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SHARP ORDER OF VANISHING FOR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS, NODAL SET

ESTIMATES AND LANDIS TYPE RESULTS

VEDANSH ARYA, AGNID BANERJEE, AND NICOLA GAROFALO

This work is dedicated to the memory of our dear friend and colleague Luis Escauriaza

Abstract. We establish a new sharp estimate of the order of vanishing of solutions to parabolic equations

with variable coefficients. For real-analytic leading coefficients, we prove a localised estimate of the nodal

set, at a given time-level, that generalises the celebrated one of Donnelly and Fefferman. We also establish

Landis type results for global solutions.
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1. Introduction

The subject of unique continuation for second-order partial differential equations occupies a central

position in analysis and geometry. More in particular, quantitative uniqueness for elliptic equations has

undergone a great development during the past three decades, especially in connection with the following

conjecture of Yau in [52]: let M be a n-dimensional, C∞ Riemannian manifold compact and without

boundary, and consider an eigenfunction ∆ϕ = −λϕ on M . Then the (n− 1)−dimensional measure of the
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2 SHARP ORDER OF VANISHING, ETC.

nodal set of ϕ satisfies the estimate:

c
√
λ ≤ Hn−1({x ∈M | ϕ(x) = 0}) ≤ C

√
λ, (1.1)

where C, c > 0 are two constants depending only on n, the Riemannian metric, but not the eigenvalue λ.

This order of vanishing is sharp since, given the harmonic function Pκ(x) = ℜ(x1 + ix2)
κ in R

n+1, then

ϕκ = Pκ

∣

∣

Sn
satisfies the well-known equation ∆Snϕκ = −λκϕκ, with λκ = κ(κ + n − 1), and the order

of vanishing of ϕκ at the North pole (0, ..., 0, 1) is precisely κ ≈
√
λκ. In their famous papers [14], [15],

Donnelly and Fefferman showed that if u solves ∆u = −λu in a C∞, compact and connected n-dimensional

Riemannian manifold M , then the maximal vanishing order of u is ≈
√
λ. Using their estimate, the same

authors proved that, if the Riemannian metric is real-analytic, then (1.1) does hold, thus giving a complete

answer to Yau’s conjecture in the analytic category. More recently, thanks to the breakthrough works of

Logunov and Malinnikova in [38], [39] and [40], there have been some important developments in the C∞

setting as well. The reader should also see [9] for a sharp local Courant nodal domain estimate. For a

beautiful account on quantitative unique continuation, Yau’s conjecture and recent developments sparked

by it, we refer the reader to [41] and [42].

In this paper, we establish a space-like quantitative uniqueness result for nontrivial solutions to parabolic

equations in R
n × [0,∞) in the form1

Lu = ut + div(A(x, t)∇u) + 〈b(x, t),∇u〉 + V (x, t)u = 0, (1.2)

under minimal regularity hypothesis on the coefficients A(x, t) = [aij(x, t)], b(x, t) = (b1(x, t), ..., bn(x, t)

and V (x, t). The case b(x, t) ≡ 0 in (1.2) was recently settled by two of us in [1], but their study left

open the treatment of the drift. One of the main new contributions of the present work is to fill this

gap. This requires a delicate analysis which complements and completes the available theory. The relevant

assumptions on the symmetric, matrix-valued function (x, t) → A(x, t) ∈ Mn×n(R), the drift b(x, t) and

the potential V (x, t) are as follows:

(i) There exist Λ ≥ 1 such that for all x, y ∈ R
n, and s, t ∈ [0,∞), one has for every ξ ∈ R

n

Λ−1|ξ|2 ≤ 〈A(x, t)ξ, ξ〉 ≤ Λ|ξ|2. (1.3)

(ii) There exist M ≥ 0 such that for all x, y ∈ R
n, and s, t ∈ [0,∞), one has

|aij(x, t)− aij(y, s)| ≤M(|x− y|+ |t− s|1/2). (1.4)

1We alert the reader that, in order to simplify the presentation, we have chosen to work with a backward parabolic equation
in a forward time-slab. Consequently, all results - including the existing ones from other authors - will be stated in accordance
with this choice. Using the change of variable t → −t, the reader can readily convert all the statements into ones for a forward
parabolic equation

ut − div(A(x, t)∇u) + 〈b(x, t),∇u〉 + V (x, t)u = 0,

in a backward time-slab R
n × (−∞, 0].
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In what follows we indicate by Br(x) the ball of radius r with centre at x ∈ R
n, Qr(x, t) will denote the

space-time cylinder Br(x) × [t, t+ r2]. When (x, t) = (0, 0), we simply write Br and Qr. With b(x, t) and

V (x, t) as in (1.4) above, we define

||V ||1,1/2 = ||V ||L∞(Q4) + ||∇xV ||L∞(Q4) + sup
(x,t),(x,s)∈Q4

|V (x, t)− V (x, s)|
|t− s|1/2

and

||b||1,1/2 = sup
i=1,...,n

(

||bi||L∞(Q4) + ||∇xbi||L∞(Q4) + sup
(x,t),(x,s)∈Q4

|bi(x, t)− bi(x, s)|
|t− s|1/2

)

.

Throughout this paper, we assume that ||b||1,1/2 <∞, and ||V ||1,1/2 <∞. With these quantities in place,

we introduce a normalisation quantity which plays a pervasive role in what follows:

Θ =

∫

Q4
u2(x, t)dxdt

∫

B1
u2(x, 0)dx

. (1.5)

In the results in this paper it will always be assumed that the relevant solution does not vanish identically

at time t = 0. Consequently, the quantity (1.5) will be well-defined. The following is our main result on

quantitative unique continuation.

Theorem 1.1 (Space-like vanishing order). Let u be a solution to (1.2) in Q4 such that u(·, 0) 6≡ 0 in B1.

Then there exists a universal constant N > 0 such that, with

K =
1

∫

B1
u2(x, 0)dx

+N log(NΘ) +N(||V ||1/2
1,1/2

+ ||b||1,1/2 + 1), (1.6)

one has for all r ≤ 1/2,
∫

Br

u2(x, 0)dx ≥ rK. (1.7)

As we have mentioned above, when b(x, t) ≡ 0, Theorem 1.1 was proved in [1]. We emphasise that the

linear dependence on the norm of the drift in the constant K in (1.6) is sharp, as shown by the following

example. Consider Pκ(x) = ℜ(x1 + ix2)
κ in R

n, ϕκ = Pκ

∣

∣

Sn−1 , and for (x, y) ∈ S
n−1 × R, define with

λ = κ(κ + n− 2),

v(x, y) = e

√

λ
2
y
ϕκ(x).

A computation gives

∆Sn−1v + vyy +

√

λ

2
vy = 0. (1.8)

Consider the point p0
def
= (n0, 0) ∈ S

n−1 × R where n0 ∈ S
n−1 is the north pole. If we denote by b =

√

λ
2

the drift in (1.8), then it is readily seen that the vanishing order of v at p0 is κ ≈
√
λ ≈

√

λ
2 = ||b||1,1/2.

In our next result, Theorem 1.2, we use Theorem 1.1 to obtain an estimate which should be regarded

as a parabolic counterpart of the above mentioned results in [14], [15].
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Theorem 1.2 (Space-like estimate of the nodal set). In addition to (1.3), assume that A ∈ C∞(Rn × R)

and that x→ A(x, t) is real-analytic, uniformly in t. With λ > 0, let u be a solution in Q4 to the equation

ut + div(A(x, t)∇u) + λu = 0, (1.9)

such that u(·, 0) 6= 0. Then there exist C = C(n,A) > 0, and a universal constant N > 0, such that

Hn−1({x : u(x, 0) = 0} ∩B1/2) ≤ C

(

√
λ+N log(NΘ) +

1
∫

B1
u(x, 0)2dx

+ 1

)

, (1.10)

where Hn−1 denotes the (n− 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R
n.

To the best of our knowledge, in the available literature the result most closely related to Theorem 1.2

is the one due to F. H. Lin in [35, Theorem 4.2]. There he proved that, if (M,g) is an analytic compact

manifold without boundary, and if u is a non-zero solution in M × [0,∞) to the equation

∂tu−∆Mu = 0,

then

Hn−1{x ∈M : u(x, t) = 0} ≤ C(n, g,M) N(t), (1.11)

where N(t) is an explicitly computed frequency function depending on all the eigenvalues of −∆M (as well

as on the initial values u(x, 0)), see (4.7) in [35]. It ensues that (1.11) has a global character, whereas (1.10)

is local in nature. We also refer to [27] for results related to (1.11), but with lower regularity assumptions

on the coefficients.

As a further consequence of Theorem 1.1, in the last part of our work we establish some new elliptic-

type global results of Landis type for solutions to (1.2). More precisely, we are interested in deriving lower

bounds on the decay rate of global solutions in R
n × [0,∞) to the parabolic equation

ut +∆u = 〈b(x, t),∇u〉 + V (x, t)u, (1.12)

under different assumptions on b(x, t) and V (x, t). Our results are in part motivated by the work [4] of

two of us, on Modica type gradient bounds for the reaction-diffusion equation in R
n × [0,∞)

ut +∆u = F ′(u). (1.13)

In Theorem 4.1 in that paper it was shown that, surprisingly, any bounded solution to (1.13) satisfies the

following global gradient bound

|∇u(x, t)|2 ≤ 2F (u(x, t)),

without any assumption on the right-hand side, other than F ≥ 0. When F (u) = 1
4 (1−u2)2 is the double-

well potential, for which F ′(u) = u3 − u, there exist eternal traveling wave solutions |u(x, t)| ≤ 1 of (1.13)
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of the form

u(x′, xn, t) = v(x′, xn − ct), c ≥ 0, (1.14)

for which ∂xnu(x) > 0. This led to formulate the following parabolic version of a famous conjecture of De

Giorgi which is presently fully open.

Conjecture: Let u be a solution to (1.13) in R
n × [0,∞) such that |u| ≤ 1, and ∂xnu(x, t) > 0 for all

(x, t) ∈ R
n × [0,∞). Then, u must be an eternal traveling wave, i.e. after a change of coordinates, u must

be of the form (1.14).

Before stating our next results, Theorems 1.3, 1.4 and Corollary 1.5, we mention that, in the time-

independent situation, the relevant problems were originally posed by Landis in the late 60’s, see [30]. He

conjectured that if a solution in an exterior domain Ω = R
n \K to the equation

∆u = V (x)u (1.15)

decays faster than e−κ|x|, for some κ > ||V ||L∞(Ω), then u ≡ 0 in Ω. This should be seen as an unique

continuation property at infinity for the Schrödinger equation (1.15). Landis’ conjecture was disproved by

Meshkov, who constructed a bounded complex-valued V and a nontrivial solution u to (1.15) satisfying

|u(x)| ≤ Ce−C|x|4/3 , see [44]. Bourgain and Kenig showed in [7] that if u is a bounded solution to (1.15)

with ||V ||L∞ ≤ 1, then one has
∫

B1(x0)
u2(x)dx ≥ Ce−|x0|4/3 log |x0|, (1.16)

and they used such lower bound in their resolution of Anderson localisation for the Bernoulli problem. We

note that (1.16) constitutes a sharp quantitative decay in view of Meshkov’s example. Although Landis’

conjecture presently remains a challenging open problem for real-valued V and u, some interesting partial

progress exist. Under the assumption V ≥ 0, it was proved in [28] in the planar case. The sign restriction

V ≥ 0 has been recently removed in [43], thus the conjecture has been fully resolved in R
2. For various

other partial results on Landis’ conjecture and its variants, we refer to [11], [12], [13], [29], [36], [37], [48].

We also mention [19], where it was shown that exponential decay of super-Gaussian type is not possible at

infinity for forward parabolic problems.

Returning to global decay estimates for solutions of (1.12), we first state a result for constant drift and

potential.

Theorem 1.3. Let c0 ∈ C, b0 ∈ C
n, and assume that u be a solution in R

n × [0,∞) to the equation

ut +∆u = c0u+ 〈b0,∇u〉, (1.17)



6 SHARP ORDER OF VANISHING, ETC.

such that u(·, 0) 6≡ 0 and that for some C ≥ 0 one has for x ∈ R
n and t ∈ [0,∞)

|u(x, t)| ≤ CeC(|x|+|t|1/2). (1.18)

Then the following decay estimate holds for x0 ∈ R
n with |x0| = R >> 1

∫

B1(x0)
u2(x, 0)dx ≥ e−C̃R logR. (1.19)

where C̃ > 0 depends only on n,C, |b0|, |c0| and
∫

B1
u2(x, 0)dx.

In the next result, under the hypothesis that the potential V (x, t) be bounded, we obtain a parabolic

analogue of the Bourgain-Kenig type estimate in (1.16) above.

Theorem 1.4 (Space-like Bourgain-Kenig type decay). Suppose that V ∈ L∞(Rn × [0,∞),C), and let u

be a solution in R
n × [0,∞) to the equation

ut +∆u = V (x, t)u, (1.20)

such that u(·, 0) 6≡ 0, and satisfying (1.18). Then there exists C > 0, depending only on n,M, ||V ||∞ and
∫

B1
u2(x, 0)dx, such that the following holds for x0 ∈ R

n with |x0| = R >> 1
∫

B1(x0)
u2(x, 0)dx ≥ e−CR4/3 logR. (1.21)

Again, we note that in view of Meshkov’s counterexample, the estimate (1.21) is sharp. As a corollary

of Theorem 1.4, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.5 (Space-like unique continuation at infinity). Suppose that u and V satisfy the hypothesis

in Theorem 1.4. If for some ε > 0,

|u(x, 0)| ≤ Ce−|x|4/3+ε
, (1.22)

then u ≡ 0 in R
n × [0,∞).

In closing, we mention that there is a large literature on quantitative unique continuation. While we

refer the reader to the introductions of [5] and [1] for a more detailed account, the following is a list of

some of the most relevant works: [2], [3], [6], [7], [8], [17], [18], [21], [23], [24], [31], [32], [33], [44], [49], [51],

[53] and [54].

The present paper is organised as follows. In section 2, we introduce the relevant notation and gather

some known results that are needed in our work. In section 4 we prove Theorem 1.1. The key ingredients

in the proof are:

1) a delicate quantitative version of the Carleman estimate in [18]. This result is Lemma 3.1 below,

and it represents one of the crucial novelties of the present work;
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2) the monotonicity in time in Lemma 4.1 below. This result provides a sharp quantitative passage

of the vanishing order information to t = 0, in which we make explicit the precise dependence on

the C1 norm of b and V .

Once Lemmas 3.1 and 4.1 are established, we can essentially repeat the arguments in [1] to obtain the

information claimed in Theorem 1.1. As an application of Theorem 1.1, in Section 5 we prove Theorem

1.2 . Finally, in Section 6 we prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. In closing, whenever we say that a constant

N is universal, it means that it depends only on the dimension n, and the ellipticity and the Lipschitz

constants Λ and M in (1.3), (1.4). Throughout the paper we will use N as an all purpose constant which

may vary from line to line, but will be universal.

2. Preliminary results

In this section we introduce the relevant notation and collect some results that will be used in the main

body of the paper. Points in R
n will be denoted by x, y, etc. For those in space-time R

n × [0,∞), we

will use the notation X = (x, t), Y = (y, s), etc. Whenever convenient, the partial derivative ∂xif will be

denoted by fi or Dif , that in t will be denoted by ft or by ∂tf . We will often write ∇f and div f instead of

∇xf and divx f , respectively. We recall that the vanishing order of a function u at x is the largest integer

ℓ such that Dαu(x) = 0 for all |α| ≤ ℓ. Here, with N0 = N∪{0}, we have denoted by α = (α1, ..., αn) ∈ N
n
0

a multi-index, and have let Dαu(x) = ∂α1+...+αnu
∂x

α1
1 ...∂xαn

n
(x). Given an open set Ω ⊂ R

n × R, we indicate with

C∞
0 (Ω) the set of functions in C∞(Ω) having compact support in Ω. Also, we will indicate by dX = dxdt

the Lebesgue measure in Rn ×R. We will denote by Br(x) the ball of radius r centred at x ∈ Rn, whereas

Qr(x, t) will denote the space-time cylinder Br(x) × [t, t + r2]. When x = 0, we will simply write Br and

Qr, instead of Br(0) and Qr(0, 0), respectively.

Recall now the parabolic dilations δλX = (λx, λ2t). A function f : Rn × R → R is (parabolically)

homogeneous of degree κ ∈ R if

f(δλX) = λκf(X).

The infinitesimal generator of the dilations δλ is the vector field Z specified by the formula

Zf(X) =
d

dλ
f(δλX)∣

∣

λ=1

= 〈x,∇f〉+ 2t∂tf. (2.1)

Euler formula holds: a f ∈ C1(Rn × R) is homogeneous of degree κ if and only if

Zf(X) = κf(X). (2.2)

Since divZ = n+ 2, it is easily verified that for any b 6= 0 one has in R
n × (0,∞)

div(tbZ) = (2b+ n+ 2)tb. (2.3)
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It follows from (2.3) that

b = −n
2
− 1 =⇒ div(tbZ) = 0. (2.4)

In this paper we routinely identify a vector field in R
n with the corresponding first-order differential

operator. Thus, Z = (Z1, ...,Zn) is identified with Z =
∑n

k=1 ZkDk. With this identification, given

a function f , we will write Z f =
∑n

k=1 ZkDkf = 〈Z ,∇f〉. Given two vector fields X =
∑n

i=1XiDi,

Y =
∑n

j=1 YjDj , their commutator is the vector field, or first-order differential operator, defined by

[X,Y ] = XY − Y X =

n
∑

i,j=1

(

XiDiYj − YiDiXj

)

Dj .

Similar considerations for vector fields in R
n+1. For later use, we note the following integration by parts

formula. Let Ω ⊂ R
n+1 be a piecewise C1 bounded domain, and f, g ∈ C1(Ω), and let Z ∈ C0,1(Ω,Rn+1).

Then
∫

Ω
fZ gdX =

∫

∂Ω
fg〈Z , ν〉dσ −

∫

Ω
fg divZ dX −

∫

Ω
gZ fdX. (2.5)

We will also use the following well-known Rellich identity, see [47].

Proposition 2.1. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a piecewise C1 bounded open set, Z ∈ C0,1(Ω;Rn), and f ∈ C1,1(Ω).

Then,

2

∫

∂Ω
Z f

∂f

∂ν
dσ −

∫

∂Ω
|∇f |2〈Z , ν〉dσ

= 2

∫

Ω
Z f∆fdx−

∫

Ω
divZ |∇f |2dx+ 2

n
∑

j=1

∫

Ω
[Dj ,Z ]f Djfdx.

In particular, when Z (x) = x, then [Dj ,Z ] = Dj , and Proposition 2.1 gives for f ∈ C1,1
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω
〈x,∇f〉∆fdx =

(n

2
− 1
)

∫

Ω
|∇f |2dx. (2.6)

The following generalisation of Proposition 2.1 for variable coefficient operators will be needed, see [45,

formula (2.4)], or also [25, Lemma 2.11] for an extension. In the next statement, Ω, Z and f are as in

Proposition 2.1, and we use the summation convention over repeated indices.

Proposition 2.2. Let B ∈ C0,1(Ω;Mn×n(R)). Then

2

∫

∂Ω
Z f 〈B∇f, ν〉dσ −

∫

∂Ω
〈B∇f,∇f〉〈Z , ν〉dσ = 2

∫

Ω
Z f div(B∇f)dx

−
∫

Ω
divZ 〈B∇f,∇f〉dx+ 2

∫

Ω
bijDiZkDjfDkfdx−

∫

Ω
Z bijDifDjfdx.
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In particular, when Z = Bx and B(0) = In, one easily obtains






















divZ = n+O(|x|),

〈Z B∇f,∇f〉 = O(|x|)|∇f |2,

bijDiZkDjfDkf = 〈B∇f,∇f〉+O(|x|)|∇f |2.

Therefore, Proposition 2.2 gives for f ∈ C1,1
0 (Ω),

∫

Ω
〈Bx,∇f〉div(B∇f)dx =

(n

2
− 1
)

∫

Ω
〈B∇f,∇f〉dx+

∫

Ω
O(|x|)|∇f |2dx. (2.7)

Henceforth in this paper, we will denote by G the function in R
n × (0,∞)

G(x, t) = t−n/2e−|x|2/4t. (2.8)

As it is well-known, it satisfies the equations

∇G = − x

2t
G, ∆G = Gt. (2.9)

Furthermore, G is homogeneous of degree −n, and therefore according to (2.2) we have in R
n × (0,∞)

ZG = −n G. (2.10)

Keeping (2.9) in mind, formula (2.10) can be rewritten in the form

Gt = − n

2t
G− 〈 x

2t
,∇G〉 =

( |x|2
4t2

− n

2t

)

G. (2.11)

We now state four preparatory results that will be needed in our work in Section 4. In the order, they

correspond to [17, Lemmas 4 & 5], and to [18, Lemmas 3 & 4]. We consider the function θ : (0, 1) → R
+

defined by

θ(t) = t1/2
(

log
1

t

)3/2

. (2.12)

This function corresponds to the choice β = 1 in [17, Lemma 5], and it does satisfy the assumptions

0 ≤ θ(t) ≤ N, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, and

∫ 1

0

(

1 + log
1

t

)

θ(t)
dt

t
≤ N,

in their Lemma 4, except the third one: |tθ′(t)| ≤ Nθ(t), since

t|θ′(t)|
θ(t)

−→
t→1−

∞.

On the other hand, this small inconsistency does not affect the validity of [17, Lemmas 4 & 5] since what

really matters in these results is what happens near t = 0. For this reason, we will henceforth restrict our

focus to an interval which stays away from t = 1. For instance, we will confine the domain of the function

in (2.12) to the interval t ∈ [0, 1/2], and state our results accordingly. We leave it to the reader to check
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that there exists N > 0 such that

|tθ′(t)| ≤ Nθ(t), t ∈ (0, 1/2].

Lemma 2.3. Let θ : [0, 1/2] → R
+ be as in (2.12), and for given λ > 0, let σ : [0, 1/2] → R be the function

σ(t) = t exp

[

−
∫ λt

0

(

1− exp

(

−
∫ s

0
θ(τ)

dτ

τ

))

ds

s

]

.

Then σ solves the Cauchy problem

− d

dt
log

(

tσ′

σ

)

=
d

dt
log
( σ

tσ′

)

=
θ(λt)

t
, σ(0) = 0, σ′(0) = 1, (2.13)

Moreover, there exist a universal constant N > 0 such that when 0 ≤ λt ≤ 1/2:

(i) t/N ≤ σ(t) ≤ t;

(ii) 1/N ≤ σ′(t) ≤ 1.

The following consequence of (i) and (ii) in Lemma 2.3 will play a crucial role in the proof of Lemma

3.2

N−1 ≤ tσ′(t)
σ(t)

≤ N, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

2λ
. (2.14)

We also note that (2.13) implies

− d

dt

(

tσ′(t)
σ(t)

)

=
tσ′(t)
σ(t)

θ(λt)

t
. (2.15)

This identity will be critical in passing from (3.17) to (3.18) below. We remark that, since 0 ≤ λt ≤ 1/2,

by our choice of θ we have θ(λt) ≤ N . The next result is [17, Lemma 5]. Since, as mentioned above, we

have taken β = 1 in the definition (2.12), the same choice has been kept in the statement of Lemma 2.4

below. Also, the reader should notice that we have used 2α, instead of α. This makes no difference in the

application of the lemma itself.

Lemma 2.4. Let θ(t) and σ be as in Lemma 2.3. For a given α > 1 and δ ∈ (0, 1), let λ = α/δ2.

Then there exists a constant N > 0, depending only on n, such that the following inequalities hold for all

functions w ∈ C∞
0 (Rn × [0, 1/2λ)),
∫

Rn×[0,1/2λ)
σ−2α

( |x|
t

+
|x|3
αt2

)

w2GdX ≤ Ne2αNλ2α+N

∫

Rn×[0,1/2λ)
w2dX

+Nδ

∫

Rn×[0,1/2λ)
σ−2α θ(λt)

t
w2GdX,

and
∫

Rn×[0, 1
2λ

)
σ−2α+1

( |x|
t

+
|x|3
αt2

+
|x|2
δt

)

|∇w|2GdX

≤ Ne2αNλ2α+N

∫

Rn×[0, 1
2λ

)
t|∇w|2dX +Nδ

∫

Rn×[0, 1
2λ

)
σ−2α+1 θ(λt)

t
|∇w|2GdX.
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The following integration by parts lemma will be useful.

Lemma 2.5. Let Ψ ∈ C1([0,∞)) with Ψ ≥ 0, and h ∈ C1
0 (R

n). Then for any ε > 0 we have

−
∫

Rn

|x|2
(

εΨ(|x|2) + 2Ψ′(|x|2)
)

h2dx ≤ n

∫

Rn

Ψ(|x|2)h2dx+
1

ε

∫

Rn

Ψ(|x|2)|∇h|2dx.

Proof. For every r > 0 define H(r) =
∫

Sr
h2dσ. A simple calculation shows

H ′(r) =
n− 1

r
H(r) +

2

r

∫

Sr

h〈∇h, x〉dσ. (2.16)

Cavalieri’s principle, integration by parts and (2.16), give

− 2

∫

Rn

|x|2Ψ′(|x|2)h2dx = −
∫ ∞

0

d

dr
(Ψ(r2))rH(r)dr

=

∫ ∞

0
Ψ(r2)

d

dr
(rH(r))dr =

∫ ∞

0
Ψ(r2)

[

H(r) + rH ′(r)
]

dr

= n

∫ ∞

0
Ψ(r2)H(r)dr + 2

∫ ∞

0
Ψ(r2)

∫

Sr

h〈∇h, x〉dσdr

= n

∫

Rn

Ψ(|x|2)h2dx+ 2

∫

Rn

Ψ(|x|2)h〈∇h, x〉dx

≤ n

∫

Rn

Ψ(|x|2)h2dx+ ε

∫

Rn

|x|2Ψ(|x|2)h2dx+
1

ε

∫

Rn

Ψ(|x|2)|∇h|2dx,

where in the last step we have used the simple numerical inequality 2AB ≤ εA2 + ε−1B2. The desired

conclusion follows.

�

If for a > 0 we choose Ψ(t) = 1
4e

− t
4a in Lemma 2.5, then with ε = 1

4a we obtain the following inequality,

see [18, Lemma 3]. We will need it to estimate certain spatial boundary integrals produced by a Lipschitz

perturbation of the principal part of (1.2), see (3.45) below.

Lemma 2.6. For all h ∈ C∞
0 (Rn) one has

∫

Rn

|x|2
8a

h2e−
|x|2

4a dx ≤ 2a

∫

Rn

|∇h|2e−
|x|2

4a dx+
n

2

∫

Rn

h2e−
|x|2

4a dx.

The following result is [18, Lemma 4], and it follows from Lemma 2.6. It will be used to obtain the

quantitative space-like doubling property in (4.15) below.

Lemma 2.7. Let h ∈ C∞
0 (Rn). Assume that N and Θ verify N log(NΘ) ≥ 1, and that the following

inequality holds for a ≤ 1
12N log(NΘ)

2a

∫

Rn

|∇h|2e−
|x|2

4a dx+
n

2

∫

Rn

h2e−
|x|2

4a dx ≤ N log(NΘ)

∫

Rn

h2e−
|x|2

4a dx.



12 SHARP ORDER OF VANISHING, ETC.

Then one has for 0 < r ≤ 1/2
∫

B2r

h2dx ≤ (NΘ)N
∫

Br

h2dx. (2.17)

Finally, we record the following standard regularity estimate for solutions to (1.2) which can be found

in [34, Chapter 6].

Lemma 2.8. Let u be a solution of (1.2) in Q4. Then there exists a constant D > 0, depending on n, Λ

in (1.3), and on the constant M in (1.4), such that

||u||2L∞(Q2)
+ ||∇u||2L∞(Q2)

≤ D(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)||u||2L2(Q3)
. (2.18)

3. A quantitative Carleman estimate

This section is devoted to the proof of a quantitative L2 Carleman estimate, Theorem 3.1 below, which

represents the most technical part of the present work. Our approach is new, and purely based on some

carefully chosen vector fields in identities of Rellich type, see Propositions 2.1 and 2.2 above. In particular,

this allows to avoid spectral gap inequalities. The proof is quite long, but it is our hope that the reader’s

comprehension will be facilitated, rather than overburdened, by the illustration of the various critical

passages. Combined with the monotonicity-in-time result in Lemma 4.1 below, Theorem 3.1 will lead to

the desired control (1.7) of the vanishing order. It can be regarded as a quantitative version of the Carleman

estimate in [18, Lemma 6], with the delicate new feature being the asymptotic control (3.1) below of the

parameter α (in the weight σ2αa ). It is this bound that captures the sharp dependence of the vanishing

order of the solution on the C1-norm of the lower-order terms (drift and potential). For the reader not fully

familiar with the subtleties of the problem we mention that, as we have explained in the introduction, the

linear dependence on ||b||1,1/2 in (1.7) is sharp. To achieve such optimal control we must delicately exploit

some additional crucial cancellations that lead to the optimal linear dependence in (3.1). Had we, instead,

directly used the Carleman estimate in [18, Lemma 6], we would have obtained a non-optimal quadratic

dependence ||b||21,1/2 in (3.1), and consequently a similar one in (1.7).

In what follows, with σ defined as in Lemma 2.3, and G as in (2.8), for any given number a ∈ [0, 1/2]

we let σa(t) = σ(t + a) and Ga(x, t) = G(x, t + a). One should keep in mind that the domain of σa is

[−a, 12 − a] and that Ga is supported in the half-space t > −a.

Theorem 3.1. Let A(0, 0) = In. There exist universal constants N > 1 and δ ∈ (0, 1) such that, if

α ≥ N(1 + ||b||1,1/2 + ||V ||1/21,1/2), (3.1)
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and λ = α/δ2, then the following inequality holds for all w ∈ C∞
0

(

B4 × [0, 1
4λ )
)

and 0 < a ≤ 1
4λ

α2

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ−2α
a w2GadX + α

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX (3.2)

≤ N

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a [wt + div(A(x, t)∇w) + 〈b(x, t),∇w〉 + V (x, t)w]2GadX

+N2αα2αsup
t≥0

∫

Rn

[

w2 + |∇w|2
]

dx

+ σ(a)−2α

(

− a

N

∫

Rn

|∇w(x, 0)|2G(x, a)dx +Nα

∫

Rn

w2(x, 0)G(x, a)dx

)

.

Proof. For the reasons that we have explained above, the proof of this result is quite technical. To facilitate

its presentation, we brake it into Steps 1-4, with Steps 1 & 2 being the most technical and novel parts:

• In Step 1 we establish the Carleman estimate (3.2) when A(x, t) ≡ In and the lower-order coeffi-

cients are time-independent, i.e., b(x, t) = b(x) and V (x, t) = V (x). This part contains the core of

the ideas, and consequently we have provided full details.

• In Step 2 we prove (3.2) when A(x, t) = A(x), b(x, t) = b(x), V (x, t) = V (x). As the reader

will see, passing from the Laplacian to a time-independent, variable coefficient matrix, requires a

considerable amount of technical work.

• In Step 3 we prove (3.2) when A(x, t) is general, but the lower-order coefficients are still time-

independent, i.e. b(x, t) = b(x), V (x, t) = V (x).

• In Step 4 we finally remove the restriction of being time-independent on b and V .

Step 1: A ≡ In, b(x, t) = b(x), V (x, t) = V (x) .

We observe preliminarily that, if for a given w ∈ C∞
0

(

B4 × [0, 1
4λ )
)

, we make the change of variable

(x, t) → (x, τ) with τ = t + a in the two integrals on the set B4 × [0, 1
4λ) in (3.2), then the domain of

integration becomes B4 × [a, a+ 1
4λ), whereas the integrand now involves the functions σ(t) in Lemma 2.3,

G(x, t) in (2.8), and wa(x, t) = w(x, t− a). Since a+ 1
4λ ≤ 1

2λ , it is clear that, by renaming w the function

wa, then (under the present assumptions on A(x, t), b(x, t) and V (x, t)) (3.2) is equivalent to proving that

for every w ∈ C∞
0

(

B4 × [a, 1
2λ )
)

, one has

α2

∫

B4×[a, 1
2λ

)
σ−2αw2GdX + α

∫

B4×[a, 1
2λ

)
σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX (3.3)

≤ N

∫

B4×[a, 1
2λ

)
σ1−2α [wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w]2GdX

+N2αα2αsup
t≥a

∫

Rn

[

w2 + |∇w|2
]

dx

+ σ(a)−2α

(

− a

N

∫

Rn

|∇w(x, a)|2G(x, a)dx +Nα

∫

Rn

w2(x, a)G(x, a)dx

)

.
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The reader should pay attention to the fact that, since we are denoting by w the function wa, the traces in

the third integral in the right-hand side involve wa(x, a) = w(x, 0), where w is the original cut-off function

supported in the time interval [0, 1
4λ). With this being said, to proceed with the proof of the Carleman

estimate (3.3), we perform an important conjugation, and rename the function w as follows

w(x, t) = tβσ(t)αw̃(x, t)G(x, t)−1/2 ,

or equivalently,

w̃(x, t)2 = t−2βσ(t)−2αw(x, t)2G(x, t), (3.4)

where the crucial parameter β 6= 0 will be suitably chosen subsequently (we will take β = −n
4 , see

(3.7), (3.8) below). One might wonder why, in this conjugation, we are not just choosing w(x, t) =

σ(t)αw̃(x, t)G(x, t)−1/2, as in the integrand in the left-hand side of (3.3), but this seemingly more natural

choice would not produce some delicate cancellations (e.g., see (3.14) below) that are hidden in such

estimate. With this being said, with w̃ as in (3.4), a standard computation gives

wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w = (w̃t +∆w̃) tβσαG−1/2 + w̃
[

(tβσαG−1/2)t + tβσα∆(G−1/2)
]

+ 2tβσα〈∇w̃,∇(G−1/2)〉+ tβσα〈b(x),∇w̃〉G−1/2 + tβσαw̃〈b(x),∇(G−1/2)〉+ tβσαG−1/2V (x)w̃

=

{

w̃t +∆w̃ +

(

α
σ′

σ
+
β

t
− 1

2

Gt

G
+

∆(G−1/2)

G−1/2

)

w̃ − 〈∇w̃, ∇G
G

〉 − 1

2
w̃〈b(x), ∇G

G
〉

+ 〈b(x),∇w̃〉+ V (x)w̃

}

tβσαG−1/2.

Keeping (2.9) in mind, we have

w̃t − 〈∇w̃, ∇G
G

〉 = 1

2t
Zw̃,

where Z is defined by (2.1). Also, an application of the chain rule, combined with (2.9) and (2.11), gives

∆(G−1/2)

G−1/2
− 1

2

Gt

G
=

3

4

|∇G|2
G2

− Gt

G
=
n

2t
− |x|2

16t2
.

We thus find

σ1−2α (wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w)2G = t2βσ

{

1

2t
Zw̃ ++〈b(x),∇w̃〉

+∆w̃ +

(

α
σ′

σ
+
n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2
+

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

w̃

}2

≥ N−1t1+2β

{

1

2t
Zw̃ + 〈b(x),∇w̃〉+∆w̃

+

(

α
σ′

σ
+
n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2
+

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

w̃

}2
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≥ N−3/2t1+2β

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2{ 1

2t
Zw̃ + 〈b(x),∇w̃〉

+∆w̃ +

(

α
σ′

σ
+
n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2
+

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

w̃

}2

,

where in the first inequality in the right-hand side we have used (i) in Lemma 2.3, which gives t/N ≤ σ(t) ≤ t

for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
2λ , whereas in the latter we have used (2.14). The reader might wonder now why we have

forced the term
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
to appear. Later in the computations, after integrating by parts, we will need

to extract a delicate coercivity from various terms. This is where the factor
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
will play a critical

role, through the ODE (2.13). We need to introduce it now since, once we start splitting the right-hand

side in various components, its present positivity will be lost. To continue estimating from below, we next

set

A =
1

2t
Zw̃ + 〈b(x),∇w̃〉 (3.5)

and

B = ∆w̃ +

(

α
σ′

σ
+
n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2
+

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

w̃. (3.6)

The importance of choosing A as in (3.5) will become evident in the forthcoming analysis. We now use

the obvious inequality

(A+ B)2 ≥ A2 + 2AB,

to obtain
∫

B4×[a, 1
2λ

)
σ1−2α [wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w]2GdX

≥ N−3/2

∫

B4×[a, 1
2λ

)
t1+2β

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 [ 1

2t
Zw̃ + 〈b(x),∇w̃〉

]2

dX

+ 2N−3/2

∫

B4×[a, 1
2λ

)
t1+2β

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 [ 1

2t
Zw̃ + 〈b(x),∇w̃〉

]

×
[

∆w̃ +

(

α
σ′

σ
+
n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2
+

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

w̃

]

dX.

We next split the right-hand side in the latter inequality into several pieces, and then treat each piece

separately2. For notational convenience, we move the universal constant N−3/2 to the left-hand side of the

above inequality, obtaining

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α [wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w]2GdX

≥
∫

t1+2β

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 [ 1

2t
Zw̃ + 〈b(x),∇w̃〉

]2

dX +

∫

t2β
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

Zw̃∆w̃dX

2To simplify the notation, we will from now on drop the reference to the domain of integration in all the integrals supported
in B4 × [a, 1

2λ
]
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+

∫

t2β
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃Zw̃

(

α
σ′

σ
+
n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2
+

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

dX

+ 2

∫

t1+2β

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b(x),∇w̃〉∆w̃dX

+ 2

∫

t1+2β

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃〈b(x),∇w̃〉
(

α
σ′

σ
+
n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2
+

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

dX

= I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5.

We begin by analysing I3, since it is in such term that we decide how to choose the value of β. Observe

that

Z

{

t2β
(

n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2

)}

= (4β − 2)

{

t2β
(

n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2

)}

.

This just follows from the fact that the function within curly brackets in the left-hand side is homogeneous

of degree κ = 4β − 2 with respect to the parabolic dilations. It thus ensues from (2.4) that in R
n × [a,∞)

div

{

t2β
(

n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2

)

Z

}

= 0, (3.7)

provided that

4β − 2 + n+ 2 = 0 ⇐⇒ β = −n
4
. (3.8)

Henceforth, with β fixed as in (3.8), we let Z = t2β
(

n+2β
2t − |x|2

16t2

)

Z, so that (3.7) gives divZ = 0. With

this choice, by an application of (2.5) with Ω = B4 × (a, 1
2λ ), g = w̃2/2 and f =

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
, we obtain for

the following terms in the second integral in the right-hand side of the above inequality

∫

t2β
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃Zw̃

(

n+ 2β

2t
− |x|2

16t2

)

dX =
1

2

∫
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

Z w̃2dX

=

∫

B4×{a}
w̃2t−

n
2
+1

( |x|2
16t2

− n

4t

)(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dx

+

∫

w̃2 t−
n
2
+1

( |x|2
16t2

− n

4t

)

d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dX.

Next, with the following different choice of Z = t−
n
2
−1Z, we have from (2.4) and (2.5), applied with g = w̃2

and f =
(

tσ′

σ

)1/2
,

∫

t2β
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃Zw̃ α
σ′

σ
dX =

α

2

∫
(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

Z w̃2dX

= −α
∫

B4×{a}
w̃2t−

n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

dx− α

∫

w̃2t−
n
2
d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

dX.

Combining terms, we thus find

I3 =
∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃Zw̃

(

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

dX (3.9)
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+

∫

w̃2 t−
n
2

( |x|2
16t

− n

4

)

d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dX − α

∫

w̃2 t−
n
2
d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

dX

+

∫

B4×{a}
w̃2t−

n
2

( |x|2
16t

− n

4

)(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dx− α

∫

B4×{a}
w̃2t−

n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

dx.

Next, using (2.6) we obtain

I2 =
∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈x,∇w̃〉∆w̃dX + 2

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃t∆w̃dX

=
(n

2
− 1
)

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX −
∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 d

dt
(|∇w̃|2)dX

=
(n

2
− 1
)

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX +

∫

d

dt
(t−

n
2
+1)

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX

+

∫

t−
n
2
+1 d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX +

∫

B4×{a}
t−

n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dx

=

∫

t−
n
2
+1 d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX +

∫

B4×{a}
t−

n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dx.

Next, we apply Proposition 2.1, with the choice Z (x) =
∑n

k=1 bk(x)Dk, to find

|I4| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b(x),∇w̃〉∆w̃dX
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

div b |∇w̃|2dX
∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
(

∑

j,k=1

(Djbk)
2
)1/2|∇w̃|2dX

≤ 3||b||1,1/2
∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX.

We infer

I4 ≥ −3||b||1,1/2
∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX.

Finally, we analyse

I5 =
∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b(x),∇(w̃2)〉
(

α
σ′

σ
+
n

4t
− |x|2

16t2
+

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉+ V (x)

)

dX

= −α
∫

w̃2t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

div b dX − n

4

∫

w̃2t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

div b dX

+
1

16

∫

w̃2t−
n
2
−1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
(

|x|2 div b+ 2〈x, b〉
)

dX

− 1

4

∫

w̃2t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
(

|b|2 + xkbjDjbk
)

dX −
∫

w̃2t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
(

V div b+ 〈b,∇V 〉
)

dX.
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This gives for some universal C > 0

I5 ≥ −α||b||1,1/2
∫

w̃2t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

dX − n

4
||b||1,1/2

∫

w̃2t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dX

− C||b||1,1/2
∫

w̃2t−
n
2
|x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dX − C||b||21,1/2
∫

w̃2t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dX

− C||V ||1,1/2||b||1,1/2
∫

w̃2t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dX.

To proceed with the proof of (3.2), we next undo the conjugation (3.26). Keeping (3.8) in mind, we observe

that

|∇w̃|2 = t
n
2 σ−2αG

{

|∇w|2 + w2 |x|2
16t2

− 1

4t
〈x,∇w2〉

}

, (3.10)

and use this identity to express in terms of |∇w|2 the integrals in I2 and I4 in which |∇w̃|2 appears. We

begin with the former

I2 =
∫

t−
n
2
+1 d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX +

∫

B4×{a}
t−

n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dx

=

∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2GdX +

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2 |x|2
16t

GdX

− 1

4

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈x,∇w2〉GdX +

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2Gdx

+

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2 |x|2
16t

Gdx− 1

4

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈x,∇w2〉Gdx.

Integrating in x ∈ B4, we obtain

− 1

4

∫

〈x,∇w2〉Gdx =
n

4

∫

w2Gdx+
1

4

∫

w2〈x,∇G〉dx (3.11)

=
n

4

∫

w2Gdx−
∫

w2 |x|2
8t

Gdx.

Substituting (3.11) in the above expression of I2, we find

I2 =
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2GdX −
∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2

( |x|2
16t

− n

4

)

GdX (3.12)

+

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2Gdx−
∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2( |x|2
16t

− n

4

)

w2Gdx.

From (3.4) and (3.9) we have

I3 =
1

2

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

Z(w̃2)

(

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

dX (3.13)

+

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2

( |x|2
16t

− n

4

)

GdX − α

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX
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+

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αt−

n
2

( |x|2
16t

− n

4

)(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx− α

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αt−

n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2Gdx.

Combining (3.12) with (3.13), after two crucial cancellations, we obtain

I2 + I3 =
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2GdX − α

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX (3.14)

+

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2Gdx− α

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αt−

n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2Gdx

+
1

2

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

Z(w̃2)

(

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

dX.

In a similar fashion, using (3.11) again, we obtain

I4 ≥ −3||b||1,1/2
∫

tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2GdX − 3n

4
||b||1,1/2

∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX, (3.15)

and also

I5 ≥ −α||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX − n

4
||b||1,1/2

∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX (3.16)

− C||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α |x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX − C||b||21,1/2
∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX

− C||V ||1,1/2||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2αt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX.

At this point, we are left with unraveling the last term, which still involves w̃, in the right-hand side of

(3.14) above. Applying (2.5) with g = w̃2, f =
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
〈b, x〉, Z = t−

n
2
−1Z, for which divZ = 0 (see

(2.4)), and then using (3.4), we find

1

2

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

Z(w̃2)
1

4t
〈b(x), x〉dX =

1

8

∫
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉Z (w̃2)dX

= −1

4

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉w2Gdx− 1

4

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉w2GdX

− 1

8

∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 Dibjxixj + 〈b, x〉
t

w2GdX

≥ −C||b||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx− 1

4

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉w2GdX

− C||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α |x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX,

for a universal C > 0. In a similar fashion, the part of the integral involving V (x) gives instead

1

2

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

Z(w̃2)V (x)dX ≥ −C||V ||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

V w2Gdx



20 SHARP ORDER OF VANISHING, ETC.

−
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

V w2GdX − C||V ||1,1/2
∫

tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX.

Substituting the latter two estimates in (3.14), we obtain

I2 + I3 ≥
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2GdX − α

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX (3.17)

− 1

4

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉w2GdX −
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

V w2GdX

− C||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α |x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX − C||V ||1,1/2
∫

tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX

+

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2Gdx− α

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2Gdx

− C||b||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx−C||V ||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx.

To proceed with the proof of (3.3), we use in a crucial way the differential equation (2.15), which we

substitute in (3.17), obtaining

I2 + I3 ≥
1

2

∫

tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 θ(λt)

t
|∇w|2GdX +

α

2

∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2 θ(λt)

t
w2GdX (3.18)

− 1

8

∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 θ(λt)

t
〈b, x〉w2GdX − 1

2

∫

tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 θ(λt)

t
V w2GdX

− C||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α |x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX − C||V ||1,1/2
∫

tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX

+

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2Gdx− α

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2Gdx

− C||b||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx−C||V ||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx.

We now combine (3.15) and (3.16) with (3.18). We also use the bounds (2.14), to eliminate the weights
(

tσ′

σ

)∓1/2
from all the integrals involved. We thus find

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α [wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w]2GdX (3.19)

≥
∫
(

θ(λt)

Nt
−N ||b||1,1/2

)

tσ−2α|∇w|2GdX

+

∫
{

α
θ(λt)

Nt
−N

(

1 + α+ ||b||1,1/2
)

||b||1,1/2
}

σ−2αw2GdX

−N ||b||1,1/2
∫

(θ(λt) + 1) σ−2α |x|
t
w2GdX

−N ||V ||1,1/2
∫

(θ(λt) + 1)σ−2αw2GdX −N ||b||1,1/2||V ||1,1/2
∫

tσ−2αw2GdX
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+
1

N

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx−N

∫

B4×{a}
(α+ ||b||1,1/2 + t||V ||1,1/2)σ−2αw2Gdx.

Keeping in mind that θ(λt) ≤ N , we next use Lemma 2.4 to estimate the third integral in the right-hand

side of (3.19), obtaining
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(θ(λt) + 1) σ−2α |x|
t
w2GdX

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ N

∫

σ−2α |x|
t
w2GdX (3.20)

≤ Ne2αNλ2α+N

∫

w2dX +Nδ

∫

σ−2α θ(λt)

t
w2GdX.

Inserting (3.20) into (3.19), we find

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α [wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w]2GdX (3.21)

≥
∫
(

θ(λt)

Nt
−N ||b||1,1/2

)

tσ−2α|∇w|2GdX

+

∫
{

( α

N
−Nδ||b||1,1/2

) θ(λt)

t
−N

(

1 + α+ ||b||1,1/2
)

||b||1,1/2
}

σ−2αw2GdX

−N ||b||1,1/2e2αNλ2α+N

∫

w2dX −N ||V ||1,1/2
∫

(

1 + t||b||1,1/2
)

σ−2αw2GdX

+
1

N

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx−N

∫

B4×{a}
(α+ ||b||1,1/2 + t||V ||1,1/2)σ−2αw2Gdx.

Now for α ≥ 2N2(1 + ||b||1,1/2 + ||V ||1/21,1/2) and δ ∈ (0, 1) (to be chosen later in (3.25)), we observe that for

a ≤ t ≤ 1
2λ = δ2

2α , the following bounds hold:























(

α
N −Nδ||b||1,1/2

) θ(λt)
t −N

(

1 + α+ ||b||1,1/2
)

||b||1,1/2 ≥ α
2N

θ(λt)
t − α2,

(

1 + t||b||1,1/2
)

||V ||1,1/2 ≤
(

1 + δ2

2α
α

2N2

)

α2

4N4 ≤ α2

N ,

α+ ||b||1,1/2 + t||V ||1,1/2 ≤ α+ α
2N2 + α2

4N4
δ2

2α ≤ 2α.

(3.22)

Using (3.22), along with 1
N t ≤ σ(t) ≤ t (see (i) after Lemma 2.3), we find from (3.21)

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α [wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w]2GdX (3.23)

≥
∫
(

θ(λt)

Nt
− α

2N

)

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX +

∫
(

α

2N

θ(λt)

t
− 2α2

)

σ−2αw2GdX

−Nαe2αNλ2α+N

∫

w2dX +
1

N

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx− 2Nα

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αw2Gdx.

To control from below the first two integrals in the right-hand side of (3.23), we make critical use of the

following consequence of (2.12): for 0 < λt ≤ 1/2, we have

θ(λt)

t
≥ λ1/2

t1/2
(log 2)3/2 ≥ λ

N
=

α

Nδ2
. (3.24)
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We thus find that for α ≥ 2N2(1 + ||b||1,1/2 + ||V ||1/21,1/2)

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α [wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w]2GdX

≥
∫

( α

Nδ2
− α

2N

)

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX +

∫
(

α2

2Nδ2
− 2α2

)

σ−2αw2GdX

−Nαe2αNλ2α+N

∫

w2dX +
1

N

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx− 2Nα

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αw2Gdx.

At this point we choose δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

1

2Nδ2
− 2 ≥ 1. (3.25)

For

α ≥ 2N2(1 + ||b||1,1/2 + ||V ||1/21,1/2),

and δ ∈ (0, 1) as in (3.25), we finally obtain

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α [wt +∆w + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w]2GdX

≥ α

2N

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX + α2

∫

σ−2αw2GdX

−Nαe2αNλ2α+N

∫

w2dX +
1

N

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx− 2Nα

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αw2Gdx.

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1, when A ≡ In, b(x, t) = b(x), V (x, t) = V (x). We now proceed

with the proof of the general case, which we subdivide into three steps.

Step 2: A(x, t) = A(x), b(x, t) = b(x), V (x, t) = V (x) .

We follow the strategy of the case A ≡ In in Step 1, and with σ as in Lemma 2.3, consider

w̃(x, t) = t
n
4 σ−αw(x, t)G(x, t)1/2 , (3.26)

see (3.4) and (3.8). Then, w(x, t) = t−
n
4 σαw̃(x, t)G(x, t)−1/2 and we find (to simplify the notation, we

henceforth write A = A(x), b = b(x) and V = V (x))

wt + div(A∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉 + V w

= (w̃t + div(A∇w̃)) t−n
4 σαG−1/2 + w̃

[

(t−
n
4 σαG−1/2)t + t−

n
4 σα div(A∇G−1/2)

]

+ 2t−
n
4 σα〈A∇w̃,∇(G−1/2)〉+ t−

n
4 σα〈b,∇w̃〉G−1/2 + t−

n
4 σαw̃〈b,∇(G−1/2)〉+ t−

n
4 σαG−1/2V w̃

=

{

w̃t + div(A∇w̃) +
(

α
σ′

σ
− n

4t
− 1

2

Gt

G
+

div(A∇G−1/2)

G−1/2

)

w̃ − 〈A∇w̃, ∇G
G

〉 − 1

2
w̃〈b, ∇G

G
〉
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+ 〈b,∇w̃〉+ V w̃

}

t−
n
4 σαG−1/2.

By direct computations (see (2.9) and (2.11)), we have

div(A∇G−1/2)

G−1/2
− 1

2

Gt

G
=

div(Ax)

4t
+

〈Ax, x〉
16t2

− |x|2
8t2

+
n

4t
(3.27)

=
n

2t
− |x|2

8t2
+

〈Ax, x〉
16t2

+
1

4t
(div(Ax)− n).

We now introduce the vector field

Ff
def
= 〈Ax,∇f〉+ 2t∂tf, (3.28)

which is the variable-coefficient version of Z in (2.1). Using Lemma 2.3 and (2.14), we find

σ1−2α (wt + div(A∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉 + V w)2G

= t−
n
2 σ

{

1

2t
F w̃ + 〈b,∇w̃〉+ div(A∇w̃)

+

(

α
σ′

σ
+
n

4t
+

〈Ax, x〉
16t2

− |x|2
8t2

+
1

4t
(div(Ax)− n) +

1

4t
〈b, x〉+ V

)

w̃

}2

≥ N−3/2t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2{ 1

2t
F w̃ + 〈b,∇w̃〉+ div(A∇w̃)

+

(

α
σ′

σ
+
n

4t
+

〈Ax, x〉
16t2

− |x|2
8t2

+
1

4t
(div(Ax)− n) +

1

4t
〈b, x〉+ V

)

w̃

}2

.

Similarly to the case A ≡ In, we now use the inequality (A+ B)2 ≥ A2 + 2AB, with

A =
F w̃

2t
+ 〈b,∇w̃〉,

and

B = div(A∇w̃) +
(

α
σ′

σ
+
n

4t
+

〈Ax, x〉
16t2

− |x|2
8t2

+
1

4t
(div(Ax)− n) +

1

4t
〈b, x〉+ V

)

w̃.

We find

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α (wt + div(A∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉 + V w)2GdX (3.29)

≥
∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2(
F w̃

2t
+ 〈b,∇w̃〉

)2

dX +

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

F w̃ div(A∇w̃)dX

+ 2

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b,∇w̃〉div(A∇w̃)dX +
1

2

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

[div(Ax)− n]

(

F w̃

2t
+ 〈b,∇w̃〉

)

w̃dX

+

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2(ασ′

σ
+
n

4t
− |x|2

8t2
+

〈Ax, x〉
16t2

+
1

4t
〈b, x〉+ V

)

w̃F w̃dX.

+ 2

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2(ασ′

σ
+
n

4t
− |x|2

8t2
+

〈Ax, x〉
16t2

+
1

4t
〈b, x〉+ V

)

w̃〈b,∇w̃〉dX
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= I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6.

We first analyse I5, the integral containing w̃F w̃. Following the reasoning in (3.7), (3.8), we introduce

the vector field

Z = t−
n
2

[

n

4t
− |x|2

8t2
+

1

16t2
〈Ax, x〉

]

F , (3.30)

obtaining

divZ = t−
n
2

{

n

4t
div(Ax)− 1

8t2
div(|x|2Ax) + 1

16t2
div(〈Ax, x〉Ax)

}

+
d

dt

(

t−
n
2

{

n

2
− |x|2

4t
+

1

8t
〈Ax, x〉

})

.

Keeping in mind that A = A(x), the assumptions (1.4) and A(0, 0) = In give






















div(A(x)x) = n+O(|x|),

div(|x|2Ax) = (n+ 2)|x|2 +O(|x|3),

div(〈Ax, x〉Ax) = (n + 2)|x|2 +O(|x|3).

(3.31)

Using (3.31), and writing A = A− In + In, we find

divZ = t−
n
2

{

n2

4t
− n+ 2

16t2
|x|2 + O(|x|)

t
+
O(|x|3)
t2

}

+ t−
n
2

{

−n
2

4t
+
n+ 2

8t2
|x|2 − n+ 2

16t2
|x|2 − n+ 2

16t2
〈(A− I)x, x〉

}

.

Finally, we use (1.4) to obtain

divZ = t−
n
2

{

O(|x|)
t

+
O(|x|3)
t2

}

.

Therefore, with Z as in (3.30), and an application of (2.5) with Ω = B4 × (a, 1
2λ), g = w̃2/2 and f =

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
, we deduce the following

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2( n

4t
− |x|2

8t2
+

〈Ax, x〉
16t2

)

w̃F w̃dX

=

∫

B4×{a}
w̃2t−

n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2( |x|2
8t2

− n

4t
− 〈Ax, x〉

16t2

)

dx

+

∫

w̃2t−
n
2
+1

( |x|2
8t2

− n

4t
− 〈Ax, x〉

16t2

)

d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dX

+

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2(O(|x|)
t

+
O(|x|3)
t2

)

w̃2dX.
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Next, with the different choice Z = t−
n
2
−1

F , using (1.4) and A(0, 0) = In, which give div(A(x)x) =

n+O(|x|), we have

divZ = t−
n
2
−1 div(Ax)− nt−

n
2
−1 = t−

n
2
−1O(|x|). (3.32)

Applying again (2.5) with Ω = B4 × (a, 1
2λ), g = w̃2/2 and f =

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2
, we thus find

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃F w̃ α
σ′

σ
dX = α

∫

O(|x|)t−n
2
−1

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w̃2dX

− α

∫

B4×{a}
w̃2t−

n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

dx− α

∫

w̃2t−
n
2
d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

dX.

Combining terms, we conclude that

I5 =

∫

t−
n
2

(

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

w̃F w̃dX − α

∫

w̃2t−
n
2
d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

dX (3.33)

+

∫

w̃2t−
n
2

( |x|2
8t

− n

4
− 〈Ax, x〉

16t

)

d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

dX

+

∫

B4×{a}
w̃2t−

n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 ( |x|2
8t

− n

4
− 〈Ax, x〉

16t

)

dx− α

∫

B4×{a}
w̃2t−

n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

dx

+

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2(O(|x|)
t

+
O(|x|3)
t2

)

w̃2dX + α

∫

O(|x|)t−n
2
−1

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w̃2dX.

Using (3.26) and (3.33), we find

I5 =

∫

t−
n
2

(

1

4t
〈b(x), x〉 + V (x)

)

w̃F w̃dX − α

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX (3.34)

+

∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2( |x|2
8t

− n

4
− 〈Ax, x〉

16t

)

d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX

+

∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2(O(|x|)
t

+
O(|x|3)
t2

)

w2GdX + α

∫

O(|x|)
t

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX

+

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2( |x|2
8t

− n

4
− 〈Ax, x〉

16t

)

w2Gdx− α

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2Gdx.

We now analyse I2. Using (2.7) with B = A and f = w̃, and recalling that we are assuming that A be

time-independent, we obtain

I2 =

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈Ax,∇w̃〉div(A∇w̃)dX + 2

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃t div(A∇w̃)dX

=
(n

2
− 1
)

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉dX −
∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 d

dt
(〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉)dX

+

∫

O(|x|)t−n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX
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=
(n

2
− 1
)

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉dX +

∫

d

dt
(t−

n
2
+1)

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉dX

+

∫

t−
n
2
+1 d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉dX +

∫

B4×{a}
t−

n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉dx

+

∫

O(|x|)t−n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX

=

∫

t−
n
2
+1 d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉dX +

∫

B4×{a}
t−

n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉dx

+

∫

O(|x|)t−n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX.

Observe now that, similarly to (3.10), we presently have

〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉 = t
n
2 σ−2αG

{

〈A∇w,∇w〉 +w2 〈Ax, x〉
16t2

− 1

4t
〈Ax,∇w2〉

}

.

Proceeding as for (3.11), and also keeping in mind that A(0, 0) = In, as well as the assumption (1.4), we

obtain

−
∫

B4

〈Ax,∇w2〉Gdx = n

∫

B4

w2Gdx−
∫

B4

|x|2
2t

w2Gdx+

∫

B4

O(|x|)w2Gdx+

∫

B4

O(|x|3)
t

w2Gdx.

We use this identity in the above expression of I2 to express in terms of 〈A∇w,∇w〉 the two inte-

grals in which 〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉 appears. Also, an application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to |∇w̃|2 =

t
n
2 σ−2αG

∣

∣∇w −w x
4t

∣

∣

2
, gives

t−
n
2 |∇w̃|2 ≤ 2σ−2α|∇w|2G+ 2σ−2α |x|2

16t2
w2G.

We conclude that

I2 ≥
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w,∇w〉GdX (3.35)

−
∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2

( |x|2
8t

− 〈Ax, x〉
16t

− n

4

)

GdX −N

∫
(

|x|+ |x|3
t

)

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX

−N

∫

|x|σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2dX −N

∫ |x|3
t2
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX

+

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w,∇w〉Gdx −
∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2

( |x|2
8t

− 〈Ax, x〉
16t

− n

4

)

Gdx

−N

∫

B4×{a}

(

|x|+ |x|3
t

)

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx.
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We now combine (3.35) with (3.34) and, as in the case when A ≡ In, we exploit some crucial cancellations,

obtaining

I2 + I5 ≥
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w,∇w〉GdX − α

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX (3.36)

+

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w,∇w〉Gdx − α

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2Gdx

−N

∫

|x|σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2dX −N

∫ |x|3
t2
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX

−Nα

∫ |x|
t
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX −N

∫

B4×{a}

(

|x|+ |x|3
t

)

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx

+

∫

t−
n
2

(

1

4t
〈b, x〉 + V

)

w̃F w̃dX.

As a help to the reader, we mention that in (3.36) we have used the fact that α > 1, t < 1, and that

|x| < 4. To estimate from below the last integral in the right-hand side of (3.36), we apply (2.5) twice.

First, we take g = w̃2, f =
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2
〈b, x〉 and Z = t−

n
2
−1

F . Noting that, in view of (3.32), this choice

gives divZ = t−
n
2
−1O(|x|), and then using (3.26), that |x| ≤ 4, and also that A is Lipschitz in x−variable

(see (1.4)), we find for some universal large N

1

2

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

F (w̃2)
1

4t
〈b, x〉dX =

1

8

∫
(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉Z (w̃2)dX

= −1

4

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉w2Gdx− 1

4

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉w2GdX

− 1

8

∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 Dibjxj(Ax)i + 〈b,Ax〉
t

w2GdX +

∫

O(|x|)
t

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉w2GdX

≥ −N ||b||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx− 1

4

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉w2GdX

−N ||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α |x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX.

In a similar fashion, the part of the integral involving V gives

1

2

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

F (w̃2)V dX ≥ −N ||V ||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx

−
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

V w2GdX −N ||V ||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX.

Using the latter two estimates in (3.36), we obtain

I2 + I5 ≥
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w,∇w〉GdX − α

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX (3.37)
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− 1

4

∫

σ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b, x〉w2GdX −
∫

tσ−2α d

dt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

V w2GdX

−N ||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α |x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX −N ||V ||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2G

+

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈A∇w,∇w〉Gdx − α

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2Gdx

−N ||b||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx−N ||V ||1,1/2
∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx

−N

∫

|x|σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2dX −N

∫ |x|3
t2
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX

−Nα

∫

σ−2α |x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX −N

∫

B4×{a}

(

|x|+ |x|3
t

)

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx.

It might be helpful for the reader to note that, except for the last four terms in the right-hand side of

(3.37), all other terms are similar to those in (3.17).

Next, we analyse I3. We apply Proposition 2.2 with the choice Z =
∑n

k=1 bk(x)Dk, B = A and f = w̃.

For this choice of Z , it is easy to see that [Dj ,Z ]f =
∑n

k=1Djbk∂kf. Thus, we have

|I3| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

〈b(x),∇w̃〉div(A∇w̃)dX
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

div b〈A∇w̃,∇w̃〉dX
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|ajℓw̃ℓDjbkw̃k|dX +

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|bkDkaijw̃iw̃j |dX

≤ N ||b||1,1/2
∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX.

We thus infer for some universal N

I3 ≥ −N ||b||1,1/2
∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w̃|2dX.

Keeping in mind that (3.26) gives (3.10), using (3.11) we find, similarly to (3.15),

I3 ≥ −N ||b||1,1/2
∫

tσ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2GdX −N ||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX. (3.38)

We now estimate I4. It is worth noting that, when A ≡ In, this term vanishes and therefore is not

present. Also, notice that since A is only Lipschitz continuous in the x-variable, the term div(A(x)x) cannot

be further differentiated, which presently prevents the application of integration by parts. To treat this

term, we make use of I1, which provides a positive contribution. We start with div(A(x)x) = n+O(|x|),
to find

|I4| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

∫

t−
n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

[div(A(x)x) − n]

(

F w̃

2t
+ 〈b,∇w̃〉

)

w̃dX

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(3.39)
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≤ N

∫

|x|t−n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2 ∣
∣

∣

∣

F w̃

2t
+ 〈b,∇w̃〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

|w̃|dX

≤ N2

∫ |x|2
t
t−

n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃2dX +
1

4

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2(
F w̃

2t
+ 〈b,∇w̃〉

)2

dX,

where we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Observe that the last term in the right-hand side of

(3.39) is 1
4I1. Using this fact, we deduce that

I1 + I4 ≥ −N2

∫ |x|2
t
t−

n
2

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w̃2dX.

Keeping (3.26) in mind, along with the fact that |x| ≤ 4 in the domain of the integral, the latter inequality

gives

I1 + I4 ≥ −N2

∫ |x|
t
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)− 1
2

w2GdX. (3.40)

Finally, we analyse I6. Keeping (3.8) in mind and recalling I5, we notice that

I6 = I5 + 2

∫

t−
n
2
+1

(

tσ′

σ

)− 1
2 〈(A− I)x, x〉

16t2
w̃〈b,∇w̃〉dX

= I5 +
1

8

∫

t−
n
2
−1

(

tσ′

σ

)− 1
2

div(〈(A − I)x, x〉b)w̃2dX.

Using (1.4), A(0, 0) = In and x ∈ B4, one can easily verify that

|div(〈(A− I)x, x〉b)| ≤ N ||b||1,1/2|x|.

Utilizing this bound, along with (3.16), yields

I6 ≥ −α||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX − n

4
||b||1,1/2

∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX (3.41)

−N ||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2α |x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX −N ||b||21,1/2
∫

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX

−N ||V ||1,1/2||b||1,1/2
∫

σ−2αt

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX.

We can now argue as in the case A ≡ In (compare with the work leading from (2.13) to (3.23)), to find

that for α ≥ N(1 + ||b||1,1/2 + ||V ||1/21,1/2), we have

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α (wt + div(A∇w) + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w)2GdX (3.42)

≥
∫
(

θ(λt)

Nt
− α

2N

)

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX +

∫
(

α

2N

θ(λt)

t
− 2α2

)

σ−2αw2GdX

−Nαe2αNλ2α+N

∫

w2dX +
1

N

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx− 2Nα

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αw2Gdx+ E ,
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where E is a quantity which includes the last four terms in the right-hand side of (3.37), plus the term in

the right-hand side of (3.40). Specifically,

E =

∫

|x|σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

|∇w|2dX −N

∫ |x|3
t2
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2GdX (3.43)

−Nα

∫ |x|
t

(

tσ′

σ

)1/2

w2GdX −N

∫

B4×{a}

(

|x|+ |x|3
t

)

σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)−1/2

w2Gdx

−N2

∫ |x|
t
σ−2α

(

tσ′

σ

)− 1
2

w2GdX.

To estimate E , we use the bounds 1
N t ≤ σ ≤ t in Lemma 2.3 in the first term of (3.43), as well as (2.14),

to eliminate the weights
(

tσ′

σ

)±1/2
. We thus find

|E | ≤ N

∫ |x|
t
σ1−2α|∇w|2dX +Nα

∫

σ−2α

( |x|
t

+
|x|3
αt2

)

w2GdX

+N

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α

(

1 +
|x|3
t

)

w2Gdx.

In the first and second term in the right-hand side of the latter inequality, we use Lemma 2.4, obtaining

|E | ≤ Ne2αNλ2α+N

∫

t|∇w|2dX +Nδ

∫

σ1−2α θ(λt)

t
|∇w|2GdX (3.44)

+Nαe2αNλ2α+N

∫

w2dX +Nαδ

∫

σ−2α θ(λt)

t
w2GdX

+N

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αw2Gdx+N

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α |x|3

t
w2Gdx.

To ensure a certain smallness of the last term in the right-hand side of (3.44), we split the integral as

follows
∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α |x|3

t
w2Gdx =

∫

Bδ×{a}
σ−2α |x|3

t
w2Gdx+

∫

(B4\Bδ)×{a}
σ−2α |x|3

t
w2Gdx.

Next, we observe that for |x| > δ, one has σ−2α(a) |x|
3

a G(x, a) ≤ N2αλ2α+N . Therefore, we obtain
∫

B4×{a}
σ−2α |x|3

t
w2Gdx ≤ δ

∫

Rn×{a}
σ−2α |x|2

t
w2Gdx+N2αλ2α+N

∫

B4×{a}
w2dx (3.45)

≤ Nδ

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx+Nδ

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αw2Gdx

+N2αλ2α+N

∫

B4×{a}
w2dx,

where in the last inequality we have applied Lemma 2.6. Combining (3.44) with (3.45), we thus find

E ≥ −Nαe2αNλ2α+N sup
t≥a

∫

Rn

[w2 + t|∇w|2]dx−Nδ

∫

σ1−2α θ(λt)

t
|∇w|2GdX (3.46)
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−Nαδ

∫

σ−2α θ(λt)

t
w2GdX −N

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αw2Gdx−Nδ

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx.

Using (3.46) in (3.42), we obtain

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α (wt + div(A∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉 + V w)2GdX (3.47)

≥
∫
[(

1

N
−Nδ

)

θ(λt)

t
− α

2N

]

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX

+

∫
[

( α

2N
−Nαδ

) θ(λt)

t
− 2α2

]

σ−2αw2GdX

−Nαe2αNλ2α+N sup
t≥a

∫

Rn

[w2 + t|∇w|2]dx

+

(

1

N
−Nδ

)
∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx− 2Nα

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αw2Gdx.

At this point we choose δ > 0 such that

1

2N
−Nδ ≥ 1

4N
. (3.48)

Therefore, using (3.24) and (3.48) in (3.47), we finally conclude that for α ≥ N(1 + ||b||1,1/2 + ||V ||1/21,1/2),

the following inequality holds

N3/2

∫

σ1−2α (wt + div(A∇w) + 〈b(x),∇w〉 + V (x)w)2GdX (3.49)

≥ α

4N

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX +
α2

4N

∫

σ−2αw2GdX −Nαe2αNλ2α+N sup
t≥a

∫

Rn

[w2 + t|∇w|2]dx

+
1

4N

∫

B4×{a}
tσ−2α|∇w|2Gdx− 2Nα

∫

B4×{a}
σ−2αw2Gdx.

This completes the proof of the Lemma 3.1 for time-independent coefficient matrix A, drift b and potential

V .

Step 3: In this step we prove (3.2) for a general A(x,t). One remarkable aspect of this step is that the

sharp dependence on the norms of the lower-order coefficients in Step 2 will cascade into the relevant

estimates. While in this step we closely follow some of the ideas in [18] and [1], it is important for the

reader to keep in mind that our ultimate goal is the sharp quantitative dependence in (1.6) in Theorem 1.1

on the norms of the lower-order coefficients b(x, t) and V (x, t), whereas the work [18] contains no treatment

of them, and [1] only treats the case of the zero-order term V (x, t).

With this being said, as in the Step 2 we continue to indicate b(x), V (x) by b, V , respectively. Moreover,

unless otherwise specified, all space-time integrals will be supported in B4 × [0, 1
4λ ] and, as before, we will
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refrain from explicitly indicating the domain of integration. We define

L0w := wt + div(A(x, 0)∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉+ V w,

and observe that

L0w = wt + div((A(x, 0) −A(x, t))∇w) + div(A(x, t)∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉 + V w.

It thus follows

N

∫

σ1−2α
a (wt + div(A(x, 0)∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉+ V w)2GadX

≤ 2N

∫

σ1−2α
a (div((A(x, 0) −A(x, t))∇w)2GadX

+ 2N

∫

σ1−2α
a (wt + div(A(x, t)∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉+ V w)2GadX.

This suggests that, in order to replace A(x, 0) by A(x, t) in (3.2), we must control

N

∫

σ1−2α
a (div((A(x, 0) −A(x, t))∇w)2GadX.

To simplify the analysis, we further notice that

div((A(x, 0) −A(x, t))∇w) =
n
∑

i,j=1

{∂i(aij(x, 0)− aij(x, t))∂jw + (aij(x, 0)− aij(x, t))∂ijw} .

Also, we have from (1.4)

|aij(x, 0) − aij(x, t)| ≤M
√
t ≤M

√
t+ a ≤MNσa(t).

We thus find

N

∫

σ1−2α
a (div((A(x, 0) −A(x, t))∇w)2GadX (3.50)

≤ NM2

∫

σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX +N2M2

∫

σ2−2α
a |D2w|2GadX.

At this point, we want to estimate each of the two integrals appearing in the right-hand side of (3.50).

Noting that NM2
∫

σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX can be absorbed in the term α

∫

σ1−2α
a |∇w|2Ga which appears in

the left-hand side of (3.2), we are thus left with estimating the remaining term
∫

σ2−2α
a |D2w|2GadX with

the right quantitative dependence on ||b||1,1/2 and ||V ||1,1/2. This is done as follows. We introduce the

operator

H = div(A(x, 0)∇) − ∂t.

With G as in (2.8), we note that, using (2.9), (2.11) and the assumption (1.4), along with A(0, 0) = In, we

have

|HG| ≤ N

( |x|
t

+
|x|3
t2

)

G. (3.51)
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By a computation similar to [1, (3.97)-(3.103)] we have

6

4N

∫

σ2−2α|D2w|2GdX ≤
∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2|HG|dX + 3α

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX −
∫

{t=a}
σ2−2α|∇w|2Gdx

+

∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2 |x|
2

16t2
GdX +

(1 + 4nN)δ2

α

∫

σ1−2α(Lw)2GdX +
δ4

α2

∫

σ−2α|∇V |2w2GdX

+
δ2

α

∫

σ1−2α|V ||∇w|2GdX + 2n

∫

σ2−2α||b||1,1/2|∇w|2GdX + 2n

∫

σ2−2α||b||1,1/2|∇w||D2w|GdX,

The last term in the right-hand side is estimated using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the following way

2n

∫

σ2−2α||b||1,1/2|∇w||D2w|GdX ≤ 6

8N

∫

σ2−2α|D2w|2GdX +
2n2N2

3
||b||21,1/2

∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2GdX.

We thus obtain

6

8N

∫

σ2−2α|D2w|2GdX ≤
∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2|HG|dX (3.52)

+ 3α

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX −
∫

{t=a}
σ2−2α|∇w|2Gdx+

∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2 |x|
2

16t2
GdX

+
(1 + 4nN)δ2

α

∫

σ1−2α(Lw)2GdX +
δ4

α2

∫

σ−2α|∇V |2w2GdX

+
δ2

α

∫

σ1−2α|V ||∇w|2GdX +

(

2n||b||1,1/2 +
2n2N2

3
||b||21,1/2

)
∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2GdX.

We now take α larger enough such that α ≥ N(||V ||1/21,1/2 + ||b||1,1/2). Consequently, using in (3.52) the

bounds ||V ||1,1/2 ≤ α2/N2, ||b||1,1/2 ≤ α/N , and σ ≤ 1
4λ , we find

6

8N

∫

σ2−2α|D2w|2GdX ≤
∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2|HG|dX (3.53)

+ 3α

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX −
∫

{t=a}
σ2−2α|∇w|2Gdx+

∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2 |x|
2

t2
GdX

+
(1 + 4nN)δ2

α

∫

σ1−2α(L0w)
2GdX +

α2δ4

N4

∫

σ−2αw2GdX

+
αδ2

N2

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX +

(

nα

2Nλ
+

2n2α2

12λ

)
∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX.

Since σ ≤ t and x ∈ B4, we have from (3.51)
∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2|HG|dX +

∫

σ2−2α|∇w|2 |x|
2

t2
GdX (3.54)

≤ N

∫

tσ1−2α|∇w|2
( |x|
t

+
|x|3
t2

+
|x|2
t2

)

GdX

≤ N

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2
(

1 +
|x|2
t

)

GdX

≤ δNN2αλ2α+N

∫

t|∇w|2dX +Nδ2
∫

σ1−2α θ(λt)

t
|∇w|2GdX +N

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX,
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where the last inequality follows from Lemma 2.4. We now use (3.54) in (3.53) to find for α large enough

6

8N

∫

σ2−2α|D2w|2GdX ≤ δNN2αλ2α+N

∫

t|∇w|2dX (3.55)

+Nδ2
∫

σ1−2α θ(λt)

t
|∇w|2GdX + 4α

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX

−
∫

{t=a}
σ2−2α|∇w|2Gdx+

(1 + 4nN)δ2

α

∫

σ1−2α(Lw)2GdX +
α2δ4

N4

∫

σ−2αw2GdX

+
αδ2

N2

∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX +

(

nα

2Nλ
+

2n2α2

12λ

)
∫

σ1−2α|∇w|2GdX.

Now for large enough α satisfying (3.1), if as in the statement of Lemma 3.1 we take

λ =
α

δ2
, and λ ≤ θ(λt)

t
,

then it follows from (3.55) that

6

8N

∫

σ2−2α|D2w|2GdX ≤ δNN2αλ2α+N

∫

t|∇w|2dX (3.56)

+
(1 + 4nN)δ2

α

∫

σ1−2α(L0w)
2GdX −

∫

{t=a}
σ2−2α|∇w|2Gdx

+

(

N + 4 +
δ2

N2
+

n

2N
+

2n2δ2

12

)

δ2
∫

σ1−2α θ(λt)

t
|∇w|2GdX +

α2δ4

N4

∫

σ−2αw2GdX.

It now easily follows from (3.56) that, for a possibly larger N , the following inequality holds
∫

σ2−2α|D2w|2GdX ≤ δNN2αλ2α+N

∫

t|∇w|2dX +Nδ2
∫

σ1−2α θ(λt)

t
|∇w|2GdX

−
∫

{t=a}
σ2−2α|∇w|2Gdx+Nδ2

∫

σ1−2α(Lw)2GdX + α2δ4
∫

σ−2αw2GdX.

This estimate generalises (3.110) in [1], where the case b(x) ≡ 0 in (1.2) was studied. With this result in

hands we can now proceed exactly as in their work and reach the following conclusion

α2

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ−2α
a w2GadX + α

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX (3.57)

≤ N

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a (wt + div(A(x, t)∇w) + 〈b(x, 0),∇w〉 + V (x, 0)w)2GadX

+N2αα2αsup
t≥0

∫

(w2 + |∇w|2)dx+ σ(a)−2α

(

− a

N

∫

|∇w(x, 0)|2G(x, a)dx +Nα

∫

w2(x, 0)G(x, a)dx

)

,

which proves (3.2) in the hypothesis of Step 3.

Step 4: Replacing b(x,0) by b(x,t), and V(x,0) by V(x,t) in (3.57). This will complete the proof of The-

orem 3.1. By the Cauchy-Schwarz and triangle inequalities, we have

|wt + (div(A(x, t)∇w) + V (x, 0)w + 〈b(x, 0),∇w〉)|2
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= |wt + (div(A(x, t)∇w) + V (x, t)w + 〈b(x, t),∇w〉) + (V (x, 0) − V (x, t))w + 〈b(x, t)− b(x, 0),∇w〉|2

≤ 3(wt + div(A(x, t)∇w) + V (x, t)w + 〈b(x, t),∇w〉)2 + 3(V (x, 0) − V (x, t))2w2 + 3|b(x, t) − b(x, 0)|2|∇w|2.

By (1.4) we have

(V (x, 0) − V (x, t))2 ≤ ||V ||21,1/2 t, |b(x, 0) − b(x, t)|2 ≤ ||b||21,1/2 t.

Using this, we find

N

∫

σ1−2α
a (wt + div(A(x, t)∇w) + wt + V (x, 0)w + 〈b(x, 0),∇w〉)2GadX (3.58)

≤ 3N

∫

σ1−2α
a (wt + div(A(x, t)∇w) + 〈b(x, t),∇w〉 + V (x, t)w)2GadX

+ 3N ||V ||21,1/2
∫

σ1−2α
a tw2GadX + 3N ||b||21,1/2

∫

σ1−2α
a t|∇w|2GadX.

We would be done if we could absorb the last two terms in the right-hand side of (3.58) into the left-hand

side of (3.57). Since λt ≤ 1/2 and σa(t) ≤ t+ a ≤ 1/λ, we have

3N ||V ||21,1/2
∫

σ1−2α
a tw2GadX + 2N ||b||21,1/2

∫

σ1−2α
a t|∇w|2GadX (3.59)

≤ 3N

4λ2
||V ||21,1/2

∫

σ−2α
a w2GadX +

3N

2λ
||b||21,1/2

∫

σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX.

Inserting (3.58) and (3.59) in (3.57), and keeping in mind that, for δ ≤ 1√
2
, we have α ≤ α

2δ2
= λ

2 , we

obtain

α2

∫

σ−2α
a w2GadX + α

∫

σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX (3.60)

≤ N

∫

σ1−2α
a (wt + div(A(x, t)∇w) + V (x, t)w)2GadX

+
N

α2
||V ||21,1/2

∫

σ−2α
a w2GadX +

N

α
||b||21,1/2

∫

σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX +N2αα2αsup

t≥0

∫

[w2 + |∇w|2]dx

+ σ(a)−2α

(

− a

N

∫

|∇w(x, 0)|2G(x, a)dx +Nα

∫

w2(x, 0)G(x, a)dx

)

.

Now observe that the second and third term in the right-hand side of (3.60) can be absorbed in the first

and second term of left-hand side of (3.60), provided that

α2

2
≥ N

α2
||V ||21,1/2 and

α

2
≥ N

α
||b||21,1/2.

This is ensured if α ≥ 4N(||V ||1/21,1/2+ ||b||1,1/2). If for N large we thus choose α ≥ N(||V ||1/21 + ||b||1,1/2+1),

the conclusion follows.

�
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4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In order to establish the quantitative uniqueness result in Theorem 1.1, we also need the following

monotonicity in time result. This is analogous to [18, Lemma 1], except that in our situation we need an

inequality with a precise quantitative dependence on the norms of the drift and the potential. As a help

to the reader, we preliminarily set some relevant notation, and mention some critical aspects of what will

unfold. Let u be a solution to (1.2) in Q4 such that u(·, 0) 6≡ 0 in B1. For every ρ ∈ (0, 1], we set

Θρ =

∫

Q3
u2(x, t)dX

ρ2
∫

Bρ
u2(x, 0)dx

, (4.1)

and for any N > 1 also let

Tρ,N =
ρ2

2N log(2N(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Θρ) + 5N2(||V ||1/2∞ + ||b||∞ + 1)
. (4.2)

The reader should note that, when ρ = 1, the quantity Θ1 in (4.1) is different from Θ in (1.5). We

emphasise that the inequality in (4.3) below will be proved for a general parameter ρ ∈ (0, 1]. This is

important because, finally, the Carleman estimate in (3.2) above will be used, in combination with (4.3),

to establish (4.14) below. It is this latter inequality which ultimately leads to the desired vanishing order

estimate claimed in Theorem 1.1. This is precisely where a choice of the universal parameter ρ is required.

Lemma 4.1. Let u be a solution to (1.2) in Q4. Then there exists a universal constant N > 1 such that,

for every ρ ∈ (0, 1] and t ≤ Tρ,N , the following inequality holds

Ne(||V ||1/2∞ +||b||∞)

∫

B2ρ

u2(x, t)dx ≥
∫

Bρ

u2(x, 0)dx. (4.3)

Proof. In view of rescaling, it is enough to prove (4.3) for ρ = 1. In what follows, without loss of generality,

we assume that A be defined on the whole of Rn ×R, and satisfies the bounds in (1.4). For t > 0 consider

the semigroup Pt = etE0 associated with E0f = − div(A∇f). It is well-known that

(i) Pt1 = 1;

(ii) Ptf → f , as t→ 0+,

see [22, Chapter 1]. Let now φ ∈ C∞
0 (B2) be such that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 in B2 and φ = 1 in B3/2, and set

w(x, t) = u(x, t)φ(x). For a given y ∈ R
n, we introduce the function

H(t) = Pt(w
2)(y) =

∫

Rn

w(x, t)2G(x, y, t)dx,

where G(x, y, t) denotes the fundamental solution, with pole at (y, 0) of the operator ∂t + E0. Clearly, for

every y ∈ B1 we have from (i) and (ii)

H(t) −→
t→0+

w(y, 0)2 = u(y, 0)2. (4.4)
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With L0 = ∂t − E0, we easily find

H ′(t) = 2

∫

Rn

w L0w Gdx+ 2

∫

Rn

〈A∇w,∇w〉Gdx. (4.5)

Since u solves (1.2), a computation gives

L0w = φL0u+ uL0φ+ 2〈A∇u,∇φ〉

= −φ〈b,∇u〉 − V w + udiv(A∇φ) + 2〈A∇u,∇φ〉

= −〈b,∇w〉 − V w + 〈b,∇φ〉u+ udiv(A∇φ) + 2〈A∇u,∇φ〉.

Replacing this identity in (4.5) and using the support property of φ, we find

H ′(t) ≥− 2||V ||∞H(t)− 2

∫

Rn

w〈b,∇w〉Gdx + 2

∫

Rn

〈A∇w,∇w〉Gdx (4.6)

−N(1 + ||b||∞)

∫

B2\B3/2

|w|(|u| + |∇u|)Gdx.

With Λ as in (1.3), the numerical inequality |2αβ| ≤ εα2 + ε−1β2, with ε = 1√
2Λ

, yields

|w〈b,∇w〉| ≤ Λ||b||2∞w2 +
1

4Λ
|∇w|2.

Using this estimate, along with 〈A∇w,∇w〉 ≥ Λ−1|∇w|2, in (4.6), we find

H ′(t) ≥−N(||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)H(t)−N(1 + ||b||∞)

∫

B2\B3/2

|w|(|u| + |∇u|)Gdx.

By the Gaussian bounds for G in [22], we thus obtain

H ′(t) ≥ −N(||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)H(t)−N(1 + ||b||∞)t−
n
2 e−

1
4Nt

∫

B2\B3/2

(|u|2 + |∇u|2)dx.

By Lemma 2.8, we now deduce from the latter inequality (for a new N large)

H ′(t) ≥ −N(||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)H(t)−N(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2t−
n
2 e−

1
4Nt

∫

Q3

u2dX.

Since for sufficiently small t one has tn/2e−
1

4Nt ≤ e−
1

8Nt , we obtain

H ′(t) ≥ −N(||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)H(t)−N(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2e−
1
Nt

∫

Q3

u2dX.

Integrating this inequality with respect to t, and using (4.4), we find

eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)t

∫

w2(x, t)G(x, t; y, 0)dx

≥ u2(y, 0) − eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)t(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Nte−
1
Nt

∫

Q3

u2dX.
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We now integrate with respect to the variable y ∈ B1, change the order of integration in the left-hand side,

and finally use (i) above to obtain

eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)t

∫

B2

u2(x, t)dx ≥ eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)t

∫

Rn

w2(x, t)dx (4.7)

≥
∫

B1

u2(x, 0)dx − eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)t(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Nte−
1
Nt

∫

Q3

u2dX.

Let D be the universal constant in Lemma 2.8. We now choose N > 1 universal (in particular, independent

of ||V ||∞ and ||b||∞) such that 2N/D > 1 and N log(2N/D) > 1. Notice that, from (2.18), we find

1 ≤ D(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)

∫

Q3
u2(x, t)dX

∫

B1
u2(x, 0)dx

= D(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)Θ1.

Thus we have N log(2N(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Θ1) = N log(2N/D) +N log(D(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Θ1) > 1.

We now rewrite eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)t(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Ne−
1
Nt

∫

Q3
u2(x, t)dX as

eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)t(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Ne−
1
Nt

∫

Q3

u2(x, t)dX (4.8)

= eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)te−
1

2Nt (1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Ne−
1

2Nt

∫

Q3

u2(x, t)dX.

Now let

t ≤
(

2N log(2N(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Θ1) + 5N2([||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞]1/2 + 1)
)−1

= T1,N , (4.9)

see the definition (4.2). (4.9) in particular implies that t ≤
(

5N2([||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞]1/2 + 1)
)−1

, using which

we find

eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)te−
1

2Nt ≤ e
1

5N
(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)1/2e−

5N
2

(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)1/2 ≤ 1. (4.10)

Also (4.9) implies that

t ≤ 1

2N log(2N(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Θ1)
,

which in turn gives

(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Ne−
1

2Nt

∫

Q3

u2(x, t)dX ≤ 1

2

∫

B1

u2(x, 0)dx. (4.11)

Using (4.10) and (4.11) in (4.7), we thus find

eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)t

∫

B2

u2(x, t)dx ≤ 1

2

∫

B1

u2(x, 0)dx. (4.12)

Also, similarly to (4.10), if we use (4.9) we obtain

eN(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)t ≤ e
1

5N
(||V ||∞+||b||2∞)1/2 . (4.13)



SHARP ORDER OF VANISHING, ETC. 39

Exploiting (4.13) in (4.12), we finally obtain

Ne||V ||1/2∞ +||b||∞
∫

B2

u2(x, t)dx ≥
∫

B1

u2(x, 0)dx,

for

0 < t ≤
(

2N log[2N(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Θ1] + 5N2([||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞]1/2 + 1)
)−1

,

where Θ1 =

∫

Q3
u2dX

∫

B1
u2(x,0)dx

. This completes the proof of the lemma.

�

We are finally ready to present the

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u be as in the Theorem 1.1. We pick ψ ∈ C∞
0 (B4), such that ψ ≡ 1 in B1, ψ = 0

outside B2. Next, for large α, to be later determined, we let λ = α
δ2 , and pick φ ≡ 1 in 0 ≤ t ≤ 1/(8λ) and

φ = 0 for t ≥ 1/(4λ). With this choices, we consider the function w(x, t) = u(x, t)ψ(x)φ(t). We obtain

from (1.2)

wt + div(A∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉 + V w = div(A∇ψ)uφ+ 2〈A∇ψ,∇u〉φ + uψφt + 〈b,∇ψ〉uφ.

From the support properties of ψ and φ, it thus follows

(

wt + div(A∇w) + 〈b,∇w〉+ V w
)2 ≤ C(1 + ||b||2∞)(u2 + |∇u|2)1B2\B1

(x) + Cλ2u21(0,1/4λ)\(0,1/8λ)(t),

where 1E denotes the indicator function of the set E. With the Carleman estimate (3.2) in Theorem 3.1

and with Lemma 4.1 in hand, we can now repeat the arguments in [18] (see also [1, Proposition 3.7]) to

deduce that, for some ρ ∈ (0, 1) universal (depending on n, and the constants Λ in (1.3), and M in (1.4)),

the following inequality holds

2a

∫

|∇w(x, 0)|2G(x, a)dx +
n

2

∫

w2(x, 0)G(x, a)dx ≤ N3α0

∫

w2(x, 0)G(x, a)dx (4.14)

with

α0 = N log(2N(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)2Θρ) +N(||V ||1/21,1/2 + ||b||1,1/2 + 1),

where Θρ is as in (4.1). We now use Lemma 2.7 to obtain for all r < 1/2
∫

B2r

u2(x, 0)dx ≤ Q

∫

Br

u2(x, 0)dx, (4.15)

where

Q = exp(N4 log(2N(1 + ||V ||∞)Θρ) +N4(||V ||1/21 + ||b||1/21/2 + 1)).

In order to now replace Θρ in (4.15) by the universal normalising quantity Θ defined by (1.5), we use a

covering argument as in [18], or [1, Theorem 1], finally obtaining the following space-like doubling inequality
∫

B2r

u2(x, 0)dx ≤ Q̃

∫

Br

u2(x, 0)dx, (4.16)
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where

Q̃ = exp(N log(NΘ) +N(||V ||1/21,1/2 + ||b||1,1/2 + 1)),

and Θ is as in (1.5). At this point, the desired estimate (1.7) follows from (4.16) in the standard way (see,

for instance, (3.140)-(3.146) in [1]). This completes the proof of the theorem.

�

In closing, we mention a quantitative two-ball/one-cylinder inequality, Proposition 4.2 below, that will

be needed in the proof of the Landis type decay in Section 6. Its proof follows from the doubling inequality

(4.16), and since it is identical to that of [1, Proposition 3.8], we refer the reader to that source.

Proposition 4.2. Let u be as in Theorem 1.1. Then, with

M1 = N log(2N(1 + ||V ||∞ + ||b||2∞)) +N(||V ||1/21,1/2 + ||b||1,1/2 + 1),

for every 0 < r ≤ 1 we have

∫

B2

u2(x, 0)dx ≤ e
M1 log2(2/r)
1+N log2(2/r)

(
∫

Br

u2(x, 0)dx

)
1

1+N log2(2/r)
(

N

∫

Q4

u2(x, t)dX

)

N log2(2/r)
1+N log2(2/r)

.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. We will need the following consequence of the analyticity estimates

in [16].

Theorem 5.1. Let A(x, t) satisfy (1.3), (1.4), and assume in addition that x → A(x, t) be real-analytic,

uniformly with respect to t in R
n ×R. Let u solve (1.9) in Q4. Then there exists a universal r0 ∈ (0, 1/4)

such that u(·, 0) can be extended holomorphically to some w in the complex ball BCn

r0 , and moreover the

following estimate holds:

sup
z∈BCn

r0

|w(z)| ≤ eC(
√
λ+1)

(
∫

Q4

u2dX

)1/2

. (5.1)

Proof. For y ∈ R we consider the function v(x, y, t) = e
√
λ yu(x, t). One easily verifies that v solves in

B4 × {|y| < 4} × [0, 16)

vt + div(Ã(x, y, t)∇v) = 0,

where Ã = (ãij) is the following (n+ 1)× (n+ 1) uniformly elliptic, real-analytic, matrix-valued function






















ãij = aij, i, j = 1, 2, ..., n,

ã(n+1)i = ãi(n+1) = 0, i = 1, 2, ..., n,

ã(n+1)(n+1) = 1.
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From the estimates in [16, Theorem 6.2, p. 221] it follows that there exists r0 > 0 such that the power series

expansion of v(·, 0) at 0 converges absolutely. Therefore, a complex extension w̃ of v(·, 0) is admissible in

BCn+1

r0 , and the following bound holds

sup
z∈BCn+1

r0

|w̃(z)| ≤ C

(

∫

B4×{|y|<4}×[0,16)
v2

)1/2

≤ eC(
√
λ+1)

(
∫

Q4

u2dX

)1/2

.

Going back to u, we obtain (5.1) from the latter estimate.

�

We also need the following result from complex analysis which follows by a covering argument from [26,

Lemma 2.5].

Theorem 5.2. Suppose f : B1 ⊂ C → C is holomorphic, with

|f(0)| = 1, sup
B1

|f | ≤ 2N .

Then there exists a universal C1(N) > 0 such that

#{z ∈ B1/2 : f(z) = 0} ≤ C1N.

We are ready to present the

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let K be as in (1.6), and denote by w the complex extension of u(·, 0) in BCn

r0 for

which (5.1) in Theorem 5.1 holds. From the vanishing order estimate (1.7) in Theorem 1.1, it follows that

for some C = C(r0) > 0 one has
∫

Br0/16

u(x, 0)2 ≥ e−CK.

With |u(x0, 0)| = max
Br0/16

|u(·, 0)|, we infer that, for a different C > 0,

|u(x0, 0)| ≥ e−CK. (5.2)

For θ ∈ S
n−1 and z ∈ C, consider the function

wθ(z) =
w(x0 + θz)

u(x0, 0)
.

It is clear that |wθ(0)| = 1. Since w is defined in BCn

r0 and |x0| ≤ r0/16, it is clear that wθ is well-defined

in {z ∈ C | |z| ≤ r0/2}. Moreover from (5.1) and the definition of K and Θ it follows that for z ∈ BCn

r0 one

has

|w(z)| ≤ eCKΘ1/2

(
∫

B1

u(x, 0)2dx

)1/2

≤ C0e
C1K,
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where C0 = max{(
∫

B1
u(x, 0)2dx)1/2, 1}. Combined with (5.2), this estimate implies that

sup
Br0/2

⊂C

|wθ(z)| ≤ eC2K. (5.3)

This shows that wθ(z) verifies the assumptions of Theorem 5.2, and from this we infer that (for a yet

different C > 0)

#{z ∈ Br0/4 : wθ(z) = 0} ≤ CK.

Going back to u(·, 0), we deduce from this estimate

#{r : |r| ≤ r0/4, u(x0 + rθ, 0) = 0} ≤ CK. (5.4)

By (5.4) and an application of the coarea formula, we thus conclude

Hn−1{Br0/4(x0) ∩ {u(·, 0) = 0}} ≤
∫

Sn−1

CKdθ = CK.

Since |x0| ≤ r0
16 , we obviously Br0/8 ⊂ Br0/4(x0), and therefore the latter inequality implies

Hn−1{Br0/8 ∩ {u(·, 0) = 0}} ≤ CK. (5.5)

Since r0 is universal, the desired conclusion (1.10) now follows from (5.5) by a covering argument.

�

6. Proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4

In this last section we prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Given x0 ∈ R
n with |x0| = R. If R >> 1, by the rescaling

w(x, t) = u(Rx+ x0, R
2t),

we find that w solves in Q4

wt +∆w = R2c0w +R〈b0,∇w〉.

With r = 1
R ≤ 1, we apply Proposition 4.2, keeping in mind that now A = In, b ≡ −Rb0 and V = −R2c0,

so that

||V ||1/21,1/2 = |c0|1/2R, ||b||1,1/2 = |b0|R.

We thus obtain, with some C1 = C1(|c0|, |b0|, n) > 0,

∫

B2

w2(x, 0)dx ≤ e
C1R

log2 R
1+N log2 R

(
∫

Br

w2(x, 0)dx

)
1

1+N log2 R
(

N

∫

Q4

w2(x, t)dX

)

N log2 R
1+N log2 R

. (6.1)



SHARP ORDER OF VANISHING, ETC. 43

We now use the hypothesis (1.18) to estimate

(

N

∫

Q4

w2(x, t)dX

)

N log2 R
1+N log2 R

≤ eC2R,

for some C2 depending on the bound C in (1.18). We thus obtain from (6.1)

∫

B2

w2(x, 0)dx ≤ e
C1R

log2 R
1+N log2 R

(
∫

Br

w2(x, 0)dx

)
1

1+N log2 R

eC2R.

Scaling back to u, and then raising the resulting inequality to the exponent 1 + N log2R, we obtain for

some N1 depending on n,C2, |b0|, |c0|,
∫

B1(x0)
u2(x, 0)dx ≥ e−N1R logR

(

∫

B2R(x0)
u2(x, 0)dx

)N1 logR

.

Noting that B1 ⊂ B2R(x0), this inequality immediately implies

∫

B1(x0)
u2(x, 0)dx ≥ e−N1R logR

(
∫

B1

u2(x, 0)dx

)N1 logR

= e−C̃R logR,

where C̃ = max
{

N1[1− log(
∫

B1
u(x, 0)2dx)], N1

}

. This finishes the proof.

�

Our final objective is proving Theorem 1.4. For this we need a local quantitative analogue of Proposition

4.2 which is, in turn, a consequence of the following Lemma 6.1. Such result essentially follows from the

work [18], but for completeness we outline the relevant details. In its statement, with σ as in Lemma 2.13,

similarly to the statement of Theorem 3.1 above, we indicate Ga(x, t) = G(x, t + a) and σa(t) = σ(t+ a).

Lemma 6.1. Let V ∈ L∞(Rn × [0,∞),C). There exist universal constants N and δ ∈ (0, 1) such that for

α ≥ N(1 + ||V ||2/3∞ ), and with λ = α/δ2, the following inequality holds for all w ∈ C∞
0 (B4 × [0, 1

4λ)) and

0 < a ≤ 1
4λ

α2

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ−2α
a w2GadX + α

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX (6.2)

≤ N

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a (wt +∆w + V (x, t)w)2GadX

+ σ(a)−2α

(

− a

N

∫

|∇w(x, 0)|2G(x, a)dx +Nα

∫

w2(x, 0)G(x, a)dx

)

.

Proof. The following Carleman estimate was proved in [18]

α2

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ−2α
a w2GadX + α

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX

≤ N

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a (wt +∆w)2GadX
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+ σ(a)−2α

(

− a

N

∫

|∇w(x, 0)|2G(x, a)dx +Nα

∫

w2(x, 0)G(x, a)dx

)

.

If in this inequality we use

2(wt +∆w + V w)2 ≥ (wt +∆w)2 − 2||V ||2∞w2,

we find

α2

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ−2α
a w2GadX + α

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a |∇w|2GadX (6.3)

≤ 2N

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a (∆w + wt + V w)2GadX + 2N

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a ||V ||2∞w2GadX

+ σ(a)−2α

(

− a

N

∫

|∇w(x, 0)|2G(x, a)dx +Nα

∫

w2(x, 0)G(x, a)dx

)

.

Now note that the assumption α ≥ 5N1/3||V ||2/3∞ , implies

2Nσ1−2α
a ||V ||2∞ ≤ 2N

α
σ−2α
a

α3

125N
=

2α2

125
σ−2α
a .

In this inequality we have also used that σa(t) ≤ t+ a ≤ 1
α . We thus infer that, when α ≥ 5N1/2||V ||2/3∞ ,

the term

2N

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ1−2α
a ||V ||2∞w2GadX

in (6.3) can be absorbed by the term

α2

∫

B4×[0, 1
4λ

)
σ−2α
a w2GadX

in the left hand side of (6.3). With a new, larger N , the desired conclusion (6.2) thus follows.

�

Combining Lemma 6.1 with Lemma 4.1 (also noting that ||V ||1/2∞ ≤ ||V ||2/3∞ + 1), we can repeat the

arguments in [1] to conclude that the following quantitative two-ball/one-cylinder inequality holds for L∞

potentials.

Proposition 6.2. Let Ṽ ∈ L∞(Rn × [0,∞),C), and assume that w be a solution in Q4 of the equation

wt +∆w = Ṽ w, (6.4)

with w(·, 0) 6≡ 0. There exists a universal N > 0 such that, with M2 = N(||Ṽ ||2/3∞ + 1), one has

∫

B1

w2(x, 0)dx ≤ e
M2

log2(2/r)
1+N log2(2/r)

(
∫

Br

w2(x, 0)dx

)
1

1+N log2(2/r)
(

N

∫

Q4

w2(x, t)dX

)

N log2(2/r)
1+N log2(2/r)

.

We can finally give the
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. As before, for a given x0 ∈ R
n with |x0| = R, we note that the rescaled function w

defined by

w(x, t) = u(Rx+ x0, R
2t) (6.5)

solves (6.4) in Q4 with Ṽ (x, t) = R2V (Rx+ x0, R
2t). Since we obviously have

||Ṽ ||∞ ≤ R2||V ||∞,

which in particular implies

||Ṽ ||2/3∞ ≤ R4/3||V ||2/3∞ ,

by an application of Proposition 6.2 with r = 1/R, the desired estimate (1.21) follows by repeating the

arguments in the proof of Theorem 1.3 above.

�

We conclude this work with the

Proof of Corollary 1.5. by rescaling, without loss of generality we assume that the hypothesis of Theorem

1.4 holds. Now if u(·, 0) 6≡ 0 in B1, then from (1.21) it follows that for |x0| = R and all R large enough,
∫

B1(x0)
u2(x, 0)dx >> e−R4/3+ε

.

Since this contradicts (1.22), we conclude that it must be u(x, 0) ≡ 0 for x ∈ B1. By the space-like strong

uniqueness result in [17], [18] it follows that u(·, 0) ≡ 0 in R
n. Applying the backward uniqueness result in

[10], [20], [46], we finally conclude that u ≡ 0 in R
n × [0,∞).

�
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[49] A. Rüland. On quantitative unique continuation properties of fractional Schrödinger equations: doubling, vanishing order

and nodal domain estimates, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 369 (2017), no. 4, 2311–2362. 6

[50] S. Vessella, Quantitative estimates of unique continuation for parabolic equations, determination of unknown time-varying

boundaries and optimal stability estimates. Inverse Problems, 24 (2008), 81 pp. 6

[51] S. Vessella, Carleman estimates, optimal three-cylinder inequality, and unique continuation properties for solutions to

parabolic equations. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 28 (2003) 637-676. 6

[52] S. T. Yau, Seminar on differential geometry. 102 Princeton University Press, 1982. 1

[53] J. Zhu, Quantitative uniqueness for elliptic equations. Amer. J. Math. 138 (2016), 733-762. 6

[54] J. Zhu, Quantitative uniqueness of solutions to parabolic equations. J. Funct. Anal. 275 (2018), no. 9, 2373-2403. 6

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Jyväskylä, Finland
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