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SHARP ASYMPTOTIC OF SOLUTIONS TO SOME NONLOCAL PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS

AGNID BANERJEE AND ABHISHEK GHOSH

ABSTRACT. We show that if u solves the fractional parabolic equation (9; — A)’u = Vu in Bs x (—25,0]
(0 < s < 1) such that u(-,0) # 0, then the maximal vanishing order of w in space-time at (0,0) is upper

bounded by C [ 1+ ||V||lc/125 . As s — 1, it converges to the sharp maximal order of vanishing due
(z,t)

to Donnelly-Fefferman and Bakri. This quantifies a space like strong unique continuation result recently
proved in [3]. The proof is achieved by means of a new quantitative Carleman estimate that we derive
for the corresponding extension problem combined with a quantitative monotonicity in time result and a
compactness argument.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In R” x R; we consider the heat operator H = 0; — A, and denote by H* its fractional power of order
s € (0,1). In the recent work [3, Theorem 1.1], the following space like strong unique continuation result
is proven.

Theorem A. Let u solve HSu = Vu in By x (—1,0] where V € C! and 0 < s < 1. If u vanishes to infinite
order in (x,t) at (0,0), i.e.

HUHLOO(BT‘X(_T2yO]) = O(rk), forall ke Nasr — 0, (1.1)

then u(-,0) = 0.

In order to provide the right context to the above result, we note that an example of Frank Jones in [30]
shows that in fact, there exists non-trivial solutions of the heat equation in R"*! which are supported in
a strip of the type R™ X (t1,t2). If we restrict Jones’ example to a finite cylinder, we infer that space-time
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propagation of zeros of infinite order fails for local solutions to parabolic equations. Therefore in view of
such an example, only space-like propagation of zeros of infinite order claimed in Theorem A is the best
possible, even for solutions to parabolic PDE’s (i.e. in the local case when s — 1). In this connection, we
mention that for local solutions to second order parabolic equations, space-like strong unique continuation
results were proven in the remarkable works [19, 20]. Theorem A above can thus be seen as a nonlocal
counterpart of the ones in those papers.

The purpose of this present work is to quantify the space-like strong unique continuation result stated
in Theorem A above, i.e. we address the following question:

Question A. Let u solve H%u = Vu in By x (—1,0] where V € C' and 0 < s < 1. Suppose u(-,0) #Z 0.
Then what is the mazximal order of vanishing of u at (0,0)?

In this paper, we provide the following answer to this question. We denote B, to be the ball of radius r
centred at the origin in R™, also let B, = {(z, 2p41) € R® x R : 2|2 + |241]? < 7%, 2541 > 0}. For further
notions and notations we refer to Section 2.

Statements of main result.

Theorem 1.1 (Quantitative space-like strong unique continuation). Fiz 0 < s < 1. Let u € Dom(H?)
solve

Héu(z,t) = =V (x, t)u(z,t). (1.2)

in Bs x (—25,0]. Assume that u(-,0) #Z 0 in By. Then there exists 7 = 7(u) > 0 such that for all r < 7(u)
one has

/ u?(z,t)dx dt > ", (1.3)
B, x(—72,0]
2 a
= L 1/2s o legrx[o,%) UH(Xt)zy, dXdt -
UIhGTe N =M <f]g+ U2(X7(])m%+1dX T lOg(M@) + (HVHl + 1)): @ - f]B+ UQ(X,O)me+1dX 5 where a =
! 1

1 — 2s, with U being the solution to the backward extension problem corresponding to u as in (2.10) below
and

def
Vi1 = IVl Bsx(=25,0) + VeV Lo (Bs x(=25,00) + 106V || Loo (85 x (~25,0))-
Here M is some universal constant depending only on n and a.

For a historical account, we mention that for nonlocal elliptic equations of the type (—A)*u = Vu,
a strong unique continuation result was obtained by Fall and Felli in [22]. Their analysis combined the
frequency function approach in [25, 26] with the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension method in [15]. We also
mention the interesting work of Riiland [46] where instead the Carleman method is used together with
[15] to obtain results similar to those in [22] but with weaker assumptions on the potential V. See also
[53] where the case of nonlocal variable coefficient elliptic equations has been studied. Finally, for global
solutions of the nonlocal equation (1.2), a backward space-time strong unique continuation theorem was
previously established by one of us with Garofalo in [6] ( see also the recent work [23]) and more recently
a space like strong unique continuation result for local solutions to (1.2) as in Theorem A was proven
in [3]. See also [11] for a space-like strong unique continuation result for fractional parabolic Lamé type
operators. We also refer to [4] where the structure of the nodal set of solutions to (1.2) has been studied.
It is to be noted that in both the works [3, 6], the approach is based on a monotonicity formula for an
adjusted frequency function for the extension problem for H*® ( which constitutes the non-local counterpart
of the well known monotonicity forumula discovered by Poon in [43]) combined with an appropriate blowup
argument with respect to the so-called Almgren type rescalings. Unique continuation for nonlocal equations
have also found applications in the context of fractional inverse problems ( see for instance [27, 34] and
the references therein).
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Now for a proper perspective on quantitative strong unique continuation results, we mention that in
the papers [17], [18], Donnelly and Fefferman showed that if u is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue A on a
smooth, compact and connected n-dimensional Riemannian manifold M, then the maximal vanishing order
of w is less than C'v/\, where C only depends on the manifold M. Using this estimate, they showed that if
the Riemannian metric is real analytic, then H"~'({z : uy(z) = 0}) < Cv/A, where u, is the eigenfunction
corresponding to A and therefore gave a complete answer to a famous conjecture of Yau ([52]) in the analytic
setting. It is to be mentioned that in recent times, there has been some very interesting developments in
the smooth setting as well, thanks to some breakthrough works of Logunov and Malinnikova in [38, 39, 40].
We note that the zero set of u) is referred to as the nodal set. This order of vanishing is sharp. If, in fact,
we consider M = S™ C R"*! and we take the spherical harmonic Y, given by the restriction to S™ of the
function f(x1, ..., Tn, Tni1) = R(z1 +ix2)", then one has AgnY,, = =AY, with A\, = k(k+n —2), and the
order of vanishing of Y, at the North pole (0, ...,0,1) is precisely x = Cv/A,.

In his work [31] ( see also [32]), Kukavica considered the more general problem

Au =V (x)u, (1.4)

where V € W and showed that the maximal vanishing order of u is bounded above by C(1+4 ||V |lyyr1.0)-
He also conjectured that the rate of vanishing order of u is less than or equal to C(1 + ||VH£/£,), which
agrees with the Donnelly-Fefferman result when V' = —\. Employing Carleman estimates, Bourgain and
Kenig in [14] showed that the rate of vanishing order of w is less than C'(1+ HVH%@), and furthermore the

exponent % is sharp for complex potentials V' based on a counterexample of Meshov (see [41]).

Not so long ago, the rate of vanishing order of u has been shown to be less than C(1 + ||V||;‘//2100)

independently by Bakri in [5] and Zhu in [54]. Bakri’s approach is based on an extension of the Carleman
method in [17]. On the other hand, Zhu’s approach is based on a variant of the frequency function approach
employed by Garofalo and Lin in [25], [26], in the context of strong unique continuation problems. The
approach of Zhu has been subsequently extended in [8] to variable coefficient principal part with Lipschitz
coefficients where a similar quantitative uniqueness result at the boundary of C1P™ domains has been
obtained. We would also like to mention that in [55], an analogous quantitative uniqueness result has been
established for solutions to parabolic equations of the type

div(A(z,t)Vu) — uy = Vu, (1.5)

where V € C! and A(z,t) € C? by an adaption of an approach due to Vessella in [51] ( see also [21]). More
precisely, in [55] it is shown that if u in a non-trivial solution to (1.5) in B; x (—1,0), then one has

/ w2 > CrCUHIVIYD L < 1ye 0 = o). (1.6)
Brx(—1,0)

It is to be mentioned that C' appearing in (1.6) depends on some global quantities involving w. This is
optimal as examples in the plane such as u(z) = R(z1 + il’g)k, show that even for harmonic functions, the
vanishing order depends on global assumptions. We also note that although (1.6) generalizes the elliptic
results, it doesn’t quantify the local space like strong unique continuation result in [19, 20] because (1.6)
constitutes a vanishing order estimate in space which is averaged over time. Now in a more recent work
of one of us with Arya in [2], we have shown that if u solves (1.5) in By x (—1,0] and u(-,0) # 0, then the

vanishing order of u(-,0) can be upper bounded by C(1 + HV||2/12) which strictly refines the estimate of
Zhu in (1.6) above. The proof in [2] is based on a novel quantitative version of the Carleman estimate in
[19, 20] which incorporates the C' norm of the zero order perturbation V. Finally, we refer to the works
[16] and [33] for other variants of the quantitative uniqueness results in the parabolic setting.

Now for nonlocal equations of the type

(—A)°u = Vu,
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Riiland in [45] showed that the vanishing order is proportional to C’lHVHIC/fs + Cy which in the limit as

s — 1, exactly reproduces the result of Donnelly and Fefferman. This quantitative uniqueness estimate
has also been applied to derive a nonlocal Landis type result in [48], see also [9] for a Landis-Oleinik-type
result for the space-time fractional equation (1.2) proving that exponential decay of super-Gaussian type
is not possible at infinity. See also [56] for vanishing order estimates for Steklov eigenfunctions which via
the extension approach of Caffarelli and Silvestre in [15], is related to the case s = 1/2. We also refer to
[12] for earlier results on quantitative uniqueness for Steklov eigenvalue problems.

Now concerning fractional parabolic equations of the type (1.2), in a recent joint work of one of us with
Arya in [1] we have established the following nonlocal generalization of the estimate in (1.6) for nontrivial
solutions to (1.2) in By x (—1,0)

/ w2 > orCOFIVIET) - o 1/2. (1.7)

B, x(—1,0)

The inequality (1.7) in [1] is obtained via a new quantitative Carleman estimate for the extension problem
(2.10) combined with a boundary to bulk propagation of smallness estimate. Furthermore, since (1.7) in [1]
is derived by a direct approach based on propagation of smallness estimate, the constant C' = C'(u) in (1.7)
has an explicit dependence on the function U that solves (2.10) corresponding to u. On the other hand,
we observe that in the estimate (1.3) in Theorem 1.1, 7(u) is implicit because an indirect compactness
argument is crucially used in the proof. See the discussion in subsection 1.1 below. However, since (1.7)
expresses a vanishing order estimate in space which is averaged over time, it doesn’t quantify the space
like strong unique continuation result Theorem A in [3] which our main result Theorem 1.1 does.

1.1. Key ideas in the proof of Theorem 1.1: The key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 1.1 are the
following:

e A generalization of the quantitative version of the Escauriaza-Fernandez-Vessella type Carleman
estimate derived in [2] to the setting of the fractional heat extension problem (2.10). See Theorem
3.1 below. Such an estimate has the precise quantitative dependence on the C'* norm of the potential
V' and is the key novelty of our work. This entails a lot of new features not present in the local case
dealt in [2]. For instance, it turns out that the class of weights o, defined in Lemma 2.3 that we
use in the proof of Theorem 3.1 are tailored for the quantitative dependence on « that we obtain in
(3.3). This is one of the major observations in this present work. Over here, we also mention that
a careful examination of the proof of the space like strong unique continuation result in [3] gives a
vanishing order estimate which instead has an exponential dependence on the C! norm of V.

e The second key element in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the quantitative monotonicity in time result
in Lemma 4.1 below. Lemma 4.1 in particular provides a sharp “quantitative passage” of vanishing
order information to ¢t = 0 of the solution U which solves (2.10). Now since our present setting
involves a zero order perturbation of a weighted Dirchlet to Neumann map as in (2.10), the proof
of such a result is significantly more involved than its local counterpart in [2] and is based on some
delicate application of trace inequalities.

e After Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 4.1 are established, we show that a careful book keeping of the
arguments in [3] leads to a quantitative space like doubling inequality for solutions to (2.10) as
in Theorem 4.6. It is to be noted that in order to derive a space time doubling inequality from
Theorem 4.6, starting from Theorem 4.6, if we follow the arguments in [20] ( or its extension
problem counterpart in [3]), we would get an upper bound on the vanishing order proportional to
(||VH}/2S + 1) log(|[V|ly + 1) instead of (HV||}/2S + 1). The difference in the nature of the “space
like” and “space time” doubling constants is already seen in [3, Theorem 3.5]. Therefore in order
to circumvent this technical obstruction, we instead argue by an indirect compactness argument to
obtain a sharp space time vanishing order estimate for the solution U to (2.10) as in Theorem 4.7
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from Theorem 4.6. This is another new feature of this work. Then by a further blowup argument
which relates the solution u of (1.2) to the solution U of (2.10), we derive Theorem 1.1.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce some basic notations and notions and gather
some preliminary results that are relevant to this present work. In section 3, we prove our main Carleman
estimate Theorem 3.1 for solutions to (2.10). In section 4, we first prove a quantitative monotonicity in
time result for solutions to (2.10) which then combined with the Carleman estimate in Theorem 3.1 and
compactness type arguments, allows us to derive the sharp vanishing order estimate in Theorem 4.7. In
section 5, we finally prove our main result from Theorem 4.7.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce the relevant notation and gather some auxiliary results that will be useful
in the rest of the paper. Generic points in R"” x R will be denoted by (xg, %), (z,t), etc. For an open set
Q2 C R} x Ry we indicate with C§°(£2) the set of compactly supported smooth functions in Q. We also
indicate by H*(2) the non-isotropic parabolic Holder space with exponent « defined in [36, p. 46]. The
symbol .7 (R"*+1) will denote the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions in R"*!. For f € .7 (R"*!)
we denote its Fourier transform by

A

f(&0) = / e~ 2m&mtol) (4 t)dadt = Fyse(Fiso f).
R xR

The heat operator in R"*! = R” x R; will be denoted by H = d; — A,. Given a number s € (0,1) the
notation H*® will indicate the fractional power of H that in [49, formula (2.1)] was defined on a function
f € Z(R"1) by the formula

H* (&, 0) = (4n°[¢* + 2mio)* f(€,0), (2.1)
with the understanding that we have chosen the principal branch of the complex function z — z°. We then
introduce the natural domain for the operator H®.

A% = Dom(H*) = {f € #'(R"™) | f,H*f € L*(R"1)} (2.2)
= {f € L2R"™) | (&,0) = (An|¢? + 2mio)* f(¢, 0) € L2 R},

where the second equality is justified by (2.1) and Plancherel theorem. It is important to keep in mind
that definition (2.1) is equivalent to the one based on Balakrishnan formula (see [49, (9.63) on p. 285])

H f(2,1) = _r(13— 5 /O Tll+8 (PH f(x,t) — f(z,t))dr, (2.3)
where we have denoted by
P f(a,t) = - Gz —y,7)f(y,t —7)dy = G(-,7) * f(-,T — 7) () (2.4)

the evolutive semigroup, see [49, (9.58) on p. 284]. We refer to Section 3 in [6] for relevant details.
Henceforth, given a point (z,t) € R"™! we will consider the thick half-space R"™ x R} .- At times
it will be convenient to combine the additional variable x,17 > 0 with € R™ and denote the generic
point in the thick space R} x Rf  with the letter X = (z,2,41). For zp € R" and r > 0 we let
Br(zo) ={z € R" | |z — o] < 7}, Bo(X) = {Z = (2,2p41) €E R" xR | |z — 2| + |Zng1 — 2ns1]? < r?}.
We also let B (X) = B.(X) N {(2,2n+1 : 2n+1 > 0}. When the center x¢ of B,(zg) is not explicitly
indicated, then we are taking zp = 0. Similar agreement for the thick half-balls B (z9,0). We will
also use the Q, for the set B, x [tg,to + 72) and @, for the set B, x [tg,to + r?). Likewise we denote
Qf = Q. N{(x,xp41) : Tny1 > 0}. For notational ease VU and divU will respectively refer to the

quantities VxU and divx U. The partial derivative in ¢ will be denoted by 0;U and also at times by Uj.
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The partial derivative 0,,U will be denoted by U;. At times, the partial derivative 0,,,,U will be denoted
by Un+1-
We next introduce the extension problem associated with H®. Given a number ¢ € (—1,1) and a

u: R? x R, — R we seek a function U : R} x Ry x R} ., — R that satisfies the boundary-value problem

n+1

de .
{.,%U = 9y(a,U) — div(zs,,VU) =0, (2.5)

U((z,t),0) = u(z,t), (z,t) € R

The most basic property of the Dirichlet problem (2.5) is that if s = 1_7“ € (0,1) and v € Dom(H?), then
we have the following convergence in L2(R"*!)

_ar(ﬂ) a S
2 F(l_za)ﬁmnHU((a:,t),O) = —H%u(x,t), (2.6)
where g | denotes the weighted normal derivative
a def . a
8$7L+1U((x,t),0) = lim 25,10, U((z,t), Tpg1). (2.7)
(En+1—>0+

When a = 0 (s = 1/2) the problem (2.5) was first introduced in [29] by Frank Jones, who in such case
also constructed the relevant Poisson kernel and proved (2.6). More recently Nystrom and Sande in [42]
and Stinga and Torrea in [50] have independently extended the results in [29] to all a € (—1,1).

With this being said, we now suppose that u be a solution to (1.2) and consider the weak solution U of
the following version of (2.5) (for the precise notion of weak solution of (2.8) we refer to [6, Section 4])

LU =0 in R™ x RY
U((z,t),0) = u(x,t) for (z,t) € R+ (2.8)
r(e) ’

8¢ U((z,1),0) = 2°

Tn+1

F(l;a)V(x,t)u(:z:,t) for (z,t) € Bs x (—25,0].
2

Note that the third equation in (2.8) is justified by (1.2) and (2.6). Further, in [6, Lemma 5.3] the following
regularity result for such weak solutions was proved. Such result will be relevant to our analysis.

Lemma 2.1. Let U be a weak solution of (2.8) where V€ C'. Then there exists a > 0 such that one has
up to the thin set {x,+1 = 0}

Ui, Uy, 20, \Uy,,, € H*B] x (—16,0]), i=12,.,n.

Moreover, the relevant Hélder norms are bounded by fB; U222, dXdt.

x (—25,0]

We also need the following weak unique continuation result from [34] which is needed to analyse the
blowup limit in the proof of Theorem 1.1. We refer the reader to the proof of Proposition 5.6 in [34] where
such a result has been established. See also [7, Corollary 1.2] where the same result has been derived as a
consequence of the space like analyticity of solutions to

diV(|l‘n+1|aVUO) - |:1:n+1|“8tU0 =0
that are symmetric in z,4; variable across {x,+; = 0}.
Proposition 2.2. Let Uy be a weak solution to

div(z2,,VUy) — 22 16,Uy = 0 in B} x (—1,0],
¢ Uo((x,t),0) =0 for all (x,t) € By x (—1,0],

Tn+41

(2.9)

such that Uy((,t),0) = 0 for all (x,t) € By x (—1,0]. Then Uy =0 in B} x (—1,0].
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For notational purposes it will be convenient to work with the following backward version of problem
(2.8).

28, 10,U + div(z®,,VU) =0 in BS x [0,25),
U((z,t),0) = u(z,1) (2.10)
9%, U((2,1),0) = Vu in Bs x [0,25).

We note that the former can be transformed into the latter by changing ¢t — —t.
The corresponding extended backward parabolic operator will be denoted as

Hy = xl 10 + div (20, V) . (2.11)

We now state a few key auxiliary results that will be needed in the proof of our main Carleman estimate
in Theorem 3.1. The following lemma below provides us with the appropriate Carleman weight function
that is tailored for deriving our main Carleman estimate (3.4) with the quantitative dependence on « as
in (3.3), where the large parameter « is related to the order of vanishing. As previously mentioned in the
introduction, this is one of the key observations in this work.

Lemma 2.3 ([19]). Let s € (0,1). Define

1 1+s
0s(t) =t° <log ¥> . (2.12)
Then the solution to the ordinary differential equation
d o 0s(At)
—_— 1 —8 = s s = / e 1
o () =2 0 =0 a0 =1
where X\ > 0, has the following properties when 0 < A\t < 1/2:
(1) te™N < oy(t) <,
(2) eV < oy(t) <1,
(3) |0lolog 25| + 100 log 2] < 3N,

(4) |00 (U%&g[log %])‘ < 3NeN6“"(tVt),

where N is some universal constant.

Proof. We need to verify the following three conditions in order to apply the Lemma 4 in [19]:

i) Since 65(t) — 0, as t — 0 we clearly have 0 < 64(¢t) < N for some universal NNV, possibly depending on
S.
ii) Observe that

A (o5 3)™" +#0 +3) (log )" _ (213)
o) | — ts (log%)Hs T

for 0 < Mt <1/2.
iii) Performing a change of variables and using s > 0 we obtain,

1 1 s t [ee]
/ (1 + log —) o i ) = / (1+te Bt dt < N < .
0 0

t

Now we apply Lemma 4 in [19] to conclude our result. O

We also need the following Hardy type inequality in the Gaussian space which can be found in Lemma
2.2 in [3]. This can be regarded as the weighted analogue of Lemma 3 in [20].
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Lemma 2.4 (Hardy type inequality). For all h € Cg° (]R’ffl) and b > 0 the following inequality holds

X 2
/ B x%+lh2%e—|X2/4bdX < 2[)/ B x%+1’Vh‘26—|X\2/4bdX
R” R™

n+1l+a _
e IR
+

The next lemma is crucially needed in the proof of the doubling inequality for (2.10). The proof is
completely analogous to that of [20, Lemma 4] for the case a = 0, so we omit it.

Lemma 2.5. Assume that N > 1, h € CgO(RTrl) and the inequality
2b xs |Vh|2e_|X‘2/4bdX + ntlta 20, W2 XP/Mgx < N 20, h2e X/ g x
R+ i 2 RA+1 n+l1 - RO+ n+1
+ + +
1
holds for a < BN- Then

/+ h2xl dX < eV /B+ h?x? . 1dX (2.14)

2r
when 0 <r < 1/2.

We use the following time-independent trace inequality. For its proof see [44, p. 65].
Lemma 2.6 (Trace inequality). Let f € C§°(R':™). There ezists a constant Cy = Co(n,a) > 0 such that
for every A > 1 one has

f(z,0)%dz < Cy <A1+a / f(X)22l, dX + At /
R

n n+1 n+1
R T R"

VA(X) 2x2+1dx) .

3. THE MAIN CARLEMAN ESTIMATE

We now state and prove our main Carleman estimate which constitutes the generalization of the Car-
leman estimate in [20, Lemma 6] to degenerate operators of the type (2.11). In the case when V = 0,
such an estimate has been established in [10, 34]. The key new feature of the estimate in (3.4) is the
quantitative dependence of the weight parameter a on the C'' norm of V. See (3.3) below. In order to
prove such an estimate, we adapt some ideas from the recent work [2]. However as previously mentioned
in the introduction, such an adaptation is very delicate because in our present situation, the zero order C*
perturbation is associated with the corresponding weighted Dirchlet to Neumann map as in (2.11). From
now on, we will let

Vi = HVHC(lm)(QS) + 1. (3.1)
Furthermore, in the rest of the discussion, we will let

a=1-2s. (3.2)

Theorem 3.1. Let Hy be the backward in time extension operator in (2.11). Let w € C§° (ﬁ x [0, %))

such that 03w =Vw on {x,11 = 0} where A = 53 for some § € (0,1). Further, assume

1
a > M1+ |V, (3-3)

where M is a large universal constant and § sufficiently small. Then

a2/ a0, () w? G+ a/ a0t [Vw]? G (3.4)
R’fflx[c,oo)

R1+1X[c,oo)
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<M oy ()t [Haw)?
R+ xooo) )z, 41 | I” G
+0,%%(c) {—% zh . [Vw(X,0)]? G(X,c) dX+Ma/ zh . w(X,0)]* G(X, ) dX}'
t=c t=c

X
Here o is as in Lemma 2.3, G(X,t) = ﬁe‘T and 0 < ¢ < 5.

Proof. Let 05 be as in Lemma 2.3. For t € [0, é), we first make the preliminary observation that

Os(\t
% > Xt (loge)' ™ > A%(eA) ™ (loge) ™ > A (3.5)
Moreover, as mentioned in the introduction, the choice of the function 8, plays a pervasive role in the proof.
The solid integrals below will be taken in R™ X [¢,00) where 0 < ¢ < % and we refrain from mentioning
explicit limits in the rest of our discussion. Note that

a a

Define
1x |2

w(X,t) =od(t)e st v(X,1).
We then compute

xi2 /o a1 , |X|2 Ixi2 X
Ow =e st |03 (t)ow + aod  (t)oy(t)v — 512 s Ytw), Vw=est o(t) | Vo+ el R (3.6)
Therefore,
. . o X2 X
div(Vw) =div | o5 (t)e st | Vo + rid
apn 1X2 T (X, Vo) IX? n+1
=0y (t)e st [dlv(Vz}) + 57 + <16t2 + e IR
Now we define the vector field
Z:=2t0,+X - V. (3.7)

Note that Z is the infinitesimal generator of the parabolic dilations {6, } defined by §,(X,t) = (rX,r?t).
In terms of Z we have

a X2 ~

R 1 1 / X2
x, 05 a(t)_StHw—:En+1[d1v(Vv)+2Z +<u+%> | X

+-—2 9
V— —3V E— vl .
At o 1662z

Next we consider the expression

1
1x12 t 2 —
oot ge 5 (12) 7 ok
2
a
m o v——v—l——@nﬂv] . (3.8)

S
tol\ "~
:/ n+1t H< > 2
Os 16t Tni1

where p will be appropriately chosen later. Then we estimate the integral (3.8) from below with an
application of the algebraic inequality

/P2+2/PQ§/(P+Q)2

N

1 1 ! X|?
|:diV(VU) + 2—th + (u + ao*s) LX]
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where P and () are chosen as

a

a ut2 1
2, t7 2 [tol\ %
p="ntl <—> Zv,

2 O
1
a tol\ "1 n+l+a ao! | X|? a
_ .2 =5 s : s
= t72 | — div (V _+ - — 0 .
Q=1x2, <08> [w( v)—|—< m + p v 16t2v+xn+1 a1V
We compute the terms coming from the cross product, i.e. from f PQ. We write
4
/ PQ:=) I,
k=1

where

_1
2 Zv aO0pi1v

e
[ (5)
Jikar(£)

2t Tp

Estimate for 7; :

1
to!\ 72 1 n+1l+a o«o
Ty — a  4—p s —z s
! /m"*'1 <o—s> 2t U< 4t * Os Y

We estimate the first term. By integrating by parts in X and ¢ we have

1
n+l+a o (tal\ T2 _ [(0? n+1l+a s [tol\ T
— /w?ﬁ-lt g <U—:> Z <7 =—5 /wgz-i-lt : U—:

3
n+l+a _— tol\ 2 5 (n+1+a) g [t T2 (ol
:T/azzﬂtﬂ (#+1)<U—:> VA e R U_SS U—:’ v

[
N
~
Q
<
\_l/\D
_I_
/\
2o
a
4
\_l/\D
W~
O~

N

N

[

n+l+a n+l+a o [toiNT2
_ ( : > / gt <0_—> o2, (3.10)
where in the last line we used that div(Xz$ ) = (n+1+a)z} . If we now let
-1
= nf—ka (3.11)

in (3.10), then the first and fourth term on the right hand side cancel each other. Moreover, for this choice
of u, we find using integration by parts

1
a tol )\ 2 v?
— [t =)z — 12
2/xn+1 <Us> <2> (3 )
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1 1
«a nt3ta tol\ 2 « to'\ "2 [(tol\’
[ — di t zZ s 2_ = a t_N_l s s 2
4/ iv(zh 41 )<Us> v T /wn-l-l o o v

1
/ )
_ %c_ﬂ—l <M> / w;lH_va(X’ C) dX
t=c

os(c)

=0 [ AN LA ACAY
4 Tl Os Os 2 O'S(C)

n+3+a

[N

/ z% 103 (X, c) dX.
t=c

Here we used that div(zf, ¢~
N>1

N\ -2 I\ / -
7, = (n +116+ a) /:L'?H_lt_u_l <%> 2 <%> 2 <n+élg+a> - (cas((c))>
Os Os os(c
1
a tol\ 72 [tol\’ a _, 4 (col(c)\~ u
i [ () (Z) 25 (349) T Lo ax
Os( At ! -
> %/xz+1t_”_l¥v2 —ac ! <C;S—((cc))> /t 28,03 (X, e) dX. (3.13)

Notice that the fact —

used in the last inequality.

Z) = 0. Therefore, for large enough « we obtain for some universal

/tc 2% (X, )

(SIS

N

N

0. ()\t)

(t;:’ ) is a comparable to the quantity which follows from Lemma 2.3 is being

Estimate for Z, : Now we consider the term Zy which finally provides the positive gradient terms in our
Carleman estimate. This is obtained via a Rellich type argument. We have

0y [toh ? Zy
IQ = /ZL’n+1t 'u <0'_S> 2_t le (V’U)
XV
<8tv + —U> div (Vv) =: To1 + Zoo. (3.14)

tol\ ~
= a Th [ ZS
/F$n+1 <‘7s> 2t

We estimate them individually. Using divergence theorem, we have

1
_ (tot\ 2 toh\
In = _/$?L+1t g <—8> ;04 (v;) —a/ Z+11t : <—8> Un+104v
Og Os

~1/2
— / t# <ti> V(x,t)vo (using 9z, , v = V)
{Zn+1=0}

1
1 g (toi\ T2 5 1 _u(tos\ 2 (tog 9
[t () o [ ()7 (12

1

| A

t3 [ aaet () T mixar

2 {t=c} Os

1
to'\ "2 ZvO, v a tol\ "~
o [, g (s} T2Vl & [ eyt (95 (v gy)a
a/an <03> T +2 Tpt1 o (X, V0)Ont1v

A
— / tTH = V(z,t)vorv. (3.15)
{Zn+1=0} Os

N

(NI

w

N
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We also have

/
N
2 Os

1 1
to'\ "2 1 tol\ "2
— _g /gqu_llt_u_l <%> (X, V'U)an+1?) — 5 /t_u_l <%> 33%+1’V'U’2
s

s

1 1
1 to!\ "2 1 to'\ 2
- a —p—1 S 2 - —p—1 S
1 /a:nHt <_O's > (X, V(|Vv]?)) 5 /{mnH:o}t <_Js ) V(z,t)v(z, V,v).

Now by integrating by parts the following term

1 [ o _uq (tob\™
1 [ (2) 7 xvvep)

S

[NIES

in the above expression we obtain

1 1
a to'\ "2 to!\ "2
Ty = -3 /:p‘jljrllt_“_l <—8> (X, Vv)Op1v + g /75_“_1 <O_—S> 1 [Vol?

s

Os

1
1 to!\ "2
=z / ph-l <i> V(a,t)vlz, Vo). (3.16)
2 J{ani1=0)

Combining (3.14), (3.15), and (3.16) with Z, we have

3 ’ 1
1 to’\ "2 [to! 1 col\ "2
= __ a  g4—p [ 7S Zs 2, = a —p s 2
Ion+1y 4/a:n+1t <Us> <05> |Vl +2/{t:c}xn+1c <05> |Vou(X,c)]
1
1 tol\ 2
- —/ tHl <&> Vix,t)v(x, V,v)
{zn41=0} Ts

I\ —1/2 2
—/ I Ve, o, (L ). (3.17)
{2n41=0} Os 2

2 X
Vv = as_a(t)e_% <Vw - —w) . (3.18)

\)

Recall that

Njw

' _lppa gep(tos)
Let us now consider the term —3 [ 2%t (USS

SN
(%) |Vou|2. Using (3.18) we obtain

<_> (Vo, Vo) (3.19)

o
2 (ol o, X X X2
<U_s> o5 () <Vw il <Vw — Ew) > e at
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3
1 0 ([t T2 [t | X |2 1
S T L s ooy Pl - (X
3
1 L (tot\ T2 (tel\ X% 5\ _ix?
“oi [ (50) 1 (5) e (e - )
3
3

3

1 L (tat\ T2 (el 5 |X? _1x?

-3 [ (32) 1 (S2) e (19w - )
n+l+a AN

- ].6 /xgl-‘rlt K <0,_88>
The boundary integral in (3.17) above, i.e. the term
L (o))

2 os(c)

can be computed in a similar fashion to obtain the following

D=

| atatve v
t=c

_1
) ’ / 2%, (Vo, Vo) (X, ) dX
t=c

o

16¢2 4c

1 ! Tz X|? 1
= _C—HO.—204(C) (CJS(C)> / xtrlH—l <<Vw,Vw> _ | | w2 + n+ 1+ aw
t=c

os(c)

Estimate for 73: Let us now compute Z3. We have

1
1 to’'\ 2 Zv
Ta — — a t—,u—2 S X 2
3 16/xn+1 (Js> 2t| |U

1
3 t '\ T2 —1
_ _nt3ta / 20 <JL> XP? 02 (using p = R LT

3
1 0 o (It e 1 o [col(e)\
S +H _s _5 X M s
64 /33"4'1 <O’s ) <as (X Po™ + 32° os(c)

N

1
1 tol\ "2
+§/xlfz+1t—”_3 <%> | X [*v?
S

1x |2
4c

/ 20 X202
t=c

(3.20)
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1x|2

1 ! B
+ 50_“_2 <C;S—((cc))> /t_ 2l | X Pos 2wl w . (3.21)

’ /
Now we use the fact that — (% ~ w

N

bounded from both sides in view

of Lemma 2.3 and combining the above estimates we get for a new universal IV that the following estimate
holds

D+Te+1s+1y
oo O 1 [ . 0 4o
> 2 [anme™M ot 5 o, 200120 6 vup

~Naoy®() [ atwt (X GXe) + 1 or? () [ i VelG ax
t=c

t=c

I\ — % N\ —1/2 2
1 (%) () o (a, Vaw) — () v (L), 322
> 2
{#n+1=0} Os {zn4+1=0} Os

At this point the proof depends on the precise estimates for the functions o and 6. Let us estimate
the spatial boundary term in (3.22). Using the divergence formula we obtain the following alternate
representation of such boundary terms.

1
S\ 1
K = 1/ p—u-l <%> i (V(z,t)n + (z, V.V (z,1)))v*
4 Jiwnia=0}

t I\ —1/2 2
K2 = —/ tH <i> V(m,t)@t <U—> .
{n41=0} Ts 2

Using the trace inequality Lemma 2.6 we have

2
||

|K1|§/t‘“_105_20‘/n(nV($,t) (2, VoV (1)) e 5 w?

x\z
S HVlll/t‘”‘lff;Qa/ e arw’ (3.23)
< —pu—1_—2a 14+a a _x2 2 a—1 1X2
SV [t o, A(t) xh e 4w 4 A(t) zh 1| Vw — w—| e at
Rn+1 Rn+
+ +
< —p—1_—2a 14a a _1x? 2 A a—1 a 2 _1x?
SV [t o, A(t) L, Tns1€ w4 A(t) » x| Vw|“e™
R” R”
+ +
2 2
-1 2|X| —XE
+A(t) /]R - T W ege > (3.24)

for A(t) > 1. We now have to choose A(t) judiciously to complete our proof. Now using Lemma 2.4 we

have
X2 _ixp n+l+a _I1x?2 _ix?
x‘flﬂwzue a < 2l —————e al e A |[Vwl (3.25)
R 7+ 41 R

Plugging the estimate (3.25) in (3.24) yields

_ =2

|K| < /t_“_las_%‘/n (nV (z,t) 4 (&, ViV (z,1))) e 2t w?
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< —p—1__—2a 1+a a IX1= x| a 2 _ﬂ
SIVIL [ tor (A | et w240 [ e Vel
+

1 1x |2
+A(t)* ! /}Rn+1 $Z+1%t+ae_7w2>

+

S Vi </A(t)1+“0;2°‘ ha1Gu? +2/A )" a0 Vul*G

/A Yl 2erlge Gw> (3.26)

In the last inequality in (3.26) above, we used that o4(t) ~ t. Now we choose A(t) > 1 in such a way that
the above terms can be absorbed in the positive terms on the right hand side in (3.22) above, i.e. in the

terms fxnﬂa_m(t)w w?G and % f:nflﬂwai_m(tNVwPG. Therefore we require

AWV Il S s 7

0N~ t
A"V £ wowbs (M), (3.27)
ATVl S i &9
t ~ 10N t

It is easy to see that the third inequality automatically holds if the second one is satisfied since « is to
be chosen large. Therefore, it is sufficient to choose A(t) satisfying the first two inequalities. Recall that

a=1—2s, and if we set
10NV [\ Y
A — (10N
Os(At)
then the second inequality in (3.27) is valid. Note that A(¢) > 1 as 65(t) — 0 as ¢ — 0. Moreover, the
above choice of A will also satisfy the first inequality in (3.27) if we choose large a such that

(1-s)
LNV 2 s < @ %00
0,(\) = 10N ¢
ONIVIL " 6,00 e 6,00
05 (At) 10N|yvu 'S10N ¢
= 10NV, < o*t=%0,(\t). (3.28)

Finally, observe that 65(At) = (At)* (log %)Hs > (At)® since log & > 1 on [0, X], so the inequality (3.28)
is ensured if we choose large a such that

a*t5(A\)* > 10N |V ]|s.

Consequently since A\ = ad?, by choosing some arbitrary § € (0,1), we conclude that the choice of A(t)
above satisfy the set of inequalities in (3.27) provided

a® > (1+ N)|V]|,

possibly for a new universal constant N which we again denote as N. Before proceeding further, we make
the following discursive remark.

Remark 3.2. The reader should notice the critical role played by the choice of the function 8 in obtaining
the threshold o > (14+N)||V ||1, which is a key ingredient in obtaining the desired vanishing order estimate.

For Ks, applying integration by parts we observe

N\ —1/2 . N\ —3/2 I\
ml=l5 [ e () Tveoeeg [ e () () v
2 {xn+1:0} Os 2 {:cn+1 :0} 2 Os Os
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I\ —1/2 / -1/2
+ %/ T <%> Viv? + %/ ct <M> V(z, c)v*(z,c)
{€n11=0} s {@nt1=0it=c} os(c)

The first and third terms on the right hand side of the above expression are bounded by

CHV”l / t—u—10,8—2ae—|:c|2/4tw2
{zn+1=0}

v2, which
Ts

/ N
since (%) ~land 0<t< 5 The second term is dominated by ||V|1 f{xn+1:0} t—ﬂ‘ — (t"s)

in turn is bounded by

CIVIL [ erlogtee g,
(En+1:0

/
toyg

!/
considering the fact that — (—) is comparable to 85 (A1)

t

and 65(\t) — 0 as t — 0. Combining the above

Ts
arguments we have

/ -1/2
Kol SIVI [ o g2 '1 [ e <CUS<C>> Vi, p(o, o). (3.29)
{#n41=0} 2 Jiwnia=0 as(c)

The first term in (3.29) can be handled similarly as K7, see (3.23) and (3.26). For the last term in (3.29),
using trace inequality and performing similar calculations as in (3.26), we obtain that

'% /{%H:O;tzc} c <Cf((cc))>_l/2 V(z,¢)vi(z, c)

<V / T o
Tp+1=0

<Vl (ca;2a<c>A1+“ / 29 G(X, P (X, ¢) + 2eA% o2 (c) / 2% V(X ¢ PG(X,

1
+A4t c%;a /as_za(c)xflﬂG(X, c)w?(X, c)> (3.30)
holds for any A > 1. If we now choose A sufficiently large, say
A% ~ 100N || V|1, (3.31)

then the term
2e AV 1052 (0) / 20 [Vu(X, ) PG(X, ¢)

in (3.30) can easily be absorbed by the term % o;2%(c) f,_ 2% ;|Vw/|*G dX in (3.22). Corresponding to
this choice of A as in (3.31), we find by also using that ¢ < é, the remaining terms in the last expression
in (3.30) above can be estimated as

—|—A“_1cn+1+a

Wl (ers (@4 [ w60 (.0 -

[ @aac )

< Nao2(0) [ st u(X.0 GX.o)

t=c
Therefore, from the above discussion, the contributions from K7 and K5 can be absorbed appropriately
by the first four terms in (3.22) so that for large a satisfying a?* > N(||V||; + 1) the following holds

1
2 [to'\ T2~
/0;20‘(15)15—%;116—1 (%) H w2 (3.32)

s
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>Th+ Iy +13+ 1y

a 05 s(AL) 1_aq
Z N w1052 (t) (t)GerN/ n+1 )12()G\Vw\2
C

_ Nao=2(c) / 2% 0 (X, ¢) G(X,0) + NJ_2O‘(0) / 2% Vul’G dX.
t=c t

=c

Also, (3.5) implies that ( h>)= 5z, hence

1
X2 (tol\ "2 ~
N/ M, e <U_> [ Hsw|*
zﬁ/émmf%wwc+a/nﬂf2%nwﬁe

— Naas_zo‘(c)/ 2w (X, e)G(X,c) + % 03_20‘(0)/ 2% 1| Vw|*G dX (3.33)
t=c

t=c

possibly for a new universal constant N. Finally, the the result follows from (3.33) since

X2 [to!\ T2~ —
/ . o2 ()t e e <—> [ Hswl|® ~ / 1 ol (x| Hsw]? G
]Ri+ x [¢,00) g ]Ri+ x [e,00)

As a consequence of Theorem 3.1 and a translation in time, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, we have for all large enough « satisfying (3.3) above
o2 / 2 (0u(t+ ) w? G+ a / 2%y (0s(t+ )2 [Vl G, (3.34)
R” T x[0,00) R” T x[0,00)

<M oy P (t+ )ty [Howl® G

R % [0,00)

+@%@%—ﬁ-Hgmuvmxmﬁeumwm+anﬂﬁﬂhmxmﬁmxndx}

X2
Here, G.(X,t) = G(X,t+¢) = (%e 10+ and 0 < ¢ < g5

t+c) 2

4. QUANTITATIVE DOUBLING ESTIMATES

In this section we prove several quantitative doubling estimates.

4.1. Monotonicity in time. We start with the relevant monotonicity in time result which is motivated
by Lemma 3.1 in [3]. See also [10]. This represents the nonlocal counterpart of [2, Lemma 3.2]. The key
novelty of our estimate is the precise quantitative dependence on the required parameters. In combination
with the quantitative Carleman estimate in Corollary 3.3, this allows us to establish the precise doubling
estimate for the extension problem (2.10) that eventually leads to the sharp vanishing order estimate for
the nonlocal equation.
Define
des Jor UX,0)%a5 dXdt

fBj U(X, 0) n—l—ldX

(4.1)
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Lemma 4.1. Let U be a solution of (2.10). Then there exists a constant M = M (n,a) > 2 such that
Mlog(M®) > 1, and for which the following inequality

1
MelVIF / U(X, 1)z, dX > / U(X,0)%z1dX,

By Bf

holds for
1
0<t< - T ’

Mlog(M(1+[V][1)©) + M2(|V]{* +1)

where

Jor UX )% dXdt

0= .
S+ UCX, 02, dX

Proof. Let f = ¢U, where ¢ € Cj°(B3) is a spherically symmetric cutoff such that 0 < ¢ <1 and ¢ =1
on By /,. Considering the symmetry of ¢ in ;4 variable and the fact that U solves (2.10), we obtain

wp oy fo+div(zg V) = 228 (VU V) +div(ze, Vo)U  in Qy,
f(@,0,t) = u(z,t)¢(,0) (4.2)
8(xln+1f($7 07t) = Vf n Q4.

For a fixed point Y € RZL_H, we introduce the quantity

H(t) = / L G PGV, X t)dX,
R}
where G(Y, X, t) = p(y, z,t) pa(Tn+1,Yn+1;t), and p(y,x,t) is the heat-kernel associated to (9; — A,) and
Pa is the fundamental solution of the Bessel operator 92 ot #ﬂ&cn 41+ 1t is well-known that p, is given

by the formula

o _Thiitva e
pa(wn—l—layn—i-l;t) = (2t)_142r e 7L1415 H (%) 2 [,1_71 <%) , (43)
where I,,(z) the modified Bessel function of the first kind defined by the series
o
(z/2)u+2k
I = . 44

k=0
Also, for t > 0, G = G(Y,-) solves div(z,,VG) = x5, ,0;G. On the thin set {z,11 = 0}, G stands for
G(Y, (z,0),t). Now,

H(t) =2 / 2 RO+ / %1120, (4.5)
2 / 201G+ / f2div (2, VG)

2 [t 19~ [ataV).79)

= 2/xz+1fftg+/div(x;gHV(f?))gw/ VG

{Zn+1=0}
B 2/fg (@1 fo + div (254 - V) + 2/$Z+1g\Vf\2 + 2/ VG
{zn+1=0}
=J + J2+ Js, (46)
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(47{')7%270’ n+a+1 |z — y‘ +yn«kl

where G(Y, (z,0),t) = G(y,z,t) = ot 2 € for a fixed Y € B], see (3.20) in [3] for
more details. The following two estimates can be verified from [3] and [10]. We refer the reader to equations
(3.13) and (3.25) in [3]. There exists an universal constant M > 0 such that

(i) for every Y € Bf and 0 < ¢ <1 we have

Ji > —Ce 7 M(1 4+ HVH1)/ U2 dXdt. (4.7)
Qi
It is to be noted that (i) is a consequence of the regularity estimates as stated in Lemma 2.1.
(ii) for every Y € By and 0 < ¢t <1 one has

+a+1 .
| J3] < C’(n,a)||VH1<A1+“ / f2gxg+1dx+%m ! / f2Gx?  dX (4.8)
—|—A“‘1/|Vf|2gxz+1dX>
for all A > 1.
1
v

Now we have to carefully choose A. We let A such that A ~ i Then we obtain

n+a+1

T3] < Cn, a>||vul(uvn1% i / 2Gat, dX + el / 2620 dX (49

1l 1.
FIVIEE [ 97PG ax ).
With (4.7) and (4.9), we return to (4.6) to obtain

H'(t) > — Ce~n M(1 + HVHl)/@ U2z “+1dth+2/\Vf\ Gr®  dX (4.10)

n+a+1

—Muvul(uvufs 5 / 2Gat dX + Vdxiss / f2Gas dX

/ \Vf\?gsczﬂdx).

14 4
+ [V, 2t
i
Now we choose t such that tM(1+||V]{*) < %, then a simple calculation shows that
MV VIS [ (95205 dX < [ 195P0s1dX. (a.11)

Therefore the term —M ||V ||1[|V[|; 2t “[IVER Gz} 1dX in (4.10) can be absorbed in the positive term
2 [|V f|?Gz? ,1dX. Using also that

1—s _1
VI >Vl 2, (in view of (3.1) which in particular implies that ||V'|[; > 1)
we deduce from (4.10) that the following holds

1—s a
()=~ e WM+ V) [ U%dXde = MV VI e H
4 i e

l
:—e—»hM(Huvnl)/ U2 dXdt — MIV|ET5 5 1 (). (4.12)
QF

4
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The above can also be written as
41 / 41
(2M(1+HVH1 T25) 1-a M|V 2 28
e

) l—a
ST ) gy | s M Ve (v %) 0 ok /@+ U220, dXdt.  (4.13)

4

Upon integrating and using the fact that lim H(t) = f(Y,0)? = U(Y,0)?, ( see (3.6) in [3]) we obtain

t—0t

+ +
(2M(1+||vn? %, 2M(1+||vu’~" %, e
(&

t
=) 2 U007 - MO+ VI gy ey [ e dy
0

1Jr 1 1Jr 1
2M(1+| V| 2 ??)tl—a M+ V2T lza

! 1
(N T)H(t)2U(y,o)z_M(H||V||1)||U\|§2(QMZH)/Oe( 202 - s an

1

1

1.1
2M(1+HVH12 25) 1*@)

1y
( 17e 2M(1+HVH12 25) 1*&) 1
— e l1—a L

te( T—a E2 ) e,

(4.14)

H(t) 2 U(Y,0) = M(1+ V] )IIUHLZ(@ 2 )

Integrating now (4.14) with respect to Y € B, exchanging the order of integration and using that
[G(X,Y,t) Yni1dy = 1, and finally renaming Y as X we obtain

(2M(1+HVH12+25) 150) )
(T / U(X,0)%0,,dX > / U(X,0)%%,,dX (4.15)
Bf B
2yt 1
2 i _2_ _ 1
- MO VIDIU R g 0 el e,
Let us choose t such that ¢t < 1 . Then
10M log(M (1+[V[[1)© )+10M2(||V||125+1)
2M<1+HVH1’~"+T> L
MO VDIV Raqgp e el o0 % ek
- ) iy
SM(1+ ”VHI)HUHLQ(QI@ZH)S 00 e Mt
S 2MQA+(V][)e Ulizat, +)
1
< —
= 2/IB§T U(X7O) n+1dX
Using this in (4.15), we deduce that for 0 <t < 1 T , the following inequality

10M log(M (1+|V'[|1)©)+10M2(||[V || 25 +1)
holds

(—2M(1+”Y”1%+%)t1—5£) 2 a 2 a

e T—a U(X,t)%xp, 1dX > U(X,0)"zs  dX.
BF B

Thus we have

i‘
MVIE [ U(X, )28, dX > | U(X,0)%2%, ,dX,
BF Bf

completing the proof. O



VANISHING ORDER ETC 21

Corollary 4.2. Let U be a solution of (2.10). Then there exists a constant M = M(n,a) > 2 such that
the following inequality

1

MelVIF / U(X,t)%8,1dX > / U(X,0)%z54,dX, (4.16)
B3, B
holds for
o
0<t< 5N , 0<p<l,
10M log(M (1 + |[V][1)©,) + 10M2(||V | + 1)
where

wes Jor UK, dXdt
S f]ﬂa; U(X,0)%5,,dX

(4.17)

Proof. The proof follows from applying Lemma 4.1 to the rescaled solution U(X,t) := U(pX, p°t) and the
fact that f@I U(X,t)%z8, dXdt < f@Z U(X,t)%z,dXdt. O
P

4.2. Quantitative two-ball one-cylinder inequalities. Using the Carleman estimate (3.34) and Lemma
4.1, we now prove our main quantitative doubling estimate as in (4.18) below by adapting some ideas in
[20]. Such an estimate finally allows us to derive Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 4.3 below is rather
involved and therefore we will divide the proof into several steps for readers’ convenience.

Theorem 4.3. Let U be a solution of (2.10) in QF. There exists a universal large constant M > 2 and
p € (0,1), depending on n, a such that for r < 1/2, we have

N U(X,0)%2%,,dX <N LU, 0)2x¢ ,dX, (4.18)
B2r' BT

where N = exp{M (log(M (1 + ||[V]1)©,) + HVH%/%)}.

Proof. Let us highlight the key steps in the proof. The key ingredients are the quantitative Carleman
estimate in Corollary 3.3 and the quantitative monotonicity in time result in Lemma 4.1.

Step 1: Let f =n(t)¢(X)U, where ¢ € C§°(B3) is a spherically symmetric cutoff such that 0 < ¢ <1 and
¢ = 1 on By. Moreover, let n be a cutoff in time such that n =1 on [0, %] and supported in [0, ﬁ) Since
U solves (2.10), we see that the function f solves the problem

x?u—lft + div(ac?H_lVf) = ¢y Une + 2x%+1n<VU, Vo) +n diV(l’%HVCﬁ)U in Q;;
f((z,t),0) = u(z, t)p(x, 0)n(t) (4.19)
a(mln+1f((x7t)70) = V($7t)f($vt) in Q5-

Since ¢ is symmetric in the x,; variable, we have ¢,+; = 0 on {z,11 = 0}. Since ¢ is smooth, the
following estimates are true, see [3, (3.31)].

{Supp(VQS) N{Tp41 >0} C BS \ By

o u (4.20)
| div(z7,, V)| < Capyy Lp+\g;-

Step 2: The Carleman estimate (3.34) applied to f yields the following for sufficiently large « satisfying
1
a>MQA+||V]#F)and 0 < c< 2

a2/ 2%y (0u(t+ )2 f2 G(X,t+0) +a/ 21 (04t +¢) 2 VP G(X,t +0)
R % [0,00) R

T [0,00)
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SM / LT ety (e Une + 200,0m(VU, Vo) +ndiv(ag  VO)U* G(X,t +c)
R’ x[0,00)

For @ { [ VAR GO0 ax b [t [FOG0)R GExe) ax )

1 1
sxoax)

< M)\Q/ (0t + €)' "2 G(X, t 4 ) 2l [U[1,
R % [0,00)

+M 4105 2t + O{[VUP + U g,\p,nG(X, t + c)

R x[0,00)

+o72(0) {—ﬁ / St [VFCELOP G(X,0) dX +aMd [ aty [F(X0) G(X.c) dX} L2
t=0 t=0

In the last inequality (4.21) above, we also used (4.20). It is to be noted in view of the regularity result for

U as in Lemma 2.1, the Carleman estimate (3.34) can be applied to f. This can be justified by a standard

approximation argument by first considering the integrals in the region {x,11 > ¢} and then letting ¢ — 0.

Step 3: Now we estimate the right hand side of the inequality (4.21) for ¢ satisfying ¢ < 8%\. To do that
let us first estimate the quantity ol =2%(t + ¢)G(X,t +¢) in X € Bf x [0, ) \ Bf x [0, ). Lemma 2.3
implies that os(t + ¢) > 5, therefore,

1x|2

o172t +O)C(X, t+¢) < Mt 4¢)' % ¢ 1w (422)

(4.23)

Now if ¢ > g5 then ¢ + ¢ > g5, thus (4.23) implies

(as(t+c))1_2°‘G(X,t+c) < M2a—1(t+c)1—2a—"+;+1 < M2a—1(8/\)—1+2a+%¢+1‘

_1x)? _1x)? -1
In the case when t < % we shall utilize the decay of e 3@+, Since | X| > 1, we have e 3+ < e(t+e),

Now (4.22) and ¢ + ¢ < % implies
ol (t 4+ 0)G(X,t +c)

5 M2a—1(t+c)1—2a 1n+a+1 6_4(t£rc)
(t+c) =
n+a+1
n+a 1 (2a+ +2+ ) n+a k k

S M*Ht o)t 5 <2a + %) (2(t + c))(2a+ ) (using e* > % > %)

(2a+ n+a+1)
saret (2as EEL)TE T

Therefore, in any case we have
o2 4 ) G(X, t+ c) < Mo\ (4.24)

Step 4: Incorporating (4.24) in (4.21) yields

a2/ 2% (0u(t+ )2 f2 G(X,t+0) +a/ 21 (00t +¢) 2 VP G(X,t +0)
R % [0,00) R

T [0,00)
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L
VAN

§ M2a+n+¢21+1 a2a+n+;+1 / /7L $Z+1{|VU|2 + |U|2}
[0,75) /B3

For 0 { [ IVAROP G060 ax +adt [t 50 G0 ax)

< pp2o+nEeEL 2andadl 1+VIh) /+ x?H_lU2(X7 t) (using Lemma 2.1)
Q

+a§%@{—§: :ﬁHJVﬂXchmx@dX+aM/“xmlvuum%ﬂmeM}- (4.25)
t=0 t=0

Step 5: Since ¢ =1 on By and n =1 on [0, 8%\) and for small enough p < %, which will be chosen later,

we obtain

a2/ 2l 072t + o) f2 G(X,t+c)
R %[0,00)

v

o [ [ a0 U Gt o)
[07%) B2
n+a+l 1x|2

&AQ54+%H@%&+@U%+@‘2 CREGE
2) Jat.

74N

v

2
> a? /[0 , (t+c)_2a(t+c)_n+g+1€_(tpTc> /IBS+ U (4.26)

’Z_A) 2p

At this point let us assume o > M (log(M (1 + ||V'[}1)0,) + HVHi/%) and 0 <t < % and 0 < ¢ < g—i. We

then employ the monotonicity result, Corollary 4.2, to (4.26) to obtain

a2/ al 0.2t + ) f2 G(X,t+c)
R™ %[0

7w)
2 —9q,-ntatl _p? 1 —||V||21? a 2
>« , T e r—e i zp 1 U*(X,0)
[e,c+ 05 M B
1 n+a+1 p2
2 L~ —2a,— -2 2
>« Vi @ [5_272_2)15 R - zy 1 U*(X,0)
n+a+1
1 0 — (204 gt ) 02
> a2 e —8x [ P / a U2 X.0
Z afqre 4)\> € i o Tp1 U7 (X, 0)
5242a+”+g+1 )\2a+n+t21+1 +1 5162 o g mbatl )
> SM (€7 p?) 2 2 /]B:;‘T;IH-IU (X,0)
52420+ "+;+1 2o+ 7LJrS+1-‘,-1 ) S
- A I ) NE UL ) (1.27)
8M@p Q+ nt
4
Step 6: The inequalities (4.25) and (4.27) together imply that
5242(1—1— n+;+1 A2a+ n+¢21+1 +1 2 _ _nta+l
SMO (65/5 p2) 2ap 2 /@+ x?L—l—le(X? t)
P 4

§ M2a+n+¢21+1 a2a+n+;+1 (1 + ||VH1) /7L $$L+1U2(X,t)
Q

4
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c
+0;7%(c) {—M -

To absorb the first term in the right hand side into the left, we need

P IVSCLOP GO0 X +aM [ ati IF(X0)F GOX,0) dX}. (1.28)
t=0

52420+ 25y 20+ 2L 4]
8MO,
In view of the fact that a®® ~ A2* > (14 ||V]|1) the above will be guaranteed if we choose p such that

(99 p2) 20 = > g2 20 (1 ||V )

52420+ n+g8;\14/\®2(:+ ntatl | (65/52/)2)_2%_ ntatl S g2t n+g+1)\2a+ ”+g+1)\2s
= PP (S M) R > AN TET e,
= (PP M) > MTETHE, (as 024200 > ap)
= (P Mp?)72 > M"ET /M (using /M > MO, as o > M(log(M(1+ [|[V|1)©,))
— (65/52M€1/2Mp2)—2a > M%,
the above inequality will be true provided €5/ 3 Nfel/2M p? < %. Therefore, under the above mentioned

condition on p and for o = ag = M(log(M(1 + |[V[1)0,) + [[V|}/*), (4.28) implies

i [ VIR G(Xe) X < a0 [afy FXOP G(Xoe) aX (429
2 1 2
— 2 [ty VA 0P + P L pope i ax
3 a g X
< M- zp 1 |F(X,0)]7e” 2 dX. (4.30)
t=0
At this point (4.30) combined with Lemma 2.5 allow us to infer that
U*(X,0)z%,,dX <N | U*X,0)z%,,dX (4.31)

By B;
f@I U(X,t)?ze  dXdt
p> f]BZ,L U(X,0)2z% ,  dX

holds for all 0 < 7 < %, where N = exp{M*(log(M (1+ ”V|’1)@p)+HVH}/2S)} and ©, =

with €5/ Mel/2M p? < %6. We note that here onwards the resulting quantity p < 1 will be fixed for the
rest of the article. Renaming M* by M again we complete the proof. O

In order to obtain a dependence of the doubling constant in Theorem 4.3 on © instead of ©,, we argue
by a covering argument and by using the following two ball one-cylinder inequality.

Theorem 4.4. Under the assumptions Theorem 4.3 and for p, M, N defined in Theorem 4.3, we have the
following two-ball one-cylinder inequality for all 0 < r < p

2
loga (52)

1
7 1M logs (2p/7)
U(X,0)2%,,dX < ¢ TFTeestzar (/ +U2<X70>xz+1dX> o
By

By

M logo(2p/T)

T+ M logo(2p/7)
M [ UX, t)2xt dXdt : (4.32)
Qj

where My = M(log(M(1 + |[V|1))) + M|[V|;/>.
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Proof. Let 0 < r < p, and k € N be such that p < 2¥r < 2p. Then iterating (4.31) repeatedly we get
/ U%(X,0)x%,,dX < / U*(X,0)z%,,dX < N’“/ U*(X,0)x%,,dX
B B, B;F

< Nlo&a(3) / U%(X,0)2%, 1dX.
B

Let us rewrite N as N = M1os(M(1+[V][1))) M log(M6,) M|V _ = Mi+Mlog(M®y) ' then

2
/153+ U*(X,0)z5,1dX < e 10g2(7p)(M®p)Mlog2(Tp) /B+ U?(X,0)x5 1 dX

. U?(X,0)z2, ,dX.

T

Mlogz(sz)
— eMl logz(sz’) M fQI U(X7t) n+1dth
Since p < 1 is also a fixed universal constant, we have

loga ( p)

1
1+ M logo (2p/T)
B U*(X,0)ap,1dX < ! T Ios; 27 </B+ U2(X,0)x?L+1dX> o

M logo (2p/T)

T+ M log2(2p/7)
M [ UX, )%, dXdt :
Q;

possibly for a different universal constant M depending on p. O

The following lemma allows us to replace ©, by © in the doubling inequality (4.18). This in turn relies
on a covering argument inspired by similar ideas in [20]. However, such an argument requires certain
important modification in our setting since the operator is not translation invariant in the x,; direction.

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.3 we have a universal constant Ny, possibly depending
on p, and a constant T € (0,1) such that

07 < Ng MU= pm2rg, (4.33)
where My is defined as in Theorem 4.4.

Proof. We employ a covering argument. Applying the inequality (4.32) to 7 = £ we get

8
/ U%(X,0)z8,,dX < M=5) / U*(X,0)22 dX | (M /
]B; ]BJr Q+

p/2 4

1-4
U(X,t)%ngth) . (4.34)

where (3 := 1+M7110g4' Our first step is to obtain a similar estimate as in (4.34) with IB%IFOIP /10
a different choice of g € (0,1). We sketch the idea. A simple covering argument yields that there are two

finite families of balls F7, 75 such that

+
101p/100 C U B, U Bclp (Y?)
i€F1 1€F2

o Possibly for

where
F1i= {Zz 1< < nl;Z- = (ZZ',O) S Bp/g}
Fo={Y'= (¢, 9}1) : 1 <i<no V' €B

c2p
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Tn41

+
IB3101,)/100

Zpt1 = c1p/100

and nq, ny are dimensional constants, ;s are fixed positive constants such that the distance of the cylinders
QICI p(YZ, 0) corresponding to the points {Y;} in the collection F, are always above the line {z,1 = 5

and ¢y is close to 1 such that
B.,,2(Y") C B/ (4.35)

This in turn can be ensured by choosing c; in a way such that 1 —c3 > 9. For each Z; = (2;,0) € F,
since U (X + (z;,0),t) is again a solution to (2.10), applying (4.34) to this translated solution we get

/ U(X,0)2,,dX < M-8 /
BJ (Zi) BT

B 1-8
U?(X,0)z2 +1dX) (M / U(X,t)%z +1dth> .
p/2( Q;

(4.36)

Zy)

Also, we have replaced Q4 by Q5 to accommodate the fact that QI + Z; C Q;. Now summing (4.36) for
all Z; € F; and considering B /2( i) C B we obtain

Z/IB (Zl n+1dX

1-3 n1
< eMl(l—ﬁ) (M/
>~ Q+

B
U(X,t)? ;;Hdth) Z (/ 2(X,0)x n+1dX>

3
<ot ([ o) ([ vrcn.en)
Q? B

1-8+B(1-8)
< eM1(1—6+/3(1—/3))n1 (M/ U(Xt anth) </
ot B,

52
U(X,0)a n+1dX)
p/2
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1-3 3
= M=)y, (M / LU, t)2z2 +1dth> < / X U?(X,0)z2 +1dX> : (4.37)
Qs B,
where 3 = 82 and we have used (4.34) in the penultimate inequality above.

For the balls in F» we can safely apply the rescaled local estimates from [20] to obtain

B 1-8
/ U%(X,0)dX < ( / U%(X, O)dX) (M / U(X, t)2dth> (4.38)
B, (YE) lem(yi) Q. ,(V1,0)

for the same constant (3 as in (4.34). The reader should note that in order to choose the same /3 in (4.34)
and (4.38), we have to work with the largest of the two constants appearing in (4.31) and its counterpart
in [20]. Now by construction we observe that x,1 ~ p for all points in the domains of integration in the
above inequality (4.38) and thus consequently from (4.38) we obtain

/ CU*(X,0)zp 1dX S /
BZ, (V) B

619/2(
<

010/2(

B 1-8
U(X,0)2% 1 dX M/ U(X,t)?x% dXdt
Yi) QY ,(Y7,0)

(4.39)

B 1-4
U*(X,0)z% +1dX> <M / LU t)%z +1dth) :
Y?) Qs

since QIC ) p(Yi, 0) C Q;, possibly after choosing p smaller if required. Summing over all Y € F, we get

g
U%(X,0)z% +1dX>

1-8 ny
< M/ U(X,t)%z%, dXdt /
(a0 [ vovepssaxa) 35( [

=1 c1p/2

1-8
< no < /@ LU, t)%ngth) /B X U?(X, O)xZHdX)
5 P

(Y9

=

B

2

1-B+B(1-B) B
+U(X,lt)%cszXdlt) ( X U2(X,o)a;g+1dX> (using(4.34))
Q5 IBgp/2

1-p2 B2
< ngeh(1=5°) (M / Ux, t)%ngth) ( / UAx, O)xg+1dx> . (4.40)
Q3 B,

Combining (4.37) and (4.40) we observe that there exist constants 3 € (0,1) and N such that

1-3 g
/ X U%(X,0)22 dX < Nefh(=A) <N U(X,t)%z2 +1dth> < X U2(X,0)z2 +1dX> :
B Bg

101p/100

Q7

Now, iterating the above mentioned process finitely many times we obtain

1—7 T
/}B X U%(X,0)28 1 dX < NeMh(=m) <N [@ . U(X, )2z +1dth) ( /}B X U2(X,0)z% +1dX> ,
1 5 P
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for some universal constant N, possibly depending on p and for some 7 € (0,1). The above inequality
implies that

07 < Ny MU= pm2rg, (4.41)
which is the conclusion of the lemma. O

Using Lemma 4.5 in Theorem 4.3, we obtain the following sharp doubling inequality where the doubling
constant now depends on ©, instead of ©. More precisely, incorporating Lemma 4.5 in Theorem 4.3, we
see that

U(X,0)2%2%,,dX <K | U(X,0)%2% ,dX
B3, Bf

holds, where
K := exp {M(logw(l [V NG =)/ p=2gliTy) 4 Muvui/%}
< exp {Mlog(MNg,o_z@l/T) + Mlog(1+ ||V][1) + MM;(1—7)/7 + M||V||}/2S}.

Finally keeping in mind that M; = M (log(M (1 + |V |[1))) + MHVH%/%, and log(1 + [|[V];) < CSHVH%/25
we conclude the following

)

Theorem 4.6. Let U be a solution of (2.10) in QF. There exists a universal large constant M > 2,
depending on n, a such that for r < 1/2, we have

U(X,0)%2%,,dX <N [ U(X,0)%2%,,dX, (4.42)

By Bt
where N = exp{M (log(M(1 + ||V ]1)©) + |V |/*)}.

4.3. Vanishing estimate on cylinders. In this subsection, we derive our main quantitative vanishing
estimate on space time cylinders for the extension problem (2.10) as in Theorem 4.7. As mentioned in the
introduction, starting from Theorem 4.6, if one follows the arguments in [20] or [3] that leads to a space
time doubling inequality from a space like doubling inequality as in (4.42) above, one obtains a doubling

constant of the type exp{M (log(M (1+|V]|1)©)+ HVH%QS log [|[V']]1)} which then leads to a vanishing order

estimate where A in (1.3) now depends on HVH%/% log |V instead of HVHi/%. This discrepancy in the

nature of the two doubling constants can be seen in [3, Theorem 3.5]. Therefore we instead argue by a
compactness argument to obtain a space time vanishing order estimate for (2.10) with the right quantitative
dependence. The corresponding result is as follows.

Theorem 4.7. Let U be a solution of (2.10) in QF. Then there exists r1(U) > 0 such that

- U(X,t)%al, dXdt > r™M, (4.43)

holds for all r < ri(U) where Ny = M((flﬂéf U(X,0)%z¢ dX)~! + log(MO) + HVHi/%) where M is some
universal constant.

Proof. The proof is divided into 2 steps.
Step 1: Using Theorem 4.6, we first show that

/B+ U(X,0)%8, dX > r¥, (4.44)
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holds for all » < 1/2, where

N i= ([ U(X,0)%05,dX)™" + M log(M®) + M|V, (4.45)

This is seen as follows. For notational convenience we denote N := exp{M (log(M (1+||V']|1)O)+ HV||1/28)}.
For r < 1/2 there exists k such that 1 < 2Fr < 2. Iterating the inequality (4.42) k times we obtain

/U(X,O)%?LHCZXSN’“ U(X,0)%28,,dX
B Bt

< Nlog2(2/7) +[]()(7()) x8 dX
B/

log N
2\ Togz
_ <;> /B V(X0 1dX.
Since ¢ < 2¢, the above implies that

N logPV
— r% SQUBT U(X,0)°z 1 dXdt)™ 1°g2/ U(X,0)%z8, dX
]B+

lo N 10 N
— 2 U U0 oy i Uy U800 [ i optanax
B,
B,

1/2s

where N := f]B* (X,0)22%,dX)~t + Mlog(M®©) + M||V|y’". In the last inequality in (4.46) we used

that since 2r < 1 therefore one has

2+ ( f]ﬂﬁ 2af L dX)

( log 2

<1

Step 2 (Conclusion): We show that the conclusion of the Theorem holds with N} = 2N, i.e. there exists
r1(U) such that for all » < r1(U), (4.43) holds with N1 = 2N. If not, then there exists a sequence of {r;}
with r; — 0 such that

U(X, )28, dXdt < rM. (4.47)
o,
Now define

U(ri X, r2t
Uj(X,t) = ri X, 75 %) for j>1.

1/2°
(—nfm Jg+ U2(X,0)z2 1dX>
Tj r'j/2
Thanks to (4.44), each U; is well defined. We then make the following observations.

i) By normalization and change of variable,

UZ(X,0)z%, dX = 1. (4.48)

+
By /s

ii) Using (4.44), (4.47) and the fact that Ny = 2N, we find that

/ U2 “+1dth<rN 22N—>OaSj—>OO (4.49)
Qf

1
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Moreover, U; solves the following problem in Qf

{div<xz+NUj> + a5, 0U; = 0, (4.50)

0¢  Uj((x,0),t) = rjl-_“V(rjx,r?t)Uj((x,O),t).

Tn+1

Similar to that in [3], using (4.49) and the regularity estimates in Lemma 2.1, we can assert by Arzela-
Ascoli, that up to a subsequence, {U;} converge to some Uy in H a(Q;/ 4)- Moreover, Uy solves in Q;/ 4

div(zy  VUy) + x2 10Uy = 0, (451)
9%,.,Uo((z,0),t) =0
Due to uniform convergence and (4.48), we have
/+ U3 (X,0)z4,,dX = 1. (4.52)
B

1/2

On the other hand, from (4.49) and uniform convergence, it also follows that Uy = 0 in Q;/ 4 Which
contradicts (4.52). The conclusion thus follows.

]
5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Following [3] and [45], we prove Theorem 1.1 using a blowup argument.
We make the following claim.
Claim: There exists a 7 < L;J) such that
/ u?(z,t) dedt > 2N, (5.1)

r

for all » < 7, where Nj and r1(U) are as in Theorem 4.7. The conclusion of the Theorem would then follow
by letting N = 2/V;.

On the contrary, let us assume the Claim is not true, then there exists a decreasing sequence of radii
{rj}; such that r; — 0 and

/ u?(x, t)dedt < 7,]2.N1. (5.2)
Qr,
Recall that U is the solution of the extension problem corresponding to u as in (2.10). Now define

U(riX, rjz-t)

1/2°
(71;&;3“ f@i} U%Zﬂdth)

Thanks to (4.43), each U; is well defined. We then make the following observations.
i) By the normalization, f@f szzltflﬂdth =1

ii) Using the “qualitative” space time doubling inequality in [3, Theorem 3.5 (iii)] and change of variable
we get

Uj(X,t) =

for 57> 1.

fQ+/ U222, dX dt
U229 dXdt = —32 > ¢ > 0. 5.3
Ty

+
1/2
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Moreover, U; solves the following problem in Qf

div(z ?LHVU') +xl 0U; =
0%  Uj((x,0),t) = 7“1 “V(rjx 7‘2t)U ((x,0),t).

Tn+1

(5.4)

Similar to that in [3], using the regularity estimates in Lemma 2.1 and Arzela-Ascoli, up to a subsequence
we have that {U;} converge to some Uy in H a(@;/ 41)- Moreover, Uy solves in Q;/ 4

div(zs  VUy) + x2 10Uy = 0,
0% Up((x,0),t) =0

Tn41

(5.5)

A change of variable and (4.43) gives

/ Uj((2,0),t)°dzdt < 7§+~ Nl/ U((z,0),t)%dzdt
! Qr,
= a+1 Nl/ u(x da;dt
Qr,
(5.2)
< r;l-i—l—i—Nl‘

Then by taking limit 7 — oo we get fQ ((z,0),t)%dxdt — 0 as j — oo. Since U; — Up uniformly in
@1/2 up to {z,+1 = 0}, we must have Uy = 0 in Q2 N {741 = 0}. Again, since Up solves the problem
(5.5), applying weak unique continuation result as in Proposition 2.2, we conclude that Uy = 0 in @1 /2"
But this is a contradiction, as U; — Up uniformly in Ql /2 from the non-degeneracy condition (5.3) we

have fo/z Ugz?., dXdt > 0. Hence the Claim is true. This completes the proof by observing that we are

working with the backward version of the problem as in (2.10).
O
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