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ON BACKWARD PROBLEM FOR A TIME-FRACTIONAL FOURTH ORDER
PARABOLIC EQUATION

SUBHANKAR MONDAL

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with the inverse problem of retrieving the initial value of a time-fractional
fourth order parabolic equation from source and final time observation. The considered problem is an ill-posed
problem. We obtain regularized approximations for the sought initial value by employing the quasi-boundary
value method, its modified version and by Fourier truncation method(FTM). We provide both the apriori and
aposteriori parameter choice strategies and derive the error estimates for all these methods under some source
conditions involving some Sobolev smoothness. As an important implication of the obtained rates, we observe
that for both the apriori and aposteriori cases, the rates obtained by all these three methods are same for some
source sets. Moreover, we observe that in both the apriori and aposteriori cases, the FTM is free from the so-called
saturation effect, whereas both the quasi-boundary value method and its generalizations possesses the saturation
effect for both the cases. Further, we observe that the rates obtained by the FTM is always order optimal for all
the considered source sets.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Fourth order parabolic PDE’s have remained an interesting topic of research for many decades. It is known
that fourth order parabolic PDE’s are helpful in modelling various natural phenomenon and has found its
application in many engineering problems such as, the free vibrations in beams or shafts [6], the growth of
epitaxial thin film [12], thermal grooving by surface mechanism [18], and is also used for noise removal and
edge preservation in image processing [25], to name a few. Recently research activities on inverse problems
related to fourth order parabolic PDE has grown up substantially. Let us mention briefly a few recent works
related to some inverse problems associated with fourth order parabolic equations.

For 7 > 0, and some appropriate functions h, vy, in [2] the authors considered the system of equations

ve(x,t) + a(t)vgre(x,t) = h(x,t), in (0,1) x (0,7),
02(0,t) = vy (1,t) = V322(0,t) = Vype(1,8) =0, on (0,7),
v(z,0) = vo(x), in (0,1)

and analysed the inverse problem of identifying the time-dependent coefficient a(t), called the Mullins’ coeffi-
cient, from the knowledge of the data v(xg,t), where g € [0, 1] is any fixed given point and v is the solution of
the considered PDE. Subsequently, in [1], the author considered a more general fourth order parabolic PDE and
investigated the inverse source identification problem associated with it. More precisely, the author considered
the inverse problem of identification of the source function f from the knowledge of final time observation
v(z,7) or the time-integral observation [ w(t)v(x,t)dt, for 0 < z < 1, where v is the solution of

(2, ) + Vggaa (2, t) = f(2)g(x,t) + h(x,1), in (0,1) x (0,7),

U(Ovt) = Nl(t)v U(lvt) = ,u2(t)7 on (077—)7
V2 (0,8) = ps(t), ver(1,t) = pa(t), on (0,7),
v(z,0) = vo(x), in (0,1),

for some given functions w, g, h, vg, s, ¢ = 1,2, 3, 4.
As a follow up to the above developments, in a recent work [11], the authors have extended the investigation
from integer-order derivative to fractional order setting. They considered an inverse problem of identifying time-

dependent source term f from the final value v(-,7), associated with a time-fractional fourth order parabolic
1
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PDE as follows:

Ofv(x,t) + Bugges(z,t) = f(t)g(z,t), in (0,1) x (0,7),
v(1,t) = v:(0,t) = vV (1,1) = V222(0,8) =0, on (0,7),
v(z,0) = vo(x), in (0,1),

where B > 0 is a surface diffusion coefficient, vy is some appropriate function. Here (and throughout the paper)
05" is the Caputo fractional derivative of order « (cf. [20]) given by
1 bus(@s) s if 0<a<l,

1.1 Ofv(x,t) := T(I—a) JO {t—s)™
(1.1) t (z,1) {Ut(x,t), if a=1,

where I'(+) is the standard Gamma function, that is, I'(t) = [;“ e 5s"!ds, ¢ > 0.

Note that forward problem associated with such time-fractional fourth order parabolic equations have been
studied by many authors in various context, see for instance [7, 10].

It is important to recall that over the last few decades the research on time-fractional backward heat
conduction problems (TFBHCP) have gained substantial attention due to its many practical applications.
Since the work in [14], the literature on TFBHCP and its various variants have grown remarkably (see e.g.,
[9, 13, 23]). Considering the importance of fractional-order derivative, it is desirable to study various inverse
problem associated with time-fractional fourth order parabolic equations. Recently some works on source
identification problem associated with time-fractional fourth order parabolic equations have been reported (see
e.g. [11]), as mentioned earlier. However, to the best of our knowledge, the backward problem for time-
fractional fourth order parabolic equations has not been explored yet and thus, this paper intends to contribute
in that direction.

In this paper we are interested in the inverse problem of retrieving the initial value from the knowledge
of final value and the source function, associated with a time-fractional fourth order parabolic PDE. More
precisely, we consider the following: Let Q C R%, d {1,2,...,7}, (see Remark 3.5 for this restriction on d) be
a bounded domain with sufficiently smooth boundary 9 and 7 > 0 be fixed. Let o € (0,1). We consider the
System

Ofu + A%u = f, in Qx(0,7),
(1.2) u=0= Au, on 0 x (0,7),
u(-,7) = h, in Q,

where f € L°°([0,7]; L2(Q)), h € L*(Q) and 92 is the Caputo fractional derivative as defined in (1.1). The
inverse problem that we consider is:

(IP): retrieve the initial value u(-,0) from the knowledge of h and f, where u is a solution of
(1.2).

Similar to TFBHCP, the inverse problem to recover u(-,0) from the knowledge of h, f, associated with (1.2)
is an ill-posed problem in the sense that a small perturbations in the data may lead to a large deviation in
the sought initial value (see Example 3.9). Further, the problem of recovering u(-,t) for 0 < t < 7 is stable
with respect to the perturbations in the data h, f, (see Remark 3.8), possessing the properties similar to that
of TFBHCP.

In practice, we shall have access to some measured data, and hence noise in the data is inevitable. We
assume that for § > 0, h® € L2(Q2) and f7 € L>°(0,7; L?(2)) are the noisy data satisfying

(1.3) 1h = R[5z + OF = FOl e 0.mr2a) < 0%

where 6 > 0 is a fixed known constant that will be specified later (see Proposition 3.4).

Thus, the inverse problem at hand is to recover u(-,0) from the knowledge of h° and f° satisfying (1.3).
Since the problem is ill-posed, in order to obtain stable approximations, we have to employ some regularization
methods (see e.g., [4, 19]). We obtain stable approximations by the quasi-boundary value method (QBVM)
(see e.g., [8, 23]), it’s modifications (MQBVM) (see e.g., [9, 15, 24]) and the Fourier truncation method (FTM)
(see e.g., [13, 16]). Just to give some insight, in QBVM we perturb the final value in (1.2) by adding the
initial value multiplied by the regularization parameter, that is, we consider the resulting perturbed term as
u(-,7) + Pu(-,0), where 5 > 0 is the regularization parameter. For the MQBVM we consider the resulting
perturbed term as u(-,7) + S(—A)%u(-,0), where 5 > 0 is the regularization parameter and ¢ € N. Note
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that in literature, the case ¢ = 1, has been studied extensively for various problems (see e.g., [24]), and is
known by the name modified quasi-boundary value method. In FTM, we consider the truncated version of the
Fourier expansion of the concerned function and the level at which we truncate plays the role of regularization
parameter.

It is known in regularization theory that unless we assume some source condition (see e.g., [4, 19]) on the
unknown, the convergence can be arbitrarily slow [22], that is, we can not obtain any convergence rate. In
view of this, we assume that the unknown g = u(-,0) belongs to some source sets which are subsets of some
Sobolev spaces H,,, where p > 0 indicates the smoothness property, and then obtain error estimates and hence
deduce the convergence rates of the approximations by the considered regularization methods. We shall provide
both the apriori and the aposteriori parameter choice strategies and obtain the corresponding error estimates
for all of them. As an important implication, we observe that for the FTM, the convergence rates in both
the apriori and aposteriori cases is of the form O(ép/ (p+2)) for all p > 0, where § is the noise as considered
n (1.3). However, for the QBVM and MQBVM, for both the apriori and aposteriori cases, the convergence
rates possesses saturation effect. For the QBVM the best rates possible for the apriori and aposteriori cases
is O(6'/2) and for MQBVM the best rates possible for the apriori and aposteriori cases are O(§(a+2)/(a+4)
and O(éq/ (‘1+2)), respectively, for ¢ € N. Further, we observe that, if p belongs to certain interval then the
rates of FTM, QBVM, MQBVM are all the same for apriori case, and for certain values of p the aposteriori
rates for FTM and MQBVM are also the same. Moreover, we shall see that for the considered source sets the
rates obtained by the FTM is always order optimal for all p > 0, but the same is not the case for QBVM and
MQBVM (see Remark 5.9).

The remainder of the paper is organised as follows: In Section 2 we list some notations, important facts,
results about the Mittag-Leffler function and some basic result on calculus, that will be used throughout.
In Section 3 we mainly discuss the relation between the sought initial value and the data, that is, the final
value and the source function. We show by an example the ill-posedness of the considered inverse problem
of retrieving the initial value. We also establish a conditional stability result. Section 4 is all about the
QBVM and MQBVM. We provide both apriori and aposteriori parameter choice strategies and obtain the
corresponding error estimates. Section 5 is about the FTM. We systematically define the regularized solutions
and provide both apriori and aposteriori parameter choice strategies and obtain the corresponding convergence
rates. Moreover, we discuss about the optimality of the obtained rate.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall and record some of the results, facts, notations that will be used throughout the
paper. To begin with, we first recall a standard result from spectral theory of elliptic equations. Let € be as
earlier. Then the following eigenvalue problem

(2.1) —Ap = Ap in €,
p=0 on Of.

admits a sequence (A,) of eigenvalues such that 0 < A\; < Ay < ... = oo and the corresponding sequence
(¢n) of eigenfunctions are such that ¢, € H}(2) N H%(Q) which form an orthonormal basis of L?(2) (cf. [5]).
Moreover, it is known that (see e.g., [3]) there exist constants ej, ea > 0 such that

(2.2) ern?® <\, < em??  VneN.

Before proceeding further, let us list the following notations that we will be followed throughout.

For z € L*(0,7; L?(f2)), we may use the notation z(t) to denote z(-,t) for almost all ¢ € [0, 7].

C([0,7]; L*(Q)) denotes the standard space of all L?(Q2)-valued continuous function in [0, 7].

For g1, 92 € L*(Q), (g1, g2) denotes the standard inner-product in L?(Q2) and we shall denote the norm
I+ 22 by [ -1-

For ¢ € L?(2), we shall always denote (¢, 0,) by ¢, for all n € N.

For z € L*(0,7; L?(2)) we shall denote (2(s), ¢n) by 2,(s) for 0 < s < 7 and for all n € N.
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We now recall the definition of Mittag-Leffler function (cf. [20]). For v > 0 and 5 € R, the Mittag-Leffler
function denoted by E, g, is defined by

k

= z
E,3(2):=) —, ze€C,y>0,8€R.
Theorem 2.1. [14] Let a € (0,1). There ezist constants Ci,Co > 0 such that
Cl 1 01 1
<E, <
N TR v g s

Theorem 2.2. 21, (3.7), pg. 434] Let a € (0,1) and X > 0. The function t — t*"LE, o(—At%), belongs to
LY(0,7) and

Vo < 0.

/ 49 B o (— ) dt < =
; X

We end this section by stating a result whose proof follows from basic calculus.

LEMMA 2.3. Let ¢ > 0 be fixed. The following holds:

(i) For B,q >0, the function 14 : [A1,00) = [0,00), defined by
2

s
w‘LB(S) - C+/83q+2
attains its global mazimum at so = (2¢/q)"/(4+?) 61/(1‘”2) and ) (sg) = (2c/q)2/(f1+2)c(1‘1_+q)m.
(i) Let ¢ >0 and 8 > 0. For 0 < p < q+ 2, the function ¢, 45 : [A1,00) — [0,00) defined by

attains its global mazimum at sg = (c(q + 2 — p)/p)l/(q”)m and

— 9 (a+2-p)/(@+2) P gp/(a+2)
bp.q.8(50) = (c(¢ +2 —p)/p) c(q+2)ﬁ

3. PREPARATORY RESULTS

In order to establish a relation between the sought initial value and the data, that is, the source function
and the final value, we first consider the solution representation of a forward problem. We consider the PDE

ofv + A%y = f, in Qx(0,7),
(3.1) v=0=Av, on 0 x (0,7),
U('v 0) =9 in Q,
where f € L>(0,7; L*(Q)) and g € L?*(Q).
Let v satisfies (3.1). Then following [11], we have

o0

(3.2) v(x,t) = Z [Ea,l(—)\%to‘)gn + /0 (t — 8) " Epa(=N2(t — 5)*) fuls) ds]n(z),

n=1
where recall that g, = (g, ¢n) and fu(s) = (f(-,5),¥n)-
Definition 3.1. Any v € C([0, 7]; L?(f2)) satisfying (3.2) is said to be a solution of (3.1). O

Clearly, v given by (3.2) is indeed a solution of (3.1). Now suppose that it is given v(-,7) = h(-). Then, we
obtain

hz) = v(@,7) = [Eat(=A37%)gn + /OT(T = 8)*  Baa(= AL (T = 5)%) fu(s) ds]n(@),

n=1
which implies

e — Jo (7= 8) B o (AR (T — 5)%) fu(s) d
o Ea,l(—)\%Ta)

s
(3.3) Jn , Vn e N.
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In order to reduce the notational complexity, for any h,h’ € L?(Q) and f, f° € L>=(0,7; L*(Q)), we define the
following
WY (t) o= [yt —s

) <t<
\Ij%n(t) = fot(t — )" B (=N (t — S)Q)f(s(s) ds, 0<t<m,

(34) a,n a,mn 7 " -
T, = hn—\IJf’ (1),
Thé f(S = h(5 \ijé (7—)7

where we recall that h,, = (h,¢,) and f,(s) = (f(s), on)-
Thus, from (3.3), we have
hy — U"(T) T

(3.5) I Bat(“A219) — Eop(—A270)’

and hence from (3.2), we have
)‘%ta) a,n a,n
(3.6) v(w,t) =Z By (e o = V7)) + 0 ()] nlz), 0<t<T.
Definition 3.2. Let h € L?(Q) and f € L>®(0,7; L*(Q)). Any v € C([0,7]; L?>(Q)) that satisfies (3.6) is said
to be a solution of the backward problem (1.2). O

Before proceeding further, let us put in place some technical results.
Proposition 3.3. Let f, f € L>(0,7; L*(Q)). Let \I/?"(t) and \I/;f"(t) be as defined in (3.4). Then the following
holds:
(i) For all 0 <t <7, we have V5" (t)] < —lg—HfHLoo(077-;L2(Q)).~
(ii) For all 0 <t <7, we have [¥7"(t) — \I/;f"( )| < é”f — fllLeo(0,m:22(02))

Proof. (i). We have

e o= / ) B (X2t — 5)°) fuls) ds
< Wlmray | 1 B2 d
< )\—ngHLoo(o,T;L?(Q))-
Theorem?2.2
(ii). The proof follows from (i). O

Proposition 3.4. Let 0 = 7, )\4 Let hyh € L*(Q) and f, f € L>®(0,7; L*(Q)). Let Tpp = >.00, ht Pn
and Tj, = >y Th F P where Th? is as defined in (3.4). Then the following holds:

(i) We have Yp 5 € L?(Q) and
I l1* < 2(/|R]1 + 9”f”2Loo(o,r;L2(Q)))-

(ii) We have
1057 = Cagl* < 20 = AP + 017 = F oo riz200)

Proof. First we observe that

o
2 IThsP
n=1

Z\h —U(r Z [? + W5 (7))
=1

2
< (HhH +6HfHL°°(OTL2(Q )-
Proposition3.3

Now the proof follows. O
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Remark 3.5. From (2.2), we know that ﬁ ~ #. Thus, if 1 <d <7, then Y 7, %4 < oo and hence it make

sense to define
o0
=S 1
= N

n=1

O

We are now in a position to state and prove the necessary and sufficient condition for the existence and
uniqueness of the solution of backward problem (1.2).

Theorem 3.6. Let h € L*(Q) and f € L>(0,7; L*(2)). The backward problem associated with (1.2) has a

unique solution if and only if
ha — qf“ ")\
Z )\2 TO‘) < 00

and the solution is given by

)

Proof. From Definition 3.2 and the solution representation (3.2) of the solution of (3.1), we observe that if
u(-,t) as defined in (3.7), belongs to L?(Q) for all 0 < ¢ < 7, then it is indeed a solution of the backward
problem (1.2). Thus, it remains to ensure that u(-,t) € L?(Q) for 0 <t < 7.

Towards this, for t # 0, by invoking Theorem 2.1, we first observe that

Ea,l(—)\%ta) < 02(1 + )\%Ta) i

Eo1(=X2719) — C1 22 o’

which is independent of n. Hence by Propositions 3.3 (i) and 3.4 (i), it follows that u(-,t) € L2(£).
For ¢t = 0, observe that E, ;(0) =1 and \Ifa’n(O) = 0. Thus, u(-,0) € L?*(Q) if and only if

hy — W (7))
a ( )\270‘)) < o0.
O

Theorem 3.7. For h,h € L*(), f,f € L>®(0,7;L*()), let u and @ be the corresponding solutions for the
backward problem associated with (1.2). Then for 0 < t < T, there exists a constant C' > 0, depending on
C1,Cy,a, 7, A1, such that

& _\21«
(3.7 u(e,t) =y [%m U)W (D)) enla). 0<t<T
n=1 @ n

(3.8)

M

_ 4C?
la(t) — u(®)|® < e (Ih = NP+ 01Lf = £l T 0,msz2(2)) + 2001F = Ol L0 0,m:22(0))-

Proof. From (3.7), we have

~ 2 a 1 ) 7 a,n a,n 2 a,n a,n 2
[u(®) —a(®)]” < 22 | )(hn =By = () ()T W () — ()]

C2(1+)\17— ) 1 & 7 an an 2 > an an 2
< S — — ) 2 ) _ -
< 2( YT > o — hy — T (7) + WE"(7)) +2) [ (t) W (t)]
(3.8) n=1 n=

Cg(l + )\ ) 2 « n pon 2

2( ——~= Ty r— 2 v t
(G LY g + Z| (),
where recall that T}, ¢ is as in Proposition 3.4. Now the proof follows from Propositions 3.3 and 3.4. O

Remark 3.8. Theorem 3.7 shows that, for 0 < ¢ < 7, the solution of the backward problem (1.2), is stable
with respect to the perturbation in the data A and f. %

The next question one would like to ask is, if u is a solution of the backward problem (1.2), then whether
u(0) is stable under perturbations in h and f. The answer is in the negative as is seen in the following example.
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Example 3.9. (Ill-posed) For n € N and (z,t) € @ x (0,7), let f(z,t) =0 = f(z,t), h(z) = ¢1(z) and
h"(x) = h(zx) + %gpn(x) Corresponding to the source function f and the final value h, let u(0) denote the

initial value associated with the backward problem (1.2), and for the source function f and the final value iNL”,

let @"(0) denote the initial value associated with the backward problem (1.2). Then from the representation

(3.7), it follows that u(0) = Wg@l and @"(0) = ¢n. Now we observe that
a, 1T

|]h—i~1”|]:)\—1n—>0asn—>oobut

-1 1
Fan (-3 PL T X B (a2 7o)

i 1 79T(1 — a)
_an — > 7)\71
Theorem?2.1
as n — 00. O

We now obtain an equivalent formulation of the inverse problem of retrieving the initial value from the final
value and the source function.

Let h € L*(Q), f € L>(0,7; L*(2)) and Y},  be as in Proposition 3.4. Let u be the solution of the backward
problem (1.2). Then from (3.5) and Proposition 3.4 (i), we observe that the inverse problem of recovering the
initial value g = u(-,0) from the knowledge of h = u(-,7) and f, is same as solving the operator equation

(3.9) Tg="Tys,
where T : L?(Q2) — L%(Q) is defined by

(3.10) Té =" Bar(=N27") (6 on)on, ¢ € L*(9).
n=1
From Theorem 2.1 it follows that Eq 1(—A27%) ~ )\% and thus it follows that T : L?(2) — L?(Q2) is a compact

operator of infinite rank. Therefore, solving (3.9) is an ill-posed problem. Moreover, if

2
o] sz
7f
2 <Ea,1(—)\%7-0‘)> =

n=1

then (3.9) has a unique solution given by

o
9= Gnn,
n=1

where g, is as defined in (3.5) and Y% is as defined in (3.4).
We now recall definitions of some Sobolev spaces that are relevant in our analysis. For p > 0, let

Hy,={¢eL*(Q): Y AP(p,pn)* < o0}
n=1

It is known that H,, is a Hilbert space with respect to the inner-product

o0

(@, 0) =D XP(b,0n){pn, ¥), &9 € Hp,
n=1
and the corresponding norm is given by
117, = > APHben)®, ¢ € Hy,
n=1

Note that Hy = L*(Q) and Hy o = Hg ().
For some ¢ > 0, we consider the following set

(3.11) Sop:={0 € Hy: |¢]la, <o}

These sets will be the source sets that are of interest in our analysis.
We end this section by proving a conditional stability estimate.



8 SUBHANKAR MONDAL

Theorem 3.10. Let h € L*(2), f € L>(0,7; L*(?)) and Yy s be as in Proposition 3./. Let g be the unique
solution of (3.9). If g € S, for some o,p > 0, then there exists a constant C3, depending on o, 7 and Cy, such

that ) —
lgll < CY/E*D | gl3 P+ |1y, 4P/ 02,

Proof. Since g € L?() is a solution of (3.9), we have g = > > | gnon, where g,, are as in (3.5), that is,

Ta;n hn _ \I/a ,n T
gn = h.f = f ( ), n € N.
Eo1(=A27%)  Eaa(=A37%)
Thus,
a n 00 ’Ta,n’2 /(p+2)
2 _ - a,n2p/(p+2) h.f
9]l Z ‘ )\2 a) Z ’Thvf’ (\Ea,1(—)\%7'0‘)](17+2))

00 p/(p+2) Tz ?|2 2/(p+2)
a,n|2
< (Z—:l |Th,f| > <Z |Ega( /\27-a)|(p+2)> )

Now, from Theorem 2.1 we have

Ea,1<—1A%Ta> < G,
where C5 = (A7 & ;1;(1 @) Thus, using the fact that
hywis gz
Bl N7~ [Baa(NTTF
we have
oo p/(P+2) / 2/(p+2)
lgll? < c57/#+) (Z |T?::?l2> <Z Ai”ﬁ) 7
that is, "~ "~
lgll* < G521 PP/ P2 gl g
Now the proof follows. O

4. QUASI—BOUNDARY VALUE METHOD AND ITS MODIFICATION

We have seen in the preceding section that the considered inverse problem of retrieving the initial value
from the knowledge of final value and the source term, is an ill-posed problem in the sense that a small
perturbations in the data h and f may lead to a large deviation in the sought solution. But, in practice, we
shall have knowledge of the data that are corrupted by some noise. Thus, we have to employ some regularization
method to obtain stable approximations. In this section we shall employ the quasi-boundary value method, its
modifications and obtain error estimates for apriori as well as aposteriori parameter choice strategies.

For 8 > 0 and ¢ = NU {0}, we consider the following equation
ofv + A%y = f, in Qx(0,7),
(4.1) v=0=Av, on 0 x (0,7),
o(r) + B(=A)(0) =h, in Q,

where h € L?(Q) and f € L*°(0,7; L?>(Q2)). Note that 3 will play the role of regularization parameter.
By separation of variable method, we know that the solution of (4.1) is of the form
o0 t
ug(x,t) = Z [AnEaJ(—)\ita) + /0 (t— s)a_lEma(—)\i(t —35)Y) fn(s) ds] on(x),
n=1
where A,,’s are constants to be determined. Now using the condition ug(7) + (—A)%ug(0) = h, we obtain
hy — U5 (7)

An - 5 N,
Ear(22ro) 1 pad” "€
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where \I/?"(T) is as defined in (3.4). Therefore, the solution ug of (4.1) is given by

_ e T o, 1\ at®
h \I/J(c (7)) B (=Ant )+qz‘;’”(t)]<,0n($)

o0 ( n
4.2 ug(x,t) =
(4.2) pl@:t) nz::l [ Bt (—227%) 4+ AT
Now taking the noisy data h° and f? in place of the exact data h and f, respectively, the solution ug of (4.1)
is given by

\va"m) A(-X21)

(4.3) (z,1) = Z Oy g+ U Olen(),

n=1

where \I/?(;"(T) is as defined in (3.4).

LEMMA 4.1. Let f € L>(0,7; L*()) and h € L*(Q). For >0, let Ag(n) := & 1(_)\21Ta)+5)\q, n €N and
q € NU{0}. The following holds: ’
(i) There exists a constant Cy > 0, depending on «, 7, A1, Cy, such that

; q=0,
Sup AB( ) {(204/q)2/ q+2) 04((1]4_[1) W’ q 7é 0
(ii) For ¢ € NU{0}, we have
qué 77/(
nZ:l‘ al( )\27-11 _1_5)\4‘

< 2( SUP As(n)*([IAl* + 9HfH%oo(o,r;L2(Q))) < o0,

where 0 is as in Proposition 3./.

Proof. (i). Let ¢ = 0. Since Eq1(—A27%) > 0, it follows that Ag(n) < %, for all n.
Let ¢ # 0. From Theorem 2.1, we have

e
Eo1(—M2r )ZF

|

T=a) 1+A2 —. Thus, we have

where Cy := Ti=a)

)\2

7@1 —|—B)\%+2’ n € N.

Ag(n) <
Now the result follows from Lemma 2.3 (i).
(ii). The proof follows from Proposition 3.4 and Lemma 4.1 (i). O

Remark 4.2. Let h € L?(Q) and f € L>(0,7; L?>(Q)). It is worth to note that for every 8 > 0 and ¢ € NU{0},
we have ug(t) € L?(Q) for all 0 < t < 7, where ug(t) is as defined in (4.2). Indeed, for 0 < t < 7, the assertion
follows by the arguments employed in the proof of Theorem 3.6. For ¢t = 0, the assertion follows by Lemma 4.1

(ii). 0

Thus, it follows that for every 8 > 0,q € NU{0},h € L?(Q2) and f € L*(0,7; L*(Q)), the equation (4.1)
has a unique solution ug given by (4.2). In particular, we have

s hy, — U™ (T)

_ f
. w0 = 2 g gy ) € F O,

Note that these ug(0) are the candidates for the regularized solutions in this section.
For h® € L2(Q2) and f% € L>°(0,7; L2(Q)) from (43) we have

\I/a ()
—\2 7'0‘) + BAL

n

(4.5) Jon € LA ()

n:l



10 SUBHANKAR MONDAL

Theorem 4.3. Let 6 be as in Proposition 5./, Cy be as in Lemma 4.1 and ¢ € NU{0}. For § > 0, let
f, € L>(0,7; L2(Q)) and h,h € L*(Q) be such that
Ih =21+ 001 f = £l G e 0.mr20)) < 67

For g > 0, let ug(0) and ug(O) be as defined in (4.4) and (4.5), respectively. Then there exists a constant
Cs5 > 0, depending on Cy,q, such that

q=0,

3
[u%(0) — ug(0)] s{ 5

C5W7 q # 0.

Proof. We have
2

o ) — hy — U (7) + UG
W50 — w2 = Y| 8
’ n=1 Ea1(=A27%) + BAR
1 a,n a,n
< (wmmmmem) St O
2
< 2 — b O - W
< 2wty ) S AP )

< 2
- <Sﬂp 1(— )\27‘1 AN
Lemma3.3

b )

2
(I =B+ 01 f = Nl 0.m20)

= 2
<S%p 1 A%a + B

< 2 ! 52
= ' Ban (SN £ XE)

Now the proof follows from Lemma 4.1 (i) for ¢ = 0, and by taking C5 = v/2(2Cy/q)*/ (42 m forq#0. O

> n=1
>2§: Y 1 = FN e 05220
n=1

Remark 4.4. From Remark 4.2 and Theorem 4.3, it follows that retrieving ug(0) from the knowledge of f,h
associated with (4.1), is an well-posed problem. O

For p,p > 0, recall the definition of the source set S, as given in (3.11).

Theorem 4.5. Let ¢ € NU {0} and for f > 0, let ug(0) be as in (4.4), Cy be as in Lemma 4.1 and g be the
unique solution of (3.9). If g € S, p, for some p,p > 0, then there exist constants Cg > 0, depending on Cy, q,p,
and C7 > 0, depending on Cy,p,q, \1, such that

lup(0) — gl < { G087 0<p<a+2
— | Crop, p>q+2.

Proof. Recall that g =Y 07 | gn¢n, where g, is as in (3.5). Thus, we have

(e}

lus(0) —glI* = >

n=1

2

! 1 a,n
<Ea,1(—>\%70‘) + BN Ea,1(—>\%ra)> (hp — W5(7))
oA ? (Ml = W)\

- (=A\279) + BN} Eo1(—A279)

M

< SUPBB ZV”gn
< (sup Bs(n))? HQIIH,,,
n
here B Ban N
where Bg(n) = P el
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Now from Theorem 2.1, we observe that

A%+2
Bo(~X37) 4 g, > CLEONT
1

Cl)\%
(1+X2r)T(1-a) "
Case 1. Let 0 <p < q+2.
Then by Lemma 2.3 (ii), it follows that

where Cy =

Bg(n) < CefP/(0+2)]

_(Culg+2—-p) (g+2-p)/(q+2)

where Cg = <%) m.
Case 2. Let p > g+ 2.

Then o

BT B
Bg(n) < < < 78,
= e e VA

where C7 = W

Now the proof follows. O

Now we are in a position to state one of the main result of this section whose proof follows by combining the
estimates obtained in Theorems 4.3 and 4.5, respectively. This result provides the rates of convergence for the
approximations by regularized solutions obtained by modified quasi-boundary value method for all ¢ € NU{0}
under an apriori parameter choice strategy.

Theorem 4.6. For 3,6 > 0 and ¢ € NU {0}, let h,h?, f, f‘;,uﬁ(O),ug(O) be as in Theorem /.3. Let p,0,q be
as in Theorem /J.5. Let Cs,Cg,C7 be as in Theorems 4.3 and /.5, respectively. Then we have the following:
(i) For g =0,0 < p < 2, and the choice 3 ~ (6/0)% Pt there exists a constant Cy > 0, depending on
Cs, p, such that .
Hu?;(o) —g|l < 0892/(p+2)5p/(p+2),

(i) For ¢ =0, p > 2, and the choice 8 ~ (5/0)Y/2, there exists a constant Cy, depending on Cy, such that
43(0) — gll < Cogl/26V/2.

(iii) For q# 0,0 < p < q+2, and the choice B ~ (6/0) @2/ ®P+2) there exists a constant Cg > 0, depending
on C5,Cg,p,q, such that
[43(0) — gl < Cug? 257/ 42),

(iv) For ¢ # 0, p > q+ 2 and the choice B ~ (§/0) 4t/ @Y | there exists a constant Cy > 0, depending on
Cs,Cr,q, such that
”u%(o) — g|| < Cyp?/lat5la+2)/(a+4)

In Theorem 4.6 we have obtained the rates by choosing the regularization parameter § in a certain manner
that requires the apriori knowledge of p. This means that one has to apriori know the smoothness of the
unknown g. But that is not always feasible and is too restrictive to assume. In order to overcome this, we
provide an aposteriori parameter choice strategy in the subsequent analysis.

4.1. Error estimates with aposteriori parameter choice. For h € L?(Q) and f € L*(Q2), let T} s be
as in Proposition 3.4, that is, Tp 5 = > 07 Tﬁ:?cpn, where Tz? is as defined in (3.4). Also, recall that the
considered inverse problem is formulated as solving an operator equation T'g = Y}, y, where T is as defined in
(3.10).

We now state a result which has been used frequently in the literature. Since the context in which we are
using is new, we include only the key steps in the proof for the sake of completeness.

LEMMA 4.7. For 3,6 > 0 and ¢ € NU {0}, let u%(O) be as in (4.5) and Yys g5 be as defined above with
[Ths gsll # 0. Let

®(8) = [|Tu(0) — Tps gsll, B> 0.
Then the following holds:
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(i) ® is continuous and increasing.
(i3) limg 0 ®(B) = 0 and limg_,o ®(B) = || Ly ss]|-

Proof. (i). The continuity follows easily by observing that

S /82)\%Q(TQ,TL )2

@@= s
(Ea,1(=A279) + BAL)?

n=1

In order to show that ® is increasing, we first observe that for b, ¢ > 0, the function btb——f-c is increasing for ¢t > 0.
Since || Y5 ss | # 0, there exists some m € N, such that Tzén}é # 0. Using these facts, it follows that ® is indeed
increasing.
(ii). From the expression of (®(3))? it follows that limg_,o ®(8) = 0. Next, from Theorem 2.1, we obtain
52 )\%‘1 N 1
(Ba1 (A7) + BND)? = 1+ C/(BM (1 +X372))
where C' = % This implies that

(®(B))* >

I ———
1+ C/(BNI(1 + A2r2))

However, we also observe that
(®(8))* <[ Tpa pall*.
Now the proof follows by taking the limit as 5 — oo. O

LEMMA 4.8. Let g be the solution of (3.9) and suppose that g € S,,, for some o,p > 0. For 6 > 0, let ® be
as defined in Lemma J.7. Let &€ > /2 be given and v € (0,1) be fized. Then for every § > 0 small enough, with
(E+V2)8" < ||Th sl there exist unique B > 0 and Bs > 0 such that

(55) :g 5 (55) = 551/7
and the following result holds:
(i) For ¢ #0 and 0 < p < q, there exists a constant C11 > 0, depending on C1,Cq, «, T, \1,p,q, such that

1 < Oy @/t (Q>(q+2)/(p+2) '
B

-3 )
(ii) For ¢ #0 and p > q, there exists a constant C12 > 0, depending on C1,Ca, o, T, A1, D, q, such that
L Cn o
Bs — €—-v26

(i1i) For ¢ =0 we have
1 1 0

Bs )\1 (5 - \/5)
Proof. From Proposition 3.4 (ii), we first note that
h,f — LR IS < .
Tag = Tho goll < V35 < V36"

Let £ > /2. Now the existence of unique 8s, 85 > 0 satisfying ®(fBs) = €0 and <I>(55) = £6Y follows from Lemma
4.7 by observing that || Tys sl > [ Th sl — ||Thf - Tha goll = 6% > &£6. Thus, we have

AT s > o
5(5 = 55 _HZ )\27_0{ _|_5J;\q90 Z h‘%,f5(‘D"H

n=1
o > hé f&
N ”Z )\27'0‘ +5 )\q nl
e 55)‘[1 h6 S T Tz’?)

PV
<
< ||Z e r s R DY Ee ol

n
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Th
An f
< ©n 24.
= ”Z A%a el V2
Thus,
2
= BT
— V2282 < f
(€ ) - nE—:l 0,1 (—A27%) + BsAL
) )\2p
_ D n Ta,n 2
— o 7 al(_)\%ﬂ'a))2( )™
where Dg;(n) = 1p (B gkffj;z(;jij;é&q). Now, from Theorem 2.1, it can be verified that
Bs AP
Dgs.(n) < Clp————m——,
8s(n) < 10044_@5/\;1;r2
2
where 04 = %# and 010 = 1—1(19’#

(i). Let g #0and 0 < p < q.
Then we have

— 2
Cit BsAi+2 > 97 Pgyera  PH2

qg+2""" +2C

q+2
(BsATT2)a=P)/(a+2) () (P+2)/(a+2)

q+2

Cip+2)/(Q+2)Bé(q—p)/(q+2))\%—p_

Thus, in this case,

Ps _ (r+2)/(a+2)
Dﬁ(s (TL) < ClO C(p+2)/(q+2) (a—p)/(4+2) - C(11 /85 )
4 55

where C11 = W Therefore,
4

o) 2p

— V2282 < 2 5 2(p+2)/(g+2) n T2
(€ \/_) 0 < Ciibs ;::1 (Ea,l(—A%TO‘))Q( h,f)
- 0121562(p+2)/(q+2) Z A2 g2

n=1

< 0121 Q2552(p+2)/(q+2)_

Thus, we have

1 < < Cn >(q+2)/(p+2) (g)(q+2)/(p+2)
Bs — \&—V2 ) '
(ii). Let ¢ # 0 and p > g.

In this case, we have

Bs A P Cio Bs
Dgs.(n) < _— < = 6]
66( )= Co Cy +55/\?L+2 - Cy )\117_(1 cif

where Cpp = =10 Thus,
4

(€ —V2)%6? < CLB85% 0%,

and hence

1 Ci2
B i3

SIS

_ 4-p [(ﬁé/\%+2)(q—p)/(q+2)] (a+2)/(a—p) I p+2 [C«ip+2)/(q+2)] (g+2)/(p+2)

13
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(iii). Let ¢ = 0. Recall that there exists a unique 35 > 0 such that (13(55) = &0”. Thus, we have

v )\ T ) an 5(5 h57f‘5

B
HZ s Fnl + V28

<
< s
Therefore,
— /85( )2
_ \/5 2521/ < f
(5 ) — ;( (_)\27-&) +/86)2
= 55 al )\2 O‘))2
= Z )\2Ta)+,85)2gn
s (Ea1(—)\%7—0¢)) 2 2
— , 2w
nZ=:1 P (Bo1(=X272) + f35)2" " In
S ,
and hence N
(£ —V2)8" < 9)\_%5,
Therefore,
r__ 1 _1 e
By~ N(E— V)&

Thus, from Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 4.8, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.9. Let &,v € (0,1),8,®, 85 and Bs be as in Lemma 4.8. Let u%S(O) and ug(O) be as in (4.5) and

(4.4), respectively. Let g be the solution of (3.9) and Cs,C41,Ci2 be as in Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 4.8. If
g €8, for some o,p > 0, then the following result holds:

(i) For q # 0,0 < p < q, there exists a constant C14 > 0, depending on Cs,C11,&, p, such that
)
||u66(0) —ug,| < 014Q2/(p+2)5p/(p+2)'
(ii) For q #0, p > q, there exists a constant C15 > 0, depending on Cs,C12,&, q, such that
[uf, (0) — ug, (0)]] < Cyzo™ 9+ 59/ (a2,
(iii) For q =0, there exists a constant Cig > 0, depending on C5,&, \1, p, such that
i, (0) — s, (O)]] < Crp0s™ .

We now obtain estimate for [[ug, (0) — g|| and [lug, (0) — g]|.

Theorem 4.10. Let 6,v,&, Bs, Bs be as in Theorem /.9, ugs(0) be as in (4.4) and C3 be as in Theorem 3.10.

Let g be the solution of (3.9). If g € Sy, for some p,p > 0 then there exists a constant Cl5 > 0, depending on
Cs,p, &, such that the following holds:

(i) For q #0,

lg — ug, (0)]| < Oz P26/ +2),
(ii) For q =0,

g — g, (O)] < Chag? +)57/#+2),
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Proof. From the definition of T' (see (3.10)), we have

Tugs(0) Tuﬁ(; Z )\QTQ) AN (TM i Th:f)gpn,
and hence
2 Oul )‘ T a,n a,n2 2
1T, (0) = Tugs, (0)] Z|Ea,l ) H“q\ X0 — T2 < 267,
(i). Let g #0.

In this case, we have

I7g — Tug, () = |[Ths —Tus,(0)]
< [T, (0) — Ty O] + [T, 0) — Ty go| + [T g — Lo gl
< V204+ €0+ V26
= (£+2V2)5.

Now, recall that

[e.) TCVJL [e'e) Tan
9= us0) = nzz:l m“ﬁ - nZ::l Eai(- A%a) YA

_ Angn
o ZE )\27.(1) _1_5)\11

n=1 a,l

Thus,

[ee} 0 q 2 e}
2p o 2 _ 2p BAnGn < 2,2 2
SNl = us Ol = SN () < LAV < e

n=1 n=1 n=1

This shows that g —ug,(0) € Hy and ||g — ug,(0)|/z, < o. Thus, from Theorem 3.10, we have
lg — ug, (0)]| < Cg/(p+2)g2/(p+2) (€ + 2V2)P/ @ §p/042) — 1 g2/ 0 +2) 0/ (0+2),
where Cfy = O3/ (¢ 4 22/ 042,

(ii). Let ¢ =0.
Now repeating the arguments of (i) and using the fact ®(fs) = £6”, we obtain

ITg — Tuf, (0)]| < (§+2V2)6".

15

Also, it follows that g —uz (0) € Hp and [|g — uj (0)[|m, < o. Now, the proof follows by invoking the estimate

in Theorem 3.10.

Now we are in a position to state the main result of this section, whose proof follows by combining the

results in Theorems 4.9 and 4.10, respectively.

Theorem 4.11. Let 6,v,ug, and ug, be as in Lemma J.8. Let g be the solution of (3.9). If g € S,p, for some

0,p > 0 then the following holds:
(i) For q # 0,0 < p < q, we have
g — Ué@; )] < C{3Q2/(p+2)5p/(p+2) + Oy40% P12 5P/ (012),
(ii) For q # 0, p > q, we have
lg — u%6(0)|] < C{3Q2/(p+2)5p/(p+2) + Oy50%/(a12) 59/ (a+2)
(i1i) For q =0, we have
lg — U (0] < Cize 2/ pk2)5pv/0H2) 1 Oy 06",

0
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5. FOURIER TRUNCATION METHOD

In this section we obtain regularized approximations by truncating the Fourier expansion of appropriate
L? functions. The level at which the series expansion is truncated plays the role of regularization parameter.
We shall provide both the apriori and aposteriori parameter choice strategies and derive the corresponding
convergence rates of the approximation. We shall see that the rates obtained by this method are similar for
both the apriori and aposteriori parameter choice. Moreover, we shall see that the rates obtained by this
method does not possess the saturation effect which is in contrast to the rates obtained by quasi-boundary
value method and its modifications, as obtained in the previous section.

Throughout this section we assume the following: Let § > 0,h,R°, f, f® be as in Theorem 4.3, that is,
h,h® € L*(Q), f, f° € L>(0,7; L*(Q)) and

(5.1) 1= B0N2 + 011 = £ 01200y < 0%
where 6 =3¢ | L.
Let Tf:}b, ngn s be as defined in (3.4) and g € L?(2) be the solution of (3.9). Recall that solving (3.9) is

an ill-posed problem with respect to the perturbations in the data h and f. Thus, we aim to obtain stable
approximations for the sought initial value g by the Fourier truncation method. Towards this, for N € N, we
define

T
N
o2 = Sy
: T
SN . NN 5 g
g7 Zn:l E‘ (h ){27-04)()077,

Here the natural number N plays the role of regularization parameter. We shall choose N in terms of ¢ so that
under certain source condition we can derive the error estimates in terms of the noise §. First, we obtain an
estimate for ||g — g"||. For p, 0 > 0, recall the source set S, as defined in (3.11).

Theorem 5.1. Let g be the solution of (3.9) and for N € N, let g%V be as defined in (5.2). If g € S, for some

0,p > 0 then we have
0

p
)‘N+1

lg — g™l <

ro,n
Proof. Since g is a solution of (3.9), recall from (3.5) that, we have g = >"°7 | gnn, where g, = W{QTQ)

Thus, from the definition of ¢V, we have

e ) Thf
lg =™ = | ey nl’
ng\f:—‘rl Boi(=Xr) ™"
o0 o,n 2
- > (Er
n=N4+1 EaJ(—)\%TOC)
S 6 < ol
n=N+1 N+1
2
é %7
AN+1
that is,
4
lg — g™ <
A1

We now obtain bound for [|g" — ¢%V|.

Theorem 5.2. For § > 0 and N € N, let g and ¢> be as defined in (5.2) with h,h°, f, f° satisfying the
noise level as considered in (5.1). Then there exists a constant Cig > 0, depending on o, T, A\1,C1, such that

g™ — >N < CrgdN%.
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Proof. First we observe that from Theorem 2.1, we have

1 ~
<O\
Eqi(=22re) = %0
where Cig = F(l—"c)fl;L“ Now from the definition of ¢V and ¢*", we have
Ta n N Ta,n . Ta,n 2
N _ 6Nj2 _ hf hefo 2 h.f ho,fo
R e =)
5 2

< Cuis ZAi‘L(Ti’n TZanfs)
< Cis'Ay Z (Th} — Tif(s"fa)
< 267182>\N527

where Ci5 = v2C1s. Therefore,
lg™ — ¢Vl < CrsdAR-
O

Remark 5.3. Observe that Theorem 5.2 shows that ¢"’s are stable with respect to the perturbations in the
data h and f. O

We are now in a position to state and prove one of the main result of this section, that is, the apriori
parameter choice strategy and the corresponding error estimates. From now onwards we shall use the notation
[[7]] to denote the greatest integer not exceeding r, where r € R.

Theorem 5.4. Let e; and ey be as in (2.2). For § >0 and N € N, let h,h°, f, f°, ¢ be as in Theorem 5.2.
For o,p > 0, let g be as in Theorem 5.1. Let Cig be as in Theorem 5.2. Then for the choice

L g\ e
<018€’1’€§ 5) ’

there exists a constant Cig > 0, depending on o, T, 1,1, eq1, e, such that

Nj =

lg - "] < Crog? @+ 50/ #42)

Proof. Combining the estimates obtained in Theorems 5.1 and 5.2, we have

+ 0185)\2 + C185A2
>\N+1 )\p

+ C18562N4/5.

lg—g

\S/ e’l’NZP/d
(2:2)

For r > 0, let

S(T) = + 01862(57‘4/[1

_°
elr2r/d
Then it is easy to verify that S(r) attains its minimum at rs satisfying

Y 2¢ 4/d
m = 0186257‘6 .
€’s

L1 gy
= Cselel § '
[

We choose the regularization parameter N5 € N as Ny = [[r5]] , that is,

. | g\ Ve
0= Cigele3 d '

That is, we have,
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Then with this choice of Ng, we have,

5N 2 1 o\ ¥YP+2 2/(p+2) gp/ (p+2)
_ 0N < sl— £ — p+2) sp/(p
lg —g”™ || < Cises (Clge’fe% 5) Cigo ;
2\ P/ (P+2)
where 019 = <C—1682—>p g .
1
This completes the proof. O

In Theorem 5.4 we have provided a parameter choice strategy and obtained the corresponding convergence
rate. However, we observe that the choice of the regularization parameter N5 depends on p, which is related to
the smoothness of the unknown g. Therefore, the parameter choice strategy will work only if we know apriori
the smoothness of g. But, in practice, it is almost always impossible to know the smoothness apriori. Thus, to
overcome this situation, we provide the aposteriori parameter choice that only requires knowledge of the noise
§ and the observed data ho, f9.

5.1. Error estimates with aposteriori parameter choice. Recall that from Proposition 3.4, it follows
that for h € L*(Q) and f € L>(0,7; L*(Q)), we have that Yp, f = > o, Tz? on € L*(Q), where Tf:? is as
defined in (3.4). For N € N, we let

N
Ty = Z Ty en, and Ty = Z ho s P
n=1 n=1

We define
C(N) = [[Tps g5 = Tps sll, N eN.
Then it is easily seen that (V) — 0 as N — oo.
Let 1 > v/2. Then, for § > 0 sufficiently small, there exists N € N such that

(53) HTh57f‘5 - ThNg’fg” S ,Ué < HTh“,ﬂS Ti\; fl‘s”

Let Ny be the first natural number that satisfies (5.3). This Ns will be the regularization parameter that we
are looking for. Note that, clearly the choice of such Ns depends only on the known quantities, d, h?, f°.
We now obtain a bound for Ny in terms of 6.

LEMMA 5.5. Let ey be as in (2.2) and h, f be the exact data. For & > 0, let the noisy data h® and f° be
such that it satisfies (5.1). Let u > /2 be fired, N5 be the smallest natural number satisfying (5.3) and Co be
as in Theorem 2.1. Let g be the solution of (3.9). If g € S, for some p,p > 0, then there exists a constant
Cy > 0, depending on «,T,C5, such that

d/(2p+4)
Ny < (—020 g)
< 5 .
(1= V2)ef*? 0

Proof. First we note that

o o
Thp =100 = > Trion= > Eai(—X\ar")gnpn.
n=Ns n=Ns
Thus,
[o¢]
[RONE A = > 1Eaa (=22 Pgh
n=Ng
o0
02 9
< gn = C3 Z T
~~ (D(1 — «))272aNL 7"
Theorem?2.1 n=Ns n= N5
n g 2
- Co Z 2p+’Z < Clompra )\2p+4 Z)‘ o
n= N(g Ns n=1
0
< CQO A211)4_47

Ns
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where Oy = F(lfﬁ Thus,

Ns—1 0 Cao 0
Th,p = X% || < Coo < .
f )\57\74;2 e;i>+2 N§2p+4)/d

Now, observe that

o)
Ns—1 Ns—1 , ,
H(Th’f - Thé’fé) - (Th,(‘sf — Thf’f& )H2 — Z |Tz7? - Tz‘silf5|2 S 252
n=Ng

Therefore, we have

Ihs = TN = I(Chy = Yo o) — (TN = TN D) 4 (T g = T )]
= | Ths 5 — T%ﬁ;\\ — | (Chp = Tha gs) = (X5 = ThNa‘i;al)H
> (u—V2)6.

Thus, .
(b —V2)5 < ﬁ%w’
and hence

Cao 0

d/(2p+4)
Ny<|[—— ¢
<(u —V2)ef 0 )

We now obtain estimate for |lg — g™¥4|.

Theorem 5.6. Let g be the solution of (3.9) and g € Sy, for some p,p > 0. Let u1, 6, N5 be as in Lemma

J.J
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and g™% be as defined in (5.2). Let Oy be as in Theorem 2.1. Then there exists a constant Co1 > 0, depending

on a,T,\,C1,p, u, such that
lg — g™*|| < Cor "I/ D).,

Proof. Since g is a solution of (3.9), recall that g = > | gn¢n, where g, is as given in (3.5), that is, g, =

a,n
Thy

o\ Thus, from the definition of gNé, we have

2

o0 Tzvn

7f

lg — g™ = 0o

n:%(;:—l—l Ea,l(_)‘%Ta)
o ()

_ 2 : h.f (Ta7n)2p/(p+2)
- _\2.a))2 h,f

2/(p+2) ~ p/(p+2)

IN

> (Y377)? pam2
Z (Eo1(—X270))p+2 Z ( h,f)

n=N5+l n=N5+l

o) 92 2/(p+2) 00
n a,ny2
2 <Ea,1<—A%Ta>>p> 2. i)

TL:N5+1

p/(p+2)

p/(p+2)

IN

> o(ph?

n=N5+1

IN
N 3/\
2
ﬂ.

0o > 2/(p+2) 00

p/(p+2)

IN
Q

g P ) |37 (ppny2
n:N(S“Fl

= I'(1—a)(1+79)\2)
wher = ——b".
ere 018 Cl)\%
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Now, recall that
N,
[Ths s — Tha‘ifaH < w

and
1(Chg = Yoo po) = (X5 =T 2= S 0 — 097 2 < 252,
TL:N(S—I—I
Thus,
Yo (D = Ty = TR5
n=Ngs+1

= [[(Ths po — ThNa‘ifa) + (Th,p — Ths go) — (Tth} - ThN567f5)||2

< (p+v2)%0%
Thus, we obtain

g — g™o|% < 61827’/(”2)@4/(%2) (1 + /2)2P/ (P1+2) 520/ (0H2)
that is,
g — g'\s | < 02192/(p+2)5p/(p+2)’

where Co; = C'lgp/(p+2) (1 + \/E)p/(p+2)' n

We are now in a position to state and prove the main result of this section, in which we obtain the rates of
convergence corresponding to the aposteriori choice of the parameter Nj.

Theorem 5.7. Let i > /2,6 > 0, and Nj be as in Lemma 5.5. Let ¢®No be as in (5.2) and ey, e be as in
(2.2). Let g be the solution of (3.9). If g € Sy p, for some o,p > 0, then there exists a constant Ca3 > 0,
depending on w,a, T, \1,e1,ea,p, such that

lg — g5 || < Cag/ @+ 2/ 042

Proof. From the estimate obtained in Theorem 5.2, we have

1gNe — gD || < CisdN], < CandN,',

where Cop = €3C1g and ey is as in (2.2).
Thus, from Theorem 5.6, we have

lg — ™| < g — g™ | +1g™ — g

< Oy o2/ PP/ 0D 4 0, 5N§1/d

< Oy ¥ P2 ep/042) Ly 6 <%> o (§)2/<p+2>
) (1= VD)™ ;
C 2/(p+2)
— 2/(p+2) 5p/ (p+2) Gy 2 2) 50 (o 42)
= (Og 0*/ P2/ PT2) 4 Oy <(M—\/§)elf+2) 0%/ P +2) 5p/(p
= Oy30*/ P2 5p/ 0 +2)
= C: 2/(p+2)
where Cp3 = max {Cb;, 022(W) }- O

Remark 5.8. Clearly the rates obtained in Theorems 5.4 and 5.7, for the apriori and aposteriori case, respec-
tively, are of the same order, that is, O(5p/(p+2)) for all p > 0. Since 6?/®+2) — § as p — oo, it follows that
the rates for both apriori and aposteriori, obtained by the Fourier truncation method does not possesses the
saturation effect. O

Remark 5.9. (Optimality) In Section 2, we have already observed that the inverse problem of retrieving the
initial value g = u(-,0) from the knowledge of the final value h = u(-,7) and the source function f is same as
solving the operator equation

Tg="hy,
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where Y, p = 3507, Ty¥on, T)) is as defined in (3.4), and the compact self-adjoint operator T : L*(Q) —
L?(9) is defined by

To= § 5n<¢7 Spn>90na NS L2(Q),
n=1
where p, = Eq1(—A27%).

From Theorem 2.1, we have k,, > 0 for all n € N, and

C Cy
A_%SHTLS)\_%7 VHENa

~ 2 ~
where C = mﬁi;\llm and Co = % This shows that, T is also a self-adjoint positive operator. Now

repeating the arguments in [17, Section 5], we can arrive at the conclusion that for the source set S, , and the
operator 1" as considered above, the convergence rate O(ép/ (p+2)) is order optimal.

Thus, from Theorems 5.4 and 5.7, it follows that for the source set S, ,, the convergence rates obtained by
FTM are order optimal for both the apriori and aposteriori parameter choice strategies for all p > 0. Also, from
Theorems 4.6 and 4.11, we observe that for MQBVM: if 0 < p < ¢ + 2 then the rate obtained for the apriori
case is order optimal, whereas if 0 < p < ¢ then the rate obtained for the apsoteriori case is order optimal. ¢

6. CONCLUSION

We have initiated a study on the backward problem for a time-fractional fourth order parabolic PDE. Since
the considered problem is ill-posed, we have obtained stable approximations by employing quasi-boundary value
method, its modifications and the Fourier truncation method. Under some Sobolev smoothness assumption
on the sought initial value, we have obtained convergence rates for all these methods under both apriori and
aposteriori parameter choice strategies. We observed that for certain cases all the considered methods produces
same convergence rates in both the apriori and aposteriori cases. However, we observed that the rates obtained
by QBVM and MQBVM possesses the saturation effect but the rates obtained by FTM is free of such effect.
Moreover, we observed that the rates obtained by FTM is order optimal for all values of the smoothness index

p.
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