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Abstract

In this paper, we propose and study several inverse problems of determining unknown parameters in
nonlocal nonlinear coupled PDE systems, including the potentials, nonlinear interaction functions and
time-fractional orders. In these coupled systems, we enforce non-negativity of the solutions, aligning
with realistic scenarios in biology and ecology. There are several salient features of our inverse problem
study: the drastic reduction in measurement/observation data due to averaging effects, the nonlinear
coupling between multiple equations, and the nonlocality arising from fractional-type derivatives. These
factors present significant challenges to our inverse problem, and such inverse problems have never been
explored in previous literature. To address these challenges, we develop new and effective schemes. Our
approach involves properly controlling the injection of different source terms to obtain multiple sets of
mean flux data. This allows us to achieve unique identifiability results and accurately determine the
unknown parameters. Finally, we establish a connection between our study and practical applications in
biology, further highlighting the relevance of our work in real-world contexts.
Keywords: inverse problems, partial data measurements, nonlocal coupled parabolic systems, fractional
coupled diffusion systems, mathematical biology
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35R30, 35Q92, 35R11, 35K40

1 Introduction

1.1 Mathematical Setup

Focusing first mainly on the mathematics, but not the physical or biological applications, we begin by
introducing the mathematical setup of the study. Let Ω be a bounded domain in Rd (d ≥ 1). For u(x) :
Ω → R, define the action of the nonlocal diffusion operator L on the function u(x) as follows

Lu(x) := 2

ˆ
Rd

(u(y)− u(x))γ(x, y) dy, ∀x ∈ Ω ⊆ Rd. (1.1)

Here, the kernel γ(x, y) : Rd × Rd → R is a non-negative symmetric function, and γ =
∑N

i=1 γi satisfies the
following inequalities

γ∗ ≥ γi(x, y)|x− y|n+2si ≥ γ∗, for y ∈ Rd, (1.2)

where 0 < s1 < · · · < sN < 1, γ∗ and γ∗ are positive constants uniform for all i. Hence, the operator L is
nonlocal in the sense that its value at x depends on information about u at all points y ̸= x.
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Figure 1: The schematic illustration of the coupled nonlinear nonlocal parabolic inverse problem: Ω is the
physical domain, Ωa denotes the accessible region, ⊗ represents the input source location, and ⊙ indicates
the measurement location.

Consider the following coupled nonlinear nonlocal parabolic system with a Dirichlet boundary condition:
∂tu− Lu+α · ∇u = p(x)u+ F(x, t,u) + q in Ω× (0, T ],

u = 0 on Ωc × (0, T ],

u(x, 0) = 0, in Rd,

u ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ],

(1.3)

where the convection coefficients α = (α1, . . . , αM ) are vectors in Rd with constant entries, and the reaction
potentials p = (p1, . . . , pM ), pi(x) ∈ Cγ,γ/2(Ω̄) are negative functions. This model describes anomalous
spatial diffusion [32,34,142,150], and some biological applications will also be discussed in Section 6. Here, the
nonlocal Dirichlet boundary condition implies that the region outside Ω is considered a hostile environment
biologically, and any individual that jumps outside of Ω dies instantly [148]. Therefore, no organism can
leave or enter the region Ω.

For this model, we are interested in studying the potential functions p(x) and nonlinear interaction
functions F, by knowledge of the nonlocal flux data of u on an accessible region Ωa ⊆ Rd\Ω in the exterior
of Ω (see Figure 1 for a schematic illustration). Formally, this is given by the measurement map

Λ1
p,F : q → p,F. (1.4)

We consider the measurement given by ⟨Λ1
p,F,h⟩, h = (h1, . . . , hM ), for some smooth function hi

(i = 1, . . . ,M) which characterises the measure instrument. This means that our measurement map repre-
sents weighted integral data from an accessible part of the region. This is more often the case in physical
applications [24]. However, due to the averaging effect, it can only provide very limited information, and
also leads to more serious ill-posedness for the inverse problem. More details about this measurement map
will be provided in Section 2.3.

We are mainly concerned with the unique identifiability issue of the inverse problem (1.4). In a for-
mal manner, our main result for the coupled nonlinear nonlocal parabolic inverse problem can be roughly
summarised into the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that p,F belong to (different) general a-priori function spaces. Given the inject
source q, let Λ1

pk,Fk be the measurement map associated to (1.3) for k = 1, 2. If

Λ1
p1,F1 = Λ1

p2,F2

for all q, then it holds that
p1 = p2 and F1 = F2 in Ω× (0, T ).

We will establish the conditions under which Theorem 1.1 holds in Section 2.3, in order to ensure that
the nonlocal exterior flux data can uniquely determine the reaction functions p and interaction functions F.

Another form of nonlocality can be considered when the diffusion phenomena occurs in highly heteroge-
neous media with memory and hereditary properties [69,113,135,152,153]. This type of anomalous diffusion
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Figure 2: The physical domain: Ω, accessible boundary: Γ, inaccessible boundary: ∂Ω \ Γ, input source
locations: ⊗, measurement locations: ⊙.

is governed by the following time-fractional diffusion equation:
0D

β
t u− d∆u+α · ∇u = p(x, t)u+ F(x, t,u) + q in Ω× (0, T ],

u = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u(x, 0) = 0 in Ω,

u ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ],

(1.5)

where the fractional time derivative 0D
β
t represents

(0D
β
t u)i :=

Bi∑
j=1

bj.i(0D
βj,i

t ui) i = 1, . . . ,M, (1.6)

for fixed positive integers Bi and positive constants bj,i. The fractional orders satisfy 0 < β1,i < β2,i < · · · <
βBi,i < 1, and for a function v, 0D

α
t v is the Caputo fractional derivative defined by [15]

0D
α
t v =

1

Γ(1− α)

ˆ t

0

(t− s)−α ∂v(x, s)

∂s
ds, (1.7)

and Γ(·) denotes the Gamma function. Also, the functions p in (1.5) are such that p = (p1, . . . , pM ),
pi(x, t) ∈ Cγ,γ/2(Ω̄× [0, T ]) are negative functions.

Unlike the nonlocal parabolic system, we use the local Dirichlet boundary condition here, such that the
condition u = 0 is enforced only on the boundary ∂Ω. From a biological perspective, this means that there
are no organisms on the boundary of ∂Ω, but there may be some in the exterior Ωc away from the boundary.

For this model, we are interested in studying the potential functions p(x, t) and nonlinear interaction
functions F, as well as the fractional orders βj,i. The first two are determined by the knowledge of the flux
data of u on a portion Γ ⊂ ∂Ω of the boundary ∂Ω (see Figure 2 for a schematic illustration), while the last
one is obtained from the observation of the values of u at an interior point x0 ∈ Ω for all times t ∈ (0, T ).
Formally, the measurement maps can be expressed in the following general form

Λ2
p,F : q → p,F, Λ3

β : q → β. (1.8)

Once again, we only consider the measurement given by ⟨Λ2
p,F,h⟩, for some smooth measuring means

hi. This means that our measurement map is only a weighted integral data of the partial boundary, as is
often the case in physical situations [162]. Despite the decreased amount of measurement data and increased
ill-posedness of this inverse problem, we are able to show that this limited average flux measurement is
enough to uniquely identify the potentials p and interaction functions F.

We are mainly concerned with the unique identifiability issue of the inverse problem (1.8). In a formal
manner, our main result for the time-fractional diffusion inverse problem can be roughly summarised into
the following theorem:
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Theorem 1.2. Suppose that p,F belong to general a-priori function spaces. Given the inject source q, let
Λ2
pk,Fk ,Λ

3
βk be the measurement maps associated to (1.5) for k = 1, 2. If

Λ2
p1,F1 = Λ2

p2,F2 and Λ3
β1 = Λ3

β2

for all q, then it holds that

p1 = p2, β1 = β2 and F1 = F2 in Ω× (0, T ).

We will establish the conditions for Theorem 1.2 to hold in Section 2.3. Observe that in this case, p
depends on both the spatial variable x and time variable t, as opposed to the case of the nonlocal parabolic
system. Correspondingly, we expect that a larger amount of average flux data is required to reconstruct
p(x, t) in comparison to p(x) (see Remark 5.2).

1.2 Background Motivation and Technical Developments

Coupled systems of partial differential equations have been extensively studied and applied to model various
interconnected physical, biological, and social phenomena [4, 14, 35, 39, 65, 102, 109, 124, 154]. These systems
often involve complex dynamics and interactions between different components. However, in many real-
world scenarios, the dynamics of the interconnected components exhibit long memory effects and non-
local behavior, which cannot be adequately captured by classical differential equations. Fractional calculus
provides a powerful mathematical framework to address these challenges.

Henceforth, in recent years, the study of fractional single equations and coupled systems has gained
significant attention across multiple scientific disciplines. In particular, the associated forward problems
have been extensively studied [32, 34, 41, 61, 103–105, 119, 133, 150]. However, results are still limited for
the corresponding inverse problems. There have been some recent works on the inverse problem for the
single fractional equation. Some works for the parabolic space-fractional equation include [21, 24, 55, 66],
while works for the time-fractional diffusion equation include inverse initial boundary value problems [63,
67, 96, 97, 116, 129, 159], inverse source problems [63, 98–100, 134, 156, 159, 161], inverse coefficient problems
[62, 62–64, 67, 68, 114, 158, 162], and inverse fractional order problems [45, 58–60, 64, 78, 83, 101, 114, 130, 158].
Space-time fractional problems have also been considered in the theoretical setting in [76, 84], and with
numerical methods in [145, 149]. At the same time, inverse problems have been considered for coupled
parabolic systems in the local classical case (see, for instance [17,22,23,31,49–52,70–75,79–81,87–95,127]).

Yet, there are hardly any works on inverse problems for fractional coupled systems. The only existing
works in this direction are [37, 82, 126, 146] and they only addressed the recovery of the fractional orders,
potentials or initial values for the time-fractional coupled diffusion system. Unlike previous works, our inverse
problem is different. Our main novelties lie in the following key aspects:

• Firstly, we consider the inverse problem for the space-nonlocal nonlinear coupled parabolic system,
and recover the potentials p and nonlinear interaction functions F, using weighted measurements on
an accessible exterior region Ωa ⊂ Ωc. Such a problem has never been considered elsewhere, to the
best of our knowledge.

• Secondly, we consider the inverse problem for the time-fractional diffusion system, and recover the
potentials p, nonlinear interaction functions F and fractional orders β. This is the first theoretical
work considering such inverse problems.

• Thirdly, we give some applications of our results to biological situations.

Indeed, there have not been any previous studies on the inverse problem for the space-nonlocal nonlinear
coupled parabolic system. Previous works have only considered the nonlocal parabolic problem with a single
equation, as in [21, 24, 55, 66]. In this work, we consider a nonlocal parabolic system, with an additional
local drift. Such a mixed local-nonlocal equation arises when the phenomenon under investigation undergoes
anomalous diffusion [32,111] together with advective transport [148] (e.g. shifting habitats, river organisms
being washed away by currents or viruses being carried by the wind). However, the inverse problems for this
type of system have never been studied in existing literature.
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We address this inverse problem, using the weighted measurement map (1.4). This leads to less data
as we explained in the previous section, thereby increasing the difficulty of this problem. Nevertheless, we
are still able to obtain the unique identifiability results for p and F, as shown in the subsequent sections.
Furthermore, the nonlinearity and coupling in the interaction functions F pose major difficulties to our
analysis. Previous works in the local case have relied on the construction of complex-geometric-optics
(CGO) solutions [79–81, 87–91, 93–95], which do not make sense in the nonlocal case. Therefore, we devise
a new method, by incorporating ideas from the case of the single nonlocal equation in [24] and the case
of the coupled local system in [23], and rely on carefully chosen input source functions q and high-order
linearisation to obtain our result.

Even in the case of the time-fractional diffusion system, such weighted integral data on an accessible part
of the boundary pose great difficulty. Compared with the direct flux measurement (or Neumann measurement
data) on the boundary, i.e. ∂νu|∂Ω×(0,T ) (see for instance [62]), our measurement map (1.8) is an average flux
measurement on a portion of the boundary Γ ⊂ ∂Ω, which is easier to measure in practical situations [30,110],
yet the inverse problem is more severely ill-posed. This represents another distinctive aspect that sets our
work apart from prior studies.

Moreover, similar to the space-nonlocal case, the highly nonlinear coupling in F significantly increases
the complexity of the problem. Previous works on local parabolic systems use CGO solutions, as we have
discussed above. But such CGO solutions typically involve an exponential-in-time term, which does not
apply in the case of the fractional time derivative. Therefore, a new method is required, and we will provide
the details in Section 5.3.

With regard to the recovery of the fractional orders β, the only previous works addressing this issue
are [126] and [82]. However, [126] considered only a single time-fractional order, while [82] considered
coupling in the fractional order. Instead, we consider a system of equations coupled in the interaction
functions F rather than the time-fractional term. Furthermore, our time-fractional term 0D

β
t consists of

multiple time-fractional orders βj,· with variable coefficients bj,·(x). This time-fractional form has not been
explored in existing literature. Additionally, we consider a different measurement map, given by the source-
to-boundary measurement map Λ3 in (1.8). Hence, our method differs technically from previous works in
this area.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminaries and statements.
Section 3 is devoted to the study of the method of high-order linearisation, which is necessary to treat
the nonlinear coupling in the problem. The proofs of the unique determination for the coupled systems
are provided in Sections 4 and 5. Finally, we give some applications of our results to various biological
phenomena in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Nonlocal Space Vector Calculus

In this section, we briefly review the concepts of nonlocal calculus that are useful in what follows. We
mainly focus on the nonlocal space operator L, based on the references [32, 33]. For the time-fractional
Caputo operator defined by (1.7), we refer readers to [6, 57] for more details.

For vector functions ν(x, y), α(x, y) : Rd × Rd → Rk (k ∈ N) such that α is antisymmetric, i.e.,
α(x, y) = −α(y, x), the nonlocal divergence operator D(ν) : Rd → R on ν is defined as

D(ν)(x) :=

ˆ
Rd

(ν(x, y) + ν(y, x)) ·α(x, y) dy, for x ∈ Rd. (2.1)

Its adjoint D∗ : Rd × Rd → Rk is given by

D∗(u)(x, y) := −(u(y)− u(x))α(x, y), for x, y ∈ Rd, (2.2)

for any scalar function u(x) : Rd → R. Therefore, the operator −D∗ is commonly called the nonlocal
gradient.
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Using (2.1) and (2.2), we have the following relation: For any second-order symmetric positive definite
tensor Θ(x, y), i.e. Θ satisfies Θ(x, y) = Θ(y, x) and Θ = ΘT ,

D(Θ · D∗u)(x) := −2

ˆ
Rd

(u(y)− u(x))α(x, y) · (Θ ·α(x, y)) dy, for x ∈ Rd. (2.3)

Therefore, the operator L in (1.1) can also be written as

−Lu = D(Θ · D∗u) : Rd → R, with γ = α · (Θ ·α).

For any open subset Ω ⊂ Rd, the corresponding interaction domain is defined by

ΩI := {y ∈ Ωc : α(x, y) ̸= 0 for x ∈ Ω}, (2.4)

so that ΩI consists of those points outside of Ω that interact with points in Ω. Then, corresponding to the
divergence operator D defined in (2.1), the nonlocal interaction operator N (ν) : Rd → R on ν is defined by

N (ν)(x) := −
ˆ
Ω∪ΩI

(ν(x, y) + ν(y, x)) ·α(x, y) dy, for x ∈ ΩI . (2.5)

Physically, the integral
´
ΩI

N (ν) dx can be viewed as the nonlocal flux out of Ω into ΩI (refer to [33]).

With D and N defined in (2.1) and (2.5), respectively, it is known that the nonlocal Gauss theorem [33,
Theorem 4.1] holds: ˆ

Ω

D(ν) dx =

ˆ
ΩI

N (ν) dx. (2.6)

Furthermore, the nonlocal Green’s first identity [33, Corollary 4.2] holds for scalar functions u(x), v(x):

ˆ
Ω

vD(Θ · D∗u) dx−
ˆ
Ω∪ΩI

ˆ
Ω∪ΩI

(D∗v) · (Θ · D∗u) dy dx =

ˆ
ΩI

vN (Θ · D∗u) dx. (2.7)

2.2 Properties of Nonlocal Operators

Next, we show some properties of nonlocal operators that are essential for the proof. These are the maximum
principles. We first begin with the maximum principle for (1.3).

Lemma 2.1 (Weak Maximum Principle). Assume u ∈ C2,1
0 (Ω× (0, T ]) ∩ C(Rd × [0, T ]). For p ≤ 0, if

∂tu− Lu+ α · ∇u− p(x)u ≥ 0 in Ω× (0, T ], u ≥ 0 in Ωc × (0, T ],

then
u ≥ 0 in Ω× (0, T ].

Proof. Since u is nonnegative outside Ω× (0, T ], assume by contradiction that u(x, t) < 0 for some (x, t) ∈
Ω × (0, T ]. Since Ω is a bounded open set, a minimal point (x0, t0) is attained in Ω × (0, T ] and satisfies
u(x0, t0) < 0. Since u ≥ 0 outside Ω, this means that u(x0, t0) is a minimum in the whole space Rd × (0, T ],
and we deduce that

∂tu|(x0,t0)
= ∇u|(x0,t0) = 0.

Set r = dist(x0, ∂Ω) and let Br(x0) denote the sphere with centre x0 and radius r. Since u(x0, t0) is a
minimum in Rd× (0, T ], for any y in B2r(x0) ⊂ Rd, we have that u(x0, t0)−u(y, t0) ≤ 0. On the other hand,
if y ∈ Rd \ B2r(x0) ⊂ Ωc, then |x − y| ≥ |y − x0| − |x − x0| ≥ r. Furthermore, by the assumptions of the
lemma, u(y, t0) ≥ 0.

Combining these two estimates, we have

0 ≤
(
∂tu− Lu+ α · ∇u− p(x)u

)∣∣∣
(x0,t0)

= ∂tu|(x0,t0)
+ 2

ˆ
Rd

(u(x0, t0)− u(y, t0))γ(x0, y) dy + α · ∇u|(x0,t0) − p(x0)u(x0, t0)
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≤ 2

N∑
i=1

ˆ
Rd

γ∗(u(x0, t0)− u(y, t0))

|x0 − y|n+2si
dy

= 2γ∗

N∑
i=1

ˆ
B2r(x0)

u(x0, t0)− u(y, t0)

|x0 − y|n+2si
dy + 2γ∗

N∑
i=1

ˆ
Rd\B2r(x0)

u(x0, t0)− u(y, t0)

|x0 − y|n+2si
dy

≤ 2γ∗

N∑
i=1

ˆ
Rd\B2r(x0)

u(x0, t0)

|x0 − y|n+2si
dy < 0

by (1.2). This is contradictory, so it must be that u ≥ 0 in Ω× (0, T ).

Lemma 2.2 (Strong Maximum Principle). Assume u ∈ C2,1
0 (Ω × (0, T ]) ∩ C(Rd × [0, T ]). Suppose p ≤ 0

and
∂tu− Lu+ α · ∇u− p(x)u ≥ 0 in Ω× (0, T ], u ≥ 0 in Ωc × (0, T ].

Then there exists t0 ∈ (0, T ] such that u(x, t0) > 0 in Ω× {t0}, unless u ≡ 0 in Rd × {t0}.

Proof. We already know that u ≥ 0 in Rd × (0, T ], since the assumption states that u ≥ 0 outside Ω, while
Lemma 2.1 gives the result in Ω. Hence, if u ≡ 0 at some time t0 ∈ (0, T ], then we are done. Otherwise,
suppose on the contrary that for all t ∈ (0, T ], there exists x0 ∈ Ω such that u(x0, t) = 0. Then ∂tu|(x0,t)

= 0

for all t ∈ (0, T ). Furthermore, since u(x, t) ≥ 0 in Ω × (0, T ] and u(x0, t) = 0, u is either constant near x0

or is a minimal point, so ∇u|(x0,t0) = 0 for some t0 ∈ (0, T ]. This gives that

0 ≤
(
∂tu− Lu+ α · ∇u− p(x)u

)∣∣∣
(x0,t0)

= ∂tu|(x0,t0)
+ 2

ˆ
Rd

(u(x0, t0)− u(y, t0))γ(x0, y)dy + α · ∇u|(x0,t0) − p(x0)u(x0, t0)

= −2

ˆ
Rd

u(y, t0)γ(x0, y)dy ≤ 0

by (1.2). Therefore, it must be that u ≡ 0 in Ω× {t0}, and the conclusion is established.

Next, similar to the nonlocal space-fractional case, the corresponding maximum principle for the multi-
term time-fractional case is also known, by combining Theorems 2 and 3 of [105]:

Lemma 2.3 (Strong Maximum Principle). Assume u ∈ C2,1
0 (Ω × (0, T ]) ∩ C(Ω̄ × [0, T ]) and p ≤ 0, such

that
B∑

j=1

bj(0D
βj

t u)− d(x)∆u+ α(x) · ∇u− p(x, t)u ≥ 0, in Ω× (0, T ], (2.8)

and u ≥ 0 in ∂Ω× (0, T ]. Then u ≥ 0 in Ω× (0, T ), unless u vanishes identically.

2.3 Main Results

With these properties, we can now state our main results. We first define our measurement maps and
admissible sets.

Consider the initial-exterior value problem
∂tu− Lu+ α · ∇u = pu+ q in Ω× (0, T ],

u = 0 in Ωc × (0, T ],

u(x, 0) = 0 in Ω.

(2.9)

We introduce the source-to-boundary map Λ1
p related to (2.9) given by

Λ1
p(q) = (−L+ α · ∇)u

∣∣
Ωa×(0,T )

∈ L2(0, T ;H−s(Ωc)), (2.10)
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where u : Rd× (0, T ) → R is the solution to (2.9), defined in the distributional sense, i.e. ⟨Λ1
p(q), h⟩ for given

Dirichlet data h defined in the admissible region Ωa ⊂ Ωc. Therefore, it can be seen that h characterises the
basic properties of measure instrument.

The coupling in the systems (1.3) and (1.5) are given in the nonlinear interaction functions F(x, t,u).
This coupling is described by the following admissible class:

Definition 2.4 (Admissible class A). For F(x, t,u) = (F1(x, t,u), F2(x, t,u), . . . , FM (x, t,u)), we define
Fi(x, t,u) to be an element of the admissible set A if it can be inferred that Fi(x, t,u) can be expressed as a
power series expansion in the following form:

Fi(x, t,u) =

∞∑
k1+···+kM≥2

ki≥1

F
(k1k2···kM )
i uk1

1 uk2
2 · · ·ukM

M ,

where F
(k1k2···kM )
i is a constant.

Then, our main result for the coupled nonlinear nonlocal parabolic system is as follows:

Theorem 2.5. Let F ∈ A and qn = (qn1 , . . . , q
n
M ) be such that {qni }∞n=1 is a complete set in L2(Ω) for

each i = 1, . . . ,M . Take h ∈ [C2,1
c (Ωa × (0, T ))]M to be given nonzero nonnegative functions. Assume that

pi(x) ∈ C(Ω), pi ≤ 0 on Ω for every i. Let un(x, t;p1,F1), un(x, t;p2,F2) be the bounded classical solutions
of problem (1.3) corresponding to the potentials pk and interaction functions Fk (k = 1, 2) respectively. If

⟨Λ1
p1,F1 ,h⟩ = ⟨Λ1

p2,F2 ,h⟩ (2.11)

then
p1 = p2 in Ω and F1 = F2.

Here, we use the notation un(x, t;p,F) for the solution to emphasise its dependence on the functions p
and F and the inject sources q.

Remark 2.6. This result is weaker than that obtained when the operator L is replaced with the classical
Laplacian (c.f. Theorem 4.1 of [22]). This is because the strong maximum principle (Lemma 2.2) only holds
on t0 ∈ (0, T ] for the nonlocal case, so pi cannot depend on t. This is an effect of nonlocality.

In general, no good Neumann boundary condition definition is known for mixed local-nonlocal operators
involving a fractional or nonlocal second-order derivative and a first order local gradient operator. The only
known Neumann boundary conditions for mixed operators involve two second-order operators, as in [25–27].
Yet, in the case where the operator is completely nonlocal, i.e. when α ≡ 0, it is known that

⟨Λ1
pi
(q), h⟩|Ωa

=

ˆ
Ωa×(0,T )

N (Θ · D∗(um,n
i (x, t; pi)))h(x, t) dxdt.

In this situation, we have the corresponding result:

Corollary 2.7. Let F ∈ A and qn = (qn1 , . . . , q
n
M ) be such that {qni }∞n=1 is a complete set in L2(Ω) for

each i = 1, . . . ,M . Take h ∈ [C2,1
c (Ωa × (0, T ))]M to be given nonzero nonnegative functions. Assume that

pi(x) ∈ C(Ω), pi ≤ 0 on Ω for every i. Let un(x, t;p1,F1), un(x, t;p2,F2) be the bounded classical solutions
of problem (1.3) corresponding to the potentials pk and interaction functions Fk (k = 1, 2) respectively. If

ˆ
Ωa×(0,T )

N (Θ · D∗(un
i (x, t; p

1
i )))h(x, t) dxdt =

ˆ
Ωa×(0,T )

N (Θ · D∗(un
i (x, t; p

2
i )))h(x, t) dxdt (2.12)

then
p1 = p2 in Ω and F1 = F2.
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In the case where the operator L is local and we consider nonlocality in the time derivative, we have a
similar result for the time-fractional diffusion system.

We first introduce the source-to-boundary map Λ2
p related to

0D
β
t u− d∆u+α · ∇u = pu+ F(x, t,u) + q in Ω× (0, T ],

u = 0 in ∂Ω× (0, T ],

u(0) = 0 in Ω.

(2.13)

given by
Λ2
p,F(q) = (−d∆+α · ∇)u

∣∣
Γ×(0,T )

, (2.14)

where ui : Rd × (0, T ) → R is the solution to (1.5), defined in the distributional sense, i.e. ⟨Λ2
p,F(q),h⟩ for

given Dirichlet data h = (h1, . . . , hM ) defined on Γ ⊂ ∂Ω.
We also introduce the source-to-interior map Λ3

β(q) associated to (2.13), given by the observation of u
at {x0} × (0, T ), i.e.

Λ3
β(q) = u(x0, t)|t∈(0,T ). (2.15)

Then, our main result is as follows:

Theorem 2.8. Let F ∈ A and qn = (qn1 , . . . , q
n
M ) be such that {qni }∞n=1 is a complete set in L2(Ω ×

(0, T )) for each i = 1, . . . ,M . For Γ ⊆ ∂Ω, take h ∈ [Cc(Γ × (0, T ))]M to be given nonzero nonnegative
functions. Assume that pi(x, t) ∈ C(Ω × [0, T ]), pi ≤ 0 on Ω × (0, T ] for every i. Let un(x, t;p1,F1,β1),
un(x, t;p2,F2,β2) be the bounded classical solutions of problem (1.5) corresponding to the potentials pk and
interaction functions Fk (k = 1, 2) respectively.

(1) If
Λ2
p1,F1 = Λ2

p2,F2 (2.16)

then
p1 = p2 in Ω× (0, T ) and F1 = F2. (2.17)

(2) If
Λ3
β1 = Λ3

β2 (2.18)

then
β1 = β2. (2.19)

(3) If
Λ2
p1,F1 = Λ2

p2,F2 and Λ3
β1 = Λ3

β2 (2.20)

then
p1 = p2 in Ω× (0, T ) and F1 = F2 and β1 = β2. (2.21)

Here, we are able to recover p, F and β simultaneously.

3 High Order Linearisation

We will prove the results by considering the different orders of expansion of Fi ∈ A, similar to the method of
high-order linearisation. This is the focus of this section. We will show the process for the coupled nonlocal
nonlinear parabolic system, and the time-fractional coupled nonlinear diffusion system follows similarly.

Assume that the solutions of (1.3) and (1.5) are bounded classical solutions. Consider source inputs of
the form

q(x, t; ϵ) =

K∑
l=1

ϵlgl(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ], (3.1)

where ϵ = (ϵ1, ϵ2, . . . , ϵK) ∈ RK
+ with |ϵ| =

∑K
l=1 |ϵl| sufficiently small.
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Given (3.1), we can observe that u = 0 is a solution to both (1.3) and (1.5) when ϵ = 0. Therefore, we
define u(x, t; 0) = 0 to be the solution of the systems when ϵ = 0.

Let S : q 7→ u be the solution operator of (1.3) or (1.5). Then there exists a bounded linear operator B
from H := [Bδ(C

2,1
0 (Ω× (0, T ]) ∩ C(Ω̄)]M to [C2,1

0 (Ω× (0, T ]) ∩ C(Ω̄]M such that

lim
∥q∥H→0

∥S(q)− S(0)− B(q)∥[C2,1
0 (Ω×(0,T ])∩C(Ω̄]M

∥q∥H
= 0. (3.2)

Now we consider εl = 0 for l = 2, . . . ,K and fix g1. Notice that if Fi ∈ A, then each Fi depends on each

uj locally, for j = 1, . . . ,M . Then it is easy to check that B(q)
∣∣∣
ε1=0

is the solution map of the following

system which is called the first-order linearisation system:
∂tu

(1) − Lu(1) +α · ∇u(1) = p(x, t)u(1) + g1 in Ω× (0, T ],

u(1) = 0 on Ωc × (0, T ],

u(1)(x, 0) = 0, in Rd,

u(1) ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ],

(3.3)

In the following, we define

u(1) := B(q)
∣∣∣
ε1=0

. (3.4)

For notational convenience, we write
u = ∂ε1u(x, t; ε)|ε=0. (3.5)

We shall utilise such notations in our subsequent discussion in order to simplify the exposition and their
meaning should be clear from the context. In a similar manner, we can define u(l) := ∂εlu

∣∣
ε=0

for l =
2, . . . ,K, and obtain a sequence of similar systems.

For the higher orders, we consider
u(1,2) := ∂ε1∂ε2u|ε=0 .

Similarly, u(1,2) can be viewed as the output of the second-order Fréchet derivative of S at a specific point.
By following similar calculations in deriving (3.3), one can show that the second-order linearisation is given,
for ui (i = 1, . . . ,M), as follows:

∂tu
(1,2)
i − Lu(1,2)

i + α · ∇u
(1,2)
i = pi(x, t)u

(1,2)
i + 2F

(0···2···0)
i u

(1)
i u

(2)
i

+
K∑
j ̸=i

F
(0···1···1···0)
i (u

(1)
i u

(2)
j + u

(2)
i u

(1)
j ) in Ω× (0, T ],

u(1,2) = 0 on Ωc × (0, T ],

u(1,2)(x, 0) = 0, in Rd,

u(1,2) ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ],

(3.6)

Inductively, for l ∈ N, we consider

u(1,2,...,l) := ∂ε1∂ε2 · · · ∂εlu
∣∣
ε=0

,

and obtain a sequence of parabolic systems.
In the time-fractional case, we have the following first-order linearisation system:

0D
β
t u

(l) − d∆u(l) +α · ∇u(l) = pu(l) + g1 in Ω× (0, T ],

u(l) = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u(l)(x, 0) = 0 in Ω,

u(l) ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ],

(3.7)

and the other linearised systems similarly.
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4 Proof of Theorem 2.5

In the following proof, we will always show the case for u1, and the results for ui (i = 2, . . . ,M) hold similarly.
Therefore, we will drop all subscript 1’s, when it is clear from the context.

4.1 Determining the Potentials p

For the nonlocal parabolic systems, we choose the input function q such that

q(x, t; ϵ) =

K∑
l=1

ϵlgl(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ],

where
g1(x, t) = φn(x)V (t) > 0, φ(x) is a complete set in L2(Ω),

and gl > 0 for l = 2, . . . ,K.
Then, the first order linearised system is given by

∂tu
(1) − Lu(1) + α · ∇u(1) = pu(1) + g1 in Ω× (0, T ],

u(1) = 0 on Ωc × (0, T ],

u(1)(x, 0) = 0, in Rd,

u(1) ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ],

(4.1)

Set uk to be the solution of (2.9) corresponding to the input functions φn and pk, k = 1, 2. For a
given nonzero nonnegative function h ∈ C2,1

c (Ωa × (0, T ]), we set h0 = h on Ωa × (0, T ] and h0 = 0 on
(Rd \ (Ω∪Ωa))× (0, T ], and introduce the function w(x, t; p) as the solution of the following adjoint problem

−∂tw − Lw + α · ∇w = pw, in Ω× (0, T ],

w = h0(x, t), on Ωc × (0, T ],

w = 0, in Ω× {T}.
(4.2)

Then it is known that w admits Hölder regularity [13,143], and therefore uniformly bounded for a bounded
domain Ω× (0, T ] and Ωa × (0, T ].

Using the equation for u1 in (4.1), we compute

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

φn(x)V (t)w(x, t; p1) dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

(
∂tu1 − Lu1 + α · ∇u1 − p1u1

)
w(x, t; p1) dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

(
−∂tw − Lw + α · ∇w − p1w

)
u1 dxdt+ ⟨Λ1

p1(h), u1⟩|Ωa

=⟨Λ1
p1(h), u1⟩|Ωa

,

by the construction of w in (4.2). Similarly, for the same equation for u2 with potential p2, we have

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

φn(x)V (t)w(x, t; p2)dxdt = ⟨Λ1
p2(h), u2⟩|Ωa

,

By (2.11), we obtain the equality

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

φn(x)V (t)w(x, t; p1) dxdt =

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

φn(x)V (t)w(x, t; p2) dxdt.
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The completeness of {φn}n then implies

ˆ T

0

V (t)w(x, t; p1) dt =

ˆ T

0

V (t)w(x, t; p2) dt in Ω. (4.3)

Next, given any test function v, we consider V = v and V = ∂tv, so that we have
ˆ T

0

v(t)w(x, t; p1) dt =

ˆ T

0

v(t)w(x, t; p2) dt in Ω, (4.4)

and ˆ T

0

∂tvw(x, t; p
1) dt =

ˆ T

0

∂tvw(x, t; p
2) dt in Ω. (4.5)

In particular, we can apply the space operator −L+ α · ∇ to the first case (4.4), to obtain

ˆ T

0

v(t)(−L+ α · ∇)w(x, t; p1) dt =

ˆ T

0

v(t)(−L+ α · ∇)w(x, t; p2) dt in Ω. (4.6)

Consequently, multiplying (4.2) by v and integrating by parts over (0, T ), we find

−
ˆ T

0

∂tw(x, t; p
1)v dt+

ˆ T

0

(−L+ α · ∇)w(x, t; p1)v dt =

ˆ T

0

p1(x)w(x, t; p1)v dt;

−
ˆ T

0

∂tw(x, t; p
2)v dt+

ˆ T

0

(−L+ α · ∇)w(x, t; p2)v dt =

ˆ T

0

p2(x)w(x, t; p2)v dt.

(4.7)

Taking the difference of these two equations, and making use of the equalities (4.4)– (4.6), we have

(p1(x)− p2(x))

ˆ T

0

w(x, t; p2)v dt = 0,

so for convenience, we can drop the dependence on pk, k = 1, 2.
Since w satisfies (4.2) with nonzero h, by the strong maximum principle, there exists t0 ∈ (0, T ] and

ϵ0 > 0 such that ˆ T

0

w(x, t; p2)v dt ≥
ˆ t0

t0−ϵ0

w(x, t; p2)v dt > 0.

Thus, p1(x) = p2(x) in Ω, and the proof is complete for the potentials.

4.2 Determining the Interaction Functions F

We first note that having determined p, the first order solutions u1 can be uniquely determined from (4.1).
Therefore, u1

1 = u1
2 =: u1

Next, we consider the second-order linearisation. Once again, we consider the equation for u1,k (and drop
all subscripts ‘1’ as before), k = 1, 2, given by

∂tu
(1,2)
k − Lu(1,2)

k + α · ∇u
(1,2)
k = p(x, t)u

(1,2)
k + 2F

(20···0)
k u(1)u(2)

+
K∑
j=2

F
(10···1···0)
k (u(1)u

(2)
j + u(2)u

(1)
j ) in Ω× (0, T ],

u
(1,2)
k = 0 on Ωc × (0, T ],

u
(1,2)
k (x, 0) = 0, in Rd.

(4.8)

Taking the difference of the two equations for uk corresponding to Fk, we have

∂tũ− Lũ+ α · ∇ũ = p(x, t)ũ+ 2(F
(20···0)
1 − F

(20···0)
2 )u(1)u(2)

+
K∑
j=2

(F
(10···1···0)
1 − F

(10···1···0)
2 )(u(1)u

(2)
j + u(2)u

(1)
j ) in Ω× (0, T ],

ũ = 0 on Ωc × (0, T ],

ũ(x, 0) = 0, in Rd,

(4.9)
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where ũ = u
(1,2)
1 − u

(1,2)
2 .

Multiplying both sides of the equation by w in (4.2) and integrating by parts, we have that

2(F
(20···0)
1 − F

(20···0)
2 )

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

u(1)u(2)w dxdt

+

K∑
j=2

(F
(10···1···0)
1 − F

(10···1···0)
2 )

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

(u(1)u
(2)
j + u(2)u

(1)
j )w dxdt = 0. (4.10)

Applying the maximum principle on u(l), u
(l)
j and w for h > 0, we have that the integrals

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

u(1)u(2)w dxdt,

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

(u(1)u
(2)
j + u(2)u

(1)
j )w dxdt > 0. (4.11)

Suppose all except one of the F (·)’s are fixed and known, say F̂ = F (20···0) or F (10···1···0). Then, from
(4.10), by (4.11), we have that F̂1 = F̂2.

Similarly, this holds for ui, i = 2, . . . ,M , and we have the unique identifiability for F(1).
Observe that, when we consider the l-th order of linearisation, the terms of u attached to F on the

right-hand-side (as in (4.8) for the 2nd order of linearisation) depend only on the lower order linearised
solutions of u. Therefore, by mathematical induction, we derive the unique identifiability result for the l-th
order Taylor coefficient of F , and the result is proved.

Remark 4.1. It may be possible to extend this result to obtain unique identifiability for general Fi with

Taylor coefficients F
(·)
i (x, t) depending on both the space x and time t variables, by making use of unique

continuation and Runge approximation properties. However, such properties are not yet known for our
measurement map Λ1. Previous results have only been obtained for the Dirichlet-to-Neumann measurement
map (see, for instance [128]).

5 Proof of Theorem 2.8

Next, we give the proof for the time-fractional case with the operator L being local. Once again, we will
only show the case for u1, and the results for ui (i = 2, . . . ,M) hold similarly. Therefore, we will drop all
subscript 1’s, when it is clear from the context.

We first begin with a simple observation:

Lemma 5.1. Deriving the uniqueness of p̃ in
0D

β
t u− d∆yu+α · ∇yu = p̃(y, t)u+ F̃(y, t,u) + qe

− αx

2
√

d in Ω× (0, T ],

u = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u(y, 0) = 0 in Ω,

ui ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ].

(5.1)

is equivalent to deriving the uniqueness of p in
0D

β
t u−∆xu = p(x, t)u+ F(x, t,u) + q in Ω× (0, T ],

u = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u(x, 0) = 0 in Ω,

ui ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ],

(5.2)

when considering the source-to-boundary map M mapping p or p̃ to the Neumann boundary of the elliptic
space operator acting on u, i.e. either d∆y +α · ∇y or ∆x, given input F and q.

13



Proof. We use the transformation y := x√
di
, ui(x, t) := ui(y, t)e

− αix

2
√

di , pi := p̃i +
α2

i

4di
. Then,

0D
β
t ui(y, t)− di∆yui(y, t) + αi · ∇yui(y, t)− p̃i(y, t)ui(y, t)− F̃i(y, t, ui(y, t))− qi

= e
αix

2
√

di 0D
β
t ui(x, t)−∇x · ∇x

(
e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)

)
+

αi√
di
∇x ·

(
e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)

)
− p̃i(y, t)e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)− F̃i(y, t, e
αix

2
√

di ui(x, t))− qi

= e
αix

2
√

di 0D
β
t ui(x, t)−∇x ·

(
αi

2
√
di
e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t) + e
αix

2
√

di ∇xui(x, t)

)
+

αi√
di
∇x ·

(
e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)

)
− p̃i(y, t)e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)− F̃i(y, t, e
αix

2
√

di ui(x, t))− qi

= e
αix

2
√

di 0D
β
t ui(x, t)−

αi

2
√
di
∇x ·

(
e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)

)
− αi

2
√
di
e

αix

2
√

di · ∇xui(x, t)− e
αix

2
√

di ∆xui(x, t)

+
αi√
di
∇x ·

(
e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)

)
− p̃i(y, t)e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)− F̃i(y, t, e
αix

2
√

di ui(x, t))− qi

= e
αix

2
√

di 0D
β
t ui(x, t)−

αi

2
√
di
e

αix

2
√

di · ∇xui(x, t)− e
αix

2
√

di ∆xui(x, t)

+
αi

2
√
di
∇x ·

(
e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)

)
− p̃i(y, t)e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)− F̃i(y, t, e
αix

2
√

di ui(x, t))− qi

= e
αix

2
√

di 0D
β
t ui(x, t)−

αi

2
√
di
e

αix

2
√

di · ∇xui(x, t)− e
αix

2
√

di ∆xui(x, t)

+
α2
i

4di
e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t) +
αi

2
√
di
e

αix

2
√

di · ∇xui(x, t)− p̃i(y, t)e
αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)− F̃i(y, t, e
αix

2
√

di ui(x, t))− qi

= e
αix

2
√

di 0D
β
t ui(x, t)− e

αix

2
√

di ∆xui(x, t) +

(
α2
i

4di
− p̃i(y, t)

)
e

αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)− F̃i(y, t, e
αix

2
√

di ui(x, t))− qi.

Since αi and di are known and fixed, the two systems are equivalent, by setting Fi(x, t, ui) = F̃i(y, t, e
αix

2
√

di ui(x, t)),
and recovering pi is the same as recovering p̃i, while the recovery of β remains unchanged.

Therefore, it suffices to consider the unique identifiability issue of p and F in (5.2), given by the mea-
surement map

Λ2
p,F(q) = ∂νu|Γ×(0,T ), (5.3)

where ν(x) is the unit outward normal vector on the boundary and u is the solution to (5.2), defined once
again in the distributional sense for any h defined on the boundary Γ ⊂ ∂Ω.

For the nonlocal time-fractional diffusion systems, we choose the input function q such that

q(x, t; ϵ) =

K∑
l=1

ϵlgl(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ], (5.4)

where
g1(x, t) = ϕn(x, t) > 0, ϕ(x, t) is a complete set in L2(Ω× (0, T )), (5.5)

g2(x, t) = e−atf(x) > 0, a > 0, (5.6)

and gl > 0 for l = 3, . . . ,K.

5.1 Determining the Potentials p

Then, the first order linearised system is given by
0D

β
t u

(1) −∆u(1) = pu(1) + ϕn(x, t) in Ω× (0, T ],

u(1) = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u(1)(x, 0) = 0 in Ω,

(5.7)
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Set uk to be the solutions of (5.7) corresponding to the input functions ϕn and pk, k = 1, 2. Observe that,
unlike the space-fractional case where we consider an accessible region Ωa, we consider partial boundary data
Γ ⊂ ∂Ω in the time-fractional case. Therefore, for a given nonzero nonnegative function h ∈ Cc(Γ× (0, T )),
we set h0 = h on Γ × (0, T ) and h0 = 0 on (∂Ω \ Γ) × (0, T ), and introduce the function w(x, t; p) as the
solution of the following adjoint problem

tD
β
Tw −∆w = pw in Ω× (0, T ),

w = h0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

w(x, T ) = 0, in Ω,

(5.8)

Then, by Theorem 7.9 in [57], it is known that w admits Hölder regularity, and is therefore uniformly
bounded for a bounded domain Ω× (0, T ).

Multiplying (5.7) by w, by Green’s second identity, we compute

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

ϕn(x, t)w(x, t; p1) dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

(
0D

β
t u1 −∆u1 − p1u1

)
w(x, t; p1) dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

(
tD

β
Tw −∆w − p1w

)
u1 dxdt−

ˆ T

0

ˆ
∂Ω

w∇u1 · ν dxdt

=−
ˆ T

0

ˆ
Γ

h∂νu1 dxdt,

by the construction of w in (5.8). Here, we recall that ν(x) is the unit outward normal vector on the
boundary, and the second equality uses the following fractional integration by parts formula (see Lemma 2.1
of [157]):

ˆ T

0
0D

β
t u(t)w(t)dt =

ˆ T

0

u(t)tD
β
Tw(t)dt, for any functions u,w ∈ AC[0, T ], and w(T ) = 0,

where AC[0, T ] is the space of absolutely continuous functions on [0, T ]. Similarly, for the same equation for
u2 with potential p2, we have

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

ϕn(x, t)w(x, t; p2)dxdt = −
ˆ T

0

ˆ
Γ

h∂νu2 dxdt.

By (2.16), we obtain the equality

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

ϕn(x, t)w(x, t; p1) dxdt =

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

ϕn(x, t)w(x, t; p2) dxdt.

The completeness of {ϕn}n then implies

w(x, t; p1) = w(x, t; p2) =: w(x, t) in Ω× (0, T ). (5.9)

Substituting this into (5.8) and taking the difference of the two expressions corresponding to p1 and p2,
we find

(p1 − p2)w(x, t) = 0 in Ω× (0, T ).

The maximum principle for time-fractional diffusion equation (Lemma 2.3) can then be applied to deduce
that w(x, t) > 0, and we have the result p1(x, t) = p2(x, t) in Ω× (0, T ).

Remark 5.2. Note that if we consider instead g1 = φn(x)V (t) as in the proof of the space-fractional case,

we can obtain p1(x) = p2(x) for p independent of time, by considering V = v and V = 0D
β
t v. This means

that with two data points in time, we can obtain the result when p is independent of the time dimension.
Instead, here we consider g1 = ϕn(x, t) dense, which means we have to input more source functions q, but
we obtain the result for a more general p(x, t).
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5.2 Determining the Time-Fractional Orders β

Next, to obtain the unique determination of the fractional orders, we make use of the measurement Λ3 and
the first-order linearisation about g2, for g2 given in (5.6). Then, we have

0D
β
t u

(2) −∆u(2) = pu(2) + e−atf(x) in Ω× (0, T ],

u(2) = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u(2)(x, 0) = 0 in Ω,

u ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ],

(5.10)

where e−atf(x) = e−atf(x)(1, 1, . . . , 1) for a, f > 0.
Observe that (5.10) is now uncoupled, and we can consider the equation for each ui individually. Then,

ui is known to be time-analytic, by the time-analyticity of the associated Green’s function and the time-
analyticity of the source function e−atf(x) (see, for instance, Theorem 3.7(i) of [57] or the proof of Lemma
5(ii) of [82]). Hence, we can uniquely extend the solution u from (0, T ) to (0,∞), allowing us to apply the
Laplace transform.

Consider two fractional orders β1 and β2, with corresponding solutions u1 and u2. Applying the Laplace
transform on both sides of the equation (5.10) for βk (k = 1, 2), for s > 0, we find{

(−∆− p+ sβ
1

)û1 = 1/(s+ a)f(x) in Ω,

û1 = 0 on ∂Ω,
(5.11)

and {
(−∆− p+ sβ

2

)û2 = 1/(s+ a)f(x) in Ω,

û2 = 0 on ∂Ω,
(5.12)

where the i-th component of ûk is the Laplace transform of the i-th component of u
(2)
k . Here, sβ correspond-

ing to the i-th equation is given by
∑Bi

j=1 bj,is
βj,i .

Taking the difference between the above two equations, it turns out that û1 − û2 satisfies{
(−∆− p+ sβ

1

)(û1 − û2)(s) = (sβ
2 − sβ

1

)û2 in Ω,

û1 − û2 = 0 on ∂Ω.
(5.13)

We want to show that β1 = β2, given (2.18). Assume on the contrary that β1 ̸= β2, i.e.
b1,1(x)s

β1
1,1 + · · ·+ bB1,1(x)s

β1
B1,1

...

b1,M (x)sβ
1
1,M + · · ·+ bBM ,M (x)sβ

1
BM,M

 ̸=


b1,1(x)s

β2
1,1 + · · ·+ bB1,1(x)s

β2
B1,1

...

b1,M (x)sβ
2
1,M + · · ·+ bBM ,M (x)sβ

2
BM,M

 ,

where βk
j1,i

< βk
j2,i

when j1 < j2 for each i, k. Without loss of generality, and renumbering the ui’s if

necessary, we order all βj,i for each k, and suppose that β̂ is the smallest (j, i)-th order βj,i such that

β̂1 < β̂2.
We introduce the auxiliary function w defined by

w(s) =
(û1 − û2)

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
, s > 0, (5.14)

Multiplying both sides of (5.13) by 1/(sβ̂
1 − sβ̂

2

), we see that w satisfies the boundary value problem{
(−∆− p+ sβ

1

)(w)(s) = Σû2 in Ω,

w = 0 on ∂Ω,
(5.15)
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where

Σ =



b1,1(x)
sβ

2
1,1 − sβ

1
1,1

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
+ · · ·+ bB1,1(x)

sβ
2
B1,1 − sβ

1
B1,1

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2

...

−bj,i + bj+1,i

sβ
2
j+1,i − sβ

1
j+1,i

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
+ · · ·+ bBi,i(x)

sβ
2
Bi,i − sβ

1
Bi,i

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2

...

b1,M (x)
sβ

2
1,M − sβ

1
1,M

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
+ · · ·+ bBM ,M (x)

sβ
2
BM,M − sβ

1
BM,M

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
,


with sβ

1
j′,i′ − sβ

2
j′,i′ = 0 for βj′,i′ < βj,i. From the property of the Laplace transform, it follows that û1(s)

and û2(s) are analytic with respect to s > 0, so, by definition, w(s) is continuous for s > 0.
Next we discuss the limit of w(s) as s → 0. We claim that

lim
s→0

w(s) = w0 in [H2(Ω)]M , (5.16)

where w0 solves the following boundary value problem:{
(−∆− p)w0 = Dû2 in Ω,

w0 = 0 on ∂Ω,
(5.17)

Here D is a matrix with

D =



b1,1(x)γ1,1 + · · ·+ bB1,1(x)γB1,1

...
−bj,i + bj+1,iγj+1,i + · · ·+ bBi,i(x)γBi,i

...
b1,M (x)γ1,M + · · ·+ bBM ,M (x)γBM ,M ,


where γj′,i′ = 0 if βj′,i′ < βj,i and −1 otherwise. Setting z(s) = w(s)−w0(s), we take the difference between
(5.15) and (5.17) to obtain{

(−∆− p+ sβ
1

)(z)(s) = (Σ−D)û2 − sβ
1

w0 in Ω,

z = 0 on ∂Ω.
(5.18)

Since these equations are uncoupled, this is a second-order elliptic equation in zi′ for each i′, and the
regularity estimate for elliptic equations implies that∥∥zi′(s)∥∥H2(Ω)

≤ C
(∥∥(Σ−D)i′ û2,i′

∥∥
L2(Ω)

+ ∥sβ
1
i′w0,i′∥L2(Ω)

)
. (5.19)

But û2,i′ and w0,i′ satisfy their own elliptic equations (5.12) and (5.17), respectively. Hence,

∥sβ
1
i′w0,i′∥L2(Ω) ≤ C1s

β1

∥û2,i∥L2(Ω)

Bi′∑
j′=1

|bj′,i′ | (5.20)

and

∥∥(Σ−D)i′ û2,i′
∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤
∥∥û2,i′

∥∥
L2(Ω)

b1,i′(x)
sβ

2
1,i′ − sβ

1
1,i′

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
− γ1,i′

+ · · ·+ bBi′ ,i
′(x)

s
β2
B

i′ ,i
′ − s

β1
B

i′ ,i
′

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
− γBi′ ,i

′


 ,

(5.21)
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where ∥∥û2,i′
∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ C2

s+ a
∥f∥L2(Ω) . (5.22)

Now we investigate the terms in (5.21). We observe that

sβ
2
j′,i′ − sβ

1
j′,i′

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
− γj′,i′ =



0− 0 = 0 if β1
j′,i′ , β

2
j′,i′ < β̂1,

sβ
2
j′,i′ − sβ

1
j′,i′

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
+ 1 = sβ̂

1 s
β2
j′,i′−β̂1

− sβ
1
j′,i′−β̂1

+ 1− sβ̂
2−β̂1

1− sβ̂2−β̂1
if β̂1 < β1

j′,i′ , β
2
j′,i′ ,

sβ̂
2 − sβ̂

1

sβ̂1 − sβ̂2
+ 1 = 0 if i = i′, j = j′.

When s → 0,

sβ̂
1 sβ

2
j′,i′−β̂1

− sβ
1
j′,i′−β̂1

+ 1− sβ̂
2−β̂1

1− sβ̂2−β̂1
→ 0,

so we have that Σ−D → 0 as s → 0. Combining the above estimates, we obtain that lim
s→0

∥zi(s)∥L2(Ω) = 0.

Next, applying the maximum principle on (5.10), we have that u
(2)
2 > 0, hence its Laplace transform

û2 > 0. Consequently, by (5.17), since D is negative, w0 < 0 in Ω, that is, w0,i′ < 0 in Ω for all i′ = 1, . . . ,M .
Then, at the observation point x0 ∈ Ω, from the relation w0 = lims→0 w(s), we have

lim
s→0

wi′(x0; s) = w0,i′(x0) < 0. (5.23)

This indicates that we can choose a small 0 < ϵ < 1 such that wi′(x0; s) < 0 for any s ∈ (0, ϵ) and i′, which
implies that

ui′,1(x0; s) < ui′,2(x0; s) for all s ∈ (0, ε), i′ (5.24)

This yields a contradiction since ui0,1 = ui0,2 at x0 × (0, T ) implies ui0,1 = ui0,2 at {x0}× (0,∞) by its time
analyticity, and hence ûi0,1(x0; s) = ûi0,1(x0; s) for any s > 0.

Remark 5.3. Our result differs from [82] in many different aspects, including but not limited to

1. We considered a system of equations coupled in the interaction function term F instead of in the
time-fractional term;

2. We considered a time-fractional term 0D
β
t consisting of multiple time-fractional orders β·,j with variable

coefficients bj,·(x);

3. We considered a different measurement map, given by the source-to-boundary measurement.

Hence, we made use of the input source function g2 to recover the time-fractional orders. This method is
technically different from that in [82].

5.3 Determining the Interaction Functions F

Finally, we recover the interaction functions F. We make use of the higher-order linearised systems, and the
proof is similar to that of Section 4.2, and we show the main differences.

As an example, we once again consider the equation for u1,k, dropping all subscripts ‘1’ as before. The
second-order linearisation is given, for k = 1, 2, by

0D
β
t u

(1,2)
k −∆u

(1,2)
k = p(x, t)u

(1,2)
k + 2F

(20···0)
k u(1)u(2)

+
K∑
j=2

F
(10···1···0)
k (u(1)u

(2)
j + u(2)u

(1)
j ) in Ω× (0, T ],

u
(1,2)
k = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u
(1,2)
k (x, 0) = 0 in Ω,

uk ≥ 0 in Ω̄× [0, T ],

(5.25)
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since p have already been determined.
Again, we note that in the right-hand-side terms, the Taylor coefficients of the interaction function F are

only correlated with the lower-order first-order linearised solutions u(1) and u(2), for which the maximum
principle (Lemma 2.3 holds. Taking the difference of the two equations for k = 1, 2, multiplying both sides
of the equation by the w in the time-adjoint problem (5.8), and integrating by parts, we once again obtain
the same integral equality (4.10):

2(F
(20···0)
1 − F

(20···0)
2 )

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

u(1)u(2)w dxdt

+

K∑
j=2

(F
(10···1···0)
1 − F

(10···1···0)
2 )

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Ω

(u(1)u
(2)
j + u(2)u

(1)
j )w dxdt = 0. (5.26)

Then, when all except one of the F (·)’s are fixed and known, say F̂ = F (20···0) or F (10···1···0), by the maximum
principle on u(1),m(2), u(2),m(1) > 0 in Ω× (0, T ], we have F̂1 = F̂2. This similarly holds for all second-order
Taylor coefficients of F, and by mathematical induction, this is true for the l-th order Taylor coefficient of
F , N ≥ 1. Hence, F1 = F2 in Ω× (0, T ] and the result is proved.

Remark 5.4. It may be possible to improve this result to consider F non-constant, as in Remark 4.1.
However, this requires a Runge-type density result, which is not yet known for time-fractional diffusion
equations. The only known unique continuation results are in [85,86].

6 Applications

Fractional calculus and fractional differential equations have been more and more extensively used in various
scientific fields, including physics [113, 152, 153], chemistry [54, 121, 136, 155], biology [77], ecology [44, 141],
engineering [11,69,135], medicine [43], hydrology [8,16,111,115,139], finance [137], and so on. In this section,
we discuss several applications of our results in different settings, with a focus on biological applications.

6.1 Epidemics Models Based on the Nonlocal Nonlinear System

Throughout history, there have been numerous global epidemics of deadly diseases. Although advancements
in hygiene, healthcare accessibility, and medicine have reduced mortality and morbidity in recent decades,
challenges remain. Mathematical models play a crucial role in understanding and examining disease dynam-
ics, through the modelling of interactions among hosts, pathogens, and vector. These models help forecast
disease spread and estimate infection numbers.

In the study of the spread of infectious diseases, incorporating space-fractional operators into epidemic
models allows for a more realistic representation of disease transmission dynamics in spatially heteroge-
neous environments. These models can capture the spatial spread of the disease, considering factors such as
population density, movement patterns, and interactions between individuals. By incorporating fractional
derivatives, these models can account for non-local and long-range interactions, which are particularly rele-
vant in the context of disease transmission. Such versatile models have been applied to study a wide range
of epidemics, including HIV [53], malaria [18], COVID [2,29,123,140], measles [36], typhoid [144], and so on
(see for instance [1, 118] and the references therein). By incorporating fractional calculus into mathemati-
cal models, researchers can gain deeper insights into the complex behaviours of epidemic systems, address
key challenges in biomedical research and healthcare, obtain a better understanding of disease transmission
dynamics, and improve medical treatment assessments.

Denoting ui for each type of population, the nonlocal susceptible-infected-recovered (SIR)-type model
with anomalous diffusion in a heterogeneous environment is given by the following form:

∂tu− Lu+α · ∇u = p(x)u+ F(x, t,u) in Ω× (0, T ], (6.1)

where p denotes the death or recovery rates and F denotes the infection model. Some examples of infection
models [3] include the linear Malthusian Law where F(u) =

∑
i

ciui and the quadratic Verhulst Law where
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F(u) =
∑
i

∑
j

cijuiuj with the possibility of i = j. The infection rate may also depend further on the size of

the different populations ui, leading to higher order terms and nonlinearity for F [38, 47,160].
Here, the advection term α · ∇u indicates that individuals can undergo passive movement in a specific

direction [48]. For instance, infected aquatic creatures may be carried along by water flow [106, 107], while
infected birds migrate seasonally and as a result of winds [20]. Such behaviour can be characterised by the
inclusion of this advection term.

Another important point to note is that, in this model, there may be more than 3 species (the susceptibles
S = u1, infected I = u2, and recovered R = u3). For instance, one may consider a non-compliant part of
the population (S′ = u4, I

′ = u5, R
′ = u6) which do not comply with the preventive measures that have

been implemented to slow the spread of the disease. This portion of the population have a different rate of
infection. At the same time, there may be transfers from non-compliant (u4, u5, u6) to compliant (u1, u2, u3)
behaviour and vice versa, for instance, when individuals get vaccinated or infected, or the individual decides
not to wear a mask, respectively. Further population divisions can also be considered, including different
age groups, genders or blood groups, which may have different infectivity rates.

In this model, we introduce the nonlocal operator L to represent the nonlocal diffusive behaviour of
humans, which can arise from various factors such as familial ties, job requirements, and access to amenities.
Such nonlocal models help to deepen our understanding of complex behaviours, in comparison to classical
models. Our main result for these models is then given by the following:

Theorem 6.1. Let F ∈ A and qn = (qn1 , . . . , q
n
M ) be such that {qni }∞n=1 is a complete set in L2(Ω) for

each i = 1, . . . ,M . Take h ∈ [C2,1
c (Ωa × (0, T ))]M to be given nonzero nonnegative functions. Assume that

pi(x) ∈ C(Ω), pi ≤ 0 on Ω for every i. Let un(x, t;p1,F1), un(x, t;p2,F2) be the bounded classical solutions
of problem (1.3) corresponding to the potentials pk and interaction functions Fk (k = 1, 2) respectively. If

⟨Λ1
p1,F1 ,h⟩ = ⟨Λ1

p2,F2 ,h⟩ (6.2)

then
p1 = p2 in Ω and F1 = F2.

Here, q may depict various environmental factors, such as fluctuations in the number of organisms
carrying pathogens, sudden changes in pathogen numbers due to weather variations, and natural births and
deaths within the population. This aforementioned theorem then states that with the introduction of these
environmental factors into the model, we can uniquely determine the infection, recovery and death rates of
the population. This result holds significant value in the study of disease dynamics, population regulation,
and the spread of infectious diseases. Moreover, it can provide valuable insights for the development of
effective control strategies to mitigate the impact of such diseases.

6.2 Fractional Viscoelastic Models of Cells and Tissues Based on the Nonlocal
Nonlinear Parabolic System

Cells, as the fundamental units of life, undergo a myriad of mechanical processes to fulfill their biological
functions. These processes often involve intricate changes in cell shape, adhesion to surfaces, and even cell
division. To accomplish these tasks, cells adapt and respond to local stresses by deforming and restructuring
their internal components, including the cytoplasm, cytoskeleton, and cell membrane. The complex nature of
cells as gel-like entities dispersed within fluid-filled compartments interconnected by elastic support elements
gives rise to a distributed strain response within the cell.

When cells experience compression, torsion, or shear stresses, their response goes beyond simple defor-
mation. It entails a coordinated interplay of mechanical forces that induce both structural changes and fluid
flow within the cell, known as cellular microrheology. To explore and understand these intricate mechanical
properties at the microscopic scale, bioengineers have harnessed multiple cutting-edge technologies such as
microelectrochemical systems [132] and nanotechnologies including atomic force microscopy [10], magnetic
cytometry [12] and optical tweezers [9].

Viscoelastic models have emerged as valuable tools for characterising the mechanical responses exhibited
by cells under various stimuli. In recent years, fractional order constitutive equations have been incorporated
into these models to capture the intricate viscoelastic properties of cells [12,28]. By employing these advanced
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models, researchers can investigate phenomena such as stress relaxation, where cells dissipate internal stresses
over time, and creep compliance, which describes the progressive deformation of cells under a constant load.
These models offer flexibility and versatility, enabling the description of cellular responses across a wide
range of stimulus conditions, thereby providing a novel conceptual framework for cellular microrheology.

The rheological behaviour of a variety of different cells can be modelled by the following nonlocal differ-
ential equation (see, for instance, [108, Chapter X.C.1] or [56])

∂tu− Lu = −GS(x)u+ F(x, t,u) + q in Ω× (0, T ], (6.3)

where ui represents the strain of each type of cell, F denotes cell-cell interactions, GS is the static elastic
modulus which is different for each type of cell, q signifies external stress applied to the cells, and the
nonlocal operator L reflects the nonlocal relaxation of the cell due to its complex composition with varying
viscosities.

Then our main results state that

Theorem 6.2. Let F ∈ A and qn = (qn1 , . . . , q
n
M ) be such that {qni }∞n=1 is a complete set in L2(Ω) for

each i = 1, . . . ,M . Take h ∈ [C2,1
c (Ωa × (0, T ))]M to be given nonzero nonnegative functions. Assume that

GS(x) ∈ [C(Ω)]M , GS ≥ 0 on Ω. Let un(x, t;G1
S ,F

1), un(x, t;G2
S ,F

2) be the bounded classical solutions
of problem (6.3) corresponding to the elastic modulus Gk

S and cell-cell interaction functions Fk (k = 1, 2)
respectively. If

⟨Λ1
G1

S ,F1 ,h⟩ = ⟨Λ1
G2

S ,F2 ,h⟩ (6.4)

then
G1

S = G2
S in Ω and F1 = F2.

This means that by applying a variety of stresses q, we can uniquely determine the elastic modulus GS

for all the different types of cells, as well as their analytic nonlinear coupled interactions F. Hence, by explor-
ing stress relaxation, creep compliance, and other mechanical phenomena, these viscoelastic models provide
valuable insights into the intrinsic characteristics of cells. They help us understand how cells perceive and re-
spond to mechanical cues within themselves and with their microenvironment. By unraveling the intricacies
of cellular microrheology, these studies contribute to our understanding of fundamental biological processes,
such as embryonic development, tissue morphogenesis, wound healing, and disease progression. Ultimately,
this expanded knowledge paves the way for the development of innovative approaches and therapeutic strate-
gies that leverage the mechanical properties of cells for regenerative medicine, tissue engineering, and drug
delivery applications.

6.3 Brain Tumour Growth Model Based on the Time-Fractional Diffusion Sys-
tem

Brain tumours are abnormal cell growths that can occur in the brain or spinal cord, affecting various
functions of the nervous system. Typically, imaging tests such as magnetic resonance imaging (MRI),
advanced brain tumour imaging (ABTI), computed tomography (CT) scan and positron emission tomography
(PET) scan are first conducted to detect the location and characteristics of the tumour. Yet, current
imaging tests are unable to differentiate between various types and grades of brain tumours. Often, it is
necessary for a biopsy to be conducted to obtain a tissue sample for further analysis. However, this procedure
carries many risks, including bleeding and infection. Therefore, computational methods and mathematical
models [42, 131, 147] are valuable supplements to traditional diagnostic methods, by estimating tumour
parameters, simulating tumour growth, and predicting tumour behaviour under different conditions, to
evaluate treatment effectiveness and aid in treatment planning. In recent years, fractional calculus has been
introduced into such models [7, 46, 120], and has been found to offer a more accurate representation of the
physical scenario. This is due to increased degrees of freedom and nonlocal memory properties exhibited
by fractional derivatives, in comparison with classical derivatives, while still weighing more strongly on
current history than distant past events. Furthermore, chemotherapy drug diffusion and reaction can also
be incorporated into the model, with the introduction of fractional derivatives.
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This model is given by the nonlinear time-fractional proliferation-invasion model:

B∑
j=1

bj(0D
βj

t u)− d∆u = ρu(1− κu), in Ω× (0, T ], (6.5)

where ui signifies the different types of cells (e.g. tumour cells, immune cells such as lymphocytic T-cells
and natural killer cells, drug cells), the anisotropic diffusion coefficient di of these cells depends on the
heterogeneous media (e.g. cerebrospinal fluid, gray matter of brain, white matter of brain, skull, etc. for
brain tumours), ρi is the proliferation rate indicating the ability of the cells to divide and multiply, based on
a multiplication factor κi ∈ R. The fractional time derivative describes the long-tailed nonlocal anisotropic
dependence of the current tumour growth rate on its previous growth, location as well as the response to
the immune cells and chemotherapy drugs.

In order to better understand the characteristics of the tumours, it is a common practice to administer
contrast dye during imaging procedures [5, 19, 125]. The presence of this contrast dye may be incorporated
into the model (6.5) by introducing an additional source function q that represents its manifestation:

0D
β
t u− d∆u = ρu(1− κu) + q, in Ω× (0, T ]. (6.6)

Then, our main result in Theorem 2.8 is given by

Theorem 6.3. Let qn = (qn1 , . . . , q
n
M ) be such that {qni }∞n=1 is a complete set in L2(Ω × (0, T )) for each

i = 1, . . . ,M . For Γ ⊆ ∂Ω, take h ∈ [Cc(Γ × (0, T ))]M to be given nonzero nonnegative functions. Assume
that ρi(x, t) ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]), ρi ≤ 0 on Ω× (0, T ] for every i. Let un(x, t;ρ1,κ1,β1), un(x, t;ρ2,κ2,β2) be
the bounded classical solutions of problem (6.6) corresponding to ρk and κk (k = 1, 2) respectively. If

Λ2
ρ1,κ1 = Λ2

ρ2,κ2 and Λ3
β1 = Λ3

β2 (6.7)

then
ρ1 = ρ2 in Ω× (0, T ) and κ1 = κ2 and β1 = β2. (6.8)

This result means that the introduction of a dense set of contrast dyes has multiple physical implications
in the model as well as for the imaging technique. It enables the unique determination of key parameters
for all the different kinds of cells, including the proliferation rates ρi, the multiplication factors κi, as well
as the nonlocal time-anisotropy β, based on partial averaged-out flux measurements Λ2 along part of the
boundary Γ ⊂ ∂Ω, as well as measurements Λ3 at a single interior point {x0} × (0, T ).

Therefore, with the introduction of contrast dyes q, the model becomes capable of extracting valuable
information regarding the growth and temporal behaviour of the tumour. The understanding of these pa-
rameters contributes to a more comprehensive understanding of the tumour’s behaviour and characteristics,
facilitating the formulation of more effective treatment strategies.

6.4 Biological Pattern Formation Based on Time-Fractional Reaction-Diffusion
Systems

Reaction-diffusion systems play a vital role in describing and understanding the spatial patterns that emerge
through chemical processes within cells, including mazes, stripes and spots, that are present in hydra pattern
formation, shell pigmentation, and animal coat markings [112, 117, 151]. By introducing the Caputo time-
fractional operator, the model is now capable of describing more complex patterns. In particular, it is known
that the time-fractional reaction-diffusion system can now give rise to travelling wave patterns [122], instead
of the transient, oscillating or stationary structures associated to the classical system. With the inclusion of
nonlocality and memory effects through the fractional time derivative, the model can now incorporate the
influence of previous substance concentrations and reaction states into present dynamics. This enhancement
leads to the emergence of fascinating new patterns including spiral and irregular patterns, as well as diamond,
cyclic, and star-like structures [40]. These biological pattern formations are mathematically modelled by the
following time-fractional system of equations

0D
β
t u− d∆u = F(u), in Ω× (0, T ]. (6.9)
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Two examples of reaction-diffusion systems are the Gray-Scott model and the Schnakenberg model.
The Gray-Scott model is a mathematical model that has been widely used to study spatial patterns and

self-organisation in biological systems. It has been applied to understand the formation of self-reproducing
spot-like patterns and the dynamics of pattern replication. It captures the interplay between multiple chem-
ical species, typically referred to as activators and inhibitors. The activators promote their own production
and the production of the inhibitors, while the inhibitors suppress the production of both themselves and
the activators. This autocatalytic and inhibitory interaction gives rise to the complex dynamics observed
in biological pattern formation. These patterns often exhibit a characteristic spot-like morphology, where
regions of high activator concentrations are surrounded by regions of low activator concentrations. Such
patterns can be seen in a variety of animals, including the stripes on a zebra, the spots on a cheetah, as
well as the pigment patterns on fish skin, butterfly wings and flower petals. Hence, the Gray-Scott model
provides insights into the underlying mechanisms governing pattern formation and describes how genetic
and environmental factors influence these patterns. The time-fractional Gray-Scott model with external
environmental source functions q1,q2 is given by the following system [40]:

0D
β
t u− d∆u = −γu−muv2 + q1(x, t), in Ω× (0, T ],

0D
β′

t v − d′∆v = (−γ − c)v +muv2 + q2(x, t), in Ω× (0, T ].
(6.10)

Here, d and d′ describe the diffusion rates of the activators u and inhibitors v, m represents the reaction
rate, γ represents the input rate of the activators u, while c represents the removal or “kill” rate.

Then, our main result in Theorem 2.8 is given by

Theorem 6.4. Let {qn
1}∞n=1, {qn

2}∞n=1 be complete sets in L2(Ω × (0, T )). For Γ ⊆ ∂Ω, take h ∈ [Cc(Γ ×
(0, T ))]M to be given nonzero nonnegative functions. For γ, c > 0, let (un

k ,v
n
k ) be the bounded classical

solutions of problem (6.10) corresponding to γk, ck, mk and βk (k = 1, 2) respectively. If

Λ2
γ1,c1,m1 = Λ2

γ2,c2,m2 and Λ3
β1 = Λ3

β2 (6.11)

then
γ1 = γ2, c1 = c2, m1 = m2, and β1 = β2. (6.12)

This theorem implies that by introducing a dense set of external environmental factors q1,q2, we can
uniquely determine the various rates of reactions, including the input rate, reaction rate, and consumption
rate.

Another biological model describing activation-inhibition is the Schnakenberg model, also known as the
activator-depleted model. Proposed by Julius Schnakenberg in 1979 [138], the Schnakenberg model shares
similarities with the Gray-Scott model but allows for autocatalysis, where activators stimulate their own
production, unlike the Gray-Scott model that requires feeding of activators. This forms a positive feedback
loop for activators, which is counteracted by the negative inhibition feedback action of inhibitors. The
time-fractional Schnakenberg model has been shown to display a variety of complex spatial patterns such as
stripes, spots, or labyrinthine patterns [40], and is given as follows:

0D
β
t u− d∆u = −cu+ γu2v + q1(x, t), in Ω× (0, T ],

0D
β′

t v − d′∆v = −γu2v + q2(x, t), in Ω× (0, T ].
(6.13)

In this case, our theorem is stated as follows:

Theorem 6.5. Let {qn
1}∞n=1, {qn

2}∞n=1 be complete sets in L2(Ω × (0, T )). For Γ ⊆ ∂Ω, take h ∈ [Cc(Γ ×
(0, T ))]M to be given nonzero nonnegative functions. For γ, c > 0, let (un

k ,v
n
k ) be the bounded classical

solutions of problem (6.13) corresponding to γk, ck and βk (k = 1, 2) respectively. If

Λ2
γ1,c1 = Λ2

γ2,c2 and Λ3
β1 = Λ3

β2 (6.14)

then
γ1 = γ2, c1 = c2, and β1 = β2. (6.15)
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Physically, this result states that we are able to uniquely determine the rates of autocatalysis rates
and activation-inhibition reactions in the system, by controlling the concentration of the external reactants
represented by q1 and q2. By understanding these reaction parameters, we gain deeper insights into the
mechanisms underlying the emergence of spatial patterns and self-organisation in biological processes.
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[128] Angkana Rüland and Mikko Salo. Quantitative approximation properties for the fractional heat equa-
tion. Math. Control Relat. Fields, 10(1):1–26, 2020.

[129] William Rundell, Xiang Xu, and Lihua Zuo. The determination of an unknown boundary condition in
a fractional diffusion equation. Appl. Anal., 92(7):1511–1526, 2013.

[130] William Rundell and Masahiro Yamamoto. Uniqueness for an inverse coefficient problem for a
one-dimensional time-fractional diffusion equation with non-zero boundary conditions. Appl. Anal.,
102(3):815–829, 2023.

[131] Erica Rutter, Tracy Stepien, Barrett Anderies, Jonathan Plasencia, Eric Woolf, Gregory Turner, Qing-
wei Liu, David Frakes, Vikram Kodibagkar, Yang Kuang, Mark Preul, and Eric Kostelich. Mathemat-
ical analysis of glioma growth in a murine model. Scientific Reports, 7, 05 2017.

[132] M Saif, Chad Sager, and Sean Coyer. Functionalized biomicroelectromechanical systems sensors for
force response study at local adhesion sites of single living cells on substrates. Annals of biomedical
engineering, 31:950–61, 10 2003.

[133] Kenichi Sakamoto and Masahiro Yamamoto. Initial value/boundary value problems for fractional
diffusion-wave equations and applications to some inverse problems. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 382(1):426–
447, 2011.

[134] Kenichi Sakamoto and Masahiro Yamamoto. Initial value/boundary value problems for fractional
diffusion-wave equations and applications to some inverse problems. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 382(1):426–
447, 2011.

[135] Stefan G. Samko, Anatoly A. Kilbas, and Oleg I. Marichev. Fractional integrals and derivatives.
Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, Yverdon, 1993. Theory and applications, Edited and with a
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[143] Luis Silvestre. Hölder estimates for advection fractional-diffusion equations. Ann. Sc. Norm. Super.
Pisa Cl. Sci. (5), 11(4):843–855, 2012.

[144] Muhammad Sinan, Kamal Shah, Poom Kumam, Ibrahim Mahariq, Khursheed J. Ansari, Zubair Ah-
mad, and Zahir Shah. Fractional order mathematical modeling of typhoid fever disease. Results in
Physics, 32:105044, 2022.

[145] Xiaoyan Song, Guang-Hui Zheng, and Lijian Jiang. Variational Bayesian inversion for the reaction
coefficient in space-time nonlocal diffusion equations. Adv. Comput. Math., 47(3):Paper No. 31, 28,
2021.

[146] Mohammed Srati, Abdessamad Oulmelk, Lekbir Afraites, and Aissam Hadri. An inverse problem of
identifying two coefficients in a time-fractional reaction diffusion system. Discrete and Continuous
Dynamical Systems - S, 2023.

[147] Kristin Swanson, Robert Rostomily, and E Alvord. A mathematical modeling tool for predicting
survival of individual patients following resection of glioblastoma: A proof of principle. British journal
of cancer, 98:113–9, 02 2008.

[148] Yaobin Tang and Binxiang Dai. A nonlocal reaction–diffusion–advection model with free boundaries.
Z. Angew. Math. Phys., 75(4):Paper No. 127, 2024.
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