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1 Introduction

The investigation of optimal control problems with partial differential equations has been
of increasing interest in the last decades. In this paper we will study the control problem

min J(u) = %/Q(Su(:v) — ya(z))?dx + g /FUQ(x) do(z)

(P) subject to (Su,u) € HY/2(Q) x L*(T),

u€U={uecl?T): a<u(z)<b foraa xzecl},
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DIRICHLET CONTROL IN POLYGONAL DOMAINS

where Su is the solution y of the state equation
—Ay=0inQ, y=uonT, (1.1)

the domain  C R? is bounded and polygonal, T is its boundary, a < b and v > 0 are real
constants and yq is a function whose precise regularity will be stated when necessary.
Note that, for u € U,q, the state equation does not possess a variational solution in
general, so a very weak solution is considered (see Theorem []). We will discuss here the
regularities of the optimal state g, the optimal control @ and the corresponding adjoint
state @ which are limited by singularities due to corners of the domain and due to the
presence of control constraints.

The classical Sobolev (Slobodetskii) spaces are denoted by W4?(Q) and, in the case
of p = 2, by HY(Q). As usual, for t > 0, Wg’p(Q) or HE(Q) will denote the closure
respectively in WHP(Q) or H'(Q) of D(12), the space of infinitely differentiable functions
with compact support in €, and W~=49(Q) with ¢~! +p~! = 1 [resp. H~*(2)] is the dual
space of WyP(Q) [resp. HE(Q)].

The seminal paper on Dirichlet control problems is the work by Casas and Raymond
[6]. They investigate the problem even with a semilinear state equation. Assuming a con-
vex polygonal domain with maximal interior angle w; < =, they prove @ € W1=1/ppr ()
and § € WLP(Q) with p < pg = 2/(2—min{\,2}) and \; = 7/w; both for the case with
and without control constraints. Note that pg > 2 due to the convexity of the domain.
May, Rannacher and Vexler [14] consider the unconstrained Dirichlet control problem
with linear state equation (L) also in convex domains and derive & € H'~'/?(T") and
7 € H3?71/P(Q) for p < pg. Deckelnick, Giinter and Hinze [9] focus on approximation
issues in the case of smooth domains (class C?) in two and three space dimensions. The
regularity is determined by the box constraints since corner (or edge) singularities do
not occur. Finally we would like to mention the paper [15] by Of, Phan, and Steinbach
where the control is searched in H'/?(Q) such that the state § € H'(Q) satisfies the
weak formulation; in this case the regularity issues are less severe.

Due to the assumptions on the domain, the publications [6], [9], and [14] have in com-
mon that the adjoint problem can be solved in H2(Q)N H}(Q2). For that reason the very
weak formulation of the state equation is well defined in these publications with test
functions from H2(Q) N HE (). This is not the case when non-convex domains are con-
sidered. Instead, the very weak fomulation of the state equation should be defined with
test functions from HJ (2) N H(Q), where HL(Q) := {v € HY(Q) : Av € L*(Q)}, see
the paper by Casas, Mateos and Raymond [5, (A.16)] and also [I] for further approaches
how to understand the solution of the Poisson equation with non-smooth boundary data.

In the paper at hand we prove basic regularity results for the solution of the state and
adjoint state equations in Section 2l We extend in Theorem Hlto non-convex domains the
well-known H'/2(Q) regularity of the solution of the state equation (LI)) and we prove
in Theorem [ that the maximum principle also holds for very weak solutions. Our main
regularity results for the variables in the optimal control problem are proved in Section
Bl Among many other results, we prove that, in the presence of control constraints and
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under minimal regularity assumptions on the data (yq € L* (Q), s* > 2), the optimal
control is continuous despite the possible non-convexity of the domain (cf. Theorem
[[1). The main idea is very simple: we compute explicitly the normal derivative of the
singular part of the adjoint state and exploit the projection relation established by the
first order optimality conditions. We also investigate the case s* = 2. This case has not
been treated by the cited references for convex domains. In Section [l we prove that, for
regular data, the regularity of the optimal solution is indeed slightly better. We give
conditions for the control to be in H3/275(Q) for all € > 0 (Corollary [I6)), which is the
best regularity we can expect under pointwise control constraints. These results will
be helpful to derive error estimates for finite element approximations of problem (P).
The numerical analysis will be carried out in a forthcoming paper. The short Section
is devoted to the unconstrained case. Whereas in many other control problems the
regularity of the unconstrained solution is better than that of the constrained solution, we
encounter here the phenomenon that the constraint inhibits poles of the unconstrained
solution. For that reason the regularity of the constrained control is determined, up to
some exceptional cases (cf. Remark [I2)), by the largest convex angle but the regularity
of the unconstrained control is determined by the overall largest angle (cf. Corollary

19).
Finally we would like to remark that sometimes the state equation is considered in
the form

—Ay=finQ, y=u+gonl, (1.2)

but we can take the unique function yy which solves —Ayg = f in , yg = g on I', and
replace y := y+ o, Yo := yo — Yo and recover problem (P) with (I.T]) for data sufficiently
smooth.

2 Notation and basic results for elliptic equations

Let us denote by M the number of sides of I' and {Cﬂj}jj\il its vertexes, ordered coun-
terclockwise. For convenience denote also xg = zjs and xp41 = x1. We will denote
by I'; the side of I' connecting x; and 1, and by w; € (0,27) the angle interior to 2
at xj, i.e., the angle defined by I'; and I';_;, measured counterclockwise. Notice that
I'p =T'py. We will use (rj,6;) as local polar coordinates at z;, with r; = |z — z;| and
6; the angle defined by I'; and the segment [z}, z]. In order to describe the regularity of
the functions near the corners, we will introduce for every j = 1,..., M the infinite cone

Ki={zeR*:0<rj,0<0; <w;}
and a positive number R; such that the sets
Nj={zeR*:0<r; <2R;, 0<0; <wj},

satisfy N; C Q for all j and N; N N; =0 if i # j.
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For every j =1,..., M we will also consider
¢ R* - [0,1]

an infinitely differentiable cut-off function which is equal to 1 in the set {z € R? : rj <
R;} and equal to 0 in the set {x € R? : r; > 2R;}.

We will denote by z; the solution of the homogeneous Dirichlet problem with dis-
tributed data
—Az=finQ, z=0o0nT. (2.1)

The regularity of f and 2y, as well as in what sense the equation must be understood,
will be stated when necessary.

For every j = 1,..., M we will call \; the leading singular exponent associated with
the operator corresponding to the corner x;. For the Laplace operator it is well known
that \; = 7/w;. For convenience we will suppose that A\ = min{\;: j=1,...,M}. In
general, the maximum regularity in non-weighted Sobolev spaces of the solution of the
Poisson problem for regular data will be given by the Sobolev exponents

2

= C  _andtg=1+\.
2 —min{h, 2} ete= it

pa
This is, for f € C*°(£), the solution z; of equation (ZI]) will satisfy that z € W*P(Q) N
HY(Q), for all p < pg (cf. Grisvard [I0, Th. 4.4.3.7]) and all ¢t < tq (cf. Dauge [T,
§23.C]; see also Grisvard [I1, Th. 2.4.3 and §2.7]). For less regular data f € W~14(Q),
the maximum regularity of the solution of the homogeneous Dirichlet problem is given

by the exponent
2

T 1- min{l,\;}
This means that z; € WH(Q) if ¢ < pp (cf. Dauge [8, Theorem 1.1(i)]; see also Jerison

and Kenig [12 Thms. 0.5, 1.1, 1.3]). Further results on the local regularity in each
corner can be stated using weighted Sobolev spaces.

PD

We will state now two lemmas collecting several regularity results that will be used
later to state the regularity of the solution of the control problem. The following lemma
is a consequence of well known regularity results collected in the book by Grisvard [10].
It tells us accurately how the singularities arising from the corners behave for problems
with regular data. We introduce the following sets in order to describe the singular
behavior of the solution of the Poisson problem at the corners.

For 1 < p < +o0 such that

2(p—1)

o FLYIE L) (2.2)

and m € Z, define

2
J;”:{je{l,...,M}suchthat0<m)\j<2—]—9}- (2.3)
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The condition in ([2.2)) is necessary to deduce the W?2P(Q)-regularity of the regular part
of the solution in the lemma below. The meaning of the sets J;" is the following:

§j7“;n)‘j ¢ W2P(Q) for all j € Iy

Notice that, for all p < +oo, Ji" = (0 for m > 4 since \; > 1/2 for every possible angle
and 2 —2/p < 2 for all p < 400. We also remark that Jf’, C JIZ, C Jll,.

Lemma 1. Consider 1 < p < +oo satisfying 22)) and f € LP(Q2). Then there exist
unique real numbers (¢jm)jeym and a unique solution zy € HY(Q) of problem 1)) such
that

3
A .
Zf = Zreg + Z Z cJ-,mger ?sin(mA;6;)
m=1jely

where Zpeq € W2P(Q) and the & are the cut-off functions introduced above.

Proof. The result is a direct consequence of [10, Theorem 4.4.3.7]. This result can be
applied since zy € H'(£2) thanks to [10, Lemma 4.4.3.1]. O

Corollary 2. If f € L3(Q), then z5 € HY(Q) for allt <1+ Xy and 0,25 € L*(T).

Proof. To prove this fact, we apply Lemmal[lt the regular part is in H2(£2); on the other
hand, since \; > A; > 1/2 and m > 1, then fjr;nAj € H'(Q) for all t < 1+ \;. From this
we obtain that z; € H*(2). Since we can choose ¢t > 3/2 we have 9,,zf € L*(T). O

The next result states the regularity of the solution of problems with boundary data
in W1=YP"P"(T') with p* > 2. Let us recall (cf. [0, Theorem 1.5.2.3]) that the trace
of any function z € WP"(Q) is in W~/P"P*(I'), the trace mapping is onto, and, for
p* > 2, this space can be characterized as

M
Wi=l/Phr () = {g € HWlfl/p*’p* (I';) : g is continuous at every corner x]} .
i=1

For p* = 2 the continuity requirement in the corners can be weakened to an integral
condition, see [10, Theorem 1.5.2.3(c)].

Lemma 3. Let g € W'=VP"P (") for some p* > 2. Then there exists a unique solution
2z € WHP(Q), for all p < p*, p < pp, of the equation

—Az=0imQ, z=g onT.

Proof. Due to the trace theorem, there exists a function G € W1P"(Q) such that its
trace is YG' = g. Moreover, we have that AG € W~17"(Q). If we define ( = z — G, then
it satisfies the boundary value problem

—A(=-AGinQ, (=0onT.
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Let p < p*, p <pp. Then (¢ € Wol’p(Q) (see above or cf. Dauge [8, Theorem 1.1(i)]; see
also Jerison and Kenig [12, Thms. 0.5, 1.1, 1.3]) and hence so does z € W1P(Q). O

Since the space of controls is L?(T'), the state equation must be understood in the
transposition sense. Following [2, 5], for u € L?(T'), we will say that y € L?(Q2) is a
solution of (L)) if for every f € L%(Q)

/nydx: —/Fu(?nzfda(x), (2.4)

where z; is defined in Lemma [Il The definition makes sense thanks to Corollary [2.

Existence, uniqueness and regularity of the solution in y € HY/ 2(Q) if Q is convex
domains is a classical result and can be proved via transposition and interpolation. Let
us briefly recall how this result is obtained for a convex domain. Consider the solution
operator S of (I.Il) with Su = y. Due to the Lemma [3] it is

S e L(HY*(I), H (Q)). (2.5)
Using the classical transposition method (cf. [13]) we also have that
S e L(HVA(), L2(Q)). (2.6)
The final result is obtained by interpolation using that
L2(T) = [HY2(0), H-V2(D)]y 5 and HV2(Q) = [H(), L*(Q)]1)2.

see e.g. [13l Chap. 1, Eq. (2.41)]) for the first result and notice that interpolation
results are valid for spaces posed on Lipschitz domains (cf. [3, Theorem 12.2.7] or [12]).
We cannot use this scheme straightforward because (2.6]) uses explicitly that for every
f € L*Q), zy € H*(Q), and this is not true for non-convex polygonal domains.

For problems posed on non-convex polygonal domains, Berggren [2] Theorem 4.2]
proves existence, uniqueness and regularity of the solution y € H!(Q2) for every 0 < t <
€ < 1/2 (e depends on the domain). We can also achieve y € H'/2(Q) in non-convex
domains. The proof of our following result uses interpolation spaces; a different proof
by using integral operators is given in [1].

Theorem 4. For every u € L*>(I') there exists a unique solution y € HY?(Q) of (L)
and

1911720y < Cllullz2(ry-
Proof. Notice that for 0 < e < 1/2, we also have that, for 6 = 1/(1 + 2¢),
LA(T) = [H'A(T), H*(T)]g and H"*(Q) = [H'(Q), H'/**(Q)]g

and therefore the result will be true if we can prove that S € L(H~5(T), H/?7¢(Q)) for
some € > 0.



DIRICHLET CONTROL IN POLYGONAL DOMAINS

Fix 0 < ¢ <min{\; — 1/2,1/2}. For any u € H¢(I"), we will say that y = Su if for
every f € L*(Q2)

/Q?/fdl“ = _<U,anzf>H*E(F),HE(F)- (2.7)

Notice that since ¢ < A\;—1/2 we have that z; € H>/?*¢(Q) and that 9,2 € H]M:1 He(T)) =
He(T') because € < 1/2 (cf. [10, Theorem 1.5.2.3(a)]). Moreover, due to the trace theo-
rem and elliptic regularity, we have that

10n2¢ [l ey < Ol re-1/2¢6)- (2.8)
Notice also that if u € H'/2(I") then the unique variational solution y € H*(Q) of
—Ay=0inQ, y=wuwonT

is a solution of ([Z1)) and if u € L?(T'), then (21 is the same as ([2.4]).

Let us prove uniqueness of the solution of (Z7) in L?(€2) first. If u = 0 and y = Su €
L?(€2), then, taking f = y as test function in ([2.7) we get Jo y?’dx = 0, and therefore
y = 0. Since the problem is linear, the solution is unique.

We next prove existence of a solution y € H'Y/27%(Q) of 7). We know (cf. [I0,
Theorem 1.4.2.4]) that HY/27¢(Q) = Hé/Q_E(Q) and hence (H1/2’€(Q))/ = H*"12(Q).
Denote

F ={f € L*(Q) such that [flgre=1/20) = 1}
For any v € H'Y?(T), y = Su, we use that L?(Q) is dense in H*~1/2(Q) and Z3J) to
obtain
”yHH1/2—s(Q) = sup(/, y>Hs—1/2(Q),H1/2—s(Q) = SUP/ yfdx
fer feFJQ

= Ssup _<U,anzf>H*E(F),HE(F) < sup HaanHHE(I‘)HuHH*E(F)
fer fer

Csup || fll ge—1/2qyllull ==y = Cllullm—=(r).- (2.9)
feF

IN

Take a sequence u, € HY%(T), u, — u € H¢(T), and let 3, = Suy. We have just
proved that

i = Yl g2« < N = el =<y

and therefore y;, converges in H'/27%(Q) to some y € HY?>75(Q) that is (the unique)
solution of the equation:

/yfda: = /limykfdﬂ::lim/ykfdx
Q Q k kJa

= lim —{ug, nzp) e (), ey = —m g, Onzg) e (v), e (r)
- —<U, aan>H—s(F)7H5(F).

Finally, (Z9) implies that S € L(H~¢(I"), H/?27¢(Q)) and the proof is complete. O
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The next result is rather technical. It will be used to describe precisely the structure
of the optimal state in the proof of Theorem [[3] below. In that result we will be able to
write the control as the sum of a regular part and a singular part. We show in Lemma
2.5 how to solve the state equation for singular boundary data. Besides the usual regular
and singular parts that we described in Lemma [I], a new singular part of the solution
arises from the boundary data.

Define the jump functions at the corners

_ 1 on{re€dK;: 0; =0}
Xi = { -1 on{ze aKj : 9]» = Wj}- (2.10)
Notice that x; =1 on Tj and y; = —1 on [';_;.

Lemma 5. Consider any pair of subsets H', H? C {1,..., M} and real numbers —1/2 <
nja and ajq for all j € H' and 0 < n;2 and a;z for all j € H? such that nj,/\; & Z for
any j € H", n =1,2. Define

— Tl e 62
u = E aja&ry + E Xjaj,2€r;" on I,
jeH! jEH?

take p such that

1<p<inf{1 :jeH",nzl,Qandnj,n<1},

—Njn
where we consider inf ) = 400 and define J3' as in [Z3). Then there exist unique real
numbers (Cj,m)jejzn, m = 1,2,3 and a unique solution y € HY?(Q) of equation (L))
such that

2 3
n Ajo.
Y = Yreg + Z Z ajmfj’l“;lj’ Sjm(ej) + Z Z Cj,mng‘;n / sm(m)\jHj), (2.11)
n=1 jeH" m=1 je,,]];"

where
(—1)n+t — cos(njwj)

sinl07) = sin(njw;)

and Yreg € W2P(Q). If, further, nj1 >0 for all j € H', then y € H'(Q).

sin (n;6;) + cos (1;60;) (2.12)

Proof. Since n;1 > —1/2, we have that u € L*(T") and y € H'/?(Q2) thanks to Theorem
[ If also nj1 > 0, then u € H'/2(T") and hence Lemma [3] gives us that y € H*(1).

Notice next that 7;, > —1/2 implies that 2/(1 — ;) > 4/3 and p is well defined.
A direct computation shows that for n = 1,2, y;,, = rﬁj’"sj,n(ﬂ) are respectively the

J
solutions of the problems

_ij71 =01in KJ7 Yj1 = T?j’l on BK],
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_ij72 =01in KJ, Yj2 = XjT‘;»]j’Q on OK]
Since Ay;1 = 0, we have that

2 n
AD D &yin =D D (4 +2Vy; V).

n=1jeJ" j=1jel™

Since |V .| < Crm’"fl, the condition imposed on p implies that
y]v ]

2
f= A Z Z aj,ngjyj,n € LP(Q)’

n=1jeJ"
. 2
and we can write y =y + >0 1 D icpn @5,n&jYjn, where

—Ay;=finQ, yy=0onT.

Applying Lemma [I] we obtain that y5 = yreq + Z?n:l ZjeJm cjmgjr;n)\j sin(mA;0;) and
P
the proof is complete. O

Although the maximum principle is a well known result for weak solutions of equation
(LI) (see the celebrated paper by Stampacchia [16]), we have not been able to find a
reference of its validity for solutions defined in the transposition sense (24]). For the
sake of completeness, we include such a result. First, we prove the following technical
lemma.

Lemma 6. Consider f € L*(2), f > 0 and let zy € H}(Q) be the solution of equation
@J). Then Opzy <0 a.e. onT.

Proof. Take u € C*°(T"), u > 0. Thanks to Lemmal3] the solution of equation (I.IJ) satis-
fies y € H'(Q) and the maximum principle for weak solutions, as proved by Stampacchia
[16], holds. Therefore y > 0. Integration by parts shows then that

OS/yfdx:—/uﬁanda(x)
Q T

and the result follows by the usual density argument. O

Theorem 7. Consider u € L*(T"). Then the solution y of equation (L)) belongs to
L>(Q) and
[yl zoo @) < llullLoo(ry-

Proof. Define K = ||ul| o). We will prove that y < K a.e. on €2, the proof for —y < K
being analogous.
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We already know that y € HY/2(Q) < L?(Q) (cf. Theorem H). Define yx = y — K
and y} = max(yx,0) € L?(Q). For every f € L?(Q) we deduce from (2.I)) that

/Q yie fdz = — /F (1 = K )z pdor ()

We take f = y} > 0. For this choice of f, we know from Lemma [0l that d,,zy < 0 a.e.
on I' and therefore

0< / (y)?de = / yryjde = — / (u — K)Opzpdo(x) < 0.
Q Q r

Soy};EOandng. O

3 Main regularity results for the control problem

The following result is standard and the proof can be found in [6]. Though in that
reference only convex domains are taken into account, this result is independent of the
convexity of the domain, once we have proved Corollary 2 and Theorem [l Here and in
the rest of the paper, Proj,;)(c) = min{b, max{a, c}} for any real numbers a, b, c.

Lemma 8. Suppose yo € L*(Q)). Then problem (P) has a unique solution @ € L*(T)
with related state y € H1/2(Q) and adjoint state ¢ € HE(Q). The following optimality
system is satisfied:

u(z) Proj, 4 <18n<p(x)> for a.e. x €T, (3.1)
P\ v
-Ay = 0 Q, g=uonl, (3.2)

—Ap = g—yainQ, g=0onTl.

As in the proof of Theorem [4] the solution of the state equation (8.2]) must be under-
stood in the transposition sense, whereas the adjoint state equation (3:3]) has a variational
solution.

Next we state a regularity result for the adjoint state in the framework of classical
Sobolev-Slobodetskif spaces. In the rest of this section we will suppose that yo € L* ()
where, 2 < s* < 400 satisfies

2(s* = 1) ‘
TgZWe{l,...,M}. (3.4)

Theorem 9. There exist a unique function ey € W2 () and unique real numbers
(¢j,m)jem , where Jg: is defined in (2.3)), such that

3
— _ A mA; .
P = Preg + Z Z ¢jm&ir; 7 sin(mA;0;). (3.5)

m=1jeJm.

10
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Proof. Since the problem is control constrained, u € L*°(I'), and by the maximum
principle proved in Theorem [, 7 € L>(Q). Therefore, j — yo € L* (Q), and we can use
Lemma [I} since the related adjoint state ¢ is the solution of (B.3])) we have that there
exist unique @reg € W% () and (&j,m)jegm such that relation (B3] holds. O

For any s > 2 we define the set
Hy={jel: x>1}
and for s > 2 and m= 2,3
H ={j e J&: &1 =0}

where the coefficients ¢;,, are the coefficients obtained in Theorem [@l Notice that the
indexes in H! correspond to convex corners. The indexes in H™ correspond to those
non-convex corners where the main part of the singularity of the adjoint state vanishes,
and hence the behavior of the solution at those non-convex corners can be somehow
compared to the behavior of the solution at the convex corners. Notice also that

Ug I = Ud_H {5 € T8 A < 1and ¢, # 0}
Consider also p > 2 such that for m =1,2,3

p<s", p< if j € Hix. (3.6)

2—m)\j

This condition on p appears in a natural way in the proof of Theorem [I1], see (B.I0]). If
s* > 2, then we can choose p > 2. With this choice we have that

Lemma 10. Let p satisfy (3.8) and for m = 1,2,3 consider j € HIt. Then

g e wTlpe(D), (3.7)

Proof. Take j € U3 _ H™ and consider N; the bounded cone of radius 2R; defined in
Section 2l We first prove that u; = T;nArl € WLP(N;y).

Since j € U2, _;H™, then mA; > 1, so mA; — 1 > 0 and T?Aj_l € C(N;) C LP(N;).

On the other hand |Vu;| = (mA; — 1)7“;71)”_2, and making the usual change of variables

to polar coordinates, we have

2R;
/ / VujlPde = (mA; = 1)'w; / DBy,
N;j 0

the last integral being convergent if and only if (mA; —2)p+1 > —1. Taking into account
that j € Ji* implies mA; < 2, the previous condition is fulfilled if and only if p < Q—mej’
which is the assumption.

Relation (B7) now follows from the smoothness of the cut-off function, the trace

theorem and the continuity of §jrm>‘771_ -

11
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Theorem 11. Let p satisfy [38). Then, the optimal control @ belongs to W=/P»(I),
the optimal state 3 belongs to WH4(Q) for all ¢ < p, ¢ < pp. In particular, if s* > 2,
both are continuous functions.

Proof. We will exploit the projection relation (3.I) and the expression for the adjoint
state obtained in (3.5).

Notice first that @4 € W25 (Q) and Preg = 0 on I, 50 0y Preg € Wi-1/s",s (') (cf.
[5, Lemma A.2] for the case s* =2 or [4] for the case s* > 2). Moreover, if s* > 2, then
On@reg(z;) = 0 on every corner the normal derivative of the regular part is a continuous
function on T.

We are going to compute now the normal derivative of the singular part. For any
m € {1,2,3} and j € JI¥, we have 8n§jr;n>‘j sin(mA;6;) € C°(I'\ {z;}), so we have that
for every compact set K C T'\ {z; : j € JL.}

Onp € WL/ (),

Near the corners, for 7; < R; we have on I'; (where §; = 0) that

mA; . 1 mA; .
Ot A sin(mA;0;)¢;, = —;8973 A sin(mA;6;)
j
= —m)\jr;n/\rl cos(mA;0) = —m)\jr;ﬂ)‘j*l (3.8)

and on I'j_; (where 6; = w;) that
1

8n7“;n)‘j sin(mA;0;)¢; = ;897";%)” sin(mA;6;)
j

m)\jr;nArl cos <mle> = (—1)mm)\j7";n)‘j71. (3.9)
Wi

Next we will distinguish two cases.

Case 1: if j € U3 _;H™ then mA; > 1 and hence the limit of both expressions is zero
as r; — 0. Noticing ([B.7), we have that the choice of the exponent p made in (B.6]) gives
us

3
On | Preg + Z Z éj,m@r;n}‘j sin(mA;0;) | € wi-l/pe (), (3.10)
m=1 jGHZi

So far, we can deduce that, for every compact set K C I'\ {z; : \; < 1,¢;1 # 0}
O € WITL/PP(K). (3.11)

Case 2: Now j € JL, \j < 1, and ¢j; # 0. We have (—1)™ = —1 and mA; — 1 < 0,
therefore using expressions ([B.8) and (3.9]) we have

. AN o
mlggjlj Onéjary’ sin(A;0;)&; = —sign(¢;,1)o0.

12
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If it happens that also j € J2 U J2., we have that for m = 2 and m = 3, mAj —1>0
and again the limit of both (B.8) and (3.9)) is zero. So we have that

3
lim 0, éj,mr;n)‘j sin(mA;0;)&; = — sign(é;1)oc.

T—Tj
m=1

If s* > 2, also on this corner
lim 0, @req(x) =0,

T—T;

and, trivially

3
. — _ . — AL 'H’L)\j . n. .
xl;rrmlj Onp(x) = xl;rrmlj (&chreg(x) +0On mgl Cjmr; " sin(mA; Hj)§]>
= —sign(¢;)oo. (3.12)

If s* = 2, as we said at the beginning of the proof, 0,%;eq € HI/Q(I‘), so it needs not be
even a bounded function. Nevertheless, since the singular part behaves like a negative
power of r;, this term dominates and we also have that (3.12]) holds.

As a consequence, there exists p; > 0 such that for € I' with |« — x;| < p; either
Projig g Onp =a or Projig g Onp = b depending on the sign of ¢;1. So the control is flat
near non-convex corners. This, together with the projection formula (B and (BT
implies that the optimal control belongs to W1~1/p» (T"). Finally, the regularity of the
optimal state 7 follows from Lemma [Bl O

Remark 12. We would like to remark that the case of having ¢;; = 0 can be seen as
a “rare” case in practice (although this can happen; see Example [[4] below). So the
“normal” case is that HY* = () for m = 2,3. In this case, in the choice of p made in (B.6])
the indexes m = 2,3 are excluded, and hence p will only depend max{w; : w; <7}, so
we get the same regularity for the control as that obtained in [6] for convex domains.

To describe more accurately the regularity of the state and the control, we have to
introduce some further notation. Consider the coefficients ¢, obtained in Theorem
and define the coeflicients

mAGim 60 € [a, 1)
Qjm = v (3.13)
0 if 0 & [a,b]

and the functions
(=1)™ ! — cos((mA; — 1w;)
sin((mA; — 1wj)

SJ"m(Hj) = sin ((m)\] — 1)9J) + cos ((m)\J — 1)9]) . (314)

The sets H7* will be used now to describe the singular part of the state and the control:

if 7 € H™, then fjr;mrl ¢ WhH3(Q) and §jr;mrl ¢ W'=1/55(T). Regarding (3I8), we

also mention that if A\; <1 —2/s, then §jr;‘j g Ws(Q).

13
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Theorem 13. Assume further that ab # 0. Then there exist a unique tyeq € W=1/s%87(1),
a Unique Yreg € Whs(Q), for all s < s*, s < pp, and unique real numbers (Cj)Ajgl—z/s
such that

T) =lreg+ D Y apmr™ T+ Yy a8 (3.15)

m=1,3 j€H". jEH2,

Y= Yreg + Z Z ajm&ry’ j SJ,m(aj) + Z ¢i&r; sm()\ 0;) (3.16)

m=1jeH™ Aj<1-2/s

where the x; are the jump functions at the corners defined in (ZI0), the s;,,(0) are
defined in (3.14) and the & are the cut-off functions.

Proof. From the considerations in the proof of Theorem [[T] we have that far from the
corners with index j € U3 _ H™, the optimal control is the projection of a function
that is either regular enough or tends to a signed co at one point, so it is clear that
Ureg € W=1/s%s" ().

Next we will check what happens in the neighborhoods of the corners with index
j €U HE

If 0 & [a,b] then the control would also be flat in neighborhoods of the corners with
index j € U3, _;H™ again because the normal derivative of the adjoint state is continuous
near the corner and 0 at the corner. Then ([B.I5]) holds with a;,, = 0.

If a < 0 < b, then the optimal control will coincide with 9,p/v. Using formulas (3.8
and (3.9) and taking into account the definition of the jump functions on the corners x;
(21I0), we have that there exists p; > 0 such that for all z € I' such that |z — z;| < p;

( 1, _ CiaAj -1 o
;(%gpreg(x) — —]’V Jrjj if j e Hé*,
1
w(x) = —0hp(x) = 1. Cia2Xi axn,—1 3.17
() = 5 onel) ~ OnPreg(2) —inj’y i R LR (317)
¢33} 331 i) & e Ut

and (3.13) holds for a; ., = —mé;mA;/v.
Let us finally check (3.I6]). We will write § = y1 + y2, where

—Ay; =0in Q, y1 = Upeg on T’

and

—Ayg =01in Q, Y2 = Z Z aj,mfjrm)‘f_l + Z Xjaj72§j7“2>\j_1 on I'.

m=1,3 jeHT jeH?*

14
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Using Lemma [3] we have that y; € Wh*(Q) for s < s*, s < pp. From Lemma [5] we have
that there exist a unique y2 .y € W2P(Q), p defined in (B.6]), and unique real numbers
¢;,m such that

3
Ai—1
Y2 = Y2regt+ Z Z aj,mgjrm ! 8j7m(0j)

m=1jeH™

3
+ Z Z cjmfjr;n)\j sin(mé;)

m=1jeJn

Since p > 2 and s < s* < 00, in dimension 2 we have thanks to usual Sobolev’s imbedding
W2P(Q) — WH5(Q) that ya,eq € WHH(Q).
As we already mentioned, among the terms of the second addend, those which corre-

spond to H™ are not in W1¥(Q). Notice that if s* < pp, and hence s < pp, then there
could be some terms in W#(Q), which we gather in a function y, e, € W1H5(Q).

For the last addend, we have that @T?Mj sin(mf;) ¢ WhHs(Q) iff mA; < 1 —2/s.
Since s > 2, this excludes the case m > 1. We gather all the other terms in a function
Yb,reg € Wl’S(Q).

So finally we have that the (BI6) holds for Jreg = Y1+ Y2.reg + Ya,reg + Ybreg € WH5(Q)
and ¢j = ¢j 1. O

Let us present now the example announced in Remark For the example, we want
to remark that our results are also applicable in curvilinear polygons without many
changes (see [10, Th. 5.2.7]). The only thing to take into account is that if the angle w;
between two curved arcs is grater than 7, then we must impose also s* < w;/(w; — )
(this is not the case in the following example).

Example 14. Let w; = 37/2 and consider the curvilinear polygon Q = {x € R? :
0<r<1, 0<6 < w}, where (r,0) are the usual polar coordinates. We have that
wo = wg = 7/2, and hence A\; = 2/3, \y = A3 = 2. Suppose yo € L>*(£2), so we may
choose any s* < +o0o. We have JL. = J2. = {1} and J3. = (. We also have p < 3. The
adjoint state can be written as

2 4
P = Preg + é1,1§1T2/3 sin <§0> -+ X161,2§1r4/3 sin <§0>
where Qreq € W2s® (Q) for all s* < 400. Take —a = b =1 for instance. If ¢;; # 0, then

H? = () for m = 1,2,3 and hence @ = @, € W!™1/5""(T).

Define now /
1 iff<w)/2
yalr) = { —1 i 6> w2 (3.18)

such that the problem is skew-symmetric with respect to the line with 6 = w;/2. The
skew-symmetry of the data suggests that the solution is skew-symmetric, i. e. that

15
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the symmetric contribution with r2/3 gin (%9) vanishes, ¢;; = 0 (result which we have
confirmed numerically), and hence

o 1/3
U = Upeg t+ Xlal,Zglr /

so @ € WI=1/PP(T) for all p < 3.

In Theorem [I3] we have excluded the cases a = 0 or b = 0. These cases can be treated
with the same techniques. Nevertheless, many cases may appear depending on which
of the bounds is zero and the sign of the coefficients of the singular part ¢;,,. As an
example, we will show how to treat some of these cases. We will discuss first what we
think is the “generic” case, and then a seemingly more “rare” case. Without loss of
generality suppose a =0, b > 0.

Case 1 Take j € H!, and suppose é;; # 0. Then in the expression for the normal
derivative of the adjoint state (3.17]), the term §j7“])»‘j ~! dominates the term OnPreg, since
grhi~l ¢ W=V (T) and 0,@reg € WY/ (T'). Therefore, if ¢;; < 0, we would
have that 0,¢(z) € [0,b] in a neighborhood of z;, and hence @(z) can be computed as
in (3I7). On the other hand, if ¢;; > 0, then 9,¢(x) < 0 in a neighborhood of z;, so
@(x) = 0 in that neighborhood. This would be the case of taking Example [[4] with the
following data: w; = 3w/4, a = 0, b = 1 and either yo = 1 or yo = —1, which would
give sign(cj,1) = — sign(ya).

Case 2 If j € H2 and ¢ < 0, then 9,4(z) € [0,b] in a neighborhood of z; on the side
I';, but 9,¢(x) < 0 in a neighborhood of x; on the side I';_1, so on I';, @(x) would have
the same expression as in ([B.I7), but, on I';_;, @(x) would be flat near the corner z;.
This would be the case of taking Example [[4] for a = 0, b = 1 and yq defined in (BI]]).

4 More regular data

Taking advantage of the regularity of the optimal state, we can obtain several results
for more regular data. We will write some results that we think will be useful for the
numerical analysis of problem (P). To be specific, to obtain error estimates for problems
with regular data, we will need that for yo € H'(Q), @ € H3/?75(T) (cf. Corollary [I8)
and W3P(Q) regularity of the regular part of the adjoint state if yo € WHP(Q), p > 2
(see Corollary [IT). Some other results can be obtained used the techniques exposed in
Section [l

Suppose now that yo € H' (Q), with 0 < t* < 1 such that
(1+t")/ N\ €ZVje{l,... M}
For t > —1 and m € Z define

I ={je{l,...,M} such that 0 < m)\; < 1+ 1}

16
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Notice again that due to our choice of t*, we only will deal with the cases m = 1,2, 3.

Corollary 15. There exist a unique function @re, € H>TV (Q) and unique real numbers
Cjm such that

3
_ _ ~ Ao
P = Preg + Z Z cjmgjr;n ? sin(mA;6;).

m=1 ]Ej?;b

Proof. Since t* > 0, there exists s* > 2 satisfying (3.4)) such that yo € L* (), and hence
we can apply Theorem [[1] and we have that also § € Wh4(Q) — HY(Q) — H (Q),
where ¢ > 2 is defined in Theorem [[Il The result follows directly from the adjoint state
equation (3.3]) thanks to the regularity results in [7, §23.C]; see also [I1, Th. 2.4.3 and
§2.7]. Notice that due to the conditions imposed on t*, logarithmic terms do not appear
in the development of the singular part. O

To describe the regularity of the optimal control and state, we first introduce the sets
Hfﬂ in an analogous way as we did for the sets HY*, the indexes being taken now in the
sets Ji" defined above instead of the sets J and considering the coefficients ¢;,1 obtained
in Corollary We next define the exponents ¢ > 0, related to the regularity of the
control, and £ > 0, related to the regularity of the state such that

t<t, t<l, t<m\—1ifjeH" m=123
t<t t<A.

The meaning of these bounds is the following. The regularity of the optimal control will
be limited by the regularity of the data, the impossibility of having a control globally in
H3/2(T) due to the corners and the bound constraints, and the singular behavior of the
control at the convex corners or the “special” nonconvex corners that may lay in H?L
for m = 2,3. The regularity of the optimal state will be limited by the regularity of the
control and the singular behavior at the nonconvex corners of the solution.

Corollary 16. Suppose that
gor{z €T : u(x) = a or u(z) = b} < +o0 (4.1)

(the number of points on the boundary in the topology of I of the active set is finite).
Then the optimal control @ belongs to HY/**(T) and 5 € H(Q).

Proof. The proof follows the lines of that of Theorem [l Since @re, € H>T () and
@reg = 0 on T its normal derivative will be in H'/?**(T") provided ¢ < t* and t < 1 (the
condition @eq = 0 on I' is needed for t* > 1/2 to prove that the normal derivative tends
to zero at the corners, and hence it is continuous; notice that for t* = 1 this continuity
is not enough to have that the normal derivative is in H3/2(I").)

This H'/?+t(I") regularity is not affected by the projection formula (ZI) because ¢ < 1
and we are supposing ([£.I]). The same happens with the singular terms such that é;; # 0

17



DIRICHLET CONTROL IN POLYGONAL DOMAINS

and A\; < 1. The rest of the singular terms in the expression for the normal derivative of
the adjoint state will be in H'/2T(T) since t < m); — 1 (see equations (B.8) and (B3)
for the expression of the normal derivatives of the singular part.)

Let us prove that j € H'(Q). Since 4 € H/2T(T), there exists some U € H(Q)
such that U = u on T'. Moreover, AU € H~1*(Q). So z = j — U is the solution of the
boundary value problem

—Az=AUinQ, z=0onT.

Using the regularity results in [7), §23.C] (see also [11, Th. 2.4.3 and §2.7]) we have that
there exist a unique 2,y € H 1H(Q) and unique coefficients c; ,, such that

3
2= Zreg + Z Z cj7m§jrmAj sin(mA;6;).

m:1jej7—nl+t
Since £ < A1, the singular part is in HH‘E(Q), and so is the optimal state. O

Finally, we will describe the adjoint state for even more regular data. In the rest of
this section we will suppose yq € WP (Q), p* > 2.

For p > 1 and m € Z define
m . 2
1p= jE{l,...,M}suchthatO<m)\j<3—];andm)\ng .

Now we have that Ji", = 0 if m > 5. We have to add the condition m\; ¢ Z otherwise
logarithmic terms may appear. Define also:

2
]L,gnp:{je{l,...,M} suchthat0<m)\j<3——andm)\jEZ}.
I, p

A direct calculation gives us that Ly, = 0) if m = 2 or m > 4, }Lip C{j: wj=m/2}
and L:f,p C{j: wj=3m/2}, and hence mA; =2 if j € LT",.

Consider now p > 2 such that, for m =1,2,3

* 2 e
Pﬁp,p<PD,P<mlfJ€HgiVs*<oo. (4.2)

In addition, we need to to assume

3p—2
)\jp

¢7Vje{l,...,M}.

With this notation, we have the following result.

18
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Corollary 17. There exist a unique function @req € W3P(Q) and unique real numbers
Cjm and dj ., such that

5
_ _ . o
© = Preg Tt Z Z cj,m§jr;n ?sin(mA;6;)
m=1 jeJ;”Lp

+ Z Z czjm{jr? (log(r;) sin(26;) + 0; cos(26;)) .

m=1,3 jeLt

Proof. Since p* > 2, yq € L% (Q) for any s* < co, and hence we can apply Theorem [IT]
and we have that also § € W1P(Q). The result follows directly from the adjoint state
equation (3.3 thanks to the regularity result [10, Th. 5.1.3.5]

= <Preg+z ngj 7 sin(mA;6;)

m=1jeJ’,

+ Z Z djm&r j log(rj)sm(m)\ i) + 05 cos(mA;0;)) .

m=1,3 jeLy,

and using that mA; =2 if j € L7, O

5 Problems without control constraints

For problems without control constraints, we obtain similar results. Indeed, for convex
domains and data yq € L* (Q), s* > 2, it is obvious from Theorem [I8 below that the
optimal control is a bounded function and hence all the results stated before apply.
Nevertheless, for nonconvex domains, we will not obtain a continuous control and the
singularities must be taken into account near all the corners. Therefore, the indexes for
the expansion of the singular parts must be taken running through all the sets J7*, and
not only through the sets HY".

Theorem 18. Suppose now that —a = b = 0o and yo € L* (Q), s* > 2. Then there
evists a unique Greg € WH5(Q), tyeg € WITVS3(T), Greg € WH(Q), for all s < s*,
s < pp, and unique real numbers (¢jm);jcym and (¢j)r;<1-2/s such that

@ = Preg + Z Z ¢j, mr 7 sin( (mA;0;)¢; (5.1)
m=1 jeJm
) =g+ Y D Gt T Y xgagmEr? (5.2)
m=1,3 jeJm JET?

Qﬁ\
@\

ZZaJm@ Teim@)+ Y gy sin(g)  (5.3)

m=1jeJm )\j<172/s
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where ajm and 55, (0) are given by the formulas (BI3) and (3.14).

Proof. The proof is very similar to those of theorems [9 [[1] and 3l We will only empha-
size on the main difference: at the beginning of the proof of Theorem [ we used that the
optimal control was bounded to obtain that the optimal state was a function in L ().
Now the optimal control is not bounded, so we use a bootstrapping argument to show
that g € L5(Q) for s < s*, s < pp. The result follows then using the same techniques as
before. Notice that now we do not need the sets H", since we do not have to exclude in
the expression of the singular part of the control the corners where the normal derivative
of the adjoint state is not bounded.

In a first step we have that @ € L?(T), and hence § € H/2(Q) ¢ L4(Q). If s* < 4 the
proof is complete since 4 < pp for any polygonal domain.

Suppose s* > 4. The normal derivative of the regular part of the adjoint state is
in W1=1/44(T"), but now, since we have no control constraints, we have to take into
account the normal derivative of the singular part near the non-convex corners. We
have so far that the optimal control can be written as the sum of a regular part, which is
in W1_1/474(F) plus a singular part, that behaves as ri‘l_l. For the regular part we apply
Lemma[Bland for the singular part we apply Lemmal[5l and we have that the optimal state
can be written as the sum of a regular part which is in Wh4(Q) ¢ L*"(Q) plus a singular
part that behaves at worst as 117 1¢; € L*(Q) for all s < 2/(1 —min{1,\;}) = pp. So
we have that g € L*(Q2) for all s < s* s < pp. O

We will finish this section stating some regularity results of the optimal solution in
the unconstrained case in some special situations.

Corollary 19. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem are satisfied. Then, for all
p < s*, p < pq we have that g € WP(Q), a € W'=V/PP(T) and 5 € WHP(Q).

Proof. Since p < s* and p < pq < pp, the regular parts of the involved functions satisfy
Ureg € Wlfl/p’p(l“), Ureg € WhP(Q) and Preg € W2s(2) due to Theorem I8

On the other hand, the assumption p < pq implies flri‘l_l € WP(Q), and hence
obviously &7 € W2P(Q) and &7~ € WI=1/P2(T). Since these are the worst terms
we may find in the singular parts, the proof is complete. O

With the same techniques of Section [ (Corollary and [I6) we can obtain the
following result.

Corollary 20. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem [I8 are satisfied and yo € H' (Q)
for some t* < 1. Define t > 0 such that

t<tt<l1, t<A — 1.

Then @ € HY/*(T') and y € H'TH(Q).
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