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Upper bounds of nodal sets for Gevrey regular parabolic equations

Guher Camliyurt, Igor Kukavica, and Linfeng Li

ABSTRACT. We consider the size of the nodal set of the solution of the second order parabolic-type equation with Gevrey

regular coefficients. We provide an upper bound as a function of time. The dependence agrees with a sharp upper bound

when the coefficients are analytic. September 17, 2024
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1. Introduction

We consider the size of the nodal (zero) set to the solution of the parabolic equation

ut −∆u = w · ∇u+ vu, (1.1)

in Td × (0, T ), where d ≥ 1, with given v and w and the initial data u(·, 0) = u0 ∈ L2(Td). Under the assumption

that v and w are 1
β -Gevrey regular, we provide an upper bound on the (d − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the

nodal set. Our main result, Theorem 2.1, shows that for any β ∈ (0, 1] and t ∈ (0, t0], we have

Hd−1({x ∈ T
d : u(x, t) = 0}) ≤ C

(

1

t

)1/β

log2(1/β−1)

(

1

t

)

, (1.2)

for some constant C > 0 depending on the Dirichlet quotient of u, and the regularity of v and w.

In [Y], Yau conjectured that the Laplacian eigenfunctions on a compact smooth Riemannian manifold M satisfy

C1λ
1/2 ≤ Hd−1({x ∈ M : u(x) = 0}) ≤ C2λ

1/2, (1.3)

where C1, C2 > 0 are some constants. For the eigenfunctions to the Laplacian equation ∆u = −λu, Donnelly

and Fefferman established in [DF1, DF2, DF3] the lower and upper bounds on Hausdorff measure of nodal sets on

compact Riemannian manifolds, establishing Yau’s conjecture for real analytic manifolds with or without boundary.

In [K1], the author obtained a sharp upper bound for arbitrary even order real analytic elliptic operator. More recently,

Hezari provided in [He] an upper bound for the size of nodal sets of eigenfunctions when the Riemannian manifold

has Gevrey or quasianalytic regularity, using a previous result in [IK1] on the size of the zero set for Gevrey functions.

Note that the paper [IK1] provides an upper bound for the zero set of a 1D parabolic equation with Gevrey coefficients.

Motivated by (1.3), Nadirashvili conjectured in [N] that

Hd−1({x ∈ B(0, 1) : u(x) = 0}) ≥ c,

where u is a harmonic function in the unit ball B(0, 1) and c > 0 depends only on the dimension.

In recent years, Logunov and Malinnikova achieved significant progress towards Yau’s conjecture for smooth

manifolds [Lo1, Lo2, LoM1]. In [Lo1], Logunov proved Nadirashvili’s conjecture and showed the lower bound in

1
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HAUSDORFF MEASURE OF NODAL SETS 2

Yau’s conjecture for compactC∞-smooth Riemannian manifold without boundary. In [LoM1], the authors established

further estimates on the nodal sets of Laplace eigenfunctions; their result refined the upper bound in the Donnelly-

Fefferman estimate when d = 2 and yielded a lower bound when d = 3. We refer the reader to the review of Yau’s

conjecture in [LoM2] and for further results and references. Also, see [D, Do, HL, HS, L, LZ] for other results on

the size of the nodal sets of solutions of partial differential equations.

The study of nodal sets is closely related to the unique continuation for solutions of the parabolic equation.

However, functions of Gevrey class in general may not satisfy the strong unique continuation property. Namely, the

function may have infinite order of vanishing even if it is not identically equal to zero. In [IK1], the authors gave a

quantitative estimate of unique continuation for one-dimensional parabolic equation with Gevrey coefficients. As an

application, they provided an upper bound on the number of zeros with a polynomial dependence on the coefficients.

The same authors considered in [IK2] a higher order elliptic equation with Gevrey coefficients. They obtained an upper

bound on the Hausdorff length of the nodal sets of the solution in a domain in R2 with a polynomial dependence on

the coefficients. In [K3], the author provided an upper bound of the nodal set to the parabolic equation ∂tu+Au = 0,

where A is strongly elliptic and real-analytic.

The goal of this paper is to provide an explicit upper bound of the Hausdorff measure for the nodal set of the

solution to the parabolic equation (1.1) when v and w are Gevrey regular. Setting the Gevrey exponent 1/β equal to 1
in (1.2), we provide the same power in 1/t as in [K3]. It is worth mentioning that the power in 1/t in the bound of

[K3] is sharp as it implies the upper bounds in [Do, DF1]. Our result is obtained by using the quantitative estimate of

unique continuation for Gevrey parabolic equations (cf. Lemmas 3.1–3.2) and a Gevrey-type energy estimate lemma.

The proof of the main result benefits from the ideas used in [IK1].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the parabolic equation and the assumptions,

followed by the main result, Theorem 2.1, an upper bound on the size of the nodal set. In Section 3, we recall and

prove some preliminary lemmas and provide the proof of the main result.

2. Gevrey regular parabolic problem and the main result

We consider the solution to the parabolic equation

ut −∆u = w · ∇u+ vu, (x, t) ∈ Ω× I, (2.1)

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ Ω, (2.2)

where Ω = Td is the d-dimensional torus with side length 2π and I = (0, t0] is a given time interval. We require

that u, v, and w are periodic with respect to Td. We assume that u0 is not identically zero. Suppose that there exist

constants M0,M1 ≥ 1 such that

sup
t∈I

‖v(t)‖L∞(Td) ≤ M0 (2.3)

and

sup
t∈I

(‖w(t)‖L∞(Td) + ‖∇w(t)‖L∞(Td)) ≤ M1. (2.4)

For any t ∈ I , denote by

qD(t) =

∫

Ω
|∇u(x, t)|2 dx

∫

Ω u(x, t)2 dx
(2.5)

the Dirichlet quotient of u, and

q0 = sup
t∈I

qD(t)

the uniform upper bound. We identify functions u ∈ L2(Td) with their Fourier series

u(x) =
∑

j∈Zd

uje
ijx, uj ∈ C

d, u−j = ūj .

For u, v ∈ L2(Td), we define the scalar product

(u, v) = (2π)d
∑

j∈Zd

uj v̄j
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and the norm ‖u‖2L2(Td) = (u, u). Let A = −∆. For fixed t, β > 0, we introduce the Gevrey class

D(etA
β/2

) =

{

u ∈ L2(Td) : ‖etAβ/2

u‖2L2 = (2π)d
∑

j∈Zd

e2t|j|
β |uj|2 < ∞

}

.

From here on, we fix β ∈ (0, 1] and assume that there exist constants δ,Kv,Kw > 0 such that

sup
t∈I

‖(Ad + I)eδA
β/2

v(t)‖L2(Td) ≤ Kv (2.6)

and

sup
t∈I

‖(Ad + I)eδA
β/2

w(t)‖L2(Td) ≤ Kw. (2.7)

Let t ∈ I = (0, t0]. We are interested in the size of nodal set {x ∈ Td : u(x, t) = 0} of the nontrivial solution to

(2.1) and (2.2) with Gevrey regular v and w. Denote by

N(t) = {x ∈ T
d : u(x, t) = 0}

the nodal set, for which we provide the upper bound in the theorem stated next. Throughout this paper, we assume

that t0 ≤ 1/CM2
1 , where C ≥ 2 is the constant as in [K2, Lemma 2.5]. We can do so without loss of generality since

if t0 is larger, then we obtain (2.8) below for t ≤ 1/CM2
1 and (2.8) with C on the right-hand side otherwise.

The following is the main result of the paper.

THEOREM 2.1. Suppose that u(x, t) is the solution to (2.1) and (2.2) on Td× I with u0 ∈ L2(Td) not identically

zero. Assume that v and w satisfy (2.3)–(2.4) and (2.6)–(2.7). Then, for each t ∈ I , we have

Hd−1(N(t)) ≤ C

(

1

t

)
1
β

log2(
1
β−1)

(

1

t

)

, (2.8)

where C > 0 is a constant depending on q0, M0, M1, Kv and Kw.

The theorem is proven in the next section.

3. Proof of the main theorem

First we recall the following lemma from [K2].

LEMMA 3.1 ([K2]). Let u be the solution to (2.1) and (2.2) with v and w satisfying (2.3) and (2.4). Then for

every r ∈ (0, 1] and p ∈ Td, we have

‖u(t)‖2L2(Td) ≤ exp (P (t−1, r−1, q0,M0,M1))‖u(t)‖2L2(Br(p))

for all t ∈ (0, t0], where P is a nonnegative polynomial.

Since the dependence of P on r and t, encoded in [K2, Lemma 2.6], is important, we recall the following result.

LEMMA 3.2 ([K2]). Let u be the solution to (2.1) and (2.2) with v and w satisfying (2.3) and (2.4). Then for

every t ∈ (0, t0] and every µ0 ∈ (0, 1], we have

‖u(t)‖2L2(Td) ≤ Ceµ
2
0/4µ

2‖u(t)‖2L2(Bδ0
), (3.1)

where µ > 0 is determined in the following way: Denote

β(µ) = C

(

tq0 +M2
1 +M2

1 t+M2
0 t

2 +
1

t
+

1

t1/2

)

log
t

µ2

+ C

(

M1t
1/2 +M2

1 t+M0t+
1

t
+

1

t1/2

)

;

then δ is obtained by requiring

1

µ2
≥ C

µ2
0

log
1

µ
+

C(β(µ) + 1)

δ20
(3.2)

and

0 < µ < min

{

√

t

2
, µ0

}

. (3.3)
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Note that for any µ0 ∈ (0, 1/2], we may take

δ =
µ0

√

t
2

K log
1
2 1

µ0

,

where K > 0 is a sufficiently large constant depending on q0, M0 and M1, with the assumptions (3.2) and (3.3) on µ
satisfied. Thus, from (3.1), it follows that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖u(t)‖2L2(Td) ≤ CK2 log( 1
µ0

) 1
t ‖u(t)‖2L2(B(µ0))

, (3.4)

for any µ0 ∈ (0, 1/2] and t ∈ (0, t0].
The following lemma provides a Gevrey estimate for the parabolic equation (2.1)–(2.2), combined with the back-

ward uniqueness for (2.1)–(2.2).

LEMMA 3.3. Denote A = −∆. Let u(x, t) be the solution to (2.1) with u0 ∈ L2(Td). Suppose that v and w
satisfy (2.3)–(2.4) and (2.6)–(2.7). Then we have

‖eδAβ/2

u(t)‖L2(Td) ≤ C(δ2/(2−β)t−β/(2−β)+t(K2
w+Kv+M1+M0+q0))‖u(t)‖L2(Td)

for any t ∈ (0, t0], where C > 0 is a constant.

PROOF. Fix t ∈ (0, t0]. Let α ∈ (0, δ/t]. By taking the L2-inner product of (2.1) with eαtA
β/2

u, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖eαtAβ/2

u(t)‖2L2(Td) + ‖A 1
2 eαtA

β/2

u‖2L2(Td)

= (eαtA
β/2

(w · ∇u), eαtA
β/2

u) + α‖Aβ/4eαtA
β/2

u‖2L2 + (eαtA
β/2

(vu), eαtA
β/2

u) = I1 + I2 + I3.

(3.5)

The term I1 is estimated as in [FT, Lemma 2.1], leading to

I1 ≤ C‖eαtAβ/2

(Ad + I)w‖L2(Td)‖eαtA
β/2

A
1
2u‖L2(Td)‖eαtA

β/2

u‖L2(Td)

≤ 1

4
‖eαtAβ/2

A
1
2u‖2L2(Td) + CK2

wφ(t),
(3.6)

for some constant C > 0, where we denoted φ(t) = ‖eαtAβ/2

u(t)‖2L2(Td). For the term I2, we appeal to Young’s

inequality to get

I2 = α
∑

j∈Zd

|j|βe2αt|j|β |uj |2 ≤ 1

4

∑

j∈Zd

|j|2e2αt|j|β |uj|2 + Cα2/(2−β)
∑

j∈Zd

e2αt|j|
β |uj |2

=
1

4
‖A 1

2 eαtA
β/2

u‖2L2(Td) + Cα2/(2−β)φ(t),

(3.7)

for some constant C > 0. For any τ ≥ 0, we follow the proof of [FT, Lemma 2.1] to obtain

|(eτAβ/2

(uv), eτA
β/2

u)| ≤ C‖(Ad + I)eτA
β/2

v‖L2(Td)‖eτA
β/2

u‖L2(Td)‖eτA
β/2

u‖L2(Td). (3.8)

For the term I3, we use (2.6) and (3.8), obtaining

I3 ≤ C‖(Ad + I)eδA
β/2

v‖L2(Td)‖eαtA
β/2

u‖2L2(Td) ≤ CKvφ(t), (3.9)

for some constant C > 0, where we used αt ≤ δ in the first inequality. From (3.5)–(3.7) and (3.9) it follows that

φ′(t) ≤ C(α2/(2−β) +K2
w +Kv)φ(t),

from where

φ(t) ≤ exp(Ct(α2/(2−β) +K2
w +Kv))φ(0).

Letting α = δ/t, we get

‖eδAβ/2

u(t)‖L2(Td) ≤ exp(Ct(δ2/(2−β)t−2/(2−β) +K2
w +Kv))‖u0‖L2(Td). (3.10)

Taking the inner product of (2.1) with u and using ‖∇u‖2L2(Ω) = qD(t)‖u‖2L2(Ω), where qD(t) is defined in (2.5),

we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖u‖2L2(Td) + qD(t)‖u(t)‖2L2(Td) = −1

2

∫

Td

(divw)u2 dx+

∫

Td

vu2 dx.
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Using Hölder’s inequality, it follows that

1

2

d

dt
‖u‖2L2(Td) ≥ −(‖ divw‖L∞(Td) + ‖v(t)‖L∞(Td) + qD(t))‖u(t)‖2L2(Td)

≥ −(M1 +M0 + q0)‖u(t)‖2L2(Td).

Applying Gronwall’s argument, we arrive at

‖u(t)‖2L2(Td) ≥ exp(−2t(M1 +M0 + q0))‖u0‖2L2(Td), (3.11)

and the proof is concluded by combining (3.10) and (3.11). �

Next we provide an upper bound estimate of Hausdorff measure of a set N ⊂ Rd.

LEMMA 3.4. Let r > 0. Suppose that N ⊂ B2r is a subset of a countable union of (d − 1)-dimensional C1

graphs. Let T = {p±1, . . . , p±d}, where pj ∈ Br/10d(rej) with the standard basis ej in Rd, for j = ±1, . . . ,±d. If

N has at most n intersections with any line through any p ∈ T , then

Hd−1(N) ≤ Cnrd−1, (3.12)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of N , n and r.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.4. Without loss of generality, we may assume that r = 1 and establish

Hd−1(N) ≤ Cn, (3.13)

for some constant C > 0. Fix q ∈ N . Note that there are at most n unit normal vectors to N at q. Let νq =
(µ1, . . . , µd) be a unit normal vector to N at q and |µk| = max{|µ1|, . . . , |µd|} for some k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}. We claim

that there exists some p ∈ T such that

|(q − p) · νq|
|q − p| ≥ 1

4
√
d

(3.14)

and

|q − p| ≥ 1/10d. (3.15)

Let pj = ej + wj/10d, where wj ∈ B1, for j = ±1, . . . ,±d. If q ∈ N \ (B1/5d(ek) ∪B1/5d(e−k)), we get

|(q − pk) · νq|
|q − pk|

+
|(q − p−k) · νq|

|q − p−k|
≥

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ek +
wk − w−k

20d
) · νq

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ |µk| −
d

∑

j=1

1

10d
|µj | ≥

1

2
√
d
,

from where

max
p∈{pk,p−k}

|(q − p) · νq|
|q − p| ≥ 1

4
√
d
,

and

min
p∈{pk,p−k}

|q − p| ≥ 1/10d.

If q ∈ B1/5d(ek), then q = ek + w/5d for some w ∈ B1. Consequently, we have

|(q − p−k) · νq|
|q − p−k|

≥ 1

2
|(ek + w/5d− e−k − w−k/10d) · νq| ≥ |µk| −

3

20d

d
∑

j=1

|µj | ≥
1

4
√
d

(3.16)

and |q − p−k| ≥ 1/10d. For the case q ∈ B1/5d(e−k), we proceed analogously as in (3.16) and thus complete the

proof of the claim. Thus by continuity, there exists a sufficiently small constant ǫ > 0 independent of q and p such that

|(q′ − p) · νq|
|q′ − p| ≥ 1

8
√
d
,

for any q′ ∈ Bǫ(q) ∩N .

For each p ∈ T , denote by Fp the collection of points q ∈ N such that there exists a unit normal vector νq to N at

q with (3.14) and (3.15). Since N has at most n intersections with any line through p, we infer that Fp is comparable

to B4(p) up to a universal constant depending on d. Namely, we have

Hd−1(Fp) ≤ CnHd−1(B4(p)) ≤ Cn,
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where C > 0 is a constant. Therefore, the proof of (3.13) is completed by applying the above inequality to all p ∈ T
and noting that N ⊂ ∪p∈TFp. Finally, rescaling (3.13) to a ball of radius 2r gives the factor rd−1 in (3.12). �

REMARK 3.5. Note that the minimal number of points needed in T is d+ 1. Indeed, we use a simple fact that if

the determinant of d vectors is nonzero, then these d vectors are non-coplanar. Consequently, the angle between q− p
and νq in (3.14) is bounded away from zero.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1. Fix p ∈ Td and t ∈ (0, t0]. Let r ∈ (0, 1/2] be a small constant to be determined

below. For each j ∈ {±1, . . . ,±d}, there exist a point qj ∈ Br/10d(p+ rej) such that

|u(qj)| ≥
1

2
‖u‖L∞(Br/10d(p+rej)), ,

where ej is the standard basis in R
d. Thus, from Lemma 3.1 and (3.4) it follows that

‖u(t)‖L2(Td) ≤ CK2 log( 1
r )

1
t ‖u(t)‖L2(Br/10d(p+rej))

≤ r
d
2 CK2 log( 1

r )
1
t ‖u(t)‖L∞(Br/10d(p+rej)) ≤ 2r

d
2 CK2 log( 1

r )
1
t |u(qj)|.

(3.17)

Fix j ∈ {±1, . . . ,±d} and a line l through qj . We assume that u has n zeros in the line segment l ∩B2r(p), counting

the multiplicity. We rotate the coordinate so that u is a function of a single variable and we use u(m) to denote the

m-th derivative of u. Let {x1, . . . , xk} be k distinct zeros in l ∩ B2r(p) with multiplicities m1, . . . ,mk ≥ 1 and

m1 + · · ·+mk = n. By the Hermite interpolation theorem, there exists a unique interpolation polynomial Pn−1 of u,

of degree less than or equal to n− 1, satisfying

P
(m)
n−1(xl) = u(m)(xl), 0 ≤ m ≤ ml − 1, l = 1, . . . , k. (3.18)

Moreover, for any x ∈ l ∩B2r(p), there exists some ξ ∈ l ∩B2r(p) depending on x such that

u(x)− Pn−1(x) =
(x− x1)

m1 · · · (x− xk)
mk

n!
u(n)(ξ),

from where

‖u− Pn−1‖L∞(l∩B2r(p)) ≤
supx∈l∩B2r(p) |(x− x1)

m1 · · · (x− xk)
mk |

n!
‖u(n)‖L∞(l∩B2r(p)).

From (3.18) and the uniqueness it follows that Pn−1 ≡ 0. Consequently, we get

‖u‖L∞(l∩B2r(p)) ≤ ‖u− Pn−1‖L∞(l∩B2r(p)) + ‖Pn−1‖L∞(l∩B2r(p)) ≤
Cnrn

n!
‖u(n)‖L∞(l∩B2r(p)), (3.19)

where C > 0 is a constant. From (3.17) and (3.19) it follows that

‖u(t)‖L2(Td) ≤ 2r
d
2 CK2 log( 1

r )
1
t ‖u(t)‖L∞(l∩B2r(p)) ≤

Cnrn+
d
2

n!
CK2 log( 1

r )
1
t ‖u(n)‖L∞(l∩B2r(p)),

since qj ∈ l ∩B2r(p). Appealing to the Sobolev inequality and Lemma 3.3, we obtain

‖u(t)‖L2(Td) ≤
Cnrn+

d
2

n!
CK2 log( 1

r )
1
t ‖(Ad + I)A

n
2 u(t)‖L2(Td)

≤ C
n+K2 log( 1

r )
1
t +δ2/(2−β)t−β/(2−β)+t(K2

w+Kv+M1+M0+q0)
0

× rn+
d
2

n!
(n+ 2d)!

1
β ‖u(t)‖L2(Td).

(3.20)

for some constant C0 > 0. Denote by C1 := K2
w + Kv + M1 + M0 + q0 and C2 := δ2/(2−β). In order for the

inequality (3.20) to hold, it is necessary that

C
n+K2 log( 1

r )
1
t +C1t+C2t

−β/(2−β)

0

rn+
d
2

n!
(n+ 2d)!

1
β ≥ 1. (3.21)
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Note that by Stirling formula there exists a universal constant C3 > 0 such that Cn
3 n

1/2+n < n! ≤ nn for all n ∈ N.

Taking the logarithm of (3.21) and appealing to the Stirling formula, we obtain
(

n+
K2

t
log

1

r
+ C1t+ C2t

−β/(2−β)

)

logC0

+

(

n+
d

2

)

log r −
(

1

2
+ n

)

logn− n logC3 +
n+ 2d

β
log(n+ 2d) ≥ 0.

(3.22)

Let n0 be the largest integer less than or equal to 2K2 log(1r )
1
t + 2d + 1. In the left side of (3.22) we replace n

with n0, and the resulting quantity is bounded from above by

(

C1t+ C2t
− β

2−β

)

logC0 + n0 log





C2
0r2

1
β n

1
β−1

0

C3



+
2d

β
log(2n0). (3.23)

Let

r =
t

1
β−1

log
1
β−1(1t )M

, (3.24)

where M ≥ 1 is a sufficiently large constant depending on C0, C1, C2, C3 and K . Then the quantity in (3.23) is less

than 0 for all t ∈ (0, t0], since β/(2 − β) ≤ 1. Consequently, the value n = n0 does not satisfy (3.22) and thus does

not satisfy (3.20). We infer that u has less than n0 zeros in l ∩B2r(p) for fixed r > 0 as in (3.24).

For t ∈ (0, t0], since the order of vanishing for u(x, t) is finite for any x ∈ Td, we infer from [M, Claim 2] that

N(t) is contained in a union of (d − 1)-dimensional C1 graphs. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the

union is taken on a countable set, as otherwise we consider any countable subset of the uncountable union and take

the supremum. From Lemma 3.4 it follows that

Hd−1(N(t) ∩B2r(p)) ≤ Cn0r
d−1.

We cover Td using a finite number of balls B2r(p) to get

Hd−1(N(t)) ≤ Cn0r
d−1 1

rd
≤ C

(

1

t

)
1
β

log2(
1
β−1)

(

1

t

)

,

where C > 0 is a sufficiently large constant depending on q0, M0, M1, Kv and Kw. The proof of (2.8) is thus

completed. �
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