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Existence, Stability and Controllability of the
parabolic-parabolic thermistor model
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Abstract: In this article we establish the well-posedness, energy estimates, stability,
and local null controllability for the thermistor system modeled by a parabolic-parabolic
system using a control force acting on just one equation of the system. The proof of
the controllability is based on appropriate Carleman estimates and Liusternik’s inverse
function theorem to obtain the local controllability of the nonlinear system. The cou-
pling of the system happens both in the terms of order zero and one, which requires
the use of a special Carleman estimate for the system.
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1 Introduction

Let Q denote a bounded open, non-empty subset of RY (with N = 1,2 or 3) with
smooth boundary (at least C®). For any T > 0, we denote Q7 = Q x (0,7) and
Yr=00x (0,T). If T'= 00, we denote Q» = Q2 X (0,00) and X, = 92 x (0,00).

We study a physical system describing a conductor with temperature y(z,t) and
electric potential z(z,t). If Z denotes the current density and Q the heat flow, then
Ohm’s and Fourier’s laws are given, respectively, by

Z=—0(y)Vz, Q = —k(y)Vy,

where £(y) > 0 denotes the thermal conductivity and o(u) > 0 the electrical conduc-
tivity.
From conservation laws, we arrive to the following model that describes our physical
system:
{ ye = V- (5(y) Vy) = o(y)[V 2], (11)
2z — V- (o(y)Vz) =0. '
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Considering 0 < T' < oo, we study the following thermistor problem:
ye— V- (6(y)Vy) =o(y)|VzP+f,  in Qr

z— V- (o(y)Vz) =g, in Qr, (1.2)
y=0, z=2", on X, '
y(z,0) = yo(z), 2(x,0) = 2(7) in Q,

where f, g are the forces acting inside the system (1.2), z* is the electric potential
at the boundary of the system (1.2).
Hypothesis about the functions f, g : Qs — R:

frg€ X ={we Q) : w € L*(Qx), w(0) € HY(Q)}. (H1)

Hypothesis about the function z* : (o, — R:
z* € H'(0,00; H*(Q)), (H2)
1 sy + 12 () < CPe ™™ ¥t > 0 with €y >0, (H3)

Hypothesis about the functions x,0 : R — R:
k0 € C*(R), (H4)
0<ko<k(:)<kKy, 0<o9<o() <o, (H5)
| (] + 17O+ 10" ()] + 10" ()] < M with M > 0. (H6)

First, we reformulate the system (1.2) in order to get homogeneous conditions on
the boundary Y for both variables. Making p = z — 2*, we get the new equivalent
system,

ye — V- (k(y)Vy) = o(y)|Vp]* +20(y)Vp - V2* +o(y) [V + f, in Qrp

pr— V- (o(y)Vp) =V - (a(y)Vz") = —(2"); + g, in Qr, (13)
Yy = 07 P = Oa on zTa .
y(z,0) =yo(z), p(z,0) = po() in Q,

where po(z) = zo(z) — 2*(z,0).

The main results of this paper are the following three theorems:

Theorem 1.1. Given (yo, po) € [H*(Q)NH(Q)]* and assuming (H1)-(H2), (H4)-(HG6).
Then, the system (1.3) has a unique strong solution (y,p) for small initial datum.

Theorem 1.2. Given (yo,po) € [H*(Q) N HL(Q)]? and assuming (H1)-(H6). Then, the
system (1.3) is exponentially stable in H3-norm for small initial datum.

Now, let w C © be an open set of class C! such that 92 N dw # ) and T € (0, 00).
We analyze the controllability of the thermistor problem (1.3) by an interior control v.
That is, we study either

ye — V- (6(y)Vy) = o(y)|Vp|* +20(y)Vp - Vz* + 0(y)|Vz** + vly, in Qr

pe =V - (o(y)Vp) = V- (0(y)Vz") = =(2"), in Qr,

y=0, p=0, on Y,

y(r,0) = yo(z), p(x,0) = po(x) in €,
(1.4)



or

Yy — V- (/ﬂ(y))Vy) =o(y)|VpP +20(y)Vp-Vz* +0o(y)|Vz* >,  in Qr
\Y

pe— V- (o(y)Vp) =V - (o0(y)Vz*) = —(2"): + vly, in Qr,

(1.5)
y=4y p= 07 on ET,
y(xa 0) = O(x ) p(ZE,O) = pO(I) in Q,

where py(z) = zo(x) — 2*(z,0).

Definition 1.1. The system (1.4) (or (1.5)) is said locally null controllable at time
T > 0, if there exists € > 0 such that, for every (yo,po) € [H*(Q) N H(Q)]* and z*
satisfying (H2), with

lvollza) + [Ipoll as) + |27 | 10,003 2)) <€,

then there exists a control v € L*(w x (0,T)) such that the solution of the system (1.4)
(or (1.5)) verifies y(-,T) =0 and p(-,T) = 0 in Q.

Due to the change of variable p = z — z*, the null controllability of (1.4) (or (1.5))
is equivalent to the controllability of system (1.3), in the following sense: y(7') = 0 and
2(T) = z*(T) in Q.

If, additionally,
Z* € W2*(Qr) and Vz* € [C*(Qp)]", (H7)

V" (xo,t) - v(xg) #0 VYt € [t1,t2] for some z¢ € v C 02N Ow,

where 0 < t; <ty < T and t; and ¢, verify the condition (4.7). (HS)

Let p = p(t) be a positive function that explodes exponentially at time ¢t = T,
oIV 2, pIV 22, pAZ", pAE, p2t, iy € LA(Qr), (H9)
IV2*(0)]?,0(0)Az*(0) — 2;(0) € Hy(Q). (H10)

Theorem 1.3. Assuming (H4)-(H10), then for any T € (0,00) the systems (1.4) and
(1.5) are locally null controllable at time T

The thermistor problem and similar systems have been well studied in the literature.
For the analogous parabolic-elliptic system where the second equation of (1.2) is elliptic,
existence, regularity, uniqueness and blow-up has been shown by Antontsev and Chipot
[2] and Cimatti [6, 8], who also studied the optimal control problem in [7]. The first
result of null controllability at time T of the parabolic-elliptic thermistor model was
recently proved in [25].

For parabolic-parabolic systems, existence of weak solutions was proved by Ro-
drigues [27]. Afterwards, Lee and Shilkin [19] studied the optimal control problem
associated to a system simpler than (1.2) where there is no quasi-linearity in the first
equation. For our parabolic-parabolic system (1.2), as far as we know, our work is the
first to address the null controllability at time 7. In [5] and [14], the null controllabil-
ity of a parabolic-elliptic system is achieved as the limit of the null controllability of
parabolic systems, where the second equation of (1.2) contains a term ez; for a small



parameter € > 0. In [25], the null controllability of this parabolic system is posed as an
open problem, which we have addressed in this work.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove the well-posedness of our
system (1.3) and give energy estimates. In Section 3 we prove the stability in H3-norms
of the system (1.3). In Section 4 we calculate an appropriate Carleman estimate that
allows us to prove the controllability of the linearized system of (1.3). Furthermore, we
prove a controllability result of the nonlinear system (1.3) using Liusternik’s techniques.
Finally in Section 5 we give a large-time controllability result that is proved as a con-
sequence of the previous stability and controllability results and we discuss extensions
and open problems.

2 Existence of solution of the system (1.3)

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1. More precisely: with the hypotheses of Theorem
1.1, for any 0 < T' < oo there exists r = r(ko, k1, 09,01, M, 2, N) > 0 (independent of
T), such that, if

[yoll a3 (@) + |[pol a3y + 127 || a1 0,003 02 + 11 f] 2 + [lglla < 7y

the system (1.3) has a unique strong solution (y, p) satisfying

Yl o, m20)) + el z2@ry + 1Pl a1 0,782 02)) + |Peel | 2201

. (2.1)
< CoC (Ilyollay: lIpol ) 1127 | @.ocsmracy [1F 1 Hlgllx)

where (Cj is a positive constant only depending on €2, 0¢, ko, 01, kK1 and M.

In fact, we employ the Faedo-Galerkin method with the Hilbert basis of H}(Q)
given by the eigenvectors (w;) of the spectral problem ((w;,v)) = A;(w;,v), for all
veV=HQ)NH(Q) and j =1,2,3,...

We denote by V;, the subspace of V' generated by the vectors {wy, ws, ..., w,,} and
we propose the following approximate problem:

(

Wonr ) + (5m) Vi, VO) = (0 () (VD + [V + 2V Vp,a), v)
= (f,v), Vv €V,

(Ps ) + (0 () VP, VO0) + (0 () V=", V) = (g,0) , Y0 € Vo,

L Ym(0) = Yom = Yo, Pm(0) = pom — po in H3(Q) N Hy(Q).

(2.2)

The existence and uniqueness of the solution to (2.2) in (0,7;,) are ensured by
classical ODE theory. The following estimates show that, in fact, they are defined for
all t € (0,7).

In the sequel, the symbol C; is a constant that depends only on oy, ko, 01, k1, M
and ) for 7 € N with 1 <7 < 18. Moreover, here and in the next sections, the norm
| - || will denote the L*-norm || - || 2(q).



Estimate I: Taking v = y,,(¢) and w = p,,(¢) in (2.2), we deduce that

2 ) 2 Ko 9 Ko 2 0o 2
+ — ||V t < —||V t + —[|A t + — ||V t

+ o (18O + 11Oy ) IV Pm (D)

+ 3 (OI+ 112 Ol )

]_ d [ ~ *
S lPn @I + VPO < Co (lg@IF + 11Ol e)) -

From (2.3) and (2.4), one has

1d

7 (Ilym( II”+ ||pm(t)||2) + %||Vym(t)||2

N [@ =& (11O + 112" W)l )] V2w (012

< 32|!Aym( IZ + Cullz* @)1 o1 Ay (DI

+Cr (IFOIP + 112" O3 g ) + Co (9@ + 1= Ol -

Estimate II: Taking v = —Ay,,(t) and w = —Ap,,(t) in (2.2), we see that

K ~
LTy + [~ o (1A )1+ 13pa(0)]*)] 1A (D]
< = i
188 (01 + 311 89m (0
+ G 112" ()l g2y | AP (D

+ 8 (120l + ILFOI)

2dt

g ~
VP (0] + (—° - c4||Aym<t>||4) 18P (][
2, 9 2
+C ||z*<t>|rH2(mHAym<t>||2
+ G (1lg®IP + 1120 e )
Estimate III: Taking v = —Ay/ (t) and w = —Ap/, (t) in (2.2), we have

2dt

1d 1
- A 2 - / 2
st ([ stz 0P as) + 5195001

2 ko / 2, % 2
< S AU + SolIAT O + o] Apm (1)
+ Cs (| Agn 014 A9 (1)
+Cs (112" )l + 18P DY) 1855, ()]
+ s (IO + 12 (Ola(ay)

(2.8)



4 ( / a(pm>mpm<x,t>|2dx> + 198, 01

Ko , 2 , Oo 2, 00 / 2
< —||Ay (t —||Ap,n(t —||Ap (t

+ Co 1| Aym (0128}, (1) 1
+ G (g1 + 112" 0 ey ) -

Estimate IV: Taking derivative with respect to ¢ in equations (2.2),-(2.2), and
then putting v = —Ay/ (t), w = —Ap. , v =1y and w = p!/, we have

N | —

1 d / R = * /
SV O + [ = Cr (I1Aym @I + 11 2pn @1 + 112" Ol 2y ) | 185,01
Ko ' 2, 00 / 2
< —||Ay. (t —
< 18T O + 218, 0]

+ Co(115 Ol + IHOIF),

(2.10)
1d / 2 O A 4 / 2
S IVHLOIF + (5 = CsllAym®)1I*) 1A%, 0]
Ko / 2 %0 / 2
1Ay, 1 + S5 l1Ap, @) o)

+ 4 (13RI + 112" O ) 11T DI
+ Cs (12 O By + eI
Also,
1 7 2 1d / 2 Ko / 2
- - < 0
Sl + 55 ([ sVt 0iae) < Solag )

0o 2 00 / 2
—||Ap,, (¢ —|A
+ SollAnm(OIP + 1ot 0]
+ Co |27 (O[30 || AP (1)1

+ Co (AP + 112" D)l ) N0 (O
+ Co (1951 + 1A 1 + 18pm (O + 112" (1) 10 ) 11255, (1)1
+ Co (AN + 112" O By 125 O ey
(2.12)
Lo+ 12 / () IV (2, )P d ) < L2 11 AR (0)]
ko 2 ko / 2
+gallAum I + 8.0
+ Cio (|| Aym@)]|* + 1 Apm )] + || VDL (1)]]* (2.13)

1O ey + 12 Ol 20y ) 1855, (O

+ Co (1 (e + eI



From all these estimates, we have

1d

Sl O + [V I + 1179, 2)|1

+pm @1 + V()| + 178, (1)

+ [ )| Ao, OF o+ [ wlom) Vi, 1) da
+ [ otwmldm(el do+ [ o) alue 0 do
D01 + 2l OIF + 5195 OIF + SO + 3198, (0]
2= G (1181 + 11Ol ) | VP 0]
22— Cur (1181 + 18P O + 11O ey ) | 1129 (211
12— O (1189n @I + 112" Ol ey + 112 Ol | 18P (O
20— Cus (18ym 1" + IV 5 (01 + [18pn (O] + V55, ()]

1 Oz + 12 O1) | 1A @1

|22 = Cua (112w + 18P + 11Ol ey ) | 1885, O
< (LI + LAGIE + g + llgr()]

H2* O 2y + 112 O + 1127 O] 2() + ||Zf(t)||§1q2(g)> :
(2.14)
where 011 —01+03+C4+O5, 012 —03+C4+09, 013 —C5+C7+Cg+09+010,

+ o+ o+ o+

014—CG+CS+09 and 015—20

Also, from (2.2) taking v = —Ay;n and w = —Ap],. We have

VY, (0)]1* < Cig (HyoH?{s(Q) + ol + 190l 220 + [P0l + [P0l @)

+ ||Z*||%°°(0,00;H3(Q)) + ||Z*||ioo(o,oo;H(}(Q)) + ||f(0)||§{3(9)>

1V, (0)]]* < Ciz <Hyo||}113(9) + HyUH%Q(Q) + Hp0||%{3(9) + Hpon%{?(Q)
+ [12*|[Foe 00051302y T 1127 o0 0,005m200) + ||9(0)\|§{5(Q>> :
There exists r = r(ko, K1, 00, 01, M, Q, N) > 0 such that for

1ol m3(@) + [Ipollms@) + [ f1lx + [lgllx + 12" 22 0,00:m3(0)) < T

we have

Lo+ Li < ? (2.15)



where

55
min
Yo = 38

Ly = <C'1 + 011 + 012 + C~V13 + él4> HA?/0H4 + <é'11 + C~Y13 + ém) HAPO||4,
Ly = <(71 +Cn+ Cig + ém) 12" (1700 0,002 (02)) + (012 + 6'13) 1271170 0.00s2 00
and

Cis (HfH]%Il(O i L2(Q)) T HgHHl (0,00:22()) T I HHl (0,00;H2(2)) T |Ex HHl OOOHQ(Q))>
(/€1 -+ 1)
t— Cis <Hy0HH3 +lyollzr2() + 11yoll2() + 1Pollz2 () + 11PollE @)

1oy + 12 o sy + 17O g
(o1 +1)
—5— Cn (||yO|IH3 o) + w032y + 1Poll7rs 0y + [P0l 720
1 B sy + 1127 gy + 9Oy o)

+5 (10l* + Vg0l [* + ral|Agol* + [|pol[* + [[Vpol[* + kal | Apo[*)

1
< (294>
| <(rd)r
(2.16)

Using these inequalities, we can prove by a contradiction argument that, for every
€ (0,T,,), the following estimate holds:

+

[\le—

<C~'1 + én + C~'12 + 013 + él4> HA?Jm(t)H4 + (éll + C~Y13 + CNYM) HAPm(t)H4 < %-

Taking t € (0,7,,), we can integrate in time variable from 0 to ¢:

1(Hym(lﬁ)H2 VY @11 + (1 + 50) [V (011 + Foll Ay (£)][*

Hpm O + IV (DI + (1 + 00) [ [V, (0 + oo||Apm(t)H2>

5 [+ 3 [ i+ 5 [ 19661
—/HNM@W%+ o RINACIE

+ 28 [ omolrds + 5 [ s+ [ 161k )
# 28 [ lapaoas+ 22 [ 1o, o) s

saﬁmu [ [P A [
ol () + 1Pl () + 1Polls @) + IIF11E + 1gll%
+ [|2* ||L°°(0,oo;H3(Q)) + ||Z*H8Loo(o,oo;H5(Q))

1121 0 stz + 112 s 0 ourrzan ) -

8



Notice that the term of the right side in (2.17) do not dependent on m. Thus, we can
extend the solution (Y, pm) to the interval (0,7") and proceeding similarly we obtain
the estimate (2.17) for ¢ € (0,7).

Now, we obtain from estimates (2.14) and (2.17) that

(Ym), (pm) are bounded in L>(0,T; H*(Q2)) N L*(0,T; Hi()),
(y..), (p,,) are bounded in L>(0,T; H}(2)) N L*(0,T; H*(Q)),
(y"),(pl) are bounded in L*(Q7).

All these uniform bounds allow us to take limits in (2.2) (at least for a subsequence)
as m — oo. Indeed, the unique delicate point is the a.e convergence of o(y,,) and
K(Ym). But this is a consequence of the fact that the sequence (y,,) is pre-compact in
L*(0,T; H'(Q)) and 0, x € C*(R).

The uniqueness of the strong solution to (1.3) can be proved by argument standards
(see [26]).

Due to (2.14), we have that (2.1) holds. This ends the proof.

3 Stability of the system (1.3)

Using the results of Section 2, we obtain Theorem 1.2 (stability). More precisely, we
prove that there exists » > 0 such that, if z* satisfies (H2)-(H3), and

lvoll s + lIpoll ) + 12" 1 0.00:m3(02)) < 77

then the solution (y, p) of system (1.3) with f = g = 0 verifies that there exist positive

constants p and C' such that
1y ()10 + 120 |70y < Ce™,

where C' = C’(/{O, K1,00,01, M, N, p, ).

Proof. (of Theorem 1.2) Taking f = g = 0 in Theorem 1.1 we get a constant r > 0
such that if

woll 3@y + [IPoll a3y + 1127 M| 1 0,00sm3 02)) < 7

the system (1.3) has a unique strong solution. We will show that
ly() [l ms) + )3y < Ce™, for p<v, >0,

where v > 0is the decay constant appearing in (H3) and C' = C(kq, k1, 00, 01, M, Q, N, p, 7).
Indeed, from (1.3) we define

1
hi= =y = o (v + K 0)IVYf + )|Vl + 20()Vp- V2 + o) V="T)

and

b s % (=pe+0'(y)Vy - Vp+0'(y)Vy - V2" +o(y)Az" = (7)) .



For the function A we have

K/ \Y ’ * *
Vi = —EWOVY )V + o)V + 20(5) V- V2 + o ()| V2P

K(y)?

_1 " ’ ,
) (=Vy: + &' (y) Vy|Vy* + 26" (y) AyVy + o' (y) Vy [ Vp|* + 20 (y) ApVp

+20"(y)Vy(Vp - Vz*) + 20(y) ApVz* + 20 (y) Az*Vp + o' (y) Vy|V2*|* + 20 (y) Az*Vz)
- U1 + UQ.

On the other hand, for k£ we get

vk = - ZWVy (—z+0'(y)Vy - Vp+0'(y)Vy - V2" +o(y)Az" — (%))

o(y)?
1 1/ / /
+ o) (=Vpi +0"(y)Vy(Vy - Vp) + o' (y) AyVp + o' (y) ApVy
+0"(y)Vy(Vy - V2*) + o' (y) AyV " + 20/ (y) Az*Vy + o(y) V(AZ") — (Vz*)y)
=V + V.

Using Holder’s inequality and by the immersion H*(Q2) < L®(2), which is valid for
N < 3, we have

/Q|U1|2dx < O/ﬂ (IVylPyel? + [Vyl® + [VyP[Vpl* + [Vy PV V2] + [ Vy* V2! da

<C (’\Vy’\%4(9)|’yt\|i4(9) + HVZJH%S(Q) + ”Vy”%ﬁ(Q)HVpHiﬁ(Q)

+||Vy||%6(sz)||vl9||iﬁ(m||VZ*||%6(Q) + ”Vy”%G(Q)HvZ*”ib‘(Q))
< C(1AyIP1Vyel® + [Ayl® + | Ayl | Ap[1* + [[Ayl*[[Apl*[A2"*
+HlAyPAz ),

and

/Q |Us|*dar < C/Q (IVyl* + [Vyl° + [AyP[Vyl* + [VyP[Vpl* + |Ap]* VD[
HIVyP VPV P 4 |ApP V2" P + [AZ |Vl + [Vy V2| + Az P V2*]?)
<C (||Vyt||%2(m + IVYlZs i) + Uas + VYl Zs o VPN 260y + Uass
+||vy||%6(ﬂ)||VP||%6(Q)HVZ*H%6(Q) + Usr + ||AZ*||%4(Q)||VP||%4(Q)
+||Vy||%6(ﬂ)||vz>k||%6(9) + ||AZ*||%4(Q)||VZ*||%4(Q)>
< C(IVyell® + 1Ayl1° + Uas + | Ay P AplI* + Uss + | Ay|1P[| AplP[| A% |7 + Unz

HIVAZ P Ap)? + [[Ay[PlA=*]1* + VA2 Az1?) .
(3.2)

Since we do not have estimates in H® of y and p, in order to estimate the terms Uy g,
k = 3,5,7, following [25], we consider the immersion H' () < L5() — L5 (1), for

10



1<p< % < 2 we have 22Tp < 6. Then, using Holder inequality with dual exponents
P
q= % and ¢ = z%p, we have, for U, 3,

2—p
2

p/2 2
899l < [ 80199 < C ( / |Ay|2) ( / rvmz—p)

< ClAYIPIVYITsq) < CllAYI™
Taking p = % we have
1AYV Yl 12 < CllAY*.
Analogously, for U, 5 and U, 7, we get
IAPY Dl L2y < CIAPIZ,  [APVZ" || 3/2(0) < CllADIIAZ"].
Then, as L2(2) — L3/2(2), using the estimates for Uy, k = 3,5, 7,
10al1 732 <C (IVyel* + 1Ay [1° + 1Ay]1* + [ Ay Ap]* + [|Ap]l*
HAYIP[ApIPIAZ" 1 + [[Ap Pl A" |1* + A" |*[| Ap|*
HAylPAz [t + VAP A1) .
Thus,
IVAlZs2 <CUIULI7s72 + 1Ua ) Z5/2)
<C (1Ay[PIVyell* + 1Ay]® + Ayl Apl* + Ay | AplP[lAz*|* + [|Ayl*[[A=*]*)
+ O (IVyel” + 1Ay 1° + [Ay]* + Ay Apll* + [ Ap]*
HIAYIP [ Ap[P[[AZ"]* + [ AplP| A" + [ Az|*]| Ap]?
HIAyP|AZ* + [[VAZ 2| Az"|?) .
Since
1717 < C (lyell® + 1 Ayl* + [ Ap]* + [[AplP A + [[A2*]*),
we get
1l are <C (1AYIPIVYl® + [Ayl° + [AylPApI* + [AylP [ AplP[| A= + (| Ayl*[|Az*(*)
+ (IVyel® + 1Ay ]° + [|Ay[* + Ay > Ap|l* + (| Ap]|*
H Ayl ApIP A + [[ApIP AP + [[Az|*| Aplf?
HIAY P A 1* + VAPl A]* + [[A27]*)
< CQyp-
Since —Ay = h we have y € W3%/2(Q) and

[Yllwearzq) < Clibllwrarzg):
Using the embedding W13/2(Q) < L3(Q) and W2%2(Q) — LI(Q) for 1 < ¢ < oo,
we have
1Ay Vyl|* < ClAYZs @ VY7
< C’||Ay||124/1,3/2(m||Ay|]2
< Cllhlliyra @)1 Ayl
< CQy,ll Ay

(3.3)

11



Analogously, we get
1AyVp[* < CQuullApI7,  |AYV2"|? < CQy A%

On the other hand, to estimate ||Vk||?, we compute, analogously,

[ WiPds <€ [ (VP + (95190 + (Vo192 + Vol A2"F + [Tyl 0) do
Q Q

< C (IVla@ 2l + V8l | VuliEs I VPl3s)

"‘HVQHZLG(Q)||Vy||%6(Q)HV2*H%6(Q) + HV?JH%4(9)||AZ*H2L4(Q) + ||Vy||%4(g)’|(2*)t|’%4(9))
< C(AYIPIVz]” + Ay I Apl* + Ayl Az + Ayl V (Az)|)”
HIAYIPIV(E)el?)

(3.4)

and

| Wafde <.C [ (Vi + (D31 IVoE + 18I + [ApFIVy + Vol
HAYPT P+ APV + (AL + V(=) ) de
<C (vatH%Q(Q) + HvyHiG(Q)vaH%G(Q) + Vo3 + Vou + HvyHiG(Q)HVZ*H%G(Q)
Vo + 182" 2aa) 1Ty 1300 + V(A2 Ba(ay + V)l )

< C (IVpell? + 1AYII I APN? + Vas + Vau + 1Ay |AZ]]? + Vi
HIVA) Ay + IV A2+ [V (E)dl?)
(3.5)

where Va3 = [[AyVp||?, Vau = ||ApVy|? and Vo = ||AyVz*||%. Then, proceeding as
above for U, 3 we get

[1AyVpll sz < CllAY[[[AP],  1APVYlls: < ClADI[AYIL,  [1AYV2"|[Ls2 < CllAyll[[AZ"]].
Thus,

I k257200 < C (Vi sragey + 1Valscy
< C (|AYIP NV 2l + 1A API2 + | Ayl IAZ |12 + Ayl 2V (A7)
HAY IV (=)?)
+C (Vo2 + 1Ay 112D )% + Ayl A + |Ap] 2| Ay|?
FIAY A2 + 1Al A2 + IV (A PIAY]2 + [V (A25)]2 + [V (2*).]1?)
Moreover,
1EN2 < € (llpel® + 1Ay ApI2 + [ AYIPIAZ |2 + A |2 + |12]2) .
Therefore,
1611210720 < C (IAGI2I9 2012 + 18G4 API® + | AgIIA? + [AylPV (A2
HIAY PV (=)l
+C (Va2 + 1Ay 41 ApI1% + Ayl Ap)2 + | Ap|?| Ayl
HIAY A2 + AP AZ? + IV (AZ)PIAY]2 + [V (A2 + [V (%))
< CQyyp-
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Thus, proceeding as in (3.3), we get
Vas < CQy,p||Ap||27 Vou < CQy,pHAyﬂza Vae < CQyﬂpHAZ*HZ-

Therefore, using (3.1), (3.2), (3.4) and (3.5), we have that ||h|>+ ||VA]?* < CQ,,+
Uss + Uss + Uz and [[E||* 4 ||VE|]? < CQyyp + Vas + Vau + V. Thus,
IR + VR + (K] + ([ VE]? <CQyp + CQuull AylI* + CQupll Apll* + CQypllAz"|?
+CQyp + CQWDHAPH2 + CQy,pHAyH2 + CQy,pHAZ*‘P-
In other words, we proved that
Y1173 @) + 1Pl 7y < C (IRI7 + VR + [IE]* + [V E[*)
< O (1+ 1Az + | ApI* + [|AZ"[1*) (Qup + Qy2)-

As in [25], we show that each term of the right-hand side of (3.6) has an exponential
decay in t. If we denote

S(t) = ly@IP+IVyOIP+H 1Ay O P+ Yy O 1P+ 1P+ I VP 1 ApO) P+ Ve (D117,
from the estimate (2.14) in Theorem 1.1 with f = g = 0 we deduce that, for some
p >0,
d * * * * —
5o +pS(t) < C (HZ Ol + 12 Ol + 12" Ol k20 + 112 (t>H§{2(Q)> < Ce ™,

If p <~ we get S(t) < CPye ", where Py = ﬁ + 72

Thus, we have shown that

12150 + 1P Frs(0) < C(S(E) + S*(t) + S°(t) + 5°(1))
SC(l+P+Pj+F+Fy)e” (3.7)

_ (1,—pt
=Ce ™,

(3.6)

where C' = C (14 Py + P2+ P3 + P}) with C = C(ko, k1,00,01, M,N,Q, p,7). [

4 Controllability of the system (1.3)
To prove Theorem 1.3, we employ a technique called Liusternik’s Inverse Mapping
Theorem in Banach spaces (see [1]).

Theorem 4.1 (Liusternik). Let ) and Z be Banach spaces and let A : B,.(0) C Y — 2
be a C' mapping. Let as assume that A'(0) is onto and let us set A(0) = (y. Then,
there exist § > 0, a mapping W : Bs({y) C Z — Y and a constant K > 0 such that

W(z) € B(0), AW(2)) =z and [[W()|y < Kl[z = Cllz, V2 e Bs(Co)-

Here B,(0) and Bs((y) are open balls of radius r and §, respectively.
In particular, W is a local inverse-to-the-right of A.

Proof. See [1]. O

The argument is inspired by [16, 22]. We prove Theorem 1.3 for system (1.4), taking
into account that an analogous proof works also for system (1.5).
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4.1 The linearized system of (1.4)

The linearized system of (1.4) about zero is given by

vy — V- (k(0)Vy) =20(0)Vp - Vz2* + 0 (0)|[V2* Py + f +vl,, in Qr

b~V (0(0)Vp) ~ V- (@ OV=)) = 0, w Qr )
Yy = 07 b= 07 on ET, ’
y(x,0) =yo(x), p(z,0) = po() in Q.
The adjoint system for (4.1) is
—¢y — V- (k(0)V@) — ' (0)|[V2*]Pp+ o' (0)VY - V2* = F, in Qr
- — V- (c(0)VY) +2V - ((¢(0)Vz*)p) = G, in Qr, (4.2)
¢ - 07 ¢ - Ou on ET, )
¢(x,T) = ¢r(z), Yz, T)=1r(z) in Q.

Following well-known ideas, for suitable functions f and g, the (global) null control-
lability of (4.1) is obtained as a consequence of Carleman estimates for (4.2).

4.2 Carleman estimates of system (4.2)

We will establish a suitable Carleman estimate for our adjoint system (4.2). We need
the following result:

Lemma 4.1 (Fursikov’s function). Let w C  be a non empty open set. Then there
exists a function ny € C*(Q) such that ng > 0 in Q and |Vne| > 0 in Q\ w.

Proof. Let us define @ ¢ RY open set such that Q ¢  and w CC Q,_then apply
Lemma 1.1 from [16] to © and w. Thus, there exists a function 7y € C*(Q) such that
o > 01in Q, fp = 0 in 9Q and |Vije| > 0 in Q \ w. Taking 1y = 770‘9 we conclude the
proof. O]

For some parameter A > 0 and for K > ||ng||o, we define the weight functions

a(m,t):w, f(:v,t):t(T_t).

We use the notation
Hre) = ([ o7 e (ja + A6l + (ATl + (51 ol dndt, (4.3
T
where s, A\ > 0 and 7 € R.

We have the following Carleman estimate, which is straightforwardly adapted from [12].

Proposition 4.1. Let w CC 2 be a non empty open set, there exist positive constants
Co, so and ko such that, for s > so, X\ > N, H € [W'(Q)N°, A € [L®(Q7)]",
a € L*(Qr), F € L*(Qr) and o1 € L*(Q2), the solution of the equation

—pr— V- (HVp)+ A-Vo+ap=F, in Qr,
o(x,t) =0, on Xr, (4.4)
o(x, T) = pr(z), in .
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satisfy

I(T,0) < Cy {// e~ 2% (s&)T| F|Pdwdt + \* // e 2 (sE)TH3 | dwdt | . (4.5)
T w><(0,T)

Moreover, sqg has the form sy = Co(T+T?), where Cy is a positive constant depending
only on w and ).

Proof. See [22]. O

Let 71,75 € R. A direct application of Proposition 4.1 leads to

I<ﬁ,¢>+f<a,w>sc( / / e ()7 | FPdudt + / / e 2 (56)™| G Pdd

+ 2 // 6_2‘9“(35)71+3|¢>|2dxdt + 2 // 6_25a(s§)72+3|¢|2dxdt> )
wx(0,T) wx(0,T)

We also use the notations:

at(t) = meaé(a(x,t), a (t) = min oz, t),
§7(1) = max§(z, t), £ (1) = ming(, 1), (4.6)

a(t) =4a(t) — 3a™t(t),

™ =max{2m — 7 + 7,1 — 7,47 — 311 + 15,75 + T}.

Proposition 4.2. Assume the condition (H8). If |11 — 12| < 1. Then, there exist three
positive constants \*, s*,C* = C*(Q,w, t1,te, T, 11, T2, 2%) and a constant K > ||nollec +
2log(2), such that for every (¢r,vr) € [L*()]? the following Carleman estimate holds

I(r, )+ I(m, ) < C° ( / / e B (N ()37 [ F? + (s€)|G]?)ddt

+ )\16 // 6—25&<S€+)T* ) 7
wx(0,T)

for all s > s*, X > X*, for all (¢,v) solution of (4.2).
Proof. By hypothesis (H8), we have Vz*(x¢,t)-v(x) # 0 for all ¢ € [t1, 1] and for some
rg € v C QN Ow. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 2.4 from [3] for the functions

and . That is, we get
Qx[t1,ta] v Qx[t1,t2] s

t2
I(11, 0, (t1,t2)) + 1(72, %, (t1,12)) < C (/ /6_280‘0\4(85)%”|F|2 + (s)™|G|?)dadt
t1 Q
+ )\16/ 628&(S£+)T*’¢‘2d:€dt> 7
wX(tl,tz)
where C':= C(Q,w, T, 1,72, 2") > 0 and
17,6, (t1,15)) / L6071 (1 + Al + (XDl + (536) o) .
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Our goal now is to show that

[(7—7 SO) S é(tb t27 T>I(7—7 P, (tla t?))?

because then we can conclude that

I(71,6) + 172, ) < C° ( J[[ et mR + (e IG daas

+ )\16 // on 628d<5§+)7—*|¢’2d1’dt) ’
wx (0,

where C* 1= C*(Q,w, t1,t5, T, 11, T2, 2*) > 0.
Indeed, choosing t; and t; such that: for any @ € R, z € Q, t € (t1,t3) and t' €
(0, T)\[t1,t2] we have

(Sf(l‘,tl))TJm 672sa(z,t’) < (S£<x’t))T+a 672sa(m,t). (47)

This is possible due to the behavior of the function (s£)™ =25 in Q7.

We denote by Q¢ any operation applied to ¢ that appears in I(7, ), that is, Q¢ can
represent the following functions: ¢, Vo, Agp and .

Multiplying |Qp(x, ¢')[* to both sides of (4.7) and integrating over 2 x (0, T)\[t1, t2] we
have

// (s&(a,t)H e 2@ |Qp(x, t')*dxdt
QX (0,7)\[t1,t2]

< // (s&(x,))7 e @D\ Qu(x, ') *dwdt!

Qx(0,1)\[t1,t2] (4.8)

< s (s e [f Qe 1) drdt
QX(OvT)\[t17t2]

QX[tl,tQ]

= Wsup // |Qg0<$,t,)|2d$dt,
Qx(0,T)\[t1,t2]

We define a bijection between [0,¢1) U (t2,7) and (¢y,t2) as

todty ty—t
1t _hoh, if tel0,t),

“) = t : trt?tl(t ty) if te(t,T)

Using the Theorem of Change of Variable, it is clear that

// 1Qo(z, ) Pdxdt’ < C(ty,t,T) // 1Qo(z,t)|*dxdt. (4.9)
Qx(0,7)\[t1,t2] QX (t1,t2)

Combining (4.8) and (4.9), we obtain
// (Sf(l‘, t/))r—l-a 6_28a($’t/)|Q(p(ZL’, t/)|2dl‘dt/
QX(O,T)\[tl,tQ}
S Wsup C(tlat%T) // |Q30(x7t)|2dxdt
Qx(t1,t2)
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< Wsup
I/Vlnf

Clti s, T // (s€(,£)7 & 2@ |Quo(x, ) Pdudt.
QthtQ

Then,
/ / (56 (2, )™ e 20| Qup(, 1) Pddt
Qx(0,T)
- / / (s6(z, 1)) & 2@\ Qu(x, t) Pdudt
QX(tl tz)
4 / / (s6(a, )7 00| Quo(a, 1) Pdrdt
QX(O T)\[t1 tQ]

< (et T) [ (st e | Qp(e, o) dodt.
Wing Qx (t1,t2
This concludes our desired result,
I(1,0) < Clty, t2, T)I(, 0, (t1, 12)),
Wsup

inf

where é(tl,tQ,T) = 4<1 + C(tl,tg, T)) ]

We will need some Carleman estimates for the solution to (4.2) with weights that
do not vanish at zero. So, let m(-) be a function satisfying

mec=(0.7), m(t)> — in {o,q, m(t) = (T — 1) in ET}

8 2
and Ao () MK o)
— e o (x e — e no(x
t) = ——. alxt) = —
flot) = S =

If, we introduce the following notation
Trp)i= [ (871l 4 1P + (NEPIVP + (Xl dad,
T

and denote by
@ ()= minE(x.0), (€ (1) = maxE(a 1)

@) = minate ), (@) = maate, 0,
(8)(t) = 4@)~(t) - 3(@)* (),

we have the following Carleman estimates:

Proposition 4.3. Under the same hypothesis of Proposition 4.2, there exist positive
constants s1 and C such that, for any A >> 1, s > s1 and pr € Lz(Q), the associated
solution to (4.2) satisfies

I(11, ) + I(79,0) < Oy (// o~ 2s@* <)\4(s<@+)3+m|F|2 4 (S<E)+)TQ|G‘2>dxdt

16 —28G( (E\+F\T* 2
s ff o)l dxdt).

Furthermore, Cy and sy only depend on 2, w, T'.
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Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition 2.2 in [25]. O

1
Remark 4.1. If A >> 1 and denoting B(z,t) = 5@ a(x,t), then

S o
570 = mag o) = . 50 = i ) = O,
and -
4p7(1) <567 (1) < 7587 (1), ¥t € [0, T].
Finally, denoting
— (1,0) // )7~ 1,—5s6" [|90 |2—|—|A§0|2 +(sA(E )+)2|V90|2+(8/\(5)+)4|§0|2]d$dt7

then, due to Proposition 4.3 we have

]+(T1,</5)+7+(7'2,1/)) < (// o487t </\4(s(z)+)3+72|F|2—|— (S(z)+)rg|G|2)dxdt

16 —284( (E\+\T* 2
e ff @l dxdt).

Proposition 4.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.3, there exists C' > 0 such
that

/Q (1B(0)? + [(0)P)dx < C / / IR (4.10)

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2 of [3]. O

4.3 Null controllability for the linear system (4.1)

In the sequel, we fix A = \; >> 1 and s = s; and set

p(t) = T (@) (1) C-2 ) po(t) = 2P O((€) (1)) B2, (4.11)
pi(t) = e SOUE) ()72, pryalt) = @D (@)F (1)) T+ 0 <k <4, (412)
It is clear that

Por1 < Cppe <Cp, 0< k<5 and  prio prioy < Cppyy, 0< k<4 (4.13)

Thanks to Remark 4.1 and Proposition 4.4, we will be able to prove the null con-
trollability of (4.1) for functions f and g that decay sufficiently fast to zero as t — T
Indeed, one has the following:

Proposition 4.5. For any T > 0, the linear system (4.1) is null controllable at time
T. More precisely, for any (yo,po) € [Ha())? and if (pf, pg) € [L*(Q1)]?, then, there
exist a control v € L*(w x (0,T)) such that, if (y,p) is the solution of (4.1), one has
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//;ﬂmﬁ+m%mw+// pelv]? dzdt < +oo. (4.14)
QT w X (O,T)

Furthermore,

// o T)(|(p4v)t|2 + | A(pg0)|?) dadt

(4.15)
<[] sure sl dodes [[ g anar),
T wx(0,T)
b)
sup (OO +1NF) + [ AT + 901 o
t€[0,T]
<€ (llP + Il + / [ ol + 9P) (116)
v [ s aPasacs [ g ).
QT wX(O,T)
)

sup (AOUTOI+I9p0I0) + [[ Al + 1808 + 1+ 8P e

te[0,T

<c (Hyouzm +llpl By + | /Q pA(lyl? + pP?) dedt
T

v [ pase o anas [ o).
T wx (0,7

(4.17)
Proof. Proof of a)
Let us introduce the following constrained extremal problem:
1nf{ (// 3 (lv|* + 1pI?) dxdt+// p0|v|2dxdt>}
w><(0 T)

subject to v € L*(Qr), suppv C w X ( and
v — K(0)Ay = 20(0)Vz* - Vp + U’(O)|Vz*|2y +ol, + f, in Qr, (4.18)
pr—0(0)Ap —V - (0’ (0)Vz*y) =g in Qr,
y=0, p=0 on X,

\ ’y(.ﬁC,O) = yO('x)v p('ra()) = pO(JJ) in .

Let x € C§°(w), 0 < x <1, with x|, =1, we set

730:{(3/,10)EC'(S"’(QT)2 :y=0,p=0 on ZT}
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and
Ay, p); (5, 5)) // L;y o (0)V2* - vp) (L’{;& + o' (0)V2* - v;s) ddt
/ / L;p 12V (0 (O)Vz*y)) (L;p 42V (a(O)Vz*g])) dadt
| g XV (p), GoF) € P

where Liy = —y; — k(0)Ay — o/ (0)|Vz*|?y and Lip = —p; — o (0)Ap.
Following the same ideas as in [13, 16] and due to Proposition 4.3 we have that

A(+;-) defines an inner product.
Now, let us define P the completion of Py with the inner product A(-;-), that is,

Iy, )3 = Ay, p); (4, p))-

Let us define the linear functional G : P — R as
G(y.p) = (Y0, y(0)) + (po. p // fy+ gp) dzdt. (4.19)
T

By means of a simple calculation, we get

G(y.p) < llyollllyO)I + lpollllp(O) + lof lz2@n I~ Ul 2@r) + llpgll 20 1~ P21

and using the Carleman’s inequality (Proposition 4.3 and Remark 4.1) and the Observ-
ability inequality (Proposition 4.4), we have

G(y,p) < C(IIyoll + ool + o fllL2@r) + ||pg||L2<QT>>||(y,p)||7>, V(y,p) € P.

Consequently G is a bounded linear operator in P. Then, in view of Lax-Milgram’s
Lemma, there exists one and only one (7, p) satisfying

A((y,p): (y,p)) = G(y.p), Y(y.p) € P,
{ N((%/ ); (4, 1)) = G(y,p), Y(y,p) )
(9,p) €P.
We finally get the existence of (¢, p), just setting
(g):p (Lw—a()Vz*-Vﬁ), in Qr,
U= _pEQg 1w7 in QT:
L y=p=0 on 2.

We see that (g, p, 0) solves (4.1) and since (g, p) € P we have

[ st ioyasars [ gjatasa < oo
Qr wx(0,T)
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Furthermore, by Carleman’s inequality (Remark 4.1) we have
T+(7—17 g) +7+(T2,]5) S C (// 1062'[/1(@ — Ul(O)VZ* . vﬁpdﬂ?dt
T

/ / 2| L5 + 2V - (0/(0)V 25 [2dudt (4.22)

+ / / i lgf? dwdt)
wx(0,T)
<o ([ ok + s // po|@|2dasdt).

For the functions y* = p4(py%7) and p* = ps(py °D), let us compute

Ly = —y* — k(0)Ay* —o'(0)|Vz* Py
—(papo>7)e — K(O)A(mpa 2g) — ' (0)|V2*[*(papo )
( o e G — papg e — K(0)papy A5 — o' (0)[V=** (papy5)
—(papa )¢ § + papy 2 LT

o (0)Vz" - Vp* = o' (0)V=" - V(pa(pg°p)) = papy*(0'(0)V 2" - V).

Then,
fr=Li(y") — o' (0)Vz" - Vp*

= —(papy )t U+ papy > LiG — papy > (0’ (0)V2* - V)

= ~(paps ) 4+ papy®(Lig = o (0)V=" - V)

= —(papy?)e G+ papy”(p30)-
Analogously,

Lyp* = —p; — o(0)Ap* = —(papy”)e D+ pap *Lisp,
V- (0(0)V2*y*) =V - (a(0)Vz*(papy°5)) = papy” V - (a(0)Vz*5).

Then

g" = Lip" +2V - (0(0)V="y") = —(papy”)e b+ papy” (p3D)-
We have that (y*, p*) solves the following system

Ly —=d'(0)Vz"-Vp* = f* in Qr,
Lip* +2V - (0(0)Vz"y*) =g* in Qr,
y =0, p*=0 on X,
y (x,T) =0, p*(z,T) =0 in Q.
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By a simple computation

papy 5 < Cpa(p)p3 = Cpa.

Then
1papa 0301 2r) < Cllp2dll 2 (@r) < 400,

papo 2 P30l 12(r) < Cllp2bllr2(0r) < +00.

Furthermore,
|(P4062)t| = (esa((gﬁ)*%fb‘ 6’455+((§)+)T*+3)
= ‘<6_5(45+—5)((g)+)§—3>

t

< Ce 37 ((©))

—7*43
2

t

Then, by (4.22)

oo illioan < € [ i+ oPytode [ gioiasar),
Qr wx(0,T)

||<p4p52>tﬁ||mﬂsc( [ sta + opyasae+ [[ pﬁ|@|2dxdt).
QT OJX(O,T)

So, f*,g* € L*(Qr). Then, by regularity results in parabolic systems, we have
y*p* € L*(0,T5 H*(Q), yf,p; € L*(0,T; L*()).
As y*1, = —pyvl,, in particular
patl, € L2(0,T; H*(Q)), (pa0)ile € L*(0,T; L*(Q)),

with

[t sisgar i< e[| aae s [ glopas).
wx(0,T) T wx(0,T)

Proof of b)

Multiplying p3y and p2p the first and second equations of the linear system (4.1)
and integrating in Q7. Here we use (4.13), specifically: p3pz; < Cp3.

Proof of ¢)

Multiplying —p2Ay and —p2Ap the first and second equations of the linear system
(4.1) and integrating in Q7. Then, multiplying p2y; and p2p; at first and second equa-
tions of the linear system (4.1) and integrating in Q)7. Here we use (4.13), specifically:

papas < Cp3.
0
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Proposition 4.6. Assuming the hypothesis in Proposition 4.5 and additionally assum-

ing that (yo,po) € [H*(Q))?, (psfes psgr) € [L*(Qr)]* and (£(0),9(0)) € [Hy(Q))?, then
the associated state (y,p) satisfy

S ol + 18 5 9 e s (OISO + AT 1)

te[0,7)

w100+ 19n et + s (AOISHOI + A0 Tn O
T t€|0,

=¢ (HyOH%IS(Q) + |lpol s o) + //Q P2(ly? + |p)?) da dt
T
- //Q (PP + 19 + 2SI + 9o ) da
T

OBy + 9Oy + [ OT)po|v|2dxdt)

Proof. In order to prove the estimate (4.23), let us derivative the first and second
equation in (4.1) with respect to time variable ¢ in this way we have

(4.23)

Y — ~(0)Ay, = 20(0)Vzy - Vp +2(0(0)V2), - Vp + (0(0)|Vzo|2y)t + Vs Xw +(ft )
4.24
pie —0(0)Ap, — V- ((0'(0)V20)y) — V- ((6"(0)V20)y:) = g (4.25)

Multiplying in (4.24) by p2y; and in (4.25) by p?p; and integrating in Q7 and from
Proposition 4.5, we have

s (AU + I O10) + [ 70 + 190

t€[0,T] (4.26)
<c (||yo||%,2(m T lpolege + / /Q UL + o) da dt + <Rs>) ,

here we use (4.13), specifically: psps, < Cp3 and (RS) is the right side in (4.17).
Multiplying in (4.24) by —p2Ay, and in (4.25) by —p2Ap; and integrating in Qr
and from Proposition 4.5, we have

s (ROUTHOI +19p10) + [ 80P+ |ap )i .
(||Vyt< I+ 1Vp(0)] 2 + (RS)),

here we use (4.13), specifically: pgps; < Cpz and (RS) is the right side in (4.26).
Multiplying in (4.24) by p2y; and in (4.25) by p2ps; and integrating in Q7 and from
Proposition 4.5, we have

sup (AO(Vu@OIF + [IVpOIP) + [ [ o8 unl? + pu o

t€[0,T] (4.28)
< c(nvgt( I+ 199012 + (85))).

where we used (4.13), specifically: pgps: < Cp? and (RS) is the right side in (4.26).

23



For initial data estimates in (4.27) and (4.28):
193 OI+19p: ) < (Il s HITOO) L1 O) g oy 9(O) g )

By Proposition 4.5, we have v1,, € {u € L*(0,T/2; H*(Q)) : u; € L*(0,T/2; LQ(Q))}
So vl, € C([0,T/2]; H(Q)) and

||w<o>1w||sc(// PSP+ 1o dodt + [ [ A dwdt).
Qr wx(0,T

Finally, multiplying in (4.1) by —p2Ay; and —p2Ap, and integrating in Qr, we have

S AT 190) dadt 5 s (009N + 1A0)1)

te[0,7
< C(I1yolBraqey + ol By + (RS) ).

(4.29)

here we use (4.13), specifically: psps, < Cp? and (RS) is the right side in (4.17). O

4.4 Definition of map A and the Banach spaces ) and Z

We are interested in using Theorem 4.1 (Liusternik’s Theorem) to obtain our result.
In order to do so, we define a map A : ) — Z between suitable Banach spaces
Y and Z whose definition and properties came from the controllability result of the
linearized system and the additional estimates shown in Proposition 4.5.
Denoting

Li(y,p) = ye — V- (6(0)Vy) — 20(0)Vp - V2" — o'(0)y|V2*|* — vl,,
Ly(y,p) =pe — V- (0(0)Vp) = V- ((¢'(0)V2")y),

let us define the space

Y ={wpv) € [LAQnP x 13w x (0,T)) : y=p=0on>r,
pov € L*(w x (0,7)), p2y, p2p € L*(Q7),
pLi(y,p), pLa(y,p) € L*(Qr), psLa(y,p)i, psLaly,p)s € L*(Qr),
(L1(y,p)(0), La(y,p)(0)) € [Ha(Q)]?, (y(0), p(0)) € [H*(2) N H&(Q)]Z}-
(4.30)
Thus, )Y is a Hilbert space for the norm || - ||y, where

(v p, U)H%} = ||P2?J||%2(QT) "’2 ||p2p||%2(QT) + ||90U||%2(wx(oj)) + ||p£1(y7p)2||%2(QT)
+||P£2(y27 p)||L2(QT) + ||2p5£1(yap)t||L2(QT) + ||p5£2(y7p)t||L2(QT)
HyO) s () + PO 30 -

Now, let us introduce the Banach space Z = F? x [H*(Q) N H}(Q)]? such that

F={he @) : phe L(Qr), pshe € L(Qn). h(0) € HY(D)},
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with the norm
1(f, 9. y0,p0) || % :pr”%Q(QT) + HPQH%?(QT) + ”p5ftH%2(QT) + Hp5gtH%2(QT)
+ Hf(O)HHg(Q) + H9(0>HH5(Q) + 1ol m3(0) + [lpoll#3(0)-
Finally, consider the map A : Y — Z such that
A(yap7v) = (A07A17A27A3)(yap7 U)a V(y,p,’l)) € ya

where the components A;, i = 0, 1,2, 3, are given by

Ao(y,p,v) =y — V- (k(y)Vy) —o(y)|Vp]* = 20(y)Vp - Vz*
—(o(y) — 0(0))|V2*[* + vy,

Ai(y,p,v) =p =V - (0(y)Vp) = V- ((o(y) — 0(0))V2"), (4.31)
A2<y7p7 U) = y(70)7
AB(y7p7 'U) :p(70)

4.5 Hypotheses of Liusternik’s Theorem

We prove that we can apply Theorem 4.1 to the mapping A defined in (4.31) through
the following three lemmas:

Lemma 4.1. The mapping A:Y — Z is well defined and continuous.

Proof. We want to show that A(y,p,v) belongs to Z, for every (y,p,v) € Y. We will
therefore show that each A;(y,p,v), with ¢ = {0, 1,2,3}, defined in (4.31) belongs to

its respective space. Notice that,

/ Pl Ao(y, p,v)Pdadt < 5/ pQ\El(y,p)|2dxdt+5/ p?|o(0)]|Vp|*dzdt

T T T

+5 [ PV [(kly) — K(0) VY| dadt

T

+5 [ pPlo(y) —o(0) — o' (0)y*|V"| dadt

T

ST

+5 | p*lo(y) — o(0)|Vp*| V2" *dwdt
T
= 5[1 —|— 5]2 —|— 5[3 —|— 5[4 —|— 5[5

It is immediate by definition of the space Y that I; < C|(y, p, h)||3. Furthermore,
using Propositions 4.5 and 4.6, and the continuous embedding H?(Q2) < L>(12), valid
for 1 < N < 3, we obtain, for i = 2, 3,4, 5 that

I; < Cll(y, p. )5
On the other hand,

| BldatyponPisdt < 5 [ @leityp)Pasdt+5 [ plo)] ) Pdds

T T

P31V - [(k(y) — w(0)) Vyli|* dudt

+
I
M\ﬂ
ke
[0 W]
S
N
|
2
=
|
q\
=
S~—
NP
<
w
*
N
T o
Y
=
oW
~
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Standard estimates as above, using Propositions 4.5 and 4.6, and the continuous
embedding H?(Q) < L>(Q), give

Ji £ Cl(u,p0)l[3 and  J; < C ([[(w,p, )5+ [[(w,p,0)[15) - for i =2,3,4,5.

We also have, using the definition of the space ) and the continuous embedding
H?*(Q)) = L*™(Q), the same computation as in Lemma 3.1, item a), of [25],

IV [ Aoy, p, )] O] < 3 /Q VL) O + 3 /Q VIV - (5(y) — 5(0)) V3] (O

+ 3/@ IV [o(y)IVp]?] (0)?

< C(Ilty.p.0)II5 + 1w, 2, )15 + (w2 0)I3) -

Therefore, Ay(y,p,v) € F.
Now, for the component A, (y, p,v) we have:

A (y,p, )% < 3/ 02| Loy, p) P dadt
+3 [ PV (o) - o0) V) dod

+ 3; P2 |V - [(oly) — o(0) — o' (0)y)V2"]|* dadt
— 3L, +3I, + 3L,

By definition of the space Y we have that I3 < C||(y,p,v)|3. Following similar
computations as for the component Ay, together with [25], we get

1ALy, p, )7 < C (1w, 2, )IF + 1 (w2, 0)IF + (w2 0) %)

1ALy, p, ]l F < C (11, 2, 0) 1% + (s 2, 0 1E + ([ (g, 0)[15) -
and
IVIAL(y, p, 0)](0)[I* < C ([, 2, )5 + I (ws 2, 0) 15+ [y, 2, 0) 1) -

Thus A is well-defined.

Lemma 4.2. The mapping A:Y — Z is continuously differentiable.

Proof. First we prove that A is Gateaux differentiable at any (y,p,v) € ) and let us
compute the G-derivative A'(y,p,v). Consider the linear mapping DA : Y — Z given
by

DA<y7p7 ,U) = (DA07D~A17DA2aDA3)7

where, for (y,p,v) € Y,

DA 5.%) = G — V- [K(9)5Vy] = V - (k(y)VG) — 20(y)Vp - V5 — o ()7 Vpl?
—20(y)Vp V2" —20'(y)yVp - Vz* — o' (y)y|V2** — vl

DA(y,p,v) =pe =V - (0'(y)yVp) =V - (o(y)Vp) = V- (o' (y)yV="),
DAZ(ga]i@) = g(O),
DA3(5,p,0) = p(0).

(4.32)
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We have to show that, for i = 0,1, 2, 3,

1 - -

X [Al<<y7p7 ’U) + )\(y7p7 U)) - Az(y7p> U)] — DAl(y7p7 U)a

strongly in the corresponding factor of Z as A — 0.
Indeed, using Proposition 4.5, we have

2

|5 ol(00) #3020 = Aol .00~ DAstp)| 0

L2(p?,Qr)

as it is the same computation, using the Mean value theorem and the Lebesgue domi-
nated theorem, as in Lemma 3.1 (b) of [25]. Here we used the notation || f{|z2(,2,0,) =

Jo, P

Analogously, Proposition 4.5 gives also

2

—0,  (4.33)

1
H— A1 (9, p.v) + (3.5 5)) — s (9, p, )] — DA(F, 5, 9)
A L2(p2,Qr)

as A — 0, since the only new term with respect to the computation in [25] is the term
1
p: in DAy which is canceled by the term /l\iH[l) N [(pr — Ape) — pi]-
ﬁ

This finish the proof that A is Gateaux differentiable, with a G-derivative A'(y, p,v) =
DA(y,p,v).
Now take (y,p,v) € YV and let ((Yn,Pn,Vn))nen be a sequence which converges to

(y.p,v) in Y.
Then, arguing as in [25] we get, for i = 0,1, and for each (g,p,v) € B,(0),

I (DA; (Y, Prs 0n) — DA (y,p,0)) (G, D, 0)| 2
< (@, 2, 0)Iy[l(yn = ¥), (Pn = P), (V0 — v)[ly = O,

as n — oo. Indeed, as above the new term p; in DA; cancels in the difference

(DAZ(ynvaw Un) - DAz(y7p> U))(g7p> 'l_})
Therefore, (y,p,v) — A'(y,p,v) is continuous from Y into £(Y, Z) and, in view of
classical results, we have that A is Fréchet-differentiable and C!. O

Lemma 4.3. Let A be the mapping in (4.31). Then, A’(0,0,0) is onto.

Proof. Let (f,9,v0,p0) € Z. From Proposition 4.5 we know there exists (y, p,v) satis-
fying (1.4) and (4.14). Furthermore, from Proposition 4.6 we have that (y, p, v) satisfies
(4.23).

Consequently, (y,p,v) € Y and

A/([)? 07 0)(y)p7 U) - (fa 9, Yo, ZO)-

This ends the proof. O
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4.6 Local null controllability of the nonlinear system (1.4)

According to Lemmas 4.1-4.3 we can apply the Inverse Mapping Theorem (Theorem
4.1) and consequently there exists 0 > 0 and a mapping W : Bs(0) C Z — Y such that

W(f, 9,40, 20) € B,(0) and AW (f,9,0,10)) = (f,9:%0,P0), Y(f,9,v0,p0) € Bs(0).

From hypothesis (H9)-(H10), we can take (o(0)|Vz*|*, 0(0)Az* — (2*)s, %0, p0) €
Bs(0) and
(y,p,v) = W(o(0)| V2", 0(0)Az" — (2")¢, 5o, po) € V-
So, we have
Ay, p,v) = (0(0)[VZ"[%, 0(0)Az" — (=), Yo, po)-

Thus, we conclude that (1.4) is locally null controllable at time 7" > 0. This concludes
the proof of Theorem 1.3. O

5 Additional remarks and open problems

5.1 Large time null controllability of systems (1.4) and (1.5)

Let us recall the concept of large-time R-null controllability from [9], see also [25]:

Definition 5.1. The system (1.4) (or (1.5)) is large-time R-null controllable, if for
any (yo,po) € [H3(Q) N HY(Q)]? and z* satisfying (H2) with

vollz3) + [IPoll 3y + 127 | m10,00s 13 02)) < R,

there exists T* > 0 such that for any T > T*, one can find a controlv € L*(w x (0,T))
such that the associated state (y,p) of system (1.4) (or (1.5)) satisfies y(z,T) =0 and
p(x,T)=01in Q.

Theorem 5.1. Let Ty > 0 be fized. Under the assumptions (H2)-(H6), there exists
r = r(ko, k1,00,01, M, N) >0 and T = T(r, Ty) > 0 such that, if

2 e W (O x (T,T +Ty)), (5.1)
V2* £0 in wy x (T, T +Tp), (5.2)
p(t=T)IV="]*, p(t=T)|Vz|*, p(t=T)A2", p(t=T) Az, p(t=T)z;, p(t=T)z; € LQ(QT(T)» T+Tp)),
5.3
V2 (T), o(T)AZ(T) — #/(T) € Hy(Q). (5.4)

the system (1.4) is large-time R-null controllable for 0 < R <.

Proof. By Section 3, there exists r = r(ko, k1, 00,01, M,Q, N) > 0 such that if
Iyoll sy + 1ol sy + 125 1 0 posrsy < R with 0 < R <,
we have

1y () sy + 1P 33y < C(1+ R* + R+ R® + R®)e™"".
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By (H3), we have that

+o0
12 W ety = / (1" (5) gy + 128 () sy ) ds

+o0o C*
< C’*/ e ds = e 7Vt > 0.
t Y

Remark 5.1. Fized Ty > 0, by Section 4 (Liusternik’s Theorem) for any T > 0, there
exists € = €(Ty) > 0, independent of T' such that
||y(T)||§{3(Q) + ||p(T)||%I3(Q) + ||Z*||§-11(T,oo;H3(Q)) <6,

there exists a control vg € L*(w x (T, T + Ty)) such that the associated state (y,p)
satisfies
y(x,T+To) =0 and p(x,T+Ty) =0 1in.
Taking T > 0 satisfying
— 1 [4C(1+ R*+ R*+ R°+ R®%)\ 1 4C*
T > max 4 —1In ,—In ,
P ? v\ e

the solution (y, p) satisfies
9Ny + I sy + 12" gy < € (5.5)

Denoting T* = T + Ty, by Remark 5.1 with 7= T and (5.1)-(5.5), there exists a
control v* € L?(w x (T, T*)) such that

€

y(x,T*) =0 and p(xz,T") =0 in Q.

Then, for any T' > T*, we can define the control v such that

0, if 0<t<T,
v(x,t) = ¢ v*(z,t), if T<t<T¥
0, if T<t<T.

5.2 Further questions
Finally, we present some open questions.

e The local null controllability in the case of N > 4 is open in the case parabolic-
parabolic studied in this paper but also in the case parabolic-elliptic treated in
[25]. The main problem comes from the Sobolev immersion H?()) < L>(Q)
used in the nonlinear estimates, which is valid for 1 < N < 3.

e In [18] a two-dimensional parabolic-elliptic thermistor problem is studied with
mixed nonlinear boundary conditions and control acting on the boundary. Op-
timal control of this problem was shown in [23] and [24] where maximal bounds
on the temperature and on the potential were considered in order to perform a
realistic modeling of the process. The controllability of problems (1.4) and (1.5)
with mixed-boundary conditions is an open problem.
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The system (1.2) admits a hierarchical control formulation. In this situation there
are follower controls looking to minimize some functional and a leader control
which leads the state to zero. The local hierarchical controllability of the system
(1.2) when the followers admit a non-cooperative (or Nash) equilibrium is an
ongoing project of the authors.
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