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Summary

This paper aims to address an interesting open problem, posed in the paper "Sin-
gular Optimal Control for a Transport-Diffusion Equation" of Sergio Guerrero and
Gilles Lebeau in 2007. The problem involves studying the null controllability cost of
a transport-diffusion equation with Neumann conditions, where the diffusivity coef-
ficient is denoted by 𝜀 > 0 and the velocity by 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡). Our objective is twofold.
First, we investigate the scenario where each velocity trajectory 𝔅 originating from
Ω enters the control region in a shorter time at a fixed entry time. By employing
Agmon and dissipation inequalities, and Carleman estimate in the case 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) is the
gradient of a time-dependent scalar field, we establish that the control cost remains
bounded for sufficiently small 𝜀 and large control time. Secondly, we explore the case
where at least one trajectory fails to enter the control region and remains in Ω. In this
scenario, we prove that the control cost explodes exponentially when the diffusivity
approaches zero and the control time is sufficiently small for general velocity.
KEYWORDS:
Carleman estimates, Uniform controllability, Transport equation, Singular limits, Cost control, Agmon
inequality

1 INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Transport-diffusion equations with vanishing diffusivity are widely used to model various physical and biological phenomena.
They play a significant role in fluid dynamics by describing the movement of particles while accounting for transport and
diffusion effects, as it is explained in Chapter 3 of3 and the references therein.

Let Ω ⊂ ℝ𝑑 , 𝑑 ≥ 1 be a bounded open set, Γ denote the boundary of Ω, 𝐧 represent the outward unit normal field on Γ and
𝜔 ⊂ Ω be a nonempty open subset. Throughout this paper, the following notation will be consistently employed:

Ω𝑇 ∶= Ω × (0, 𝑇 ), 𝜔𝑇 ∶= 𝜔 × (0, 𝑇 ) and Γ𝑇 ∶= Γ × (0, 𝑇 ),

where 𝑇 > 0 is the control time. The main goal of this work is to study the cost of controllability of the following
parabolic–transport equation with Neumann boundary conditions:

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜕𝑡𝑦 − 𝜀Δ𝑦 +𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑦 = 𝑢(𝑥, 𝑡)1𝜔 in Ω𝑇 ,
𝜕𝐧𝑦 = 0 on Γ𝑇 ,

𝑦(𝑥, 0) = 𝑦0(𝑥) in Ω,
(1)
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2 Fouad ET-TAHRI ET AL

where 𝜀 > 0 is the viscosity (diffusion coefficient) and 𝔅 is the velocity (speed), that satisfies:
𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) = ∇𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑡) with 𝑓 ∈ 𝑊 2,∞(ℝ𝑑 × (0,∞))

in case of uniform controllability in 𝜀. The reason for this spatial extension (a regular open strictly containing Ω is sufficient) is
to define geometric conditions for the trajectories of the vector field 𝔅, and the extension of time, to have norms of 𝔅 that do
not depend on 𝑇 as considered in15. In the case of the controllability cost explosion, we only assume that

𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(0, 𝑇 ;𝑊 1,∞(Ω)𝑑),

where 𝔅 is a general velocity. In system (1), 𝑦 = 𝑦(𝑥, 𝑡) represents the state, 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 ) is the control function that only affects
the system through 𝜔𝑇 , 1𝜔 denotes the characteristic function of 𝜔 and 𝑦0 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω) is the initial state. Let us start with the
definition of null controllability:
Definition 1. We say that system (1) is null controllable at time 𝑇 if for every state 𝑦0 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω), there exists a control 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 )
such that, the solution of (1) satisfies 𝑦(⋅, 𝑇 ) = 0.

It is well known that system (1) is null controllable for any control time 𝑇 and any control region 𝜔 when 𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 ).
Specifically, in the case where 𝜀 = 1, we can refer to12 and11 for further details. Furthermore, by scaling the time variable using
the transformation 𝑡 → 𝑡

𝜀
, we can effectively reduce the problem to this specific case, as shown in10 Proposition 3.1. It is a well-

known fact that the controls depend continuously on the initial data. In other words, there exists a constant 𝐶 ∶= 𝐶(𝑇 , 𝜀) > 0
such that

‖𝑢‖𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 ) ⩽ 𝐶‖𝑦0‖𝐿2(Ω) (2)
and the null controllability is equivalent to the following observability inequality:

∃ ∶= (𝑇 , 𝜀) > 0, ∀𝜑𝑇 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω), ‖𝜑(⋅, 0)‖𝐿2(Ω) ≤ ‖𝜑‖𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 ), (3)
where 𝜑 is the solution of the adjoint system of (1):

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜕𝑡𝜑 + 𝜀Δ𝜑 + ∇ ⋅ (𝜑𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)) = 0 in Ω𝑇 ,
(𝜀∇𝜑 + 𝜑𝔅(𝑡, 𝑥)) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) = 0 on Γ𝑇 ,

𝜑(𝑥, 𝑇 ) = 𝜑𝑇 (𝑥) in Ω.
(4)

By employing the Hilbert Uniqueness Method19,25, it can be shown that the optimal constants satisfying (2) and (3) are equal,
that is,

sup
𝑦0∈𝐿2(Ω)⧵{0}

inf
𝑢∈𝔸(𝑦0)

‖𝑢‖𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 )

‖𝑦0‖𝐿2(Ω)
= sup

𝜑𝑇∈𝐿2(Ω)⧵{0}

‖𝜑(⋅, 0)‖𝐿2(Ω)

‖𝜑‖𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 )
,

where 𝜑 is the solution of the adjoint system (4) and
𝔸(𝑦0) ∶=

{

𝑢 ∈ 𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 ) ∶ the solution of (1) satisfies 𝑦(⋅, 𝑇 ) = 0
}

.

In the sequel, we will adopt the following definition:
Definition 2. We define the cost of null controllability of system (1) by the following quantity:

(𝜀, 𝑇 ,Ω, 𝜔) ∶= sup
𝜑𝑇∈𝐿2(Ω)⧵{0}

‖𝜑(⋅, 0)‖𝐿2(Ω)

‖𝜑‖𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 )
. (5)

The main objective of this paper is to investigate the asymptotic behavior of the cost of null controllability of system (1) when
the viscosity is small enough. To elucidate the main findings of this paper, let us examine the trajectories of the vector field 𝔅
given by the mapping 𝑡 → 𝛷(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥0):

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝑑
𝑑𝑡
𝛷(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥0) = 𝔅(𝛷(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥0), 𝑡) 𝑡 ∈ (0, 𝑇 ),

𝛷(𝑡0, 𝑡0, 𝑥0) = 𝑥0,
(6)

for each (𝑥0, 𝑡0) ∈ ℝ𝑑 × [0, 𝑇 ]. The solutions of the ordinary differential equation (6) encompass all relevant information
regarding the trajectories of a particle moving with velocity 𝔅. The following notations will be useful in the sequel.
Notations.

(N1) The canonical Euclidean scalar product of ℝ𝑑 is denoted by ⋅ and |⋅| stands for the associated canonical Euclidean norm.
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(N2) For all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ ℝ𝑑 and all 𝑟 > 0, 𝐵(𝑥, 𝑟) and 𝐵(𝑥, 𝑟) are the open and closed balls of center 𝑥 and radius 𝑟, respectively.
(N3) For𝐴,𝐵 ⊂ ℝ𝑑 , dist(𝑥,𝐴) and dist(𝐴,𝐵) designate the distance from 𝑥 to𝐴 and the distance between𝐴 and𝐵, respectively.
The following definition serves a specific purpose that is essential to prove our first main result.
Definition 3. Let 𝑇0 ∈ (0, 𝑇 ), 𝑟0 > 0 and  ⊂ ℝ𝑑 nonempty open. We say that (𝑇 , 𝑇0, 𝑟0,𝔅,Ω) satisfies the flushing condition
() for  if

∀𝑥0 ∈ Ω, ∀𝑡0 ∈ [𝑇0, 𝑇 ], ∃ 𝑡 ∈ (𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0), ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵(𝑥0, 𝑟0), 𝛷(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥0) ∈ . ()
Remark 1. When the ODE (6) is autonomous, i.e., 𝔅 = 𝔅(𝑥), we can characterize () by any backward trajectories of 𝔅
originating from Ω at time 0 enter the open set . This characterization is discussed in Proposition 1 of Section 2.

We will show that if every backward trajectory of 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) starting from Ω enters the control region within a time that does not
surpass a fixed time barrier, then the cost of null controllability of (1) remains uniformly bounded with respect to 𝜀 when it is
small enough and the control time is sufficiently large. To be more precise, we establish the following theorem.
Theorem 1. Under the following conditions:

(1) Ω ⊂ ℝ𝑑 is a 2 domain, 𝑑 ≥ 1 and 𝜔 ⊂ Ω is a nonempty open subset,
(2) 𝔅 = ∇𝑓 with 𝑓 ∈ 𝑊 2,∞(ℝ𝑑 × (0,∞)),
(3) there exist 𝑇0 ∈ (0, 𝑇 ) and 𝑟0 > 0 such that, (𝑇 , 𝑇0, 𝑟0,𝔅,Ω) satisfies () for 𝜔,
(4) ∀(𝑥, 𝑡) ∈ Γ × (0,∞), 𝜕𝐧𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑡) ≥ 𝑐 for some 𝑐 > 0.

There exists a constant 𝜌0 ≥ 1 depending only on 𝑇0, 𝑟0 and 𝑓 such that, if 𝑇 ≥ 𝜌0𝑇0, there exists a constant 𝐶 > 0 independent
of 𝜀 that satisfies the following estimate:

(𝜀, 𝑇 ,Ω, 𝜔) ⩽ 𝐶, for 𝜀 small enough, (7)
where  is the cost of null controllability of (1).

The proof of Theorem 1 will be in Appendix A. Now, we present an example that illustrate the conditions of Theorem 1.
Example 1. In any dimension 𝑑 ≥ 1, we consider Ω = 𝐵(0, 1), 𝜔 ⊂ Ω an open subset contains 0 and 𝑓 (𝑥) = |𝑥|2

2
for 𝑥 ∈ Ω

and has a compact support in ℝ𝑑 (to obtain 𝑓 ∈ 𝑊 2,∞(ℝ𝑑)). Indeed, in this case 𝐧(𝑥) = 𝑥, then 𝜕𝐧𝑓 (𝑥) = 1 for all |𝑥| = 1 and
for any 𝑥0 ∈ 𝐵(0, 1), the solution of the system:

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝑑
𝑑𝑡

Ψ(𝑡, 0, 𝑥0) = −∇𝑓 (Ψ(𝑡, 0, 𝑥0)) 𝑡 ≥ 0,

Ψ(0, 0, 𝑥0) = 𝑥0

is given by Ψ(𝑡, 0, 𝑥0) = 𝑒−𝑡𝑥0, 𝑡 ≥ 0. Hence
∀𝑥0 ∈ 𝐵(0, 1), ∃𝑡 ∈ (−∞, 0), Φ(𝑡, 0, 𝑥0) = Ψ(−𝑡, 0, 𝑥0) ∈ 𝜔.

Thus, condition (3) of Theorem 1 is satisfied (see Remark 1).
The literature investigates two methods: the spectral approach, illustrated in4, and the Agmon inequalities-based approach,

illustrated in15. Both employ Carleman and dissipation estimates. In this work, we will use the second approach because the
transport term depends on the time variable.
Remark 2. The problem when 𝔅 is not a gradient field is open. We now explain what we can ensure and what remains open:

• A dissipation estimate is satisfied by Agmon inequality for a general transport 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) such that 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) ≥ 0 and
satisfies the flushing condition (). We prove those results in Subsection 4.2.

• The difficulty arises in the proof of Carleman estimate for the solutions of system (4) which leads to observability constant
of the form exp

(

𝐶
𝜀

(

1 + 1
𝑇

))

for a constant 𝐶 > 0 independent of 𝜀 and 𝑇 . Indeed, in the computations of Carleman
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estimate, we find the term (8) in the right-hand side, which is difficult to absorb.
𝜀∫
Γ𝑇

(𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)) exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|∇𝜑|2 d𝜎 d𝑡 + 2∫
Γ𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼)(𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝜑)(𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥))𝜑 d𝜎 d𝑡. (8)

This is the reason why we have imposed on 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) to be a gradient field ∇𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑡), which allows us to transform system
(4) to system (62) without a transport term. A Carleman estimate is proved for the solutions of the new system because it
avoids terms of type (8).The assumption 𝜕𝐧𝑓 ≥ 𝑐 allows us to absorb a boundary term that remains in the right-hand side
of the Carleman estimate.

• In the case of general transport with 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) = 0, a Carleman estimate can be proved (the term (8) is null), but
the flushing condition () is never satisfied by 𝜔 ⊂ Ω, due to 𝜕Ω being a periodic integral curve of 𝔅 that never
reaches 𝜔. Under that hypothesis, we can satisfy the flushing condition () for any trajectory that starts in Ω (but not
in 𝜕Ω), as shown in the following example: 𝑑 = 2, Ω = 𝐵((0, 0), 1), 𝜔 an open subset contains (0, 0) and 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑦) =
(−𝑥+ 𝑦+ 𝑥(𝑥2 + 𝑦2),−𝑥− 𝑦+ 𝑦(𝑥2 + 𝑦2)). Using the Lyapunov function 𝑉 (𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑥2 + 𝑦2, we can show that (0, 0) is not
globally asymptotically stable and its basin of attraction is 𝐵((0, 0), 1), as shown in Figure 1 . In this case, the asymptotic
behavior of the controllability cost is an open problem, even in the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions.

FIGURE 1 Backward trajectories 𝑡 → Φ(𝑡, 0, 𝑥0) starting in Ω enter 𝜔 and those starting in Γ remain in Γ.

The following remark concerns the minimal time for uniform controllability.
Remark 3. The minimal time needed to achieve uniform controllability, i.e.

𝑇𝑀 ∶= min{𝑇 > 0 ∶ there is 𝐶 > 0 such that (𝜀, 𝑇 ,Ω, 𝜔) ≤ 𝐶, for all 𝜀 small enough}
has been studied and several upper and lower estimates have been obtained in the literature. Notably, they have been obtained in
the one-dimensional case with constant transport coefficient and a boundary control in8,13,22 with different methods, and more
recently in18 for space-dependent transport in gradient form. It is important to remark that a formula for 𝑇𝑀 is not known even
in the one dimensional heat equation with constant coefficients, which shows the toughness of the problem. In this paper, no
estimate of the minimal time is provided, as in15 for Dirichlet boundary conditions. Based on our analysis, we simply have
𝑇𝑀 ≤ 𝜌0𝑇0, where 𝑇0 is the optimal time for the flushing condition and the coefficient 𝜌0 depends on the dissipation and
observability constants. The challenge lies in the difficulty of explicitly identifying this coefficient. One might conjecture that
the minimal time for uniform controllability corresponds, up to a factor, to the optimal time required to reach the control region.
However, this conjecture is far from obvious, as it would require thorough analysis to confirm, and it appears challenging to
address.

The second main result of this paper is to show that if there is a backward trajectory of 𝔅 that starts in Ω at time 𝑇 stays in Ω
and does not enter the region 𝜔 during time [0, 𝑇 ], then for a small time control, the control cost explodes exponentially when
the viscosity vanishes. To be more precise, we provide a proof of the following theorem in Appendix B.
Theorem 2. We assume that:

(1) Ω ⊂ ℝ𝑑 is a domain with Lipschitz boundary Γ, 𝑑 ≥ 1 and 𝜔 ⊂ Ω is a nonempty open subset,
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(2) 𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(0, 𝑇 ;𝑊 1,∞(Ω)𝑑),
(3) ∃𝑥0 ∈ Ω such that, for all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇 ], Φ(𝑡, 𝑇 , 𝑥0) ∈ Ω ⧵ 𝜔.

Then there exists a constant 𝐶 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that we have the following estimate:
(𝜀, 𝑇 ,Ω, 𝜔) ≥ exp

(𝐶
𝜀

)

, for 𝜀 small enough, (9)
where  is the cost of the null controllability of (1).

Generally, condition (3) of Theorem 2 holds true, provided that 𝑇 is sufficiently small, using a continuity argument. For
instance:
Example 2. Assume that 𝜔 ⊂⊂ Ω and 𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(Ω× (0,∞))𝑑 . Let 𝑥0 ∈ Ω ⧵𝜔, 𝑟 = dist(𝑥0, 𝜔) and 𝑏 = ‖𝔅‖𝐿∞(Ω×(0,∞)). One has

|

|

Φ(𝑡, 𝑇 , 𝑥0) − 𝑥0|| =
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

𝑡

∫
𝑇

𝔅(Φ(𝑠, 𝑇 , 𝑥0), 𝑠) d𝑠
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

≤ 𝑇 𝑏, for all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇 ].

Taking 𝑇 > 0 such that 0 < 𝑇𝑏 < 𝑟, we obtain Φ(𝑡, 𝑇 , 𝑥0) ∈ 𝐵(𝑥0, 𝑟) ⊂ Ω ⧵ 𝜔.
We can have this property for all 𝑇 > 0, as the following example shows: in 2-D, let 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑦) = (𝑦,−𝑥). In this case, the matrix

associated with the equation (6) is skew-symmetric. As a result, we have |
|

Φ(𝑡, 𝑇 , 𝑥0)|| = |

|

𝑥0|| for any (𝑥0, 𝑡) ∈ ℝ2 ×ℝ, as shown
in Figure 2 :

FIGURE 2 A trajectory of 𝔅 in Ω ⧵ 𝜔.

Remark 4. Theorem 2 is a generalization of4 Theorem 2.8 for a small time control. In fact, the conditions specified in4 Theorem
2.8 lead directly to the realization of condition (3) of Theorem 2 for 𝑇 < ℎ and 𝑥0 ∈ (𝑝𝑙 + 𝑇 , 𝑝𝑙 + ℎ).

In the context of the problem under study, Sergio Guerrero and Gilles Lebeau established analog results in their work, specifi-
cally in15 Theorem 1 and Theorem 3, with a transport flow belonging to𝑊 1,∞(ℝ𝑑×(0,+∞)) and employing Dirichlet conditions.
Jon Asier Bárcena-Petisco, in4 Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.8, demonstrated the same results for the case of the first vector of
the canonical basis of ℝ𝑑 as a velocity and autonomous Robin (or Fourier) conditions. The generalization of these results to a
velocity field expressed as a gradient field belonging to 𝑊 1,∞(Ω)𝑑 was accomplished by10, extending the findings of4 Theorem
2.7 and Theorem 2.8. Additionally, in17 Camille Laurent and Matthieu Léautaud investigated uniform controllability and the
corresponding optimal time for homogeneous Dirichlet conditions on a smooth, connected, compact manifold, while in18 they
considered the analogous scenario for 1-D systems.

Our contribution is to answer the open questions presented in15 Remark 3 and4. The objective then is to study the null
controllability cost of a transport-diffusion equation with Neumann conditions and velocity 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) in the form of a gradient
field also depends on the time variable in the case of uniform controllability. The main difficulty encountered initially was to
establish an Agmon inequality. However, this obstacle has been overcome with the help of estimate (19) while still using the tools
presented in15, which allowed for the problem’s resolution. Subsequently, the second challenge was to establish a new Carleman
estimate, yielding an observability constant of the form 𝑒𝐶∕𝜀. Furthermore, it should be noted that the vector 𝔅 depends on both
𝑥 and 𝑡, which prevents the use of the spectral approach, as is possible in cases4,10. In the proof of Theorem 1, we use a new
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decomposition (see the system introduced in Section 3) of the adjoint system (4) to prove estimates within the control region
and outside, using the uniform Agmon inequality in 𝜀 and the Carleman estimate. In the proof of Theorem 2, we construct a
solution of the adjoint system (4), considering smooth initial data and exploiting Agmon inequality.

From a historical standpoint, the problem under investigation has its roots in the field of controllability problems within
singular limits, which were initially introduced by Jacques-Louis Lions. The articles23 of Antonio López, Xu Zhang, and Enrique
Zuazua and24 of Kim Dang Phung provide an illustration of how the null controllability of the heat equation emerges as a singular
limit from the exact controllability of dissipative wave equations. Subsequently, the specific focus of the study revolves around
the evanescent viscosity limit, which was first introduced by Jean-Michel Coron and Sergio Guerrero in their work8. Initially
explored in the context of 1-D transport equations, this problem was subsequently extended to higher dimensions by Sergio
Guerrero and Gilles Lebeau in their work cited as15. To explore other references related to optimal time of the controllability with
vanishing viscosity limit of the heat equation see13 of Olivier Glass and20,21,22 of Pierre Lissy and the reference therein. For the
motivation behind the problem and other applications, we invite you to refer to the introductions of the mentioned works17,4,10.
The last interesting paper involving parabolic equations, specifically the fourth order equation, is6 of Nicolas Carreño and
Patricio Gúzman.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present several results related to property (). Moving on to Section
3, we examine the existence and uniqueness of both strong and weak solutions for a parabolic system that includes the adjoint
system (4). In Section 4, we will prove some new Agmon inequalities and significant dissipation results and we present a new
Carleman estimate for the adjoint system (4) which will be shown in Appendix C while Appendices A and B are devoted to the
proof of our main results, Theorem 1 and Theorem 2. In the last section, we present a conclusion to this work.

2 SOME PRELIMINARY RESULTS OF FLUSHING CONDITION

In this section, we present two relevant results concerning property (). The first result offers a characterization of this
property specifically in the autonomous case, while the second result introduces a refinement of the regions associated with
this property, which will be used later in our analyses.

The following lemma ensures the existence and uniqueness of differentiable solutions of the ordinary differential equation (6).
Lemma 1. Let 𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(0, 𝑇 ;𝑊 1,∞(ℝ𝑑)𝑑). For all (𝑥0, 𝑡0) ∈ ℝ𝑑 × [0, 𝑇 ], the ordinary differential equation (6) admits a unique
global differentiable solution Φ. Moreover for all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇 ] and all (𝑥0, 𝑡0), (𝑦0, 𝑠0) ∈ ℝ𝑑 × [0, 𝑇 ]

|Φ(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥0) − Φ(𝑡, 𝑠0, 𝑦0)| ≤ exp
(

‖∇𝔅‖𝐿∞(ℝ𝑑×(0,𝑇 ))𝑇
) (

‖𝔅‖𝐿∞(ℝ𝑑×(0,𝑇 ))|𝑡0 − 𝑠0| + |𝑥0 − 𝑦0|
)

. (10)
Proof. For all 𝑡 ∈ (0, 𝑇 ), 𝔅(⋅, 𝑡) ∈ 𝑊 1,∞(ℝ𝑑)𝑑 and ℝ𝑑 (is convex), from5 for scalar-valued functions, we deduce that

|𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) −𝔅(𝑦, 𝑡)| ⩽ ‖∇𝔅(⋅, 𝑡)‖𝐿∞(ℝ𝑑 )|𝑥 − 𝑦|
⩽ ‖∇𝔅‖𝐿∞(ℝ𝑑×(0,𝑇 ))|𝑥 − 𝑦|. (11)

where 𝔅 ∶= (𝔅1,⋯ ,𝔅𝑑) and ‖∇𝔅(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿∞(ℝ𝑑 ) ∶=
∑

1≤𝑖,𝑗≤𝑑
‖𝜕𝑥𝑗𝔅𝑖(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿∞(ℝ𝑑 ). The Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem affirms that for

all (𝑥0, 𝑡0) ∈ ℝ𝑑 × [0, 𝑇 ], (6) has a unique global solution given by

Φ(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥0) = 𝑥0 +

𝑡

∫
𝑡0

𝔅(Φ(𝑠, 𝑡0, 𝑥0), 𝑠) d𝑠, 0 ⩽ 𝑡 ⩽ 𝑇 . (12)

Let (𝑥0, 𝑡0), (𝑦0, 𝑠0) ∈ ℝ𝑑 × [0, 𝑇 ] with 𝑡0 ⩽ 𝑠0, from (11) and (12), we obtain

|

|

Φ(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥0) − Φ(𝑡, 𝑠0, 𝑦0)|| ⩽ |𝑥0 − 𝑦0| + ‖𝔅‖𝐿∞(ℝ𝑑×(0,𝑇 ))|𝑠0 − 𝑡0| + ‖∇𝔅‖𝐿∞(ℝ𝑑×(0,𝑇 ))

max(𝑠0,𝑡)

∫
min(𝑠0,𝑡)

|

|

Φ(𝑠, 𝑡0, 𝑥0) − Φ(𝑠, 𝑠0, 𝑦0)|| d𝑠.

Applying Grönwall’s lemma to this last inequality, we obtain (10).
In the autonomous case, we can characterize condition () as follows.
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Proposition 1. Let  a nonempty open set of ℝ𝑑 and 𝔅 ∈ 𝑊 1,∞(ℝ𝑑)𝑑 .
Assume that

∀𝑥0 ∈ Ω,∃ 𝑡 ∈ (−∞, 0), Φ(𝑡, 0, 𝑥0) ∈ .
Then there exist 𝑇0 > 0 and 𝑟0 > 0 such that, for all 𝑇 > 𝑇0, (𝑇 , 𝑇0, 𝑟0,𝔅,Ω) satisfies condition () for .
Proof. For all 𝑥0 ∈ Ω there exists 𝑡 ∶= 𝑡(𝑥0) ∈ (−∞, 0) such that, Φ(𝑡(𝑥0), 0, 𝑥0) ∈ . By the continuity of the flow, there exists
𝑟 ∶= 𝑟(𝑥0) > 0 such that,

|𝑥 − 𝑥0| ≤ 2𝑟(𝑥0) ⇐⇒ Φ(𝑡(𝑥0), 0, 𝑥) ∈ . (13)
By compactness of Ω, there exist 𝑥10,⋯ , 𝑥𝐼0 ∈ Ω such that, Ω ⊂

⋃

𝑖=1,⋯,𝐼
𝐵(𝑥𝑖0, 𝑟(𝑥

𝑖
0)). We put 0 < 𝑇0 < − min

𝑖=1,⋯,𝐼
𝑡(𝑥𝑖0) and

𝑟0 ∶= min
𝑖=1,⋯,𝐼

𝑟(𝑥𝑖0). From (13), we obtain
∀𝑥0 ∈ Ω,∃ 𝑡 ∈ (−𝑇0, 0), |𝑥 − 𝑥0| ≤ 𝑟0 ⇐⇒ Φ(𝑡, 0, 𝑥) ∈ . (14)

Let 𝑇 > 𝑇0, 𝑥0 ∈ Ω and 𝑡0 ∈ [𝑇0, 𝑇 ]. Since 𝔅 is independent of 𝑡, then
Φ(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥) = Φ(𝑡 − 𝑡0, 0, 𝑥), (𝑥, 𝑡) ∈ ℝ𝑑 ×ℝ. (15)

From (14) and (15), we conclude that (𝑇 , 𝑇0, 𝑟0,𝔅,Ω) satisfies condition () for .
The following proposition guarantees that condition () remains true for small regions.

Proposition 2. Let  ⊂ ℝ𝑑 an open nonempty with bounded boundary and assume that (𝑇 , 𝑇0, 𝑟0,𝔅,Ω) satisfies condition
() for . Then there exists 0 ⊂⊂  an open such that

(

𝑇 , 𝑇0,
𝑟0
2
,𝔅,Ω

)

satisfies condition () for 0.
Proof. For all (𝑥0, 𝑡0) ∈ Ω × [𝑇0, 𝑇 ], there exists 𝑡 ∶= 𝑡(𝑥0, 𝑡0) ∈ (𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0) such that, for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵(𝑥0, 𝑟0) we have
Φ(𝑡(𝑥0, 𝑡0), 𝑡0, 𝑥) ∈ . We set

𝑑(𝑥0, 𝑡0) ∶= dist
({

Φ(𝑡(𝑥0, 𝑡0), 𝑡0, 𝑥) ∶ 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵
(

𝑥0,
𝑟0
2

)}

, 𝜕
)

> 0, (16)
since

{

Φ(𝑡(𝑥0, 𝑡0), 𝑡0, 𝑥) ∶ 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵
(

𝑥0,
𝑟0
2

)}

is a closed thanks to (10) and 𝜕 is a compact. The continuity of the flow in (10),
asserts that it exists 𝑟 ∶= 𝑟(𝑥0, 𝑡0) > 0 such that, for all |𝑠 − 𝑡0| < 𝑟(𝑥0, 𝑡0), we have

∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵(𝑥0, 𝑟0), |Φ(𝑡(𝑥0, 𝑡0), 𝑠, 𝑥) − Φ(𝑡(𝑥0, 𝑡0), 𝑡0, 𝑥)| ≤
𝑑(𝑥0, 𝑡0)

2
. (17)

We then consider 𝑥0,𝑡0 the set of couples (𝑥, 𝑡) satisfying
𝑥 ∈ 𝐵

(

𝑥0,
𝑟0
2

)

, 𝑡 − 𝑇0 < 𝑡(𝑥0, 𝑡0) < 𝑡 and 𝑡 ∈ (𝑡0 − 𝑟(𝑥0, 𝑡0), 𝑡0 + 𝑟(𝑥0, 𝑡0)).

Since 𝑥0,𝑡0 is on open containing (𝑥0, 𝑡0) and Ω × [𝑇0, 𝑇 ] is compact, then it admits a finite covering by 𝑥𝑖0,𝑡
𝑖
0
, 𝑖 = 1,⋯ , 𝐼 .

Taking 𝑑0 = min
𝑖=1,⋯,𝐼

𝑑(𝑥𝑖0, 𝑡
𝑖
0) and using (16) and (17), we can show that

(

𝑇 , 𝑇0,
𝑟0
2
,𝔅,Ω

)

satisfies condition () for all open
0 such that

{

𝑥 ∈  ∶ dist(𝑥, 𝜕) ≥ 𝑑0
2

}

⊂ 0.

3 WELLPOSEDNESS AND RESULTS OF A PARABOLIC EQUATION INCLUDING
ADJOINT SYSTEM

In this section, we will establish the well-posedness and regularity properties of solutions for the following backward, inhomo-
geneous linear transport-diffusion equation, accompanied by mixed boundary conditions Dirichlet and non-autonomous Robin
conditions:

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜕𝑡𝜑 + 𝜀Δ𝜑 + ∇ ⋅ (𝜑𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)) = 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑡) in  × (𝑡1, 𝑡2),
(𝜀∇𝜑 + 𝜑𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)1Γ(𝑥) + 𝜑1Γ0

(𝑥) = 0 on 𝜕 × (𝑡1, 𝑡2),
𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡2) = 𝐺(𝑥) in  ,

(18)
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where 0 ⩽ 𝑡1 < 𝑡2 ⩽ 𝑇 , and Ω0 ⊂⊂ Ω a regular open,  ∶= Ω⧵Ω0, Γ = 𝜕Ω, Γ0 ∶= 𝜕Ω0, 𝐹 ∈ 𝐿2( ×(𝑡1, 𝑡2)) and𝐺 ∈ 𝐿2( ).
The figure 3 illustrates the geometric domains.

Notation. In the following, (Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝐹 , 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅) will refer to system (18). Note that in case Ω0 = ∅, system

FIGURE 3 Representation of  .

(∅, 0, 𝑇 , 0, 𝜑𝑇 , 𝜀,𝔅) is the adjoint system (4).

3.1 Notations and function spaces
Let Ω ⊂ ℝ𝑑 , 𝑑 ≥ 1 a domain with Lipschitz boundary Γ, 𝐿2(Ω) and 𝐿2(Γ) are the classical Hilbert spaces over ℝ with respect
to the Lebesgue measure d𝑥 on Ω and the (𝑑 − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure d𝜎 on Γ, and (⋅, ⋅) is the canonical scalar
product of 𝐿2(Ω). We consider 𝐻1(Ω) and 𝑊 𝑘,∞(Ω), 𝑘 = 1, 2 the usual 𝐿2 and 𝐿∞-based Sobolev spaces over Ω, respectively,
and𝐷(Ω) the space of the test functions on Ω. We recall that there exists a unique linear bounded operator 𝛾0 ∶ 𝐻1(Ω) ←→ 𝐿2(Γ)
such that 𝛾0(𝑢) = 𝑢

|Γ
(the restriction of 𝑢 on Γ) if 𝑢 ∈ 𝐻1(Ω) ∩ (Ω), see2. The quantity 𝛾0(𝑢) is called the trace of 𝑢 and one

can also use the notation 𝑢
|Γ

for 𝑢 ∈ 𝐻1(Ω) (to simplify, we note 𝑢 instead of 𝑢
|Γ

). In the sequel, we will employ the following
𝐻1(Ω)−trace estimate:

∫
Γ

|𝑢|2𝑑𝜎 ⩽ 𝐶‖𝑢‖𝐻1(Ω)‖𝑢‖𝐿2(Ω), (19)

where 𝐶 > 0 depending only on Ω. For the proof of the inequality (19), we refer to14 Theorem. 1.5.1.10.
For any Ω0 ⊂⊂ Ω a regular open, we set  = Ω ⧵ Ω0, 𝑇 =  × (0, 𝑇 ), Γ0 = 𝜕Ω0, Γ = 𝜕Ω and we introduce 𝐻1

Γ0
( ) the

space of all those functions in 𝐻1( ) whose trace vanishes on Γ0:

𝐻1
Γ0
( ) ∶=

{

{

𝑢 ∈ 𝐻1( ) ∶ 𝑢 = 0 on Γ0
}

, if Ω0 ≠ ∅,
𝐻1(Ω), if Ω0 = ∅.

We will keep this space the induced norm of 𝐻1( ). We note by 𝐻1
Γ0
( )′ the dual of 𝐻1

Γ0
( ) and the product duality is

denoted by ⟨⋅, ⋅⟩𝐻1
Γ0
( )′,𝐻1

Γ0
( ). Clearly 𝐻1

Γ0
( ) is dense in 𝐿2( ), as usual we can identify 𝐿2( ) with a dense subspace of

𝐻1
Γ0
( )′. Here, we use the following weak definition of normal derivative. Let 𝑢 ∈ 𝐻1

Γ0
( ) which satisfies Δ𝑢 ∈ 𝐿2( ) and

for ℎ ∈ 𝐿2(Γ) we can define the equality 𝜕𝐧𝑢|Γ ∶= ℎ in a weak sense by

∫


Δ𝑢 𝑣 d𝑥 + ∫


∇𝑢 ⋅ ∇𝑣 d𝑥 = ∫
Γ

ℎ 𝑣 d𝜎 ∀𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1
Γ0
( ). (20)

In this case, the function ℎ ∈ 𝐿2(Γ) verifying (20) is unique, for further details, see27. This means that we define the normal
derivative 𝜕𝐧𝑢|Γ of 𝑢 on Γ by the validity of Green’s formula.
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3.2 Weak solutions of system (Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝐹 , 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅)
The Lions’ theorem9,26 provides a significant framework for establishing the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions for
(Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝐹 , 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅). Considering

�̂�(⋅, 𝑡) = 𝜑(⋅, 𝑡2 − 𝑡), 𝐹 (⋅, 𝑡) = −𝐹 (⋅, 𝑡2 − 𝑡), �̂�(⋅, 𝑡) = −𝔅(⋅, 𝑡2 − 𝑡) and 𝜏 = 𝑡2 − 𝑡1. (21)
Then 𝜑 is a solution of (Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝐹 , 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅) if and only if �̂� is a solution of the following forward system:

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜕𝑡�̂� − 𝜀Δ�̂� + ∇ ⋅ (�̂��̂�(𝑥, 𝑡)) = 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑡) in  × (0, 𝜏),
(𝜀∇�̂� − �̂��̂�(𝑥, 𝑡)) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)1Γ(𝑥) + �̂�1Γ0

(𝑥) = 0 on 𝜕 × (0, 𝜏),
�̂�(𝑥, 0) = 𝐺(𝑥) in  .

(22)

Let us consider the bilinear form defined on [0, 𝜏] ×𝐻1
Γ0
( ) ×𝐻1

Γ0
( ) by

𝔞𝑤(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) ∶= 𝜀∫


∇𝑢 ⋅ ∇𝑣 d𝑥 − ∫


𝑢�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑣 d𝑥. (23)

Definition 4. Let 𝐹 ∈ 𝐿2(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐻1
Γ0
( )′) and 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿2( ). A weak solution of (18) is a function 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿2(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐻1

Γ0
( )) ∩

𝐻1(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐻1
Γ0
( )′) such that

−

𝑡2

∫
𝑡1

(𝑢(𝑡), 𝑣′(𝑡)) d𝑡 −

𝑡2

∫
𝑡1

𝔞𝑤(𝑡2 − 𝑡, 𝑢(𝑡), 𝑣(𝑡)) d𝑡 =

𝑡2

∫
𝑡1

⟨𝐹 (⋅, 𝑡), 𝑣(𝑡)⟩𝐻1
Γ0
( )′,𝐻1

Γ0
( ) d𝑡 − (𝐺, 𝑣(𝑡2)), (24)

for all 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐿2( )) ∩ 𝐿2(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐻1
Γ0
( )) such that 𝑣(𝑡1) = 0.

Proposition 3. Let 𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝑇 )𝑑 , then for all 0 ⩽ 𝑡1 < 𝑡2 ⩽ 𝑇 , system (22), and hence system (Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝐹 , 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅)
has a unique weak solution. Moreover there exists a constant 𝐶 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that, the weak solution of
(Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝐹 , 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅) verifies

‖𝜑‖([𝑡1,𝑡2];𝐿2( )) +
√

𝜀‖𝜑‖𝐿2(𝑡1,𝑡2;𝐻1( )) ⩽ 𝐶 exp
(

𝐶(𝑡2 − 𝑡1)𝐶(𝜀,𝔅)
) (

‖𝐹‖𝐿2(𝑡1,𝑡2;𝐿2( )) + ‖𝐺‖𝐿2( )
)

, (25)
where 𝐶(𝜀,𝔅) ∶=

‖𝔅‖

2
𝐿∞(𝑇 )

𝜀
+ 𝜀 + 1.

Proof. To prove the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution of system (22), we apply Lions’ theorem, so it suffices to prove
that the form 𝔞𝑤 defined in (23) satisfies:

• 𝑡 ←→ 𝔞𝑤(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) is measurable for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1
Γ0
( );

• 𝔞𝑤 is 𝐻1
Γ0
( )-bounded;

• 𝔞𝑤 is quasi-coercive; i.e., there exist 𝛼 > 0 and 𝜅 ≥ 0 such that
𝔞𝑤(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑢) + 𝜅‖𝑢‖𝐿2( ) ≥ 𝛼‖𝑢‖2𝐻1( ), for all (𝑢, 𝑡) ∈ 𝐻1

Γ0
( ) × [0, 𝜏]. (26)

Using the boundedness of𝔅, we obtain (𝑥, 𝑡) ←→ 𝜀∇𝑢(𝑥)⋅∇𝑣(𝑥)−𝑢�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡)⋅∇𝑣(𝑥) is integrable on ×[0, 𝑇 ] for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1( ),
then, in particular from Fubini’s theorem, we obtain 𝑡 ←→ 𝔞𝑤(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) is measurable for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1

Γ0
( ). On the other hand

|𝔞𝑤(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣)| ⩽ 𝜀‖∇𝑢‖𝐿2( )‖∇𝑣‖𝐿2( ) + ‖𝔅‖𝐿∞(𝑇 )‖𝑢‖𝐿2( )‖∇𝑣‖𝐿2( )

⩽
(

𝜀 + ‖𝔅‖𝐿∞(𝑇 )
)

‖𝑢‖𝐻1( )‖𝑣‖𝐻1( ).

Hence, the form 𝔞𝑤 is 𝐻1
Γ0
( )-bounded. We claim that 𝔞𝑤 is quasi-coercive. By Hölder’s inequality, we get

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

∫


𝑢�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑢 d𝑥
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

⩽ ‖𝔅‖𝐿∞(𝑇 )‖𝑢‖𝐿2( )‖∇𝑢‖𝐿2( )

⩽ 𝜀
2
‖∇𝑢‖2𝐿2( ) +

‖𝔅‖

2
𝐿∞(𝑇 )

2𝜀
‖𝑢‖2𝐿2( ).
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Then
𝔞𝑤(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑢) ≥

𝜀
2
‖𝑢‖2𝐻1( ) −

(

𝜀
2
+

‖𝔅‖

2
𝐿∞(𝑇 )

2𝜀

)

‖𝑢‖2𝐿2( ).

Lions’ theorem and26 Proposition III.2.1 yield the result that (22) has a unique weak solution. Consequently system (18) also
admits a unique weak solution.

Let 𝜑 the unique weak solution of (18). From26 Proposition III.1.2, we have ‖𝜑(⋅)‖2𝐿2( ) is absolutely continuous on [0, 𝑇 ]
and the following standard energy identity is satisfied.

1
2

d
d𝑡
‖𝜑‖2𝐿2( ) = ⟨𝜕𝑡𝜑,𝜑⟩𝐻1

Γ0
( )′,𝐻1

Γ0
( ) 𝑎.𝑒 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇 ]. (27)

Using (27) and integrating by parts, we obtain
−1
2
𝑑
d𝑡 ∫



|𝜑|2 d𝑥 + 𝜀∫


|∇𝜑|2 d𝑥 = −∫


𝜑𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝜑 d𝑥 − ∫


𝐹𝜑 d𝑥

⩽ ‖𝔅‖𝐿∞(𝑇 )‖𝜑‖𝐿2( )‖∇𝜑‖𝐿2( ) − ∫


𝐹𝜑 d𝑥.

By Young’s inequality, we get

−1
2
𝑑
d𝑡 ∫



|𝜑|2 d𝑥 + 𝜀∫


|∇𝜑|2 d𝑥 ⩽
‖𝔅‖

2
𝐿∞(𝑇 )

‖𝜑‖2𝐿2( )

2𝜀
+ 𝜀

2
‖∇𝜑‖2𝐿2( ) − ∫



𝐹𝜑 d𝑥.

Adding 𝜀
2
‖𝜑‖2𝐿2( ) in both side and by Young’s inequality, we deduce that

−1
2
𝑑
d𝑡 ∫



|𝜑|2 d𝑥 + 𝜀
2
‖𝜑‖2𝐻1( ) ⩽

𝐶(𝜀,𝔅)
2

‖𝜑‖2𝐿2( ) +
1
2 ∫



|𝐹 |2 d𝑥,

where 𝐶(𝜀,𝔅) ∶=
‖𝔅‖

2
𝐿∞(𝑇 )

𝜀
+ 𝜀 + 1. Integrating this inequality in [𝑡, 𝑡2], we obtain

∫


|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 + 𝜀‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝑡,𝑡2;𝐻1( )) ⩽ 𝐶(𝜀,𝔅)

𝑡2

∫
𝑡

∫


|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑠)|2 d𝑥 d𝑠 +
(

‖𝐹‖2𝐿2(𝑡1,𝑡2;𝐿2( )) + ‖𝐺‖2𝐿2( )

)

.

The Grönwall’s lemma gives the desired result.
The following result gives an important estimate of the solutions of system (Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝐹 , 0, 𝜀,𝔅) for a particular source term

𝐹 .
Proposition 4. Let 𝑓0 ∈ 𝐿2(0, 𝑇 ;𝐿2( )), 𝑓1,⋯ , 𝑓𝑑 ∈ 𝐿2(0, 𝑇 ;𝐻1

0 ( )), 𝐹 = 𝑓0 + 𝜀
𝑑
∑

𝑖=1
𝜕𝑥𝑖𝑓𝑖, 𝜀 ∈ (0, 1) and assume that

𝔅 ∈ 𝑊 1,∞(𝑇 )𝑑 such that 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) ≥ 0 on Γ𝑇 . There exists 𝐶 > 0 depending on 𝔅, 𝑇 , 𝑑 and Ω such that, for any
0 ⩽ 𝑡1 < 𝑡2 ⩽ 𝑇 and any 𝜀 ∈ (0, 1), the weak solution 𝜑 of (Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝐹 , 0, 𝜀,𝔅) satisfies

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡1)‖2𝐿2( ) ⩽ 𝐶
𝑑
∑

𝑖=0
‖𝑓𝑖‖

2
𝐿2(𝑡1,𝑡2;𝐿2( )).

Proof. Using the energy identity (27), 𝜀𝜕𝐧𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)+𝜑𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)⋅𝐧(𝑥) = 0 on Γ𝑇 ,𝜑(⋅, 𝑡) = 0 on Γ0 and integration by parts, we obtain
1
2
𝑑
𝑑𝑡

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2( ) = 𝜀∫


|∇𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 − 1
2 ∫



∇ ⋅𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥

+1
2 ∫

Γ

|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) d𝑥 + ∫


𝑓0(𝑥, 𝑡)𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) d𝑥 + 𝜀
𝑑
∑

𝑖=1
∫


𝜕𝑥𝑖𝑓𝑖(𝑥, 𝑡)𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) d𝑥. (28)

On the other hand, since 𝑓𝑖(⋅, 𝑡) ∈ 𝐻1
0 ( ) for 𝑖 = 1,⋯ , 𝑑, by integration by parts, we have

∫


𝜕𝑥𝑖𝑓𝑖(𝑥, 𝑡)𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) d𝑥 = −∫


𝑓𝑖(𝑥, 𝑡)𝜕𝑥𝑖𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) d𝑥.
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Thus, by Cauchy-Schwarz and Hölder inequalities, we get

𝜀

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

∫


𝜕𝑥𝑖𝑓𝑖(𝑥, 𝑡)𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) d𝑥
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

⩽ 𝜀
2𝑑

‖∇𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2( ) +
𝑑
2
‖𝑓𝑖(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2( ) (29)

and
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

∫


𝑓0(𝑥, 𝑡)𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) d𝑥
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

⩽ 𝑑
2
‖𝑓0(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2( ) +

1
2
‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2( ). (30)

Using (28)-(30) and 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) ≥ 0 on Γ𝑇 , we obtain
1
2
𝑑
𝑑𝑡

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2( ) ≥
𝜀
2 ∫



|∇𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 − 𝑑
2

𝑑
∑

𝑖=0
‖𝑓𝑖(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2( ) − 𝐶‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖

2
𝐿2( )

≥ −𝑑
2

𝑑
∑

𝑖=0
‖𝑓𝑖(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2( ) − 𝐶‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖

2
𝐿2( ), (31)

where 𝐶 ∶= ‖∇ ⋅𝔅‖𝐿∞(𝑇 ) + 1. Integrating (31) in (𝑡, 𝑡2) for 𝑡1 ⩽ 𝑡 < 𝑡2, we have

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2( ) ⩽ 𝑑
𝑑
∑

𝑖=0

𝑡2

∫
𝑡

‖𝑓𝑖(⋅, 𝑠)‖2𝐿2( ) d𝑠 + 2𝐶

𝑡2

∫
𝑡

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑠)‖2𝐿2( ) d𝑠.

Applying Grönwall’s lemma, we obtain the desired result.

3.3 Strong solutions of system (Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝐹 , 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅)
The existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for system (18) is derived mainly from the reference1. In this section, we will
assume that 𝔅 ∈ 𝑊 1,∞(𝑇 )𝑑 , allowing us to write (18) and (22) respectively as follows:

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜕𝑡𝜑 + 𝜀Δ𝜑 +𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝜑 + (∇ ⋅𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡))𝜑 = 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑡) in  × (𝑡1, 𝑡2),
(𝜀∇𝜑 + 𝜑𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)1Γ(𝑥) + 𝜑1Γ0

(𝑥) = 0 on 𝜕 × (𝑡1, 𝑡2),
𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡2) = 𝐺(𝑥) in 

(32)

and
⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜕𝑡�̂� − 𝜀Δ�̂� + �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇�̂� + (∇ ⋅ �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡))�̂� = 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑡) in  × (0, 𝜏),
(𝜀∇�̂� − �̂��̂�(𝑥, 𝑡)) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)1Γ(𝑥) + �̂�1Γ0

(𝑥) = 0 on 𝜕 × (0, 𝜏),
�̂�(𝑥, 0) = 𝐺(𝑥) in  .

(33)

We consider the bilinear form defined on [0, 𝜏] ×𝐻1
Γ0
( ) ×𝐻1

Γ0
( ) by

𝔞(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) ∶= 𝜀∫


∇𝑢 ⋅ ∇𝑣 d𝑥 − ∫
Γ

(�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥))𝑢 𝑣 d𝜎 + ∫


(�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝑣 d𝑥 + ∫


(∇ ⋅ �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡))𝑢 𝑣 d𝑥

and the following maximal regularity space
𝑀𝑅𝔞(𝑡1, 𝑡2) ∶=

{

𝑢 ∈ 𝐻1(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐿2( )) ∩ 𝐿2(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐻1
Γ0
( )) ∶ (⋅)𝑢(⋅) ∈ 𝐿2(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐿2( ))

}

,

where (𝑡) ∈ 
(

𝐻1
Γ0
( ),𝐻1

Γ0
( )′

)

is the operator associated with 𝔞(𝑡, ⋅, ⋅) and defined by
⟨(𝑡)𝑢, 𝑣⟩𝐻1

Γ0
( )′,𝐻1

Γ0
( ) ∶= 𝔞(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣).

It is a Hilbert space for the norm ‖ ⋅ ‖𝑀𝑅𝔞(𝑡1,𝑡2) defined by
‖𝑢‖𝑀𝑅𝔞(𝑡1,𝑡2) ∶=

(

‖𝑢‖2𝐿2(𝑡1,𝑡2;𝐻1( )) + ‖𝜕𝑡𝑢‖
2
𝐿2(𝑡1,𝑡2;𝐿2( )) + ‖(⋅)𝑢(⋅)‖2𝐿2(𝑡1,𝑡2;𝐿2( ))

)1∕2
.

We have the following important result:
Proposition 5. The space 𝑀𝑅𝔞(𝑡1, 𝑡2) embeds continuously into 

(

[𝑡1, 𝑡2];𝐻1
Γ0
( )

)

.
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Proof. For more details, we refer to1 Corollary 3.3.
For all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜏], we define the operators 𝐴1(𝑡) and 𝐴2(𝑡) by

𝐷(𝐴1(𝑡)) ∶=
{

𝑢 ∈ 𝐻1
Γ0
( ) ∶ Δ𝑢 ∈ 𝐿2( ), 𝜀𝜕𝐧𝑢|Γ − �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)𝑢|Γ = 0

}

,

𝐷(𝐴2(𝑡)) ∶= 𝐻1
Γ0
( )

and for all (𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ 𝐷(𝐴1(𝑡)) ×𝐷(𝐴2(𝑡))

𝐴1(𝑡)𝑢 ∶= −𝜀Δ𝑢 and 𝐴2(𝑡)𝑣 ∶= �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑣 + (∇ ⋅ �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡))𝑣.

System (33) can be written equivalently as a Cauchy initial valued problem
{

𝑌 ′ + 𝐴(𝑡)𝑌 = 𝐹 (⋅, 𝑡) 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜏],
𝑌 (0) = 𝐺,

(34)

where 𝐴(𝑡) = 𝐴1(𝑡) + 𝐴2(𝑡), 𝐷(𝐴(𝑡)) = 𝐷(𝐴1(𝑡)) and 𝑌 (𝑡) = �̂�(⋅, 𝑡). We start with the definition of a strong solution of (32).
Definition 5. Let 𝐹 ∈ 𝐿2(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐿2( )) and 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿2( ). A strong solution of (18) is a function 𝜑 ∈ 𝑀𝑅𝔞(𝑡1, 𝑡2) fulfilling
(32)1 in 𝐿2(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐿2( )), (32)2 in 𝐿2(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐿2(𝜕 )) and (32)3, where (32)𝑗 is the j-th equation in system (32).

Now we are in position to establish the following existence, uniqueness and regularity results.
Proposition 6. Let 𝔅 ∈ 𝑊 1,∞(𝑇 )𝑑 , 𝐹 ∈ 𝐿2(𝑡1, 𝑡2;𝐿2( )) and 𝐺 ∈ 𝐻1

Γ0
( ). Then the Cauchy problem (34), and hence

system (18) has a unique strong solution 𝜑 ∈ 𝑀𝑅𝔞(𝑡1, 𝑡2). Moreover, 𝜑 ∈ ([𝑡1, 𝑡2];𝐿2( )) and there exists a constant 𝐶 ∶=
𝐶(𝑇 , 𝜀) > 0 such that

‖𝜑‖𝑀𝑅𝔞(𝑡1,𝑡2) ⩽ 𝐶
(

‖𝐹‖𝐿2(𝑡1,𝑡2;𝐿2( )) + ‖𝐺‖𝐻1( )
)

. (35)
Proof. To prove the existence and uniqueness of a strong solution of (1), we apply Theorem 4.2 and Remark 4.6 of1, so we
consider the bilinear forms defined on [0, 𝜏] ×𝐻1

Γ0
( ) ×𝐻1

Γ0
( ) by

𝔞1(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) ∶= 𝜀∫


∇𝑢 ⋅ ∇𝑣 d𝑥 − ∫
Γ

(�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥))𝑢 𝑣 d𝜎,

𝔞2(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) ∶= ∫


(�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑢)𝑣 d𝑥 + ∫


(∇ ⋅ �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡))𝑢 𝑣 d𝑥.

Clearly, we have
𝔞1(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) + 𝔞2(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) = 𝔞(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣)

and we claim that, 𝔞1 and 𝔞2 satisfies the conditions:
• |𝔞1(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣)| ≤𝑀1‖𝑢‖𝐻1( )‖𝑣‖𝐻1( ), for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1

Γ0
( ) and all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜏];

• 𝔞1 is quasi-coercive, see (26);
• 𝔞1 satisfies the square root property; i.e., 𝑅 (

𝐴1(𝑡)−1∕2
)

= 𝐻1
Γ0
( );

• 𝔞1 is Lipschitz-continuous; i.e., there exists a constant 𝐶1 ≥ 0 such that, for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1
Γ0
( ) and all 𝑠, 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜏],

|𝔞1(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) − 𝔞1(𝑠, 𝑢, 𝑣)| ≤ 𝐶1|𝑡 − 𝑠|‖𝑢‖𝐻1( )‖𝑣‖𝐻1( );

• |𝔞2(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣)| ≤𝑀2‖𝑢‖𝐻1( )‖𝑣‖𝐿2( ) for all (𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ 𝐻1
Γ0
( ) × 𝐿2( ) and all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜏];

• 𝑡 ←→ 𝔞2(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) is measurable for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1
Γ0
( ).

By the boundedness of 𝔅 and the continuity of the trace operator, the form 𝔞1 is 𝐻1( )-bounded. Since 𝔞1 is symmetric, then
it satisfies the square root property, see16. Using 𝑢 = 0 on Γ0, the trace estimate (19) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

∫
Γ

(�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥))|𝑢|2 d𝜎
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

≤ 𝜀
2
‖∇𝑢‖2𝐿2( ) +

𝐶
𝜀
‖𝑢‖2𝐿2( ).
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Hence 𝔞1 is quasi-coercive. By the Lipschitz continuous of 𝔅, the form 𝔞1 is also Lipschitz continuous. The boundedness of 𝔅
implies the form 𝔞2 ∶ 𝐻1

Γ0
( ) ×𝐿2( ) ←→ ℝ is bounded for all fixed 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜏]. We also have that 𝑡 ←→ 𝔞2(𝑡, 𝑢, 𝑣) is measurable

for all 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1
Γ0
( ) as for the form 𝔞𝑤 above.

Consequently,1 Theorem 4.2 and Remark 4.6 implies that the Cauchy problem
{

𝑌 ′ +(𝑡)𝑌 = 𝐹 (⋅, 𝑡) 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜏],
𝑌 (0) = 𝐺,

(36)

has a unique strong solution 𝑌 ∈𝑀𝑅𝔞(0, 𝜏). Furthermore
‖𝑌 ‖𝑀𝑅𝔞(0,𝜏) ⩽ 𝐶

(

‖𝐹‖𝐿2(0,𝜏;𝐿2( )) + ‖𝐺‖𝐻1( )
)

. (37)
Let us then show that (34) has a unique strong solution 𝑌 ∈ 𝑀𝑅𝔞(0, 𝜏). That is, we will show if 𝑌 ∈ 𝑀𝑅𝔞(0, 𝜏) the strong
solution of (36), then 𝑌 (𝑡) ∈ 𝐷(𝐴(𝑡)) and 𝐴(𝑡)(𝑌 (𝑡)) = (𝑡)(𝑌 (𝑡)) for all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜏].
For all 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1

Γ0
( ), the strong solution of (36) satisfies

∫


𝑌 ′(𝑡)𝑣 d𝑥 + ∫


(𝑡)𝑌 (𝑡)𝑣 d𝑥 = ∫


𝐹𝑣 d𝑥.

Then,

∫


𝑌 ′(𝑡)𝑣 d𝑥 + 𝜀∫


∇𝑌 (𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑣 d𝑥 − ∫
Γ

�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)𝑌 (𝑡)𝑣 d𝜎 (38)

+∫


(�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑌 (𝑡))𝑣 d𝑥 + ∫


∇ ⋅ �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡)𝑌 (𝑡)𝑣 d𝑥 = ∫


𝐹𝑣 d𝑥.

In particular for all 𝑣 ∈ ( ), we obtain

∫


[

𝑌 ′(𝑡) + �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑌 (𝑡) + ∇ ⋅ �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡)𝑌 (𝑡) − 𝐹
]

𝑣 d𝑥 = −𝜀∫


∇𝑌 (𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑣 d𝑥,

for all 𝑣 ∈ 𝐷( ), therefore Δ𝑌 (𝑡) ∈ 𝐿2( ) and
𝑌 ′(𝑡) = 𝜀Δ𝑌 (𝑡) − �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑌 (𝑡) − ∇ ⋅ �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡)𝑌 (𝑡) + 𝐹 . (39)

Substituting (39) into (38) gives
∀𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1

Γ0
( ), 𝜀∫



Δ𝑌 (𝑡)𝑣 d𝑥 + 𝜀∫


∇𝑌 (𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝑣 d𝑥 = ∫
Γ

�̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)𝑌 (𝑡)𝑣 d𝜎.

Then 𝜕𝐧𝑌 (𝑡)|Γ ∈ 𝐿2(Γ) and 𝜀𝜕𝐧𝑌 (𝑡)|Γ = �̂�(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)𝑌 (𝑡)|Γ. Consequently 𝑌 (𝑡) ∈ 𝐷(𝐴(𝑡)). By a simple integration by parts,
we have

(𝐴(𝑡)(𝑌 (𝑡)), 𝑣) = 𝔞(𝑡, 𝑌 (𝑡), 𝑣),

for all 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻1
Γ0
( ), then 𝐴(𝑡)(𝑌 (𝑡)) = (𝑡)(𝑌 (𝑡)). Finally, the Cauchy problem (34), and hence system (18) has a unique strong

solution 𝜑 ∈𝑀𝑅𝔞(𝑡1, 𝑡2). From Proposition 5 and (37), we obtain 𝜑 ∈ ([𝑡1, 𝑡2];𝐻1
Γ0
( )) and (35).

Remark 5. Propositions 3 and 6 are valid if Ω0 = ∅.

4 AGMON INEQUALITIES, DISSIPATION RESULTS AND CARLEMAN ESTIMATE

In this section, we present important estimates that are key to proving essential results.

4.1 Agmon inequalities
In this subsection, we wil present some technical results and we will prove some new Agmon inequalities which will be the key
to establish very interesting dissipativity estimates.
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Let us start with the following notation, which will be useful in what follows :
Notation. Let 0 ⩽ 𝑡1 ⩽ 𝑡2 ⩽ 𝑇 and 𝑥0 ∈ ℝ𝑑 . For 𝑟 > 0, we note 𝑟(𝑡1, 𝑡2, 𝑥0) the union of trajectories starting at 𝑡2 in the ball
𝐵(𝑥0, 𝑟):

𝑟(𝑥0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2) =
{

(Φ(𝑡, 𝑡2, 𝑦), 𝑡) ∶ 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵(𝑥0, 𝑟) and 𝑡 ∈ [𝑡1, 𝑡2]
}

,

where 𝑡 ←→ Φ(𝑡, ⋅, ⋅) are the trajectories of ordinary equation (6).
The following Lemma asserts the existence of a Lipschitz function that verifies certain conditions associated with the trajec-

tories of vector 𝔅, the construction of this function is based on the change of coordinates by the trajectories of the vector field
𝔅 and the use of radial functions. For more details, see15 Section 2.2.
Lemma 2. Let 𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(0, 𝑇 ;𝑊 1,∞(ℝ𝑑)𝑑), then for all 0 ⩽ 𝑡1 ⩽ 𝑡2 ⩽ 𝑇 , 𝑥0 ∈ ℝ𝑑 and all 𝑟 > 0 there exists a nonnegative
Lipschitz function 𝜃 on ℝ𝑑 × [𝑡1, 𝑡2] such that

𝜕𝑡𝜃 − |∇𝜃|2 +𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝜃 ≥ 0 a.e in ℝ𝑑 × [𝑡1, 𝑡2],
𝜃(𝑥, 𝑡) = 0 ∀(𝑥, 𝑡) ∈ 𝑟(𝑥0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2),
𝜃(𝑥, 𝑡) ≥ 𝑐0𝑟

2 ∀(𝑥, 𝑡) ∉ 2𝑟(𝑥0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2),

where 𝑐0 > 0 depends only on 𝑡2 − 𝑡1 and
𝑡2

∫
𝑡1

‖∇𝔅(⋅, 𝑠)‖∞ d𝑠.

Now we are ready to present and prove some Agmon inequalities.
Proposition 7. Let Ω be a domain with Lipschitz boundary Γ, 𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(0, 𝑇 ;𝑊 1,∞(Ω)𝑑) and let 𝜃 be a Lipschitz function on
Ω × [0, 𝑇 ] such that

𝜕𝑡𝜃 − |∇𝜃|2 +𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝜃 ≥ 0, a.e in Ω × [0, 𝑇 ].
Then, we have the following estimates:

(1) There exists a constant 𝐶 > 0 (independent of 𝜀) such that, for all 𝜀 ∈ (0, 1) and any solution 𝜑 of system
(Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 0, 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅) with data 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿2( ), the following Agmon-type inequality holds true for all 𝑡 ∈ [𝑡1, 𝑡2],

exp
(

−𝐶
𝜀
(𝑡2 − 𝑡)

)

∫


|𝜓(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 + 𝜀

𝑡2

∫
𝑡

∫


exp
(

−𝐶
𝜀
(𝑡2 − 𝑠)

)

|∇𝜓(𝑥, 𝑠)|2 d𝑥 d𝑠 ≤ ∫


|𝜓(𝑥, 𝑡2)|2 d𝑥, (40)

where 𝜓 = exp
(

𝜃
𝜀

)

𝜑 and  = Ω ⧵Ω0.

(2) If moreover, 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) ≥ 0 on Γ𝑇 , then

exp
(

−𝐶𝔅(𝑡2 − 𝑡)
)

∫


|𝜓(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 + 2𝜀

𝑡2

∫
𝑡

∫


exp
(

−𝐶𝔅(𝑡2 − 𝑠)
)

|∇𝜓(𝑥, 𝑠)|2 d𝑥 d𝑠 ≤ ∫


|𝜓(𝑥, 𝑡2)|2 d𝑥, (41)

where 𝐶𝔅 ∶= ‖∇ ⋅𝔅‖𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 ).

Proof. For all 𝑡 ∈ [𝑡1, 𝑡2], we consider the energy 𝐸(𝑡) ∶= 1
2 ∫



|𝜓(𝑥, 𝑡)|2𝑑𝑥. By several integrations by parts, one has

𝐸′(𝑡) = 1
𝜀 ∫



(

𝜕𝑡𝜃 − |∇𝜃|2+𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝜃
)

|𝜓|2 d𝑥 + 𝜀∫


|∇𝜓|2 d𝑥

−1
2 ∫



∇ ⋅𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)|𝜓|2 d𝑥 + 1
2 ∫

Γ

𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥)|𝜓|2 d𝜎. (42)

(1) By the hypothesis verified by the function 𝜃, we have
𝐸′(𝑡) ≥ 𝜀∫



|∇𝜓|2 d𝑥 − ‖∇ ⋅𝔅‖𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 )𝐸(𝑡) −
‖𝔅‖𝐿∞(Γ𝑇 )

2 ∫
Γ

|𝜓|2 d𝜎.



Fouad ET-TAHRI ET AL 15

By trace estimate (19) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

𝐸′(𝑡) ≥ 𝜀
2 ∫



|∇𝜓|2 d𝑥 −

(

‖∇ ⋅𝔅‖𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 ) + 𝜀 +
𝐶2

‖𝔅‖

2
𝐿∞(Γ𝑇 )

4𝜀

)

𝐸(𝑡).

Thus, there exists a constant 𝐶 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that,
𝐸′(𝑡) ≥ 𝜀

2 ∫


|∇𝜓|2 d𝑥 − 𝐶
𝜀
𝐸(𝑡).

By applying Grönwall’s lemma, we deduce inequality (40).
(2) If 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) ≥ 0 on Γ𝑇 , then (42) gives

𝐸′(𝑡) ≥ 𝜀∫


|∇𝜓|2 d𝑥 − 1
2 ∫



∇ ⋅𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)|𝜓|2 d𝑥.

Hence
𝐸′(𝑡) ≥ 𝜀∫



|∇𝜓|2 d𝑥 − 𝐶𝔅𝐸(𝑡),

where 𝐶𝔅 = ‖∇ ⋅𝔅‖𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 ). The Grönwall lemma directly gives the inequality (41).

Considering 𝜃 = 0 in the previous lemma, we obtain the following corollary:
Corollary 1. Assume that 𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(0, 𝑇 ;𝑊 1,∞(Ω)𝑑) such that 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) ≥ 0 on Γ𝑇 . Then, any solution 𝜑 of system
(Ω0, 𝑡1, 𝑡2, 0, 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅) with data 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿2( ) satisfies

∫


|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 ≤ exp
(

𝐶𝔅(𝑡2 − 𝑡)
)

∫


|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡2)|2 d𝑥, (43)

where 𝐶𝔅 ∶= ‖∇ ⋅𝔅‖𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 ).

4.2 Dissipation results by Agmon inequality
In this subsection, we will assume that
(H1) 𝑇 > 0 and 𝜀 ∈ (0, 1),
(H2) 𝔅 ∈ 𝐿∞(0, 𝑇 ;𝑊 1,∞(Ω)𝑑) such that 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) ≥ 0 on Γ𝑇 ,
(H3) ∃𝑇0 ∈ (0, 𝑇 ) and 𝑟0 > 0 such that, (𝑇 , 𝑇0, 𝑟0,𝔅,Ω) satisfies condition () for the control region 𝜔
and we will prove some very important dissipation results.

Applying Proposition 2 to Hypothesis (H3), there exists 𝜔0 ⊂⊂ 𝜔 a regular open such that (𝑇 , 𝑇0, 𝑟02 ,𝔅,Ω) satisfies condition
() for 𝜔0. Hence,

∀𝑥0 ∈ Ω, ∀𝑡0 ∈ [𝑇0, 𝑇 ], ∃𝑡 ∈ (𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0), ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵
(

𝑥0,
𝑟0
2

)

,Φ(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥) ∈ 𝜔0. (44)
In the following two subsections,  stands for the open:

 ∶= Ω ⧵ 𝜔0.

The assertion in (44), implies that
∀𝑥0 ∈ Ω, ∀𝑡0 ∈ [𝑇0, 𝑇 ], ∃𝑡 ∈ (𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0), ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵

(

𝑥0,
𝑟0
2

)

,Φ(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥) ∉  . (45)
In the next two parts of this subsection, we will show two dissipation results: the first applies outside the region 𝜔0, while the
second is global, with its proof relying on the first.
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4.2.1 Dissipation result outside the region 𝜔0
Proposition 8. Under Hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3), there are constants 𝐶0 > 0 dependent on 𝑟0, 𝑇0 and ‖𝔅‖𝐿∞(0,𝑇 ;𝑊 1,∞(Ω)𝑑 )
but independent of 𝜀, and 𝐶 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that, for any 𝑡0 ∈ [𝑇0, 𝑇 ] and all weak solution 𝜑 of (𝜔0, 𝑡0 −
𝑇0, 𝑡0, 0, 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅) with data 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿2( ) verify the following dissipation estimates:

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2( ) ⩽ 𝐶 exp
(

−𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0)‖2𝐿2( ). (46)

Proof. Let (𝑥0, 𝑡0) ∈  × [𝑇0, 𝑇 ]. From (45), one has
∃𝑡 ∶= 𝑡(𝑥0, 𝑡0) ∈ (𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0), ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵

(

𝑥0,
𝑟0
2

)

, Φ(𝑡, 𝑡0, 𝑥) ∉  . (47)
Since  is compact,then it admits a finite partition by the balls 𝐵

(

𝑥𝑗 ,
𝑟0
2

)

, 𝑗 = 1,⋯ , 𝐽 and a partition of unity 𝜒𝑗 associated
with this finite covering. For all 𝑗 = 1,⋯ , 𝐽 , we consider 𝜃𝑗 the function that satisfies Lemma 2 with the choice 𝑥0 = 𝑥𝑗 ,
𝑡1 = 𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡2 = 𝑡0 and 𝑟 = 𝑟0

4
. Let 𝜑 the weak solution of (𝜔0, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0, 0, 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅) and 𝜑𝑗 the weak solution of (𝜔0, 𝑡0 −

𝑇0, 𝑡0, 0, 𝜒𝑗𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅). By Agmon inequality (41), we obtain
‖𝜓𝑗(⋅, 𝑡)‖𝐿2( ) ⩽ exp

(

𝐶𝔅

2
(𝑡0 − 𝑡)

)

‖𝜓𝑗(⋅, 𝑡0)‖𝐿2( ),

for all 𝑡 ∈ [𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0], where 𝜓𝑗(⋅, 𝑡) = exp
(

𝜃𝑗 (⋅,𝑡)
𝜀

)

𝜑𝑗(⋅, 𝑡). The properties of 𝜃𝑗 in Lemma 2 and (47) give
⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜃𝑗(𝑥, 𝑡0) = 0, if 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵
(

𝑥𝑗 ,
𝑟0
4

)

,

𝜃𝑗(𝑥, 𝑡(𝑥𝑗 , 𝑡0)) ≥
𝑐0
16
𝑟20, if 𝑥 ∈  .

Hence
‖𝜑𝑗(⋅, 𝑡(𝑥𝑗 , 𝑡0))‖𝐿2( ) ⩽ exp

(

−𝑐0𝑟20
16𝜀

)

exp
(

𝐶𝔅

2
𝑇0

)

‖𝜑𝑗(⋅, 𝑡0)‖𝐿2( ). (48)

Using Agmon inequality (43), we have
‖𝜑𝑗(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖𝐿2( ) ⩽ exp

(

𝐶𝔅

2
𝑇0

)

‖𝜑𝑗(⋅, 𝑡(𝑥𝑗 , 𝑡0))‖𝐿2( ). (49)
Based on (48) and (49), we deduce that

‖𝜑𝑗(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖𝐿2( ) ⩽ exp

(

−𝑐0𝑟20
16𝜀

)

exp
(

𝐶𝔅𝑇0)
)

‖𝜑𝑗(⋅, 𝑡0)‖𝐿2( ). (50)

The fact that the systems considered are linear and 𝐺 =
𝐽
∑

𝑗=1
𝜒𝑗𝐺, we find

𝜑(⋅, 𝑡) =
𝐽
∑

𝑗=1
𝜑𝑗(⋅, 𝑡), for all 𝑡0 − 𝑇0 ⩽ 𝑡 ⩽ 𝑡0.

Using this decomposition of 𝜑 and (50), we then obtain the following:

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖𝐿2( ) ⩽ 𝐽 exp

(

−𝑐0𝑟20
16𝜀

)

exp
(

𝐶𝔅𝑇0
)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0)‖𝐿2( ),

which concludes estimate (46).

4.2.2 Global dissipation result
Proposition 9. Under Hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3), there is a constant 𝐶 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that, for any 𝜑 solution
of (∅, 0, 𝑇 , 0, 𝐺, 𝜀,𝔅) with data 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω) satisfies the following dissipation estimates:
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(1) For all 𝑡0 ∈ [𝑇0, 𝑇 ], we have
‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶

(

exp
(

−𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) + ‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝑡0−𝑇0,𝑡0;𝐿2(𝜔))

)

. (51)

(2) For any integer 𝑚 such that 1 ⩽ 𝑚 ⩽ 𝑇
𝑇0

, there exists 𝐶 ′ > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that, for all 𝑡 ∈ [𝑚𝑇0, 𝑇 ], we have

‖𝜑(⋅, 0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶 ′
(

exp
(

−𝑚𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2(Ω) + ‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(0,𝑇 ;𝐿2(𝜔))

)

, (52)

where 𝐶0 > 0 is the constant of Proposition 8.
Proof. Throughout this proof 𝐶 ≥ 1 will be an independent constant of 𝜀 which will be changed from one line to another, and
𝐶0, 𝑇0 are the constants of Proposition 8.
(1) The proof is based on the classic cut-off technique. Let us now consider 𝜗 ∈ ∞(ℝ𝑑) that check 𝜗 = 1 in a neighborhood of
𝜔0 (𝜔0 is defined in the introduction to Subsection 4.2) and supp(𝜗) ⊂ 𝜔. Define

𝜑1(𝑥, 𝑡) = 𝜗(𝑥)𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) and 𝜑2(𝑥, 𝑡) = (1 − 𝜗(𝑥))𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) on Ω𝑇 .

Estimation of 𝜑1. We will estimate 𝜑1 using Proposition 4. Firstly, one has
𝜕𝑡𝜑1 + 𝜀Δ𝜑1 + ∇ ⋅ (𝜑1𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)) = 𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑡) on Ω𝑇 ,

where
𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑡) ∶= 𝜀

𝑑
∑

𝑖=1
𝜕𝑥𝑖

(

2𝜑𝜕𝑥𝑖𝜗
)

− (𝜀Δ𝜗 −𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝜗)𝜑.

To apply Proposition 4, we truncate 𝜑1 by 𝜓 ∈ ∞(ℝ) such that 𝜓(𝑡0 − 𝑇0) = 1 and 𝜓(𝑡0) = 0. Taking 𝜑3(𝑥, 𝑡) ∶= 𝜓(𝑡)𝜑1(𝑥, 𝑡).
Then

𝜕𝑡𝜑3 + 𝜀Δ𝜑3 + ∇ ⋅ (𝜑3𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)) = 𝜓 ′(𝑡)𝜗(𝑥)𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) + 𝜓(𝑡)𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑡) ∶= 𝐻(𝑥, 𝑡).

Hence 𝜑3 is the solution of (∅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0,𝐻, 0, 𝜀,𝔅). Let us apply Proposition 4 with 𝑓𝑖 = 2𝜓(𝑡)𝜕𝑥𝑖𝜗𝜑, 1 ⩽ 𝑖 ⩽ 𝑑 and
𝑓0 = [𝜓 ′(𝑡)𝜗(𝑥) − 𝜓(𝑡)(𝜀Δ𝜗 −𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝜗)]𝜑, we obtain

‖𝜑3(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶
𝑑
∑

𝑖=0
‖𝑓𝑖‖

2
𝐿2(𝑡0−𝑇0,𝑡0;𝐿2(Ω)).

Since 𝜗 has support in 𝜔 and 𝜓(𝑡0 − 𝑇0) = 1, then
‖𝜑1(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝑡0−𝑇0,𝑡0;𝐿2(𝜔)). (53)

Estimation of𝜑2. Now, we will estimate𝜑2 by decomposing it into two solutions using Propositions 4 and 8. Since𝜑2 = 𝜑−𝜑1,
then

𝜕𝑡𝜑2 + 𝜀Δ𝜑2 + ∇ ⋅ (𝜑2𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡)) = −𝐹 (𝑥, 𝑡) on Ω𝑇 .

Therefore, we decompose 𝜑2 on  × (𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0), as follows
⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜑2 = 𝜑4 + 𝜑5,
𝜑4 is the solution of (𝜔0, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0, 0, 𝜑2(⋅, 𝑡0), 𝜀,𝔅),
𝜑5 is the solution of (𝜔0, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0, 𝑡0,−𝐹 , 0, 𝜀,𝔅).

From Proposition 8 and 𝜑2(𝑥, 𝑡0) = (1 − 𝜗(𝑥))𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡0), we obtain
‖𝜑4(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2( ) ⩽ 𝐶 exp

(

−𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0)‖2𝐿2( ). (54)
Concerning 𝜑5, by application of Proposition 4 with 𝑓0 = (𝜀Δ𝜗 −𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ ∇𝜗)𝜑 and 𝑓𝑖 = −2𝜕𝑥𝑖𝜗𝜑, 1 ⩽ 𝑖 ⩽ 𝑑, we get

‖𝜑5(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2( ) ⩽ 𝐶
𝑑
∑

𝑖=0
‖𝑓𝑖‖

2
𝐿2(𝑡0−𝑇0,𝑡0;𝐿2( )).
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Since 𝜗 has support in 𝜔, then
‖𝜑5( ⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2( ) ⩽ 𝐶‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝑡0−𝑇0,𝑡0;𝐿2(𝜔)). (55)

The function 𝜗 = 1 in a neighborhood of 𝜔0 implies that 𝜑2 has a support in  , thus from (54) and (55), we obtain
‖𝜑2(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) = ‖𝜑2(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2( )

⩽ 2
(

‖𝜑4(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2( ) + ‖𝜑5(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2( )

)

⩽ 𝐶
(

exp
(

−𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0)‖2𝐿2( ) + ‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝑡0−𝑇0,𝑡0;𝐿2(𝜔))

)

. (56)
Finally, using (53) and (56), we obtain

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0 − 𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶
(

exp
(

−𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0)‖2𝐿2( ) + ‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝑡0−𝑇0,𝑡0;𝐿2(𝜔))

)

⩽ 𝐶
(

exp
(

−𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) + ‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝑡0−𝑇0,𝑡0;𝐿2(𝜔))

)

.

(2) Let 𝑚 be an integer such that 1 ⩽ 𝑚 ⩽ 𝑇
𝑇0

. From the first dissipation estimate (51), we get

‖𝜑(⋅, (𝑘 − 1)𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

exp
(

−𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑘𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) +

𝑘𝑇0

∫
(𝑘−1)𝑇0

∫
𝜔

|𝜑|2 d𝑥 d𝑡
⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

for all 𝑘 = 1, 2,⋯ , 𝑚. This last estimate gives

𝐶𝑘−1 exp
(

−(𝑘 − 1)𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, (𝑘 − 1)𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) − 𝐶
𝑘 exp

(

−𝑘𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑘𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶𝑚

𝑘𝑇0

∫
(𝑘−1)𝑇0

∫
𝜔

|𝜑|2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (57)

Summing (57) from 1 to 𝑚, we obtain

‖𝜑(⋅, 0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶𝑚
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

exp
(

−𝑚𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑚𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) +

𝑚𝑇0

∫
0

∫
𝜔

|𝜑|2 d𝑥 d𝑡
⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

⩽ 𝐶𝑚
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

exp
(

−𝑚𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑚𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) +

𝑇

∫
0

∫
𝜔

|𝜑|2 d𝑥 d𝑡
⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

. (58)

Since 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅ 𝐧(𝑥) ≥ 0 on Γ𝑇 . By Agmon inequality (43), we have
‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑚𝑇0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ exp

(

𝐶𝔅(𝑡 − 𝑚𝑇0)
)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2(Ω)

⩽ exp
(

𝐶𝔅𝑇0
)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2(Ω). (59)
From (58) and (59), we obtain the dissipation estimate (52).

4.3 An observability inequality for the solutions of (4)
Let us consider 𝑓 ∈ 𝑊 2,∞(Ω𝑇 ) such that, the transport field is of the time-dependent gradient form, i.e., 𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) = ∇𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑡). In
this case (4) becomes

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝜕𝑡𝜑 + 𝜀Δ𝜑 + ∇𝑓 ⋅ ∇𝜑 + Δ𝑓𝜑 = 0 in Ω𝑇 ,
𝜀𝜕𝐧𝜑 + 𝜑𝜕𝐧𝑓 = 0 on Γ𝑇 ,

𝜑(⋅, 𝑇 ) = 𝜑𝑇 in Ω.
(60)

In order to establish an observability inequality with an observability constant exp
(

𝐶
𝜀

(

1 + 1
𝑇

))

for a constant 𝐶 > 0 indepen-
dent of 𝜀 and 𝑇 , we have to show a Carleman estimate for the solutions of the adjoint system (60) while satisfying the constraint
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𝑠 ≥ 𝐶
𝜀

and 𝜆 ≥ 𝐶 (see parameters 𝑠 and 𝜆 below). However, the presence of a transport field and the constraint pose challenges
in this regard. To address this, we transform system (60) to a system without a transport term, using the transformation:

𝜑(⋅, 𝑡) ←→ Φ(⋅, 𝑡) ∶= exp
(

𝑓 (⋅, 𝑡)
2𝜀

)

𝜑(⋅, 𝑡). (61)
Then 𝜑 is the solution of (60) if and only if Φ is the solution of the following system:

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

−𝜕𝑡Φ − 𝜀ΔΦ + 𝑎𝜀(𝑓 )Φ = 0 in Ω𝑇 ,
𝜀𝜕𝐧Φ + 𝑏(𝑓 )Φ = 0 on Γ𝑇 ,

Φ(𝑥, 𝑇 ) = Φ𝑇 (𝑥) in Ω,
(62)

where 𝑎𝜀(𝑓 ) ∶= (𝑓 )
𝜀

− Δ𝑓
2

, (𝑓 ) ∶= |∇𝑓 |2

4
+ 𝜕𝑡𝑓

2
, 𝑏(𝑓 ) ∶= 𝜕𝐧𝑓

2
and Φ𝑇 ∶= exp

(

𝑓 (⋅,𝑇 )
2𝜀

)

𝜑𝑇 . The techniques employed are inspired
by previous works such as4,11. We introduce the following positive weight functions 𝛼± and 𝜉± that depend only on Ω and 𝜔:

𝛼±(𝑥, 𝑡) ∶=
exp(6𝜆) − exp(4𝜆 ± 𝜆𝜂(𝑥))

𝑡(𝑇 − 𝑡)
and 𝜉±(𝑥, 𝑡) ∶=

exp(4𝜆 ± 𝜆𝜂(𝑥))
𝑡(𝑇 − 𝑡)

, (63)
where 𝜆 ≥ 1 and 𝜂 = 𝜂(𝑥) is a function in 2(Ω) satisfying

𝜂 > 0 in Ω, 𝜂 = 0 on Γ, inf
Ω∖𝜔′

|∇𝜂(𝑥)| = 𝛿 > 0 and ‖𝜂‖∞ = 1, (64)
where 𝜔′ ⊂⊂ 𝜔 is a nonempty open set. If Ω is a domain with 2 smoothness, the paper12 provides a proof of the existence of
𝜂 that satisfies (64). The Carleman estimate we will use is as follows.
Proposition 10. Let 𝑇 > 0, 𝜀 ∈ (0, 1), Ω is a 2 domain, 𝜔 ⊂ Ω is a nonempty open set and assume that 𝑓 ∈ 𝑊 2,∞(Ω𝑇 ) such
that 𝜕𝐧𝑓 ≥ 𝑐 on Γ𝑇 for some 𝑐 > 0. Then there are constants 𝐶 > 0 and 𝜆1, 𝑠1 ≥ 1 depend only on 𝜔 and Ω such that

𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉+|∇Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡

+ 𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜕𝐧𝑓 |𝜕𝐧𝜂|
2 (𝜉 + 𝑠𝜉2

)

exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|Φ|

2 d𝜎 d𝑡 ⩽ 𝐶𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
𝜔𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡, (65)

for any Φ solution of (62) with data Φ𝑇 ∈ 𝐿2(Ω), 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1, 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1
𝜀
(𝑇 + 𝑇 2)𝑇 (𝑓 ) with

𝑇 (𝑓 ) ∶= 1 + ‖∇𝑓‖∞ + ‖∇2𝑓‖∞ + ‖∇𝜕𝑡𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖𝜕2𝑡 𝑓‖
1∕3
∞ + ‖Δ𝑓‖2∕3∞

+‖𝜕𝑡𝑓‖1∕2∞ + ‖𝜕𝑡𝜕𝐧𝑓‖𝐿∞(Γ𝑇 ) + ‖(𝜕𝐧𝑓 )−1‖𝐿∞(Γ𝑇 ), (66)
where ‖ ⋅ ‖∞ designates ‖ ⋅ ‖𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 ).
Proof. The proof of this result is given in Appendix C.

Under the same conditions of Proposition 10, we have the following observability inequality:
Corollary 2. Let 𝑓 ∈ 𝑊 2,∞(Ω × (0,+∞)) such that 𝜕𝐧𝑓 ≥ 𝑐 on Γ × (0,+∞) for some 𝑐 > 0, and assume the same conditions
in Proposition 10. Then, for all 0 < 𝜅 < 1, there are two constants 𝐶 independent of 𝜀 and 𝐶1 > 0 independent of 𝜀 and 𝑇 such
that, for all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜅 𝑇 ], we have

∫
Ω

|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 ⩽ 𝐶 exp
(

𝐶1

𝜀

(

1 + 1
𝑇

)

)

∫
𝜔𝑇

|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (67)

Proof. By Carleman estimate (65), we obtain

∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2d𝑥 d𝑡 ≤ 𝐶 ∫
𝜔𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡, (68)

where 𝜆 = 𝜆1 and 𝑠 = 𝑠1
𝜀
(𝑇 2 + 𝑇 )∞(𝑓 ); see definition of 𝑇 (𝑓 ) in (66). Note that ∞(𝑓 ) is well defined and independent of

𝑇 , since 𝑓 ∈ 𝑊 2,∞(Ω × (0,∞)) and 𝜕𝐧𝑓 ≥ 𝑐 on Γ × (0,+∞). Taking lower and upper estimates with respect to 𝑥 of the weight
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functions, we get
∫
Ω𝑇

ℎ̌(𝑡)|Φ(𝑥, 𝑡)|2d𝑥 d𝑡 ≤ 𝐶 ∫
𝜔𝑇

ℎ̂(𝑡)|Φ(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 d𝑡, (69)
where

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎩

ℎ̌(𝑡) ∶= exp
(

−2𝑠max
𝑥∈Ω

𝛼+(𝑥, 𝑡)
)

min
𝑥∈Ω

𝜉3+(𝑥, 𝑡),

ℎ̂(𝑡) ∶= exp
(

−2𝑠min
𝑥∈Ω

𝛼+(𝑥, 𝑡)
)

max
𝑥∈Ω

𝜉3+(𝑥, 𝑡).

For 𝜆1 and 𝑠1 large enough, it is easy to check that the function ℎ̂ admits a maximum on [0, 𝑇 ] at 𝑡 = 𝑇
2

and ℎ̌ admits a minimum
on

[

𝜅𝑇 ,
(

1+𝜅
2

)

𝑇
]

at 𝑡 = 𝜅0𝑇 where 𝜅0 ∈
[

𝜅, 1+𝜅
2

]

. Hence

∫
Ω×

(

𝜅𝑇 ,
(

1+𝜅
2

)

𝑇
)

|Φ(𝑥, 𝑡)|2d𝑥 d𝑡 ≤ 𝐶
ℎ̂
(

𝑇
2

)

ℎ̌(𝜅0𝑇 ) ∫𝜔𝑇
|Φ(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (70)

Using (70) and the transformation (61), we obtain

∫
Ω×

(

𝜅𝑇 ,
(

1+𝜅
2

)

𝑇
)

|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2d𝑥 d𝑡 ≤ exp
(

𝐶1

𝜀

(

1 + 1
𝑇

)

)

∫
𝜔𝑇

|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (71)

for some 𝐶1 depends only on Ω, 𝜔, 𝜅 and ∞(𝑓 ).
Using the dissipation estimate (43) for the solutions of (4) with 𝔅 = ∇𝑓 , we get for all 0 ⩽ 𝑡 ⩽ 𝑠 ⩽ 𝑇 ,

∫
Ω

|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 ⩽ exp
(

‖Δ𝑓‖𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 )𝑇
)

∫
Ω

|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑠)|2 d𝑥.

By integrating this inequality on
(

𝜅𝑇 ,
(

1+𝜅
2

)

𝑇
)

, we obtain for all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜅𝑇 ],

∫
Ω

|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡)|2𝑑𝑥 ⩽
2 exp

(

‖Δ𝑓‖𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 )𝑇
)

(1 − 𝜅)𝑇 ∫
Ω×

(

𝜅𝑇 ,
(

1+𝜅
2

)

𝑇
)

|𝜑(𝑥, 𝑠)|2 d𝑥 d𝑠. (72)

Based on (71) and (72), we obtain (67).

5 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have partially answered the interesting open problem proposed in Remark 3 of15. We have established that
the control cost is uniform for a sufficiently small diffusivity when the time control is sufficiently large in the case where each
trajectory of the velocity of the posed system coming from the domain enters the control region in a shorter time for a fixed input
time. It can also be established that the controllability cost tends towards 0 exponentially for a sufficiently small diffusivity when
the time control is sufficiently large in the case where each trajectory coming from the domain exits the domain in a shorter
time for a fixed exit time, as shown by Theorem 2 in15 in the case of Dirichlet conditions. An interesting question is to establish
the same results for general transport field. For this, Agmon inequality and dissipation results are shown in this article, and it
remains to establish a Carleman estimate for general transport field.

APPENDIX A

Proof of Theorem 1: According to estimates (67) and (52) we have:
For all 0 < 𝜅 < 1, there are two constants 𝐶 independent of 𝜀, 𝐶1 > 0 independent of 𝜀 and 𝑇 such that, for all 𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝜅𝑇 ], we
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have
‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶 exp

(

𝐶1

𝜀

(

1 + 1
𝑇

)

)

‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 )
(73)

and there is a constant 𝐶0 > 0 independent of 𝜀 and 𝑇 (Note that 𝐶0 independent of 𝑇 , because it can be taken to depend on 𝑇0,
𝑟0 and ‖𝐁‖𝐿∞(0,∞;𝑊 1,∞(Ω)𝑑 )) such that, for any integer 𝑚 such that 1 ⩽ 𝑚 ⩽ 𝑇

𝑇0
, there exists 𝐶 ′ > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that, for

all 𝑡 ∈ [𝑚𝑇0, 𝑇 ], we have
‖𝜑(⋅, 0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶 ′

(

exp
(

−𝑚𝐶0

𝜀

)

‖𝜑(⋅, 𝑡)‖2𝐿2(Ω) + ‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 )

)

. (74)

For 0 < 𝜅 < 1 fixed, taking 𝑚 ∶=
[

𝐶1

𝐶0

]

+ 1 where
[

𝐶1

𝐶0

]

denotes the integer part of 𝐶1

𝐶0
and 𝜌0 ∶= max

(

𝑚
𝜅
, 1

𝑇0
(

𝑚 𝐶0
𝐶1

−1
)

)

.
Let 𝑇 ≥ 𝜌0𝑇0. Then 𝑚𝑇0 ≤ 𝜅𝑇 , so applying (73) and (74), we get

‖𝜑(⋅, 0)‖2𝐿2(Ω) ⩽ 𝐶 ′
(

𝐶 exp
(

𝐶1 (1 + 1∕𝑇 ) − 𝑚𝐶0

𝜀

)

+ 1
)

‖𝜑‖2𝐿2(𝜔𝑇 )
. (75)

On the other hand, the choice of 𝜌0 implies that 𝐶1 (1 + 1∕𝑇 ) − 𝑚𝐶0 ≤ 0 for all 𝑇 ≥ 𝜌0𝑇0. Finally combining (75) and (5), we
obtain (7) for 𝜀 > 0 small enough and 𝑇 ≥ 𝜌0𝑇0.

APPENDIX B

Proof of Theorem 2: Let 𝑥0 ∈ Ω such that condition (3) of Theorem 2 is fulfilled. From the continuity of 𝑥 → Φ(𝑡, 𝑇 , 𝑥)
uniform in 𝑡, there exists 𝑟0 > 0 such that,

Φ(𝑡, 𝑇 , 𝑥) ∈ Ω ⧵ 𝜔 ∀𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇 ], ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵(𝑥0, 4𝑟0).

Consider 𝜑𝑇 ∈ 𝐷(𝐵(𝑥0, 𝑟0)) and 𝜑 be the weak solution of (4) with the data 𝜑𝑇 . If necessary to extend 𝔅 by a function in
𝐿∞(0, 𝑇 ;𝑊 1,∞(ℝ𝑑)𝑑) (note that this extension is not unique, but this proof does not depend on the extension), we can apply the
Lemma 2, let 𝜃 the function defined in Lemma 2 with this choice of 𝑥0, 𝑟 = 𝑟0, 𝑡1 = 0, 𝑡2 = 𝑇 .
Let 𝜗1 and 𝜗2 be regular functions such that

{

𝜗1(𝑥, 𝑡) = 0 ∀(𝑥, 𝑡) ∈ 2𝑟0(𝑥0, 0, 𝑇 ),
𝜗1(𝑥, 𝑡) = 1 ∀(𝑥, 𝑡) ∉ 3𝑟0(𝑥0, 0, 𝑇 )

and
{

𝜗2(𝑥, 𝑡) = 0 ∀(𝑥, 𝑡) ∈ 3𝑟0(𝑥0, 0, 𝑇 ),
𝜗2(𝑥, 𝑡) = 1 ∀(𝑥, 𝑡) ∉ 4𝑟0(𝑥0, 0, 𝑇 ).

For reasons of simplicity, we will divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1. We will show that there are 𝐶1, 𝐶2 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝜗1𝜑|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + ∫

Ω𝑇

|∇(𝜗1𝜑)|2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ 𝐶1 exp
(

−
𝐶2

𝜀

)

∫
Ω

|𝜓(𝑥, 𝑇 )|2 d𝑥, (76)

where 𝜓 = exp
(

𝜃
𝜀

)

𝜑 and 𝑇 , 𝜀 are small enough.
Indeed, for all (𝑥, 𝑡) ∈ supp(𝜗1), we have 𝜃(𝑥, 𝑡) ≥ 𝑐0𝑟20, then

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝜗1𝜑|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ exp

(

−
2𝑐0𝑟20
𝜀

)

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝜗1𝜓|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

⩽ ‖𝜗1‖
2
∞ exp

(

−
2𝑐0𝑟20
𝜀

)

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝜓|2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (77)

From ∇(𝜗1𝜑) = exp
(

− 𝜃
𝜀

)(

𝜓
(

∇𝜗1 − 𝜗1
∇𝜃
𝜀

)

+ 𝜗1∇𝜓
)

, we obtain

∫
Ω𝑇

|∇(𝜗1𝜑)|2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ 4 exp

(

−
2𝑐0𝑟20
𝜀

)(

‖∇𝜗1‖2∞ +
‖𝜗1∇𝜃‖2∞

𝜀2

)

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝜓|2 d𝑥 d𝑡

+2 exp

(

−
2𝑐0𝑟20
𝜀

)

‖𝜗1‖
2
∞ ∫
Ω𝑇

|∇𝜓|2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (78)
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By application of Agmon inequality (40), we get

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝜓|2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ 𝑇 exp
(𝐶
𝜀
𝑇
)

∫
Ω

|𝜓(𝑥, 𝑇 )|2 d𝑥 (79)

and
∫
Ω𝑇

|∇𝜓|2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ exp
(𝐶
𝜀
𝑇
)

∫
Ω

|𝜓(𝑥, 𝑇 )|2 d𝑥. (80)

Taking 0 < 𝑇 < 2𝑐0𝑟20
𝐶

and 𝜀 small enough, from (77)-(80), we obtain (76).
Step 2. We will prove that there are 𝐶1, 𝐶2 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that

∫
𝜔𝑇

|𝜑|2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ 𝐶1 exp
(

−
𝐶2

𝜀

)

∫
Ω

|𝜑𝑇 |
2 d𝑥, (81)

for 𝑇 and 𝜀 are small enough.
Let 𝜙 = 𝜗2𝜑, then 𝜙 is the solution of system (∅, 0, 𝑇 , 𝐹 , 0, 𝜀,𝔅), where 𝐹 ∶= (𝜕𝑡𝜗2 + 𝜀Δ𝜗2 −𝔅(𝑥, 𝑡) ⋅∇𝜗2)𝜑+2𝜀∇𝜗2 ⋅∇𝜑.
From estimate (25), we obtain

∫
Ω

|𝜙(𝑥, 𝑡)|2 d𝑥 ⩽ 𝐶 exp
(𝐶𝑇
𝜀

)

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝐹 |2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ∀𝑡 ∈ [0, 𝑇 ], (82)

for 𝜀 is small enough and 𝐶 > 0 independent of 𝜀.
Since 𝜗1 = 1 on the supports of the functions 𝜕𝑡𝜗2 and ∇𝜗2, we obtain from (76) the existence of constants 𝐶1, 𝐶2 > 0
independent of 𝜀 such that

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝐹 |2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ 𝐶1 exp
(

−
𝐶2

𝜀

)

∫
Ω

|𝜓(𝑥, 𝑇 )|2 d𝑥 = 𝐶1 exp
(

−
𝐶2

𝜀

)

∫
Ω

|𝜑𝑇 |
2 d𝑥, (83)

due to 𝜃(⋅, 𝑇 ) = 0 on the support of 𝜑𝑇 .
Using (82) and (83), there exists a constant 𝐶 ′

1 > 0 independent of 𝜀 such that

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝜙|2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ 𝐶 ′
1 exp

(

−
𝐶2

𝜀

)

∫
Ω

|𝜑𝑇 |
2 d𝑥,

for 𝑇 > 0 and 𝜀 are small enough, since 𝜗2 = 1 on 𝜔𝑇 , we deduce that (81) is true.
Step 3. Finally, since 𝜑 is the weak solution of adjoint system (4), from (24), we obtain for all 𝑣 ∈ 𝐷(]0, 𝑇 [)

𝑇

∫
0

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω

𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) d𝑥
⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

𝑣′(𝑡) d𝑡 = −

𝑇

∫
0

𝔞𝑤(𝑇 − 𝑡, 𝜑(𝑡), 𝑣(𝑡)) d𝑡 = 0,

since 𝑣 independent of 𝑥. Hence 𝑡 ←→ ∫
Ω

𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) d𝑥 is weakly differentiable and d
d𝑡 ∫

Ω

𝜑(𝑥, 𝑡) d𝑥 = 0, thus

∫
Ω

𝜑(𝑥, 0) d𝑥 = ∫
Ω

𝜑(𝑥, 𝑇 ) d𝑥. (84)

Choosing the initial data 𝜑𝑇 ∈ 𝐷(𝐵(𝑥0, 𝑟0)) such that ∫
Ω

𝜑𝑇 (𝑥) d𝑥 ≠ 0. By Hölder’s inequality and (84), we have

∫
Ω

|𝜑(𝑥, 0)|2 d𝑥 ≥ 1
|Ω|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

∫
Ω

𝜑𝑇 (𝑥) d𝑥
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

2

. (85)

Finally, combining (81), (85) and (5), we obtain (9).
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APPENDIX C

Proof of Proposition 10: To derive the global estimate (65), we will give the proof in several steps. Initially, a change of
variables is implemented to acquire functions that display decay characteristics at both the initial time 𝑡 = 0 and the final
time 𝑡 = 𝑇 . Subsequently, we assess and approximate the scalar product that arises naturally during the change of variables.
Afterwards, we draw preliminary conclusions by examining the boundary terms on the left-hand side of the inequality. We then
estimate the local gradient term. Additionally, we simplify the boundary terms and revert the change of variables to obtain the
desired estimate.

Throughout the proof ‖ ⋅ ‖∞ designates the norm ‖ ⋅ ‖𝐿∞(Ω𝑇 ). The constants 𝐶 , 𝑐, 𝑠1 and 𝜆1 will denote generic constants
which are independent of 𝜀, 𝑠, 𝜆 and 𝔅. These constants may vary even from line to line.

To summarize the proof a little, we will use the conclusions of steps 2a, 2b and 2c in10 Proof of Proposition 5.
Step 1. An auxiliary problem. Using the density argument explained in4 before the proof of Proposition 3.5, we can make
computations with Φ sufficiently regular that we can proceed to integration by parts involving the Laplacian term, and preserve
the boundary conditions of (62). Let 𝜆 ≥ 1, 𝑠 ≥ 1 parameters to be specified. Define

𝜓± ∶= exp(−𝑠𝛼±)Φ and 𝐹± ∶= exp(−𝑠𝛼±)(𝜕𝑡Φ + 𝜀ΔΦ − 𝑎𝜀(𝑓 )Φ). (86)
We recall the definition of the tangential derivative ∇Γ of a regular function ℎ ∈ 1(Ω) is given by ∇Γℎ ∶= ∇ℎ− (𝜕𝐧ℎ)𝐧 and

that this definition depends only on the image of ℎ on Γ. Since 𝛼+ = 𝛼− on Γ𝑇 , then
𝜓+ = 𝜓− and ∇Γ𝜓+ = ∇Γ𝜓− on Γ𝑇 . (87)

On Γ𝑇 we will note respectively 𝜓 and ∇Γ𝜓 instead of 𝜓± and ∇Γ𝜓±.

We determine the problem solved by 𝜓±. We first expand the spatial derivatives of 𝛼± by the chain rule to bring 𝜂 into play,
but we do not expand 𝜕𝑡𝛼±. We calculate

∇𝛼± = −∇𝜉± = ∓𝜆𝜉±∇𝜂
Δ𝛼± = −𝜆2𝜉±|∇𝜂|2 ∓ 𝜆𝜉±Δ𝜂
𝜕𝑡𝜓± = exp(−𝑠𝛼±)𝜕𝑡Φ − 𝑠𝜕𝑡𝛼±𝜓± (88)
∇𝜓± = exp(−𝑠𝛼±)∇Φ − 𝑠𝜓±∇𝛼± = exp(−𝑠𝛼±)∇Φ ± 𝑠𝜆𝜉±𝜓±∇𝜂 (89)
𝜕𝐧𝜓± = exp(−𝑠𝛼±)𝜕𝐧Φ ± 𝑠𝜆𝜉±𝜓±𝜕𝐧𝜂 = exp(−𝑠𝛼)𝜕𝐧Φ ± 𝑠𝜆𝜉𝜓𝜕𝐧𝜂 (90)
Δ𝜓± = exp(−𝑠𝛼±)ΔΦ + ∇(exp(−𝑠𝛼±)) ⋅ ∇Φ − 𝑠𝜓±Δ𝛼± − 𝑠(∇𝜓± ⋅ ∇𝛼±)

= exp(−𝑠𝛼±)ΔΦ − 𝑠2𝜓±|∇𝛼±|2 − 2𝑠(∇𝜓± ⋅ ∇𝛼±) − 𝑠𝜓±Δ𝛼±
= exp(−𝑠𝛼±)ΔΦ − 𝑠2𝜆2𝜉2±𝜓±|∇𝜂|2 ± 2𝑠𝜆𝜉±(∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±)

+𝑠𝜆2𝜉±𝜓±|∇𝜂|2 ± 𝑠𝜆𝜉±𝜓±Δ𝜂.

On Ω𝑇 this yields transformed evolution equations
𝜕𝑡𝜓± + 𝜀Δ𝜓± − 𝑎𝜀(𝑓 )𝜓± = 𝐹± − 𝑠𝜕𝑡𝛼±𝜓± − 𝜀𝑠2𝜆2𝜉2±|∇𝜂|

2𝜓± ± 2𝜀𝑠𝜆𝜉±(∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±)
+𝜀𝑠𝜆2𝜉±|∇𝜂|2𝜓± ± 𝜀𝑠𝜆𝜉±Δ𝜂𝜓±.

We rewrite this equality as
𝐿1𝜓± + 𝐿2𝜓± = 𝐿3𝜓±, (91)

where
𝐿1𝜓± ∶= −2𝜀𝑠𝜆2𝜉±|∇𝜂|2𝜓± ∓ 2𝜀𝑠𝜆𝜉±(∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±) + 𝜕𝑡𝜓±,

𝐿2𝜓± ∶= 𝜀𝑠2𝜆2𝜉2±|∇𝜂|
2𝜓± + 𝜀Δ𝜓± + 𝑠𝜕𝑡𝛼±𝜓± −

(𝑓 )
𝜀

𝜓±, (92)
𝐿3𝜓± ∶= 𝐹± ± 𝜀𝑠𝜆𝜉±Δ𝜂𝜓± − 𝜀𝑠𝜆2𝜉±|∇𝜂|2𝜓± −

Δ𝑓
2
𝜓±. (93)
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Remark 6. In this decomposition, we have split the potential term 𝑎𝜀(𝑓 ) into two parts Δ𝑓
2

and (𝑓 )
𝜀

in order to absorb the terms
associated with constraint 𝑠 ≥ 𝐶

𝜀
.

Applying ‖ ⋅ ‖2𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )
to the equation (91), we obtain

‖𝐿1𝜓±‖
2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

+ 2(𝐿1𝜓±, 𝐿2𝜓±)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) + ‖𝐿2𝜓±‖
2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

= ‖𝐿3𝜓±‖
2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

. (94)
Step 2. Estimating the mixed terms in (94) from below. The main idea is to expand the term (𝐿1𝜓±, 𝐿2𝜓±)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) and use
the particular structure of 𝛼± and the fact that 𝑠 is large enough in order to obtain large positive terms in this scalar product.
Denoting by (

𝐿𝑖𝜓±
)

𝑗 the 𝑗-th term in the above expression of 𝐿𝑖𝜓±. We have

(𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)𝑗)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) =
3
∑

𝑖=1
((𝐿1𝜓±)𝑖, (𝐿2𝜓±)𝑗)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ), 𝑗 = 1,⋯ , 4,

(𝐿1𝜓±, 𝐿2𝜓±)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) =
4
∑

𝑗=1
(𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)𝑗)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ).

Let us compute each term (𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)𝑗)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ), 𝑗 = 1,⋯ , 4.
Step 2𝑎. Estimate from below of (𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)1)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ).The term (𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)1)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) is exactly treated in10. From the conclusion of Step 2a in10 Proof of Proposition 5, we have

(𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)1)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) ≥ 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 − 𝐶𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

∓𝜀2𝑠3𝜆3 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜉3|∇𝜂|2𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|2 d𝜎 d𝑡, (95)

for any 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1 and any 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1
𝑇
𝜀

.

Step 2𝑏. Estimate from below of (𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)2)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ).Similarly, the term (𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)2)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) is exactly treated in10. Using the same computations and arguments of Step 2b in10
Proof of Proposition 5, one has

(𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)2)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) ≥ −2𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜉|∇𝜂|2𝜓𝜕𝐧𝜓± d𝜎 d𝑡 − 𝐶𝜀2𝑠2𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉2±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

−𝐶𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ∓ 2𝜀2𝑠𝜆∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜕𝐧𝜓±|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡

±𝜀2𝑠𝜆∫
Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝐧𝜂|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡 + 𝜀∫

Γ𝑇

𝜕𝑡𝜓𝜕𝐧𝜓± d𝜎 d𝑡. (96)

for any 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1 and any 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1𝑇 2.
Step 2c. Estimate from below of (𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)3)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ).From the conclusion of Step 2c in10 Proof of Proposition 5, we have

(𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)3)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) ≥ −𝐶𝜀2𝑠3𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ∓ 𝜀𝑠2𝜆∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝑡𝛼𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡, (97)

for any 𝜆 ≥ 1 and any 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1
𝑇
𝜀

.
Step 2d. Estimate from below of (𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)4)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ).In this step, there are differences from step 2d of10 Proof of Proposition 5 due to the time dependency of 𝑓 . Let us now consider
double products involving (𝐿2𝜓±)4. First, we have

((𝐿1𝜓±)1, (𝐿2𝜓±)4)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) = 2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±(𝑓 )|∇𝜂|2|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡.
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Since 𝜉± ≥ 4
𝑇 2 , then

|((𝐿1𝜓±)1, (𝐿2𝜓±)4)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )| ⩽ 𝐶(‖∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖𝜕𝑡𝑓‖∞)𝑠𝜆2𝑇 4
∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (98)

Next, it is obvious that
((𝐿1𝜓±)2, (𝐿2𝜓±)4)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) = ±2𝑠𝜆∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±(𝑓 )(∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±)𝜓± d𝑥 d𝑡

= ±𝑠𝜆
2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝑓 |2(∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±)𝜓± d𝑥 d𝑡 ± 𝑠𝜆∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±𝜕𝑡𝑓 (∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±)𝜓± d𝑥 d𝑡.

After an integration by parts, we find
±𝑠𝜆

2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝑓 |2(∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±)𝜓± d𝑥 d𝑡 = ±𝑠𝜆
4 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉|∇𝑓 |2𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|2 d𝜎 d𝑡 ∓ 𝑠𝜆
4 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±(∇(|∇𝑓 |2) ⋅ ∇𝜂)|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

−𝑠𝜆
2

4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝑓 |2|∇𝜂|2|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ∓ 𝑠𝜆

4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝑓 |2Δ𝜂|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡.

Using ∇|∇𝑓 |2 ⋅ ∇𝜂 = 2∇2𝑓 (∇𝑓,∇𝜂), where ∇2𝑓 denotes the Hessian matrix of 𝑓 (it is considered as a symmetrical bilinear
form), we obtain

±𝑠𝜆
2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝑓 |2(∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±)𝜓± d𝑥 d𝑡 = ±𝑠𝜆
4 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉|∇𝑓 |2𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|2 d𝜎 d𝑡 ∓ 𝑠𝜆
2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±∇2𝑓 (∇𝑓,∇𝜂)|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

−𝑠𝜆
2

4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝑓 |2|∇𝜂|2|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ∓ 𝑠𝜆

4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝑓 |2Δ𝜂|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (99)

By Young inequality, 𝜆 ≥ 1 and 𝜉± ≥ 4
𝑇 2 , the first three terms in the right-hand side of (99) can be bounded by
𝐶𝑠𝜆2𝑇 4 (

‖∇2𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞
)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡.

Thus, we have
±𝑠𝜆

2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝑓 |2(∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±)𝜓± d𝑥 d𝑡 ≥ ±𝑠𝜆
4 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉|∇𝑓 |2𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|2 d𝜎 d𝑡 − 𝐶𝑠𝜆2𝑇 4 (
‖∇2𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞

)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡.

(100)
Similarly, we obtain

±𝑠𝜆∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±𝜕𝑡𝑓 (∇𝜂 ⋅ ∇𝜓±)𝜓± d𝑥 d𝑡 = ±𝑠𝜆
2 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝑡𝑓𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡 ∓ 𝑠𝜆

2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±(∇(𝜕𝑡𝑓 ) ⋅ ∇𝜂)|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

−𝑠𝜆
2

2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±𝜕𝑡𝑓 |∇𝜂|2|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ∓ 𝑠𝜆

2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉±𝜕𝑡𝑓Δ𝜂|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

≥ ±𝑠𝜆
2 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝑡𝑓𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡 − 𝐶𝑠𝜆2𝑇 4 (

‖∇(𝜕𝑡𝑓 )‖∞ + ‖𝜕𝑡𝑓‖∞
)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡.

Consequently
((𝐿1𝜓±)2, (𝐿2𝜓±)4)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) ≥ ±𝑠𝜆

4 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜉|∇𝑓 |2𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|2 d𝜎 d𝑡 ± 𝑠𝜆
2 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝑡𝑓𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡

−𝐶𝑠𝜆2𝑇 4 (
‖∇2𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇(𝜕𝑡𝑓 )‖∞ + ‖𝜕𝑡𝑓‖∞

)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡.
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By integration in time and 𝜓±(⋅, 0) = 𝜓±(⋅, 𝑇 ) = 0, we have
((𝐿1𝜓±)3, (𝐿2𝜓±)4)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) =

1
2𝜀 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜕𝑡(𝑓 )|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

≥ −𝐶𝑇
6

𝜀
(

‖𝜕𝑡∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖𝜕2𝑡 𝑓‖∞
)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (101)

From (98),(100) and (101), we conclude that
(𝐿1𝜓±, (𝐿2𝜓±)4)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) ≥ ±𝑠𝜆

4 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜉|∇𝑓 |2𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|2 d𝜎 d𝑡 ± 𝑠𝜆
2 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝑡𝑓𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡

−𝐶𝑠𝜆2𝑇 4 (
‖∇2𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞

)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

−𝐶𝑇
6

𝜀
(

‖𝜕𝑡∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖𝜕2𝑡 𝑓‖∞
)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (102)

Step 3. First conclusion.
Taking in account (95)-(97) and (102), for any 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1 and 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1

(

𝑇
𝜀
+ 𝑇 2

)

, we obtain

(𝐿1𝜓±, 𝐿2𝜓±)𝐿2(Ω𝑇 ) ≥ 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 − 𝐶𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ∓ 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆3 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉3|∇𝜂|2𝜕𝐧𝜂𝜓2 d𝜎 d𝑡

−2𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜉|∇𝜂|2𝜓𝜕𝐧𝜓± d𝜎 d𝑡 − 𝐶𝜀2𝑠2𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉2±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

−𝐶𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
𝜔′
𝑇

|∇𝜓±|
2𝜉± d𝑥 d𝑡 ∓ 2𝜀2𝑠𝜆∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜕𝐧𝜓±|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡 ± 𝜀2𝑠𝜆∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝐧𝜂|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡

+𝜀∫
Γ𝑇

𝜕𝑡𝜓𝜕𝐧𝜓± d𝜎 d𝑡 − 𝐶𝜀2𝑠3𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ± 𝜀𝑠2𝜆∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝑡𝛼𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡

±𝑠𝜆
4 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉|∇𝑓 |2𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|2 d𝜎 d𝑡 ± 𝑠𝜆
2 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝑡𝑓𝜕𝐧𝜂|𝜓|
2 d𝜎 d𝑡

−𝐶𝑠𝜆2𝑇 4 (
‖∇2𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞

)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

−𝐶𝑇
6

𝜀
(

‖𝜕𝑡∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖𝜕2𝑡 𝑓‖∞
)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡. (103)

Using (94), we obtain
‖𝐿1𝜓±‖

2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

+ ‖𝐿2𝜓±‖
2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

+ 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 2 𝐼±

⩽ 𝐶

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

‖𝐿3𝜓±‖
2
𝐿3(Ω𝑇 )

+ 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠2𝜆4 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉2±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

+𝜀2𝑠3𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑠𝜆2𝑇 4 (

‖∇2𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞
)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

−𝐶𝑇
6

𝜀
(

‖𝜕𝑡∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∞ + ‖𝜕2𝑡 𝑓‖∞
)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

, (104)
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where 𝐼± is the sum of all integrals on the boundary in the right-hand side of (103). The last integral in the right hand side
of (104) can be absorbed by 𝑐𝜀2𝑠3 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 if 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1

𝑇 2

𝜀

(

‖∇𝜕𝑡𝑓‖
2∕3
∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖𝜕2𝑡 𝑓‖

1∕3
∞

)

. Similarly, the second-

to-last term can be absorbed by 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠3 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 if 𝜆 ≥ 1 and 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1

𝑇 2

𝜀

(

‖∇2𝑓‖∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖∞
). Also, one can see that

𝜀2𝑠2𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉2±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 and 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 are absorbed by the same term if we take respectively 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1𝑇 2 and

𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1. So we obtain
‖𝐿1𝜓±‖

2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

+ ‖𝐿2𝜓±‖
2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

+ 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 2 𝐼±

⩽ 𝐶

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

‖𝐿3𝜓±‖
2
𝐿3(Ω𝑇 )

+ 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

for any 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1 and any
𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1

(

𝑇
𝜀
+ 𝑇 2

𝜀
(

1 + ‖∇2𝑓‖∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖∞ + ‖∇𝜕𝑡𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖𝜕2𝑡 𝑓‖
1∕3
∞

)

)

.

From (93), we obtain

‖𝐿3𝜓±‖
2
𝐿3(Ω𝑇 )

⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝐹±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠2𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉2±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + ‖Δ𝑓‖2∞ ∫

Ω𝑇

|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝐹±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 +

(

𝜀2𝑠2𝜆2𝑇 2 + ‖Δ𝑓‖2∞𝑇
6)

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

. (105)

The last term in the right hand side of (105) is absorbed by 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠3 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 for 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1

(

𝑇 2 + 𝑇 2

𝜀2∕3
‖Δ𝑓‖2∕3∞

)

and 𝜆 ≥ 1.

Finally, we obtain
‖𝐿1𝜓±‖

2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

+ ‖𝐿2𝜓±‖
2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

+ 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

|∇𝜓±|
2𝜉± d𝑥 d𝑡 + 2 𝐼±

⩽ 𝐶

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝐹±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

, (106)

for any 𝜀 ∈ (0, 1), any 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1 and any 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1
𝜀
(𝑇 + 𝑇 2)𝑇 (𝑓 ), where

𝑇 (𝑓 ) ∶= 1 + ‖∇𝑓‖∞ + ‖∇2𝑓‖∞ + ‖∇𝜕𝑡𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖𝜕2𝑡 𝑓‖
1∕3
∞ + ‖Δ𝑓‖2∕3∞ .

Step 4. Elimination of the integral of |∇𝜓±|
2 in the right-hand side of (106).

We start by adding integral of |Δ𝜓±|
2 to the left-hand side of (106), so that we can eliminate the last term in the right-hand side

of (106). Using (92), 𝜉± ≥ 4
𝑇 2 , 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1𝑇 2 and |𝜕𝑡𝛼±| ⩽ 𝑇 𝜉2±, we obtain

𝜀2𝑠−1 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉−1± |Δ𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ 𝐶

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑠𝑇 2

∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

+
(

‖∇𝑓‖4∞ + ‖𝜕𝑡𝑓‖
2
∞
) 𝑠−1

𝜀2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉−1± |𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + ‖𝐿2𝜓±‖

2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

.
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Hence

𝜀2𝑠−1 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉−1± |Δ𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ 𝐶

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + ‖𝐿2𝜓±‖

2
𝐿2(Ω𝑇 )

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

for all 𝜆 ≥ 1 and all 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1
𝜀

(

𝑇 +
(

1 + ‖∇𝑓‖∞ + ‖𝜕𝑡𝑓‖
1∕2
∞

)

𝑇 2
)

.
Consequently, we deduce from (106) that

𝜀2𝑠−1 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉−1± |Δ𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

|∇𝜓±|
2𝜉± d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐 𝐼±

⩽ 𝐶

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝐹±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

𝜔′
𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

𝜔′
𝑇

|∇𝜓±|
2𝜉± d𝑥 d𝑡

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

, (107)

for any 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1 and any 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1
𝜀

(

𝑇 + 𝑇 (𝑓 )𝑇 2) , where
𝑇 (𝑓 ) ∶= 1 + ‖∇𝑓‖∞ + ‖∇2𝑓‖∞ + ‖∇𝜕𝑡𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖∇𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖𝜕2𝑡 𝑓‖

1∕3
∞ + ‖Δ𝑓‖2∕3∞ + ‖𝜕𝑡𝑓‖

1∕2
∞ .

As usual, to eliminate the last term on the right-hand side of (107), let us introduce 𝜃 ∈ 2(𝜔) a positive cut-off function such
that 𝜃 = 1 in 𝜔′, an integration by parts and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as in15, we obtain

𝐶𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
𝜔′
𝑇

|∇𝜓±|
2𝜉± d𝑥 d𝑡 = 𝐶𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

𝜔′
𝑇

𝜃|∇𝜓±|
2𝜉± d𝑥 d𝑡 ≤ 𝐶𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

𝜔𝑇

𝜃|∇𝜓±|
2𝜉± d𝑥 d𝑡

≤ 1
2

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

𝜀2𝑠−1 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉−1± |Δ𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

+ 𝐶𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
𝜔𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡.

Combining this last estimate with (107), we conclude that
𝜀2𝑠−1 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉−1± |Δ𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉±|∇𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐 𝐼±

⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝐹±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

𝜔𝑇

𝜉3±|𝜓±|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

, (108)

for any 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1 and any 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1
𝜀

(

𝑇 + 𝑇 (𝑓 )𝑇 2).
Step 5. Simplification of the boundary terms. By summing (108) for 𝑖 = +,−, we obtain

𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉3+|𝜓+|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉+|∇𝜓+|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐

(

𝐼+ + 𝐼−
)

⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

(

|𝐹+|
2 + |𝐹−|

2) d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
𝜔𝑇

(

𝜉3+|𝜓+|
2 + 𝜉3−|𝜓−|

2) d𝑥 d𝑡
⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

. (109)

From the definitions of 𝜉± and 𝛼±, we have 𝜉− ⩽ 𝜉+ and 𝛼+ ⩽ 𝛼− in Ω𝑇 . Then, the estimate (109) gives
𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉3+|𝜓+|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Ω𝑇

𝜉+|∇𝜓+|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐

(

𝐼+ + 𝐼−
)

⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

|𝐹+|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

𝜔𝑇

𝜉3+|𝜓+|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

.
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Before simplifying 𝐼+ + 𝐼−, we turn back to our original function Φ. From (86), we deduce that
𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

|∇𝜓+|
2𝜉+ d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐

(

𝐼+ + 𝐼−
)

⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)|𝜕𝑡Φ + 𝜀ΔΦ − 𝑎𝜀(𝑓 )Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
𝜔𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡
⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

. (110)

For ∇Φ, we use the identity given in (89), we have
exp(−𝑠𝛼+)∇Φ = ∇𝜓+ − 𝑠𝜆𝜉+∇𝜂𝜓+.

Applying the triangular inequality to this identity, we find

𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉+|∇Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡 ⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

𝜉+|∇𝜓+|
2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡
⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

.

Consequently, we can add the previous integral of |∇Φ|

2 to the left-hand side of (110):
𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫

Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉+|∇Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝑐
(

𝐼+ + 𝐼−
)

⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)|𝜕𝑡Φ + 𝜀ΔΦ − 𝑎𝜀(𝑓 )Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
𝜔𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡
⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

. (111)

Next, we will simplify 𝐼+ + 𝐼−. It is clear that
𝐼+ + 𝐼− = −2𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜉|∇𝜂|2𝜓
[

𝜕𝐧𝜓+ + 𝜕𝐧𝜓−
]

d𝜎 d𝑡 − 2𝜀2𝑠𝜆∫
Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝐧𝜂
[

|𝜕𝐧𝜓+|
2 − |𝜕𝐧𝜓−|

2] d𝜎 d𝑡

+𝜀2𝑠𝜆∫
Γ𝑇

𝜉𝜕𝐧𝜂
[

|∇𝜓+|
2 − |∇𝜓−|

2] d𝜎 d𝑡 + 𝜀∫
Γ𝑇

𝜕𝑡𝜓
[

𝜕𝐧𝜓+ + 𝜕𝐧𝜓−
]

d𝜎 d𝑡.

Using |∇𝜓±|
2 = |∇Γ𝜓|2 + |𝜕𝐧𝜓±|

2, (87), (88), (90) and 𝜀𝜕𝐧Φ = − 𝜕𝐧𝑓
2
Φ, we obtain

𝐼+ + 𝐼− = 2𝜀𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜕𝐧𝑓 |∇𝜂|2𝜉 exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|Φ|

2 d𝜎 d𝑡 + 2𝜀𝑠2𝜆2 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜕𝐧𝑓 |𝜕𝐧𝜂|
2𝜉2 exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|Φ|

2 d𝜎 d𝑡

−∫
Γ𝑇

𝜕𝐧𝑓𝜕𝑡𝜓𝜓 d𝜎 d𝑡.

Integrating the last integral with respect to time, we obtain
𝐼+ + 𝐼− = 2𝜀𝑠𝜆2 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜕𝐧𝑓 |∇𝜂|2𝜉 exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|Φ|

2 d𝜎 d𝑡 + 2𝜀𝑠2𝜆2 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜕𝐧𝑓 |𝜕𝐧𝜂|
2𝜉2 exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|Φ|

2 d𝜎 d𝑡

+∫
Γ𝑇

𝜕𝑡(𝜕𝐧𝑓 ) exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|Φ|

2 d𝜎 d𝑡.

The estimate (111) and 𝜕𝐧𝑓 ≥ 0 on Γ𝑇 implies the following

𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉+|∇Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡

+2𝜀𝑠𝜆2 ∫
Γ𝑇

𝜕𝐧𝑓 |𝜕𝐧𝜂|
2 (𝜉 + 𝑠𝜉2

)

exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|Φ|

2 d𝜎 d𝑡
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⩽ 𝐶
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

∫
Ω𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)|𝜕𝑡Φ + 𝜀ΔΦ − 𝑎𝜀(𝑓 )Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡 + 𝜀2𝑠3𝜆4 ∫
𝜔𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼+)𝜉3+|Φ|

2 d𝑥 d𝑡

+‖𝜕𝑡𝜕𝐧𝑓‖∞ ∫
Γ𝑇

exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|Φ|

2 d𝜎 d𝑡
⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

. (112)

for any 𝜆 ≥ 𝜆1 and any 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1
𝜀

(

𝑇 + 𝑇 (𝑓 )𝑇 2) . Since 𝜕𝐧𝑓 ≥ 𝑐 > 0 on Γ𝑇 then, (𝜕𝐧𝑓 )−1 ∈ 𝐿∞(Γ𝑇 ). Conse-
quently, taking 𝑠 ≥ 𝑠1

𝜀
(‖𝜕𝑡𝜕𝐧𝑓‖𝐿∞(Γ𝑇 ) + ‖(𝜕𝐧𝑓 )−1‖𝐿∞(Γ𝑇 ))𝑇

2, we can absorb the last term in the right-hand side of (112) by
𝜀𝑠2𝜆2 ∫

Γ𝑇

𝜕𝐧𝑓 |𝜕𝐧𝜂|
2𝜉2 exp(−2𝑠𝛼)|Φ|

2 d𝜎 d𝑡. Finally, using the density argument explained at the beginning of the proof, we can
deduce the estimate (65).
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