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Abstract

Recently, Nair and Danumjaya (2023) introduced a new regularization method for the
homogeneous time-fractional backward heat conduction problem (TFBHCP) in a one-
dimensional space variable, for determining the initial value function. In this paper,
the authors extend the analysis done in the above referred paper to a more general
setting of an inhomogeneous time-fractional heat equation involving the higher dimen-
sional state variables and a general elliptic operator. We carry out the analysis for
the newly introduced regularization method for the TFBHCP providing optimal order
error estimates under a source condition by choosing the regularization parameter ap-
propriately, and also carry out numerical experiments illustrating the theoretical results.
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1 Introduction

For the last 30 years, fractional differential equations have been used to model various prob-
lems in science and engineering. The most important of these equations is the diffusion
process modelled by .

%+Lu=f, a>0, (1.1)
where L is an elliptic operator in an appropriate domain, v denotes the concentration of the
diffusing substance and f accounts for any external influences. When o = 1, the above equa-

tion is reduced to a traditional diffusion equation. Several studies on the diffusion process
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have suggested that practical diffusion extends beyond the classical or traditional framework
[15]. In subdiffusion (0 < a < 1), particles exhibit slower spreading than predicted by classi-
cal diffusion models, while in superdiffusion (1 < a < 2), the spreading is accelerated.

Researchers have found fractional diffusion equations are necessary for capturing various
complex transport phenomena. For example, Nigmatulin [I5] highlighted their effectiveness
in modelling universal responses in electromagnetic, acoustic, and mechanical systems. In
contrast, Metzler and Klafter [10] emphasized their use in describing non-Markovian diffu-
sion processes with memory. The fractional diffusion equation model is also appropriate for
investigating problems arising in the areas of spatially disordered systems, porous media,
fractal media, turbulent fluids and plasmas, biological media with traps, stock price move-
ments, and so on (see [16, 18], and the references therein).

The forward problem corresponding to (L)) is as follows: Given the initial condition
u(x,0) = ug(x) and source function f, find the solution u(-,-) satisfying

aa
—u+Lu(xt) = f(x,t), z€Q,t>0,

ot
u(z,0) = wo(z), =€, (1.2)
u(z,t) = 0, x€d, t>0,

where  is a bounded domain in R? with smooth boundary 9 for some d € N and the
operator L is given by

d
0
__;855

where the coefficients R(x) > 0 and A;;(x) are in L*>°(Q2). The operator L is assumed to be
symmetric and uniformly elliptic, that is, the coefficient functions A;; satisfy the conditions
Aij(x) = Aji(z) for all z € Q and 4,5 € {1,2,...,d}, and there exists § > 0 such that

: (Z Aij<x>a%v<x>> + Ro(z), =9, (13)

d
> Aya)6g > BlEP, VoeQ, eR”
i,j=1

One of the inverse problems associated with the above forward problem is to determine u(-, t)
for 0 <t < 7 from the knowledge of u(-,7) for 7 > 0. That is to solve the following final
value problem:

—+Lu(:c,t) = f(z,t), z€Q,t>0,

ot
u(z,t) = 0, ze€d, t>0, (1.4)
u(z,7) = g(z), x €.

It is well-known that the problem of determining u(-,0) from the knowledge of u(-,7) is
ill-posed. To obtain a stable approximate solution for the ill-posed problem, it is necessary



to apply a regularization method. After Sakamoto and Yamamoto’s work in [I7] on the
time-fractional backward diffusion problem, several papers on regularization were published.
In [19], the authors Jun-Gang Wang, et al. have used Tikhonov regularization to solve the
time-fractional homogeneous backward diffusion equation, while the authors L. Wang and J.
Liu in [20] employed the mollification method to regularize the problem. In the literature,
several other regularization methods have been developed, such as the nonlocal boundary
value problem method in [3], 18] and quasi-reversible methods in [4, [Q].

In [§], Kokila and Nair have observed that the inverse problem of determining u(-,t) for
0 <t <7 from u(-,7) is well-posed, in the setting of one dimension with L = —A. This idea
has been further explored by Nair and Danumjaya in [14], by considering u(-,?) as regularized
approximation for u(-,0), with ¢ > 0 acting as a regularization parameter. In this paper, we
extend the consideration in [I4] to an inhomogeneous time fractional backward heat conduc-
tion problem involving a more general elliptic operator in higher dimension.

An outline of this article is as follows. We discuss some basic definitions, Lemma’s, and
Propositions for the subsequent use in section 2. Section 3 derives the well-posedness and
ill-posedness of the time fractional backward heat conduction problem (TFBHCP). Section
4 deals with the regularization of TFBHCP. The regularization family for the ill-posed in-
verse problem is introduced, and its convergence is proved. In Section 5, we derive the error
estimates for the noisy data in g and source function f. Finally, we perform some numerical
experiments to validate the theoretical results in Section 6.

Throughout this article, C' denotes a generic positive constant that may have different
values at different places.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some definitions and results that will be useful in the subsequent
sections.

We recall that the Caputo fractional derivative of a function ¢ : [0, 7] — R for a € (0,1)
is defined by

¢ 1 t o
Jpe _F(l—a)/o(t_s) ¢'(s)ds,

where I'(+) is the gamma function defined by

I'(s) ::/ e 57 ldt, s> 0.
0

We use the standard notation for the Sobolev spaces and the corresponding norms. In
particular, L?*(2) denotes the Hilbert space of square integrable functions on § with its
inner product and the induced norm denoted by (-,-) and || - ||, respectively. Also, for a



Banach space X, we denote L>°(0,7; X), the space of all functions ¢ : [0, 7] — X such that
the map ¢ — [|¢(t)]|x belongs to L>(0, 7). It is known that L>°(0,7; X) is a Banach space
with norm || - ||z defined by
[ellzee = [le()llzoe0,m:x)-
Next, we consider a proposition which is a consequence of Lax-Milgram theorem (cf. Nair
[11]). For the completeness of exposition, we provide its detailed proof as well.

Proposition 2.1. Let H be an infinite dimensional real Hilbert space with inner product (-, )y
and let Ho be a subspace of H which is a Hilbert space with a stronger inner product (-, -)#,
and such that the embedding of Ho into H is a compact operator. Let B(-,-): Ho X Ho — R
be a symmetric and positive bilinear form on Hy which is continuous and coercive, that is,
there exists co > 0 and 9 > 0 such that for all p, v € H,,

B, 9) < collllaol[¢ 110,

B(e,¢) > vllelz,-

Then, there ezists a sequence (A\,) of positive real numbers with \, — 0o as n — oo and a
sequence () in Ho such that

B(‘me) = An(@na@@% Vi € Ho,

and {@, : n € N} is an orthonormal basis of H.

Proof. By Lax-Milgram theorem (cf. Nair [I1]), for every & € H, there exists a unique
e € Ho such that

B(pe, ) = (&, 0)n Vb € Ho

and ||¢e||n, < Vio||£||% Let Ty : H — Ho be the map defined by

To§ = .

Then we see that Ty is a bounded linear operator. Since Hy is compactly embedded in
H, the map T : H — H defined by T¢ = Ty€ for € € H is a compact operator. Since
B(-,-) be a symmetric and positive bilinear form, 7" is a compact self-adjoint and positive
operator. Hence, by the spectral theorem for such operators (cf. Nair [13]), the spectrum
of T consists of a countably infinite set of positive eigenvalues u,, n € N with p, — 0 as
n — 0o, and corresponding eigenfunctions ,,, n € N, form an orthonormal basis for H. Since
tnon = T, € Hy, it follows that ¢, € Hy for every n € N. Further, taking ¢, in place of &,
we have

pnB(pn, ) = B(Tn, V) = (pn, V)5 Vo € H,n €N.

Thus, we have

B(SOTH TP) = )‘n<90n7¢>7{ v¢ € HOv
where A, :=1/pu, for n € N. Clearly, \,, > 0 for every n € N and \,, — 0o as n — oc. O



The sequence (\,) and (¢,) in the above proposition are called the sequences of eigenvalues
and the corresponding eigenfunctions of the bilinear form B(-,-). In the due course, we shall
take H and Hy to be the spaces L?(£2) and H} (), respectively. In this case, it is known that
H}(Q) is compactly embedded in L?(1).

Now, we observe that, for a given h € L*(Q2), the equation Lv = h has the weak form
a(v,w) = (h,w) Yw € Hy(52),
where a(-, ) is the bilinear form on HJ () defined by

a(v, w) Z / i g;; SZd + /Q R(z)o(z)w(z)dz.

i,7=1

Under the assumptions on L in (L3), we know that a(-,-) is symmetric, continuous and
coercive. Hence, by Proposition [2.1] there exists an increasing sequence (A,) of positive real
numbers and a sequence (¢,) in H}(Q2) such that {¢,, n € N} is an orthonormal basis for
L?(2), which also satisfy

a(pn, w) = M, w), Yw € Hy(Q), n € N.

It is known (see [17]) that for ug € L*(2) and f € L*>(0,7; L*(2)), the weak solution for
the forward problem (I2]) can be obtained using the eigenvalues )\, and eigenfunctions ¢, as

- Z [Ea1 (—Ant®) (uo, 0n) + Fan(t)] on, (2.1)
n=1
where .
Fun(®) = [ (0= 9 B (-0l = %) (7,9, ) s 22)
0
and for o« > 0 and 5 € R, E, g(-) is the Mittag-Leffler function [5] defined by
;Falﬁ% zeC. (2.3)

For the series on the right hand side of (1)) to make sense as an element of L?(f2), it is
necessary that the two series

Z |Ea1 | | (Uo,@n and Z |F0cn (24)
converge. In order to see this, first, we list some properties of E, g(-) in the following known
result (cf. [6] [7, [16]).

Proposition 2.2. For « > 0 and § € R, let E,3(-) be defined as in (2.3). Then, the
following results hold.



i) Let 0 < a<1andp > «a. Then the function & — E, 18 monotonically decreasing.
7/5 y g

In particular,
1

T(8)

(i) If0<a<?2 BeRand % <r <min{m, ma}, then there erists C' > 0 depending on
(e, B, 1) such that

Eop(=§) < Eap(0) = LV E>O.

E. z3(2)| <
1Bos(9)] € 577

for all z € C with r < |arg(z)| < 7.
In the due course, we shall make use of the following particular case of Proposition 2.2](ii).

Corollary 2.3. For 0 < a < 1, there exists C, > 0 such that
‘Ea,a+1(_£)‘ < — V§ > 0.

Proof. For 0 < a < 1 and £ > 0, we have min(m, 7a) = ma and | arg(—¢)| = 7. Hence, the
conclusion follow by Proposition 2.2[(ii). O

By Proposition Z2(i), Eu1 (—Aut®)| < 1 for all n € N so that the first series in (2.4))
converges and

Z|E0c1 | | anSOn < Z| u0>§0n ||u0||2

To see that the second series in (2.4]) converge, we first note that by Proposition [2Z.2(i),

1
|Eaa(=8)] < o) <1 VE>O.

Hence,
Fault)] < / (t = )% | Ban (—alt — %) || (- 8), 0) | ds
< / (t— 5% (f(5). 00) | ds.

Now, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

2

[Fan®* < {/0 (t—8)(“‘”/2@—8)(‘“1)/2|(f(-,S),wn)ldS}

< (/Ot(t_s)a_ld8></0t(t_s)a_l|(f(',3),90n)|2d3>

= D[ Pis).
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Hence, by using Monotone convergence theorem (with respect to counting measure on N)
and the fact that || f(-, s)|| < || f|lz=, we have

i ‘Fa,n(t)P < g</0t(t — s)a—l i | (f(-,5), ©n) |2ds)
= E([u-orncsras)

«
) t2a
< FS (25

Thus, we have shown that both the series in (2.4]) are convergent.

Now, we introduce a space that will be used in this paper. For k € N, let

o0

H*(Q) = {v € () : Y A |(v, ) < oo}.

n=1

It can be easily shown that H*(Q) is a Hilbert space with the norm

ol = (32 1osen®)

n=1

Note that when k = 0, we have H°(Q) = L?*(9).

Throughout the paper, we shall use the following lemma on estimates for the Mittag-
Leffler function defined in (Z3]). For its proof, we refer to [9] [16].

Lemma 2.4. Given real numbers ag, oy such that 0 < ag < aq < 1, there exists C7 > 0 and

Cy > 0 such that
Cl 02

< Eoi(—x) < :
M-t = 0 = T
for all x > 0 and for all a € g, ).

3 Time-Fractional Backward Heat Conduction Prob-
lem

In this section, we discuss the well-posedness and ill-posedness of the inverse problem, namely,
the time-fractional backward heat conduction problem (TFBHCP):

Py: Knowing g = u,(-,7) for some 7 > 0 and f € L>(0,7; L*(2)), find u,(-,t)
for0<t<r.

For the homogeneous TFBHCP in the one-dimensional setting, recently, Nair and Danum-
jaya in [14] have shown that { P, : 0 < ¢t < 7} forms a regularization family for obtaining stable
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approximate solutions for Py. In the present work, we are extending analysis in [14] to the
higher dimensional non-homogeneous TFBHCP, resulting in obtaining regularized solutions
Ua(+, 1) with 0 < t < 7 for us(+,0). We shall also provide error estimates for ||uq(-, ) —uq(+, 0)]|
under certain a priori source condition. To our knowledge, no study has been conducted using
the above observation, except for the one-dimensional homogeneous setting considered in [14].
However, various regularization methods have been discussed recently (see, e.g. [1 14, [8, 18],
and the references therein).

Theorem 3.1. The problem (1.4)) has a unique solution if and only if

- (ga@n)_Fa,n(T> ? 00
Z[ (E (hr) < 0. (3.1)

n=1

Proof. Suppose the problem (L4 has a unique solution wu,/(+,-). Then we have g = u,/(+,7)
so that from equation (2.II), we obtain

9= Z (Eaa (=AaT?) (0, ¢n) + Fan(T)) @n. (3.2)
n=1
Hence,
(9, 0n) = Eap (A7) (U0, on) + Fon(7),
so that

(9, n) = Fan(T)
(UOa 9071) = Ea,l (_)\nTa) :

Since ug € L?(2), that is, Z|(u0, ©n)|? < 00, we obtain (B1)).

n=1
Conversely, assume that (31)) holds. Let vy be defined by

w2 [y e

n=1

Then vy € L*(€2). Hence, from equation (L2) with vy in place of ug and ([2.I]), we obtain

Ua(7) =D (9,%0) n = g.

n=1
This completes the proof. O

Throughout this paper, we assume that g € L*(Q) satisfies the condition (8:I)) in Theorem
B so that the inverse problem under consideration has a unique solution.



3.1 Issues of well-posedness and ill-posedness of TFBHCP

In this sub-section, we show that the TFBHCP P, is ill-posed for t = 0, and it is well-posed
forO0<t <.
First we recall from (2.]) that

g=ua(,7) = Z [Eay (=AnT) (U0, on) + Fan(T)] o0

n=1

From this, we have
(97 Qpn) - Ea,l (_)\nTa) (U(), Spn) + Fa,n(T)

so that
(ga (pn) - Fa,n(T)
Ea71 (—)\nTa) )

Substituting this value of (u, ¢,,) in (2.1), we obtain

(u07 ‘Pn) =

o0

ol t) =Y {Ea,l (= Ant®) {(9 ;Eiz) (: f; “T”;()T)] + Favn(t)} . (3.3)

n=1

Let us assume that the available data is g € L?(2) in place of g satisfying Theorem [3.1]
Replacing ¢ in (3.3) by g, let us formally define u,(-,¢) by

o0

() =Y {Ea,l (= Ant®) [(g ’E‘Zz) (: i: “T”;()T)} + Favn(t)} 0. (3.4)

n=1

It is to be observed that if § also satisfies the condition (B1]) in Theorem B1] then (-, ") is
a solution of the TFBHCP with g in place of g.

From the equations (3.3)) and (3.4]), we obtain

3 e [Eai (—019) 5
Ua( at) ua( 7t) —_— ot |iEa71 (—)\nTa):| (g g? 8071) (pna
so that )
3 | Eaq (=A%) ~
L) — . 2 _ 2 { Zol\TAnb ) _ 2
Hua( 7t> ua( 7t)|| — Ea,l (_)\nTa) ‘(g ga gpn)| . (35)

Now, Lemma 2.4] gives the relations

Cl (1 + )\nTa) Ea 1 (—Anta) C2 (1 + )\nTa)
— < : < — .
C2 (1 -+ Anta) - Ea71 (—)\nTa> - Cl (1 -+ Anta)

(3.6)

Since t < 7, we have t*(1 + A\, 7%) < 7*(1 + A\,t®) so that

1+ M, 7@ <i7
14+ A t> — e

9



and from (B.6) we obtain

Hence, (8.5]) implies that

&
al 1) — < = ( )
el t) = Gal Ol < & lg —all.
The above inequality shows that the problem of recovering u,(-,t) for ¢ > 0 from g is well-
posed. In fact, we proved the following theorem.
Theorem 3.2. Let ||g — g|| <6 and for 0 <t < T, we have

ol ) = a1 < 2220

where Cy and Cy are as in Lemma [2.7.

Next, we show that the problem of recovering u,(+,0) from g is ill-posed. From (2.2)) and
(23) we know that F,,(0) = 0 and E,;(0) = 1. Hence, at t = 0, equation ([B3) and (3.4)
become

> (g, ¢n — Fpn(7)]
Ua('70) = Z (gEgil)(—)\nTa() )_ On-

and

~ oo_~,n—Fa,n7'_
(00 =Y (gE(il)(—)\nTa() )_ Pn,s

Thus, we have

e 0) = - O = 3 TP

n=1

At this point, we observe from Lemma [2.4] that

1 (14 A\,7®)
>l —a)——=.
Bosx (o) = (I—a)—¢

Hence, we arrive at the inequality

Jta (-, 0) = (- ||2>Z

(1l —a)? 1+)\n7‘)

(g — 3, ¢n)]* (3.8)

Since A\, — 0o as n — 00, the above inequality shows that small change in g can lead to
large deviation in the solution u,/(-,0). To see this explicitly, for 6 > 0 let

g=g+0ps

10



for some k € N. Then | (g — g,¢x)| = d and (9 — g,¢,) = 0 for all n # k. Hence, in this
case, we have ||g — g|| < 0 whereas (B.8]) gives

[ta (-, 0) — du(-,0)] > sl —a)

This shows that for large k, a small noise level § can lead to a large deviation in the solution.
Thus, the problem of recovering u,(+,0) from the data g is ill-posed.

The above discussion can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 3.3. The time-fractional backward heat conduction problem (1.7)), namely P;, is
well-posed for 0 < t < 7 and it 1s ill-posed at t = 0.

Remark 3.4. For 0 <t < 7, let Ry, : L*(Q) — L*(Q2) be defined by

Ryt = i {22 ER ] (61 0) = Fa(r)) + Fanlt)

In view of the expression (3.3]), we know that
Riag = ua(-,t), 0<t<T.

We note by Theorem that R, : L*(Q2) — L*(Q) is a well-defined continuous function.
We shall see that
{Rt,a20<t§7'}

is a regularization family for recovering u,(-,0) from noisy data g. O

4 The Regularization

Recall from the last section that the problem of recovering u,/(+, 0) from the data g is ill-posed,
whereas the problem of recovering u, (-, t) from the data g is well-posed. Hence, the following
theorem shows that {u,(-,t) : 0 < ¢t < 7} is a family of regularised solutions for the above
mentioned ill-posed problem.

Theorem 4.1. Let g = uy(-, 7). Then
lim ||ua (-, t) — ua(-, 0)]] = 0.
—0

t

Proof. By the representation of u,(-,t) in (2.1I), we have

ua('a t) - ua('? 0) = Z [(Ea,l (_)‘nta) - 1) (u0> Spn) + Fam(t)] Pn-

Then
[ta (- 8) = tal 0) 1> = (o (=Aat®) = 1) (o, gn) + Fan(t)]*.

11



Note that the right hand side of the above equation is / Gi(n)du(n), where Gy : N — R for
N
each t € (0,7) is defined by

Gi(n) = [(Ban (—Aat®) — 1) (uo, n) + Fa,n(t)]z
and g is the counting measure on N. We show that

(i) Gi(n) — 0ast — 0 for each n € N and

(ii) |G¢(n)| < G(n) for each n € N for some G : N — [0, 00) such that ZG(n) converges.

n=1

Once (i) and (ii) are proved, by dominated convergence theorem (cf. Nair [I2]) we obtain

ing [t 1) = o ) = Ty [ Gulmhd() =

t—0

which would complete the proof.

Since Eq1 (—At*) — 1 and F, ,(t) — 0 as t — 0, we have G¢(n) — 0 as t — 0, for each
n € N. Thus, (i) above is proved. To prove (ii), first we observe that

|G ()] <2 [(Ban (=Aat®) = 1) (w0, ¢n)” + Fan(t)?] -

Hence, it is enough to know that the series

Z|E0c1 —A ta)_1| (UQ,QOH and Z|Fan

n=1

are convergent. We have already seen in Section 2] that Z|Fom(t)|2 is convergent. To see
n=1
that the other series is also convergent, recall from Proposition 2.2)i) that 0 < E, ;(—z) <1
for > 0 so that
|Eo1 (—Ant®) — 1] < 1.

Hence, we have

Z |Ea 1 )\ ta) - 1‘ U, gpn S Z U‘ngpn ||U‘OH2

n=1

Thus, the proof is complete. O

5 Error Estimates Under Noisy Data

In this section, we discuss the error estimates associated with the regularized approximations
when there is noise in the final value function g and also when there is some noise in the
source function f.

12



5.1 General error estimates and convergence

We assume that the available functions in place of f and g are f € L*°(0,7; L*(2)) and
g’ € L*(Q), respectively, such that

If = fll= < e and flg—g°| <4, (5.1)
for some ¢ > 0 and J > 0. Substituting ¢ in place of g and f¢ in place of f in (B.3), we
define ( 5 )

8, - @ 9 ¥n) — Fén(T> c
(-, t) = Eoq1 (=Mt ’ F: o (t s 5.2
Ug, ( ) ) nzz:l { )1 ( ) Ea,l (_)\nTa) + a,n( ) 2 ( )

where F7;, (t) is defined by

t
FEnlt) = [ 6= 9" B (Dt = 5)°) (75, 9) 00) ds.
0
Recall that by the assumption on f¢, the expression on the right-hand side of the equation
(52) is well-defined.
Theorem 5.1. Assume (51). Then for 0 <t <,

Cot® (7% T¢
alt) —udf ()| < V3n—— [ — +1 30—,
a8 = 5O < VB o (54 1) 4 VEn T
where n = max{d,e}, and the constants Cy and Cy are as in Lemma[24)
Proof. From (B.3)) and (5.2)), we see that ||uq(-,t) — u%%(-,1)||? is equal to

«

> [% (9= 9" 0n) — (Fan(T) = FS(7)] + (Fan(t) — Fj,n(t))} .

Now, using the inequality (a + b+ ¢)? < 3 (a® + b* + ¢?) and (B.7), we arrive at

lual,t) = w07 < ﬁi(g%gﬁQGmg—fW%f+3uamﬂ—wﬁxﬂf)

n=1
+3 (Fan(t) = F2(1)” (5.3)
Replacing f by f — f€ in inequality (2.35)), we obtain
> 9 ) t2a 7_2a )
S 1Funt) = Fon0OF <117 = Pl oy < T 5.4
n=1

Substituting (5.4]) in (5.3), we arrive at
02 T 2 7.204 7.204
alt) =P < (5 —) (30 +3—¢e ) +3—¢2
i) =01 < (o ) (30043520 ) 3T
We use 1 = max{d,e} and the fact v/a+ b+ c < v/a+ Vb +/cif a,b,c > 0, to obtain
C (0% (0% (6%
e )= o0 < VB2 T (T 1) VT
Cl te « «
This completes the proof. O
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Next, we will show that this regularization method converges as 6 — 0 and ¢ — 0 by
choosing the regularization parameter ¢t appropriately.

Theorem 5.2. Let Hg Gl <6 and || f — f¢||z~ < &, and choose n = max{d,e}. Then for
O<t<Tandt,=mn« <7' we have

lug®(- ty) = ua(-,0)| = 0 asn — 0.

Proof. We have
lug® (o) = ua(, 0) | = [[ug® (-, 1) = ta(,t) + ual-t) — ual-, 0.
Then, using triangle inequality, we obtain
lug (1) = wa(, )l < [Jug? (1) = wa - )| + ual-s ) = ual:, 0)].
By using Theorem 5.1l we arrive that

Cg T

Hu‘;’e(-,t) - ua( ) )H < \/7770 far

( a“) FVEI T uat) — a0 (55)

Substitute ¢ = t,, in equation (5.5]) and choose ¢, such that

Ui

S :nﬂya 76 (071)7
£

to obtain

+ (s ty) = ual, 0)]-

o (ety) w0l < o (VG (T 1)+ vap T

As n — 0 implies t,, = 0 and using Theorem [.I], we obtain
lugs (-, ty) = ual-0)| =0, as n—0.

This completes the proof. O

5.2 Error estimates under source conditions

It is well-known in the literature on ill-posed problems that an error estimate is possible for
the regularized solution only by assuming certain additional smoothness conditions on the
unknown solution, which are known as source conditions. In the next theorem we obtain
such an error estimate under the assumption that

Up = Uqn(+,0) € HP
for some p € (0, 1], when the data is noise free.
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Theorem 5.3. Let 0 < t < 7 and up € HP for some p € (0,1]. Then there exists C,, > 0
such that

o Ta(l—p)
ltaes£) = wa(, O)ll < V2| Colluollir + ——— 1 flls]
where Cy > 0 is as in Corollary[2.3.
Proof. By the representation of u,(-,t) in (2.1]), we have
o N 9
Hua('at) - ua('a O)||2 = Z [(Eml (_)‘nt ) - 1) (u0> Spn)2 + Fam(t)} .
n=1
Hence,
lta (- t) = wal-, 0)] < Zz —Aat®) = 1) (o, 0u)" + Fau(t)] . (5.6)
We first observe from the definition of E, ;(-) that
Ea71(2’) —1= ZEa,a—i—l(Z)a VzeC.
Now, by Corollary 2.3 there exits C, > 0 such that
Cq
Eqor1 (Mt < ———.
Baars ()] < -2
Thus,
CaAnt®
Eoq (=AtY) = 1| = |- At%Epav1 (At < ———— 5.7
B (2af) = 1] = [0 By ()] < T2 (5.7

Substituting (5.7) in (5.6), we obtain

o) = 0 < 32 (S50 e R 69

We multiply and divide by A% in (5.8)), we arrive at

I ) =0 <32 (2 ) g+ F?] 69)

1+ At

We observe that
A, Pt (Ant*)' P

Y S D W
Therefore, from (5.9]) , we have

aop

lttal-,1) = el )12 < 37 2[CEEP X (o, 90)? + Favn(1)?
n=1

15



Thus, by the definition of HP-norm and the inequality (2.5]), we obtain

N t2o¢
) = . O < 2 |CEhualls + 111

Thus, we have

a(l-p

)
taes) — tal- 0)]) < V37 {oanuonw T ||f||Loo] |

This completes the proof. O

From the above theorem we deduce the following theorem by an appropriate choice of the
regularization parameter ¢.

Theorem 5.4. Let ||g — ¢°|| < 0§ and ||f — f¢||o=~ < &, and let n = max{d,e}. Assume that
1 1
ug € HP for p € (0,1] and n satisfies @b < 7. Then, choosing t, = n® e the inequality

lug® (-, ty) = wa(:, 0)[| < Ot

holds, where C > 0 is such that

_ Cy (T - .
C >3 [52 (% + 1) + %} +v2 [CaHuOHHP +5
1

P)
||fr|Lw} |

with Cy and Cy are as in Lemma[2.4), and Cy, is as in Corollary[2.3.
Proof. From Theorem [5.1] and Theorem 5.3 we have

() = a0 < V2 T (T k1) VBT

Ch to
and
Ta(l—p)
) = . ) < V2 [ Collualr + ™ 112+]
respectively. Now, choosing ¢ := ¢, as
t77 = nm
we obtain
t% = tgp = n(pil)
7
Therefore,
» Oy [T¢ T
Ul () = o t)| < VBpreire22 <_ +1 )+ Van—
Ch \ o «

= peht [\/370‘% <T: + 1) + /3y —]
< priT3re [%j <7a + 1) + ﬁ}
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and
a(l-p)

D T
[tta(-sty) — el 0)|| < V207 | Co | +

[ fllze

«

Hence, from the relation
lug® (- t) = ua (- 0| < lug®(ty) = wast) | + llwa(, ty) = wal-, )],

we arrive at the required estimate. O

6 Numerical Illustrations

In this section, we shall consider some numerical examples to illustrate the level of approxi-
mation of the regularized solutions when d = 2 and L = —A.

Taking 2 = (0,7) x (0, 7), we consider a two-dimensional case of problem ([.4)) as follows:

%_Au - f(x’y’t)’ (I,y)EQ’ t€<077-]7
u(z,y,t) = 0, (x,y)€dN, te(0,7],

u(z,y,7) = g(x,y), (,y) €

We take

2

f(@,y,t) = (2 —7*)sin () sin (y)e ™",
and g(z,y) is constructed by taking
uo(z,y) = sin(z) sin(y),
that is, g = us(+, 7), where u,(+,t) is given by (1)) with ug as above. It is known that the

eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the elliptic operator —A are given by

A =m> +n® and @, = - sin(ma)sin(ny), for m,n=1,2,3,....
T

6.1 Numerical Procedure

For computational purposes, we take 7 = 1 and illustrate our theoretical results established
for the time-fractional backward heat conduction problem. Below, we discuss the steps that
will be used in the numerical computations.

1. We first discretize the given domain = (0,7) x (0,7) into N equal partitions in x
and y directions. Let p, = {x;};*, and p, = {y;}}_, denote uniform partitions of [0, 7]
such that x; = ih, i =0,...,N, and y; = jh, j =0,..., N, where h = 7/N. We set
Ii = [l’i_l,ﬁl]i], ]j = [yj—luyj]v where ’L,j = 1, 2, .. .,N.

17



2. Next we compute the approximate solution of u,(-, ) from ([B3)) as follows:

0= 23 B (e |G ~Fona®] g

m=1 n=1

where the final value ¢ is obtained by using the equation (B.2) with

uo(z,y) = sin(z) sin(y), flz,y,t) = (2 — 72) sin(z) sin(y)e ™ *,

and
Z Z (m* +n )) (w0, Prmn)
T / (1= )" B (—(m 4 02)(1 = 8)°) (/- 5), Gmn) 45) P
here

T[T 2sin (max) sin (n
(UOﬂOm,n) :/ / uo(I,y) ( 72 ( y) dl’dy,
o Jo

Froma) = [ [ sy g gy

The integrals are evaluated using a 4-point Gaussian quadrature rule. We take N =4
partitions in both x and y directions to perform the quadrature rule. Similarly, we
perform the integration in temporal direction ¢ as well.

The function F, ,,,(-) is computed from (2.2)) and the Mittag-LefHler function is com-
puted using ml.m MATLAB file written by Roberto Garrappa [2].

3. We introduce some noise in the source function f say f° and denote the resulting
approximate solution as u (z,y,t). Then we have

fey.t) = flay,t) + 2,

with some noise level € > 0. Note that || f¢ — f||r~ < e.

Now compute the approximate solution of us (z,y,t) from the below expression:

0= 33 B (e iy [Bmed o] e )

m=1 n=1

4. We now introduce the noise in both source function f and the given data g, say f° and
¢°, respectively and denote the resulting approximate solution as u%¢(z,y,t). Then, we

have .
fe(x7y7t) = f(x7 y7 t) _'_ 57

18



and 5
9’ (z,y) = g(x,y) + 5

We note that
If = flle~ <&, and |[g—g¢°| <4

We compute the approximate solution of u%(x,y,t) from the below expression:

ulf (-, 1) = Z Z {Ea,1 (—(m2 + nz)to‘) (9, Pman) ~ Femon(7)

Eoq (—(m? +n2))

+ Fé,m,n(t)} Prn.n-

m=1 n=1

6.2 Results and Discussions

We calculate the errors ||uq(-, ) —ug|| corresponding to t; = 1070+ for s = 1,2,...8 and dif-
ferent values of € {0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8}. The errors are expressed in Table [l We observe that
when t decreases, the errors also decreases. This validates our theoretical results established
in Theorem [L1l We show the solution profiles of ug and u,(z,y,t;) for @ = 0.8 in Figure 1.

Next we compute uf,(z,y,t.) for several values of ¢ and a. We note that uy € H'(Q).
Therefore by Theorem [5.4] we choose t, = 5%, take ¢; = 107(*2) § =1,2,...,7 and differ-
ent values of a € {0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8}. The errors ||us(x,y,t.) — up|| are expressed in Table [2
We observe that when e decreases, the errors also decrease. The solution profiles of ug and
us(z,y,t.) for a = 0.8 are shown in Figure 2.

For computational purpose we assume § = ¢ so that n = max{d, e} = €. Since uy € H* (),
using Theorem [5.4], we choose t, = n% and compute u’¢(z,y,t,) for several values of n and
a. Here, we take n; = 10702 j = 1,2 ..., 7 and different values of o € {0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8}.
The errors ||ud®(z,y,t,) — uo|| are shown in Table Bl We observe that when 71 decreases, the
errors decrease. This validates our theoretical results established in Theorem [5.4. We show
the solution profiles of uy and u%%(-,t,) for a = 0.8 in Figure 3.
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ug(z,y) uo(z,y,t) at t = 1071

/ » g b

0.5
ol 7 3
2 i
0 0
Y T

Figure 1: Solution profiles of ug(z,y) and u,(z,y,t;) for a = 0.8

Table 1: L2-errors between ug and ug (-, t;)

a=02 a=04 a=0.6 a=0.8

ti value | [[ua(-,t) —uoll | f[ual:,t) — uoll | [lua(-t) — uoll | [lua(-t) — uol
1072 2.3039 1.8539 9.3104(-1) 3.8800(—1)
1073 1.9435 9.1668(—1) 2.6341(-1) 7.1923(-2)
10~ 1.4666 3.9416(—1) 6.7753(—2) 1.5789(—2)
107° 1.0448 1.6173(—1) 1.7109(—2) 2.8933(-3)
1076 7.1524(—1) 6.5167(—2) 7.0172(—3) 4.7172(—4)
1077 4.7622(—1) 2.6068(—2) 1.8928(—3) 7.0156(—5)
1078 3.1115(-1) 1.0398(—2) 4.8508(—4) 1.05642(—5)
1079 2.0078 (—1) 4.1427 (-3) 1.2216(—4) 1.60185(—6)




ug(a, 1) ul (z,y,t.) at e = 1072

1y T
uf (z,1,t.) at e =103

Figure 2: Solution profiles of ug(x,y) and v (z,y,t.) due to noisy in f for o = 0.8

Table 2: L2-errors between ug and (-, t.) due to € noisy in f

a=0.2 a=04 a=20.6 a=0.8

g; value | [Jug (-, te) — wol| | [Jug (- tc) — woll | fug(- te) — woll | lug(,t:) — uoll

e
e
e
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ug(z, y) wt(z,y, t,) at n =101

Lot tsss,
s

=
N

ud(z, y, ty) at 7= 10" ult(z,y,t,) at n =101

Figure 3: Solution profiles of ug(x,y) and u%¢(z,y,t,) due to noisy in f and g for a = 0.8

Table 3: L2-errors between uy and ul*(-, t,,) due to ¢ noisy in f and g

a=02 a=04 a=0.6 a=0.8
i value [Tl (- £,) — ol | [Tui (- by) — uoll | T2 (- Ey) — til | J2 (5 Ey) — o]
1073 3.8253(—1) 4.8690(—1) 5.0410(—1) 4.7320(—1)
1074 1.2820(—1) 1.6142(—1) 1.6792(—1) 1.6147(-1)
107° 4.1301(—2) 5.1817(—2) 5.3867(—2) 5.2116(—2)
1076 1.5764(—2) 2.1297(-2) 2.3098(—2) 2.3234(-2)
1077 6.0271(—3) 8.0737(—3) 8.6428(—3) 8.5687(—3)
1078 2.1209(-3) 2.7968(—3) 2.9553(—-3) 2.8931(—3)
107 6.9930(—4) 9.1513(—4) 9.6132(—4) 9.3612(—4)




Below, in Figure 4, we plot the noisy 7 versus error |[u’¢(-,t,) — uo||. We observe that it

approximately coincides with 15.2,/7. This validates our theoretical results proved in Theo-

rem .41

0.5

oasl [ (- ty) — ol
: 15.2./7

0.4 | B

0.35 .

0.3 4

0.25 i

() =

b,
o

s

0.2 A

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
7 %1073

Figure 4: n versus error |[ud®(-, t,) — uo|| for a = 0.8.

References

1]

[5]

[6]

Dang, Duc Trong and Nguyen, Huy Tuan, Regularization and error estimates for non-
homogeneous backward heat problems, FElectron. J Differential Equations no. 4, pp. 10,
2006.

R. Garrappa and M. Popolizio, Computing the matrix Mittag-Leffler function with ap-
plications to fractional calculus, Journal of Scientific Computing, vol. 77, no. 1, pp.
129-153, 2018.

Dinh Nho Hao, Jijun Liu, Nguyen Van Duc, and Nguyen Van Thang, Stability results
for backward time-fractional parabolic equations, Inverse Problems, vol. 35, no. 12, pp.
125006, 2019.

Dinh Nho Hao, Nguyen Van Duc, Nguyen Van Thang, and Nguyen Trung Thanh, Reg-
ularization of backward time-fractional parabolic equations by Sobolev-type equations,
Journal of Inverse and Ill-posed Problems, vol. 28, no. 5, pp. 659-676, 2020.

H. J. Haubold, A. M. Mathai, and R. K. Saxena, Mittag-Leffler functions and their
applications, J. Appl. Math., Art. ID 298628, pp. 51, 2011.

Bangti Jin, Fractional differential equations, Springer, 2021.

23



[7]

8]

A. A. Kilbas, H. M. Srivastava, and J. J. Trujillo, Theory and Applications of Fractional
Differential Equations, vol. 204, Elsevier, 2006.

J. Kokila and M. T. Nair, Fourier truncation method for the non-homogeneous time frac-
tional backward heat conduction problem, Inverse Problems in Science and Engineering,
vol. 28, no. 3, pp. 402-426, 2020.

J. J. Liu and M. Yamamoto, A backward problem for the time-fractional diffusion equa-
tion, Appl. Anal., vol. 89, no. 11, pp. 1769-1788, 2010.

Ralf Metzler and Joseph Klafter, Boundary value problems for fractional diffusion equa-
tions, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, vol. 278, no. 1-2, pp. 107—
125, 2000.

M.Thamban Nair, Functional Analysis: A First Course, Second Edition, PHI-Learning,
New Delhi, 2020.

M.Thamban Nair, Measure and Integration: A First Course, CRC-Press, Singapore,
2021.

M.Thamban Nair, Linear Operator Equations: Approximation and Regularization,
World Scientific, 2009.

M. Thamban Nair and P. Danumjaya, A new regularization for time-fractional backward
heat conduction problem, J. Inverse Ill-Posed Probl, vol. 32, no. 1, pp. 41-56, 2024.

R. R. Nigmatullin, The realization of the generalized transfer equation in a medium with
fractal geometry, Physica status solidi (b), vol. 133, no. 1, pp. 425-430, 1986.

I. Podlubny, Fractional differential equations, San Diego: Academic Press, 1999.

K Sakamoto, and M. Yamamoto, Initial value/boundary value problems for fractional
diffusion-wave equations and applications to some inverse problems. J. Math. Anal. Appl.
vol. 382, no. 1, pp. 426-447, 2011.

Nguyen Huy Tuan, Le Dinh Longa, Van Thinh Nguyen and Thanh Tran, On a final value
problem for the time-fractional diffusion equation with inhomogeneous source, Inverse
Probl. Sci. Eng., vol. 25, no. 9, pp. 1367-1395, 2017.

Jun-Gang Wang, Ting Wei, and Yu-Bin Zhou, Tikhonov regularization method for a
backward problem for the time-fractional diffusion equation, Appl. Math. Model., vol.
37, no. 18-19, pp. 8518-8532, 2013.

L. Wang and J. Liu, Data regularization for a backward time-fractional diffusion problem,
Comput. Math. Appl., vol. 64, no. 11, pp. 3613-3626, 2012.

24



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Time-Fractional Backward Heat Conduction Problem
	Issues of well-posedness and ill-posedness of TFBHCP

	The Regularization
	Error Estimates Under Noisy Data
	General error estimates and convergence
	Error estimates under source conditions

	Numerical Illustrations 
	Numerical Procedure
	Results and Discussions


