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Abstract

The paper treats the problem of optimal distributed control of a Cahn—Hilliard—
Oono system in R% 1 < d < 3, with the control located in the mass term and
admitting general potentials that include both the case of a regular potential and
the case of some singular potential. The first part of the paper is concerned with the
dependence of the phase variable on the control variable. For this purpose, suitable
regularity and continuous dependence results are shown. In particular, in the case
of a logarithmic potential, we need to prove an ad hoc strict separation property,
and for this reason we have to restrict ourselves to the case d = 2. In the rest of
the work, we study the necessary first-order optimality conditions, which are proved
under suitable compatibility conditions on the initial datum of the phase variable
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and the time derivative of the control, at least in case of potentials having unbounded
domain.

Key words: Cahn—Hilliard equation, logarithmic potential, regular potential, op-
timal control problem, strict separation property, necessary optimality conditions.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the following PDE system, referred to in the literature as the
Cahn-Hilliard-Oono (CHO) system (cf. [40-42]), which is of great interest in the study
of pattern formations in phase-separating materials:

Op+elp—c)—Ap=0 inQ:=Qx(0,7T), (1.1)
p=—-Ap+f'(v) in Q, (1.2)
O =0, =0 on 99 x (0,7, (1.3)

©(0) = o in €. (1.4)

Here, Q is the domain in R?, 1 < d < 3, where the evolution takes place, and 7T is
some final time. In (L3]), 0, denotes the outward normal derivative on the boundary
0f). In the above equations, the unknowns are ¢, the order parameter representing the
relative monomer concentration difference, and p, the chemical potential, while ¢ is a
prescribed mass average, € is a given phenomenological constant, and f’ is the derivative
of a double-well potential f. Finally, ¢q is a given initial datum.

Typical and important examples for f are the so-called classical reqular potential and
the logarithmic double-well potential, which are the semiconvex functions given by
1
freg(r) = 1 (r*—1)*, reR, (1.5)
fiog(r) == (L +7)In(1+7)+ (1 —7)In(l —7) —err?, 7€ (=1,1), (1.6)

where ¢; > 1 so that f,, is nonconvex. Another example is the double obstacle potential,
where, with ¢, > 0,

faobs (1) 1= —cor? if || <1 and  fous(r) := +oo if |r| > 1. (1.7)

In cases like (7)), one has to split f into a nondifferentiable convex part (the indicator
function of [—1, 1] in the present example) and a smooth perturbation. Accordingly, one
has to replace the derivative of the convex part by the subdifferential and read (2]
as a differential inclusion. The coeflicients ¢; and ¢» are related to the critical absolute
temperature at which the phase separation takes place.

System (LI)-(L2) can be seen as a Cahn-Hilliard equation with reaction and turns out
to be useful in several applications such as biological models [33], inpainting algorithms [3],
and polymers [1]. Indeed, taking ¢ = 0, the CHO equation reduces to the classical Cahn—
Hilliard (CH) equation (see [4,[7,[8]). The main feature of (1) is that, contrary to the
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classical CH equation, it does not imply the conservation of total mass. Indeed, integrating
it over € and using the boundary and initial conditions (L3)—(L4), one finds that

?(t)=c+e U (p,—¢) forany t >0,
where () = \ﬁ1| Jo (t) dz denotes the mean value over Q at time ¢. We notice that
we have mass conservation only in the case @, = ¢. In all other cases, the time func-
tion B(t) converges exponentially fast to ¢ as ¢ goes to +o0o. Hence, the reaction term
present in ([LT)) accounts for long-range interactions. Of course, more general terms, in
particular nonlinearities, could be considered (cf., for example, [34], where the nonlocal
CH equation with nonlinear reaction term was analyzed). Moreover, let us notice that the
interest of including reaction terms in CH-type systems is particularly increasing due to
the development of diffuse interface models of tumor growth coupling CH with nutrient
diffusion and other equations. Indeed, in this class of models the parameter ¢ should be
intended as the concentration of the tumor phase, and so, in this case, it is of particu-
lar interest not to have mass conservation, but to observe a possible growth or decrease
of the tumor mass, due to the proliferation or death of cells. In this respect, we may
quote [9HI3L[1824-H27,36,143,44] and the references therein for results on well-posedness,
long-time behavior of solutions, asymptotic analyses, and optimal control, related to tu-
mor growth models. More recently, always in the framework of tumor growth dynamics,
in [32] a generalized CHO equation has been coupled with an Hele-Shaw equation, and

global well-posedness and regularity results have been proved in the 2D case.

The solvability and the existence of global and exponential attractors for the CHO
equation with regular potential (L) have been studied in [35], while in [31] the authors
investigated the case of the singular logarithmic type potential (IL6), by establishing some
regularization properties of the unique solution in finite time. Both in 2D and 3D they
proved the existence of a global attractor; moreover, in the 2D case, taking advantage of
their proof of a strict separation property, the authors of [31] also showed the existence of
an exponential attractor and the convergence to a single equilibrium. Finally, the CHO
equation has been coupled with Navier—Stokes systems both in case of regular potentials
[5] and of singular potentials [37].

In the present work, we study a distributed control problem for the system (LI])—
(L4), where the term €(p — ¢) in (1)) is replaced by ¢ — u, thus taking e = 1 and
substituting ¢ by a control u which is allowed to be a function of space and time. Having
in mind the application to tumor growth models, the control u could represent a source
of therapy, like, for example, a concentration of cytotoxic drugs introduced in the cells
in order to minimize the volume of the tumor (which is represented by the integral of
¢ over the domain Q) or to reach some target tumor distribution at the final time T°
of the therapy cycle. About optimal control problems for CH systems, let us mention
some related work. A very general approach for distributed control problems for possibly
fractional equations of CH-type is carried out in the papers [20-22], with an extension of
the analysis to double obstacle potentials like fous in (IL7)) via deep quench approximation.
The coupling of CH equations in the bulk with dynamic boundary conditions has been
investigated in [14[15,23], and the presence of a convective term with the velocity vector
taken as control has been dealt with in [I617,19,30] (see also the references in the quoted
contributions).

We now go back to the goal of this paper and observe that, since we are not interested
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in the longtime behavior of the solution, the constants ¢ and e here actually do not play
any significant role, whence we can assume that ¢ = 1 and absorb ¢ in u. Therefore, the
state system under investigation is the following:

he+p—Ap=u in Q, (1.8)
p=-Ap+f'(p) inQ, (1.9)

with the same boundary and initial conditions as before. For our purpose, it is crucial
to study the dependence of the solution on the control variable u. Hence, a major part
of the paper is devoted to the well-posedness of the system and the continuous depen-
dence just mentioned. It must be pointed out that, at least in the case of potentials
having a bounded domain, the control u and the initial datum ¢y must satisfy proper
necessary compatibility conditions in order to guarantee the existence of a solution. For
this reason, even well-posedness cannot be deduced from [31] and the existing literature.
Then, we study the control problem. Precisely, we want to minimize the tracking-type
cost functional

« « « «
A= G [ lo—vol+F [ 1o —pol+F [ ln=nol+ 5 [ luf (L10)
2 /o 2 Jq 2 J, 2 /o
over the set of admissible controls
Upq == {u € H(0,T; H)N L=(Q) : |ul|Loe(@) < M, [|Opul|r2i) < M'}, (1.11)
subject to the system given by (L8)—-(L9) and (L3)-(C4). In (LI0), ¢o and pg are

given functions on @), ¢q is a given function on €2, and «;, © = 1,...,4, are nonnegative
constants (not all zero). In (LII)), M > 0 and M’ > 0 are prescribed constants as well.
We show the existence of an optimal control. Then the main point is to prove the Fréchet
differentiability of the control-to-state operator between suitable functional spaces, which
allows us to establish first-order necessary optimality conditions in terms of the solution
to the linearized system; the latter is then eliminated by means of the solution to a proper
adjoint problem.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we list our assumptions and
notations and state our results. The proofs of those regarding the well-posedness of
the problem, the continuous dependence of its solution on the control variable, and the
regularity, are given in Sections BHA The argument for the existence and the regularity
of the solution is based on the study of proper approximating problems performed in the
first part of Section [l Finally, the last Section [6lis devoted to the analysis of the control
problem and the corresponding first-order necessary optimality conditions.

2 Statement of the problem and results

In this section, we state precise assumptions and notations and present our results. First
of all, the subset Q C R? with 1 < d < 3 is assumed to be bounded, connected and smooth.
As in the Introduction, 0, stands for the normal derivative on I' := 9). Moreover, we set
for brevity

Qi =0x(0,t) and Q':=Qx (t,T) for0<t<T, and Q:=Qx(0,7). (2.1
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If X is a Banach space, ||-||x denotes both its norm and the norm of X¢. The only
exception from this convention on the norms is given by the spaces LF (1 < p < o0)
constructed on (0,7), © and @, whose norms are often denoted by || -|,, and by the
space H defined below, whose norm is simply denoted by || -||. We put

H:=1*Q), V:i=H(Q) and W:={vec H*Q): dv=0>} (2.2)

Moreover, V* is the dual space of V and (-, -) is the dual pairing between V* and V. In
the following, we work in the framework of the Hilbert triplet (V, H,V*). Thus, by also
using the symbol (-, -) for the standard inner product of H, we have (g,v) = (g,v) for
every g € H and v € V. We also use the symbol (-, -) for the standard inner product in
any of the product spaces HY for N € N.

Next, we introduce the generalized mean value. We write |{2| for the measure of Q
and set
7, .= |Q| v, 1) for v, € V* (2.3)
where 1 denotes the constant function x — 1, x € ). More generally, to simplify the
notation, we use the same symbol for the real number a and the associated constant
functions on Q and Q. It is clear that 7, is the usual mean value of v, if v, € H.

Now, we list our assumptions on the structure of our system and the data. For the
potential f, we assume that
f:R— (—o00,+00] can besplit as f = §+ T, where (2.4)
E: R — [0, +00] is convex, proper, and ls.c. with 3(0) =0,
7:R — R is of class C*', and its derivative is Lipschitz continuous. (2.6
We set for convenience R
B:=08 and m:=7', (2.7)

and notice that § is a maximal monotone graph in R x R satisfying 0 € 5(0). We use
the symbols D(/3) and 3°(r) for the domain of 5 and the element of 5(r) (with r € D(f))
having minimum modulus. We extend the notations B , B, D(B) and (° to the functionals
and the operators induced on L? spaces.

Even though the control variable u is fixed when dealing with well-posedness, we
prepare the possibility of letting u vary by introducing an upper bound M in the data.
We assume that

we L™(Q), Mel0,+00) and [ullew <M, (2.8)
wo € W with inf g, and sup ¢, belonging to the interior of D(f), (2.9)
®o £ M belong to the interior of D(f). (2.10)

Assumption (2.9)) is rather strong; its first application and a comment on the last assump-
tion (2.I0) are given in the forthcoming Remarks and 2.2 respectively.

Let us come to the definition of our notion of solution, which we state in a weak form.
Namely, a solution is a triplet (¢, i, ) satisfying the regularity requirements

o€ H'(0,T; V)N L™(0,T;V), (2.11)

p € L*(0,T;V), (2.12)

£ L*(0,T;H), and ¢ € B(p) ae. inQ, (2.13)
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and the following variational equations and initial condition:

<8tg0(t),v)+/gg0(t)v+/ﬂv,u(t)-Vv:/ﬂu(t)v

for a.a. t € (0,7) and every v € V, (2.14)
[utow= [ vew-vos [+ [ o

Q Q Q Q

for a.a. t € (0,T) and every v € V, (2.15)
©(0) = ¢p a.e.in Q. (2.16)

Remark 2.1. We observe that the above variational equations are equivalent to their
time-integrated versions with time dependent test functions, i.e.,

/T(ﬁtgp() ())dt+/gov+/Vg0 Vv—/qu (2.17)

/;w—/Vap Vv+/§v+/ (2.18)

both for every v € L?(0,T; V). We also point out that (2.I5) can be written as a boundary
value problem. Namely, since ¢ € L*(0,T;V) and u — & — w(p) € L*(0,T; H), it is
equivalent to

0 € L*0,T;W), and pu=—-Ap+£E+7(p) ae. in Q, (2.19)

by elliptic regularity. On the contrary, the analogue for (2.14]) would be true only if d;p
were more regular.

Remark 2.2. Let us comment on assumption (ZI0). By just taking v = 1/|| in (2.14)
and accounting for (2.16]), we have that

%@(t) +9(t) =u(t) foraa.te (0,7), and B(0) =g, (2.20)

which yield
t
?(t) =9, +/ e~ =9)%(s)ds for every t € [0,T). (2.21)
0
Since this implies that
[2(t) = Pol < [[ulloe < fulloe < M,

assumption (2.I0]) ensures that B(t) belongs to D() for every t € [0,7]. We observe that
the right-hand side of (2.21]) just depends on ¢y and u, and a necessary condition for the
existence of a solution is that it remains in D(J) for all times. In particular, if u = 2 and
o = 0, it is given by 2(1 — e™*) and becomes larger than 1 if ¢ > In 2, so that no solution
can exist on an interval [0, 7] with 7" > In2 if f is the logarithmic potential (L.0).

We have the following well-posedness result.
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Theorem 2.3. Suppose that the conditions (2.4)-([2.6]) on the structure of the system and
2Z8)-(2IQ) on the data are fulfilled. Then there exists at least one triplet (o, 1, &), with

the regqularity conditions 211)-2.13)), that solves problem (ZI4)—([2I6) and satisfies the

estimate

|l e 0,7:v )L 0,75y 2 0,mwy + el 20,50y + 1€l 20,70y < K (2.22)

with a constant K; > 0 that depends only on the structure of the system, ), T', the initial
datum, and M.

Furthermore, if u; € L>®(Q), i = 1,2, are given and (p;, p;, &) are any corresponding
solutions, then the estimate
o1 = wallcoqomvanczorvy < Cr (lur — uell v + @ — Hgﬂi/f)(om) (2.23)

holds true with a constant C7 > 0 that depends only on the structure of the system, €1,
T, and an upper bound for |||, @ = 1,2. In particular, the solution component ¢ is
uniquely determined. If, in addition, [ is single-valued, then also p and & are uniquely
determined.

An improvement of the regularity of the solution can be achieved under stronger
assumptions on the data. Namely, we also assume:

the interior of D(/) contains 0

and the restriction of 3 to it is a C'! function, (2.24)
u € HI(O,T7 H), M/ c [0,"‘00) and ||8tuHL2(O,T;H) < M/, (225)
vo € H3(Q). (2.26)

Notice that (Z24) does not imply that f is single-valued (cf. (L)) so that uniqueness
for the solution is not guaranteed. However, we can prove the existence of a smoother
solution. Of course, if in addition [ is single-valued, then this regularity is ensured for
the unique solution.

Theorem 2.4. In addition to the assumptions of Theorem[2.3, assume that (2.24])—(2.26))
are fulfilled. Then, there ezists at least one solution (p,u,§) to 2I4)-RI6) that also
satisfies both the regqularity requirements
p € H'(0,T;V)NL*(0,T; W) NC(Q),
pe L*0,T;V) and &€ L>(0,T;H), (2.27)

and the estimate

||<P||Hl(o,T;V)mLoo(o,T;W)mCO@) + H/iHLOO(O,T;V) + HfHL“’(O,T;H) < K, (2-28)

with a constant Ky that depends only on the structure of the system, ), T, the initial
datum, and the upper bounds M and M’ appearing in ([2.8)) and ([2.25]).

In order to approach the control problem with a possibly singular potential, it is
important to ensure that the solution component ¢ takes its values far away from the
singularities of 5. If 8 is smooth in the interior of its domain, then it is sufficient that
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all values of ¢ belong to a compact interval contained in the interior of D(f). In the
case of an everywhere defined smooth potential like (ILH), the boundedness of ¢ given by
Theorem [2.4] is sufficient. On the contrary, if D(5) is a bounded open interval as in the
case of the logarithmic potential (L)), then the requested property of ¢ is equivalent to
the boundedness of the solution component £. This is related to the boundedness of p.

Proposition 2.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem [2.3, let (v, i1, &) be a solution to
problem (214)-216). Then boundedness of ¢ and p implies boundedness of & and the
estimate

1€lloc < llo 4+ 11 = () lloo - (2.29)

In particular, if D(B) is a bounded open interval, then all of the values of v are attained

in a compact interval contained in D(3) that depends only on the shape of 5 and an upper
bound for the norm of £ in L*°(Q).

Boundedness of u is a consequence of (2.27)) if d = 1, since V' C L*>(2) in this case. If
d € {2, 3}, the problem is open, in general. A natural way to ensure that p is bounded is
to prove that d;p belongs to L>°(0,T'; H). Indeed, then (214 and elliptic regularity would
yield that u belongs to L>°(0,7; W), and thus to L*>(Q) since W C L*>*(Q2). We cannot
deal with the general case. However, we can prove this result in the two-dimensional case
if f is the logarithmic potential.

Proposition 2.6. Assume that d = 2, that f is the logarithmic potential (L)), and that

the data satisfy (2.8)-(2.10), [2.24) (2.20), as well as

0o € H'(Q) and 9,Apy=0 onT. (2.30)
Then the solution (¢, p, &) to problem (214)—~(2.10) also satisfies
Oip € L=(0,T; HYN L*(0,T; W), peL®Q), €&€L™Q)), (2.31)
as well as
10ip| o< 0,7 m)nz2 0wy + [ lloo + [[€lloe < K, (2.32)

with a constant K3 that depends only on S, T, the initial datum, and the upper bounds
M and M’ appearing in [2.8) and (2.25).

Remark 2.7. We point out that under the assumptions of Proposition the second
part of Proposition provides a compact interval [a,b] C (—1, 1), which contains all of
the values of ¢ and depends only on §2, T" and the constants M and M’.

Whenever the potential is smooth in its domain and all of the values of ¢ belong
to a compact interval [a,b] contained in the interior of D(f), then the potential f can
be replaced a posteriori by a potential having a Lipschitz continuous derivative. In this
situation, we can prove a second continuous dependence result.

Theorem 2.8. Assume that the potential f has a Lipschitz continuous derivative. If
w,€ L>®(Q), i = 1,2, are two choices of u and (y;, 113, &;) are the corresponding solutions,
then the estimate

1 = @allcoqormynczomwy + |11 — p2llL2orm) < Co |lur — w2l 200,71 (2.33)

holds true with a constant Cy that depends only on 2, T, and the Lipschitz constant of f’.
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The above results prepare the study of the control problem, which consists in mini-
mizing the cost functional (ILI0) over the set (LI]) of the admissible controls subject to
the state system, as said in the Introduction. We recall the definitions and make precise
assumptions. The cost functional is given by

« « « (0%
o= [ lo-val+Z [ 1o —pal+ 2 [ ln-poP+ 5 [ uP. 230
Q Q Q Q

where

YQ, Hq € L2(Q)7 Yo € Lz(Q)v
and «; € [0,400) are not all zero, fori=1,...,4. (2.35)

The set of the admissible controls is given by
Uog = {u € H'(0,Ts H)NLX(Q) : lull=(@) < M, [[Opullr2) < M'}, (2.36)
where
M, M' € [0,+00) and (2I0) is satisfied. (2.37)
The control problem is the following:

Minimize the cost functional (2Z34)) over the set (230) of admissible
controls subject to the state system (2.14)—(2.16]). (2.38)

At this point, it is worth noticing that the cost functional in the form (234]) is well
defined only if both solution components ¢, 1 are uniquely determined. Under the as-
sumptions of Theorem 2.3, this can only be guaranteed if § is single-valued; otherwise
one has to simplify the cost functional by postulating that a3 = 0. In the situation of
Theorem 2.8, however, this problem does not arise. We have the following existence result.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that the conditions (2.4)-2.6), (2.9), and 234)-R237) are ful-

filled, and assume that either ag = 0 or B is single-valued. Then the control problem
(Z38)) has at least one solution u*.

The next effort is to find first-order necessary conditions for optimality. To this end,
we have to enlarge U,q in a proper topology and introduce the control-to-state operator 8.
We fix R > 0 small enough in order that

Py = (M + R), belong to the interior of D(/3), (2.39)
and we set
UR = {u S Hl(O,T; H) N LOO(Q) : ||u||Loo(Q) < M + R, ||8tu||Lz(Q) < M’ + R} (240)

This is an open neighborhood of U,; in the topology of the first of the Banach spaces we
introduce for later use:
X:=H"0,T; H) N L®(Q)
and Y:= (C°([0,T); H)N L*(0,T;W)) x L*(0,T; H). (2.41)
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In order to continue, we need the functional f to be more regular on the range of the first
component ¢ of the state corresponding to any element u € Ug. We first observe that
thanks to (2.39)) the results stated above hold true with M and M’ replaced by M + R and
M’ + R, respectively; in addition, they provide estimates that are uniform with respect to
u € Ug. Next, we notice that in some situations it is ensured that there exists a compact
interval [a,b] contained in the interior of the domain of the double well potential f such
that, for every u € Ug, the first component ¢ of the corresponding state attains its values
in [a,b]. Namely, as we have seen, this is the case either if, under the assumptions of
Theorem 2.4], f is an everywhere defined smooth potential in any dimension d € {1, 2, 3}
or if the assumptions of Proposition are fulfilled (in particular, d = 2 and f is the
logarithmic potential (L.6])).

Therefore, we take the following starting point: there exist a compact interval [a, 0]
and a constant K > 0 such that:

f is a function of class C® in a neighborhood of [a, bJ; (2.42)

it holds a < <b ae. in @ and ggggé”f(i)(ap)ﬂoo < K, whenever (¢, i, ),

with £ = B(p), is a solution to (Z.14)-(2.16]) for some u € Ug. (2.43)

Notice that under the conditions (2.42])-(2.43)) also the solution component p is uniquely
determined so that the control-to-state operator

S:Ur—Y, uw— 8(u)=(p,u), where (¢,u,5(¢)) is the
solution to the state system (2.14)—(2.16]) corresponding to u, (2.44)

is well defined on Ug.

Based on (242)-(243), we prove in Theorem [6.3] that 8 is Fréchet differentiable at
every point u* € Ug, where the Fréchet derivative is related to the solution to a linear
system obtained from (2.I4)-(2I6) by linearization. A standard argument then yields
a necessary condition for optimal controls u* € U,y that involves the solution to the
linearized system (Proposition [6.4]). As usual, we eliminate the solution to the linearized
system by means of the adjoint state variables (p, ¢), which satisfy

p€ HY0,T; V)N L>®0,T; V)N L*0,T;W) and q¢€ L*0,T;V) (2.45)

and solve the adjoint state system
o at ’ v v "y %
@w®).0)+ [ ptyo+ [ Vo) Vo [ e @naon
— a1 [ (¢~ eal(t)

for a.a. t € (0,7) and every v € V', (2.46)
[atwo= [ Vo) Voo [ 4 = pa)(or
Q Q Q
for a.a. t € (0,7) and every v € V| (2.47)
P(T) = a2 (¢"(T) = ¢a) , (2.48)

where (¢*, 1*) = §(u*). Our final result is the following necessary condition for optimality:
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Theorem 2.10. Suppose that the conditions (2.42)—2.43) are fulfilled, let u* € Uuq be
an optimal control with associated state (¢*, u*) = 8(u*), and assume that

a1pQ € L2(07T7 V)7 aapq €V, sl € L2(07T7 V)v (249>
V* € L>(0,T; L*()). (2.50)

Then it holds the variational inequality
/p(u—u*)+a4/(u—u*) >0 Vue Uy, (2.51)
Q Q

where p is the first component of the solution (p,q) to the adjoint problem (2.46])—([2.4S).

Remark 2.11. Notice that each of the regularity conditions (2.49) is fulfilled if either
the related «; is equal to 0 or if the associated datum belongs to L*(0,T;V) or V. In
the first case, we have no corresponding tracking of the tumor fraction ¢ or the chemical
potential y, which is inconvenient from the medical viewpoint, while in the second case
we assume the same regularity for the respective target function that the optimal state
(¢*, 1*) is known to have (Theorem [2.4]), which seems to be reasonable.

Throughout the paper, we will repeatedly use Young’s inequality
1
ab§5a2+@b2 for all a,b € R and 6§ > 0, (2.52)

as well as Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality related to the continuous embed-
ding V' C LP(Q) for p € [1, 6] (since Q2 is d-dimensional with d < 3, bounded and smooth).
Furthermore, the embeddings V' C H and H C V* are compact, so that we obtain from
Ehrling’s lemma the compactness inequality

vl < &||Vu||+ Cs|lv|lv- for every v € V and 6 > 0, (2.53)

with some Cs > 0 that depends only on €2 and §.

We also utilize a tool that is widely used in the study of Cahn—Hilliard type equations.
We define

domN:={v, € V*: 7,=0} and N:domN—{veV: v=0} (2.54)
by setting, for every v, € dom N,

Nuv, is the unique element of V' that satisfies

/ VNv, - Vv = (v,,v) forevery v €V and Nuv, =0. (2.55)
Q

As Q is bounded, smooth, and connected, it turns out that (255) yields a well-defined
isomorphism, which satisfies

(u*, Nv,) = (v, Nu*) = /(VNu*) - (VNw,) for every u*, v, € domN. (2.56)
Q



12 CoLLl — GILARDI — ROCCA — SPREKELS

Moreover, by also accounting for Poincaré’s inequality
[v[[i < Ca([|Vol]* + [v]?) for every v eV, (2.57)

where the constant C > 0 depends only on 2, we see that the function || .|, : V* —
[0, +00) defined by the formula

[o.]l? = [VN(ve = 5)1* + [0.]* = (v, N(vs = 0.)) + [0.]* for v, € V7, (2.58)
is a Hilbert norm on V* that is equivalent to the usual dual norm. It follows that
[{(ve, )| < Callv|«||v||y  for every v, € V* and v € V, (2.59)

with the same Cgq as in (Z57) without loss of generality. Finally, notice that

2 (B0, (), Nuu (1)) = %/ﬂwm(t)\? - % lo.()2 for aa. te (0,T),  (2.60)

for every v, € HY(0,T;V*) satisfying v, = 0, i.e., v,(t) = 0 for a.a. t € (0,T). This kind
of notation is used throughout the paper for time-dependent functions.

We conclude this section by stating a general rule concerning the constants that appear
in the estimates to be performed in the following. The small-case symbol ¢ stands for
a generic constant whose actual values may change from line to line and even within
the same line and depend only on €2, on the shape of the nonlinearities, and on the
constants and the norms of the functions involved in the assumptions of the statements.
In particular, the values of ¢ do not depend on the parameters ¢ and n we introduce in
the next sections. A small-case symbol with a subscript like ¢ (in particular, with § = ¢)
indicates that the constant may depend on the parameter ¢, in addition. On the contrary,
we mark precise constants that we can refer to by using different symbols, e.g., capital

letters like in (2.53)).

3 Continuous dependence and uniqueness

In this section, we give the proof of second part of Theorem 2.3 and of Theorem 2.8 As
for the former, we observe that the uniqueness of the the component ¢ of the solution
follows from (2:23)) provided that this inequality is proved for every solution (y;, i, &;)
corresponding to u; for i = 1,2, according to the statement. Indeed, (2.23) with u; = us
implies that ¢; = 5. Moreover, if § is single-valued, then we also deduce that & = &,
and a comparison in (2.15]), written for both solutions, yields that p; = uo as well.

3.1 Continuous dependence, part I

So we just have to prove the inequality (2:23) by assuming that (¢, 1, &;) is any solution
corresponding to u;, © = 1,2. We set, for convenience,

Q=1 — 2, pi=pp— o, =& —& and ui=wuy —up. (3.1)
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Thus, by noting that (2.I4) and (2.20)) hold true with the new notations, we can subtract
the latter integrated over € from the former and test the resulting equality by N(¢ — P)
(recall (Z54)—(Z60) for the definition of N and its properties). At the same time, we
write (2.I5]) for both solutions and test the difference by —(¢ —%). Then, we sum up and
integrate over (0,t). Since a cancellation occurs, we obtain that

sIe-2@8+ [N -+ [ We-2r+ [ €0
0 Q:

Q1

:/ju_mww—wyi/fa—/fﬂ%)—ﬂw»@—@)

All of the terms on the left-hand side are nonnegative (the last one by monotonicity). As
for the first term on the right-hand side, we account for (2:2I)) and notice that ||P||e <
||| 1o,y < ellullz1or;v+). Hence, with the help of (2.59) we have that

/Xu—mww—ahq%Anw—mwmwww—@@wwu
SCAHW—ﬂXQmW¢—@@WMBSCWMAMWﬂﬁﬁﬂW—¢X$M

1 _
< 750 (e =Pz + e lluliorye -
0<s<t

Next, we have that

/Q §% < (I&lh +11€2l) Bl < c(ll€ll + N2ll) Il

Finally, we owe to the Lipschitz continuity of = and the compactness inequality (2.53)) to
obtain that

- [ (o) - mee-P < e [ lello-7

t t

t
<c |so—¢|2+c/ \¢\|so—¢|§c/ \so—¢|2+/\¢(s>\2ds
Q¢ Q¢ Q¢ 0
t
<5 [ 196 =2+ [ I - RN s+l
t

By collecting all these estimates, and ignoring some nonnegative terms on the left-hand
side, we deduce that

31 —D0IE+5 [ V-7

<3l -POIE+e [ I =Pl

0<s<t

+ [l + (€l + l1gll) Il

By applying Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude that (2.23)) holds true with a constant C; as
in the statement.
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3.2 Continuous dependence, part II
We are going to prove Theorem 2.8 We still use the notations (B.I) regarding ¢, u,
and u, and denote the Lipschitz constant of f’ by L. We write (2.14]) and (215) for both

solutions and test the differences by ¢ and u, respectively. Then, when adding an obvious
cancellation occurs, and by Young’s inequality we have that

1
3 [ le®P+ [ jel [l
Q Q: Q1
=/ wp+/ (f'(e1) = ['(02)) 1
1 1+ L? 1
<2 2 2, + 2
<g e [ et [

Hence, rearranging and using Gronwall’s lemma, we immediately deduce that

||<P||CO([0,T};H) + ||,U||L2(O,T;H) <c ||U||L2(0,T;H) )

with a constant ¢ that only depends on L and 7. By applying elliptic regularity to the
difference of (Z.I5]), written for both solutions, we also infer that

el 20wy < el — (f' (1) = f (@)l 2 0,mm)
< C(HMHL%O,T;H) + ||<P||L2(0,T;H)) <c HUHLZ(O,T;H) )

where ¢ depends on {2, in addition.

4 Approximation and existence

In this section, we prove the existence part of Theorem 2.3 Our method consists in
approximating the problem at hand and using compactness and monotonicity arguments.

4.1 Approximation

Here, we construct an approximating problem depending on the parameter € € (0,1). This
problem is obtained by modifying the formulation of problem (2.I4)—([2.16) by replacing B
and 3 by their Moreau-Yosida regularizations Ba and [, respectively (see, e.g., [6, pp. 28
and 39]). Owing also to our assumption (2.5]) on B, we have that

e is monotone and Lipschitz continuous with 5.(0) = 0, (4.1)
18.(r)] < |5 )| for every r € D(p), (4.2)
0< ﬁe / Be(s)ds < 6( ) for every r € R, (4.3)

where we recall that 5°(r) denotes the element of 5(r) having minimal modulus. The
solution we look for is a pair (¢, u°) enjoying the regularity properties

o € HY (0, T; V)N L®0,T;V), u°ecL*0,T;V) (4.4)
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and satisfying

/8tg0€(t)v+/ v+/Vu VU—/ u(t)v

for a.a. t € (0,T) and every v € V| (4.5)
[ton= [ vy o+ [ s+ [a

for a.a. t € (0,7) and every v € V, (4.6)
¢7(0) = 0. (4.7)

Our aim is to solve this approximating problem. In this respect, we have the following
result.

Theorem 4.1. Assume (2.4)-(206) on the structure on the system and (2.8)—-(2I0) on
the data. Then, for every ¢ € (0,1), problem (AH)—(AT) has a unique solution (¢°, u°)
satisfying the regularity properties (L4).

Uniqueness follows from Section B.1], since [, satisfies all the properties required for /3
and is single-valued. Hence, only the existence of a solution to problem (45)-(4.7) has to
be proved. Our argument is based on the discretization of (L.5)-(4.1) by a Facdo—Galerkin
scheme and a priori estimates.

The discrete problem. We introduce the nondecreasing sequence {);} of the eigen-
values and the complete orthonormal sequence {e;} of corresponding eigenvectors of the
Laplace operator with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, that is,

—Aej=Xe; inQ and 0d,e;=0 on ' forall jeN, with (e,e;) =70
and (V@Z’, Vej) =\ 52']‘ for all Z,j € N. (48)

Next, for n > 1, we introduce the subspace V,, of V' by setting
V, :=span{ey, ..., e, }. (4.9)

Then, the sequence {V,} is nondecreasing, and its union is dense in both V' and H. We
observe at once that

A1 = 0 and the elements of V; are the constant functions. (4.10)

At this point, we can introduce the discrete problem. Even though it also depends on ¢,
we do not stress this in the notation for the solution. We look for a pair (¢, ) satisfying

Pny PUn € Hl(oa T Vn)a (4.11)
(Geon(t),v) + (en(t), v) + (Vin(t), Vo) = (u(t), v)

for a.a. t € (0,T) and every v € V,, (4.12)
(kn(t),0) = (Vi (t), VU) + (Be(@n(t)), v) + (m(en(t)), v)

for every t € [0,7] and v € V,,, (4.13)

(pn(0),v) = (o,v) for every v € V,. (4.14)
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Remark 4.2. We notice that ¢, (0) is the H-projection of ¢y on V,,, i.e.,

n

©n(0) = Z((po, e;)e; form=1,2,.... (4.15)

j=1

This and assumption (2Z9) have important consequences. The first one is given by the
inequalities

len(0)]| < ll¢oll  and

Va1 < e >IN (0o, e)I” < D 1N (w0, )P < cligolly - (4.16)

=1 j=1

Next, since g € W, we have that
> ilgo, )l < cligollfy  and
j=1

HQDO - (Pn(O)HI%V <c Z ‘)\j(@o, €j)|2 —0 asn— o0,
j=n+1

so that ¢, (0) converges to ¢g in W, and thus uniformly. By combining with our as-
sumption (2.9) on ¢y, we deduce that there are elements /. of the interior of D(/5) and
a natural number ng only depending on 5 and g such that r’ < ¢, (0) < 7/ in Q for
every n > ng. By accounting for (A2))—(L3]), we infer that

B-(n(0) + [B-(pn(0)) < sup B(r)+ sup [B°(r)] (4.17)

/ / / /
7’7§r§7’+ 7’7§r§7’+

for every n > ny. From now on, it is understood that n > ng so that (A1) holds true.

The next step is proving that this problem has a unique solution. To this end, we
represent ¢, and p, in term of the eigenfunctions, i.e.,

on(t) = Z ol (t)e; and p,(t) = Z,u%(t) e; forevery t € (0,7,
j=1 =1

for some functions ¢/ and p? belonging to H'(0,T). Then, if we consider the column
vectors y := (¢?)=1. n and 2z := () =1, », equations (LI2)—(4I3) take the form

Y () +y(t) + Az(t) = g(t) and  2(t) = Ay(t) + G(y(t)),

where A is the diagonal matrix of the first n eigenvalues, ¢(t) is the column vector with
components (u(t),e;), and G : R® — R" is a Lipschitz continuous function. Notice that
g € L*(0,T;R"). Hence, by replacing z in the first equation with the help of the second
one and rearranging, since (410 provides an initial condition for y, we obtain a well-posed
Cauchy problem for y which has a unique solution y € H'(0,T;R"). Then, the second
equation yields that z € H'(0,T;R").
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4.2 Uniform a priori estimates

We perform a number of estimates. We point out that they are based on the properties
(EI)—-(3) and thus hold if S. is a possibly different approximation of 3. We make this
remark since the estimates we are going to prove here will be used later on for other
purposes with a different 5.. Hence, we recall our general rule: the symbol ¢ denotes
(possibly different) constants that do not depend on ¢ and n.

However, before starting, we remark a consequence of (2ZI0). We choose dp > 0 such
that the interval [, — M — o, By + M + o) is included in the interior of D(f3). Then, for
some Cy > 0, we have the inequality

Pe(r)(r = ro) = do| B=(r)] = Co
for every r € R, g € [py — M, Py + M] and € € (0, 1). (4.18)

This is a generalization of |38, Appendix, Prop. A.1]. The detailed proof given in [28]
p. 908] with a fixed 7y also works in the present case with minor changes.

Preliminary estimate. We notice that, by (d.10), the constant functions belong to V},
for every n. Hence, we deduce from (412) and (4.14) that

%@(t) +@n(t) =u(t) fora.a. te (0,7) and P,(0)=7,. (4.19)

As in Remark (both the equation and the initial condition are the same here and
there), we conclude that

Po— M <@,(t) <Py + M forevery t € [0,T]. (4.20)

First uniform estimate. We recall the definition of N and its properties (see (2.54)—
(260)) and notice that

veV, and =0 implythat NvelV,. (4.21)

Indeed, both v and w := Nv can be expressed in terms of the eigenfunctions e;, and we
have that

Z N(w,ej)e; = —Aw =v = Z(U, e;)ej.

n=1 =2
Hence, (w,e;) = 0 for every j > n (since \; > 0 for j > 1), i.e., w € V,. Therefore, we
subtract (£I19), multiplied by [, v, from (£I2), write the resulting equality at the time
s and test it by N(,(s) — Pn(s)). At the same time, we test (LI3) written at the time
s by —(©n(s) — @n(s)). Then, we sum up and integrate over (0,t) with respect to s. By
accounting for the cancellation that occurs, we obtain that

% lon(t) — @u(t)]? +/0 ln(s) — Bn(s)|| ds

+ ‘Vgpn|2 + 56(90n)(90n - W)
Q+ Q+

— S len® =Tl + [ -0 New =) - [ wlen)lon — 7).

t t
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The first three terms on the left-hand side are nonnegative. To treat the last one, we

account for (AI8) and (£20) and have that

/Qﬁa(son(t))(wn(t) = @u(t) = 0o [|B-(pn(t)llLr) — ¢ foraa.te(0,T),  (4.22)

whence also

0 Be(on)(@n —Pn) > 50||56(§0n)||L1(Qt) -

Let us come to the right-hand side. The first term is estimated from above by using the

H norm. Thus, it is uniformly bounded since ¢,(0) is the H-projection of ¢y on V,,. The
next term can be dealt with as follows:

[ =m0 < / lu(s) = (s) . lpn(s) — Fa(s) ds

< ellu— o + / lou(s) — @a(s)|2ds

By adding and subtracting 7(%,,) in the first factor inside the last integral, and accounting
for the Lipschitz continuity of 7w, we have that

—/w«on)«on—ms(s o=zl e [ (ol +e.
t Q¢ Qt

So, we can treat the first integral on the right-hand side with the help of the compactness
inequality (2.53)), namely

on— P2 <5 / Veul? + s / lon(s) — Pas)|Pds,
Qt Qt

where 0 > 0 is arbitrary, and we can use ([4.20) for the second one. At this point, we
choose 6 > 0 small enough and apply the Gronwall lemma. We conclude that

|| Lo (0,73v )Lz 0,v) + |8 (¢n) | 1) < €. (4.23)

Since fi, = B:(¢n) + m(¢n) by ([@EI3) tested by 1/|€], we deduce that

[BnllLiom) < c. (4.24)

Second uniform estimate. We test ({.12) by p, and (ZI3) by —(0ipy, + ¢n) and sum
up. Then, an obvious cancellation occurs, and integration over (0,t) leads to

/ |V ] + 1/\V90n()\2 / Veul* + /ﬁs onlt the(%)%
/|V%0n )1+ /ﬁa #n(0
+/tuun—/Q%(%(t))jt/ﬂﬁ(%(o))_/tﬂ(%)%'
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All of the terms on the left-hand side are nonnegative. The first two terms on the right-
hand side can be estimated thanks to (LI0)—(@I7). The same (4I0), along with (2.0,
helps in the second term involving 7, while the last integral is bounded due to (£23). It
remains to treat two further terms. By accounting for Young’s inequality, the Poincaré

inequality (2.57), and (£24]), we have that

/uunz/U(un—WH/ ufty,

1
<5 [ Omlt e [l il bl e on < 5 [ 1900
Q1

Finally, we owe to the quadratic growth of 7, the compactness inequality (2.53]), and

([#23)), to see that
~ 1 1
- [Fenn <e [ Ioa®P+e <] [ IVaF +cllenli+e< 7 [ [VoadP +c.
Q Q Q Q

By combining all these estimates, we conclude that

IV 1| 20,7500 + |0nll oo 0,730 + [1B=(0n) | L2001 0)) < €. (4.25)

Third uniform estimate. We test ([LI3) by ¢, () — @, (t). We have a.e. in (0,7T) that

[ e+ [ atenien w0

_ / () (o — P) + / (90 — B0,

The second term on the left-hand side is estimated from below by ([£22), and the first
term on the right-hand side is uniformly bounded by (425]) and the Lipschitz continuity
of m. The last term is treated with the help of Poincaré’s inequality:

/ fin(pn — Pn) = /(un — Fn) (0 — Pn)
Q Q
< cllen = @ul [Viall < eIVl
By combining, we deduce that
SollB=(Ln)llrr@) < Vi) + ¢, e, GlB-(ea®)lirn) < VO +c
for a.a. t € (0,7), and (4.20)) yields that
1Be(en)ll 2.1 < el Vinll2orim +¢ < c.

Consequently, at first the mean value 3.(,), and then f,, are bounded in L?*(0,7). By
accounting for (f25) and the Poincaré inequality (2.57), we then conclude that

[tenll L2000y < c. (4.26)
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4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.1]

The above estimates provide some weak convergence for both ¢, and u,. However, no
strong convergence can as yet be deduced. Thus, we perform one more a priori estimate,
which is uniform at least with respect to n.

An auxiliary estimate. First, we subtract (£I9), multiplied by [,v, from (EI2).
Then, we test the equality obtained by Nw and (£I3) by —w, where w := 9;(p, — &n) +
(pn — Pn). We integrate the resulting equalities over (0, t), rearrange the second one, and
obtain that

/0||(9t(90n(8)—W(S))Jr(s@n(S)—W(S))lldeJr g Vit - VNw
:/ (u —u)Nw,

| veno + /Q IV + | ettt
= [ Ben(o) = [ Fout) + [ 7o)

Q

+/ (Be(wn)+7T(90n))(—son+8t@+@)+/ Ll .

t

At this point, we sum up and notice that a cancellation occurs due to the definition of N.
Moreover, we owe to (£I9) on both sides, and account for the quadratic growth of 7, the
linear growth of 5. 4+ 7, and some of the inequalities (£.16) and (4.I7). We obtain that

/ 10i0n(5) + on(s) — ()| ds + / Vo2 + [ [eul? + / Bulu(®)
0 Q Qt Q
< / (=Nt ¢ / en®) + . /Q (gl + 1) + e

Thanks to (4.25]) and the assumptions on u, all of the terms on the right-hand side are
under control but the first one. In this respect, we have that

/ (u = W)Nw < [lu =l 20,7 | Nwl| 200,50 < cllwll 2o+

t

1 t
= cllOwpn + on = Ul 20v) = 5 / 1:0n(5) + pn(s) —u(s)|Z ds + c.
0

By combining, rearranging, and noting that ¢, — U is obviously bounded in L?(0,T;V*),
we conclude that

10spnll20rv+) < ce . (4.27)

Conclusion. Now, we can let n tend to infinity in the discrete problem. Indeed, the
estimates (4.23)) and (4.25)—(4.26]) are uniform with respect to n, so that, by also applying
well-known compactness results (for the strong convergence, see, e.g., [45, Sect. 8, Cor. 4|),
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we conclude that there exists a pair (¢°, 1) such that

©n — ¢°  weakly star in H'(0,T;V*) N L>(0,T;V)
and strongly in C°([0,T); H), (4.28)
pn — ¢ weakly in L2(0,T;V), (4.29)

just for a subsequence, in principle. However, since we prove that the limit (¢°, p°) is a
solution to (D)) and we already know that uniqueness holds for this problem, the
whole sequences converge to (¢, ). By Lipschitz continuity, we infer that

Be(on) + 7(pn) = Be(¢%) + 7(¢°)  strongly in CO([0, TT; H).

Since ¢, (0) converges to both ¢°(0) and ¢, in H, the initial condition (4.7)) is satisfied,
and it remains to prove that the equations (AH)—(4.0) are satisfied as well. It suffices to
verify that (¢, u°) solves the corresponding integrated versions with time dependent test
functions in L2(0,7;V), i.e

/8tgov+/<pv+/v,u Vv—/uv

for every v € L?(0,T;V), (4.30)
/uv—/Vgo Vv+/ﬁa U+/ m(p°)v
for every v € L*(0,T; V). (4.31)

To this end, we fix m for a while and take any V,,-valued step function w. Then, if n > m,
the choice v = w(t) is admissible in both (£12) and (AI3]). By testing the equations and
integrating over (0,7"), we obtain (430)-(Z31) for (v, i,) with this test function, and
letting n tend to infinity we have the same for (¢, x°). Since w and m are arbitrary,
the equations (£30)-(431) also hold with any V..-valued step function, where Vi is the
union of all the subspaces V;,. As V., is dense in V| the set of these step functions is
dense in L?(0,T; V), and we immediately conclude.

4.4 Proof of Theorem

Since the estimates of Section are uniform with respect to n and e, they are preserved
in the limit as n tends to infinity, and we have that

162220, mv) + || 220,77y + [1B=(@7) | L= 0,520 (2)) < € (4.32)
However, we need some further estimates.

Fourth a priori estimate. From (430) it easily follows that

o<

for every v € L?(0,T;V),

6%z + V8 zoan + Iull2oiran ) Il vy
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whence the estimate (4.32) implies that

10:p° || L2 0,79y < . (4.33)

Fifth a priori estimate. We test (A6 by 5.(¢°(t)) and integrate over (0,7"). We
obtain that

/Q/ae«owm +/QIB€(<P)| =/Q<u () B

By accounting for (4.3)), the Lipschitz continuity of 7, and (4.32), we immediately con-
clude that

| B ()M 20,130y < €. (4.34)

Conclusion. We deduce that

) weakly star in H'(0,T;V*) N L>(0,T;V)

and strongly in C°([0,7]; H) , (4.35)
UE — p weakly in L?(0,T;V), (4.36)
B-(¢°) = & weakly in L*(0,T; H), (4.37)

as € tends to 0 (at least for a subsequence ¢, tending to 0), where (¢, p, £) is a solution to

problem (2.14)-(2.16). By virtue of the estimates (£.32)—-([4.33) and compactness results,
we see that (4.38)-(@3T) hold true for some triplet (¢, u,€). Then, in view of (A7), it

turns out that (2.I6) is satisfied, and we can take the limit in (£30)-(Z31)) to obtain
(2.17)-([21I8). It remains to show that £ € 5(¢) a.e. in @), but this follows from the strong
convergence of ¢°, the weak convergence of 5.(¢°), and a well-known property of the
Yosida approximation (see, e.g., [2, Prop. 2.2, p. 38]). Thus, the proof of Theorem 23] is
complete.

5 Regularity and separation

This section is devoted to the proofs of Theorem 2.4 and Propositions 2.5 and Hence,
it is understood that the assumptions of the corresponding statements are in force.

5.1 Regularity

In order to prove Theorem 2.4, we make a preliminary remark. Since 3 is a C' function
in the interior of its domain, we can prove an estimate for the derivative /5. of the Yosida
approximation. By the definition of ., we have that

Be(r) € B(r —epB(r)) for every r € R. (5.1)

Assume now that r belongs to the interior of D(3). Then the same is true for r — ef.(r),
and it holds that |r —ef.(r)| < |r|. Indeed, by supposing, e.g., that r > 0, it follows that
Bz(r) > 0 whence r —ef.(r) < r. But we also have that r—ef.(r) > 0 since .(0) = 0 and
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Be is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant 1/e. This proves the second assertion.
The first one follows since [0, 7] is included in the interior of 5 (recall (2:24])). Therefore,
(51 becomes an equation, and s = (.(r) is the function implicitly defined by the equation
B(r—es)—s =0. Since (0/0s)(B(r —es) —s) < —1, . is differentiable and its derivative

is given by o 5.)
r—ef(r

felr) = 1+ef/(r—eB(r))’
Hence, we deduce that
|BL(r)| < sup |B'(s)| for every r € [a,b], (5.2)
s€la,b]

whenever [a, b] contains 0 and is included in the interior of D(5).

Regularity estimate. To be completely rigorous, we come back to the Faedo—Galerkin
scheme and notice that we can assume ¢, and p, to be of class C'. Indeed, u belongs
to H'(0,T; H), and we can suppose that 3. is of class C" since it could be replaced by
a regularization of it having the same properties in the whole procedure developed so
far (see, e.g., [29, formulas (3.5-6)]). We denote the Lipschitz constant of 7= by L, set
L' .= L+ 1, and test (£12) by Oiptr, + L' Oppp. At the same time, we differentiate (4.13)
and test the resulting equation by —(9;¢, + ¢»). Then, we sum up, integrate over (0,1),
and notice that a cancellation occurs. Thus, we obtain that

1 , L
! / Vanlt)F + L / oenl* + 5 [ lonF

[ Vo0 / Von()? + / B.(on)|Bonl® + /Q on B ()00

/ Vi (0)2 + / on(0)[2 + / Vo (0)

+ / Oy + L’/ uwdion — L' | Vi, Vo,
t t Qt

= [ welonl = [ onrlondin. (5.3)

t t

All of the terms on the left-hand side are nonnegative but the last one. To treat it, we
introduce v, 7 : R — R by setting

V)= rBr) and A(r) = /0T7<s>ds for r € R,

and notice that 7 is nonnegative. Hence, we have that

/ e Bl = / onlt)) - / nl0)) > - / Tnl0)).

On the other hand, by assuming that n is large enough as we did to obtain (£.I7), and
owing to (5.2), we can estimate, at first ||5L(©,(0))]|c and then ||7(¢5(0))|loo, uniformly
with respect to n and . Let us come to the right-hand side. While the second and third
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terms can easily be estimated by means of (4I6]), the first one needs some work. We
write (£13) at ¢t = 0 and test it by —Ap,(0). We obtain that

/Q Vi (0)]? = / [9(=2n(0)) + (B(2(0)) + 7' (20(0)) Vion(0)} T jua(0) .

By arguing as in Remark .2, we see that |[V(—=Ap,(0))] < cll@ollas@). Moreover,
| BL(£n(0))|loo has been already estimated, and ,,(0) is uniformly bounded in V' by (4.16]).
Therefore, by the Schwarz inequality it is clear that

Vi 0)] < c. (5.4)

Let us proceed and treat the first integral involving u. By integrating by parts, and
then owing to the Poincaré and Young inequalities and our assumption on u, we have for
every 6 > 0 that

/ i, - [ttt = [ w0~ [ o,

Q Q¢
_ / ult) () — Fm(8)) — / 00 =700 ~ | e, — )
w(t) i, (t) — | w(0),(0) — O Thyy
n / (O (t) / OO - [ a7
<5 / V()P + / V(O + /Q Vo
M9 ()] + M| [EO)] + 12 / (s) P ds + cs. (5.5)

Since (5.4]) has been established, we just have to estimate 7z, pointwise. We observe that
testing (£I3) by 1/|2| and using (£25) yields that

()] < 17 B(n(®))ll + ¢ (5.6)

for every t € [0,7]. On the other hand, we can test (LI3]) by ¢,(t) — P, (), and account
for (£.22)), the Poincaré inequality, and (£.25), to have that

0o [|B(on())[l1 < /Q(un(t)—m(t))(s@n(t)—W(t))—/Qﬂ(%(t))(%(t)—ﬁ(t))ﬂtc
< c||Vun(t)]| + ¢

By combining, we deduce that
[T ()] < c||Vun(t)|| + ¢ for every t € [0, 7. (5.7)

Hence, by also accounting for (£.28) and (5.4]), we have that
MR (0] <5 [ V(0 + 6.
Q

T
|m<o>|Sc/|wn<o>|2+cSc and / m<s>\2dss(:/|w|2+cs(z,
Q 0 Q
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and (5.9) yields
/ U O, < 26/ (Vi () + cs .
t Q

Next, we have

L,/ UatSOn - L/ V,un : vat@n S o |8t90n|2 + 5/ |Vat§0n|2 + Cs
t Qt Q¢ Q¢

as well as
- / 7 (o) | Brpnl? — / o (n)Ohipn < L / Bpnl + 6 / Bl + c5.

By combining all these estimates and (53], recalling that L' = L + 1, and choosing &
small enough, we conclude that

IV pin| oo 0,75y + [|Oespnl L2075 < € (5.8)
By also accounting for (5.7]), we have that

[kl Lo 0. mvy < . (5.9)

Conclusion. At this point we can let n tend to infinity and conclude that

%l oo, vy + 110:0% | 20,0 + 11 Lo 0.1v) < e, (5.10)

where (%, uf) is the solution to the approximating problem (L.H)—(41) (see Section [A.3]).
Moreover, testing (A.6) by 8-(¢°(t)) for a.a. t € (0,T), and then using the elliptic regularity
theory, we easily infer that

1B=(" NI < Nl (@) = m(e" (@) < ¢ and (" ()|lw < ¢ for a.a. t € (0,T),

whence
18 ()| o= 0,10y + |90° | Lo 0,mm) < €.

Now, we conclude. Indeed, by letting € tend to zero along a proper subsequence, we
obtain that the solution (p, i, &) given by (4.35)—(4.37) has the expected regularity and
satisfies estimate (2.28)) with a constant K, as in the statement.

5.2 The separation property

In this section, we prove our results regarding the separation property. Our proof of
Proposition is based on a simple consideration on an elliptic problem. For a given
g € H, let us consider the problem of finding a pair (z,{) € V' x H satisfying

/zv+/Vz-Vv+/ Cv:/gv forevery ve V. and (€ f(z) ae. in . (5.11)
Q Q Q Q

Since [ is maximal monotone, this problem has a unique solution, and its solution is the
weak limit in V' x H of (2, f-(z:)), where z. € V solves

/zav + / Vz.-Vou+ / Be(ze)v = / gv for every v € V. (5.12)
Q Q Q Q
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For the reader’s convenience, we give a short detail on our last claim. Since f3. is monotone
and £.(0) = 0, by testing (5.12) first by z., and then by f.(z.), we immediately obtain that

Izellv < llgll - and [[8:(2)Il < llgll -

Then, letting € tend to zero, we have weak convergence in V' and strong convergence in
H for z., and weak convergence in H for [.(z.), so that the limiting pair of (z., 8:(z.))

solves (B.1T]).

Lemma 5.1. Assume that g € L*>°(Q2). Then,

e L) and ||Cllec <9l (5.13)

Proof. For k € N, we introduce (; € V N L*(£2) by setting

(= min{k, max{f5.(z.), —k}}

and take v = |(x[P72¢, in (BI2), where p > 2 is arbitrary. Since z.(x > 0, Vz. - V(, > 0
and f.(2:)C > |(k]?, by also applying the Holder and Young inequalities, we obtain that

Gl < / e G2+ / Vee - V(GG + / B(z) |Gl = / glGlP2¢,

1 1 ;1 1
—2 —2 _
< Nlglly 16k~ Cll < » gll7 + v Gkl Cellyy = ’ lgll7 + ];HCkHﬁ,

whence [|Ckll, < |lgll,- By letting k& tend to infinity, we deduce that S.(z.) is bounded
and that ||8:(2:)|lco < ||g]loo- Thus, {B:(2.)} has a weak star limit in L>®(Q2) as ¢ \, 0.
Since it converges to ¢ weakly in L?(€2), we infer that this limit is . Therefore, due to
the weak star lower semicontinuity of the L> norm, we obtain (5.13]). O

Proof of Proposition We rearrange (2.15]) and apply the lemma by choosing, for
a.a. t € (0,T), z=p(t) and g = p(t) + pu(t) — m(¢(t)), so that ( = £(t). Hence

§(t) € L2() and  [[§(t)]loe < [lo(t) + u(t) = 7(p(t))lloe  for a.a. t € (0,T),

that is, (229) is valid. The last claim of the statement easily follows. Indeed, if D(53)
is a bounded open interval, then by maximal monotonicity we have that g° tends to
infinity at the end-points of D(f). Hence, there exists a compact interval [a, b] such that
1B°(r)| > ||¢]|e for every r € D(B) \ [a,b]. Since £ € B(p) a.e. in @, we also have that
1€ > 15°(¢)| a.e. in @, whence ¢ € [a,b] a.e. in Q. O

Let us come to the separation property in dimension d = 2, i.e., Proposition 2.6
whose assumptions are understood to be in force. In our proof, we employ some ideas
and methods from [31], but our argument is rather different. First, we need a new
approximation . of 3, since the Yosida regularization does not seem to be suitable for
our purpose.

New regularization. In the case of the logarithmic potential (IL6l), we can choose

B(r)=1In for r € D(B) = (—1,1),

1—r
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and define B accordingly in order that E (0) = 0. Since S is odd, for € € (0,1) we define
[. to be the odd function on R that satisfies

Be(r)=p(r) for0<r<1-—g¢,
Bo(r)=p1—-e)+B(1l—¢e)(r—(1—¢)) forr>1-—c¢,

so that f3. is of class C' and ([I)-(42) are satisfied. We observe that . enjoys some
additional regularity: indeed, f. is piecewise Lipschitz continuous and globally continuous,
thus Lipschitz continuous. Moreover, if Ba is the primitive of . that vanishes at the origin,
([A3)) is satisfied, too. In the previous sections, we have used one further property of the
Yosida regularization. Namely, we had to guarantee that & € 5(¢) by knowing that ¢ and
B.(¢°) converge to ¢ and £ strongly in L?*(Q) and weakly in L?(Q), respectively. This still
holds for the new f., since for every v,w € H with w € 5(v) (i.e., |v| < 1 and w = S(v)
a.e. in ) there exist {v.} such that v. and S.(v.) strongly converge in H to v and w,
respectively. Indeed, one can take v, := min{l — ¢, max{v., —1 + €} } and observe that
the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem can be applied since it holds a.e. in 2 that
Ve = v, Pe(ve) = B(v), |ve| < |v|, and |B:(v:)| < |B(v)|. All this ensures that the solution
(still termed (¢°, ), of course) to the new approximating problem (AH)—(L7) converges
to the unique solution to the original problem in the sense of (£35)-(Z.37) as ¢ tends to
zero. Hence, new uniform estimates for the new (¢°, u°, B-(¢°)) provide corresponding
estimates for (¢, i, &).

Two inequalities. We first prove that
Bl(r) < 2eP0 for every r € R. (5.14)

It suffices to consider positive values of r. If r < 1 — ¢, then we have that

2 1+7r

=92 5(7’):2 55(7“)‘
A-rn+rn) =17 °° ¢

Bi(r)=p'(r) =
If r > 1 — ¢, then we have that

2 g — 2€—ln€ <9 eln(2—€)—1ne — 2€ﬁ(1—€) < 2665(@.
8 - J—

BQ(T):ﬁ/(l—g):mﬁ

Hence, (5.14) is valid.

Now, we prove that, for every p > 1, there exist two positive constants x and &’
such that

rsel* < —s?eP 4 e 4+ k' for every r,s > 0. (5.15)

1
2
To prove this claim, consider the function ¢ : R — (—o00,+00| defined by w(s) :=
(1+s)In(l +s) —sif s > —1 and extended by 1 and 400 at s = —1 and for s < —1,
respectively. Then, v is convex and l.s.c., and a direct computation easily shows that its
conjugate function is given by *(r) = ¢" — r — 1 for r € R. Then, the Young inequality
r's’ < (s") + ¥*(r') holds true for every ', s' € R. In particular, if r,s > 0 and § > 0,
then we have that

rs el < ap(set) + " (r/8) < (0 se) + e'?.
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On the other hand, we also have that

P(dseP”) < (14 0seP)In(1 + Jse®)
< (14 dseP?) In(e?® + dseP®) = (1 + dseP®)(ps +In(1 4+ 6 s))
< (14 dseP*)(ps +0s) = s(p+0) + 5(p + §)s? e

(p+9)°
16

(p+9)*

< 52
<Jds*+ ¥;

+8(p + 6)s%eP* < §(1 4 p + 6)s%eP® +

Then, (B.15) follows if we choose § > 0 such that 6(1 4+ p +6) = 1/2, and set x := 1/¢
and k' := (p+9)?/(40).

The basic estimate. Here is the most important change with respect to [31], since we
come back to the discrete problem (AI2))—(ZI4)) instead of directly dealing with problem
RI4)-([216). We can take advantage of all of the estimates of Section First, we
notice that . + 7 is a C! function and recall that v € H'(0,T; H). It follows that ¢,
and p,, are functions in H?*(0,7; H). Then, we can differentiate both (£I2) and (£I3)
with respect to time and test the resulting inequalities by 0y, and Ad;p,, respectively.
If we sum up and integrate by parts and over (0,t), then a cancellation occurs, and we

obtain that
1
3 [ lowenttF + [ oo+ [ 180l
Q Qt Q1

1
Q Qt

t

We estimate the first term on the right-hand side later on. The next term can be treated
in an obvious way by the Young inequality, while the last one needs some work. We
have that

/ (Be +7')(n) Ovpn Adypn < /0 1082+ 7) (0 ()13 10ipn () ll6 |ADppn(s)]| ds

t

]' ! / /
<3 [ 180+ [+ 7D o (o) s

and we have to estimate the last integral. We have a.e. in (0,7") that

Jouenll < cllaupaly < c (jowal + | (Vo)
Q

< et | uen(=00n)| < o c ol 1045

and we deduce that

/0||(6£+7T')(90n(8))||§||8ts0n(8)||§d8

< C/O 182+ 7) (en(s))l5 (¢ + c 1 On(s) [ Adupn(s)]]) ds
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< / 18+ =) (uls)) |12 s

1 ! /! /
+ |A0t¢n|2+0/0 182 + 7') (n ()13 10ron(s) I ds

Q¢

<c / (18 (pn() 12 + 1) ds

1 t ,
i/, |A0t¢n|2+0/0 (1 + 182(n()13) 10rpn(s) I ds .

By combining these estimates with (5.I0) and applying the Gronwall lemma, we con-
clude that

||8t90n||%oo(o,T;H) + ||A3t90n||2Lz(o,T;H)

< ¢ ([|0ren(0)]1> + ’|8tu||2L2(o,T;H) + ||ﬁé((pn)||2L2(0,T;L3(Q)) +1) x

<on(e [ (14 1eno1)as).

whence also
||8t90n||%oo(o,T;H) + ||AatS0n||2L2(o,T;H)
c / n 4
< ¢ ([10wpn 01> + 1B (en) 1 22 0 150y + 1) € e om0, r13cq)) (5.17)

In order to let n tend to infinity, we have to estimate the H norm of d;p,(0). To this
end, we set g9 := (1 — ||¢ollo)/2, assume that ¢ < g, and recall that ¢, (0) converges
uniformly to ¢g (see also Remark [4.2]). Hence, we can assume n large enough in order that
lon(0)|| < 1—&p. On the other hand, (5. +m)(r) = f(r), the whole logarithmic potential,
for |[r] <1 —¢g, and f is smooth in (—1,1). Therefore, (8. + 7)(¢n(0)) = f(©n(0)) is as
smooth as ¢, (0) (i.e., as the eigenfunctions e;), and, for 0 < s < 4, the norm of f(¢,(0))
in H*(£2) can be uniformly estimated by the corresponding norm of ¢,,(0), thus by the
norm of ¢g, due to our further assumption (2.30) (see Remark once more). At this
point, we start estimating. We test (L12]) and (£I3)), written with ¢t = 0, by 0,¢,(0) and
A0y, (0), respectively, and sum up. Since the terms involving u,(0) cancel each other,
with the help of some integrations by parts we obtain that

10pu(0)]2 = / Do ()
- / (4(0) — (0)) D 0) + /

-/ i
_ / {u(0) = 9u(0) = A%, (0) + A(F(124(0)) } 8 (0)

< ¢ ||Orpn(0)]] -

Vion(0) - VA (0) + / £(2(0)) AB,2,(0)

At this point, we are ready to let n tend to infinity in (5I7). Indeed, by recalling (E28)
and applying, e.g, [45, Sect. 8, Cor. 4|), we have that ¢, converges to ¢° strongly in
C°([0,T]; L3(€2)). Since f3. is Lipschitz continuous, this implies that (.(y,) converges to
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BL(¢°) in the same topology. As a consequence, the norm of 8.(p,) in LP(0,T; L3(Q))
converges to the corresponding norm of () for p = 2 and p = 4, so that, taking the
limit in (5I7)), we obtain an inequality. Then, by estimating the above norms with the
norm in L>(0,7T; L3(€2)), we conclude that

||at§06||%°°(0,T;H) + ||Aat90€||%2(0,T;H)

c / SANIES
< e (L4 1B o riasiay) € Nemorasn. (5.18)

Conclusion of the proof of Proposition Our aim is to derive a bound in
L>(0,T; H) for 0;. To this end, we estimate the right-hand side of (5I8)). Here, we fol-
low [31] rather closely. We set ¢f := min{k, max{¢®, —k}} and U.(r) := B.(r)e*lP") for
r € R and observe that v = W (¢%(t)) is admissible in (4.0) for a.a. t € (0,7"). Therefore,
a.c. in (0,7) we have that

/Q V() Ve Vi + / B(¢°)W.() = / 0. 0.(55)

where, for brevity, we have set g. = pu® — m(¢°). Since V. is nonnegative, Vy© - Vi, =
Vi |? ace., and B.(¢°)B-(¢5) > |B-(¢5)]? a.e., we deduce that

/Q |B-(5)|? 71701 < /an\vawz»

We estimate the right-hand side using the inequality (5I5) with p = 3, r = |g.|, and
s = |5:(¢%)| and have that

£ 1 €
[ 0:00) < [ la .enIes o < 5 [ P ety [ (el 4 ).
Q Q Q Q

On the other hand, by observing that (1 —r?)e” < e for every r € R, we also have that
/esﬁs(soi) < 9/ 1Bo(5) 20 4 ¢
Q Q
By combining all this with (5.14)), we infer that

/ 1L < C/ edP=leRl < c/ erloel 4 ¢
Q Q o

At this point, we recall the Trudinger inequality (see, e.g., [39])

/ el < Cp e lvlt for every v € V|
)

which holds since we are supposing that d = 2, and where the constant Cq only depends
on 2. Hence, we conclude that

/ BL(05)IP < c/ ol o < e Gl —m @I g0 in (0,7).
Q Q
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By accounting for (4.32)) and (5.10), in addition we infer that

1Bl Lo omsn2 () < ¢, whence also || B2(¢%) | 0,752 () < €

At this point, we can take the limit in (5.I8]) and deduce that d;p and Adyp belong to
L>(0,T; H) and L*(0,T; H), respectively. Therefore, d;¢ belongs to L*(0,T;W). More-
over, elliptic regularity in (2.14)) implies that x belongs to L>(0,7; W) C L*(Q). Since
7(p) is bounded, too, by applying Proposition 2.5, we obtain that £ is bounded. This
concludes the proof of (231). Furthermore, it is clear that (2:32]) holds true as well, with
a constant K3 as in the statement. Thus, the proof of Proposition is complete.

6 The control problem

In this section, we investigate the optimal control problem (238). We remark that we
will use some notations already utilized in the previous sections with a different meaning
(e.g., & in the linearized system introduced later on). However, no confusion can arise.

6.1 Proof of Theorem

We assume first that a3 = 0 in which case the cost functional is independent of the
solution variables p, . By Theorem 2.3 the mapping U,q > u — ¢ is well defined, and
thus also the cost functional. Now we pick any minimizing sequence {((©n, fin, &n), tUn)}
for the optimal control problem, that is, in particular, (©n, fin,&n), Where &, € B(@n),
satisfies (2.14)-(2.16]) with right-hand side v = wu, for all n € N. Owing to (2.36) and
the global estimate (2.22]), we may without loss of generality assume that there are limits
©, i, €, u such that

u, — u weakly star in H'(0,T; H) N L>(Q), (6.1)
¢on — ¢ weakly star in H'(0,7;V*) N L>*(0,T; V)N L*(0,T; W)

and strongly in C°([0,77]; H), (6.2)
o — p weakly in L?(0,T;V), (6.3)
& — & weakly in L*(0,T; H), (6.4)

where the strong convergence in ([6.2]) follows from, e.g., [45, Sect. 8, Cor. 4|. Obviously, we
have that u € U,qy. Now, by also recalling Remark 2.1 we can pass to the limit as n — oo
in the state system (2.I4)-(2.16), written with right-hand side u,, to see that (¢, u, )
solves (2.14))-(216]) with right-hand side w. In view of (€4 and the strong convergence
stated in (6.2)), and since the extension of 3 to L?(Q) is maximal monotone, a standard
argument then yields that £ € B(p). The pair ((p, 1, ), u) is thus admissible for (2.38)),
and the weak sequential lower semicontinuity properties of the cost functional yield that
it is a minimizer.

Suppose now that [ is single-valued, in which case the cost functional is well defined
also if g > 0. Then the above line of argumentation can obviously be repeated, only that
&n = Blpn) and € = B(p) in this case. The assertion is thus proved. O
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6.2 Fréchet differentiability of the control-to-state operator

In this section, we show the Fréchet differentiability of the control-to-state 8 introduced
in (2.44)). To this end, we recall the definition of Ug given in (240) and the assump-
tions (2.42)—(2.43) which are assumed to hold throughout the remainder of this section.
Observe that they are fulfilled in the case d = 3 for everywhere defined smooth poten-
tials and in the case d = 2 for the logarithmic potential (L6 under the assumptions of
Proposition 2.6l

Now let some u* € Ug be fixed and (¢*, 1u*) = 8(u*) be the associated state. We then
consider the corresponding linearized system, that is, given h € X, we seek a pair (£, 7)
satisfying

£ HY0,T; VYN L®0,T;V)NL*0,T;W) and ne€ L*(0,T;V), (6.5)
+ / E(t)v + /QVn(t) Vv = /Qh(t)v
for a.a. t € (0,T) and every v € V| (6.6)
[ attro= / vEw) - Yo+ [ e e)on
for a.a. t € (0,7) and every v € V', (6.7)
£(0)=0. (6.8)

We have the following result.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that the conditions ([2:42)—(243)) are fulfilled, and let u* € Ug be
given with associated state (¢*, u*) = 8(u*). Then the system (6.6)—(6.8) has for every
h € X a unique solution (&,m) with the regularity (6.5). Moreover, the linear mapping
hw— (&,m) is continuous from X into Y.

Proof. The existence proof is similar to that for the state system, and we just provide
a sketch, leaving the details to the reader. Indeed, the system (6.0)—(6.8) has the same
structure for (£,7n) as the state system (2.14)-(216) for (¢, ), only that we have zero
initial conditions here and the term f”(¢*)¢ in place of B(p)+7(p) (recall that 3 is single-
valued). We thus may argue as in Section 4t one approximates the system (6.6)—-(6.8) by
a Faedo—Galerkin scheme using the eigenfunctions (£8) and the subspaces ([4.9). Since
the term f”(¢*)€, where f”(¢*) € L*(Q), is much easier to handle than the nonlinearities
f and 7, similar, but in comparison with the state system considerably simpler, a priori
estimates can be performed on the Faedo—Galerkin system, yielding the bound (compare

2.22))

||§n||Hl(o,T;v*)mLoo(0,T;V)mL2(0,T;W) + ||77n||L2(0,T;V) <c¢ VnelN

Using compactness arguments, we can pass to the limit as n — oo in the Faedo—Galerkin
system on a subsequence in order to establish the existence result.

We only prove that the mapping h +— (£, 7n) has the asserted continuity property. To
this end, let h € X be fixed and (£,7n) be an associated solution to (6.6)—(6.8) with the
regularity (6.5). We then insert v = ¢ in (6.6) and v = 7 in (67), add the resulting
identities, and integrate over (0,t) for arbitrary ¢t € (0,7]. After a cancellation of two
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terms, we then obtain that

1 2 2 2 _ _ "o x
It [ s [ me= [ ne= [ pienen
<5 [ WP e[ (eP e np).

_2Qt t

Now observe that, by virtue of continuous embedding, we obviously have that ¢ €
C°([0,T]; H). Therefore, Gronwall’s lemma yields that

1€llcoqo.:m) + 1l 20y < cllPllz2pm)  for all €€ [0,T]. (6.9)
Finally, applying elliptic regularity theory to (6.17), we may also conclude that
||€||L2(0,t;W) S C ||h||L2(0,t;H) fOl“ all t e [O,T] (610)

With this, the asserted continuity property is shown. Finally, it is easily seen that the
inequality (€.9) also implies the uniqueness of the solution: indeed, by using linearity, if

(&,m) solves (6.6)—(6.8) with A = 0, then (6.9) implies that £ =n = 0. O

Remark 6.2. The existence proof sketched above yields that a unique solution to (6.6)—
(6.8) with the regularity (6.5) also exists if we only have h € L?(Q) and that also in this
situation the continuity property shown above is valid.

We now show the following Fréchet differentiability result.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that the conditions (242)-2:43) are fulfilled, and let u* € Ug be
given with associated state (p*, u*) = 8(u*). Then the operator 8 is Fréchet differentiable
at u* as a mapping from X into Y, and the Fréchet derivative DS(u*) € L(X,Y) acts
as follows: for every h € X, the value DS(u*)(h) is given by the solution (£,7n) to the

linearized system ([6.6)—(6.8]).

Proof. Since u* € Ug, it follows that there is some A > 0 such that u*+h € Uz whenever
|h]lx < A. In the following, we only consider such perturbations h € X. In the remainder
of this proof, we denote by the small-case symbol ¢ constants that may depend on the
data of the system but not on the choice of h € X with ||h|lx < A. We then define

(", ") = 8(u* +h), y"i=¢" - =" = -y — ", (6.11)

where (" 1) denotes the unique solution to the linearized system (6.6)—(6.8). We then
have

y" € HYO0,T; V)N L>®(0,T; V)N L*0,T; W), 2" e L*0,T;V). (6.12)

Now, by virtue of Lemma [6.1] the linear mapping h — (£*,n") is continuous between
X and Y. According to the definition of Fréchet differentiability, it therefore suffices to
construct a function G : (0, A) — (0, 00) that satisfies limy\ o G(A\)/(A\?) = 0 and

1" 215 < GlRll) - (6.13)
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We are going to show that we may choose G(\) = ¢ \* with some sufficiently large ¢ > 0.

Next, it is easily seen, using Taylor’s theorem with integral remainder, that (y®, 2") is
a solution to the system

O™ (t),v) + (¥"(t),v) + (V2"(t),Vv) =0, fora.a.t€ (0,7)andallvcV, (6.14)

(z"(t).v) = (Vy" (1), Vo) + (f"(¢" (1) ¥" (1), v) + (R"(£) (" (1) — " (1))%, 0),
for a.a. t € (0,7) and all v € V, (6.15)

y"(0) =0 a.c. in Q, (6.16)

with the remainder
R0 = [(1=9 50+ 50 - ¢ ) ds.
Observe that ¢* + s(p" — ¢*) € [a, b] almost everywhere in @ for all s € [0, 1], and thus
|R"|lse < ¢ forall h € X satisfying ||h]lx < A. (6.17)
Also, we conclude from (233]) in Theorem 28 that the estimate
9" — e*lleoqoamnzzoew) + 11" = 1|2 onmy < Callhllz2oma (6.18)

is valid for all ¢ € (0,7 and all admissible perturbations h. Furthermore, taking v =1 in
(614)) and accounting for (6.I6]), we immediately see that

yh(t) =0 forallte[0,T]. (6.19)

Therefore, we may insert v = N(y")(¢) in (6.14) and v = —y"(t) in (6.15)), add the resulting
identities, and integrate over time. Noting an obvious cancellation, we then obtain that

1 t
SO+ [+ [ ey
0 Q¢
= [ e [ R e = e (6.20)

with obvious meaning. Now, owing to (2.43)) and by virtue of the compactness inequality
[(253), we have that

t 1 t
< / I ()P ds < / VP + e / l*(s)[12 ds (6.21)
0 Qt 0

Moreover, by also using Young’s and Holder’s inequalities, (6.18]), and (6.17), we see that

Iy < C/o 1" =) ()l 1" = ") (5)ll2 ly" () la ds

IA

t
" = o looqonm / 1" = o)) v 1)y ds

bl 2 1" — "2 0.6v) 19" 220,60

1 t
1), Vy"|? +C/O ly" ()12 ds + cllhll 2o msm) - (6.22)

IN

IA
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Combining (6.20)-([622) with Gronwall’s lemma, we thus have shown that

||yh||2Loo(o,t;v*)mL2(0,t;V) < CHh’HiZ(O,T;H) for all ¢ € [0, T7. (6.23)

The next step is to insert v = y"(¢) in ([GI4) and v = 2"(¢) in (6.I5), add the resulting
equations, and integrate over time. This yields the identity

1
S+ [ e [ 1
Qt Q¢

= (") yh 2" +/ RM (" — ") = I+ 1. (6.24)
Q: t
Clearly, by ([243) and Young’s inequality we have that
1
<< [ 2" +cf [y, (6.25)
4 Q: Q1

Moreover, also using (6.17)), (6.18]), and Holder’s inequality, we find that
t
h * h * h
Iy < C/O 1" = ") (5)lloo (" = @) (5)ll2 [[2" ()| ds

1 . ' .
< G LR el = Mo [ 16— o) ds
t 0

1
<7 ; 12" + cllhllz2 0 zem - (6.26)

Now recall that y* € C°([0,T]; H). Thus, combining (6.24)(6.26) with Gronwall’s lemma,
and invoking (6.23)), we have finally shown that

h h
ly ||?30([0,T];H)0L2(0,T;V) + ||z H%?(O,T;H) < Co HhHi?(O,T;H)’

with a sufficiently large constant ¢y > 0. Since ||h| 2 < TY?|Q)Y?||hs, the

condition (G.I3)) is fulfilled with G(\) = e\? and ¢ = T?|Q|?>cy. The assertion is thus
proved. O

6.3 Necessary conditions for optimality

In this section, we establish first-order necessary optimality conditions for the optimal
control problem. Using Theorem and the chain rule, a standard argument yields the
following result.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose that the conditions (2.42)—(2.43) are fulfilled, and let u* € Uyq
be an optimal control with associated state (p*, u*) = 8(u*). Then it holds the variational
inequality

o /Q (¢ = 90t + 0z [ (1) = e)é(D) + e [ (1 = g)y

Q
+ a4/u*(u—u*) >0 VuelUy, (6.27)
Q

where (§,m) is the unique solution to the linearized system (6.6])-(6.8)) with h = u — u*.
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As usual, we now eliminate the variables (£,7) from (6.27) by means of the solution
(p,q) to the associated adjoint system, which is given by (2.46)-(248). We have the
following result.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that the conditions (242)-(2.43) are fulfilled, let u* € Uyq be an
optimal control with associated state (¢*, pu*) = S(u*), and assume that the reqularity

conditions (2.49)-(250) are satisfied. Then the adjoint system (2.406)—(2Z48)) has a unique
solution (p,q) such that

p € HYO,T; V)N L>®0,T;V)NL*0,T; W), q¢€ L*0,T;V). (6.28)

Proof. Again, we employ a Faedo—Galerkin approximation with the eigenfunctions defined
in ([A8)) and the n-dimensional subspaces V,, from (€3). We then look for functions

pala ) = Do (0ela), anot) = 3 dil0es(a),

that solve the final value problem

(=0pn (), 0) + (Pu(t), v) + (Vau(t), Vo) = =(f"(¢"(t))gn(t), v) + (91(2), v)

for a.a. t € (0,T) and every v € V,,, (6.29)
(gn(t),v) = (Vpn(t), Vo) = (g3(t), v)

for a.a. t € (0,T) and every v € V,,, (6.30)
(pn(T),v) = (go,v) for every v €V, (6.31)

where, owing to the regularity of (¢*, u*) and (249,

g1 = ai(¢* — ) € L*(0,T;V), g2 = as(¢*(T) — pq) €V,
93 = az(u* — pg) € L*(0,T; V). (6.32)

Now observe that, by taking v = e; in (6.30]) and recalling (4.8)), we have that
¢ (t) = \ip' (1) — (g3(t),e;) for 1 <i<n.

Therefore, if we insert v = ¢;, 1 < i < n, in ([629), then we obtain a standard ter-
minal value problem for an explicit linear system of ordinary differential equations in
the unknowns pl,...,p" in which all of the coefficient functions belong to L?*(0,T).
By Carathéodory’s theorem (applied backward in time), it has a unique solution in
H'(0,T;R"™) that specifies p,. At the same time, inserting e;, 1 < ¢ < n, in (630),
we recover (qt,...,q") € L?(0,T;R"), which in turn specifies ¢q,. Hence, the system
([6.29)-([6.3T)) has a unique solution (p,,g,) € H'(0,T;V,) x L*(0,T;V,).

We now derive a priori estimates. First, we insert v = p, in (6.29) and v = ¢, in
(6:30), add the results, and integrate over (t,7'] where ¢t € [0,7"). Noting a cancellation of
two terms and recalling the notation introduced in (2.1I), we then arrive at the identity

1
5 la@OI + | Apal® + [ aal®
2
Q! Q!
1 *
— S I@F = [ g+ [ o= [ g (639
Q' Qt Q!
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Applying Young’s inequality, we see that the three integrals on the right-hand side are
bounded by an expression of the form

1
ety [l e
Q! Q!

and the first summand is bounded since [|p,,(T)||* = (pn(T), 92) < ||pn(T)]] ||g2]|, that is,
lpn(T)]] < ||g2ll- Therefore, applying Gronwall’s lemma backward in time, we obtain from

([6:33) the estimate

Ipnllzo oy + llgnllzzorm < ¢ VneN. (6.34)

In the second estimate, we take v = —Ap,, in ([6.29) and v = —Ag, in ([630) to obtain
the identity

1
ST + [ 19508 + [ 1Val
Qt Qt

1 74 *
= || Vp(T)|* + / Vg1 Vo, — | Vg3-Va. — [ V(") qn) - VDn
2 Qt Qt Qt
= ]1 +[2+[3—|—]4, (635)

with obvious meaning. Since g;,¢93 € L*(0,7;V), Young’s inequality implies that for
every § > 0 (which has yet to be chosen) we have that

L+ 1I; < 5/ (|Vpn|2—|— |an|2) + cs. (6.36)
Qt

Moreover, we have, as seen above, ||p,(T)|| < ||gz2||. Also, by the same token, and since

Ap,(T) € V,,

IVpu(D)1? = (pu(T), =Apa(T)) = (92, =Apu(T)) = (V 2, Vu(T)),
which implies that ||Vp,(T)| < [|g2||y and thus I; < c.
Finally, using the Young and Holder inequalities, as well as (2.50]), we obtain that

I, = — f”(w*)an-Vpn— f’”(@*)an@*-Vpn
<o IVl +c5/ \vpn\2+c/ lan ()14 19" (5)l1a | Vpn(5) |2 ds
< 2 / Vanl? + 6 / lgal? + cs / V2. (6.37)

Combining (6.35)—([6.31), choosing 6 = 1/4, and using (6.34) and Gronwall’s lemma, we
have thus shown that

Ipnlleorv) + llgnllz2orvy < ¢ VneN (6.38)

But then we may insert v = —Ap,(¢) in (630), and Young’s inequality and elliptic
regularity yield that
||pn||L2(O,T;W) S & Vn - N. (639)



38 CoLLl — GILARDI — ROCCA — SPREKELS

In our last step, we prove that
|0upnll L2(0,rvsy < ¢ VneN. (6.40)

To this end, we recall that V,, contains the constant functions, so that (6.29) yields

d__  __
- Epn + Dy = _f//( >Qn + 91 . (641)

By taking advantage of ([6.31]) and (6.34) for g, we deduce that
||p_n||H1(0,T) <c¢ VneN (642)
By combining (6.29) with (6.41), and setting for brevity

Pn = —f"(©)an + [ (0 ) + g1 — 71,

we deduce that

_(8t(pn _p_n)vv) + (pn - p_TH U) + (vqnv V'U) = (pn7 U)
a.e. in (0,7, for every v € V,.

Recalling (4.21I)) and (2.55]), we can test the above identity by —N(0;(p, — pn)) and ob-
tain that

[ 100 -5 + 3 o0 - TN

310 =TI = [ (0o = 7)) an(sds = [ (01— 7))

On account of ([6.31]) and (€.38), Young’s inequality, and the properties of N, we see that
the whole right-hand side is bounded by

/ 10 (pn, (s)|12ds + ¢,

and we we infer that {9;(p, — P»)} is bounded in L?*(0,T;V*). Then, (6.40) follows on
account of ([6.42).

At this point, we conclude from (6.38)—-(6.40) the existence of limit points (p, ¢) such
that, at least for a subsequence labelled again by n,

pn —p  weakly star in H'(0,T;V*) N L>(0,T; V)N L*0,T; W), (6.43)
qn — q weakly in L*(0,T;V). (6.44)

It is then a standard matter to conclude that (p,q) is a solution to (Z46)-(248). We
may allow ourselves to leave this simple argument and the proof of uniqueness to the
reader. O
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Proof of Theorem We insert v = p(t) in ([6.6) and v = —¢(t) in (67), add the
resulting equations, and integrate over [0, 7]. Using the properties of the adjoint system

(Z.46)—([2.48)), we then obtain that
T
0= [ (0w pndt+ [ (ep+In-Vo—tp) + [ (na+ £e)6a+ VE V)
0 Q 0

= /0 (=0ip(t),&(2)) dt +/Q§(p+f”(s0*)Q) +/QV§-Vq +/Q(—nq+Vn-Vp)

- [+ [ empi)
Q Q
= /Q(Oél(w* — Q)¢ + az(u" — po)n — hp) +a2/9(<ﬂ*(T) —a)¢(T).
Substitution of this identity with h = v — u* in ([627)) yields the variational inequality
2.51). O
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