0.1

1 1
+X|||a§1)($a t) — agz)(wa )17 uy gl L2x (0,1))

1 2 1 Uy,
< o (@,8) = o 2, O T [l 11 = 22| 207

1 1
+ 3l (@, 1) = af? (2, )5 wr gl 2@ 0.m))- (12)
For given § > 0, by Proposition 2.4 we can choose g € C°(W; x (0,T)) s.t.
11— ugllL2@x0,1)) <0

and for this chosen g, we have
U, ¢
11— —)\q ll2(@x0,1) <26 (13)

for small A by Proposition 4.1. Since Proposition 3.3 implies that
|[ux,gllLe < )‘||g||L°°(QC><(O,T))7
by () we have
1 1 2 a1
et (@, 0) = af? (@ )1 s gl 2 ox 01
C s
< SR @t g) = By (@ us ) 57|z @x 0.
L PRy P b+l
< QN (a1 + e Nl ).
k=2
This inequality implies
1 1 2 1
Flllat" (,1) = af? (@ )] T T s glL2x 0.1 = 0
as A — 0. Then by (I2)) and ([I3]) we obtain

1 1
llai” (2,8) = i @ O 2@ 0.2y) < 28l ll0f” (2,8) =t (@ 7 o @ 07
Now we conclude that agl) = a§2) since ¢ is arbitrary.

Tteratively, once we have shown a§-1) = a;z) (1 <j<m' —1), we have

(als) (1) = al2) (. 1)) Jur g " un.g = R (2,8, ung) — RO (,t,ux o)

m/’

in  x (0,T). Also note that
1
al (@, ) — al2) (2, )] % || L2ax 0.1

11



2 U,
< lllay)(2,6) = a2 (@, O o1 = S22 x 0.1

1
|||a V@, ) — a2 (2, )" un || 2 x (0,1))-

For given 6 > 0, we can choose g € C°(W7 x (0,T)) s.t

u
1 - %HLHQX(O,T)) <20

for small X\ and we also have

1
|||a ), t) — al2) (2, ) " T un gl L2 x 0.1)

< C1IRD (@1, RO, t,up )|
=3 IIRE) (,t,ung) — RO (@, t, ung)| " || oo (¢ (0,7
e e 57T wEST bk++11
<Oy AT (a1 + Ha@ N gl ™).
k=m/+1

Now let A — 0. Then we get

1
1162, ) — al) (2, )" || 2oy < 2011168 (@, 1) — al) (@, )] "7 || o e (0.1

1) (2)

Now we conclude that a,,; = a,; since ¢ is arbitrary. |
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