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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 Ap = —Ap on M. Then the (n — 1)—dimensional measure of the
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nodal set of ¢ satisfies the estimate:
c VA< H" '{z e M| o(z) =0}) < CVA, (1.1)

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

This order of vanishing is sharp since, given the harmonic function Py (z) = R(x; + ix2)" in R*T!, then

Y = Py gn satisfies the well-known equation Agnp, = —Acpy, with A, = k(k +n — 1), and the order
of vanishing of ¢, at the North pole (0,...,0,1) is precisely x ~ \/A.. In their famous papers [14], [15],
Donnelly and Fefferman showed that if u solves Au = —Au in a C*°, compact and connected n-dimensional
Riemannian manifold M, then the maximal vanishing order of u is ~ v/A. 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™ x [0, 00) in the form?
Lu = u; + div(A(z, t)Vu) + (b(z,t), Vu) + V(z,t)u = 0, (1.2)

under minimal regularity hypothesis on the coefficients A(z,t) = [a;(x,1)], b(z,t) = (bi(z,t),...,bn (2, 1)
and V(x,t). The case b(z,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(z,t) € M, xn(R), the drift b(x,t) and

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

(i) There exist A > 1 such that for all z,y € R", and s,t € [0,00), one has for every £ € R"
ATl < (A(x, )€, €) < Algl*. (1.3)
(ii) There exist M > 0 such that for all z,y € R", and s,t¢ € [0,00), one has
Jaij (1) = aij(y, s)| < M(|lz = y| + |t = s['/?). (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, the reader can readily convert all the statements into ones for a forward
parabolic equation

uy — div(A(z,t)Vu) + (b(z,t), Vu) + V(z, t)u = 0,
in a backward time-slab R™ x (—o0, 0].
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In what follows we indicate by B, (x) the ball of radius r with centre at x € R", Q,(z,t) will denote the
space-time cylinder B,(z) x [t,t + 7?]. When (x,t) = (0,0), we simply write B, and Q,. With b(z,t) and
V(z,t) as in (1.4) above, we define

|V($7t) - V(JE,S)|
WVIhi2 =V Ilze@u) T 1IVaVllLeo@u +  sup
/ (Qq) (Qu) (2.0).(2.8)€ 04 It — 8|1/2

and

[Hliaje = swp (umumw bl + s P S”) .
Throughout this paper, we assume that |[b[|;1/2 < oo, and [|V][;1/2 < oc. With these quantities in place,
we introduce a normalisation quantity which plays a pervasive role in what follows:

fQ4 u?(x, t)dxdt

0= .
fBl u?(z,0)dz

(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) # 0 in Bj.
Then there exists a universal constant N > 0 such that, with

1
K = o IV 1oBWO) + NUIVILT, + l1blly + 1) (1.6)
B1 ’

one has for all T <1/2,

/ u?(x,0)dx > . (1.7)

T

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 I in (1.6) is sharp, as shown by the following
example. Consider P;(z) = R(z1 + ixzg)" in R", ¢, = P,JSn,l, and for (z,y) € S"! x R, define with
A=k(k+n—-2),

v(z,y) = e\/gy ().

A computation gives

A
Agn-10 + vyy + \/; vy = 0. (1.8)

. . d .
Consider the point pg = (no,0) € S*™! x R where ng € S"~! is the north pole. If we denote by b = %

the drift in (1.8), then it is readily seen that the vanishing order of v at pg is & ~ VA ~ \/g = |[bl]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®°(R™ x R)

and that x — A(z,t) is real-analytic, uniformly in t. With X > 0, let u be a solution in Q4 to the equation
ug + div(A(z, t)Vu) + Au = 0, (1.9)

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

H " ({2 : u(z, 0)_o}mBl/2)<c<xf+Nlog NO) + fB ;02@“)’ (1.10)

where H"~! denotes the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R™.

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 x [0,00) to the equation
Owu — Apu =0,

then

H" Yz e M :u(z,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 —A; (as well
as on the initial values u(z,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™ x [0,00) to the parabolic equation
ur + Au = (b(x,t), Vu) + V(z,t)u, (1.12)

under different assumptions on b(z,t) and V(z,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™ x [0, c0)
ug + Au = 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
V(e t)]* < 2F (u(z, 1)),

without any assumption on the right-hand side, other than F > 0. When F(u) = (1 —u?)? is the double-

3

well potential, for which F'(u) = u® — u, there exist eternal traveling wave solutions |u(z,t)| < 1 of (1.13)
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of the form
w(@', xp,t) = v(2', z, — ct), c>0, (1.14)
for which 9,, u(z) > 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™ x [0,00) such that |u| < 1, and O, u(x,t) > 0 for all
(x,t) € R" x [0,00). 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 2 = R" \ K to the equation

Au=V(z)u (1.15)

decays faster than e‘“m,

for some & > ||[V[|p(q), then u = 0 in . This should be seen as an unique
continuation property at infinity for the Schrédinger 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
lu(x)] < Ce=Clal"?  see [44]. Bourgain and Kenig showed in [7] that if u is a bounded solution to (1.15)
with ||V]|re < 1, then one has

/ u?(z)dx > Ce~lwol*? log |zo (1.16)
Bi(zo)

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 R2. 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 ¢y € C,bg € C", and assume that u be a solution in R™ x [0,00) to the equation

up + Au = cou + (bo, Vu), (1.17)
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such that u(-,0) # 0 and that for some C > 0 one has for x € R™ and t € [0, 00)
u(z, t)] < CeClelHi!?) (1.18)
Then the following decay estimate holds for o € R™ with |xg| = R >> 1
/ u?(x,0)dx > ¢ CRIogR, (1.19)
Bi(zo)
where C' > 0 depends only on n,C, |bol, |co| and fB1 u?(x,0)dz.

In the next result, under the hypothesis that the potential V' (z,¢) 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*®(R"™ x [0,00),C), and let u

be a solution in R™ x [0,00) to the equation
up + Au = V(x, t)u, (1.20)

such that u(-,0) £ 0, and satisfying (1.18). Then there exists C' > 0, depending only on n, M, ||V||~x and
fBl u?(x,0)dx, such that the following holds for o € R™ with |zg| = R >> 1

/ u?(z,0)dr > e"CRYlog R (1.21)
Bi(zo)

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 e > 0,
_|x|4/3+5

lu(z,0)| < Ce , (1.22)

then u =0 in R™ x [0, 00).

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 ¢ = 0, in which we make explicit the precise dependence on

the C' 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 A 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™ will be denoted by z,y, etc. For those in space-time R™ x [0, 00), we
will use the notation X = (z,t),Y = (y,s), etc. Whenever convenient, the partial derivative 0,, f will be
denoted by f; or D, f, that in ¢ will be denoted by f; or by 0;f. We will often write V f and div f instead of
V.f and div, f, respectively. We recall that the vanishing order of a function u at x is the largest integer
¢ such that D%u(z) = 0 for all || < ¢. Here, with Nyg = NU {0}, we have denoted by o = (a1, ..., o) € N§
a multi-index, and have let D%u(z) = %(ZE) Given an open set 2 C R” x R, we indicate with
C5°(€2) the set of functions in C°°(Q2) having compact support in . Also, we will indicate by dX = dzdt
the Lebesgue measure in R x R. We will denote by B,.(z) the ball of radius r centred at € R™, whereas
Q,(z,t) will denote the space-time cylinder B,.(x) x [t,t 4+ r2]. When 2 = 0, we will simply write B, and
@, instead of B,(0) and @, (0,0), respectively.

Recall now the parabolic dilations 6, X = (Az,A\%t). A function f : R® x R — R is (parabolically)
homogeneous of degree x € R if

(02 X) = NF(X).
The infinitesimal generator of the dilations §y is the vector field Z specified by the formula

Zf(X):%f(é,\X)h_ = (z,Vf) + 2t0.f. (2.1)

Euler formula holds: a f € C'(R™ x R) is homogeneous of degree & if and only if
Z(X) = nf(X). (2:2)
Since div Z = n + 2, it is easily verified that for any b # 0 one has in R™ x (0, c0)

div(t°Z) = (2b +n + 2)t°. (2.3)
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It follows from (2.3) that

b= —g —1 = div(t’Z) = 0. (2.4)
In this paper we routinely identify a vector field in R™ with the corresponding first-order differential
operator. Thus, & = (£1,...,%,) is identified with 2 = Y, _| 23 D). With this identification, given
a function f, we will write Zf = >} ZDif = (Z,Vf). Given two vector fields X = > | X;D;,

Y = Z;LZI Y;D;, their commutator is the vector field, or first-order differential operator, defined by
[X,Y]=XY -YX =Y (X;D;Y; - Y;D;iX;)D;.
ij=1

Similar considerations for vector fields in R"*!. For later use, we note the following integration by parts
formula. Let © C R™"! be a piecewise C! bounded domain, and f,g € C}(Q), and let 2 € C%1(Q,R*+1).
Then

/ffz’fng :/ fg(g,l/>d0—/ fgdivﬂde—/gﬁfde. (2.5)

Q o0 Q Q

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

Proposition 2.1. Let Q C R" be a piecewise C' bounded open set, 2 € COL(Q;R™), and f € CH1(Q).
Then,

2 Zzf gda —
o0 81/

= - iv 2 . j i fdx.
_2/fofAfdx /le ZIVf] dx+2;/Q[D],ff]f D, fdx

/ VFPZ v)do
o0

In particular, when 2(x) = z, then [D;, 2] = D;, and Proposition 2.1 gives for f € C’é’l(ﬁ),

/Q(:E,VﬁAfd:n: (2 —1)/Q|Vf|2da:. (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, 2, 2 and f are as in

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

Proposition 2.2. Let B € C%Y(Q; M, (R)). Then

2 Zf (BVf,I/>dO’—/

(BYF, V%, v)do = 2 / 2 fdiv(BY f)da
o0 o0 Q

Q Q Q
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In particular, when 2 = Bz and B(0) = [,,, one easily obtains

div % = n + O(|)),
(ZBVf,Vf)=0(z])|VfP
bij D; 23D f Dy f = (BV f,V f) + O(|z])|V f|*.

Therefore, Proposition 2.2 gives for f € C’é’l(ﬁ),

/(Ba:, V) div(BV f)dz = (g - 1) /(BVf, Vf)da + / O(|z))|V f|?dx. (2.7)
Q Q Q
Henceforth in this paper, we will denote by G the function in R™ x (0, c0)

G(z,t) = /2ot (2.8)

As it is well-known, it satisfies the equations

VG = —%G, AG = G,. (2.9)

Furthermore, G is homogeneous of degree —n, and therefore according to (2.2) we have in R™ x (0, 00)
ZG =-nG. (2.10)

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

_n., _ (=2 n
Gy = —5,G <2t,VG>—<4t2 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 6 : (0,1) — R*
defined by

1\3/2
o(t) = t'/? <log ¥> . (2.12)
This function corresponds to the choice f =1 in [17, Lemma 5], and it does satisfy the assumptions

1
0<O0(t)< N, 0<t<1, and / <1—|—log%>9(t)%§]\7,
0

in their Lemma 4, except the third one: [t6'(t)| < NO(t), since
t10'(t)]
— OQ.
0(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 ¢ = 0. For this reason, we will henceforth restrict our
focus to an interval which stays away from ¢ = 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
[t0'(t)| < NO(t), te(0,1/2].
Lemma 2.3. Let 0 :[0,1/2] — R™ be as in (2.12), and for given X\ > 0, let o : [0,1/2] — R be the function

ot to | [ (1w (- [0 %)) 2]

Then o solves the Cauchy problem
d t d O\t
——log< ? > - —10g< 7 ) ) oy =0, o0y =1, (2.13)

Moreover, there exist a universal constant N > 0 such that when 0 < X\t < 1/2:
(i) t/N <o(t) < t;
(i) 1/N <o'(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

. td(t) 1
Nl < <N <t< —. 2.14
=Tw S USEE oy (214)
We also note that (2.13) implies
d (to'(t)\ to'(t) O(\t)
dt < o(t) > T oot ot (2.15)

This identity will be critical in passing from (3.17) to (3.18) below. We remark that, since 0 < A\t < 1/2,
by our choice of § we have §(At) < N. The next result is [17, Lemma 5]. Since, as mentioned above, we
have taken 8 = 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 2q, instead of o. This makes no difference in the

application of the lemma itself.

Lemma 2.4. Let 0(t) and o be as in Lemma 2.5. For a given o > 1 and § € (0,1), let A = a/5>.
Then there exists a constant N > 0, depending only on n, such that the following inequalities hold for all
functions w € C§°(R™ x [0,1/2X)),

3
/ O_— <‘Z” + ‘Z’L) U)2GdX S NeQOzN)\QOH-N/ w2dX
nx[0,1/2)) t t nx[0,1/2))

o)

+ N§ o2 w?GdX,
R7x[0,1/2))
and
3 2

/ o201 (le + ﬂ + ﬁ) Vwl?GdX

R7 %[0, 55)

O(\t
< Ne2olV \2otN / t|\Vw|*dX + N§ 20190 )yv ?GdX.
R™x[0,55) R™x[0,55)
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The following integration by parts lemma will be useful.

Lemma 2.5. Let ¥ € C([0,00)) with ¥ >0, and h € CZ(R™). Then for any & > 0 we have

—/ 2l (W (jaf?) + 20/ (|2]2) h2da:§n/ \If(|x|2)h2d:n+§/ W (|2?)|Vh 2da.
R™ Rn R»

Proof. For every r > 0 define H(r) = [¢ h%do. A simple calculation shows

Hr)=" ; 1H(r) + %/ h(Vh, z)do. (2.16)

T

Cavalieri’s principle, integration by parts and (2.16), give
- 2/ |z (|]?)h2dx = —/ i(\11(7‘2))7*H(r)alr
R™ 0 dr

= - 7’2i7’ T r = - T2 r r /7’ r
= [ et e = [T e [0+ o)) d

r

=n /00 U (r?)H (r)dr + 2 /00 U(r?) [ h(Vh,z)dodr
0 0 Sy

:n/ \I/(yg;\2)h2dx+2/ U(|z[*)h(Vh,z)dx
n Rn

1
§n/ \I’(|:n|2)h2daz+z—:/ |x|2\If(|x|2)h2d:E+g/ U (|[2)|Vh|2de,

where in the last step we have used the simple numerical inequality 2AB < €A% 4+ e ' B2. The desired
conclusion follows.

O

If for a > 0 we choose U(t) = %e_ﬁ in Lemma 2.5, then with € = % 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§°(R™) one has
|| || |2

||
/ e o dx < 2(1/ |Vh|?e™ T dx + n hle” 1 dzx.
n 8a Rn 2 Rn

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§°(R"™). Assume that N and © wverify Nlog(N©O) > 1, and that the following

inequality holds for a < Wg(]\f@)

z|? 2|2 P’
2@/ VhZe™ i de + 5 [ hfe i do < Nlog(N@)/ h2e ' de.
n R"'L n
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Then one has for 0 <r <1/2

/ B2dz < (NOYN / B2dz. (2.17)
B27“

T

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

1l Foe (g) + 11 VtllE o0 (g) < D+ 1V [loo + [1BI[3) el 72, - (2.18)

3. A QUANTITATIVE CARLEMAN ESTIMATE

This section is devoted to the proof of a quantitative L? 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 « (in the weight o2%). It is this bound that captures the sharp dependence of the vanishing
order of the solution on the C'-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 /5 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 HbHil/2 in (3.1), and consequently a similar one in (1.7).

In what follows, with o defined as in Lemma 2.3, and G as in (2.8), for any given number a € [0,1/2]
we let 04(t) = o(t + a) and G,(x,t) = G(z,t + a). One should keep in mind that the domain of o, is

[—a, % — a] and that G is supported in the half-space t > —a.

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

o> N(L+ (bl + VIV, (3.1)
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and X\ = a /62, then the following inequality holds for all w € C§° (By % [0, ﬁ)) and 0 < a < ﬁ

ozz/ o 2w GadX + a/ ol Vw|*GedX (3.2)
Byx[0,25) Bax[0,75)
<N o172 [wy + div(A(x, ) Vw) + (b(z,t), Vw) + V(z, t)w])? GadX

Bax[0,7%)

+ N2aa2asup/ [w? + |Vw|?] dz
tZ() n

a

+o(a)2 (‘N / [Vule, 0)Glr,a)dz + Na / w2($,0)G(:E,a)d$> .

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:

e In Step 1 we establish the Carleman estimate (3.2) when A(z,t) = I,, and the lower-order coeffi-
cients are time-independent, i.e., b(x,t) = b(x) and V(x,t) = V(z). This part contains the core of
the ideas, and consequently we have provided full details.

e In Step 2 we prove (3.2) when A(x,t) = A(z), b(z,t) = b(x), V(z,t) = V(z). As the reader
will see, passing from the Laplacian to a time-independent, variable coefficient matrix, requires a
considerable amount of technical work.

e 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(z,t) = b(zx), V(x,t) = V(z).

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

Step 1: ‘A =1L,, b(x,t) = b(x), V(z,t) =V (x) ‘

We observe preliminarily that, if for a given w € C§° (B4 x [0, ﬁ)), we make the change of variable
(z,t) = (z,7) with 7 = t 4+ a in the two integrals on the set By x [0, &) in (3.2), then the domain of
integration becomes By X [a,a + ﬁ), whereas the integrand now involves the functions o(¢) in Lemma 2.3,
G(z,t) in (2.8), and wy(z,t) = w(z,t — a). Since a+ 4= < 3, it is clear that, by renaming w the function
wg, then (under the present assumptions on A(z,t),b(x,t) and V(z,t)) (3.2) is equivalent to proving that

for every w € C§° (By x [a, 35)), one has

o? /
Bix|a

<N o' 72wy + Aw + (b(z), Vw) + V (z)w]* GdX

B4X[a7%)

o 202GdX + a / 12| Y 2GdX (3.3)

7%) B4X[a7%)

+ N2°‘a2“sup/ [w? + |Vw|?] dz

t>a

a

+o(a)™2 <_N /Rn \Vw(z,a)*G(z,a)dx + Na/

n

w2(x,a)G(a:,a)da:> .
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The reader should pay attention to the fact that, since we are denoting by w the function w,, the traces in
the third integral in the right-hand side involve wg(x,a) = w(z,0), where w is the original cut-off function
supported in the time interval [0, ﬁ) 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(z,t) = tPo(t)b(z, t)G(z, 1)1/,

or equivalently,

w(x,t)? =t Po(t) 2 w(z, )Gz, 1), (3.4)
where the crucial parameter 3 # 0 will be suitably chosen subsequently (we will take 3 = —7%, see
(3.7), (3.8) below). One might wonder why, in this conjugation, we are not just choosing w(x,t) =
o(t)*w(z,t)G(z,t)~ /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 @ as in (3.4), a standard computation gives
wy + Aw + (b(z), V) + V(z)w = (@ + Ad) P0GV + 0 |(tP0*G71?), + t0 0 A(G™/?)

+ 2186 (Vw, V(GY?)) 4+ tPo® (b(x), Vo) G2 + 90w (b(x), V(G2 + 902G 12V ()0

. . o B 1G, AGTVH VG, 1. VG

+ (b(z), V) + V(:E)ZD}tBO'aG_l/z.

Keeping (2.9) in mind, we have
- _ VG 1.
Wt — <Vw, ?> = iZ’w,

where Z is defined by (2.1). Also, an application of the chain rule, combined with (2.9) and (2.11), gives
AGTYY) 16, 3IVGP G n af

G-1/2 2G 4 G? G 2t 16t2°

We thus find
o172 (1, + Aw + (b(x), V) + V(@)w)? G = 2o {%Zw T+ (b(a), V)

N o n+28 |z? 1 Rk
+Aw+<0z;—|— o7 —%4—@@(3:),:13)4—1/(:13))10}

> N‘lt”w{%Zﬁ) + (b(x), V) + AW

" n4+2 x|? 1
N

2
a—+— 62 E(b(:ﬂ),$> + V(a:)) ZD}
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> N3/241+28 to’ o 1z~ b \VaT
= o o W+ (b(z), V)

o n+2 z2 1
5P,

+ Aw+ (a; + = ~ 1o T @) +V(w)> @}27

where in the first inequality in the right-hand side we have used (i) in Lemma 2.3, which gives t /N < o(t) < ¢
for 0 <t < %, whereas in the latter we have used (2.14). The reader might wonder now why we have

/ _1/2
forced the term <t%) to appear. Later in the computations, after integrating by parts, we will need

/ _1/2
to extract a delicate coercivity from various terms. This is where the factor <t%) 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= %Zu? + (b(x), Vi) (3.5)

and ,
~ ' 2 1 ~

B=Aw+ <a% + ; b _ % 4—t(b(a:),x> + V(x)) w. (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)? > A + 248,

to obtain

/ o172 [wy + Aw + (b(z), Vw) + V(z)w])* GdX
Bix|a

7%)

N2 2
. N_3/2/ 1428 (ﬂ) |:—Z’LZ)+ <b(a:),V15>] X
B4><[a,i) 2t

g
2X

+ 2N—3/2 /
Bix|a

/

y o n+28 |z2 1 y
X[Aw+<a;+ o7 —16?—1—@@(95),@—1—‘/(&:) w| dX.

to'\ V211
1428 [ to’ 1, N
’%)t < . ) [2tZw + <b(3:),Vw>}

We next split the right-hand side in the latter inequality into several pieces, and then treat each piece
separately?. For notational convenience, we move the universal constant N =3/2 {0 the left-hand side of the

above inequality, obtaining

N3/ /01_20‘ [wi + Aw + (b(z), Vw) + V (z)w]* GdX
N —1/2 1 2 N —1/2
> / {120 (%) [%Zw + (b(:g),vm] dX + / 28 <t%> ZwAwdX

2To simplify the notation, we will from now on drop the reference to the domain of integration in all the integrals supported
in By X [a, 55]



16 SHARP ORDER OF VANISHING, ETC.

to’\ 12 o n+28 |22 1
26 ~ ~ _
n /t <—> WZW <a—0_ + 5 162 + m (b(x),z) +V (ac)) dXx

to’\ "2 o n+238 |22 1
o [ j1428 ; B (ol S . X
+ / < ) w(b(x), V) (a . + o7 162 + 4t<b(3§),l’> + V(:L')) d

Zija +—1é +—1% +—14 +—1%.

We begin by analysing Zs, since it is in such term that we decide how to choose the value of 3. Observe

28 n+25_ﬁ>}_ B {25<n+2ﬁ_ﬁ>}
Z{t < 2t 16t2 = (8- 2t 16t2) |-

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

that

of degree k = 4 — 2 with respect to the parabolic dilations. It thus ensues from (2.4) that in R™ x [a, c0)

2
i 25 (T 26 _ ﬂ 7z \ =
div {t ( 5 1662 0, (3.7)
provided that
46—2—1—71—1—2:0(:)5:—%. (3.8)
Henceforth, with /3 fixed as in (3.8), we let 2 = 28 <"J5t26 - %—;) Z, so that (3.7) gives div 2 = 0. With

N\ —1/2
this choice, by an application of (2.5) with Q = By x (a, %), g=w%/2and f = (t%) , we obtain for

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

to!\ ~1/2 n+ 28 |3:|2 1 to!\ ~1/2
28 ~ _ )
/t <?> “’Z“’< 5 ‘@)dX—§/<7> Zurdx
_ w2t—%+1 |':U|2 . ﬁ t;‘/ _1/2 dfl:
- Jg 162 4t o
4 x{a}

2 N\ —1/2
o, _nq (|7 n\ d (to
t )2 gk,
+/w ’ <16t2 4t> dt ( -

Next, with the following different choice of % = ¢t~ 2~ 'Z, we have from (2.4) and (2.5), applied with g = w?

A 1/2
and f = (%) ,
N —1/2 / /N 1/2
/t% (ti> 2 aldX = 9/ <ti> FidX
o o 2 o

N 1/2 7\ 1/2
= —a/ w2 <ti> dr —a/@2t_2i <ti> dX.
B4><{a} g dt g

Combining terms, we thus find

I3 :/t—% (QH)_W VAT (%(b(w),@ + V(ac)) dx (3.9)

a
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-1/2 N\ 1/2
g (a2 0 d ()T o et (1
+/w t <16t 4>dt<0 dX —a [ w°t 2\ dX

N

" tO'/ —1/2 " tO'/ —1/2
T — /t—z (—) (&, Vi) AGdX +2/t—z+1 <—> B AGAX
g

g
n _n tOJ _1/2 - 2 —ﬁ—l—l tO’l _1/2 d - 2
_ <§—1)/t : <7> vl dX—/t ; <7> C(vaP)ax
n _n tOJ _1/2 - 2 d _7_L+1 tOJ _1/2 - 2
_ <§—1)/t ; <7> Vil dX+/a(t : )<7> Vb 2dX
~1/2 N —1/2
+/t g1 d ( > vay2dX+/ tm2t <ti> |V |2 da
dt Byx{a} g

nd d —-1/2 . Cng tO'/ -1/2 .
B4><{a}

Next, we apply Proposition 2.1, with the choice 2°(z) =3 _; by(z)Dy, to find

1Z4| = '2/15‘%“ (Q',)_l/z (b(x),vwmwdx‘ <

a

_ngy [t ~1/2 N 1/21 o -2
+2 [t2t( — (> (DjbR)?) 7|V dX

g
Jvkzl

oy [to’\ T2
<3lblle 3 () vapix

—niq tOJ —1/2 . ~12
t72 — divd |Vo|*dX
o

We infer
n tO'/ _1/2
Tz =3l 37 (2) 7 ivapax
o

Finally, we analyse

n_ |z

7 = /t—’§+1 <%> 2 ), V) < < 4 LR ! (b(x), ) + V(x)) X

n (o M2 n n (to'\ V2
= —a/w2t—z <—> divh dX — —/w% 2 <—> divb dX
o 4 o
1 w1 [(to’\ Y2
+— [@*t 2t (%) (Jz*divb + 2(x,b)) dX

L[ o (t\ T2 o ayy (TR
—— w2 | — (|b]* + @xbjDjby)dX — [ @t~ 2 — (Vdivb+ (b, VV))dX
o

g
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This gives for some universal C > 0

9. _n [to’ 1/2 n o 1/2
> _ 7 Y - - -
7o > ~allblhag [ (2 ) X = 2ol [0 ( 7)o
L 2| —1/2 to! 1/2
~Cllhaga @3B () ax - bR, [ -
2 nq tO'/ _1/2
- CWlaallth [ a2 (2) " ax
To proceed with the proof of (3.2), we next undo the conjugation (3.26). Keeping (3.8) in mind, we observe
that
n |.ZL'|2 1
V| = t207%G {mP + w216? -l Vw2>} : (3.10)

and use this identity to express in terms of |Vw|? the integrals in Zp and Z, in which |V@|? appears. We

begin with the former

1/2 N\ —1/2
12:/ -3+ 4 <i> |Vzb|2dX+/ (541 <ti> Vi [2de
dt g Bayx{a} g
d (to"\ /2 d (to'\ V2 ||
— t —2a > [ "2 2 dX —2a 2 dXxX
/U dt<a> VG +/ dt( ) 16tG
1 / —1/2 t / —1/2
- = /0‘20‘£ <ti> (z, Vu*)GdX +/ to 2 <i> |Vw|*Gdx
4 dt \ o Bax{a} o

N —1/2 2  —1/2
+/ o2 (E) uﬁﬂde — 1/ o2 <ti> (z, Vw?)Gdz.
Bax{a} a 16t 4 JBix{a} a

Integrating in x € By, we obtain

—i/(w,Vw )Gdx = 4/ 2de+i/w2<x,VG>dw (3.11)

O P e
—4/dew /w Stde.

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

d [to"\ 2 d (to'\ /2 |2 n
T — —2a 2 X — —2a ¥ [ 2 (1~ " X 12
, /t dt( > VwPGd /a dt(g) w (U1 Ga (3.12)
N\ —1/2 N\ —1/2 2
+/ to 2 <ti> \Vw|*Gdx —/ o2 <ti> <ﬁ - —) w?Gdz.
Byx{a} o Bux{a} o 16t 4

From (3.4) and (3.9) we have
Ty = %/t‘% <£‘/>_1/2 Z(i?) <i<b(m),$> + V(:n)) X (3.13)

g

d [to —1/2 2 d [to' 1/2
+ /0_20‘% <i> w (llwﬁ‘t 4> GdX — a/a‘zo‘% <i> w?GdX
o o
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) N —1/2 N 1/2
—|-/ o722 <ﬁ — ﬁ) <ti> w?Gdx — a/ o s <ti> w*Gdz.
Bax{a) 16t 4 o Bax{a} g

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

/N —1/2 N 1/2
Io+I3 = /ta—mi (ti> \Vw[*?GdX — 04/0_20‘% <ti> w?GdX (3.14)

dt \ o o

N\ —1/2 /N 1/2
+/ to—2 <ti> |Vw*Gdz — a/ o <ti> w?Gdx
Baix{a} o Byx{a} g

N % /t—’; <%‘/>_1/2 2(?) @(b(m),@ + V(a:)) dx.

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

Tz <lhe [t () WuPGX - bl [o () T weax. )

and also

e [0’ 1/2 9 n e [0’ -1/ 9
Zs > —a|bll1,1/2 /0_ “ <?> w GdX — Z||b||1,1/2/0'_ “ <?> w GdX (3.16)
T AN _ to'\ T2
—C’||b||171/2/0 2a¥ <7> w?GdX —C||b||%71/2/a 2 <7> w?GdX

to’

—-1/2
- W lhaallthg [oe () wrcax
At this point, we are left with unraveling the last term, which still involves @, in the right-hand side of

/ _1/2 n
(3.14) above. Applying (2.5) with g = @2, f = (%) (b,x), Z =t"271Z, for which divZ = 0 (see
(2.4)), and then using (3.4), we find

%/t_% <E>_1/2Z(w2)$(b(:n),x>dX _ é/(t;“)_m (b, 2) Z(F2)dX

g g

N\ —1/2 7\ —1/2
= —1/ o2 <ti> (b, x)w?Gdx — E /0_2‘”1 <t1> (b, x)w GdX
4 Byx{a} g 4 dt (2

—1/2
1 /U (tg) P Dibjia; + (b2) 5
8 o t

N —1/2 r —1/2
> —C||bl|4 1/2/ o2 <t1> w?Gdx — 1/a—hi <ti> (b, 2)w?GdX
’ Bax{a} o 4 dt o

/ —1/2
- CHbH1,1/2/U_2am <ti> w?GdX,

t o

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

1 n tOJ —1/2
5/15_5 <_> Z(@*)V (z)dX > —C||V||1,1/2/

¢ / —1/2
to—2e <i> Vw?Gdz
g B4><{a}

ag
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/ —1/2 / —1/2
- /ta—mi <ti> VulGdX — Cuvulw/w—m <’%> w2GdX.

dt \ o

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

N\ —1/2 /N 1/2
o+ I3 > /to*_m% (%) |Vw|*GdX — oz/cr_%‘% <t%> w?GdX (3.17)

N —1/2 1\ —1/2
- i /0_2‘”% <t1> (b, 2)w’GdX — /ta_m% <t1> Vw?GdX
o o

N\ —1/2 7\ —1/2
—cubul,l/g/a—hm <ti> w2GdX—CHVH171/2/ta_2O‘ (’%) W GdX

t o

N —1/2 /N 1/2
+/ to—2 <ti> |Vw|?Gdx — a/ o2 <ti> w?Gdx
Bax{a} o Byx{a} g

to! -1/2 to’ -1/2
- cubul,m/ o2 <—> w2Gd — cuvulw/ to20 <—> WG,
Bix{a} g Byx{a} g

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

1 to'\ "2 (2t to'\ /2
T+ T3> - /ta‘m <i> O G pgax + & /a—m <i> O 2Gax (3.18)
2 o t 2 o t
N\ —1/2 7\ —1/2
1 /0_20‘ <t1> w(b,x)szdX - l/ta_%l <t1> wszGdX
8 o t 2 o t
— C|lbll.1/2 /a—wm <i> wGdX — C||V|]11/2 /ta_%‘ <i> w?GdX
’ t o ’ o

N —1/2 /N 1/2
+/ to—2 <ti> |Vw|*Gdx — a/ o2 <ti> w?Gdx
B4><{a} o B4><{a} o

to! -1/2 to’ -1/2
- o||b||1,1/2/ ;20 <—> WGz — C||V||171/2/ to—2e <—> WG,
Bix{a} o Bax{a} g

We now combine (3.15) and (3.16) with (3.18). We also use the bounds (2.14), to eliminate the weights
N\ F1/2
<ti) from all the integrals involved. We thus find

N2 / o172 [y, 1 Aw + (b(), Vo) + V(z)w]® GdX (3.19)

O(At _2a
> [ (552 Miblhage) to 2T uPGax

(At 9
+/{O£(Tt)—N(1+OZ+||b||171/2)||b||171/2}0' 2 w2GdX
— N|[b]]1,1/2 / (O(\t) + 1)0—26*@1020@(

= N{[VIl11/2 /(9(/\t) +1)o" 2w GdX — NI[blly1/2/V]l1,1/2 /tff—2aw2GdX
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1 —2« —2a
+ N to 2| Vw|[*?Gdz — N (a+[[bll1,1/2 +tIVI1,1/2)0 2o Gd.
Byx{a} Byx{a}

Keeping in mind that 8(At) < N, we next use Lemma 2.4 to estimate the third integral in the right-hand
side of (3.19), obtaining

' / (O(\t) + 1)0—2a%w2GdX‘ <N / a—2a|f—|w2GdX (3.20)

< Ne2alN \20+N / w?dX + N§ / U—M@w?c:dx.

Inserting (3.20) into (3.19), we find

N3/2 / o' 72wy + Aw + (b(z), Vw) + V(z)w])® GdX (3.21)
(Nt %
> [ (552~ Nliblhaga) to T uPGax

a B( At .
+/{<N—N(5HbH1,1/2> _(t ) Nt at Bl Hme/z}U 2 X

= N1 [ w2ax = NIVilage [ (14 tBllg2) 02w Gax

1 —2« —2a
+ N to 2 \Vw\Qde - N (a + HbHLl/? + tHVHLI/2)U 2 wQde
Bax{a} Byx{a}
Now for oo > 2N2(14[b][1,1/2 + HVH%%) and d € (0,1) (to be chosen later in (3.25)), we observe that for

a<t< % — 22 the following bounds hold:

-2
(& = Nolfblly2) 252 = N (1 + o+ |[blliaje) bl > 23222 — o2,
(L+tl[bll11/2) V12 < (1 + % ﬁ) % < O‘—]\?, (3.22)
a+ bl + Ve Sat o5 + % £ <2

Using (3.22), along with 1t < o(t) <t (see (i) after Lemma 2.3), we find from (3.21)

N2 / o2 [y, 1 Aw + (b(), Vo) + V(2)w]® GdX (3.23)
OA) o\ 1 oaig, 2 a f(At) 2\ 24 2
> 7 2\
_/< Ny 2N>U |Vwl GdX+/ oN 7 2a° ) o7 w*GdX
1
— Nae?oN \2a+N / w?dX + — to 2| Vw|*Gdx — 2Na/ o 2w Gdr.
N Byx{a} Bayx{a}

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 < At < 1/2, we have

1/2
B0 S A 1og )32 > % - Niy‘ (3.24)

7 2 anl
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We thus find that for v > 2N?(1 4 |[b]1.1/2 + ||V||1/12/2)

N3/2/Jl_2“ [we + Aw + (b(z), Vw) + V (z)w]* GdX

2
@ @ 1—2a 2 @ 2\ _—2a, 2
> = _
—/(N52 ) o 7Vl GdX+/<2N52 20 >a w?GdX

1
— Nae2aN)\2a+N/w2dX + —/ to 2| Vw|*Gdx — 2Na/ o 2w Gdz.
Byx{a} Bayx{a}

At this point we choose § € (0,1) such that

s 221 (3.25)

For
) 1/2
a > 2N (14 [[bll1,172 + V115 ),

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

N3/2 / 12 [, + Aw + (b(), V) + V(@)w]? GdX
> %/01_20‘|Vw|2GdX+a2/0_20‘w2GdX

1
— Nae?oN \2otN / w?dX 4+ — to 2| Vuw|?*Gdx — 2Na/ o 2w’ Gd.
N Bax{a} Bax{a}

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

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

Step 2: | A(w,t) = A(x), b(x,t) = b(x), V(z,t) = V(2)]

We follow the strategy of the case A =1, in Step 1, and with ¢ as in Lemma 2.3, consider
w(z,t) = tioc “w(z,t)G(z,t)"?, (3.26)
see (3.4) and (3.8). Then, w(z,t) = t~To%0(z,t)G(z,t)"/2 and we find (to simplify the notation, we
henceforth write A = A(x),b = b(z) and V = V(x))
wy + div(AVw) + (b, Vw) + Vw
= (W + div(AV®)) t" 106G + @ [(t—%aaG—lﬂ)t +tio” div(AVG—1/2)]

m

+ 2710 (AVD, V(GTH2) + 17 10%(b, V)G + 1100 (b, V(G V) + 110GV

<)

o) _n _1G  div(AVG)) iy VG
i 2a a1z )" G

= {wt + div(AV®) + <oz; -z AV, —) — %w(b,
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+ (b, V) + Vw}t—%aac:—l/2.

By direct computations (see (2.9) and (2.11)), we have
div(AVG~1/?) 16, _ div(Az) | (Az,z) lz|2  n

il — 2
G172 2 G 1 62 s m (3:27)
n |22 (Azz) 1
=% sz T e g vz =),
We now introduce the vector field
FFY (Ax, V) + 28, (3.28)

which is the variable-coefficient version of Z in (2.1). Using Lemma 2.3 and (2.14), we find
o172 (wy + div(AVw) + (b, V) + Vw)? G

—t 2o {%yw + (b, V) + div(AVD)

o n  (Av,z) |z 1 1 Rk
—i—( a—+ 62 —@—F (dlv(Ax)—n)—FE(b,@—i-V)w}

N —1/2
S N2 <t% > {2% Fib + (b, VD) + div(AVD)

o n  (Av,z) |z 1 1 Rk
—i—( a—+ 62 —@—F (dlv(Ax)—n)—FE(b,@—l—V (N

Similarly to the case A = I,,, we now use the inequality (A 4 B)? > A? + 2.AB, with
Jw

and
. ~ o n  (Av.z) || 1 B
B = div(AVw) + <a; t 4 6z sZ +t (dlv(Aac) n) —+ E(b,@ + V) w
We find
N3/ / o172 (wy 4 div(AVw) + (b, V) + Vw)? GdX (3.29)
n t ! _1/2 I 2 n ! _1/2
> /t‘5+1 <%> (‘%" s vw>> X +/t‘5 (% T div(AVH)dX

_E+1 tal _1/2 ~ . ~ 1 _n t ! N
+2 [t 2 — (b, Vw)div(AVw)dX + = [ t72 | —
o 2 o
w [tV (a0 n |22 (Azz) 1
*/“(7) (7*&‘@* 7 oV

F
n to'/ —1/2 Oéo'/ n |$|2 <A$ II:> 1

2f s > Tn s L = (b,x) + V) Wb, Vi) dX
! / <0> (a +4t 8752Jr 16¢2 +4t<=9€>+ ) (b, V)
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=9+ I+ I3+ Iy + I5+ Fs.

We first analyse .#5, the integral containing w.%w. Following the reasoning in (3.7), (3.8), we introduce
the vector field
afn |z 1
Z =t ———=+—=(A 7 .
; [41: s a:,a:ﬁ 7z, (3.30)
obtaining
. _nJn .. 1 9
divZ =t 2 {4_t div(Ax) — 52 div(|z|* Ax) + 16? div((Az, z) Aa:)}

d _n | N \x]z 1
+E (t 2 {5— ?—’— 8t<AI’,I’>}> .

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

div(A(z)z) = n+ O(|z|),
div(Jz?Az) = (n +2)|z* + O(|z]*), (3.31)
div({Az,z) Az) = (n + 2)|z|? + O(|z]3).

Using (3.31), and writing A = A — I, + I,, we find

: o fn? n+2 5 O(lz]) | O(zf)
divZ =t Q{E— 16t2 ’33‘ + ; + t2 }

2
—|—t_g{ n n+2‘ 2 n—|—2‘ 2 n+2

TR T Tz (A~ D), w>}

Finally, we use (1.4) to obtain

vy = (00D O(jz) 3

t t2
Therefore, with £ as in (3.30), and an application of (2.5) with Q = By x (a, %)7 g =@?/2 and f =
N —1/2
(tl) , we deduce the following

Lo (T (P (Ava)
/t <7> (E—@—F 16£2 >w,/de
N AR (- T A P
Bax{a} g 8t2 4t 16t2
/ s (l2P _n (Awa)\ d (10T
82 4t 162 dt \ o

- <%> 2 (0(1\;4) +O<g!3>>w2dx.

»

+

_l’_
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Next, with the different choice 2 = t~27 L%, using (1.4) and A(0,0) = I,,, which give div(A(z)z) =
n + O(|z|), we have

div 2 = t~2tdiv(Az) —nt~2 "t =72 71O(|a)). (3.32)
N\ 1/2
Applying again (2.5) with Q = By x (a, 55), g = @?/2 and f = (%) , we thus find

" N\ —1/2 ’ N N 1/2
/t—a (ti> 0T a%dX - oz/O(|3:|)t_5_1 (%) @2dX

a

nw (to'\ /2 wd [to'\V?
e / . <_) de — o / wzt—2_<i) Jx.
B4><{a} ag dt ag

Combining terms, we conclude that

Al Vd (o' \ /2
5 = /t_f <4—<b(:v),x> —|—V(3:)> @fde—a/w%_EE <_> dx (3.33)
n 2 Ax,z)\ d [to’ —1/2
e (lF n(Awa)) d ()T
+/w st Ta et Jat\o a
N 2 /N 1/2
s et <t_> @_2_ <Ax7x>>dw_a [ (t_) .
Bix{a} o 8t 4 16¢ Bux{a} o

+/t—% (%">_U2 <O(|°"”|) + 0(|;c|3)> w2dX+a/0(|:n|)t—%—1 <%‘l>1/2 w?dX.

t 12
Using (3.26) and (3.33), we find

s = / 3 <%<b(m),:ﬂ> + V(:n)) BFGX — o / U—M% (%) W2GdX (3.34)

—-1/2 2  —1/2
o [(to’ 2] n (Az,2)\ d [(to 9
* / 7 ( o 8 4 16t )dt\ o weax

+/U_2a <ti’>_1/2 <o(|:c|) . 0(|$|3)>w2adx+a/% <@>1/2w2adx

o t t2 o

N —1/2 9 A to'! 1/2
+/ e <t1> <ﬁ o ( $’$>> w?Gdx — a/ o <i> w?Gdz.
Byx{a} g 8t 4 16t Bayx{a} g

We now analyse #5. Using (2.7) with B = A and f = @, and recalling that we are assuming that A be

time-independent, we obtain

n tO'/ _1/2 n tO', _1/2
Ty = / %5 <7> (Az, Vo) div(AVD)dX + 2 / 5 <7> iy div(AV@D)dX
N\ —1/2 N\ —1/2
- (ﬁ - 1) /t_z (ti> (AV®, Vi)dX — /t—2+1 <ti> 4 AV, Vi))dx
2 o o dt

N\ —1/2
+/0(yx\)t—’% (’%) Vi[2dX
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a

n . [(to\ Y2 d,  _n to!\ T2

_ (5 . 1) /t‘E <_> (AVD, Vd)dX —i—/a(t_ﬁﬂ) <_> (AV@, Vib)dX
N to’\ ~1/2 " to'\ T2

+/t—5+11 < i ) (AV, ViT)dX +/ 341 <i> (AVE, V) da

dt Byx{a}

. [to'\ V2
O(|z|)t™ 2 7) |V |2dX

. o' —1/2 . to! -1/2
- /m“i < “) <Avw,vw>dx+/ A <i> (AV, Vib)dz
B4><{a}

dt \ o o
4 /O(yw\)t—’% (’%‘/>_1/2 Vi 2dX
Observe now that, similarly to (3.10), we presently have
(AVH, Vi) = t5 020G { (AVw, V) + w? %E;f - %(A:n, Vw2>} .

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

obtain

2
—/ (Az, Vu?)Gdx = n/ w?Gdx —/ ﬁw2Ga€3: + O(|z))w?Gdzx —I—/
By By By 2t By By

szde.

We use this identity in the above expression of %5 to express in terms of (AVw,Vw) the two inte-
grals in which (AVw@, Vi) appears. Also, an application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to |Va|? =

tzo20@ |Vw - w%|2, gives

— (2 —2a 2 —20 W 2
t™2|Vw|* <207 Vw|*G + 20 ok G.
We conclude that
d [(to\?
Sy > / lta—ma <?> (AVw, Vw)GdX (3.35)

d (to'\ /> |2 (Az,z) n || to'\ ~1/?
o —2a & "2 2 (14 ) o . Lad —2a [ 7Y 2
/0 dt<a> w<8t T 4>GdX N/<|3:|—|— t)o* <0> w*GdX
7\ —1/2 3 /N —1/2
- N/ |z|o—2 <ti> |Vw|?dX — N/ @0‘20‘ <t1> w?GdX
o t o
N\ —1/2 N\ —1/2 2
+/ to— 2 te (AVw, Vw)Gdz — / o2 to. w? loFF _{Az,2) n Gdx
Byx{a} o Byx{a} o 8t 16t 4

3 t N —1/2
- N || + J=® o2 (12 w?Gdz.
Byx{a} t o
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We now combine (3.35) with (3.34) and, as in the case when A = I,,, we exploit some crucial cancellations,

obtaining
o'\ T2 d [to"\'/?
Iy + I5 > / 20l <7> (AVw, Vw)GdX — a / a—QQ% <7> w?GdX (3.36)
o to'\ /2
+ <—> (AVw, Vw)Gdx — a/ o2 <—> w?Gdx
B4><{a} o Byx{a} g

3 1/2
—N/\xya—2a <i> IVw|2dX — N/ i ( > w2GdX
g
1/2 3 N —1/2
—Na/ 21 - <i> w2GdX — N <\ 4 Lol >a_2°‘ <t1> w2Gdz
o B4><{a} o

+ /t— < (b, z) +V> DFwdX.
As a help to the reader, we mention that in (3.36) we have used the fact that a > 1, ¢ < 1, and that
|z| < 4. To estimate from below the last integral in the right-hand side of (3.36), we apply (2.5) twice.
/ _1/2 n
First, we take g = @?, f = (%) (b,z) and Z =t~ 2"1.Z. Noting that, in view of (3.32), this choice

gives div 2 = t~27'O(|z|), and then using (3.26), that |z| < 4, and also that A is Lipschitz in z—variable

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

1 . [to! —1/2 ol 1 to!\ ~1/2 -,
§/t ; <7> F(@%) (b, x)dX = g/ <7> (b, ) Z (w”)dX
N\ —1/2 N ~1/2
= _1/ o2 <ti> (b, 2)w?Gdx — 1/0—2ai <t1> (b, z)w* GdX
4 B4><{tl} o 4 dt g

NY2 Dy . N —1/2
_é/a—Qa (E) le]:EJ(Ax)Z_‘_<b7A$>w2GdX+/O("T‘)U—Qa <ti> <b,a:>w2GdX

t t o

N\ —1/2 —1/2
> —NHle,l/z/ o2 <ti> WGz — © /0_20 d (ta ) (b, x)w GdX
Byx{a} o 4 dt

N\ —1/2
- Nl [o (1) wca.

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

N\ —1/2 N —1/2
1/t—g (ti> F(*)\VdX > —Nuvulw/ to 2 <ti> w?Gdz
2 (2 Byx{a} g

t / —1/2 , _1/2
/t _Mcif < J) szGdX_N”VHLl/z/U‘Qa (%) w?GdX.

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

/N —1/2 N\ 1/2
Io + Is5 > /ta_m% <t1> (AVw,Vw)GdX — a/a_zo‘% <ti> w?GdX (3.37)
o o
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/ —1/2 / —1/2
— 2/0—2‘*% <ti> (b, x)w*GdX — /ta_%‘% <ti> Vw?GdX
g g

/ —1/2 / —1/2
Nl [0 B (1) wteax - MWl [ () e

to! -1/2 to’ 1/2
—l—/ to—2e <—> (AVw, Vw)Gdx — a/ o2 <—> w?Gdx
Bix{a} o Byx{a} g

to! —1/2 to! -1/2
~ N||b||171/2/ 520 <—> W2 Gdi — N||V||171/2/ to—2a <—> WG
Bax{a} o Byx{a} g

to’ —-1/2 3 to! —1/2
—N/]a:\a_%‘ <i> \Vw\de—N/’f—la_m <i> w2GdX
g

g

N\ 1/2 3 N —1/2
- Na/a‘mm <ti> w?GdX — N <]a:\ + |3:_> o2 <ti> w?Gdz.
t g Byx{a} t g

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 .#3. We apply Proposition 2.2 with the choice 2% = >}, bi(z)Dy, B = A and f = w.
For this choice of £, it is easy to see that [Dj, Z7f = >"}'_, D;bp0k f. Thus, we have

n to\ /2 n to’\ ~1/?
|75 = 2/t—2+1 <—> (b(x), Vio) div(AV@)dX | = /t‘2+1 (—) divb{AVw, Vi)dX
o g
n to!\ T2 n to’\ ~Y/?
+2/t‘2+1 <7> |aj¢we Dby |dX + /t_2+1 <7> |br Dy aijwiw;|dX

oy (to\ V2
< Mplha [ 35 (*2) 7 vapax
g

We thus infer for some universal NV
N tO'/ —-1/2
oz =Nt [50 (1) warax.
’ o

Keeping in mind that (3.26) gives (3.10), using (3.11) we find, similarly to (3.15),
to\ 12 to\ ~1/2
I > NIz /ta_%‘ <7> Vw2GdX — N|[bl[11)s /0_20‘ <7> W2GAX.  (3.39)
We now estimate .#4. It is worth noting that, when A = I,,, this term vanishes and therefore is not
present. Also, notice that since A is only Lipschitz continuous in the a-variable, the term div(A(x)z) cannot
be further differentiated, which presently prevents the application of integration by parts. To treat this
term, we make use of .#;, which provides a positive contribution. We start with div(A(z)x) = n + O(|z|),

to find

BAES

g

- / -3 <L">_1/2 (div(A(z)z) — ] (% ) vw>> deX‘ (3.39)
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F
T L, Vi) '\w\dX

1/2
<N/]a:\t < >
2t
1/2 N —1/2 2
<N2/| | ( > ~2dX+1/t—%+1 <ti> <ﬁ+(b vw>> dX,
4 o 2t

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

(3.39) is £.4,. Using this fact, we deduce that
~1/2
I+ Iy > N2/ o <ti> W*dX.
o

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

gives
1

to!\ "2
I+ Iy > N2/ ’f‘a <i> w2GdX. (3.40)
o
Finally, we analyse .%. Keeping (3.8) in mind and recalling 75, we notice that

1
n to'\ "2 (A= Dz, z) _ .
— +1 ’
%—I5+2/t 2 <0> 62 w(b, Vw)dX

Nl

1 _n_q to’\ "~ . ~2
=75+ 3 i 2 — div({((A = Iz, z)b)w dX.
o
Using (1.4), A(0,0) =1, and = € By, one can easily verify that
| div(((A = D)z, 2)b)| < N|[b]|1,1/2]]-

Utilizing this bound, along with (3.16), yields
to! 1/2 to! —-1/2
ozl [0 (0)wroax Sl [ (D) wcax @ay
o o

N||b _aalal ()7 w2 GdX — N||b AN 2GdX
— N| H1,1/2 o F I H11/2 o o w

2 tU _1/2 2
— NIV lwajallbllia o / —at(a) WG,

We can now argue as in the case A = I, (compare with the work leading from (2.13) to (3.23)), to find
that for o > N(1 4 [[b]]1,1/2 + HVH1 1/2) we have

N3/ /01_20‘ (wy + div(AVw) + (b(x), Vw) + V (a:)w)2 GdX (3.42)
H(At) o 1-2a / « H(At) 2 —2a,,2
> \V4 —
/< N7 2N> | w| GdX + oSN 1 207 | o w GdX

1
_NanOlN)\QOH-N/ 2dX+

to 2| Vuw|*Gdx — 2Na/ o2 Gdr + &,
N JBix{a}

Bix{a}
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where & 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,

N —1/2 3  —1/2
:/|:n|0’_20‘ <t%> |Vw|2dX—N/’f—2‘a_2a (%) w?GdX (3.43)
| (to"\'? W’ o ([t
—Na/— — w'GdX — N x|+ — | o % | — w”Gdz
t g Byx{a} g
N
—N2/@a—2a <ti> " w?Gdx.
t o

To estimate &, we use the bounds %t < o <tin Lemma 2.3 in the first term of (3.43), as well as (2.14),

Jun

N £1/2
to eliminate the weights (%) . We thus find

|&] < N/ @al—mwwﬁdx + Na/ <M - ﬂ) w?GdX

-2 Ws 2
+ N o Y14+ —/— | wGdx.
Byx{a} t

In the first and second term in the right-hand side of the latter inequality, we use Lemma 2.4, obtaining
(Nt
€] < NezO‘NA2a+N/t|Vw|2dX +N5/al—2a¥|Vw|2GdX (3.44)

o)

+ Nae?@N \20+N / w?dX + Nad / o2 w?GdX

3
+ N o 22 Gdr + N 0_20‘ﬁ
Bsx{a} Bayx{a}

w?Gd.

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

follows

3 3 3
/ J_2aﬁw2Gd:p :/ J_2aﬂw2Gd:ﬂ+/ 0‘2aﬁw2Gd:p.
Bix{a} t Bsx{a} t (B1\Bs)x{a} t

3
Next, we observe that for |z| > 4, one has 0_2“((1)%G(3:, a) < N2 )\20+N Therefore, we obtain

3 2
/ 0_2°‘ﬂw2Gd$ <é 0_2°‘ﬂw2Gd$ + N2ap2o+N / wdx (3.45)
Bax{a} t R x {a} t Byx{a}

< N§ to 2| Vw|*Gdz + N§ o2 w?Gdx
Byx{a} Byx{a}

+ NQOC)\QOH-N/ ,u)de7
Bix{a}
where in the last inequality we have applied Lemma 2.6. Combining (3.44) with (3.45), we thus find
& > —Nae** N \** N sup / [w? + t|Vw|’]dz — N§ / =20 |v PGdX (3.46)

t>a
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— Nad / 0_2°‘Mw2GdX - N o 2w Gds — N§ to 2|\ Vw|*Gd.
t Byx{a} Bax{a}

Using (3.46) in (3.42), we obtain

N3/2 / o172 (wy + div(AVw) + (b, Vw) + Vw)? GdX (3.47)

1 9()\t) [0 1—2a 2

n / [(i ~ Nad) @ - 2@2] 022 GdX

— Nae2alV \2a+N sup/ [w? + t|Vw|?]|dx
t>a n
1
+ <— — N(5> / to 2| Vw|*Gdx — 2Na/ o2 w?Gdz.
N Byx{a} Byx{a}

At this point we choose § > 0 such that

1 1
— —N§>—. .
o~ NI (3.48)
Therefore, using (3.24) and (3.48) in (3.47), we finally conclude that for o > N(1 + [[b[|;1/2 + ||V||1/12/2),
the following inequality holds
N3/ / o172 (wy 4 div(AVw) + (b(x), Vw) 4+ V(z)w)? GdX (3.49)
2
> & /01_2‘1]Vw]2GdX + 2 [ 57202GdX — Nae?oN \20+N sup/ [w? + t|Vw|?|dz
4N 4N t>a n
1
+— to 2| Vuw|?*Gdx — 2Na/ o 2w’ Gdz.
AN JByx{a} Bux{a}

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(z,t) and V' (z,t), whereas the work [18] contains no treatment
of them, and [1] only treats the case of the zero-order term V' (z,t).

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

unless otherwise specified, all space-time integrals will be supported in By x [0, ﬁ] and, as before, we will
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refrain from explicitly indicating the domain of integration. We define
Low := wy + div(A(z,0)Vw) + (b, Vw) + Vw,
and observe that
Low = wy + div((A(z,0) — A(z,t))Vw) + div(A(z, t)Vw) + (b, Vw) + Vw.
It thus follows
N / o272 (wy 4 div(A(z, 0)Vw) + (b, Vw) + Vw)?GdX
<2N / o4 2 (div((A(z,0) — A(z, 1)) Vw)*Gad X
+2N / ol (wy + div(A(z, t)Vw) + (b, Vw) + Vw)?GudX.
This suggests that, in order to replace A(x,0) by A(x,t) in (3.2), we must control
N / o120 (div((A(2, 0) — Alz, £)) V)2 GadX.

To simplify the analysis, we further notice that
div((A(z,0) — Az, 1)) Vw) = > {8iaij(2,0) — aij(2,)05w + (ai;(x,0) — ai;(x, 1)) dijw} .

ij=1
Also, we have from (1.4)

|aij(2,0) — ag(z,t)] < MVt < MyVt+a < MNoa(t).
We thus find
N [ ok @A 0) - Al 0) TP Godx (3.50

< NM? / ol Vw|*GudX + N2 M? / 0272 D2w|?GudX.

At this point, we want to estimate each of the two integrals appearing in the right-hand side of (3.50).
Noting that NM? [ 0l72%|Vw|?G,dX can be absorbed in the term « [ ¢}72%|Vw|?G, which appears in
the left-hand side of (3.2), we are thus left with estimating the remaining term [ 02724 D?*w|*G,dX with
the right quantitative dependence on |[[b[[; 1/ and |[V'|[;1/2. This is done as follows. We introduce the
operator
H = div(A(z,0)V) — 0.

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

3
o< (24 20) -
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By a computation similar to [1, (3.97)-(3.103)] we have

%/0’2_20‘|D2w|2GdX < /02_2Q|Vw|2|HG|dX+3oz/o*1_2a|Vw|2GdX—/ o272 Vw|*Gdx
{t=a}

2 4
+/02_2°‘]V PE’QGdX %/al—h(Lw)?GdXJr%/U—M\vw?w?c;dx

+§/01_20‘]V]\Vw\2GdX+2n/02‘2a\]bl\171/2]Vw]2GdX+2n/02_20‘\]bHLl/g\VwHDzw\GdX,
The last term in the right-hand side is estimated using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the following way
2n [0 2l ol Vul DulGax < o [ ot DPuGax + 2 2 2, [ vupcax.
We thus obtain
8£N /02_2a]D2w\2GdX < /JQ_QO‘Ww\z]HG\dX (3.52)

jz/?

1662 GdX

+3a/al—2a\Vw\2GdX —/ 02_20‘\Vw\2de+/02_20‘]le2
{t=a}

(14 4nN)s?
+ - @@

4
/ o' 72Y(Lw)*GdX + 5—2 / o 2|\ VV Pw?GdX
« «

0% 1-2a 2 2"2N2 2-2a 2
t- ] VIIVw|[*GdX + | 2n][b]l1,1/2 + —5— HbHu/z 0" " Vw|*GdX.
We now take a larger enough such that o > N(||V||i/l2/2 + [[6]]1,1/2). Consequently, using in (3.52) the
bounds |[V|[1,1/2 < a?/N?, [|bl|1,1/2 < /N, and o < 45, we find

8—N/a2—2a\D2wy2GdX < /02—2away2\HGde (3.53)

2
—|—3a/01_2a|Vw|2GdX—/ 02—2a|vw|2Gd:s+/ 2720 gy |2| * Gax
{t=a}

9 2 4
+%/ 120 (L) GdX+Té ot GdX

N2 2N 12X

Since o <t and = € By, we have from (3.51)

2.2
+ﬁ/ 1220V 2GdX + ( na oo )/al_za]lezGdX.

/02—2a|w|2|HG|dX+/ 2= 2a|w|2|‘””| GdX (3.54)
3 2
< N/tal 20|72 <|:”| + @ + ﬂ) Gdx
’ 2
< N/ 122072 <1 + —> GdX

< 6NN2Q)\2°“+N/t]Vw]2dX +N52/al—2a@\Vw\2GdX +N/al‘2a\Vw\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 « large enough

8% / 0272 D2w|?GdX < SNNZ)\2o+N / t|Vw|2dX (3.55)
+N52/01—2a@|wu|2adx+4a/al—2a|Vw|2GdX

2 2 4
- / o272\ Vw|*Gdx + (1+4+N)5 / o172 (Lw)?GdX + a0 / o2 GdX
{t=a}

N4
+ ﬁ/ R e i (LI i / 1207w P GdX
N2 v aNx 12y ) )7 v ‘
Now for large enough « satisfying (3.1), if as in the statement of Lemma 3.1 we take
o) O(At)
A= 52 and A< —~2 _
then it follows from (3.55) that
8£N / o272 D2’ GdX < SNNZe)\20+N / t|Vw|?dX (3.56)

N (1 +4nN)s?
o

& n 2n°0* 2 1—2a9( t) a?é? —2a, 2
<N+4+N2+W+ 1 )5/0 \Vw[*GdX + ——— E /a w*GdX.

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

/ o' (Lyw)*GdX — / 0?7 Vw|*Gda
{t=a}

/02_20‘]D2w\2GdX < 6NN2°‘)\2°‘+N/t]Vw]2dX +N62/01_2“@\Vw\2GdX
— / 0?72\ Vw|?*Gdx + N§? / o172 (Lw)*GdX + o?6? / o w2 GdX.
{t=a}

This estimate generalises (3.110) in [1], where the case b(z) = 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

a2/ o 2w GLdX + a/ ol 72 Vw2 GadX (3.57)
B4><[0,4)\) B4X[074A)
<N o272 (wy + div(A(z, t)Vw) + (b(z,0), Vw) + V(z,0)w)>GdX

B4><[0,4>\)

+ Nzo‘oz%‘sup/(w2 + |Vw|?)dz 4 o(a) 2 <—% / \Vw(z,0)2G(z, a)dr + Na/w2($,0)G(m,a)d:E> ,

t>0

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

tep 4: | Replacing b(x, y b(x,t), an X, y V(x,t) 1n (3.97). 1s will complete the proot o e-
S Replacing b(x,0) by b d V(x,0) by V in (3.57).| This will 1 h f of Th

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

lwy + (div(A(z, t)Vw) + V(z,0)w + (b(x,0), Vw))|?
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= |w; + (div(A(z, t)Vw) + V(z,t)w + (b(z,t), Vw)) + (V(z,0) — V(z,t))w + (b(z,t) — b(x,0), Vw)|?
< 3(wy + div(A(z, t)Vw) + V(z, t)w + (b(z,t), Vw))? + 3(V (2,0) — V(z,t))?w? + 3|b(z, t) — b(z,0)*| Vw|?.
By (1.4) we have
(V(2,0) = V(2,0))> <[V g ts [b(x,0) = bz, 0)]* <[[b][3 15 -
Using this, we find
N / o122 (w, 1 div(A(z, )Vw) + w, + V (2, 0)w + (b(z,0), V)2 God X (3.58)
<3N / L2 (4 4 div(A(z, ) VW) + (b(z, 1), Vo) + V (@, )2 GadX
+3NHV\131/2/a;—2atw2GadX+3Nubuil/2/a;—2at\Vw\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 At < 1/2 and 0,(t) < t+a < 1/\, we have

BNIIVIE, ), / 0120402 God X + 2NBII / L2042 G d X (3.59)
3N 2 —2a, 2 3N o 1-2a 2
< TSIVIR o [0 Gad + DI o [ ok | FulGadx.
Inserting (3.58) and (3.59) in (3.57), and keeping in mind that, for § < %, we have a < 557 = %, we
obtain
o? / 0, 2w GadX + a / ol Vw[*GadX (3.60)

<N / ol (wy + div(A(z, t)Vw) + V(z, )w) GadX

N N
2 IVIR s [ou2u?GudX + LB o [ ok 2 VolGudX + Na®sup [[u? + [V flda
t>0

+ o(a)2 <—% / Vu(z,0)|2G(x, a)dz + Na / wz(:E,O)G(:E,a)d:E> .

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

a? N 9 a N, 9
5 2 3lVlliye and 5 = —bllf -
This is ensured if o > AN (||V|[}/2, +[[b11,1/2). T for N large we thus choose a > N(|[V[|;/2 +[[bl|1 1/2+1),
the conclusion follows.

0
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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) # 0 in By. For every p € (0,1], we set

st u?(x,t)dX

O, = ;
P p? pr u?(x,0)dx

(4.1)

and for any N > 1 also let

2

- 1/2 :
2N 1og (2N (1 + [V ||oo + [1B]12)26,,) + 5N2([[V]]6” + [[blloc + 1)
The reader should note that, when p = 1, the quantity ©; in (4.1) is different from © in (1.5). We

Tp,N (42)

emphasise that the inequality in (4.3) below will be proved for a general parameter p € (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 p 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 p € (0,1] and t < T, n, the following inequality holds

NIV +bllc) /B () > / u?(z,0)dz. (4.3)

2p By

Proof. In view of rescaling, it is enough to prove (4.3) for p = 1. In what follows, without loss of generality,
we assume that A be defined on the whole of R” x R, and satisfies the bounds in (1.4). For ¢ > 0 consider
the semigroup P; = e!*0 associated with Eyf = —div(AVf). It is well-known that

(i) Bl=1;

(i) P,f — f,ast — 0T,
see [22, Chapter 1]. Let now ¢ € C§°(Bz) be such that 0 < ¢ < 1 in By and ¢ = 1 in By, and set

w(x,t) = u(z,t)p(z). For a given y € R", we introduce the function

Ht) = P)) = [ w(e PG, t)ds,

where G(z,y,t) denotes the fundamental solution, with pole at (y,0) of the operator 9; + Ey. Clearly, for

every y € By we have from (i) and (ii)

H(t) — w(y,0)? = u(y,0)>. (4.4)

t—0t
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With Ly = 0 — Ey, we easily find
H(1) =2 / w Low Gdz +2 / (AVw, V)G
Since u solves (1.2), a computation gives
Low = ¢Lou + uLod + 2{AVu, V)
= —¢(b,Vu) — Vw + udiv(AVe) + 2(AVu, Vo)
= —(b, Vw) — Vw + (b, Vo)u + udiv(AV¢) + 2(AVu, Vo).

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

n

H'(t) > — 2|| V|| H (1) 2 /

w(b, Vw)Gdx + 2/ (AVw, Vw)Gdx
Rn

— N(1L+|[bl]oo) / wl(ful + |Vul)Gda.

B2\Bg o

With A as in (1.3), the numerical inequality [2a3| < ea? + e~ 142, with ¢ = \/%, yields

1
< A|Jp|[2w? + — 2,
w{b, V)] < Ao 2w + 15[Vl
Using this estimate, along with (AVw, Vw) > A~!|Vwl|?, in (4.6), we find
H'(t) = = N(|[V]oo + [l H(t) = N(1+ HbHoo)/ |w|(Jul + [Vu|)Gdz.
B2\B3 /2

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

H'(t) 2 =N(|[Vllso + IR H () = N(1+ [|b]|oo )t~ F e~ / (|luf? + [Vul?)d.

B2\Bso

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

H'(t) > ~N(|IV]|oo + IR H(E) = N(L+ |V |loo + [[b]%)% 5 e~ ave / u?dX.
Qs
Since for sufficiently small ¢ one has tn/ 26_ﬁ < e‘ﬁ, we obtain
H'(t) 2 =N(|[Vllso + [BIE)H () = N1+ [V loo + [|b][2) e ¥ / u?dX.
Qs

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

eN(||Voo+||b||§o)f/w2($7t)g($’t; y,0)dz

> u?(y, 0) — VUVt IMEI (1 4 ||V || o + [B]|2, )2 Nte™ w¢ / u?dX.

Qs
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We now integrate with respect to the variable y € By, change the order of integration in the left-hand side,
and finally use (i) above to obtain

eN(||voo+||b||§o>t/
Bs

n

u?(z,t)dx > eN(V”°°+bg°)t/ w?(x,t)de (4.7)

2/ u2(x,0)d<p—eN<Vlloo+b3o>t(1+||V||oo+||b||§o)2zvte—%/ W2dX.
B QS

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

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

st u?(x,t)dX

1< D(1 Vl|oo ] R A —
< D+ Vlle + IDIB) P25

= D(1+ ||Vl + |Ibl[5)©1.

Thus we have N1og(2N(1 + ||V || + [|6]|%,)?©1) = N1og(2N/D) + Nlog(D(1 + ||V ||so + |[bl|%,)?©1) > 1.
We now rewrite eNUIVIsoHIVIEI (1 4 ||V]|oo + [|B]|2, ) 2N e e Jos u?(x,t)dX as

NV (] 1 (|0 + ||b||go)2Ne—ﬁt/ (2, 1)dX (4.8)
Q3

— eN(IIV\\ooJrIIbIIio)te—ﬁ(l + IV ]|oo + ||b||go)2Ne_2Tl\rt / u?(z,t)dX.

Qs

Now let
—1
t < (210N + [Vl + [B1%)°00) + 5N ([[VI|so + [ 4+ 1) =Tow,  (49)

see the definition (4.2). (4.9) in particular implies that ¢t < (BN?([||V||oo + |1b]|2.]1/2 + 1))_1, using which
we find
N UIVIeot bl =577 < o3 (IVIlooHIbl2) 2 =22 (IV lloo+IBI15) 2 < 1 (4.10)

Also (4.9) implies that
1

t< :
= 2N1og(2N(1 + (Vo + [[bl[3,)*©1)

which in turn gives

1
1+ V|l + ||b||c2>o)2Ne_211\ft/ u?(x,t)dX < —/ u?(z,0)dz. (4.11)
Q3 2 /B
Using (4.10) and (4.11) in (4.7), we thus find
1
eN(V||°°+bg°)t/ u?(z,t)dr < —/ u?(z,0)dx. (4.12)
Bz 2 Bl

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

NIV llaoHIBIZNE < o5k (IVIeoHIBIZ)2 (4.13)
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Exploiting (4.13) in (4.12), we finally obtain

1/2

NellVIE +||b||oo/ uz(x,t)d;gz/ u?(z, 0)dz,
Bz Bl

for
-1
0<t < (2N I0gEN(L+ |[V]law + [BII2)201] + SN2Vl + BT + 1)
fQ u?dX .
where ©1 = m. This completes the proof of the lemma.
Bq )

We are finally ready to present the

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u be as in the Theorem 1.1. We pick ) € C§°(By), such that ¢y =1in By, ¢ =0
outside By. Next, for large «, to be later determined, we let A = 53, and pick ¢ =1in 0 <t < 1/(8)\) and
¢ =0 for t > 1/(4)\). With this choices, we consider the function w(z,t) = u(x,t)i(x)p(t). We obtain
from (1.2)

wy + div(AVw) + (b, Vw) + Vw = div(AVY)ug + 2(AVY, Vu)d + ubgy + (b, Vih)ug.
From the support properties of 1 and ¢, it thus follows
. 2
(we + div(AVw) + (b, Vw) + Vw)™ < C(1+[|b]|2,) (u® + [Vul*) 1, 5, () + CA*u1(g 1 ann 0.1/83) (£),

where 1g 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 p € (0, 1) universal (depending on n, and the constants A in (1.3), and M in (1.4)),
the following inequality holds

2a/\Vw(x,O)]QG(x,a)dx—i-g/wz(x,O)G(a:,a)da: < Ngao/wz(a:,O)G(a:,a)da: (4.14)

with
1/2
ag = N1og(2N (1 + |[V]|e + [1bI[2,)?©,) + N(HVHL/UQ +[bl]1,1/2 + 1),

where O, is as in (4.1). We now use Lemma 2.7 to obtain for all 7 < 1/2

/ uw?(z,0)dz < Q [ u?(x,0)dz, (4.15)
Ba, B

where

Q = exp(N* log(2N (1 +[[V][x)8,) + N*([V[1/* + [[bl[})5 + 1)).

In order to now replace ©, in (4.15) by the universal normalising quantity © defined by (1.5), we use a
covering argument as in [18], or [1, Theorem 1], finally obtaining the following space-like doubling inequality

/ w?(2,0)de < Q [ u?(x,0)dr, (4.16)
Ba, B
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where
Q = exp(Nlog(NO) + N[V, + [bll1,1/2 + 1)),
and © 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.
O

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
1/2
My = Nlog@N(1+ [Vl + [[b]I%)) + N([VIIY5, + [[bll11/2 + 1),

for every 0 < r <1 we have

N logo(2/7)

1
My logo(2/7) 1+ N logo(2/7) 1+ N logo(2/7)
/ u?(2,0)dr < eTFNToes(2/7) </ u2(x,0)da:> <N/ u2(x,t)dX> .
Bs T Q4

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(z,t) satisfy (1.3), (1.4), and assume in addition that © — A(x,t) be real-analytic,
uniformly with respect to t in R™ x R. Let u solve (1.9) in Q4. Then there exists a universal ro € (0,1/4)
such that u(-,0) can be extended holomorphically to some w in the complex ball B;,CO", and moreover the

following estimate holds:

1/2
sup |w(z)] < OV </ u2dX> . (5.1)
4

2€BL!

Proof. For y € R we consider the function v(z,y,t) = eVA Yu(x,t). One easily verifies that v solves in

By xA{Jy| < 4} x[0,16)

vy + div(A(z,y,t)Vv) =0,
where A = (a;;) is the following (n + 1) x (n + 1) uniformly elliptic, real-analytic, matrix-valued function
aij = a;j, 1,7 =1,2,...,n,
Gnity = Gimy1) =0, i=1,2,....m,

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

expansion of v(+,0) at 0 converges absolutely. Therefore, a complex extension @ of v(-,0) is admissible in

Cn+1
By

, and the following bound holds

1/2 12
sup |w(z)| < C / v? < VD) (/ ude> .
zeBC ! Bax{ly|<4}x[0,16) 1

0

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: By C C — C is holomorphic, with
fO)] =1, sup|f|<2".
By
Then there ezists a universal C1(N) > 0 such that

#{z € Byjp: f(2) =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 Bf" for
which (5.1) in Theorem 5.1 holds. From the vanishing order estimate (1.7) in Theorem 1.1, it follows that

/ u(z,0)? > ek,
By /16

With |u(zg,0)| = ax |u(-,0)|, we infer that, for a different C' > 0,

rg/16

for some C' = C(rp) > 0 one has

lu(xg,0)] > e~ K. (5.2)

For # € S* ! and z € C, consider the function

_w(xo +02)
o) = = 0,0)

It is clear that |wg(0)| = 1. Since w is defined in BS" and |zo| < ro/16, it is clear that wy is well-defined
in {z € C| |z < ro/2}. Moreover from (5.1) and the definition of K and © it follows that for z € BL" one

has

1/2
lw(z)] < eCFO12 < / u(x,0)2daz> < Cperk,
By
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where Co = max{( [, u(z, 0)2dx)'/?,1}. Combined with (5.2), this estimate implies that

sup |wy(z)| < e2F. (5.3)
BTO/ZCC

This shows that wy(z) verifies the assumptions of Theorem 5.2, and from this we infer that (for a yet
different C' > 0)
#{z € B4t wp(z) =0} < CK.

Going back to u(-,0), we deduce from this estimate
#{r :|r| <ro/4d,u(xo +16,0) =0} < CK. (5.4)
By (5.4) and an application of the coarea formula, we thus conclude

H" Y B, ja(xo) N {u(-,0) = 0}} < CKdh = CK.
S§n—1

Since |zg| < 1§, we obviously B, /s C B, /4(z0), and therefore the latter inequality implies
H" YB,,/s N {u(-,0) = 0}} < CK. (5.5)

Since 7 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 zy € R™ with |zo| = R. If R >> 1, by the rescaling
w(z,t) = u(Rx + xo, R?t),

we find that w solves in (4
wy + Aw = R cyw + R{by, Vw).

With r = % < 1, we apply Proposition 4.2, keeping in mind that now A =1,,, b = —Rby and V = —R?cy,
so that

1/2
VI = leol 2R, [[bllny2 = [bol R

We thus obtain, with some Cy = Ci(|col, |bo|,n) > 0,

N logoy R

1
logo R 1+Nlogs R 1+Nlogos R
/ w?(z,0)dr < 1R Toxy T </ w2(x,0)dw> ” <N/ wz(a:,t)dX> = (6.1)
Bs " 4
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We now use the hypothesis (1.18) to estimate

N logg R

TFNlogy F
<N/ w2(x,t)dX> ” < PR,
4

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

1
logg R 1+Nlogo R
Ci1R 2
/ w?(x, 0)dz < e N</ w2<:c,o>dx> o
B2 r

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

some Ny depending on n, Cy, |byl, |col,

Ny logR
/ u?(x,0)ds > e~ N1 Elog R / u?(z,0)dzx .
Bi(zo) Bag(zo0)

Noting that By C Bagr(zg), this inequality immediately implies

Nilog R 5
/ u?(z,0)dx > e~ MiRlog R </ u2($,0)dx> — ¢ CRlog R
Bi(zo) B1

where C' = max {1 - log(fB1 u(x,0)?dz)], Ny }. 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 o as in Lemma 2.13,

similarly to the statement of Theorem 3.1 above, we indicate G4(z,t) = G(z,t + a) and 04(t) = o(t + a).

Lemma 6.1. Let V € L>®(R" x [0,00),C). There exist universal constants N and 6 € (0,1) such that for
a> N1+ HVH%?’), and with \ = /8%, the following inequality holds for all w € C§°(By x [0, £)) and

1
0<CLSE

[\

o o2 GadX + a / o172 Vw2 Gyd X (6.2)
Bax[0,25) Bax[0,25)

<N / ol 72wy + Aw + V(z, H)w)?GedX
By x[0,75)

a

+0(a)_20‘< N/\Vw(m,O)PG(a:,a)da:—kNa/w2(x,O)G(x,a)dx>.

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

ozz/ o, 2w GadX + a/ ol Vw|*GedX
Byx[0,2%) Bax[0,75)
<N ol 72wy + Aw)*GadX

B4X[Ovﬁ)
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+o(a)™2 (—% / |Vw(z,0)|*G(x,a)ds —I—Noz/wz(x,O)G(x,a)dx) .
If in this inequality we use
2wy + Aw + Vw)? > (wy + Aw)? — 2||V |2 w?
we find

o? / o 2w GedX + a / ol Vw|?GudX (6.3)
By x[0,7)

Bsx[0

VAN ’4>\)

< 2N o2 Aw 4+ wy + Vw) GedX + 2N ol 729 |V |2 w? Ged X
Bix[0,2) Bix[0,55)

+o(a)20 (‘N / Vuw(z,0)[2G(z, a)dz + Na / w2(x,0)G(x,a)dx> .

Now note that the assumption a > 5N/ 3HVH%3, implies

2N ol B 202

2Noy V% € =00 e = To5 %
In this inequality we have also used that o4(t) <t+a < 1. We thus infer that, when o > 5N1/2HVH2/3
the term
2N oy V2w GadX

B4><[ 74)\)

in (6.3) can be absorbed by the term

o? / 0, 2w GdX
B4x|[0

74A)

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

1/2

Combining Lemma 6.1 with Lemma 4.1 (also noting that ||V][s5 23

< ||V||5° 4+ 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 V € L®¥(R" x [0,00),C), and assume that w be a solution in Q4 of the equation
wy + Aw = Vw, (6.4)

with w(-,0) # 0. There exists a universal N > 0 such that, with My = (HVH2/3 1), one has

N logo(2/7)

1
logo (2/1) T+ N Togy(2/7) T+ N loga(2/7)
Mo, os2(2/m) 2 2
By r Q4

We can finally give the
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. As before, for a given xy € R with |zo| = R, we note that the rescaled function w
defined by
w(z,t) = u(Rx + xo, R*t) (6.5)

solves (6.4) in Q4 with V (z,t) = RV (Rx + xo, R?t). Since we obviously have
1Vlloo < B[V |oo,

which in particular implies
VI < RY3||V 222,
by an application of Proposition 6.2 with » = 1/R, the desired estimate (1.21) follows by repeating the

arguments in the proof of Theorem 1.3 above.

O
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) # 0 in B, then from (1.21) it follows that for |zo| = R and all R large enough,

_R4/3+s

/ u?(z,0)dz >> e
Bi(zo)

Since this contradicts (1.22), we conclude that it must be u(x,0) = 0 for x € By. By the space-like strong
uniqueness result in [17], [18] it follows that u(-,0) = 0 in R™. Applying the backward uniqueness result in
[10], [20], [46], we finally conclude that © =0 in R™ x [0, 00).

U
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