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Abstract

In this paper, we discuss the uniqueness for solution to time-fractional diffusion equation
0% (u—up) + Au = 0 with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, where an elliptic
operator —A is not necessarily symmetric. We prove that the solution is identically zero if
its normal derivative with respect to the operator A vanishes on an arbitrary small part of

the spatial domain over a time interval. The proof is based on the Laplace transform and
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the spectral decomposition, and is valid for more general time-fractional partial differential

equations, including those involving non symmetric operators.

1 Introduction and main results

Throughout this paper, we assume that 7> 0, 0 < a < 1, and  C R? is a bounded domain
with sufficiently smooth boundary 0%, and let v = (vq,---,v4) denote the unit outwards

normal vector to the boundary 0f2. Let the operator A be defined by
d d
—Ap =" Oi(a(z)dkp) + Y bi(x)j0 + c(x)p, @ € D(A) := Hy(Q) N H*(Q),
Jk=1 Jj=1

where the principle part is uniformly elliptic, namely a;; = aj;, b; € Cl(Q),1<4,j5 <dand
c € L>*(9), satisfy that

d d
a0y &< > ap(@)§s% reQ LR (1.1)
j=1 Jrk=1

where ag > 0 is a constant independent of x,&. Here we set the normal derivative with respect

to the operator A as

d
(9,,Au == E al-juiﬁju.

ij—=1
for any u € H3/2(9Q). We define the time-fractional derivative 2. First let H*(0,7T') be the

fractional Sobolev space with the norm

T ‘U ’2 %
vlge,m) = (’U’p(o T) +/ / \t— S‘1+2a I afitza 08 dt)

(e.g., Adams [I]). We set

{v e H*(0,T); v(0) = 0}, I<a<l,
Ho(0,T) = {v€H2(O T); ‘()|2dt<oo}, a=1,
H*(0,T), O<a<i,
and
[v| e (0,7)5 O<a<l,a#i,

V] o 0,7) = 1
o 2 T o ;.\ 2 _1
(] ’H2(OT) —i—fo 7 dt> , a=3.



We set

J(t) = ﬁ/o (t — 5)* Lu(s)ds.

Then it is known

J*L*(0,T) = Hy(0,T), 0<a<l1

and there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
-1
C|J%m,01) < [v[2001) < ClI"|m,0,1)

for v € L?(0,T) (Gorenflo, Luchko and Yamamoto [6]). We define the time-fractional derivative
0 in H,(0,T) by
ofv = (J*) v, we Hy(0,7).

Remark 1. We define the Caputo derivative

dou(t) = ﬁ /0 (t—s)’a%(s)ds

and we consider d* for v € (C*[0,T] := {v € C'[0,T]; v(0) = 0}. Regarding d as an operator
with the domain (C*[0,T), we can see that the minimum closed extension of A% coincides with

o5 (Kubica, Ryszewska and Yamamoto [10)]).

We consider

O (u—wup) +Au=0 in Q x (0,7),
u(z, ) —ug(x) € Hy(0,T), for almost all x € Q, (1.2)
u(z,t) =0, (x,t) € 02 x (0,T).

We assume that ug € L2(Q2). Then it is known (e.g., Kubica, Ryszewska and Yamamoto [10],

Kubica and Yamamoto [I1]) that there exists a unique solution
w e L20,T; H (Q) N H?(Q)) (1.3)

such that u—ug € Hy(0,T; L*(Q)) and u(-,t) € H}(Q) for almost all t € (0,7). We refer also to
Gorenflo, Luchko and Yamamoto [6], Zacher [23]. By (L3), we see that 0, ,u € L*(92x (0,T)).
We are ready to state the first main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let I' C 092 be an arbitrarily chosen subboundary and let T > 0. For ug €
L3(Q), let u be the solution to [(L2). If O,,u=0 on T x (0,T), then u=0 in Q x (0,T).



This uniqueness result is known to be equivalent to the approximate controllability for
the adjoint system to (1.1) (e.g., Fujishiro and Yamamoto [5]). For evolution equations with
natural number order time-derivative, see e.g., Schmidt and Weck [18], Triggiani [20]. Here

we do not discuss about the approximate controllability.

In the case where —A is symmetric, that is, b; = 0 for j = 1,...,d, there are several
results. For example, we refer to Sakamoto and Yamamoto [I7]. See also Jiang, Li, Liu and
Yamamoto [8] for not necessarily symmetric A. The argument in [] is different from ours: [§]
relies on the transformation of the problem to the determination of ug of the corresponding
parabolic equation through the Laplace transform. In both [§] and [I7], the condition u = 0
in wx (0,7) with a subdomain w C €, is assumed in place of 9,,u =0 on I' x (0,7"). We note

that for 0,,u, we here assume more regularity for the initial value, that is, ug € H&(Q)

Our proof is based on the spectral property of the elliptic operator A, while the proof in

[8] follows from the uniqueness result for a parabolic equation:

Ou+ Au=0, inQx (0,7),
ulpax 1) =0, Ouulrxor) = 0.

Indeed our proof of Theorem [Tl works also for higher-order elliptic operator A, for example,

m

d
Opu=— -2+ bj(2)0;+cx)]| wu (1.4)
j=1

with m € N under suitable conditions, but the method in [8] requires us to prove that if u
satisfies (L4)) and
Fu=0 ondQx(0,7), k=0,1,..,2m — 1,

then u = 0 in Q x (0,7), which needs more arguments than our proof for the case m > 1.
In the case of m = 1, this uniqueness follows from the well-known unique continuation for a

parabolic equation (e.g., Isakov [7], Yamamoto [22]).

As one application of Theorem 1, we show the uniqueness for an inverse source problem.

We consider
Oy+Ay=pt)f(z), z€Q,0<t<T,

y(x,-) € Ho(0,T), for almost all x € Q, (1.5)

y(x,t) =0, (x,t) € 9Q x (0,T).



We assume that f € L2(Q) and u € L?(0,T). Then we know (e.g., [10]) that there exists a
unique solution y € L2(0,T; H2(2) N HE(Q)) N Hy(0,T;5 L*(Q)) to (1.4). Now for given u, we

discuss an inverse source problem of determining f in 2 by d, Ay|Fx(0,T)-

Theorem 1.2. Let I' C 0Q be an arbitrarily chosen subboundary and let f € L*(Q), p €
CY0,T], #0 in [0,T). If 0,y =0 on T x (0,T), then f =0 in Q.

In this article, we discuss the determination of initial value and source term within the
framework of [I0] which formulates initial boundary value problems (1.2) and (1.5) and es-
tablishes the well-posedness in fractional Sobolev spaces. In particular, for the first time we
establish the uniqueness in the inverse source problem for (1.5) for general f € L?(f2) and

p € L?[0,T], where the time-regularity of the solution y is delicate.

This article is outlined as follows. In section [2] we first provide several preliminary results
from spectral theory and prove some auxiliary lemmas for the formula of the Laplace transform
for the fractional derivative 05 in H,(0,7), which plays crucial roles in the proof of the main
theorem. In section [3, by the Laplace tranform argument, the unique continuation principle
in Theorem [[. T is proved. In section 4 based on the unique coninuation principle, from the
Duhamel principle, see Lemma [£.1], we finish the proof of Theorem Finally, a concluding

remark is given in section [l

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Well-posedness for the forward problem

In this part, we are concerned with the wellposedness for the initial-boundary value problem
(L2)). More precisely, we will show that the solution to the problem (2] admit an exponential

growth, which is essential for carrying out the Laplace transform argument.

Lemma 2.1 (Coercivity). For any measurable function ¢(-) —co € Ha(0,T) with a € (0,1),

one has the coercivity inequality

%/0 (t =) ()05 (p(s) — co)ds > @*(t) — ¢§,  almost all t € (0,T).



Proof. We divide the proof into two steps. First, we assume ¢ — cq € oC[0,T], then from

Lemma 1 in Alikhanov [3], it follows that
PD)df (1) > Sa()(0), 1> 0. (21)
Now noting that ¢(0) = g, along with the formula
JU e = p(t) —co, € (0,T),

we have

% /0 (t=9)""p(s)dSp(s)ds = G(t) — ¢, t e (0,T).

Since df'cop = 0, we further arrive at the inequality

%/0 (t =) o(s)df (p(s) — co)ds > ?(t) — ¢, almost all t € (0, 7).

Moreover, from Remark[I] it follows that the Caputo derivative d¥ concides with the fractional

derivative 95 under the domain oC'[0, T, and then we see that

% /0 (t = )" p(s)07 (p(s) = co)ds > ¢*(t) — cj, almost all t € (0, 7).

Now for the case ¢ — ¢g € Hn(0,T), letting ¢ := ¢ — ¢y € Ha(0,T), it is equivalent to
prove the inequality

2 [t " X
m/o (t =) (W(s) + co)df(s)ds > ((t) + o) — ¢, almost all t € (0, 7).

Ho(0,T)

From the argument used in [6], we see that ¢C1[0, T = H,(0,T), hence we can choose

Y, € oC[0,T] and v, tends to ¢ under the norm of H%(0,T) as n — oo. Then from the

conclusion in the first step, we see that

2 ¢ a— (0%
W/o (t—s) 1(1/)n(5) + )07 (s)ds > (Pn(t) + 00)2 — c%, almost all t € (0,7). (2.2)

Since ¥, — ¢ in H*(0,T) as n — oo, hence ¢, (t) — 1(t) for almost all ¢ € (0,T"), we see that

the right-hand side of the above inequality tends to (¢(t) + cp)? — ¢ for almost all t € (0, 7).

Now we evaluate
T
/o
T
S /
0

/ (£ — ) (Wn(s) + c0) 0 thn(s)ds — / (t— )7 ((5) + c0)Op(s)ds| dt
0 0

/O (= )% (ton(s) — ()0 4n(s)) ds| di
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+/
0

By the use of the Fubini lemma, I,,1(¢) can be further rewritten by

dt =: I + I

In(t) < /OT (/ST(t - S)O‘_ldt> (¥n(s) = 9(s))0; Yn(s)| ds

o4 T
<2 nls) = ()08 (5)] ds.

@ Jo
From Holder’s inequality, by a direct calculation, the last integration on the right hand side

of the above estimates can be evaluated by

AﬂWA@—wmwwwwmgmfwmmﬂ(AT@%gﬁwf

<n = Yll20,1) 0l a0y +1) = 0, asn — oo.

Similarly, we see that

T> (T
Ing <—— | |(¥(s) + c0)0 (Yu(s) = ¥(s))| ds

0
T T 9 %
<+ allzan ([ 108wl - vis))as)
TCV
S— ¥+ coll 2ol = Yllaamy = 0, asn — co.
Consequently, we see that
t t
/ (t — )2 (P (s) + c0)0n(s)ds  tends to / (t — 5)* 7L ((s) + co)0%ep(s)ds
0 0

for almost all ¢ € (0,7"). Now letting n — oo on both sides of the inequality (Z2]), we find

2 t
m/ (t — 8)* L (W(s) + c0)0%(s)ds > (Y(t) + co)? — ¢2, almost all t € (0,T).
0
We finish the proof of the lemma by changing 1 (t) + ¢o back to (t). O

Lemma 2.2. Let ug € L?(Q), then the unique solution u : (0,T) — H?(Q) is t-analytic and

can be analytically extended to (0,00). Moreover, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
Hu('at)”LQ(Q) < CeCtHUOHL2(Q), t>0.

Proof. For the proof of the t-analyticity of the solution, one can refer to Sakamoto and Ya-

mamoto [17], and Li, Huang and Yamamoto [12]. It is sufficient to show the solution v admits



an exponential growth. For this, we multiply u — up on both sides of the equation (L2 to
derive that

(0F (u — uo), u) 2 () + (Au, u)r2(q) = 0.

Now multiplying J on both sides of the above equation, noting Lemma 2.1] and from integra-

tion by parts, we see that
1 2 1 2 «
§HUHL2(Q) - §HUOHL2(Q) +J 5 agj(x)Osu(x, t)0ju(x, t)dx

<J“ </Q(B(m) -Vu(zx,t) + c(w)u(m,t))(u(x,t))dm) .

From the ellipticity (ILI) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for a sufficiently small e > 0, we

can further derive
1 2 1 2 o 2 a 2 C
§HU”L2(Q) - §HUOHL2(Q) + Sl )l ) < I (el D)l ) + ?Hu('at)”LQ(Q) :
By taking € > 0 small enough, we have
HUH%Q(Q) + JQ(HU('J)”?{l(Q)) < CHUOH%H(Q) + CJul- )l 120

which implies

C t o
o) /0 (t = )2 -, )2 gy ds-

lu(, )72y < ClluollFao) +
Therefore we conclude from the general Gronwall inequality that

[u-, t)llz2() < Celuollr2(y, ¢ > 0.

Thus the proof of the lemma is complete. O

2.2 Laplace transform of 0

We define the Laplace transform (Lu)(p) by

(Lu)(p) == /000 e Plu(t)dt

for p > pp: some constant.

The formulae of the Laplace transforms for fractional derivatives are well-known. For

example,

L(d§w)(p) = p*(Lu)(p) — p*~u(0) (2.3)



for ®p > pp: some constant. The formula (23] is convenient for solving fractional differential
equations. However formula (2.3]) requires some regularity for w. For instance, u(0) should be

apparently defined and (23) does not make a sense for u € H*(0,7) with 0 < a < 1.

Moreover such needed regularity should be consistent with the regularity which we can
prove for solutions to a fractional differential equations. In particular, the regularity for the
formula concerning the Laplace transform should be not very strong. Thus on the regularity

assumption for the formula like (2.3]), we have to make adequate assumptions for w.

In this section, we state the formula of the Laplace transform for the fractional derivative

o in Hy(0,T). We set

Vo (0,00) := {u € Li..(0, o0); ul 0,1y € Ha(0,T) for any T' > 0, (2.4
24
there exists a constant C' = C,, > 0 such that |u(t)| < Ce® for t > 0.}

Here we define a set L] (0,00) of functions defined in (0, 00) by
Llloc(O7 00) = {u; u](07T) € Ll(O,T) for any T > 0}.
Then we can state

Lemma 2.3. The Laplace transform L(0fu)(p) can be defined for u € V,(0,00) by

T
L(0fu)(p) = lim e PLofu(t)dt, p> C,

T—o00 0

and

L(0fu)(p) = p“Lu(p), p> Cy.

Proof. We can refer to [10] for the proof, but for completeness, here we provide the proof.

First for u € H,(0,7T), by Theorem 2.3 in [10], we can see that
JY e Hi(0,T) € HY(0,T), (2.5)

and so

d
Dfu = aJl*au € L*0,7).

Theorem 2.4 from [10] yields 0f'u = 4 .J'=%u for u € Ha(0,T). Let T > 0 be arbitrarily fixed.

Then, in terms of (2.1]), we integrate by parts to obtain

T T d
/ e PLofu(t)dt :/ e PE— (T (t)dt



T
= [T %u(t)e P ZE)F —|—p/ e PLI = (t)dt.
0
The Sobolev embedding (e.g., [1]) yields

LT%(0,T), if0<a<i,

H*(0,T) C { L3(0,7),  with any § >0 if o = 3,

L=(0,7), ifi<a<l

First for 0 < a < %, the Holder inequality implies

ou(t)| = ‘ﬁ /0 't — 5)-ou(s)ds

SC(/Ot(|t—s| o +> </ lu(s) +> E

2o (0,T)

as t — 0. Next let a = % We choose § € (0, %) Setting p = ﬁ and ¢ = %, we apply the

Holder inequality to have

|J 7 u(t)| <C </ [t — |~ 2pds> (/Ot|u(s)|qd5>;
§C</ It — | 2T >5</0t|u(s)|<15d5>5—>0

ast—>0by0<5<%. Finallyfor%<oz<1,wehave
t
0] <€ [t = s dslul o) 0
0
as t — 0. Thus we see that

lim J'™%u(t) = 0.
t—0

Hence

e PT

T T
/0 e PLoftu(t)dt :m/o (t—s) “u(s)ds

+ ﬁ /OT e P! (/Ot(t — s)au(s)ds> dt = I + I.

Since |u(t)| < Cpe®? for t > 0 with some constant Cy > 0, we estimate

T T
|Il| SCve_pT/ (T - 5)_a6008d8 = Ce_pT/ S_aeCO(T—S)dS
0 0

10



T 00
:Ce—(p—C())T/ S—ae—COSds < Ce_(p_CO)T/ s—oce—C()SdS = Ce_(p_CO)T%'
0 0 0

Hence if p > Cy, then limp_.oo [1 = 0.

As for I, by the Fubini lemma, we see that

I, :ﬁ /OT </ST e Pt — s)_o‘dt> u(s)ds

e /O ' ( /O o e‘p”n_o‘dn> ePou(s)ds.

For p > Cj, since |u(s)| < Ce®0* for some s > 0, we have

<C </OO e"”M]‘“d?]) e~ (p—Co)s
0

for all s > 0 and T' > 0, and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem yields

i Y Y ol B —ps
1}313012 F(l—a)/o </0 e Py dn)e u(s)ds

:F(lp— ) F(;ljaa) /000 e PPu(s)ds = p“ Lu(p)

T—s
/ e PIn~%dne Pu(s)
0

for p > Cy. Thus the proof of the lemma is complete. O

2.3 Some results from spectral theory

We define the the operator DF,, k € N, related to the eigenvalue ), of the operator —A as

follows

1 —
Dhpi= 5 [ (= An) (= 4)gdn, € L)
Ym

where v, is a sufficiently small circle surrounding the eigenvalue \,, of the operator —A (e.g.,
Kato [9]). From the result from Suzuki and Yamamoto [19], we see that the multiplicity of

the eigenvalue A, is finite and we assume it as m). Then we have
DE =0in L2(Q), k> my.

We call P, := DY, is the eigenprojection related to the eigenvalue \,, of the operator —A, and

we see that
Lemma 2.4. Let ko be a positive integer. If p € L2(Q) satisfies D P, = 0, then
DFo=1p, o € Ker(Ay — A).

11



Proof. Since P, € D(A), we see that A(n— A) "' Ph¢ = (n— A)"LAP,, ¢ for any ¢ € L?(Q),

hence that

_ 1 _ _
O = A)DI P = 5 [ 0= 2= ) O = ) Psoy

Ym
By writting A, — A=A, —n+n— A, we have
ko—1 1 ko -1 1 ko—1
Am = A)D™ P =—o— [ (n=An) (= A)" Bopdn + o— [ (1= An)™" Prpdn).
27 )y, 27 ),
In view of the assumption D0 = 0 and the residue theory, it follows that the two terms on

the right-hand side of the above equation are zero, that is,
DRo=1p o € Ker(Ay — A).

This completes the proof. O

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

This section is devoted to the proof of the first main result, Theorem [[L.Tl Before giving the
proof, we first employ the Laplace transform treatment to show the uniqueness in determining
the Neumann derivative of the initial value from the addition data of the solution on the

subboundary , which plays crucial role in the proof of Theorem [Tl We have

Lemma 3.1. Assume ug € L*(Q2) and u € L*(0,T; HX(Q)NH(Q)), u—ug € Ha(0,T; L*(2))
solves the initial-boundary value problem (L2). If d,,u = 0 on I' x (0,T), then for any
m,k €N, &,AD,IZuO =0 on the subboundary I.

Proof. From the t-analyticity of the solution stated in Lemma 2.2] we can make unique ex-

tension for u(x,t), t € (0,7T") to (0,00). Therefore, taking Laplace transforms on both sides of

(I2) implies
At(s) + s2u(s) = s tuy  in Q,
(3.1)
a(s)bg =0, Js > s
together with the formula from Laplace transform in Lemma 2.3

Therefore for s* in the resolvent set p(A) of the operator A, we see that
U(s) = s* 71 (s + A) 7! (up).

12



Moreover, the assumption d,,u = 0 on I' x (0,7') combined with the t-analyticity of the
solution, it follows that

Oy, u(s)=0 onT.

Now letting 1 := —s®, we conclude from the above equality that
Oy, (n—A)"tug=0 onT.

for any n € p(A), from which we further verify

1 k —1 _
omi |, (1 = Am) 0y, (n — A)" updn = 0,

that is, 0, , DF uy = 0 in view of the definition of the operator DF . This completes the proof

of the lemma. O
Now we are ready for the proof of our first main result.
Proof of Theorem [11l. From Lemma 2.4] we derive
(A — A (D™ ug) =0 in Q.

Moreover, since D¥ P ug € H2(Q) N H}(Q) and Oy DEPpug =0on T, k=1,2,--, we
conclude from the unique continuation principle for the elliptic equations that D~ P, uq = 0
in Q. Again similar argument yields D™ ~2P,ug = 0 in . Continuing this procedure, we
obtain Ppug = 0 in Q for any m € N. Therefore we must have ug = 0 from the completeness

of the generalised eigenfunctions (see the last chapter of [2]).

Finally, from the uniqueness for the initial-boundary value problem (L2)), it follows that

u = 0. This completes the proof of our first main theorem. O

4 Proof of Theorem

Now let us turn to the proof of the uniqueness of the inverse source problem. The argument
is mainly based on the weak unique continuation and the following Duhamel’s principle for

time-fractional diffusion equations.

13



Lemma 4.1 (Duhamel’s principle). Let f € L2(Q2) and p € C[0,T]. Then the weak solution

y to the initial-boundary value problem (LBl) allows the representation
y(-,t) = /OtH(t—s)v(-,s)ds, 0<t<T,
where v solves the homogeneous problem
ofv+Av=0 inQx(0,T),
v=f in Q x {0},
v=20 on 09 x (0,7T)
and 0 € L'(0,T) is the unique solution to the fractional integral equation

JT0t) = put), 0<t<T.

(4.1)

(4.2)

(4.3)

The above conclusion is almost identical to Liu, Rundell and Yamamoto [16, Lemma

4.1] for the single-term case and Liu [I5] Lemma 4.2] for the multi-term case, except for the

existence of non-symmetric part. Since the same argument still works in our setting, we omit

the proof here.

Proof of Theorem [[.2. Let y satisfy the initial-boundary value problem (LI) with f(z) u(t),
where f € H}(Q) and pu € C0,T]. Then y takes the form of (@Il according to Lemma 11

Performing the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral J'=% to (&I]), we deduce

lmog o ) = 1 t 1 ' T—=&v(- T
P ) = g | g o= 9e 9 aa
B 1 tv- Lo(r —¢) .

_T(l—a)/o (’5)/5 (t—T)O‘dd5

ARSI S L G B
= ORT ) e i

= [wC.oro0-gds= [ ute-r)o(-7)ar,
0 0

where we applied Fubini’s theorem and used the relation (43]). Then the vanishment of 9, ,u

on I x (0,7) immediately yields
t
/ u(t —7)0yv(-,7)dr =0 onl, 0<t<T.
0

Differentiating the above equality with respect to ¢, we obtain

t
1(0)0, v(-,t)+/ Wt —7)0,,v(-,7)dr =0, onTl, 0<t<T.
0

14



Owing to the assumption that |©(0)] # 0, we estimate

1 t
000 Oy < o [ 1= DO 7y

SHMHC OT/H 2y dr, 0<t<T.

Taking advantage of Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude 9,,v = 0 on I' x (0,T"). Finally, we
apply Theorem [[.T] to the homogeneous problem ([£.2]) to derive v = 0 in Q x (0,7), implying
f=wv(-,0) =0. This completes the proof of Theorem O

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we considered the multi-term time-fractional diffusion equation with advection.
By taking Laplace tranform argument, we changed the problem (2] to an elliptic equation in
the frequency domain. We then proved the weak unique continuation property of the solution
to (L2)) by using the spectrol decomposition of the general operator and unique continuation for
the elliptic equation. The statement concluded in Theorem [ Tlwill be called as the weak unique
continuation property because we impose the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition on
the whole boundary, which is absent in the usual parabolic prototype. (see Cheng, Lin and
Nakamura [4], Lin and Nakamura [I4] and Xu, Cheng and Yamamoto [2I]). As a direct
conclusion of the weak unique continuation, we proved that the uniqueness in determining the

source term from the boundary measurement.

Let us mention that the argument used for the proof of the weak unique continuation
principle heavily relies on the choice of the coefficients of the fractional derivatives, namely
constant coefficients. It would be interesting to investigate what happens if this assumption
is not valid. On the other hand, we mention that in the one-dimensional case, the unique
continuation (not weak type) for the fractional diffusion equation is valid, one can refer to the
recent work from Li and Yamamoto [I3] in which the theta function method and Phragmém-
Lindel6f principle play essential roles in the proof. Unfortunately, the technique used in [13]
cannot work in showing the unique continuation for the fractional diffusion equation in the
general dimensional case due to the absence of the theta function. This is one of reasons why

the unique continuation in the general case was only established in the weak sense.

To sum up, to overcome the above conjuecture, a new approach may need to be con-
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structed rather than the Laplace transform and spectral decomposition.
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