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Abstract. This paper extends our previous controllability results for a class of coupled linear

parabolic systems with nonlocal interactions, motivated by applications in finance such as general-

ized Black–Scholes models. We establish local null controllability at a fixed time T > 0 for a class
of semilinear, nonlocally coupled systems driven by a single internal control acting on one compo-

nent. The proof combines Kakutani’s fixed-point theorem with a controllability/observability es-

timate for the associated linearized dynamics. In addition, we obtain controllability for a broader
class of linear systems than those considered in the first article. The paper concludes with re-

marks on boundary controllability within the same nonlocal framework and with perspectives for

future research.

1. Introduction

For any T > 0, let us consider the spacial domain Ω = (0, 1) and Q = (0, 1)× (0, T ). We study
the null controllability of the following systems of semilinearly coupled equations with kernel terms,

(1)


yt = a1yxx + b1yx + c1y + λ1(t)

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)y(ζ, t)dζ + F (y, z) + ν1ω, in Q,

zt = a2zxx + b2zx + c2z + λ2(t)
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)z(ζ, t)dζ +G(y, z), in Q,

y(0, t) = y(1, t) = z(0, t) = z(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), in Ω.

where ν is a control acting on the open set ω × (0, T ) with ω ⊂ (0, 1), y and z are state functions,
and, for i = 1, 2, λi(t) are time dependent functions. In (1) ai, bi and ci are real constants such
that ai > 0, for i = 1, 2. The precise hypothesis about the functions F and G will be stated in our
main theorem.

The present system (1) aims to analyze the null controllability within a broader class of equations
that extends the model below considered in the previous article of the authors [1]:
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Gonçalo-RJ, Brasil
(A3) Universidade Federal Fluminense, CEP 24210-201, Niterói- RJ, Brasil and Friedrich-Alexander
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(2)



ut = a1uxx + b1ux + c1u+ λ1
∫ 1

0
J1(z − x)u(z, t)dz+

+q11u+ q12v + ν1ω, in Q,

vt = a2vxx + b2vx + c2v + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(z − x)v(z, t)dz + q21u+ q22v, in Q,

u(0, t) = u(1, t) = v(0, t) = v(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x), in Ω,

where ν is a control acting on the open set ω × (0, T ), u and v are state functions, λi(t) are time
dependent functions with i = 1, 2 and qij , ai, bi and ci, with i, j = 1, 2, are real constants such that
ai > 0; qij are transition rates; qij ≥ 0 if i ̸= j; and qi1 + qi2 = 0.

Problems of the type (2) were studied, for instance, when the control ν is not considered and

Ji(x) = λiCie
− (x−di)

2

2k2
i ,

with λi, Ci, di and ki are constants. In that case, we have the model proposed by [2] for pricing of
European, American and Butterfly options whose asset price dynamics follow the regime switching
jump diffusion process. This model generalized the classical work [3] where the Black-Scholes
equation was established for derivative pricing of European options. Due to the complexity of
financial markets, that generalization became necessary in order to have the ability of efficiently
interpret the economic cycles and the changes in the financial time series data due to the regime
shifts, as was analysed in [2]. For other financial options pricing models, see the articles [4, 5, 6, 7].

Concerning partial differential equations with nonlocal terms (kernels) there are controllability
results for one partial differential equation. In fact, for the linear equation

ut = uxx +
∫ 1

0
K(x, z, t)u(z, t)dz + ν1ω, in Q,

u(0, t) = u(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), in Ω,

it is known that the equation is null controllable when the nonlocal term is independent of time and
analytic [12], see also [17] for a coupled system. For a kernel independent of time and with separable
variables, the controllability was established in [18]. For one equation with kernel depending on
time, Biccari–Hernandez-Santamaŕıa [9] showed the null controllability supposing an exponential
decay at the ends of the interval [0, T ] such as the condition (3) below. With the same decay
condition, and the smallness condition (4), the authors showed in [1] the controllability of a coupled
linear system. On the other hand, Nina-Huaman and the first author showed in [16] a Carleman
inequality and null controllability of a parabolic PDE whose linearization about a trajectory has a
non-local integral term, but with kernel K identically 1. In this case no decay condition is needed.

In the present article, we investigate whether the controllability properties established for the
original system remain valid under the introduction of additional terms F and G, thereby providing
a natural generalization of the earlier results. In fact, the conditions imposed in the funcions F
and G for the system (1) permit to include the terms of system (2) that do not appear explicitly
in system (1) and to introduce nonlinearities.

We consider the case where the functions Ji ∈ L∞(−1, 1) and λi ∈ L∞(0, T ) satisfy the following
condition of exponential decay at the extremity points of the interval [0, T ]:

(3) K = sup
t∈[0,T ]

exp

(
2σ−

t(T − t)

)
λ2i (t)

∫ 1

−1

|Ji(z)|2dz < +∞
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for i = 1, 2, where σ− is a positive constant that will be defined later.
In order to get null controllability with only one control, we need the following additional hy-

pothesis on the decay of the first kernel:

(4) sup
(x,t)∈[0,1]×[0,T ]

exp
(
2sα−(t)

)
λ21(t)

∫ 1

0

|J1(x− z)|2dz < δ,

for δ > 0 which will be chosen small enough and α− will be defined later.
Our main result is:

Theorem 1. Let T > 0. Suppose that hypothesis (3) and (4) are satisfied. Then there exists
δ = δ(T ) > 0 such that, for any initial data y0, z0 ∈ L2(Ω) satisfying

(5) ∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω) < δ,

and for any F (r, s), G(r, s) : R× R → R, C1-functions fulfilling

(6) max

{∣∣∣∣∂F∂r (r, s)
∣∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣∣∂F∂s (r, s)

∣∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣∣∂G∂r (r, s)
∣∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣∣∂G∂s (r, s)

∣∣∣∣} ≤M,

for all (r, s) ∈ R2, with ∂G
∂r (r, s) ̸= 0 in (1), F (0, 0) = 0, G(0, 0) = 0, then there exists a control

ν ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )) such that the solution of the system (1) verifies y(x, T ) = 0 and z(x, T ) = 0.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we formulate the linear problem associated with
system (1). This system differs from that in [1] as its coefficients are variable rather than constant,
and the arguments from the earlier article are adapted here in detail. In Section 3 we prove the
main result, Theorem 1, for our system (1), via Kakutani’s fixed-point theorem. In Section 4 we
present related problems and additional remarks.

Throughout the paper, we use C and Ci (i = 1, 2, . . .) to denote generic positive constants whose
value may change from line to line. When it is necessary to emphasize parameter dependence, we
indicate it explicitly; for example, we write C = C(ω, T ) to mean that C depends only on ω and T .

2. Analysis of the Controllability of the Linearized System of (1)

Considering the hypotheses of the Theorem 1, we have F (0, 0) = 0 and G(0, 0) = 0, then

(7) F (r, s) = a(r, s)r + b(r, s)s, G(r, s) = c(r, s)r + d(r, s)s,

where

a(r, s) =

∫ 1

0

∂F

∂r
(κr, κs)dκ, b(r, s) =

∫ 1

0

∂F

∂s
(κr, κs)dκ,

c(r, s) =

∫ 1

0

∂G

∂r
(κr, κs)dκ, d(r, s) =

∫ 1

0

∂G

∂s
(κr, κs)dκ.

Taking into account the hypothesis (6), we have

|a(r, s)| ≤
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣∂F∂r (κr, κs)
∣∣∣∣ dκ ≤

∫ 1

0

Mdκ =M,

analogously |b(r, s)| ≤M , |c(r, s)| ≤M and |d(r, s)| ≤M .
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We denote X = L2(Q)×L2(Q). For (ȳ, z̄) ∈ X , let us consider the solutions (y, z) of the auxiliary
linear system

(8)


yt = a1yxx + b1yx + c1y + λ1

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)y(ζ, t)dζ + ã(x, t)y + b̃(x, t)z + ν1ω, in Q,

zt = a2zxx + b2zx + c2z + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)z(ζ, t)dζ + c̃(x, t)y + d̃(x, t)z, in Q,

y(0, t) = y(1, t) = z(0, t) = z(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), in Ω,

where the coefficients are defined by

ã(x, t) = a(ȳ(x, t), z̄(x, t)), b̃(x, t) = b(ȳ(x, t), z̄(x, t)),

c̃(x, t) = c(ȳ(x, t), z̄(x, t)), d̃(x, t) = d(ȳ(x, t), z̄(x, t)).

Thus,

|ã(x, t)| = |a(ȳ(x, t), z̄(x, t))| ≤M, |b̃(x, t)| = |b(ȳ(x, t), z̄(x, t))| ≤M,

|c̃(x, t)| = |c(ȳ(x, t), z̄(x, t))| ≤M, |d̃(x, t)| = |d(ȳ(x, t), z̄(x, t))| ≤M.

Under the decay hypothesis (3) and (4), supposing a non-vanishing condition on c(r, s), we recall
the following controllability result for the linear system:

Theorem 2. If the hypothesis (3) and (4) are satisfied, c̃ ∈W 2,∞(Q) with c̃(x, t) ̸= 0 in ω̄×(0, T ),
then there exists a control ν ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )) such that the solution of the system (8) verifies
y(x, T ) = z(x, T ) = 0 and for a constant C = C(M,ω, T ) we have an estimate for the control of
the form

(9) ∥ν∥L2(ω×(0,T )) ≤ C(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω)).

Theorem 2 was already proved in [1] for the case in which the coefficients of the system are
constant. That proof omits the explicit control estimate (9), which is indispensable for the fixed-
point argument. In our setting, the hypotheses on F and G imply that some coefficients of the
linearized problem (8) are bounded functions rather than constants, but the argument is very similar
except for one extra step (we must establish the uniform bound (9)) and some adaptations. We
present the general demonstration with the extra details, but omitting those calculations that are
very similar.

The main tool for the proof of Theorem 2 is a Carleman estimate for the adjoint system,

(10)



−ϕt = a1ϕxx − b1ϕx + c1ϕ+ λ1
∫ 1

0
J1(x− z)ϕ(z, t)dz+

+ã(x, t)ϕ+ c̃(x, t)ψ, in Q,

−ψt = a2ψxx − b2ψx + c2ψ + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(x− z)ψ(z, t)dz+

+b̃(x, t)ϕ+ d̃(x, t)ψ, in Q,

ϕ(0, t) = ϕ(1, t) = ψ(0, t) = ψ(1, t) = 0, in 0 < t < T,

ϕ(x, T ) = ϕT (x), ψ(x, T ) = ψT (x), in Ω.

This estimate allows us to establish an observability inequality. Then, we prove the null control-
lability of (8) by using the observability.

See more details about Carleman estimate in the classical works of Fursikov and Imanuvilov [13]
and Fernández-Cara and Guerrero [11], and specifically for our case in [1] and [9].

We need the following lemma of Fursikov and Imanuvilov [13].
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Lemma 1. Let ω ⊂⊂ (0, 1) be a non empty open set. Then there exists a function η0 ∈ C2([0, 1])
such that η0 > 0 in the interval (0, 1), with η0 = 0 at the boundary {0} ∪ {1} and |(η0)x| > 0 in
[0, 1] \ ω.

For some parameter κ > 0, we define

σ(x) = e4κ∥η0∥∞ − eκ(2∥η0∥∞+η0(x)),

and the weight functions

α(x, t) =
σ(x)

t(T − t)
and ξ(x, t) =

eκ(2∥η0∥∞+η0(x))

t(T − t)
.

We also use the notations

σ+ = max
x∈[0,1]

σ(x), σ− = min
x∈[0,1]

σ(x),

α+(t) = max
x∈[0,1]

α(x, t), α−(t) = min
x∈[0,1]

α(x, t).
(11)

We use the notation

I(z) := s−1

∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sαξ−1(|zt|2 + |zxx|2)dxdt+ sκ2
∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sαξ|zx|2dxdt+

+s3κ4
∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sαξ3|z|2dxdt,(12)

where α(x, t) and ξ(x, t) are the Carleman weights defined above blowing-up at t = 0 and t = T .
In this article we use the following Carleman inequality.

Proposition 1. Consider the adjoint system (10) with c̃ ∈ W 2,∞(Q), c̃(x, t) ̸= 0 in ω̄ × (0, T )
and ϕT ∈ L2(Ω), ψT ∈ L2(Ω). Moreover assume that the kernels λi(t)Ji(x), i = 1, 2, sat-
isfy (3) and suppose that the kernel λ1(t)J1(x) satisfies (4). Then, there exist constants C =

C(ω, a1, a2, b1, c1, T, c̃, ã), κ1 = C(ω,M, b1, b2, c1, c2) and s1 = C(ω)(aT + (aT )2 + K
2
3T 2), where

K was defined in (3) and a = max(a1, a2), such that the solution ϕ, ψ of the system (10) satisfy

(13) I(ϕ) + I(ψ) ≤ Cs7κ8

(∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ7|ϕ|2dxdt

)
,

for any constants κ > κ1 and s > s1.

To prove this proposition, we will need some intermediate results.
We have the following Carleman estimate which is straightforwardly adapted from [11]. For more

about Carleman’s estimates, we refer to the important works [13, 19, 20, 21] and [22].

Proposition 2 ([11]). There exist positive constants C = C(Ω, ω, a), s1 = C(Ω, ω)(aT + (aT )2)
and κ1 = C(Ω, ω) such that, for any s > s1, κ > κ1, F ∈ L2(Q), zT ∈ L2(Ω) and a > 0 being a
positive constant, the solution of the equation

(14)


zt + a∆z = F, in 0 < x < 1, 0 < t < T,

z(0, t) = z(1, t) = 0, in 0 < t < T,

z(x, T ) = zT (x), in 0 < x < 1,
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satisfy

(15) I(z) ≤ C

[
s3κ4

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|z|2dxdt+
∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sα|F |2dxdt

]
.

Proof. Set τ = a t and w(x, τ) = z(x, t). Then zt(x, t) = awτ (x, τ), ∆z(x, t) = ∆w(x, τ) and
adt = dτ . Equation (14) becomes

wτ +∆w =
1

a
F
(
x, τa

)
in 0 < x < 1, 0 < τ < aT.

In [11], the inequality (15) holds for w on the time interval t ∈ (0, aT ), with positive constants
C = C(Ω, ω), s1 = C(Ω, ω) (aT + (aT )2), and κ1 = C(Ω, ω). In this inequality, the Carleman
weights α and ξ are defined on (0, aT ). That is,

α(x, t) =
σ(x)

t(aT − t)
and ξ(x, t) =

eκ(2∥η0∥∞+η0(x))

t(aT − t)
.

The inequality (15) holds for w in the following form.

(16) IaT (w) ≤ C

(
s3λ4

∫∫
ω×(0,aT )

e−2sαξ3|w|2dxdτ +
∫ 1

0

∫ aT

0

e−2sα

∣∣∣∣1a F(x, τa)
∣∣∣∣2 dxdτ

)
.

Here, we use IaT (w) to specify that the terms are integrated in
∫ 1

0

∫ aT
0

and not in
∫ 1

0

∫ T
0

like in
I(z).

Using a simple change of variables τ = at, we obtain de relation

min

(
1

a
, a

)
I(z) ≤ IaT (w),

and the relation

s3λ4
∫∫

ω×(0,aT )

e−2sαξ3|w|2dxdτ +
∫ 1

0

∫ aT

0

e−2sα

∣∣∣∣1a F(x, τa)
∣∣∣∣2 dxdτ

≤ max

(
1

a
, a

)(
s3λ4

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|z|2dxdt+
∫ 1

0

∫ T

0

e−2sα
∣∣∣F(x, t)∣∣∣2 dxdt) .

However, the coefficients α(x, τ) and ξ(x, τ) that appears in the terms with the function w are
replaced by funcions α(x, at) and ξ(x, at). Readapting these Carleman estimates and inserting these
relations into (16) we obtain

(17) I(z) ≤ Cmax

(
1

a2
, a2
)[

s3κ4
∫ ∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|z|2dxdt+
∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sα|F |2dxdt

]
.

□

In what follows we will use the following proposition.

Proposition 3 ([9]). For any k > 0, s > 1 and t ∈ (0, T ), it holds that

(18) exp

(
− (1 + s)σ−

t(T − t)

)
< exp

(
− sσ+

t(T − t)

)
,

where σ− and σ+ are given in (11).
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We can apply Proposition 2, the estimate of Proposition 3 and hypothesis (3) to obtain the
following intermediate Carleman estimate for our linearized system.

Proposition 4. Let ϕT , ψT ∈ L2(Ω) be given and assume that the kernels λi(t)Ji(x), i = 1, 2,
satisfy (3). Then, there exist constants C = C(Ω, ω, a1, a2), κ1 = C(Ω, ω,M, b1, b2, c1, c2) and

s1 = C(Ω, ω)(aT + (aT )2 +K
2
3T 2), where K was defined in (3) and a = max(a1, a2), such that a

solution ϕ, ψ of the system (10) with final conditions ϕT and ψT , satisfy

(19) I(ϕ) + I(ψ) ≤ Cs3κ4

(∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|ϕ|2dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|ψ|2dxdt

)
for any constants κ > κ1 and s > s1.

Proof. The proof is very similar to [9] (part of Proposition 2.4) and [1] (Proposition 2.3). We only
need to observe that in the intermediate estimate

I(ϕ) + I(ψ) ≤ C

[
s3κ4

∫ ∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|ϕ|2dxdt+ s3κ4
∫ ∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|ψ|2dxdt

+

∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sα|C1ϕx + C2ϕ+ C3ψ − λ1(t)

∫ 1

0

J1(x− z)ϕ(z, t)dz|2dxdt .

+

∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sα|C4ψx + C5ψ + C6ϕ− λ2(t)

∫ 1

0

J2(x− z)ψ(z, t)dz|2dxdt

]
,

the coefficients of the system (10) appear as C1 = b1, C2 = −c1 − ã(x, t), C3 = −c̃(x, t), C4 = b2,

C5 = −c2 − d̃(x, t) and C6 = −b̃(x, t).
We use that the function ξ has a minimum value. Then, for κ1 sufficiently big we get

sκ2ξ/2 > Cb21, sκ2ξ/2 > Cb22,

s3κ4ξ3/2 > C(c1 + ã(x, t))2, s3κ4ξ3/2 > C(c̃(x, t))2,

s3κ4ξ3/2 > C(c2 + d̃(x, t))2 and s3κ4ξ3/2 > C(b̃(x, t))2,

because ã, b̃, c̃ e d̃ are bounded functions. In particular, we get the dependences of the constant
κ1 = C(Ω, ω, ã, b̃, c̃, d̃, b1, b2, c1, c2) = C(Ω, ω,M, b1, b2, c1, c2).

The other steps of the proof are very similar to [1] and we omit them. □

Remark 1. With this proposition we can easily obtain the null controllability with one control in
each equation. For obtaining the same result using a single control in only one equation, we need
the additional hypothesis (4).

Proof. (Proposition 1)
We adapt the steps of the demonstration in article [1], Proposition 2.4. The general method was

developped by Gonzales-Burgos and de Teresa [14]. Because of the non-constant coefficients, we
see how some changes arise and the changes they imply in the hypothesis of our Proposition 1.

Using the last proposition applied to a set ω0 ⊂ ω,

(20) I(ϕ) + I(ψ) ≤ Cs3κ4

(∫∫
ω0×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|ϕ|2dxdt+
∫∫

ω0×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|ψ|2dxdt

)
.

Here, we have that C = C(Ω, ω, a1, a2), κ > κ1 and s > s1 with κ1 = C(Ω, ω,M, b1, b2, c1, c2) and

s1 = C(Ω, ω)(aT + (aT )2 +K
2
3T 2).
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We analyse the last term. Let us consider a smooth function χ ∈ C∞
0 (ω) with 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 in ω

and χ ≡ 1 in ω0. Thus∫∫
ω0×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3|ψ|2dxdt ≤
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ|ψ|2dxdt

=

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χψ
1

c̃
(−ϕt − a1ϕxx + b1ϕx − c1ϕ−

−λ1
∫ 1

0

J1(x− z)ϕ(z, t)dz − ãϕ) dxdt

=M1 +M2 +M3 +M4 +M5 +M6,(21)

where the terms Mi, i = 1, ..., 6, are given by

M1 = −
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
ψ

c̃
ϕtdxdt

M2 = −
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
ψ

c̃
a1ϕxxdxdt

M3 =

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
ψ

c̃
b1ϕxdxdt

M4 = −
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
ψ

c̃
c1ϕdxdt

M5 = −
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
ψ

c̃
λ1

∫ 1

0

J1(x− z)ϕ(z, t)dzdxdt

M6 = −
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
ψ

c̃
ãϕdxdt.

Considering c̃ ∈W 2,∞(Q), c̃(x, t) ̸= 0 in ω̄× (0, T ), we have that the terms Mi, for i = 1, 2, ..., 6,
are well defined.

The term M3 is estimated as follows:

|M3| =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
ψ

c̃
b1ϕxdxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

∣∣∣∣(e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
ψ

c̃
b1)x

∣∣∣∣ |ϕ|dxdt
≤ κ4s3

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

(
e−2sα(2s|αx|)ξ3χ|ψ|

|b1|
|c̃|

|ϕ|+ e−2sα3ξ2ξxχ|ψ|
|b1|
|c̃|

|ϕ|+

+ e−2sαξ3|χx||ψ|
|b1|
|c̃|

|ϕ|+ e−2sαξ3χ|ψ| |b1c̃x|
|c̃|2

|ϕ|+ e−2sαξ3χ|ψx|
|b1|
|c̃|

|ϕ|
)
dxdt

≤ Cκ4s3
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

(
e−2sα(2s|αx|)ξ3χ|ψ||ϕ|+ e−2sα3ξ2ξxχ|ψ||ϕ|+

+ e−2sαξ3|χx||ψ||ϕ|+ e−2sαξ3χ|ψ||ϕ|+ e−2sαξ3χ|ψx||ϕ|
)
dxdt,
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where C = C(b1, c̃) = max{ |b1|
|c̃| ,

|b1c̃x|
|c̃|2 }. Because c̃ ∈ W 2,∞(Q), c̃(x, t) ̸= 0 in ω̄ × (0, T ), we have

that the maximum is well defined.
Using the estimates |ξx| ≤ C(ω)κ|ξ|, |αx| ≤ C(ω)κ|ξ| and |χx| ≤ C(ω), we get

|M3| ≤ Cκ5s4
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ4|ψ||ϕ|dxdt+ Ck5s3
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|ψ||ϕ|dxdt+

+ Cκ4s3
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ3|ψ||ϕ|dxdt+

+ C

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sα(s1/2ξ1/2k|ψx|)(k3s5/2ξ5/2|ϕ|)dxdt.(22)

Above, the constant C has its dependence on C = C(ω, b1, c̃).
The last term of the equation above (without the factor C) is estimated by∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sα(s1/2ξ1/2k|ψx|)(k3s5/2ξ5/2|ϕ|)dxdt

≤ ε

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ2sξ|ψx|2dxdt+ Cε

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ6s5ξ5|ϕ|2dxdt.

A similar estimate for the first three integrals in (22) give

|M3| ≤εC
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3|ψ|2dxd+ εC

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ2sξ|ψx|2dxdt+

+ CCε

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ6s5ξ5|ϕ|2dxdt,
(23)

with C = C(ω, b1, c̃).
If we choose ε2 > 0 such that εC ≤ ε2, then the first and second term of the right hand side of

(23) can be absorbed by I(ψ) and we get

(24) |M3| ≤ ε2I(ψ) + Cε2

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ6s5ξ5|ϕ|2dxdt.

Here, Cε2 = C(ω, b1, c̃).
For the term M5, we have

|M5| =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
ψ

c̃
λ1(t)

∫ 1

0

J1(x− z)ϕ(z, t)dzdxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤εC

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3|ψ|2dxdt

+ Cε

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3
(∫ 1

0

λ1(t)J1(x− z)ϕ(z, t)dz

)2

dxdt,

with C = C(c̃).
For an apropriate ε2 > 0, the first term of the right hand side can be absorbed by I(ψ).

|M5| ≤ ε2I(ψ)

+ Cε2

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3
(∫ 1

0

λ1(t)J1(x− z)ϕ(z, t)dz

)2

dxdt.
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By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

|M5| ≤ ε2I(ψ)

+ Cε2

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3
(∫ 1

0

λ1(t)
2J1(x− z)2dz

)(∫ 1

0

|ϕ(z, t)|2dz
)
dxdt.(25)

Here, Cε2 = C(c̃).
Carleman weights are so that,

(26) α+(t) < 2α−(t).

In fact, using the notations in (11),

α+(t) = max
x∈[0,1]

σ(x)

t(T − t)
< 2 min

x∈[0,1]

σ(x)

t(T − t)
= 2α−(t)(27)

with σ(x) = e4k∥η0∥∞ − ek(2∥η0∥∞+η0(x)).
So, equivalently,

e4k∥η0∥∞ − e2k∥η0∥∞

t(T − t)
< 2

e4k∥η0∥∞ − e3k∥η0∥∞

t(T − t)
.(28)

This estimate is always true, since the following always holds

e4k∥η0∥∞ − e2k∥η0∥∞ < 2(e4k∥η0∥∞ − e3k∥η0∥∞).(29)

Moreover, we denote ξ−(t) = minx∈[0,1]ξ(x, t) and ξ
+(t) = maxx∈[0,1]ξ(x, t).

Using the the conditions (4) and (26) in (25), we have

|M5| ≤ ε2I(ψ) + Cε2

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3δe−2sα−(t)

∫ 1

0

|ϕ(z, t)|2dzdxdt

≤ ε2I(ψ) + Cε2δ

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sα−(t)κ4s3ξ+
3
(t)e−sα

+(t)

∫ 1

0

|ϕ(z, t)|2dzdxdt

≤ ε2I(ψ) + Cε2 |ω|δ
∫ T

0

e−2sα−(t)−sα+(t)κ4s3ξ+
3
(t)

∫ 1

0

|ϕ(z, t)|2dzdt,

where |ω| denotes the measure of ω.
We want to absorb this by the second last term in I(ϕ), which is∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sα(z,t)κ4s3ξ3(z, t)|ϕ(z, t)|2dzdt.

In order to do that, it is enough to show that, for a small ε3 > 0,
(30)

Cε2 |ω|δ
∫ T

0

e−2sα−(t)−sα+(t)κ4s3ξ+
3
(t)

∫ 1

0

|ϕ(z, t)|2dzdt ≤ ε3

∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sα(z,t)κ4s3ξ3(z, t)|ϕ(z, t)|2dzdt.

In particular, this inequality can be obtained if we prove that

(31) Cε2 |ω|δ
e−2sα−(t)−sα+(t)ξ+

3
(t)

e−2sα(z,t)ξ3(z, t)
≤ ε3,

for (z, t) ∈ [0, 1]× [0, T ].
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First, ξ
+3

(t)
ξ3(z,t) ≤

ξ+
3
(t)

ξ−3(t)
= β, for the constant β = eκ∥η0∥∞ > 1, then (31) is bounded by

Cε2 |ω|δ
e−2sα−(t)−sα+(t)ξ+

3
(t)

e−2sα(z,t)ξ3(z, t)
≤ Cε2 |ω|δβ

e−2sα−(t)−sα+(t)

e−2sα(z,t)
≤ ε3,

Observe, using (26), that

−2α−(t)− α+(t) + 2α(z, t) < −2α+(t) + 2α(z, t) ≤ 0,

then Cε2 |ω|δβe−s(2α
−(t)+α+(t)−2α(z,t)) < Cε2 |ω|δβ, and we can choose δ depending only of ω, c̃ and

κ such that

(32) |M5| ≤ ε2I(ψ) + ε3I(ϕ).

The other terms we have the similar estimates as in [23]. For completeness we recall the main
steps. We estimate the term M1 as follows

|M1| ≤
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

|(e−2sα(−2sαt)κ
4s3ξ3χ

ψ

c̃
ϕ+ e−2sακ4s33ξ2ξtχ

ψ

c̃
ϕ+

−e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ
c̃t
c̃2
ψϕ+ e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ

ψt
c̃
ϕ)|dxdt.

Using that |αt| ≤ C(T )ξ2, |ξt| ≤ C(T )ξ2, 1
|c̃(x,t)| < C(c̃) and that |c̃t|

|c̃2| < C(c̃)

|M1| ≤C

(∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s4ξ5|ψ||ϕ|dxdt +

+

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3|ψt||ϕ|dxdt

)

≤εI(ψ) + Cε

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ8s7ξ7|ϕ|2dxdt(33)

with Cε = C(T, c̃).
For the term M2, we use the identity(

e−2sαξ3χ
ψ

c̃

)
xx

=

(
e−2sαξ3χ

1

c̃

)
xx

ψ + 2

(
e−2sαξ3χ

1

c̃

)
x

ψx + e−2sαξ3χ
1

c̃
ψxx.

We have the estimate∣∣∣∣(e−2sαξ3χ
1

c̃

)
xx

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣e−2sα
[
4s2α2

x ξ
3χ

c̃
− 2s αxx ξ

3χ

c̃
− 4s αx

(
3 ξ2ξx

χ

c̃
+ ξ3

(
χx

c̃ − χ c̃xc̃2
))

+ 3
(
2 ξ ξ2x + ξ2 ξxx

)χ
c̃
+ 6 ξ2 ξx

(
χx

c̃ − χ c̃xc̃2

)
+ξ3

[
χxx

c̃ − 2 χx c̃x
c̃2 − χ

(
c̃xx

c̃2 − 2
c̃2x
c̃3

)] ]∣∣∣
≤ Ce−2sακ2s2ξ5,

where C = C(ω, c̃), because we use the estimates |ξx| ≤ C(ω)κ|ξ|, |αx| ≤ C(ω)κ|ξ|, |χx| ≤ C(ω),
|αxx| ≤ C(ω)κ2|ξ| and |ξxx| ≤ C(ω)κ2|ξ|.

Similarly, we have the estimate∣∣∣∣(e−2sαξ3χ
1

c̃

)
x

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−2sακsξ4
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with C = C(ω, c̃).
Then, we obtain

|M2| =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

(
e−2sακ4s3ξ3χ

ψ

c̃
a1

)
xx

ϕdxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sα
(
κ6(sξ)5|ψ|+ κ5(sξ)4|ψx|+ κ4(sξ)3|ψxx|

)
ϕdxdt

≤ εI(ψ) + Cε

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ8(sξ)7|ϕ|2dxdt.(34)

Here, we have that Cε = C(ω, c̃, a1).
Finally, the terms M4 and M6 are estimated straightforwardly, e.g.

|M4| ≤ εI(ψ) + Cε

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4(sξ)3|ϕ|2dxdt,(35)

with Cε = C(c̃, c1). Similarly for the term M6 = −
∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3χãψc̃ ϕdxdt with χ a

smooth function χ ∈ C∞
0 (ω) and 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, we have

|M6| ≤ C

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sα(κ4s3ξ3)1/2(κ4s3ξ3)1/2|ψ||ϕ|dxdt

≤ εI(ψ) + Cε

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sακ4s3ξ3|ϕ|2dxdt,
(36)

with Cε = C(ã, c̃).
Using (33), (34), (24), (35), (32) and (36) in (21), we finished the proof of the Carleman inequality

(13). □

As a consequence of the Carleman estimate, we prove now the observability inequality.

Proposition 5. Consider the adjoint system (10) with c̃ ∈ W 2,∞(Q), c̃(x, t) ̸= 0 in ω̄ × (0, T )
and ϕT ∈ L2(Ω), ψT ∈ L2(Ω). Moreover, assume that the kernels λi(t)Ji(x), i = 1, 2, sat-
isfy (3) and suppose that the kernel λ1(t)J1(x) satisfies (4). Then, there exist constants C =
C(M,Ω, ω, a1, a2, b1, b2, c1, c2, T, c̃,K), where K was defined in (3), such that the solution ϕ, ψ of
the system (10) satisfy

(37) ∥ ϕ(0) ∥2L2(Ω) + ∥ ψ(0) ∥2L2(Ω)≤ C

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|ϕ|2dxdt.

Proof. Using Carleman inequality (13) of Proposition 1 we have

s3κ4
∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sαξ3(|ϕ|2 + |ψ|2)dxdt ≤ Cs7κ8

(∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ7|ϕ|2dxdt

)
,

and, fixing κ > κ1, s > s1,∫ T

0

∫ 1

0

e−2sαξ3(|ϕ|2 + |ψ|2)dxdt ≤ C

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ7|ϕ|2dxdt.
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The function e−2sαξm with m ∈ N is bounded by a positive constant C0 from below in the
interval [T/4, 3T/4], thus

C0

∫ 3T/4

T/4

∫ 1

0

(|ϕ|2 + |ψ|2)dxdt ≤ C

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

e−2sαξ7|ϕ|2dxdt

≤ C

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|ϕ|2dxdt.(38)

On the other hand, multiplying the first equation of the adjoint system (10) by ϕ and the second
by ψ, integrating in [0, 1] and adding both equations we get

−1

2

d

dt
(∥ϕ∥2 + ∥ψ∥2) + C1(∥ϕx∥2 + ∥ψx∥2) ≤ C2(∥ϕ∥2 + ∥ψ∥2)+

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(λ1(t)J1(x− z)ϕ(z, t)ϕ(x, t))dzdx

+

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(λ2(t)J2(x− z)ψ(z, t)ψ(x, t))dzdx,

where ∥ · ∥ denotes the L2-norm on Ω.
Using that the kernels are bounded, the last two integrals are bounded by a term of the form

C3

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(
ϕ(z, t)2 + ϕ(x, t)2 + ψ(z, t)2 + ψ(x, t)2

)
dzdx, thus

−1

2

d

dt
(∥ϕ∥2 + ∥ψ∥2) + C1(∥ϕx∥2 + ∥ψx∥2) ≤ C4(∥ϕ∥2 + ∥ψ∥2),

and

−1

2

d

dt
(∥ϕ∥2 + ∥ψ∥2)− C4(∥ϕ∥2 + ∥ψ∥2) ≤ 0.

Using Gronwall’s inequality we get

∥ϕ(0)∥2 + ∥ψ(0)∥2 ≤ e2C4T
(
∥ϕ(t)∥2 + ∥ψ(t)∥2

)
.

From the last inequality and (38),

T

2
(∥ϕ(0)∥2 + ∥ψ(0)∥2) =

∫ 3T/4

T/4

(
∥ϕ(0)∥2 + ∥ψ(0)∥2

)
dt

≤ e2C4T

∫ 3T/4

T/4

(
∥ϕ(t)∥2 + ∥ψ(t)∥2

)
dt

≤ e2C4TC

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|ϕ|2dxdt,

and this is the observability inequality. □

As a consequence of the observability, we obtain the null controllability of the linear system (8)
stated in Theorem 2. The proof is like in [1]. Because of this, we present here just a few extra
details.

Proof. (Proof of Theorem 2.)
For any ε > 0 and any ν ∈ L2(Q) we consider the functional

Jε(ν) =
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

|ν|2dxdt+ 1

ε

∫ 1

0

(|yν(T )|2 + |zν(T )|2)dx,
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where yν and zν are solutions of (8) associated to the control ν and fixed initial conditions y0 and
z0.

It is not difficult to check that Jε is strictly convex, continuous and coercive in L2(Q), then it
has a unique minimizer νε ∈ L2(Q).

1. Jε is strictly convex.
Let ν1, ν2 ∈ L2(Q) with ν1 ̸= ν2 and fix θ ∈ (0, 1). Define

νθ = θ ν1 + (1− θ) ν2.

By linearity of the system (8) in the control ν, the corresponding solutions satisfy

(yνθ , zνθ ) = θ (yν1 , zν1) + (1− θ) (yν2 , zν2).

The value of Jε at νθ is

Jε(νθ) =
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

∣∣θ ν1 + (1− θ) ν2
∣∣2 dx dt

+
1

ε

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣θ yν1(T ) + (1− θ) yν2(T )
∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣θ zν1(T ) + (1− θ) zν2(T )

∣∣∣2 dx.
We have de strictly convexity of squares:

|θa+ (1− θ)b|2 < θ|a|2 + (1− θ)|b|2

for a ̸= b. Then, we obtain∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|θν1 + (1− θ)ν2|2dxdt < θ

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|ν1|2dxdt+ (1− θ)

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|ν2|2dxdt,

1

ε

∫ 1

0

|θ y1(T ) + (1− θ) y2(T )|2dx ≤ 1

ε

[
θ

∫ 1

0

|y1(T )|2dx+ (1− θ)

∫ 1

0

|y2(T )|2dx
]

and similarly for the z-term.
Then, we have that Jε is strictly convex

Jε(θν1 + (1− θ)ν2) < θJε(ν1) + (1− θ)Jε(ν2).

2. Jε is continuous.
Let {νn}n≥1 ⊂ L2(ω × (0, T )) be a sequence converging strongly to ν in L2(ω × (0, T )).
Since ν 7→

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|ν|2 dx dt is continuous on L2(ω × (0, T )), we have∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|ν|2 dx dt = lim
n→∞

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|νn|2 dx dt.

By standard energy estimates for the linear PDE system (8), there is a constant C > 0 such that
for every control ν ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )) and initial conditions y0 and z0 ∈ L2(0, 1), we have

∥yν∥C([0,T ];L2(0,1)) + ∥zν∥C([0,T ];L2(0,1)) ≤ C (∥ν∥L2(ω×(0,T )) + ∥y0∥L2(0,1) + ∥z0∥L2(0,1)).

Hence

yνn(T ) → yν(T ) and zνn(T ) → zν(T ) strongly in L2(Ω).

In other words,∫
Ω

|yν(T )|2 dx = lim
n→∞

∫
Ω

|yνn(T )|2 dx,
∫
Ω

|zν(T )|2 dx = lim
n→∞

∫
Ω

|zνn(T )|2 dx.
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Putting together,

Jε(ν) =
∫
Q

|ν|2 dx dt+ 1

ε

∫
Ω

(
|yν(T )|2 + |zν(T )|2

)
dx

= lim
n→∞

∫
Q

|νn|2 dx dt +
1

ε
lim
n→∞

∫
Ω

(
|yνn(T )|2 + |zνn(T )|2

)
dx

= lim
n→∞

Jε(νn).

This shows Jε is continuous.

3. Jε is coercive.
Coercivity is evident, due to the term

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|ν|2dxdt.
Then, Jε has a unique minimizer νε ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )). We will denote yε and zε the associated

solutions of (8). The Gâteaux derivative of the functional Jε at the direction µ ∈ L2(ω× (0, T )) is
given by

J ′
ε(νε)(µ) = 2

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

νεµdxdt+
2

ε

∫
Ω

(yε(T )ŷ(T ) + zε(T )ẑ(T )) dx,

where (ŷ, ẑ) are solutions of the system (8) associated to ν = µ and initial conditions y0(x) =
z0(x) = 0. More precisely,

(39)


ŷt = a1ŷxx + b1ŷx + c1ŷ + λ1

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)ŷ(ζ, t)dζ + ã(x, t)ŷ + b̃(x, t)ẑ + µ1ω, in Q,

ẑt = a2ẑxx + b2ẑx + c2ẑ + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)ẑ(ζ, t)dζ + c̃(x, t)ŷ + d̃(x, t)ẑ, in Q,

ŷ(0, t) = ŷ(1, t) = ẑ(0, t) = ẑ(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

ŷ(x, 0) = 0, ẑ(x, 0) = 0, in Ω.

If the minimum is reached at νε, the Gateaux derivative at this point is zero for any µ ∈
L2(ω × (0, T )).

(40) 0 = 2

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

νεµdxdt+
2

ε

∫
Ω

(yε(T )ŷ(T ) + zε(T )ẑ(T )) dx.

We use the adjoint equation (10) with final conditions

(41) ϕT = −1

ε
uε(T ), ψT = −1

ε
vε(T ).

For simplicity, we will call the associated solution (ϕ, ψ).
Multiplying the first equation of (39) by ϕ, the second by ψ, integrating in Q and adding both

equations, we have∫
Q

(
ŷt − a1ŷxx − b1ŷx − c1ŷ − λ1

∫ 1

0

J1(ζ − x)ŷ(ζ, t)dζ − ã(x, t)ŷ − b̃(x, t)ẑ

)
ϕdxdt+

+

∫
Q

(
ẑt − a2ẑxx − b2ẑx − c2ẑ − λ2

∫ 1

0

J2(ζ − x)ẑ(ζ, t)dζ − c̃(x, t)ŷ − d̃(x, t)ẑ

)
ψ dxdt

=

∫
Q

µϕ1ω dxdt.

Integrating by parts and using that ϕ and ψ verify the adjoint system (10) and the final conditions
(41),
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∫
Ω

ŷ(T )(−1

ε
yε(T )) dx+

∫
Ω

ẑ(T )(−1

ε
zε(T )) dx =

∫
Q

µϕε1ω dxdt.

Thus, using (40), ∫∫
ω×(0,T )

νεµdxdt =

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

µϕε1ω dxdt,

for any µ ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )). This implies that

(42) νε = ϕε1ω.

On the other hand, considering the linearized system (8) associated with yε, zε and νε, multi-
plying the first equation of (8) by ϕε, the second equation of (8) by ψε, integrating in Q, adding
and using (42), we have∫

Q

(yε,t − a1yε,xx − b1yε,x − c1yε−

−λ1
∫ 1

0

J1(ζ − x)yε(ζ, t)dz − ã(x, t)yε − b̃(x, t)zε

)
ϕε dxdt+

+

∫
Q

(zε,t − a2zε,xx − b2zε,x − c2zε−

−λ2
∫ 1

0

J2(ζ − x)zε(ζ, t)dz − c̃(x, t)yε − d̃(x, t)zε

)
ψε dxdt =

=

∫
Q

|ϕε|21ω dxdt.

Integrating by parts, we obtain

(yε, ϕε)L2(Q)|T0 + (zε, ψε)L2(Q)|T0 =

∫
ω×(0,T )

|ϕε|2 dxdt.

Thus, replacing the initial and final conditions,∫
ω×(0,T )

|ϕε|2 dxdt+
1

ε

∫
Ω

|yε(T )|2 dx+
1

ε

∫
Ω

|zε(T )|2 dx = −(y0, ϕε(0))− (z0, ψε(0)).

That is, ∫
ω×(0,T )

|ϕε|2dxdt+
1

ε

∫
Ω

|yε(T )|2dx+
1

ε

∫
Ω

|zε(T )|2dx ≤

≤ (∥y0∥2 + ∥z0∥2)1/2(∥ϕε(0)∥2 + ∥ψε(0)∥2)1/2.
Using the observability inequality, and the elementary inequality ab ≤ εa2 + b2

4ε , we have∫
ω×(0,T )

|ϕε|2 dxdt+
1

ε

∫
Ω

|yε(T )|2 dx+
1

ε

∫
Ω

|zε(T )|2 dx ≤

≤ C

2
(∥y0∥2 + ∥z0∥2) +

1

2

∫
ω×(0,T )

|ϕε|2 dxdt.

Thus, using (42),

(43)
1

2

∫
ω×(0,T )

|νε|2 dxdt+
1

ε

∫
Ω

|yε(T )|2 dx+
1

ε

∫
Ω

|zε(T )|2 dx ≤ C

2
(∥y0∥2 + ∥z0∥2).
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Kakutani’s compactness theorem implies that there exists a subnet of νε, with ε → 0, denoted
with the same symbol, such that νε ⇀ ν (weakly) in L2(ω × (0, T )).

We use the energy estimates

∥yε∥L2(0,T,H1
0 (Ω))+∥zε∥L2(0,T,H1

0 (Ω)) + ∥yε,t∥L2(0,T,H−1(Ω)) + ∥zε,t∥L2(0,T,H−1(Ω))

≤ C1(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω) + ∥νε∥L2(Q)),

and, using (43), we have

∥yε∥L2(0,T,H1
0 (Ω))+∥zε∥L2(0,T,H1

0 (Ω)) + ∥yε,t∥L2(0,T,H−1(Ω)) + ∥zε,t∥L2(0,T,H−1(Ω))

≤ C2(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω)).
(44)

Thus, we get the weak convergence of the subnets yε ⇀ y, zε ⇀ z in L2(0, T,H1
0 (Ω)) and

yε,t ⇀ yt, zε,t ⇀ zt in L
2(0, T,H−1(Ω)).

Moreover, (44) implies by [24] (Sec 5.9, Thm 3) that, after a possible redefinition on a set of
measure zero, yε, zε belong to C([0, T ], L2(Ω)) and

∥yε∥C([0,T ],L2(Ω) + ∥zε∥C([0,T ],L2(Ω) ≤ C3(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω)).

Let us recall the following result:

Proposition 1. [10](Prop A.2.46(i)) Let X ↪→ Y be two Banach spaces and let fn be a bounded
sequence of L∞(I,X) ∩W 1,r(I, Y ), for some r > 1. If X is reflexive and if I is bounded, then the
following hold: there exists f ∈ L∞(I,X), f : Ī → X being weakly continuous, and a subsequence
nk such that fnk

(t)⇀ f(t) as k → ∞, for every t ∈ Ī. In particular,∫
I

fn(t)ϕ(t)dt ⇀

∫
I

f(t)ϕ(t)dt

as n→ ∞ for every ϕ ∈ Cc(I).

Using this for X = L2(Ω), Y = H−1(Ω) and r = 2, we get the existence of y ∈ L∞(0, T, L2(Ω))
and z ∈ L∞(0, T, L2(Ω)) such that, for a subnet, yε(t) ⇀ y(t) and zε(t) ⇀ z(t) in L2(Ω) for every
t ∈ [0, T ]. In particular we have that yε(T )⇀ y(T ) and zε(T )⇀ z(T ) weakly in L2(Ω).

As a consequence, there exist subnets such that

yε,t ⇀ yt, zε,t ⇀ zt, in L2(0, T,H−1(Ω))(45)

yε ⇀ y, zε ⇀ z, in L2(0, T,H1
0 (Ω))(46)

yε(T )⇀ y(T ), zε(T )⇀ z(T ), in L2(Ω),(47)

and from (43),

(48) yε(T ) → 0, zε(T ) → 0, in L2(Ω), because ε→ 0.

From unicity of the weak limit, we have u(T ) = 0 and v(T ) = 0.
Using (45)-(48), we can pass to the limit in the weak form of the approximate system. Thus, the

limit functions y, z satisfy the weak form of the original system (8), with y(T ) = 0 and z(T ) = 0
and with y, z ∈ L2(0, T,H1

0 (Ω)) and yt, zt ∈ L2(0, T,H−1(Ω)).
The estimate (9) follows immediately from (43). □
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3. Proof of Theorem 1

To prove the main theorem we will use the following version of Kakutani’s theorem:

Theorem 3. (Kakutani’s fixed point theorem) Let X be a complete Hausdorff locally convex linear
topological space. Let B ⊂ X be nonempty, convex and compact. Let Φ : B → 2B be a multivalued
map that has closed graph and such that for any (ȳ, z̄) ∈ B, Φ(ȳ, z̄) is nonempty, convex and
compact. Then, the set of fixed points of Φ is nonempty.

This theorem can be easily derived from the Theorem 11.9 (page 138) of the book [15]. In our
context, the graph of the multivalued map Φ is defined by

Graph(Φ) = {((ȳ, z̄), (u, v)) ∈ B ×B : (u, v) ∈ Φ(ȳ, z̄)} .
In the present article the specific functional spaces are defined as follows:

(49) X := L2(Q)× L2(Q), W ′ :=
{
u ∈ L2

(
0, T ;H1

0 (Ω)
)
: ut ∈ L2

(
0, T ;H−1(Ω)

)}
,

and denote by ∥ · ∥W ′ the natural norm of W ′.

∥u∥2W ′ := ∥u∥2L2(0,T ;H1
0 (Ω)) + ∥ut∥2L2(0,T ;H−1(Ω)).

We also introduce the ball

(50) B := BW ′(0, R) :=
{
(y, z) ∈W ′ ×W ′ : ∥y∥2W ′ + ∥z∥2W ′ ≤ R2

}
,

where R > 0 will be chosen later and the norm of W ′ ×W ′ is defined by

∥(y, z)∥2W ′×W ′ = ∥y∥2L2(0,T ;H1
0 (Ω)) + ∥yt∥2L2(0,T ;H−1(Ω)) + ∥z∥2L2(0,T ;H1

0 (Ω)) + ∥zt∥2L2(0,T ;H−1(Ω)).

The multivaluated map is defined on B ⊂ X by

Φ : B → 2B ,

such that for fixed initial conditions in system (8) and for the constant C of estimate (9), we have:

Φ(ȳ, z̄) = {(y, z) ∈ X | there exists ν ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )) such that (y, z) is solution of (8)

with y(T ) = 0, z(T ) = 0, ∥ν∥L2(ω×(0,T )) ≤ C(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω))}.
(51)

Here, it is crucial that the constant C does not depend on the element (ȳ, z̄) since this uniformity
of the constant will be crucial in the proof.

If (y, z) is fixed point of Φ, i.e. (y, z) ∈ Φ(y, z), then (y, z) is a solution of

(52)


yt = a1yxx + b1yx + c1y + λ1

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)y(ζ, t)dζ + a(y, z)y + b(y, z)z + ν1ω, in Q,

zt = a2zxx + b2zx + c2z + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)z(ζ, t)dζ + c(y, z)y + d(y, z)z, in Q,

y(0, t) = y(1, t) = z(0, t) = z(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), in Ω,

which, from the decomposition (7), is our original system (1). Therefore, the system will be null
controllable.

Proof. (Theorem 1)
Since H1

0 (Ω) ⊂ L2(Ω) compactly, and L2(Ω) ⊂ H−1(Ω) continuously, then by the theorem of
Aubin-Lions, W ′ ⊂ L2(0, T, L2(Ω)) compactly. As a product space, we also get that W ′ ×W ′ ⊂
L2(Q) × L2(Q) compactly. Thus, B is compact in X , i.e. if (yn, zn) ∈ B is a bounded sequence
then there exist a subsequence, denoted also by (yn, zn), such that

(yn, zn) → (y, z) in X .
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Furthermore B is convex. Indeed, if (y1, z1) and (y2, z2) belong to B, we have

∥(y1, z1)∥W ′×W ′ ≤ R, ∥(y2, z2)∥W ′×W ′ ≤ R,

and then, by the properties of the norm,

∥λ(y1, z1) + (1− λ)(y2, z2)∥W ′×W ′ ≤ λ∥(y1, z1)∥W ′×W ′ + (1− λ)∥(y2, z2)∥W ′×W ′ ≤ R.

Obviously B is non-empty.
Now, we prove that for any (ȳ, z̄) ∈ B the set Φ(ȳ, z̄) is convex.
Let (y1, z1) and (y2, z2) belong to Φ(ȳ, z̄). Thus, for i = 1, 2,
yi,t = a1yi,xx + b1yi,x + ciyi + λ1

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)yi(ζ, t)dζ + a(ȳ, z̄)yi + b(ȳ, z̄)zi + νi1ω, in Q,

zi,t = a2zi,xx + b2zi,x + c2zi + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)zi(ζ, t)dζ + c(ȳ, z̄)yi + d(ȳ, z̄)zi, in Q,

yi(0, t) = yi(1, t) = zi(0, t) = zi(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

yi(x, 0) = y0(x), zi(x, 0) = z0(x), in Ω,

and

yi(T ) = 0, zi(T ) = 0,

νi ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )), ∥νi∥ ≤ C(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω)).

The convex combination (y, z) = λ(y1, z1) + (1− λ)(y2, z2) is a solution of
yt = a1yxx + b1yx + c1y + λ1

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)y(ζ, t)dζ + a(ȳ, z̄)y + b(ȳ, z̄)z = (λν1 + (1− λ)ν2)1ω, in Q,

zt = a2zxx + b2zx + c2z + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)z(ζ, t)dζ + c(ȳ, z̄)y + d(ȳ, z̄)z = 0, in Q,

y(0, t) = y(1, t) = z(0, t) = z(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), in Ω,

and

y(T ) = 0 and z(T ) = 0.

Taking ν = λν1 + (1− λ)ν2 ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )), we have

∥ν∥L2(ω×(0,T )) ≤ λ∥ν1∥+ (1− λ)∥ν2∥ ≤ C(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω)).

This implies that Φ(ȳ, z̄) is convex.
Now we show that for every (ȳ, z̄) ∈ B we have that Φ(ȳ, z̄) is compact. Let (yn, zn) denote a

sequence in Φ(ȳ, z̄). Then, (yn, zn) is a solution of
(53)
yn,t = a1yn,xx + b1yn,x + ciyn + λ1

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)yn(ζ, t)dζ + a(ȳ, z̄)yn + b(ȳ, z̄)zn + νn1ω, in Q,

zn,t = a2zn,xx + b2zn,x + c2zn + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)zn(ζ, t)dζ + c(ȳ, z̄)yn + d(ȳ, z̄)zn, in Q,

yn(0, t) = yn(1, t) = zn(0, t) = zn(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

yn(x, 0) = y0(x), zn(x, 0) = z0(x), in Ω,

and

yn(T ) = 0 , zn(T ) = 0,

νn ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )), ∥νn∥ ≤ C(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω)).

We have to show that there exists a subsequence, denoted also (yn, zn) such that (yn, zn) → (y, z)
strongly in X .
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By the estimate of νn and by the energy estimates like (44) of the linear system (53), there is a
subsequence, denoted also (yn, zn), such that

yn ⇀ y, zn ⇀ z, weakly in L2(0, T,H1
0 (Ω)),

yn,t ⇀ yt, zn,t ⇀ zt, weakly in L2(0, T,H−1(Ω)),

νn ⇀ ν, weakly in L2(ω × (0, T )).

(54)

With an argument analogous to the proof of Theorem 2, we can pass to the limit in (53) and get
yt = a1yxx + b1yx + c1y + λ1

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)y(ζ, t)dζ + a(ȳ, z̄)y + b(ȳ, z̄)z + ν1ω, in Q,

zt = a2zxx + b2zx + c2z + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)z(ζ, t)dζ + c(ȳ, z̄)y + d(ȳ, z̄)z, in Q,

y(0, t) = y(1, t) = z(0, t) = z(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), in Ω,

with y(T ) = 0, z(T ) = 0 and ∥ν∥ ≤ C(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω)).
In the present case, we complete the demonstration using the Theorem of Aubin-Lions. We have

W ⊂ L2(Q) compactly, and there is a subsequence (yn, zn), such that

(yn, zn) → (y, z), strongly in L2(Q)× L2(Q) = X ,
i.e. (y, z) ∈ Φ(ȳ, z̄) and Φ(ȳ, z̄) is compact.

By the Theorem 2, we have that Φ(ȳ, z̄) is nonempty.
Now we prove that Φ(B) ⊂ B. If R > 0 is fixed, let (ȳ, z̄) ∈ B and (y, z) ∈ Φ(B). If we choose

δ > 0 sufficiently small, depending on T , such that ∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω) < δ, then we get that
Φ(B) ⊂ B, by the energy estimates (44).

Now we prove that that graph of Φ is closed. Let us consider the sequence ((ȳn, z̄n), (yn, zn)) ∈
Graph(Φ), such that ((ȳn, z̄n), (yn, zn)) → ((ȳ, z̄), (y, z)) in X × X . That is, the functions satisfy
the system below:
(55)
yn,t = a1yn,xx + b1yn,x + c1yn + λ1

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)yn(ζ, t)dζ + a(ȳn, z̄n)yn + b(ȳn, z̄n)zn + νn1ω, in Q,

zn,t = a2zn,xx + b2zn,x + c2zn + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)zn(ζ, t)dζ + c(ȳn, z̄n)yn + d(ȳn, z̄n)zn, in Q,

yn(0, t) = yn(1, t) = zn(0, t) = zn(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

yn(x, 0) = y0(x), zn(x, 0) = z0(x), in Ω,

and we have that νn ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )), (yn, zn) is solution of the system with yn(T ) = 0, zn(T ) =
0 and ∥νn∥L2(ω×(0,T )) ≤ C(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω)).

As above we have the energy estimate (44), because the initial conditions of the system are fixed
for every sequence of solutions and the controls are uniformly limited by the norm of these initial
conditions. Thus, there is a subsequence also denoted (yn, zn) such that

yn ⇀ y, zn ⇀ z, weakly in L2(0, T,H1
0 (Ω)),

yn,t ⇀ yt, zn,t ⇀ zt, weakly in L2(0, T,H−1(Ω)).

We also have for a subsequence, due to ((ȳn, z̄n), (yn, zn)) → ((ȳ, z̄), (y, z)) in X × X ,

ȳn → ȳ, yn → y, z̄n → z̄, zn → z.

almost everywhere in Q. So, considering that a is a continuous function, we have:

a(ȳn, z̄n)yn → a(ȳ, z̄)y, almost everywhere Ω× (0, T ).
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On the other hand, we have that
∫
Q
|a(ȳn, z̄n)yn|2 ≤ M2

∫
Q
|yn|2 ≤ C. Thus, by the Lemma of

Lions, we have

a(ȳn, z̄n)yn → a(ȳ, z̄)y in L2(Q).

We estimate analogously the other terms.

b(ȳn, z̄n)yn → b(ȳ, z̄)y in L2(Q).

c(ȳn, z̄n)yn → c(ȳ, z̄)y in L2(Q).

d(ȳn, z̄n)yn → d(ȳ, z̄)y in L2(Q).

Moreover, observing that ∥νn∥L2(ω×(0,T )) ≤ C(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω)), we also have νn ⇀ ν

weakly in L2(ω × (0, T )).
Then, we can pass the limit in the system (55). We have

yn(x, 0) = y0(x), zn(x, 0) = z0(x), yn(x, T ) = 0, zn(x, T ) = 0.

With the same argument as at the end of the proof of Theorem 2 we have

y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), y(x, T ) = 0, z(x, T ) = 0.

Thus, we have
yt = a1yxx + b1yx + ciy + λ1

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)y(ζ, t)dζ + a(ȳ, z̄)y + b(ȳ, z̄)z + ν1ω, in Q,

zt = a2zxx + b2zx + c2z + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)z(ζ, t)dζ + c(ȳ, z̄)y + d(ȳ, z̄)z, in Q,

y(0, t) = y(1, t) = z(0, t) = z(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), in 0 < x < 1,

and ∥ν∥L2(ω×(0,T )) ≤ lim inf ∥νn∥ ≤ C(∥y0∥L2(Q) + ∥z0∥L2(Q)).
This shows that (y, z) ∈ Φ(ȳ, z̄), i.e., Φ has closed graph.
Thus, by Kakutani’s theorem, there exists a fixed point (y, z) ∈ Φ(y, z) that satisfies the system

(52) and y(T ) = 0, z(T ) = 0, with control ν ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )) such that

∥ν∥L2(ω×(0,T ) ≤ C1(∥y0∥L2(Ω) + ∥z0∥L2(Ω).

□

4. Related problems and additional comments

• As pointed in Remark 1, the intermediate Carleman solves the problem with two controls.
• The adaptation of the case of boundary controls is standard. For instance, for the system
(1) we look for boundary controls h1 and h2 such that the system

ut = a1uxx + b1ux + c1u+ λ1
∫ 1

0
J1(z − x)u(z, t)dz + F (u, v), in Q,

vt = a2vxx + b2vx + c2v + λ2
∫ 1

0
J2(z − x)v(z, t)dz +G(u, v), in Q,

u(0, t) = v(0, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

u(1, t) = h1(t), v(1, t) = h2(t), for 0 < t < T,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x), in Ω,

is locally null controllable, where the other parameters are the same as in the original system
(1). We solve the problem with interior control ν̄ in the extended interval Ωε = (0, 1 + ε)
where the control is acting in an open set ω̄ ⊂ (1, 1 + ε). Then, the boundary controls
are given by h1(t) = ū(1, t) and h2(t) = v̄(1, t), where (ū, v̄) denote the solutions given by



Theorem 1 in the extended interval. Let us recall that the case with only one boundary
control is open, even for a system of coupled heat equations.

• The authors are working on the following generalization: for the domains Ω = (0, 1) and
Q = Ω × (0, T ) we consider the null controllability of the following system of semilinearly
coupled equations with kernel terms,
yt = a1yxx + b1yx + c1y + λ1(t)

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)y(ζ, t)dζ + P (y, z, yx) + ν1ω, in Q,

zt = a2zxx + b2zx + c2z + λ2(t)
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)z(ζ, t)dζ +Q(y, z, zx), in Q,

y(0, t) = y(1, t) = z(0, t) = z(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), in Ω,

where ν is a control acting on an open set ω ⊂ Ω.
• Let us consider Ω = (0, 1) and Q := Ω× (0, T ). We consider the null controllability of the
following system of semilinearly coupled equations with kernel terms,
yt = a1yxx + b1yx + c1y + λ1(t)

∫ 1

0
J1(ζ − x)y(ζ, t)dζ + P (y, z, yx, zx) + ν1ω, in Q,

zt = a2zxx + b2zx + c2z + λ2(t)
∫ 1

0
J2(ζ − x)z(ζ, t)dζ +Q(y, z, yx, zx), in Q,

y(0, t) = y(1, t) = z(0, t) = z(1, t) = 0, for 0 < t < T,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), in 0 < x < 1,

where ν is a control acting on an open set ω ⊂ (0, 1). This problem is more difficult because
there are only few results and Carleman estimates in the generic case where the linearized
system contains terms with both y and yx or z and zx and it is not possible to isolate y
or z from one of the equations. In that case we mention [8] where for a linear system,
under stronger hypothesis on the coefficients and the geometry of the control set, a null
controllability result was proved.

• From both a mathematical and an applied perspective, an interesting open problem is to
establish controllability for systems of n equations using only n−m controls, with n,m ∈ N
and n > m > 0. Such coupled systems also arise in financial mathematics.
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[9] Biccari Umberto and Hernández-Santamaŕıa Vı́ctor. Null controllability of linear and semilinear nonlocal heat
equations with an additive integral kernel. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, v. 57, n. 4, p. 2924–

2938, 2019. 2, 4, 6, 7

[10] Brezis, Haim and Cazenave, Thierry, Linear semigroup of contractions; the Hille-Yosida theory and some
applications, Preprint of laboratory of numerical analysis, vol.6, pp.1992-1993 17

[11] Fernandez-Cara E. and S. Guerrero S. Global Carleman inequalities for parabolic systems and applications to
controllability. SIAM J. Control Optim. 45.4 (2006): 1395-1446 4, 5, 6

[12] Fernández-Cara Enrique, Lu Qi and Zuazua Enrique. Null controllability of linear heat and wave equations

with nonlocal spatial terms. SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, v.54, n.4, p. 2009–2019, 2016. 2
[13] Fursikov A.V. and Imanuvilov O. Yu., Controllability of Evolution Equations, Lecture Note Series 34, Research

Institute of Mathematics, Seoul National University, Seoul, 1996. 4, 5
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[16] Ĺımaco Juan and Nina-Huaman Dany, Exact controllability to trajectories for a parabolic PDE with local and

nonlocal nonlinearities, Submitted. 2

[17] Lissy Pierre and Zuazua Enrique. Internal controllability for parabolic systems involving analytic non-local
terms. Chinese Annals of Mathematics, Series B, v.39, p.281–296, 2018. 2
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