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A GRADIENT FLOW EQUATION FOR OPTIMAL CONTROL
PROBLEMS WITH END-POINT COST

A. SCAGLIOTTI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider a control system of the form & = F(z)u,
linear in the control variable u. Given a fixed starting point, we study a finite-
horizon optimal control problem, where we want to minimize a weighted sum
of an end-point cost and the squared 2-norm of the control. This functional
induces a gradient flow on the Hilbert space of admissible controls, and we prove
a convergence result by means of the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality. Finally, we
show that, if we let the weight of the end-point cost tend to infinity, the resulting
family of functionals is I'-convergent, and it turns out that the limiting problem
consists in joining the starting point and a minimizer of the end-point cost with
a horizontal length-minimizer path.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider a control system of the form
& = F(z)u, (1)

where F : R® — R™* is a Lipschitz-continuous function, and u € R is the control
variable. If k < n, for every x € R" we may think of the columns {F*(x)},—1 1 of
the matrix F(z) as an ortho-normal frame of vectors, defining a sub-Riemannian
structure on R"™. For a thorough introduction to the topic, we refer the reader
to the monograph [4]. In our framework, U := L?*([0, 1], R¥) will be the space of
admissible controls, equipped with the usual Hilbert space structure. Given a base-
point xy € R, for every u € U we consider the absolutely continuous trajectory
z, 1 [0,1] — R™ that solves

{xu(s) = F(xy(s))u(s) for ae. s€0,1], (2)
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For every 3 > 0 and zy € R™, we define the the functional F# : if — R, as follows:

Fo(u) o= sllullf + Balwa (1)), Q

where a : R"™ — R is a non-negative C''-regular function, and z,, : [0,1] — R" is
the solution of (2) corresponding to the control u € Y. In this paper we want to
investigate the gradient flow induced by the functional 7# on the Hilbert space I/,
i.e., the evolution equation
8tUt = —gﬁ[Ut]a (4)

where G# : U — U is the vector field on the Hilbert space U/ that represents the
differential dF? : U — U* through the Riesz’s isometry. In other words, for every
u € U, we denote with d,F” : U — R the differential of F7? at u, and G°[u] is
defined as the only element of &/ such that the identity

(G7[u], v)r2 = duF (v) (5)
holds for every v € U. In order to avoid confusion, we use different letters to
denote the time variable in the control system (2) and in the evolution equation
(4). Namely, the variable s € [0, 1] will be exclusively used for the control system
(2), while ¢ € [0,+00) will be employed only for the gradient flow (4) and the
corresponding trajectories. Moreover, when dealing with operators taking values
in a space of functions, we express the argument using the square brackets.

The first part of the paper is devoted to the formulation of the gradient flow
equation (4). In particular, we first study the differentiability of the functional
FB:U — R, then we introduce the vector field G° : U/ — U as the representation
of its differential, and finally we show that, under suitable assumptions, G” is
locally Lipschitz-continuous. As a matter of fact, it turns out that (4) can be
treated as an infinite-dimensional ODE, and we prove that, for every initial datum
Uy = uyp, the gradient flow equation (4) admits a unique continuously differentiable
solution U : [0,+00) — U. In the central part of this contribution we focus on
the asymptotic behavior of the curves that solve (4). The main result states that,
if the application F' : R® — R™** that defines the linear-control system (1) is
real-analytic as well as the function a : R® — R, that provides the end-point term
in (3), then, for every ug € H'([0,1],R*) C U, the curve t — U, that solves the
gradient flow equation (4) with initial datum Uy = u, satisfies

lim ||U; — tueol|z2 = 0, (6)

t——+o00
where u., € U is a critical point for F?. Finally, in the last part of this work
we prove a ['-convergence result concerning the family of functionals (F*)scr L
In particular, we show that, when § — 400, the limiting problem consists in
minimizing the L?-norm of the controls that steer the initial point x to the set
{z € R™ : a(x) = 0}. This fact can be applied, for example, to approximate
the problem of finding a sub-Riemannian length-minimizer curve that joins two
assigned points.
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We report below in detail the organization of the sections.
In Section 2 we introduce the linear-control system (1) and we establish some
preliminary results that will be used throughout the paper. In particular, in Sub-
section 2.2 we focus on the first variation of a trajectory when a perturbation of
the corresponding control occurs. In Subsection 2.3 we study the second variation
of the trajectories at the final evolution instant.
In Section 3 we prove that, for every intial datum ug € U, the evolution equation
(4) gives a well-defined Cauchy problem whose solutions exist for every ¢ > 0.
To see that, we use the results obtained in Subsection 2.2 to introduce the vector
field G : U — U satisfying (5) and to prove that it is Lipschitz-continuous when
restricted to the bounded subsets of &. Combining this fact with the theory of
ODEs in Banach spaces (see, e.g., [11]), it descends that, for every choice of the
initial datum Uy = wug, the evolution equation (4) admits a unique and locally
defined solution U : [0, ) — U, with o > 0. Using the particular structure of the
gradient flow equation (4), we finally manage to extend these solutions for every
positive time.
In Section 4 we prove that, if the Cauchy datum uy has Sobolev regularity (i.e.,
ug € H™([0, 1], R¥) C U for some positive integer m), then the curve ¢ — U, that
solves (4) and satisfies Uy = wg is pre-compact in U. The key-observation lies
in the fact that, under suitable regularity assumptions on F : R® — R™* and
a: R® — R, the Sobolev space H™([0,1],R) is invariant for the gradient flow
(4). Moreover, we obtain that, when the Cauchy datum belongs to H™([0, 1], R¥),
the curve ¢t — U, that solves (4) is bounded in the H™-norm.
In Section 5 we establish the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality for the functional
FP .U — R, under the assumption that F' : R® — R™* and a : R* — R,
are real-analytic. This family of inequalities was first introduced by Lojasiewicz in
[12] for real-analytic functions defined on a finite-dimensional domain. The gener-
alization of this result to real-analytic functionals defined on a Hilbert space was
proposed by Simon in [15], and since then it has revealed to be an invaluable tool
to study convergence properties of evolution equations (see the survey paper [7]).
Following this approach, the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality for the functional F7
is the cornerstone for the convergence result of the subsequent section.
In Section 6 we prove that, if the Cauchy datum belongs to H™ ([0, 1], R¥) for an
integer m > 1, the corresponding gradient flow trajectory converges to a critical
point of 7. This result requires that both F : R* — R™** and a : R — R, are
real-analytic. Indeed, we use the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality for 7% : U/ — R,
to show that the solutions of (4) with Sobolev-regular initial datum have finite
length. This fact immediately yield (6).
In Section 7 we study the behavior of the minimization problem (3) when the pos-
itive parameter § tends to infinity. We address this problem using the tools of the
[-convergence (see [8] for a complete introduction to the subject). In particular, we
consider U, := {u € U : ||u||r2 < p} and we equip it with the topology of the weak
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convergence of U. For every § > 0, we introduce the restrictions .7:5 = FP [
and we show that there exists a functional F, : U, — Ry U {400} such that the
family (F§)5€R+ I'-converges to F, as f — 4o00. In the case a : R* — R, admits a
unique point z; € R"™ such that a(z;) = 0, then the limiting problem of minimizing
the functional F, consists in finding (if it exists) a control v € U, with minimal
L?-norm such that the corresponding curve z,, : [0, 1] — R" defined by (2) satisfies
zu(1) = 1. The final result of Section 7 guarantees that the minimizers of .7-"5
provide L?-strong approximations of the minimizers of F,.

1.1. General notations. Let us briefly introduce some basic notations that will
be used throughout the paper. For every d > 1, we equip the space R? with the
standard Euclidean norm | - |5, i.e., [z]o = v/(2, 2)ga for every z € R?, induced by
the standard scalar product

d
(z, W)ga := Z 2w
i=1
for every z,w € R%. We shall often use the relation
1
ﬁ\dz < |zh < Vdlz, (7)
for every z € R? where |z|; = Zle |2¢|. For every d > 1, if M € R™ is an
endomorphism of R?, we define

(8)

We recall that in any finite-dimensional vector space, all the norms are equivalent.
In particular, if | - |4, | - |p are norms in R™? then there exists C' > 1 such that

1
a‘M‘AS ‘M‘BSC‘M‘A (9)
for every M € R4,

2. FRAMEWORK AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this paper we consider control systems on R™ with linear dependence in the
control variable u € R¥, i.e., of the form

&= F(x)u, (10)

where F : R® — R™ ¥ is a Lipschitz-continuous function. We use the notation F*
fori = 1,...,k to indicate the vector fields on R™ obtained by taking the columns
of F', and we denote by L > 0 the Lipschitz constant of these vector fields, i.e., we

set ) .
F _ [

L= sup sup | (z) W)l
i=1,...k z,ycRn |$ - y|2

(11)
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We immediately observe that (11) implies that the vector fields F, ... F* have
sub-linear growth, i.e., there exists C' > 0 such that

sup [F'(x)] < O(lz]z + 1) (12)
for every & € R™. Moreover, for every i = 1,..., k, if F* is differentiable at y € R",
then from (11) we deduce that
OF'(y)
< L. 13
‘ or |, ~ (13)

We define U := L*([0, 1], R¥) as the space of admissible controls, and we endow U
with the usual Hilbert space structure, induced by the scalar product

(u,v>L2:/0 (u(s),v(s))gr ds. (14)

Given xy € R", for every u € U, let z, : [0,1] — R™ be the absolutely continuous
curve that solves the following Cauchy problem:

{:@u(s) = F(zu(s))u(s) for ae. s € [0,1],

2,(0) = xo. (15)

We recall that, under the condition (11), the existence and uniqueness of the
solution of (15) is guaranteed by Carathéodory Theorem (see, e.g, [10, Theorem
5.3]). We insist on the fact that in this paper the Cauchy datum zq € R™ is
assumed to be assigned.

In the remainder of this section we introduce auxiliary results that will be useful
in the other sections. In Subsection 2.1 we recall some results concerning Sobolev
spaces in one-dimensional domains. In Subsection 2.2 and Subsection 2.3 we in-
vestigate the properties of the solutions of (15).

2.1. Sobolev spaces in one dimension. In this subsection we recall some results
for one-dimensional Sobolev spaces. Since in this paper we work only in Hilbert
spaces, we shall restrict our attention to the Sobolev exponent p = 2, i.e., we shall
state the results for the Sobolev spaces H™ := W™?2 with m > 1. For a complete
discussion on the topic, the reader is referred to [6, Chapter 8]. Throughout the
paper we use the convention H° := L2

For every integer d > 1, given a compact interval [a,b] C R, let C>([a, b], RY)
be the set of the C*°-regular functions with compact support in [a,b]. For every
¢ € C>([a,b],R?), we use the symbol ¢(*) to denote the (-th derivative of the
function ¢ : [a,b] — RY. For every m > 1, the function u € L?([a, b], R?) belongs
to the Sobolev space H™([a, b], R?) if and only if, for every integer 1 < ¢ < m there
exists u®) € L?([a,b], R?) such that the following identity holds

/ (u(s), #O(s))ga ds = (—1)" / (w®(s), (s))me ds
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for every ¢ € C°([a,b], R?). If u € H™([a, b], R?), then for every integer 1 < ¢ < m
u®) denotes the (-th Sobolev derivative of u. We recall that, for every m > 1,
H™([a,b],R?) is a Hilbert space (see, e.g., [6, Proposition 8.1]) when it is equipped
with the norm || - ||g= induced by the scalar product

(u, v)gm = (u,v) 2 + Z/ (u(s), v (s))ga ds.

We observe that, for every moy > my > 0, we have
[l < [ul[mms (16)

for every u € H™([a,b],R), i.e., the inclusion H™2([a,b],R?) — H™ ([a,b], R?)
is continuous. We recall that a linear and continuous application 7' : E; — FE,
between two Banach spaces Ei, Fy is compact if, for every bounded set B C FEj,
the image T'(B) is pre-compact with respect to the strong topology of E,. In the
following result we list three compact inclusions.

Theorem 2.1. For every m > 1, the following inclusions are compact:

H™([a,b],RY) — L*([a, b], RY), (17)
H™([a,b],RY) < C°([a, 1], RY), (18)
H™([a,b],RY) — H™ *([a, ], RY), (19)

Proof. When m = 1, (17)-(18) descend directly from [6, Theorem 8.8]. In the
case m > 2, we observe that, in virtue of (16), the immersion H™([a,b], R?) —
H*([a,b],RY) is continuous. Recalling that the composition of a linear continuous
operator with a linear compact one is still compact (see, e.g., [6, Proposition 6.3]),
we deduce that (17)-(18) holds also for m > 2.

When m = 1, (19) reduces to (17). For m > 2, (19) is proved by induc-
tion on m, using (17) and observing that u € H™([a, ], R?) implies that v} €
H™ 1([a,b],RY). O

Finally, we recall the notion of weak convergence. For every m > 0 (we set
HY := L?), if (un)n>1 is a sequence in H™([0, 1], RY) and u € H™([0, 1], R?), then
the sequence (uy,),>1 weakly converges to u if and only if

lim (v, u,) gm = (v, u) gm

n—o0
for every v € H™([0, 1], RY), and we write u,, —pgm u as n — oo. Finally, in view of
the compact inclusion (19) and of [6, Remark 6.2], for every m > 1, if a sequence
(tun)n>1 in H™([0, 1], R?) satisfies u,, —gm u as n — oo, then

lim ||u, — u||gm-1 = 0.
n—00
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2.2. General properties of the linear-control system (10). In this subsection
we investigate basic properties of the solutions of (15), with a particular focus on
the relation between the admissible control u € U and the corresponding trajectory
x,. We start by stating a version of the Gronwall-Bellman inequality, that will be
widely used later. We recall that this kind of inequalities plays an important role
in the study of integral and differential equations. For a complete survey on the
topic, the reader is referred to the textbook [13].

Lemma 2.2 (Gronwall-Bellman Inequality). Let f : [a,b] — R, be a non-negative
continuous function and let us assume that there exists a constant o > 0 and a
non-negative function 8 € L'([a,b],R}) such that

<0z+/5

for every s € [a,b]. Then, for every s € [a,b] the following inequality holds:
f(s) < aellPliot (20)
Proof. This statement follows as a particular case of [9, Theorem 5.1]. U

We recall that, for every u € U := L?([0, 1], R¥) the following inequality holds:

||u||L1:/Z|u (s)|ds < Vi /Z\ui(s)Pds:\/EHuHLz. (21)

We first show that, for every admissible control v € U, the corresponding so-
lution of (15) is bounded in the C%mnorm. In our framework, given a continuous
function f : [0,1] — R™, we set

[1fllco := sup |f(s)l2.

s€[0,1]

Lemma 2.3. Let u € U be an admissible control, and let z, : [0,1] — R" be the
solution of the Cauchy problem (15) corresponding to the control w. Then, the
following inequality holds:

lzlles < (lwolz + VECIul[2) e/ 5z, (22)
where C > 0 is the constant of sub-linear growth prescribed by (12).

Proof. Rewriting (15) in the integral form, we obtain the following inequality

|u(s |2<|aso|2+/ Z |F (2, (7)) o] (7 )|)d7

for every s € [0, 1]. Then, using (12), we deduce that

[zu(s)]2 < [zols + Cflul s +C/ |u(T)]1|wu(T)]2 dr.
0
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Finally, the thesis follows from Lemma 2.2 and (21). O

In the following proposition we prove that the solution of the Cauchy problem
(15) has a continuous dependence on the admissible control.

Proposition 2.4. Let us consider u,v € U and let x,, Tyyy : [0,1] — R"™ be the
solutions of the Cauchy problem (15) corresponding, respectively, to the controls u
and u+v. Then, for every R > 0 there exists Lr > 0 such that the inequality

|Zuso = Zulloo < Lil|v]] 2 (23)
holds for every u,v € U such that ||u||rz, ||v||2 < R.

Proof. Using the fact that x, and z,., are solutions of (15), for every s € [0, 1] we
have that

runnls) = (sl < [ Z (Ml (7)) dr
<[ Z () = Fau(lalo (7)) dr

Recalling that ||v||zz < R, in virtue of Lemma 2.3, we obtain that there exists
Cgr > 0 such that

sup  sup ‘Fi<xu+v<7->>|2 < CR'
re[0,1] i=1,...k

Hence, using (21), we deduce that

| Z [F ™)l (0)]) dr < CavRllole (24)

On the other hand, from the Lipschitz-continuity condition (11) it follows that

[F (@uro(7)) = F'(2u(7T)]2 < Llzuso (1) — 2 (7)) 3 (25)
for every i = 1,..., k and for every 7 € [0, 1]. Using (24) and (25), we deduce that

[Zuso(8) = 2u(8)|2 < CrVEl[0]]12 + L/ [u(m) 1] 2upo(T) = 2u(7)]2dr, (26)
0
for every s € [0, 1]. By applying Lemma 2.2 to (26), we obtain that

|[Zuto(8) — 2u(s)2 < eLHuHLlCR\/EHUHLQ’
for every s € [0, 1]. Recalling (21) and setting

Lp:= eL\/ERCR\/E,

we prove (23). O
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The previous result shows that the map u — =z, is Lipschitz-continuous when
restricted to any bounded set of the space of admissible controls &/. We remark
that Proposition 2.4 holds under the sole assumption that the controlled vector
fields F*',...,F* : R® — R" are Lipschitz-continuous. In the next result, by
requiring that the controlled vector fields are C'-regular, we compute the first
order variation of the solution of (15) resulting from a perturbation in the control.

Proposition 2.5. Let us assume that the vector fields F*, ..., F* defining the
control system (15) are C'-regular. For every u,v € U, for every ¢ € (0,1], let
Ty Tuyey & [0, 1] = R™ be the solutions of (15) corresponding, respectively, to the
admissible controls w and u+ cv. Then, we have that

|| Tyser — Tu — €Ypl|co = 0(€) as e — 0, (27)

where y? : [0,1] — R™ is the solution of the following affine system:

J(s) = Flau(s) (Zu O ”).y:z(s) (28)

for a.e. s €0,1], and with y2(0) = 0.

Proof. Setting R := ||u||zz + ||v||z2, we observe that ||u + ev||r2 < R for every

€ (0,1]. Owing to Lemma 2.3, we deduce that there exists a compact K C R”
such that x,(s), Tyien(s) € Kg for every s € [0, 1] and for every € € (0,1]. Using
the fact that F',..., F* are assumed to be C'-regular, we deduce that they are
uniformly continuous on Kgx. This is equivalent to say that there exists a non-
decreasing function ¢ : [0,+0c0) — [0, +00) such that 6(0) = lim,_0d(r) = 0
and

OF(z OF (x
( 1) . ( 2) (|l‘1 —ZL‘2|)
ox or |,
for every x1,z9 € K and for every ¢ = 1, ..., k. This fact implies that there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that for every ¢« = 1,...,k and for every x1, 29 € Kp the

following inequality is satisfied:

OF ()
ox

’F2<.§U2) — F'(x;) — (xe —x1)| < C8(|xy — 22]) |21 — 22]. (29)

Let us consider the non-autonomous affine system (28). In virtue of Carathéodory
Theorem (see [10, Theorem 5.3]), we deduce that the system (28) admits a unique
absolutely continuous solution y? : [0,1] — R™. For every s € [0, 1], let us define

§(5) = Tusen(s) — zuls) — ey, (s). (30)
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Therefore, in view of (15) and (28), for a.e. s € [0, 1] we compute

k
[€(s)]2 <e Z | F (@ute(s)) = F (2u(s))[2]0"(5)]

k

2

i=1

F(ruienls)) — Pan(s) — 20Dy (o)

2

On one hand, using Proposition 2.4 and the Lipschitz-continuity assumption (11),
we deduce that there exists L' > 0 such that

eY |F (wuren(s)) = F'(wu(s))]2 < L[] 12> (31)

i=1

for every s € [0,1] and for every € € (0,1]. On the other hand, for every i =
1,...,n, combining Proposition 2.4, the inequality (29) and the estimate of the
norm of the Jacobian (13), we obtain that there exists L” > 0 such that

F (@sms(9) P ((5)) — 20D
< P sl — Paa(s) ~ 20D )~ aue)

NLLIERD)

o (qurev(S) — SL’U(S) — gy:i((g))

2

< C[a(L" Jollz22)L" ol 22| + LIE(S)la.

for every s € [0, 1] and for every ¢ € (0, 1]. Combining the last inequality and (31),
it follows that

€(s)l2 < Lre® + Lilu(s)i6(Lge)e + Llu(s)[1€(s)]s (32)
for a.e. s € [0,1] and for every € € (0, 1], where we set Lg := max{L’, L"}||v]|z.

Finally, recalling that [£(0)|s = |Zyte0(0) — 24, (0) —ey2(0)|2 = 0 for every € € (0, 1],
we have that

E(s)]e < / éladr < La® + Lallulld(Lae)e + L / ()l 2 dr.

for every s € [0, 1] and for every € € (0, 1]. Using Lemma 2.2 and (30), we deduce
(27). O
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Let us assume that F!,... F* are Cl-regular. For every admissible control
u € U, let us define A, € L*([0, 1], R™ ") as

k .
ir oy OF" (zu(s))
s = 3 () ) (33)
i=1 v
for a.e. s € [0,1]. For every u € U, let us introduce the absolutely continuous

curve M, : [0,1] — R™" defined as the solution of the following linear Cauchy
problem:

M,(0) = Id. (34)

The existence and uniqueness of the solution of (34) descends once again from the
Carathéodory Theorem. We can prove the following result.

{Mu(s) = A, (s)M,(s) for a.e. s €0,1],

Lemma 2.6. Let us assume that the vector fields F', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C-regular. For every admissible control u € U, let M, : [0,1] —
R™ ™ be the solution of the Cauchy problem (34). Then, for every s € [0,1], M,(s)
1s invertible, and the following estimates hold:

[Mu(s)l2 < Cu,  [My (5)|2 < Cl, (35)

where
C, = eVELIull L2

Proof. Let us consider the absolutely continuous curve N, : [0,1] — R™*" that
solves
{Nu(s) = —N,(s)A,(s) for ae. se[0,1], (36)

N,(0) = Id.

The existence and uniqueness of the solution of (36) is guaranteed by Carathéodory
Theorem. Recalling the Leibniz rule for Sobolev functions (see, e.g., [6, Corol-
lary 8.10]), a simple computation shows that the identity N, (s)M,(s) = Id holds
for every s € [0,1]. This proves that M, (s) is invertible and that N,(s) = M, !(s)
for every s € [0, 1]. In order to prove the bound on the norm of the matrix M,(s),

we shall study |M,(s)z|2, for z € R™. Using (34), we deduce that
| Mo (5)z]2 < 2|2 +/ | Au(7)]2| Mu(7)2]2 d7
0

<l L [ fulo)il M)zl
0

where we used (13). Using Lemma 2.2, and recalling (8) and (21), we obtain
that the inequality (35) holds for M,(s), for every s € [0,1]. Using (36) and
applying the same argument, it is possible to prove that (35) holds as well for
Nyu(s) = M 1(s), for every s € [0, 1]. O

u
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Using the curve M, : [0, 1] — R™*" defined by (34), we can rewrite the solution
of the affine system (28) for the first-order variation of the trajectory. Indeed, for
every u,v € U, a direct computation shows that the function y? : [0,1] — R™ that
solves (28) can be expressed as

/ M, ()M (7) (2 (7))ol(r) dr (37)
for every s € [0, 1]. Using (37) we can prove an estimate of the norm of y..

Lemma 2.7. Let us assume that the vector fields F', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C'-reqular. Let us consider u,v € U, and let y¥ : [0,1] — R" be
the solution of the affine system (28) with y2(0) = 0. Then, for every R > 0 there
exists Cr > 0 such that the following inequality holds

1Y (8)]2 < Crllv]] 12 (38)
for every s € [0,1] and for every u € U satisfying ||ul|zz < R.
Proof. In virtue of (37), we have that

Yu(8)]2 < /}M (7)F (z,(7))v(T)]| dr.

Using (35), (22) and (12), we deduce that there exists C'; > 0 such that

e < Cp [ ool dr
0
for every s € [0, 1]. Combining this with (21), we deduce the thesis. O

Let us introduce the end-point map associated to the control system (15). For
every s € [0, 1], let us consider the map Ps : i/ — R" defined as

P, u Py(u) := x,(s), (39)

where z, : [0,1] — R" is the solution of (15) corresponding to the admissible
control u € U. Using the results obtained before, it follows that the end-point
map is differentiable.

Proposition 2.8. Let us assume that the vector fields F*,..., F* defining the
control system (15) are Ct-reqular. For every s € [0,1], let Py : U — R™ be the
end-point map defined by (39). Then, for every u € U, Py is Gateaux differentiable
at u, and the differential D, P, = (D,P},...,D,P") : U — R" is a linear and
continuous operator. Moreover, using the Riesz’s isometry, for every u € U and
for every s € [0, 1], every component of the differential D, Ps can be represented as
follows:

D.Pi(v / ()01 . (40)
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where, for every j =1,...,n, the function ggu :[0,1] — R¥ is defined as
T
, ejTMustlTquT) 7 €0, 5],
o () = § (@MU (O () 0,5 (a)
T € (s,1],
where the column vector € is the j-th element of the standard basis {e',... e"}
of R™.

Proof. For every s € [0,1], Proposition 2.5 guarantees that the end-point map
P, : U — R" is Gateaux differentiable at every point u € Y. In particular, for
every u,v € U and for every s € [0, 1] the following identity holds:

DuPy(v) = 42(s). (42)
Moreover, (37) shows that the differential D, P; : Y — R™ is linear, and Lemma 2.7
implies that it is continuous. The representation follows as well from (37). U

Remark 1. In the previous proof we used Lemma 2.7 to deduce for every u € U the
continuity of the linear operator D, P, : Y — R™. Actually, Lemma 2.7 is slightly
more informative, since it implies that for every R > 0 there exists Cr > 0 such
that
| DuPs(v)l2 < Cgllv]] 12 (43)
for every v € U and for every u € U such that ||ul|,2 < R. As a matter of fact,
we deduce that ‘
g2 ullz2 < Cr (44)
forevery j = 1,...,n, for every s € [0, 1] and for every u € U such that ||ul|.z < R.

Remark 2. Tt is interesting to observe that, for every s € (0,1] and for every
u € U, the function gg,u : [0,1] — RF that provides the representation the j-th
component of D, Py is absolutely continuous on the interval [0, s|, being the product
of absolutely continuous matrix-valued curves. Indeed, on one hand, 7 +— F(z,(7))
is absolutely continuous, being the composition of a C''-regular function with the
absolutely continuous curve 7 — x,(7) (see, e.g., [6, Corollary 8.11]). On the other
hand, 7+ M, !(7) is absolutely continuous as well, since it solves (36).

We now prove that for every s € [0,1] the differential of the end-point map
u +— D,P, is Lipschitz-continuous on the bounded subsets of ¢4. This result
requires further regularity assumptions on the controlled vector fields. We first
establish an auxiliary result concerning the matrix-valued curve that solves (34).

Lemma 2.9. Let us assume that the vector fields F*, ... F* defining the control
system (15) are C*-reqular. For every u,w € U, let M, My, : [0,1] — R™*"
be the solutions of (34) corresponding to the admissible controls u and u + w,
respectively. Then, for every R > 0 there exists Lr > 0 such that, for every
u,w € U satisfying ||u]|r2, ||w||rz < R, we have

[ My (s) = Mu(s)l2 < Lg|w][r2, (45)
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and
|M, L (s) — M, (s)]2 < Lillw|| 2 (46)

u+w

for every s € [0, 1].

Proof. Let us consider R > 0, and let u,w € U be such that ||u||z2,||w||2 < R.
We observe that Lemma 2.3 implies that there exists a compact set Kz C R™ such
that x,(s), Turw(s) € Kg for every s € [0,1]. The hypothesis that F'!,... F? are

t OF! AFk
)

C?-regular implies that there exists L, > 0 such tha .., %o are Lipschitz-

continuous in K with constant L. From (34), we have that

Myt (5) = Mu(8)]2 = [Aus(5) Mura () — Au(s) Mu(8)l2, (47)

for a.e. s € [0,1]. In particular, for a.e. s € [0,1], we can compute

k . .
OF* (xurw(s)) _ OF'(zu(s))| |
[aral) = Au(o)a < D | Tt = SR )
k .
OF" (Ty10(8)) i
D e R
and using Proposition 2.4, the Lipschitz continuity of aa—f;, ceey 88—1“;k and (13), we
obtain that there exists L7, > 0 such that
|[Autu(s) = Au(s)l2 < Lillwl]2lu(s)l + Llw(s)h, (48)
for a.e. s € [0, 1]. Using once again (13), we have that
[Au(s)l2 < Llu(s)|s, (49)

for a.e. s € [0,1]. Combining (48)-(49) with the triangular inequality at the
right-hand side of (47), we deduce that

[Muru(s) = Mu(s)]2 <Ch(Lgllwllzzlu(s)ly + Liw(s)])
+ Llu(s)[1|Muyuw(s) — Mu(s)]2,
for a.e. s € [0,1], where we used Lemma 2.6 to deduce that there exists C > 0

such that |M,,(s)| < C% for every s € [0, 1]. Recalling that the Cauchy datum
of (34) prescribes M, ,,(0) = M, (0) = Id, the last inequality yields

wmm%Mmm;[MMm—mwa

< Cpllwl|r2 + L/ |u(8) 1| My (T) = Mu(7)l2 dT,
0

for every s € [0, 1], where we used (21) and where C7%, > 0 is a constant depending
only on R. Finally, Lemma 2.2 implies the first inequality of the thesis. Recall-
ing that s — M, !(s) and s — M,/ (s) are absolutely continuous curves that
solve (36), repeating verbatim the same argument as above, we deduce the second

inequality of the thesis. ([l
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We are now in position to prove the regularity result on the differential of the
end-point map.

Proposition 2.10. Let us assume that the vector fields F*,..., F* defining the
control system (15) are C*-regqular. Then, for every R > 0 there exists Lr > 0
such that, for every u,w € U satisfying ||u||r2, ||w]|r2 < R, the following inequality
holds

IDuswPo(v) = DuPy()lz < Lallwllzel o]l (50)

for every s € [0,1] and for every v € U.
Proof. In virtue of Proposition 2.8, it is sufficient to prove that there exists Lr > 0
such that ‘

195 utw — GEullz < Lr[|w]|r2 (51)
for every j = 1,...,n and for every u,w € U such that ||u||re,|lw||z < R,
where gg,u +w,g§7u are defined as in (41). Let us consider u,w € U satisfying

[|lu|[z2, ||w]||r2 < R. The inequality (51) will in turn follow if we show that there
exists a constant Lg > 0 such that

[ Muiio(8) My oy (T)F (20(7)) = Mu(8) M (T)F (2(7))]2 < Lallwllze,  (52)
for every s € [0,1], for every 7 € [0,s] and for every u,w € U that satisfy

[|u||zz2, ||w||r2 < R. Owing to Proposition 2.4 and (11), it follows that there exists
L'y > 0 such that

|F(zusw(s) = Fzu(s))]2 < Lpllwl|r2, (53)

for every s € [0,1] and for every u, w € U satisfying ||u|| L2, ||w||z2 < R. Using the
triangular inequality in (52), we compute

| Musao ()M, 1 (7) F (200(7)) = Mo (8) M, (7) F (7)) 2
< [Mutw(s) = Mu(s)]2| u+w( T2 F(Zutw(7))l2
+ [ My () |2 M, L (7) = M) 2| F (2040 (7)) 2
+[My(3)|2| M, (7)) IF(xu+w( ) = F(zu(7))]2

for every s € [0,1] and for every 7 € [0, s]. Using (53), Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.9
in the last inequality, we deduce that (52) holds. This concludes the proof. 0J

)2l
)l2[ M

2

2.3. Second-order differential of the end-point map. In this subsection we
study the second-order variation of the end-point map P; : 4 — R™ defined in
(39). The main results reported here will be stated in the case s = 1, which
corresponds to the final evolution instant of the control system (15). However, they
can be extended (with minor adjustments) also in the case s € (0,1). Similarly
as done in Subsection 2.2, we show that, under proper regularity assumptions
on the controlled vector fields F',..., F*, the end-point map P, : Y — R” is
C?-regular. Therefore, for every u € U we can consider the second differential
D2P; : U xU — R™, which turns out to be a bilinear and symmetric operator. For



16 A. SCAGLIOTTI

every v € R™, we provide a representation of the bilinear form v-D2 Py : UxU — R,
and we prove that it is a compact self-adjoint operator.

Before proceeding, we introduce some notations. We define V := L%([0, 1], R"),
and we equip it with the usual Hilbert space structure. In order to avoid confusion,
in the present subsection we denote with || ||, and || - ||, the norms of the Hilbert
spaces U and V), respectively. We use a similar convention for the respective scalar
products, too. Moreover, given an application R : U — V), for every u € U we use
the notation R[u] € V to denote the image of u through R. Then, for s € [0, 1], we
write R[ul(s) € R™ to refer to the value of (a representative of) the function R[u]
at the point s. More generally, we adopt this convention for every function-valued
operator.

It is convenient to introduce a linear operator that will be useful to derive the
expression of the second differential of the end-point map. Assuming that the
controlled fields ', ..., F* are C'-regular, for every u € U we define £, : U — V
as follows:

Lu[v](s) = yy(s) (54)

for every s € [0, 1], where 3 : [0, 1] — R™ is the curve introduced in Proposition 2.5
that solves the affine system (28). Recalling (37), we have that the identity

Lu[v](s) = /0 M ()M, (1) F(zu(7))v(7) dr (55)

holds for every s € [0, 1] and for every v € U, and this shows that £, is a linear
operator. Moreover, using the standard Hilbert space structure of & and of V,
for every u € U we can introduce the adjoint of L£,, namely the linear operator
LV — U that satisfies

(Lolw], vy = (Lulv], w)y (56)
for every v € Y and w € V.

Remark 3. We recall a result in functional analysis concerning the norm of the ad-
joint of a bounded linear operator. For further details, see [6, Remark 2.16]. Given
two Banach spaces E, Es, let £ (E4, Ey) be the Banach space of the bounded lin-
ear operators from E; to Fs,, equipped with the norm induced by FE; and Es.
Let Ef, E3 be the dual spaces of Ej, Es, respectively, and let Z(E3, EY) be de-
fined as above. Therefore, if A € Z(FE1, E»), then the adjoint operator satisfies
A* € Z(E;, EY), and the following identity holds:

|A*||.2(Ez,25) = ||All 281, E2)-

If Ey, E5 are Hilbert spaces, using the Riesz’s isometry it is possible to write A*
as an element of Z(F,, E;), and the identity of the norms is still satisfied.

We now show that £, and L} are bounded and compact operators.
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Lemma 2.11. Let us assume that the vector fields F*, ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C'-regular. Then, for every u € U, the linear operators L,
U —V and LS, -V — U defined, respectively, by (54) and (56) are bounded and
compact.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the statement for the operator £, : 4 — V. Indeed, if
L, is bounded and compact, then £ : V — U is as well Indeed, the boundedness of
the adjoint descends from Remark 3, while the compactness from [6, Theorem 6.4]).
Using Lemma 2.7 we obtain that, for every u € U, there exists C' > 0 such that
the following inequality holds

1£u[o]llco < Cl|v]lu, (57)

for every v € U. Recalling the continuous inclusion C°([0, 1], R™) < V), we deduce
that £, is a continuous linear operator. In view of Theorem 2.1, in order to prove
that £, is compact, it is sufficient to prove that, for every u € U, there exists
C" > 0 such that

£ulo]llr < Cloll (58)
for every v € U. However, from the definition of £, [v] given in (54), it follows that

L L.(s) = (o)

for a.e. s € [0,1]. Therefore, from (28) and Lemma 2.7, we deduce that (58)
holds. O]

In the next result we study the local Lipschitz-continuity of the correspondence
u— L,.

Lemma 2.12. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C%-regular. Then, for every R > 0 there exists Ly > 0 such that

[Luswlv] = Lu[v]lly < Le[|wllul|v]l (59)
for every v € U and for every u,w € U such that ||ully, ||w|lu < R.

Proof. Recalling the continuous inclusion C°([0,1],R") — V, it is sufficient to
prove that for every R > 0 there exists Lr > 0 such that, for every s € [0, 1], the
following inequality is satisfied

|Luswlv](s) = Lulv](s)]2 < Lrllwllulvll (60)

for every v € U and for every u,w € U such that ||ul|y, ||w|ly < R. On the other
hand, (55) implies that

|Lutw([v](s) = Lulv](s)]2

/ | Mt (8) Moo (T)F (2ur(7)) = Mu(s) My (T) F (w(7)) 2o(7)]2 .
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However, using Proposition 2.4, Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.9, we obtain that there
exists L, > 0 such that

[ Mt (8) Moo (T)F (2u0(7)) — Mu(8) My (T)F (7)) ]2 < Lipllw]l

u

for every s, 7 € [0, 1] and for every u, w € U such that ||u||y, ||w||y < R. Combining
the last two inequalities, we deduce that (60) holds. O

Remark 4. From Lemma 2.12 and Remark 3 it follows that the correspondence
u +— L7 is as well Lipschitz-continuous on the bounded sets of .

If the vector fields ', ..., F* are C%-regular, we write a;f;l, . a;:f;k to denote

their second differential, i.e., for every ¢ = 1,...,k and for every y € R", the
2k

application agfﬂ@) : R®" x R® — R” is the symmetric and bilinear operator that

satisfies
~ ~ OF"(y) 1PF(y)
F h) — F'(y) — h) — =
(y+h) = Fy) = —5 =(h) = 5=
as |h|a — 0.
In the next result we investigate the second-order variation of the solutions
produced by the control system (15).

(h, h) = o(|h]3)

Proposition 2.13. Let us assume that the vector fields F*,..., F* defining the
control system (15) are C*-reqular. For every u,v,w € U, for every ¢ € (0,1],
let Yo, Yoo © 10,1] = R™ be the solutions of (28) corresponding to the first-order
variation v and to the admissible controls u and u + ew, respectively. Therefore,
we have that

SUP  |[|Yutew — Yu — €22 |lco = 0(€) as e — 0, (61)
o]l 2 <1

where z2" 2 [0,1] — R™ is the solution of the following affine system:

+ 3w D () ) (63)
+ Z“i(s)wzii’%) (64)

with 22" (0) = 0, and where y2,y? : [0,1] — R" are the solutions of (28) cor-
responding to the admissible control u and to the first-order variations v and w,
respectively.

Proof. The proof of this result follows using the same kind of techniques and
computations as in the proof of Proposition 2.5. U
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Remark 5. Similarly as done in (37) for the first-order variation, we can express
the solution of the affine system (62)-(64) through an integral formula. Indeed, for
every u,v,w € U, for every s € [0, 1] we have that

/ M, ( (iv \OF( ‘C“< OF (™)) o i) (65)

+Zw OF( ‘”“( OF (@ul®)) i) (66)

(67)

where we used the linear operator £, : Y — V defined in (54). From the pre-
vious expression it follows that, for every u,v,w € U, the roles of v and w are
interchangeable, i.e., for every s € [0, 1] we have that 22%(s) = 2(s). Moreover,
we observe that, for every s € [0,1] and for every u € U, 2" (s) is bilinear with
respect to v and w.

We are now in position to introduce the second differential of the end-point
map P, : U — R™ defined in (39). In view of the applications in the forthcoming
sections, we shall focus on the case s = 1, i.e., we consider the map P, : U/ — R"™.
Before proceeding, for every u € U we define the symmetric and bilinear map
B, : U xU — R" as follows

B,(v,w) := 22" (1). (68)

Proposition 2.14. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the
control system (15) are C?-reqular. Let P, : U — R™ be the end-point map defined
by (39), and, for every w € U, let D, P, : U — R™ be its differential. Then, the
correspondence u — D, Py is Gateaux differentiable at every u € U, namely
DyiewPi(v) — D, P
lim sup =10 1) _ B, (v,w)| =0, (69)

€20 o] 2 <1 € 2

where B, : U x U — R™ 1s the bilinear, symmetric and bounded operator defined
n (68).

Proof. In view of (42), for every u,v,w € U and for every ¢ € (0, 1], we have that
D,Pi(v) = yo(1) and DyyewPi(v) = yp (1), Therefore, (69) follows directly
from (61) and from (68). The symmetry and the bilinearity of B, : U x Y — R"
descend from the observations in Remark 5. Finally, we have to show that, for
every u € U, there exists C' > 0 such that

|Bu(v, w)lz < Cfv]] 2| [w]] 2
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for every v,w € U. Recalling (68) and the integral expression (65)-(67), the last
inequality follows from the estimate (57), from Lemma 2.6, from Proposition 2.3
and from the C?-regularity of F!, ..., F*. O

In view of the previous result, for every u € U, we use D*P, : U x U — R" to
denote the second differential of the end-point map P, : 4/ — R™. Moreover, for
every u,v,w € U we have the following identities:

D2Pi(v,w) = By(v,w) = 22 (1). (70)

Remark 6. Tt is possible to prove that the correspondence u +— D2P; is continu-
ous. In particular, under the further assumption that the controlled vector fields
F1, ... F* are C3-regular, the application u — D?P, is Lipschitz-continuous on
the bounded subsets of U. Indeed, taking into account (70) and (65)-(67), this fact
follows from Lemma 2.9, from Lemma 2.12 and from the regularity of F!,... FF.

For every v € R"™ and for every u € U, we can consider the bilinear form
v-D2P, : U x U — R, which is defined as

v D2P(v,w) := (v, D2P(v,w))Rn. (71)

We conclude this section by showing that, using the scalar product of U, the
bilinear form defined in (71) can be represented as a self-adjoint compact operator.
Before proceeding, it is convenient to introduce two auxiliary linear operators. In
this part we assume that the vector fields F'',..., F* are C?-regular. For every
u € U let us consider the application MY : U — V defined as follows:

A , T
v - i OF (@u(T))
ME](T) = (Mu(l)Mul(T)Zv (N—F" ] v (72)
i=1
for a.e. 7 € [0, 1], where z,, : [0,1] — R" is the solution of (15) and M, : [0,1] —
R™" is defined in (34). We recall that, for every i = 1,..., k and for every y € R",
% :R* x R" — R" is a symmetric and bilinear function. Hence, for every
i=1,...,k, for every u € U and for every 7 € [0, 1], we have that the application

_ PF (T
omo) e v MM T D
is a symmetric and bilinear form on R™. Therefore, for every i = 1,. .., k, for every

u € U and for every 7 € [0, 1], we introduce the symmetric matrix S»'(7) € R™*"
that satisfies the identity
, L OPF N (xy(T
(52 m e = v 2, () D g )
for every n;,m, € R™. We define the linear operator S¥ : C°([0,1],R") — V as

follows:
k

Syl(r) =Y _u'(r) Sy (r)v(r) (73)

=1
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for every v € C°([0,1],R™) and for a.e. 7 € [0,1].
In the next result we prove that the linear operators introduced above are both
continuous.

Lemma 2.15. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C?-regular. Therefore, for every u € U and for every v € R™ the
linear operators MY : U —V and S” : C°([0,1],R") — V defined, respectively, in
(72) and (73) are continuous.

Proof. Let us start with M¥ : U4 — V. Using Lemma 2.6 and (13), we immediately
deduce that there exists C; > 0 such that
MGy < Chllvlle

for every v € U. As regards 8" : C°([0, 1], R™) — V, from (73) we deduce that

|82 [v](7) <Z|u )[S%H(7) 2 ) [|v]] o

for every v € U and for a.e. T € [0, 1]. Moreover, from Lemma 2.6, from Lemma 2.3
and the regularity of F',..., F*, we deduce that there exists C’ > 0 such that

Syt (m)l: <

for every 7 € [0,1]. Combining the last two inequalities and recalling that u €
U = L*([0,1],R*), we deduce that the linear operator 8% : C°([0,1],R") — V is
continuous. O

We are now in position to represent the bilinear form v - D?P, : U x U — R
through the scalar product of Y. Indeed, recalling (71) and (70), from (65)-(67)
for every u € U we obtain that

v+ DyPy(v,w) = (M[v], Lu[w])y + (M [w], Lu[v])y + (S Lu[v], La[w])y

= (LoM o], wy + (M) Lufv], why + (L8 Lulv], wu
for every v,w € U, where (M¥)* : V — U is the adjoint of the linear operator
MV U — V. Recalling Remark 3, we have that (M!)* is a bounded linear

operator. This shows that the bilinear form v-D2 P, : U xU — R can be represented
by the linear operator NV : U — U, i.e.,

v D2P(v,w) = (N[v], w)y (74)

u

for every v, w € U, where
NV = LM+ (MO Ly, + LESVL,. (75)

We conclude this section by proving that N¥ : Y — U is a bounded, compact and
self-adjoint operator.
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Proposition 2.16. Let us assume that the vector fields F*,..., F* defining the
control system (15) are C?-reqular. For everyu € U and for everyv € R", let N :
U — U be the linear operator that represents the bilinear form v-D2Py : U xU — R
through the identity (74). Then N is continuous, compact and self-adjoint.

Proof. We observe that the term £} M} + (MY)*L, at the right-hand side of (75)
is continuous, since it is obtained as the sum and the composition of continuous
linear operators, as shown in Lemma 2.11 and Lemma 2.15. Moreover, it is also
compact, since both £, and L are, in virtue of Lemma 2.11. Finally, the fact
that £: MY + (MY)*L, is self-adjoint is immediate. Let us consider the last term
at the right-hand side of (75), i.e., L:SYL,. We first observe that S/L, : U — V
is continuous, owing to Lemma 2.15 and the inequality (57). Recalling that £ :
YV — U is compact, the composition £;S/L, : U — U is compact as well. Once
again, the operator is clearly self-adjoint. 0

3. GRADIENT FLOW: WELL-POSEDNESS AND GLOBAL DEFINITION.

For every 3 > 0, we consider the functional F? : U/ — R defined as follows:
8 L2
Fo(u) = g llullze + Balzu(1)), (76)

where a : R® — R, is a non-negative C'-regular function, and, for every u € U,
z, @ [0,1] — R™ is the solution of the Cauchy problem (15) corresponding to the
admissible control v € U. In this section we want to study the gradient flow
induced by the functional F# on the Hilbert space Y. In particular, we establish a
result that guarantees existence, uniqueness and global definition of the solutions of
the gradient flow equation associated to F?. In this section we adopt the approach
of the monograph [11], where the theory of ODEs in Banach spaces is developed.

We start from the notion of differentiable curve in 4. We stress that in the
present paper the time variable t is exclusively employed for curves taking values
in Y. In particular, we recall that we use s € [0, 1] to denote the time variable
only in the control system (15) and in the related objects (e.g., admissible controls,
controlled trajectories, etc.). Given a curve U : (a,b) — U, we say that it is
(strongly) differentiable at ¢y € (a,b) if there exists u € U such that

Ut - Uto o
t— 1t

lim
t—to

—0. (77)

L2

In this case, we use the notation 9;U;, := u. In the present section we study the
well-posedness in U of the evolution equation

{@Ut = —g°[U)],

78
Uy = uyp, ( )
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where G® : U/ — U is the representation of the differential dF° : U — U* through
the Riesz isomorphism, i.e.,

(G[u], v) 2 = duF"(v) (79)

for every u,v € U. More precisely, for every initial datum uy € U we prove that
there exists a curve ¢t — U, that solves (78), that it is unique and that it is defined
for every t > 0.

We first show that d,F” can be actually represented as an element of I/, for
every u € U. We immediately observe that this problem reduces to study the
differential of the end-point cost, i.e., the functional £ : i/ — R, defined as

E(u) :=a(x,(1)), (80)

where z, : [0,1] — R" is the solution of (15) corresponding to the admissible
control u € U.

Lemma 3.1. Let us assume that the vector fields F', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are Cl-reqular, as well as the function a : R™ — R, designing the
end-point cost. Then the functional £ : U — R, 1s Gateauz differentiable at every
u € U. Moreover, using the Riesz’s isomorphism, for every uw € U the differential
d,£ : U — R can be represented as follows:

a60) = [ 3 (P50 ) e 1)

for every v € U, where, for every 7 =1,...,n, the function g{u € U is defined as
in (41).

Proof. We observe that the functional £ : Y — R is defined as the composition
E=aoP,

where P, : U — R is the end-point map defined in (39). Proposition 2.5 guaran-
tees that the end-point map P is Gateaux differentiable at every u € . Recalling
that a : R® — R, is assumed to be C!, we deduce that, for every v € U, & is
Gateaux differentiable at u and that, for every v € U, the following identity holds:

dE(w) = WDHP{ (v), (82)

j=1

where z, : [0,1] — R™ is the solution of (15) corresponding to the control u € U.

Recalling that D, P!,..., D, P : U — R are linear and continuous functionals for
every u € U (see Proposition 2.8), from (82) we deduce that d,€ : Y — R is as
well. Finally, from (40) we obtain (81). O

Remark 7. Similarly as done in Remark 1, we can provide a uniform estimate of
the norm of d,£ when u varies on a bounded set. Indeed, recalling Lemma 2.3
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and the fact that a : R” — R, is C'-regular, for every R > 0 there exists Cf > 0

such that

da(zu(1))
O’

for every j = 1,...,n and for every u € U such that ||u||zz < R. Combining the

last inequality with (82) and (43), we deduce that there exists Cr > 0 such that

for every ||ul|zz < R the estimate

|du€ (V)] < Cgllv]| 2 (83)

<

holds for every v € U.

Remark 8. We observe that, for every u,v € U, we can rewrite (81) as follows

1
4.E@) = [ ()N ), o)) dr, 54
0
where A, : [0,1] — (R™)* is an absolutely continuous curve defined for every
s € [0,1] by the relation
M) = Va,ma- My(D)M,(s), (85)

where M, : [0,1] — R™™ is defined as in (34), and V,,1)a is understood as a row
vector. Recalling that s — M, !(s) solves (36), it turns out that s — A, (s) is the
solution of the following linear Cauchy problem:

Au(s) = =Au(s) zk: <ul(s)w) for a.e. s €10,1],

y ox
=1

)\u<1) = qu(l)a.

(86)

Finally, (84) implies that, for every u € U, we can represent d,£ with the function
hy 1 [0,1] — R¥ defined as

ha(s) == F7 (2,(s)) A, () (87)
for a.e. s € [0,1]. We observe that (83) and the Riesz’s isometry imply that for
every R > 0 there exists C'r > 0 such that

||Pul|22 < Cr (88)

for every u € U such that ||u||,2 < R. We further underline that the representation
hy : [0,1] = R of the differential d,£ is actually absolutely continuous, similarly as
observed in Remark 2 for the representations of the components of the differential
of the end-point map.

Under the assumption that the controlled vector fields !, ..., F* and the func-
tion a : R® — R, are C?-regular, we can show that the differential v +— d,& is
Lipschitz-continuous on bounded sets.
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Lemma 3.2. Let us assume that the vector fields F*, ... F* defining the control
system (15) are C?-regular, as well as the function a : R* — R, designing the
end-point cost. Then, for every R > 0 there exists Lgr > 0 such that

hutw = a2 < Lgl|w]|r (89)
for every u,w € U satisfying ||u||rz2, ||w||r2 < R, where hyyw, hy are the represen-

tations, respectively, of d,,€ and d,E provided by (87).

Proof. Let us consider R > 0. In virtue of (81), it is sufficient to prove that there
exists Lr > 0 such that

0a(Ty10(1)) da(z, (1))
T op Jetw T g T p < Lgl|w][r (90)
for every j = 1,...,n and for every u,w € U such that ||u||re,||w||z < R.

Lemma 2.3 implies that there exists a compact set Kr C R™ depending only on
R such that (1), 241w (1) € Kg for every u,w € U satisfying ||ul||zz, ||w||z2 < R.
Recalling that a : R® — R, is assumed to be C*-regular, we deduce that there
exists Lz > 0 such that

da(y:) _ da(ys)
O0xd O’

for every y1,ys € Kr. Moreover, combining the previous inequality with (23), we
deduce that there exists L}, > 0 such that

da(usw(1))  dalzu(1))
oxI oxI

for every u,w € U satistying ||u||rz, ||w||2 < R. On the other hand, using (51),
we have that there exists L% > 0 such that

< Lplyr — yalo
2

< Lp|lw||r2 (91)
2

9 i = 9l |2 < LIl 22 (92)
for every w,w € U satisfying ||ul||z2, ||w]|z2 < R. Combining (91) and (92), and
recalling (44), the triangular inequality yields (90). OJ

Remark 9. In Lemma 3.1 we have computed the Gateaux differential d,£ of the
functional £ : Y — R. The continuity of the map u — d,€ implies that the
Gateaux differential coincides with the Fréchet differential (see, e.g., [5, Theo-
rem 1.9]).

Using Lemma 3.1 and Remark 8, we can provide an expression for the repre-
sentation map G : U — U defined in (79). Indeed, for every 3 > 0 we have
that

G[u] = u+ Bha, (93)
where h, : [0,1] — R¥ is defined in (87). Before proving that the solution of the
gradient flow (78) exists and is globally defined, we report the statement of a local
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existence and uniqueness result for the solution of ODEs in infinite-dimensional
spaces.

Theorem 3.3. Let (E,|| - ||g) be a Banach space, and, for every uy € E and
R >0, let Br(ug) be the set
Br(ug) :={u € E: ||lu—ul||lp < R}.
Let K : E — FE be a continuous map such that
(i) |IK[ull|g < M for every u € Br(ug);
(i) [|Klwr] = Klus]||z < LlJur — uso||p for every ui, us € Br(uo).
For every ty € R, let us consider the following Cauchy problem:

{atUt = K[U,),

Uto = Uop.

(94)

Then, setting o := %, the equation (94) admits a unique and continuously differ-
entiable solution t — Uy, which is defined for every t € T := [tg — o, tg + a] and
satisfies Uy € Bg(ug) for everyt € T.

Proof. This result descends directly from [11, Theorem 5.1.1]. O

In the following result we show that, whenever it exists, any solution of (78) is
bounded with respect to the L?-norm.

Lemma 3.4. Let us assume that the vector fields F*, ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C*-regular, as well as the function a : R® — R, designing the end-
point cost. For every initial datum ug € U, let U : [0,a) — U be a continuously
differentiable solution of the Cauchy problem (78). Therefore, for every R > 0
there exists Cr > 0 such that, if ||uol|r2 < R, then

|Ut||r2 < Cr
for every t € [0, ).

Proof. Recalling (78) and using the fact that both 7 : Y/ — R, and t — U, are
differentiable, we observe that

d
E}—B(Ut) = dy, FP(0,U;) = (G°[U), 0.Uy) 12 = — |0y Ui |72 < 0 (95)

for every ¢ € [0, «), and this immediately implies that
FP(U,) < FP(Uy)
for every t € [0, a). Moreover, from the definition of the functional F* given in (76)

and recalling that the end-point term is non-negative, it follows that £||u[[2, <

FP(u) for every u € U. Therefore, combining these facts, if ||ug||z2 < R, we deduce
that

1 1
SIUlZ: < sup Fug) < SR+ sup  a(,(1))

[luol[ 2 <R |luol[2<R
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for every t € [0, ). Finally, using Lemma 2.3 and the continuity of a : R™ — R,
we deduce the thesis. OJ

We are now in position to prove that the gradient flow equation (78) admits a
unique and globally defined solution.

Theorem 3.5. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C*-regular, as well as the function a : R™ — R, designing the end-
point cost. For every ug € U, let us consider the Cauchy problem (78) with initial
datum Uy = wg. Then, (78) admits a unique, globally defined and continuously
differentiable solution U : [0, +00) — U.

Proof. Let us fix the initial datum ug € U, and let us set R := ||ug||z2. Let Cr >0
be the constant provided by Lemma 3.4. Let us introduce R’ := Cr + 1 and let us
consider
Br(0) :={u el :||ul|lz < R'}.

We observe that, for every u € U such that ||a|| 2 < Cg, we have that

By(u) € Br(0), (96)
where Bi(u) := {u € U : ||lu — ul|zz < 1}. Recalling that the vector field that
generates the gradient flow (78) has the form G[u] = u + Bh,, for every u € U,
from (88) we deduce that there exists Mg > 0 such that

1G°[u]l] > < Mg (97)

for every uw € Br/(0). On the other hand, Lemma 3.2 implies that there exists
Ly > 0 such that

167 [u] — GPlua]|| 2 < Li|[uy — |2 (98)

for every uj,us € Br/(0). Recalling the inclusion (96), (97)-(98) guarantee that
the hypotheses of Theorem 3.3 are satisfied in the ball B;(u), for every u satisfying
||a||zz < Cg. This implies that, for every to € R, the evolution equation

oU, = —GPU],
{ tYt B g [ t] (99)
Uto = u,
admits a unique and continuously differentiable solution defined in the interval
[to — a,to + ], where we set a = MLR/ In particular, if we choose t; = 0 and

u = ug in (99), we deduce that the gradient flow equation (78) with initial datum
Uy = ug admits a unique and continuously differentiable solution t — U, defined
in the interval [0, «]. We shall now prove that we can extend this local solution
to every positive time. In virtue of Lemma 3.4, we obtain that the local solution
t — U, satisfies

Uiz < Cr (100)
for every t € [0, a]. Therefore, if we set to = § and u = Uz in (99), recalling that,
if ||a||z2 < Cg, then (99) admits a unique solution defined in [ty — a, tp + @], it
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turns out that the curve t — U, that solves (78) with Cauchy datum Uy = ug can
be uniquely defined for every t € |0, %a]. Since Lemma 3.4 guarantees that (100)
holds whenever the solution ¢ — U, exists, we can repeat recursively the argument
and we can extend the domain of the solution to the whole half-line [0, +00). O

We observe that Theorem 3.3 suggests that the solution of the gradient flow
equation (78) could be defined also for negative times. In the following result we
investigate this fact.

Corollary 3.6. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 3.5, for every Ry > Ry >
0, there exists a > 0 such that, if ||uo||r2 < Ry, then the solution t — Uy of the
Cauchy problem (78) with initial datum Uy = uy is defined for everyt € [—a, +00).
Moreover, ||Uy||r2 < Ry for every t € [—a, 0].

Proof. The fact that the solutions are defined for every positive time descends from
Theorem 3.5. Recalling the expression of G : U/ — U provided by (93), from (88)
it follows that, for every Ry > 0, there exists Mg, such that

1G°[u]l| 2 < Mk,

for every u € Bgr,(0) := {u € U : ||ul||z2 < Rz}. On the other hand, in virtue of
Lemma 3.2, we deduce that there exists Lg, such that

1G° [w1] — GP[ual||z2 < Lpy||ur — ual|r2

for every uj,us € Bg,(0). We further observe that, for every uy € U such that
[|uol|zz < R1, we have the inclusion Br(ug) := {u € U : ||u — ug|| < R} C Bg,(0),
where we set R := Ry — R;. Therefore, the previous inequalities guarantee that
the hypotheses of Theorem 3.3 are satisfied in Bg(ug), whenever ||ug||r2 < Rj.
Finally, in virtue of Theorem 3.3 and the inclusion Bgr(ug) C Bg,(0), we obtain
the thesis with

Ry — Ry

«
Mg,

4. PRE-COMPACTNESS OF GRADIENT FLOW TRAJECTORIES

In Section 3 we considered the F? : U/ — R, defined in (76) and we proved
that the gradient flow equation (78) induced on U by F? admits a unique solution
U :[0,400) — U, for every Cauchy datum Uy = ug € U. The aim of the present
section is to investigate the pre-compactness in U of the gradient flow trajectories
t — U;. In order to do that, we first show that, under suitable regularity assump-
tions on the vector fields F',..., F¥ and on the function a : R® — R, for every
t > 0 the value of the solution U; € U has the same Sobolev regularity as the initial
datum wuy. The key-fact is that, when F',..., F¥ are C"-regular with r > 2 and
a:R™ — R, is of class C?, the map G# : H™([0, 1], R¥) — H™([0, 1], R¥) is locally
Lipschitz continuous, for every non-negative integer m < r — 1. This implies that
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the gradient flow equation (78) can be studied as an evolution equation in the
Hilbert space H™([0, 1], R¥).
The following result concerns the curve A, : [0,1] — (R™)* defined in (85).

Lemma 4.1. Let us assume that the vector fields F', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C*-reqular, as well as the function a : R™ — R, designing the
end-point cost. For every R > 0, there exists Cr > 0 such that, for every u € U
satisfying ||u||r2 < R, the following inequality holds

[Aullco < Ck, (101)

where the curve A, : [0,1] — (R™)* is defined as in (85). Moreover, for every R >
0, there exists Lr > 0 such that, for every u,w € U satisfying ||ul|rz, ||w||rz < R,
for the corresponding curves Ay, Ayrw @ [0,1] — (R™)* the following inequality
holds:

Prs = Aulleo < illul e (102)
Proof. Recalling the definition of A, given in (85), we have that
Au(8)]2 < [V, @yalo Mu(1) |2 M7 ()12

for every s € [0,1], where z, : [0,1] — R™ is solution of (15) corresponding
to the control u € Y. Lemma 2.3 implies that there exists C; > 0 such that
|Va.yalz < Cf for every w € U such that ||ul[,2 < R. Combining this with (35),
we deduce (101).

To prove (102) we first observe that the C*-regularity of a : R® — R, and
Proposition 2.4 imply that, for every R > 0, there exists L, > 0 such that

Veuiw)@ — Ve, myalz < Li|lw|| 2

for every w,w € U such that ||ul|zz, ||w||zz2 < R. Therefore, recalling (35) and
(45)-(46), we deduce (102) by applying the triangular inequality to the identity

o) = M)l = [V eo)0 - M (DM () = V- Ma(1)M (5)]:

u+w

for every s € [0, 1]. O

We recall the notion of Lie bracket of vector fields. Let G, G? : R* — R" be two
vector fields such that G* € C™(R",R") and G? € C™(R",R"), with 71,7y > 1,
and let us set r := min(ry, 7). Then the Lie bracket of G' and G* is the vector

field [G', G?] : R" — R™ defined as follows:
_ G (W) y  OG(Y)
Y @y - Ox

We observe that [G, G?] € C"71(R™,R"). In the following result we establish some
estimates for vector fields obtained via iterated Lie brackets.

(G, G*)(y) G*(y).
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Lemma 4.2. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C™-regular, with m > 2. For every compact K C R", there exist
C >0 and L > 0 such that, for every j1,...,73m = 1,..., k, the vector field

G = [Fim [... [F [F72 F"]..] : R" = R"
satisfies the following inequalities:
1G(z)], < C (103)
for every x € K, and
|G(z) = Gy)l2 < Lz —yl, (104)
for every xz,y € K.

Proof. The thesis follows immediately from the fact that the vector field G is
Cl-regular. O

The next result is the cornerstone this section. It concerns the regularity of the
function h, : [0,1] — R* introduced in (87). We recall that, for every u € U,
h, is the representation of the differential d,& through the scalar product of U,
where the functional £ : «f — R, is defined as in (80). We recall the convention
HO([0,1], R*) = L%(]0, 1], R¥) = U.

Lemma 4.3. Let us assume that the vector fields F*, ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C"-reqular with r > 2, and that the function a : R™ — R designing
the end-point cost is C*-regular. For every u € U, let h, : [0,1] — R* be the
representation of the differential d,€ : U — R provided by (87). For every integer
1<m<r—1,ifue H"([0,1],R¥) c U, then h, € H™([0,1], R¥).
Moreover, for every integer 1 < m <r —1, for every R > 0 there exist Cg > 0
and L'y > 0 such that
hul[m < CF (105)
for every u € H™ ([0, 1], R¥) such that ||u||gm-1+ < R, and
hutw = [ < Lg[|w]]gm-r (106)
for every u,w € H™ ([0, 1], R¥) such that ||u||gm-1, ||w||gm-1 < R.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the thesis in the case m = r — 1, for every integer
r > 2. When r = 2, m = 1, we have to prove that, for every u € U, the function
hy :[0,1] — R* is in H'. Recalling (87), we have that, for every j =1,...,k, the
j-th component of h, is given by the product

h(s) = Au(s) - F (2u(s))

for every s € [0,1], where A\, : [0,1] — (R")* was defined in (85). Since both
s Ay(8) and s — FI(z,(s)) are in H', then their product is in H' as well (see,
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e.g., [6, Corollary 8.10]). Therefore, since A, : [0,1] — (R™)* solves (86), we can
compute

k
W(s) = Mu(s) - D _[F*, /o0 (s) (107)
i=1
for every j =1,...,k and for a.e. s € [0,1]. In virtue of (101), (22) and (103), for
every R > 0, there exists C; > 0 such that
B ()] < Crlu(s)h
for a.e. s € [0,1], for every j =1,...,k and for every u € U such that ||ul|.2 < R.
Recalling (21), we deduce that
172112 < VECE]Jul|2 (108)

for every j = 1,...,k and for every u € U such that ||u||;2 < R. Finally, using
(88), we obtain that (105) holds for » = 2,;m = 1. To prove (106), we observe
that, for every j = 1,...,k and for every u,w € U we have

17,00 (8) = L (5)] < [Auvun(5) = Na(s)2 Z ‘[F Flayyuts)] J0'(s) + w'(s)]

k
+ [ Auls)2 Z ’[Flv F ) gs(s) — [F*, F () 2|u2(5) +w'(s)|
=1

k
a5z Y |1 Lo ' (s)]
i=1

for a.e. s € [0,1]. In virtue of Lemma 4.1, Lemma 2.3, Proposition 2.4 and
Lemma 4.2, for every R > 0 there exist Ly > 0 and C}, > 0 such that for every
J =1,..., k the inequality

[rn(8) = Bl (5)] < Ligllwl[r2fu(s) +w(s)h + Clw(s)h
holds for a.e. s € [0, 1] and for every u, w € U satisfying ||u||rz2, ||w||z2 < R. Using
(21), the previous inequality implies that there exists L}, > 0 such that
1 Psas = hE| |2 < D[] 2 (109)

u+w

for every w,w € U such that ||ul|zz, ||w||r2 < R. Recalling (89), we conclude that
(106) holds for r =2,m = 1.

For r = 3, m = 2, we have to prove that, for every u € H([0, 1], R¥), the function
h, belongs to H?([0, 1], R¥). This follows if we show that h, € H'([0, 1], R¥) for
for every u € H1([0,1],R¥). Using the identity (107), we deduce that, whenever
u € HY([0,1], RF), hﬁ is the product of three H'-regular functions, for every j =
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1,..., k. Therefore, using again [6, Corollary 8.10], we deduce that /J is H'-regular
as well. From (107), for every j = 1,...,k we have that

k k
R (s) = Mu(s) - D [F2 [F g, ou' (s)u(s) 4+ Auls) - Y [F' F]p, oyi" (s)
i1,i2=1 i1=1
for a.e. s € [0,1]. Using Lemma 4.1, Lemma 2.3, Lemma 4.2, and recalling
Theorem 2.1, we obtain that, for every R > 0 there exist C}, C% > 0 such that

()2 < O + Crllis)]] 2 (110)
for a.e. s € [0,1], for every j = 1,...,k and for every u € H([0,1], R*) such
that ||u||g1 < R. Therefore, combining (88), (108) and (110), the inequality (105)
follows for the case r = 3;m = 2. In view of (89) and (109), in order to prove
(106) for r = 3, m = 2 it is sufficient to show that, for every R > 0 there exists
L’y > 0 such that

1 Psas = h3 |22 < Liglw| | (111)

u+w
for every u,w € H'([0, 1], R¥) such that ||u||m, ||w||g < R. The inequality (111)
can be deduced with an argument based on the triangular inequality, similarly as
done in the case r =2, m = 1.

The same strategy works for every r > 4. O

The main consequence of Lemma 4.3 is that, when the map G° : U — U
defined in (93) is restricted to H™([0, 1], R¥), the restriction G® : H™([0, 1], R*) —
H™([0, 1], R*) is bounded and Lipschitz continuous on bounded sets.

Proposition 4.4. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the
control system (15) are C"-reqular with r > 2, and that the function a : R" — R
designing the end-point cost is C*-reqular. For every 3> 0, let G® : U — U be the
representation map defined in (79). Then, for every integer 1 < m < r — 1, we
have that

G*(H™([0,1],R")) < H™([0, 1], R").
Moreover, for every integer 1 < m < r—1 and for every R > 0 there exists C}} > 0
such that

16°[]llm < CF (112)

for every uw € H™([0,1],R*) such that ||u||gm < R, and there exists L'} > 0 such
that

1671+ w] = G°[u]l[m < LE[Jw]| s (113)
for every u,w € H™([0, 1], R*) such that ||u||gm, ||w||g= < R.
Proof. Recalling that for every u € U we have
G°[u] = u+ fBha,
the thesis follows directly from Lemma 4.3. U
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Proposition 4.4 suggests that, when the vector fields F*!,..., F* are C"-regular
with 7 > 2, we can restrict the gradient flow equation (78) to the Hilbert spaces
H™([0, 1], R¥), for every integer 1 < m < r — 1. Namely, for every integer 1 <
m < r—1, we shall introduce the application G2 : H™([0, 1], R*) — H™([0, 1], R¥)
defined as the restriction of G : U/ — U to H™, i.e.,

For every integer m > 1, given a curve U : (a,b) — H™([0, 1], R¥)
1

, we say that it
is (strongly) differentiable at to € (a, b) if there exists u € H™(][0,

], R¥) such that

U, — U,
lim ||——% — = 0. (115)
t—to t— 1ty m
In this case, we use the notation 0;Uy, := u. For every £ = 1,...,m and for

every t € (a,b), we shall write Ul e H™*([0,1], R¥) to denote the (-th Sobolev
derivative of the function U; : s — U(s), i.e.,

/0 (U(s), 6O () ds = (1)’ / (U (), (s))ar ds

for every ¢ € C°([0,1],R¥). Tt is important to observe that, for every order of
derivation £ = 1,...,m, (115) implies that

(0 (0
i ||V =Y 0|l —o
t—to t— 1ty
L2
and we use the notation atU(g) = u®. In particular, for every ¢ = 1,...,m, it
to
follows that
d 1
U7 =2 / @0 (). U () we ds = 2007 .U) 2. (116)
0

In the next result we study the following evolution equation

{atUt = -G8 Uy,

117
Uy = uyp, ( )

with ug € H™([0, 1], R¥), and where G& : H™([0, 1], R*) — H™([0, 1], R¥) is defined
as in (114). Before establishing the existence, uniqueness and global definition
result for the Cauchy problem (117), we study the evolution of the semi-norms

||Ut(£)||L2 for ¢ =1,...,m along its solutions.

Lemma 4.5. Let us assume that the vector fields F', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C"-reqular with r > 2, and that the function a : R™ — R, designing
the end-point cost is C*-reqular. For every integer 1 < m < r — 1 and for every

inital datum uy € H™([0,1],R¥), let U : [0, ) — H™([0, 1], R*) be a continuously
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differentiable solution of the Cauchy problem (117). Therefore, for every R > 0
there exists Cr > 0 such that, if ||ug||gm < R, then

Uil < Cr (118)
for every t € [0, ).

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the statement in the case r > 2,m = r —1. We shall
use an induction argument on r.

Let us consider the case r = 2,m = 1. We observe that if U : [0,a) —
H*([0,1],R¥) is a solution of (117) with m = 1, then it solves as well the Cauchy
problem (78) in U. Therefore, recalling that |Jug||z2z < [|uol|gr, in virtue of
Lemma 3.4, for every R > 0 there exists C > 0 such that, if ||ug||m < R,
we have that

1Ule < C (119)
for every t € [0, ). Hence it is sufficient to provide an upper bound to the semi-
norm ||U"]| 2. From (116) and from the fact that ¢ — U, solves (117) for m = 1,
it follows that

d 1
ST = 20007, 07") 12 = —2/0 (U () + BhG(). UN (9)) ds

1 1 1
< =2 |UP| 22 + 280105 21U .2
1 1
< —|UP|2s + B R |2

for every t € [0,«), where hy, : [0,1] — RF is the absolutely continuous curve
defined in (87), and h&) is its Sobolev derivative. Combining (119) with (105), we
obtain that there exists Cj > 0 such that

d 1 1
SNUDE: < — U172 + 5°C

for every ¢ € [0, ). This implies that

D < max{HUé”um,m/%}

for every t € [0, «). This proves the thesis in the case r = 2,m = 1.

Let us prove the induction step. We shall prove the thesis in the case r,m = r—1.
Let U : [0, ) — H™([0, 1], R¥) be a solution of (117) with m = r — 1. We observe
that ¢ — U, solves as well

U(] = Ug.

{8tUt = —ngl [Ut]a

Using the inductive hypothesis and that ||ug||gm-1 < ||uo||gm, for every R > 0
there exists C', > 0 such that, if ||ug||gm < R, we have that

[Tl s < C (120)
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for every t € [0, «). Hence it is sufficient to provide an upper bound to the semi-
norm ||Ut(m)|| 2. Recalling (116) the same computation as before yields

d m m m
IO < =10 + 6711 |17

for every ¢ € [0,«). Combining (120) with (105), we obtain that there exists
C% > 0 such that

d m m
EHUE 122 < —IU™|172 + B°Ch
for every t € [0, «). This yields (118) for the inductive case r,m =r — 1. O

We are now in position to prove that the Cauchy problem (117) admits a unique
and globally defined solution. The proof of the following result follows the lines of
the proof of Theorem 3.5.

Theorem 4.6. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are C"-reqular with r > 2, and that the function a : R™ — R, designing
the end-point cost is C*-reqular. Then, for every integer 1 < m < r — 1 and for
every inital datum vy € H™([0,1],RF), the evolution equation (117) admits a
unique, globally defined and continuously differentiable solution U : [0,400) —
H™([0,1],R¥). Moreover, there exists Cy, > 0 such that

Ul < Cly (121)
for every t € [0, +00).

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the statement in the case r > 2,m = r—1. In virtue
of Lemma 4.5 and Proposition 4.4, the global existence of the solution of (117)
follows from a wverbatim repetition of the argument of the proof of Theorem 3.5.
Finally, (121) descends directly from Lemma 4.5. O

Remark 10. We insist on the fact that, under the regularity assumptions of The-
orem 4.6, if the initial datum ug is H™-Sobolev regular with m < r — 1, then the
solution U : [0,+00) — U of (78) does coincide with the solution of (117). In
other words, let us assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 4.6 are met, and let
us consider the evolution equation

{@Ut = —g°[U), 122)

Uy = uy,
where vy € H™([0, 1], R¥), with m < r — 1. Owing to Theorem 3.5, it follows that
(122) admits a unique solution U : [0, +00) — U. We claim that ¢ — U, solves as
well the evolution equation

123
UO = Ug. ( )

{atUt — Gl U],
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Indeed, Theorem 4.6 implies that (123) admits a unique solution U : [0, 4-00) —
H™([0,1], R¥). Moreover, any solution of (123) is also a solution of (122), therefore
we must have U, = U, for every t > 0 by the uniqueness of the solution of (122).
Hence, it follows that, if the controlled vector fields F',..., F* and the function
a : R" — R, are regular enough, then for every t € [0, +00) each point of the
gradient flow trajectory U, solving (122) has the same Sobolev regularity as the
initial datum.

We now prove a pre-compactness result for the gradient flow trajectories. We
recall that we use the convention H® = L2,

Corollary 4.7. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 4.6, let us consider ug €
H™([0, 1], R*) with the integer m satisfying 1 < m <17 —1. Let U : [0, +00) — U
be the solution of the Cauchy problem (78) with initial condition Uy = ug. Then
the trajectory {U; : t > 0} is pre-compact in H™ ([0, 1], R¥).

Proof. As observed in Remark 10, we have that the solution U : [0, +o00) — U
of (78) satisfies U; € H™([0,1],R¥) for every ¢t > 0, and that it solves (117) as
well. In virtue of Theorem 2.1, the inclusion H™ ([0 ,1] M) — H™1([0,1], R¥) is
compact for every integer m > 1, therefore from (121) we deduce the thesis. O

5. LOJASIEWICZ-SIMON INEQUALITY

In this section we show that, when the controlled vector fields F',..., F* and
the function a : R® — R, are real-analytic, then the functional F7* : &/ — R,
satisfies the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality. This fact will be of crucial importance
for the convergence proof of the next section.

The first result on the Lojasiewicz inequality dates back to 1963, when in [12]
Lojasiewicz proved that, if f : R — R is a real-analytic function, then for every
x € R? there exist v € (1,2], C > 0 and 7 > 0 such that

1f(y) = f(2)] < CIV(y)ls (124)

for every y € R satisfying |y — 7| < r. This kind of inequalities are ubiquitous
in several branches of Mathematics. For example, as suggested by Lojasiewicz in
[12], (124) can be employed to study the convergence of the solutions of

&= -Vf(x).

Another important application can be found in [14], where Polyak studied the con-
vergence of the gradient descent algorithm for strongly convex functions using a
particular instance of (124), which is sometimes called Polyak-Lojasiewicz inequal-
ity. In [15], Simon extended (124) to real-analytic functionals defined on Hilbert
spaces, and he employed it to establish convergence results for evolution equations.
For further details, see also the lecture notes [16]. The infinite-dimensional version
of (124) is often called Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality. For a complete survey on
the topic, we refer the reader to the paper [7].



A GRADIENT FLOW EQUATION FOR OPTIMAL CONTROL PROBLEMS 37

In this section we prove that for every 3 > 0 the functional 77 : ¢/ — R, defined
in (76) satisfies the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality. We first show that, when the
function a : R™ — R, involved in the definition of the end-point cost (80) and the
controlled vector fields F',... F* are real-analytic, the functional F# : i/ — R
is real-analytic as well, for every f > 0. We recall the notion of real-analytic
application defined on a Banach space. For an introduction to the subject, see, for
example, [17].

Definition 1. Let F;, E5 be Banach spaces, and let us consider an application
T : By — E5. The function 7T is said to be real-analytic at eg € FE; if for
every N > 1 there exists a continuous and symmetric multi-linear application
In € Z((E)"N, Ey) and if there exists r > 0 such that, for every e € E; satisfying
lle — eol|g, <1, we have

> llinlle(n e lle — eoll, < +o0

N=1
and
T(e) = Tleo) = 3 (e — o)™,
N=1
where, for every N > 1, we set Iy(e — e) = Iy(e — €g,...,e — ep). Finally,

T : By — Es is real-analytic on E if it is real-analytic at every ey € Ej.

In the next result we provide the conditions that guarantee that 7% : U/ — R is
real-analytic.

Proposition 5.1. Let us assume that the vector fields F*, ..., F* defining the
control system (15) are real-analytic, as well as the function a : R™ — R, designing
the end-point cost (80). Therefore, for every B > 0, the functional F* : U — R,
defined in (76) is real-analytic.

Proof. Since FP(u) = 3||u||r2 + BE(u) for every u € U, the proof reduces to show
that the end-point cost £ : Y — R, is real-analytic. Recalling the definition of
€ given in (80) and the end-point map P, : U — R™ introduced in (39), we have

that the former can be expressed as the composition
E=aoP.

In the proof of [4, Proposition 8.5] it is shown that P; is smooth as soon as
Fl. ..., F* are C®-regular, and the expression of the Taylor expansion of P, at
every u € U is provided. In [2, Proposition 2.1] it is proved that, when a : R™ — R
and the controlled vector fields are real-analytic, the Taylor series of a o P, is
actually convergent. O

The previous result implies that the differential dF? : U — U* is real-analytic.
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Corollary 5.2. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 5.1, for every > 0
the differential dFP : U — U* is real-analytic.

Proof. Owing to Proposition 5.1, the functional F# : ¢/ — R, is real-analytic.
Using this fact, the thesis follows from [17, Theorem 2, p.1078]. O

Another key-step in view of the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality is the study of the
Hessian of the functional F? : U/ — R,. In our framework, the Hessian of F7 at
a point u € U is the bounded linear operator Hess, F? : U — U that satisfies the
identity:

(Hess, FP[v], w) 2 = A2 FP (v, w) (125)
for every v,w € U, where d2F? : U x U — R is the second differential of F# at
the point u. In the next proposition we prove that, for every u € U, Hess,F” has
finite-dimensional kernel. We stress on the fact that, unlike the other results of
the present section, we do not have to assume that F',..., F¥ and a : R® — R,
are real-analytic to study the kernel of Hess,F?”.

Proposition 5.3. Let us assume that the vector fields F*,..., F* defining the
control system (15) are C*-reqular, as well as the function a : R® — R, defining
the end-point cost (80). For every u € U, let Hess,F* : U — U be the linear
operator that represents the second differential d*FP : U x U — R through the
identity (125). Then, the the kernel of Hess, F” is finite-dimensional.

Proof. For every u € U we have that
2 FP (v, w) = (v,w) 2 + Bd>E (v, w)

for every v, w € U. Therefore, we are reduced to study the second differential of
the end-point cost £ : U — R,. Recalling its definition in (80) and applying the
chain-rule, we obtain that

€ (v,w) = [D,P(v)]" V2, 1ya[DuPr(w)] + (Va,aya) ' - D2Pi(v,w),  (126)

where P, : U — R is the end-point map defined in (39), and where the curve
z, : [0,1] — R” is the solution of (15) corresponding to the control u € U. We
recall that, for every y € R", we understand V,a as a row vector. Let us set
U, = (qu(l)a)T and H, := Viu(l)a, where H, : R" — R" is the self-adjoint linear
operator associated to the Hessian of a : R* — R, at the point z,(1). Therefore
we can write

d2€(v,w) = (D, P} o H, 0 D, Py)[v],w)r2 + vy - D2Py (v, w) (127)

for every v, w € U, where D, P; : R" — U is the adjoint of the differential D, P :
U — R". Moreover, recalling the definition of the linear operator N : U — U
given in (74), we have that

vy - DiPl(v, w) = (NV“[v], w) 2
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for every v, w € U. Therefore, we obtain
d2&(v,w) = (Hess, &E[v], w) 2 (128)
for every v, w € U, where Hess, & : U — U is the linear operator that satisfies the
identity:
Hess,& = D, P; o H, o D, P, + N

We observe that Hess, £ is a self-adjoint compact operator. Indeed, N/* is self-
adjoint and compact in virtue of Proposition 2.16, while D, P o H,, o D, P, has
finite-rank and it self-adjoint as well. Combining (126) and (128), we deduce that

Hess, F? = Id + SHess,&, (129)

where Id : U — U is the identity. Finally, using the Fredholm alternative (see, e.g.,
[6, Theorem 6.6]), we deduce that the kernel of Hess, F” is finite-dimensional. [J

We are now in position to prove that the functional 77 : i/ — R, satisfies the
Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality.

Theorem 5.4. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are real-analytic, as well as the function a : R" — R, defining end-
point cost (80). For every B > 0 and for every u € U, there exists r > 0, C' > 0
and v € (1,2] such that

FP () = F(u)| < CllduF[[};- (130)
for every v € U such that ||v — ul|2 < 7.

Proof. If u € U is not a critical point for F7, ie., d,F? # 0, then there exists
ry > 0 and x > 0 such that

1, F|

for every v € U satisfying ||v — u||zz < 1. On the other hand, by the continuity
of F?, we deduce that there exists 7o > 0 such that

FP(0) = F(u)] < &

2
M*Zl‘i

for every v € U satisfying ||v — ul|r2 < r. Combining the previous inequalities
and taking r := min{ry,r,}, we deduce that, when d,F? # 0, (130) holds with
v =2.

The inequality (130) in the case d,F” = 0 follows from [7, Corollary 3.11]. We
shall now verify the assumptions of this result. First of all, [7, Hypothesis 3.2]
is satisfied, being U an Hilbert space. Moreover, [7, Hypothesis 3.4] follows by
choosing W = U*. In addition, we recall that dF? : i — U* is real-analytic in
virtue of Corollary 5.2, and that Hess,F” has finite-dimensional kernel owing to
Proposition 5.3. These facts imply that the conditions (1)—(4) of [7, Corollary 3.11]
are verified if we set X =U and Y = U*. U
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6. CONVERGENCE OF THE GRADIENT FLOW

In this section we show that the gradient flow trajectory U : [0 4+ c0) — U
that solves (78) is convergent to a critical point of the functional F# : U — R,
provided that the Cauchy datum U = uq satisfies ug € H'([0,1],R¥) C U. The
Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality established in Theorem 5.4 will play a crucial role
in the proof of the convergence result. Indeed, we use this inequality to show
that the trajectories with Sobolev-regular initial datum have finite length. This
approach was first proposed in [12] in the finite-dimensional framework, and in
[15] for evolution PDEs. In order to satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 5.4, we
need to assume throughout the section that the controlled vector fields F!, ..., F*
and the function a : R® — R, are real-analytic.

We first recall the notion of the Riemann integral of a curve that takes values
in U. For general statements and further details, we refer the reader to [11, Sec-
tion 1.3]. Let us consider a continuous curve V' : [a,b] — U. Therefore, using [11,
Theorem 1.3.1], we can define

b
/a V. dt I—T}LIEO”ZVI; ap.

We immediately observe that the following inequality holds:

/meﬁ (131)

Moreover, [11, Theorem 1.3.4] guarantees that, if the curve V : [a,b] — U is
continuously differentiable, then we have:

V}dt

b
-V, :/ 0V db, (132)

where 0,Vj is the derivative of the curve ¢ — V; defined as in (77) and computed
at the instant 0 € [a, b]. Finally, combining (132) and (131), we deduce that

b
HW—mms/Hmwmw (133)

We refer to the quantity at the right-hand side of (133) as the length of the con-
tinuously differentiable curve V' : [a,b] — U.

Let U : [0,+00) — U be the solution of the gradient flow equation (78) with
initial datum wy € U. We say that u., € U is a limiting point for the curve t — U,
if there exists a sequence (t;);>1 such that t; — 400 and ||Us;, — uxl||r2 — 0 as
j — 00. In the next result we study the length of ¢ — U, in a neighborhood of a
limiting point.

Proposition 6.1. Let us assume that the vector fields F*,..., F* defining the
control system (15) are real-analytic, as well as the function a : R™ — R, designing
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the end-point cost. Let U : [0,400) — U be the solution of the Cauchy problem
(78) with initial datum Uy = ug, and let us, € U be any of its limiting points.
Then there exists r > 0 such that the portion of the curve that lies in B,(u) has
finite length, i.e.,

/ ||atUg||L2 d@ < oo, (134)
I
where T :={t>0:U; € B.(uxo)}, and B, (us) := {u €U : ||u — uso||r2 < 1}

Proof. Let uo, € U be a limiting point of ¢t — U, and let (7;);>1 be a sequence
such that ¢; — 400 and ||Uz, — tco||z2 — 0 as j — oo. The same computation as
in (95) implies that the functional F? : if — R is decreasing along the trajectory
t— U, e,

Fo(Uy) < FA(U) (135)
for every ¢ > t > 0. In addition, using the continuity of F#, it follows that
FP(U;,) = FP(us) as j — co. Combining these facts, we have that

FOU;) — FPlus) >0 (136)

for every t > 0. Moreover, owing to Theorem 5.4, we deduce that there exist
C >0,ve€(1,2] and r > 0 such that

1
[F7(0) = F7 (oo < Fl1duF [l (137)

for every v € B,(us). Let &3 > 0 be the infimum of the instants such that
U € B (uw), ie.,
ty = %Izlg{Ut € Br(us)}-

We observe that the set where we take the infimum is nonempty, in virtue of the
convergence ||Us, — Uuso||r2 — 0 as j — oo. Then, there exists ¢} € (t1,+o0] such
that U; € B,(us) for every t € (t1,t}), and we take the supremum ¢} > ¢; such
that the previous condition is satisfied, i.e.,
ty := sup{U; € B,(uw),Vt € (t1,t)}.

t'>t1
If t) < oo, we set

ty := inf{U, € B,(uc)},

>t

and
ty := sup{U; € B,(us),Vt € (t2,t')}.

t'>to
We repeat this procedure (which terminates in a finite number of steps if and only
if there exits ¢ > 0 such that U; € B, (u) for every ¢ > t), and we obtain a family
of intervals {(t;,})};=1,..n, where N € NU{oco}. We observe that U;V:l(tj, t) =1,
where we set Z:={t > 0:U; € B,(ux)}-
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that Z is a set of infinite Lebesgue
measure. Indeed, if this is not the case, we would have the thesis:

/||8tU9||L2d9:/||gﬁ[U9]||de9<oo,
z z

since ||G”[u]|12 is bounded on the bounded subsets of I, as shown in (97). There-
fore, we focus on the case when the Lebesgue measure of Z is infinite. Let us
introduce the following sequence:

T():tl, 1 :tll, T2 :T1+(t/2—t2), NN Tj :Tj71+<t;—tj), NN (138)
where 1, ], ... are the extremes of the intervals {(t;, t;)}j:L_n,N constructed above.
Finally, we define the function o : [y, +00) — [79, +00) as follows:

t if T0 <t < T,
t—11 + s ifT1§t<T2,

t) = 139
U() t— 1o+ 13 ifT2§t<T3, ( )

We observe that o : [19, +00) — [1p, +00) is piecewise affine and it is monotone
increasing. In particular, we have that

o(75) = tjp1 > t; = lim o(t). (140)

t~>7'j

Moreover, from (138) and from the definition of the intervals {(¢;,})};>1, it follows
that

Ua(t) € Br(uoo) (141)
for every t € [1p, +00). Let us define the function g : [19, +o0) — R, as follows:
9(t) == F*(Ustry) — F'(uso), (142)

where we used (136) to deduce that g is always non-negative. From (139), we
obtain that the restriction gl r,,,) is Cl-regular, for every j > 0. Therefore,
using the fact that &|, ,,,) = 1, we compute

9(6) = 5 (FWUiy) = F ) = =, (G U]

for every t € (7;,7;41) and for every j > 0. Recalling that G® : U — U is the
Riesz’s representation of the differential dF? : U — U*, it follows that

g@) = _HdUg(t)‘Fﬁ‘ Z%{* (143)

for every t € (7;,7;41) and for every j > 0. Moreover, owing to the Lojasiewicz-
Simon inequality (137), from (141) we deduce that

g(t) < —Cg7 (1) (144)
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for every t € (7;,7;41) and for every j > 0. Let h : [rp,00) — [0,400) be the
solution of the Cauchy problem

h=—Ch%, h(ro) = g(r0), (145)
whose expression is
1-2 | (2-y)C S-g=
- — 2—v .
h(t) = <h(70) 7 4 ;/) (t — 7'0)) if v € (1,2),
h(ro)e ¢! if v =2,

for every t € [19,00). Using the fact that g|( ) is C'-regular, in view of (144),
we deduce that

g(t) < h(d), (146)
for every t € [r, 7). We shall now prove that the previous inequality holds for
every t € [1p, +00) using an inductive argument. Let us assume that (146) holds

in the interval [ry, 7;), with j > 1. From the definition of g, combining (135) and
(140), we obtain that

() < lim g(t) < lim h(t) = h(ry) (147)

Using that the restriction g|¢, ,,,) is C'-regular, in virtue of (144), (145) and
(147) , we extend the the inequality (146) to the interval [rg, 7;41). This shows
that (146) is satisfied for every t € [r, +00).

We now prove that the portion of the trajectory that lies in B, (u«) is finite.
We observe that

/ 10,Upl| 2 d6 = / 1G° (U2 d6 = / sy 2= o, (148)
A A v

where we recall that Z = ijzl(tj,t;). For every j > 1, in the interval (t;,t}) we
use the change of variable § = o(¥), where o is defined in (139). Using (138) and
(139), we observe that o~'{(t;,t;)} = (7;-1,7;) and that ¢|(,_, ;) = 1. These

VR
facts yield

t;- T
[ Pl o = [, 7
ti Ti_1

J J

” dﬁ:/Tj =40 v (149)

for every j > 1, where we used (143) in the last identity. Therefore, combining
(148) and (149), we deduce that

“+o0o
[lawilao= [ =5was (150)
T

70

Then the thesis reduces to prove that the quantity at the right-hand side of (150)
is finite. Let 6 > 0 be a positive quantity whose value will be specified later. From
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the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it follows that
+o00 00 % 0o %
V—g(0) dv < (/ —g(0)9H+e dﬁ) (/ 910 dﬁ) . (151)
70 70 70
On the other hand, for every j > 1, using the integration by parts on each interval
(10,71), - ., (Tj—1,7j), we have that

/ I a9 = Z ( T g(rin) — 7 g(r) + (1+9) / g dﬁ)
70 Ti—1

<7 g(m0) — 7, g(r;) + (149) / " h(9)9 do

70
7
< 750g(70) + (1 +6) / h(9)9° dv,
70
where we introduced the notation g(7;7) := lim, ., - g(¢), and we used the first

inequality of (147) and the fact that g is always non-negative. Finally, if the
exponent 7y in (137) satisfies v = 2, we can choose any positive 6 > 0. On the
other hand, if v € (1,2), we choose § such that 0 < § < % This choice

2
guarantees that that

lim —g(N do = / — (0 dv < oo,
J—oo 70 T0
and therefore, in virtue of (151) and (150), we deduce the thesis. O

In the following corollary we state an immediate (but important) consequence
of Proposition 6.1.

Corollary 6.2. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 6.1, let the curve
U :[0,+00) — U be the solution of the Cauchy problem (78) with initial datum
Uy = ug. If use € U is a limiting point for the curve t — Uy, then the whole
solution converges to us, ast — 00, i.e.,

lim ||U; — too||r2 = 0.
t—o0
Moreover, the length of the whole solution is finite.

Proof. We prove the statement by contradiction. Let us assume that ¢t — U, is
not converging to us, as t — 0o. Let B,(u) be the neighborhood of u,, given by
Proposition 6.1. Diminishing r > 0 if necessary, we can find two sequences {¢,} ;>0
and {t/};>0 such that for every j > 0 the following conditions hold:

o tj < t; < tj+1;

o [|U; — teollze <

o 5 < |0y —unollie <7

o U; € B,(uy) for every t € (t;,1}).
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We observe that (J;Z,(¢;,1;) C Z, where T := {t > 0 : U; € B,(ux)}. Moreover
the inequality (133) and the previous conditions imply that

r

7
[ 100l d0 = |10y = Ul = 5
t.

J

for every j > 0. However, this contradicts (134). Therefore, we deduce that
[|U; — tool|le — 0 as t — oo. In particular, this means that there exists ¢ > 0 such
that Uy € B,(us) for every ¢t > ¢. This in turn implies that the whole trajectory
has finite length, since

t
/ ||8tU0||L2 df < +00.
0
U

We observe that in Corollary 6.2 we need to assume a prior: that the solution
of the Cauchy problem (78) admits a limiting point. However, for a general initial
datum ug € U we cannot prove that this is actually the case. On the other hand, if
we assume more regularity on the Cauchy datum ug, we can use the compactness
results proved in Section 4. We recall the notation H°([0, 1], R*) =: U.

Theorem 6.3. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are real-analytic, as well as the function a : R™ — R, designing the
end-point cost. Let U : [0, 4+00) — U be the solution of the Cauchy problem (78)

with initial datum Uy = ug, and let m > 1 be an integer such that ug belongs to
H™([0,1],R*). Then there exists us, € H™([0, 1], R¥) such that

t—o0

Proof. Let us consider uy € H™([0, 1], R¥) and let U : [0, +00) — U be the solution
of (78) satisfying Uy = uy. Owing to Theorem 4.6, we have that U, € H™([0, 1], R¥)
for every ¢t > 0, and that the trajectory {U; : t > 0} is bounded in H™([0, 1], R¥).
In addition, from Corollary 4.7, we deduce that {U; : ¢ > 0} is pre-compact
with respect to the strong topology of H™ ([0, 1],R¥). Therefore, there exist
Us € H™1(]0,1],R¥) and a sequence (¢;);>1 such that we have t; — +o00 and
||Ut; = too||rm—1 — 0 as j — oo. In particular, this implies that |[U}, — uso|[z2 — 0
as j — oo. In virtue of Corollary 6.2, we deduce that ||U; — uxl||zz — 0 as
t — +4o00. Using again the pre-compactness of the trajectory {U; : t > 0} with
respect to the strong topology of H™~1([0, 1], IR¥), the previous convergence implies
that ||U; — teo||ggm-1 — 0 as t — +oc.

To conclude, we have to show that u., € H™([0,1], R¥). Owing to the compact
inclusion (19) in Theorem 2.1, and recalling that the trajectory {U; : t > 0} is
pre-compact with respect to the weak topology of H™([0, 1], R¥), the convergence
(152) guarantees that us, € H™([0, 1], R*) and that U; —pgm e, ast — +oo. [0
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In the next result we study the regularity of the limiting points of the gradient
flow trajectories.

Theorem 6.4. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) are real-analytic, as well as the function a : R™ — Ry designing
the end-point cost. Let U : [0,4+00) — U be the solution of the Cauchy problem
(78) with initial datum Uy = wg, and let us, € U be any of its limiting points.
Then us is a critical point for the functional F°, i.e., d, F” = 0. Moreover,
Uso € H™([0, 1], R¥) for every integer m > 1.

Proof. By Corollary 6.2, we have that the solution ¢ — U; converges to u., as
t — +oo with respect to the strong topology of U. Let us consider the radius
r > 0 prescribed by Proposition 6.1. If d,_F? # 0, taking a smaller r > 0 if
necessary, we have that there exists € > 0 such that ||d,F?|[y~ > ¢ for every
u € By(us). Recalling that ||U; — usl|ly — 0 as t — +oo, then there exists
t > 0 such that U; € B,(us) and for every ¢ > ¢. On the other hand, this fact
implies that ||0,Uy||yy = ||dy, F®||u+ > € for every t > t, but this contradicts (134),
i.e., the fact that the length of the trajectory is finite. Therefore, we deduce that
dy.. F? = 0. As regards the regularity of u.,, we observe that d,__JF” = 0 implies
that G?[us] = 0, which in turn gives

ua>:'_6huwa

where the function h,,_ : [0,1] — R* is defined as in (87). Owing to Lemma 4.3,
we deduce that the right-hand side of the previous equality has regularity H™*!
whenever u,, € H™, for every integer m > 0. Using a bootstrapping argument,
this implies that u,, € H™([0, 1],IR¥), for every integer m > 1. O

Remark 11. We can give a further characterization of the critical points of the
functional F7. Let 4 be such that d;F”® = 0. Therefore, as seen in the proof of
Theorem 6.4, we have that the identity

(s) = —fha(s)

is satisfied for every s € [0,1]. Recalling the definition of h4 : [0, 1] — R* given in
(87), we observe that the previous relation yields

is) = argma { ~O0u(s)Flaa(s)u — gl | (153)

u€RF

where 4 : [0, 1] — R” solves

{xu(s) = F(xg(s))u(s) for a.e. s €0,1], (154)
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and A : [0,1] — (R™)* satisfies

)\ﬁ(S) = _)\ﬁ<8)

(2

)\@(1) = vgga(l)a.

Recalling the Pontryagin Maximum Principle (see, e.g., [3, Theorem 12.10]), from
(153)-(155) we deduce that the curve z; : [0,1] — R™ is a normal Pontryagin
extremal for the following optimal control problem:

mingey {3|ul32 + Ba(z,(1))},

2,(0) = zp.

k . (- (s
- (#(5)?52) forae s €[0.1), (155)

1

subject to

7. '-CONVERGENCE

In this section we study the behavior of the functionals (F?)seg, as f — +oo
using the tools of the I'-convergence. More precisely, we show that the problem
of minimizing the functional 7# : &/ — R, converges as 3 — +oo (in the sense
of T'-convergence) to a limiting minimization problem. A classical consequence
of this fact is that the minimizers of the functionals (F”)ser, can provide an
approximation of the solutions of the limiting problem. Moreover, in the present
case, the limiting functional has an important geometrical meaning, since it is
related to the search of sub-Riemannian length-minimizing paths that connect an
initial point to a target set. The results obtained in this section hold under mild
regularity assumptions on the vector fields F,..., F* and on the end-point cost
a :R" — R, . Finally, for a complete introduction to the theory of I'-convergence,
we refer the reader to the monograph [8].

In this section we shall work with the weak topology of the Hilbert space U :=
L%([0,1],R¥). We first establish a preliminary result. We consider a L?-weakly
convergent sequence (u,)m>1 C U, and we study the convergence of the sequence
(Tm)m>1, where, for every m > 1, the curve z,, : [0, 1] — R™ is the solution of the
Cauchy problem (15) corresponding to the admissible control wu,,.

Lemma 7.1. Let us assume that the vector fields F', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) satisfy the Lipschitz-continuity condition (11). Let (tpy)m>1 C U be
a sequence such that u, —rz U, as m — oo. For every m € N U {oo}, let
T 1 [0,1] = R™ be the solution of (15) corresponding to the control u,,. Then, we
have that

lim ||z, — Zol|co = 0.

m—0o0

Proof. Being the sequence (um,)m>1 weakly convergent, we deduce that there exists
R > 0 such that ||uy||2 < R for every m > 1. The estimate established in
Lemma 2.3 implies that there exists C'r > 0 such that

[Zm[co < Ck, (156)
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for every m > 1. Moreover, using the sub-linear growth inequality (12), we have
that there exists C' > 0 such that
k
|[Zm(s)] < Z|F (@ (s)|2ludy(5)] < C(L+Cr) Y [uf(s)],
j=1

for a.e. s € [0,1]. Then, recalling that ||u,,||rz < R for every m > 1, we deduce
that

[Zmll22 < C(1+ Cr)kR (157)
for every m > 1. Combining (156) and (157), we obtain that the sequence (2, )m>1
is pre-compact with respect to the weak topology of H'([0,1],R™). Our goal is
to prove that the set of the H!'-weak limiting points of the sequence (Z,,)m>1
coincides with {z}, i.e., that the whole sequence x,, =1 T, as m — oco. Let
i € H([0,1],R™) be any H'-weak limiting point of the sequence (z,)m>1, and
let (2.,,)r>1 be a sub-sequence such that x,,, =y & as £ — oo. Recalling (18) in
Theorem 2.1, we have that the inclusion H'([0, 1], R") < C°([0, 1], R") is compact,
and this implies that

T, —Fco T (158)

as { — oco. From (158) and the assumption (11), for every j = 1,..., k it follows
that

|1 F (@m,) = F(2)]|co — 0 (159)
as ¢ — oo. Let us consider a smooth and compactly supported test function
¢ € C>([0,1],R™). Therefore, recalling that z,,, is the solution of the Cauchy
problem (15) corresponding to the control u,,, € U, we have that

/o1 Tma(8) - & Z/ H(@m, (5)) - ¢(s)) uly, (5) ds

for every ¢ > 1. Thus, passing to the limit as ¢ — oo in the previous identity, we

obtain
[ i dtas= =3 [ () o) el ds. o0

Indeed, the convergence of the right-hand side is guaranteed by (158). On the
other hand, for every j = 1,..., k, from (159) we deduce the strong convergence
Fi(xpm,) ¢ —r2 FI(2)-¢ as £ — oo, while u{ne — 2 ul_as { — oo by the hypothesis.
Finally, observing that (158) gives 2(0) = zo, we deduce that

{f@) = F(i(s))us(s), for ae. s€0,1],
i‘(O) = Xy,

that implies £ = x,,. This argument shows that x,, g1 £, as m — oo. Finally,
the thesis follows using again the compact inclusion (18). U
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The standard theory of I'-convergence requires the domain of the functionals
to be a metric space, or, more generally, to be equipped with a first-countable
topology (see [1, Chapter 12]). Since the weak topology of U is first-countable
(and metrizable) only on the bounded subsets of U, we shall restrict the functionals
(F?)ger, to the set

Up = fu et : |fulle: < p},
where p > 0. We set
F=Fy,
where F# : U/ — R, is defined in (76). Using Lemma 7.1 we deduce that for every
B >0 and p > 0 the functional F E : U, — R, admits a minimizer.

Proposition 7.2. Let us assume that the vector fields F*, ..., F* defining the
control system (15) satisfy the Lipschitz-continuity condition (11), and that the
function a : R" — R, designing the end-point cost is continuous. Then, for every
B >0 and p > 0 there exists 4 € U, such that

Fi(i) = inf Ty

Proof. Let us set 5 > 0 and p > 0. If we show that F f :U, — Ry is sequentially
coercive and sequentially lower semi-continuous, then the thesis will follow from
the Direct Method of calculus of variations (see, e.g., [8, Theorem 1.15]). The
sequential coercivity is immediate, since the domain U, is sequentially compact,
for every p > 0. Let (uy,)m>1 C U, be a sequence such that u,, —r2 ts as m — oo.
On one hand, in virtue of Lemma 7.1, we have that

i a(r,0(1)) = a((1), (161)

where for every m € N U {oo} the curve x,, : [0,1] — R" is the solution of the
Cauchy problem (15) corresponding to the admissible control u,,. On the other
hand, the L2-weak convergence implies that

[|tool |2 < liminf ||, ||z (162)
m—r00

Therefore, combining (161) and (162), we deduce that the functional F7 is lower
semi-continuous. O

Before proceeding to the main result of the section, we recall the definition of
['-convergence.

Definition 2. The family of functionals (F7)ger, is said to I'-converge to a func-
tional F, : U, — Ry U {400} with respect to the weak topology of U as f — +oo
if the following conditions hold:

o for every (ug)ger, C U, such that ug —p2 u as f — 400 we have

lim inf 7' (ug) > F, (u); (163)
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o for every u € U there exists a sequence (ug)ser, C U, called recovery
sequence such that ug —r2 u as f — +00 and such that

lim sup F (ug) < Fp(u). (164)
B——+o0

If (163) and (164) are satisfied, then we write F7 —p F, as f — 4o00.

Remark 12. Let us assume that .7:5 —r F, as B — oo, and let us consider a non-
decreasing sequence (f,,,)m>1 such that 3, — +oo as m — oo. For every u € U,
and for every sequence (ug,, )m>1 C U, such that ug, —r2 u as m — oo, we have
that

Fp(u) < liminf fpﬁ’”(uﬁm). (165)

Indeed, it is sufficient to “embed” the sequence (ug,, )m>1 into a sequence (us)ger,
such that ug —2 u as 3 — +00, and to observe that

1}321 E.loffﬁ(uﬁ) < lim inf Fom(ug,,)-

Combining the last inequality with the liminf condition (163), we obtain (165).

Let a : R — R, be the non-negative function that defines the end-point cost,
and let us assume that the set D := {x € R" : a(x) = 0} is non-empty. Let us
define the functional F, : U, — R U {+oo} as follows:

Fofu) = {%HuH%z if 2,(1) € D, (166

400 otherwise,
where z,, : [0, 1] — R™ is the solution of (15) corresponding to the control w.

Remark 13. A situation relevant for applications occurs when the set D is reduced
to a single point, i.e., D = {x1} with x; € R". Indeed, in this case the minimization
of the limiting functional F, is equivalent to find a horizontal energy-minimizing
path that connect zy (i.e., the Cauchy datum of the control system (15)) to ;. This
in turn coincides with the problem of finding a sub-Riemannian length-minimizing
curve that connect xy to z; (see [4, Lemma 3.64]).

We now prove the I'-convergence result, i.e., we show that F pﬁ —r Fpas f— oo
with respect to the weak topology of U.

Theorem 7.3. Let us assume that the vector fields F*', ..., F* defining the control
system (15) satisfy the Lipschitz-continuity condition (11), and that the function
a : R" — R, designing the end-point cost is continuous. Given p > 0, let us
consider F : U, — Ry with > 0. Let F, : U, — Ry U {+o0} be defined as in
(166). Then the functionals (.Ff)geR+ I-converge to F, as 3 — +oo with respect
to the weak topology of U.
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Remark 14. If p > 0 is not large enough, it may happen that no control in U,
steers zg to D, i.e., z,(1) &€ D for every u € U,. In this case the I'-convergence
result is still valid, and the I'-limit satisfies F, = +00. We can easily avoid
this uninteresting situation when system (10) is controllable. Indeed, using the
controllability assumption, we deduce that there exists a control u € U such that
the corresponding trajectory x; satisfies z3(1) € D. On the other hand, we have
that

. B < ﬁ ~
llLrelbf{]-" (u) < F(a)

for every f > 0. Moreover, using the fact that z;(1) € D and recalling the
definition of F# in (76), we have that
Bray — L11al12
Fo(a) = S Il
for every 8 > 0. The fact that the end-point cost a : R” — R, is non-negative
implies that F?(u) > FP(@) whenever ||u||z2 > ||u||z2. Setting p = ||i||z2, we
deduce that
inf F7(u) = inf FP(u).
g 7 = g Fo ()
Moreover, this choice of p guarantees that the I'-limit F, # 400, since we have
that F,(a) < 4o0.

Proof of Theorem 7.3. We begin with the lim sup condition (164). If F,(u) = 400,
the inequality is trivially satisfied. Let us assume that F,(u) < +o0o. Then
setting ug = wu for every 8 > 0, we deduce that ,(1) = x,,(1) € D, where
z, @ [0,1] — R™ is the solution of the Cauchy problem (15) corresponding to the
control u. Recalling that a|p = 0, we have that

1
Fy (ug) = Sllullze = Fplu)

for every 8 > 0. This proves the lim sup condition.
We now prove the liminf condition (163). Let us consider (ug)ser, C U, such
that ug —r2 u as 8 — 00, and such that
lim inf F7? =C. 1
im inf 77 (ug) = C (167)
We may assume that C' < +o0. If this is not the case, then (163) trivially holds.
Let us extract (5,,)m>0 such that 3, — +oo and

lim. Fim(ug,,) = lim E.lofff(uﬁ) =C. (168)
For every m > 0, let z,, : [0,1] — R™ be the curve defined as the solution of the

Cauchy problem (15) corresponding to the control ug,,, and let z,, : [0,1] — R" be
the solution corresponding to u. Using Lemma 7.1, we deduce that xg, —co x,, as
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m — oo. In particular, we obtain that x4, (1) = z,(1) as m — co. On the other
hand, the limit in (168) implies that there exists m € N such that

Bma(zs,, (1)) < Fim(ug,) < C+1,
for every m > m. Recalling that §,, — oo as m — oo, the previous inequality
yields
a(ry(1)) = lim a(zg, (1)) =0,
m—o0

i.e., that z,(1) € D. This argument proves that, if ug — 2 u as f — oo and if the
quantity at the right-hand side of (167) is finite, then the limiting control u steers
zo to D. In particular, this shows that F,(u) < 4+o0. Finally, in order to establish
(163), we observe that

Fo(u) = —||u||L2 < hmmf—Hu5 12, < hmmf}"ﬁn(ug )= lémmf}"ﬁ(ug)
—+00

O

The theorem that we present below motivates the interest in the I'-convergence
result just established. Indeed, we can investigate the asymptotic the behavior
of (infy, Ff)geR+ as f — 4o0o. Moreover, it turns out that the minimizers of
F pﬁ provide approximations of the minimizers of the limiting functional F,, with
respect to the strong topology of L?. The first part of Theorem 7.4 holds for every
[-convergent sequence of equi-coercive functionals (see, e.g., [8, Corollary 7.20]).
On the other hand, the conclusion of the second part relies on the particular
structure of (F7)ger, -

Theorem 7.4. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 7.3, given p > 0 we have
that
lim inf F = izglf F. (169)
P

B—oo U,
Moreover, under the further assumption that F, # 400, for every 8 > 0 let ug be
a minimizer of .7:5. Then, for every non-decreasing sequence (B )m>1 such that
Bm — +00 as m — 00, (Ug,,)m>1 is pre-compact with respect to the strong topology
of U,, and every limiting point of (Ug,, )m>1 s a minimizer of F,.

Proof. For every 8 > 0 let ug be a minimizer of .Fpﬁ , that exists in virtue of
Proposition 7.2. Let us consider a non-decreasing sequence (5,,)m>1 such that
Bm — +00 as m — oo and such that

lim Fﬁm(u5 )= lim mf}"ﬁm = lim inf 1nf.7:5 (170)

m—00 m—oo U, B—+oo Up
Recalling that (ag,, )m>1 C U,, we have that there exists . € U, and a sub-
sequence (fm,);>1 such that g, —r2 U as j — oo. Since .7:5 —p F, as
f — 400, the inequality (165) derived in Remark 12 implies that

Fplls) < hm .7:p " (up,,,) = hmmf 1nf.7:5 (171)

B—+o0 Uy,
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where we used (170) in the last identity. On the other hand, for every u € U, let
(ug)ger, be a recovery sequence for u, i.e., a sequence that satisfies the limsup
condition (164). Therefore, we have that

Fo(u) > hmsup fﬂ(UB) > lim sup 1nf.7-"6 (172)

B—+o0 B—+oo Up

From (171) and (172), we deduce that
Fo(u) 2 Fp(ioo)

for every u € U, i.e.,

Fy(liog) = inf F,, (173)
Up
Finally, setting u = 1, in (172), we obtain
Fplls) = lim mf]:B (174)
B—oo U,

From (173) and (174), it follows that (169) holds.

We now focus on the second part of the thesis. For every 8 > 0 let 4 be a
minimizer of F pﬁ , as before. Let (f,,)m>1 be a non-decreasing sequence such that
By — +00 as m — oo, and let us consider (ig,,)m>1. Since (g, )m>1 is L*-
weakly pre-compact, there exists 4 € U, and a sub-sequence (ﬂgmj) j>1 such that
ﬂgmj —2 4 as J — oo. From the first part of the thesis it descends that @ is a
minimizer of F,. Indeed, in virtue of (165), we have that

F,(t )<hm1nf.7: (g, ) = lim 1nf.7: " —mf]:p,

J—00 i j—oo Uy

where we used ffmj (’&ij) = infy, .Ffmj and the identity (169). The previous
relation guarantees that

Fo (@) = inf Fp, = lim Fo™ (g, ). (175)
U, Jj—00 7
To conclude we have to show that
tim s, — |2 = 0. (176)
Jj—00 J

Using the assumption F, # +o00, from the minimality of & we deduce that F,(u) =
S1l@|[2.. Hence, (175) implies that

1 ~A112 . ﬁm] N . 1 2
— = > —
g lallzs = lim Fp (ig,, ) = hrjgilp 5 168, 122, (177)

where we used that F7(u) > §|u||7, for every 8 > 0 and for every u € U,. From
(177) and from the weak convergence ug,,, —r2 U as j — 0o, we deduce that (176)
holds. O]
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CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have considered an optimal control problem in a typical frame-
work of sub-Riemannian geometry. In particular, we have studied the functional
given by the weighted sum of the energy of the admissible trajectory (i.e., the
squared 2-norm of the control) and of an end-point cost.

We have written the gradient flow induced by the functional on the Hilbert space
of admissible controls. We have proved that, when the data of the problem are
real-analytic, the gradient flow trajectories converge to stationary points of the
functional as soon as the starting point has Sobolev regularity.

The T'-convergence result bridges the functional considered in the first part of
the paper with the problem of joining two assigned points with an admissible
length-minimizer path. This fact may be of interest for designing methods to ap-
proximate sub-Riemannian length-minimizers. Indeed, a natural approach could
be to project the gradient flow onto a proper finite-dimensional subspace of the
space of admissible controls, and to minimize the weighted functional restricted to
this subspace. We leave further development of these ideas for future work.
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