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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 Ω denote a bounded open, non-empty subset of RN (with N = 1, 2 or 3) with
smooth boundary (at least C3). For any T > 0, we denote QT = Ω × (0, T ) and
ΣT = ∂Ω× (0, T ). If T = ∞, we denote Q∞ = Ω× (0,∞) and Σ∞ = ∂Ω× (0,∞).

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

I = −σ(y)∇z, Q = −κ(y)∇y,

where κ(y) > 0 denotes the thermal conductivity and σ(u) > 0 the electrical conduc-
tivity.

From conservation laws, we arrive to the following model that describes our physical
system: {

yt −∇ · (κ(y)∇y) = σ(y)|∇z|2,
zt −∇ · (σ(y)∇z) = 0.

(1.1)
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‡Instituto de Matemática e Estat́ıstica, Universidade Federal Fluminense, Niterói - RJ, Brazil (jli-
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Considering 0 < T ≤ ∞, we study the following thermistor problem:
yt −∇ · (κ(y)∇y) = σ(y)|∇z|2 + f, in QT

zt −∇ · (σ(y)∇z) = g, in QT ,
y = 0, z = z∗, on ΣT ,
y(x, 0) = y0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x) in Ω,

(1.2)

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 : Q∞ → R:

f, g ∈ X :=
{
w ∈ L2(Q∞) : wt ∈ L2(Q∞), w(0) ∈ H1

0 (Ω)
}
. (H1)

Hypothesis about the function z∗ : Q∞ → R:

z∗ ∈ H1(0,∞;H3(Ω)), (H2)

∥z∗(t)∥2H3(Ω) + ∥z∗t (t)∥2H3(Ω) ≤ C∗e−γt, ∀t > 0 with C∗, γ > 0. (H3)

Hypothesis about the functions κ, σ : R → R:

κ, σ ∈ C2(R), (H4)

0 < κ0 ≤ κ(·) ≤ κ1, 0 < σ0 ≤ σ(·) ≤ σ1, (H5)

|κ′(·)|+ |κ′′(·)|+ |σ′(·)|+ |σ′′(·)| ≤M with M > 0. (H6)

First, we reformulate the system (1.2) in order to get homogeneous conditions on
the boundary ΣT for both variables. Making p = z − z∗, we get the new equivalent
system,

yt −∇ · (κ(y)∇y) = σ(y)|∇p|2 + 2σ(y)∇p · ∇z∗ + σ(y)|∇z∗|2 + f, in QT

pt −∇ · (σ(y)∇p)−∇ · (σ(y)∇z∗) = −(z∗)t + g, in QT ,
y = 0, p = 0, on ΣT ,
y(x, 0) = y0(x), p(x, 0) = p0(x) in Ω,

(1.3)

where p0(x) = z0(x)− z∗(x, 0).

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

Theorem 1.1. Given (y0, p0) ∈ [H3(Ω)∩H1
0 (Ω)]

2 and assuming (H1)-(H2), (H4)-(H6).
Then, the system (1.3) has a unique strong solution (y, p) for small initial datum.

Theorem 1.2. Given (y0, p0) ∈ [H3(Ω)∩H1
0 (Ω)]

2 and assuming (H1)-(H6). Then, the
system (1.3) is exponentially stable in H3-norm for small initial datum.

Now, let ω ⊂ Ω be an open set of class C1 such that ∂Ω ∩ ∂ω ̸= ∅ and T ∈ (0,∞).
We analyze the controllability of the thermistor problem (1.3) by an interior control v.
That is, we study either

yt −∇ · (κ(y)∇y) = σ(y)|∇p|2 + 2σ(y)∇p · ∇z∗ + σ(y)|∇z∗|2 + v1ω, in QT

pt −∇ · (σ(y)∇p)−∇ · (σ(y)∇z∗) = −(z∗)t, in QT ,
y = 0, p = 0, on ΣT ,
y(x, 0) = y0(x), p(x, 0) = p0(x) in Ω,

(1.4)
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or
yt −∇ · (κ(y)∇y) = σ(y)|∇p|2 + 2σ(y)∇p · ∇z∗ + σ(y)|∇z∗|2, in QT

pt −∇ · (σ(y)∇p)−∇ · (σ(y)∇z∗) = −(z∗)t + v1ω, in QT ,
y = 0, p = 0, on ΣT ,
y(x, 0) = y0(x), p(x, 0) = p0(x) in Ω,

(1.5)

where p0(x) = z0(x)− z∗(x, 0).

Definition 1.1. The system (1.4) (or (1.5)) is said locally null controllable at time
T > 0, if there exists ϵ > 0 such that, for every (y0, p0) ∈ [H3(Ω) ∩ H1

0 (Ω)]
2 and z∗

satisfying (H2), with

∥y0∥H3(Ω) + ∥p0∥H3(Ω) + ∥z∗∥H1(0,∞;H3(Ω)) < ϵ,

then there exists a control v ∈ L2(ω× (0, T )) such that the solution of the system (1.4)
(or (1.5)) verifies y(·, T ) = 0 and p(·, T ) = 0 in Ω.

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(T ) = 0 and
z(T ) = z∗(T ) in Ω.
If, additionally,

z∗ ∈ W 2,∞(QT ) and ∇z∗ ∈ [C3(QT )]
N , (H7)

∇z∗(x0, t) · ν(x0) ̸= 0 ∀t ∈ [t1, t2] for some x0 ∈ γ ⊂ ∂Ω ∩ ∂ω,
where 0 < t1 < t2 < T and t1 and t2 verify the condition (4.7).

(H8)

Let ρ = ρ(t) be a positive function that explodes exponentially at time t = T ,

ρ|∇z∗|2, ρ|∇z∗t |2, ρ∆z∗, ρ∆z∗t , ρz∗t , ρz∗tt ∈ L2(QT ), (H9)

|∇z∗(0)|2, σ(0)∆z∗(0)− z∗t (0) ∈ H1
0 (Ω). (H10)

Theorem 1.3. Assuming (H4)-(H10), then for any T ∈ (0,∞) 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 T . 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 ϵzt for a small
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parameter ϵ > 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 ≤ ∞ there exists r = r(κ0, κ1, σ0, σ1,M,Ω, N) > 0 (independent of
T ), such that, if

||y0||H3(Ω) + ||p0||H3(Ω) + ||z∗||H1(0,∞;H3(Ω)) + ||f ||X + ||g||X ≤ r,

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

||y||H1(0,T ;H2(Ω)) + ||ytt||L2(QT ) + ||p||H1(0,T ;H2(Ω)) + ||ptt||L2(QT )

≤ C0C
(
||y0||H3(Ω), ||p0||H3(Ω), ||z∗||H1(0,∞;H3(Ω)), ||f ||X , ||g||X

)
,

(2.1)

where C0 is a positive constant only depending on Ω, σ0, κ0, σ1, κ1 and M .
In fact, we employ the Faedo-Galerkin method with the Hilbert basis of H1

0 (Ω)
given by the eigenvectors (wj) of the spectral problem ((wj, v)) = λj(wj, v), for all
v ∈ V = H2(Ω) ∩H1

0 (Ω) and j = 1, 2, 3, . . .
We denote by Vm the subspace of V generated by the vectors {w1, w2, ..., wm} and

we propose the following approximate problem:
(y′m, v) + (κ(ym)∇ym,∇v)−

(
σ(ym)(|∇pm|2 + |∇z∗|2 + 2∇z∗ · ∇pm), v

)
= (f, v) , ∀ v ∈ Vm,

(p′m, w) + (σ(ym)∇pm,∇w) + (σ(ym)∇z∗,∇w) = (g, w) , ∀w ∈ Vm,

ym(0) = y0m → y0, pm(0) = p0m → p0 in H3(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω).

(2.2)

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

In the sequel, the symbol C̃i is a constant that depends only on σ0, κ0, σ1, κ1, M
and Ω for i ∈ N with 1 ≤ i ≤ 18. Moreover, here and in the next sections, the norm
∥ · ∥ will denote the L2-norm ∥ · ∥L2(Ω).
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Estimate I: Taking v = ym(t) and w = pm(t) in (2.2), we deduce that

1

2

d

dt
||ym(t)||2 +

κ0
2
||∇ym(t)||2 ≤

κ0
4
||∇ym(t)||2 +

κ0
32

||∆ym(t)||2 +
σ0
4
||∇pm(t)||2

+ C̃1

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H1(Ω)

)
||∇pm(t)||2

+ C̃1 ||z∗(t)||4H1(Ω)||∆ym(t)||2

+ C̃1

(
||f(t)||2 + ||z∗(t)||2H1(Ω)

)
,

(2.3)
1

2

d

dt
||pm(t)||2 +

σ0
2
||∇pm(t)||2 ≤ C̃2

(
||g(t)||2 + ||z∗(t)||2H1(Ω)

)
. (2.4)

From (2.3) and (2.4), one has

1

2

d

dt

(
||ym(t)||2 + ||pm(t)||2

)
+
κ0
4
||∇ym(t)||2

+
[σ0
4

− C̃1

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H1(Ω)

)]
||∇pm(t)||2

≤ κ0
32

||∆ym(t)||2 + C̃1||z∗(t)||4H1(Ω)||∆ym(t)||2

+ C̃1

(
||f(t)||2 + ||z∗(t)||2H1(Ω)

)
+ C̃2

(
||g(t)||2 + ||z∗(t)||2H1(Ω)

)
.

(2.5)

Estimate II: Taking v = −∆ym(t) and w = −∆pm(t) in (2.2), we see that

1

2

d

dt
||∇ym(t)||2 +

[κ0
4

− C̃3

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||∆pm(t)||4

)]
||∆ym(t)||2

≤ σ0
32

||∆pm(t)||2 +
κ0
32

||∆ym(t)||2

+ C̃3 ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω)||∆pm(t)||2

+ C̃3

(
||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω) + ||f(t)||2

)
.

(2.6)

1

2

d

dt
||∇pm(t)||2 +

(σ0
4

− C̃4||∆ym(t)||4
)
||∆pm(t)||2

≤ κ0
32

||∆ym(t)||2 +
σ0
32

||∆pm(t)||2

+ C̃4 ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω)||∆ym(t)||2

+ C̃4

(
||g(t)||2 + ||z∗(t)||2H2(Ω)

)
(2.7)

Estimate III: Taking v = −∆y′m(t) and w = −∆p′m(t) in (2.2), we have

1

2

d

dt

(∫
Ω

κ(ym)|∆ym(x, t)|2 dx
)
+

1

2
||∇y′m(t)||2

≤ κ0
32

||∆ym(t)||2 +
κ0
32

||∆y′m(t)||2 +
σ0
32

||∆pm(t)||2

+ C̃5 ||∆ym(t)||4||∆ym(t)||2

+ C̃5

(
||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω) + ||∆pm(t)||4

)
||∆y′m(t)||2

+ C̃5

(
||f(t)||2 + ||z∗(t)||2H2(Ω)

)
.

(2.8)
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1

2

d

dt

(∫
Ω

σ(pm)|∆pm(x, t)|2 dx
)
+

1

2
||∇p′m(t)||2

≤ κ0
32

||∆y′m(t)||2 +
σ0
32

||∆pm(t)||2 +
σ0
32

||∆p′m(t)||2

+ C̃6 ||∆ym(t)||4||∆p′m(t)||2

+ C̃6

(
||g(t)||2 + ||z∗(t)||2H2(Ω)

)
.

(2.9)

Estimate IV: Taking derivative with respect to t in equations (2.2)1-(2.2)2 and
then putting v = −∆y′m(t), w = −∆p′m, v = y′′m and w = p′′m, we have

1

2

d

dt
||∇y′m(t)||2 +

[κ0
4

− C̃7

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||∆pm(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω)

)]
||∆y′m(t)||2

≤ κ0
32

||∆y′m(t)||2 +
σ0
32

||∆p′m(t)||2

+ C̃7

(
||z∗t (t)||2H2(Ω) + ||ft(t)||2

)
,

(2.10)
1

2

d

dt
||∇p′m(t)||2 +

(σ0
4

− C̃8||∆ym(t)||4
)
||∆p′m(t)||2

≤ κ0
32

||∆y′m(t)||2 +
σ0
32

||∆p′m(t)||2

+ C̃8

(
||∆pm(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω)

)
||∆y′m(t)||2

+ C̃8

(
||z∗t (t)||2H2(Ω) + ||gt(t)||2

)
.

(2.11)

Also,

1

2
||y′′m(t)||2 +

1

2

d

dt

(∫
Ω

κ(ym)|∇y′m(x, t)|2dx
)

≤ κ0
32

||∆y′m(t)||2

+
σ0
32

||∆pm(t)||2 +
σ0
32

||∆p′m(t)||2

+ C̃9 ||z∗t (t)||4H2(Ω)||∆pm(t)||2

+ C̃9

(
||∆pm(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω)

)
||∆p′m(t)||2

+ C̃9

(
||∇y′m(t)||4 + ||∆ym(t)||4 + ||∆pm(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω)

)
||∆y′m(t)||2

+ C̃9

(
||ft(t)||2 + ||z∗(t)||2H2(Ω)||z∗t (t)||2H2(Ω)

)
(2.12)

1

2
||p′′m(t)||2 +

1

2

d

dt

(∫
Ω

σ(ym)|∇p′m(x, t)|2 dx
)

≤ σ0
32

||∆p′m(t)||2

+
κ0
32

||∆ym(t)||2 +
κ0
32

||∆y′m(t)||2

+ C̃10

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||∆pm(t)||4 + ||∇p′m(t)||4

+||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω) + ||z∗t (t)||4H2(Ω)

)
||∆y′m(t)||2

+ C̃10

(
||z∗t (t)||2H2(Ω) + ||gt(t)||2

)
.

(2.13)
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From all these estimates, we have

1

2

d

dt

{
||ym(t)||2 + ||∇ym(t)||2 + ||∇y′m(t)||2

+ ||pm(t)||2 + ||∇pm(t)||2 + ||∇p′m(t)||2

+

∫
Ω

κ(ym)|∆ym(x, t)|2 dx+
∫
Ω

κ(ym)|∇y′m(x, t)|2 dx

+

∫
Ω

σ(ym)|∆pm(x, t)|2 dx+
∫
Ω

σ(ym)|∇p′m(x, t)|2 dx
}

+
κ0
4
||∇ym(t)||2 +

1

2
||y′′m(t)||2 +

1

2
||∇y′m(t)||2 +

1

2
||p′′m(t)||2 +

1

2
||∇p′m(t)||2

+
[σ0
8

− C̃1

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω)

)]
||∇pm(t)||2

+
[κ0
8

− C̃11

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||∆pm(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω)

)]
||∆ym(t)||2

+
[σ0
8

− C̃12

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω) + ||z∗t (t)||4H2(Ω)

)]
||∆pm(t)||2

+
[κ0
8

− C̃13

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||∇y′m(t)||4 + ||∆pm(t)||4 + ||∇p′m(t)||4

+||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω) + ||z∗t (t)||4
)]

||∆y′m(t)||2

+
[σ0
8

− C̃14

(
||∆ym(t)||4 + ||∆pm(t)||4 + ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω)

)]
||∆p′m(t)||2

≤ C̃15

(
||f(t)||2 + ||ft(t)||2 + ||g(t)||2 + ||gt(t)||2

+||z∗(t)||2H2(Ω) + ||z∗t (t)||2H2(Ω) + ||z∗(t)||4H2(Ω) + ||z∗t (t)||4H2(Ω)

)
,

(2.14)
where C̃11 = C̃1 + C̃3 + C̃4 + C̃5, C̃12 = C̃3 + C̃4 + C̃9, C̃13 = C̃5 + C̃7 + C̃8 + C̃9 + C̃10,

C̃14 = C̃6 + C̃8 + C̃9 and C̃15 =
10∑
i=1

C̃i.

Also, from (2.2) taking v = −∆y′m and w = −∆p′m. We have

||∇y′m(0)||2 ≤ C̃16

(
||y0||2H3(Ω) + ||y0||4H2(Ω) + ||y0||6H2(Ω) + ||p0||4H3(Ω) + ||p0||8H1

0 (Ω)

+ ||z∗||4L∞(0,∞;H3(Ω)) + ||z∗||8L∞(0,∞;H1
0 (Ω)) + ||f(0)||2H1

0 (Ω)

)

||∇p′m(0)||2 ≤ C̃17

(
||y0||4H3(Ω) + ||y0||8H2(Ω) + ||p0||2H3(Ω) + ||p0||4H2(Ω)

+ ||z∗||2L∞(0,∞;H3(Ω)) + ||z∗||4L∞(0,∞;H2(Ω)) + ||g(0)||2H1
0 (Ω)

)
.

There exists r = r(κ0, κ1, σ0, σ1,M,Ω, N) > 0 such that for

||y0||H3(Ω) + ||p0||H3(Ω) + ||f ||X + ||g||X + ||z∗||H1(0,∞;H3(Ω)) < r,

we have
L0 + L1 <

γ0
2
, (2.15)
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where
γ0 = min

{κ0
8
,
σ0
8

}
,

L0 =
(
C̃1 + C̃11 + C̃12 + C̃13 + C̃14

)
||∆y0||4 +

(
C̃11 + C̃13 + C̃14

)
||∆p0||4,

L1 =
(
C̃1 + C̃11 + C̃13 + C̃14

)
||z∗||4L∞(0,∞;H2(Ω)) +

(
C̃12 + C̃13

)
||z∗t ||4L∞(0,∞;H2(Ω)),

and

C̃15

(
||f ||2H1(0,∞;L2(Ω)) + ||g||2H1(0,∞;L2(Ω)) + ||z∗||2H1(0,∞;H2(Ω)) + ||z∗||4H1(0,∞;H2(Ω))

)
+
(κ1 + 1)

2
C̃16

(
||y0||2H3(Ω) + ||y0||4H2(Ω) + ||y0||6H2(Ω) + ||p0||4H3(Ω) + ||p0||8H1

0 (Ω)

+ ||z∗||4L∞(0,∞;H3(Ω)) + ||z∗||8
L∞(0,∞;H1

0 (Ω))
+ ||f(0)||2

H1
0 (Ω)

)
+
(σ1 + 1)

2
C̃17

(
||y0||4H3(Ω) + ||y0||8H2(Ω) + ||p0||2H3(Ω) + ||p0||4H2(Ω)

+ ||z∗||2L∞(0,∞;H3(Ω)) + ||z∗||4L∞(0,∞;H2(Ω)) + ||g(0)||2
H1

0 (Ω)

)
+
1

2

(
||y0||2 + ||∇y0||2 + κ1||∆y0||2 + ||p0||2 + ||∇p0||2 + κ1||∆p0||2

)
<

(
2γ0 +

1

4

)
r2.

(2.16)
Using these inequalities, we can prove by a contradiction argument that, for every

t ∈ (0, Tm), the following estimate holds:(
C̃1 + C̃11 + C̃12 + C̃13 + C̃14

)
||∆ym(t)||4 +

(
C̃11 + C̃13 + C̃14

)
||∆pm(t)||4 <

γ0
2
.

Taking t ∈ (0, Tm), we can integrate in time variable from 0 to t:

1

2

(
||ym(t)||2 + ||∇ym(t)||2 + (1 + κ0)||∇y′m(t)||2 + κ0||∆ym(t)||2

+ ||pm(t)||2 + ||∇pm(t)||2 + (1 + σ0)||∇p′m(t)||2 + σ0||∆pm(t)||2
)

+
κ0
4

∫ t

0

||∇ym(s)||2ds+
1

2

∫ t

0

||y′′m(s)||2ds+
1

2

∫ t

0

||∇y′m(s)||2ds

+
κ0
16

∫ t

0

||∆ym(s)||2ds+
κ0
16

∫ t

0

||∆y′m(s)||2ds

+
σ0
16

∫ t

0

||∇pm(s)||2ds+
1

2

∫ t

0

||p′′m(s)||2ds+
1

2

∫ t

0

||∇p′m(s)||2ds

+
σ0
16

∫ t

0

||∆pm(s)||2ds+
σ0
16

∫ t

0

||∆p′m(s)||2ds

≤ C̃18

(
||y0||4H3(Ω) + ||y0||2H3(Ω) + ||y0||8H2(Ω) + ||y0||6H2(Ω)

+ ||p0||4H3(Ω) + ||p0||2H3(Ω) + ||p0||8H1
0 (Ω)

+ ||f ||2X + ||g||2X
+ ||z∗||4L∞(0,∞;H3(Ω)) + ||z∗||8L∞(0,∞;H1

0 (Ω))

+||z∗||2H1(0,∞;H2(Ω)) + ||z∗||4H1(0,∞;H2(Ω))

)
.

(2.17)
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Notice that the term of the right side in (2.17) do not dependent onm. Thus, we can
extend the solution (ym, pm) to the interval (0, T ) and proceeding similarly we obtain
the estimate (2.17) for t ∈ (0, T ).

Now, we obtain from estimates (2.14) and (2.17) that
(ym), (pm) are bounded in L∞(0, T ;H2(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1

0 (Ω)),

(y′m), (p
′
m) are bounded in L∞(0, T ;H1

0 (Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)),

(y′′m), (p
′′
m) are bounded in L2(QT ).

All these uniform bounds allow us to take limits in (2.2) (at least for a subsequence)
as m → ∞. Indeed, the unique delicate point is the a.e convergence of σ(ym) and
κ(ym). But this is a consequence of the fact that the sequence (ym) is pre-compact in
L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) and σ, κ ∈ C2(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 r > 0 such that, if z∗ satisfies (H2)-(H3), and

∥y0∥H3(Ω) + ∥p0∥H3(Ω) + ∥z∗∥H1(0,∞;H3(Ω)) < r,

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

∥y(t)∥2H3(Ω) + ∥p(t)∥2H3(Ω) ≤ C̃e−ρt,

where C̃ = C̃(κ0, κ1, σ0, σ1,M,Ω, N, ρ, r).

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

∥y0∥H3(Ω) + ∥p0∥H3(Ω) + ∥z∗∥H1(0,∞;H3(Ω)) ≤ r,

the system (1.3) has a unique strong solution. We will show that

∥y(t)∥H3(Ω) + ∥p(t)∥H3(Ω) ≤ C̃e−ρt, for ρ < γ, t ≥ 0,

where γ > 0 is the decay constant appearing in (H3) and C̃ = C̃(κ0, κ1, σ0, σ1,M,Ω, N, ρ, r).
Indeed, from (1.3) we define

h := −∆y =
1

κ(y)

(
−yt + κ′(y)|∇y|2 + σ(y)|∇p|2 + 2σ(y)∇p · ∇z∗ + σ(y)|∇z∗|2

)
and

k := −∆p =
1

σ(p)
(−pt + σ′(y)∇y · ∇p+ σ′(y)∇y · ∇z∗ + σ(y)∆z∗ − (z∗)t) .
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For the function h we have

∇h = −κ
′(y)∇y
κ(y)2

(
−yt + κ′(y)|∇y|2 + σ(y)|∇p|2 + 2σ(y)∇p · ∇z∗ + σ(y)|∇z∗|2

)
+

1

κ(y)

(
−∇yt + κ′′(y)∇y|∇y|2 + 2κ′(y)∆y∇y + σ′(y)∇y|∇p|2 + 2σ(y)∆p∇p

+2σ′(y)∇y(∇p · ∇z∗) + 2σ(y)∆p∇z∗ + 2σ(y)∆z∗∇p+ σ′(y)∇y|∇z∗|2 + 2σ(y)∆z∗∇z∗
)

= U1 + U2.

On the other hand, for k we get

∇k = −σ
′(y)∇y
σ(y)2

(−zt + σ′(y)∇y · ∇p+ σ′(y)∇y · ∇z∗ + σ(y)∆z∗ − (z∗)t)

+
1

σ(y)
(−∇pt + σ′′(y)∇y(∇y · ∇p) + σ′(y)∆y∇p+ σ′(y)∆p∇y

+σ′′(y)∇y(∇y · ∇z∗) + σ′(y)∆y∇z∗ + 2σ′(y)∆z∗∇y + σ(y)∇(∆z∗)− (∇z∗)t)
= V1 + V2.

Using Holder’s inequality and by the immersion H1(Ω) ↪→ L6(Ω), which is valid for
N ≤ 3, we have∫
Ω

|U1|2dx ≤ C

∫
Ω

(
|∇y|2|yt|2 + |∇y|6 + |∇y|2|∇p|4 + |∇y|2|∇p|2|∇z∗|2 + |∇y|2|∇z∗|4

)
dx

≤ C
(
∥∇y∥2L4(Ω)∥yt∥2L4(Ω) + ∥∇y∥6L6(Ω) + ∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇p∥4L6(Ω)

+∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇p∥2L6(Ω)∥∇z∗∥2L6(Ω) + ∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇z∗∥4L6(Ω)

)
≤ C

(
∥∆y∥2∥∇yt∥2 + ∥∆y∥6 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥4 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2

+∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥4
)
,

(3.1)

and∫
Ω

|U2|2dx ≤ C

∫
Ω

(
|∇yt|2 + |∇y|6 + |∆y|2|∇y|2 + |∇y|2|∇p|4 + |∆p|2|∇p|2

+|∇y|2|∇p|2|∇z∗|2 + |∆p|2|∇z∗|2 + |∆z∗|2|∇p|2 + |∇y|2|∇z∗|4 + |∆z∗|2|∇z∗|2
)

≤ C
(
∥∇yt∥2L2(Ω) + ∥∇y∥6L6(Ω) + U2,3 + ∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇p∥4L6(Ω) + U2,5

+∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇p∥2L6(Ω)∥∇z∗∥2L6(Ω) + U2,7 + ∥∆z∗∥2L4(Ω)∥∇p∥2L4(Ω)

+∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇z∗∥4L6(Ω) + ∥∆z∗∥2L4(Ω)∥∇z∗∥2L4(Ω)

)
≤ C

(
∥∇yt∥2 + ∥∆y∥6 + U2,3 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥4 + U2,5 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + U2,7

+∥∇∆z∗∥2∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥4 + ∥∇∆z∗∥2∥∆z∗∥2
)
.

(3.2)

Since we do not have estimates in H3 of y and p, in order to estimate the terms U2,k,

k = 3, 5, 7, following [25], we consider the immersion H1(Ω) ↪→ L6(Ω) ↪→ L
2p
2−p (Ω), for
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1 ≤ p ≤ 3
2
< 2 we have 2p

2−p
≤ 6. Then, using Hölder inequality with dual exponents

q = 2
p
and q′ = 2

2−p
, we have, for U2,3,

∥∆y∇y∥pLp(Ω) ≤
∫
Ω

|∆y|p|∇y|p ≤ C

(∫
Ω

|∆y|2
)p/2(∫

Ω

|∇y|
2p
2−p

) 2−p
2

≤ C∥∆y∥p∥∇y∥pL6(Ω) ≤ C∥∆y∥2p.

Taking p = 3
2
we have

∥∆y∇y∥L3/2(Ω) ≤ C∥∆y∥2.
Analogously, for U2,5 and U2,7, we get

∥∆p∇p∥L3/2(Ω) ≤ C∥∆p∥2, ∥∆p∇z∗∥L3/2(Ω) ≤ C∥∆p∥∥∆z∗∥.

Then, as L2(Ω) ↪→ L3/2(Ω), using the estimates for U2,k, k = 3, 5, 7,

∥U2∥2L3/2 ≤C
(
∥∇yt∥2 + ∥∆y∥6 + ∥∆y∥4 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥4 + ∥∆p∥4

+∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆z∗∥2∥∆p∥2

+∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥4 + ∥∇∆z∗∥2∥∆z∗∥2
)
.

Thus,

∥∇h∥2L3/2 ≤C(∥U1∥2L3/2 + ∥U2∥2L3/2)

≤C
(
∥∆y∥2∥∇yt∥2 + ∥∆y∥6 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥4 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥4

)
+ C

(
∥∇yt∥2 + ∥∆y∥6 + ∥∆y∥4 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥4 + ∥∆p∥4

+∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆z∗∥2∥∆p∥2

+∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥4 + ∥∇∆z∗∥2∥∆z∗∥2
)
.

Since

∥h∥2 ≤ C
(
∥yt∥2 + ∥∆y∥4 + ∥∆p∥4 + ∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆z∗∥4

)
,

we get

∥h∥2W 1,3/2 ≤C
(
∥∆y∥2∥∇yt∥2 + ∥∆y∥6 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥4 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥4

)
+
(
∥∇yt∥2 + ∥∆y∥6 + ∥∆y∥4 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥4 + ∥∆p∥4

+∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆p∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆z∗∥2∥∆p∥2

+∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥4 + ∥∇∆z∗∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆z∗∥4
)

≤ CQy,p.

Since −∆y = h we have y ∈W 3,3/2(Ω) and

∥y∥W 3,3/2(Ω) ≤ C∥h∥W 1,3/2(Ω).

Using the embedding W 1,3/2(Ω) ↪→ L3(Ω) and W 2,3/2(Ω) ↪→ Lq(Ω) for 1 ≤ q < ∞,
we have

∥∆y∇y∥2 ≤ C∥∆y∥2L3(Ω)∥∇y∥2L6

≤ C∥∆y∥2W 1,3/2(Ω)∥∆y∥
2

≤ C∥h∥2W 1,3/2(Ω)∥∆y∥
2

≤ CQy,p∥∆y∥2.

(3.3)
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Analogously, we get

∥∆y∇p∥2 ≤ CQy,p∥∆p∥2, ∥∆y∇z∗∥2 ≤ CQy,p∥∆z∗∥2.
On the other hand, to estimate ∥∇k∥2, we compute, analogously,∫

Ω

|V1|2dx ≤ C

∫
Ω

(
|∇y|2|zt|2 + |∇y|4|∇p|2 + |∇y|4|∇z∗|2 + |∇y|2|∆z∗|2 + |∇y|2|(z∗)t|2

)
dx

≤ C
(
∥∇y∥2L4(Ω)∥zt∥2L4(Ω) + ∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇p∥2L6(Ω)

+∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇y∥2L6(Ω)∥∇z∗∥2L6(Ω) + ∥∇y∥2L4(Ω)∥∆z∗∥2L4(Ω) + ∥∇y∥2L4(Ω)∥(z∗)t∥2L4(Ω)

)
≤ C

(
∥∆y∥2∥∇zt∥2 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∇(∆z∗)∥2

+∥∆y∥2∥∇(z∗)t∥2
)
,

(3.4)

and∫
Ω

|V2|2dx ≤ C

∫
Ω

(
|∇pt|2 + |∇y|4|∇p|2 + |∆y|2|∇p|2 + |∆p|2|∇y|2 + |∇y|4|∇z∗|2

+|∆y|2|∇z∗|2 + |∆z∗|2|∇y|2 + |∇(∆z∗)|2 + |∇(z∗)t|2
)
dx

≤ C
(
∥∇pt∥2L2(Ω) + ∥∇y∥4L6(Ω)∥∇p∥2L6(Ω) + V2,3 + V2,4 + ∥∇y∥4L6(Ω)∥∇z∗∥2L6(Ω)

+V2,6 + ∥∆z∗∥2L4(Ω)∥∇y∥2L4(Ω) + ∥∇(∆z∗)∥2L2(Ω) + ∥∇(z∗)t∥2L2(Ω)

)
≤ C

(
∥∇pt∥2 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆p∥2 + V2,3 + V2,4 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆z∗∥2 + V2,6

+∥∇(∆z∗)∥2∥∆y∥2 + ∥∇(∆z∗)∥2 + ∥∇(z∗)t∥2
)
,

(3.5)

where V2,3 = ∥∆y∇p∥2, V2,4 = ∥∆p∇y∥2 and V2,6 = ∥∆y∇z∗∥2. Then, proceeding as
above for U2,3 we get

∥∆y∇p∥L3/2 ≤ C∥∆y∥∥∆p∥, ∥∆p∇y∥L3/2 ≤ C∥∆p∥∥∆y∥, ∥∆y∇z∗∥L3/2 ≤ C∥∆y∥∥∆z∗∥.
Thus,

∥∇k∥2L3/2(Ω) ≤ C
(
∥V1∥2L3/2(Ω) + ∥V2∥2L3/2(Ω)

)
≤ C

(
∥∆y∥2∥∇zt∥2 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∇(∆z∗)∥2

+∥∆y∥2∥∇(z∗)t∥2
)

+ C
(
∥∇pt∥2 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆p∥2∥∆y∥2

+∥∆y∥4∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∇(∆z∗)∥2∥∆y∥2 + ∥∇(∆z∗)∥2 + ∥∇(z∗)t∥2
)

Moreover,

∥k∥2 ≤ C
(
∥pt∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥z∗t ∥2

)
.

Therefore,

∥k∥2W 1,3/2(Ω) ≤ C
(
∥∆y∥2∥∇zt∥2 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∇(∆z∗)∥2

+∥∆y∥2∥∇(z∗)t∥2
)

+ C
(
∥∇pt∥2 + ∥∆y∥4∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆p∥2∥∆y∥2

+∥∆y∥4∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∆y∥2∥∆z∗∥2 + ∥∇(∆z∗)∥2∥∆y∥2 + ∥∇(∆z∗)∥2 + ∥∇(z∗)t∥2
)

≤ CQ̂y,p.
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Thus, proceeding as in (3.3), we get

V2,3 ≤ CQy,p∥∆p∥2, V2,4 ≤ CQ̂y,p∥∆y∥2, V2,6 ≤ CQy,p∥∆z∗∥2.

Therefore, using (3.1), (3.2), (3.4) and (3.5), we have that ∥h∥2+ ∥∇h∥2 ≤ CQy,p+

U2,3 + U2,5 + U2,7 and ∥k∥2 + ∥∇k∥2 ≤ CQ̂y,p + V2,3 + V2,4 + V2,6. Thus,

∥h∥2 + ∥∇h∥2 + ∥k∥2 + ∥∇k∥2 ≤CQy,p + CQy,p∥∆y∥2 + CQy,p∥∆p∥2 + CQy,p∥∆z∗∥2

+ CQ̂y,p + CQy,p∥∆p∥2 + CQ̂y,p∥∆y∥2 + CQy,p∥∆z∗∥2.

In other words, we proved that

∥y∥2H3(Ω) + ∥p∥2H3(Ω) ≤ C
(
∥h∥2 + ∥∇h∥2 + ∥k∥2 + ∥∇k∥2

)
≤ C

(
1 + ∥∆z∥2 + ∥∆p∥2 + ∥∆z∗∥2

)
(Qy,p + Q̂y,z).

(3.6)

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) = ∥y(t)∥2+∥∇y(t)∥2+∥∆y(t)∥2+∥∇yt(t)∥2+∥p(t)∥2+∥∇p(t)∥2+∥∆p(t)∥2+∥∇pt(t)∥2,

from the estimate (2.14) in Theorem 1.1 with f = g = 0 we deduce that, for some
ρ > 0,

d

dt
S(t)+ρS(t) ≤ C

(
∥z∗(t)∥2H2(Ω) + ∥z∗t (t)∥2H2(Ω) + ∥z∗(t)∥4H2(Ω) + ∥z∗t (t)∥4H2(Ω)

)
≤ Ce−γt.

If ρ < γ we get S(t) ≤ CP0e
−ρt, where P0 =

1
γ−ρ

+ r2.
Thus, we have shown that

∥z(t)∥2H3(Ω) + ∥p(t)∥2H3(Ω) ≤ C(S(t) + S2(t) + S3(t) + S4(t))

≤ C
(
1 + P0 + P 2

0 + P 3
0 + P 4

0

)
e−ρt

= C̃e−ρt,

(3.7)

where C̃ = C (1 + P0 + P 2
0 + P 3

0 + P 4
0 ) with C = C(κ0, κ1, σ0, σ1,M,N,Ω, ρ, r).

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 Y and Z be Banach spaces and let A : Br(0) ⊂ Y → Z
be a C1 mapping. Let as assume that A′(0) is onto and let us set A(0) = ζ0. Then,
there exist δ > 0, a mapping W : Bδ(ζ0) ⊂ Z → Y and a constant K > 0 such that

W (z) ∈ Br(0), A(W (z)) = z and ∥W (z)∥Y ≤ K∥z − ζ0∥Z , ∀ z ∈ Bδ(ζ0).

Here Br(0) and Bδ(ζ0) are open balls of radius r and δ, respectively.
In particular, W is a local inverse-to-the-right of A.

Proof. See [1].

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
yt −∇ · (κ(0)∇y) = 2σ(0)∇p · ∇z∗ + σ′(0)|∇z∗|2y + f + v1ω, in QT

pt −∇ · (σ(0)∇p)−∇ · ((σ′(0)∇z∗)y) = g, in QT ,
y = 0, p = 0, on ΣT ,
y(x, 0) = y0(x), p(x, 0) = p0(x) in Ω.

(4.1)

The adjoint system for (4.1) is
−ϕt −∇ · (κ(0)∇ϕ)− σ′(0)|∇z∗|2ϕ+ σ′(0)∇ψ · ∇z∗ = F, in QT

−ψt −∇ · (σ(0)∇ψ) + 2∇ · ((σ(0)∇z∗)ϕ) = G, in QT ,
ϕ = 0, ψ = 0, on ΣT ,
ϕ(x, T ) = ϕT (x), ψ(x, T ) = ψT (x) in Ω.

(4.2)

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 ω ⊂ Ω be a non empty open set. Then there
exists a function η0 ∈ C2(Ω) such that η0 > 0 in Ω and |∇η0| > 0 in Ω \ ω.

Proof. Let us define Ω̂ ⊂ RN open set such that Ω ⊂ Ω̂ and ω ⊂⊂ Ω̂, then apply

Lemma 1.1 from [16] to Ω̂ and ω. Thus, there exists a function η̂0 ∈ C2(Ω̂) such that

η̂0 > 0 in Ω̂, η̂0 = 0 in ∂Ω̂ and |∇η̂0| > 0 in Ω̂ \ ω. Taking η0 = η̂0

∣∣∣
Ω
we conclude the

proof.

For some parameter λ > 0 and for K ≥ ∥η0∥∞, we define the weight functions

α(x, t) =
e2λK − eλη0(x)

t(T − t)
, ξ(x, t) =

eλη0(x)

t(T − t)
.

We use the notation

I(τ, φ) :=

∫∫
QT

(sξ)τ−1e−2sα
(
|φt|2 + |∆φ|2 + (sλξ)2|∇φ|2 + (sλξ)4|φ|2

)
dxdt, (4.3)

where s, λ > 0 and τ ∈ R.
We have the following Carleman estimate, which is straightforwardly adapted from [12].

Proposition 4.1. Let ω ⊂⊂ Ω be a non empty open set, there exist positive constants
C0, s0 and k0 such that, for s > s0, λ > λ0, H ∈ [W 1,∞(QT )]

N2
, A ∈ [L∞(QT )]

N ,
a ∈ L∞(QT ), F ∈ L2(QT ) and φT ∈ L2(Ω), the solution of the equation

−φt −∇ · (H∇φ) + A · ∇φ+ aφ = F, in QT ,
φ(x, t) = 0, on ΣT ,
φ(x, T ) = φT (x), in Ω.

(4.4)
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satisfy

I(τ, φ) ≤ C0

[∫∫
QT

e−2sα(sξ)τ |F |2dxdt+ λ4
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sα(sξ)τ+3|φ|2dxdt
]
. (4.5)

Moreover, s0 has the form s0 = C0(T+T
2), where C0 is a positive constant depending

only on ω and Ω.

Proof. See [22].

Let τ1, τ2 ∈ R. A direct application of Proposition 4.1 leads to

I(τ1, ϕ) + I(τ2, ψ) ≤ C

(∫∫
QT

e−2sα(sξ)τ1|F |2dxdt+
∫∫

QT

e−2sα(sξ)τ2|G|2dxdt

+ λ4
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sα(sξ)τ1+3|ϕ|2dxdt+ λ4
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sα(sξ)τ2+3|ψ|2dxdt
)
.

We also use the notations:

α+(t) = max
x∈Ω

α(x, t), α−(t) = min
x∈Ω

α(x, t),

ξ+(t) = max
x∈Ω

ξ(x, t), ξ−(t) = min
x∈Ω

ξ(x, t),

α̂(t) = 4α−(t)− 3α+(t),

τ ∗ = max{2τ2 − τ1 + 7, 1− τ1, 4τ2 − 3τ1 + 15, τ2 + 7}.

(4.6)

Proposition 4.2. Assume the condition (H8). If |τ1 − τ2| < 1. Then, there exist three
positive constants λ∗, s∗, C∗ = C∗(Ω, ω, t1, t2, T, τ1, τ2, z

∗) and a constant K ≥ ∥η0∥∞ +
2 log(2), such that for every (ϕT , ψT ) ∈ [L2(Ω)]2 the following Carleman estimate holds

I(τ1, ϕ) + I(τ2, ψ) ≤ C∗
(∫∫

QT

e−2sα(λ4(sξ)3+τ2|F |2 + (sξ)τ2|G|2)dxdt

+ λ16
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sα̂(sξ+)τ
∗|ϕ|2dxdt

)
,

for all s ≥ s∗, λ ≥ λ∗, for all (ϕ, ψ) solution of (4.2).

Proof. By hypothesis (H8), we have ∇z∗(x0, t) ·ν(x0) ̸= 0 for all t ∈ [t1, t2] and for some
x0 ∈ γ ⊂ ∂Ω ∩ ∂ω. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 2.4 from [3] for the functions

ϕ
∣∣∣
Ω×[t1,t2]

and ψ
∣∣∣
Ω×[t1,t2]

. That is, we get

I(τ1, ϕ, (t1, t2)) + I(τ2, ψ, (t1, t2)) ≤ C

(∫ t2

t1

∫
Ω

e−2sα(λ4(sξ)3+τ2|F |2 + (sξ)τ2|G|2)dxdt

+ λ16
∫
ω×(t1,t2)

e−2sα̂(sξ+)τ
∗|ϕ|2dxdt

)
,

where C := C(Ω, ω, T, τ1, τ2, z
∗) > 0 and

I(τ, φ, (t1, t2)) :=

∫ t2

t1

∫
Ω

(sξ)τ−1e−2sα
(
|φt|2 + |∆φ|2 + (sλξ)2|∇φ|2 + (sλξ)4|φ|2

)
dxdt.
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Our goal now is to show that

I(τ, φ) ≤ Ĉ(t1, t2, T )I(τ, φ, (t1, t2)),

because then we can conclude that

I(τ1, ϕ) + I(τ2, ψ) ≤ C∗
(∫∫

QT

e−2sα(λ4(sξ)3+τ2|F |2 + (sξ)τ2|G|2)dxdt

+ λ16
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sα̂(sξ+)τ
∗|ϕ|2dxdt

)
,

where C∗ := C∗(Ω, ω, t1, t2, T, τ1, τ2, z
∗) > 0.

Indeed, choosing t1 and t2 such that: for any a ∈ R, x ∈ Ω, t ∈ (t1, t2) and t′ ∈
(0, T )\[t1, t2] we have

(sξ(x, t′))τ+a e−2sα(x,t′) ≤ (sξ(x, t))τ+a e−2sα(x,t). (4.7)

This is possible due to the behavior of the function (sξ)τ+ae−2sα in QT .
We denote by Qφ any operation applied to φ that appears in I(τ, φ), that is, Qφ can
represent the following functions: φt, ∇φ, ∆φ and φ.
Multiplying |Qφ(x, t′)|2 to both sides of (4.7) and integrating over Ω× (0, T )\[t1, t2] we
have∫∫

Ω×(0,T )\[t1,t2]
(sξ(x, t′))τ+a e−2sα(x,t′)|Qφ(x, t′)|2dxdt′

≤
∫∫

Ω×(0,T )\[t1,t2]
(sξ(x, t))τ+a e−2sα(x,t)|Qφ(x, t′)|2dxdt′

≤ sup
Ω×[t1,t2]

(
(sξ(x, t))τ+a e−2sα(x,t)

) ∫∫
Ω×(0,T )\[t1,t2]

|Qφ(x, t′)|2dxdt′

= Wsup

∫∫
Ω×(0,T )\[t1,t2]

|Qφ(x, t′)|2dxdt′.

(4.8)

We define a bijection between [0, t1) ∪ (t2, T ) and (t1, t2) as

t′(t) =


t1 + t2

2
− t2 − t1

2t1
t if t ∈ [0, t1),

t2 −
t2 − t1

2(T − t2)
(t− t2) if t ∈ (t2, T ).

Using the Theorem of Change of Variable, it is clear that∫∫
Ω×(0,T )\[t1,t2]

|Qφ(x, t′)|2dxdt′ ≤ C(t1, t2, T )

∫∫
Ω×(t1,t2)

|Qφ(x, t)|2dxdt. (4.9)

Combining (4.8) and (4.9), we obtain∫∫
Ω×(0,T )\[t1,t2]

(sξ(x, t′))τ+a e−2sα(x,t′)|Qφ(x, t′)|2dxdt′

≤ Wsup C(t1, t2, T )

∫∫
Ω×(t1,t2)

|Qφ(x, t)|2dxdt
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≤ Wsup

Winf

C(t1, t2, T )

∫∫
Ω×(t1,t2)

(sξ(x, t))τ+a e−2sα(x,t)|Qφ(x, t)|2dxdt.

Then,∫∫
Ω×(0,T )

(sξ(x, t))τ+a e−2sα(x,t)|Qφ(x, t)|2dxdt

=

∫∫
Ω×(t1,t2)

(sξ(x, t))τ+a e−2sα(x,t)|Qφ(x, t)|2dxdt

+

∫∫
Ω×(0,T )\[t1,t2]

(sξ(x, t))τ+a e−2sα(x,t)|Qφ(x, t)|2dxdt

≤
(
1 +

Wsup

Winf

C(t1, t2, T )
)∫∫

Ω×(t1,t2)

(sξ(x, t))τ+a e−2sα(x,t)|Qφ(x, t)|2dxdt.

This concludes our desired result,

I(τ, φ) ≤ Ĉ(t1, t2, T )I(τ, φ, (t1, t2)),

where Ĉ(t1, t2, T ) := 4
(
1 +

Wsup

Winf

C(t1, t2, 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

m ∈ C∞([0, T ]), m(t) ≥ T 2

8
in

[
0,
T

2

]
, m(t) = t(T − t) in

[
T

2
, T

]
,

and

ξ(x, t) :=
eλη0(x)

m(t)
, α(x, t) :=

e2λK − eλη0(x)

m(t)
.

If, we introduce the following notation

I(τ, φ) :=

∫∫
QT

(sξ)τ−1e−2sα
[
|φt|2 + |∆φ|2 + (sλξ)2|∇φ|2 + (sλξ)4|φ|2

]
dxdt,

and denote by

(ξ)−(t) = min
x∈Ω

ξ(x, t), (ξ)+(t) = max
x∈Ω

ξ(x, t),

(α)−(t) = min
x∈Ω

α(x, t), (α)+(t) = max
x∈Ω

α(x, t),

(α̂)(t) = 4(α)−(t)− 3(α)+(t),

we have the following Carleman estimates:

Proposition 4.3. Under the same hypothesis of Proposition 4.2, there exist positive
constants s1 and C1 such that, for any λ >> 1, s ≥ s1 and φT ∈ L2(Ω), the associated
solution to (4.2) satisfies

I(τ1, ϕ) + I(τ2, ψ) ≤ C1

(∫∫
QT

e−2s(α)+
(
λ4(s(ξ)+)3+τ2|F |2 + (s(ξ)+)τ2|G|2

)
dxdt

+ λ16
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sα̂(s(ξ)+)τ
∗|ϕ|2dxdt

)
.

Furthermore, C1 and s1 only depend on Ω, ω, T .
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Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition 2.2 in [25].

Remark 4.1. If λ >> 1 and denoting β(x, t) =
1

2
α(x, t), then

β+(t) = max
x∈Ω

β(x, t) =
(α)+(t)

2
, β−(t) = min

x∈Ω
β(x, t) =

(α)−(t)

2
,

and

4β+(t) < 5β−(t) <
75

16
β+(t), ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Finally, denoting

I
+
(τ, φ) :=

∫∫
QT

(s(ξ)+)τ−1e−5sβ+
[
|φt|2+ |∆φ|2+(sλ(ξ)+)2|∇φ|2+(sλ(ξ)+)4|φ|2

]
dxdt,

then, due to Proposition 4.3 we have

I
+
(τ1, ϕ) + I

+
(τ2, ψ) ≤ C1

(∫∫
QT

e−4sβ+
(
λ4(s(ξ)+)3+τ2|F |2 + (s(ξ)+)τ2|G|2

)
dxdt

+ λ16
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

e−2sα̂(s(ξ)+)τ
∗|ϕ|2dxdt

)
.

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

Ω

(|ϕ(0)|2 + |ψ(0)|2)dx ≤ C

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

|ϕ|2dxdt. (4.10)

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

4.3 Null controllability for the linear system (4.1)

In the sequel, we fix λ = λ1 >> 1 and s = s1 and set

ρ(t) = e
5s
2
β−(t)((ξ)+(t))−(3−τ∗)/2, ρ0(t) = e2sβ

+(t)((ξ)+(t))−(3+τ2)/2, (4.11)

ρ1(t) = esα̂(t)((ξ)+(t))−τ∗/2, ρk+2(t) = esα̂(t)((ξ)+(t))−(τ∗+8+2k)/2, 0 ≤ k ≤ 4. (4.12)

It is clear that

ρk+1 ≤ Cρk ≤ Cρ, 0 ≤ k ≤ 5 and ρk+2 ρk+2,t ≤ Cρ2k+1, 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 (y0, p0) ∈ [H1

0 (Ω)]
2 and if (ρf, ρg) ∈ [L2(QT )]

2, then, there
exist a control v ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )) such that, if (y, p) is the solution of (4.1), one has
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a) ∫∫
QT

ρ22(|y|2 + |p|2) dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v|2 dxdt < +∞. (4.14)

Furthermore,∫∫
ω×(0,T )

(|(ρ4v)t|2 + |∆(ρ4v)|2) dxdt

≤ C

(∫∫
QT

ρ2(|f |2 + |g|2) dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v|2 dxdt
)
.

(4.15)

b)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
ρ23(t)(||y(t)||2 + ||p(t)||2)

)
+

∫∫
QT

ρ23(|∇y|2 + |∇p|2) dxdt

≤ C

(
||y0||2 + ||p0||2 +

∫∫
QT

ρ22(|y|2 + |p|2) dxdt

+

∫∫
QT

ρ2(|f |2 + |g|2) dx dt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v|2 dxdt
)
.

(4.16)

c)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
ρ24(t)(||∇y(t)||2 + ||∇p(t)||2)

)
+

∫∫
QT

ρ24(|yt|2 + |∆y|2 + |pt|2 + |∆p|2) dxdt

≤ C

(
||y0||2H1

0 (Ω) + ||p0||2H1
0 (Ω) +

∫∫
QT

ρ22(|y|2 + |p|2) dxdt

+

∫∫
QT

ρ2(|f |2 + |g|2) dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v|2 dxdt
)
.

(4.17)

Proof. Proof of a)
Let us introduce the following constrained extremal problem:

inf

{
1

2

(∫∫
QT

ρ22
(
|y|2 + |p|2

)
dxdt+

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v|2 dxdt
)}

subject to v ∈ L2(QT ), supp v ⊂ ω × (0, T ) and
yt − κ(0)∆y = 2σ(0)∇z∗ · ∇p+ σ′(0)|∇z∗|2y + v1ω + f, in QT ,

pt − σ(0)∆p−∇ · (σ′(0)∇z∗y) = g in QT ,

y = 0, p = 0 on ΣT ,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), p(x, 0) = p0(x) in Ω.

(4.18)

Let χ ∈ C∞
0 (ω), 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, with χ|ω0 = 1, we set

P0 =
{
(y, p) ∈ C∞

0 (QT )
2 : y = 0, p = 0 on ΣT

}
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and

A ((y, p); (ỹ, p̃)) =

∫∫
QT

ρ−2
2

(
L∗
1y + σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p

)(
L∗
1ỹ + σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p̃

)
dxdt

+

∫∫
QT

ρ−2
2

(
L∗
2p+ 2∇ · (σ(0)∇z∗y)

)(
L∗
2p+ 2∇ · (σ(0)∇z∗ỹ)

)
dxdt

+

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

χρ−2
0 yỹ dxdt, ∀ (y, p), (ỹ, p̃) ∈ P0,

where L∗
1y = −yt − κ(0)∆y − σ′(0)|∇z∗|2y and L∗

2p = −pt − σ(0)∆p.
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 P0 with the inner product A(·; ·), that is,

||(y, p)||2P = A((y, p); (y, p)).

Let us define the linear functional G : P → R as

G(y, p) = (y0, y(0)) + (p0, p(0)) +

∫∫
QT

(fy + gp) dxdt. (4.19)

By means of a simple calculation, we get

G(y, p) ≤ ||y0||||y(0)||+ ||p0||||p(0)||+ ||ρf ||L2(QT )||ρ−1y||L2(QT ) + ||ρg||L2(QT )||ρ−1p||L2(QT ),

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
(
||y0||+ ||p0||+ ||ρf ||L2(QT ) + ||ρg||L2(QT )

)
||(y, p)||P , ∀ (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 (ỹ, p̃) satisfying{

A((ỹ, p̃); (y, p)) = G(y, p), ∀(y, p) ∈ P ,
(ỹ, p̃) ∈ P .

(4.20)

We finally get the existence of (ŷ, p̂), just setting

ŷ = ρ−2
2

(
L∗
1ỹ − σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p̃

)
, in QT ,

p̂ = ρ−2
2

(
L∗
2p̃+ 2∇ · (σ(0)∇z∗ ỹ)

)
, in QT ,

v̂ = −ρ−2
0 ỹ 1ω, in QT ,

ŷ = p̂ = 0 on ΣT .

(4.21)

We see that (ŷ, p̂, v̂) solves (4.1) and since (ŷ, p̂) ∈ P we have∫∫
QT

ρ22(|ŷ|2 + |p̂|2) dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v̂|2 dxdt < +∞.
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Furthermore, by Carleman’s inequality (Remark 4.1) we have

I
+
(τ1, ỹ) + I

+
(τ2, p̃) ≤ C

(∫∫
QT

ρ−2
0 |L∗

1ỹ − σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p̃|2dxdt

+

∫∫
QT

ρ−2
0 |L∗

2p̃+ 2∇ · (σ(0)∇z∗ỹ)|2dxdt (4.22)

+

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

ρ−2
1 |ỹ|2dxdt

)
≤ C

(∫∫
QT

ρ22(|ŷ|2 + |p̂|2)dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v̂|2dxdt
)
.

For the functions y∗ = ρ4(ρ
−2
0 ỹ) and p∗ = ρ4(ρ

−2
0 p̃), let us compute

L∗
1y

∗ = −y∗t − κ(0)∆y∗ − σ′(0)|∇z∗|2y∗

= −(ρ4ρ
−2
0 ỹ)t − κ(0)∆(ρ4ρ

−2
0 ỹ)− σ′(0)|∇z∗|2(ρ4ρ−2

0 ỹ)

= −(ρ4ρ
−2
0 )t ỹ − ρ4ρ

−2
0 ỹt − κ(0)ρ4ρ

−2
0 ∆ỹ − σ′(0)|∇z∗|2(ρ4ρ−2

0 ỹ)

= −(ρ4ρ
−2
0 )t ỹ + ρ4ρ

−2
0 L∗

1ỹ

σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p∗ = σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇(ρ4(ρ
−2
0 p̃)) = ρ4ρ

−2
0 (σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p̃).

Then,

f ∗ := L∗
1(y

∗)− σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p∗

= −(ρ4ρ
−2
0 )t ỹ + ρ4ρ

−2
0 L∗

1ỹ − ρ4ρ
−2
0 (σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p̃)

= −(ρ4ρ
−2
0 )t ỹ + ρ4ρ

−2
0

(
L∗
1ỹ − σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p̃

)
= −(ρ4ρ

−2
0 )t ỹ + ρ4ρ

−2
0 (ρ22ŷ).

Analogously,

L∗
2p

∗ = −p∗t − σ(0)∆p∗ = −(ρ4ρ
−2
0 )t p̃+ ρ4ρ

−2
0 L∗

2p̃,

∇ · (σ(0)∇z∗y∗) = ∇ · (σ(0)∇z∗(ρ4ρ−2
0 ỹ)) = ρ4ρ

−2
0 ∇ · (σ(0)∇z∗ỹ).

Then

g∗ := L∗
2p

∗ + 2∇ · (σ(0)∇z∗y∗) = −(ρ4ρ
−2
0 )t p̃+ ρ4ρ

−2
0 (ρ22p̂).

We have that (y∗, p∗) solves the following system
L∗
1y

∗ − σ′(0)∇z∗ · ∇p∗ = f ∗ in QT ,

L∗
2p

∗ + 2∇ · (σ(0)∇z∗y∗) = g∗ in QT ,

y∗ = 0, p∗ = 0 on ΣT ,

y∗(x, T ) = 0, p∗(x, T ) = 0 in Ω.
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By a simple computation

ρ4ρ
−2
0 ρ22 ≤ Cρ2(ρ2

−2)ρ22 = Cρ2.

Then
||ρ4ρ−2

0 ρ22ŷ||L2(QT ) ≤ C||ρ2ŷ||L2(QT ) < +∞,

||ρ4ρ−2
0 ρ22p̂||L2(QT ) ≤ C||ρ2p̂||L2(QT ) < +∞.

Furthermore,

|(ρ4ρ−2
0 )t| =

∣∣∣(esα̂((ξ)+)− τ∗
2
−6 e−4sβ+

((ξ)+)τ
∗+3

)
t

∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣(e−s(4β+−α̂)((ξ)+)
τ∗
2
−3
)
t

∣∣∣ < Ce−
5
2
sβ+

((ξ)+)
−τ∗+3

2 .

Then, by (4.22)

||(ρ4ρ−2
0 )t ỹ||L2(QT ) ≤ C

(∫∫
QT

ρ22(|ŷ|2 + |p̂|2)dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v̂|2dxdt
)
,

||(ρ4ρ−2
0 )t p̃||L2(QT ) ≤ C

(∫∫
QT

ρ22(|ŷ|2 + |p̂|2)dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v̂|2dxdt
)
.

So, f ∗, g∗ ∈ L2(QT ). Then, by regularity results in parabolic systems, we have

y∗, p∗ ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), y∗t , p
∗
t ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

As y∗1ω = −ρ4v̂1ω, in particular

ρ4v̂1ω ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), (ρ4v̂)t1ω ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)),

with∫∫
ω×(0,T )

(|(ρ4v)t|2+|∆(ρ4v)|2) dxdt ≤ C

(∫∫
QT

ρ22(|ŷ|2 + |p̂|2)dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v̂|2dxdt
)
.

Proof of b)

Multiplying ρ23y and ρ23p the first and second equations of the linear system (4.1)
and integrating in QT . Here we use (4.13), specifically: ρ3ρ3,t ≤ Cρ22.

Proof of c)

Multiplying −ρ24∆y and −ρ24∆p the first and second equations of the linear system
(4.1) and integrating in QT . Then, multiplying ρ24yt and ρ

2
4pt at first and second equa-

tions of the linear system (4.1) and integrating in QT . Here we use (4.13), specifically:
ρ4ρ4,t ≤ Cρ23.
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Proposition 4.6. Assuming the hypothesis in Proposition 4.5 and additionally assum-
ing that (y0, p0) ∈ [H3(Ω)]2, (ρ5ft, ρ5gt) ∈ [L2(QT )]

2 and (f(0), g(0)) ∈ [H1
0 (Ω)]

2, then
the associated state (y, p) satisfy∫∫

QT

ρ26(|ytt|2 + |∆yt|2 + |∇yt|2) dx dt+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
ρ25(t)||∆y(t)||2 + ρ26(t)||∇yt(t)||2

)
+

∫∫
QT

ρ26(|ptt|2 + |∆pt|2 + |∇pt|2) dx dt+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
ρ25(t)||∆p(t)||2 + ρ26(t)||∇pt(t)||2

)
≤ C

(
||y0||2H3(Ω) + ||p0||2H3(Ω) +

∫∫
QT

ρ22(|y|2 + |p|2) dx dt

+

∫∫
QT

(
ρ2(|f |2 + |g|2) + ρ25(|ft|2 + |gt|2)

)
dx dt

+||f(0)||2H1
0 (Ω) + ||g(0)||2H1

0 (Ω) +

∫∫
ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v|2 dx dt
)
.

(4.23)

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 t in this way we have

ytt − κ(0)∆yt = 2σ(0)∇z0 · ∇pt + 2 (σ(0)∇z0)t · ∇p+
(
σ(0)|∇z0|2y

)
t
+ vtχω + ft

(4.24)
ptt − σ(0)∆pt −∇ · ((σ′(0)∇z0)ty)−∇ · ((σ′(0)∇z0)yt) = gt. (4.25)

Multiplying in (4.24) by ρ25yt and in (4.25) by ρ25pt and integrating in QT and from
Proposition 4.5, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
ρ25(t)(||yt(t)||2 + ||pt(t)||2)

)
+

∫∫
QT

ρ25(|∇yt|2 + |∇pt|2)dxdt

≤ C

(
||y0||2H2(Ω) + ||p0||2H2(Ω) +

∫∫
QT

ρ25(|ft|2 + |gt|2) dx dt+ (RS)

)
,

(4.26)

here we use (4.13), specifically: ρ5ρ5,t ≤ Cρ24 and (RS) is the right side in (4.17).
Multiplying in (4.24) by −ρ26∆yt and in (4.25) by −ρ25∆pt and integrating in QT

and from Proposition 4.5, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
ρ26(t)(||∇yt(t)||2 + ||∇pt(t)||2)

)
+

∫∫
QT

ρ26(|∆yt|2 + |∆pt|2)dxdt

≤ C
(
||∇yt(0)||2 + ||∇pt(0)||2 + (RS)

)
,

(4.27)

here we use (4.13), specifically: ρ6ρ6,t ≤ Cρ25 and (RS) is the right side in (4.26).
Multiplying in (4.24) by ρ26ytt and in (4.25) by ρ26ptt and integrating in QT and from

Proposition 4.5, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
ρ26(t)(||∇yt(t)||2 + ||∇pt(t)||2)

)
+

∫∫
QT

ρ26(|ytt|2 + |ptt|2)dxdt

≤ C
(
||∇yt(0)||2 + ||∇pt(0)||2 + (RS)

)
,

(4.28)

where we used (4.13), specifically: ρ6ρ6,t ≤ Cρ25 and (RS) is the right side in (4.26).
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For initial data estimates in (4.27) and (4.28):

||∇yt(0)||+||∇pt(0)|| ≤ C
(
||y0||H3(Ω)+||p0||H3(Ω)+||∇v(0)1ω||+||f(0)||H1

0 (Ω)+||g(0)||H1
0 (Ω)

)
.

By Proposition 4.5, we have v1ω ∈
{
u ∈ L2(0, T/2;H2(Ω)) : ut ∈ L2(0, T/2;L2(Ω))

}
.

So v1ω ∈ C([0, T/2];H1(Ω)) and

||∇v(0)1ω|| ≤ C

(∫∫
QT

ρ2(|f |2 + |g|2) dxdt+
∫∫

ω×(0,T )

ρ20|v|2 dxdt
)
.

Finally, multiplying in (4.1) by −ρ25∆yt and −ρ25∆pt and integrating in QT , we have∫∫
QT

ρ25
(
|∇yt|2 + |∇pt|2

)
dxdt + sup

t∈[0,T ]

(
ρ25(t)(||∆y(t)||2 + ||∆p(t)||2)

)
≤ C

(
||y0||2H2(Ω) + ||p0||2H2(Ω) + (RS)

)
,

(4.29)

here we use (4.13), specifically: ρ5ρ5,t ≤ Cρ24 and (RS) is the right side in (4.17).

4.4 Definition of map A and the Banach spaces Y 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 : Y → 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

L1(y, p) = yt −∇ · (κ(0)∇y)− 2σ(0)∇p · ∇z∗ − σ′(0)y|∇z∗|2 − v1ω,

L2(y, p) = pt −∇ · (σ(0)∇p)−∇ · ((σ′(0)∇z∗)y),

let us define the space

Y =
{
(y, p, v) ∈ [L2(QT )]

2 × L2(ω × (0, T )) : y = p = 0 on ΣT ,

ρ0v ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )), ρ2y, ρ2p ∈ L2(QT ),
ρL1(y, p), ρL2(y, p) ∈ L2(QT ), ρ5L1(y, p)t, ρ5L2(y, p)t ∈ L2(QT ),

(L1(y, p)(0), L2(y, p)(0)) ∈ [H1
0 (Ω)]

2, (y(0), p(0)) ∈ [H3(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω)]

2
}
.

(4.30)
Thus, Y is a Hilbert space for the norm ∥ · ∥Y , where

∥(y, p, v)∥2Y = ∥ρ2y∥2L2(QT ) + ∥ρ2p∥2L2(QT ) + ∥ρ0v∥2L2(ω×(0,T )) + ∥ρL1(y, p)∥2L2(QT )

+∥ρL2(y, p)∥2L2(QT ) + ∥ρ5L1(y, p)t∥2L2(QT ) + ∥ρ5L2(y, p)t∥2L2(QT )

+∥y(0)∥2H3(Ω) + ∥p(0)∥2H3(Ω).

Now, let us introduce the Banach space Z = F2 × [H3(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω)]

2 such that

F =
{
h ∈ L2(QT ) : ρh ∈ L2(QT ), ρ5ht ∈ L2(QT ), h(0) ∈ H1

0 (Ω)
}
,
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with the norm

∥(f, g, y0, p0)∥2Z =∥ρf∥2L2(QT ) + ∥ρg∥2L2(QT ) + ∥ρ5ft∥2L2(QT ) + ∥ρ5gt∥2L2(QT )

+ ∥f(0)∥H1
0 (Ω) + ∥g(0)∥H1

0 (Ω) + ∥y0∥H3(Ω) + ∥p0∥H3(Ω).

Finally, consider the map A : Y → Z such that

A(y, p, v) = (A0,A1,A2,A3)(y, p, v), ∀(y, p, v) ∈ Y ,

where the components Ai, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, are given by
A0(y, p, v) = yt −∇ · (κ(y)∇y)− σ(y)|∇p|2 − 2σ(y)∇p · ∇z∗

−(σ(y)− σ(0))|∇z∗|2 + v1ω,
A1(y, p, v) = pt −∇ · (σ(y)∇p)−∇ · ((σ(y)− σ(0))∇z∗),
A2(y, p, v) = y(·, 0),
A3(y, p, v) = p(·, 0).

(4.31)

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 Ai(y, p, v), with i = {0, 1, 2, 3}, defined in (4.31) belongs to
its respective space. Notice that,∫

QT

ρ2|A0(y, p, v)|2dxdt ≤ 5

∫
QT

ρ2|L1(y, p)|2dxdt+ 5

∫
QT

ρ2|σ(0)|2|∇p|4dxdt

+ 5

∫
QT

ρ2 |∇ · [(κ(y)− κ(0))∇y]|2 dxdt

+ 5

∫
QT

ρ2|σ(y)− σ(0)− σ′(0)y|2|∇z∗|4dxdt

+ 5

∫
QT

ρ2|σ(y)− σ(0)|2|∇p|2|∇z∗|2dxdt

= 5I1 + 5I2 + 5I3 + 5I4 + 5I5.

It is immediate by definition of the space Y that I1 ≤ C∥(y, p, h)∥2Y . Furthermore,
using Propositions 4.5 and 4.6, and the continuous embedding H2(Ω) ↪→ L∞(Ω), valid
for 1 ≤ N ≤ 3, we obtain, for i = 2, 3, 4, 5 that

Ii ≤ C∥(y, p, v)∥4Y .

On the other hand,∫
QT

ρ25|[A0(y, p, v)]t|2dxdt ≤ 5

∫
QT

ρ25|L1(y, p)t|2dxdt+ 5

∫
QT

ρ25|[σ(0)|∇p|2]t|2dxdt

+5

∫
QT

ρ25 |∇ · [(κ(y)− κ(0))∇y]t|2 dxdt

+5

∫
QT

ρ25
∣∣[(σ(y)− σ(0)− σ′(0)y)|∇z∗|2]t

∣∣2 dxdt
+5

∫
QT

ρ25 |[(σ(y)− σ(0))∇p · ∇z∗]t|2 dxdt

= 5J1 + 5J2 + 5J3 + 5J4 + 5J5.
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Standard estimates as above, using Propositions 4.5 and 4.6, and the continuous
embedding H2(Ω) ↪→ L∞(Ω), give

J1 ≤ C∥(u, p, v)∥2Y and Ji ≤ C
(
∥(u, p, v)∥4Y + ∥(u, p, v)∥6Y

)
, for i = 2, 3, 4, 5.

We also have, using the definition of the space Y and the continuous embedding
H2(Ω) ↪→ L∞(Ω), the same computation as in Lemma 3.1, item a), of [25],

∥∇[A0(y, p, v)](0)∥2 ≤ 3

∫
Q

|∇L1(y, p)(0)|2 + 3

∫
Q

|∇ [∇ · (κ(y)− κ(0))∇y] (0)|2

+ 3

∫
Q

|∇
[
σ(y)|∇p|2

]
(0)|2

≤ C
(
∥(y, p, v)∥2Y + ∥(y, p, v)∥4Y + ∥(y, p, v)∥6Y

)
.

Therefore, A0(y, p, v) ∈ F .
Now, for the component A1(y, p, v) we have:

∥A1(y, p, v)∥2F ≤ 3

∫
QT

ρ2|L2(y, p)|2dxdt

+ 3

∫
QT

ρ2 |∇ · ((σ(y)− σ(0))∇p)|2 dxdt

+ 3

∫
QT

ρ2 |∇ · [(σ(y)− σ(0)− σ′(0)y)∇z∗]|2 dxdt

= 3I3 + 3I4 + 3I5.

By definition of the space Y we have that I3 ≤ C∥(y, p, v)∥2Y . Following similar
computations as for the component A0, together with [25], we get

∥A1(y, p, v)∥2F ≤ C
(
∥(y, p, v)∥2F + ∥(y, p, v)∥4F + ∥(y, p, v)∥6F

)
,

∥[A1(y, p, v)]t∥2F ≤ C
(
∥(y, p, v)∥2F + ∥(y, p, v)∥4F + ∥(y, p, v)∥6F

)
.

and
∥∇[A1(y, p, v)](0)∥2 ≤ C

(
∥(y, p, v)∥2Y + ∥(y, p, v)∥4Y + ∥(y, p, v)∥6Y

)
.

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) ∈ Y and let us
compute the G-derivative A′(y, p, v). Consider the linear mapping DA : Y → Z given
by

DA(y, p, v) = (DA0, DA1, DA2, DA3),

where, for (ȳ, p̄, v̄) ∈ Y ,
DA0(ȳ, p̄, v̄) = ȳt −∇ · [κ′(y)ȳ∇y]−∇ · (κ(y)∇ȳ)− 2σ(y)∇p · ∇p̄− σ′(y)ȳ|∇p|2

− 2σ(y)∇p̄ · ∇z∗ − 2σ′(y)ȳ∇p · ∇z∗ − σ′(y)ȳ|∇z∗|2 − v̄1ω,
DA1(ȳ, p̄, v̄) = p̄t −∇ · (σ′(y)ȳ∇p)−∇ · (σ(y)∇p̄)−∇ · (σ′(y)ȳ∇z∗),
DA2(ȳ, p̄, v̄) = ȳ(0),
DA3(ȳ, p̄, v̄) = p̄(0).

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

1

λ
[Ai((y, p, v) + λ(ȳ, p̄, v̄))−Ai(y, p, v)] → DAi(ȳ, p̄, v̄),

strongly in the corresponding factor of Z as λ→ 0.
Indeed, using Proposition 4.5, we have∥∥∥∥1λ [A0((y, p, v) + λ(ȳ, p̄, v̄))−A0(ȳ, p̄, v̄)]−DA0(y, p, v)

∥∥∥∥2

L2(ρ2,QT )

→ 0,

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∥L2(ρ2,QT ) =∫
QT
ρ2|f |2.
Analogously, Proposition 4.5 gives also∥∥∥∥1λ [A1((y, p, v) + λ(ȳ, p̄, v̄))−A1(y, p, v)]−DA1(ȳ, p̄, v̄)

∥∥∥∥2

L2(ρ2,QT )

→ 0, (4.33)

as λ → 0, since the only new term with respect to the computation in [25] is the term

p̄t in DA1 which is canceled by the term lim
λ→0

1

λ
[(pt − λp̄t)− pt].

This finish the proof thatA is Gateaux differentiable, with aG-derivative A′(y, p, v) =
DA(y, p, v).

Now take (y, p, v) ∈ Y and let ((yn, pn, vn))n∈N 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 (ȳ, p̄, v̄) ∈ Br(0),

∥(DAi(yn, pn, vn)−DAi(y, p, v))(ȳ, p̄, v̄)∥Z
≤ C∥(ȳ, p̄, v̄)∥Y∥(yn − y), (pn − p), (vn − v)∥Y → 0,

as n → ∞. Indeed, as above the new term p̄t in DA1 cancels in the difference
(DAi(yn, pn, vn)−DAi(y, p, v))(ȳ, p̄, v̄).

Therefore, (y, p, v) 7→ A′(y, p, v) is continuous from Y into L(Y ,Z) and, in view of
classical results, we have that A is Fréchet-differentiable and C1.

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

Proof. Let (f, g, y0, 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′(0, 0, 0)(y, p, v) = (f, g, y0, z0).

This ends the proof.
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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 δ > 0 and a mapping W : Bδ(0) ⊂ Z → Y such that

W (f, g, y0, z0) ∈ Br(0) and A(W (f, g, y0, p0)) = (f, g, y0, p0), ∀(f, g, y0, p0) ∈ Bδ(0).

From hypothesis (H9)-(H10), we can take (σ(0)|∇z∗|2, σ(0)∆z∗ − (z∗)t, y0, p0) ∈
Bδ(0) and

(y, p, v) = W (σ(0)|∇z∗|2, σ(0)∆z∗ − (z∗)t, y0, p0) ∈ Y .

So, we have
A(y, p, v) = (σ(0)|∇z∗|2, σ(0)∆z∗ − (z∗)t, y0, p0).

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

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 (y0, p0) ∈ [H3(Ω) ∩H1

0 (Ω)]
2 and z∗ satisfying (H2) with

∥y0∥H3(Ω) + ∥p0∥H3(Ω) + ∥z∗∥H1(0,∞;H3(Ω)) < R,

there exists T ∗ > 0 such that for any T > T ∗, one can find a control v ∈ L2(ω× (0, T ))
such that the associated state (y, p) of system (1.4) (or (1.5)) satisfies y(x, T ) = 0 and
p(x, T ) = 0 in Ω.

Theorem 5.1. Let T0 > 0 be fixed. Under the assumptions (H2)-(H6), there exists
r = r(κ0, κ1, σ0, σ1,M,Ω, N) > 0 and T = T (r, T0) > 0 such that, if

z∗ ∈ W 2,∞(Ω× (T , T + T0)), (5.1)

∇z∗ ̸= 0 in ω0 × (T , T + T0), (5.2)

ρ(t−T )|∇z∗|2, ρ(t−T )|∇z∗t |2, ρ(t−T )∆z∗, ρ(t−T )∆z∗t , ρ(t−T )z∗t , ρ(t−T )z∗tt ∈ L2(Ω×(T , T+T0)),
(5.3)

|∇z∗(T )|2, σ(T )∆z∗(T )− z∗t (T ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω). (5.4)

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

Proof. By Section 3, there exists r = r(κ0, κ1, σ0, σ1,M,Ω, N) > 0 such that if

∥y0∥H3(Ω) + ∥p0∥H3(Ω) + ∥z∗∥H1(0,∞;H3(Ω)) < R with 0 < R ≤ r,

we have
∥y(t)∥2H3(Ω) + ∥p(t)∥2H3(Ω) ≤ C(1 +R2 +R4 +R6 +R8)e−ρt.
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By (H3), we have that

∥z∗∥2H1(t,∞;H3(Ω)) =

∫ +∞

t

(
∥z∗(s)∥2H3(Ω) + ∥z∗t (s)∥2H3(Ω)

)
ds

≤ C∗
∫ +∞

t

e−γsds =
C∗

γ
e−γt, ∀t ≥ 0.

Remark 5.1. Fixed T0 > 0, by Section 4 (Liusternik’s Theorem) for any T ≥ 0, there
exists ϵ = ϵ(T0) > 0, independent of T such that

∥y(T )∥2H3(Ω) + ∥p(T )∥2H3(Ω) + ∥z∗∥2H1(T,∞;H3(Ω)) < ϵ,

there exists a control v0 ∈ L2(ω × (T, T + T0)) such that the associated state (y, p)
satisfies

y(x, T + T0) = 0 and p(x, T + T0) = 0 in Ω.

Taking T > 0 satisfying

T > max

{
1

ρ
ln

(
4C(1 +R2 +R4 +R6 +R8)

ϵ2

)
,
1

γ
ln

(
4C∗

γϵ2

)}
,

the solution (y, p) satisfies

∥y(T )∥2H3(Ω) + ∥p(T )∥2H3(Ω) + ∥z∗∥2
H1(T ,∞;H3(Ω))

< ϵ. (5.5)

Denoting T ∗ = T + T0, by Remark 5.1 with T = T and (5.1)-(5.5), there exists a
control v∗ ∈ L2(ω × (T, T ∗)) such that

y(x, T ∗) = 0 and p(x, T ∗) = 0 in Ω.

Then, for any T ≥ T ∗, we can define the control v such that

v(x, t) =


0, if 0 ≤ t ≤ T̄ ,

v∗(x, t), if T̄ ≤ t ≤ T ∗,

0, if T ∗ ≤ t ≤ T.

5.2 Further questions

Finally, we present some open questions.

• 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 H2(Ω) ↪→ L∞(Ω)
used in the nonlinear estimates, which is valid for 1 ≤ N ≤ 3.

• 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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