arXiv:2109.11353v3 [math.AP] 11 Oct 2022

Cauchy problem for a fractional anisotropic parabolic equation in anisotropic Hölder spaces.

Sergey Degtyarev

State Agency ”Institute of applied mathematics and mechanics”, Donetsk, Ukraine

Abstract

We consider a Cauchy problem for a fractional anisotropic parabolic equation in anisotropic Hölder spaces. The equation generalizes the heat equation to the case of fractional power of the Laplace operator and the power of this operator can be different with respect to different groups of space variables. The time derivative can be either fractional Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative or usual derivative. Under some necessary conditions on the order of the time derivative we show that the operator of the whole problem is an isomorphism of appropriate anisotropic Hölder spaces. Under some another conditions we prove unique solvability of the Cauchy problem in the same spaces.

1 Introduction.

The present paper is devoted to correctness in anisotropic Hölder spaces of a Cauchy problem for a fractional partial differential equation which generalizes the classical heat equation. Let N be the dimension of the space R^N , T > 0 is a given positive number, R^N_T ≡ R^N × (0, T ). Let further the set of coordinates of a point x = (x_1, x_2, ..., x_N ) is split into r groups of lengths N_i, i = 1, 2, ..., r, N_1 + N_2 + ...N_r = N. Let, besides, θ > 0 be an integer or a noninteger number and σ_k > 0, k = 1, 2, ..., r. Denote z_1 = (x_1, ..., x_{N1} ), z_2 = (x_{N1 +1}, ..., x_{N1 +N2} ), ..., z_r = (x_{N1 +...+Nr−1+1}, ..., x_N ). (1.1) Consider the following Cauchy problem for the unknown function u(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N_T , D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N_T , (1.2) ∂^iu ∂t^i (x, 0) = u_i(x), x ∈ R^N , { i = 0, 1, ..., [θ], θ is a noninteger, i = 0, 1, ..., θ − 1, θ is an integer,

(1.3)

where [θ] is the integer part of a number θ. Let’s explain the above notations. Firstly, here f(x, t) and u_0(x) are some given functions, defined in R^N_T and R^N correspondingly. Further, the symbol D^θ_{∗t} (with the lower asterisk) means the fractional Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative (often called just the Caputo derivative) of a non-integer order θ > 0 with respect to t. Such derivative of order θ ∈ (0, 1) is defined by

D^θ_{∗t}g(t) = 1 Γ(1 − θ) t∫ 0 g^′(τ)dτ (t − τ)^θ = 1 Γ(1 − θ) d dt t∫ 0 [g(τ) − g(0)] dτ (t − τ)^θ , t > 0, (1.4)

and for the case of order θ ∈ (n − 1, n)

D^θ_{∗t}g(t) = D^{θ−n+1}_{∗t} g^{(n−1)}(t). (1.5)

The second equality in (1.4) links the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative to the classical Riemann - Liouville fractional derivative D^θ_t (without the lower asterisk), and the last for θ ∈ (0, 1) is defined by

D^θ_t g(t) = 1 Γ(1 − θ) d dt t∫ 0 g(τ)dτ (t − τ)^θ , t > 0. (1.6)

Thus, for θ ∈ (0, 1), D^θ_{∗t}g(t) = D^θ_t [g(t) − g(0)] . (1.7) In general, for θ ∈ (n − 1, n) (n is a positive integer), the Riemann - Liouville fractional derivative is defined by

D^θ_t g(t) = 1 Γ(1 − θ) d^n dt^n t∫ 0 g(τ)dτ (t − τ)^{θ−n+1} , t > 0, (1.8)

and the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative can be expressed as

D^θ_{∗t}g(t) = 1 Γ(1 − θ) t∫ 0 g^{(n)}(τ)dτ (t − τ)^{θ−n+1} = (1.9)

= 1 Γ(1 − θ) d dt t∫ 0 [ g^{(n−1)}(τ) − g^{(n−1)}(0) ] dτ (t − τ)^{θ−n+1} =

= 1 Γ(1 − θ) d^n dt^n t∫ 0

[ g(τ) −^{n−1} ∑ k=0 g^{(k)} (0) k! τ^k ] dτ (t − τ)^{θ−n+1} =

= D^θ_t [ g(t) − n−1∑ k=0 t^kg^{(k)}(0) k! ] , t > 0. As for different definitions of some others fractional derivatives, we can refer to, for example, [1], [2], [3], Ch. 3. We consider the above Cauchy problem with the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative with respect to time t because it is well known that the Cauchy problem with initial condition (1.3) in the case of the Riemann - Liouville derivative in the equation is incorrect and it does not carry a proper physical meaning. The correct statement for equations with the Riemann - Liouville derivative must include some nonlocal condition instead of (1.3) - see [1], [3], Ch. 3. In the present paper we consider a Cauchy problem with usual initial condition (1.3) and therefore we use namely the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative in equation (1.2).

At last, the summands (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) in equation (1.2), k = 1, ..., r, are fractional powers of the Laplace operators of powers σ_k/2 > 0 with respect to the corresponding group of the space variables z_k. These fractional operators can be defined in terms of the Fourier transform as follows. Let z_k = (x_{j+1}, x_{j+1}, ..., x_{j+Nk} ) be such a group of the space variables and let the corresponding group of ”dual” (in the sense of the Fourier transform) group of variables be ζ_k ≡ (ξ_{j+1}, ..., ξ_{j+Nk} ). Denote by F_k[u] the Fourier image of a function u(x, t) with respect to the variables z_k that is F_k[u](x_1, ..., x_j , ζ_k, x_{j+Nk +1}, ..., x_N , t) ≡ ≡ 1 (2π)^{Nk}2 ∫ z_k ∈R^Nk u(x_1, ..., x_j , z_k, x_{j+Nk +1}, ..., x_N , t)e^{−i(zk ,ζk )}dz_k. (1.10) Then by definition

(−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) ≡ F^{−1}_k [|ζ_k|^{σk} F_k [u]], (1.11)

where F^{−1}_k is the inverse transform to (1.10). Besides, operator (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} from (1.11) can be defined for σ_k > 0 as follows (see, for example, [1], Ch.5, [3], Ch.3). Denote finite difference of a function u(x, t) with respect to a group of space variables z_k with a step η_k by δ_{ηk ,zk} u(x, t) = u(x_1, ..., x_j , z_k + η_k, x_{j+Nk +1}, ..., x_N , t) − u(x, t) and denote the corresponding finite difference of an order m > 1 by δ^m_{ηk ,zk} u(x, t) = δ_{ηk ,zk} ( δ^{m−1}_{ηk ,zk} u(x, t) ) . Then (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) = C_{Nk ,σk ,m} ∫ η_k ∈R^Nk δ^m_{ηk ,zk} u(x, t) |η_k|^{Nk +σk} dη_k , (1.12)

where m > σ_k is arbitrary, C_{Nk ,σk ,m} is some constant, which depends only on m, on the dimension N_k of the group of the variables z_k, and on σ_k.

The question of a possible domain of definition for the operators D^θ_{∗t} and (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} will be discussed a little bit below.

Problem (1.2), (1.3) belongs to a class of mathematical models with fractional differentiation. Similar models arises in very many contemporary investigations in different branches of science and technology. In particular, such models describe different processes in fractal media and differential operators like in (1.2) serve as generators for definite random processes, which are actively investigated at present. It is impossible even outline here all different applications of the model under consideration and for details we refer the reader to the monographs [1], [2], [3], to the survey papers [4], [5], and to a plenty of other recent monographs, devoted to investigations and applications of fractional models.

Note that we can observe nowadays almost explosive growth of investigations on properties of mathematical models with fractional differential operators in view of their great importance and numerous applications. At the same time problems for equations of the kind (1.2), that contains and a fractional time derivative, and a fractional Laplace operator are investigated quite a little. As for the investigations of correctness for such problems in classes of smooth functions (especially up to the initial time moment), the author is aware of just a few papers, devoted to such questions. Therefore we describe shortly only the main known results related to the issues studied in this paper. And we stress that we do not comment, for example, all the papers with different results on fundamental solutions for more-less related equations, - at least just because we do not use the methods of explicit fundamental solutions.

Nevertheless, we start with the paper [6], which contains the fundamental solution for the ”doubly fractional” equation (in our notations)

D^θ_t u(x, t) + (−Δ_x)^{σ2} u(x, t) = 0, (x, t) ∈ R^N × (0, ∞)

under the restrictions 0 < θ < 2, 0 < σ ≤ 2 on the orders of fractional differentiation. It was shown that in dependence on relations between θ, σ, and the space dimension N, the fundamental solution can be either positive or changing it’s sign.

In the paper [7] the maximum principle is proved for an initial problem for a similar equation with nonzero right hand side.

A Cauchy problem for the equation with the usual first derivative in time ∂u ∂t (x, t) + (−Δ_x)^{σ2} u(x, t) = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N × (0, ∞) is considered in [8]. The paper deals with two types of ”heat” potentials, which formally give in their sum a solution to the problem according to the Duhamel formula. These potentials have as their kernel the fundamental solution for the equation. One of them, a volume potential, is associated with the right hand side f(x, t) of the equation, and the another, an initial potential, - with the initial datum u_0(x). The paper gives for these potentials estimates in the spaces L_p([0, T ], F^{a,b}_c (R^N )) and L_p([0, T ], B^{a,b}_c (R^N )), where F^{a,b}_c (R^N ) is the Triebel - Lizorkin space, and B^{a,b}_c (R^N ) is the Besov - Lipschitz space with respect to the space variables. It is known that the Besov - Lipschitz spaces in their particular case B^{∞,∞}_c (R^N ) include the Hölder spaces, and the paper contains estimates for the volume potential (with the density f(x, t)) for this particular case and for p = ∞. Thus the paper gives estimates of the volume potential in the space of functions with the bounded in time norm in the space C^{σ+α}(R^N ) with respect to x under the condition of boundedness in time of the density f(x, t) in the space C^α(R^N ), α ∈ (0, 1). However, the range of the spaces, considered in the paper for the initial potential with the density u_0(x), does not contain estimates in the space L_∞([0, T ], B^{∞,∞}_α (R^N )) = L_∞([0, T ], C^α(R^N )). That is the classical smoothness of the initial potential (both with respect time and space) is not considered.

An analogous Cauchy problem for a similar equation with f(x, t) ≡ 0 was investigated in [9]. In this paper the initial data can have a growth at infinity with the restriction |u_0(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^{σ−ε}, ε > 0. For such initial data an existence and uniqueness of the classical solution is, in particular, proved - in the sense that the solution itself and it’s derivatives, included in the equation, are continuous, and the solution approaches it’s initial datum in the classical sense.

The paper [10] is devoted, in particular, to smoothness issues of the solution to the Cauchy problem for the equation ∂u ∂t (x, t) + Lu(x, t) = Lf(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N × (0, ∞) with the usual derivative in time and with rather general nonlocal operator L with respect to the space variables. This operator generalizes space operator from equation (1.2) in the sense of (1.12) (but for the same order of fractional differentiation in each space direction σ_1 = ... = σ_r = σ). Note that the right hand side Lf(x, t) in the equation is a distribution since smoothness of the function f(x, t) from an anisotropic Hölder space is less than the order of operator L. Therefore the paper deals with a weak solution and the initial data are supposed from some Lebesgue space. It is shown that this solution u(x, t) for t > 0 inherits the smoothness properties of the function f(x, t), and thus u(x, t) belongs to the same anisotropic Hölder space as f(x, t) with some estimate of Hölder seminorm of u(x, t) over the same seminorm of f(x, t).

The papers [11], [12], [13] are also devoted to studying of equations of the form ∂u ∂t (x, t) + Lu(x, t) = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N × (0, ∞) (1.13) with some nonlocal operator L, which generalizes the fractional Laplace operator (−Δ_x)^{σ2} in the sense of definition (1.12).

Moreover, the paper [11] deals with a completely nonlinear operator L and the equation has the form ∂u ∂t (x, t) = inf_{a∈A}(L_au(x, t) + f_a(x, t)),

where a parameter a runs through some index set A. For a solution to this equation sharp local (inner) Schauder and some other estimates of smoothness are obtained.

The paper [12] is also devoted to studying of equation (1.13). For the Cauchy problem with zero initial condition existence and uniqueness of the Hölder smooth solution is obtained. Moreover, under the assumption that the right hand side f(x, t) has a finite Hölder seminorm with respect to the space variables x there were proved sharp partial Schauder estimates with respect to the same space variables x. Under the same assumption there were also proved some interesting estimates of the smoothness with respect to time t for the solution.

The paper [13] in it’s turn contains sharp inner Schauder estimates for equation (1.13) in some natural Hölder space and some interesting boundary estimates.

The papers [14], [15] deals with Cauchy problem (1.2), (1.3) with a fractional derivative in time and with the usual Laplacian as the space operator. Here some estimates of the solution in different Sobolev spaces are obtained.

Further, the papers [16] - [19] are devoted to studying of abstract parabolic equation with a fractional time derivative in Banach spaces.

Some other questions of regularity and qualitative behavior of solutions to fractional equations of the kind were considered, in particular, in [21] - [27].

Remark 1.1 Let us stress that all the above regularity results and estimates do not contain complete sharp coercive estimates in smooth functional classes up to the initial time moment t = 0. And question of qualified smoothness up to the initial time moment with a corresponding sharp estimate in the case of smooth initial data is still open. Therefore the goal of the present paper is to find conditions for smoothness of possible solutions to (1.2), (1.3) up to t = 0 likewise it takes place for usual parabolic equations.

Naturally, since the present paper is not a survey, it can not give even a brief description of all huge amount of the existing results on regularity for fractional parabolic equations. Therefore we confine ourselves to some known to us existing investigations that are mostly adjacent (in our opinion !) to the issues that are the main purpose of the paper.

Nevertheless, it is very important to refer here the mostly recent papers [28] and [29], which were published after the present paper was prepared. These papers are closely related to the questions under our consideration. They consider a fractional parabolic equation with a general nonlocal space operator, which generalizes the fractional Laplacian. The investigations in [28] and [29] are based on the methods of operator semigroups and include properties of the corresponding semigroups. In particular, along with other questions, the questions of the Schauder estimates for the related equations are considered.

Besides, we would like to refer shortly one more paper [30], which also was published after the present paper was prepared. Here the authors derive long time L_p − L_q decay estimates, in the full range 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, for the timedependent Fourier multipliers ~m(t, ξ) = e^{±i|ξ|σ t−|ξ|θ t}, which correspond to the Cauchy problem for the homogeneous equation

u_{tt} + (−Δ)^σ u + (−Δ)^{θ2} u_t = 0.

The subsequent content of the paper is as follows. In the next section we define standard anisotropic Hölder spaces and those of them that corresponds to the anisotropy of equation (1.2). These particular spaces will be the working spaces for our considerations of problem (1.2), (1.3). The section is concluded by the formulation of the main results of the paper in terms of the mentioned spaces.

In section 3 we formulate some (mainly known) results on operators of fractional differentiation in isotropic Hölder spaces.

Sections 4 and 5 are also auxiliary and they are devoted to the actions of fractional differentiation on Schwartz and Lizorkin spaces and also on their dual spaces of distributions.

In sections 6 and 7 we study operators of fractional differentiation in anisotropic Hölder spaces. The results of this section show that the operator of problem (1.2), (1.3) is a bounded linear operator in the corresponding anisotropic spaces.

Below, to prove the existence of the bounded inverse operator to the operator of problem (1.2), (1.3), we use some results on Fourier multipliers in anisotropic Hölder spaces. Therefore we formulate these results in section 8.

The fact of existence (under proper conditions) of the mentioned inverse operator to problem (1.2), (1.3) is proved in the subsequent sections 9 - 14.

At that we fist consider separately in sections 9 and 10 the cases of minimal fractional and integer orders of differentiation with respect to time θ ∈ (0, 1) and θ = 1. Here the exponents of smoothness in time are supposed to be θ + θα and 1 + α correspondingly, where θα ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ (0, 1).

Then, in sections 11 and 12 we show that the smoothness of the solution to (1.2), (1.3) rises in accordance with the rising of the data of the problem. That is we in fact consider the case of arbitrary high smoothness of the data.

To move to the problems with an arbitrary large order of time differentiation θ > 1, we consider next the question of constructing of functions from anisotropic Hölder spaces with given initial functional values at t = 0 up to maximal possible order. The corresponding construction is described in section 13. This is necessary to reduce an initial problem to a problem with zero initial data. We can not use for that the known results on this subject since such results are absent for the case of an irrational anisotropy of Hölder spaces.

At last, section 14 concludes the proofs of the main theorems 2.1, 2.3 and 2.5 below.

2 Functional spaces and formulation of the main results.

In this paper we use some natural for equation (1.2) anisotropic Hölder spaces of functions with different smoothness with respect to different variables. Let l = (l_1, l_2, ..., l_N ), where l_i are arbitrary positive non-integer numbers. Denote by C^l(R^N ) the Banach space of functions u(x), x ∈ R^N , with the finite norm ‖u‖_{Cl(RN )} ≡ |u|^{(l)}_{RN} = |u|^{(0)}_{RN} + N∑ i=1 ⟨u⟩^{(li )}_{xi,RN} , (2.1)

|u|^{(0)}_{RN} = sup_{x∈RN} |u(x)|, (2.2)

⟨u⟩^{(li)}_{xi,RN} = sup_{x∈RN ,h>0} |D^{[li]}_{xi} u(x_1, x_2, ..., x_i + h, ..., x_N ) − D^{[li]}_{xi} u(x)| h^{li−[li]} . (2.3)

Here [l_i] the integer part of a number l_i, D^{[li]}_{xi} u(x) is the derivative of a function u(x) of order [l_i] with respect to a variable x_i. Seminorm (2.3) can be equivalently defined as ([31] - [34]) ⟨u⟩^{(li)}_{xi,RN} ≃ sup_{x∈RN ,h>0} |δ^k_{h,xi} u(x)| h^{li} , (2.4)

where δ_{h,xi} = u(x_1, x_2, ..., x_i+h, ..., x_N )−u(x) represents the difference of a function u(x) with respect to a variable x_i with a step h, δ^k_{h,xi} u(x) = δ_{h,xi} ( δ^{k−1}_{h,xi} u(x) ) = (δ_{h,xi} )^k u(x) is the difference of an arbitrary fixed order k > l_i. It is known (see, for example, [32]), that functions from the space C^l(R^N ) admit also some mixed derivatives up to a definite order depending on the set of the exponents l_i. At that all the mixed and ”pure” derivatives D^{[li]}_{xi} have finite Hölder seminorms with some exponents with respect to all the variables. Namely, let k = (k_1, k_2, ..., k_N ), k_i ≤ [l_i] and

ω = 1 − N∑ i=1 k_i l_i > 0, (2.5)

and d = (d_1, d_2, ..., d_N ), where d_i = ωl_i. Then D^k_xu(x) ∈ C^d(R^N ), ‖ ‖ ‖D^k_xu(x) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Cd(RN )} ≤ C(N, l, k) ‖u(x)‖_Cl_{(R}N_) . (2.6) In the present paper we are going to consider solutions to problem (1.2), (1.3), that is functions u(x, t) defined in the domain R^N_T ≡ R^N ×(0, T ) (including the case R^N_∞ = R^N ×(0, ∞)). For such domains in the space R^{N+1} all definitions and properties in (2.1) - (2.6) (for the space R^N ) are also valid with respect to all variables (x, t) ∈ R^{N+1}. In view of the character of equation (1.2) and in view of our splitting of the whole set of the space variables into r groups z_k of length N_k (see definition (1.1)), we introduce now some additional notations. Let α ∈ (0, 1) be chosen in a way that numbers θα and θ + θα are positive non-integers, where θ is the order of the derivative in t from equation (1.2). We suppose that functions u(x, t) under consideration have smoothness in t of order θ + θα in the sense of definition (2.3) that is the value of ⟨u⟩^{(θ+θα)}_{t,RNT} is finite. We suppose also that for each group z_k from (1.1) the smoothness order of u(x, t) with respect to each space variable from z_k is σ_k (1 + α), where σ_k α and σ_k + σ_kα are non-integers. That is for each space variable x_i inside z_k the seminorm ⟨u⟩^{σk (1+α)}

x_i,R^N_T is finite. Denote the total Hölder seminorm with respect

to the group z_k by ⟨u⟩^{σk (1+α)}_{zk ,RNT} , that is ⟨u⟩^{σk (1+α)} z_k ,R^N_T ≡ ∑ x_i∈z_k ⟨u⟩^{(σk (1+α))} x_i,R^N_T . (2.7)

Denote, besides, the set of the orders of fractional differentiation with respect to different groups of space variables in equation (1.2) by σ = (σ_1, σ_2, ..., σ_r) and the set of the smoothness exponents with respect to different groups by σ(1+α) = (σ_1(1+α), σ_2(1+α), ..., σ_r (1+α)). Denote, at last, the Hölder space of functions u(x, t) with described anisotropic smoothness by C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ). That is C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) is the Hölder space of bounded and continuous in the closed domain R^N_T functions with the finite over R^N_T norm ‖u‖_{Cσ(1+α),θ+θα (RNT )} ≡

≡ |u|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T = |u| (0) R^N_T + r∑ k=1 ⟨u⟩^{(σk (1+α))} z_k ,R^N_T + ⟨u⟩ (θ+θα) t,R^N_T , (2.8)

where ⟨u⟩^{(σk (1+α))}

z_k ,R^N_T are defined in (2.7) and

|u|^{(0)}_{RNT} = sup (x,t)∈R^N_T |u(x, t)|. (2.9)

Besides, we denote by C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) the space of functions u(x) with dependance only on the space variables, with R^N as the domain of their definition, and with defined above smoothness in the space variables that is

‖u‖_Cσ(1+α)_{(R}N_) ≡ |u|^{(σ(1+α))}_{RN} = |u|^{(0)}_{RN} + r∑ k=1 ⟨u⟩^{(σk (1+α))} z_k ,R^N . (2.10)

At the same time, for the right hand side f(x, t) of equation (1.2) we use a Hölder space with a lower smoothness - according to the orders of differentiation in (1.2) in t and x. Namely, we use the space C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) with the norm ‖f‖_{Cσα,θα(RNT )} ≡ |f|^{(σα,θα)}_{RNT} = |f|^{(0)}_{RNT} + r∑ k=1 ⟨f⟩^{(σk α)}_{zk ,RNT} + ⟨f⟩^{(θα)}_{t,RNT} . (2.11) Note that all the above definitions of functional spaces are preserved and in the case of bounded domains in R^N and R^N_T .

In what follows we will use also the closed subspace of the space C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) with elements f(x, t), that are identically equal to zero at t = 0, f(x, 0) ≡ 0. We denote this subspace by C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ). And analogously we denote by C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) and C^{σ(1+α),θ;σα}(R^N_T ) (underlined) the closed subspaces of the corresponding spaces consisting of functions that equal to zero at t = 0 together with all their derivatives in t up to the order [θ].

Turning now to the original problem (1.2), (1.3), we consider it as a linear operator L in the introduced functional spaces. That is for an integer θ = n L: C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) → → C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) × C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) × C^{σ(1+α)− 1n σ} × ... × C^{σ(1+α)− n−1n σ}, (2.12) and for a non-integer θ (under some conditions) L: C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) → → C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) × C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) × C^{σ(1+α)− 1θ σ}(R^N ) × ... × C^{σ(1+α)− [θ]θ σ}. (2.13) This operator maps a function u(x, t) from the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to it’s image under applying the whole differential operator from (1.2) (that is the corresponding function f(x, t) from the space C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T )) and it’s initial traces u_0(x) = u(x, 0), u_1(x) = u_t(x, 0), ... , u_{n−1}(x) = u^{(n−1)}_t (x, 0) ( ...,u_{[θ]}(x) = u^{([θ])}_t (x, 0) ) up to the order n − 1 ( in the case of an integer θ = n) or up to the order [θ] in the case of a non-integer θ. The correctness of this definitions is stated by the following main theorems of the present papers.

Theorem 2.1 Let θ = n > 0 be an integer and not a number of the form n ≠ 4k+2, k = 0, 1, .... Let further α be a positive non-integer such that nα is a noninteger. Let, at last, σ_k, k = 1, ..., r, are positive numbers such that σ_kα and σ_k + σ_kα, k = 1, ..., r, are non-integers. Then the operator L is a linear isomorphism from the space C^{σ(1+α),n+nα}(R^N_T ) to the space C^{σα,nα}(R^N_T ) × C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) × C^{σ(1+α)− 1n σ} × ... × C^{σ(1+α)− n−1n σ} as it is indicated in (2.12).

If the function f(x, t) in (1.2) is defined for all t > 0 in the domain R^N_∞ = R^N ×[0, ∞) and it’s norm in the space C^{σα,nα}(R^N_∞) is finite (that is if |f(x, t)|^{(σα,nα)}_{RN∞} < ∞), then Cauchy problem (1.2), (1.3) has the unique solution u(x, t), which belongs to the space C^{σ(1+α),n+nα}(R^N_∞) locally in time t and the following estimates are valid ⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),n+nα)} R^N_∞ ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,nα)} R^N_∞ + n−1∑ i=0 |u_i|^{(σ(1+α)− in σ)} R^N ) , (2.14)

|u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,nα)} R^N_∞ + n−1∑ i=0 |u_i|^{(σ(1+α)− in σ)} R^N ) (1+ ~T^{n+α})+|u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ ∞. (2.15)

Remark 2.2 For a non-integer θ operator L not always is an isomorphism of the indicated above spaces but only under some conditions (see Theorem 2.5 below). For example, the function with no dependance on x, namely u(x, t) = t, belongs in fact to C^∞(R^N_T ) and the more u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) with arbitrary large exponents. Let θ ∈ (0, 1) and α is sufficiently big so that θα > 1. The value of the differential expression from (1.2) for this function is equal to f(x, t) = D^θ_{∗t}u = C(θ)t^{1−θ} , so that the maximal smoothness of f(x, t) in t up to t = 0 is equal to 1 − θ, which is less than needed smoothness θα, 1 − θ < θα. Likewise, the function u(x, t) = t^θ for θ ∈ (0, 1) is a solution to (1.2), (1.3) with the corresponding constant function f ≡ const and with zero initial condition. And this u(x, t) has up to t = 0 the order of smoothness in t exactly θ and not θ + θα. Sharp consideration of such cases are out of the scope of the present paper. And our goal is to determine conditions for problem (1.2), (1.3) to behave likewise Cauchy problems for usual parabolic equations (comp. [35]) - see Remark 1.1.

However, the following theorem on solvability of problem (1.2), (1.3) is valid.

Theorem 2.3 Let θ > 0 be a non-integer, and let α > 0 be such that θα and θ + θα are non-integers. Let further σ_k , k = 1, ..., r, be positive non-integers such that σ_kα and σ_k + σ_kα, k = 1, ..., r, are non-integers. Let also be fulfilled the following compatibility condition f(x, 0) = r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u_0(x), x ∈ R^N (2.16)

and for θα > 1 the condition d^if(x, 0) dt^i ≡ 0, i = 1, ..., [θα]. If θ ∈ (0, 2) then problem (1.2), (1.3) has the unique solution from the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) with the estimate |u|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, θ, α, T ) |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + [θ]∑ i=0 |u_i|^{(σ(1+α)− iθ σ)} R^N . (2.17)

In the case T = ∞ ⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_∞ ≤ C(σ, θ, α) |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_∞ + [θ]∑ i=0 |u_i|^{(σ(1+α)− iθ σ)} R^N , (2.18)

|u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, θ, α) |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_∞ + [θ]∑ i=0 |u_i|^{(σ(1+α)− iθ σ)} R^N × (2.19)

× ( 1 + ~T^{θ+θα} ) + |u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ T. If now θ > 2 then the previous statement including the corresponding above estimates is still valid under the additional assumption {θ} + θα > 1.

Remark 2.4 We stress that condition (2.16) is necessary for the smoothness up to t = 0 since the fractional derivative D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) of a function u(x, t) from the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) is always equal identically to zero at t = 0 - see Proposition 3.2 below.

As a sufficient condition for the operator L in the case of non-integer θ to be an isomorphism of the corresponding spaces is the simple condition {θ}+θα < 1. That is the following theorem is valid.

Theorem 2.5 Let θ > 0 be a non-integer and α > 0 be such that θα and θ + θα are non-integers. Let further σ_k , k = 1, ..., r be positive numbers such that σ_k α and σ_k + σ_kα, k = 1, ..., r, are nonintegers. If {θ} + θα < 1, then the operator L is an isomorphism of the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) and the closed subspace of the space C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) × C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) × C^{σ(1+α)− 1θ σ} (R^N ) × ... × C^{σ(1+α)− [θ]θ σ} , which consists of the sets (f, u_0, u_1, ..., u_{[θ]}) were f and u_0 obey condition (2.16).

3 Some preliminaries.

This section is included for the completeness and it contains some known properties of fractional differential operators of the present paper. All the statements of this section are formulated in the form we need below.

Firstly, on the ground of Section 3, Ch.1, in [1] (see, in particular, Section 3.1, Corollary 1), directly from definitions (1.4), (1.5), (1.9) we infer the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1 The fractional differential operator D^θ_{∗t} for noninteger θ + θα (θα ∈ (0, 1)) and {θ} + θα < 1 is a bounded linear operator from C^{θ+θα}([0, T ]) to C^{θα}([0, T ]). That is if u(t) ∈ C^{θ+θα}([0, T ]), then |D^θ_{∗t}u(t)|^{(θα)}_{[0,T ]} ≤ C(α, θ, T )|u(t)|^{(θ+θα)}_{[0,T ]} , (3.1) where |u(t)|^{(λ)}_{[0,T ]} is the norm in the space C^λ([0, T ]), λ > 0.

If now u(t) ∈ C^{θ+θα}([0, T ]) and u^{(i)}(0) = 0, i = 0, 1, ..., [θ + θα], then (3.1) is valid without the restriction {θ} + θα < 1.

Further, the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative possesses the following property (compare [2], Theorem 2.2).

Proposition 3.2 If a function u(t) ∈ C^{θ+θα}([0, T ]) with a positive noninteger θ, then it’s derivative D^θ_{∗t}u(t) vanishes at t = 0 that is

D^θ_{∗t}u(t)|_{t=0} = 0. (3.2)

In other words, if a function u(t) has some higher smoothness, than a fractional θ > 0, then it’s Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative of order θ necessarily vanishes at t = 0.

We include a short proof for the completeness.

Proof. Note first that, in view of the second equality in representation (1.9), we can without loss of generality assume θ ∈ (0, 1).

Further, if θ + θα ≥ 1, then property (3.2) follows directly from the first equality in representation (1.9), since in this case the expression under the integral is integrable.

If now θ + θα < 1, then after some smoothing of u(t) (for example, as it was done in Section 9.4 below) we obtain a sequence {u_n(t)} of the class C^∞([0, T ]) with u_n(t) → u(t) in C^{θ+β} ([0, T ]), β ∈ (0, θα). (3.3)

Since each member u_n(t) of the sequence has the smoothness, which is grater, than one, then all functions u_n(t) possess property (3.2). Moreover, from (3.1) it follows, in particular, that the derivatives D^θ_{∗t}u_n(t) converge uniformly on [0, T ] (at least for a subsequence) to the derivative D^θ_{∗t}u(t) of the original function. This means that the function u(t) itself satisfies (3.2).

Besides, Example 3.9 in [3] contains an explicit solution to the simplest Cauchy problem

D^θ_{∗t}u(t) = h(t), t ∈ [0, T ], h(t) ∈ C([0, T ]), n − 1 < θ < n, u^{(k)}(0) = a_k, k = 0, 1, ..., n − 1, and the mentioned solution is expressed as

u(t) = J^θh(t) + n−1∑ k=0 a_k k! t^k, where J^θh(t) ≡ 1 Γ(θ) t∫ 0 (t − τ)^{−1+θ}h(τ)dτ. (3.4) And from this, again on the base of Corollary 1 in Section 3, Ch.1 of [1] and on the base of Lemma 13.1 in the same monograph (with the taking into account the Remark after this lemma), follows a statement, which is the inverse to Proposition 3.1.

Proposition 3.3 If D^θ_{∗t}u(t) ∈ C^{θα}([0, T ]), θα ∈ (0, 1) and D^θ_{∗t}u(t)|_{t=0} = 0, u^{(k)}(0) = 0, k = 0, ..., [θ], then for a noninteger θ + θα the function u(t) ∈ C^{θ+θα}([0, T ]) and |u(t)|^{(θ+θα)} [0,T ] ≤ C(α, θ, T )|D θ ∗tu(t)|^{(θα)}_{[0,T ]}. (3.5) And if θ + θα > [θ] + 1, then also

u^{([θ]+1)}(0) = 0. (3.6)

We formulate now in the form we need below some known properties of the fractional Laplace operator in R^M .

Consider the operator (−Δ)^{σ2} with a noninteger σ > 0 on functions u(x), x ∈ R^M , where R^M , M = 1, 2, ..., is Euclidian space. Representation (1.12) for this operator has the form (−Δ)^{σ2} u(x) = C_{M,σ,m} ∫ η∈R^M δ^m_{η,x}u(x) |η|^{M+σ} dη, m > σ, (3.7)

where, remind, δ_{η,x}u(x) = u(x + η) − u(x), δ^m_{η,x}u(x) = δ_{η,x}(δ^{m−1}_{η,x} u(x)) is the difference of order m. Directly from this representation, on the ground of classical estimates for elliptic potentials (see, for example, [33]) it follows that the operator (−Δ)^{σ2} is correctly defined on the space C^{σ+β} (R^M ), β > 0, with some noninteger β and σ + β. And in addition |(−Δ)^{σ2} u|^{(β)}_{RM} ≤ C(M, σ, β)|u|^{(σ+β)}_{RM} (3.8) (it is convenient to choose m > σ + β in (3.7)). Note here, that the analogous estimate for the corresponding highest Hölder seminorms of the functions u(x) and (−Δ)^{σ2} u(x) is, in fact, a particular case of Theorem 1 in Section 5.2.3 of [34]. This theorem is proved for the general homogeneous Besov spaces B^{a,b}_β (R^M ), and in the particular case B^{∞,∞}_β (R^M ) = C^β (R^M ) the assertion of the theorem gives for the Hölder seminorms ⟨ (−Δ)^{σ2} u ⟩_{(β)} R^M ≤ C(M, σ, β) ⟨u⟩ (σ+β) R^M . (3.9)

Without touching on here the question about the image of C^{σ+β} (R^M ) under the action of the operator (−Δ)^{σ2} (and this image does coincide with the whole C^β (R^M ) even in the case of the classical Laplace operator), we formulate an assertion, which is an inverse to inequality (3.8). Namely, the following estimate is valid (see [36], Theorem 1.2) |u|^{(σ+β)} R^M ≤ C(M, σ, β) ( |(−Δ)^{σ2} u|^{(β)}_{RM} + |u|^{(0)}_{RM} ) , (3.10)

and also for lonely the highest seminorm ([34], Section 5.2.3, Theorem 1) ⟨u⟩^{(σ+β)} R^M ≤ C(M, σ, β) ⟨ (−Δ)^{σ2} u ⟩_{(β)} R^M . (3.11)

4 Operators (−Δ)^{σ2} on the Schwartz spaces S(R^M ) and S^′(R^M )

Below we need some assertion about continuity of the operator (−Δ)^{σ2} on the Schwartz spaces S(R^M ) and S^′(R^M ). It is known that the operator (−Δ)^{σ2} does not map the space S(R^M ) to itself. Therefore this operator is not defined on the whole space S^′(R^M ). However, it is possible to highlight some subclasses of the space S^′, where the mentioned operator is continuously defined S^′ → S^′. We confine ourself only to a subclass we need below. To a pity, the author could not find in literature some appropriate for us assertions or proofs. Therefore, for the completeness, we give here some assertions needed and some simple proofs.

We start with the action of (−Δ)^{σ2} on S(R^M ). Denote a usual partial derivative of a function u(x) ∈ S(R^M ) by D^ω_x u(x) ≡ ∂^{ω1} ∂^{ω2} ...∂^{ωM} u(x) ∂x^{ω1}_1 ∂x^{ω2}_2 ...∂x^{ωM}_M , ω = (ω_1, ω_2, ..., ω_M ) and for a function u(x) ∈ S(R^M ) denote it’s (semi)norm ⟨u⟩^{n,p}_{RM} = ∑ |ω|≤n sup x∈R^M |D^ω_x u(x)(1 + |x|)^p|, n = 0, 1, 2, ..., p > 0. (4.1)

Lemma 4.1 Let u(x) ∈ S(R^M ). Then (−Δ)^{σ2} u(x) ∈ C^∞(R^M ) and for any ε > 0 | |D^ω_x [(−Δ)^σ2 u(x)] | | ≤ C(M, σ, ε) ⟨u⟩^{m+|ω|,p(ε)} R^M (1 + |x|) −M−σ+ε. (4.2) Proof. Note that for an arbitrary η ∈ R^M D^ω_x ( δ^m_{η,x}u(x) ) = δ^m_{η,x} ( D^ω_x u(x) ) (4.3)

and consequently, on the ground of the mean value theorem, for any x, η ∈ R^M | D^ω_x ( δ^m_{η,x}u(x) )| = | δ^m_{η,x} ( D^ω_x u(x) )| ≤ C(M, m)|D^{m+|ω|}_x u|^{(0)}_{Bm|η|(x)}|η|^m, (4.4) where B_{m|η|}(x) is the centered in x ball of radius m|η|, |ω| = ω_1 + ω_2 + ... + ω_M , |D^{m+|ω|} x u|^{(0)}_{Bm|η|(x)} ≡ ∑ |ρ|=m+|ω| | D^ρ_xu(x) |_{(0)} B_{m|η|} (x) , ρ = (ρ1, ρ2, ..., ρM ). Note also that for |η| ≤ |x|/2m and for any p > 0 the value of |D^{m+|ω|}_x u|^{(0)}_{Bm|η|(x)} in (4.4) can be estimated as follows |D^{m+|ω|} x u|^{(0)}_{Bm|η| (x)} ≤ C(M, m, p) ⟨u⟩^{m+|ω|,p}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−p}, |η| ≤ |x|/2m. (4.5) Denote, besides, for δ ∈ (0, 1/10) and for x ∈ R^M U_δ(x) ≡ m⋃ j=1 B_{|x|}δ (− x j ), (4.6)

where B_{|x|}δ (−x/j) is the the centered in −x/j ball of radius |x|^δ . Considering x with |x| > (2m)^{1/(1−δ)}, we see that on the set U_δ(x) we have η ∈ U_δ(x) ⇒ |η| > |x| 2m . (4.7)

Consider now a derivative D^ω_x of (−Δ)^{σ2} u(x). Use representation (3.7) and split the integral over R^M into the four domains D^ω_x [ (−Δ)^{σ2} u(x) ] = C_{M,σ,m} ∫ |η|≤^1_{2m} |x| δ^m_{η,x} ( D^ω_x u(x) ) |η|^{M+σ} dη+ (4.8)

+C_{M,σ,m} ∫ {^1_{2m} |x|<|η|≤2m|x|}∩Uδ (x) δ^m_{η,x} ( D^ω_x u(x) ) |η|^{M+σ} dη+

+C_{M,σ,m} ∫ {^1_{2m} |x|<|η|≤2m|x|}\Uδ (x) δ^m_{η,x} ( D^ω_x u(x) ) |η|^{M+σ} dη+

+C_{M,σ,m} ∫ 2m|x|<|η| δ^m_{η,x} ( D^ω_x u(x) ) |η|^{M+σ} dη ≡ I_1 + I_2 + I_3 + I_4.

Taking advantage of (4.4), (4.1), estimate the integral I_1 as follows, bearing in mind that m > σ and that on the domain of integration |η| ≤^1_{2m} |x|, |I_1| ≤ C_{M,σ,m,k} ⟨u⟩^{m+|ω|,p}_{RM} ∫ |η|≤^1_{2m} |x| |η|^m(1 + |x|)^{−p} |η|^{M+σ} dη ≤

≤ C_{M,σ,m,k} ⟨u⟩^{m+|ω|,p}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−p} ∫ |η|≤^1_{2m} |x| 1 |η|^{M−(m−σ)} dη ≤

≤ C_{M,σ,m,k} ⟨u⟩^{m+|ω|,p}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−p+m−σ} , (4.9) where p > m − σ.

Note now that δ^m_η ( D^ω_x u(x) ) = m∑ j=0 C(i, m)D^ω_x u(x + jη). (4.10)

Taking into account (4.7) and the fact that the total measure of U_δ(x) does not exceed |U_δ(x)| ≤ C|x|^{Mδ} , we have for the integral I_2 in (4.8) |I_2| ≤ C_{M,σ,m} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,0}_{RM} ∫ U_δ (x) 1 |η|^{M+σ} dη ≤

≤ C_{M,σ,m} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,0}_{RM} ∫ U_δ (x) 1 |x|^{M+σ} dη, which gives under the condition |x| > (2m)^{1/(1−δ)} the estimate |I_2| ≤ C_{M,σ,m} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,0}_{RM} |x|^{Mδ} |x|^{−M−σ} ≤ C_{M,σ,m} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,0}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−M−σ+Mδ} . (4.11) To estimate I_3 make again use of (4.10) and note that on the domain of integration all the arguments of all the functions in (4.10) satisfy the condition |x + jη| ≥ |x|^δ /m and thus, with the help of (4.5), |I_3| ≤ C_{M,σ,m,p} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,p}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−pδ} ∫ 1 2m |x|<|η|≤2m|x| 1 |η|^{M+σ} dη ≤ (4.12)

≤ C_{M,σ,m,p} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,p}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−pδ} |x|^{−M−σ} |x|^M ≤ C_{M,σ,m,p} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,p}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−pδ−σ} . Turning at last to I_4, we avail ourselves of the fact that on the domain of integration in (4.10) |x + jη| ≥ { |x|, j = 0, |η|/2m, j > 0 and therefore | |δ^m_η (D^ω_x u(x)) | | ≤ C_{m,p} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,p}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−p} + C_{m,p} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,p}_{RM} (1 + |η|)^{−p} . Consequently, |I_4| ≤ C_{M,σ,m,p} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,p}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−p} ∫ |η|>2m|x| 1 |η|^{M+σ} dη+

+ C_{M,σ,m,p} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,p}_{RM} ∫ |η|>2m|x| (1 + |η|)^{−p} |η|^{M+σ} dη ≤ C_{M,σ,m,k} ⟨u⟩^{|ω|,k}_{RM} (1 + |x|)^{−p−σ} (4.13) The above estimates for the integrals I_1 - I_2 show that, first, we can differentiate under the sign of the integral in (3.7) and for u(x) ∈ S(R^M ) the function (−Δ)^{σ2} u(x) belongs to the class C^∞(R^M ). And the second, from (4.9), (4.11), (4.12) and (4.13) it follows that for |x| > (2m)^{1/(1−δ)} we have | |D^ω_x [(−Δ)^σ2 u(x)] | | ≤ C_{M,σ,m,p} ⟨u⟩^{m+|ω|,p}_{RM} × × [ (1 + |x|)^{−p+m−σ} + (1 + |x|)^{−M−σ+Mδ} + (1 + |x|)^{−pδ−σ} + (1 + |x|)^{−p−σ} ] . First choosing here sufficiently small δ, Mδ = ε, and then choosing p sufficiently large, p = M/δ + m, we arrive at the lemma statement.

The proved lemma permits to define the operator (−Δ)^{σ2} on a subclass S^′_σ(R^M ) ⊂ S^′(R^M ) of the class S^′(R^M ), where

S^′_σ (R^M ) = { u(x) ∈ S^′(R^M ) : |u(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^b, C > 0, b < σ } . (4.14)

Lemma 4.2 Operator (−Δ)^{σ2} is correctly defined on S^′_σ(R^M ) ⊂ S^′(R^M ) in the usual sense of the space S^′(R^M ).

This statement follows directly from Lemma 4.1, since for u(x) ∈ S^′_σ (R^M ) and φ(x) ∈ S(R^M ) in the sense of duality ⟨ (−Δ)^{σ2} u(x), φ(x) ⟩ ≡ ⟨ u(x), (−Δ)^{σ2} φ(x) ⟩ , where the last operation is correctly defined due to Lemma 4.1 and the definition of S^′_σ(R^M ). As an another simple consequence of Lemma 4.1 we have the following assertion, which we present here without a proof.

Lemma 4.3 Let for a sequence of measurable locally bounded functions {u_n(x)} ⊂ S^′_σ(R^M ) there exist such independent on n constants C > 0 and b < σ that |u_n(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^b, n = 1, 2, ... Let also there exits such a function u(x), that u_n(x) converges to u(x) on each ball B_R = {x ∈ R^M : |x| ≤ R}. Then u(x) ∈ S^′_σ (R^M ); u_n(x) →_S′_{(R}M_) u(x), (−Δ)^{σ2} u_n(x) →_S′_{(R}M_) (−Δ)^{σ2} u(x), n → ∞. (4.15) Define now an anisotropic analog of the class S^′_σ (R^M ), which is related to the studying of the operator Mu ≡ r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u

that is to the space operator in equation (1.2). Namely, we denote S^′_σ(R^N ) ≡ { u(x) ∈ S^′(R^N ) : |u(x)| ≤ C r∏ k=1 (1 + |z_k|)^{bk} , C > 0, b_k < σ_k , k = 1, r } , (4.16)

where z_k are defined in (1.1). Directly from lemmas 4.1 - 4.3 we infer the following assertion.

Proposition 4.4 Let for a sequence of measurable locally bounded functions {u_n(x)} ⊂ S^′_σ (R^N ) there exist such independent on n constants C > 0 and b_k < σ_k, k = 1, ..., r that |u_n(x)| ≤ C r∏ k=1 (1 + |z_k|)^{bk} , n = 1, 2, ... If there exists such a function u(x) that u_n(x) uniformly converges to u(x) on each ball B_R = {x ∈ R^N : |x| ≤ R}, then u(x) ∈ S^′_σ(R^N ); u_n(x) →_S′_{(R}N_) u(x), r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u_n(x) →_S′_{(R}N_) r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x), n → ∞. (4.17)

5 Operators D^θ_{∗t} and (−Δ)^{σ2} on the Lizorkin spaces Φ(R^M ) and Φ^′(R^M )

In this section we present, for the completeness, some known facts about the acting of fractional differential operators on the Lizorkin spaces Φ(R^M ) and Φ^′(R^M ). These spaces are a subspace and a quotient space correspondingly of the spaces S(R^M ) and S^′(R^M ). They permit to generalize known properties of usual differential operators on the spaces S(R^M ) and S^′(R^M ) to fractional differential operators. We present here briefly some necessary for us definitions and facts according to the corresponding presentation in [1], section 8.2, where the reader can find more detailed information.

Define first the space Ψ(R^M ), This space is the closed subspace of S(R^M ), consisting of function from S(R^M ) that vanish at x = 0 together with all their derivatives. That is

Ψ(R^M ) ≡ { ψ(x) ∈ S(R^M ) : D^ω_x ψ(0) = 0, |ω| = 0, 1, 2, ... } . (5.1)

The Lizorkin space Φ(R^M ) is the closed subspace of S(R^M ), consisting of functions from S(R^M ) with the Fourier images from the space Ψ(R^M ). That is

Φ(R^M ) ≡ { φ(x) ∈ S(R^M ) : ^φ(ξ) ∈ Ψ(R^M ) } . (5.2)

Besides, the space Φ(R^M ) can be equivalently defined as the closed subspace of S(R^M ), consisting of function that are orthogonal to all polynomials. That is

φ(x) ∈ Φ(R^M ) ⇔ ∫ R^M φ(x)P (x)dx = 0, ∀P (x),

where P (x) is an arbitrary polynomial.

Since Ψ(R^M ) and Φ(R^M ) closed subspaces of S(R^M ), their topologies are induced by the topology of S(R^M ).

The dual to the space Ψ(R^M ) is denoted by Ψ^′(R^M ) and it is the quotient space of S^′(R^M ) along the closed subspace of S^′(R^M ), consisting of distributions with the supports at x = 0. It is well known that such distributions are exactly those that are finite linear combinations of the Dirac function δ(x) with the support at x = 0 and it’s derivatives.

At the same time, the dual to Φ(R^M ) space Φ^′(R^M ), is the quotient space of S^′(R^M ) along the space of polynomials P (x) (which is a closed subspace of S^′(R^M )). That is the elements of Φ^′(R^M ) are exactly the equivalence classes of the distributions from S^′(R^M ) modulo polynomials.

The topologies in the spaces Ψ^′(R^M ) and Φ^′(R^M ) are the corresponding quotient topologies.

Fractional differential operators D^θ_{∗t} and (−Δ)^{σ2} are defined and continuous from the space Φ(R^M ) to itself and from Φ^′(R^M ) to itself. For the operator (−Δ)^{σ2} this fact follows directly from the definition of the space Φ(R^M ) and from definition (1.11). The same is also valid for the operator D^θ_{∗t}, when we consider it on functions that vanish at t = 0 together with all their derivatives with respect to t up to the order [θ]. At that one needs to take into account relation (8.24) and Remark 8.5 below in section 8.

According to the definitions of Ψ(R^M ) and Φ(R^M ), the Fourier transform is a linear homeomorphism from Φ(R^M ) to Ψ(R^M ) and, correspondingly, from Φ^′(R^M ) to Ψ^′(R^M ).

Moreover, for the distributions from Φ^′(R^{N+1}) all formulas of the Fourier transform for fractional derivatives are preserved. That is if u(x, t) ∈ Φ^′(R^{N+1}), then, analogously to (1.11), ^ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk}2 u(x, t)(ξ, ξ_0) = |η_k|^{σk} ^u(ξ, ξ_0). (5.3)

And if u(x, t) ∈ Φ^′(R^{N+1}) and it’s support along with the supports of all it’s derivatives in t up to the order [θ] are included in the set {t ≥ 0}, then ^ D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t)(ξ, ξ_0) = (iξ_0)^{[θ]}(iξ_0)^{{θ}} ^u(ξ, ξ_0). (5.4)

We are going to make use of these circumstances below at the proof of the uniqueness for problem (1.2), (1.3).

6 Operators D^θ_{∗t} and (−Δ)^σ2 on Hölder spaces C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) and C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N )

Turning to the Hölder spaces, introduced in (2.8) and (2.10), we note that these spaces are defined in terms of the corresponding coordinate-wise smoothness. Therefore on the grounds of (2.4), (3.8) and (3.10) the following assertion can be obtained.

Proposition 6.1 The operator (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} , k = 1, ..., r is a bounded linear operator from C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) to C^{σα}(R^N ). That is for u(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) |(−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u|^{(σα)}_{RN} ≤ C(N, N_k, σ, α)|u|^{(σ(1+α))}_{RN} (6.1) and for the Hölder seminorm of the function (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u with respect to another group of variables z_l, l ≠ k, the following interpolation inequality is valid with an arbitrary ε > 0 ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u ⟩_{(σlα)} z_l,R^N ≤ Cε^α ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N + C ε ⟨u⟩^{(σl +σlα)} z_l,R^N . (6.2)

Proof. Firstly, as for the smoothness with respect to the group z_k, from (3.8) it follows that uniformly in the other coordinate groups

|(−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u|^{(0)}_{RN} + ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u ⟩_{(σk α)} z_k ,R^N ≤ C(N_k, σ_k, α)|u|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N . (6.3)

To show the estimates of the Hölder seminorms for the function (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x) with respect to other groups z_l, l ≠ k, we again use representation (3.7) (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x) = C_{Nk ,σk ,m} ∫ R^Nk δ^m_{η,zk} u(x) |η|^{Nk +σk} dη, m > σ_k + σ_kα. (6.4)

To estimate the seminorm ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u ⟩_{(σlα)} z_l,R^N according to (2.4) we carry the difference with respect to z_l inside the integral in (6.4), ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u ⟩_{(σl α)} z_l,R^N =

= sup x∈R^N ,h∈R^Nl ,h≠0 C_{Nk ,σk ,m} |h|^{σl α} ∫ R^Nk δ^p_{h,zl} δ^m_{η,zk} u(x) |η|^{Nk +σk} dη, p > σ_l + σ_lα. (6.5) Estimate the expression under the sup-sign in (6.5) by splitting the integral into the two parts ∫ R^Nk δ^m_{h,zl} δ^m_{η,zk} u(x) |η|^{Nk +σk} |h|^{σl α} dη = ∫

|η|≤ε|h| σl σk δ^m_{h,zl} δ^m_{η,zk} u(x) |η|^{Nk +σk} |h|^{σl α} dη+

+ ∫

|η|≥ε|h| σl σk δ^m_{h,zl} δ^m_{η,zk} u(x) |η|^{Nk +σk} |h|^{σl α} dη ≡ I_1 + I_2,

where ε > 0 is arbitrary but fixed. Note that according to (2.4) and according to the definition of the finite differences |δ^m_{h,zl} δ^m_{η,zk} u(x)| ≤ C ⟨u⟩^{(σl +σlα)}_{zl,RN} |h|^{σl +σlα}, |δ^m_{h,zl} δ^m_{η,zk} u(x)| ≤ C ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)}_{zk ,RN} |η|^{σk +σk α}. (6.6) Making use of the second of these inequalities, we estimate the integral I_1 as follows |I_1| ≤ C ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N ∫

|η|≤ε|h| σl σk |η|^{σk +σk α} |η|^{Nk +σk} |h|^{σl α} dη =

= C ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N |h|^{σlα} ∫

|η|≤ε|h| σl σk dη |η|^{Nk −σk α} =

= C ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N |h| −σ_l α ( ε|h|^{σlσ}k )_{σk α} = Cε^{σk α} ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N . (6.7)

Analogously, taking advantage of the first inequality in (6.6), we have for the integral I_2, |I_2| ≤ C ⟨u⟩^{(σl +σl α)} z_l,R^N ∫

|η|≥ε|h| σl σk |h|^{σl+σl α} |η|^{Nk +σk} |h|^{σl α} dη =

= C ⟨u⟩^{(σl +σlα)} z_l,R^N |h| σ_l ∫

|η|≥ε|h| σl σk dη |η|^{Nk +σk} =

= C ⟨u⟩^{(σl +σlα)} z_l,R^N |h| σ_l ( ε|h|^{σlσ}k )_{−σk} = C ε^{σk} ⟨u⟩^{(σl +σlα)} z_l,R^N . (6.8)

Estimate (6.2) follows now from (6.5), (6.7) and (6.8) after the change of variables ε^{σk} → ε. And this, together with (6.3), completes the proof.

We formulate now some more general assertion as a theorem.

Theorem 6.2 Let us be given a number ρ_k ∈ (0, σ_k + σ_kα) for some k ∈ {1, 2, ..., r} so that it can be expressed as ρ_k = (1 − ω)σ_k(1 + α), ω ∈ (0, 1). Denote ρ ≡ (1 − ω)σ(1 + α). (6.9)

The operator (−Δ_{zk} )^{ρk2} , k = 1, ..., r, is a bounded linear operator from C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) to C^{ωσ(1+α)}(R^N ) that is for u(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N )

|(−Δ_{zk} )^{ρk2} u|^{(ωσ(1+α))} R^N ≤ C(N, Nk, ω, σ, α)|u| (σ(1+α)) R^N . (6.10)

Moreover, for the Hölder seminorm of the function (−Δ_{zk} )^{ρk2} u with respect to some another group of the variables z_l, l ≠ k, we have the following interpolation inequality with an arbitrary ε > 0 ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{ρk2} u ⟩_{(ωσl(1+α))} z_l,R^N ≤ Cε^{ω1−ω} ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N + C ε ⟨u⟩^{(σl+σl α)} z_l,R^N . (6.11)

Proof. The theorem follows directly from the previous proposition. It is enough to note that

σ(1 + α) = ρ(1 + β), β ≡ 1 1 − ω − 1 = ω 1 − ω > 0, and thus C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) = C^{ρ(1+β)}(R^N ). Consequently, the proof follows from Proposition 6.1.

Move now to considering of the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) of the functions with the independent variable t besides the independent variables x ∈ R^N .

Proposition 6.3 The operator (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} , k = 1, ..., r, is a bounded linear operator from C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) that is for u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) |(−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u|^{(σα,θα)}_{RNT} ≤ C(N, N_k, σ, θ, α)|u|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T . (6.12)

Moreover, for the Höder seminorm of (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u with respect to some another group of the variables z_l, l ≠ k, we have the following interpolation inequality with an arbitrary ε > 0 ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u ⟩_{(σlα)} z_l,R^N_T ≤ Cε^α ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N_T + C ε ⟨u⟩^{(σl +σlα)} z_l,R^N_T , (6.13)

and for the Höder seminorm of (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u with respect to t we have ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u ⟩_{(θα)} t,R^N_T ≤ Cε^α ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N_T + C ε ⟨u⟩^{(θ+θα)} t,R^N_T . (6.14)

The proof of this proposition is identical to the proof of Proposition 6.1 because the proofs of inequalities (6.13) and (6.14) are identical to the proof of (6.2).

As a direct consequence of this proposition we have the following more general assertion, whose proof replicates the proof of Theorem 6.2.

Theorem 6.4 Let us be given a number ρ_k ∈ (0, σ_k + σ_kα) for some k ∈ {1, 2, ..., r} so that ρ_k = (1 − ω)σ_k(1 + α), ω ∈ (0, 1). Denote

ρ ≡ (1 − ω)σ(1 + α). (6.15)

The operator (−Δ_{zk} )^{ρk2} , k = 1, ..., r, is a linear bounded operator from C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to C^{ωσ(1+α),ωθ(1+α)}(R^N_T ) that is for u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) |(−Δ_{zk} )^{ρk2} u|^{(ωσ(1+α),ωθ(1+α))} R^N_T ≤ C(N, N k , ω, σ, θ, α)|u|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T . (6.16)

Moreover for the Hölder seminorm of (−Δ_{zk} )^{ρk2} u with respect to some another group op the variables z_l, l ≠ k, the following interpolation inequality with an arbitrary ε > 0 is valid ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{ρk2} u ⟩_{(ωσl(1+α))} z_l,R^N_T ≤ Cε^{ω1−ω} ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N_T + C ε ⟨u⟩^{(σl+σl α)} z_l,R^N_T . (6.17)

And for the Hölder seminorm of (−Δ_{zk} )^{ρk2} u with respect to t the following inequality is valid ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u ⟩_{(ωθ(1+α))} t,R^N_T ≤ Cε^{ω1−ω} ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N_T + C ε ⟨u⟩^{(θ+θα)} t,R^N_T . (6.18)

In what follows we will need three more useful assertions.

Lemma 6.5 Let l_1 > 0, l_2 > 0 and let Ω ⊂ R^{N1+N2} be a domain in R^{N1+N2} with the boundary ∂Ω of the class C^{max{l1 ,l2}}. Let, further, a function u(z_1, z_2) ∈ C^{l1,l2}_{z1,z2} (Ω), (z_1, z_2) ∈ Ω, z_1 ∈ R^{N1} , z_2 ∈ R^{N2} . Then for any integers m > l_1, k > l_2, for any positive a and b with a l_1 + b l_2

= 1, (6.19) and for any ε > 0 the following estimate is valid | |δ^m_{τ,z1} δ^k_{h,z2} u(z_1, z_2) | | ≤ C(Ω, l_1, l_2)× × [ ε^{l1−a} ( ⟨u⟩^{(l1 )}_{z1,Ω} + |u|^{(0)}_Ω ) + ε^{−a} ( ⟨u⟩^{(l2 )}_{z2,Ω} + |u|^{(0)}_Ω )] |τ|^a |h|^b , (6.20) where τ and h are such that the arguments of the function δ^m_{τ,z1} δ^k_{h,z2} u(z_1, z_2) stay inside Ω.

If now the domain Ω is the space R^{N1+N2} or a half-space, or a domain of the form Ω = {x ∈ R^{N1+N2} : x_{i1} > 0, ..., x_{ik} > 0}, (6.21) then the terms |u|^{(0)}_Ω in (6.20) can be omitted.

Proof. Extend the function u(z_1, z_2) from the domain Ω to the whole space R^{N1+N2} with the preserving (up to a multiple constant) it’s norm in C^{l1 ,l2}_{z1,z2} (Ω) to a finite function (see., for example, [35], [37]). That is |u|^{(l1,l2)} R^{N1+N2} ≤ C(Ω, l1, l2)|u| (l_1,l_2) Ω , but note that the corresponding seminorms satisfy (in general) ⟨u⟩^{(li)}_{zi,RN1+N2} ≤ C ( ⟨u⟩^{(li)}_{zi,Ω} + |u|^{(0)}_Ω ) . However, for a domain Ω of the form (6.21) the last inequality is valid without the term |u|^{(0)}_Ω and this term does not plays a role in the further reasonings. Overall, such an extension permits to suppose that Ω coincides with the whole space R^{N1+N2} .

Consider the two possible cases of relations between |τ| and |h|. Let first |τ| ≤ ε |h|^{l2/l1} . Then, making use of (2.4), we have | |δ^m_{τ,z1} δ^k_{h,z2} u(z_1, z_2) | | ≤ C(m, k) ⟨u⟩^{(l1)}_{z1,Ω} |τ|^{l1} = C(m, k) ⟨u⟩^{(l1)}_{z1,Ω} |τ|^a |τ|^{l1 −a} ≤

≤ C(m, k) ⟨u⟩^{(l1)}_{z1,Ω} |τ|^a ( ε |h|^{l2l1} )_{l1−a} = C(m, k)ε^{l1 −a} ⟨u⟩^{(l1)}_{z1,Ω} |τ|^a |h|^b , (6.22) since b = l_2 − al_2/l_1 in view of (6.19).

Let now |τ| ≥ ε |h|^{l2/l1} that is |h| ≤ ε^{−l1/l2} |τ|^{l1/l2} . Then we have, analogously to the previous case, | |δ^m_{τ,z1} δ^k_{h,z2} u(z_1, z_2) | | ≤ C(m, k) ⟨u⟩^{(l2 )}_{z2 ,Ω} |h|^{l2} = C(m, k) ⟨u⟩^{(l2 )}_{z2,Ω} |h|^b |h|^{l2−b} ≤

≤ C(m, k) ⟨u⟩^{(l2)}_{z2,Ω} |h|^b ( ε^{−l1/l2} |τ|^{l1l}2 )_{l2 −b} = C(m, k)ε^{−a} ⟨u⟩^{(l1)}_{z1,Ω} |τ|^a |h|^b , (6.23) since a = l_1 − bl_1/l_2 in view of (6.19).

The lemma follows now from (6.22) and (6.23).

The proved lemma is valid also in the case when the function under consideration depends only on a single variable z that is when z_1 = z_2. The proof in this case is a simple replication of the proof of Lemma 6.5 therefore we give the following assertion without a proof.

Corollary 6.6 Let l > 0 and let Ω ⊂ R^N be a domain in R^N with the boundary ∂Ω of the class C^l. Let us also be given a function u(z) ∈ C^l(Ω). Let, finally, m > l and k > l be arbitrary integers and let positive numbers a and b be such that a l + b l = 1 ⇔ a + b = l. (6.24)

Then | |δ^m_{τ,z}δ^k_{h,z}u(z) | | ≤ C(Ω, l) ( ⟨u⟩^{(l)}_{z,Ω} + |u|^{(0)}_Ω ) |τ|^a |h|^b , (6.25) where τ and h are taken in the way that the arguments of δ^m_{τ,z}δ^k_{h,z}u(z) stay in the domain Ω.

If now the the domain Ω coincides with R^N or with a half-space, or with a domain of the form Ω = {z ∈ R^N : z_{i1} > 0, ..., z_{ik} > 0}, (6.26) then the terms |u|^{(0)}_Ω in (6.25) can be omitted

From Lemma 6.5 and Corollary 6.6 one can infer a useful assertion, which generalizes, in a sense, some analogous assertion for Hölder spaces from [38]. We mean the assertion number 5 in section 6, [38], for the one-dimensional case.

Proposition 6.7 Let a function u(x) ∈ C^l(Ω) in the sense of definitions (2.1) - (2.4), l = (l_1, ..., l_N ). Let, further, a domain Ω be the whole space R^N , a halfspace or a domain of the form (6.26). Let also k be a fixed index, k ∈ {1, ..., N} and let h > 0. Let, finally, a ∈ (0, l_k) be such that l_k − a is a noninteger. Consider for an integer m > l_k the function u_{a,h,k}(x) ≡ δ^m_{h,xk} u(x) h^a . (6.27)

The function u_{a,h,k}(x) belongs to the space C^{lωa} (Ω),

ω_a ≡ (1 − a/l_k), lω_a = (l_1ω_a, ..., l_N ω_a), (6.28)

and uniformly in h ‖u_{a,h,k}(x)‖_{Clωa (Ω)} ≡ |u_{a,h,k}(x)|^{(lωa)}_Ω ≤ C|u(x)|^{(l)}_Ω (6.29) with a constant C, which does not depend on h. In particular, for an arbitrary ε > 0 ⟨u_{a,h,k}(x)⟩^{(ωali )}_{xi,Ω} ≤ {C(l_i, l_k, m) ( ε^{li−a} ⟨u⟩^{(li)}_{xi,Ω} + ε^{−a} ⟨u⟩^{(lk )}_{xk ,Ω} ) , i ≠ k, C(l_k , m) ⟨u⟩^{(lk )}_{xk ,Ω} , i = k, (6.30)

|u_{a,h,k}(x)|^{(0)}_Ω ≤ C(m) ( ε^{lk −a} ⟨u⟩^{(lk )}_{xk ,Ω} + ε^{−a} |u|^{(0)}_Ω ) . (6.31)

Proof. Estimates (6.30) are a direct consequence of Lemma 6.5 and Corollary 6.6 with the taking into account the properties of Hölder seminorms in (2.4). To obtain estimate (6.31) we first suppose that h ≤ ε. Then |u_{a,h,k}(x)|^{(0)}_Ω = | | | δ^m_{h,xk} u(x) h^a | | | (0)

Ω = | | | δ^m_{h,xk} u(x) h^{lk} | | | (0)

Ω h^{lk −a} ≤ ε^{lk −a} ⟨u⟩^{(lk )}_{xk ,Ω} . If now h > ε, then |u_{a,h,k}(x)|^{(0)}_Ω = | | | | δ^m_{h,xk} u(x) h^a | | | | (0)

Ω ≤ ε^{−a} | |δ^m_{h,xk} u(x) | |^{(0)}_Ω ≤ C(m)ε^{−a} |u|^{(0)}_Ω ,

which completes the proof of the proposition.

Consider, further, the acting of the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative D^θ_{∗t} in the introduced anisotropic Hölder spaces.

Proposition 6.8 Let nonintegers θ > 0 and α > 0 be such that

[θ + θα] = [θ], that is θα < 1 − {θ}. (6.32)

Then the operator of the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative D^θ_{∗t} is a bounded linear operator from C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) that is for a function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) the following estimate is valid |D^θ_{∗t}u|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(N, σ, θ, α)|u| (σ(1+α),θ+θα) R^N_T . (6.33)

Proof. Firstly, from (3.1) it follows that |D^θ_{∗t}u|^{(0)}_{RNT} + ⟨ D^θ_{∗t}u ⟩_{(θα)} t,R^N_T ≤ C(α, θ, T )|u| (σ(1+α),θ+θα) R^N_T . (6.34)

Further, let p − 1 < θ < p with some positive integer p. Represent the fractional derivative D^θ_{∗t}u in the form (see (1.9), θ − p + 1 = {θ}, p − 1 = [θ]) by applying integration by parts D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) =

= C(θ) t∫ 0 u^{(p)}_τ (x, τ)dτ (t − τ)^{{θ}} = C(θ) t∫ 0

[ u^{(p−1)} τ (x, τ) − u^{(p−1)}_t (x, t) ]_′ τ dτ (t − τ)^{{θ}} =

= C(θ) u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) − u^{([θ])}_τ (x, 0) (t − 0)^{{θ}} +

+ C(θ) t∫ 0

[ u^{([θ])}_τ (x, τ) − u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) ] dτ (t − τ)^{1+{θ}} ≡ I_1 + I_2. (6.35)

Note further that on the ground of (2.6) u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)(1− [θ]θ+θα ),{θ}+θα}(R^N_T ) and ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T + r∑ k=1 ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t

⟩_{(σk (1+α)(1−}^{[θ]}_{θ+θα ))} z_k ,R^N_T ≤ C ‖u‖_{Cσ(1+α),θ+θα (RNT )} . (6.36) Making use of the last inequality we estimate Hölder seminorms of the expressions I_1 and I_2 with respect to some group of the space variables z_n. Consider first the ratio I_1. For this we make use of Lemma 6.5 as applied to u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) and to the variables t and z_n. Since {θ} + θα < 1, we can take in (6.20) the order of the difference in t to be one, m = 1. And we fix some integer k > σ_n(1 + α)(1 −^{[θ]}_{θ+θα} ) as the order of the difference in the space variables z_n. To apply the mentioned lemma we choose the exponent a as a = {θ} and then the exponent b is defined from the relation {θ} {θ} + θα + b σ_n(1 + α)(1 −^{[θ]}_{θ+θα} )

= 1,

that is b = σ_n(1 + α) {θ} + θα θ + θα θα {θ} + θα = σ_nα. Thus we have on the ground of (6.20) (h ∈ R^{Nn} ) | |δ^k_{h,zn} [ u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) − u^{([θ])}_τ (x, 0) ]| | ≤

≤ C ( ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T + ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t

⟩_{(σn(1+α)(1−}^{[θ]}_{θ+θα ))} z_n,R^N_T ) t^{{θ}}|h|^{σnα} or, dividing both parts by t^{{θ}}, | |δ^k_{h,zn} I_1 | | ≤ C ( ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T + ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t

⟩_{(σn(1+α)(1−}^{[θ]}_{θ+θα ))} z_n,R^N_T ) |h|^{σn α} that is ⟨I_1⟩^{(σnα)}_{zn,RNT} ≤ C ( ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T + ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t

⟩_{(σn(1+α)(1−}^{[θ]}_{θ+θα ))} z_n,R^N_T ) . (6.37)

Estimate now the seminorm of the integral I_2 in (6.35). Let h ∈ R^{Nn} be fixed. Suppose first that t > |h|^{σn/θ} and decompose the integral in I_2 into two parts as follows

I_2 = t∫ t−|h|^{σn/θ}

[ u^{([θ])}_τ (x, τ) − u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) ] dτ (t − τ)^{1+{θ}} +

+ t−|h|^{σn/θ} ∫ 0

[ u^{([θ])}_τ (x, τ) − u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) ] dτ (t − τ)^{1+{θ}} ≡ J_1 + J_2.

Estimate separately the finite differences δ^k_{h,zn} J_1 and δ^k_{h,zn} J_2, k > σ_n(1 + α)(1 − [θ] θ+θα ). On the ground of the Hölder property of u

([θ])

t (x, t) in t we have for J_1

|δ^k_{h,zn} J_1| ≤ C ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T t∫ t−|h|^{σn/θ} (t − τ)^{{θ}+θα}dτ (t − τ)^{1+{θ}} =

= C ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T ( |h|^{σn/θ} )_{θα} = C ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T |h|^{σnα}. (6.38) Use now the Hölder property of u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) in z_n to obtain

|δ^k_{h,zn} J_2| ≤ C ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t

⟩_{(σn(1+α)(1−}^{[θ]}_{θ+θα ))} z_n,R^N_T |h|^{σn(1+α)(1− [θ]θ+θα )} t−|h|^{σn/θ} ∫ 0 dτ (t − τ)^{1+{θ}} =

= C ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t

⟩_{(σn(1+α)(1−}^{[θ]}_{θ+θα ))} z_n,R^N_T |h|^{σn(1+α)(1− [θ]θ+θα )} ( |h|^{σnθ} )_{−{θ}} = = C ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t

⟩_{(σn(1+α)(1−}^{[θ]}_{θ+θα ))} z_n,R^N_T |h|^{σnα}. (6.39) If now t ≤ |h|^{σn/θ}, then analogously to the estimate for δ^k_{h,zn} J_1 we have for δ^k_{h,zn} I_2

|δ^k_{h,zn} I_2| ≤ C ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T

|h|^{σn/θ}∫

0 (t − τ)^{{θ}+θα}dτ (t − τ)^{1+{θ}} = C ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T |h|^{σnα}. (6.40) Collecting estimates (6.38) - (6.40), we see that ⟨I_2⟩^{(σnα)}_{zn,RNT} ≤ C ( ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t ⟩_{({θ}+θα)} t,R^N_T + ⟨ u^{([θ])}_t

⟩_{(σn(1+α)(1−}^{[θ]}_{θ+θα ))} z_n,R^N_T ) . (6.41)

The assertion of the proposition and estimate (6.33) follow now from (6.34), (6.36), (6.37) and (6.41).

We have also some more general assertion.

Theorem 6.9 Let {θ} + θα < 1 and let a noninteger μ ∈ (0, θ + θα) so that it can be represented as μ = (1 − ω)θ(1 + α), ω ∈ (0, 1).

The operator D^μ_{∗t} is a bonded linear operator from C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to C^{ωσ(1+α),ωθ(1+α)}(R^N_T ) that is for u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) |D^μ_{∗t}u|^{(ωσ(1+α),ωθ(1+α))} R^N_T ≤ C(N, ω, σ, θ, α)|u| (σ(1+α),θ+θα) R^N_T . (6.42)

Proof. The theorem is a direct consequence of the previous Proposition. It is enough to note that

θ(1 + α) = μ(1 + β), σ(1 + α) = ρ(1 + β), β ≡ 1 1 − ω − 1 = ω 1 − ω > 0, where β ≡ 1 1 − ω − 1 = ω 1 − ω > 0, ρ_k ≡ (1 − ω)σ_k(1 + α).

Thus C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) = C^{ρ(1+β),μ+μβ} (R^N_T ). Consequently, the assertion of the theorem is obtained by the application of Proposition 6.8.

It was shown in the example after Theorem 2.1 that the restriction {θ}+θα < 1 can not be omitted in general. However this restriction is a possible sufficient condition for the assertions of Proposition 6.8 and Theorem 6.9 to be valid. As a conclusion of this section we present here some another sufficient condition. It is that all the permitted by a class derivatives in t vanish at t = 0.

But first we prove an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 6.10 Let a function f(t) ∈ C^{θ+β}([0, ∞)), where θ and θ + β are nonintegers and let at t = 0 the function f(t) satisfy the condition

f^{(k)}_t (0) = 0, k = 0, ..., [θ]. (6.43)

Then it’s fractional Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative D^θ_{∗t}f(t), which was defined in (1.4), (1.9), coincides with the Marshaud derivative(see [1], section 5.4) that is it has also the representation D^θ_{∗t}f(t) = C(θ, m) ∞∫ 0 δ^m_{−τ,t}f(t) τ^{1+θ} dτ ≡ C(θ, m)T_{θ,m}(f). (6.44)

Here δ_{−τ,t}f(t) = f(t) − f(t − τ), δ^n_{−τ,t}f(t) = δ_{−τ,t} ( δ^{m−1}_{−τ,t} f(t) ) is a backward difference of an arbitrary but fixed order m > θ and the function f(t) is extended by identical zero in the domain t < 0.

Proof. The proof reproduces the schema of reasonings from [1], section 25.4, Lemma 25.3 for the fractional Riess differentiation as it is applied in [1] to obtain representation (1.12). Namely, we compare the Fourier transforms of the left and of the right hand sides of (6.44).

Note that zero extension of the function f(t) in the domain t < 0 belongs to the space C^{θ+β} in the case {θ} + β < 1 ({θ} is the fractional part of θ) and in the case {θ}+β > 1 this extension belongs to the space C^{θ+β′} with an arbitrary β^′ < 1 − {θ}. Because of this the following estimate is valid |δ^m_{−τ,t}f(t)| ≤ { C(f)τ^{θ+γ} , t < 1 C(f), t > 1, , γ = min{β, β^′}, (6.45)

where we preserve the same notation f(t) for the extension.

Suppose first that the function f(t) is more smooth in the sense that it possess the continuous derivative of order n = [θ] + 1 (n − 1 < θ < n ). Besides, we first suppose that f(t) is integrable and even finite (for simplicity) for t → +∞. Then the Fourier transform of the derivative D^θ_{∗t}f(t) from (1.9) is calculated in, for example, [1], section 7 and it is equal to (see Lemma 8.4 below and Remark 8.5 after it) F (D^θ_{∗t}f)(ξ) ≡ ^D^θ_{∗t}f(ξ) = (iξ)^{[θ]}(iξ)^{{θ}} ^f(ξ). (6.46) Here ^f(ξ) the Fourier transform of f(t) and (iξ)^{{θ}} is the following analytic extension of the function z^{{θ}} from the positive real axis to the right half-plane Re z > 0 (iξ)^{{θ}} = |ξ|^{{θ}}e^{iθ π2 signξ} (6.47) Calculate now the Fourier image of the integral T_{θ,m}(f)(t) in the right hand side of (6.44). We have (comp. [1], section 25.4, Lemma 25.3) ^ T_{θ,m}(f)(ξ) = ∞∫ 0 ^ δ^m_{−τ,t}f(t) τ^{1+θ} dτ = ^f(ξ) ∞∫ 0 (1 − e^{−iτ ξ})^m τ^{1+[θ]+{θ}} dτ. (6.48)

Make in the last integral the change of variables z = iτξ. After such change the last integral for ξ > 0 is transformed into the integral along positive imaginary axis in the positive direction that is ^ T_{θ,m}(f)(ξ) = (iξ)^{[θ]}(iξ)^{{θ}} ^f(ξ) ∞i∫ 0i (1 − e^{−z})^m z^{1+[θ]+{θ}} dz. (6.49)

Consider for R > 0 the integral of the last integrand along the circular contour C^+_R = [0i, Ri] + [R · e^{iφ}, φ ∈ (π/2, 0)] − [0, R] This contour consists of the interval of the imaginary axis [0i, Ri], of the clockwise oriented quarter of circle [R · e^{iφ}, φ ∈ (π/2, 0)], and of the negatively oriented interval [0, R] of the real axis. Since the integrand is analytic and continuous in the right half-plane, the integral along this contour C^+_R is equal to zero. Besides, | | | | | | ∫ [R·e^{iφ} ,φ∈(π/2,0)] (1 − e^{−z})^m z^{1+[θ]+{θ}} dz | | | | | | ≤ 2^m R^{1+[θ]+{θ}} π 2 R → 0, R → ∞.

Consequently, letting R → ∞, we obtain un view of the directions of integration ∞i∫ 0i (1 − e^{−z})^m z^{1+[θ]+{θ}} dz = ∞∫ 0 (1 − e^{−x})^m x^{1+θ} dx ≡ 1/C(m, θ) > 0.

If now ξ < 0, then the last integral in (6.48) after the change z = iτξ goes to an analogous to (6.49) integral, but along the negatively oriented imaginary axis. The analogous considerations for this case give the same result that is −∞i∫ 0i (1 − e^{−z})^m z^{1+[θ]+{θ}} dz = ∞∫ 0 (1 − e^{−x})^m x^{1+θ} dx ≡ 1/C(m, θ) > 0

with the same constant C(m, θ). Thus for any sign of ξ we get ^ T_{θ,m}(f)(ξ) = C(m, θ)(iξ)^{[θ]}(iξ)^{{θ}} ^f(ξ). (6.50) From (6.46) and (6.50) it follows that ^D^θ_{∗t}f(ξ) = C(m, θ) ^T_{θ,m}(f)(ξ), ξ ∈ (−∞, ∞), which proves assertion (6.44) of the lemma for finite functions f(t) of the class C^{[θ]+1}([0, ∞)).

General case is obtained now by a mollifying and by a cutting off the function f(t) with a subsequent limiting process in the final equality (6.44), which does not depend on extra smoothness.

On the ground of Lemma 6.10, by replication of the proof of Proposition 6.3, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 6.11 For a function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) with u^{(k)}_t (x, 0) = 0, k = 0, ..., [θ + θα] the following estimate is valid |D^θ_{∗t}u|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(N, σ, θ, α)|u| (σ(1+α),θ+θα) R^N_T . (6.51)

Moreover, for the Hölder seminorm of the derivative D^θ_{∗t}u with respect to a group z_k of the space variables we have the following interpolation inequality with an arbitrary ε > 0 ⟨ D^θ_{∗t}u ⟩_{(θα)} z_k ,R^N_T ≤ Cε α ⟨u⟩^{(θ+θα)} t,R^N_T + C ε ⟨u⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N_T . (6.52)

Presenting this Proposition without a proof, we nevertheless note the following. First of all, to make use of Lemma 6.10 and representation (6.44), we need to extend the function u(x, t) to a finite in t function from the domain R^N_T to the domain t > T that is to whole subspace R^N_∞ = R^N × [0, ∞). This can be done with a controlled preservation of the norm in C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) in the way, which is described in, for example, [35], [37]. In the second place, extended further by zero in the domain t < 0 function u(x, t) preserves it’s norm in C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N ×R^1). It is precisely this place, where we need all the derivatives of u(x, t) in t up to the order [θ + θα] (possibly bigger than [θ] as it is required in Lemma 6.10) to vanish at t = 0. After this the proof of the above Proposition coincides with the proof of Proposition 6.1 with the making use of the representation from Lemma 6.10 for D^θ_{∗t}u (for obtaining the smoothness in the space variables) and the proof of Proposition 3.1 (the smoothness in t). The only difference is that the interval of integration (0, ∞) in representation (6.44) for D^θ_{∗t}u is naturally split not into a centered at zero ball and it’s outer part (as in the proof of Proposition 6.1), but into the intervals (0, ε|h|^{σkθ} ) and (ε|h|^{σkθ} , ∞). 7 Some additional technical assertions on the properties of fractional differentiation in anisotropic Hölder spaces.

In the present section we prove several useful for applications assertions of the interpolation type on the properties of fractional differentiation in anisotropic Hölder spaces.

Lemma 7.1 Let a function u(x, t) is defined in R^N_T and possesses bounded in R^N_T fractional derivative D^μ_{∗t}u(x, t) of a noninteger order μ > 0. Let also this derivative possesses the smoothness of a noninteger order β > 0 with respect to a group z_k ∈ R^{Nk} of the space variables that is ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} = sup (x,t)∈R^N_T ,h∈R^Nk ,h≠0 |δ^m_{h,zk} D^μ_{∗t}u(x, t)| |h|^β < ∞, m > β. (7.1)

Here δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) is the finite difference of order m from the function D^μ_{∗t}u(x, t) in the variables z_k with the step h ∈ R^{Nk} .

Then | | |δ^p_{τ,t}δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) | | | ≤ C ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} τ^μ|h|^β , p ≥ [μ] + 1, m > β, (7.2) where δ^p_{τ,t}v(x, t) is the finite difference in t of step τ > 0 from the function v(x, t). If a function u(x, t) possesses bounded in R^N_T derivative u^{(n)}_t (x, t) in t of an integer order n > 0, which possesses the smoothness in a space group z_k ∈ R^{Nk} of a noninteger order β > 0 that is ⟨ u^{(n)}_t ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T = sup (x,t)∈R^N_T ,h∈R^Nk ,h≠0 |δ^m_{h,zk} u^{(n)}_t (x, t)| |h|^β < ∞, m > β, (7.3)

then also | | |δ^p_{τ,t}δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) | | | ≤ C ⟨ u^{(n)}_t ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T τ^n|h|^β , m > β, p ≥ n. (7.4)

Proof. First of all, the case of an integer order n > 0 follows directly from the mean value theorem and from condition (7.3) - see formulas (7.14), (7.15) below. Therefore we consider only the case of a noninteger derivative.

Further, we can assume without loss of generality that the function u(x, t) possesses the property ∂^ku(x, 0) ∂t^k ≡ 0, k = 0, ..., [μ]. (7.5) In the opposite case we can replace u(x, t) with the function

u(x, t) ≡ u(x, t) − [μ]∑ k=0 t^k k! ∂^ku(x, 0) ∂t^k since δ^{[μ]+1}_{τ,t} δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) = δ^{[μ]+1}_{τ,t} δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) and D^μ_{∗t}u = D^μ_{∗t}u. But for a function u(x, t) with (7.5) the following representation is valid (see [3], section 3.5) D^μ_{∗t}u(x, t) = D^{{μ}}_{∗t} [ u^{([μ])}_t (x, t) ] , (7.6) u(x, t) = J_{{μ}} { D^{{μ}}_{∗t} [ u^{([μ])}_t (x, t) ]} . Here J_μ is the operator of fractional integration of order μ that is

u(x, t) = 1 Γ(μ) t∫ 0 (t − τ)^{−1+μ}D^μ_{∗τ} u(x, τ)dτ = (7.7)

= 1 Γ({μ}) t∫ 0 (t − τ)^{−1+{μ}}D^μ_{∗τ} u^{([μ])}_τ (x, τ)dτ. Note also that we can assume p = [μ] + 1.

Let first μ ∈ (0, 1) that is μ = {μ}, [μ] = 0. Then with m > β

δ_{τ,t}δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) = 1 Γ(μ) δ_{τ,t} t∫ 0 (t − ω)^{−1+μ} [ δ^m_{h,zk} D^μ_{∗ω}u(x, ω) ] dω . (7.8)

Denote v(x, t) = 1 Γ(μ) [ δ^m_{h,zk} D^μ_{∗τ} u(x, t) ] , (7.9)

and remark that according to (7.1), |v(x, t)| ≤ C(μ) ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} |h|^β . (7.10)

Assuming that t > 2τ, represent the difference δ_{τ,t}δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) in the form

δ_{τ,t}δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) = t+τ∫ t−2τ (t + τ − ω)^{−1+μ}v(x, ω)dω−

− t∫ t−2τ (t − ω)^{−1+μ}v(x, ω)dω+

+ t−2τ∫

0 [ (t + τ − ω)^{−1+μ} − (t − ω)^{−1+μ} ] v(x, ω)dω ≡ I_1 + I_2 + I_3. (7.11) Taking into account (7.10) we have for I_1

|I_1| ≤ C(μ) ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} |h|^β t+τ∫ t−2τ (t + τ − ω)^{−1+μ}dω =

= C(μ) ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} |h|^β τ^μ. The integral I_2 is estimated analogously, which gives |I_1| + |I_2| ≤ C(μ) ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} |h|^β τ^μ. (7.12) To estimate I_3 we make use of the mean value theorem

I_3 = C(μ)τ t−2τ∫

0 (t + κ(t − ω)τ − ω)^{−2+μ}v(x, ω)dω, κ(t − ω) ∈ (0, 1),

and note that since ω < t − 2τ and consequently τ < (t − ω)/2, then |t − ω| ≤ |t + κ(t − ω)τ − ω| ≤ 3 2 |t − ω|. Therefore |I_2| ≤ C ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} |h|^β τ t−2τ∫

0 (t − ω)^{−2+μ}dω ≤

≤ C ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} |h|^β τ t−2τ∫

−∞ (t − ω)^{−2+μ}dω = C ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} |h|^β τ^μ. (7.13) If now t < 2τ, then we can represent the difference in the form δ_{τ,t}δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) = δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t + τ) − δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t), estimate modulo each term of the difference separately analogously to the estimates of the integrals I_1 and I_2 in (7.12), and, taking into account (7.12), (7.13), arrive at estimate (7.2) in the case μ ∈ (0, 1).

Let now μ > 1. We make use of the integral mean value theorem to represent the difference in t of order [μ] as follows

δ^{[μ]}_{τ,t}u(x, t) = τ^{[μ]} 1∫ 0 dξ_1... 1∫ 0 dξ_{[μ]}u^{[μ]}_t (x, t + ξ_1τ + ...ξ_1τ) =

= τ^{[μ]} ∫ P_{[μ]} u^{[μ]}_t x, t + τ [μ]∑ i=1 ξ_i dξ, (7.14)

where ξ = (ξ_1, ..., ξ_{[μ]}) ∈ P_{[μ]} = {ξ : 0 < ξ_i < 1}. Then the double difference δ^{[μ]+1} τ,t δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) is equal to

δ^{[μ]+1} τ,t δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) = δ_{τ,t}δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) = τ^{[μ]} ∫ P_{[μ]} δ_{τ,t}δ^m_{h,zk} u^{[μ]}_t x, t + τ [μ]∑ i=1 ξ_i dξ. (7.15) At the same time, according to the conditions of the lemma, the function u(x, t) possesses the fractional derivative D^μ_{∗t}u(x, t), which satisfies (7.1). Therefore at

a fixed τ and ξ the function v(x, t) = u^{[μ]}_t ( x, t + τ [μ]∑ i=1 ξ_i ) admits, by virtue of

(7.6), the fractional derivative D^{{μ}}_{∗t} v(x, t) with (7.1). Therefore by what was proved above | |δ^{[μ]+1}_{τ,t} δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) | | ≤ τ^{[μ]} ∫ P_{[μ]}

| | | | | δ_{τ,t}δ^m_{h,zk} u^{[μ]}_t x, t + τ [μ]∑ i=1 ξ_i | | | | | dξ ≤

≤ Cτ^{[μ]} ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} |h|^βτ^{{μ}} = C ⟨D^μ_{∗t}u⟩^{(β)}_{zk ,RNT} |h|^β τ^μ, which finishes the proof of the lemma.

Theorem 7.2 Let a function u(x, t) is defined in R^N_T and possesses bounded in R^N_T derivative D^θ_t u(x, t) of an integer or a noninteger order θ > 0 and in the case of a noninteger order we mean the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t). Suppose that the derivative D^θ_t u(x, t) possesses the smoothness of a noninteger order β > 0 with respect to a spacial group z_k ∈ R^{Nk} that is ⟨ D^θ_t u ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T = sup (x,t)∈R^N_T ,h∈R^Nk ,h≠0 |δ^m_{h,zk} D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t)| |h|^β < ∞, m > β. (7.16)

Besides, suppose that the function u(x, t) itself possesses the smoothness of a noninteger order γ > max{1, β} with respect to the same variables z_k ∈ R^{Nk} that is ⟨u⟩^{(γ)}_{zk ,RNT} = sup (x,t)∈R^N_T ,h∈R^Nk ,h≠0 |δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t)| |h|^γ < ∞, m > γ. (7.17)

Then a derivative of u(x, t) of an integer order β < n < γ with respect to z_k ∈ R^{Nk} D^ρ_{zk} u(x, t) = ∂^{ρ1} ...∂^{ρN}k u(x, t) ∂x^{ρ1}_{i1} ...∂x^{ρNk}_{iNk} , ρ = (ρ_1, ..., ρ_{Nk} ), ρ = ρ_1 + ... + ρ_{Nk} = n, possesses the smoothness with respect to t of order θ(γ − n)/(γ − β) that is ⟨ D^ρ_{zk} u ⟩_{(θ(γ−n)/(γ−β))} t,R^N_T = sup (x,t)∈R^N_T ,τ >0 |δ^m_{τ,t}D^ρ_{zk} u(x, t)| τ^{θ(γ−n)/(γ−β)} < ∞, m > θ(γ−n)/(γ−β). Moreover, ⟨ D^ρ_{zk} u ⟩_{(θ(γ−n)/(γ−β))} t,R^N_T ≤ C(θ, β, γ, n) ( ε ⟨u⟩^{(γ)}_{zk ,RNT} + 1 ε^c ⟨ D^θ_t u ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T ) , (7.18)

where ε > 0 is arbitrary.

Note that in the case n < β the derivative D^ρ_{zk} u(x, t) just admits the derivative D^θ_t D^ρ_{zk} u(x, t) in t as it follows from the first condition of the theorem.

Proof. Let first β ∈ (0, 1). We prove now the assertion of the theorem for n = 1 that is for the derivative of the first order with respect to a single spacial variable x_l from the group z_k. For that we use the schema of reasonings from [32], section 3, Lemma 2, when obtaining formula (2.6) there. Let for the simplicity of notations l = 1 that is we consider the derivative u_{x1} (x, t). Consider the following representation for the finite difference from u_{x1} (x, t) of order m > γ with a step ξ > 0 with respect to x_1 δ^m_{ξ,x1} u_{x1} (x, t) = m∑ j=0 (−1)^{m−j} C^j_mu_{x1} (x_1 + jξ, x_2, ...x_N , t). Expressing from this the term without a shift u_{x1} (x, t) over the others terms of the identity and integrating over ξ in the range from zero to ετ^a, τ > 0, ε > 0, a = θ/(γ − β), we obtain

u_{x1} (x, t) = 1 ετ^a m∑ j=1 (−1)^{j+1} C^j_m j ετ^a∫

0 u_ξ(x_1 + jξ, x_2, ...x_N , t)dξ+

+ (−1)^m ετ^a ετ^a∫

0 δ^m_{ξ,x1} u_{x1} (x, t)dξ =

= m∑ j=1 1 ετ^a B_{m,j} [u(x_1 + jετ^a, x_2, ...x_N , t) − u(x_1, x_2, ...x_N , t)] +

+ (−1)^m ετ^a ετ^a∫

0 δ^m_{ξ,x1} u_{x1} (x, t)dξ ≡ m∑ j=1 I_j + I_0. (7.19)

To estimate the smoothness of u_{x1} (x, t) in t we estimate a finite difference along this variable of a sufficiently high order δ^p_{τ,t}u_{x1} (x, t), p > θ. And for this we estimate the finite differences of the terms I_j and I_0 in (7.19). For the terms I_j we have | |δ^p_{τ,t}I_j | | = C ετ^a | |δ^p_{τ,t}δ_{jετ a ,x1} u(x, t) | | ≤ C ετ^a ⟨ D^θ_t u ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T τ θ(ετ^a)^β , where we made use of Lemma 7.1. Thus, since a = θ/(γ − β), | δ^p_{τ,t}I_j | ≤ C ε^{1−β} ⟨ D^θ_t u ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T τ θ(γ−1)/(γ−β). (7.20) Further, since for each fixed t > 0 the function u_{x1} (x, t) has the order of smoothness γ − 1 in x_1, then |I_0| ≤ C ετ^a ⟨u_{x1} ⟩^{(γ−1)}_{x1,RNT} ετ^a∫

0 ξ^{γ−1}dξ ≤ C ετ^a ⟨u⟩^{(γ)}_{zk ,RNT} (ετ^a)^γ =

= Cε^{γ−1} ⟨u⟩^{(γ)}_{zk ,RNT} τ^{θ(γ−1)/(γ−β)}. Consequently, | |δ^p_{τ,t}I_0 | | ≤ C(p)ε^{γ−1} ⟨u⟩^{(γ)}_{zk ,RN} T τ^{θ(γ−1)/(γ−β)}. (7.21) The assertion of the theorem for n = 1 under the condition β ∈ (0, 1) follows now from (7.20) and (7.21) with taking into account (7.19). Thus, the derivatives of the first order in x_i from z_k belongs, under fixed spacial variables from other groups, to the space C^{γ−1,θ(γ−1)/(γ−β)} z_k , t (R N_k T ) and estimate (7.18) is valid for n = 1. But since the derivatives in z_k of order n > 1 are the derivatives of order n − 1 of the first derivatives, then estimate (7.18) for n > 1 follows now directly from (2.6). Consequently, the theorem is proved for β ∈ (0, 1).

If β > 1, then it is enough instead of the function u(x, t) itself to consider it’s derivative D^ρ_{zk} u(x, t) of order ρ = [β] and denote this derivative by v(x, t) = D^ρ_{zk} u(x, t). This function fully meets the conditions of the theorem with the same θ, with {β} ∈ (0, 1) instead of β, and with γ − [β] instead of γ. The application of what was proved above to this function v(x, t) with the subsequent recalculation of the exponents of smoothness leads to the proof of the theorem in the general case.

The analogous assertion is valid and in the case, when instead of the usual derivatives in a spacial group z_k one considers the fractional Laplace operator with respect to z_k.

Theorem 7.3 Let a function u(x, t) be defined in R^N_T and let it’s derivative D^θ_t u(x, t) of order θ > 0 be bounded in R^N_T , where θ > 0 can be either an integer or a noninteger (in the case of a noninteger θ > 0 we mean the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative). Suppose that the derivative D^θ_t u(x, t) possesses the smoothness in z_k ∈ R^{Nk} of a noninteger order β > 0 in the sense of (7.16). Suppose also that the function u(x, t) itself possesses the smoothness in z_k ∈ R^{Nk} of a noninteger order γ > β in the sense of (7.17). Then the fractional Laplace operator of this function (−Δ_{zk} )^{μ2} u(x, t) in z_k ∈ R^{Nk} of order μ ∈ (β, γ) possesses the smoothness in t of order θ(γ − μ)/(γ − β) that is ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} ) μ 2 u ⟩_{(θ(γ−μ)/(γ−β))} t,R^N_T = sup (x,t)∈R^N_T ,τ >0 |δ^m_{τ,t}(−Δ_{zk} )^{μ2} u(x, t)| τ^{θ(γ−μ)/(γ−β)} < ∞, m > θ(γ − μ) (γ − β) . Moreover, ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} ) μ 2 u ⟩_{(θ(γ−μ)/(γ−β))} t,R^N_T ≤ ≤ C(θ, β, γ, μ) ( ε^{γ−μ} ⟨u⟩^{(γ)}_{zk ,RNT} + 1 ε^{(μ−β)} ⟨ D^θ_t u ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T ) , (7.22)

where ε > 0 is arbitrary.

Note that for μ < β the Laplace operator (−Δ_{zk} )^{μ2} u(x, t) just has the derivative D^θ_t (−Δ_{zk} )^μu(x, t), as it follows from the first assumption of the theorem. Proof. We use representation (1.12)

(−Δ_{zk} ) μ 2 u(x, t) = C_{Nk ,μ,m} ∫ η_k ∈R^Nk δ^m_{ηk ,zk} u(x, t) |η_k|^{Nk +μ} dη_k, (7.23)

where we choose m > γ. Consider, as in the previous theorem, the difference in t of an order p > θ with a step τ D(τ) ≡ δ^p_{τ,t}(−Δ_{zk} ) μ 2 u(x, t) = C_{Nk ,μ,m} ∫ η_k ∈R^Nk δ^p_{τ,t}δ^m_{ηk ,zk} u(x, t) |η_k|^{Nk +μ} dη_k . (7.24)

Split the integral in (7.24) into the two ones D(τ) = C_{Nk ,μ,m} ∫ |η_k |≤ετ^a δ^p_{τ,t}δ^m_{ηk ,zk} u(x, t) |η_k|^{Nk +μ} dη_k+ (7.25)

+C_{Nk ,μ,m} ∫ |η_k |>ετ^a δ^p_{τ,t}δ^m_{ηk ,zk} u(x, t) |η_k|^{Nk +μ} dη_k ≡ I_1 + I_2,

where ε > 0, a = θ/(γ − β). Bearing in mind (7.17), we can obtain for I_1 the estimate |I_1| ≤ C_{Nk ,μ,m} ⟨u⟩^{(γ)}_{zk ,RNT} ∫ |η_k |≤ετ^a |η_k|^γ |η_k|^{Nk +μ} dη_k =

= C_{Nk ,μ,m} ⟨u⟩^{(γ)}_{zk ,RNT} (ετ^a)^{γ−μ} = C_{Nk ,μ,m}ε^{γ−μ} ⟨u⟩^{(γ)}_{zk ,RNT} τ^{θ(γ−μ)/(γ−β)}. (7.26) To estimate I_2 we make use of (7.16) together with Lemma 7.1, which gives |I_2| ≤ C_{Nk ,μ,m} ⟨ D^θ_t u ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T τ θ ∫ |η_k |>ετ^a |η_k|^β |η_k|^{Nk +μ} dη_k =

= C_{Nk ,μ,m} ⟨ D^θ_t u ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T τ θ (ετ^a)^{−(μ−β)} = = C_{Nk ,μ,m} ⟨ D^θ_t u ⟩_{(β)} z_k ,R^N_T ε −(μ−β)τ θ(γ−μ)/(γ−β). The assertion of the theorem follows now from (7.24) - (7.26) in view of (2.4).

8 Theorems on Fourier multipliers in Hölder spaces

In this section we present some theorems from [39] and [40] on the Fourier multipliers in Hölder spaces. We consider the multipliers, that act either in spaces with finite Hölder seminorm with respect to all independent variables or in spaces with finite Hölder seminorm with respect to a part of independent variables. These theorems will be applied further for the proofs of theorems 2.1 - 2.5.

We follow [40] to give some necessary definitions. Let K > 0 be an integer and let

γ ∈ (0, 1), β = (β_1, ..., β_K ), β_1 = 1, β_i ∈ (0, 1], i = 2, ..., K. (8.1)

Consider the Hölder space C^{γβ} (R^K ) with the norm ‖u‖_Cγβ_{(R}K_) ≡ |u|^{(γβ)}_{RK} ≡ |u|^{(0)}_{RK} + K∑ i=1 ⟨u⟩^{(γβi)}_{xi,RK} . (8.2)

Along with this space we consider the more narrow space H^{γβ}(R^K ) with the norm

‖u‖_Hγβ_{(R}K_) ≡ ‖u‖_{L2(R}K_) + K∑ i=1 ⟨u⟩^{(γβi)}_{xi,RK} , (8.3) and it was shown in [39] that |u|^{(γβ)}_{RK} ≤ C(γ, β) ‖u‖_Hγβ_{(R}K_) . (8.4) Let a measurable and bounded function ~m(ξ), ξ ∈ R^K , be defined in R^K . Define the operator M : H^{γβ}(R^K ) → L_2(R^K ) as follows Mu ≡ F^{−1} [ ~m(ξ)F (u)(ξ)] ≡ F^{−1} [ ~m(ξ)~u(ξ)] . (8.5)

Here F (u)(ξ) ≡ ~u(ξ) is the Fourier transform of u(x) extended on the space L_2(R^K ), F^{−1} is the inverse Fourier transform. Since u(x) ∈ H^{γβ}(R^K ) ⊂ L_2(R^K ), and the function ~m(ξ) is bounded, the operator M is correctly defined. We call the function ~m(ξ) a Fourier multiplier.

Let the whole set of the variables (ξ_1, ..., ξ_K ) = ξ be split into r subsets of length K_i, i = 1, ..., r, K = K_1 + ... + K_r so that ξ = (y_1, ..., y_r), y_1 = (ξ_1, ..., ξ_{K1} ), ..., y_r = (ξ_{K1 +...Kr−1+1}, ..., ξ_K ). (8.6) Let, further, ω_i, i = 1, ..., r be multi-indexes each of length K_i ω_1 = (ω_{1,1}, ..., ω_{1,K1} ), ..., ω_r = (ω_{r,1}, ..., ω_{r,Kr} ), ω_{i,j} ∈ N ∪ {0}. (8.7) Denote by D^{ωi}_{yi} ~u(ξ) the derivative of the function ~u(ξ) in the group y_i of order |ω_i| = ω_{i,1} + ... + ω_{i,Ki} that is D^{ωi}_{yi} ~u(ξ) = D^{ωi,1}_{ξj1} ...D^{ωi,Ni}_{ξjNi} ~u(ξ). Let also p ∈ (1, 2] and positive numbers s_i, i = 1, ..., r, satisfy the conditions s_i > N_i p , i = 1, ..., r. (8.8) Denote for ν > 0 B_ν = {ξ ∈ R^K : ν ≤ |ξ| ≤ ν^{−1}}. (8.9) Suppose that for some ν > 0 the function ~m(ξ) satisfies with a certain μ > 0 and uniformly in λ > 0 the condition ∑ |ω_i|≤s_i ‖ ‖ ‖D^{ω1}_{y1} D^{ω2}_{y2} ...D^{ωr}_{yr} ~m(λ^{1β1} ξ1, ..., λ^{1βK} ξK ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(Bν )} ≤ μ, (8.10)

where β_i are defined in (8.1).

Theorem 8.1 ([39]: T.2.1, L.2.1, L.2.2, T.2.2, T.2.3)

If a function ~m(ξ) satisfies conditions (8.10), then the defined in (8.5) operator M, is a bounded linear operator from the space H^{γβ}(R^K ) to itself and ‖Mu‖_Hγβ_{(R}K_) ≤ C(K, γ, β, p, ν, {s_i})μ ‖u‖_Hγβ_{(R}K_) , (8.11) K∑ i=1 ⟨Mu⟩^{(γβi)}_{xi,RK} ≤ C(K, γ, β, p, ν, {s_i})μ K∑ i=1 ⟨u⟩^{(γβi)}_{xi,RK} . (8.12) Condition (8.10) can be especially easily verified in the cases, when the function ~m(ξ) has the homogeneity of degree zero that is when ~m(λ^{1β}1 ξ_1, ..., λ^{1β}K ξ_K ) = ~m(ξ). Note also that condition (8.10) includes the derivatives of ~m(ξ) in y_i only up to the orders s_i. The case r = 1, K_1 = K, p = 2 is considered in Lemma 2.1 in [39] and Lemma 2.2 of the same paper contains the case r = K, K_i = 1, s_i = 1. The general case is analogous - see lemmas 2.2 - 2.4 in [40].

Now we formulate a generalization of Theorem 8.1 to the case of Fourier multipliers in the spaces of functions with the Hölder condition only with respect to a part of the variables. For that we need to split the whole set of variables x ∈ R^K and the corresponding dual (in the sense of the Fourier transform) set of variables ξ ∈ R^K , besides splitting (8.6) and regardless this splitting, also as follows.

Let x = (x^{(1)}, x^{(2)}), x^{(1)} = (x_1, ..., x_S ) ∈ R^S , x^{(2)} = (x_{S+1}, ..., x_K ) ∈ R^{K−S} and correspondingly ξ = (ξ^{(1)}, ξ^{(2)}), ξ^{(1)} = (ξ_1, ..., ξ_S ) ∈ R^S , ξ^{(2)} = (ξ_{S+1}, ..., ξ_K ) ∈ R^{K−S}. Let, further, analogously to (8.1), γ ∈ (0, 1), β = (β_1, ..., β_S ), β_1 = 1, β_i ∈ (0, 1], i = 2, ..., S, κ = (κ_{S+1}, ..., κ_K ), κ_i > 0, i = S + 1, ..., K. (8.13) Note that κ_i not necessarily belongs to (0, 1]. Analogously to (8.3) define the space H^{γβ, γκ} x^{(1)} ,x^{(2)} (R K ) = C^{γβ, γκ} x^{(1)} ,x^{(2)} (R

K ) ∩ L_2(R^K ) as the Banach space of functions with the finite norm ‖u‖_Hγβ, γκ x(1) ,x(2)

(R^K ) ≡ ‖u‖L2(R^K ) + S∑ i=1 ⟨u⟩^{(γβi)}_{xi,RK} + K∑ i=S+1 ⟨u⟩^{(γκi)}_{xi,RK} (8.14)

and analogously to (8.4) |u|^{(γβ,γκ)} x^{(1)} ,x^{(2)} ,R^K ≤ C(γ, β) ‖u‖H^{γβ, γκ}_{x(1) ,x(2)} (R^K ) . (8.15)

Besides, define the Banach space H^{γβ}_{x(1)} (R^K ) ⊃ C^{γβ}_{x(1)} (R^K ) ∩ L_2(R^K ) with the finite norm ‖u‖_Hγβ_{x(1) (RK )} ≡ ‖u‖_{L2(R}K_) + S∑ i=1 ⟨u⟩^{(γβi)}_{xi,RK} , (8.16) and we stress that the functions from H^{γβ}_{x(1)} (R^K ) have bounded Hölder seminorms with respect to the variables from the group x^{(1)} only. In particular, the functions from this space are not necessarily bounded - see an example before Theorem 2.7 in [40].

Theorem 8.2 ([40]: T.2.7) Let a function

~m(ξ) ∈ C(R^K \{0}) be continuous and bounded in R^K \{0} (8.17)

and let it satisfy the condition

~m(ξ)|_ξ(1)_{=0} = ~m(0, ξ^{(2)}) ≡ 0, ξ^{(2)} ∈ R^{K−S} \{0}. (8.18)

Let, further, p ∈ (1, 2] and let positive numbers s_i, i = 1, ..., r, satisfy the condition (comp. (8.8)) s_i > N_i p + γ, i = 1, ..., r. (8.19)

Let, besides, the following condition be satisfied (comp. (8.10)) ∑ |ω_i|≤s_i ‖ ‖ ‖D^{ω1}_{y1} D^{ω2}_{y2} ...D^{ωr}_{yr} ~m(λ^{1β1} ξ1, ..., λ^{1βS} ξS , λ^{1κS+1} ξ1, ..., λ^{1κK} ξS ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(Bν )} ≤ μ, (8.20) where B_ν is defined in (8.9) and μ is a positive number.

Then the operator M from (8.5) is a bounded linear operator from the space H^{γβ}_{x(1)} (R^K ) to the space H^{γβ, γκ}_{x(1) ,x(2)} (R^K ), and ‖Mu‖_Hγβ, γκ x(1) ,x(2) (R^K ) ≤ C(K, γ, β, κ, p, ν, {si})μ ‖u‖H^{γβ}_{x(1)} (R^K ) , (4.22) S∑ i=1 ⟨Mu⟩^{(γβi)}_{xi,RK} + K∑ i=S+1 ⟨Mu⟩^{(γκi)}_{xi,RK} ≤ C(K, γ, β, κ, p, ν, {s_i})μ S∑ i=1 ⟨u⟩^{(γβi)}_{xi,RK} . (4.23)

As the conclusion of the section we present two auxiliary statements we need in what follows.

Lemma 8.3 ([40]: L.2.8) Let a function ~f(iξ_0, ξ) (i is the imaginary unit, ξ_0 ∈ R^1, ξ ∈ R^N ) be defined in R^{N+1} and can be extended to a function ~f(iξ_0 + a, ξ) in the domain a ≥ 0 in the way that the extension ~f(iξ_0 + a, ξ) possesses the properties:

1) ~f(iξ_0 + a, ξ) is continuous in the domain a ≥ 0;

2) the function ~f(iξ_0 + a, ξ) is analytic in the domain a > 0 with respect to the variable p = iξ_0 + a;

3) this function satisfies in the domain a ≥ 0 the following inequality with some constants C > 0, m_1, and m_2 | | | ~f(p, ξ) | | | ≤ C(1 + |p|)^{m1} (1 + |ξ|)^{m2} . (8.21)

Then the inverse Fourier transform of this function ( including in the sense of distributions )

f(t, x) = (2π)^{−(N+1)} ∫ R^{N +1} e^{itξ0 +ixξ} ~f(iξ_0, ξ)dξdξ_0

vanishes for t < 0 f(t, x) ≡ 0, t < 0. (8.22) Lemma 8.4 Let f(t) ∈ C^n([0, ∞)), n ≥ 1, f^{(k)}(t) ∈ L_1([0, ∞)), k = 0, 1, ..., n and f^{(k)}(0) = 0, k = 0, 1, ..., n − 1 and let θ ∈ (n − 1, n). Then the fractional derivative D^θ_{∗t}f(t), extended along with the function f(t) itself, in the domain {t < 0} by zero, has the following Fourier transform ^ D^θ_{∗t}f(t)(ξ_0) ≡ 1 √ 2π ∞∫ −∞ D^θ_{∗t}f(t)e^{−iξ0t}dt, (8.23) where the integral is understood as an improper one. Moreover, ^ D^θ_{∗t}f(t)(ξ_0) = (iξ_0)^{[θ]}(iξ_0)^{{θ}} ^f(ξ_0), (8.24)

where ^f(ξ_0) is the Fourier transform of f(t) and (iξ_0)^{{θ}} ≡ |ξ_0|^{{θ}}e^{i{θ} π2 sign(ξ0 )} (8.25) is an analytic extension of the function z^{{θ}} from the positive real half-axis to the right half-plane Re z > 0.

Remark 8.5 We do not present here a detailed proof of this statement because it, by essence, is contained in, for example, [1], Section 7. We note only that at applications of [1], Section 7, one should take into account that the monograph [1] considers the direct Fourier transform with e^{ixξ0} and the present paper makes use in (1.10) of the kernel e^{−ixξ0} . Besides, it should be taken into account that, since f(t) ≡ 0 for t < 0, then D^θ_{∗t}f(t) = 1 Γ(1 − θ) t∫ 0 f^{(n)}(τ)dτ (t − τ)^{θ−n+1} = 1 Γ(1 − θ) t∫ −∞ f^{(n)}(τ)dτ (t − τ)^{θ−n+1} . 9 Cauchy problem for equation (1.2) in the case of a noninteger θ ∈ (0, 1) ,θα ∈ (0, 1).

In the present section we study problem (1.2), (1.3) with θ ∈ (0, 1) in the anisotropic Hölder spaces C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) from (2.8). In this way, consider the following Cauchy problem for a defined in R^N_T unknown function u(x, t) Lu(x, t) ≡ D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N_T , (9.1) u(x, 0) = u_0(x), x ∈ R^N , (9.2) where θ ∈ (0, 1), σ_k > 0, k = 1, ..., r, (9.3) and the given functions belong to the spaces

f(x, t) ∈ C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ), u_0(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ). (9.4) In this section we suppose that α is so small that the following condition is satisfied θ, θα ∈ (0, 1), σ_kα ∈ (0, 1), k = 1, ..., r. (9.5) Besides, the following compatibility conditions are expected to be met ( see condition (2.16) and Remark 2.4) f(x, 0) = r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u_0(x), x ∈ R^N . (9.6)

The following theorem is valid.

Theorem 9.1 If conditions (9.3) - (9.6) are satisfied, then problem (9.1), (9.2) has the unique solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) with the following estimates |u|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, θ, α, T ) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , (9.7)

⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , (9.8) |u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) ~T^{θ+θα} + |u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ T. (9.9)

The subsequent content of the section consists of the proof of the theorem and this proof will be presented in several steps.

9.1 Reduction of the initial data.

Note first that we can confine ourselves to the case

u_0(x) ≡ 0, f(x, 0) ≡ 0, x ∈ R^N . (9.10)

Indeed, making in problem (9.1), (9.2) the change of the unknown function u(x, t) → v(x, t) = u(x, t) − u_0(x), we see that v(x, t) satisfies zero initial condition (9.2) and the equation D^θ_{∗t}v + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} v = ~f(x, t) ≡ f(x, t) − r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u_0(x).

From Proposition 6.3 it follows that ~f(x, t) ∈ C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ), as well as the original function f(x, t), and besides | ~f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (9.11)

Moreover, by virtue of compatibility condition (9.6), the condition ~f(x, 0) ≡ 0 is satisfied. Thus, we will assume below that conditions (9.10) are satisfied.

9.2 Extension of the data.

The function f(x, t) can be extended in the domain t > T to a finite in t function with the preserving of the class C^{σα,θα} and with the qualified preserving of the norm |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_∞ ≤ C(σ, θ, α)|f| (σα,θα) R^N_T . (9.12)

The way of such extension is described in, for example, [35], [37], Ch.4 (in our case under condition (9.5) the function f(x, t) can be simply extended in the even way trough the point t = T with a subsequent cut-off with respect to t).

Besides, since the second condition in (9.10) is satisfied and by virtue of the first condition in (9.5), we can assume that f(x, t) is extended by identical zero in the domain t < 0 with the preserving of the class C^{σα,θα} and of the norm |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^{N +1} = |f| (σα,θα) R^N_∞ .

Further, it is convenient for us for technical reasons to assume that the extension of the function f(x, t) is made in such a way that this function is the derivative in t of a sufficiently high order n ≥ 1 of a finite in t function F (x, t) with the properties F (x, t), ∂^nF (x, t) ∂t^n ∈ C^{σα,θα}(R^{N+1}), F (x, t) ≡ 0, t < 0, f(x, t) = ∂^nF (x, t) ∂t^n , (x, t) ∈ R^{N+1}. (9.13)

This can be done as follows. Let the support of the extended in t on the whole R^{N+1} function f(x, t) is included in the domain R^N × [0, T_1], T_1 > T . Define F (x, t) as n-multiple integral in t of f(x, t) with the subsequent cut-off

F (x, t) ≡ η(t) t∫ −1 (t − τ)^{n−1} (n − 1)! f(x, τ)dτ, t ≥ −1, F (x, t) ≡ 0, t < −1, (9.14)

where

η(t) ∈ C^∞(R^1), η(t) ≡ 1, t ≤ T_1 + 1, η(t) ≡ 0, t > T_1 + 1.

In fact, ∂^nF (x, t)/∂t^n has the somewhat bigger support in R^N × [0, T_1 + 1] than that of the original extended function f(x, t) and thus ∂^nF (x, t)/∂t^n does not coincides with the original f(x, t) for T_1 < t < T_1 + 1. However, since ∂^nF (x, t)/∂t^n = f(x, t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ T , we will consider it as the finite in t extension we need of the original function f(x, t). Properties (9.13) follow directly from the way of construction of F (x, t) in (9.14).

Thus, in what follows we assume that f(x, t) is a finite in t function, which is defined on the whole R^{N+1} = R^N × (−∞, ∞), and it is the derivative of order n ≥ 1 of some finite in t function F (x, t) with the properties in (9.13).

9.3 Formulation of the problem in the domain R^{N+1} = R^N × (−∞, ∞). Since the function f(x, t) is defined in R^{N+1}, we can assume that problem (9.1), (9.2) is the restriction to the interval [0, T ] of a similar problem in the domain R^{N+1} and we assume, in particular, that T = ∞. Besides, in view of zero initial condition and in view of the conditions θ < 1 and θα < 1, we can consider the alleged solution u(x, t) to (9.1), (9.2) to be extended by identical zero in the domain {t < 0}. Under this extension the function u(x, t) preserves it’s class C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}, since at t = 0 not only u(x, 0) ≡ 0, but in the case θ + θα ∈ (1, 2) also u_t(x, 0) ≡ 0, as it follows from Proposition 3.3. Moreover, D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t), which is defined only for t > 0, also can be extended by zero in the domain t < 0. Such extension preserves the smoothness not only for u(x, t) but for D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) as well, since this derivative satisfies [ D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) ] |_{t=0} = 0.

Thus problem (9.1), (9.2) can be reformulated as the problem of finding a function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^{N+1}), that satisfies in R^{N+1} equation (9.1) (with f(x, t) ≡ 0 for t < 0) Lu(x, t) ≡ D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^{N+1} (9.15)

and that satisfies the condition u(x, t) ≡ 0, t < 0. (9.16) 9.4 Smoothing of the data .

We are going to find a solution to problem (9.1), (9.2) (and it’s sharp estimate) as the limit for a sequens of solutions of the class C^∞(R^{N+1}) to the same problem with finite with respect to all variables data. Therefore we describe now some smoothing process for the data. Fix a function (a mollifier kernel) with ω(x, t) ∈ C^∞(R^{N+1}), ω(x, t) ≥ 0, ω(x, t) ≡ 0, |x|+|t| > 1, ∫ R^{N +1} ω(x, t)dxdt = 1,

ω_ε(x, t) ≡ 1 ε^{N+1} ω( x ε , t ε ), ε > 0. (9.17)

Fix, further, a cut-off function ζ(x) with ζ(x) ∈ C^∞(R^N ), ζ(x) ≡ 1, |x| ≤ 1, ζ(x) ≡ 0, |x| > 2. (9.18) Introduce now the smoothed and cut off with respect to x function from (9.14) F_{m,ε}(x, t) ≡ ζ( x m ) ∫ R^{N +1} ω_ε(x − ξ, t − τ)F (ξ, τ − ε)dxdt, m = 1, 2, .... (9.19)

Here, in view of properties of ω_ε(x, t) and F (x, t − ε), the function F_{m,ε}(x, t) is finite with the support in {|x| ≤ 2m} × [0, T_∗], where T_∗ is fixed and does not depend on m and ε. By virtue of the known properties of convolution with a smooth kernel, F_{m,ε}(x, t) ∈ C^∞(R^{N+1}), |F_{m,ε}|^{(σα,θα)} R^{N +1} ≤ C|F (x, t − ε)| (σα,θα) R^{N +1} = C|F (x, t)| (σα,θα) R^{N +1} (9.20)

and, besides, for each compact set P_R ≡ {|x| ≤ R} × {|t| ≤ R}, R > 0, (9.21) and for an arbitrary α^′ < α |F_{m,ε}(x, t) − F (x, t)|^{(σα′ ,θα′)}_{PR} → 0, ε → 0, m → ∞. (9.22) Further, in view of the properties of the convolution ∂^nF_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t^n = ζ( x m )ω_ε ∗ ∂^nF (x, t − ε) ∂t^n = = ζ( x m ) ∫ R^{N +1} ω_ε(x − ξ, t − τ)f(ξ, τ − ε)dxdt ≡ f_{m,ε}(x, t). (9.23) And, analogously to the properties of F_{m,ε}(x, t), the function f_{m,ε}(x, t) is finite with it’s support in {|x| ≤ 2m} × [0, T_∗], f_{m,ε}(x, t) ∈ C^∞(R^{N+1}), |f_{m,ε}|^{(σα,θα)} R^{N +1} ≤ C|f(x, t − ε)| (σα,θα) R^{N +1} = C|f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^{N +1} . (9.24)

Moreover, for each compact set P_R from (9.21) and for any α^′ < α |f_{m,ε}(x, t) − f(x, t)|^{(σα′ ,θα′)}_{PR} → 0, ε → 0, m → ∞. (9.25) 9.5 Constructing a solution in the case of smooth finite data.

Suppose for a while that we are given such a solution u(x, t) to (9.15), (9.16) from the class u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^{N+1}) that it sufficiently rapidly decays for t → +∞ and that vanishes for t < 0. Make in equation (9.15) the Fourier transform and denote the dual variable to t by ξ_0. The Fourier transform of D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) is correctly defined in view of Lemma 8.4: we need for that only u(x, t) ∈ L_1([0, ∞)) for an arbitrary x ∈ R^N since in our case θ ∈ (0, 1). The Fourier transform of the sum of the fractional powers of Laplace operators we understand in the sense of the space S^′(R^{N+1}) since for each t we have u(x, ·) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) ⊂ S^′_σ(R^N ) ⊂ S^′(R^N ) - see Lemma 4.2. In terms of the Fourier images equation (9.15) takes the form (see (1.10), (1.11), (8.24))

^Lu(ξ, ξ_0) = (iξ_0)^θ ^u(ξ, ξ_0) +^r ∑ k=1 |ζ_k|^{σk} ^u(ξ, ξ_0) = ^f(ξ, ξ_0), (ξ, ξ_0) ∈ R^{N+1}. (9.26) Here ξ = (ξ_1, ..., ξ_N ) are the dual variables to x, ζ_k = (ξ_{ik +1}, ..., ξ_{ik +Nk} ) is group from the whole set ξ, that is the dual group to the group z_k from x. From equality (9.15) it follows that ^u(ξ, ξ_0) = ^f(ξ, ξ_0) (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k |^{σk} + ^P (ξ, ξ_0), (9.27) where ^P (ξ, ξ_0) is some distribution from S^′(R^{N+1}) with the support at the point (ξ = 0, ξ_0 = 0), which is a finite linear combination of the δ-function and it’s derivatives (and consequently which is the Fourier transform of a polynomial P (x, t)). Consider the first term in the right hand side of (9.27) that is the function

^u_1(ξ, ξ_0) ≡ ^f(ξ, ξ_0) (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k |^{σk} = = (iξ_0)^n (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} ^F (ξ, ξ_0), (9.28)

where we took advantage of the fact that ^f(ξ, ξ_0) = ^∂nF ∂t^n (ξ, ξ_0) = (iξ_0)^n ^F (ξ, ξ_0).

Note first that the function ^F (ξ, ξ_0), which is the Fourier image of a finite function from C^∞(R^{N+1}), decays at infinity faster than any power of (1 + |ξ| + |ξ_0|). At the same time the function (iξ_0)^n/ [ (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} ] is bounded at zero and grows at infinity not faster than (1 + |ξ_0|)^{n−θ}. Therefore for an arbitrary M > 0

|^u_1(ξ, ξ_0)| ≤ C_M (1 + |ξ| + |ξ_0|)^{−M} , M > 0. (9.29)

Consequently, there exists the Fourier pre-image of ^u_1(ξ, ξ_0) and thus the corresponding Fourier pre-image u_1(x, t) belongs to C^∞(R^{N+1}) and all derivatives of u_1(x, t) are bounded on R^{N+1}.

Further, in view of the described above properties of ^F (ξ, ξ_0), the function ^u_1(ξ, ξ_0) has the derivatives in ξ_0 up to the order n − 1 with the estimate | | | | ∂^k ^u_1(ξ, ξ_0) ∂ξ^k_0 | | | | ≤ C^M (1 + |ξ| + |ξ^0|)^{−M} , k = 0, ..., n − 1, M > 0. (9.30) Therefore the function u_1(x, t) satisfies the estimate | | | | ∂^ku_1(x, t) ∂t^k | | | | ≤ C^k(1 + |t|)^{−(n−1)+k}, k = 0, ..., n − 1, (9.31) and therefore for n ≥ 3 the function u_1(x, t) belongs to the space L_1(R^1) at each fixed x.

At last, denote the factor at ^F (ξ, ξ_0) in the second equality in (9.28) by

^G_n(ξ, ξ_0) ≡ (iξ^0)^n (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} . (9.32)

This function satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 8.3 and therefore the support of it’s Fourier pre-image (that is the support of the distribution G_n(x, t)) is completely included in the set {t ≥ 0}. The same is true with respect to the function F (x, t) by the assumptions. At the same time, by virtue of the properties of the Fourier transform, from (9.28) it follows that u_1(x, t) is a convolution of the distribution G_n(x, t) and the function F (x, t) ∈ C^∞(R^{N+1}), u_1(x, t) = G_n(x, t) ∗ F (x, t). Thus, in view of the known properties of convolution

u_1(x, t) = 0, t < 0. (9.33)

The listed above properties of u_1(x, t) mean that the operator Lu_1(x, t) in the left hand side of (9.15) is correctly defined on u_1(x, t). Besides, the Fourier transforms of all terms in the expression for Lu_1(x, t) are also correctly defined (in particular, for each fixed x ∈ R^N the function u_1(x, t) satisfies the conditions of Lemma 8.4. Finally, the Fourier transform of Lu_1(x, t) is equal to

^Lu_1(ξ, ξ_0) = (iξ_0)^θ ^u_1(ξ, ξ_0) +^r ∑ k=1 |ζ_k|^{σk} ^u_1(ξ, ξ_0) = ^f(ξ, ξ_0)

by virtue of the definition of u_1(x, t) in (9.28). But this means that u_1(x, t) satisfies problem (9.15), (9.16) that is also problem (9.1), (9.2) with zero initial condition. Thus in equality (9.27)

^u(ξ, ξ_0) = ^u_1(ξ, ξ_0) + ^P (ξ, ξ_0)

the distribution ^P (ξ, ξ_0) is identically equal to zero, because ^u(ξ, ξ_0) and ^u_1(ξ, ξ_0) are the Fourier images of bounded and vanishing for t < 0 functions, while ^P (ξ, ξ_0) is the Fourier image of a polynomial in the variables x and t. This situation is possible only in the case, when the polynomial is identically equal to zero.

So, it is shown that for a function f(x, t) ∈ C^∞_0 (R^{N+1}) vanishing for t < 0 there exists a solution u(x, t) to problem (9.15), (9.16) from the class C^∞(R^{N+1}) with bounded derivatives of any order and with some rapid decay for t → ∞ for each fixed x ∈ R^N . And as such solution, one can take u(x, t) = u_1(x, t), since in this case ^u(ξ, ξ_0) = ^f(ξ, ξ_0) (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} . (9.34)

9.6 Estimate for Hölder norm of solution in the case of smooth finite data.

We obtain now an estimate of solution from (9.34) in the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^{N+1}) for infinitely smooth finite data. To prove such estimate we are going to make use of representation (9.34) and Theorem 8.1. Consider first the time derivative D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t). On the ground of (8.24) and (9.34) the Fourier transform of this derivative is equal to ^ D^θ_{∗t}u(ξ, ξ_0) = ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) ^f(ξ, ξ_0), where

^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) ≡

(iξ_0)^θ (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k |^{σk} . (9.35)

Thus denoting by F the Fourier transform with respect to whole set of the variables (x, t), we have

D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) = F^{−1} [ ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0)F [f(x, t)]] , (9.36)

that is D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) is obtained from f(x, t) by the Fourier multiplier ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0). Verify the properties of ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) required by Theorem 8.1. At first, the ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) is evidently bounded on R^{N+1}. Further, according to Theorem 8.1, split the set of the variables (ξ, ξ_0) into the groups (ξ, ξ_0) = (ζ_1, ..., ζ_r, ζ_0), where ζ_1 - ζ_r are defined in (1.10), (1.11) as the dual for the space groups z_k, k = 1, ..., r, and ζ_0 = ξ_0 is the dual variable to t. The ordered set of the smoothness exponents of f(x, t) in the space variables and time is (σ_1α, ..., σ_r α, θα). So in condition (8.10) we must consider the derivatives of the functions (λ > 0)

^m_0(λ^{1σ}1^α ζ_1, ..., λ^{1σ}r^α ζ_r, λ^{1θα} ξ_0) =

(iλ^{1θα} ξ_0)^θ

(iλ^1θα ξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|λ^{1σ}k^α ζ_k |^{σk} =

= (iξ_0)^θ (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} = ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0). (9.37)

That is condition (8.10) must be verified for the function ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) itself. Let p = 1 1 − δ > 1, ε ∈ (0, 1), (9.38)

where δ > 0 is sufficiently small and will be chosen below. Let further s_0 = 1 so that according to (8.8)

1 = s_0 >

N_0 p = 1 p = 1 − δ, (9.39)

where N_0 = 1 is the dimension of the group ζ_0 = (ξ_0). Consequently, it is enough to consider the integrability with the power p over the annulus B_ν ≡ {(ξ, ξ_0) ∈ R^{N+1} : ν ≤ |(ξ, ξ_0)| ≤ ν^{−1}, ν > 0} from (8.9) of the (possibly mixed) derivatives of ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0), that contains the differentiation in ξ_0 of order not higher than one. Analogously, choose s_k = N_k, k = 1, ..., r, where N_k is the dimension of the group ζ_k, so that

s_k = N_k > N_k p = N_k(1 − δ). (9.40)

Therefore it is enough to consider the integrability with the power p over the annulus B_ν of the mixed derivatives of ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) in the variables of the group ζ_k of order not higher than N_k. At the same time direct simple consideration shows that on B_ν | | |D^{ω0}_{ξ0} D^{ω1}_{ζ1} ...D^{ωr}_{ζr} ^m0(ξ, ξ0) | | | ≤ Cν,θ,σ|ξ0|^{−1+θ} r∏ k=1 |ζ_k |^{−Nk+σk} , (9.41) under the condition that ω_0 ≤ 1 = s_0, |ω_k| ≤ N_k = s_k. Consequently, we have for the integration of this derivative with the power p over B_ν ∫ B_ν | | |D^{ω0}_{ξ0} D^{ω1}_{ζ1} ...D^{ωr}_{ζr} ^m0(ξ, ξ0) | | |^p dξdξ0 ≤

≤ C_{ν,θ,σ} ∫ |ξ_0 |≤ν^{−1} |ξ_0|^{− 1−θ1−δ} dξ_0 r∏ k=1 ∫ |ζ_k |≤ν^{−1} |ζ_k |^{− Nk −σk1−δ} dζ_k < ∞, (9.42) if δ > 0 chosen sufficiently small to satisfy the conditions 1 − θ 1 − δ < 1, N_k − σ_k 1 − δ < N_k, k = 1, ..., r. (9.43) Thus, under the choice of δ > 0 from conditions (9.43), condition (8.10) is satisfied for the multiplier ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) and therefore, according to Theorem 8.1, ⟨ D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) ⟩_{(σα,θα)} R^{N +1} ≤ C(θ, σ) ⟨f(x, t)⟩ (σα,θα) R^{N +1} . (9.44)

Analogously, for the Fourier transform of the fractional Laplace operator (−Δ_{zi} )^{σi2} u(x, t) on the solution u(x, t) with respect to the space group z_i we have the representation ^ (−Δ_{zi} )^{σi}2 u(ξ, ξ_0) = |ζ_i|^{σi} (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} ^f(ξ, ξ_0) ≡ (9.45)

≡ ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) ^f(ξ, ξ_0). The direct verification shows that the multiplier ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) possesses, similar to ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0), all the necessary properties for the application of Theorem 8.1, including estimates (9.41) and (9.42) with the same p > 1. Consequently ⟨ (−Δ_{zi} )^{σi2} u(x, t) ⟩_{(σα,θα)} R^{N +1} ≤ C(θ, σ) ⟨f(x, t)⟩^{(σα,θα)}_{RN +1} . (9.46) Based now on (9.44), (9.46) and making use of Proposition 3.3 and of estimate (3.11), we get ⟨u(x, t)⟩^{(σ+σα,θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(θ, σ) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T , (9.47)

where we suppose that either the support of f(x, t) is included in R^N_T or the norm of f(x, t) on it’s compact support is estimated by it’s norm over R^N_T (as it is the case after the extension of f(x, t) out of R^N_T ). Besides, we are considering now the restriction of the solution u(x, t) from R^{N+1} to R^N_T .

Further we note that estimate (9.47) for the highest seminorm of u(x, t) does not depend on the dimensions of the the support of f(x, t) and it is defined only by the total norm |f(x, t)|^{(σα,θα)}_{RN +1} over R^{N+1}. At the same time the lowest norm

|u(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RNT} depends on T in general . The simplest estimate for this norm follows from the fact that u(x, 0) ≡ 0, from the last assertion of Proposition 3.3, from the contained in (9.47) estimate ⟨u(x, t)⟩^{(θ+θα)} t,R^N_T ≤ C(θ, σ) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T , and from from the definition of the Hölder seminorm with respect to t itself. Such estimate takes place for an arbitrary ~T ≤ T |u(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ ⟨u(x, t)⟩^{(θ+θα)}_{t,RN~T} ~T^{θ+θα} ≤ C(θ, σ) |f(x, t)|^{(σα,θα)}_{RNT} ~T^{θ+θα}, ~T ≤ T. (9.48) Combining (9.47) and (9.48) we arrive at the full estimate of the norm |u(x, t)|^{(σ+σα,θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(θ, σ, T ) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T = C(θ, σ, T ) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T . (9.49)

9.7 Existence of a solution for an arbitrary f(x, t) ∈ C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ).

Let now f(x, t) be an arbitrary function from C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) with f(x, 0) ≡ 0. Consider the sequence of it’s smooth finite approximations f_{m,ε}(x, t) that was constructed in section 9.4 and which satisfies (9.24), (9.25). In sections 9.5 and 9.6 it was shown that for each f_{m,ε}(x, t) there exists a solution u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to problem (9.1), (9.2) (with u_0(x) ≡ 0), which satisfies estimate (9.49) that is |u_{m,ε}(x, t)|^{(σ+σα,θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(θ, σ, T ) |f m,ε(x, t)|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T ≤ ≤ C(θ, σ, T ) |f(x, t)|^{(σα,θα)}_{RNT} . (9.50) Or, more precisely, ⟨u_{m,ε}(x, t)⟩^{(σ+σα,θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(θ, σ) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T , (9.51) |u_{m,ε}(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(θ, σ) |f(x, t)|^{(σα,θα)}_{RN~T} ~T^{θ+θα}, ~T ≤ T. (9.52) From the know properties of Hölder spaces (see [40], the end part of the proof to Theorem 2.1 on page 404) it follows that there exists a function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) with |u(x, t)|^{(σ+σα,θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(θ, σ, T ) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T , (9.53) ⟨u(x, t)⟩^{(σ+σα,θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(θ, σ) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T , (9.54)

|u(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(θ, σ) |f(x, t)|^{(σα,θα)}_{RNT} ~T^{θ+θα}, ~T ≤ T, (9.55) and for each compact set B_{R,T} ≡ {(x, t) ∈ R^N_T : |x| ≤ R, t ∈ [0, T ]}, R > 0, and each α^′ ∈ (0, α) |u_{m,ε}(x, t) − u(x, t)|^{(σ+σα′ ,θ+θα′)} B_{R,T} → 0, ε → 0, m → ∞, (9.56) at least for a subsequence. Relations (9.50) - (9.56) permit to perform a limiting process in equation (9.1). Indeed, from this relations it follows, in particular, that for a fixed t ∈ [0, T ] the sequence (subsequence) {u_{m,ε}(x, t)} ⊂ S^′_σ (R^N ) ⊂ S^′(R^N ) is included in the class S^′_σ (R^N ), which was defined in (4.16) and this sequence satisfies the conditions of Proposition 4.4. Consequently, this sequens converges to u(x, t) in S^′(R^N ) for a fixed t ∈ [0, T ], u_{m,ε}(·, t) →_S′_{(R}N_) u(·, t), r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u_{m,ε}(·, t) →_S′_{(R}N_) r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(·, t), ε → 0, m → ∞, (9.57) where S^′_σ(R^N ) is defined in (4.16). Further, Proposition 3.1, applied to the sequence u_{m,ε}(x, t) uniformly in x ∈ R^N , together with (9.56) means, in particular, the convergence max x∈B_{R,T} | |D^θ_{∗t}u_{m,ε}(x, ·) − D^θ_{∗t}u(x, ·) | |^{(θα′)}_{[0,T ]} → 0, ε → 0, m → ∞, x ∈ R^N . (9.58) Consequently, the more, for a fixed t ∈ [0, T ], D^θ_{∗t}u_{m,ε}(·, t) →_S′_{(R}N_) D^θ_{∗t}u(·, t). (9.59) Thus, taking also into account (9.25), we can perform the limiting process in equation (9.1) for a fixed t ∈ [0, T ] in space S^′(R^N ) for the functions u_{m,ε}(x, t) and f_{m,ε}(x, t). This means that that for a fixed t ∈ [0, T ] the limit function u(x, t) satisfies the equation in the sense of S^′(R^N ). But the function u(x, t) belongs to the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) and all the fractional differential operators in the left hand side of (9.1) are defined in the usual sense (see section 6). Therefore u(x, t) is a solution from the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to problem (9.1), (9.2) with u_0(x) ≡ 0, which satisfies estimate (9.53). Since the general case with u_0(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) can be reduced to zero initial data, as it was shown in section 9.1, then we’ve proved the following assertion.

Proposition 9.2 If conditions (9.3) - (9.6) are satisfied, then problem (9.1), (9.2) has a solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) with estimates (9.7) - (9.9).

Formulate now a corollary of this proposition about the existence of a global solution to problem (9.1), (9.2) for all t > 0, that is for T = ∞, on infinite interval (0, ∞).

Corollary 9.3 Let for problem (9.1), (9.2) with T = ∞ conditions (9.3) - (9.6) are satisfied and the given function f(x, t) is defined for all t > 0 in the domain R^N_∞ = R^N × [0, ∞) and it’s norm in the space C^{σα,θα}(R^N_∞) is finite that is |f(x, t)|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_∞ < ∞. Then problem (9.1), (9.2) has a solution u(x, t), which

locally in t belongs to the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_∞) and which satisfies estimates (9.8), (9.9) that is ⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_∞ ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_∞ + |u0| (σ(1+α)) R^N ) , (9.60) |u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_∞ + |u0| (σ(1+α)) R^N ) ~T^{θ+θα}+|u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ ∞. (9.61) Consequently, for an arbitrary finite T > 0 estimate (9.7) is also valid.

Proof. From Proposition 9.2 it follows that for an arbitrary T > 0 there exists a solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to problem (9.1), (9.2) in the domain R^N_T with properties in (9.7) - (9.9). Consider a sequence {T_n}, n = 1, 2, ..., T_{n+1} > T_n > 0, T_n → ∞, n → ∞. Denote by u_n(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_{Tn} ) a corresponding solution to (9.1), (9.2) in the domain R^N_{Tn} . We stress at this point that we don’t have an assertion on the uniqueness of the solution to (9.1), (9.2) in the domains R^N_{Tn} , therefore we can not assert that for m > n the solution u_n in the domain R^N_{Tn} coincides with the restriction of the solution u_m in the domain R^N_{Tm} to the domain R^N_{Tn} , T_n < T_m.

Consider the first number (index) n = 1 and consider the solutions u_m in the more wider domains R^N_{Tm} , m > 1. On the ground of estimates (9.8), (9.9) we conclude that for the all numbers m > 1 we have estimates (9.7) - (9.9) in the domain R^N_{T1} for u_m |u_m|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_{T1} ≤ C(σ, θ, α, T 1) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , m > 1, (9.62)

⟨u_m⟩^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_{T1} ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_{T1} + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , m > 1, (9.63) |u_m|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_{T1} + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) ~T^{θ+θα}+|u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ T_1, m > 1. (9.64) Consequently, as it was in the proof of Proposition 9.2, there exists such a function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_{T1} ), together with a subsequence {u^{(1)}_{mk} , k = 1, 2, ...} ⊂ {u_m, m > 1}, that the sequence {u^{(1)}m_k , k = 1, 2, ...} converges to u(x, t) in the sense of (9.56) - (9.59). And at that u(x, t) is a solution to (9.1), (9.2) in the domain R^N_{T1} with estimates (9.62) - (9.64). Consider now the sequence {u^{(1)}m_k } in the domain R^N_{T2} for the numbers k with m_k > 2, so that all the functions u^{(1)}_{mk} are defined in the domain R^N_{T2} . Exactly as it was at the first step, we choose from the sequence {u^{(1)}_{mk} } such a subsequence {u^{(2)}_{mk} , k = 1, 2, ...}, that converges in the sense of (9.56) - (9.59) to a solution of (9.1), (9.2) already in the wider domain R^N_{T2} . We denote the obtained solution by the same symbol u(x, t) since on the included domain R^N_{T1} ⊂ R^N_{T2} the limit remains the same after going to a subsequence. Proceeding with this process, we obtain a countable set of included subsequences {u^{(1)}_{mk} } ⊃ {u^{(2)}_{mk} } ⊃ ... ⊃ {u^{(n)}_{mk} } ⊃ ..... Each of these subsequences converges in the sense of (9.56) - (9.59) to the same solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα} to (9.1), (9.2) with properties (9.60), (9.61) in the corresponding expanding domains R^N_{Tn} , n = 1, 2, ..., n, .... Choosing now from this set of the subsequences a diagonal subsequence, we see that the last converges, starting with the corresponding index, on each compact set in R^N_∞ ≡ R^N × [0, ∞) to the solution u(x, t) to (9.1), (9.2) for T = ∞. And it is readily verified by the construction that the obtained solution u(x, t) possesses properties (9.60), (9.61) in the whole domain R^N_∞, which finishes the proof.

9.8 Extension of a solution to the whole interval t ∈ (0, ∞).

In the present section we consider the issue of an extension of a solution from the finite time interval to the whole time half-axis. This consideration plays an auxiliary role. We need such considerations at this stage because we don’t have for a while an assertion on the uniqueness of the solution from the class C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) on a time interval [0, T ]. Therefore, obtaining a solution on the whole time half-axis on the ground of Corollary 9.3, we can not assert for a while that this solution is the extension of a given solution on a finite interval [0, T ]. The uniqueness of the solution will be proved in the following section 9.9 based on an extension and with an application of the Fourier transform.

Let the right hand side f(x, t) in (9.1) is defined (or extended from the finite interval [0, T ]) on t ∈ (0, ∞) in the way that it belongs on the whole t ∈ (0, ∞) to the space C^{σβ,θβ}(R^N_∞) with a possibly reduced exponent β ≤ α with θ + θβ < 1 (note that f(x, t) ∈ C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) ⊂ C^{σβ,θβ}(R^N_T )). We will show that then a solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to (9.1), (9.2) on a finite interval [0, T ] can be extended up to a solution to (9.1), (9.2) on the whole time half-axis with estimates in the space C^{σ(1+β),θ+θβ}(R^N_∞) analogously to (9.60), (9.61) from Corollary 9.3 (with the replacing α with β).

We first prove an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 9.4 Let θ, β > 0 be nonintegers, {θ} + θβ ∈ (0, 1). Let further a function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+β),θ+θβ}(R^N_T ), T > 0 and let at t = 0 it satisfy the conditions u^{(k)}_t (x, 0) ≡ 0, k = 0, 1, ..., [θ]. (9.65)

Let, besides, this function be extended on the whole R^N_∞ to the domain t > T by the Taylor polynomial in t of power [θ] at the point t = T that is u(x, t) = [θ]∑ k=0 u^{(k)}_t (x, T ) (t − T )^k k! , t ≥ T. (9.66) Then there exists the bounded for t > 0 fractional Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) of the extended function and it belongs to the space C^{σβ,θβ}(R^N_∞). Moreover, | |D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) | |^{(σβ,θβ)} R^N_∞ ≤ C(θ, β, T ) |u(x, t)| (σ(1+β),θ+θβ) R^N_T . (9.67)

Proof. Note first that after the extension (9.66) the highest possible integer derivative u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) is continuous t = T (along with all derivatives in t of a less order). Besides, in view of the condition {θ} + θβ < 1, which means the absence of the next integer derivative u^{([θ]+1)}_t (x, t), u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) retains in the whole domain R^N_∞ the smoothness class inherited from the subdomain R^N_T . As it follows from (2.6), u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) ∈ C^{{θ}+θβθ+θβ σ(1+β),{θ}+θβ}(R^N_∞). At that, since u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) ≡ u^{([θ])}_t (x, T ) for all t ≥ T , then | |u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) | | (^{{θ}+θβ}_{θ+θβ} σ(1+β),{θ}+θβ) R^N_∞ ≤ C(θ, β) |u(x, t)|^{(σ(1+β),θ+θβ)} R^N_T . (9.68)

Make use of the representation for D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) from the second equality in (1.9). That is, bearing in mind (9.65), D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) = 1 Γ(1 − θ) d dt t∫ 0 u^{([θ])}_τ (x, τ)dτ (t − τ)^{{θ}} . (9.69)

From this representation it follows that in fact D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) coincides (up to a constant factor) with the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative in t of order {θ} of the function u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) (we remind condition (9.65)). This derivative is defined correctly since u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) has the smoothness in t of order {θ} + θβ. Applying Theorem 6.9, we conclude that on the time interval [0, 3T ] (that is in the domain R^N_{3T} ) the following estimate is valid | |D^θ_{∗t}u | |^{(σβ,θβ)} R^N_{3T} ≤ C(θ, β, T ) | | |u^{([θ])}_t | | | (^{{θ}+θβ}_{θ+θβ} σ(1+β),{θ}+θβ) R^N_{3T} ≤ ≤ C(θ, β, T ) |u(x, t)|^{(σ(1+β),θ+θβ)} R^N_T . (9.70)

Let now t > 2T . Taking into account that u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) ≡ u^{([θ])}_t (x, T ) for t ≥ T , represent the derivative D^θ_{∗t}u from (9.69) in the form of the sum D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) = C(θ) d dt T∫ 0 u^{([θ])}_τ (x, τ)dτ (t − τ)^{{θ}} + t∫ T u^{([θ])}_τ (x, τ)dτ (t − τ)^{{θ}} =

= C(θ) T∫ 0 u^{([θ])}_τ (x, τ)dτ (t − τ)^{1+{θ}} + C(θ)u^{([θ])}_t (x, T ) d dt t∫ T dτ (t − τ)^{{θ}} =

= C(θ) T∫ 0 u^{([θ])}_τ (x, τ)dτ (t − τ)^{1+{θ}} + C(θ)u^{([θ])}_t (x, T )(t − T )^{−{θ}} ≡ I_1(x, t) + I_2(x, t). Here for t > 2T the integral I_1(x, t) does not have even weak singularity and it is, in fact, infinitely differentiable in t with the preserving of the smoothness in x of u^{([θ])}_t (x, t). The same is valid with respect to I_2(x, t) as well. Therefore, due to the estimate for u^{([θ])}_t (x, t) in (9.68), we the more have for t > 2T | D^θ_{∗t}u |_{(σβ,θβ)} R^N ×[2T,∞) ≤ C(θ, β, T ) |u(x, t)| (σ(1+β),θ+θβ) R^N_T . (9.71)

Combining (9.70) and (9.71) we arrive at the assertion of the lemma.

Proposition 9.5 Let us be given a solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to (9.1), (9.2), which is defined in R^N_T . Let also the right hand side f(x, t) in (9.1) be defined (or extended from [0, T ]) for all t > 0 in the domain R^N_∞ and let f(x, t) ∈ C^{σβ,θβ}(R^N_∞) with such β ≤ α that θ + θβ < 1. Then there exists a solution to (9.1), (9.2) in the domain R^N_∞ (which is denoted by the same symbol u(x, t)). This solution belongs to the space C^{σ(1+β),θ+θβ}(R^N_{~T} ) for any ~T > 0, it coincides with u(x, t) in R^N_T , and it obeys in R^N_∞ to the analogous to (9.60), (9.61) estimates ⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+β),θ+θβ)} R^N_∞ ≤ C(σ, θ, β) ( |f|^{(σβ,θβ)} R^N_∞ + |u| (σ+σβ,θ+θβ) R^N_T ) , (9.72) |u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σβ,θβ)} R^N_∞ + |u| (σ+σβ,θ+θβ) R^N_T ) ~T^{θ+θβ}+|u|^{(σ+σβ,θ+θβ)} R^N_T , ~T ≤ ∞. (9.73) Proof. Note first that, as it was shown in section 9.1, we can assume without loss of generality that we are given zero initial data in (9.2) that is u(x, 0) = u_0(x) ≡ 0. Consider in the domain R^N_{T,∞} ≡ R^N × [T, ∞) the following Cauchy problem for the unknown function, which is denoted by the same symbol u(x, t), Lu(x, t) ≡ D^θ_{T,∗t}u(x, t)+ r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) = f(x, t)−D^θ_{∗t} ~u(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N_{T,T1} , (9.74) u(x, T ) = u_T (x), x ∈ R^N . (9.75) Here D^θ_{T,∗t}u(x, t) is the Kaputo - Jrbashyan derivative of u(x, t) with the starting point t = T D^θ_{T,∗t}u(x, t) ≡ 1 Γ(1 − θ) d dt t∫ T [u(x, τ) − u(x, T )] dτ (t − τ)^θ =

= 1 Γ(1 − θ) d dt t∫ T [u(x, τ) − u_T (x)] dτ (t − τ)^θ , (9.76)

the function ~u(x, t) is the extension of the given in R^N_T solution u(x, t) to the domain t > T by the Taylor polynomial of zero order in t (that is by the corresponding constant in t) ~u(x, t) ≡ { u(x, t), t ∈ [0, T ], u(x, T ), t ≥ T, (9.77)

and D^θ_{∗t} ~u(x, t) is the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative of ~u(x, t) with the starting point t = 0 D^θ_{∗t} ~u(x, t) ≡ 1 Γ(1 − θ) d dt t∫ 0 ~u(x, τ)dτ (t − τ)^θ , (9.78)

since by assumption ~u(x, 0) = u(x, 0) ≡ 0.

We are going to apply to problem (9.74), (9.75) Corollary 9.3 on the solvability. Note first that the difference of the starting point t = T from the case t = 0 in Corollary 9.3 is not essential. This case is trivially reduced to the starting point t = 0 by the time change t = t + T . Therefore, it is enough to verify the conditions of Corollary 9.3 for problem (9.74), (9.75).

Firstly, f(x, t) ∈ C^{σβ,θβ}(R^N_∞) by assumption and the more f(x, t) ∈ C^{σβ,θβ}(R^N_{T,∞}). Further, the function ~u(x, t) from (9.77) belongs to the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) ⊂ C^{σ(1+β),θ+θβ}(R^N_T ). Therefore, from Lemma 9.4 it follows that | |D^θ_{∗t} ~u(x, t) | |^{(σβ,θβ)} R^N_∞ ≤ C |u(x, t)| (σ+σβ,θ+θβ) R^N_T . (9.79)

At last, verify compatibility condition (9.6) at t = T . Indeed, according with this condition we must have the equality r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, T ) = f(x, T ) − D^θ_{∗t} ~u(x, t)|_{t=T} .

But at t = T we have by definition D^θ_{∗t} ~u(x, t)|_{t=T} = D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t)|_{t=T} and the equality holds in view of the fact that u(x, t) is a solution to (9.1) in R^N_T . Therefore, on the ground of Corollary 9.3, we infer that there exists a solution u(x, t) to problem (9.74), (9.75) with estimates (9.72), (9.73).

Show now that the originally defined in R^N_T function u(x, t), which is defined already in the whole R^N_∞ , satisfies equation (9.1) totally in R^N_∞ . Note that in view of initial condition (9.75) and the condition θ + θβ < 1 the function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+β),θ+θβ}(R^N_{~T} ) for an arbitrary ~T > 0. Further, for t ≤ T the function u(x, t) satisfies equation (9.1) and initial condition (9.2) by assumption. Let now t ≥ T . Moving the expression D^θ_{∗t} ~u(x, t) from the right hand side of equation (9.74) to it’s left hand side and taking into account (9.76) and definition (9.77), we see that for t ≥ T D^θ_{T,∗t}u(x, t) + D^θ_{∗t} ~u(x, t) = D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t), that is equation (9.1) is satisfied for all t > T . Since u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+β),θ+θβ}(R^N_{~T} ) for an arbitrary ~T > 0 and the operators D^θ_{∗t}, (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} in (9.1) are continuous from the pointed space to the space C^{σβ,θβ}(R^N_{~T} ), equation (9.1) is satisfied by continuity at t = T as well. And this finishes the proof.

9.9 Uniqueness of solution and finishing the proof of Theorem 9.1.

On this step we prove the uniqueness of the obtained in Proposition 9.2 solution from the class C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ).

Lemma 9.6 Let a function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) satisfy the homogeneous problem (9.1), (9.2) with f(x, t) ≡ 0 and u_0(x) ≡ 0. Then u(x, t) ≡ 0 in R^N_T .

Proof. Make use of Proposition 9.5 and extend the given solution u(x, t) for all t > 0 to a solution (with the same symbol u(x, t)) to the homogeneous problem (9.1), (9.2) in the whole domain R^N_∞. It is possible since in our case f(x, t) ≡ 0 on t ∈ [0, T ] and it can be extended by identical zero to t ∈ [0, ∞). The obtained solution u(x, t) can be also extended by identical zero in the domain t < 0 with the preserving of the smoothness (in view of zero initial data and in view of (3.6)). Besides, this extended solution has, in view of (9.73), a power growth for t → ∞. Consequently, we can consider this function as an element of the space of distributions Φ^′(R^{N+1}) from section 5. Finally, the extended by zero in the domain t < 0 function u(x, t) satisfies equation (9.1) on the whole space R^{N+1}.

Apply the Fourier transform according to formulas (5.3), (5.4) to equation (9.1) for the function u(x, t) under consideration. We obtain [ (iξ_0)^θ + r∑ k=1 |ζ_k |^{σk} ] ^u(ξ, ξ_0) = 0, (ξ, ξ_0) ∈ R^{N+1}.

From this it follows that ^u(ξ, ξ_0) is a distribution from Ψ^′(R^{N+1}) with the support at the point (ξ, ξ_0) = (0, 0) that is, according to the definition of the space Ψ^′(R^{N+1}), this distribution represents the zero class of Ψ^′(R^{N+1}). But this means that the function u(x, t) itself represents the zero class of the space Φ^′(R^{N+1}) that is u(x, t) is a polynomial. But since u(x, t) identically vanishes for t < 0, then u(x, t) ≡ 0 in R^{N+1} and, in particular, in R^N_T . This finishes the proof.

On the ground of the proved lemma the uniqueness of solution to problem (9.1), (9.2) in the class C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) follows now from linearity of problem (9.1), (9.2).

Thus, Proposition 9.2 together with Lemma 9.6 finish the proof of Theorem 9.1.

10 A Cauchy problem for equation (1.2) in the case of the integer θ = 1,θα = α ∈ (0, 1).

In this section we consider solvability of problem (1.2), (1.3) in the anisotropic Hölder spaces C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ) from (2.8) in the case of the integer derivative in time of order θ = 1. Consider the following Cauchy problem for the defined in R^N_T unknown function u(x, t) Lu(x, t) ≡ u_t(x, t) + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N_T , (10.1) u(x, 0) = u_0(x), x ∈ R^N , (10.2) where the given functions belongs to the spaces

f(x, t) ∈ C^{σα,α}(R^N_T ), u_0(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ). (10.3)

In the present section we first suppose that α is sufficiently small

α ∈ (0, 1), 0 < α ≤ α_0 = α_0(σ, {N_k}), (10.4)

where the particular value of α_0 ∈ (0, 1) will be given below. On the later steps in this section the second restriction in (10.4) will be removed. We stress also that for an integer derivative in t of order θ a compatibility condition of the kind (9.6) is not necessary.

The main assertion of the present section is as follows.

Theorem 10.1 If α ∈ (0, 1) and conditions (10.3) are satisfied, then problem (10.1), (10.2) has the unique solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ) with the estimates |u|^{(σ(1+α),1+α)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α, T ) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , (10.5) ⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),1+α)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , (10.6) |u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) (1 + ~T^{1+α}) + |u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ T. (10.7)

Analogously to the previous section, we give the proof of the above theorem into several steps, which is the subsequent content of the present section.

10.1 Reduction of the problem to zero initial conditions.

Similar to the previous section we can assume from the very beginning zero initial data u_0(x) ≡ 0, x ∈ R^N , (10.8)

which is achieved by the change of the unknown in problem (10.1), (10.2) u(x, t) → v(x, t) = u(x, t) − u_0(x). The new unknown function v(x, t) satisfies initial condition (10.2) and the equation

v_t + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} v = ~f(x, t) ≡ f(x, t) − r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u_0(x).

From Proposition 6.3 it follows that ~f(x, t) ∈ C^{σα,α}(R^N_T ) like the original function f(x, t), and besides | ~f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.9)

We stress that in contrast to the case of fractional time derivative θ ∈ (0, 1) in previous section, now we do not have a compatibility condition of the kind (9.6). Therefore we can not assert the validity of the condition ~f(x, 0) ≡ 0. This fact is the main difference from the previous case, since this does not permit to extend ~f(x, t) by zero for t < 0 with the preserving of the smoothness in t. Therefore in the present section, to estimate the highest seminorm in the corresponding Hölder space, we make use Theorem 8.2 on Fourier multipliers instead of Theorem 8.1. Theorem 8.2 permits us to perform the necessary estimates without assuming the smoothness of ~f(x, t) for all t. But this causes some technical restrictions for the Hölder exponent α (see the last condition in (10.4)) and therefore some additional consideration then needed to remove these restrictions.

Thus, below we assume zero initial conditions that is (10.8).

Remark 10.2 Here the following should be noted. There exists a method of the extension of the initial data u_0(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) to the domain t > 0 up to a function U_0(x, t) from the space C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ) that not only retains the initial value U_0(x, 0) = u_0(x) but also the initial value of the derivative in time of the solution itself ∂U_0(x, 0)/∂t = u_1(x) ≡ ∂u(x, 0)/∂t. This last is prescribed by the equation (10.1) with taking into account condition (10.2). If one has such a function U_0(x, t), one can make the change of the unknown u(x, t) → u(x, t) − U_0(x, t) and the original problem can be reduced to the case, when one has not only zero initial data but also ~f(x, 0) ≡ 0. Such method is described in, for example, [35]. However, according to this method the auxiliary function U_0(x, t) is constructed as a solution to the simplest model parabolic equation with integer derivatives and with the initial data u_0(x) and u_1(x). The properties of

Cauchy problems for the mentioned simplest model equation (heat equation, for example) are supposed to be well known in advance. The application of the method from [35] permits to obtain such extension U_0(x, t) for our case as well, but only when all the orders of fractional differentiation σ_k in x are rational. But for the case when at least on of the orders σ_k is irrational this method does not appear to be applicable. The reason is that equation (10.1) is precisely that simplest model equation for the case of fractional differentiation and our purpose is precisely to describe it’s properties in the space C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ). This causes the necessity to apply below Theorem 8.2 on Fourier multipliers in Hölder spaces with some partial Hölder regularity.

10.2 Extension and smoothing of data, formulation of the problem in R^{N+1} = R^N × (−∞, ∞).

In this section we, analogously to sections 9.2, 9.3, assume zero initial data u(x, 0) ≡ 0 and assume that the righthand side f(x, t) is extended in t to the domain t > T up to a finite in t function with the class preservation. Besides, we assume that f(x, t) is extended to t < 0 by identical zero. As a result, we have a finite in t function (which is denoted by the same symbol f(x, t)) and this function is defined in the whole R^{N+1}. The extended f(x, t) has (in general) a jump at t = 0 and it has the properties |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_∞ ≤ C(σ, α)|f| (σα,α) R^N_T , |f| (0) R^{N +1} ≤ C|f| (0) R^N_T , f(x, t) ≡ 0, t < 0. (10.10) That is f(x, t) has a controlled Hölder norm in the upper half-space only but it has a controlled bound in the whole space.

Further, as it was in section 9.2, we assume that f(x, t) is an integer derivative in t of a sufficiently high order n of a finite in t function F (x, t) with F (x, t), ∂^nF (x, t) ∂t^n ∈ C^{σα,α}(R^N_∞), ∂^{n−1}F (x, t) ∂t^{n−1} ∈ C^{σα,α}(R^{N+1}),

F (x, t) ≡ 0, t < 0, f(x, t) = ∂^nF (x, t) ∂t^n , (x, t) ∈ R^{N+1}. (10.11)

The way to construct such a function F (x, t) coincides with that from section 9.2.

We apply also to the functions F (x, t) and f(x, t) the smoothing by the convolution with the mollifier ω_ε(x, t) from (9.17), and after that we cut them off up to finite in x functions F_{m,ε}(x, t) and f_{m,ε}(x, t) from C^∞(R^{N+1}). This process is almost replicates the process from (9.18), (9.19) but with a tiny difference. In the present situation we put F_{m,ε}(x, t) ≡ ζ( x m ) ∫ R^{N +1} ω_ε(x − ξ, t − τ)F (ξ, τ + ε)dxdt, m = 1, 2, ..., (10.12) and correspondingly f_{m,ε}(x, t) ≡ ζ( x m ) ∫ R^{N +1} ω_ε(x − ξ, t − τ)f(ξ, τ + ε)dxdt, m = 1, 2, .... (10.13) We stress that the difference is that the density F (ξ, τ + ε) and f(ξ, τ + ε) of the convolutions are shifted by ε in the negative direction of the t-axis, in contrast to (9.19). The aim of this is to move the possible jump of f(x, t) from the point t = 0 to the point t = −ε and thus to provide the uniform regularity of the mollified functions in the half-space {t ≥ 0} for all ε. At that, identically to (9.23), ∂^nF_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t^n ≡ f_{m,ε}(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^{N+1}. (10.14) Remind that the function f(x, t) has, in general, a jump at t = 0, and therefore the smoothed functions f_{m,ε}(x, t) possess more weak uniform properties than those in (9.24), (9.25). Namely, |f_{m,ε}|^{(σα,α)} R^N_∞ ≤ C|f(x, t + ε)| (σα,α) R^N ×[−ε,∞) = C|f(x, t)| (σα,α) R^N_∞ ≤ C(σ, α)|f| (σα,α) R^N_T (10.15) and moreover, for each compact P^+_R ≡ P_R ∩ {t ≥ 0}, where P_R is defined in (9.21), and for each α^′ < α |f_{m,ε}(x, t) − f(x, t)|^{(σα′ ,α′)}_{P +R} → 0, ε → 0, m → ∞. (10.16) Besides, in the whole space R^{N+1} the functions f_{m,ε}(x, t) have the following properties (ε ∈ (0, 1)) f_{m,ε}(x, t) ∈ C^∞(R^{N+1}), f_{m,ε}(x, t) ≡ 0, t < −2ε, |f_{m,ε}(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RN +1} ≤ C|f(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RNT} , (10.17) ⟨f_{m,ε}⟩^{(σα)}_{x,RN +1} ≤ C|f(x, t − ε)|^{(σα,α)}_{RN ×[−ε,∞)} = = C|f(x, t)|^{(σα,α)}_{RN∞} ≤ C(σ, α)|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} , (10.18) ⟨f_{m,ε}⟩^{(α)}_{t,RN +1} ≤ Cε^{−α}|f(x, t − ε)|^{(σα,α)}_{RN ×[−ε,∞)} = = Cε^{−α}|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RN∞} ≤ C(σ, α)ε^{−α}|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} . (10.19) That is the finite functions f_{m,ε} have uniformly bounded maximum of modulus over the whole space R^{N+1} and the uniformly bounded Hölder seminorms in x over the whole space R^{N+1}, as it is stated in (10.17), (10.18). This facts easy follows from the definitions of f_{m,ε} with taking into account that the extended by zero to t < 0 original function f(x, t) does not have jumps in directions of x - variables. The last property in (10.19) asserts that the Hölder seminorms in t of the smoothed functions f_{m,ε} over the whole R^{N+1} have the order ε^{−α} for ε → 0. This follows from from definitions (9.17), (10.13) and it is because the extended function f(x, t) may have a jump in t at t = 0. For the completeness we present a simple auxiliary lemma, which is a direct ground for (10.19).

Lemma 10.3 Let f(x, t) ∈ L_∞(R^{N+1}) and let ω_ε(x, t) be defined in (9.17). Then ⟨f_ε⟩^{(α)}_{t,RN +1} ≤ Cε^{−α} ‖f‖_{L∞(R}N +1_) , where f_ε(x, t) ≡ ∫ R^{N +1} ω_ε(x − ξ, t − τ)f(ξ, τ)dxdt.

Proof. On the ground of the definition of f_ε(x, t), consider the difference D(Δt) ≡ | | | f_ε(x, t + Δt) − f_ε(x, t) (Δt)^α | | | =

= | | | | | ∫ R^{N +1} ω_ε(x − ξ, t + Δt − τ) − ω_ε(x − ξ, t − τ) (Δt)^α f(ξ, τ)dxdt | | | | | , Δt > 0.

Since ω(x, t) ∈ C^∞(R^{N+1}), then ⟨ω(x, t)⟩^{(α)}_{t,RN +1} = C < ∞. And at the same

time, as it can be easily verified by scaling of the variables, ⟨ ω(^x_ε ,^t_ε ) ⟩_{(α)} t,R^{N +1} =

Cε^{−α}. Besides, the support of the function ω_ε(x, t) is included in the set {|x| + |t| ≤ ε}. Consider the following two cases.

Let first Δt < ε. Then the support of the fraction under the integral is included in {(ξ, τ) : |ξ − x| + |t − τ| ≤ 2ε}. Consequently, D(Δt) ≤ ⟨ω_ε(x, t)⟩^{(α)}_{t,RN +1} ∫ {(ξ,τ ):|ξ−x|+|t−τ |≤2ε} |f(ξ, τ)| dxdt ≤

≤ Cε^{−α−N−1} ‖f‖_{L∞(R}N +1_) ∫ {(ξ,τ ):|ξ−x|+|t−τ |≤2ε} dxdt = Cε^{−α} ‖f‖_{L∞(R}N +1_) .

If now Δt ≥ ε, then D(Δt) ≤ ε^{−α} (|f_ε(x, t + Δt)| + |f_ε(x, t)|) ≤ 2ε^{−α} ‖f‖_{L∞(R}N +1_) , which follows from properties of ω_ε(x, t) in (9.17).

This completes the proof.

Eventually, similar to section 9.3, instead of problem (10.1), (10.2) consider now the follows sequence of problems. It is required to find such a function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^{N+1}) that satisfies in the whole R^{N+1} equation (10.1) with f_{m,ε}(x, t) instead of f(x, t) (f_{m,ε}(x, t) is defined in (10.13)), Lu(x, t) ≡ u_t(x, t) + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) = f_{m,ε}(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^{N+1}, (10.20) and the condition u(x, t) ≡ 0, t < −2ε. (10.21)

10.3 Solvability and estimates for problem (10.20), (10.21).

By repeating verbatim the reasonings of section 9.5 (with the application of the Fourier transform in x and t to obtain a solution to problem (9.15), (9.16) ) we obtain a solution u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∈ C^∞(R^{N+1}) for equation (10.20) and for problem (10.20), (10.21) in general. In terms of it’s Fourier-image ^u_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0), this solution has, similar to (9.34), the representation ^u_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) = ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) iξ_0 + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} . (10.22)

Besides, similar to obtaining property (9.33) in section 9.5, we have for u_{m,ε}(x, t) property (10.21) that is (in view of u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∈ C^∞(R^{N+1})) u_{m,ε}(x, t) ≡ 0, t ≤ −2ε. (10.23) And for the derivatives ∂u_{m,ε}(x, t)/∂t and (−Δ_{zi} )^{σi2} u_{m,ε}(x, t) we have the representations in terms of the Fourier images ^ ∂u_{m,ε} ∂t (ξ, ξ_0) = iξ_0 iξ_0 + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) ≡ ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0), (10.24)

^ (−Δ_{zi} )^{σi}2 u_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) = |ζ_i|^{σi} iξ_0 + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k |^{σk} ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) ≡ ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0). (10.25) Replicating the reasoning of section 9.6 with the application of Theorem 8.1 to obtain estimate (9.44), we obtain from representation (10.24) on the ground of this theorem the estimate for the Hölder seminorm of the derivative of u_{m,ε}(x, t) in t in the whole space R^{N+1} ⟨ ∂u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t ⟩_{(α)} t,R^{N +1} ≤ C(σ) ⟨f_{m,ε}(x, t)⟩^{(σα,α)}_{RN +1} ≤ C(σ, α)ε^{−α}|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} , (10.26) where the second inequality follows from (10.19). This estimates contains in it’s right hand side the singular factor ε^{−α} and this estimate is temporary and technical. The similar estimate is valid also for the highest Hölder seminorms in x - variables, but for now estimate (10.26) is sufficient for us.

The main step to obtain the estimate for the highest Hölder seminorm of the solution u_{m,ε}(x, t) is an application of Theorem 8.2 to representation (10.25). The direct verification shows that for the functions f_{m,ε}(x, t) and for the multipliers ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) in (10.25) all the conditions of Theorem 8.2 are satisfied if α is sufficiently small. Firstly, functions f_{m,ε}(x, t) are finite in R^{N+1} and consequently belong to L_2(R^{N+1}). Besides, in view of (10.18), these functions have uniformly bounded in m and ε Hölder seminorms in the space variables x. Further, the multiplier ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) in (10.25) possesses properties (8.17), (8.18) if one takes ξ^{(1)} ≡ ξ, ξ^{(2)} ≡ ξ_0. Finally, exactly as it was in section 9.6, by replicating relations (9.37) - (9.43), one can verify conditions (8.19), (8.20) of Theorem 8.2 if α ∈ (0, 1) is sufficiently small. Similar to (9.37) - (9.43) we choose s_0 = 1, s_k = N_k. At that, in the present case of the application of Theorem 8.2, under a choice of δ from condition (9.43), conditions (9.39), (9.40) acquire a more rigid form 1 = s_0 >

N_0 p + α = 1 p + α = 1 − δ + α,

s_k = N_k > N_k p + α = N_k(1 − δ) + α.

But these conditions are evidently satisfied if α < δ, where δ is chosen from condition (9.43). Consequently, on the ground of Theorem 8.2 and (10.18) we have the estimate for solutions u_{m,ε}(x, t) to (10.20), (10.21) r∑ k=1 ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u_{m,ε} ⟩_{(σα,α)} R^{N +1} ≤ C(α, σ, {N_k}) |f(x, t)|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} , m = 1, 2, ..., ε ∈ (0, 1). (10.27) And from this, on the ground of (3.11), it follows, in particular, that u_{m,ε}(x, t) has the desired smoothness in x ⟨u_{m,ε}⟩^{(σ+σα)} x,R^{N +1} ≤ C(α, σ, {Nk}) |f(x, t)| (σα,α) R^N_T , m = 1, 2, ..., ε ∈ (0, 1). (10.28)

As for the highest Hölder seminorm in t that is ⟨u_{m,ε}⟩^{(1+α)}_{t,RNT} = ⟨∂u_{m,ε}(x, t)/∂t⟩^{(α)}_{t,RNT} ,

it’s estimate over the set R^N_T follows directly from equation (10.20) (which is satisfied in R^N_T by the functions u_{m,ε}(x, t)) and from (10.27), (10.15) ⟨ ∂u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t ⟩_{(α)} t,R^N_T ≤ r∑ k=1 ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u_{m,ε} ⟩_{(α)} t,R^N_T +⟨f_{m,ε}(x, t)⟩^{(α)}_{t,RNT} ≤ C(σ, α)|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} . (10.29) Thus estimates (10.28) and (10.29) give the full estimate of the highest Hölder seminorm over R^N_T that is ⟨u_{m,ε}⟩^{(σ+σα,1+α)} R^N_T ≤ C(α, σ, {N k}) |f(x, t)|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T , m = 1, 2, ..., ε ∈ (0, 1). (10.30) To finalize the estimate we need the behavior of the functions u_{m,ε}(x, t) and ∂u_{m,ε}(x, t)/∂t at t = 0 with respect to m and ε, and also we need the estimates of the module maxima for functions |u_{m,ε}(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RNT} . Firstly, from (10.23) ((10.21))

and (10.19) it follows that for each t ∈ [−2ε, 0] we have | | | | ∂u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t | | | | = | | | | ∂u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t − ∂u_{m,ε}(x, −2ε) ∂t | | | | ≤ ≤ ⟨u_{m,ε}⟩^{(1+α)}_{t,RN +1} | − 2ε|^α ≤ C(σ, α)|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} , t ∈ [−2ε, 0]. (10.31)

Consequently,

|u_{m,ε}(x, 0)| ≤ 0∫ −2ε | | | | ∂u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t | | | | dt ≤ C(σ, α)|f|^{(σα,α)}_RN_T ε. (10.32)

Now from (10.29) and (10.31) we infer the estimate for |∂u_{m,ε}(x, t)/∂t|^{(0)}_{RNT} , | | | | ∂u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t | | | | ≤ | | | | ∂u_{m,ε}(x, 0) ∂t | | | | (0) R^N + ⟨ ∂u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t ⟩_{(α)} t,R^N_T t^α ≤

≤ C(σ, α)|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} (1 + T^α) . And this permits to obtain, at last, the estimate for |u_{m,ε}(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RNT} for t ∈ [0, T ]

|u_{m,ε}(x, t)| ≤ |u_{m,ε}(x, 0)| + t∫ 0 | | | | ∂u_{m,ε}(x, τ) ∂τ | | | | dτ ≤

≤ C(σ, α)|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} (ε + t (1 + T^α)), that is |u_{m,ε}(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RNT} ≤ C(σ, α)|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} (ε + T ((1 + T^α))). (10.33) Thus, combining the reasoning and the estimates of this section, we have

proved the following assertion.

Lemma 10.4 There exists such α_0 = α_0(σ, {N_k}) that for α ∈ (0, α_0] prob-

lems (10.20), (10.21) have solutions u_{m,ε}(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^{N+1}) with the

uniformly bounded in R^N_T norms |u_{m,ε}(x, t)|^{(σ+σα,1+α)} R^N_T ≤ C(T, σ) |f(x, t)| (σα,α) R^N_T , (10.34) and ⟨u_{m,ε}(x, t)⟩^{(σ+σα,1+α)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ) |f(x, t)| (σα,α) R^N_T (10.35)

with some constant C(θ, σ), which does not depend on T .

Moreover, for an arbitrary ~T ≤ T |u_{m,ε}(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, α)|f|^{(σα,α)}_{RNT} (1 + ~T^{1+α}), (10.36) and also estimate (10.32) is valid at t = 0.

10.4 Solvability and estimates of the solutions to problem (10.1), (10.2). Extension of the solution and it’s uniqueness.

Exactly as it was done in section 9.7 under the the proof of Proposition 9.2, we can go to the limit at ε → 0, m → ∞ in the sequence of problems (10.20), (10.21). Similar to section 9.7, this is grounded on the convergence on compact sets R^N_T of the sequence of the mollified functions f_{m,ε}(x, t) to the original function f(x, t) in the sense of (10.16). Besides, due to the estimates of Lemma 10.4, a subsequence of the solutions u_{m,ε}(x, t) has the analogous convergence, completely similar to (9.57) - (9.59). The only difference from section 9.7 is that the sequence of the solutions u_{m,ε}(x, t) does not vanish at t = 0 automatically. However, estimate (10.32) at t = 0 tells that the limiting function u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ) not only satisfies equation (10.1), but vanishes at t = 0 according to the zero initial condition. Therefore, exactly replicating reasonings of section 9.7, including the proof of Corollary 9.3 and the proof of Proposition 9.5 of section 9.8 on the extension of the solution, we arrive at the following assertion.

Proposition 10.5 There exists such α_0 = α_0(σ, {N_k}) that for α ∈ (0, α_0] and under conditions (10.3), (10.4) problem (10.1), (10.2) has a solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ) with estimates (10.5) - (10.7).

In the case when f(x, t) is defined for all t > 0 in the domain R^N_∞ = R^N × [0, ∞) and it’s norm in the space C^{σα,α}(R^N_∞), α ∈ (0, α_0], is finite that is |f(x, t)|^{(σα,α)}_{RN∞} < ∞ problem (10.1), (10.2) has such a solution u(x, t) that locally

in time t belongs to the space C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_∞) and that obeys estimates (10.6), (10.7) that is ⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),1+α)} R^N_∞ ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_∞ + |u0| (σ(1+α)) R^N ) , (10.37) |u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_∞ + |u0| (σ(1+α)) R^N ) (1 + ~T^{1+α}) + |u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ ∞.

(10.38) Consequently, for each finite T > 0 estimate (10.5) is also valid.

Besides, let a solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ), α ∈ (0, α_0], to problem (10.1), (10.2) in R^N_T be fixed and let the right hand side f(x, t) in (10.1) be defined (or extended from [0, T ]) for all t > 0 on the domain R^N_∞, and f(x, t) ∈ C^{σα,α}(R^N_∞). Then there exists such solution to problem (10.1), (10.2) in R^N_∞ (denoted by the same symbol u(x, t)) that belongs to C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_{~T} ) for each ~T > 0 and that coincides with u(x, t) in RN_T with the analogous to (10.37), (10.38) estimates in R^N_∞ ⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),1+α)} R^N_∞ ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_∞ + |u| (σ+σα,1+α) R^N_T ) , (10.39)

|u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_∞ + |u| (σ+σα,1+α) R^N_T ) (1+ ~T^{1+α})+|u|^{(σ+σα,1+α)} R^N_T , ~T ≤ ∞. (10.40)

Note that the proof of the last assertion of this proposition about the extension of the solution is not only a replication of the proof to Proposition 9.5 but is the significant simplification of the last. In particular, due to locality of the first derivative in t, we do not need an additional term in the right hand side of the equation as it was in equation (9.74), and consequently, we do not need an additional lemma of the kind of Lemma 9.4. Besides, we do not need to reduce the smoothness exponent from α to β < α to achieve the agreement of the solution at t = T as it was done in Proposition 9.5. This reflect the known semigroup property of Cauchy problems with the first time derivative.

On the ground of Proposition 10.5 on the extension of the solution and by the simple replication of the proof of Lemma 9.6 we get the assertion about the uniqueness of the solution from C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ) to problem (10.1), (10.2). We stress that in this place we do not need any restriction on the smoothness exponent α to have it sufficiently small since the space with a bigger α is continuously embedded in each space with a less α.

Proposition 10.6 Problem (10.1), (10.2) has at most one solution from the space C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ).

10.5 Removing the restriction on the Hölder exponent 0 < α ≤ α_0 = α_0(σ, {N_k}) and completion of the proof of Theorem 10.1.

Let now in problem (10.1), (10.2) the exponent α satisfies instead of conditions (10.4) the only condition α ∈ (0, 1), (10.41)

without the restriction α ≤ α_0 ∈ (0, 1). Moreover, since the case of a sufficiently small α ≤ α_0 is already considered above, we assume, to be specific, that α ∈ (α_0, 1). Since the functions f(x, t) and u_0(x) satisfy condition (10.3), then they satisfy the more weak condition

f(x, t) ∈ C^{σα0,α0} (R^N_T ), u_0(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α0)}(R^N ).

This follows from the continuous embeddings C^{σα,α}(R^N_T ) ⊂ C^{σα0 ,α0} (R^N_T ) and C^{σ(1+α)}(R^N ) ⊂ C^{σ(1+α0)}(R^N ) in view of the assumption α ∈ (α_0, 1). On the ground of Propositions 10.5 and 10.6 there exists the unique solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α0),1+α0} (R^N_T ) to problem (10.1), (10.2) with estimates (10.5) - (10.7) with the exponent α_0 instead of α. We show below that in fact the solution belongs to the class u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ) and estimates (10.5) - (10.7) are valid with the bigger exponent α itself.

Let an index k ∈ {1, ..., r} be fixed and let a non-zero h ∈ R^{Nk} be also fixed, where R^{Nk} is the corresponding subspace of R^N , containing space variables z_k. For ω ∈ (0, 1) and m > σ_k + σ_kα consider the function u_k(x, t) ≡ δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) |h|^ρ , ρ ≡ (1 − ω)σ_kα, ω ∈ (0, 1), α_k ≡ ωα, (10.42) where ω is chosen so small that α_k ≡ ωα ≤ α_0, and such that ρ, α_k, σ_iα_k, and σ_i + σ_iα_k are noninteger and σ_iα_k ∈ (0, 1), i = 1, 2, ..., r. In view of linearity of problem (10.1), (10.2), it can be directly verified that the function u_k(x, t) satisfies this problem with the following right hand side and the initial data correspondingly f_k(x, t) ≡ δ^m_{h,zk} f(x, t) |h|^ρ , u_{0,k}(x) ≡ δ^m_{h,zk} u_0(x) |h|^ρ . (10.43)

According to Proposition 6.7, the functions f_k(x, t) and u_{0,k}(x) belong to the spaces f_k(x, t) ∈ C^{σαk ,αk} (R^N_T ), u_{0,k}(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+αk )}(R^N ), and |f_k|^{(σαk ,αk )} R^N_T ≤ C(α, σ, ω) |f| (σα,α) R^N_T , |u 0,k|^{(σ(1+αk ))} R^N ≤ C(α, σ, ω) |u0| (σ(1+α)) R^N . (10.44) From Propositions 10.5 and 10.6 and from (10.44) it follows that u_k(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+αk ),1+αk} (R^N_T ), and ⟨u_k⟩^{(σ(1+αk ),1+αk )} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α k) ( |f_k|^{(σαk ,αk )} R^N_T + |u 0,k|^{(σ(1+αk ))} R^N ) ≤

≤ C(α, σ, ω) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.45)

In particular, this estimate includes the highest Hölder seminorm with respect to the group of the space variables z_k ⟨u_k⟩^{(σk +σk αk )} z_k ,R^N_T ≤ C(α, σ, ω) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N )

that is in view of property (2.4) (remind that m > σ_k + σ_kα), sup s∈R^Nk ,s≠0 |δ^m_{s,zk} u_k(x, t)| |s|^{σk +σk αk} = C ⟨u_k⟩^{(σk +σk αk )} z_k ,R^N_T ≤ C(α, σ, ω) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.46) Thus, according to the definition of u_k(x, t) in (10.42), sup s∈R^Nk ,s≠0 |δ^m_{s,zk} δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t)| |s|^{σk +σk αk} |h|^ρ ≤ C(α, σ, ω) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.47)

Choosing here the particular value s = h and making use of the definitions of α_k and ρ in (10.42), we conclude that |δ^{2m}_{h,zk} u(x, t)| |h|^{σk +σk α} ≤ C(α, σ, ω) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.48)

Since h ∈ R^{Nk} \{0} is arbitrary, we can infer from this, on the ground of (2.4), the estimate for the highest seminorm in z_k of the solution u(x, t) itself with the original α ⟨u(x, t)⟩^{(σk +σk α)} z_k ,R^N_T ≤ C(α, σ, ω) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.49)

It is clear that these reasonings do not depend on the index k of a group of the space variables, and thus (10.49) is valid for each k = 1, ..., r that is ⟨u(x, t)⟩^{(σ(1+α))} x,R^N_T ≤ C(α, σ, ω) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.50)

On the ground of the properties of the fractional operators (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} from equation (10.1), that are formulated in Proposition 6.1 in (6.1), we conclude that the consecuence of (10.50) is the estimate ⟨_r ∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) ⟩_{(σα)} x,R^N_T ≤ C(α, σ, ω, {N_k}) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.51) But then from equation (10.1) and from (10.3) we obtain the estimate for the Hölder seminorm of the time derivative u_t(x, t) with respect to x ⟨u_t(x, t)⟩^{(σα)}_{x,RNT} ≤ C(α, σ, ω, {N_k}) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.52)

Consider again some fixed group z_k of the space variables. Based on (10.49) and (10.52), we can apply Theorem 7.3 and it’s estimate (7.22) to the function u(x, t) to obtain ⟨ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u(x, t) ⟩_{(α)} t,R^N_T ≤ C(α, σ, ω, {N_k}) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.53) Since the group z_k is arbitrary, we can infer from the last inequality and again from equation (10.1) that ⟨u_t(x, t)⟩^{(α)}_{t,RNT} ≤ C(α, σ, ω, {N_k}) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) . (10.54)

Combining now estimates (10.50), (10.54) (and estimate (10.5) for the solution u(x, t) in the weaker space C^{σ(1+α0),1+α0} (R^N_T ), containing the estimate of the lowest norm |u(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RNT} ), we get finally |u|^{(σ(1+α),1+α)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α, T ) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , which completes the proof of Theorem 10.1.

11 Problem (10.1), (10.2) for an arbitrary α > 0.

In the previous section we’ve considered problem (10.1), (10.2) under the restriction α ∈ (0, 1). This imposes the restriction on the smoothness of the solution in t within one integer derivative in t with the finite Hölder seminorm in t of order α ∈ (0, 1). This also imposes the restriction on the smoothness of the solution in x to the anisotropic orders σ_k + σ_kα. In this section, we will get rid of the restriction α ∈ (0, 1), which will allow to consider problem (10.1), (10.2) in anisotropic Hölder spaces of arbitrary smoothness.

So, let first in problem (10.1), (10.2) we have α ∈ (1, 2) and let (10.3) be satisfied. Then, on the ground of Theorem 10.1, this problem has the unique solution from the space u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+β),1+β}(R^N_T ), β ≡ α − 1 ∈ (0, 1), due to the fact that the right hand side and the initial data are even surplus smooth.

Show first the additional smoothness of the solution in t. For this we will simply differentiate equation (10.1) in t to reduce the problem with a bigger α to a problem with a smaller one. Formally differentiating equation (10.1) in t and denoting (formally for a while) the derivative u_t(x, t) by v(x, t) ≡ u_t(x, t), we obtain for v(x, t) the same equation, but with the another right hand side Lu(x, t) ≡ v_t(x, t) + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} v = g(x, t) ≡ f_t(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N_T . (11.1) The initial condition for the function v(x, t) ≡ u_t(x, t) at t = 0 is defined from the original equation (10.1), which shows that at t = 0

v(x, 0) = v_0(x) ≡ f(x, 0) − r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} u_0(x), x ∈ R^N . (11.2)

Making use of formulas (2.5), (2.6) and Theorem 6.4 to calculate the spaces of smoothness for the functions g(x, t) and v_0(x), from (11.1) and (11.2), with taking the notation β ≡ α − 1 ∈ (0, 1), (11.3)

we obtain that

g(x, t) ∈ C^{σβ,β}(R^N_T ), v_0(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+β)}(R^N ) (11.4)

and the following estimates are valid |g|^{(σβ,β)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α, T )|f| (σα,α) R^N_T , |v 0|^{(σ(1+β))} R^N ≤ C(σ, α)|u0| (σ(1+α)) R^N . (11.5)

Based on Theorem 10.1, we infer that problem (11.1), (11.2) has the unique solution v(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+β),1+β}(R^N_T ) and |v|^{(σ(1+β),1+β)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α, T ) ( |g|^{(σβ,β)} R^N_T + |v 0|^{(σ(1+β))} R^N ) . (11.6)

The direct verification with taking into account the definitions of g(x, t) in (11.1) and of v_0(x) in (11.2) shows that the function

~u(x, t) ≡ u_0(x) + t∫ 0 v(x, τ)dτ

satisfies the original problem (10.1), (10.2). Since in addition ~u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+β),1+β} (R^N_T ) on the ground of (11.6), then from the uniqueness in this class it follows that ~u(x, t) coincides with the original solution u(x, t) that is, in particular, v(x, t) ≡ u_t(x, t) not formally but in fact. But then u_t(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+β),1+β}(R^N_T ) and for this function estimate (11.6) is valid. This means, in particular, that ⟨u_t(x, t)⟩^{(1+β)}_{t,RNT} ≤ C(σ, α, T ) ( |g|^{(σβ,β)} R^N_T + |v 0|^{(σ(1+β))} R^N ) , and from this, on the ground of the definition of β, of the definition of Hölder seminorms, and of (11.5), we obtain the higher smoothness of the solution u(x, t) in t that is ⟨u(x, t)⟩^{(1+α)}_{t,RNT} ≤ C(σ, α, T ) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , α ∈ (0, 2). (11.7)

Turning now to the additional smoothness in x, we confine ourselves to a brief explanation because the proof is identical to that from section 10.5 at the removing of the restriction on the smallness of α. At that we consider the functions (h ∈ R^{Nk} ) u_k(x, t) ≡ δ^m_{h,zk} u(x, t) |h|^ρ , ρ ≡ (1 − ω)σ_kα, ω ∈ (0, 1), α_k ≡ ωα, where similar to the previous reasonings ω is chosen such that α_k ≡ ωα ∈ (0, 1) and also such that the numbers ρ, α_k, σ_iα_k, and σ_i + σ_iα_k are nonintegers. Further reasonings also coincide with reasonings from section 10.5, which gives ⟨u(x, t)⟩^{(σ(1+α))} x,R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α, T ) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , α ∈ (0, 2). (11.8)

Estimates (11.7) and (11.8) mean that Theorem 10.1 is valid not only for α ∈ (0, 1) but α ∈ (1, 2) as well that is for a noninteger α ∈ (0, 2). Iterating this process by induction, we, finally, arrive at the following assertion.

Theorem 11.1 If α > 0 is a noninteger and conditions (10.3) are satisfied, then problem (10.1), (10.2) has the unique solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),1+α}(R^N_T ) with the estimates |u|^{(σ(1+α),1+α)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α, T ) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , (11.9)

⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),1+α)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , (11.10) |u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,α)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) ~T^{1+α} + |u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ T. (11.11)

Note that estimate (11.11) is obtained completely similar to (10.7).

12 Smoothness of solution to (9.1), (9.2) for more smooth initial data.

It was shown in the previous section that in problem (10.1), (10.2), which contains the integer derivative in t of the first order, the smoothness of the solution can be arbitrary high, depending on the smoothness of the data. In the present section We will extend this property to solutions of problem (9.1), (9.2). However, as we will show below, the complete extension of this property to the case of a fractional derivative in t of order θ requires from the right hand side of the equation to obey a series of conditions. At that there are no restrictions for the increasing of the smoothness in the space variables x and such smoothness increases together with the increasing of the corresponding smoothness of the data. Pretty different situation takes place with the smoothness in t. We explain this with the following simple example, which completely reflects the essence of the situation.

Example 12.1 Let in problem (9.1), (9.2) the right hand side and the initial data be equal correspondingly

f(x, t) ≡ t, u_0(x) ≡ 0. (12.1)

It can be directly verified that the unique (in view of Theorem 9.1) solution to (9.1), (9.2) with such data is the function with the dependence on t solely

u(x, t) = C(θ)t^{1+θ}. (12.2)

Evidently that the function f(x, t) belongs to any space C^{σα,θα}(R^N_T ) with an arbitrary large α that is, in fact, to C^∞. However, for θ < 1 the solution u(x, t) has the smoothness in t in the closed domain {t ≥ 0} only up to the order 1 + θ, though this solution is infinitely smooth in x. In terms of the previous section about the raising of smoothness by differentiation this corresponds to the following. After the differentiation of equation (9.1) in t and at the consideration of the obtained from (9.1) equation for u_t(x, t) we obtain the right hand side f_t(x, t) ≡ 1 and the initial data u_t(x, 0) ≡ 0 (in view of Proposition 3.2). And thus the necessary condition (9.6) is not satisfied. To satisfy this condition we must have in our case f_t(x, 0) ≡ 0. Consequently, the violation of condition (9.6) is a blockage for further raising of the smoothness in t in the closed domain {t ≥ 0}. Thus for the further raising of the smoothness in t in closed domain we must impose additional restrictions on the derivatives f^{(k)}_t (x, 0). At the same time for problem (10.1), (10.2) with an integer derivative in t additional restrictions of kind (9.6) are not necessary.

This example shows also to some extent that for additional smoothness in x no additional restrictions are required.

In particular, Theorem 9.1 can be generalized as follows.

Proposition 12.2 Theorem 9.1 stays valid if condition (9.5) is replaced by the more weak condition θ, θα ∈ (0, 1) (12.3)

that is the restrictions σ_k α ∈ (0, 1), k = 1, ..., r, can be omitted.

We do not present here a detailed proof of this proposition since the proof verbatim coincides with the reasonings of section 10.1 at the removing the analogous restrictions on α in the proof of Theorem 10.1. The presence in the equation either integer or fractional derivative in t does not matter in these reasonings, therefore we refer the reader to section 10.1.

Formulate now the main assertion of the present section.

Theorem 12.3 Let in problem (9.1), (9.2) conditions (9.3), (9.4), and (9.6) be satisfied. Let, further, α be such that numbers θα, θ + θα, σ_kα, σ_k + σ_kα, k = 1, ..., r are nonintegers and for some positive integer n θα ∈ (n − 1, n). (12.4) Let, finally, for n ≥ 2 besides the agreement condition (9.6) the following condition be satisfied ∂^mf(x, 0) ∂t^m ≡ 0, m = 1, ..., n − 1. (12.5) Then problem (9.1), (9.2) has the unique solution u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) with the estimates |u|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, θ, α, T ) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , (12.6)

⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) , (12.7) |u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, θ, α) ( |f|^{(σα,θα)} R^N_T + |u 0|^{(σ(1+α))} R^N ) ~T^{θ+θα}+|u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ T. (12.8)

Proof. We will carry out the proof by induction in the value of θα by formal differentiation of equation (9.1) in t and reducing a problem with more smooth data to a similar problem with less smooth data, according to the schema of the previous section.

Thus, since for θα ∈ (0, 1) the situation is described in Theorem 9.1 and Proposition 12.2, we suppose now that θα ∈ (1, 2). Without loss of generality we can assume zero initial data u_0(x) in problem (9.1), (9.2), as it was explained in section 9.1. Formally differentiating equation (9.1) in t, we obtain the following equation for the function v(x, t) ≡ u_t(x, t) Lv(x, t) ≡ D^θ_{∗t}v(x, t) + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2} v(x, t) = f_t(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R^N_T (12.9)

with the initial condition

v(x, 0) ≡ 0, x ∈ R^N . (12.10)

Initial condition (12.10) is due to the fact that under the condition u_0(x) ≡ 0 and for θ + θα > 1 (as it is in our case) we have u_t(x, 0) ≡ 0 in view of (3.6). Note also that differentiating in t the nonlocal derivative D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) in equation (9.1), due to the fact that u_t(x, 0) ≡ 0 and according to the definition of the Caputo - Jrbashyan derivative, we have ( D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) ) t = D^θ_{∗t}u_t(x, t). (12.11)

On the ground of (2.6) the right hand side in (12.9) belongs to the space f_t(x, t) ∈ C^{σβ,θβ}(R^N_T ), β ≡ θα − 1 θ , (12.12) and |f_t(x, t)|^{(σβ,θβ)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, θ, α) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T . (12.13)

As it was shown in Example 12.1, for problem (12.9), (12.10) to be solvable in the class C^{σ(1+β),θ+θβ} condition (9.6) must be met, which in our case has the form f_t(x, 0) ≡ 0, x ∈ R^N . (12.14)

Since according to the assumptions of the the theorem condition (12.14) is met and θβ = θα − 1 ∈ (0, 1), then based on Theorem 9.1 and on Proposition 12.2 we infer that there exists a solution v(x, t) to problem (12.9), (12.10) from the class v(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+β),θ+θβ}(R^N_T ), and |v(x, t)|^{(σ(1+β),θ+θβ)} R^N_T ≤ C |f t(x, t)|^{(σβ,θβ)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α, θ, T, N) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T . (12.15) Consider the function u(x, t) ≡ t∫ 0 v(x, τ)dτ. (12.16)

From (12.11) it follows that

D^θ_{∗t}u(x, t) = t∫ 0 D^θ_{∗τ} v(x, τ)dτ.

Now from the last relation and from (12.14) it follows that the function u(x, t) satisfies problem (9.1), (9.2) with zero initial condition. Besides, on the ground of (12.16) and (12.15) we infer that u(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+β),θ+θβ}(R^N_T ) and, consequently, it is the unique solution to problem (9.1), (9.2) from the pointed above or more smooth class. At the same time, again from (12.16) and (12.15) it follows that u(x, t) has the smoothness in t up to the order θ + θβ + 1 = θ + θα and ⟨u(x, t)⟩^{(θ+θα)} t,R^N_T ≤ C(σ, α, θ, T, N) |f(x, t)| (σα,θα) R^N_T . (12.17)

As for the smoothness in x up to the orders σ_k + σ_kα (in each group of space variables z_k), it is proved verbatim to the corresponding reasonings from section 10.1, which proves Theorem 12.3 for the case θα ∈ (0, 2).

Finally, the general case θα ∈ (n − 1, n) with an arbitrary positive integer n is obtained by induction in n, which completes the proof of the theorem.

13 Construction of functions from C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) from their initial data at t = 0.

In the present section we describe a way of constructing a function w(x, t) from the class C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) with θ+θα > 1 according to it’s initial data at t = 0. These initial data are the trace at t = 0 of a function w(x, 0) itself and the traces of it’s derivatives in t up to the order [θ] regardless of whether θ is integer or fractional. The constructing of such function is an important technical device in investigations of parabolic initial value problems including (1.2), (1.3). This permits to reduce investigations of a problem to it’s investigations in the case of zero initial data and to consider the problem in the classes of such functions that vanish at t = 0 together with all their possible derivatives in t. This approach is rather standard nowdays at different considerations of parabolic problems and was applied, in particular, in the classical paper [35]. In section 9 it was applied for the extension of a solution to the domain t < 0 with the class preservation, which permitted to consider the problem in the whole space R^{N+1}. In section 10 we did not have such opportunity yet and the extension to the domain t < 0 was performed without class preservation in t, which caused some more complex structure of the proof. If now we are going to consider the problem of higher order with integer or fractional θ > 1, then the extension of a solution to the domain t < 0 without class preservation with the aim of the considerations in the whole R^{N+1} would lead to emergence in the equation of supported at t = 0 delta-functions. Clearly, such way potentially could make the investigations even more complicated.

Naturally, the mentioned function w(x, t) is not unique and the way of it’s constructing, we present below, closely reproduces the construction from [37], Ch. IV, Theorem 4.3. The only difference consists of the making use of a parabolic operator with some fractional Laplace operator instead of the standard heat operator. However, the author have not managed to produce an algorithm to construct such w(x, t) for an arbitrary value of α. The problem with following [37] is that we must have some results on the solvability and the estimates for the simplest Cauchy problems with the initial data from the less smooth spaces than the order of the corresponding differential operator. For the operator of the heat equation (and much more general - see [35]) such results are known due to estimates of the corresponding parabolic potentials, unlike the situation with fractional operators. Therefore in the present section we first confine ourselves to the case of somewhat heightened exponent α. Namely, we suppose that {θ} + θα > 1. (13.1) Before we turn to the strict statements of this section, we describe, on the ground of property (2.6) of anisotropic Hölder spaces, the particular functional classes for the derivatives in t up to the order [θ] of a function w(x, t) from the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ). And also we formulate some definitions.

Let w(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) with θ > 1 so that [θ] ≥ 1, and consequently the function w(x, t) has the first derivative in t. According to (2.6) the derivative w_t(x, t) belongs to the space w_t(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α) θ+θα−1θ+θα ,θ+θα−1}(R^N_T ) = C^{σ(1+α)− 1θ σ,θ+θα−1}(R^N_T ). (13.2) That is after the differentiation in t the smoothness in t decreases by one, and the smoothness in a group of the space variables z_k decreases by σ_k/θ. Somewhat transforming the smoothness exponents of the space in (13.2), we formulate (13.2) as follows w_t(x, t) ∈ C^{σθ (1+α(θ,1)),1+α(θ,1)}(R^N_T ), (13.3)

where σ θ ≡ { σ_1 θ , ..., σ_r θ }, α(θ, 1) ≡ θ − 1 + θα − 1 > 0, (13.4) and we note that positivity of the exponent α(θ, 1) follows from assumption (13.1). Generally, if [θ] = n ≥ 1, then proceeding with the differentiating in t as it is described in (13.2) - (13.4), we get by induction ∂^iw(x, t) ∂t^i ∈ C^{σθ (1+α(θ,i)),1+α(θ,i)}(R^N_T ) = C^{σ(1+α)− iθ σ,θ+θα−i}(R^N_T ), i = 1, 2, ...n, (13.5) where α(θ, i) ≡ θ − i + θα − 1 > 0 (13.6) and | | | ∂^iw(x, t) ∂t^i | | | (σ(1+α)−^i_θ σ,θ+θα−i)

R^N_T ≤ C |w(x, t)|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T . (13.7)

Besides, applying relation (2.6), we infer that the differentiating in t is a bounded linear operator from C^{σ(1+α)− iθ σ,θ+θα−i}(R^N_T ) with i ≤ n−1 to C^{σ(1+α)− i+1θ σ,θ+θα−i−1}(R^N_T ) that is | | | | ∂^{i+1}w(x, t) ∂t^{i+1} | | | | (σ(1+α)−^{i+1}_θ σ,θ+θα−i−1)

R^N_T ≤ C | | | | ∂^iw(x, t) ∂t^i | | | | (σ(1+α)−^i_θ σ,θ+θα−i)

R^N_T . (13.8) We note in addition the following. If the exponents θα and σ_kα, k = 1, ..., r, (the ”additional” smoothness exponents) are nonintegers, then for each i = 1, 2, ...n the ”additional” smoothness exponents (θ − i)α(θ, i) = θα and σ_k(θ, i)α(θ, i) = σ_kα stay in fact the same nonintegers.

We need also the fact that in view of Theorem 6.4 with ρ = σ/θ the operators (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2θ} , k = 1, ..., r, are, similar to the differentiating in t, linear bounded operators from C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) to C^{σ(1+α)− 1θ σ,θ+θα−1}(R^N_T ). That is for w(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) | |(−Δz_k )^{σk2θ} w(x, t) | |^{(σ(1+α)−} 1 θ σ,θ+θα−1) R^N_T ≤ C |w(x, t)|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T . (13.9)

Besides, based on Theorem 6.4 we infer that similar to (13.7), (13.8) we have for iterations of the operators (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2θ} | | | [ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2θ} ]_i w(x, t) | | | (σ(1+α)−^i_θ σ,θ+θα−i) R^N_T ≤ C |w(x, t)|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T , i ≤ n. (13.10) And moreover for i ≤ n − 1 | | | |(−Δ^zk ) σk 2θ {[ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2θ} ]_i w(x, t) }| | | (σ(1+α)−^{i+1}_θ σ,θ+θα−i−1) R^N_T ≤ (13.11)

≤ C | | | | [ (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2θ} ]_i w(x, t) | | | | (σ(1+α)−^i_θ σ,θ+θα−i) R^N_T that is (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2θ} is a bounded linear operator from C^{σ(1+α)− iθ σ,θ+θα−i}(R^N_T ) with i ≤ n − 1 to C^{σ(1+α)− i+1θ σ,θ+θα−i−1}(R^N_T ). Formulate now the main assertion of the present section.

Theorem 13.1 Let such positive integer or noninteger numbers θ, σ_k , k = 1, ..., r, and α be given that the numbers θα, θ + θα, σ_k α, and σ_k + σ_kα are nonintegers. Let, further, condition (13.1) is met. Let, finally, such n + 1 = [θ] + 1 functions φ_i(x), i = 0, ..., n, be given that they are defined in R^N and belong to the spaces (σ ≡ {σ_1, ..., σ_r }) φ_i(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)− iθ σ}(R^N ), i = 0, ..., n. (13.12)

Then there exists such functions w(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) that at t = 0 ∂^iw(x, 0) ∂t^i = φ_i(x), i = 0, ..., n (13.13) and |w(x, t)|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C n∑ i=0 |φ_i(x)|^{(σ(1+α)− iθ σ)} R^N . (13.14)

Proof. The schema of proof for this theorem coincides with that from Theorem 4.3, Ch. IV in [37]. However we present the proof here for completeness because instead of the standard heat operator with well known properties, which was used in [37], we make use of the operator that was investigated above in sections 10, 11.

Define the differential operator L ≡ ∂ ∂t + M ≡ ∂ ∂t + r∑ k=1 (−Δ_{zk} )^{σk2θ} . (13.15)

From (13.5), (13.6), (13.10), and (13.11) it follows that L is a linear bounded operator from the space C^{σ(1+α)− iθ σ,θ+θα−i}(R^N_T ) with 0 ≤ i ≤ n−1 to the space C^{σ(1+α)− i+1θ σ,θ+θα−i−1}(R^N_T ), L : C^{σ(1+α)− iθ σ,θ+θα−i}(R^N_T ) → C^{σ(1+α)− i+1θ σ,θ+θα−i−1}(R^N_T ), 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. (13.16) Define, further, the functions ψ_j (x) ≡ j∑ s=0 C^s_j M^sφ_{j−s}(x), j = 0, ..., n. (13.17)

Let a function w(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) satisfies the condition ( ∂ ∂t + M )_j w(x, t) | | | |_{t=0} = ψ_j (x), j = 0, ..., n, (13.18) where all relations are correctly defined in view of (13.16). Show that then this function satisfies also conditions(13.13). Taking into account the definition of the function ψ_j (x) in (13.17), condition (13.18) can be formulated in the form j∑ s=0 C^s_j M^s [ ∂^{j−s}w(x, t) ∂t^{j−s} | | | |_{t=0} − φ^{j−s}(x) ] = 0, j = 0, ..., n. (13.19) From this condition we get by induction starting from j = 0

w(x, t)|_{t=0} = φ_0(x).

Further, making use of this relation, we infer from (13.19) for j = 1 that ∂w(x, t) ∂t | | | |_{t=0} = φ^1(x).

Proceeding this process by induction we verify all the relations in (13.13).

Define now the function w(x, t) we need recursively from the Cauchy problem ∂w ∂t + Mw = w^{(1)}(x, t), w(x, 0) = ψ_0w(x) = φ_0(x), (13.20)

where the function w^{(1)}(x, t) is defined in advance from the problem

∂w^{(1)} ∂t + Mw^{(1)} = w^{(2)}(x, t), w^{(1)}(x, 0) = ψ_1(x), (13.21)

and so on. And the initial function w^{(n)} is defined from the problem ∂w^{(n)} ∂t + Mw^{(n)} = 0, w^{(n)}(x, 0) = ψ_n(x). (13.22)

On the base of Theorem 11.1 all functions w^{(j)}(x, t) are correctly defined, since all spaces C^{σθ (1+α(θ,i)),1+α(θ,i)}(R^N_T ) = C^{σ(1+α)− iθ σ,θ+θα−i}(R^N_T ) with α(θ, i) > 0 in the above Cauchy problems are appropriate for the application of Theorem 11.1.

Since, in view of the definition,

w^{(j)}(x, t) = ( ∂ ∂t + M )_j w(x, t), then the function w(x, t) satisfies conditions (13.18) and, consequently (13.13) by the construction of w^{(j)}(x, t).

Estimate (13.14) is obtained now by the successive application of Theorem 11.1 to the chain of problems (13.20) - (13.22).

We stress one more that requirement (13.1) in this theorem is due to the fact that the least smooth initial data in problem (13.22) belongs to the the space C^{σ(1+α)− nθ σ,}(R^N ) = C^{σθ (1+α(θ,n))}(R^N ) with α(θ, n) = θ − n + θα − 1 = θ − [θ] + θα − 1 = {θ} + θα − 1. Therefore α(θ, n) is negative under violation of condition (13.1) (α(θ, n) can not be equal to zero since θ−n+θα is a noninteger by the assumption). At the same time the total smoothness exponent for the space ψ_n(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)− nθ σ,}(R^N ) is positive and for the case of integer derivatives in [35] by methods of parabolic potentials sharp estimates for the solutions of the corresponding problems (13.22) for parabolic systems were obtained. As for the fractional problem under consideration, such estimates are unknown by now.

However, if θ ∈ (0, 2) that is n = [θ] ≤ 1, the the desired function can be constructed without condition (13.1). For n = 0 the construction is trivial and for n = 1 such function can be constructed as the solution of the problem ∂w(x, t) ∂t + Mw = φ_1(x) + Mφ_0(x), (x, t) ∈ R^N_T ; w(x, 0) = φ_0(x), x ∈ R^N . (13.23) Here the initial data φ_0(x) and the right hand side φ_1(x)+Mφ_0(x) belong to the appropriate for the application of Theorem 10.1 space and consequently problem (13.23) has the unique solution from the desired class with the corresponding estimate of it’s norm over the norms of the functions φ_0(x) and φ_1(x). Thus the following assertion is valid.

Theorem 13.2 For θ ∈ (0, 2) Theorem 13.1 stays valid without restriction (13.1).

Note finally that if we consider to construct a function w(x, t) from the space C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) not by the full set of the traces of it’s integer derivatives in t up to the order n = [θ] but by the set of the traces of it’s integer derivatives in t up to the order n − 1 = [θ] − 1, then we can do without (13.1). Indeed, in this case the last (the initial) problem in the chain of problems (13.20) - (13.22) is not the problem with the number n, but the one with the number n − 1 ∂w^{(n−1)} ∂t + Mw^{(n−1)} = 0, w^{(n−1)}(x, 0) = ψ_{n−1}(x), (13.24)

where ψ_{n−1}(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)− n−1θ σ,}(R^N ) = C^{σθ (1+α(θ,n−1))}(R^N ), and α(θ, n − 1) = θ − (n − 1) + θα − 1 = θ − [θ] + θα = {θ} + θα > 0. Thus the simple replication of the proof of Theorem 13.1 leads to the following (more weak in a sense) assertion without restriction (13.1).

Theorem 13.3 Let such positive integer or noninteger numbers θ, σ_k , k = 1, ..., r, and α be given that the numbers θα, θ + θα, σ_k α, and σ_k + σ_kα are nonintegers. Let also such n = [θ] functions φ_i(x), i = 0, ..., n − 1, be given that they are defined in R^N and belong to the spaces (σ ≡ {σ_1, ..., σ_r}) φ_i(x) ∈ C^{σ(1+α)− iθ σ} (R^N ), i = 0, ..., n − 1. (13.25) Then there exists such a function w(x, t) ∈ C^{σ(1+α),θ+θα}(R^N_T ) that at t = 0 ∂^iw(x, 0) ∂t^i = φ_i(x), i = 0, ..., n − 1 (13.26) and |w(x, t)|^{(σ(1+α),θ+θα)} R^N_T ≤ C n−1∑ i=0 |φ_i(x)|^{(σ(1+α)− iθ σ)} R^N . (13.27)

14 The proofs of theorems 2.1, 2.3, and 2.5.

In the present section we outline the proof of theorems 2.1, 2.3, 2.5. But we do not present here the detailed proofs since they, in fact, would be simple verbatim copies of the reasoning and constructions of the proofs for the main assertions from the previous sections. In particular, Theorem 2.1 is a direct generalization to the case θ = n ≥ 1 of Theorem 11.1, and Theorem 2.3 generalizes, evidently, Theorem 12.3 to the case of an arbitrary noninteger θ > 0. These theorems were not proved in their full generality in the previous sections 9 and 10 since the preliminary considerations of the cases θ ∈ (0, 1) and θ = 1 were necessary for the only reason to obtain the results of section 13 on the extension of the initial data to the domain {t > 0}. Without this extension it would not be possible to reduce Cauchy problems of higher order in t to the case of zero initial data with the subsequent extension of solutions by zero to the domain {t < 0}. After such reducing all others steps in the corresponding proofs stays unaltered.

As for Theorem 2.5, it is a direct corollary of Proposition 6.3, Proposition 6.8, and Theorem 9.1.

Therefore we comment only on the proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.3.

14.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1.

For the case n = 1 Theorem 2.1 coincides with Theorem 11.1. If n > 1 the proof of Theorem 2.1 completely follows the steps and reasonings of the proofs of Theorems 10.1, 11.1.

Firstly, the boundedness of operator L in the spaces of Theorem 2.1 follows directly from property (2.6) and Proposition 6.3.

Further, to demonstrate the inverse bounded operator for L, we, similar to Theorem 10.1, assume first that the smoothness exponent nα ∈ (0, 1) and it is sufficiently small.

On the first step we reduce the problem to zero initial data (1.3). For that we make use of Theorem 13.3.

Taking advantage of the fact that the given initial data are equal to zero, we on the second step extend the desired solution and the right hand side to the domain {t < 0} ∪ {t > T } to a finite in t function and formulate the original problem in the domain R^N × (−∞, ∞). At that equation (1.2) stays unchanged since the derivative in t of order n − 1 of the solution is continuous at t = 0 and consequently no terms of the kind of supported at {t = 0} distributions emerge in the equation while calculating the highest t-derivative of order n - completely similar to the case n = 1. We also cut the right hand side off to a finite in x function and apply the smoothing to obtain the right hand side from C^∞(R^N × (−∞, ∞)), exactly as it was done in sections 9.4 and 10.2.

On the next step we obtain solvability and estimates of the solution to the problem with a finite right hand side of the class C^∞(R^N × (−∞, ∞)). As it was in section 10.3, we apply the Fourier transform with respect to all variables and obtain the representation for the highest derivatives of the solution ^ ∂^nu_{m,ε} ∂t^n (ξ, ξ_0) =

(iξ_0)^n (iξ_0)^n + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) ≡ ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0), (14.1) ^ (−Δ_{zi} )^{σi}2 u_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) = |ζ_i|^{σi} (iξ_0)^n + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) ≡ ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0). (14.2) Note that the right hand side f(x, t) in the extended to the domain {t < 0} problem is not continuous at t = 0 in general since the derivative in t of order n in the equation is not generally continuous at t = 0. Correspondingly, the smoothed right hand side f_{m,ε}(x, t) in (14.1) and in (14.2), similar to section 10.3, does not have uniformly bounded in mollifying parameter ε Hölder seminorm in t. Consequently, similar to section 10.3, we apply to the multipliers ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) and ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) not only Theorem 8.1 to obtain estimate (10.26), but also Theorem 8.2, which permits to obtain uniform in ε estimate of the highest Hölder seminorms of the solution in the space variables x. At that, since by assumption n is not equal to a number of the form 4j + 2, j = 0, 1, ..., then (iξ_0)^n is not equal to −|ξ_0|^n for all nonzero ξ_0. Consequently, the modulus of denominator in the expressions for ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) and ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) is separated from zero on the sets B_ν from (8.9). Therefore, similar to section 10.3, it is not difficult to verify conditions of theorems 8.1 and 8.2. Application of these theorems leads, under definite smallness of the exponent α, to the estimate of the highest seminorms of the solution u_{m,ε}(x, t) for the problem with the smoothed finite right hand side f_{m,ε}(x, t). In particular, for the highest derivative in t, based also on Lemma 10.3, we obtain the estimate in the whole space R^{N+1} ⟨ ∂^nu_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t^n ⟩_{(nα)} t,R^{N +1} ≤ C(σ) ⟨f_{m,ε}(x, t)⟩^{(σα,nα)}_{RN +1} ≤ C(σ, α)ε^{−nα}|f|^{(σα,nα)}_{RNT} , (14.3) which is an analog of (10.26). And similar to (10.30), based also on the equation, we obtain the uniform in ε estimate in the domain R^N_T ⟨u_{m,ε}⟩^{(σ+σα,n+nα)} R^N_T ≤ C(α, σ, {N k}) |f(x, t)|^{(σα,nα)} R^N_T , m = 1, 2, ..., ε ∈ (0, 1). (14.4) To obtain an analog of (10.32) and (10.33) we first make use of (14.3) to obtain | | | | ∂^nu_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t^n | | | | = | | | | ∂^nu_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t^n − ∂^nu_{m,ε}(x, −2ε) ∂t^n | | | | ≤ ≤ ⟨u_{m,ε}⟩^{(n+nα)} t,R^{N +1} | − 2ε| nα ≤ C(n, σ, α)|f|^{(σα,nα)}_{RNT} , t ∈ [−2ε, 0]. (14.5) And then, analogously to (10.32),

|u_{m,ε}(x, 0)| ≤ C(n) 0∫ −2ε | | | | ∂^nu_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t^n | | | | t^{n−1}dt ≤ C(n, σ, α)|f|^{(σα,α)}_RN_T ε^n. (14.6)

Eventually, analogously to the obtaining (10.33), we successively obtain on R^N_T | | | ∂^nu_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t^n | | | ≤ | | | ∂^nu_{m,ε}(x, 0) ∂t^n | | | (0) R^N + ⟨ ∂^nu_{m,ε}(x, t) ∂t^n ⟩_{(nα)} t,R^N_T t^{nα} ≤

≤ C(n, σ, α)|f|^{(σα,nα)}_{RNT} (1 + T^{nα}) and consequently

|u_{m,ε}(x, t)| ≤ |u_{m,ε}(x, 0)| + C(n) t∫ 0 | | | | ∂^nu_{m,ε}(x, τ) ∂τ^n | | | | (t − τ)^{n−1}dτ ≤

≤ C(n, σ, α)|f|^{(σα,nα)}_{RNT} (ε^n + t^n (1 + T^{nα})), that is |u_{m,ε}(x, t)|^{(0)}_{RNT} ≤ C(n, σ, α)|f|^{(σα,nα)}_{RNT} (1 + T^{n+nα}). (14.7) Further, completely similar to section 10.3 and analogously to reasoning of section 9.7 at the proving of Proposition 9.2, based on estimates (14.4) and (14.7), we make the transition to the limit on the parameters of smoothing and cutting-off under ε → 0, m → ∞ on the set R^N_T in the sequence of the problems with smooth finite data. This results in a solution u(x, t) of the original problem with the estimates ⟨u⟩^{(σ(1+α),n+nα)} R^N_T ≤ C(σ, n, α) ( |f|^{(σα,nα)} R^N_∞ + n−1∑ i=0 |u_i|^{(σ(1+α)− in σ)} R^N ) , (14.8)

|u|^{(0)}_{RN~T} ≤ C(σ, α, n) ( |f|^{(σα,nα)} R^N_∞ + n−1∑ i=0 |u_i|^{(σ(1+α)− in σ)} R^N ) × (14.9)

×(1 + ~T^{n+α}) + |u_0|^{(0)}_{RN} , ~T ≤ T,

where T can be equal to ∞ if the original function f(x, t) was defined on R^N × [0, ∞) - analogously to Proposition 10.5 in section 10.4.

The uniqueness of the solution is obtained completely similar to section 10.4 by the extension of the solution and applying the Fourier transform in the space of distributions, which completes the proof of the solvability and the estimates for problem (1.2), (1.3) under a sufficiently small α > 0.

On the last step, repeating verbatim first reasonings from section 10.5 and then from section 11, we prove the solvability and the estimates of problem (1.2), (1.3) for an arbitrary positive α.

Thus, as a result, we obtain the existence and the boundedness of the inverse operator L^{-1} to the operator L, which completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

14.2 The proof of Theorem 2.3.

In the case θ ∈ (0, 1) this theorem, evidently, coincides with Theorem 12.3. In the case of an arbitrary noninteger θ > 0 the proof step by step follows the proofs of Theorems 9.1 and 12.3 with some minor obvious changes. We will just highlight some of them.

Firstly, the reducing of the problem to zero initial data is made not just by substraction of the initial function similar to section 9.1, but by substraction of a function w(x, t) from the appropriate space, which satisfies the initial conditions. Such function was constructed in Theorem 13.1 for an arbitrary noninteger θ > 0 with the restriction {θ} + θα > 1 on the exponent α, and also in Theorem 13.2 for a noninteger θ ∈ (0, 2) and for an arbitrary α > 0.

Further, after the extension of the unknown function by zero to the domain {t < 0}, in view of zero initial data, the derivatives in t up to the order [θ] stays continuous, and consequently, the same is valid for the fractional derivative D^θ_∗u(x, t) itself. Therefore, after applying, similar to section 9.5, the Fourier transform to obtain the representation of the solution in terms of it’s Fourier image we can use Theorem 8.1. At that the representations for the highest derivatives have the form ^ D^θ_∗u(x, t)u_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) = (iξ_0)^θ (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k|^{σk} ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) ≡ ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0), (14.10) ^ (−Δ_{zi} )^{σi}2 u_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) = |ζ_i|^{σi} (iξ_0)^θ + ∑_r k=1|ζ_k |^{σk} ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0) ≡ ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) ^f_{m,ε}(ξ, ξ_0). (14.11) Since θ is a noninteger, then in the first term of the denominator (iξ_0)^θ = (±i)^θ|ξ_0|^θ the numerical coefficient (±i)^θ has a non-zero imaginary part. Therefore on the annulus B_ν from (8.9) the denominator of the multipliers ^m_0(ξ, ξ_0) and ^m_i(ξ, ξ_0) is strictly separated from zero. This permits to verify the conditions of Theorem 8.1 - completely similar to section 9.5.

Highlight, finally, one more very simple alteration in the proof, caused by the high order of the derivative in t. To obtain the corresponding analog of Proposition 9.5 on the extension of the solution to the whole time interval t ∈ (0, ∞) one should use the Taylor polynomial of degree [θ] on the role of the function ~u(x, t) from (9.77) and, correspondingly, to use Lemma 9.4, which is proved for an arbitrary noninteger θ > 0.

Besides the pointed above simplest alterations all the others steps in the proof of Theorem 2.3 coincide with the corresponding steps in the proofs first of Theorem 9.1 and then of Theorem 12.3, which leads to the assertion of Theorem 2.3.

References

[1] Samko, S.G., Kilbas, A.A., Marichev, O.I.: Fractional Integrals and Derivatives:Theory and Applications. Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, New

York and London (1993), 1014 p.

[2] Kilbas A.A., Srivastava H.M., Trujillo J.J., Theory and Applications of Fractional Differential Equations. North-Holland Mathematics Studies. Vol. 204. Amsterdam, Elsevier, 2006, 542p.

[3] Sabir Umarov, Introduction to Fractional and Pseudo-Differential Equations with Singular Symbols, Springer International Publishing Switzerland, 2015, 446 p.

[4] Gorenflo, R., Mainardi, F., Fractional calculus: integral and differential equations of fractional order: In Carpinteri, A., Mainardi, F. (eds): Fractals and Fractional Calculus in Continuum Mechanics. Springer Verlag, Wien and New York 223–276 (1997).

[5] Metzler, R,. Klafter, J.: The random walk’s guide to anomalous diffusion:

a fractional dynamics approach. Physics Reports, 339, #1, 1–77 (2000).

[6] Kemppainen J., Positivity of the fundamental solution for fractional diffusion and wave equations, Mathematical Methods in the Applied Sciences, p.1 - 19, doi: 10.1002/mma.5974.

[7] Junxiong Jia, Kexue Li, Maximum principles for a time–space fractional diffusion equation, Applied Mathematics Letters, Volume 62, 2016, Pages 23-28, doi.org/10.1016/j.aml.2016.06.010.

[8] Kôzô Yabuta, Minsuk Yang, Besov and Triebel–Lizorkin space estimates for fractional diffusion, Hiroshima Math. J., v. 48 (2018), no.2, p.141–158.

[9] Antonio Greco, Antonio Iannizzotto, Existence and convexity of solutions of the fractional heat equation, Communications on Pure and Applied Analysis, Volume 16, Number 6, pp. 2201–2226, doi:10.3934/cpaa.2017109.

[10] Arturo de Pablo, Fernando Quiro’s Ana Rodri’guez, Anisotropic nonlocal diffusion equations with singular forcing, Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincare’ C, Analyse non line’aire, V. 37, no. 5, 1167-1183, (2020).

[11] Hongjie Dong, Hong Zhang, On Schauder estimates for a class of nonlocal fully nonlinear parabolic equations, Calculus of Variations and Partial Differential Equations, 2019, v.58, no. 2, Article number: 40, p.1-42, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-019-1482-7.

[12] Mikulevicius, R., Pragarauskas, H. On the Cauchy Problem for Integrodifferential Operators in Hölder Classes and the Uniqueness of the Martingale Problem. Potential Anal v.40, no.4, p. 539–563 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11118-013-9359-4.

[13] Xavier Ferna’ndez-Real, Xavier Ros-Oton, Regularity theory for general stable operators: Parabolic equations, Journal of Functional Analysis, V. 272 (2017), Issue 10, Pages 4165-4221.

[14] Binjie Li, Xiaoping Xie, Regularity of solutions to time fractional diffusion equations, Discrete & Continuous Dynamical Systems - B, v. 24 (2019), no. 7, p. 3195–3210, doi: 10.3934/dcdsb.2018340.

[15] Ngoc Tran Bao, Dumitru Baleanu, Duc Le Thi Minh, Tuan Nguyen Huy, Regularity results for fractional diffusion equations involving fractional derivative with Mittag–Leffler kernel, Math. Meth. Appl. Sci., V.43 (2020), no. 12, p.7208-7226, doi: 10.1002/mma.6459.

[16] Shangquan Bu, Gang Cai, Well-posedness of fractional degenerate differential equations with finite delay on vector-valued functional spaces, Mathematische Nachrichten, V. 291 (2018), no. 5-6, p. 759-773, doi: 10.1002/mana.201600502.

[17] Shangquan Bu, Gang Cai, Well-posedness of degenerate fractional integro-differential equations in vector-valued functional spaces, Mathematische Nachrichten, V. 293 (2020), no. 10, p. 1931-1946, doi: 10.1002/mana.201900336.

[18] de Andrade, B., Van Au, V., O’Regan, D. et al.( Nguyen Huy Tuan), Wellposedness results for a class of semilinear time-fractional diffusion equations. Z. Angew. Math. Phys. v.71, Article number: 161 (2020), p. 1024. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00033-020-01348-y

[19] Mohammed Al Horani,Mauro Fabrizio,Angelo Favini,Hiroki Tanabe, Fractional Cauchy problems for infinite interval case, Discrete & Continuous Dynamical Systems - S, V.13 (2020) , no. 12, p.3285–3304, doi:10.3934/dcdss.2020240.

[20] S. D. Eidelman, A. N. Kochubei, Cauchy problem for fractional diffusion equations, J. Differential Equations, v.199 (2004), no. 2, p.211–255

[21] Bogdan, Krzysztof; Jakubowski, Tomasz; Estimates of Heat Kernel of Fractional Laplacian Perturbed by Gradient Operators, Communications in Mathematical Physics, Volume 271, Issue 1, pp.179-198, doi: 10.1007/s00220-006-0178-y.

[22] Karel Van Bockstal, Existence and uniqueness of a weak solution to a non-autonomous time-fractional diffusion equation (of distributed order), Applied Mathematics Letters, Volume 109, November 2020, 106540, doi: 10.1016/j.aml.2020.106540.

[23] Kotaro Hisa, Kazuhiro Ishige, Jin Takahash: Existence of solutions for an inhomogeneous fractional semilinear heat equation, Nonlinear Analysis, Volume 199, October 2020, 111920, doi: 10.1016/j.na.2020.111920.

[24] Lorenzo Brandolese, Grzegorz Karch, Far field asymptotics of solutions to convection equation with anomalous diffusion, Journal of Evolution Equations v. 8 (2008), p. 307–326, doi: 10.1007/s00028-008-0356-9.

[25] Mati’as G. Delgadino, Scott Smith: Ho:lder estimates for fractional parabolic equations with critical divergence free drifts, Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincare’ C, Analyse non line’aire, V. 35 (2018), no. 3, p. 577-604, doi: 10.1016/j.anihpc.2017.06.004.

[26] Karimov, Erkinjon; Mamvhuev, Murat; Ruzhansky, Michael. Nonlocal initial problem for second order time-fractional and spacesingular equation. Hokkaido Math. J., v.49 (2020), no. 2, 349–361. doi:10.14492/hokmj/1602036030.

[27] Fabio Punzo, Enrico Valdinoci, Prescribed conditions at infinity for fractional parabolic and elliptic equations with unbounded coefficients, ESAIM: COCV, v. 24, no. 1, p. 105-127 (2018), DOI: 10.1051/cocv/2016077

[28] Lorenzo Marino, Schauder estimates for degenerate L(e)(ć)vy Ornstein- Uhlenbeck operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl., V. 500 (2021), no. 1, Article 125168, 30p., https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2021.125168.

[29] A. Lunardi, M. Röckner, Schauder theorems for a class of (pseudo- )differential operators on finite- and infinite-dimensional state spaces, J. London Math. Soc., Early View, 49p., https://doi.org/10.1112/jlms.12436.

[30] Marcello D’Abbicco, Marcelo Rempel Ebert, L_p − L_q estimates for a parameter-dependent multiplier with oscillatory and diffusive components, J. Math. Anal. Appl., V. 504, no. 1, a.n. 125393, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2021.125393.

[31] K. K. Golovkin, On equivalent normalizations of fractional spaces, Amer.

Math. Soc. Transl., 81 (1969), 257–280.

[32] V. A. Solonnikov, Estimates for solutions of a non-stationary linearized system of Navier– Stokes equations, Proceedings of the Steklov Institute of Mathematics, 70 (1964), 213–317.

[33] D. Gilbarg and N.S. Trudinger, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of the Second Order, Springer, Berlin, 1984.

[34] H. Triebel, Theory of Function Spaces II, Modern Birkhauser Classics, Birkhäuser, Basel, 2010, 376p.

[35] V. A. Solonnikov, On boundary value problems for linear parabolic systems of differential equations of general form, Proceedings of the Steklov Institute of Mathematics, 83 (1965), 3–163.

[36] Bass, R.F., Regularity results for stable-like operators. J. Funct. Anal. v.257 (2009), no. 8, p. 2693–2722.

[37] O. A. Ladyzhenskaya, V. A. Solonnikov, and N. N. Uraltseva, Linear and Quasilinear Equations of Parabolic Type, American Mathematical Society,Translations of Mathematical Monographs, 1968.

[38] N. I. Muskhelishvili, Singular Integral Equations. Springer Science+Business Media B.V., Springer, Dordrecht, 1958, 452p.

[39] O. A. Ladyzhenskaya, A Theorem on Multiplicators in Nonhomogeneous Hölder Spaces and Some of It’s Applications, Journal of Mathematical Sciences, v.115, no.6, p.2792–2802 (2003). https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1023373920221

[40] S. P. Degtyarev, On Fourier multipliers in function spaces with partial Hölder condition and their application to the linearized Cahn-Hilliard equation with dynamic boundary conditions, Evolution Equations & Control Theory, v.4, no.4, p.391 - 429, 2015.