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AN INVERSE PROBLEM FOR SEMILINEAR EQUATIONS INVOLVING
THE FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN

PU-ZHAO KOW, SHIQI MA, AND SUMAN KUMAR SAHOO

ABSTRACT. Our work concerns the study of inverse problems of heat and wave equations
involving the fractional Laplacian operator with zeroth order nonlinear perturbations. We
recover nonlinear terms in the semilinear equations from the knowledge of the fractional
Dirichlet-to-Neumann type map combined with the Runge approximation and the unique
continuation property of the fractional Laplacian.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

We investigate inverse problems for heat and wave equations involving the fractional
Laplacian operator with zeroth order nonlinear perturbations. The study of inverse prob-
lems involving the fractional Laplace began with the work [GSU20] by Ghosh, Salo and
Uhlmann. In [GSU20], they proposed and proved a Calderén type inverse problem for a
linear fractional Laplace operator. The Calderén problem was initiated by Calderdén in his
work [Cal06] for non-fractional Laplace equations. There is ample amount of literature avail-
able on the non-fractional Calderén problem and we refer the readers to the survey [Uhl09].
The key tool for studying fractional type of inverse problems is the Runge approximation
property, which is a consequence of the fractional unique continuation property (fUCP),
ie. if u = (—A)%u = 0 in certain open set, then u = 0 everywhere. Utilizing these tools,
inverse problems involving fractional operators have been greatly investigated by numerous
authors in recent years. We refer readers to [GRSU20, LL22a,1.022,Li21, Lin20, L1.22b] for
some recent works involving inverse problems for fractional semilinear elliptic equations.

Compared to the study of inverse problems involving fractional order operators, the
study of inverse problems involving nonlinear terms goes back to Isakov [Isa0l] and has
been under extensive study in the literature. In [Isa0l] he studied the nonlinear inverse
problems for elliptic and parabolic equations using first order linearization techniques. In
[LLLS21] the authors successfully implemented higher order linearization techniques to solve
inverse problems for elliptic equations involving power type nonlinearity. In the higher
order linearization, the idea is to use product of the solutions of “free equation” Au = 0
(i.e. only principal operator, no lower order term is attached). It was observed that using
non-linearity as a tool one can solve certain inverse problems which are not available for
linear case. The method was also used to solve several nonlinear inverse problems including
partial data [KU20b, KU20a, HL.22] and Riemannian manifolds [FO20, FLL.21, LLST22].
Inverse problems related to more general nonlinearities we refer [CFK*21, MU20] and the
references cited there.

The study of inverse problems related to semilinear wave equations with quadratic non-
linearity started with the fundamental work [KLUI18] by Kurylev, Lassas and Uhlmann.
In [KLU18] the authors used propagation of non-linear interaction of non smooth plane
waves having conormal singularities. Then in [FO22] authors used wave packet (sometimes
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it is also called quasimode construction) construction to solve certain non-linear hyperbolic
inverse problems. This helps to avoid the need to use microlocal analysis techniques. For a
comparison between these two methods mentioned above we refer [HUZ21]. Inverse prob-
lems for nonlinear parabolic equations have been well studied. We refer [LOST22, FKU22]
and the references therein for more results.

Motivated by the works mentioned above, in this article we consider an inverse problem
for nonlinear fractional parabolic equations. Fractional parabolic equations have applica-
tions in random processes [BBCK09]. We study the fractional type heat equations as well
as the fractional type wave equations, and we start with the heat equation first.

Let n > 1 be a non-negative integer and 0 < s < 1. Let € be a bounded Lipschitz domain
in R” and Q¢ := R"\ Q. Let W be any bounded Lipschitz domain in Q¢. Let u = u(t, x)
satisfy the following fractional diffusion equation with nonlinear term ¢ = ¢(¢, z, 2):

Ou(t,z) + (—A)*u(t,z) + q(t,z,u(t,z)) =0 in Qp=(0,T) x £,

u(t,z) = f(t,x) in Q% =(0,T) x Q°, (1.1)

u(0,2) =0 Vo €,
for certain appropriate exterior data f = f(t,z) € C*(Wr), where Wy = (0,T) x W
and C2°(-) denotes the space of smooth compactly supported functions on their domain
of definition. Here, the fractional Laplacian (—A)® is defined via the Fourier transform:
F((—A)*0)(&) == [€*6(¢) for all ¢ € R", where & = Fv is the Fourier transform of

distribution v. Given any open sets V and W in Q¢ we define the DN-map corresponding
to (1.1) as follows:

A}q‘eat(f) = (—A)Su|VT for all “sufficiently small” f € C°(Wr), (1.2)

where u is the unique solution of (1.1), see Proposition 2.10. We now state the assumptions
on the coefficient under which we state and prove our main results.

Assumptions 1.1. Let C*(-) be the space of k-times continuously differentiable functions
for all integers k > 0. Assume that the function q(t,z, z) satisfies following conditions.
(Q.1) For each (t,z) € (0,T) x Q, the mapping z — q(t,x,z) is in C"F1((=6,6)).
(Q.2) q(t,z,0) =0 for all (t,x) € Q.
(Q.3) There exists a non-decreasing function ® : (—6,0) — Ry such that

sup  [0.q(t,x, 2)| < P(e)
(tyx)GQTy‘Z‘SE

for all 0 < e < 6 and lime_,o ®(e) = 0.
(Q4) Given any k =2,3,--- ,m + 1, there exists My, (depending on k) such that

sup 0%q(t, z,2)| < M. (1.3)

With these assumptions on the coeflicient, the following is our first main result:

Theorem 1.1 (Global uniqueness from DN-map). Choose any n € N and 0 < s < 1. Let
Q C R"™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Let W,V C Q¢ be any open sets, both with Lipschitz
boundary, satisfying VNQ =0 and WNQ = 0. Fiz an integer m > 2 and a positive number
d > 0. Assume that each q; (j = 1,2) satisfies (Q.1)-(Q.4). Then there exists a constant
€0 = €o(n,s,Q,T,0) such that, if

Agr™ (F) = Ag™ (f) - for all f € C(Wr) satisfying || fllex < @,
where the norm || - |lext s defined in (2.2) below, then we have

8§q1(t,x,0) = 3fq2(t,x,0) V(t,x) € Qp, k=0,1,2,--- ,m. (1.4)
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Additionally, if we assume z — q(t,x, z) is analytic for (t,x) € Qp, then we have
@ (t,x,2) = q@2(t,x,z) V(t,x) € Qp, Vz € 1.

Following the ideas from [GRSU20], one can strengthen above result and recover the
coefficients based on a finite dimensional data set. Our next corollary is related to a single
measurement result for linear fractional Laplace equation, which can be proved by examining
carefully the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 1.2 (Recovery of m-jet from m-dimensional measurements). Suppose the as-
sumptions in Theorem 1.1 hold. We further assume that for j = 1,2

9%q;(-,0) € C°(Q) is independent of time variable t.
Fix any g1, ,gm € C(Wr) such that gi(to,-), -+ ,gm(to,-) Z 0 for some ty € (0,T).
Then A}qlleat(elgl + -t €ngm) = Agfat(qgl + o+ €mGm), for all sufficiently small €; > 0
(j=1,---,m), implies (1.4).
In this article, we also take into consideration a nonlinear inverse problem for fractional
wave equations in one spatial dimension. Let u = u(t, x) satisfy

O?u(t,r) + (—A)su(t,z) + q(t,z,u(t,z)) =0 in Qp,
u(t,x) = f(t,x) in QF, (1.5)
u(0,z) = du(0,x) =0 for all = € Q,

for certain appropriate exterior data. We can define the following hyperbolic DN-map
corresponding to (1.5) as follows:

AFE(f) = (—A)su|VT for all “sufficiently small” f € C°(Wr),

where v is the unique solution of (1.5), see Proposition 5.4 for the well-posedness. The
following result can be proved adapting the similar ideas:

Theorem 1.3 (Global uniqueness from DN-map). Let n = 1 and 1/2 < s < 1. Let
Q C R be a bounded open set, let W,V C Q¢ be any open sets satisfying V N Q = )
and W N Q = 0. Fiz any integer m > 2 and a positive number 6 > 0. Assume that qj
(i =1,2) satisfy (Q.1)—(Q.4). Then there exists a constant €y = €y(s,Q,T,0) such that, if
AZe(f) = AGEve(f) for all f € C°(Wr) satisfying (2.2), then we have (1.4). Additionally,
if we assume z :— q(t,x, z) is analytic for (t,x) € Qpr then we have

@(t,x,z) = q2(t,x,z) V(t,x) € Qp, Vz € 1.
The next corollary is analogous to Corollary 1.2.

Corollary 1.4 (Recovery of m-jet from m-dimensional measurements). Suppose the as-
sumptions in Theorem 1.3 hold. We further assume that

9%q;(-,0) € C°(Q) is independent of time variable t.

Fiz any g1, ,gm € CZ°(Wr) such that gi(to,-), -+, gm(to,) # 0 for some to € (0,T).
If AJ™C(e1g1 + -+ + €mgm) = AYe(e1g1 + -+ + €mgm) for all sufficiently small e; > 0
(j=1,---,m), then we conclude (1.4).

There are only a few work available in the literature about the inverse problems for
fractional heat equations as well as fractional wave equations. To motivate our work, we
mention several closely related ones. In [Li21], the author solved certain inverse problems
for fractional type heat operators, however the assumptions on the nonlinear term in [Li21]
are different from ours. Then in [KLW21], the authors studied an inverse problem involv-
ing fractional wave equation, while in [LLL21], the authors solved an inverse problem for
hyperbolic systems.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We discuss the forward problem of the
fractional diffusion equation in Section 2. We prove a Runge approximation for the fractional
diffusion equation in Section 3. With these tools at hand, Section 4 is dedicated to the proof
of Theorem 1.1. Finally, we investigate Theorem 1.3 in Section 5. To make our paper self-
contained, we also present the proof of the well-posedness of the linear fractional diffusion
equation (Proposition 2.2) in Appendix A. Then in Appendix B we discuss the issue of
considering Theorem 1.3 in one spatial dimension.

2. THE FORWARD PROBLEM FOR THE FRACTIONAL DIFFUSION EQUATION

In this section, we prove several preliminaries that will be useful in this work.

2.1. Fractional Sobolev spaces. We use notations for fractional Sobolev spaces as in
[KLW21]. To make the paper self-contained, we give brief introductions to them. For
a € R, denote as H*(R™) the standard L2-based fractional Sobolev spaces, which is defined
via Fourier transform [DNPV12,Kwal7,Stel6]. For s € (0,1), in fact

H*(R") = {u € L*(R") | |u|()7u(y)| € L*(R" xR™)} (as sets)

yl2*

with equivalent norm: ||uH%{S(Rn) = HUHL?(Rn) + [u]is(Rn), where

// Ju(w) = uly) I dx dy. (2.1)
i = ([ T

Here, (2.1) is called the Aronszajn-Gagliardo-Slobodeckij seminorm, see [DNPV12, equa-
tion (2.2)] for reference.
Let € be any open set in R”, and let o € R. We define the following Sobolev spaces:

HY(0) := {u|g|u € H*(R™)}, H(0) := closure of C2°(0) in H*(R™)
HE(0) := closure of C°(0) in H*(0), Hy; := {u € H*(R") | supp (u) C 0}.
The Sobolev space H*(0) is complete under the quotient norm
ul| ooy :=inf { |vl|lga@n) | v € H*(R") and v|p =u }.
It is easy to see that H*(&) C H(0), and that H is a closed subspace of H*(R"). If ©

is a bounded Lipschitz domain, then we also have following identifications (with equivalent
norms):

o)

H(Q) = HS, (HS) = H*(Q) and (H*(Q)) = H-* Va €R,
H*(Q) = HS = H(Q) ¥V—1/2<s<1/2,

see e.g. [GSU20, Section 2A], [McL00, Chapter 3], and [Tri02]. Next following [Eval0,
Chapter 5], we define time dependent fractional Sobolev space for all integers p > 1 denoted
by LP((0,T); H®*). Then the exterior norm of f € C>°(Wr) is given by

1112t = 11 oo 0, e e yynoe gy + (=2 Fll72 (009 (22)

Moreover, for any measurable set A C R™ we use the following notations:

(f.9)r2 /fgdx (F,G)12(ap) ._/ /Fdedt
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2.2. Well-posedness for the linear equation. We state the well-posedness of the linear
fractional diffusion equation. Let T' > 0, s € (0,1), and a = a(t,z) € L*(Qr), and we
consider the following initial-exterior value problem:
O+ (=AY +a)u=F in Qr,
u=f in QF, (2.3)
u=¢ in {0} x R",
where f €~C§°(WT) for some open set with Lipschitz boundary W C Q. satisfying WNQ = 0,
and p € HY(Q) = { ¢ € L2(R") ‘ suppy C Q } Setting v := u — f, we then consider the
following linear equation with zero exterior data:
(O + (=AY +aw=F in Qr,
v=20 in QF, (2.4)
v=1¢ in {0} x R",
where F = F — (—A)*f. Now it suffices to study the well-posedness of (2.4).
Define functions v : [0,7] — H*(Q2) and F : [0,T] — L?(Q2) by
[v(®)](x) == v(t,z), [F)|(x):=F(tz) for (t,z) e [0,T] x R™ (2.5)
Let (-,-) be the duality pairing on H~5(Q) @ H*(2). Multiplying (2.4) by any ¢ € H*(Q)
gives
(v'(t),9) + Blo, ¢ 1] = (F(1), )21 for 0<t < T,
where Blv, ¢; ] is the bilinear form given by
Blv, ¢;t] := / (=)0 (t)(=A)*2¢pdx + / a(t,-)v(t)pde.
n Q
Definition 2.1 (Weak solutions). We say that v is a weak solution of (2.4), if
(a) v € L*(0,T; H*(Q)) and v € L2(0,T; H5(Q)); )
(b) (V'(t),8) + Blv, ;1] = (F(t), ¢)12(q) for all ¢ € H*(Q2) for (almost) all 0 < ¢ < T
(c) v(0) = ¢,
where v and F are defined according to (2.5).
Proposition 2.2 (Well-posedness). Given any n € N and 0 < s < 1. Let & C R" be a

bounded Lipschitz domain in R™. Let a € L™(Qr). For any F € L*(Q7) and ¢ € HO(Q),
there exists a unique weak solution v of (2.4) and satisfies the following estimate:

HUH%OO(O,T;LQ(Q)) + HUHiQ(QT;f{S(Q)) + HatUH%?(O,T;H*S(Q)) < C(H‘PH%%Q) + HFH%%QT)) (2.6)

for some constant C = C(n,s, T, |lal|z~p)). If we further assume ¢ € H3(Q), then

v e L®0,T; H(Q)) and o € L*(Qr). In this case, the unique weak solution also satisfies
the following estimate:

w1003 < CUPIR g + I FI0,) (27)

for some constant C' = C(n, s, T, ||al| L= q,))-

ol

The proof of Proposition 2.2 is analogous to the standard well-posedness proof of the
classical diffusion equation. However, for completeness, we present a proof in Appendix A.

Corollary 2.3. Gwen anyn € N and 0 < s < 1. Let Q@ C R" be a bounded Lipschitz
domain in R™, and W C Q° be any open set with Lipschitz boundary satisfying W NQ = (.
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Let a € L=®(Q7). Then for any F € L*>(Qr), ¢ € H(Q), and f € C(Wr), there exists a
unique weak solution uw = v+ f of (2.3) satisfying

Ju — f”%OO(O,T;L?(Q)) + [lu — inQ(O’T;f{s(Q)) + 10k (u — f)”%?(QT;H—S(Q))
< C(H‘PH%%Q) +[|F - (—A)SfH%%QT))

for some constant C = C(n, s, T,||a|r~(q.))- If we further assume ¢ € H3(Q), then the
unique weak solution u also satisfies the following estimate:

= Pz + 100220y < Oy + IF = (“AV FlBagry)  (28)
for some constant C = C(n, s, T, ||lal|p~(q,))-

We skip the proof of Corollary 2.3 as it is a straightforward consequence of Proposition 2.2.

2.3. Maximum principle for the linear equation. Modifying the ideas in [LL19, Propo-
sition 3.1] or [RO16, Proposition 4.1], we can obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 2.4 (Maximum principle). Given any n € N and 0 < s < 1. Let Q C R"™ be
a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™. Let a € L (7). Suppose that u € L?(0,T; H*(R™)) N
HY(0,T; L%(Q)) is a weak solution of (2.3). If F >0 in Qr, f >0 in QS%, ¢ > 0 in R",
then u > 0 in Q.

Proof. Let M be a real number which shall be determined later. We define
up(t,z) = e Mu(t, x), ap(t,z) := a(t,z) + M, Fy(t,z) .= e M F(t,2) in Qr,

2.9
fut,z) =e Mf(t,z) in Q5. (29)
We see that ujs satisfies
(O + (=A)* +ap)up = Frr  in Qp,
up = fmr in QF, (2.10)

up =@ on {0} x R".
We choose M = [|a]| 1o (), then aps > 0in Q7. Next we write uys = uj;—uy,, where uy, =
max{uys, 0} and uy, = max{—ups,0}. Since ups € L*(0,T; H*(R™))NH!(0,T; L*(R)), then
ui, € L2(0,T; HS(R™)) N H'(0,T; L?(R2)) and that

) =0Owun in {up <0},
Onluar) = {0 in {uy > 0}

Since upr = fur > 0 in %, hence uy; = 0 in Q%, which implies uy, € L*(0,T; H(Q)) N
H'Y(0,T; L*(Q)). Testing the first equation of (2.10) by u},, we have

0 < (Fum(t),up,(t))r2() (because Fiy > 0 and uy, > 0 in Qr)

= / (Bpunr (1)) uy, (t) da + / (—A)3up(t)(—A) 2wy, (t) de + / ayr(t, Yupruy, do
Q R™ Q

— -5 [P de) + [ (-a)uan-a) puy e~ [ au(t )y o

for all 0 < ¢ < T. In [LL19, Proposition 3.1] or [RO16, Proposition 4.1], they showed that

|2

[S1[7

(V1)

upr(t)(—A)2uy,(t)dz <0 forall 0 <t <T.
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Combining the preceding two inequalities, we then conclude % ( Jo luy (6)*dz) < 0 holds
true for all 0 <t < T'. Since u,; = 0 on R" x {0} (because ¢ > 0 in R™), then we conclude
Jo luy(®)]2dz =0 for all 0 < ¢ < T, which completes our proof. O

Corollary 2.5 (Comparison principle). Given anyn € N and 0 < s < 1. Let Q CR" be a
bounded Lipschitz domain in R"™, and let a € L (Qr). Let uy and ug be weak solutions of

(815 + (—A)S + a)uj = Fj mn Qr,

u]' = fj m Q%,

=9 on {0} x R",
forj=1,2. If F1 > F> in Qp, fi1> fainQ%, @1 > @ inR", then up > ug in Qr.
Proof. By applying Proposition 2.4 with uw = uy — us9, this can be proved immediately. [

Remark 2.1. Proposition 2.4 as well as Corollary 2.5 also imply the uniqueness part of
Proposition 2.2 and Corollary 2.3.

2.4. L°°-bounds of solutions of the linear equation. For our purposes, we require the
following L*°-bound estimate, which can be found in [Li22, Proposition 3.3

Proposition 2.6. Given anyn € N and 0 < s < 1. Let © C R" be a bounded Lipschitz
domain in R™, and let a € L>=(Qr). Suppose that u € L*(0,T; H*(R™)) N H(0,T; L*(Q))
is a weak solution of

O+ (=AY +a)u=F in Qp,
u=f in QF,
u=20 on {0} x R™,

with F € L*(Qr) and f € L=(QF). Then [lul[r=@z) < C([fllre@s) + [Fllze@q)), for
some constant C = C(n,s,T,<Q, HGHLOO(QT))-

To make our paper more self-contained, here we sketch the proof of Proposition 2.6. The
following lemma can be found in [LL19, Lemma 3.4] (with a = 0) or [RO16, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 2.7 (Elliptic barrier). Given any n € N and 0 < s < 1. Let 2 be a bounded
Lipschitz domain in R™. There exists a function ¢ = ¢(x) € C°(R™) such that

(=A¥p>1 in Q, ¢>0 inR" ¢<C in Q, forsome constant C = C(n,s, Q).
If we define ®(t,z) := el¢(x), we immediately obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 2.8 (Parabolic barrier). Given anyn € N and 0 < s < 1. Let Q be a bounded
Lipschitz domain in R™. There exists a function ® € C°([0,T] x R™) such that

O+ (AP >1 in Qpr >0 in [0,T)xR", &<C in Qp,
for some constant C' = C(n,s, T, Q).

Using the barrier in Corollary 2.8, we now can obtain the following L*-bound for the
solution of (2.3).

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Using the functions given in (2.9) with M = ||a|p(q,), we know
that

(Bt + (—A)S + aM)uM =Fy in QT,

uy = fmr in QF,

up =0 on {0} x R™,
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with ap > 0. Let v(t,z) == || fml| o (g + [[Fm | Lo (¢, 2) = 0in [0,T) x Q, where @
is the barrier given in Corollary 2.8. We see that

O + (=A)° +an)v = (O + (=A8)°)v = [ Farll e 07 (0 + (=2)")@ > || Far[| oo p)
>FFy =F(0+ (A +ap)upyr in Q.

Moreover, we also have

(&s—i—(—A)s—i-aM)(viuM) >0 in Qp
vkuy =vx fur > || fullpeg) £ fu 20 in QF (2.11)
vEuy=v>0 on {0} x R".

Combining relations in (2.11), and Proposition 2.4, we see that v > f+uy; in Qp, which
further implies that [[ur|[or) < [0]lze@r) < [[fmllze@z) + CllFMm | Lo @y, where C' =
C(n,s,T,Q) is the constant given in the Corollary 2.8. Finally, utilizing

Ju(t, )| = eMups(t, 2)| < e 12O lup|| po oy in Qo
Far(t,2)] = e MF (4, 2)] < [[Fllp ) in Or,
[t 2)] = M) < 1l e in 05
we conclude the proof. O

We skip the proof of the following well-posedness result as it follows from combining
Corollary 2.3 and Proposition 2.6.

Proposition 2.9. Given anyn € N and 0 < s < 1. Let Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz
domain in R"™, let W C Q¢ be any open set with Lipschitz boundary satisfying W N Q2 = 0.
Then for any F € L*(Qr) and f € C°(Wr), there exists a unique weak solution u of

O+ (=AY +a)u=F in Qr,
f in QF,
0 in {0} x R™,

—~

g =
I

satisfying
HUH%OO(QT;HS(R"))OLOO(R%) + 10l Z2 )
< C(I1F ey + I 1o 0,7 s Rz ey + (=2 FlIZ20py)
for some constant C' = C(n, 5, T, HGHLOO(QT)a Q)

2.5. Well-posedness for the nonlinear equation. We now state the well-posedness of
(1.1) for small exterior data:

Proposition 2.10. Given any n € N and 0 < s < 1. Let Q C R™ be a bounded Lip-
schitz domain in R™, and W C Q¢ be any open set with Lipschitz boundary satisfying
W NQ = 0. Fizving any parameter 6 > 0. Assume that q satisfies (Q.1)-(Q.3). Then
there exists a sufficiently small parameter éy = €y(n,s,Q,T,8) > 0 such that the following
statement holds: Given any f € C*(Wr) with ||f|lext < €0, there exists a unique solution
w e L>(0,T; H*(R™)) N L>®(R%) of (1.1) with

l[ull oo (0,152 (Rry) Lo (R2) < Ol fllext (2.12)
for certain constant C' = C(n,s,T,).

Remark 2.2. In order to prove Proposition 2.10, we only need g to be Cl-smooth in z
variable. However to recover m-th jet of ¢ we need to assume (Q.1).
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Remark 2.3. In [MBRS16, Theorem 11.2], they showed that there exist infinitely many
solutions w; to

(=A)’wj + q(z,wj) + h(z) =0 in Q,

w; =0 in Q¢
such that ||w;| gsgn) — o0 as j — oo. Therefore, the smallness assumption on f seems to
be necessary to ensure the uniqueness of the solution to (1.1).

Proof of Proposition 2.10. Step 1: Initialization. Given any f € C2°({2r), from Proposi-
tion 2.9, there exists a unique solution ug = ug(t, x) of

Oy 4+ (A )u=0 in Qp,

ug = f in QF,
w =0 in {0} x R,
with
[uoll Lo (0,115 ®n )L ®e) < CllSf [lext, (2.13)

for some constant C' = C'(n, s,T,Q). If u is a solution of (1.1), then the remainder function
v = u — ug satisfies
(0 + (=A)%)v = F(v) = —q(t, z, (v + uo)(t,2)) in O,
v=20 in QF, (2.14)
v=0 in {0} x R™.
Again, using Proposition 2.9, given any F = F(t,z) € L*(Qr), there exists a unique
solution SF € L*(0,T; H*(2)) N L*=°(R},) of
(O + (=A))SF =F in Qp,
SF=0 in QF, (2.15)
SF=0 in {0} x R",
with HSFHLOO(O,T;f{S(Q))mLOO(Rg) < COf|F||po (@pfor some constant C' = C(n,s,T,(2). In
other words, the solution operator
S:L>®(Qr) — L>(0,T; H*(Q)) N L>=(R}) (2.16)
of (2.15) is a bounded linear operator.
Step 2: Contraction. Let € = || f||ext, and we define
Xe = {v e L®(0,T; H*(Q)) N L™ (R}) | 10l oo (0.5 15 (@)= ey < €7
We first show that
SoF(v) e X, forall veX. (2.17)
Given any v € X, using (2.13), we know

HUO + UHLOO(OJ";]ZIS(Q))QLOO(R%) < Ce. (218)

By choosing éy = éy(n, s, 2, T,9) > 0 to be sufficiently small, we can guarantee that 2Ce <
2C¢y < 4. From (Q.1) and (Q.2), by using the mean value theorem, we can find a function
0 < ({(t,z) <1 such that

.7:(2})(75, x) = Q(t’ €, (UO + U)(t’ x)) - Q(t’ T, 0)
= 0.q(t,z, (C(ug +v))(t,2)) (uo +v)(t,z), forall z € Q. (2.19)

Therefore, using (Q.3), combining (2.18) and (2.19), we obtain [|F(v)|| e () < ®(Ce)|lug+
Vzoomn)y < C®(Ce)e. Using (2.16), we then obtain [|S o }-(U)HLoo(o,T;HS(Q))mLOO(Rg) <



SEMILINEAR EQUATION FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN 10

C ®(Ce) e. Since ® is non-decreasing, using the assumption (Q.3),~and by choosing a smaller
€0 = €0(n,5,9Q,T,8) > 0, we can assure that ®(Ce) < ®(Cé&) < C~ !, and can obtain

|So ‘7:(1))||L00(07T;]~JS(Q))QL00(R%) <e, (2.20)

which concludes (2.17).
We next show that

S o F is a contraction on X.. (2.21)
Let v1,v9 € X, similar to (2.18), we have
lluo +vj“LOO(O,T;ﬁS(Q))ﬂLOO(R%) < Ce forall j=1,2. (2.22)

From (Q.1), by using the mean value theorem, we can find a function 0 < {(¢,z) < 1 such
that

f(vl)(t’x) - ]:(UQ)(t’x) = Q(t’x’ (UO + Ul)(t’x)) - Q(t’x’ (UO + 1)2)(7f,$))

= 0.q(t, x, (C(uo 4+ v1) + (1 = ¢)(uo + v2))(t, ) (v1 — v2)(t, ).
(2.23)

Using (2.22), we know that
[¢(uo 4+ v1) + (1 = O(uo + v2)[| Lo rn) < Ce < C6. (2.24)
Since C¢y < 0, using (Q.3), combining (2.23), we have
[F(v1) = Fv2)l| = og) < P(Co)[lvr — vall Lo (0r)
< &(Céo)llvr = vall oo 01715 (@) ()
Using (2.16), we then obtain
IS 0 F(v1) = 8 0 F(02)l| oo o175 (e ) < CRCE) V1 = V2]l poc (0 s (1) oe ()

Since ® is non-decreasing, using (Q.3), possibly choosing a smaller €y = éy(n,s,Q,T,J) > 0,
we can assure that ®(Cé) < $C~1, and we obtain

1
HS o ./—"(Ul) —So .F(Uz)”LDO(07T;HS(Q))QLDO(R%) < 5”?)1 - U2HL00(07T;I~{5(Q))QLOO(]R%)7

which concludes (2.21).

Step 3: Conclusion. From (2.17) and (2.21), by using the Banach fixed point theorem,
there exists a unique v € X, such that v = § o F(v), that is, there exists a unique v € X,
satisfying (2.14). Hence we know that u = v-+ug € L>(0,T; H*(Q))NL>(R%) is the unique
solution of (1.1). Moreover, from (2.13) and (2.20), we can conclude (2.12). O

3. THE RUNGE APPROXIMATION FOR THE FRACTIONAL DIFFUSION EQUATION

The following unique continuation property for (—A)® (see [GSU20]) is crucial for our
work.

Lemma 3.1 (Antilocality). Suppose u = (=A)*u = 0 in Orp, for some open set € C R",
then w =0 in RY.

The following Runge approximation property for the diffusion equation can be found in
[Li22, Proposition 2.4]. To make our paper self-contained, here we still present the proof.
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Proposition 3.2. Given any n € N and 0 < s < 1. Let Q C R" be a bounded Lipschitz
domain in R™, let W C Q¢ be any open set with Lipschitz boundary satisfying W N Q = (.
Fizing any a € L*(Qr). For each f € C°(Wr), let Pof € L>(0,T; H*(R™)) N L>®(R%.) be
the unique solution (see Proposition 2.9) of

Oy + (=A)* +a(t,z))Paf =0 in Qp,

Paf - f mn Qs'w

Paof =0 on {0} x R™.
Then the set D := {Puflay | f € C(Wr)} is dense in L*(Q).

Proof. Using the Hahn-Banach theorem (see e.g. [Brell, Corollary 1.8]), we only need to
show the following: if v € L?(27) satisfies

(Paf,v)r2(0p) =0 forall feC(Wr),
then v = 0in Q7. By Proposition 2.2, there exists a unique w € L*(0,T; H*(R"))NL>*(R7.)

such that

O+ (=AY +a(T —t,z)w=v(T —t,x) in Qp,

—~

in QF,
on {0} x R™.

£

0
0

£

Define w(t,z) := w(T — t,x), then

(=0 + (=A)* 4+ a(t,z))w =v(t,z) in Qp,
w=0 in QF, (3.1)
w=0 on {T} x R™
We note that
(Paf,v) 2y = (Paf = f,0)r2(0p)  (because supp (f) N Qr = 0)
= (Paf = [, (=0 + (=A)° + a(t, ))w) 2(0y)
= —(Puf, 0rw) 20y + (Paf, aw) 20, (because supp (f) N Qr = )
+ (Paf = f,(=A)°w)2mny  (because supp (Pof — f) C Qr)
= ((Or + (=A)’ + a)Pof,w) r20p) — (s (—A) W) 12 (rn)
= —(f, (=A)°w)r2(wy)-

Combining this equality with (P.f,v)r2(q,) = 0, we obtain (f, (—=A)%w) 2w,y = 0 for all
f € CX(Wr), which implies (—A)*w = 0 in Wrp. Since w = 0 in Wy, using Lemma 3.1, we
conclude w = 0 in R%, and hence from (3.1), we conclude that v =0 in Q. (|

4. THE INVERSE PROBLEMS FOR THE FRACTIONAL DIFFUSION EQUATION

In this section we perform higher order linearizations to the nonlinear fractional diffusion
equation (1.1) as well as the DN map (1.2), which is also nonlinear. For each linearization
step we derive certain identities and combine them with the Runge approximation to recover
partial derivatives of ¢. We start with the zeroth order linearization.

4.1. Zeroth order linearization. Let u‘; be the unique solution of

0§ + (—A)*u§ + ¢;(uf) =0 in Qp,
u§ =€-g=eg1+-+emgm in QF, (4.1)

u§ = on {0} xR,
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where g = (g1, -+ ,9m) € (C°(Wrp))™. Since ¢; (j = 1,2) satisfies (Q.1)—(Q.3), there
exists a constant ¢y = €y(n,s,Q,7,d,g) > 0 with ¢¢ < €, where & is the constant
given in Proposition 2.10, such that the following statement holds: Given any € with
€] = maxi<x<m |€ex| < €o, there exists a unique solution u§ € L*(0,T; H*(Q2)) N L>(R7}) of
(4.1) with

”U}E'HLoo(o,T;Hs(Rn))mLoo(Rg) <CO(n,s,9Q,T,g,m)lel. (4.2)
Therefore, the corresponding DN-map is Ay, (€ - g) = (—A)SuﬂVT for all 0 < |e| < ¢p. We
now show that € — u$ is continuous in the following sense:

Lemma 4.1. The mapping € — u§ is continuous in L>(0, T} H*(Q)), that is,

lim

u§+0
|6|—0 | J

— U§|| oo (0,715 Rr)) Lo (R) = 0 for each €] < ep. (4.3)

Proof. Let 6 = (01,---,0p,) € R™ with 0] < |e[ and [e] + [0] < 9. We define dpu§ =

u§+9 — u$, and observe that

(O + (=A)%)dgus =G in Qr,

59u5 =0-g in QF,
du§ = on {0} x R",

where G = —qj(-,ue»‘LO

$77) 4 ¢;(+,u5). From Proposition 2.9, we know that

16625 || Lo (0,7 115 (= Lo mn) < C (1G] ) + 161)- (4.4)

Using mean value theorem on the z variable of ¢, there exists 0 < ((¢,z) < 1 such that
G =—0.q;( Cu?LO + (1 = Quf)deus in Qr. From (4.2), we know that

1Gus™® + (1 = Qus || oo (0,715 (me 2o (ry) < Cle|  (because 6] < e]).
Using (Q.3), we see that
1G] Lo (o) < P(CleDIdoufll > (ar) < P(CIeDNTouS | Lo (0,115 ()L 1)
Substituting this inequality into (4.4), we obtain
1862 || Loo (0,73 1= (R e Ry < CR(CleN)|160US || Lov (0,715 (Rm)) Lo (R + C16)].
Since ® is non-decreasing, using the assumption (Q.3), and possibly by choosing a smaller

constant ey = eo(n, s, T,0,g,m) > 0, we can assure ®(Cle|) < ®(Cep) < 3CL, thus
H59u§HLoo(O,T;Hs(Rn))mLoo(R%) < 2C0|, which implies (4.3). This completes the proof. O

By setting € = 0 in (4.1), we obtain

8tu? + (—A)Su? + qj(-,u?) =0 in Qf,

u?zO in QF, u?zO on {0} x R.

From (4.2), we know that u? =0 in R7.
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4.2. First order linearization. Assuming the derivative 0, to (4.1) is well-defined, we
obtain
(O + (=A)" 4+ 024 (-, uf)) (O u§) = 0 in Qr,
Oe us = g1 in QF, (4.5)
O u =0 on {0} x R™.
Using (Q.3), we know that [0.q;(-,u$)||oy) < ®(Cep) < 1. Therefore, using Proposi-
tion 2.9, given any e with [e| < o, there exists a unique solution v§ € L>(0, T H*(Q)) N
L=(R%) to (4.5) with

HU;‘||Loo(o,T;Hs(Rn))mLoo(Rg) < Clg1lext- (4.6)

Here, vf is just a intermediate function which will be dropped after showing that aqu] is
well-defined.

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant €y = eg(n,s,Q,T,0,g,m) > 0 with 0 < ¢y < €, where
€o 1s given in Proposition 2.10, such that for each € with |€| < €y, we have
3 €
elllino [v5 = deyull oo 0,755 (RPN (R = 0,
rerel_ye
where d¢,u§ = ~-——— for all (t,x) € Qr, provided that || + |e1| < €o.

€1

Proof. Let € satisfies |e1| < |e| and |€| + |e1| < €p. Note that

(O + (=A)°)(v§ — b u§) = G1 in Qr,
(v — beuf) =0 in QF and on {0} x R",

€1 7

etejeq
with =Gy = B.q(-,uf)os — Lt 7o)

. From Proposition 2.9, we know that
105 = dex | Loo (0,771 )L ) < CllG1 Iz (2r)- (4.7)
Using the mean value theorem on the z variable of ¢, there exists 0 < ((¢,z) < 1 such that
—G1 = [0:4(-,u5) = 0205, Cu ™ + (1 = Q)us)v§
+ asz(', <u5+61el + (1 - C) ])[ 561”]]
Using mean value theorem on the z variable of 0,¢, there exists 0 < n(t,z) < 1 such that
—G1 = —(&2q(nu§ — (1 = n)(CuST + (1 = Qus)) (u§ T — uf)os
+ asz(', Cu;+€1el + (1 - C)uj)[ 561”]]
From (4.2) and |e;| < |e|, we have
s — (1= n)(CusT + (1 = Ou) || oo 0,731 @)L= @n) < Clel,
IGusTe + (1 = Q)us || oo (0,731 ®r))nLo= n) < Clel.
Hence, by (Q.3) and (Q.4), we know that
[co2a(nus — (1 = m)(CuS™ 1 + (1 = ) |y < Mo
1925 (-, Cu§ T + (1 = Quf) | oo () < B(Clel).
Hence, by using (4.6) we know that
1G1 1|z (7) < OMallgn flext[[u§ ™" — S| oo () + P(CleD|v5 — Gy ufl| oo (0rr)-



SEMILINEAR EQUATION FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN 14

Combining this with (4.7), we have
[vf — 561“?HLoo(o,T;f{s(Q))mLoo(Rg)
< CMa|lgiflextllus ™" = u§ |l Lo ) + P(ClENVS — e 6§ oo (o 1575 (2)) 10w (R -

Since @ is non-decreasing, using the limiting assumption of ® in (Q.3), possibly choosing a
smaller ey = €g(n, s, Q,T,0,9,m) > 0, we can assure that ®(Cle|) < %, and hence

1§ = Gey US| oo 0, 5 (e ey < CMallgnllexelluf ™ = u§l| oo (-

Finally, using Lemma 4.1, we conclude Lemma 4.2. U
Using (Q.4), we also see that O, uf|e=o satisfies
(8,5 + (—A)s)((?elu‘;\ezo) =0 in QT,
({96111,;’5:0 = 0g1 in Q%, (4.8)
Beluﬁe:o =0 on {0} x R™.

By uniqueness of solutions (see Proposition 2.9), we know that O, u§|e=0 = O, uS|e=oin Q7.
For later convenience, we simply denote

Oy U|e=0 = Oc U |e=0 = Oey uS|e—oin Q. (4.9)

In the next lemma we show that the information from DN-map can be passed to the
first-order linearized DN-map:

Lemma 4.3. If Ay, (f) = Ay, (f) for all f € C(Wr) with ||fllext < €, where & is the
constant given in Proposition 2.10, then there exists a constant ey = €o(n, s,Q,T,0,g,m) > 0
with 0 < €9 < €y such that

(—A)SaeluﬂVT = (—A)S(?Elu;‘VT for all e with |e| < ep. (4.10)
Proof. We have

H(_A)Saﬁlu§ B qu((e + 6161)6‘19) - qu (e-9) HLOO(O,T;H*S(V))
etere €
= ||(=A)*(9c,us — %1_%) HL°°(0,T;H_S(V))
ete €
< [(=A)* (e, us — %) HLOO(O,T;H—S(R”))
< CH(@lU; N U?Lel: - uj) HLOO(O,T;Hs(R"))'

From Lemma 4.2, we have
Aq]'((e +e1e1) - g) — Aq].(e g

)
HLOO (0,T;H=5(V))

slli£>n0 H(—A)5851u§ — - =0.
Combining this equality with the assumption A, = Ag4,, we conclude (4.10). U
4.3. Second order linearization. First of all, we recall (4.6):
H(?epu§HLoo(O,T;Hs(Rn))mLoo(R%) < CngHext for p= 1, 2. (411)

see Lemma 4.2. Acting a formal differential operator 0., on (4.5), we obtain
(O + (=4)° + 8245, 1)) (Oeruf)
2 € € € n QT’
+02¢;(+, u5) (O u§) (D, u§) = 0 (4.12)
Oeyepus =0 in Q% and on {0} x R™.
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Since the term 92¢;(-, u ) (0e, u5) (O, uf) is bounded in Qr, using Proposition 2.9, there exists

€1 ] €2 .]

a unique solution v§ € LOO(O,T, H*(Q)) N L®(R%) to (4.12) with

105 | Lo (0, 7)) Lo (R < Cl102; (-, u§) (De, ) (Oeyu§) || oo (02
< CMal|g1|]ext |92 ] ext- (using (Q.4) and (4.11)) (4.13)
Again, v§ is temporary notation, which will be dropped after showing 8€1€2u§ is well-defined.

We emphasize that we have already dropped vf, so this will not conflict with the one used
in Section 4.2.

Lemma 4.4. There exists a constant €y = eg(n,s,Q,T,0,g,m) > 0 with 0 < ¢y < €, where
€o 1s given in Proposition 2.10, such that for each € with |€| < €y, we have

hm ||”U]e - (562861 ]HLOO(OTHS(R")) Loo(]Rn) = O (414)
etegeg — . us

Beluj eq U
€2

where Je, 0, u§ = in Qp, provided |e| + |ea| < €.

Proof. Let ey satisfies |es| < |e| and |€| + |e2| < €p. Note that

(8t+(—A)s)( — 0e,0q,u5) = G2 in Qr,
— 0y O, S in QF and on {0} x R",

€1 .]

where
~Go = 0.5 (-, u§)v§ + 925 (-, u$) (Dey ) (Dey u§)

9.q;(-, €+5282)861u;+5262 - 0.45(-, j)a€1u§

€2
After some computation we can write —Gy = Go1 + Gog + Go3, where
ng = 5sz(' ue)[ 5 851u]]

02q; (- 2) ~ 0. (- us

) e+te
g22 o [a qj( ’ ])(8€2u]) €2 : ](a€1uj+ 262),
Gog = 02q;(-,u u$)Oe, u [851% a€1u§+e2e2]’

Note that [|v§ — e, ey u§ || oo (0,75 (R ))nLo (R2) < CllG2|| Loc ()~ Possibly choosing a smaller
€0, we have [|Ga1|rec(p) < %Hv]e — Oey Oy U§ || Lo (0,5 (Rn)) Lo (Ry,) - Using the mean value
theorem and Lemma 4.2, we know that lime, 0(||G22| Lo () + |G23 || oo (1)) = 0. We then
conclude (4.14) by using arguments similar to Lemma 4.2. O

Akin to Lemma 4.3, we next demonstrate the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. If Ay, (f) = Ay, (f) for all f € C(Wr) with ||f|lext < €, where & is the
constant given in Proposition 2.10, then there exists a constant ey = €o(n, s,Q,T,0,g,m) > 0
with 0 < €9 < €y such that

(—A)88€162uﬂVT = (—A)S(?EIEQUS{VT V € with |e| < €. (4.15)

Proof. Using similar arguments as in Lemma 4.3 (with Lemma 4.4), we can show that (4.10)
implies (4.15). Then we conclude the lemma by Lemma 4.3. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1 for m = 2. Using (Q.3) and (4.9), we know that O e,u§|e=o satisfies
(0 + (=A)")( 5152u5’5 0)

+0245(+, 0)(0e, ] e=0)(Oey ule—0) = 0
Dereru§le=0 = 0 in Q% and on {0} x R™

in Qp,
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Hence, we know that v := O, ¢, u$|e=0 — Oe e, uS|e=0 satisfies

(8t + (_A)S)v + (83971(" 0) - 83972(" 0))(661u€|€=0)(662u6|€:0) =0 in Qrp,
v=20 in Qf and on {0} x R™.

From Lemma 4.5, we know that (—A)SU|VT = 0. Since v = 0 in V7, using the unique
continuation property of the fractional Laplacian in Lemma 3.1, we conclude that v = 0.
Therefore, we know that

(83‘11('70) - 03(]2(-,O))(361216]5:0)(362216]5:0) = 0. (4.16)
Since g1, g2 € C°(Wr) are arbitrary, using (4.8) and the Runge approximation for fractional

diffusion equation in Proposition 3.2, we conclude 92q;(-,0) — 92g2(-,0) = 0 in Qr, which
proves Theorem 1.1 for m = 2. O

Proof of Corollary 1.2 for m = 2. Using the same argument as above, we reach (4.16):

(@21, 0) = 324a(-,0)) (Dey [ e=0) (D [ e=0) = 0 (4.17)
Using (4.8), the unique continuation property of the fractional Laplacian in Lemma 3.1 and
a simple contradiction argument, for each xy € €2, we can find a sequence {zy }reny C Q with
xp — xo and a sequence {tx}ren C (0,7") such that

Oy u|e=0(tk, ) #0 and  Oeyu|e=o(tk, k) # 0.
Therefore from (4.17) we know that 0%q1(zx,0) = 92¢a(x1,0) (here we have assumed that
02q1(-,0) and 9?go(-,0) are independent of t). Hence by continuity of 92q;(-,0), 92ga(-,0)
and the arbitrariness of zg € €, we conclude 92q;(-,0) — 0%¢2(-,0) = 0 in €, which proves
Corollary 1.2 for m = 2. O

4.4. Higher order linearization. For each 2 < p < m, we denote J(,) = 0, - 0,. By
repeating formal differentiations to the equation (4.12), we obtain the following p-th order
linearization

(0 + (—=2))D ) + 0y a; (- u§) =0 in Qp,
Ipyus =0 in Q% and on {0} x R™.

where we simply denote 9,y = 9, - - Oc,. By induction, we can verify

p—1
=2 (=1

where Ez(uj) is a generic notation (in order p linearization) signifying a combination of
the terms 0gu§ with multi-index e satisfying 1 < [a| < p — 1. The following facts can be
proved using strong induction on m:
(1) Functions d,yu$ € L>°(0,T5 H*(R™))N L>(R7) are well-defined for each 2 < p < m.
(2) There exists ey = €p(n, s,Q,T,d,g,m) > 0 with 0 < €9 < €y, where € is the constant
given in Proposition 2.10, such that

hglo H(?(p)uj - 5€p(9(p_1)u§\|Loo(07T;Hs(Rn))nLoo(R%) =0 forall 2 < D < m,
€p

e Oponul TP -0 yus . .
where d,0,-1yu§ = - in Qr, provided |e| + |ep| < €.
(3) Moreover, if Ay, (f) = Ag, (f) for all f € C(Wr) with || f]lext < €0, then we have
(—A)sa(p)uﬂVT = (—A)s(?(p)u§|VT for all 2 <p<m. (4.18)

Using the observations above, we are now ready to prove our main result.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. We prove by induction on m. We assume the following hypothesis:
92q1(-,0) = 9%q1(-,0) forall 2<p<m—1. (4.19)
Using (4.9), we see that

m—1 m
8(m)Qj('7 u;)’€:0 - 82%('7 O)a(m)uﬂezo + Z aﬁqj('v O)Tnl;(zé)‘ezo + ({921(]]‘(-, 0) H aﬁzue‘eio'
=2 =1

Using (4.19), we sce that > 77! Bq;(-, 0)TH (S| _, = St 9q;(-,0) T (us)| _,. Hence,
we know that v := 9 ufle=0 — m)usle=o satisfies

(O + (=A)")v + (97" q1(-,0) — 07 qa(+, 0) [T21 Oepufle=0 =0 in Qp

v=0 in Q% and on {0} x R™.
Using (4.18), we know that (—A)®v|y,. = 0. Since v = 0 in Vi, by using the unique con-
tinuation principle of the fractional Laplacian (see Lemma 3.1), we conclude that v = 0.

Hence, we know that (97"q1(-,0) —927"q2(+,0)) [ [/ Oc,ufle=0 = 0 in Q. Since g1, -+ , gm €

C°(Wr) are arbitrary, using (4.8) and the Runge approximation for the fractional diffu-
sion equation proved in Proposition 3.2, we conclude 07'q1(-,0) = 907°¢qa(+,0) in Qp. This
completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

5. ANALOGOUS RESULT FOR THE FRACTIONAL WAVE EQUATION

The following results can be proved by modifying the ideas in [KLW21, Corollary 2.2]
(or [Eval0, Chapter 7]), which we use later to prove the well-posedness of (1.5) with small
exterior data and to solve inverse problem as well.

Lemma 5.1. Given anyn € N and 0 < s <1. Let Q CR" be a bounded Lipschilz domain
in R", let W C QF° be any open set with Lipschitz boundary satisfying W N Q = 0. Let
a € L®(Qr). Then for any F € L*(Qr), f € C(Wr), v € HY(Q), p € H%(Q), there
erists a unique solution u of
(02 + (-AY +a)u=F in Qr,
u=f in QF, (5.1)
u=¢@, Ou=1 on {0} x R™
satisfying

lw = fllLoo 0,705 )y + 10| oo (0,72 (02))
< C(llell =) + 1l 2@ + I1F = (=A)° fllz204) (5.2)
for some constant C' = C(n, s, T, |lal| Lo ,))-

Remark 5.1. It is interesting to compare (5.2) with (2.8): both solutions (wave and dif-
fusion) have regularity L>°(0,7; H*(R™)). In [KLW21, Corollary 2.2], they only consider
the case when a is independent of time ¢. The existence of solutions can be proved using
exactly the same argument, but the proof of uniqueness result need extra care. In contrast
to [Eval0, Chapter 7], here we do not assume the W1°°(0,T; L°°(f2)) regularity for the
coefficient a.

Proof of uniqueness result of Lemma 5.1. Let u € L%(0,T; H*(R™)) N H*(0,T; L?(£2)) be
the solution of
(02 + (=AY +a)u=0 in Qp,
u=0 in QF, (5.3)
u=0mu=0 on {0} x R".
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We want to show that u = 0. Fix 0 <7 < T and set

(t.. ft Jdr if0<t<n,
v
’ ifn<t<T.

Then v(t,-) € H*(Q) for each 0 <t < T, and so

S S n
// (0%u) vdtdx—i—/ / )2u )wdtdx—i—// auv dtdx = 0. (5.4)

Since dyu(0) = v(n) =0 and Jpv = —u for all 0 <t <1, we see that

// (92 vdtde = — // (Opu)(Opv) dtdx—// (Opu)udtdr

2
— g | ]l dtd = S (5

Using the fact ;v = —u for all 0 < ¢ < 7, we also have

/n/ (=A)2u(=A)2vdtde = — /n/at
:——/%/ Ao dtde = [(~A)50(0, ey (56)

Since a € L*>(Qr), combining (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6), together with the Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev inequality (A.5), we obtain

tolm

(=A)2vdtdx

n
m&o%mn+wm»ﬁMD§CA(wmwmmﬁwmawémgw (5.7)

Let us write w(t fo -)d7. Since v(0,-) = w(n,-) and v(t, ) = w(n,-) —w(t,-), from
(5.7) we know that

n
lw(m, ). g + luln, i@ < /0 (lw(n, ) = w(t. N7z + lult,)Z2)) dt

n
smmm»mmn+4(ww»ﬁmn+mmw@m»w

Therefore, we can choose T7, which is independent of 7, such that

n
Wy + Moy < € [ (e + . M gey) &

for all 0 < n < Tj. Using the Gronwall’s inequality in [Eval0O, Section B.2], we know
that u(t,-) = 0 for all ¢t € [0,71]. Applying the same argument on the intervals [T, 27}],
[2T7, 3T1], etc., we conclude that u = 0. O

We need the following Sobolev embedding to obtain L ({27 )-regularity of the solution,
which is a special case of [DNPV12, Theorem 8.2]:

Lemma 5.2 ([DNPV12]). Letn =1 and 1/2 < s < 1. There ezists a constant C = C(s,)
such that || fllenay < CULF By + i) < Cllf oy, for any f € L2(Q) with o =

H5(Q)
(25 —1)/2.

Therefore, Lemma 5.1 implies the following result.
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Proposition 5.3. Letn=1and 1/2 < s < 1. Let Q C R be a bounded open set in R™, let
W C QF be any open set satisfying WNQ = 0. Leta € L=(Qr). Then for any F € L (1)
and f € C°(Wr), there exists a unique weak solution u of (5.1) satisfying
llull oo (0,715 (®1))nLoe (R F 106t oo 0,7 12(02))
< C(lell gs oy + 1912 + IF ]l 200
+ [ fll oo 0,755 1)Ao@y + 1(=A)° fllz2(2r)
for certain constant C' = C(s, T, ||a|| g (), 2)-

Using the same argument as in Proposition 2.10, we also can prove the well-posedness of
(1.5) for small exterior data:

Proposition 5.4. Let n = 1 and % < s < 1. Let Q C R be a bounded open set, let
W C Q¢ be any open set satisfying WNQ = 0. Fixz any parameter § > 0. Assume q satisfies
(Q.1)~(Q.3). There exists a sufficiently small parameter éy = éy(s,Q,T,0) > 0 such that the
following statement holds: Given any f € C°(Wr) with || fllext < €0, there ezists a unique
solution u € L*(0,T; H*(RY)) N L®(RY) of (1.5) with

[l oo (0,152 ®1 )AL ®Y) < Cll fllext (5.8)
for certain constant C' = C(s,T, ).

Finally, the inverse problem for the nonlinear fractional wave equation (1.5), i.e. Theo-
rem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4, can be proved using exactly the same idea as in Theorem 1.1
and Corollary 1.2, respectively, see Section 4.

APPENDIX A. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE LINEAR FRACTIONAL DIFFUSION EQUATION

A.1. Uniqueness of weak solution. We first prove the uniqueness of weak solution of
(2.3) as well as (2.4). It suffices to prove the following statement: If v a weak solution of

{(815 + (=AY 4+a)v=0 in Qp,

Al
v=20 in Q% and on {0} x R™. (A1)

then v = 0. Multiplying the first equation of (A.1) by v, we obtain

d 1
0= <Ulav> + B[U7U;t] = _(iHU(t)H%ﬁ(Q)) +B[’U,’U;t]

dt
> £ (o) - | ;
= dt'2 LQ(Q) aHLOO(QT)HU(t)HL2(Q)7
that is, % (Hv(t)H%Q(Q)) < 2Ha||Loo(QT)||'U(t)”%2(g). Using the Gronwall’s inequality in [Eval0,
Section B.2], we conclude Hv(t)H%Q(Q) =0 for all 0 < ¢ < T, hence u = 0. The uniqueness
is proved.

A.2. Existence of weak solution. Now it suffices prove that there exists a weak solution
of (2.4).

Step 1: Galerkin approximation. We now set up the Galerkin approximation for
(2.4). Similar to [KLW21, Appendix A], we consider an eigenbasis {wy, }ren associated with
the Dirichlet fractional Laplacian in a bounded domain 2. We normalize these eigenfunc-
tions so that

{wy}ren be an orthogonal basis in H*(£2),

{wg }ken be an orthonormal basis in LQ(Q).
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Given any fixed integer m € N, we consider the following ansatz:

= dy, (. (A.2)
k=1

Plugging the ansatz (A.2) into Definition 2.1(b), we obtain
(07, (1), W) £2(Q) + Blvm, wi; t] = (F(t),wk)Lz(Q) forall 0<t<T,
dF,(0) = (@, wr) r2()-

Note that (v],, wp)r2@) = (dF) (), Blom,wk;t] = Y= e¥(t)dk, (t) with the coefficients
k() := Blwg, wy; t]. This shows that d¥,(¢) satisfies the following linear system of ordinary
differential equation (ODE):

(dE) () + Y7, e ()dk (1) = (F(t),wk)LQ(Q) forall 0<t<T,
dy,(0) = (&, w) £2(0) -

(A.3)

Therefore, the standard ODE theory guarantees the existence and uniqueness of such d¥, (¢),
and thus (A.2) is a valid discretization of (2.4).
Step 2: Energy estimate. Multiplying (A.3) by d%,(¢), and summing over index
k=1,---,m, we have
(v, Vi) 2() + BlVm, v t] = (F, Vi) L2(Q)- (A.4)
The following Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality can be found in [Pon16, Prop. 15.5] or
in [KLW21, equation (A.11)]:

R™) < C(n,9)|(—A) 20 121y (A.5)

for n =1 and for all $ € H*(Q). On the other hand, we observe that (Vs V) 2(Q) =
( o[22 Q)) Hence, from (A.4) we have

d, 1 -
dt( [omlZ2e0y) + lvmll s S Cns, lall oo @) (10m 1720y + 1117 2(0) (A.6)

for all 0 < ¢ < T. Using the Gronwall’s inequality in [Eval0, Section B.2], we have

[omll 2@y = [VvmllL2@) < C(n, 8)H¢HLn .

t ~
H’Um(t)H%%Q) < eCt(H’Um(O)H%?(Q) + C/o ||F(S)H%2(Q) ds) forall 0<¢<T.

Since ||'Um(0)H%2(Q) = Y 1@ wr) @) ? < ope (@, wr) 2] = ||80||%2(Q), then we
have
sup va(t)H%%Q) < Cs,T,||a||oo(”(p”%2(Q) + ”F”%%QT))' (A7)
0<t<T

Integrating (A.6) on t € [0,T], we obtain
||'UmHi2(0,T;f{s(Q)) < Cs,||a||oo (vaH%Q(QT) + HFH%Q(QT)) (AS)
Combining (A.7) and (A.8), we obtain the following energy estimate:
2 2 2 12
5 (om0 + 1o oy < O el el + 1P )
(A.9)

Fixing any ¢ € H*(Q) with H¢||FIS(Q) <1, we write ¢ = ¢1 + ¢2, where ¢; € span {wi}7",
and (¢2, wg)2(q) =0 for k= 1,--- ,m. Using (A.3), we see that

(U, (1),0) 2 () = (W], (1), d1) r2(0) = (F, ¢1) — Blvm, d13t].
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Since [|¢1]| gs(q) < 1, this implies (v (1), @) 2 ()| < C(HF(t)H%Q(Q) + vaH2~S(Q)). Hence
we know that

ey = 510 |00 D)2y ] < Clae PO By + 0m I )
ol s o<1

Integrating the inequality above on ¢t € [0,7], and combining the result with (A.9), we
obtain

. 2 2 2
OE?ET ||Um(t)”L2(Q) + va||L2(O7T;[:]s(Q)) + ||UmHL2(0,T;H—S(Q))

< Csmal (19172 (@) + IF 1720, (A.10)

Step 3: Passing to the limit. By (A.10), we can extract a subsequence of {v,, }men,
still denoted by {v, }men (for simplicity), such that

vy — v weakly in L2(0,T; H*(Q)), (A1)
vl — v weakly in L2(0,T; H—*(Q)). '
Given any fixed integer N, we write 0(t) := évzl d*(t)wy, where d*(t) (k =1,--- ,N) are
arbitrary smooth functions (not the one in (A.2)). Choosing m > N, multiplying (A.3) by
d*(t), and summing over k = 1,--- , N, we obtain
T T
/O (0l (1), 5(8)) 2(g0) + Blom, 1) dt = /0 (F(t),5() 2 dt.  (A12)
Taking m — 400 in (A.12), and from (A.11), we know that
T T
/ ((V'(t), 0(t)) + Blv,;t]) dt = / (F(t),0(t)) 12 dt. (A.13)
0 0

Due to the arbitrariness of N and {d*}}’_|, we have
(', ¢) + Blv, ¢;t] = (F(t), §) 2y for all ¢ € H¥(Q).

This together with (A.10) verifies Definition 2.1(a)(b).
It remains to show v verifies Definition 2.1(c). To that end, let us choose any © €

CY(0,T; H(R)) with #(T) = 0. From (A.13), we have

T T
/0 ((f)’(t),'v(t))Lz(Q) + Blv, v; t]) dt = /0 (F(t),0(t)) 2 dt + (ﬁ'(O),v(O))Lz(Q). (A.14)

Similarly, from (A.12), we have

T T
/0 ((’f)’(t),vm(t))Lz(Q) + B[’Um,ﬁ; t]) dt = /0 (F(t),’f)(t))L%Q) dt + (ﬁ’(O),vm(O))L2(Q).

(A.15)
Combining (A.11) and (A.15), we obtain

T T
/0 (& (1), v(8)) 12y + Bl ;1)) dt = /0 (B (), 5(t)) (0 d + ((0), ) 2.

Comparing this with (A.14), we see that (9'(0),v(0))z2(q) = (9'(0),¥)r2(q)- Due to the
arbitrariness of ©, we conclude that v verifies Definition 2.1(c).

Step 4. Higher regularity. We now further assume ¢ € H*(Q). Multiplying (A.3) by
(d® )'(t), and summing over k = 1,--- ,m, we have

/ !/

(,vm?vm)LQ(Q) + B[Ivmafv;n] = (F’v;n)LQ(Q)‘ (A16)
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Note that we have

Blv,, vl :/ (=A) 20, (1) (=A) 20! (t) dx—i—/a(t,x)vm(t,x)v;n(t,x) dx

Q
s 2 /
dt 3 / [(—A)z2v,,(1)] dm) /Qa(t,x)vm(t,x)vm(t,x) dz,
and [, a(t, 2)vm (o, (8) de < €|l (0)lI72 () + Ce Hlom®)l1720) and |[(F,v),)r2)| <
e||lvl, (¢ )||L2(Q +Ce Y F(t )||L2(Q These along with (A.16) imply
d 1 s

Ol + 555 [ -8 om0 da)

< 26y, ()72 () + C€ Hom(®) 172y + Ce  IF )72
Choosing € = 1/4, we obtain

S 1R 00 d) < Cllon Ol a0y + IFORs): (A7)

Given any 0 <t < T, we integrate (A.17) on t € [0,1],

[ 1l dt+ [ 1) on®P s [ 180, 0F

105 (0112 +

i i
< C(/O lom (8)]172(0) +/0 IF®)72() < Clvmlizqy + I1F1Z20y)-

Combining this inequality with (A.5), we obtain

[0 B0y * 10m oty < OBy + 500 [ 1(=A) 3o (B da)
0<i<T n

<( [ 10 onOP do+ [onliaay + IFaay)
< C(lomO gy + lom 3o + 1F ey (A15)
Since ([0 ()2, 0y < 71 10001 e el ) = 191 g (A-18) nplies

08 gy + 0l 1oy < <\|so||2~s(m + omlZaapy + 1F g
Therefore, combining this inequality with (A.10), we obtain

H/v;nH%Q(QT) + H/vm”2oo(0,T;f{s(Q)) < C(”‘p”2”s(g) + HF”%Q(QT))'

Finally, taking the limit m — oo, we complete our proof.

APPENDIX B. SOME DISCUSSIONS

The main difficulty in proving Theorem 1.3 is the regularity of the solutions. Due to
this difficulty, we are only able to prove Theorem 1.3 in one dimension. The method we
used requires the L>(Qp)-regularity for the linear fractional wave equation. The L>°(Qq)-
regularity is required to guarantee the well-posedness of (1.5), and it is essential to prove
that the linearization is well-defined as we see in Section 2. However, we are only able
to obtain this regularity in the case when n = 1 and % < s < 1. If one can prove the
well-posedness of (1.5) for general n € N and 0 < s < 1, then Theorem 1.3 immediately
extends for general n € N and 0 < s < 1.

In view of standard elliptic regularity results (see [GTO01] or [JLS17, Proposition A.1] in
terms of other norms) as well as Sobolev embedding, an attempt to improve the result in
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Theorem 1.3 is to try to obtain the L°°(0, T'; H?*(R")) regularity for the solution. However,
this idea is less likely to be feasible. Using [GSU20, Lemma 2.3, we know there exists a
unique solution w € H*(Q) of

(=AY)w=F in Q,

w=0 1in Q°

(B.1)

for FF € H7%(2). Choose 2 to be the unit disk and F' to be a positive constant in .
Then the best regularity result of (B.1) we know is C*(R™) [RO16, Proposition 7.2]. In fact,
[RO16, Lemma 5.4] gives an explicit solution w(z) = (1 —|z[*)% € C*(R"), and such w does

not belong to CS,(]R") for any s’ > s. When n = 1, we have the continuous embedding
H?*(R) < 0257%(]1%). Therefore, at least when n = 1 and s > , such a solution w of (B.1)
cannot be in H?*(R).
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