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CONTROLLABILITY OF A SEMILINEAR SYSTEM OF PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS WITH NONLOCAL TERMS

JUAN LIMACO, RAFAEL MARTINS LOBOSCO, AND LUIS P. YAPU

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 Q = (0,1) and @ = (0,1) x (0,7). We study
the null controllability of the following systems of semilinearly coupled equations with kernel terms,

Yt = @1Yzx + b1ye + 1y + M1 (1) fo J1(¢ — 2)y((, t)d¢ + F(y, 2) + vly, inQ,
2t = Q2Zzp + b2z + c2z + Aa(2) f 2(¢C —2)2(¢, t)d¢ + Gy, 2), inQ,

y(0,t) = y(1,t) = 2(0,¢) = 2(1,t) =0, for 0<t<T,
y(z,0) = yo(z), 2(z,0) = 20(x), in Q.

where v is a control acting on the open set w x (0,7) with w C (0,1), y and z are state functions,
and, for ¢ = 1,2, \;(t) are time dependent functions. In (1) a;, b; and ¢; are real constants such
that a; > 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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Up = Q1 Uzy + D1Ug + C1u + A fol J1(z — z)u(z, t)dz+
+q11u + qi2v +vl,, in Q,

(2) Vg = AVze + bovy + coV + Ao fol Jo(z — x)v(z,t)dz + q21u + q22v, in Q,

u(0,t) = u(l,t) =v(0,t) =v(1,t) =0, for0<t<T,

u(z,0) = ug(x), v(z,0) =ve(x), in Q,
where v is a control acting on the open set w x (0,7T), u and v are state functions, \;(t) are time
dependent functions with ¢ = 1,2 and g;;, a;, b; and ¢;, with ¢, j = 1,2, are real constants such that
a; > 0; ¢;; are transition rates; ¢;; > 0 if ¢ # j; and ¢;1 + gi2 = 0.

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

_(z—dy)?

with \;, C;, d; and k; 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

Up = Ugy + fol K(z,z,t)u(z,t)dz +vl,, inQ,
w(0,t) =u(l,t) =0, for0<t<T,
u(z,0) = up(x), in Q,

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-Santamaria [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 J; € L>°(—1,1) and \; € L°°(0,T) satisfy the following
condition of exponential decay at the extremity points of the interval [0, T":

(3) K= sup exp (75(;"_15)) A2(1) /1 |J3(2)|2dz < 400

te[0,T] -1
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for i = 1,2, where o~ 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:

1
(4) sup exp (2sa” (1)) /\f(t)/ |Ji(x — 2)[2dz < 6,
(z,t)€[0,1]x[0,T7] 0

for § > 0 which will be chosen small enough and a~ will be defined later.
Our main result is:

Theorem 1. Let T > 0. Suppose that hypothesis (3) and (4) are satisfied. Then there exists
§ = 8(T) > 0 such that, for any initial data yo, 20 € L*(Q) satisfying

(5) lyollz2(0) + 20l 2(0) <6,
and for any F(r,s),G(r,s) : R x R — R, Cl-functions fulfilling

©) wax{| 9 )| [ ()| |G| [

)

b

for all (r,s) € R?, with %—f(r,s) # 0n (1), F(0,0) = 0, G(0,0) = 0, then there exists a control
v € L*(w x (0,T)) such that the solution of the system (1) verifies y(z,T) =0 and z(z,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 C; (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(w, T') to mean that C' depends only on w and 7.

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 4+ b(r, s)s, G(r,s) = ¢(r,s)r +d(r, s)s,
where

1 1
a(r,s) = ; %—f(ﬁrms)dﬁ, b(ns):/o aa—i(/ir,/is)d,%,
L oG

0 e
c(r, s) _/0 E(K/I‘, ks)dk, d(r,s) _/o %(m’, kS)dK.

Taking into account the hypothesis (6), we have

1
o)l < [ |5
0

E(Ii?‘, KS)
analogously |b(r, s)| < M, |c(r,s)| < M and |d(r,s)| < M.

1
dng/ Mdk = M,
0
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We denote X = L?(Q) x L*(Q). For (,2) € X, let us consider the solutions (y, z) of the auxiliary
linear system

Yt = A1Yzx + blym +ay+ )\1 fol Jl (C - x)y(@ t)dC + d(fE, t)y + I;((E» t)Z + V]-wa in Q7
Zt = Q2Zzy + b2zm + CoZ + )\2 fol JQ(C - x)z(C7t)d< + é(.’L‘,t)y + d(.’I,‘7t)Z, in Q7
y(0,t) = y(1,t) = 2(0,t) = 2(1,¢t) =0, for0<t<T,
y(z,0) = yo(x), 2(x,0) = zo(z), in Q,
where the coefficients are defined by
a(z,t) = a(y(z, t), z(x,1)),
é(x,t) = e(y(x, t), Z2(x, t)),

(8)

Thus,
|C~L($,t)‘ = ‘a(gj(l‘,t),?(l‘,t))‘ <M, |6(.€L’,t)| = |b(gj(l‘,t),2($,t))| <M,
ez, )] = le(@(z, 1), 2(z, )| < M, |d(x,t)| = |d(g(z, 1), 2(x,1))] < M.

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

Theorem 2. If the hypothesis (3) and (4) are satisfied, ¢ € W2°°(Q) with &(z,t) # 0 in @ x (0,T),
then there exists a control v € L*(w x (0,T)) such that the solution of the system (8) wverifies
y(z,T) = z(z,T) = 0 and for a constant C = C(M,w,T) we have an estimate for the control of
the form

9) ]2 (wx 0,7)) < C(llvollz2() + ll20llz2(0))-

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,

—¢r = a1Ggz — b1Oe + 10+ A1 fol Ji(z — 2)P(z, t)dz+
+a(z,t)p + ¢(z, t)y, inQ,
—t = Gatbs — bty + coth + Ao [y Ja(w — 2)U(z,t)dz+
+b(x, t)¢ + d(z,t)0, in Q,
0(0,t) = ¢(1,t) =9(0,t) = ¢(1,t) =0, In0<t<T,
¢($7T) = ¢T(x)a VJJ(%T) = 1/JT($), in €2
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 Ferndndez-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 w CC (0,1) be a non empty open set. Then there exists a function ny € C2([0,1])
such that ng > 0 in the interval (0,1), with ng = 0 at the boundary {0} U {1} and |(n9)z| > 0 in
[0,1] \ w.

For some parameter k > 0, we define

o(z) = etlmloe _ rClnolletno(@)

and the weight functions

O’(I) e'{(2”770|\oc+770(513))
t) = d = ——
We also use the notations
ot = max o(z), 0~ = min o(x),
(11) z€[0,1] z€[0,1]
T(t) = 1), “(t) = mi ).
o’ () mrg[gﬁ]a(x ) o (t) zgl[(l){ll]a(x )

We use the notation

T T
I(z):=5""! / / e 25|24 |2 + |20 [P dxdt + st/ / e 25| 2, | P dadt+
o Jo o Jo

T 1
(12) +83K34/ / e 259322 dwdt,
o Jo

where a(x,t) and &(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 ¢ € W2°°(Q), &(x,t) # 0 in & x (0,7)
and ¢p € L*(Q), v € L*(Q). Moreover assume that the kernels X\;(t)J;(z), i = 1,2, sat-
isfy (3) and suppose that the kernel \i(t)Jy(x) satisfies (4). Then, there exist constants C =
2
C(w,a1,as,b1,c1,T,¢,a), k1 = C(w, M,by,by,c1,¢0) and s; = C(w)(aT + (aT)? + K*T?), where
K was defined in (3) and a = max(ay,as), such that the solution ¢, v of the system (10) satisfy

(13) 1(6) + (%) < Cs7x® < / / - e-28a57|¢|2dxdt> ,

for any constants k > k1 and s > s7.

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 ezist positive constants C = C(Q,w,a), s1 = C(Q,w)(aT + (aT)?)
and k1 = C(Q,w) such that, for any s > s1, k > k1, F € L*(Q), zr € L?(Q) and a > 0 being a
positive constant, the solution of the equation

zt +alz = F, m O0<z<l, 0<t<T,
(14) z(0,t) = 2(1,t) = 0, in0<t<T,
z2(z,T) = zp(x), in0<z<l,
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T 1
s3kt // 67250‘53\z|2dajdt+/ / e 2| F?dadt | .
wx (0,T) o Jo

Proof. Set 7 = at and w(z,7) = z(x,t). Then z(z,t) = aw,(z,7), Az(z,t) = Aw(x,7) and
adt = dt. Equation (14) becomes

satisfy

(15) I(z) <C

wT—i—Aw:lF(x,g) in 0<z<l1, 0<7<al.
a

In [11], the inequality (15) holds for w on the time interval ¢ € (0,aT"), with positive constants
C = C(Qw), s1 = C(Qw) (aT + (aT)?), and ;1 = C(Q,w). In this inequality, the Carleman
weights « and ¢ are defined on (0,aT’). That is,

o(r) or(2[m0l0o 0 (2))

az,t) = ; and E(x,t) = T =)

(aT — 1)
The inequality (15) holds for w in the following form.

1 aT 2
1
(16)  ILip(w) < C 33A4// 6*25a§3\w|2dxd7+/ / =20 fF(x,g) dwdr | .
wx(0,aT) 0o Jo a

Here, we use I,r(w) to specify that the terms are integrated in fol OaT and not in fol foT like in
I(2).
Using a simple change of variables 7 = at, we obtain de relation

min Cla) 1(2) < Lip(w),

1 aT 1
53A4// e 25083 \w|2dedT + / / =25 | F(az, 5)
wx(0,aT) 0o Jo a
1 1 T 9
< max (,a) <s3)\4// e 25083 2|2 dadt +/ / e s F(x,t)’ dxdt) .
a wx(0,T) 0o Jo

However, the coefficients a(x,7) and {(z,7) that appears in the terms with the function w are
replaced by funcions a(z, at) and &(x, at). Readapting these Carleman estimates and inserting these
relations into (16) we obtain

1 T 41
(17) I(z) < Cmax (2, a2> s2 K // e 26322 dadt + / / e 25| F|*dxdt | .
a wx(0,T) o Jo

In what follows we will use the following proposition.

and the relation

2
dxdTt

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

s e () <o ()

where o~ and ot 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 ¢r, 9y € L*(Q) be given and assume that the kernels \i(t)J;(z), i = 1,2,
satisfy (3). Then, there exist constants C = C(Q,w,a1,a2), kK1 = C(Q,w, M,by,ba,c1,c2) and

__2 _
51 = C(Qw)(aT + (aT)? + K*T?), where K was defined in (3) and a = max(ay,az), such that a
solution ¢, ¥ of the system (10) with final conditions ¢ and Y7, satisfy

(19) I(¢) + I(¥) < Csk* (// —25ag3|¢| dwdt—i—// (OT) 2sa§3|¢|2d9cdt>

for any constants k > k1 and s > s7.

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

// _ZSQ§3‘¢| dxdt+s // _25a£3|¢‘2d$dt
x(0,T) x(0,T)

T 1
+/O /0 e 259 Oy + Cop + Csp — Al(t)/ Ji(x — 2)p(z, t)dz|>dxdt .

0

I(é) +1(¥)

T 1 1
+ / / €25yt + Cstp + Cop — Aa(t) /0 Jo(z — 2)1(z, t)dz|2dxdt] :

the coefficients of the system (1()) appear as C; = by, Co = —¢; — a(x,t), C3 = —é(x,t), Cy = by,
Cs = —cy —d(z,t) and Cg = —b(x,t).

We use that the function ¢ has a minimum value. Then, for x, sufficiently big we get

sk2E/2 > Cb3, sk2E)2 > Cb3,
3k1€3/2 > Cey + alx, )3, s3k1e3/2 > C(&(x,t))?,
31312 > Cleg + d(x,1))? and s k132 > C(b(x, 1))?,

because a, b, ¢ e d are bounded functions. In particular, we get the dependences of the constant
k1 = C(Q,w,a,b,¢,d, b1, by, c1,c2) = C(Q,w, M, by, ba, c1,¢2).

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

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 wy C w,

(20) I(¢) + I(¢y) < Cs’k (// o T)—23a53|¢| dxdt—i—// o T)—Mg?)\w\ d:vdt)

Here, we have that C = C(Q,w, a1,a2), K > k1 and s > s1 with k1 = C(Q,w, M, by, bs, c1,c2) and
51 = C(Q,w)(aT + (aT)? + K*T?).
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We analyse the last term. Let us consider a smooth function x € C§°(w) with 0 < y < 1in w
and x =1 in wy. Thus

// 6_23a5483§3|’¢|2d$dt < // 6_23a5483€3x|’¢|2d£€dt
wo X (0,T7) wx(0,T)

1
_ / / e~ 233~ (= ¢y — ardas + brobe — CL—
wx (0,T) ¢

1
-\ / Ji(z — 2)p(z,t)dz — ag) dxdt
0
(21) = My + My + M3 + My + M5 + Mg,

where the terms M;, ¢ =1, ..., 6, are given by

M, = —// 6_25am4s3fgxi¢tdxdt
wx (0,T) c
My = — // e_2san4s3f3xga1¢mdmdt
wx(0,T) ¢

Ms = / / e 2038\ by drdt
wx (0,T) ¢
My = —// 67250‘/-145353)(%01(;51133(#
wx (0,T) c

1
Ms = — // 3_2‘9“543353)(%)\1/ Ji(z — 2)p(z, t)dzdxdt
wx(0,T) ¢ 0
é

Mg = — // e~ 233y Zagdadt.
wx(0,T)

Considering ¢ € W2°°(Q), é(x,t) # 0 in @ x (0, T), we have that the terms M;, for i = 1,2, ..., 6,
are well defined.
The term M3 is estimated as follows:

// 6728QK453§3Xib1¢dedt
wx (0,T) c

“JI
wx(0,T)

| M3| =

(6—28(1&48353)(%[)1)&0
Cc

|| ddt

— 480 b — S b
<utst [ ( 200 (2slau, ) x 122l 0] + 250326, x 122 g1
wx(0,T) |e] ||
_ b _ bicy B b
r el el + e 2eoeuul ol + ety ol

< Cxls? / / o (e-%a(zsanmw + e 2032, x| l6l+

+ e | [pl9] + e X w6l + e—%%i”xwxlw)dmdt,
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where C = C(by,¢) = max{ “bgll, ‘bll;g”‘ }. Because ¢ € W2°°(Q), ¢(x,t) # 0 in @ x (0,7T), we have
that the maximum is well defined.

Using the estimates |, | < C(w)k|€], |az| < C(w)k[E] and |x.| < C(w), we get

pujzonst [ et o [ e
wx(0,T) wx(0,T)

+ Ck's? / / o e~ 2503y |dadt+
wx (0,

(22) + C// e 25 (s 26V 2 k|, ) (K3 5°/2€5/2|p| ) ddt.
wx(0,T)

Above, the constant C' has its dependence on C' = C(w, by, €).
The last term of the equation above (without the factor C) is estimated by

// R G S A e S P e
wx(0,T)

< 5// e 25251y | dxdt + C- // e~ 2505585 p| 2 dadt.
wx(0,T) wx(0,T)

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

|M3| <eC // e 25kt 330 | Pdad 4 eC // e 25k 5|1y | dadt+
(23) wx(0,T) wx (0,T)
+ CC; // e 2505565 | p| 2 ddt,
wx(0,T)

with C = C(w, by, ¢).

If we choose €5 > 0 such that eC' < 5, then the first and second term of the right hand side of
(23) can be absorbed by I(¢) and we get
(24) |Ms| < e2I(9)) + Co, / / e 25 k0 55¢%| g2 dadt.

wx(0,T)

Here, C., = C(w, b1, ¢).
For the term M5, we have

1
// 672saﬁ483£3xi)\1(t)/ Jl(x — z)zj)(z,t)dzdxdt
wx(0,T) ¢ 0

<eC // e 25t 33 | Pdadt
wx(0,T)
2

1
+C. // e 250t s8¢ (/ AL(t)Jy(x — z)gb(z,t)dz) dzxdt,
wx(0,T) 0
with C = C(é).

For an apropriate e > 0, the first term of the right hand side can be absorbed by I(%).
| Ms| < e21(v)

|Ms| =

2

1
e / /w o e 250 A 3B < /O Al(t)Jl(xz)gb(z,t)dz) dzdt.
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By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
|Ms| < e21(9)

1
(25) +C., / /w X(f);san‘*s?’g?’ < /O M ()2 (x — z)2dz> ( /O 1 |¢(z,t)|2dz) dxdt.

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

(26) at(t) < 2a ().
In fact, using the notations in (11),
o(x) . (z) -

27 ) = <2 =20 (t
(27) o’ (t) = max T —0) " “edon (T —1) (*)
with o(x) = etklinollos — ok(2llmolloc+mo(2))

So, equivalently,

4kl|nollee _ o2K|IM0llco 4kInollcc _ o3ElM0llco
(28) e e < 26 e
t(T —t) t(T —1t)

This estimate is always true, since the following always holds

(29) etklimolles _ o2klmollee 2(€4k|\no\|oo _ e3k|\no|\x)_

Moreover, we denote £~ (t) = mingep 11§ (,t) and £¥(t) = maxep,11é(x, 1)
Using the the conditions (4) and (26) in (25), we have

1
M| Sl @)+ Cey [ erttetse 0 [ (s, Pdsdad
wx(0,T) 0
1
<exl(y) + 0525// 6725&_(t)li453€+3(t)678a+(t)/ |p(2,t)|*dzdxdt
wx (0,T) 0

T 1
< eol(¥h) + C.,|w|6 / g2 (=sa (1) 4 Bt (4 / |p(2, )| dzdt,
0 0

where |w| denotes the measure of w.
We want to absorb this by the second last term in I(¢), which is

T
/ / e 2= A BE3 (5 1) (2, 1) P dzdt.
o Jo

In order to do that, it is enough to show that, for a small €3 > 0,

(30)
T - . 5 1 T 1
C€2|w|5/ e 2sa (=sa(t) A Bet (t)/ |p(2,t)|?dzdt < 53/ / e 2500 kA3 (2, 1) |p(2, 1) [PdzdL.
0 0 0o Jo
In particular, this inequality can be obtained if we prove that

—2sa” (t)—sat (t) ¢+3
€ &,
e—280¢(z¢)£3(z’ t)

(31) Che,|wld

for (z,t) € [0,1] x [0,T].
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First, g:(i(g < Ei;%g = B, for the constant 8 = e®lmll~ > 1 then (31) is bounded by
672sa7(t)7so¢+(t)£+3(t) —2sa” (t)—sa™ (t)

e—2$a(z,t)€3 (Z, t)

O, |w| < C.,|w|0BE < e,

e—2sa(z,t)
Observe, using (26), that
—2a7 () — o™ (t) + 2a(z,t) < —2a™ () + 2a(z,t) <0,

then C., |w|dBe (20~ (W+aT (H)=2a(=0)) < O |w|6B, and we can choose & depending only of w, & and
K such that

(32) |Ms| < e21(¢) + e31(0).

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

My < / / (e (— 250kt PE3x Lo+ e 20 it s3362ey Lot
wx(0,T) c c

*6728&/‘643353X%¢¢+ 6725aﬁ453£3xﬁ¢)|d‘%dt.
P ¢

Using that |a¢| < C(T)€2, & < C(T)€%, 1zt < C(¢) and that {5 < C(?)

M| <C ( / / e~ 250 S5 || gl ddlt +
wx(0,T)

4 / / €290 A3y vl
wx(0,T)

(33) <eI(¥) + C. / / e 2R B 5TET g2 dudt
wx(0,T)

with C. = C(T, é).
For the term Ms, we use the identity

— 4480 w — 48 1 —4Z8( 1 — 48 1
<€ > fBXg =(e? 53X5 Y+2(e? €3Xg Yy +e? '§3X5¢m-

We have the estimate

’ (e—QsaESX{)
c xrxr

= ‘e—QS“[432a§§3§ — 25am§3¥ — 4saz<3§2§w¥ +§3(’% —X;g))
¢ ¢ ¢

+3(2682 +€26) % +6626 (% — x %)
~ - 62
s -2 (i -25)])
S 06_28a5282€5,

where C = C(w, ¢), because we use the estimates [€,| < C(w)k[¢], |az] < C(w)klE], |xz| < C(w),
|0ga| < C(w)r?[¢] and [€r0] < Cw)k[8].
Similarly, we have the estimate
1
<€25a§3x~)
¢ x

S 0672506%854
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with C' = C(w, ¢).
Then, we obtain

| M| = // (6_2‘90‘%48353)(1{)011) pdxdt
wx(0,T) ¢ zz

<C / / e 2 (KO(s)° 0] 4 £ (8€)*|tha| + K*(58)* [thaa|) Gdadt
wx(0,T)

(34) <el(®¥)+C: / / o e 258 (5€)7|p|2dadt.

Here, we have that C. = C(w, ¢, a1).
Finally, the terms M4 and Mg are estimated straightforwardly, e.g.

(35) |My| < el(y) + C: // o e 2551 (5€)3| p| 2 dudt,

with C. = C(¢,c1). Similarly for the term Mg = fffwx(o 7D e’25a/€453§3xd%¢d$dt with x a
smooth function y € C§°(w) and 0 < x < 1, we have

M <C[[ e ) ol

(36) wx(0,T)

<el(y)+Ce // e 25,153 ¢3| g 2 dudt,
wx (0,T)

with C. = C(a, ¢).
Using (33), (34), (24), (35), (32) and (36) in (21), we finished the proof of the Carleman inequality
(13). O

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

Proposition 5. Consider the adjoint system (10) with ¢ € W2°°(Q), é(x,t) # 0 in & x (0,T)
and ¢r € L*(Q), vr € L?(Q). Moreover, assume that the kernels X\;(t)J;(z), i = 1,2, sat-
isfy (3) and suppose that the kernel A\i(t)Ji(x) satisfies (4). Then, there exist constants C =
C(M,Q,w,a,as,by,ba,c1,c2,T,¢ K), where K was defined in (3), such that the solution ¢, 1 of
the system (10) satisfy

(37) W@W%mﬁwwmﬂﬁmﬁC/KﬂMJ@WMt

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

T r1
53’%4/ / 672sa€3(|¢‘2 4 |’l/)|2)d213dt < CS7H8 (// 625a§7|¢|2d$dt> )
0 0 wx (0,T)

and, fixing kK > K1, s > s1,

T 1
|| emeetor v wpiste<c [ creTiopdadt
0 0 wx(0,T)
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The function e~25%¢™ with m € N is bounded by a positive constant Cy from below in the
interval [T'/4,3T /4], thus

3T/4 1
Co / / (16 + [[2)dedt < C / / e 20T g P ddt
T/4 Jo wx(0,T)

(38) <C / / |p|*dadt.
wx(0,T)

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

5 O + 191%) + Calllgall + 1) < Collll® + 1)+

1 1
+ /O /O On ()1 (& — )z, )b, 1)) dzda
" / / Calt)a(x — 2)(z, 0l 1)) dzd,

where || - || denotes the L?-norm on €.
Usmg that the kernels are bounded, the last two integrals are bounded by a term of the form

Cs fo fo (0(2, 1) + ¢z, 1) + ¥(2,1)* + (z,1)?) dzdz, thus

*ga(llaﬁlﬁ 1P + Crllldal® + ¥]1?) < Calllol® + [41%),

and

2 2 2
212+ ) — a1 + ) <0

Using Gronwall’s inequality we get

IO + [ (O)]* < T (oI + IR (1) -
From the last inequality and (38),

3T/4
US4 O = [~ (160 + [w(0)?) d
T/4

ST 4
< 20T / (1o 12 + [l ()[2) dt

T/4

< 2T // |p|?ddt,
wx(0,T)

and this is the observability inequality. O

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 € > 0 and any v € L?(Q) we consider the functional

//wx(o . v|?dzdt + - / (lyw (T)* + |2(T)*)daz,
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where y,, and z, are solutions of (8) associated to the control v and fixed initial conditions yo and
20-

It is not difficult to check that . is strictly convex, continuous and coercive in L?(Q), then it
has a unique minimizer v. € L?(Q).

1. J. is strictly convex.
Let v1,v9 € L?(Q) with v1 # 1 and fix § € (0,1). Define

vg = Ov1 4+ (1 —0) ve.
By linearity of the system (8) in the control v, the corresponding solutions satisfy
(yvea Zl/e) =0 (yV1’ ZVI) + (1 - 9) (yVQ’ Zl/z)'

The value of 7, at vy is

\75(1/0):// |9V1+(179)V2|2d$dt
wx(0,T)

We have de strictly convexity of squares:
|0a + (1 — 0)b]* < 0lal* + (1 — 60)|b]?
for a # b. Then, we obtain

// 0y + (1 — O)vo|2dadt < 9// lv1|?dxdt + (1 — 0) // |vo|?dxdt,
wx(0,T) wx(0,T) wx(0,T)

i/ol 1091 (T) + (1 — 0) yo(T) |Pdx < 2{9 /01 ly1 (T)?da + (1 - 0) /01 |y2(T)|2dx}

and similarly for the z-term.
Then, we have that 7. is strictly convex

je(eul + (1 — 9)1/2) < (9‘75(1/1) + (1 — 9) jE(VQ).

2. J. is continuous.
Let {vn}n>1 C L?(w x (0,7)) be a sequence converging strongly to v in L?(w x (0,T)).
Since v — [ ) |v|? dz dt is continuous on L?(w x (0,T)), we have

// lv|?dxdt = lim // |vp|? d dt.
wx(0,T) n=20 J Jwx(0,T)

By standard energy estimates for the linear PDE system (8), there is a constant C' > 0 such that
for every control v € L?(w x (0,7)) and initial conditions yo and 29 € L?(0, 1), we have

x(0,T

lyulleo,miz20,0)) + l2vlleqo,mizz0,1) < C (VN2 wx 0,7)) + llvollz2(0,1) + lzoll20,1))-

Hence
Yo (T) — y,(T) and 2z, (T) — 2z,(T) strongly in L*(Q).

In other words,

/ o (T)[? dz = lim / o (T) 2 di, / | (T)2 dz = lim / (20, (7).
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Putting together,

7 = [ P drdes 2 [ (0P + D)) do

1
= i w|? do dt 71'/1,T2 w (T)) d
[ et & 2 i [ (D 5 o, (D) de
= lim J:(vn).
n—oo
This shows J; is continuous.
3. J. is coercive.
Coercivity is evident, due to the term ffwx(o ) lv|2dxdt.

Then, J. has a unique minimizer v. € L?(w x (0,7)). We will denote y. and 2. the associated
solutions of (8). The Gateaux derivative of the functional J. at the direction p € L?(w x (0,7)) is
given by

e =2 [ g e+ = | @emi1) + 2T o

where (g, 2) are solutions of the system (8) associated to v = p and initial conditions yo(z) =
zo(z) = 0. More precisely,

Jt = arfas + b1l + 1+ A fol J1(C = 2)i(C )¢ + alw, ) + b, 1)2 + ply, in Q,
2 = ao8zs + b2ly + 22+ Xy fo J2(¢ — x)2(¢, t)d¢ + é(x, t)g + d(z, )2, in Q,

5(0,t) = g(1,t) = 2(0,t) = 2(1,¢) =0, for0<t<T,

9(2,0) =0, 2(x,0) =0, in Q.

>

(39)

If the minimum is reached at v, the Gateaux derivative at this point is zero for any u €
L?(w x (0,T)).

(40) 0= 2// vopdudt + / (e (T)§(T) + 2 (T)3(T)) da.
wx (0,T)
We use the adjoint equation (10) with final conditions
1 1
(41) ¢r = —gue(T)7 Yr = _E’UE(T)'

For simplicity, we will call the associated solution (¢, ).

Multiplying the first equation of (39) by ¢, the second by %, integrating in @ and adding both
equations, we have

1
/ (:’Qt - alga::r - bl’g: - C1Q - )\1/ Jl(g ) (C t)d< - a(l’ t) b( ) > ¢d$dt+
Q 0

1

—i—/ (ét — 22zp — boZp — 22 — )\2/ Jo(¢C — x)2(¢, t)d¢ — é(z, t)g — d(x,t)2 ) P dxdt
Q 0

= / uol,, dxdt.
Q

Integrating by parts and using that ¢ and v verify the adjoint system (10) and the final conditions
(41),
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1 1
[ o) -Zudes [ @) Za@)do = [ po, dadt
Q € Q € 0
Thus, using (40),
// Vepdxdt = // woely, dadt,
wx(O,T) wX(O,T)
for any pu € L?(w x (0,7T)). This implies that

(42) Ve = ¢cly,.

On the other hand, considering the linearized system (8) associated with ye, z. and v, multi-
plying the first equation of (8) by ¢, the second equation of (8) by ., integrating in @, adding
and using (42), we have

/ (ys,t — A1Ye,zx — blya,z — C1Ye—
Q

1
A [ 26 s — ey B, t)zs) b. dudi+
0

+/ (Ze,t — Q2%e gz — b22e 5 — Co2e—
Q

1
o [ 6 = )26 0z = oo ). — dla, t>za) b dudt =
0

= / |pe|?1,, dadt.
Q

Integrating by parts, we obtain

(Yes b )12l + (2, %) 12 ()l = / |pe|? dadt.

wx(0,T)
Thus, replacing the initial and final conditions,

2 1 2 1 29 _
Lo ettt 2 [ e e 2 [ (0 de = (0,600 = Gov(0))
That is,

1 1
/ 6c2dudt + 1 / e ()P + 2 / |22 (T) 2de <
wx(0,T) € Ja € Ja
< (looll? + 10lP)> (e )] + e (O)]2)1/2.

Using the observability inequality, and the elementary inequality ab < ea® + Z—; we have

1 1
[ et ? [P o2 [ )P o<
wx(0,T) € Ja € Ja

C 9 9 1
< = st
< Sl + zal®)+ 5 [

|p|? ddt.
wx(0,T)

Thus, using (42),

1 1 1 C
@) 5[ wePdudes [P dos 2 [ (@ do < Sl + a0l
2 wx(0,T) € Ja € Ja 2
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Kakutani’s compactness theorem implies that there exists a subnet of v., with ¢ — 0, denoted
with the same symbol, such that v. — v (weakly) in L*(w x (0,7)).
We use the energy estimates

Vel 20,7, 12 () Fll2el L2 0, 52 (2)) + Ye,ell L2 0,7, -1 () + |22l L2 0,7, 51 (02))
< Ci(llyo

z2(0) + [120llz2() + Vel L2(@))
and, using (43), we have

lvellzz (o, m2 ) Fll2ell 20,151 () + 1Wetll 20,7 m-1(2)) + |22l 220,751 (22))

(44) < Ca(|lyo

z2(0) + 20/l 22(0))-

Thus, we get the weak convergence of the subnets y. — y, z. — z in L%*(0,T, H3(9)) and
Yer — Yty 2 — 2 in L2(0,T, H-1(Q2)).

Moreover, (44) implies by [24] (Sec 5.9, Thm 3) that, after a possible redefinition on a set of
measure zero, y., z. belong to C([0,T], L?(2)) and

lvelleqom,z2@) + 1zelloqo,r).2) < Csllvoll2) + 120l L2(0))-
Let us recall the following result:
Proposition 1. [10](Prop A.2.46(i)) Let X — Y be two Banach spaces and let f, be a bounded
sequence of L°(I, X) N WY (I1,Y), for some r > 1. If X is reflevive and if I is bounded, then the

following hold: there exists f € L>*(I,X), f: 1 — X being weakly continuous, and a subsequence
ng such that fr, (t) = f(t) as k — oo, for every t € I. In particular,

[ttt [ rwota
I I
as n — oo for every ¢ € C.(I).

Using this for X = L2(Q2), Y = H~1(Q2) and r = 2, we get the existence of y € L>(0,T, L?(2))
and z € L*(0,T, L?(Q)) such that, for a subnet, y.(t) — y(t) and 2.(t) — 2(¢) in L*(Q2) for every
t € [0,7). In particular we have that y.(T) — y(T) and 2.(T) — z(T) weakly in L*(Q).

As a consequence, there exist subnets such that

(45) Ye t — Yt, Ze,t — Zi, in L2(07 T7 H_I(Q))
(46) Ye =Y, 2e — 2, in L?(0,T, Hy (Q))
(47) ye(T) = y(T), 2(T) — 2(T), in L*(9),

and from (43),
(48) ye(T) =0, 2z(T)—0, in L*(Q), because ¢ — 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(7) = 0 and 2(T) =0
and with y, z € L?(0,T, H}(Q?)) and y;, 2z, € L?(0,T, H=1()).

The estimate (9) follows immediately from (43). O
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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 fived point theorem) Let X be a complete Hausdorff locally convex linear
topological space. Let B C X be nonempty, convex and compact. Let ® : B — 28 be a multivalued
map that has closed graph and such that for any (y,z) € B, ®(y,z) is nonempty, convex and
compact. Then, the set of fized points of ® 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 ® is defined by
Graph(®) = {((9,2), (u,v)) € Bx B: (u,v) € ®(§,2)}.

In the present article the specific functional spaces are defined as follows:
(49) A :=L*Q) xL*(Q), W' :={ueL?0,T;H;(): u € L*(0,T; H ()},
and denote by || - |[w+ the natural norm of W’.

ullfy = H“||i2(o,T;Hg(sz)) + Hut‘ﬁ?(o,T;H*l(Q))'

We also introduce the ball
(50) B:= Bu(0,R) == {(y,2) e W x W' [lyll} + |2} < R%},
where R > 0 will be chosen later and the norm of W’ x W' is defined by

1y, 2) 3w = ||yH%2(O,T;H3(Q)) + ||yt||%2(0,T;H*1(Q)) + ||Z||iz(o,T;Hé(Q)) + Hzt||%2(0,T;H*1(Q))'

The multivaluated map is defined on B C X by

d:B— 28,

such that for fixed initial conditions in system (8) and for the constant C' of estimate (9), we have:
(51) ®(7,2) = {(y, 2) € X| there exists v € L*(w x (0,T)) such that (y, z) is solution of (8)
with y(T') =0, 2(T) =0, [[V|z2(wx(0,7) < Clyollz2() + ll20ll2(2))}-

Here, it is crucial that the constant C' does not depend on the element (7, Z) since this uniformity
of the constant will be crucial in the proof.
If (y, 2) is fixed point of @, i.e. (y,z) € ®(y, z), then (y, z) is a solution of

Yt = 01 Ygzr + D1y + 1y + N1 fol Ji(C—2)y(¢, t)d¢ + aly, 2)y + by, z)z + v1,, inQ,

2 = Qn2pg + bazg + Coz + Ao [} Jo(C — )2(C,)dC + ey, 2)y + d(y, 2)z, in Q,

y(0,t) = y(1,t) = 2(0,t) = 2(1,t) =0, for0<t<T,

y(l}O) = yO(m)7 Z(‘T7O) = 20(1'), in €,

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

Proof. (Theorem 1)

Since H}(2) C L?(2) compactly, and L?(2) C H~*(Q) continuously, then by the theorem of
Aubin-Lions, W’ C L2(0,T, L*(2)) compactly. As a product space, we also get that W' x W' C
L?(Q) x L?(Q) compactly. Thus, B is compact in X, i.e. if (y,,2,) € B is a bounded sequence
then there exist a subsequence, denoted also by (yn, 2, ), such that

(Yns 2n) = (Y, 2) in X.

(52)
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Furthermore B is convex. Indeed, if (y1,21) and (y2, 22) belong to B, we have

(e 2)lwrscw <R, [(y2, 22) [lwrxw < R,

and then, by the properties of the norm,

[A(y1, 21) + (1 = M) (2, 22) lwrscwr < Al[(yrs 20) lwrsow + (1= N)[[(y2, 22) [lwrxwr < R.

Obviously B is non-empty.
Now, we prove that for any (g, z) € B the set ®(y, z) is convex.
Let (y1,21) and (y2,22) belong to ®(g, z). Thus, for i = 1,2,

Yit = 01¥iex + D1Yiz + Ciyi + A1 fol J1(C = 2)yi(C, 1)dC + a(y, 2)yi + b(y, 2)z; + Vilw, in Q,
Zip = 9Zime + b2zi g + 2z + Na [y Ja(C — 2)2(C, 8)dC + ¢, Z)yi + d(F, 2) 2, in Q,
¥i(0,8) = yi(1,t) = 2(0,t) = z;(1,¢) =0, for0<t<T,
yi(2z,0) = yo(x), z;(x,0) = zo(z), in Q,
and
yi(T) =0, z(T) =0,
vi € L(wx (0,7)), il < Cllwollzzc) + 20l L2 ())-

The convex combination (y, z) = A(y1,21) + (1 — A)(y2, 22) is a solution of

Y = aryee + biye + ey + A fy (¢ — 2)y(C0dC + a(g, 2)y + (7, 2)z = (An + (1= ND)le,  inQ,
2t = AZpg + bazg + 22 + Ao fol Jo(C — 2)2(¢, 8)dC + (g, 2)y + d(y,2)z = 0, in Q,
y(0,t) = y(1,t) = 2(0,t) = 2(1,t) =0, for0<t<T,
y(2,0) = yo(x), 2(z,0) = zo(z), in ,
and
y(T)=0 and z(T) = 0.
Taking v = Avy + (1 — Mg € L?(w x (0,7)), we have

V1| L2 wx 0.1y) < Allvall + (1 = Mlvell < Cllyollzz) + 120/l L2(0))-

This implies that ®(¥,Zz) is convex.
Now we show that for every (7, %) € B we have that ®(g, z) is compact. Let (y, 2,) denote a
sequence in ®(y, z). Then, (yn, z,) is a solution of
(53)
Yn,t = A1Yn,zx + blyn,w + Cilyn + /\1 fol Jl (C - x)yn(<7 t)dC + a(i E)yn + b(g,
Znt = 22nzx + bQZn,ac + cozn + A2 fol J2(C - x)zn(C7 t)dC + C(g7 Z)yn =+ d(g,
Yn(0,t) = yn(1,t) = 2,(0,¢t) = 2,(1,¢) =0, for0<t<T,
Yn(2,0) = yo(z), 25 (x,0) = zo(x), in Q,

Z)Z7L+Vn1w7 in Q7
z

)Zm in Q,

and
yn(T) =0 , z2n(T) =0,
vn € L*(w x (0,7)), lvnll < Clllyollz2 ) + lzoll2(e))-

We have to show that there exists a subsequence, denoted also (Y, 2z, ) such that (yn, zn) = (y, 2)
strongly in X
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By the estimate of v, and by the energy estimates like (44) of the linear system (53), there is a
subsequence, denoted also (yn, 2, ), such that
Yn =Y, 2n — 2, weaklyin L*(0,T,H3(Q)),
(54) Ynt — Y, Znt — 2z, weakly in  L*(0,T, H 1(Q)),
Up — U, weakly in  L*(w x (0,T)).

With an argument analogous to the proof of Theorem 2, we can pass to the limit in (53) and get

Yt = a1yas + b1y + a1y + A [ Ji(C — 2)y(C t)dC + al(y, 2)y + b(5, 2)z + vl inQ,
2t = (2%qq + bQZm + coz + )\2 fol J2(€ - LL‘)Z(C, t)dé_ + C(ga z)y + d(ya 2)2’, in Qa
y(0,t) = y(1,t) = 2(0,t) = 2(1,t) =0, for0<t<T,
y(x,0) = yo(x), z(x,0) = zo(z), in Q,
with y(T') = 0, 2(T) = 0 and [[v[| < C(llyollL2(e) + [I20llL2(2))-
In the present case, we complete the demonstration using the Theorem of Aubin-Lions. We have
W C L?(Q) compactly, and there is a subsequence (¥, z,), such that

(Yn, 2n) — (y,2), strongly in LQ(Q) X LQ(Q) =X,

ie. (y,2z) € ®(g,z) and ®(¥,Z) is compact.

By the Theorem 2, we have that ®(y,z) is nonempty.

Now we prove that ®(B) C B. If R > 0 is fixed, let (¢,%) € B and (y,z) € ®(B). If we choose
6 > 0 sufficiently small, depending on T, such that [|yol|z2(q) + [|20/|2(0) < 0, then we get that
®(B) C B, by the energy estimates (44).

Now we prove that that graph of ® is closed. Let us consider the sequence ((¥n, Zn), (Yn, 2n)) €
Graph(®), such that ((§n,Zn), (Yn, 2n)) — ((§,2), (y,2)) in X x X. That is, the functions satisfy
the system below:

(55)
yn,t = alyn,xw + blyn,w + C1Yn + A1 fol Jl (C - Jj)yn(<7 t)d( + a(ﬂm zn)yn + b(?]m En)zn + anwa in Q7
Znt = 22n gz + bQZn,ac + Ccozn + A2 fol J2(C - I)Zn(C, t)dC + C(gvu Zn)yn + d(ﬂm zn)znv in @,

Yn(0,t) = yn(1,t) = 2,(0,t) = 2,(1,¢) =0, for0<t<T,
Yn(2,0) = yo(x), 25 (x,0) = zo(x), in Q,

and we have that v, € L2(w x (0,T)), (Yn, z,) is solution of the system with ,,(T) =0, 2,(T) =
0 and [[vn |l z2wx0,7)) < Clllyollz2(0) + lz0llz2(0))-

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 (y,,, z,,) such that

Yn — Y, z, — 2z, weakly in L*(0,T, H}(Q)),
Ynit — Yt, Znt — 2z,  weakly in L?(0, T, H~*(Q)).
We also have for a subsequence, due to ((gn, Zn)s (Yn, 2n)) = (7, 2), (y,2)) in X x X,
Yn — Y, Yn — Y, Zn — Z, Zn — Z.

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

a(Yn, Zn)Yn — a(y, Z)y, almost everywhere € x (0,7).



CONTROLLABILITY OF A SEMILINEAR SYSTEM OF PARABOLIC EQUATIONS WITH NONLOCAL TERM21

On the other hand, we have that [, [a(gn, Za)yn|* < M? [, lyn|* < C. Thus, by the Lemma of
Lions, we have
a(Un, Zn)yn — a(y, 2)y in LZ(Q)'
We estimate analogously the other terms.

Q)
(U, Zn)yn = c(y,2)y in L7(Q).
(G, Zn)yn — d(5,2)y in L*(Q).
Moreover, observing that v, ||z2wxo,1)) < C(llwollz2@) + ll20ll2()), we also have v, — v
weakly in L?(w x (0,7)).
Then, we can pass the limit in the system (55). We have
yn(x,0) = yo(z), 2zn(z,0) =20(x), yn(z,T)=0, z,(z,T)=0.
With the same argument as at the end of the proof of Theorem 2 we have

y(x,O) = yO(x)v Z(JL‘,O) = ZO(m)v y(x’T) =0, z(va) =0.

b(yna En)yn — b(y, E)y in L?
L2

Thus, we have

Yt = 1Yz + 01Ys + Y + A1 fol J1(¢ —z)y(¢,t)d¢ + a(g, 2)y + b(g, 2)z + vy, in Q,
2t = A22gz + bozy + oz + Ao fol J2(¢ — x)2(¢, t)d¢ + (g, 2)y + d(g, Z) 2, in Q,
y(0,t) = y(1,t) = 2(0,t) = 2(1,t) =0, for0<t<T,
y(z,0) = yo(x), 2(z,0) = zo(z), n 0 <z < 1,
and ||V 12(wx(0,r)) < liminf [[vn || < CllyollL2(@) + ll20llL2(@))-
This shows that (y, z) € ®(y, 2), i.e., ® has closed graph.

Thus, by Kakutani’s theorem, there exists a fixed point (y,z) € ®(y, z) that satisfies the system
(52) and y(T) = 0, z(T) = 0, with control v € L?(w x (0,T)) such that

7] 22 wx 0,7y < C1llyoll2(0) + 20l 2 (@)-

4. RELATED PROBLEMS AND ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

e As pointed in Remark 1, the intermediate Carleman solves the problem with two controls.
e The adaptation of the case of boundary controls is standard. For instance, for the system
(1) we look for boundary controls hy and hy such that the system

Up = A Uggy + D1y + C1U + Ny fol J1(z — 2)u(z, t)dz + F(u,v), in Q,

Vi = AoUzz + boUy + CoU + Ao fol Jo(z — 2)v(z, t)dz + G(u,v), in Q,

u(0,t) =v(0,t) =0, for0<t<T,

u(1,t) = he(t), v(1,t) = hao(t), for0<t<T,

u(z,0) = up(x),v(x,0) = vo(x), in Q,
is locally null controllable, where the other parameters are the same as in the original system
(1). We solve the problem with interior control 7 in the extended interval Q. = (0,1 + ¢)

where the control is acting in an open set @ C (1,1 + ). Then, the boundary controls
are given by hi(t) = u(1,t) and ha(t) = 9(1,t), where (@, ) denote the solutions given by



(1]

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.

e The authors are working on the following generalization: for the domains Q = (0,1) and
Q = Q x (0,T) we consider the null controllability of the following system of semilinearly
coupled equations with kernel terms,

Yt = Q1Yzz + 01Ye +c1y + A1 (t) fol J1(C = 2)y(C, t)dC + P(y, 2, Yx) + V1w, in @,
2t = A2z + bazy + coz + Aa(t) fol Jo(¢ = 2)2(¢, ) dC + Qy, 2, 22), in Q,
y(0,t) = y(1,t) = 2(0,t) = 2(1,t) =0, for0<t<T,

y(x,0) = yo(x), 2(x,0) = 2zo(z), in Q,

where v is a control acting on an open set w C Q.
e Let us consider Q = (0,1) and @ := Q x (0,7). We consider the null controllability of the
following system of semilinearly coupled equations with kernel terms,

Yt = 1Yz + b1y + 1y + A1 (1) fol Ji(¢—2)y(C, t)dC + P(y, 2, Ya, 22) + Vlw, in Q,
2t = A22gx + b2y + Coz + A2 () fol Jo(¢ —2)2(¢,0)dC + QY 2, Yss, 22), in Q,
y(0,t) = y(1,t) = 2(0,t) = 2(1,t) =0, for0<t<T,

y(z,0) = yo(x), 2(x,0) = zo(z), n 0 <z < 1,

where v is a control acting on an open set w C (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 y, or z and z, 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.

e 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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