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INVERSE PROBLEM OF DETERMINING TIME-DEPENDENT

LEADING COEFFICIENT IN THE TIME-FRACTIONAL HEAT

EQUATION

DAURENBEK SERIKBAEV, MICHAEL RUZHANSKY, AND NIYAZ TOKMAGAMBETOV

Abstract. In this paper, we investigate direct and inverse problems for the time-
fractional heat equation with a time-dependent diffusion coefficient for positive
operators. First, we consider the direct problem, and the unique existence of the
generalized solution is established. We also deduce some regularity results. Here,
our proofs are based on the eigenfunction expansion method. Second, we consider
the inverse problem of determining the diffusion coefficient. The well-posedness
of this inverse problem is shown by reducing the problem to an operator equation
for the diffusion coefficient.
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1. Introduction

Let T be a positive constant and let H be a separable Hilbert space. In this
paper, we consider the following time-fractional heat equation

(1.1) Dα
t u(t) + a(t)Lu(t) = f(t) in H,

for 0 < t ≤ T. Here Dα
t is the Caputo derivative of the order α ∈ (0, 1) defined by

Dα
t u(t) =

1

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

0

(t− τ)−α d

dτ
u(τ)dτ,

with Gamma function Γ(·), and L is the positive self-adjoint operator with the dis-
crete spectrum {λξ}ξ∈I such that λξ → ∞ as |ξ| → ∞ and the system of eigenfunc-
tions {ωξ}ξ∈I forming an orthonormal basis in the space H, where I is a countable
set.
This paper consists of two parts, the direct problem and the inverse problem.
First, we start by stating the direct problem, the properties of which we are going

to use in studying the inverse problem of determining the coefficient a(t).

Problem 1.1 (Direct Problem). Given a(t) and f(t), find a function u(t) such that
u : [0, T ] → H satisfies the equation (1.1) and the initial condition

(1.2) u(0) = h in H.

For this direct problem, we establish the existence and uniqueness for the gener-
alised solution and deduce some regularity results in Section 3. In the main part of
the paper, based on Problem 1.1, we will consider the following inverse problem of
finding the coefficient a(t) in the equation (1.1) for the operator L with the positive
discrete spectrum such that infξ∈I λξ > 0, from the given additional information.
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Problem 1.2 (Inverse Problem). Given f(t) and h, find a pair of functions {a(t), u(t)}
satisfying the problem (1.1)–(1.2) and the additional condition

(1.3) F [u(t)] = E(t), t ∈ [0, T ].

In (1.3), F is a linear bounded functional

F : H1+γ → R.

Here H1+γ = {u ∈ H : L1+γu ∈ H} and γ ≥ 0, and F satisfies the following
assumption:

(1.4)

{

F [ωξ]

λγ
ξ

}

∈ l2(I).

For example, let H be L2(0, 1) and Lu = −uxx, x ∈ (0, 1), with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary condition. Then the operator has the eigensystem {(πk)2,

√
2 sin kπx}k∈N,

with I = N. Let F [u(t, ·)] :=
∫ 1

0
u(t, x)dx. Since

F [ωk] =

∫ 1

0

√
2 sin kπxdx =

√
2(1 + (−1)k+1)

kπ
=

{

2
√
2

kπ
, if, k = 2n− 1 (n ∈ N);

0, if, k = 2n (n ∈ N),

we have
∑

k∈N

|F [ωk]|2 < ∞.

From this we see that γ in (1.4) can be taken to be 0.
Without loss of generality, we can suppose

(1.5) that F 6≡ 0 and that F [ωξ] ≥ 0, for all ξ ∈ I.
Otherwise, if F [ωζ] < 0 for some ζ ∈ I, we can replace ωζ by −ωζ . Then

such −ωζ satisfy all the properties we need, such as it is still an eigenfunction
of L corresponding to the eigenvalue λζ , giving an orthonormal basis of H, and
F [−ωζ ] ≥ 0.
For this inverse problem, we obtain the following results:

• The existence of the solution;
• The uniqueness of the solution;
• The continuous dependence on the data.

To prove the well-posedness of Problem 1.2 we reduce this inverse problem to the
operator equation for the diffusion coefficient a(t). Then we show the monotonicity
of this operator and prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to this
operator equation. Moreover, we show continuous dependence of a = a(t) on the
data. More precisely, we show the following:
i) We prove the existence of the solution of the operator equation using Shauder’s

fixed point theorem.
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When α = 1, Shauder’s fixed point theorem is used in many works, here we only
note a few of them [I93, KI12, IO16, HLI16]. To the best of our knowledge, in this
paper we use Shauder’s fixed point theorem to prove the existence of the solution
to the obtained operator equation for the first time. That is why we will show the
existence of the solution of the obtained operator equation analogously to the proof
of the above-mentioned papers. Using Shauder’s fixed point theorem to prove the
existence result is valuable since it can be extended to other inverse problems for
time-fractional differential equations.
ii) We show the uniqueness of the solution of the operator equation using the

monotonicity of the operator similarly to [Zh17].
iii) To show the continuous dependence of the solution on the data, we use Gron-

wall type inequality [H81, Lemma 7.1.1].
In recent years, the direct and inverse problems of time-fractional diffusion have

drawn much attention. Some classical papers by several authors have shown various
aspects of this problem.
Here we will mention only the closest scientific works to our research which were

done for particular cases of the operator L.
For instance, Sakamoto and Yamamoto [SY11] studied the problem (1.1)–(1.2)

when a(t) = 1. Under suitable assumptions on given functions, the authors proved
the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to the problem (1.1)–(1.2). More-
over, the authors proved other stability and uniqueness results for some related
inverse problems. This was one of the first mathematical works concerning frac-
tional inverse problems. The maximum principle for the time-fractional diffusion
equation was established by Luchko in [L09].
For the one dimensional case, the model (1.1)–(1.2) was considered in [Zh16] with

a homogeneous right-hand side and trivial initial condition. Z. Zhang established
the existence and uniqueness of the weak solution and deduced some regularity
results. This is the first rigorous theoretical work on the direct problem of model
(1.1)–(1.2) for d = 1. Moreover, Z. Zhang considered the inverse problem of recov-
ering a(t) in [Zh16]. For this inverse problem, he showed the uniqueness of a(t).
Using the above-mentioned results, Z. Zhang in [Zh17] analyzed the direct prob-

lem (1.1)–(1.2). In particular, one established the existence, uniqueness, and some
regularity properties. Also in [Zh17] Z. Zhang considered an inverse problem for
recovering a(t). This work is an extension of the earlier work of Z. Zhang [Zh16]
from a simple space domain Ω to R

d, considering the more general analysis for the
direct problem, and containing an existence argument for the inverse problem of
recovering a(t).
In [Zh17], for the inverse problem one used the single point flux data

a(t)
∂u

∂~n
(x0, t; a) = E(t), x0 ∈ ∂Ω,
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to recover the coefficient a(t). In order to recover a(t), Z. Zhang introduced a suitable
operator K and showed its monotonicity. This property implied the uniqueness and
existence of a(t). In other words, the author established the uniqueness and existence
of the solution of the considered inverse problem by using the monotonicity of the
operator K. This method is also applicable for Problem 1.2. The disadvantage
of this method is that it works only for the inverse problem of identification of a
time-dependent diffusion coefficient, but not for other types of inverse problems for
time-fractional differential equations. For example, this method does not work for
inverse source problems. Moreover, for the model as considered in [Zh16] with a
fractional α ∈ (0, 2), Lopushanskyi and Lopushanska [LL14] have used the Green
function to give the representation of solution u, and an operator for a, which ensure
the existence and uniqueness of (a, u).
The rest of this paper follows the following structure. In Section 2, we collect some

preliminary results about fractional calculus, the mean value theorem, Gronwall
type lemma, and definitions of spaces. The direct problem is discussed in Section 3,
i.e. we establish the existence, uniqueness, and some regularity results of the weak
solution for (1.1)–(1.2). Then Section 4 deals with the inverse problem of recovering
the pair (a, u). Specifically, an operator K is introduced in this section, then its
monotonicity and uniqueness, the existence of its fixed points are proved. Moreover,
continuous dependence of the solution to Problem 1.2 is included in this section.
In Sections 5 and 6, we give examples of the operator L and of the functional F,
respectively. In Section 7, for the particular cases of L and F we show how to find
the value of γ in (1.4). In the last section, we include as an Appendix some classical
theorems which are used in this paper.

2. Preliminary materials

2.1. Mittag-Leffler function. In this subsection, we will recall the definition of
the Mittag-Leffler function and give its necessary properties which we will use in
our investigation. The Mittag-Leffler function is a two-parameter function defined
as

Eα,β(z) =
∞
∑

k=0

zk

Γ(kα + β)
, z ∈ C.

It generalizes the natural exponential function in the sense that E1,1 = ez.

Lemma 2.1. [Pod99, Theorem 1.6] Suppose that 0 < α < 2, β is an arbitrary real
number and, πα/2 < µ < min{π, πα}. Then there exists a positive constant C ′ > 0
such that

|Eα,β(z)| ≤
C ′

1 + |z| ,

for all µ ≤ |arg(z)| ≤ π and |z| ≥ 0.
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Note that in [Sim14] the following estimate for the Mittag-Leffler function is
proved, when 0 < α < 1 (not true for α ≥ 1)

1

1 + Γ(1− α)z
≤ Eα,1(−z) ≤ 1

1 + Γ(1 + α)−1z
, z > 0,

Thus, it follows that

(2.1) 0 < Eα,1(−z) < 1, z > 0.

Lemma 2.2. If 0 < α ≤ 1 and β ≥ α. Then the generalized Mittag-Leffler function
Eα,β(−z), z ≥ 0, is completely monotonic, that is,

(−1)n
dn

dxn
Eα,β(−z) ≥ 0, for z ≥ 0 and n = 0, 1, 2, . . .

Proof. This proof can be found in [P48, Sch96, MS97, MS01]. �

Lemma 2.3. For 0 < α ≤ 1 and β ≥ α, the Mittag-Leffler type function Eα,β(−λξt
α)

satisfies

0 ≤ Eα,β(−λξt
α) ≤ Eα,β(− inf

ξ∈I
λξt

α) ≤ 1

Γ(β)
, t ≥ 0.

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.2, we have

Eα,β(−z) ≥ 0, ∀z ≥ 0,

and

d

dz
Eα,β(−z) ≤ 0, ∀z ≥ 0.

These estimates mean that the function Eα,β(−z) is positive and non-increasing on
the interval [0,∞), i.e. it satisfies the following inequality for all x, y such that
x ≥ y ≥ 0

0 ≤ Eα,β(−x) ≤ Eα,β(−y) ≤ Eα,β(0) =
1

Γ(β)
.

These yield the desired results and complete the proof. �

Lemma 2.4. For α > 0 and n ∈ N
+, we have

dn

dtn
Eα,1(−λξt

α) = −λξt
α−nEα,α−n+1(−λξt

α), t > 0.

In particular, if we set n = 1, then we have

d

dt
Eα,1(−λξt

α) = −λξt
α−1Eα,α(−λξt

α), t > 0.

Proof. See [SY11, Lemma 3.2]. �
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2.2. Fractional calculus. In this part, we collect some results from the fractional
calculus. The next lemma states the extremal principle for Dα

t .

Lemma 2.5. [Zh17, Lemma 2.5] Fix 0 < α < 1 and let v = v(t) ∈ C[0, T ] with
Dα

t v ∈ C[0, T ]. If v attains its maximum (minimum) over the interval [0, T ] at the
point t = t0, t0 ∈ (0, T ], then Dα

t v ≥ (≤)0, respectively.

The following lemma about the composition between Dα
t and the fractional inte-

gral Iα
t is presented in [SKM93].

Lemma 2.6. Define the Riemann-Liouville α-th order integral Iαt as

Iαt u =
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1u(τ)dτ.

For 0 < α < 1, u(t), Dα
t u ∈ C[0, T ], we have

(Dα
t ◦ Iαt u)(t) = u(t), (Iαt ◦ Dα

t u)(t) = u(t)− u(0), t ∈ [0, T ].

2.3. Mean value theorem. In this part, we present the generalized mean value
theorem.

Theorem 2.7. [OSh07, Theorem 1] Let 0 < α ≤ 1, a < b and g ∈ C[a, b] be such
that aDα

t g ∈ C[a, b]. Then, there exists some t ∈ (a, b) such that

g(b)− g(a) =
1

Γ(α + 1)
aDα

t g(t) · (b− a)α.

Here aDα
t is the Caputo derivative defined by

aDα
t g =

1

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

a

(t− τ)−α d

dτ
g(τ)dτ.

Theorem 2.7 plays an important role in proving the existence of a solution to our
inverse problems.

2.4. Gronwall type lemma. We present, an inequality of Gronwall type with
weakly singular kernel (t− τ)α−1 (see [H81, Lemma 7.1.1]).

Lemma 2.8. Suppose c ≥ 0, 0 < α < 1, and z(t) is a non-negative function locally
integrable on [0, b) (for some b ≤ ∞), and suppose y(t) is non-negative and locally
integrable on [0, b) with

y(t) ≤ z(t) + c

∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1y(τ)dτ, ∀t ∈ [0, b).

Then

y(t) ≤ z(t) + cΓ(α)

∫ t

0

d

dτ
Eα,1(cΓ(α)(t− τ)α)z(τ)dτ, ∀t ∈ [0, b).
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If z(t) ≡ z is constant, then

y(t) ≤ zEα,1(cΓ(α)t
α), ∀t ∈ [0, b).

2.5. Sobolev spaces. In this section, we fix a few definitions concerning the gen-
eralized Sobolev space over H.

Definition 2.9. Let ρ ∈ R. We denote the Sobolev space by Hρ := {u ∈ H :
Lρu ∈ H} with the norm

‖u‖Hρ =

(

∑

ξ∈I

|(1 + λξ)
ρ(u, ωξ)H|2

) 1
2

.

Definition 2.10. Let ρ ∈ R. For 0 < α < 1 we denote by Xα([0, T ];Hρ) the space
of all continuous functions g : [0, T ] → Hρ with also continuous Dα

t g : [0, T ] → Hρ,
such that

‖g‖Xα([0,T ];Hρ) := ‖g‖C([0,T ];Hρ) + ‖Dα
t g‖C([0,T ];Hρ) < ∞.

The space Xα([0, T ];Hρ) equipped with the norm above is a Banach space.

Definition 2.11. For θ ∈ (0, 1) we set

Cθ([0, T ];H) =

{

f ∈ C([0, T ];H) : sup
0≤t<s≤T

‖f(t)− f(s)‖H
|t− s|θ < ∞

}

and

‖f‖Cθ([0,T ];H) = ‖f‖C([0,T ];H) + sup
0≤t<s≤T

‖f(t)− f(s)‖H
|t− s|θ .

3. Direct problem

In this section, we consider Problem 1.1 and prove the existence and uniqueness
of the generalized solution and deduce some regularity results.
Throughout this section, we suppose that a, h and f satisfy the following as-

sumptions:

Assumption 3.1. (a) a ∈ C+[0, T ] := {a ∈ C[0, T ] : a(t) ≥ qa > 0, t ∈ [0, T ]};
(b) f ∈ C([0, T ];H);
(c) h ∈ H1.

Now we give the following definition of the generalised solution to the direct
problem.

Definition 3.2. We call u(t; a) a generalized solution of Problem 1.1 in H corre-
sponding to the coefficient a(t) if u(t; a) ∈ H1 for all t ∈ (0, T ], and for any ϕ ∈ H1

we have
(Dα

t u(t; a), ϕ) + (a(t)Lu(t; a), ϕ) = (f(t), ϕ), t ∈ (0, T ];

(u(0; a), ϕ) = (h, ϕ),
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where (·, ·) is the inner product of H.

With the above definition, we give a spectral representation for the generalized
solution in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Define hξ = (h, ωξ), fξ(t) = (f(t), ωξ), ξ ∈ I. The spectral represen-
tation of the generalized solution of Problem 1.1 is

(3.1) u(t; a) =
∑

ξ∈I

uξ(t; a)ωξ, t ∈ [0, T ],

where uξ(t; a) satisfies the fractional equation

(3.2) Dα
t uξ(t; a) + λξa(t)uξ(t; a) = fξ(t), uξ(0; a) = hξ, ξ ∈ I.

Proof. The proof is verified by analogy to [Zh17, Lemma 3.3]. �

3.1. Existence and Uniqueness. In this subsection, we show the existence and
uniqueness of the generalized solution of Problem 1.1.

Theorem 3.4. (Existence and Uniqueness). Let Assumption 3.1 hold. Then the
following statements hold true:
1) For each ξ ∈ I there is a unique solution uξ(t; a) of (3.2) which belongs to

Xα[0, T ];
2) Problem 1.1 has a unique generalised solution u(t; a) with the spectral repre-

sentation (3.1).

Proof. Let us first prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution uξ(·; a) ∈
C[0, T ] of (3.2) for each ξ ∈ I. To this end for each ξ ∈ I we rewrite the Cauchy-
type problem (3.2) in the following form:

(3.3)

{

Dα
t uξ(t; a) + λξQauξ(t; a) = fξ(t) + λξ(Qa − a(t))uξ(t; a), t ∈ (0, T ],

uξ(0; a) = hξ,

where Qa is a constant such that

(3.4) 0 < qa ≤ a(t) < Qa on [0, T ].

Assumption 3.1 (a) guaranties the existence of Qa > qa. According to [LG99], the
solution of equation (3.3) can be represented in the form

uξ(t; a) = hξEα,1(−λξQat
α)

+

∫ t

0

[fξ(s) + λξ(Qa − a(s))uξ(s; a)] (t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds,

(3.5)

for each ξ ∈ I. Since the solution uξ(t; a) of (3.3) is represented as (3.5), to prove
the existence and uniqueness of the solution uξ(·; a) ∈ C[0, T ] of (3.2) it is sufficient
to prove the existence of a unique solution uξ(·; a) ∈ C[0, T ] of the equation (3.5).
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For this, we use the Banach fixed point Theorem 8.1 for the space C[0, T ]. We
rewrite the integral equation (3.5) in the form uξ(t; a) = (Auξ)(t; a), where

(Auξ)(t; a) = hξEα,1(−λξQat
α)

+

∫ t

0

[fξ(s) + λξ(Qa − a(s))uξ(s; a)] (t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds.

(3.6)

To apply the Banach fixed point Theorem 8.1, we have to prove the following: i) if
uξ ∈ C[0, T ], then Auξ ∈ C[0, T ]; ii) for any vξ, wξ ∈ C[0, T ], the following estimate
holds:

(3.7) ‖Avξ − Awξ‖C[0,T ] ≤ β‖vξ − wξ‖C[0,T ], β ∈ (0, 1).

We first prove i). To this end we take uξ(·; a) ∈ C[0, T ] and we denote

(3.8) (A1fξ)(t) =

∫ t

0

fξ(s)(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds

and

(3.9) (A2uξ)(t; a) =

∫ t

0

λξ(Qa − a(s))uξ(s; a)(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds.

Let us formulate the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let Assumption 3.1 (b) hold true. Then for each ξ ∈ I the coefficient
function fξ(t) belongs to C[0, T ].

Proof. In view of Assumption 3.1 (b) for any ε > 0 exists δ = δ(ε) such that
|t1 − t2| < δ ∀t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ] :

‖f(t1)− f(t2)‖H < ε.

This with the Bessel inequality gives us

ε > ‖f(t1)− f(t2)‖H ≥
(

∑

ξ∈I

|fξ(t1)− fξ(t2)|2
)

1
2

≥ |fξ(t1)− fξ(t2)|.
This implies fξ ∈ C[0, T ] for each ξ ∈ I. �

In view of Lemma 2.2, the function Eα,α(−z), z ≥ 0 possesses of derivatives
dn

dzn
Eα,α(−z) for all n ∈ N. This implies that Eα,α(−λξQat

α) belongs to C[0, T ].
Hence, the function tα−1Eα,α(−λξQat

α) is continuous in t ∈ (0, T ]. This together
with Lemma 3.5 tell us that (A1fξ)(t) which is given by (3.8) belongs to C[0, T ]. At
the beginning of proof i) we suppose that uξ(·; a) ∈ C[0, T ] this in view of Lemma
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2.4 gives us that (A2uξ)(t; a) which is given by (3.9) belongs to C[0, T ]. Since the
first term of (3.6) also belongs to C[0, T ], we have Auξ ∈ C[0, T ].
Now we proceed to prove the estimate (3.7). In view of (3.4) and using (3.6), we

have

|Avξ(t; a)− Awξ(t; a)| ≤
∫ t

0

|Qa − a(s)||vξ(s; a)− wξ(t; a)|λξ(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds

≤ (Qa − qa)‖vξ − wξ‖C[0,T ]

∫ t

0

λξ(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds.

Lemma 2.4 gives

∫ t

0

λξ(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)d =
1

Qa

(1− Eα,1(−λξQat
α)) ≤ 1

Qa

.

Hence,

‖Avξ − Awξ‖C[0,T ] ≤
Qa − qa

Qa

‖vξ − wξ‖C[0,T ].

Here β = Qa−qa
Qa

< 1. Hence by Banach fixed point Theorem 8.1 there exists a unique

solution uξ = u∗
ξ ∈ C[0, T ] for each ξ ∈ I to the equation (3.5).

To complete the proof of Theorem 3.4 1) we must show that such a unique solution
uξ ∈ C[0, T ] belongs to the space Xα[0, T ]. For this it is sufficient to prove that
Dα

t uξ ∈ C[0, T ].
Applying Dα

t to (3.5), we have
(3.10)

Dα
t uξ(t; a) = Dα

t

(

hξEα,1(−λξQat
α)

+

∫ t

0

[fξ(s) + λξ(Qa − a(s))uξ(s; a)] (t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds

)

= Dα
t

(

hξEα,1(−λξQat
α)

)

+Dα
t

(
∫ t

0

[fξ(s) + λξ(Qa − a(s))uξ(s; a)] (t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds

)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. We calculate each term of (3.10) separately. According to [LG99],
we have

(3.11) Dα
t

(

hξEα,1(−λξQat
α)

)

= −λξQa(hξEα,1(−λξQat
α)).
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Using [SY11, (3.8)], we have
(3.12)

Dα
t

(
∫ t

0

[fξ(s) + λξ(Qa − a(s))uξ(s; a)] (t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds

)

= −λξQa

∫ t

0

[fξ(s) + λξ(Qa − a(s))uξ(s; a)] (t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds

+ fξ(t) + λξ(Qa − a(t))uξ(t; a).

Substituting (3.11), (3.12) into (3.10) and taking into account (3.5), we get

Dα
t uξ(t; a) = −λξQa

(

hξEα,1(−λξQat
α)

+

∫ t

0

[fξ(s) + λξ(Qa − a(s))uξ(s; a)] (t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξQa(t− s)α)ds

)

+ fξ(t) + λξ(Qa − a(t))uξ(t; a)

= −λξQauξ(t; a) + fξ(t) + λξ(Qa − a(t))uξ(t; a)

= fξ(t)− λξa(t)uξ(t; a),

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Since fξ, uξ(·; a) ∈ C[0, T ], we have Dα
t uξ ∈ C[0, T ]. Hence, for each

ξ ∈ I, there exists a unique continuous solution uξ(t; a) of (3.2) withDα
t uξ ∈ C[0, T ].

With the spectral representation (3.1), the existence and uniqueness of each uξ(t; a)
lead to the existence and uniqueness of the generalized solution u(t; a) of Problem
1.1. This completes the proof. �

3.2. Sign of uξ(t; a). In this subsection, we formulate the property of uξ(t; a) which
plays an important role in the investigation of the regularity of u(t; a).

Lemma 3.6. Set uξ(t; a) to be the unique solution of the problem (3.2). Then
fξ(t) ≤ (≥)0 on [0, T ] and hξ ≤ (≥)0 imply uξ(t; a) ≤ (≥)0 on [0, T ], ξ ∈ I,
respectively.

Proof. Let ξ ∈ I be such that λξ > 0. For each a ∈ C+[0, T ] and such ξ ∈ I, Theo-
rem 3.4 gives that uξ(·; a) ∈ C[0, T ], which leads to uξ(t; a) attaining its maximum
over [0, T ] at some t = t0 ∈ [0, T ].
If t0 = 0, then uξ(t; a) ≤ uξ(0; a) = hξ ≤ 0. If t0 ∈ (0, T ], with Lemma 2.5, we

have Dα
t uξ(t0; a) ≥ 0, which yields λξa(t0)uξ(t0; a) = −Dα

t uξ(t0; a) + fξ(t0) ≤ 0, i.e.
uξ(t0; a) ≤ 0 due to a > 0 on [0, T ]. The definition of t0 assures uξ(t; a) ≤ 0.
Let η ∈ I be such that λη = 0. By (3.2), for each such η ∈ I and for t ∈ [0, T ]

we have

(3.13) Dα
t uη(t; a) = fη(t), uη(0; a) = hη.
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Applying Iαt to (3.13) and taking into account Lemma 2.6 we have the solution of
(3.13) in the following form

uη(t; a) = hη + Iαt fη,

which yields uη(t; a) ≤ 0.
For the case of “ ≥ ”, let uξ(t; a) = −uξ(t; a), ∀ξ ∈ I, then the above proof gives

uξ(t; a) ≤ 0, for all ξ ∈ I i.e. uξ(t; a) ≥ 0. �

3.3. Regularity. In this part, we establish the regularity of u(t; a). To this end,
we split the equation (1.1) and the initial condition (1.2) into

Dα
t u(t) + a(t)Lu(t) = f(t), in H for t ∈ (0, T ];

u(0) = 0 in H,
(3.14)

and

Dα
t u(t) + a(t)Lu(t) = 0, in H for t ∈ (0, T ];

u(0, x) = h in H.
(3.15)

Denote the generalised solutions of the problems (3.14) and (3.15) by ur(t; a)
and ui(t; a), respectively (“r” and “i” stand for “right-hand side” and “initial con-
dition”). The following lemma about ur(t; a) and ui(t; a) follows from Lemma 3.3
and Theorem 3.4.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose Assumption 3.1 holds. Then ur(t; a) and ui(t; a) are the
unique solutions for the problems (3.14) and (3.15), respectively, with the spectral
representations as

(3.16) ur(t; a) =
∑

ξ∈I

ur
ξ(t; a)ωξ, u

i(t; a) =
∑

ξ∈I

ui
ξ(t; a)ωξ,

where ur
ξ(t; a) and ui

ξ(t; a) satisfy the following fractional equations

(3.17) Dα
t u

r
ξ(t; a) + λξa(t)u

r
ξ(t; a) = fξ(t), u

r
ξ(0; a) = 0, ξ ∈ I;

(3.18) Dα
t u

i
ξ(t; a) + λξa(t)u

i
ξ(t; a) = 0, ui

ξ(0; a) = hξ, ξ ∈ I.
Moreover, Theorem 3.4 ensures that the generalized solution u(t; a) of Problem 1.1

can be written as u(t; a) = ur(t; a)+ui(t; a), i.e. uξ(t; a) = ur
ξ(t; a)+ui

ξ(t; a), ξ ∈ I.
3.3.1. Regularity of ur. For each ξ ∈ I, define

(3.19) f+
ξ (t) =

{

fξ(t), if fξ(t) ≥ 0;
0, if fξ(t) < 0,

f−
ξ (t) =

{

fξ(t), if fξ(t) < 0;
0, if fξ(t) ≥ 0.

It is obvious that fξ = f+
ξ + f−

ξ .

Corollary 3.8. Let Assumption 3.1 (b) hold true. Then for each ξ ∈ I the coeffi-
cient functions f+

ξ (t), f
−
ξ (t) belong to C[0, T ].
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Proof. In view of (3.19), we can write f+
ξ (t) and f−

ξ (t) in the following forms for
each ξ ∈ I and for all t ∈ [0, T ] :

(3.20) f+
ξ (t) =

fξ(t) + |fξ(t)|
2

, f−
ξ (t) =

fξ(t)− |fξ(t)|
2

.

Using (3.20) we have the following inequality for all t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ] :

|f+
ξ (t1)− f+

ξ (t2)| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

fξ(t1) + |fξ(t1)|
2

− fξ(t2) + |fξ(t2)|
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

2

∣

∣fξ(t1)− fξ(t2)
∣

∣ +
1

2

∣

∣|fξ(t1)| − |fξ(t2)|
∣

∣

≤ |fξ(t1)− fξ(t2)|.
This implies with Lemma 3.5 that f+

ξ ∈ C[0, T ]. Similarly we can prove that f−
ξ ∈

C[0, T ]. �

Let us split ur
ξ(t; a) as u

r
ξ(t; a) = ur,+

ξ (t; a) + ur,−
ξ (t; a), where ur,+

ξ (t; a), ur,−
ξ (t; a)

satisfy

(3.21) Dα
t u

r,+
ξ (t; a) + λξa(t)u

r,+
ξ (t; a) = f+

ξ (t), u
r,+
ξ (0; a) = 0, ξ ∈ I;

(3.22) Dα
t u

r,−
ξ (t; a) + λξa(t)u

r,−
ξ (t; a) = f−

ξ (t), u
r,−
ξ (0; a) = 0, ξ ∈ I,

respectively. The existence and uniqueness of ur,+
ξ (t; a) and ur,−

ξ (t; a), hold due to
Theorem 3.4 and we can write

(3.23) ur
ξ(t; a) = ur,+

ξ (t; a) + ur,−
ξ (t; a),

where

ur,+(t; a) =
∑

ξ∈I

ur,+
ξ (t; a)ωξ, u

r,−(t; a) =
∑

ξ∈I

ur,−
ξ (t; a)ωξ.

Then we state some properties of ur,+
ξ (t; a) and ur,−

ξ (t; a).

Lemma 3.9. For any ξ ∈ I, ur,+
ξ (t; a) ≥ 0 and ur,−

ξ (t; a) ≤ 0 on [0, T ].

Proof. This proof follows directly from Lemma 3.6. �

Lemma 3.10. Given a1, a2 ∈ C+[0, T ] with a1 ≤ a2 on [0, T ], we have

0 ≤ ur,+
ξ (t; a2) ≤ ur,+

ξ (t; a1), u
r,−
ξ (t; a1) ≤ ur,−

ξ (t; a2) ≤ 0, t ∈ [0, T ], ξ ∈ I.

Proof. For ξ ∈ I, ur,+
ξ (t; a1) and ur,+

ξ (t; a2) satisfy the following system:










Dα
t u

r,+
ξ (t; a1) + λξa1(t)u

r,+
ξ (t; a1) = f+

ξ (t);

Dα
t u

r,+
ξ (t; a2) + λξa2(t)u

r,+
ξ (t; a2) = f+

ξ (t);

ur,+
ξ (0; a1) = ur,+

ξ (0; a2) = 0,
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which leads to

Dα
t w + λξa1(t)w(t) = λξu

r,+
ξ (t; a2)(a2(t)− a1(t)) ≥ 0, w(0) = 0,

where w(t) = ur,+
ξ (t; a1) − ur,+

ξ (t; a2) and the last inequality follows from a1 ≤ a2.

Hence, Lemma 3.6 shows that w(t) ≥ 0, i.e. ur,+
ξ (t; a2) ≤ ur,+

ξ (t; a1) and Lemma

3.9 gives 0 ≤ ur,+
ξ (t; a2) ≤ ur,+

ξ (t; a1), t ∈ [0, T ]. Similarly, we have ur,−
ξ (t; a1) ≤

ur,−
ξ (t; a2) ≤ 0, t ∈ [0, T ], completing the proof. �

Lemma 3.10 together with (3.4) yield that

(3.24) |ur,+
ξ (t; a)| ≤ |ur,+

ξ (t; qa)|, |ur,−
ξ (t; a)| ≤ |ur,−

ξ (t; qa)| on [0, T ], ξ ∈ I,
where ur,+

ξ (t; qa), u
r,−
ξ (t; qa) are the unique solutions of problems (3.21) and (3.22)

respectively with a(t) ≡ qa on [0, T ]. According to [LG99], the solutions ur,+
ξ (t; qa)

and ur,−
ξ (t; qa) can be presented by the following formulas

ur,+
ξ (t; qa) =

∫ t

0

f+
ξ (s)(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− s)α)ds

and

ur,−
ξ (t; qa) =

∫ t

0

f−
ξ (s)(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− s)α)ds

for each ξ ∈ I.
Corollary 3.11. Let Assumption 3.1 (a) hold true. Then we have

|ur
ξ(t; a)| ≤

∫ t

0

|fξ(s)|(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− s)α)ds on [0, T ], ξ ∈ I.

Proof. Using (3.23) and taking into account (3.24), we have

|ur
ξ(t; a)| ≤ |ur,+

ξ (t; a)|+ |ur,−
ξ (t; a)| ≤ |ur,+

ξ (t; qa)|+ |ur,−
ξ (t; qa)|

≤
∫ t

0

(|f+
ξ (s)|+ |f−

ξ (s)|)(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− s)α)ds

=

∫ t

0

(f+
ξ (s)− f−

ξ (s))(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− s)α)ds

=

∫ t

0

|fξ(s)|(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− s)α)ds,

where the last equality is obtained by using (3.20). �

Corollary 3.12. For 0 < α < 1, the Mittag-Leffler type function Eα,α(−λξqat
α)

satisfies

0 ≤ Eα,α(−λξqat
α) ≤ Eα,α(− inf

ξ∈I
λξqat

α) ≤ 1

Γ(α)
, t > 0.
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Proof. This proof follows directly from Lemma 2.3. �

If we impose a higher regularity on f , we can obtain the regularity estimate of
‖ur‖C([0,T ];H1).

Lemma 3.13. Let Assumption 3.1 (a) hold.
i) If f ∈ Cα([0, T ];H), then we have

‖ur‖C([0,T ];H1) + ‖Dα
t u

r‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C(T α + 1)‖f‖Cα([0,T ];H).

ii) If f ∈ C([0, T ];H 1
2 ), then we have

‖ur‖C([0,T ];H1) + ‖Dα
t u

r‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C(T α + T
α
2 + 1)‖f‖

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )
.

iii) If f ∈ C([0, T ];H 1
2 ) and infξ∈I λξ > 0, then we have

‖ur‖C([0,T ];H1) + ‖Dα
t u

r‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C(
1

√

infξ∈I λξ

+ 1)‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )
,

where C > 0 does not depend on T.

Proof. First, we prove Lemma 3.13 i). For each t ∈ [0, T ], we have

‖ur(t; a)‖2H1 =
∑

ξ∈I

|(1 + λξ)u
r
ξ(t; a)|2

≤ C
∑

ξ∈I

|ur
ξ(t; a)|2 + C

∑

ξ∈I

|λξu
r
ξ(t; a)|2

≤ C
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ C
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

(3.25)

where the last inequality is obtained by using Corollary 3.11. Below we estimate
each term of (3.25) separately. Corollary 3.12 gives us

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 1

(Γ(α))2

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

(3.26)
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Using the Hölder inequality for
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1dτ

∣

∣

∣

2

, we obtain

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

(
∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|2(t− τ)α−1dτ

)(
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1dτ

)

=

(

∫ t

0

{

∑

ξ∈I

|fξ(τ)|2
}

(t− τ)α−1dτ

)

(
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1dτ

)

≤ ‖f‖2C([0,T ];H)

(
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1dτ

)2

≤ CT 2α‖f‖2C([0,T ];H).

This together with (3.26) gives

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ CT 2α‖f‖2C([0,T ];H).(3.27)

And for the second term of (3.25), we have

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ C
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)− fξ(t)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ C
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

|fξ(t)|
∫ t

0

λξ(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Lemma 2.4 together with (2.1) gives

(3.28) 0 ≤
∫ t

0

λξ(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ =
1

qa
(1− Eα,1(−λξqat

α)) <
1

qa
.
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Hence,

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)− fξ(t)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+
1

q2a

∑

ξ∈I

|fξ(t)|2 .

(3.29)

Now, we estimate the first term of (3.29). By Lemma 2.1 we have

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)− fξ(t)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

∫ t

0

(fξ(τ)− fξ(t))
2(t− τ)−α−1dτ

×
∫ t

0

(t− τ)3α−1

(

C ′λξ

1 + λξqa(t− τ)α

)2

dτ

=
∑

ξ∈I

∫ t

0

(fξ(τ)− fξ(t))
2

(t− τ)2α
(t− τ)α−1dτ

×
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1C
′2

q2a

(

λξqa(t− τ)α

1 + λξqa(t− τ)α

)2

dτ

≤ C ′2

q2a

(

∫ t

0

∑

ξ∈I(fξ(τ)− fξ(t))
2

(t− τ)2α
(t− τ)α−1dτ

)

(∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1dτ

)

≤ C ′2

q2a

(
∫ t

0

‖f(τ)− f(t)‖2H
(t− τ)2α

(t− τ)α−1dτ

)(
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1dτ

)

≤ C ′2

q2a
‖f‖2Cα([0,T ];H)

(
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1dτ

)2

≤ C ′2T 2α

α2q2a
‖f‖2Cα([0,T ];H) ≤ CT 2α‖f‖2Cα([0,T ];H).

This with (3.29) gives

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ CT 2α‖f‖2Cα([0,T ];H) + C‖f‖2C([0,T ];H).

(3.30)
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Substituting (3.27), (3.30) into (3.25), we have

(3.31) ‖ur(t; a)‖2H1 ≤ CT 2α‖f‖2Cα([0,T ];H) + C‖f‖2C([0,T ];H), t ∈ [0, T ],

which gives

‖ur‖C([0,T ];H1) ≤ C(T α + 1)‖f‖Cα([0,T ];H).

For Dα
t u

r, by (3.17), we have Dα
t u

r =
∑

ξ∈I
[

−λξa(t)u
r
ξ(t; a) + fξ(t)

]

ωξ(x). Then

for each t ∈ [0, T ],

‖Dα
t u

r‖2H ≤ C
∑

ξ∈I

Q2
a|λξu

r
ξ(t; a)|2 + C

∑

ξ∈I

|fξ(t)|2

≤ C
∑

ξ∈I

|λξu
r
ξ(t; a)|2 + C‖f(t, ·)‖2H.

(3.32)

Using estimate (3.31), we have

‖Dα
t u

r‖2H ≤ CT 2α‖f‖2Cα([0,T ];H) + C‖f‖2C([0,T ];H), t ∈ [0, T ],

which gives

‖Dα
t u

r‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C(T α + 1)‖f‖Cα([0,T ];H).

The estimates of ur and Dα
t u

r lead to the desired result and complete the proof
of Lemma 3.13 i).
Now we on the way to proving the ii) part of Lemma 3.13. Since we assumed

that f ∈ C([0, T ];H 1
2 ), we estimate the second term of (3.25) differently from i)

part of Lemma 3.13. Using the Hölder inequality for the second term of (3.25), one
can get

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

(
∫ t

0

|λ
1
2
ξ fξ(τ)|2(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

)

×
(
∫ t

0

λξ(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

)

≤ 1

qa

∑

ξ∈I

∫ t

0

|λ
1
2
ξ fξ(τ)|2(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ,

(3.33)
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where the last inequality is obtained by using (3.28). In view of Corollary 3.12, we
get

∑

ξ∈I

∫ t

0

|λ
1
2
ξ fξ(τ)|2(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

≤ 1

Γ(α)

∑

ξ∈I

∫ t

0

|λ
1
2
ξ fξ(τ)|2(t− τ)α−1dτ

=
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

{

∑

ξ∈I

|λ
1
2
ξ fξ(τ)|2

}

(t− τ)α−1dτ

≤ 1

Γ(α)
‖f‖2

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )

∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1dτ ≤ 1

Γ(α + 1)
T α‖f‖2

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )
.

This together with (3.33) give us

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ CT α‖f‖2
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )
.(3.34)

Substituting (3.27) and (3.34) into (3.25), we have

(3.35) ‖ur(t; a)‖2H1 ≤ CT 2α‖f‖2C([0,T ];H) + CT α‖f‖2
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )
, t ∈ [0, T ],

which gives

(3.36) ‖ur‖C([0,T ];H1) ≤ C(T α + T
α
2 )‖f‖

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )
.

In view of (3.32) and using (3.35) we have

‖Dα
t u

r‖2H ≤ CT 2α‖f‖2C([0,T ];H) + CT α‖f‖2
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )
+ C‖f(t, ·)‖2H

≤ CT 2α‖f‖2
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )
+ CT α‖f‖2

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )
+ C‖f(t, ·)‖2

H
1
2
,

which gives

(3.37) ‖Dα
t u

r‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C(T α + T
α
2 + 1)‖f‖

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )
.

Combining the estimates (3.36) and (3.37) yields the claimed result and complete
the proof of Lemma 3.13 ii).
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To complete the proof of Lemma 3.13 now we are going to prove the iii) part.
For each t ∈ [0, T ], we have

(3.38)

‖ur(t; a)‖2H1 =
∑

ξ∈I

|(1 + λξ)u
r(t; a)|2 =

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

1 +
1

λξ

)

λξu
r(t; a)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

1 +
1

infξ∈I λξ

)

λξu
r(t; a)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
(

1 +
1

infξ∈I λξ

)2
∑

ξ∈I

|λξu
r(t; a)|2

≤
(

1 +
1

infξ∈I λξ

)2
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ C
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λξ

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Using the Hölder inequality for
∣

∣

∣
λξ

∫ t

0
|fξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

2

and taking into account Corollary 3.12 and (3.28), one can get

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|λξ(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

(
∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|2λξ(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

)

×
(
∫ t

0

λξ(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

)

≤ 1

qa

∫ t

0

{

∑

ξ∈I

|λ
1
2
ξ fξ(τ)|2

}

(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

≤ 1

qa
‖f‖2

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )

∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ.

Lemma 2.4 together with (2.1) gives
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

=
1

qa infξ∈I λξ
(1− Eα,1(− inf

ξ∈I
λξqat

α)) <
1

qa infξ∈I λξ
.

(3.39)

Hence,

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|fξ(τ)|λξ(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 1

q2a infξ∈I λξ

‖f‖2
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )
.



22 D. SERIKBAEV, M. RUZHANSKY, AND N. TOKMAGAMBETOV

This together with (3.38) give us

‖ur(t; a)‖2H1 ≤ C
1

infξ∈I λξ

‖f‖2
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )
,(3.40)

which implies that

(3.41) ‖ur‖C([0,T ];H1) ≤ C
1

√

infξ∈I λξ

‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )
.

In view of (3.32) and using (3.40), we have

‖Dα
t u

r‖2H ≤ C
1

infξ∈I λξ
‖f‖2

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )
+ C‖f(t, ·)‖2H

≤ C
1

infξ∈I λξ
‖f‖2

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )
+ C‖f(t, ·)‖2

H
1
2
,

which gives

‖Dα
t u

r‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C(
1

√

infξ∈I λξ

+ 1)‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )
.

The estimates of ur and Dα
t u

r yield the desired result and complete this proof of
Lemma 3.13 iii). �

3.3.2. Regularity of ui. In this part we consider the regularity of ui. Just as in the
regularity results for ur, we first state two lemmas which concern the positivity and
monotonicity of ui, respectively.

Lemma 3.14. With the representation (3.16) and the problem (3.18), for each
ξ ∈ I, hξ ≤ (≥)0 implies that ui

ξ(t; a) ≤ (≥)0 in [0, T ].

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.6. �

Lemma 3.15. Given a1, a2 ∈ C+[0, T ] with a1 ≤ a2 on [0, T ], for each ξ ∈ I, we
have

(3.42)

{

0 ≤ ui
ξ(t; a2) ≤ ui

ξ(t; a1), if hξ ≥ 0;

ui
ξ(t; a1) ≤ ui

ξ(t; a2) ≤ 0, if hξ ≤ 0.

Proof. Fix ξ ∈ I, from the problem (3.18), the functions ui
ξ(t; a1) and ui

ξ(t; a2)
satisfy the following system











Dα
t u

i
ξ(t; a1) + λξa1(t)u

i
ξ(t; a1) = 0;

Dα
t u

i
ξ(t; a2) + λξa2(t)u

i
ξ(t; a2) = 0;

ui
ξ(0; a1) = ui

ξ(0; a2) = hξ.

This gives

(3.43) Dα
t w + λξa1(t)w(t) = λξu

i
ξ(t; a2)(a2(t)− a1(t)), w(0) = 0,
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where w(t) = ui
ξ(t; a1)− ui

ξ(t; a2).

If hξ ≥ 0, Lemma 3.6 shows that ui
ξ(t; a1), ui

ξ(t; a2) ≥ 0. Also, Lemma 3.14
and a1 ≤ a2 ensures the right side of (3.43) is non-negative, which together with
Lemma 3.6 implies w ≥ 0, i.e. 0 ≤ ui

ξ(t; a2) ≤ ui
ξ(t; a1). Then similar argument

yields ui
ξ(t; a1) ≤ ui

ξ(t; a2) ≤ 0 for the case hξ ≤ 0. �

Corollary 3.16. Let Assumption 3.1 (a) hold true. Then we have

|ui
ξ(t; a)| ≤ |hξ|Eα,1(−λξqat

α), on [0, T ], ξ ∈ I.
Proof. If we take a1(t) = qa and a2 = a on [0, T ], then by (3.42) we obtain that

{

0 ≤ ui
ξ(t; a) ≤ hξEα,1(−λξqat

α), if hξ ≥ 0;

hξEα,1(−λξqat
α) ≤ ui

ξ(t; a) ≤ 0, if hξ ≤ 0.

Therefore, we have Eα,1(−λξqat
α) > 0, ∀t ≥ 0. Hence, we deduce that

|ui
ξ(t; a)| ≤ |hξ|Eα,1(−λξqat

α), ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ξ ∈ I,
completing the proof. �

Corollary 3.17. For 0 < α < 1, the Mittag-Leffler type function Eα,1(−λξqat
α)

satisfies

0 < Eα,1(−λξqat
α) ≤ 1, t ≥ 0.

In particular, if t = 0, then we have

Eα,1(0) = 1.

Proof. This proof follows directly from Lemma 2.3 and (2.1). �

Lemma 3.18. Let Assumption 3.1 (a) and (c) be satisfied. Then

‖ui‖C([0,T ];H1) + ‖Dα
t u

i‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C‖h‖H1,

where C > 0 does not depend on T.

Proof. Corollaries 3.16 and 3.17 yield that

‖ui(t; a)‖2H1 =
∑

ξ∈I

|(1 + λξ)u
i
ξ(t; a)|2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

|(1 + λξ)hξEα,1(−λξqat
α)|2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

|(1 + λξ)hξ|2 = ‖h‖2H1,

which gives

(3.44) ‖ui‖C([0,T ];H1) ≤ ‖h‖H1.



24 D. SERIKBAEV, M. RUZHANSKY, AND N. TOKMAGAMBETOV

In view of (3.15), we have

‖Dα
t u

i(t; a)‖2H = ‖ − a(t)Lui(t; a)‖2H ≤ Q2
a

∑

ξ∈I

|λξu
i
ξ(t; a)|2

≤ Q2
a

∑

ξ∈I

|(1 + λξ)u
i
ξ(t; a)|2 = Q2

a‖ui(t; a)‖2H1 .

This implies
‖Dα

t u
i‖C([0,T ];H1) ≤ C‖h‖H1.

Hence, it holds that

‖ui‖C([0,T ];H1) + ‖Dα
t u

i‖C([0,T ];H1) ≤ C‖h‖H1 ,

which leads to the claimed result. �

3.4. Main theorem for the direct problem. The main theorem for the direct
problem follows from Theorem 3.4, Lemmas 3.13 and 3.18, and the relation u(t; a) =
ur(t; a) + ui(t; a).

Theorem 3.19. Let Assumption 3.1 be valid. Then, under Definition 3.2, there ex-
ists a unique generalized solution u(t; a) of Problem 1.1 with spectral representation
(3.1).
Moreover, if we impose higher regularity on f, we have the following regularity

estimates:
i) If f ∈ Cα([0, T ];H), then we have

‖u‖C([0,T ];H1) + ‖Dα
t u‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C(‖h‖H1 + (T α + 1)‖f‖Cα([0,T ];H)).

ii) If f ∈ C([0, T ];H 1
2 ), then we have

‖u‖C([0,T ];H1) + ‖Dα
t u‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C

(

‖h‖H1 + (T α + T
α
2 + 1)‖f‖

C([0,T ];H
1
2 )

)

.

iii) If f ∈ C([0, T ];H 1
2 ) and infξ∈I λξ > 0, then we have

‖u‖C([0,T ];H1) + ‖Dα
t u‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ C

(

‖h‖H1 + (
1

√

infξ∈I λξ

+ 1)‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )

)

,

where C > 0 does not depend on T.

4. Inverse problem of diffusion coefficient identification

In this section, we consider Problem 1.2 for the operator L with a positive discrete
spectrum such that infξ∈I λξ > 0 and prove the existence and uniqueness of the
solution to this inverse problem. Moreover, we show a continuous dependence result.
The existence and uniqueness of a ∈ C+[0;T ] with Theorem 3.4 give us the

existence and uniqueness of the solution u(t). These results tell us the existence
and uniqueness of the pair of functions (a, u), which is the solution of Problem
1.2. In view of this conclusion, it suffices to show the existence and uniqueness
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of a(t) that belongs to C+[0;T ]. To this end in this section, we actually deal with
recovering the coefficient a(t) through the additional data

F [u(t)] = E(t), t ∈ [0, T ].

The recovering process of the coefficient a(t) follows the following steps:
Step 1, (subsection 4.1) we introduce the operator K and reduce Problem 1.2

to an operator equation for a(t), i.e

K[a(t)] = a(t), t ∈ [0, T ].

Then we determine the domain D of K and formulate as lemmas the properties of
the operator K;
Step 2, (subsection 4.2) we prove the existence of the fixed point a∗(t) of K in

D, by using Shauder’s fixed point Theorem 8.3;
Step 3, (subsection 4.3) we show the monotonicity of the operator K;
Step 4, (subsection 4.4) we prove the uniqueness of the fixed point a∗(t) of K in

D, using the monotonicity of the operator K.
The given h, f and E should satisfy the following restrictions:

Assumption 4.1. Let γ be a constant satisfying (1.4).
(a) h ∈ H2+γ with hξ := (h, ωξ) ≥ 0 for each ξ ∈ I whenever F [ωξ] 6= 0;

(b) f ∈ C([0, T ];H 3
2
+γ) with fξ(t) := (f(t, ·), ωξ) ≥ 0 on [0, T ] for each ξ ∈ I

whenever F [ωξ] 6= 0;
(c) ∃η ∈ I such that hη > 0 and fη(t) > 0 on [0, T ] and F [ωη] 6= 0;
(d) E ∈ Ψ = {E ∈ Xα[0, T ] | E(t) ≥ c > 0, Dα

t E(t) < F [f(t)]} .
For clarity, we present the following remarks which will explain Assumption 4.1

(a), (b) and (c) by examples.

Remark 4.2. Let H = L2(0, 1), and let Lu = −uxx, x ∈ (0, 1), with homo-
geneous Dirichlet boundary condition. Then the operator has the eigensystem
{(πk)2,

√
2 sin kπx}k∈N. Let F [u(t, ·)] :=

∫ 1

0
u(t, x)dx. Since

(4.1)

F [ωk] =

∫ 1

0

√
2 sin kπxdx =

1 + (−1)k+1

kπ
=

{

2
√
2

kπ
, if, k = 2n− 1 (n ∈ N);

0, if, k = 2n (n ∈ N),

we have
∑

k∈N

|F [ωk]|2 < ∞.

From this we see that γ in (1.4) can be taken to be γ = 0. From (4.1) we see that
in Assumption 4.1 (a) and (b) it is enough to assume that for odd k = 2n−1, (n =
1, 2, ...),

h2n−1 ≥ 0 and f2n−1(t) ≥ 0 ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

That is why in Assumption 4.1 (a), (b) and (c) we write F [ω2n−1] 6= 0.
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Remark 4.3. For the inverse problem, the right-hand side f(t) and the initial
condition h are input data, which, at least in some circumstances, can be assumed
to be controlled. Even though Assumption 4.1 (a), (b) and (c) appear restrictive,
it is not hard to notice many functions that satisfy them. For example, in (a) if
h = cωξ for some c > 0, then Assumption 4.1 (a) will be satisfied. This will also be
true if for J ⊂ I, h =

∑

ξ∈J cξωξ with all cξ > 0. Similarly, (b) is satisfied if f(t)

is also a linear combination of {ωξ}ξ∈I with positive coefficients. This example also
satisfies to Assumption 4.1 (c) when η ∈ J , where η such that F [ωη] 6= 0.

Now we state some properties of uξ(t; a), which play an important role in the
proof of the well-posedness of the inverse problem.

Corollary 4.4. Let Assumption 4.1 (a) and (b) hold true. If a ∈ C+[0, T ], then for
any ξ ∈ I, uξ(t; a) ≥ 0 on [0, T ].

Proof. In view of (3.2), Lemma 3.6 and Assumption 4.1 (a), (b), we have uξ(t; a) ≥ 0
on [0, T ]. �

Corollary 4.5. Given a1, a2 ∈ C+[0, T ] with a1(t) ≤ a2(t) on [0, T ], we have

uξ(t; a2) ≤ uξ(t; a1), t ∈ [0, T ], ξ ∈ I.

Proof. For ξ ∈ I, uξ(t; a1) and uξ(t; a2) satisfy the following system:











Dα
t uξ(t; a1) + λξa1(t)uξ(t; a1) = fξ(t);

Dα
t uξ(t; a2) + λξa2(t)uξ(t; a2) = fξ(t);

uξ(t; a1) = uξ(t; a2) = hξ,

which leads to

(4.2) Dα
t w + λξa1(t)w(t) = λξuξ(t; a2)(a2(t)− a1(t)) ≥ 0, w(0) = 0,

where w(t) = uξ(t; a1)− uξ(t; a2) and the last inequality follows from Corollary 4.4
and a1 ≤ a2. Hence, Lemma 3.6 shows that w(t) ≥ 0, i.e. uξ(t; a2) ≤ uξ(t; a1) and
Corollary 4.4 gives 0 ≤ uξ(t; a2) ≤ uξ(t; a1), t ∈ [0, T ]. �

Lemma 4.6. Let Assumption 4.1 (a) and (b) hold true. If a ∈ C+[0, T ], then

(4.3) ‖u‖C([0,T ];H2+γ) ≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ
+ 1

)2+γ
(

‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

+ ‖h‖H2+γ

)

.
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Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 3.13 iii) and taking into account Corollaries
4.4 and 4.5, we have

‖ur(t; a)‖2H2+γ =
∑

ξ∈I

|(1 + λξ)
2+γur

ξ(t; a)|2

≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ
+ 1

)2(2+γ)
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ2+γ
ξ

∫ t

0

fξ(τ)(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ
+ 1

)2(2+γ)
∑

ξ∈I

(
∫ t

0

|λ
3
2
+γ

ξ fξ(τ)|2(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

)

×
(
∫ t

0

λξ(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

)

≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ
+ 1

)2(2+γ)
1

qa

∫ t

0

{

∑

ξ∈I

|λ
3
2
+γ

ξ fξ(τ)|2
}

(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ
+ 1

)2(2+γ)
1

qa
‖f‖2

C([0,T ];H
3
2+γ)

∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqa(t− τ)α)dτ

≤

(

1
infξ∈I λξ

+ 1

)2(2+γ)

q2a infξ∈I λξ
‖f‖2

C([0,T ];H
3
2+γ)

,

where the last inequality is obtained by (3.39). This gives

‖ur(t; a)‖C([0,T ];H2+γ) ≤

(

1
infξ∈I λξ

+ 1

)2+γ

qa
√

infξ∈I λξ

‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

.
(4.4)

Following the proof of Lemma 3.18, we have

‖ui(t; a)‖2H2+γ =
∑

ξ∈I

|(1 + λξ)
2+γui

ξ(t; a)|2

≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ

+ 1

)2(2+γ)
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣λ2+γ
ξ hξEα,1(−λξqat

α)
∣

∣

2

≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ
+ 1

)2(2+γ)
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣λ2+γ
ξ hξ

∣

∣

2

≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ
+ 1

)2(2+γ)

‖h‖2H2+γ .
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This gives us

(4.5) ‖ui(t; a)‖H2+γ ≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ
+ 1

)2+γ

‖h‖H2+γ .

Then (4.4) and (4.5) give us

‖u‖C([0,T ];H2+γ) ≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξ

+ 1

)2+γ
(

‖h‖H2+γ +
1

qa
√

infξ∈I λξ

‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

)

,

proving (4.3). �

4.1. Operator K. The functional F is linear and bounded on H1+γ. We assumed
the linearity and boundedness of F , when we introduce the additional condition
(1.3). Acting by the functional F on (3.1) we get

(4.6) F [u(t)] =
∑

ξ∈I

uξ(t; a)F [ωξ].

The linearity and boundedness of F on H1+γ in view of Theorem 8.4 give us conti-
nuity of F on H1+γ . Here we use the continuity and linearity of F to put functional
F under the sum and to get (4.6). Applying the operator Dα

t to (4.6), we have the
following

(4.7) Dα
t F [u(t)] =

∑

ξ∈I

Dα
t uξ(t; a)F [ωξ].

Assumption 4.1 (d) together with (1.3) allow the acting by Dα
t to F [u(t)] and

guarantee its meaningfulness. Acting by the operator Dα
t to (3.1) under Theorem

3.19 we have

(4.8) Dα
t u(t; a) =

∑

ξ∈I

Dα
t uξ(t; a)ωξ.

Applying the functional F to (4.8) and taking into account (4.7) we have

F [Dα
t u(t)] = Dα

t F [u(t)].(4.9)

Acting by the operator Dα
t to (1.3) under Assumption 4.1 (d) and taking into

account (4.9), we obtain the following

(4.10) F [Dα
t u(t)] = Dα

t E(t), t ∈ [0, T ].

Applying F to both sides of (1.1), we get

a(t) =
F [f(t)]− F [Dα

t u(t)]

F [Lu(t)] .

We will now show that the expression on the right hand side is well-defined, and
we analyse its properties.
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Using the expansion form of f(t) that is, f(t) =
∑

ξ∈I fξ(t)ωξ and taking into

account (3.1), (4.10), we have

a(t) =

∑

ξ∈I F [ωξ]fξ(t)−Dα
t E(t)

∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a)
.(4.11)

Showing the existence and uniqueness of the solution a(t) of (4.11), we use the
Shauder fixed point theorem. For this, we rewrite equation (4.11) in the form
a(t) = K[a](t), where

(4.12) K[a](t) =

∑

ξ∈I F [ωξ]fξ(t)−Dα
t E(t)

∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a)
.

Now we are going to determine the domain of the operator K in (4.12). To this
end, we will denote

C0 = inf
t∈[0,T ]

(

∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]fξ(t)−Dα
t E(t)

)

,

C1 = sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]fξ(t)−Dα
t E(t)

)

,

C2 = inf
ξ∈I

λξ · inf
t∈[0,T ]

E(t),

C3 =
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]hξ + sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]I
α
t [fξ(t)]

)

.

It is easy to verify that 0 < Ci < ∞, (i = 0, 1, 2, 3) by Assumption 4.1 and
the definition of Iαt . Here we only need to show the convergence of the series
∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]I
α
t [fξ(t)]. We have
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∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]I
α
t [fξ(t)] =

1

Γ(α)

∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]

∫ t

0

fξ(s)(t− s)α−1ds

=
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1

{

∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]fξ(s)

}

ds

≤ 1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1





∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F [ωξ]

λγ
ξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




1
2 (

∑

ξ∈I

|λ1+γ
ξ fξ(s)|2

)
1
2

ds

≤ CF
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1‖f(s)‖H1+γds

≤ CF‖f‖C([0,T ];H1+γ)

1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1ds

≤ CF‖f‖C([0,T ];H1+γ)

tα

Γ(α+ 1)
≤ CFT

α

Γ(α + 1)
‖f‖C([0,T ];H1+γ),

where CF =

(

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

F [ωξ]

λγ
ξ

∣

∣

∣

2
)

1
2

, finite by assumption (1.4).

We can easily see that C0 ≤ C1 and that the numerator of (4.12) belongs to the
segment [C0, C1], that is,

(4.13) C0 ≤
∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]fξ(t)−Dα
t E(t) ≤ C1.

Now we show that C2 ≤ C3 and that the denominator of (4.12) belongs to the
segment [C2, C3]. We have

0 < inf
ξ∈I

λξ inf
t∈[0,T ]

E(t) = C2 = inf
ξ∈I

λξ inf
t∈[0,T ]

(

∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]uξ(t; a)

)

≤
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a)

≤
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ](hξ + Iαt [fξ(t)]) ≤
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]hξ + sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]I
α
t [fξ(t)]

)

= C3,

that is,

(4.14) C2 ≤
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a) ≤ C3.

Here we used the following estimate: Taking Iαt on both sides of (3.2) and using
Lemma 2.6 yield that

uξ(t; a) + λξI
α
t [a(t)uξ(t; a)] = Iαt fξ(t) + hξ.
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We have uξ(t; a) ≥ 0 on [0, T ], which together with λξ > 0, the positivity of a
and the definition of Iαt yields that λξI

α
t [a(t)uξ(t; a)] ≥ 0. Since uξ(t; a) ≥ 0 and

λξI
α
t [a(t)uξ(t; a)] ≥ 0, we deduce that 0 ≤ uξ(t; a) ≤ Iαt fξ(t) + hξ on [0, T ]. Hence,

with (1.5) and Assumption 4.1 (a) and (b) the following inequality holds
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a) ≤
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ](hξ + Iαt [fξ(t)]).

Using (4.11) and taking into account (4.13), (4.14), we have

0 <
C0

C3

≤ a(t) ≤ C1

C2

.

Let us introduce now the domain of the operator K as

D =

{

a ∈ C+[0, T ]
∣

∣

C0

C3

≤ a(t) ≤ C1

C2

}

.

For the operator K, we have the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.7. The operator K well-defined on the domain D.

Proof. For each a ∈ D, Theorem 3.4 ensures that there exists a unique uξ(t; a) for
ξ ∈ I, that implies the existence and uniqueness of Ka.
Then it is sufficient to show that the denominator

∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a) > 0 on

[0, T ]. Since, λξ > 0, it is enough to prove that
∑

ξ∈I F [ωξ]uξ(t; a) > 0 on [0, T ]. In

view of Corollary 4.4 we have uξ(t; a) ≥ 0 on [0, T ], which together with (1.5) gives
∑

ξ∈I F [ωξ]uξ(t; a) ≥ F [ωη]uη(t; a). We take η as in Assumption 4.1 (c). Under the

assumption F [ωη] > 0, we claim that uη(t; a) > 0. Assume the opposite, that is,
∃t0 ∈ [0, T ] such that uη(t0; a) ≤ 0. The condition uη ≥ 0 shows that uη(t0; a) = 0 so
that uη(t; a) reaches its minimum at t = t0. The condition uη(0; a) = hη > 0 implies
that t0 6= 0, that is, t0 ∈ (0, T ]. Since uη(t0; a) = 0 from the equality (3.2), we
get that Dα

t uη(t0; a) = fη(t0). This together with Lemma 2.5 yield that fη(t0) ≤ 0,
which contradicts Assumption 4.1 (c) and confirms the claim. Hence,

(4.15)
∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]uξ(t; a) ≥ F [ωη]uη(t; a) > 0,

which implies

(4.16)
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a) > 0.

This completes the proof. �

Remark 4.8. Inequality (4.15) with (1.3) and (3.1) imply that

E(t) =
∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]uξ(t; a) > 0.
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Since we reconstruct the coefficient a(t) that belongs to C+[0, T ], the equality (4.11)
together with (4.16) give us

∑

ξ∈I fξ(t)F [ωξ]−Dα
t E(t) > 0, that is

Dα
t E(t) < F [f(t)].

That is why we needed Assumption 4.1 (d). In view of Assumption 4.1 (b) and (c), we
always have

∑

ξ∈I fξ(t)F [ωξ] > 0. Taking into account this we see that any function

from the set {E ∈ Xα[0, T ] | E(t) ≥ c > 0, Dα
t E(t) ≤ 0} satisfy Assumption 4.1 (d).

There are many functions that satisfy Assumption 4.1 (d). For example, we can take
E(t) = c

2π
exp (−t), c > 0.

Lemma 4.9. K maps D to D.

Proof. Let a ∈ D. The continuity of K[a] in t follows from the continuity of fξ, E
and uξ(t; a) for each ξ ∈ I. Since the inequalities (4.14) do not dependent on a, the
equality (4.12) together with (4.13), (4.14) give us that

(4.17) 0 <
C0

C3
≤ K[a] ≤ C1

C2
, ∀a ∈ D,

completing the proof. �

4.2. Existence. In order to show the existence of solution a of the equation (4.11),
we state the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.10. The set K(D) = {K[a] : a ∈ D} is uniformly bounded.

Proof. The estimate (4.17) yields that

K[a] ≤ C1

C2

,

for all a ∈ D and for all K[a] ∈ K(D). This completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.11. The set K(D) = {K[a] : a ∈ D} is equicontinuous.

Proof. In view of (4.12) we have for any a ∈ D and ∀t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ],

(4.18)

∣

∣

∣

∣

K[a](t1)−K[a](t2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |M(t1)−M(t2)|
N(t2)

+
M(t1)|N(t1)−N(t2)|

N(t1)N(t2)
,

where
M(t) =

∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]fξ(t)−Dα
t E(t),

N(t) =
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a).

Since the difference (4.18) is estimated using the differences of the functions M(t)
and N(t), we further evaluate these differences. First, we obtain an estimate of the
difference of N(t). Therefore, we will deal with the function M(t).
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Without loss of generality, let us take t1 < t2. Then by Theorem 2.7 for ξ ∈ I
there exists t ∈ (t1, t2) such that

(4.19) |uξ(t1; a)− uξ(t2; a)| =
1

Γ(α + 1)
|t1Dα

t uξ(t; a)| · |t1 − t2|α.

Here t1Dα
t uξ(t; a) is defined in the following way:

Let us pick ξ ∈ I, and then the definition of the Caputo derivative yields the
following

t1Dα
t uξ(t; a) =

1

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

t1

(t− τ)−α d

dτ
uξ(τ ; a)dτ

=
1

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

0

(t− τ)−α d

dτ
uξ(τ ; a)dτ − 1

Γ(1− α)

∫ t1

0

(t− τ)−α d

dτ
uξ(τ ; a)dτ

= Dα
t uξ(t; a)−Dα

t1
uξ(t1; a).

We note that in the case t1 = 0 the following equality holds:

t1Dα
t uξ(t; a) = Dα

t uξ(t; a).

Now in view of (3.2) we express t1Dα
t uξ(t; a) for t1 > 0 as follows

Dα
t uξ(t; a) + λξa(t)uξ(t; a) = fξ(t), for t ∈ (t1, t2);

Dα
t1uξ(t1; a) + λξa(t1)uξ(t1; a) = fξ(t1), for t1 ∈ (0, T ].

Subtracting these equations from each other we get

t1Dα
t uξ(t; a) = fξ(t)− λξa(t)uξ(t; a)− (fξ(t1)− λξa(t1)uξ(t1; a)) .

Then in view of Assumption 4.1 (b) and Corollary 4.4, we have for all t1 ≥ 0 and
t ∈ (t1, t2) that

|t1Dα
t uξ(t; a)| ≤ fξ(t) + λξQauξ(t; a) + fξ(t1) + λξQauξ(t1; a).

Here and further we can take qa =
C0

C3
, Qa =

C1

C2
. This together with (4.19) gives

|N(t1)−N(t2)| ≤
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]|uξ(t1; a)− uξ(t2; a)|

=
|t1 − t2|α
Γ(α+ 1)

∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ] · |t1Dα
t uξ(t; a)|

≤ |t1 − t2|α
Γ(α + 1)

(

∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]fξ(t) +Qa

∑

ξ∈I

λ2
ξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a)

+
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]fξ(t1) +Qa

∑

ξ∈I

λ2
ξF [ωξ]uξ(t1; a)

)

.
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By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for each term, we obtain

|N(t1)−N(t2)|

≤ |t1 − t2|α
Γ(α+ 1)

[

CF

(

∑

ξ∈I

|λ1+γ
ξ fξ(t)|2

)
1
2

+ CF

(

∑

ξ∈I

|λ1+γ
ξ fξ(t1)|2

)
1
2

+QaCF

(

∑

ξ∈I

|λ2+γ
ξ uξ(t; a)|2

)
1
2

+QaCF

(

∑

ξ∈I

|λ2+γ
ξ uξ(t1; a)|2

)
1
2]

≤ |t1 − t2|α
Γ(α+ 1)

(

2CF‖f‖C([0,T ];H1+γ) + 2QaCF‖u‖C([0,T ];H2+γ)

)

≤ C4|t1 − t2|α,

(4.20)

where

C4 =
2CF

Γ(α+ 1)

[

‖f‖C([0,T ];H1+γ)

+Qa

(

1

infξ∈I λξ
+ 1

)2+γ
(

‖h‖H2+γ +
1

qa
√

infξ∈I λξ

‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

)

]

and the last inequality is obtained by using Lemma 4.6.
Fix an arbitrary ε > 0. SinceM(t) is continuous in [0, T ], then ∃δ1 = δ1(ε), ∀t1, t2 ∈

[0, T ] (|t1 − t2| < δ1) :

(4.21) |M(t1)−M(t2)| <
C2ε

2
.

Let

δ = min

{

δ1(ε),

(

C2
2

2C1C4
ε

)
1
α

}

.

From (4.20) for |t1 − t2| < δ, we obtain

(4.22) |N(t1)−N(t2)| <
C2

2

2C1
ε.

Substituting (4.21) and (4.22) into (4.18), we get

|K[a](t1)−K[a](t2)| < ε.

Therefore, the set K(D) is equicontinuous. �

Theorem 4.12. Suppose that Assumption 4.1 holds. Then there exists a fixed point
of K in D.
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Proof. In view of the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem 8.2 and using Lemmas 4.10 and 4.11
we see that K(D) is relatively compact in C[0, T ]. Moreover, K : D → D and D is
a closed convex subset of C[0, T ]. According to the Shauder fixed point Theorem
8.3, the equation

K[a] = a, a ∈ D,

has a solution a = a∗ ∈ D. �

4.3. Monotonicity of the operator K. In this part, we show the monotonicity
of the operator K.

Theorem 4.13. Given a1, a2 ∈ D with a1 ≤ a2, we have that K[a1] ≤ K[a2] on
[0, T ].

Proof. The direct calculation of K[a1](t)−K[a2](t) by using (4.12) gives us

K[a1](t)−K[a2](t)

=

(

∑

ξ∈I F [ωξ]fξ(t)−Dα
t E(t)

)

∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ](uξ(t; a2)− uξ(t; a1))
∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a1) ·
∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a2)
.

In view of λξ > 0, F [ωξ] ≥ 0, Assumption 4.1 (d), Corollary 4.5 together with the
positiveness of the denominator of (4.12) gives us K[a1] ≤ K[a2]. �

4.4. Uniqueness. In this part, we formulate two lemmas that play an important
role in obtaining the uniqueness result for the fixed point of K.

Lemma 4.14. Let a1, a2 ∈ D be two fixed points of K with a1 ≤ a2, then a1 ≡ a2.

Proof. Taking the fixed points a1(t), a2(t) with a1 ≤ a2, they satisfy (1.3), that is,
∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]uξ(t; a1) = E(t),

∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]uξ(t; a2) = E(t).

Then we have
∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ](uξ(t; a1)− uξ(t; a2)) = 0.

We know that F [ωξ] ≥ 0 and (uξ(t, a1)− uξ(t; a2)) ≥ 0, so that we deduce that

F [ωξ](uξ(t; a1)− uξ(t; a2)) = 0, for every ξ ∈ I.
Let us take ξ = η, then in view of Assumption 4.1 (c) we have F [ωη] > 0, which
implies that

uη(t; a1)− uη(t; a2) = 0 on [0, T ].
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Set v(t) = uη(t; a1)− uη(t; a2) = 0. Then (4.2) gives

0 = Dα
t v(t) + ληa1(t)v(t) = ληuη(t; a2)(a2(t)− a1(t)),

i.e. uη(t; a2)(a2(t) − a1(t)) ≡ 0 on [0, T ]. We know that uη(t; a2) > 0. Hence, we
have a1 = a2 on [0, T ], which completes the proof. �

Before showing uniqueness, we introduce a successive iteration procedure that
will generate a sequence converging to a fixed point if it exists. Set

a0(t) =
C0

C3
, an+1 = K[an], n ∈ N.

This iteration reproduces a sequence {an : n ∈ N} which is contained in D since
the operator K maps the set D on itself.

Lemma 4.15. Let a ∈ D be a fixed point of the operator K. Then the sequence
{an : n ∈ N} converges to a.

Proof. Function a0 is the lower bound of D and {an : n ∈ N} ⊂ D produce that
a0 ≤ a1. Using the monotonicity of K, we have a1 = K[a0] ≤ K[a1] = a2, that
is a1 ≤ a2. The same argument gives a2 = K[a1] ≤ K[a2] = a3. Continuing this
process, we can deduce that a0 ≤ a1 ≤ a2 ≤ ..., which means that {an : n ∈ N} is
increasing. Since we assumed that a0 is the lower bound of D and a ∈ D, it holds
a0 ≤ a. Applying Theorem 4.13 to this inequality, we obtain a1 = K[a0] ≤ K[a] = a,
i.e. a1 ≤ a. This argument implies that an ≤ a, n ∈ N, which means that a is an
upper bound of {an : n ∈ N}.
We have proved that {an : n ∈ N} is an increasing sequence in D with an

upper bound a, which leads to {an : n ∈ N} being convergent (pointwise) in D,
and the limit is smaller than a. Denote the limit of {an : n ∈ N} by a. We have
a ∈ D, a ≤ a and we see that

a = lim
n→∞

an+1 = lim
n→∞

Kan = Ka,

i.e. a is a fixed point of K in D. Hence, Lemma 4.14 yields a = a, which is the
desired result. �

Now, we are able to prove the uniqueness of the fixed points of K.

Theorem 4.16. There is at most one fixed point of K in D.

Proof. Let a1, a2 ∈ D be both fixed points of K. Lemma 4.15 implies that an → a1
and an → a2, which leads to a1 = a2 and completes this proof. �
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4.5. Continuous dependence of (a, u) on the data. In this section we investi-
gate the dependence of (a, u) on the data.

Theorem 4.17. Let Assumption 4.1 hold true. Then the solution (a, u) of the
problem (1.1)–(1.3) depends continuously on the data, that is, there exist positive
constants M4 and M9, such that

‖ã− a‖C[0,T ] ≤ M4

(

‖h̃− h‖H2+γ + ‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

+ ‖Ẽ − E‖Xα[0,T ]

)

,

and

‖ũ− u‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ M9

(

‖h̃− h‖H2+γ + ‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

+ ‖Ẽ −E‖Xα[0,T ]

)

,

where (ã, ũ) is the solution of the inverse problem (1.1)–(1.3) corresponding to the

set of data
{

h̃, f̃ , Ẽ
}

, that satisfy Assumption 4.1.

Proof. Let Υ = {h, f, E} and Υ̃ =
{

h̃, f̃ , Ẽ
}

be two sets of data that satisfy

Assumption 4.1. Let (a, u) and (ã, ũ) be solutions of the inverse problem (1.1)–
(1.3) corresponding to the data Υ and Υ̃, i.e.

(4.23)











Dα
t u(t; a) + a(t)Lu(t; a) = f(t),

u(0; a) = h,

F [u(t; a)] = E(t),

and

(4.24)











Dα
t ũ(t; ã) + ã(t)Lũ(t; ã) = f̃(t),

ũ(0; ã) = h̃,

F [ũ(t; ã)] = Ẽ(t),

respectively.
Subtracting equations (4.23) and (4.24) from each other we have

(4.25)











Dα
t w + ã(t)Lw(t) = g(t),

w(0) = h̃− h,

F [w(t)] = Ẽ(t)−E(t),

where w(t) = ũ(t; ã)− u(t; a) and g(t) = f̃(t)− f(t)− (ã(t)− a(t))Lu(t; a).
Similarly to (3.1), we can write the solution u(t; ã) of the problem (4.24) in the

form u(t; ã) =
∑

ξ∈I uξ(t; ã)ωξ. This together with (3.1) give us

(4.26) w(t) =
∑

ξ∈I

wξ(t; ã)ωξ, t ∈ [0, T ],

where wξ(t; ã) = ũξ(t; ã)− uξ(t; a), and it satisfies the fractional equation

Dα
t wξ(t; ã) + λξã(t)wξ(t; ã) = gξ(t), wξ(0; ã) = h̃ξ − hξ, ξ ∈ I,
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where gξ(t) = (g(t), ωξ)H.
Acting by Dα

t on both sides of the last equation of (4.25) and taking into account
(4.9), we have

(4.27) F [Dα
t w(t)] = Dα

t Ẽ(t)−Dα
t E(t).

Applying F on both sides of the first equation of (4.25), we get

ã(t)− a(t) =
F [f̃(t)− f(t)]− F [Dα

t w(t)]− ã(t)F [Lw(t)]
F [Lu(t; a)] .

We can write f(t) and f̃(t) in the expansion forms, i.e. f(t) =
∑

ξ∈I fξ(t)ωξ and

f̃(t) =
∑

ξ∈I f̃ξ(t)ωξ respectively. These together with (3.1),(4.26) and (4.27) yield
that
(4.28)

ã(t)− a(t)

=

∑

ξ∈I F [ωξ](f̃ξ(t)− fξ(t))− (Dα
t Ẽ −Dα

t E)− ã(t)
∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]wξ(t; ã)
∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]uξ(t; a)
.

To estimate (4.28), let us first estimate the series
∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]wξ(t; ã). Since w(t; ã)

is the solution of the problem (4.5), in view of Corollaries 3.11 and 3.16, we deduce
that

|wξ(t; ã)| ≤ |wi
ξ(t; ã)|+ |wr

ξ(t; ã)|

≤ |h̃ξ − hξ|Eα,1(−λξqãt
α) +

∫ t

0

|gξ(s)|(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqã(t− s)α)ds

≤ |h̃ξ − hξ|Eα,1(−λξqãt
α)

+

∫ t

0

|f̃ξ(s)− fξ(s)|(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqã(t− s)α)ds

+

∫ t

0

|ã(s)− a(s)|λξ|uξ(s; a)|(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqã(t− s)α)ds,

where qã =
inft∈[0,T ](

∑
ξ∈I F [ωξ]f̃ξ(t)−Dα

t Ẽ(t))
supt∈[0,T ](

∑
ξ∈I λξF [ωξ](h̃ξ+Iαt [f̃ξ(t)]))

.
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Putting this into the series
∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]wξ(t; ã), and taking into account Corol-
lary 4.4, we can get

∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]|wξ(t; ã)| ≤
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]|h̃ξ − hξ|Eα,1(−λξqãt
α)

+
∑

ξ∈I

F [ωξ]

∫ t

0

|f̃ξ(s)− fξ(s)|λξ(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqã(t− s)α)ds

+
∑

ξ∈I

λ2
ξF [ωξ]

∫ t

0

|ã(s)− a(s)|uξ(s; a)(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqã(t− s)α)ds

= I1(t) + I2(t) + I3(t).

We estimate each of the three terms separately.
Using Corollary 3.17 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

I1(t) ≤
∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]|h̃ξ − hξ| ≤





∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F [ωξ]

λγ
ξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




1
2 (

∑

ξ∈I

λ
2(1+γ)
ξ |h̃ξ − hξ|2

) 1
2

≤ CF

(

∑

ξ∈I

(1 + λξ)
2(1+γ)|h̃ξ − hξ|2

) 1
2

≤ CF‖h̃− h‖H1+γ .

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz and Hölder inequalities, we have

I2(t) ≤ CF

[

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

λγ
ξ

∫ t

0

|f̃ξ(s)− fξ(s)|λξ(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqã(t− s)α)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
]

1
2

≤ CF

[

∑

ξ∈I

(

λ2γ
ξ

∫ t

0

|f̃ξ(s)− fξ(s)|2λξ(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqã(t− s)α)ds

)

×
(
∫ t

0

λξ(t− s)α−1Eα,α(−λξqã(t− s)α)ds

)]
1
2

.

In view of (3.39) and Corollary 3.12 we have

I2(t) ≤ CF

(

1

qã

∫ t

0

{

∑

ξ∈I

λ
2( 1

2
+γ)

ξ |f̃ξ(s)− fξ(s)|2
}

(t− s)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqã(t− s)α)ds

)
1
2

≤ M1‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

1
2+γ)

,
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where M1 = CF
1

qã
√

infξ∈I λξ

. Using Corollary 3.12 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-

ity, we have

I3(t) ≤
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

{

∑

ξ∈I

λ2
ξF [ωξ]uξ(s; a)

}

|ã(s)− a(s)|(t− s)α−1ds

≤ CF

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(

∑

ξ∈I

|λ2+γ
ξ uξ(s; a)|2

) 1
2

|ã(s)− a(s)|(t− s)α−1ds

≤ CF

Γ(α)
‖u‖C([0,T ];H2+γ)

∫ t

0

|ã(s)− a(s)|(t− s)α−1ds

≤ M2
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

|ã(s)− a(s)|(t− s)α−1ds,

where M2 = CF

(

1
infξ∈I λξ

+1

)2+γ
(

‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

+ ‖h‖H2+γ

)

and the last inequal-

ity is obtained by (4.3). The estimates obtained above for I1(t), I2(t) and I3(t)
yield

∑

ξ∈I

λξF [ωξ]|wξ(t; ã)|

≤ CF‖h̃− h‖H1+γ +M1‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

1
2+γ)

+M2
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

|ã(s)− a(s)|(t− s)α−1ds.

Taking into account this and using (4.28) we obtain

|ã(t)− a(t)|

≤
CF

(

∑

ξ∈I λ
2γ
ξ |f̃ξ(t)− fξ(t)|2

) 1
2
+ ‖Dα

t Ẽ −Dα
t E‖C[0,T ] +Qã

∑

ξ∈I λξF [ωξ]|wξ(t; ã)|
C2

≤ 1

C2

(

CF‖f̃ − f‖C([0,T ];Hγ) + ‖Dα
t Ẽ −Dα

t E‖C[0,T ]

+QãCF‖h̃− h‖H1+γ +QãM1‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

1
2+γ)

+QãM2
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

|ã(s)− a(s)|(t− s)α−1ds
)

≤ M3

(

‖h̃− h‖H2+γ + ‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

+ ‖Ẽ −E‖Xα[0,T ]

+
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

|ã(s)− a(s)|(t− s)α−1ds
)

,



INVERSE PROBLEM OF DETERMINING LEADING COEFFICIENT 41

where Qã =
supt∈[0,T ](

∑
ξ∈I F [ωξ]f̃ξ(t)−Dα

t Ẽ(t))
infξ∈I λξ·inft∈[0,T ] Ẽ(t)

and M3 is some positive constant. Ap-

plying Lemma 2.8 to |ã(t)− a(t)|, we have

|ã(t)− a(t)| ≤ M3Eα,1 (M3t
α)
(

‖h̃− h‖H2+γ

+ ‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

+ ‖Ẽ − E‖Xα[0,T ]

)

.

Then

(4.29) ‖ã− a‖C[0,T ] ≤ M4

(

‖h̃− h‖H2+γ + ‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

+ ‖Ẽ −E‖Xα[0,T ]

)

,

where M4 = M3Eα,1 (M3T
α) .

Now, we are going to estimate the difference ũ− u.
In view of Corollary 3.11, we have

‖wr(t; a)‖2H =
∑

ξ∈I

|wr
ξ(t; a)|2

=
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|gξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(−λξqã(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|gξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqã(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

(4.30)

where the last inequality is obtained by using the Corollary 3.12. Using the Hölder
inequality we get

(4.31)

∑

ξ∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

|gξ(τ)|(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqã(t− τ)α)dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

(
∫ t

0

|gξ(τ)|2(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqã(t− τ)α)dτ

)

×
(
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqã(t− τ)α)dτ

)

≤
(

∫ t

0

{

∑

ξ∈I

|gξ(τ)|2
}

(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqã(t− τ)α)dτ

)
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×
(
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqã(t− τ)α)dτ

)

≤ ‖g‖2C([0,T ];H)

(
∫ t

0

(t− τ)α−1Eα,α(− inf
ξ∈I

λξqã(t− τ)α)dτ

)2

≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξqã

)2

‖g‖2C([0,T ];H),

where the last inequality is obtained by using the estimate (3.28). Substituting
(4.31) into (4.30), we obtain

‖wr(t; a)‖2H ≤
(

1

infξ∈I λξqã

)2

‖g‖2C([0,T ];H) = M2
5‖g‖2C([0,T ];H),

which gives

(4.32) ‖wr‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ M5‖g‖C([0,T ];H),

where M5 = 1
infξ∈I λξqã

. Using that g(t) = f̃(t) − f(t) − (ã(t) − a(t))Lu(t; a) and

taking into account the properties of the norm, we get from (4.32)

‖wr‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ M5‖g‖C([0,T ];H)

≤ M5

(

‖f̃ − f‖C([0,T ];H) + ‖ã− a‖C[0,T ]‖Lu‖C([0,T ];H)

)

≤ M6

(

‖f̃ − f‖C([0,T ];H) + ‖ã− a‖C[0,T ]‖u‖C([0,T ];H1)

)

.

(4.33)

In view of u(t; a) = ui(t; a) + ur(t; a) and using (3.41) and (3.44), we have

‖u‖C([0,T ];H1) ≤ ‖ui‖C([0,T ];H1) + ‖ur‖C([0,T ];H1)

≤ M7

(

‖h‖H1 + ‖f‖
C([0,T ];H

1
2 )

)

.
(4.34)

Substituting (4.34) and (4.29) into (4.33), we get

‖wr‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ M8

(

‖h̃− h‖H2+γ + ‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

+ ‖Ẽ − E‖Xα[0,T ]

)

.(4.35)

Using Corollary 3.16 and estimate (2.1), we have

‖wi(t; a)‖2H ≤
∑

ξ∈I

|h̃ξ − hξ|2|Eα,1(−λξqat
α)|2

≤
∑

ξ∈I

|h̃ξ − hξ|2 = ‖h̃− h‖2H,

which gives

(4.36) ‖wi‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ ‖h̃− h‖H.
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In view of ũ(t; a) − u(t; a) = w(t; a) = wi(t; a) + wr(t; a) the estimates (4.35) and
(4.36) give us

‖ũ− u‖C([0,T ];H) ≤ M9

(

‖h̃− h‖H2+γ + ‖f̃ − f‖
C([0,T ];H

3
2+γ)

+ ‖Ẽ −E‖Xα[0,T ]

)

.

This completes the proof. �

4.6. Main theorem for the inverse problem. In view of Theorem 3.19, Theo-
rems 4.12, 4.16 allow us to deduce the existence and uniqueness of solution (a, u)
of Problem 1.2. This with Theorem 4.17 gives us a well-posedness of Problem 1.2.
From this and taking into account Lemma 4.15 we state the following theorem for
this inverse problem.

Theorem 4.18. (Main theorem for the inverse problem) Suppose Assumption 4.1
holds. Then the following statements hold true:
(a) There exists a unique fixed point of K in D;
(b) The inverse Problem 1.2 is well-posed.

5. Examples of operator L
In this section, we give several examples of the settings where our direct and

inverse problems are applicable. Of course, there are many other examples; here we
collect those for which different types of partial differential equation are of particular
importance.

• Sturm-Liouville problem.

First, we describe the setting of the Sturm-Liouville operator. Let L be
the ordinary second-order differential operator in L2(a, b) generated by the
differential expression

(5.1) L(u) = −u′′(x), a < x < b,

and one of the boundary conditions

(5.2) a1u
′(b) + b1u(b) = 0, a2u

′(a) + b2u(a) = 0,

or

(5.3) u(a) = ±u(b), u′(a) = ±u′(b),

where a21 + a22 > 0, b21 + b22 > 0 and αj , βj , j = 1, 2, are some real numbers.
It is known ([Nai68]) that the Sturm-Liouville problem for equation (5.1)

with boundary conditions (5.2) or with boundary conditions (5.3) is self-
adjoint in L2(a, b). It is also known that the self-adjoint problem has real
eigenvalues and their eigenfunctions form a complete orthonormal basis in
L2(a, b).
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• Differential operator with involution.

As a next example, we consider the differential operator with involution in
L2(0, π) generated by the expression

(5.4) L(u) = u′′(x)− εu′′(π − x), 0 < x < π,

and homogeneous Dirichlet conditions

(5.5) u(0) = 0, u(π) = 0,

where |ε| < 1 is some real number.
The non-local functional-differential operator (5.4)-(5.5) is self-adjoint

[TT17]. For |ε| < 1, the operator (5.4)-(5.5) has the following eigenvalues

λ2k = 4(1 + ε)k2, k ∈ N, and λ2k+1 = (1− ε)(2k + 1)2, k ∈ N ∪ {0},
and corresponding eigenfunctions

u2k(x) =

√

2

π
sin 2kx, k ∈ N,

u2k+1(x) =

√

2

π
sin (2k + 1)x, k ∈ N ∪ {0}.

• Fractional Sturm-Liouville operator.

We consider the operator generated by the integro-differential expression

(5.6) L(u) = Dα
a+D

α
b−u, a < x < b,

and the conditions

(5.7) I1−α
b− u(a) = 0, I1−α

b− u(b) = 0,

where Dα
a+ is the left Caputo derivative of order α ∈ (1/2, 1] , Dα

b− is the
right Riemann-Liouville derivative of order α ∈ (1/2, 1] and Iαb− is the right
Riemann-Liouville integral of order α ∈ (1/2, 1] (see [KST06]). The frac-
tional Sturm-Liouville operator (5.6)-(5.7) is self-adjoint and positive in
L2(a, b) (see [TT16]). The spectrum of the fractional Sturm-Liouville opera-
tor (5.6)-(5.7) is discrete, positive, and real-valued, and the system of eigen-
functions is a complete orthogonal basis in L2(a, b). For more properties of
the operator generated by the problem (5.6)-(5.7) we refer to [TT18, TT19].

• Second order elliptic operator L.
Let Ω be an open bounded domain in Rd (d ≥ 1) with a smooth boundary
(for example, of C∞ class).

Let L2(Ω) be the usual L2-space with the inner product (·, ·) and let L be
the elliptic operator defined for g ∈ D(−L) := H2(Ω) ∩H1

0 (Ω) as

−Lg(x) = −
d
∑

i,j=1

∂j(aij(x)∂jg(x)) + c(x)g(x), x ∈ Ω,
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with Dirichlet boundary condition

g(x) = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω,

where aij = aji (1 ≤ i, j ≤ d) and c ≥ 0 in Ω. Moreover, assume that
aij ∈ C1(Ω), c ∈ C(Ω), and there exists a constant δ > 0 such that

δ

d
∑

i=1

ξ2i ≤ δ

d
∑

i=1

aij(x)ξiξj , ∀x ∈ Ω, ∀(ξ1, ..., ξd) ∈ R
d.

Then the elliptic operator −L has the eigensystem {λn, ωn}∞n=1 such that
0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · , λn → ∞ as n → ∞ and {ωn}∞n=1 forms an orthonormal
basis of L2(Ω) ([SY11]).

• Harmonic oscillator.

For any dimension d ≥ 1, let us consider the harmonic oscillator,

L := −∆+ |x|2, x ∈ R
d.

The operator L is an essentially self-adjoint operator on C∞
0 (Rd). It has a

discrete spectrum, consisting of the eigenvalues

λk =
d
∑

j=1

(2kj + 1), k = (k1, · · · , kd) ∈ N
d,

with the corresponding eigenfunctions

ϕk(x) =

d
∏

j=1

Pkj(xj)e
− |x|2

2 ,

which form an orthogonal basis in L2(Rd). Here Pl(·) is the l–th order
Hermite polynomial,

Pl(ξ) = ale
|ξ|2

2

(

x− d

dξ

)l

e−
|ξ|2

2 ,

where ξ ∈ R, and

al = 2−l/2(l!)−1/2π−1/4.

• Anharmonic oscillator.

Another class of examples are anharmonic oscillators (see for instance [HR82]),
which are operators on L2(R) of the form

L := − d2k

dx2k
+ x2l + p(x), x ∈ R,
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for integers k, l ≥ 1 and with p(x) being a polynomial of degree ≤ 2l − 1
with real coefficients. More general case on Rn where a prototype operator
is of the form

L := −(∆)k + |x|2l,
where k, l are integers ≥ 1 see [ChDR21].

• Landau Hamiltonian in 2D.

The next example is one of the simplest and most interesting models of
Quantum Mechanics, that is, the Landau Hamiltonian.

The Landau Hamiltonian in 2D is given by

L :=
1

2

(

(

i
∂

∂x
− By

)2

+

(

i
∂

∂y
+Bx

)2
)

,

acting on the Hilbert space L2(R2), where B > 0 is some constant. The
spectrum of L consists of infinite number of eigenvalues (see [Foc28, Lan30])
with infinite multiplicity, of the form

λn = (2n+ 1)B, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

and the corresponding system of eigenfunctions (see [ABGM15, HH13])


























e1k,n(x, y) =

√

n!

(n− k)!
B

k+1
2 exp

(

− B(x2 + y2)

2

)

(x+ iy)kL(k)
n (B(x2 + y2)), 0 ≤ k,

e2j,n(x, y) =

√

j!

(j + n)!
B

n−1
2 exp

(

− B(x2 + y2)

2

)

(x− iy)nL
(n)
j (B(x2 + y2)), 0 ≤ j,

where L
(α)
n are the Laguerre polynomials given by

L(α)
n (t) =

n
∑

k=0

(−1)kCn−k
n+α

tk

k!
, α > −1.

• The restricted fractional Laplacian.

On the other hand, one can define a fractional Laplacian operator by using
the integral representation in terms of hypersingular kernels,

(−∆Rn)s g(x) = Cd,s P.V.

∫

Rn

g(x)− g(ξ)

|x− ξ|n+2s
dξ,

where s ∈ (0, 1).
In this case, we realize the zero Dirichlet condition by restricting the op-

erator to act only on functions that are zero outside of the bounded domain
Ω ⊂ Rn. Caffarelli and Siro [CS17] called the operator defined in such a
way as the restricted fractional Laplacian (−∆Ω)

s . Such, (−∆Ω)
s is a self-

adjoint operator in L2(Ω), with a discrete spectrum λs,k > 0, k ∈ N. The
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corresponding set of eigenfunctions {Vs,k(x)}k∈N, normalized in L2(Ω), gives
an orthonormal basis.

6. Examples of functional F

In this section, as an illustration, we give several examples of the functional F.
Of course, there are many other examples, but here we only collect some of them.

• The measurement is the total energy output from the body.

F [u(t, ·)] :=
∫

Ω

u(x, t)dx, t ∈ [0, T ],

where Ω is a bounded subset of Rd(d ≥ 1).

• Measurement at an internal point.

F [u(t, ·)] := u(t, x∗), t ∈ [0, T ], x∗ ∈ Ω,

where Ω is an open bounded subset of Rd(d ≥ 1).

• The measurement is the normal derivative of u at one of the bound-

ary points.

F [u(t, ·)] := ∂u

∂~n
(t, x∗), t ∈ [0, T ], x∗ ∈ ∂Ω,

where Ω is open bounded subset of Rd(d ≥ 1).

7. Value of γ in particular cases of L and F

In this section, for the particular cases of L and F we show how to find the value
of γ in (1.4).
Let H be L2(0, 1) and let L be particular case of Sturm-Liouville problem, for

example, Lu = −uxx, x ∈ (0, 1), with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition.
Then the operator has the eigensystem {k2,

√
2 sin kπx}k∈N.

• Let F be the measurement is the total energy output from the body,
that is, F [u(t, ·)] :=

∫ 1

0
u(t, x)dx.

Since

F [ωk] =

∫ 1

0

√
2 sin kπxdx =

1 + (−1)k+1

kπ
=

{

2
√
2

kπ
, if, k = 2n− 1 (n ∈ N);

0, if, k = 2n (n ∈ N),

we have
∑

k∈N

|F [ωk]|2 < ∞.

From this we see that γ in (1.4) can be taken to be 0.
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• Let F be the measurement at an internal point, for example, F [u(t, ·)] =
u(t, 1

2
). Then we see that

F [ωk] =
√
2 sin

kπ

2
=











−
√
2, if, k = 4n− 1, (n ∈ N);

0, if, k = 2n, (n ∈ N);√
2, if, k = 4n− 3, (n ∈ N).

From this we have
∑

k∈N

|F [ωξ]|2
λk

< ∞.

From this we see that γ in (1.4) can be taken to be 1
2
.

• Let F be the measurement is the normal derivative of u at one of

the boundary points, for example, F [u(t, ·)] = ux(t, 1). Since

F [ωk] =
√
2kπ cos kπ =

{

−
√
2kπ, if, k = 2n− 1, (n ∈ N);√

2kπ, if, k = 2n, (n ∈ N),

we have
∑

k∈N

∣

∣

∣

∣

F [ωk]

λk

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

< ∞.

From this we see that γ in (1.4) can be taken to be 1.

8. Appendix A

In this section, we record several classical theorems from functional analysis used
in this paper.

Theorem 8.1. [KST06, Theorem 1.9][Banach fixed point theorem] Let X be a
Banach space and let A : X → X be the map such that

‖Au− Av‖ ≤ β‖u− v‖ (0 < β < 1)

holds for all u, v ∈ X. Then the operator A has a unique fixed point u∗ ∈ X that
is, Au∗ = u∗.

Theorem 8.2. [KST06, Theorem 1.8][Arzelá-Ascoli theorem] A necessary and suf-
ficient condition that a subset of continuous functions U, which are defined on the
closed interval [a, b], be relatively compact in C[a, b] is that this subset be uniformly
bounded and equicontinuous.

In this statement,

• U ⊂ C[a, b] is uniformly bounded means that there exists a number C such
that

|ϕ(x)| ≤ C

for all x ∈ [a, b] and for all ϕ ∈ U, and
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• U ⊂ C[a, b] is equicontinuous means that: for every ε > 0 there is a δ =
δ(ε) > 0 such that

|ϕ(x1)− ϕ(x2)| < ε

holds for all x1, x2 ∈ [a, b] such that |x1 − x2| < δ and for all ϕ ∈ U.

Theorem 8.3. [KST06, Theorem 1.7][Shauder’s fixed point theorem] Let U be a
closed convex subset of C[a, b], and let A : U → U be the map such that the set
{Au : u ∈ U} is relatively compact in C[a, b]. Then the operator A has at least one
fixed point u∗ ∈ U i.e. Au∗ = u∗.

Theorem 8.4. [KF, p. 77] Let H be Hilbert space. Then linear functional F : H →
R is continuous if and only if it is bounded on H.
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[IO16] M. I. Ismailov, B. Oğur. An inverse diffusion problem with nonlocal boundary conditions.
Numer. Methods Partial Differential Equations, 32(2): 564–590, 2016.

[I93] N. I. Ivanchov. Inverse problems for the heat-conduction equation with nonlocal boundary
conditions. Ukr. Math. J. 45: 1186–1192, 1993.

[KI12] F. Kanca, M. I. Ismailov. The inverse problem of finding the time-dependent diffusion
coefficient of the heat equation from integral overdetermination data. Inverse Probl Sci Eng,
20: 463–476, 2012.

[KST06] A. A. Kilbas, H. M. Srivastava, J. J. Trujillo. Theory and applications of fractional
differential equations. Mathematics studies, vol. 204. North-Holland: Elsevier; 2006:vii–x.

[KF] A. N. Kolmogorov, S. V. Fomin. Elements of the theory of functions and functional analysis.
Vol. 1. Metric and normed spaces. Translated from the first Russian edition by Leo F. Boron.
Graylock Press, Rochester, N.Y., 1957. ix+129 pp.

[Lan30] L. Landau. Diamagnetismus der Metalle. Z. Phys. A, 64(9–10): 629–637, 1930.



50 D. SERIKBAEV, M. RUZHANSKY, AND N. TOKMAGAMBETOV

[LL14] A. O. Lopushanskyi, H. P. Lopushanska. One inverse problem for the diffusion-wave equa-
tion in bounded domain. Ukrainian Math. J., 66: 743–757, 2014.

[LG99] Y. Luchko, R. Gorenflo. An operational method for solving fractional differential equations
with the Caputo derivatives. Acta Math. Vietnam., 24:207–233, 1999.

[L09] Y. Luchko. Maximum principle for the generalized time-fractional diffusion equation, J.

Math. Anal. Appl., 351: 218–223, 2009.
[MS97] K.S. Miller, S.G. Samko. A note on the complete monotonicity of the generalized Mittag-

Lefler function. Real Anal. Exchange, 23: 763–766, 1997.
[MS01] K. S. Miller, S. G. Samko. Completely monotonic functions. Integral Transform.

Spec.Funct., 12(4): 389–402, 2001.
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