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Abstract

In this paper, we study an inverse problem for identifying the initial value in a space-time fractional dif-
fusion equation from the final time data. We show the identifiability of this inverse problem by proving the
existence of its unique solution with respect to the final observed data. It is proved that the inverse problem is
an ill-posed problem. Namely, we prove that the solution to the inverse problem does not depend continuously
on the measured data. The inverse problem is formulated as a regularized optimization one minimizing a least-
squares type cost functional. Then the conjugate gradient method combined with Morozov’s discrepancy is
proposed for finding a stable approximate solution to the regularized variational problem. Numerical examples
with noise-free and noisy data illustrate the applicability and high accuracy of the proposed method to some
extent.
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Nomenclature

α : Fractional order of the time derivative

αk : Conjugate coefficient in the kth iteration

χ(−1,1): Characteristic function of the interval (−1, 1)

δ : Dirac delta function

∆t : Time step

∆x : Space step

Γ : Gamma function

∥ . ∥Hs(Ω) : Hs norm in Ω

| . |Hs(Ω) : Aronszajn-Slobodeckij seminorm

∥ . ∥L2(Ω) : L2 norm in Ω

Bs: Bilinear form associated to the space H̃s(Ω)

Is : Stopping index

Rk : Residual in the kth iteration

Tν : Objective function

µ : Relative noise level

Ω : Domain of Rd, d ≥ 1

Ωc : Complement of Ω in Rd

Ω : Closure of Ω

θ : Noise level

H̃s(Ω) : Set of functions in Hs
(
Rd

)
supported within Ω

ζk : Step size in the kth iteration

Cd,s : Normalization constant

dk : Descent direction in the kth iteration

Ek : L2 error in the kth iteration

Eα,β : Mittag-Leffler function

h : Measured data
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Hα(0, T ) : Fractional Sobolev space in time

Hs(Rd) : Fractional Sobolev space on Rd

Hs(Ω) : Fractional Sobolev space on Ω

L2(Ω) : Set of square integrable functions on Ω

s : Fractional order of the space derivative

T : Final time

P.V : Principal value

rand(.) : Random function

1 Introduction
Let T > 0, Ω ⊂ Rd and d ≥ 1 be an open bounded domain. We consider the following initial-boundary value
problem for a space-time fractional diffusion equation with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary and initial con-
ditions: 

∂α
t u = −(−∆)su, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

u = 0, (x, t) ∈ Ωc × (0, T ),

u = g, (x, t) ∈ Ω× {0},
(1.1)

where Ωc is the complement of Ω in Rd, g(x) ∈ L2(Ω) is an initial function , ∂α
t denotes the left Caputo fractional

derivative of order 0 < α < 1 (see, e.g., [31]), defined by

∂α
t v(t) :=

1

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

0

v′(τ)

(t− τ)α
dτ, (1.2)

and (−∆)s is the non-local fractional Laplacian operator of order s ∈ (0, 1), defined by

(−∆)su(x) = Cd,s P.V.
∫
Rd

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy. (1.3)

In (1.2) and (1.3), Γ(.) is the Gamma function, Cd,s is a normalization constant, defined by

Cd,s =
22ssΓ

(
s+ d

2

)
πd/2Γ(1− s)

,

and "P.V." is the principal value of the integral, defined by

P.V.
∫
Rd

v(x)− v(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy = lim

ε↓0

∫
{y∈Rd,|y−x|>ε}

v(x)− v(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy.

Remark 1.1. The fractional Laplace operator is also defined by either Spectral/Fourier definition, or standard
Laplacian, or Lévy process, or directional representation. In this work, we use the fractional Laplace operator
by singular integral definition as in (1.3). We refer the readers to [13] and [37] for more details regarding the
Fractional Laplacian operator.

For given (α, s) ∈ (0, 1)2, and g(x) ∈ L2(Ω), the problem (1.1) is called the direct(forward) problem. Like most
direct problems of mathematical physics, the problem (1.1) is well-posed, see for example, [50] and [11]. The
inverse problem here consists of determining the function g(x), by means of the observation data (additional data)
u(x, T ) = h(x), x ∈ Ω.

The space-time fractional diffusion equation ∂α
t u = −(−∆)su with 0 < α, s < 1 is used to model anomalous

diffusion [41]. Here, the fractional derivative in time is used to describe particle sticking and trapping phenomena,
and the fractional space derivative is used to model long particle jumps. These two effects combined together
produce a concentration profile with a sharper peak and heavier tails. In the fractional diffusion equations, the
fractional time derivative with 0 < α < 1 is used to model slow diffusion, and the exponent s is related to the
parameter specifying the large-time behavior of the waiting-time distribution function and particular cases of the
infinitesimal generators of Lévy stable diffusion processes and appear in anomalous diffusions in plasmas, flames
propagation and chemical reactions in liquids, population dynamics, geophysical fluid dynamics, see [44], [30], [13]
and some of the references cited therein. Recently, there has been a growing interest in inverse problems with
fractional derivatives. These problems are physically and practically very important. For example in [12], the au-
thors prove a uniqueness result in a one-dimensional time-fractional diffusion equation. The proof is based on the
eigenfunction expansion of the weak solution to the initial value/boundary value problem and the Gel’fand–Levitan
theory. In [28], they study an inverse problem of recovering a spatially varying potential term in a one-dimensional
time-fractional diffusion equation from the flux measurements taken at a single fixed time corresponding to a given
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set of input sources. The unique identifiability of the potential is shown for two cases, i.e. the flux at one end
and the net flux, provided that the set of input sources forms a complete basis in L2(0, 1). An algorithm of the
Quasi-Newton type is proposed for the efficient and accurate reconstruction of the coefficient from finite data,
and the injectivity of the Jacobian is discussed. In [38], the authors consider a backward problem in time for
a time-fractional partial differential equation in the one-dimensional case, which describes the diffusion process
in porous media related to the continuous time random walk problem. The backward problem is ill-posed and
they propose a regularizing scheme by the quasi-reversibility with fully theoretical analysis and test its numerical
performance. With the help of the memory effect of the fractional derivative, it is found that the property of the
initial status of the medium can be recovered in an efficient way. In [48], for a time-fractional diffusion equation
with source term, they discuss an inverse problem of determining a spatially varying function of the source by
final overdetermining data. They prove that this inverse problem is well-posed in the Hadamard sense except for
a discrete set of values of diffusion constants. In [47], the authors consider initial value/boundary value problems
for a fractional diffusion-wave equation. For α ∈ (0, 1), they prove stability in the backward problem in time, the
uniqueness in determining an initial value, the uniqueness of solution by the decay rate as t → ∞ and stability in
an inverse source problem of determining t - dependent factor in the source by observation at one point over (0, T ).
The authors study an inverse source problem for a fractional diffusion equation in [55]. Under the assumption
that the unknown source term is time-independent, an analytical solution can be deduced based on the method
of the eigenfunction expansion. Then, the uniqueness of the inverse problem is proved by analytic continuation
and Laplace transform. The paper [34] deals with an inverse problem of simultaneously identifying the space-
dependent diffusion coefficient and the fractional order in the one dimensional time-fractional diffusion equation
with smooth initial functions by using boundary measurements. The uniqueness results for the inverse problem
are proved on the basis of the inverse eigenvalue problem, and the Lipschitz continuity of the solution operator is
established. In [18], the authors study an inverse random source problem for the time-fractional diffusion equa-
tion, where the source is driven by a fractional Brownian motion. Given the random source, the direct problem
is to study the stochastic time-fractional diffusion equation. The inverse problem is to determine the statistical
properties of the source from the expectation and variance of the final time data. For the direct problem, the
authors show that it is well-posed and has a unique mild solution under a certain conditions. For the inverse
problem, the uniqueness is proved and the instability is characterized. The authors consider an inverse boundary
value problem for diffusion equations with multiple fractional time derivatives and they prove the uniqueness in
determining the number of fractional time-derivative terms, the orders of the derivatives and spatially varying
coefficients in [35]. However, there are only a few papers involving both fractional Laplacian and fractional time
derivatives. For instance, in [50], the authors study a nonlocal inverse problem related to the space-time fractional
equation. The existence of the solution for the inverse problem is proved by using the quasi-solution method which
is based on minimizing an error functional between the output data and the additional data. In this context, an
input-output mapping is defined and continuity of the mapping is established. The uniqueness of the solution
for the inverse problem is also proved by using eigenfunction expansion of the solution and some basic proper-
ties of fractional Laplacian. A numerical method based on discretization of the minimization problem, steepest
descent method, and least squares approach is proposed for the solution of the inverse problem. A nonlocal in-
verse source problem for a one-dimensional space-time fractional diffusion equation is studied in [51]. At first,
they define and analyze the direct problem for the space-time fractional diffusion equation. Later, they define
the inverse source problem. Furthermore, they set up an operator equation and derive the relation between the
solutions of the operator equation and the inverse source problem. They also prove some important properties of
the operator. By using these properties and the analytic Fredholm theorem, it is proved that the inverse source
problem is well posed, i.e. the solution can be determined uniquely and depends continuously on additional data.
In [23], they consider a nonlocal inverse problem and show that the fractional exponents β, α and γ, where β
is the order of the time-fractional derivative and α and γ are exponents of fractional Laplacian operator, are
determined uniquely by the data u(x, T ) = h(x), 0 ≤ t ≤ T . The existence of the solution for the inverse problem
is proved using the quasi-solution method which is based on minimizing an error functional between the output
data and the additional data. In this context, an input-output mapping is defined and its continuity is estab-
lished. The uniqueness of the solution for the inverse problem is proved by means of eigenfunction expansion
of the solution to the forward problem and some basic properties of fractional Laplacian. In [39], the authors
study a diffusion equation of the Kirchhoff type with a conformable fractional derivative. The global existence
and uniqueness of mild solutions are established. Some regularity results for the mild solution are also derived.
This study can be regarded as a continuation of the series of works mentioned above on fractional inverse problems.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we present some preliminaries used throughout the paper. In
section 3, we formulate the direct and inverse problems, we prove that the considered inverse problem has a unique
solution and the inverse problem is ill-posed, we also reformulated the inverse problem as a minimization problem.
Section 4 is concerned with the proposed reconstruction approach. Some numerical simulations are presented in
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Section 5. The conclusions and possible directions on the problem are given in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we set some basic notations and recall some definitions and theorems.

By L2(Ω), we denote the usual L2-space with the inner product ( , ) and by H1
0 (Ω), H1(Ω), etc we denote the

usual Sobolev spaces. By Hα(0, T ), we denote the fractional Sobolev space in time (see Adams [5]). Especially,
for s ∈ (0, 1), the fractional Sobolev space Hs(Ω) is defined by

Hs(Ω) =

{
u ∈ L2(Ω) : |u|Hs(Ω) :=

(∫∫
Ω2

|u(x)− u(y)|2

|x− y|d+2s
dxdy

) 1
2

< ∞

}
.

Its natural norm is defined by

∥u∥Hs(Ω) :=
(
∥u∥2L2(Ω) + |u|2Hs(Ω)

)1/2

.

Moreover, we define the fractional space H̃s(Ω) of order s ∈ (0, 1) as follows:

H̃s(Ω) :=
{
u ∈ Hs

(
Rd

)
: suppu ⊂ Ω

}
.

It may also be defined through interpolation as follows:

H̃s(Ω) :=
[
L2(Ω), H1

0 (Ω)
]
s
.

The bilinear form associated to the space H̃s(Ω) is given by

Bs(u, v) := Cd,s

∫∫
(Rd×Rd)\(Ωc×Ωc)

(u(x)− u(y))(v(x)− v(y))

|x− y|d+2s
dx dy.

Proposition 2.1 (see [15, 16]). Let u, v : Rd −→ R be smooth functions, then∫
Ω

v(x)(−∆)su(x)dx =
Bs(u, v)

2
−

∫
Ωc

v(x)Nsu(x)dx,

where Ns denotes the non-local Neumann operator associated to (−∆)s and defined as

Nsv(x) := Cd,s

∫
Ω

v(x)− v(y)

|x− y|d+2s
dy.

The following proposition is concerned with a fractional integration by parts formula. It gives the relationship
between Caputo and Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives.

Proposition 2.2 (see [6, 7]). Let α ∈ (0, 1). Let µ1 and µ2 be two absolutely integrable functions. Then, we have∫ T

0

µ2(t)∂
α
t µ1(t)dt =

∫ T

0

µ1(t)D
α
t µ2(t)dt+

[
µ1(t)J

1−α
T− µ2(t)

]t=T

t=0
,

where J1−α
T− µ2(t) denotes the right Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of µ2(t) defined by

J1−α
T− µ2(t) =

1

Γ(1− α)

∫ T

t

µ2(τ)

(τ − t)α
dτ,

and Dα
t µ2(t) denotes the backward Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative defined by

Dα
t µ2(t) := −

(
J1−α
T− µ2(t)

)′
=

−1

Γ(1− α)

d

dt

∫ T

t

µ′
2(τ)

(τ − t)α
dτ.

Let us introduce the Mittag-Leffler function which is defined on the complex set C by

Eα,β(z) :=

∞∑
k=0

zk

Γ(αk + β)
, z ∈ C,

where α > 0 and β ∈ R are arbitrary constants. Notice that this complex function depends on two parameters.
In particular, it generalizes the exponentials in view of the identity E1,1(z) = ez for all z ∈ C. Moreover, it plays
a central role in fractional diffusion equations. The following results of this family of functions are useful to derive
the solution representation of the direct problem (1.1).
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Lemma 2.1. [14, Theorem 4.3] Let α > 0 and λ > 0, then we have

∂α
t Eα,1 (−λtα) = −λEα,1 (−λtα) , t > 0.

Moreover, the following identity holds for integer-order differentiation:

d

dt
Eα,1 (−λtα) = −λ tα−1Eα,α (−λtα) , t > 0.

Lemma 2.2. [45, Theorem 1.6] Let 0 < α < 1 and πα/2 < µ < πα. Then there exists a constant C0 = C0(α, µ) >
0 such that

|Eα,1(z)| ⩽
C0

1 + |z|
, µ ⩽ | arg(z)| ⩽ π.

3 The direct and the inverse problems
In this section, we formulate the direct and inverse problems, then we prove that the considered inverse problem
has a unique solution. We also prove that the inverse problem is ill-posed. First of all, we need to define a solution
formula for the direct problem (1.1). By using the eigenfunction expansion method, following [4], [11], [40], [47],
we get the following useful formula for the weak solution of the direct problem (1.1):

u(x, t) :=

∞∑
k=1

gk Eα,1 (−λkt
α) φk(x), ∀(x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ), (3.1)

where gk = (g, φk) and the family {(φk, λk)}k≥1 represents the eigenpairs of the fractional Laplace operator (−∆)s

on Ω with homogeneous Dirichlet condition, i.e.{
(−∆)sφk = λkφk in Ω,

φk = 0 in Ωc.

In addition, it is well-known that the fractional Laplacian operator has a sequence of eigenvalues satisfying

0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λk ≤ · · · and lim
k→+∞

λk = +∞.

Besides, the set of eigenfunctions {φk}∞k=1 forms an orthonormal basis of L2(Ω).

Remark 3.1. Unlike the classical Laplacian, it is proved in [22, 46] that eigenfunctions of the fractional Lapla-
cian are in general non-smooth. More precisely, for each k, k = 1, 2, 3, · · · , the eigenfunction φk belongs to
Hs+1/2−ϵ

(
Rd

)
where ϵ > 0 is an arbitrary small real number.

Following the same idea given in [47, 4] and based on the formula (3.1) and Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we have the
following theorem that states the regularity result for the solution of the problem (1.1):

Theorem 3.1. Let (α, s) ∈ (0, 1)2, and g ∈ L2(Ω) be given. Then, problem (1.1) admits a unique weak solution
u ∈ Hα,s(0, T ; Ω). Furthermore, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∥∂α
t u∥C([0,T ];L2(Ω)) ≤ C∥g∥L2(Ω),

and
∥∂α

t u(., t)∥L2(Ω) + ∥u(., t)∥Hs+γ(Ω) ≤ C t−α ∥g∥L2(Ω),

where

Hα,s(0, T ; Ω) :=
{
v ∈ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) ∩ C((0, T ]; H̃s(Ω) ∩Hs+γ(Ω)) such that ∂α

t v ∈ C((0, T ];L2(Ω))
}
,

γ := min{s, 1/2− ε} and ε > 0 arbitrarily small.

The inverse problem that we consider consists of identifying the initial value g, from noise measurement of the
final time solution. More precisely, the considered inverse problem can be formulated as finding g⋆ ∈ L2(Ω) and
u⋆ ∈ Hα,s(0, T ; Ω) in the following problem:

∂α
t u

⋆ = −(−∆)su⋆, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

u⋆ = 0, (x, t) ∈ Ωc × (0, T ),

u⋆ = g⋆, (x, t) ∈ Ω× {0},
u⋆ = h, (x, t) ∈ Ω× {T}.

(3.2)

The following proposition is concerned with the series representation of the solution of problem (3.2) using the
eigenfunction expansion method.
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Proposition 3.1. Let h ∈ L2(Ω) be a given function. Then, the solution of the problem (3.2) can be represented
as follows

g⋆(x) =

∞∑
k=1

(
h, φk

)
Eα,1(−λkTα)

φk(x),

and

u⋆(x, t) =

∞∑
k=1

(
h, φk

)
Eα,1(−λkTα)

Eα,1(−λkt
α)φk(x).

Proof. From (3.1), the solution of
∂α
t u

⋆ = −(−∆)su⋆, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

u⋆ = 0, (x, t) ∈ Ωc × (0, T ),

u⋆ = g⋆, (x, t) ∈ Ω× {0},

is given by

u⋆(x, t) :=

∞∑
k=1

(g⋆, φk)Eα,1 (−λkt
α) φk(x). (3.3)

By taking t = T and using the fact that u⋆(., T ) = h in Ω, we get

h =

∞∑
k=1

(g⋆, φk)Eα,1 (−λkT
α) φk(x).

Multiplying both sides of the above equation by φk and integrating with respect to x, we get(
h, φk

)
=

(
g⋆, φk

)
Eα,1(−λkT

α).

Since Eα,1(−λkT
α) > 0, it follows: (

g⋆, φk

)
=

(
h, φk

)
Eα,1(−λkTα)

. (3.4)

Hence g⋆ is given by

g⋆(x) =

∞∑
k=1

(
h, φk

)
Eα,1(−λkTα)

φk(x).

Substituting (3.4) into (3.3) yields

u⋆(x, t) =

∞∑
k=1

(
h, φk

)
Eα,1(−λkTα)

Eα,1(−λkt
α)φk(x).

The proof is complete.

Now we prove a uniqueness theorem. Let u1 and u2 be the solutions of the problem (1.1) correspond to the
initial values gj ∈ L2(Ω), j = 1, 2, respectively.

Theorem 3.2. Let u1 and u2 be the solutions of the problem (1.1). If u1(x, T ) = u2(x, T ), x ∈ Ω, then we have

g1 = g2 in Ω.

Proof. Using the series representations of solutions u1 and u2, we have

uj(x, T ) =

∞∑
k=1

{(gj , φk)Eα,1 (−λkT
α)}φk(x), for j = 1, 2. (3.5)

As u1(., T ) = u2(., T ) in Ω, we deduce that

∞∑
k=1

{(g1, φk)Eα,1 (−λkT
α)}φk(x) =

∞∑
k=1

{(g2, φk)Eα,1 (−λkT
α)}φk(x).

First, we multiply both sides of the above equality by φk(x) and integrate the resulting equation with respect to
x. Then by using the fact that φk = 0 in Ωc, we obtain

(g1, φk)Eα,1 (−λkT
α) = (g2, φk)Eα,1 (−λkT

α) , for all k ≥ 1.
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It follows:
(g1 − g2, φk)Eα,1 (−λkT

α) = 0, for all k ≥ 1.

Since Eα,1 (−λkt
α) > 0, t > 0 is completely monotonic (see [21]), Eα,1 (−λkT

α) > 0, we have the following:

(g1, φk) = (g2, φk) , for all k ≥ 1,

implies g1 = g2 in Ω. Thus the proof is complete.

To find an estimate of g from the additional data h, the most common method is to minimize the discrepancy

∥A(g)− h∥2L2(Ω) ,

where the operator A is defined by
A : L2(Ω) −→ L2(Ω),

g 7−→ u(., T ).
(3.6)

We know that the linear operator A is self-adjoint, for more details we refer the readers to [29, 52]. Next, we prove
that the operator A is compact.

Proposition 3.2. The linear operator A defined by (3.6) is a compact operator from L2(Ω) into L2(Ω).

Proof. By (3.1) and (3.6), we deduce that

A(g) =

+∞∑
k=1

gk Eα,1 (−λkT
α) φk(x), ∀g ∈ L2(Ω). (3.7)

We define the finite rank operators AN as follows:

AN (g) :=

N∑
k=1

gk Eα,1 (−λkT
α) φk(x), ∀g ∈ L2(Ω). (3.8)

From (3.7) and (3.8), we get

∥A(g)−AN (g)∥2L2(Ω) =

+∞∑
k=N+1

∣∣Eα,1 (−λkT
α)

∣∣2 |gk|2.
Thanks to Lemma 2.2, we obtain

∥A(g)−AN (g)∥L2(Ω) ⩽
C0

Tα λN
∥g∥L2(Ω).

Therefore, ∥A(g)−AN (g)∥L2(Ω) −→ 0 in the sense of operator norm in L(L2(Ω);L2(Ω)) as N −→ ∞.

Since equations with compact operators are ill-posed, the inverse problem under consideration is also ill-posed.

It is well known that in practical applications, the given data h is typically not exact, but rather a distortion
of the unknown u[gexact]. This distortion is often modeled by an additive noise or an error term θ. Denote by hθ

a noisy function of h satisfying
∥h− hθ∥ ⩽ θ.

Due to this noise associated with the measured data, the solution becomes very sensitive to the measured data,
which causes severe numerical instabilities. Thus the considered inverse problem is ill-posed in the sense of
Hadamard [24]. In the following, we consider an example to see that the considered inverse problem is ill-posed.
More precisely, we will prove that the solution to the inverse problem does not depend continuously on the final
time data h. In doing so, let us choose an input final data h1 as

hp(x) =
φp(x)√

λp

.

From Proposition 3.1, the initial data corresponding to hp is represented as follows:

gp(x) =

∞∑
k=1

(
h1, φk

)
Eα,1(−λkTα)

φk(x).
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Using the fact the set of eigenfunctions {φk}∞k=1 forms a complete orthonormal basis of L2(Ω), we have

gp(x) =
φp(x)√

λp Eα,1(−λpTα)
.

On the other hand, let us choose other input final data as h2 ≡ 0. By Proposition 3.1, the initial value corresponding
to h0 is g ≡ 0. An error in L2 norm between two input final data is

∥hp − h0∥L2(Ω) =
∥∥∥ φp√

λp

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

.

Since the family {φk}∞k=1 forms an orthonormal basis of L2(Ω), one can get

∥hp − h0∥L2(Ω) =
1√
λp

.

It follows
lim
p→∞

∥hp − h0∥L2(Ω) = 0. (3.9)

The error in the L2 norm between the two corresponding initial values is

∥gp − g∥L2(Ω) =
∥∥∥ φp√

λp Eα,1(−λpTα)

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

=
1√

λp Eα,1(−λpTα)
.

From Lemma 2.2, we deduce that there exists C = C(T, α,C0) > 0 such that

∥gp − g∥L2(Ω) ≥ C
√
λp .

This leads to
lim
p→∞

∥gp − g∥L2(Ω) = +∞. (3.10)

Combining (3.9) and (3.10), we conclude that the inverse problem that we consider is ill-posed.

In order to handle the possible numerical instability of the inverse problem, there are some regularization
methods in the literature. For instance, the quasi-reversibility method [33], an alternate iterative method [32], and
the quasi-boundary value method [2]. In the current work, we employ one of the most commonly used methods
for the regularization of ill-posed problems, that is, the Tikhonov regularization method. We define the Tikhonov
regularization functional as follows:

Tν(g) :=
1

2

∥∥A(g)− hθ
∥∥2
L2(Ω)

+
γ

2
∥g∥2L2(Ω) ,

where γ > 0 is a positive constant, called the regularization parameter. In the function above, the first term
denotes the defect between the exact data and the noisy data, and the second term is a penalty term for stabilizing
the numerical solution. Consequently, the considered inverse problem may be reformulated and modeled by the
following regularized optimization problem:

(Pop)


Find g⋆ ∈ L2(Ω) such that

Tν(g⋆) := min
g∈L2(Ω)

Tν(g).

We know that for problem (Pop), there exists a unique minimizer gθγ called Tikhonov regularized solution which
converges to the exact solution g⋆ under a suitable choice of the regularization parameter γ, see [17]. For more
details about the analysis of the optimization problem, interested readers can follow the same technique developed
in [1, 9, 8, 27, 26]. The next section is concerned with a numerical method for finding the unique minimizer of the
Tikhonov regularization functional Tν(g).

4 Reconstruction approach
This section is devoted to numerical reconstruction approach for solving the minimization problem (Pop). The
proposed approach is based on two steps:
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• The first one is concerned with the derivation of an optimality condition that provides a new characterization
of the unknown term g⋆.

• The second one is that we employ the conjugate gradient algorithm to solve the variational problem.

Now we derive a first-order optimality condition that provides a simplified characterization of the unknown initial
value g⋆. The determination of this condition is based on the calculation of the gradient of Tν , which can be
obtained by constructing an adjoint problem.

Hereafter, we denote by ug the solution of (1.1) to emphasize its dependency upon the unknown function g.
We point out that the weak formulation of problem (1.1) reads as follows: Find ug ∈ Hα,s(0, T ; Ω) such that
ug(., 0) = 0 and ∫ T

0

∫
Ω

∂α
t ug w dxdt+

∫ T

0

Bs(ug(., t), w(., t)) dt = 0, (4.1)

for any test function w ∈ Hα(0, T ; H̃s(Ω) ∩Hs+γ(Ω)) with J1−α
T− w = 0 in Ω× {T}.

Remark 4.1. The map g 7−→ ug is differentiable in the sense of Fréchet and the linearity of (1.1) immediately
yields

u′
g · p = lim

ϵ→0

ug+ϵp − ug

ϵ
= up, ∀p ∈ L2(Ω),

here u′
g ·p denotes the Fréchet derivative of ug in the direction p and up is the solution problem of (1.1) with g = p.

Notice that, from Proposition 2.2 and the identity (4.1), one can check that the function up satisfies∫ T

0

∫
Ω

up D
α
t w dxdt+

∫ T

0

Bs(up(., t), w(., t)) dt =

∫
Ω

p(x) J1−α
T− w(x, 0) dx, (4.2)

for any test function w ∈ Hα(0, T ; H̃s(Ω) ∩Hs+γ(Ω)) with J1−α
T− w = 0 in Ω× {T}.

In order to establish the optimality condition, we need the Fréchet derivative T ′
ν (g) of the objective functional

Tν(g). By sample calculations, one can easily derive the following:

T ′
ν (g) · p = lim

ϵ→0

Tν(g + ϵp)− Tν(g)
ϵ

=

∫
Ω

[
ug(x, T )− hθ(x)

]
up(x, T ) dx+ γ

∫
Ω

g(x) p(x) dx.
(4.3)

In order to reduce the computational costs for the Fréchet derivatives, we state it in the natural form. Namely, we
need to find an explicit function R(x) such that T ′

ν (g) · p = (R, p). So, we need to replace the term
∫
Ω

[
ug(x, T )−

hθ(x)
]
up(x, T ) dx in (4.3) by p times a function of x. Therefore, we introduce the following adjoint problem: ∂α

T−zg = −(−∆)szg + (ug(., T )− hθ) δ(t− T ), (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ],
zg = 0, (x, t) ∈ Ωc × (0, T ],
zg = 0, (x, t) ∈ Ω× {T},

(4.4)

where δ(t− T ) is the Dirac delta function at the time t = T . The weak formulation of the adjoint problem (4.4)
reads as: Find zg ∈ Hα(0, T ; H̃s(Ω) ∩Hs+γ(Ω)) such that J1−α

T− zg = 0 in Ω× {T} and∫ T

0

∫
Ω

Dα
t zg w dxdt+

∫ T

0

Bs(zg(., t), w(., t)) dt =

∫
Ω

(ug(x, T )− hθ)w(x, T ) dx, (4.5)

for any test function w ∈ Wα,s(0, T ; Ω) with w(.0) = 0 in Ω. After these considerations, we can take zg and up as
mutual test functions in identities (4.2) and (4.5) and we get∫

Ω

[
ug(x, T )− hθ(x)

]
up(x, T ) dx :=

∫
Ω

p(x) J1−α
T− zg(x, 0) dx. (4.6)

Therefore (4.6) in (4.3) yields

T ′
ν (g) · p =

∫
Ω

J1−α
T− zg(x, 0) p(x) dx+ γ

∫
Ω

g(x) p(x) dx.

9



Based on the above identity, we deduce that the solution to the minimization problem (Pop) satisfies the following
optimality condition

J1−α
T− zg⋆(., 0) + γg⋆ = 0, in Ω.

Next we propose a numerical algorithm for identifying the minimizer of function Tν(g) from noisy measurement of
the final time. The numerical algorithm that we propose is based on the conjugate gradient method and Morozov’s
discrepancy principle (see, e.g., [43]). Let gk be the kth approximate solution to g(x). Denote

gk+1 = gk + ζk dk, k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , (4.7)

where the initial guess g0 is given, the term ζk is the step size, and dk is a descent direction in the kth iteration.
The conjugate gradient method uses the following iteration formula to update the descent direction:

dk =

 −T ′
ν (g0) if k = 0,

−T ′
ν (gk) + αk dk−1 if k ≥ 1,

(4.8)

where αk is the conjugate coefficient calculated by

αk =


0 if k = 0,∫

Ω

∣∣T ′
ν (gk)

∣∣2 dx∫
Ω

∣∣T ′
ν (gk−1)

∣∣2 dx
if k ≥ 1.

(4.9)

Since the problem (1.1) is linear with respect to the initial value g, one can deduce from (4.3) that

Tν(gk + ζk dk) =
1

2

∫
Ω

(
ugk(x, T ) + ζk udk

(x, T )− hθ(x)
)2

dx+
γ

2

∫
Ω

(
gk + ζk dk

)2
dx.

To this end, we determine the step size ζk by imposing the following condition

∂Tν
∂ζ

(gk + ζkdk) = 0.

Therefore,

ζk = −

∫
Ω

(
ugk(x, T )− hθ

)
udk

(x, T ) dx+ γ

∫
Ω

gk dk dx∫
Ω

u2
dk
(x, T ) dx+ γ

∫
Ω

d2k dx

. (4.10)

We can summarize the main steps of our reconstruction approach in the following algorithm:

Algorithm 1: Conjugate Gradient Method (CGM)

1. Initialize g0 andset k = 0.

2. Solve the direct problem (1.1) with g = gk, and compute the residual

rk = ugk(x, T )− hθ(x), x ∈ Ω.

3. Solve the adjoint problem (4.4) and evaluate the gradient T ′
ν (gk).

4. Calculate the conjugate coefficient αk by (4.9) and the direction dk by (4.8).

5. Compute udk
via solving the problem (1.1) with g = dk.

6. Calculate the step size ζk by (4.10).

7. Update the initial value gk+1 by (4.7).

8. Set k = k + 1 and go to Step (2), repeat the process until a stopping condition is satisfied.

Notice that the most important point is to find a suitable stopping rule for an iteration procedure. To deal
with this issue, we use the well-known Morozov’s discrepancy principle [42]. It is shown that

Rk ⩽ σθ < Rk−1, with Rk = ∥rk∥L2(Ω) for each k ∈ N, (4.11)
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is sufficient for convergence. It means that we choose the stopping index Is such that the inequality (4.11) is
fulfilled, see Hanke and Hansen [25]. Otherwise, if the given input data hθ is exact (without noise, i.e. θ = 0), the
stopping index can be taken as Is = 100. The convergence of the proposed method is addressed in [20, 56] and it
has been successfully employed for solving some inverse problems, for instance, see [26, 49, 54, 53].

5 Numerical experiments
In this section, we deal with the numerical implementation of the proposed reconstruction approach and we present
some numerical results. To be more precise, we will apply the iterative algorithm (CGM) established in the pre-
vious section to the numerical treatment of problem (Pop), that is, the identification of the initial value g of the
initial-boundary value problem (1.1).

To begin with, we list the parameters and their values in the numerical calculations as follows:

• The domain Ω is taken to be Ω = (−1, 1).

• The final time is fixed to be T = 1.

• The constant σ in (4.11) is taken to be σ = 1.01.

• In the adjoint problem (4.4), the Dirac delta function is approximated by

δ(t− T ) ≈ e−(t−T )2/η2

η
√
π

,

where η > 0 is a small positive constant, it is taken to be η = 10−3.

• We choose the initial guess g0 as a constant, e.g., g0 ≡ 1.

With the exact solution gex, we produce the noisy final data hθ by adding a random perturbation, i.e.

hθ(x) := h(x) + µh(x)
[
2 rand(size(h))− 1

]
, x ∈ Ω.

Here µ ≥ 0 and rand(.) denote the relative noise level and the uniformly distributed random number in (0, 1),
respectively. The function h represents the final time value of the solution to problem (1.1) with initial value
g = gex, that is h(x) = ugex(x, T ), x ∈ Ω. The corresponding noise level is calculated by

θ = ∥hθ − h∥L2(Ω).

In order to evaluate the performance of the conjugate gradient algorithm (CGM), we introduce a L2-error function
Ek defined as

Ek = ∥gex − gk∥L2(Ω),

which is the error between the exact solution gex and the reconstructed one gk at the kth iteration.

In order to apply the proposed algorithm, we need to solve the forward problem (1.1) and the adjoint problem
(4.4) numerically. Since it is very difficult to know the eigenpairs {(φk, λk)}∞k=1 associated to the operator (−∆)s

in the explicit forms. Thus, in this study, we use an approximation method, similar to the one in [9] to solve the
direct and adjoint problems in each iteration instead of using (3.1), and the series solution of the adjoint problem.
Namely, we use a fully discrete approximation based on:

• A finite difference scheme: This method is introduced by Y. Liu et al [36] to discretize the Caputo derivative
in time. It is proved that this method is of order 2− α.

• The standard P1 finite element method: This one is utilized for the space approximation. The authors in
[3, 10] utilized this method to find an approximate solution to the following elliptic problem involving the
fractional Laplace operator: {

(−∆)su = f in Ω,

u = 0 in Ωc.
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They proved that the convergence order of this method depends on the regularity of the right-hand side f,
that is

ð(s) :=


1
2 + β if f ∈ H

1
2−s(Ω),

2β if f ∈ L2(Ω),

where β = min{s, 1
2}.

In order to illustrate the performance of the proposed numerical approach, we solve the direct problem numerically.
Namely, we find the approximate solution to the following problem:

∂α
t u = −(−∆)su+ F, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

u = 0, (x, t) ∈ Ωc × (0, T ),

u = g, (x, t) ∈ Ω× {0}.

By choosing

F (x, t) = 1 + tα +
Γ(1 + α)

√
π 2−2s

(
1− x2

)s
Γ(s+ 1/2) Γ(s+ 1)

and g(x) =

√
π 2−2s

(
1− x2

)s
Γ(s+ 1/2) Γ(s+ 1)

,

then the unique solution to the above problem reads as

uex(x, t) = (1 + tα)

√
π 2−2s

(
1− x2

)s
Γ(s+ 1/2) Γ(s+ 1)

χ(−1,1)(x), ∀(x, t) ∈ (−1, 1)× (0, T ),

where χ(−1,1) denotes the characteristic function of the interval (−1, 1).

In our computation, we divide the interval Ω into N equally spaced subintervals, with a mesh size ∆x = 1/N .
Similarly, the time interval [0, T ] will be divided uniformly into K subintervals, and by ∆t = 1/K we denote the
time step. In order to illustrate the accuracy of the proposed approximation method, we measure the L2−error
∥uex − uapp∥L2(Ω) evaluated at the final time T . In the following, we examine the time and spatial convergence.
A fixed small time step (∆t = 1/200) is taken to see the spatial convergence and vice-versa. In Table 1, we
show the temporal and spatial convergence rates, indicated in the column rate (the number in the bracket is the
theoretical rate), for different values of α and s, which fully confirm the theoretical results obtained in [36] for the
time discretization and in [3, 10] for the spatial one.

Derivative orders
Step size

1/50 1/100 1/200 1/400 rate

s = 0.5
α = 0.3 3.66e− 04 1.11e− 04 3.37e− 05 1.07e− 05 1.69 (1.7)
α = 0.8 2.74e− 04 1.20e− 04 4.93e− 05 2.25e− 05 1.21 (1.2)

α = 0.5
s = 0.2 9.35e− 03 6.03e− 03 3.84e− 03 2.43e− 03 0.64 (0.7)
s = 0.9 2.92e− 04 1.59e− 04 8.36e− 05 4.30e− 05 0.92 (1)

Table 1: Values of the L2−error function relative to the step size variation.

In Figure 1, we plot the errors in the L2−norm as a function of the (time or space) step sizes. A logarithmic
scale has been used for both step-axis and error-axis in these figures.

(A) with respect to ∆t (B) with respect to ∆x

Figure1: Evolution of the L2− error functions with respect to the step sizes (sl: slope).
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From Table 1 and Figure 1, one can observe that the numerical results show O(∆t2−α) and O(∆xð(s)) conver-
gence rates in the L2−norm for the temporal and spatial discretization, respectively. Therefore, one can conclude
that the numerical and theoretical convergence rates (obtained in [36, 3, 10]) are nearly identical. To this end, we
plot in Figure 2 the variations of the exact uex and the approximate solutions uapp at time t = 0.5 for different
values of the derivatives orders α and s for showing the quality of the obtained results.

(A) For α = 0.3 and s = 0.2 (B) For α = 0.3 and s = 0.9

(C) For α = 0.8 and s = 0.2 (D) For α = 0.8 and s = 0.9

Figure2: Exact and approximate solutions for different values of the fractional derivatives orders α and s.

In the rest of the paper, the grid size for the time and space variables will be taken to be ∆t = ∆x = 1
100 .

Then we test the performance of the proposed procedure in finding an estimate of the solution of the mini-
mization problem (Pop). More precisely, we will discuss the influence of some parameters such as the fractional
derivatives orders α and s, the regularization parameter γ, the smoothness of the function to be reconstructed,
and the level of noise θ.

Example 5.1 In this example, we study the influence of the fractional derivatives orders α and s on the quality
of the reconstructed results. In doing so, we apply the iterative procedure (CGM) to recover

gex(x) = cos(πx) sin(πx),

with (α, s) ∈ {0.3, 0.8} × {0.2, 0.9} from an exact final data (i.e., from hθ, with µ = 0). The results of this test
example are illustrated in Figure 3.
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(A) For α = 0.3 and s = 0.2 (B) For α = 0.3 and s = 0.9

(C) For α = 0.8 and s = 0.2 (D) For α = 0.8 and s = 0.9

Figure3: Exact (blue dashed line) and Reconstructed functions (red line).

The choices of α and s in this test and the corresponding numerical performances are listed in Table 2.

(α, s) (0.3, 0.2) (0.3, 0.9) (0.8, 0.2) (0.8, 0.9)
Ek 0.00654 0.00811 0.00783 0.00827

Table 2: Choices of the fractional derivatives orders α and s along with the errors Ek.

From Figure 3 and Table 2, one can conclude that the numerical results are quite accurate to the exact
solution for each choice of the pairs (α, s). It means that the parameters α and s have no significant influence on
the reconstruction results. Therefore, based on the above remarks, the fractional derivatives orders α and s will
be fixed to be (α, s) = (0.5, 0.5) in the examples below.

Example 5.2 As it is shown in Section 3, the considered inverse problem is ill-posed in the Hadamard sense and
a regularization principle is a key tool to find a stable solution. But choosing an appropriate (not the optimal)
value for the regularization parameter γ is a crucial issue. In this study, we use the Tikhonov regularization which
is a typical example of an a-priori parameter choice rule since the choice of γ > 0 is made a-priori (depends only on
the noise level θ > 0). Referring to [19, 43], the regularization parameter γ can be chosen such that the consistency
condition

lim
γ→0

θ
√
γ
= 0

is satisfied. Thus, the parameter γ can be taken to be γ = 10−2 × θ4/5. In order to present the importance of the
regularization technique for stabilizing our inverse problem, we apply our iterative procedure to reconstruct the
initial value gex for γ = 0 and γ = 10−2 × θ4/5 by taking a stopping index Is = 100. For this purpose, we test our
algorithm in the two following cases:
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(i) Slightly noisy data: In this case, we assume that the measured final data hθ is perturbed by low
relative noise levels. In Figure 4, we compare the recovered solutions with the exact one in the cases of γ = 0
and γ = 10−2 × θ4/5 with µ ∈ {0.001, 0.005, 0.01}.

(A) With γ = 0 (B) With γ = 10−2 × θ4/5

Figure4: Exact solution gex and their reconstructions gk obtained by (CGM) with µ ∈ {0.001, 0.005, 0.01}. Left:
with γ = 0; Right: with γ = 10−2 × θ4/5.

As one can observe from Figure 4 that the numerical approximations of gex without using the regularization
(see Figure 4A) are almost similar to those obtained when γ = 10−2 × θ4/5 (see Figure 4B).

(ii) Highly noisy data: In this case, we consider the case where the measured data is perturbed by a
high-levels of noise. We illustrate the comparisons of recovered solutions with the exact one, in Figure 5,
but now with µ ≥ 0.05, more precisely with relative levels noise µ ∈ {0.05, 0.1, 0.15}.

(A) With γ = 0 (B) With γ = 10−2 × θ4/5

Figure5: Exact solution gex and their reconstructions gk obtained by (CGM) with µ ∈ {0.05, 0.1, 0.15}. Left:
with γ = 0; Right: with γ = 10−2 × θ4/5.

From Figure 5A, one can conclude that the numerical approximations of gex, without using the regularization
(i.e. γ = 0), have somewhat amplitude oscillations and there are very unstable and far away from the exact
one. However, by using the regularization technique (i.e. γ = 10−2 × θ4/5), it can be clearly seen in Figure
5B that the amplitude of the oscillations decreases and numerical results become more accurate.

We also conclude the following from example 5.2:
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• If the measured data is slightly perturbed, the proposed algorithm (CGM) provides stable numerical so-
lutions to the minimization problem (Pop) without the need to use the Tikhonov regularization term (i.e.
γ = 0).

• If the final measured data hθ is perturbed by high levels of noise, the proposed regularization method is
necessary to solve the ill-posed inverse problem.

This result is consistent with the property of ill-posed problems. Thus, in the examples below, the regularization
parameter γ will be taken to be γ = 10−2 × θ4/5.

In the following examples, we test the performance of the proposed algorithm to reconstruct two examples
of initial values (smooth and nonsmooth functions) by combining the conjugate gradient method with Morozov’s
discrepancy principle. For each example, we investigate the convergence of the proposed approach and present the
reconstruction results for various choices of the parameter µ.

Example 5.3 In this example,we test the numerical performance of algorithm (CGM) in recovering a smooth
initial value given by

gsmex (x) = sin(πx) e−x2

− cos(πx) ex
2

,

with various choices of the relative noise level µ (see Table 3). First, we investigate the convergence of the proposed
algorithm and indicate the stooping index Is which is determined as

Is =

 100 if µ = 0,

inf Eθ if µ > 0,

where the set Eθ is given by Eθ :=
{
k such that Rk ⩽ σθ < Rk−1

}
. Figure 6A shows the convergence of the

identification process corresponding to each considered noise level for iteration steps k = 1 : 100. To determine
the stopping index Is for each considered noise level, we illustrate the variations of the residuals Rk in Figure 6B.

(A) The errors Ek (B) The residuals Rk

Figure6: The errors Ek and the residuals Rk associated to the reconstruction of gsmex for various relative noise
levels (x: stopping index).

µ 0.005 0.01 0.05 0.1
Is 14 9 5 4

Table 3: The obtained stopping indices Is associated to the reconstruction of gsmex .

According to the stopping indices listed in Table 3, we illustrate the numerical results by using the discrepancy
principle in Figure 7.
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Figure7: The numerical results of gsmex for various relative noise levels.

Example 5.4 In this example, we reconstruct a nonsmooth initial value given by

gnsmex (x) =


0.5, x ∈ [−1,−0.75) ∪ (0.75, 1],

1, x ∈ [−0.75,−0.25) ∪ (0.25, 0.75],

2, x ∈ [−0.25, 0.25],

with the same relative noise levels chosen in Example 5.3. We present the convergence of the estimated solutions to
the exact one in Figure 8. More precisely, we illustrate the approximation errors Ek and residuals Rk for iteration
steps k = 1 : 100 with the considered choices of the parameters µ in Figures 8A and 8B, respectively.

(A) The errors Ek (B) The residuals Rk

Figure8: The errors Ek and the residuals Rk associated to the reconstruction of gnsmex for various relative noise
levels (x: stopping index).

The obtained stopping indices for each choice µ which are determined with the help of curves presented in
Figure 8B are listed in Table 4.

µ 0.005 0.01 0.05 0.1
Is 68 55 16 8

Table 4: The obtained stopping indices Is associated to the reconstruction of gnsmex .

17



In Figure 9, we illustrate the comparisons of recovered solutions with the exact ones for each considered relative
noise level µ.

Figure9: The numerical results of gnsmex for various relative noise levels.

We have the following conclusions from the examples 5.3 and 5.4:

• From Figure 9, one can observe that the presence of the singular points affects the accuracy of the recon-
structed initial value gnsmex . Indeed, the efficiency of our iterative procedure decreases sharply near these
points. In comparison with the obtained results in Example 5.3 (see Figure 7), one can deduce that the
used proposed method works better for the reconstruction of a smooth function than the identifiability of a
nonsmooth one.

• As we can see from Figures 6A and 8A, with the increasing of noise levels in the input data hθ, the approxi-
mation error Ek is increasing. Moreover, it can be seen that, for a relative noise µ > 0, the computed errors
become constants or have slightly increased after a few iterations. Thus we have to stop at a suitable step.
From Figures 6B and 8B, we see that Morozov’s discrepancy principle provides the stopping steps when the
condition (4.11) is fulfilled for each relative noise level µ > 0.

• From Figures 7 and 9, we can see that the proposed numerical procedure (CGM) is robust with respect
to noise and able to provide reasonably good reconstruction results. Indeed, we can see that the numerical
results for the two considered examples are quite accurate up to 1% noise added in the final data u(x, T ).
However, when the relative noise level µ exceeds 0.05, we can observe some fictitious oscillations that affect
the accuracy and the quality of the obtained reconstruction results. Namely, in this case, the solution found
might move further away from the true solution. Thus, when using highly noisy data, the ill-posedness
of the reconstruction problem becomes more severe. As we mentioned above that in order to ameliorate
these results (find more stable solutions), we need to determine the optimal regularization parameter which
depends directly on the noise level. In fact, choosing an appropriate regularization parameter is a difficult
problem. The theoretical aspect of this issue has not been addressed so far. It is still an open question. It
will be the subject of a forthcoming work.

6 Concluding Remarks
In this paper, we studied an inverse problem for a space-time fractional diffusion equation. Namely, the considered
inverse problem is to determine the initial value from the noise measurement of the final time. We proved a
uniqueness result for the inverse problem with the help of the eigenfunction expansion method. The inverse prob-
lem is reformulated as a regularized optimization problem. By using the adjoint method, a first-order optimality
condition has been derived. Based on this condition, the unknown term has been characterized as the solution of
a regularized variational problem. An efficient and accurate iterative reconstruction procedure has been developed
and implemented to solve the regularized variational problem; that is, the conjugate gradient method combined
with Morozov’s discrepancy principle. The influences of some parameters (the fractional derivative orders, the
regularization parameter, and the noisy data) on the reconstruction results have been discussed. The efficiency
and accuracy of the proposed numerical procedure have been justified by some numerical simulations.
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The authors of this paper plan to study a system of partial differential equations involving time-fractional
derivatives and nonlinear diffusion operators such as A1(∇u) := −∇.

(
k(|∇u|2)∇u

)
or A2(u) := −∇.

(
k(u)∇u

)
.

First, we study the well-posedness of the direct problem, then we define the inverse problem. The inverse problem
may be either an inverse parameter problem, or an inverse coefficient problem, or an inverse source problem. Then
we study the existence and uniqueness of the solution and solve the inverse problem by the method presented in
this paper.
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