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1 Introduction

We study the optimal control problem

1 K
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where xk > 0,
Upa = {u c LOO(O,T,LI(Q)) . Hu(t)HLl(Q) < for a.a. t € (O,T)}

with 0 < v < +00, and ¥, is the solution of the semilinear parabolic equation

XAy talety) =u mQ=0x(0,T), W)
y=0on X =T x(0,T), y(0)=1yoin Q.

with N
Ay = — Z azj (aij (z>am1y)

i,j=1
We assume that 2 is a bounded, connected, and open subset of R", n = 2 or 3, with a
Lipschitz boundary I', and that 0 < T' < oo is fixed.

The precise conditions on the nonlinearity a will be given below. Suffice it to say at
this moment that strong nonlinearities such as exp(y), sin(y), or polynomial nonlinearities
with positive leading term of odd degree will be admitted. A first difficulty that arises in
treating (P) relates to the proof of existence of an optimal control. The reader could think
of choosing L?(Q) as the convenient space to prove the existence of a solution because of
the coercivity of J on this space and since the constraint defines a closed and convex subset
of L?(Q). However, the selection of controls in L?(Q) is not appropriate to deal with the
non-linearity in the sate equation. Indeed, even if we can prove the existence of a solution of
the state equation, its regularity is not enough (it is not an element of L*°(@Q), in general) to
get the differentiability of the relation control to state. Looking at the control constraint and
the cost functional, a second possibility is to consider L>(0,T; L%(€2)) as control space. But
this is not a reflexive Banach space and, consequently, the proof of existence of a solution
to (P) cannot be done by standard techniques. Nevertheless, we can prove existence of
solutions in the spaces L"(0,T; L?(Q2)) for all r > . Moreover, all these solutions belong
to L*°(Q). This leads us to formulate the control problem in L*°(Q); see Remark (@1). To
deal with the non-linearity of the state equation in the proof of a solution to (P) in L>°(Q),
one approach consists in introducing artificial bound constraints on the control and prove
that they are inactive as the artificial constraint parameter is large enough; see, for instance,
[7]. In our case, this would lead to two control constraints with two Lagrange multipliers in
the dual of L°°. This makes the proof of boundedness of the optimal control very difficult.
In this work we avoid such a technique and rather modify (truncate) the non-linear term of
the state equation and prove that for a large truncation parameter the cut off is not active
on the optimal state.

A second difficulty results from the non-differentiability of the constraint on the control
in the definition of U,y. This is a natural constraint since it models a volumetric restric-
tion, which represents a limit to the total amount of control acting at any time ¢. This
technological constraint is an alternative to pointwise or to energy constraints which have



been considered previously in the literature. Moreover, the L' — norm in space leads to a
spatially sparsifying effect for the solutions. It is different from the type of sparsification
which results when considering such terms in the cost. While for the former, sparsification
takes place only after the control becomes active, for the latter it takes place regardless of
the norm of the control. For problem (P) the sparsity effect is described by the level set
characterized by the functional values of the adjoint state at the height of the supremum
norm of the multiplier associated to the control constraint in (P); see Corollary We
point out that while the L? norm appearing in the cost influences the optimal solution, it
does not eliminate the sparsifying effect of L' —terms, regardless of whether they appear in
the cost or as a constraint. The literature on problems with an L' or measure-valued norm
in the cost is quite rich, so we can only give selected references which consider evolutionary
problems [T1 [21 31 [, [5, (7, 8, 9] [T, T4, 151 16, [18)]. In all these papers, either there are no con-
trol constraints or they are box constraints. In [13], the authors study a control problem for
the evolutionary Navier-Stokes system under the smooth control constraint |u(t)||. @ <1
which is smooth and not sparsifying. In [6], the control of the 2d evolutionary Navier-
Stokes system is analyzed, where the controls are measured valued functions subject to the
constraint |lu(t)||arq) < 7

The structure of the paper is the following. The analysis of the state equation and its
first and second derivatives with respect to the controls is carried out in Section 2. Here
special attention is paid to the L>°(Q) regularity of the state variable. In Section 3 first order
optimality conditions are derived and the structural properties of the involved functions are
analyzed. In particular, the regularity of the optimal control is proved, which is a crucial
point for the numerical analysis of the control problem. The proof of existence of an optimal
control is given in Section 4. Section 5 is devoted to necessary and sufficient second order
optimality conditions. In the final section, as a consequence of the second order condition,
Holder and Lipschitz stability of local solutions with respect to the control bound 7 is
investigated.

2 Analysis of the state equation

In this section we establish the well posedness of the state equation, the regularity of the
solution, and the differentiable dependence of the solution with respect to the control. To
this end we make the following assumptions.

We assume that yo € L*(Q), a;; € L(Q) for every 1 <4,j < n, and

Aalgl? <) aij(@)6& VEER™ foraa. x€Q (2.1)

ij=1

for some A4 > 0. We also assume that a : Q Xx R — R is a Carathéodory function of class



C? with respect to the last variable satisfying the following properties:

iC, e R: g—:(x,t,y) >C, Yy € R, (2.2)
a(-,+,0) € L*(0,T; LP(Q)), with #,p > 2 and % + 2% <1, (2.3)
VM >0 3Cq 0 >0 ‘%(z,t,y)‘ <ComVyl <Mandj=1,2, (2.4)
Vp > 0 and VM > 0 Je > 0 such that

Ca it - S aw )| <o Vbl <M with -l <, O

for almost all (x,t) € Q.
As usual W(0,T') denotes the Hilbert space

W(0,T) = {y € L*(0,T; H}(Q)) : % € L*(0,T; HH(Q))}.

We recall that W (0,7 is continuously embedded in C([0, T]; L?(2)) and compactly embed-
ded in L2(Q).

Theorem 2.1. Under the previous assumptions, for every u € L"(0,T; LP(Q)) with %—l—;—p <
1 and r,p > 2 there exists a unique solution y,, € L>®(Q)NW(0,T) of (LI). Moreover, the
following estimates hold

lyulle@) < nllullpro,rLe@) + lal, - 0)l Lo, o) + lvollL=), (2.6)
lyullcorir2) + 1YullL2 0,051 ()
< K ([Jull 2y + lla(- -, 0)| L20) + 1ol L2(0)) (2.7)

for a monotone non-decreasing function n : [0,00) — [0,00) and some constant K both
independent of u.

Proof. We decompose the state equation into two parts. First, we consider
0z .
" +Az=u inQ, (2.8)
z=0onY, 2(0)=uypin Q.

It is well known that it has a unique solution z € W(0,T) N L*°(Q). Moreover, we have the
estimates

[2llwo,r) < Cw(llullr2@) + lvoll2()), (2.9)
1zl (@) < Coollullro,m52r ) + Yol Lo (@)); (2.10)
see, for instance, [I7, Chapter III]. Now, we define b : Q x R — R as follows
bz, t,s) = e 1% a(x, t, el Clts + 2(x, 1)) — a(a, t, 2(x,1))] + |Cals,
where C, is as in (Z2). Then, b(z,t,0) = 0 and according to (2.2)

&0 w,t,8) = 2,1, el 4 2, 1)) +1Cal 0.



We consider the equation

o (2.11)

0
v + Aw + b(z, t,w) = —e“cﬂ‘ta(x,t, z(x,t)) in Q,
w=0o0n%, w(0)=0inQ.

Due to the properties of b, the existence and uniqueness of a solution w € L>(Q)NW(0,T)
is well known; see [20, Theorem 5.5]. Moreover, the following estimates hold

lwllw,r) < Colllal-, - 2)[[L2@) + [16(, - W)l 22(q)), (2.12)
|wll L@y < Chollals - 2) |l L0, 1:L5(02)) - (2.13)
Denoting M = ||z|| L~ () and using ([2.4) we infer with the mean value theorem
la(z,t, 2(2,1))| < la(z,t, 2(, 1)) — a(z,t,0)| + |a(z, £, 0)]
0
= |5 (@t 6@, )z(x,0)2(x, )| + |a(,t,0)| < CanrM + laa,t,0)]
Y
Combining this with (210) and 2I3) we get

lwllpe@) < o(lullLro,re@) + llal, - 0)lLr o700 + lvollL(@)), (2.14)

for a non-decreasing function o : [0, 00) — [0, 00).
If we set w = e~1%I%) and insert this in (ZI1)), we infer

o .
n + AV +a(z,t, z(z,t) + ) =0 in Q, (2.15)
Y=0o0n%, ¥(0)=0IinQ.

Adding (2.8) and 2I3) we deduce that y, = z + ¥ solves (ILI)). Moreover, any solution of
(T is the sum of the solutions of (Z8) and (2IH). Since these equations have a unique
solution, the uniqueness of y,, follows. Furthermore, (Z10) and (2.14) imply (Z.0).

To prove (Z7), we take ¢ = e~ |Celty, and introduce the function f : @ x R — R defined
by

flat,s) = "% a(a,t, ') — a(x,£,0)] +|Cals.

Then, ¢ satisfies

15)
{ 6_(? +A¢ + f(2,8,6) = ¢ 1%V [u — a(x,,0)] inQ, (2.16)
¢=0o0on%, ¢0)=yoin Q.

Since f(z,t,0) = 0 and —(z t,s) > 0, multiplying the above equation by ¢, integrating in
Q, and using (1)) we get

31900+ A [ VOO da

< 2 Lot ||m>+2/au 60002, 0(0) 02 + [ 1o, 0(0)0(0) s

3,7=1
= /Q e 191 (w — a(, ,0)p da < (Ju(®)] 2y + llal £,0)l @) [9(8)]| 2(-

Estimate (2.7) follows from this inequality as usual. O O



We apply Theorem 2 Il with p =2 and r € (ﬁ, oo]. Observe that %+ T<landr>2.
Then, the mapping G : L"(0,T; L*(Q2)) — L*(Q) N W(0,T) given by G(u) = y,, solution
of ([I) is well defined. We have the following differentiability properties of G.

Theorem 2.2. The mapping G is of class C?. For u,v,vi,vy € L"(0,T; L*(Q)) the deriva-
tives z, = G'(W)v and zy, v, = G"(u)(v1,v2) are the solutions of the equations

0 0
cv + Az, + _a(zatvyu)zv =v inQ,

ot Ay (2.17)
2z, =00nY, z,(0)=0inQ,
0%y, vs da 0%a .
7 + AZ’U1,U2 + a_y(xa tayu)zv1,v2 + a—yg(‘r’ta yu)z’u1zv2 =0 Qa (218)
Zugos =0 00 B, 2y, 4,(0) =0 in Q.
Proof. Let us consider the Banach space
0
Y={yeL=Q)NnW(0OT): a—Z + Ay € X},
where X = L7(0,T; LP(Q2)) + L"(0,T; L*(Q)), endowed with the norm
dy
lylly = lylli=@ + lylwo.r + 5, + Ayllx
Now, we define the mapping
F Y x L®(Q) x L™(0,T; L*(R)) — X x L™=(Q)
y
We have that F is of class C2, F(yu,%0,u) = (0,0) for every u € L"(0,T; L?(£2)), and
OF
a—y(yu,yo,u) Y — X x L™(Q)
OF 0z Oa

a_y(yuayOau)Z = (815 + Az + a_y(a ayu)zaz(o))

is an isomorphism. Hence, an easy application of the implicit function theorem proves the
result. O O

As a consequence of the above theorem and the chain rule we infer the differentiability
of the mapping J : L™(0,T; L?(Q2)) — R. From now on, we assume

ya € L"(0,T; LP(Q2)), (2.19)
where 7 and p are defined in ([23).

Corollary 2.3. If r > ﬁ, then J is of class C? and its derivatives are given by the
exrpressions

J (u)v = / (¢ + ku)vdzdt, (2.20)
Q
. 0%a
J"(u)(v1,v2) = / [(1 — —2(,7:,t,yu)tp)zvlzv2 + /<L’U1’U2} dx dt, (2.21)
Q Ay



where z,, = G'(u)v;, i = 1,2, and p € C(Q) N HY(Q) is the solution of the adjoint state
equation

o5 oa

_E + A%+ a—y(:c,t,yu)so =Yu—Yd N Q, (2.22)

p=0o0nX%, ¢T)=0in

Above A* denotes the adjoint operator of A

A*Sﬁ = - Z aﬂﬁj (ajl(x)azlcp)

i,j=1

The regularity ¢ € C(Q) N H'(Q) follows from Theorems I11-6.1 and II1-10.1 of [17].
Moreover, we observe that J'(u) and J”(u) can be extended to continuous linear and bilinear
forms J'(u) : L?(Q) — R and J”(u) : L*(Q) x L*(Q) — R for every u € L"(0,T; L*(9)).

Remark 2.4. Hypotheses (ZI)—(2Z8) are satisfied, for instance, for the nonlinearity a(y) =
exp(y). They are also satisfied for a(y) = (y — z1)(y — 22)(y — 23) for constants z;, with
i € {1,2,3}. This latter nonlinearity is known in neurology as Nagumo equation and in
physical chemistry as Schlogl model. Formulating the optimal control problem with an L' ()
constraint implies that one looks for the action of a controlling laser whose optimal support
is small; see [12].

3 Existence of optimal controls and first order optimal-
ity conditions
Since the control problem (P) is not convex, we need to distinguish between local and global

minimizers. We call @ a local minimizer for (P) in the L"(0,7T; L*(2)) sense with r > -
if @ € Ugg N L>™(Q) and there exists € > 0 such that

J(@) < J(u) Yu€ B:NUgg, (3.1)

where
B. ={ue L"(0,T;L*()) : |lu — @l - 0.1 12(00)) < €}-

It is immediate to check that if @ is a local minimizer in the L"(0,T; L?(£2)) sense, then it
is also a local minimizer in the L™ (0,T; L?(f2)) sense for every r < r’ < oc.

Theorem 3.1. There exists at least one solution of (P). Moreover, for every local minimizer

u in the L"(0,T; L*(Q)) sense with r > 12—, there ezist § € L?(0,T; H}(Q)) N L>(Q),



P €C(Q)NHYQ), and i € L>=(Q) such that

o] _ I
a +Ay+a’($7tay) =u 1mmn Qa (32)
g=0o0nX%, g(0)=uyo in Q,
op Oa .
-+ A+ —(z,t, ) p =7 —
p=0o0n%, @(T)=0inQ,
/ Alu—u)dedt <0 Vu € Uy, (3.4)
Q
G+ K+ =0 (3.5)

Proof. The proof of existence of a solution for (P) is postponed to the next section, see
Theorem Given a local minimizer @, we take § and @ as solutions of (8.2) and (B3,
respectively. Using the convexity of U,q and ([2:20) we get

OgJ’(a)(ua)/Q(ngrm)(ua)dzdt Yu € Ugqg N L=(Q).

Now, given u € U,q arbitrary, we set ug(x,t) = Proj[_k,+k](u(z,t)) for £k > 1, thus
{ur}e, € L®(Q) N Ugq and up — w in L'(Q). Then, we can pass to the limit in the
inequality J'(@)(ur — @) > 0 and, hence, we obtain

/ (p+ ka)(u—a)dedt >0 Yu € Uyg.
Q

This inequality is equivalent to the fact —(¢+xa) € 01y, , () C L>(Q). Here 0y, , denotes
the subdifferential of the indicator function Ir;,, : L'(Q) — [0, +0oc], which takes the value
Iy,,(u) =0 if u € Uyg and 400 otherwise. Therefore, there exists i € dIy,, such that (3.4)
and (B3) holds. O O
Let us denote by Projg_: L*(Q) — B, N L*(Q) the L*(Q2) projection, where B, = {v €
LY() : vl 1) <~} Then, we have the following consequence of the previous theorem.

Corollary 3.2. Let @, @, and i satisfy B2)—B.8). Then, the following properties hold
/ at)(v—a(t))de <0 Vv € By and for a.a. t € (0,T), (3.6)
Q

u(t) = Projp_ (- %@(t)) for a.a. t € (0,T), (3.7)
w(x, t)a(x, t) = |u(x, t)||a(z, t)| for a.a. (z,t) € Q,
if |a(t)l| 1) < then i(t) =0 in Q a.e. in (0,T),
if la(t) ) =~ and f(t) # 0 in Q,

| (3.8)
then supp(a(t)) C {x € .+ |z, 1)] = | (1)) =}



Proof. Let us show that (4] and (3.0) are equivalent. Using Fubini’s theorem, it is obvious
that (B.6]) implies (B.4). Let us prove the contrary implication. Let v € B, be arbitrary and
set

I, ={te(0,T): /Qﬂ(x,t)(v(:n) —t(z,t)) dz > 0}

and

f ow(x) iftel,,
e, t) = { u(z,t) otherwise.

Then, u € Uyq and B4) yields
0> / a(x,t)(u —a)dedt = / / gz, t)(v(x) — a(x, t)) da.
Q I, JQ
This is only possible if |I,| = 0. In order to prove [B.7)) we use (B.5) and (B8] to get
1
/ (— Lo —aw)w - alt)) <0 Vo e B, N L*(Q) and for a.a. ¢ € (0,T).
Q K

Since B, N L?(€) is a convex and closed subset of L?(§2), the above inequality is the well
known characterization of ([B.1).

Let us prove the first statement of (B.8)). Take wu(z,t) = sign(a(x,t))|a(z,t)|. Then,
u € Ugq and with ([B4) we obtain

i(x,t)||u(zx, t)| dedt = i(x,t)u(x,t)dedt < i(x,t)u(x,t)dxdt,
/Qm( Bz, £)| da dt /Qm Hu(z, ) t</Qu< Ha e, ) do dt

which proves the desired identity. We prove the second statement of (3.8]). For every € > 0
we define
Ie ={t € (0,T): lu(t)llr) <7 —e}

Denote B the closed ball of L() centered at 0 and radius €. Take v € B, arbitrary. Then,
we have that v + 4(t) € B, for t € I, and (B.0) yields

/ gz, t)v(z)de <0 Vv € B. and t € [,
Q

which implies that fi(t) = 0 in Q for ¢ € I.. Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, we infer the second
statement of (3.8). Let us prove the third statement. Under the assumption [|%(t)||z1(q) = v
and fi(t) # 0 in Q. For every € > 0 and ¢ € (0,7T") we consider the sets
Q) ={ze:
Q(t)={req:

u(z,t)] > e and |z, t)] < ()] L) — €}
fi(z, t)] > [|7() ]| L ) —€}-
We are going to prove that [Q¢(¢)| = 0 for almost all ¢ € (0,7). Assume that |Q°(¢)] > 0

for some ¢ > 0 and t € (0,T). Since |Qf (t)| > 0 by definition of the essential supremum, we
can find two sets F C Q°(t) and F C Q°(¢) such that |E| = |F| > 0. We define the control

(z,t) — esign(u(x,t)) ifzekFE,
(x,t) + esign(u(z,t)) if x € F,
a(zx,t) otherwise.

S

v(x) =



Since [[u(t)| 1) = 7, we get

ol = /E ()| dz — e|E| + /F ()| da + | F| + / la(z)| dz = 7.

\(EUF)

Moreover, we get with the first statement of (3.8

[ i@ ~ate.0)de = = [ it t]ds + [ late0)]d > 0

which contradicts ([3.6) unless it is satisfied for a set of points ¢ of zero Lebesgue measure.
Taking
Q(t) ={z € Q:|u(z,t)] > 0 and |(x,t)| < [|a(t)| L@},

since € > 0 was arbitrary, we deduce that |Q(t)] = 0 for almost all ¢ € (0,7"). This implies
that supp(a(t))  {z € 9 : |z, D) = 3(t) | (o)} 0 0

Remark 3.3. Let us observe that the first statement of B.8) and BH) imply

|p(z, )| = klu(z,t)| + |p(z, 1)l

This yields

1@ @) = slla@®)llLr @) + 1E@]r )-
From this identity and the second statement of [B.8) we infer that u(t) £ 0 in Q if and only
if le@)l L) > K-

Remark 3.4. From B.8) we deduce that fi(z,t) € ||fi(t)|| () O|-|(@(x,t)) for almost every
point (z,t) € Q.

Corollary 3.5. Let u € UyqgN L™ (Q) satisfy D) and B.8). Then, the following identities
are satisfied

(e, ) = —— sign(@ (e, 1) (1, H)] — [0 (@)
= {[w(x,t) 1A ] + (o) - ||M(t)||mmr} L (39)

Moreover, the reqularity i € HY(Q) and i € H(Q) hold.

Proof. 1f ||fi(t)|| () = 0, then a(z,t) = —1@(z,t) follows from (BH), which coincides
with the identity (3.9). Now, we assume that ||fi(t)[| (o) > 0. Using ([B.8)) we obtain that
|la(t)||L1 () = . Then, the third statement of [B.8)) implies that |f(x,t)| = ||f(t)]| L~ (o) if
|@(z,t)| > 0. We distinguish three cases.

i) If a(z,t) > 0, (BH) and the first statement of @) leads to u(z,t) = —<(p(z,t) +
|1(t)[| Lo (2) ), which coincides with the expression (3.9).

ii) If u(x,t) = 0, using again ([B.3)) we get [p(x,t)| = [f(x,t)] < ||fi(t)][ L (0). Then, the
identity (B.9) holds.

iii) If @(z,t) < 0, from the first statement of (B8) and BA) we infer that u(x,t) =

—1(@(w,8) — [|fi(t) | ~(0y)- Then, @3) holds too.

10



The spatial regularity u € L?(0,T; H}(Q2)) is an immediate consequence of ([3.9) and the
fact that ¢ € H'(Q). For the temporal regularity of u, we first observe

a(t) —a(t) L2

. 1_ . 1_ 1, _
= [IProjp, (= —&(#)) = Projp (= —&(t))llr2() < —lI¢(t) = &)l 2(0)-

Since ¢ : [0,7] — L?(£2) is absolutely continuous, using the above inequality we infer that
@ : [0,T] — L?*(Q) is also absolutely continuous. Moreover, the same inequality yields
@ ()2 < LI@'(H)|lL2) and @ € WH2(0,T; L*()). All together, this implies that
u € HY(Q). The regularity of ji follows from (B.5). O O

Corollary 3.6. Let @ be as in Corollary [Z3. Then, we have the following property

u(z,t) = 0 if and only if |p(z,1)| < [|A(t) > (- (3.10)

This corollary is a straightforward consequence of ([3.9]).

Theorem 3.7. There exists a constant Ko, > 0 independent of v such that ||| Q) < Koo
for every global minimizer @ of (P). In addition, if we set yo = Ko|Q2|, then for every v > 7o
and every solution @ of (P) we have ||[u(t)| 110y < for almost every t and i = —1¢.

To prove this theorem, we can argue as in the proof of Theorem [£4] below to deduce the
existence of Ko, > 0 independent of v such that ||@|| () < Ke. The last statement is a
straightforward consequence of this estimate and the definition of .

4 Proof of existence of a solution for (P)

The proof of existence of a solution of (P) can not be performed by the classical method of
calculus of variations due to the lack of boundedness of U,4 in L>°(£2) and the non coercivity
of J on this space. One can try to prove the existence of a solution % of (P) in L?(Q) and then
to deduce that @ € L>°(Q) from the optimality conditions. However, the differentiability of
J in L?(Q) can fail due to the nonlinearity of the state equation. To overcome this difficulty
we are going to truncate the nonlinear term a(z,t,y) as follows. For every M > 0 we define
the function fp; : R — R by

M+1 if s> M+1,
s+ (M—3s)?+(M—-s5)3 f M<s<M+1,
fu(s) = s if —M<s<+M,
s—(M+s)?—(M+s)? if —-M—-1<s<-M,
-M -1 ifs<-M—1.

It can be easily checked that fy; € CH(R) and 0 < f},(s) < 1 for every s € R. Now, we
set apr(z,t,8) = a(a,t, f(s)). It is obvious that ays is of class C* with respect to the last
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variable and (Z2)—(24) imply

0 0 , .

S sty) = So (et far(y) i) 2 min(0, Co) Wy € R, (4.1)

an(-,-,0) =a(-,-,0) € L™(0,T; LP(Q)), (4.2)
a;;” (m,t,y)’ < Ca,M-',—l Vy € R, (43)

for almost all (z,t) € Q.
Theorem 4.1. For any M > 0 and all u € L*(Q) the equation

Jy .
{ E+Ay+aM(-T,t,y):U m Qa (44)
y=0on3, y(0)=uyo in Q,

has a unique solution yM € W(0,T). Moreover, yM satisfies the inequalities

Iy oo + lva 2o, m2 @)

< K (lullz2q) + lal, - 0)llz2(q) + lvoll2@), (4.5)
||y1]y||W(O,T)
1

< K'([[ullz2@) + llvoll 2@y + llat, -, 0)llz2(q) + Ca,m+1(M +1)|Q]2), (4.6)
where K is the same constant as in (2.1) and K’ is independent of M and u.
Proof. From ([@3) and the mean value theorem we infer that |aa(-,-,s) — ap(-,-,0)] <
Com+1(M + 1) for all s € R. Consequently, the estimate

larr (5 y) = an (- 0)llL2(@) < Canrr (M +1)|Q|7

holds. Hence, an easy application of fixed point Schauder’s theorem yields the existence of
a solution yM in W (0, 7). The uniqueness follows in the standard way noting that

/Q [ane (st 92) — ane (@ £,y (o — 1) dr > mind0, Callgo — 912

The proof of the estimate (5] is the same as the one of (27)). Inequality (6] follows from
(@35) and the fact that

lanr (-, )ll2@) < llane (5 0)l[z2(Q) + Ca,m+1(M + 1)|QI2. O
O

Let us define the mapping Gy : L?(Q) — W(0,T) associating to every u the corre-
sponding solution y of ({@A4).

Theorem 4.2. The mapping Gy is of class Ct. For all u,v € L*(Q) the derivative z, =
G (u)v is the solution of the linearized equation

0z Oans My )
E+Az+a—y(x7tayu )Z*’U ZnQv

z=0o0on%, z(0)=01inQ,

(4.7)
where yM = G (u).
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Proof. Let us introduce the space
_ .9y 2

This is a Banach space when it is endowed with the graph norm

Il = lyllwiom + 152 + Ayllzaca)
Now, we define the mapping
Fu Y x L2(Q) x L*(Q) — L*(Q) x L*(Q)
Fur(y, w,u) = (%+Ay+azv1(, ~y) — u,y(0) — w).
Let us prove that the mapping
Fr - W(0,T) — L3(Q), Fu(y)=am(--y)

is of class C' with

8aM

DFy : W(0,T) — L(W(0,T), L*(Q)), DFu(y)z = W(" YY)z

First, we observe that a standard application of a Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality leads to

1 3
12115 .10y < CN2N Lo 7i020p 120 20 i3 ) < C M= IW0.m)
for every z € W(0,T). Using this inequality, (3], and the mean value theorem we infer
1Em(y + 2) = Far(y) — DFu(y)272(0)

/ ’aM x, ty(x,t) + z(x,t) —apm(x, t,y(z, b)) — dan

2
(2, y(e, )2 (e, t)| dedt
S

2
2%(x,t) da dt

/ ]‘%M (2., y(x, t) + 0(z,t)2(x, 1)) — 8;2” (z,t,y(z, 1))

2

S/0 |5t o) + 00260 ~ G e[ IOy

<P - ]

L)

211 &

L8(0,T;L4(Q)) L3 (0,1;04(0)"

From here we deduce

| Far(y + 2) — Far(y) — DEsv(y)zl| 220

=0.
Izllw 0, 7)—0 ||ZHW(O,T)

Hence, F); is Fréchet differentiable. The continuity of DF); is immediate and, conse-
quently, Fys is of class C. Using this and the continuity of the embedding Y C W (0,7T) C
C([0,T7; L*(£2)), we conclude that Fy is of class C1. Moreover, we have Fas(yM, yo,u) =
(0,0). An easy application of the implicit function theorem proves Theorem o d
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For every M > 0 we consider the control problems

1
(Pum) ueUairrlwa(Q) In(u) == 3 /Q(yiw(:n,t) — ya(x,t))? dz dt + g/Qu(x,t)Q dx dt,
where yM denotes the solution of ([@Z)). Problem (P);) has at least a solution uys. This
is consequence of the coercivity of Jy; on L?(Q), the fact that U,q N L?(Q) is closed and
convex in L?(Q), and the lower semicontinuity of Jy; with respect to the weak topology of
L?(Q). The last statement follows easily from the estimate (8] and the compactness of
the embedding W (0,7T) C L*(Q).

From the chain rule and Theorem FE2] we infer that Jy; : L2(Q) — R is of class C! and
its derivative is given by the expression

Ty (w)v = /Q(go + ku)v dz dt, (4.8)

where ¢ € W(0,T) is the solution of the adjoint state equation

Oy . da .
5 T4 so+a—;w(fc,t,yi”)<p=y¥—yd in Q,
p=0o0n%, o(T)=0in

(4.9)

Theorem 4.3. Let ups be a solution of (Ppr). Then, there exist functions yar, o € W(0,T)
and py € L*(Q) such that

Oym j
- T Aym +am(z,t,ym) = um in Q, (4.10)
ym =0on X, yu(0)=yo in Q,
a@M * aa’M = )
—mg A%+ @ tya)ear = yar —ya in Q, (4.11)
em=0o0nY%, eu(T)=0inQ,
/ pnr (, t) (u(z, t) —upr(z,t)) dedt <0 Vu € UndNL?*(Q), (4.12)
Q
oM + kup + par = 0. (4.13)

The proof of this theorem is the same as the one of Theorem [B.11

Theorem 4.4. Let (unr,yam, o, fiar) be as in Theorem [[.3 Then, there exists a constant
Koo > 0 such that
||(’U,M,yM,(pM,,u,M)||Loo(Q)4 <K, VM >O0. (414)

Proof. As in the proof for the first statement of ([B.8]), we have that ([{I2) and (£I3) yield
|[eas (2, )| |ung (2, t)] = par (2, t)ups (2, t) for almost all (z,t) € Q.

We denote by 39, the solution of (4] associated with the control identically zero. Then,
according to Theorem 1] inequality (&3] implies that

||y(1)\/1||C(O,T;L2(Q)) < K(|la(-,-,0)|lr2q) + lvollz2()) YM > 0.
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From this inequality we infer
931l 2@) < C1 = VTK ([lal-, -, 0)ll2(q) + lvoll 2 () VM > 0.

Since ups is solution of (Py;) and w = 0 is an admissible control for (Pys) we get

K 1
§||UM||%2(Q) < Ju(un) < Ju(0) = §||y?w —yall72(q)-

This leads to
llun <L lya [ <C= L (C1 + llyallz2@)) VM >0
” _ = .
MIL2(Q) = \/E Yvm — YdllLzQ) = L2 = 1 YdllL2(Q)

Using again (£5]) and this estimate we deduce
lyazll Lo o,m522(0)) < Cs = Ka(Ca+lal:, -, 0)] L2y +116(, -, 0) | L2sy + lwoll 2()) VM > 0.

Using this estimate we can infer the boundedness of ¢a; by a constant independent of M.
The idea of the proof is to make the substitution oy (z,t) = e~1Caltahy, (x,t), where C, is
given in (22)). Then, ¢ satisfies the equation

0 ) '
a g;\/[ + A*wM + ( a,;w (‘r’tayM) + |Ca|)wM = elCa\t(yM - yd) in @,

0
Yy =0o0n%, Yy (T)=0in Q.

Since (@) implies that ag;/f (z,t,yM) + |Cy| > 0, we apply [17, Theorem I1I-7.1] to deduce
the existence of a constant C' > 0 independent of M such that

[l (@) < C(e!“!T [lyarll Lo=(o.r:r2()) + Ivall e o150
< 04 = C(elcalT [03 + ||yd||Lf(01T;Lﬁ(Q))}) VM > 0.

From here we infer the estimate ||onr]lz~(q) < [[¥mllz~(q) < Cu for every M > 0. Now,
using that ups and pps have the same sign almost everywhere in @, we deduce from (£I3))

K|UM($,t)| < |"€UM($at) +MM($at)| = |90M($at)| < Cy,

which proves that [Jua||ze(g) < % for every M > 0. Moreover, the bounds from wuy; and
@ along with (LI3) imply that ||| (@) < 2C4. Finally, the estimate of yas in L>(Q)
independently of M follows from (@I0), Theorem [Z], and the estimate for up,. 0O O

Remark 4.5. The assumption £ > 0 was used in an essential manner in the above proof.

Theorem 4.6. Let M > K, be arbitrary, where Koo satisfies [EI4). Let ups be a solution
of (Par). Then, ups is a solution of (P).

Proof. First we observe that ||yas|| (@) < M and hence an(x,t,yn) = a(x,t,ynr). There-
fore, yas is the solution of (1)) corresponding to wys and, consequently, Jas(unr) = J(unr).

Given u € Uy N L>®(Q) arbitrary, let y, be the associated solution of (L)) and set
Mo = [|yull o= (@)- If My < M, then it is obvious that ars(,t,yu) = a(x,t,y.) and, hence,
Jar(u) = J(u). Therefore, the optimality of ups implies J(unr) = Jar(unr) < Jar(u) = J(u).
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If My > M, we take a solution wups, of (Pag). Then, Theorem [£4] implies that the
solution yaz, of [@.I0) with M replaced by My satisfies ||yas, ||~ (@) < M and, consequently,
an, (l',t,yMo) = aM(zatvyMo) = a(zatvyMo) and JMo(uM()) = ‘]M(uM()) - ‘](uM()) These
facts along with the optimality of us and uyy, lead to

J(urr) = In(unr) < In(ungy) = Jage (ungy) < Jagg(w) = J(u),
which proves that uys is a solution of (P). O O

Remark 4.7. Let us compare problem (P) with the control problems

(P,) (yu(2,t) — ya(z))? dzdt + g / u(z,t)? dz dt,

inf J(u) = —/
w€UagNLT(0,T;L2(Q)) 2 Q Q

where r € (ﬁ, 00). We observe that Theorems[21l and[2.2, and Corollary[2.3 are applicable
to deduce that any solution of (P,.) satisfies the optimality conditions B2)-B3). Then, the
arguments of Theorem apply to deduce that any solution of (P,) belongs to L>®(Q).
Let us check that problems (P) and (P,) are equivalent in the sense that both have the
same solutions. Indeed, since Ugg N L7(0,T;L*(Q)) D Uua N L>(Q), it is obvious that
every solution of (P,) is a solution of (P). Conversely, let @ be a solution of (P) and take
u € Uga N L7(0,T; L*(2)) arbitrarily. For every integer k > 1 we set uy = Projj_y 4y (u).
Then, it is obvious that ux € Uuzq N L>®(Q) and ur, — u in L7(0,T;L*(Q)). Using the
optimality of © we have J(u) < J(uy) for all k, and passing to the limit we infer that
J(@) < J(u). Since u was arbitrary, this implies that @ is a solution of (P,.).

5 Second Order Optimality Conditions

We consider the Lipschitz and convex mapping j : L'(Q2) — R defined by j(v) = [|v||11(q).
Its directional derivative is given by the expression

7 (uzv) = /Qj v(z)dx — /Qu v(z)dr + /Qg lv(z)|dz  Yu,v € L}(Q), (5.1)

where
A ={zeQ:ulx) >0}, Q, ={recQ:uz) <0} andQ%:Q\(QjUQ;).

In order to derive the second order optimality conditions for (P), we define the cone
of critical directions. For a control @ € Uyq N L°(Q) satisfying the first order optimality

conditions (B2)—((3]) we set

—0 iftelt
G ={ve 2@ =0 s { 20 7 e )
— v

where
L, ={te(0,T):j(u(t)) =~} and L' ={tel, :p()#0inQ}.

We first prove the second order necessary conditions. Given an element v € Cy, the clas-
sical approach to prove these second order conditions consists of taking a sequence {v}72
converging to v such that @ + pvy, is a feasible control for (P) for every p > 0 small enough.
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The way of taking this sequence is different from the case where box control constraints
are considered. The main reason for this difference is that the functional j, defining the
constraint, is not differentiable and that it is non-local in space. Even the approach followed
in the case where j is involved in the cost functional cannot be used in our framework; see
[3]. The proof makes an essential use of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Letv € L*(Q) satisfy j'(u(t); v(t)) = 0 for almost allt € I. Then, J'(@)v =0
holds if and only if

()] oo (@ [V (2, t)| = Bz, t)v(x, t) for a.a. (z,t) € Qg(t) x I (5.2)
As a consequence, every element v of Cy satisfies (5.2).

Proof. From [220)), (3.5), and (B]]) we infer
J’(ﬂ)v:/(@—i—ﬁﬂ)vdxdt:—/,Fwdxdt:—/ /[wdxdt
Q Q I Ja

Z—/ 172(E) || o () / vdx—/ vdz —// i dz dt.
o ot I I Jao

a(t) Z;U a(t)
Using that j'(@(t); v(t)) = 0 for almost all ¢ € I and (G.I) we get
/ de—/ vdx:—/ |v|da.
Q;(t) Quen Q?z(t)
Inserting this in the previous identity we obtain
Faw= [ [ lelsoll - o,
I Jay

Since fiv < ||p(t)|| Lo (o)|v|, we deduce from the above equality that J'(@)v = 0 if and only
if (E2)) holds. O

Theorem 5.2. Let 4 be a local solution of (P) in the L"(0,T;L?*(2)) sense with r > .
Then, the inequality J" ()v? > 0 holds for all v € Cy.

Proof. Let v be an element of Cy; N L>°(0, T; L*(2)). We will prove that J”(i#)v? > 0. Later,
we will remove the assumption v € L>(0,T; L*(Q)). Set

o l) g 2.
g(z,t) = lu(z,1)] and a(t) = / gz, t)a(x,t) dz.
. Q
0 otherwise,

From (&) we infer
f@ww@»=mw+[ fo(a, 1) da

0
a(t)
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For every integer k > 1 we put

a(t) = / Proji_px (9(z, £))a(z, £) da,

. B a(t) —ag(t) _
gu,1) = Proj_y, g ot )l a(e. 0] + =,
0 if v — ¢ < ()l L) <7,
vk(@,t) = 9 gr(x,t) + v(a, t)stg(t) (z) if [[u(®)l L) =7,
v(x,t) otherwise,

where xqo (7) takes the value 1 if z € Q9

at) and 0 otherwise.

Using that | Proji_, 44 (g9(x,t))u(z,t)| < [v(x,t)| and the pointwise almost everywhere
convergence Proji_, 4(g(z,t))u(z,t) — g(z,t)u(x,t) in Q, we deduce with Lebesgue’s
Theorem that limy_e ar(t) = a(t) for almost all ¢ € (0,T). Therefore, we have that
vg(xz,t) = v(x,t) for almost all (z,t) € Q. Moreover, we have

2 _
lgk(z,t)| < [v(z,t)| + ;HUHL‘X’(O,T;Ll(Q))H“”LOO(Q)

and 5
|’Uk(:C,t)| < |’U(JE,t)| + ;H'U”LOO(O,T;LI(Q))||1_14||L00(Q) for a.a. (:L', t) €qQ.
Once again, with Lebesgue’s Theorem we get vy, — v in L"(0,T; L*(Q2)) for every r < cc.
Let us prove that J'(@)vy = 0. To this end, we apply Lemma 1l Actually, we are

going to prove that vy € Cy. Given t € I,, taking into account (5.I) and the fact that
J@(t)) = a1 ) =7 we get

7' (@(t); vi(t))

Proj[—k,-‘,—k](g(xat))W(‘T’t”dx_/97 Proji_y, 41y (g(x, t))[u(z, )| dz
(t) a(t)

M[/ﬁ a(x,t)dx—/i ﬂ(x,t)dx} +/ v(z, 1) da

+
a(t) a(t) Q%(t)

+

. _ a(t) —ag(t) . _
= [ Proji i (ot O)ate. o + L= i)+ [ G
=0 iftelf
=a(t) + [v(z, t)| dz = §'(u(t), v(t)) : v
/%(t) {SO lftEI»Y\I:YF,

where we used that v € Cj in the last step.

In the case where [|i(t)| 1 (o) < 7, according to the definition of vy, we have that v (z,t)
is equal to 0 or to v(z,t). Since v satisfies (B.2]) due to the fact that v € Cy, we deduce that
vy, also satisfies (5.2). Then, Lemma [E.Ilimplies that J'(@)v, = 0. Therefore, v, € Cy holds.

Take pr > 0 such that

1

2
k+ — oo . - .
pie (k + 7||”||L (0.1:L1(@)) < Frmax(1,7]
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Then, we have for each fixed k and Vp € (0, p)

la(t) ()] 2 1
p(IProj_p, (9, )] + L2y < p(k + Slellzorizian) < 3
Using this estimate we have that ||@(t) + pvg ()| < v if j(@(t)) = and 0 < p < py:
lla(t) + pox ()l 1 (o)

= [ Jato+ p[Projg suy(gte ) sen(a(z. ) +
ane .,

a(t) — ax(t)

d
s e

= [ Jat >|d:c+p{ /Q [Proji_p.s(g(x. 1))z, £) + 2 =20

= [Ja(t)|| L1 (o) +p{ (t )+/QO Iv(wat)ldw} =7+ pj'(at);vt)) <.
a(t)

In the case v — £ < [|@(t)| 11(0) <7, we have that vi(t) = 0 and, consequently
la(t) + por () 1) = la(t)|| L) < -

If [|a(t) || L) <7 — %, then we get

1
1a(t) + pok@Ollzr@) < v = £ +plolleeomer@) <7

Using the local optimality of @, the fact that @ + pvy, € Ugag, J'(4)vr, = 0, and making a
Taylor expansion we get for every p < pi small enough

2 2
0< J(@+ puy) — J(@) = pJ' (@)vy + %J”(ﬁ + Opuy)v2 = %J”(a + Opuy )02

Dividing the above inequality by p?/2 and making p — 0 we obtain with Corollary 2.3 that
J"(@)v? > 0. Since vy — v in L*(Q), we pass to the limit when k — oo and conclude that
J"(u)v? > 0.

Finally, we take v € Cy arbitrary and for every k > 1 set

v(x,t)
1+ @)l

vg(z,t) =
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Then, we have
1
L+ £ lo® @)

. 1 . =0 iftelf
"(a(t);ve(t)) = "(a(t);v(t { . L
g (a(t); vx(t)) 1+%|‘U(t)||L1(gz)]( (t);v(1)) <0 1ft€[v\f,'y".

J (@), = J'(@)v =0 and

Therefore, vy € Cyz N L>®(0,T; LY(Q)) and vy, — v in L?(Q) is satisfied. Hence, we get
J" (@)v? = limg 00 J” (@)vi > 0, which concludes the proof. O O

Theorem 5.3. Letu € U,gNL>(Q) satisfy the first order optimality conditions (B.2)—B.3).
If J"(w)v? > 0 Vv € Cy \ {0} holds, then for each r € (12, 00] there exist § >0 and e >0
such that

4—n’
L, 0 2 _
J(u) + §||u —ll72g) < J(u) Vu € U N Be(n), (5.3)
where B-(u) = {u € L"(0,T; L*(Q)) : ||u — @l Lro,7;02(0)) < €}

Proof. We proceed by contradiction. If (B3]) is false for every 6 > 0 and € > 0, then for
every integer k > 1 there exists an element ug € U,q such that

_ 1 _ 1 _
||’U,k — UHLT(O,T;LZ(Q)) < E and J(uk) < J(u) + %Huk — UH%Z(Q). (54)
Let us set px = ||up — @l r2(g) and vy = (ur — @)/px. Then, we have |[vg]/2(g) = 1 and,

taking a subsequence that we denote in the same way, we have vy — v in L?(Q). We divide
the proof in several steps.

Step I - J'(w)v = 0. From 34) and B5) we infer that J'(a)(ur — @) > 0 for every
k > 1. Therefore, J'(@)vy > 0 and passing to the limit we obtain J'(#)v > 0. Now, using
(E4) along with the mean value theorem we get for some 6), € (0,1)

1
T(ur) = J(@) = J' (@ + Oy (s — )k — ) < o g — -
Dividing this inequality by pr we obtain

J/(ﬁ‘i’@k(uk*ﬁ))’Uk < QkHuk u||L2(Q).
Then, passing to the limit when k — oo it follows J' (@)
Step II - v € Cy. Since u(t) + Avg (t) = a(t)+ ( k(t

we get for almost every t € I,

<0.
w(t)) € Uygq for every 0 < X < py,

)—

la(t) + Mok ()| L1y — [1E(®)] 21 ()

4/ (u(t); v (t)) = lim

AN0 A
A _
i 1O 0@l =
AN0 A
Take a measurable subset J C I,. Since the functional
u e L*(Q) — / ))dt € R
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is continuous and convex, recall (5], the weak convergence vy, — v in L?(Q) implies

[]j’(a(t);v(t))dtgl%crggf/j’(a(t);vk(t))dtg 0.

J

Since J C I, is an arbitrary measurable set, we infer for almost all ¢ € I,

/m v(t) dxf/Qj u(t) dqu/QQ [v(t)|dz = j'(a(t);v(t)) < 0. (5.5)

w(t) a(t) a(t)

Identities (B.5]) and J'(@)v = 0, and (B.8)) imply

o/@g(z,t)v(x,t)dxdt/w/gﬂ(z,t)v(x,t)dxdt

:/ﬁ{llu(t)lmcm)[/m v(t)d:c—/i v(t) da] +/m ,u(t)v(t)dx} d.  (5.6)

¥ a(t) a(t) a(t)

From (&.3) we deduce

/ﬁ {HM(ﬁ)HLm(Q){/Q+ v(t) dac—/Q v(t) dgc+/0 |U(t)|dx}} dt < 0.

¥ a(t) ;(t) a(t)

The last two relations lead to

I

This is possible if and only if ||fi(t)|| Lo () |v(x,t)| = Az, t)v(x,t) for almost all t € I and
x € Q) ;). Inserting this identity in (5.6) we get

(1) w0 o)) = (E)e()] dx} dt < 0.

0
a(t)

0= [ atr.onenrat = [ D0 (0 0

Finally, this identity and (5.3)) yield j/(u(t);v(t)) = 0 for almost all ¢ € . Therefore, we
conclude with Step I that v € Cy.
Step II - J"(u)v? < 0. From (5.4) and a Taylor expansion we infer

2
1
prd (@W)vy, + p—;J"(ﬁ + Opprvw) v = J(ug) — J(@) < ol = ul|72(g)-

Since J'(@)v, = p%]’(ﬂ)(uk — 1) > 0, we deduce from the above inequality

1
J”(a + Gk(uk - ’ﬁ))?}i = J”(’ﬁ + Hkpkvk)vi <

= (5.7)

The strong convergence ti+0y (up—u) — @ in L™(0, T; L?(Q)) yields the uniform convergences
Yo, — §and pg, — @ in L>=°(Q), where yp, and gy, are the state and adjoint state associated
with @ + 0y (ur — ). This also implies that zg, », — 2, strongly in L?(Q), where z, is the
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solution of ([Z20) for y, = § and z3, , is the solution of (Z20) with v = v; and y, = ye,.
Then, we can pass to the limit in (5.7) when & — oo and deduce that J” (u)v? < 0.

Step IV - Final contradiction. Since v € Cy and J”(ii)v? < 0, according to the assump-
tions of the theorem, this is only possible if v = 0. Therefore, we have that vy — 0 in L?(Q)
and, consequently, z5  ~— 0 strongly in L*(Q). Now, using that |lv||12(q) = 1 and (Z2)),
we infer from (B.7)

0 > lim inf J" (@ + Oy (up — 0))vy
—00

k—o0

. 0%a
= hmmf/ [(1 — ﬁ(x,t,ygk)mk)zgk,vk + m),ﬂ dx dt
Q Yy

. d%a
klggo Q(l 99 2(90 t,Y6,,) 06, ) %, v, dzdt + K = K,
which contradicts our assumption x > 0. O O

The next theorem establishes that the sufficient condition for local optimality, J” (#)v? >
0 for every v € Cy \ {0}, provides a useful tool for the numerical analysis of the control
problem. Given 7 > 0 we define the extended cone

O ={v e 12Q): 17'@] < Tl 12 q) and

M I
(@t)io(®) < rllolliag) iteL\L, T

Theorem 5.4. Let 4 € Uyq satisfy the first order optimality conditions B.2)—-@B.3) and the
second order condition J" (w)v? > 0 Vv € Cz \{0}. Then, for every r € (12, 00| there exist
strictly positive numbers €, T, v such that

J" (u)v* > l/||v||%2(Q) Yv € C; and Vu € Be(a), (5.8)
where B.(u) denotes the L"(0,T; L?(Q2)) closed ball.
Proof. First we prove the existence of 7 > 0 and v > 0 such that
J”(@)UQ Z 2V||'U||%2(Q) Yv € C,g (59)

We proceed by contradiction. If (B9) fails for all strictly positive numbers 7, v, then for

1
every integer k > 1 there exists a function vy, € CF such that J”(u)vi < %H”kH%z(Q)

Dividing vy by its L?(Q) norm and taking a subsequence we get

. _ 1
lollz2@) =1, v —vin LXQ), J"(@)vf < - (5.10)

k
< 1 7" (@(t); vi(t))] Sli iftely,
SEO S@se) <L oifte\IF

T (@)o, (5.11)

We prove that v € Cy. First, from (EI0) and (G11) we get

|J (a)v] < hmmf|J( Jug| < 0.

22



Thus, we have J'(a@)v = 0. Let us set
I={tel, :j'(a(t);v(t) >0}
Then, we obtain with (5I0) and (GIT)

/j’(a(t);v(t))dt < liminf/j’(a(t);vk(t))dt <0.
I

k—o0 I

This is not possible unless |I| = 0. Hence, we have that j'(@(t);v(t)) < 0 for almost all
t € I,. Now, from the identity J'(z)v = 0, (&1)), and B8] it follows

0:/(<,5+mi)vdzdt:f/[wdzdt
Q Q

/1¢ /Q
This implies
LA W0lsopar— [ la@l@pds| ai=— [ [ wdea G2
o |Jaf Q_ I Jg

20
a(t) a(t) (t)

aOl@pde~ [ aO@udo+ [ ;wdz] dt.

+
a(t) w@(t) a(t)

Now we have

| W@ o @500 e

:/ ()] Lo () / vd:c—/ vdz+/ |v|da| dt.
5 e L0 R16

From this identity and (5.12) we infer

[ V0l @@= [ [ a0l - 0] dzdez o

2a()

This inequality along with j'(a(t);v(t)) < 0 for t € I, implies that j'(u(t);v(t)) = 0 for
almost all ¢ € It. We have proved that v € C. From (G.I0) we infer

J"(a)w? < 1ikm inf J” (@)vi <O0.
— 00

Since u satisfies the second order condition, the above inequality is only possible if v = 0.
Therefore, we have that vx, — 0 in L?*(Q). Using Z.2I) and the fact that z,, — 0 strongly
in L?(Q) this yields

= liminf 2 o) = liminf J”(2)v <0
k= liminf kllvg[|72q) = lminf J% (@)vy <0,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, (5.9) holds.
Let us conclude the proof showing that (5:9) implies (5.8). Given p > 0 arbitrarily small,
from Theorem 2.2l we deduce the existence of € > 0 such that

lyu = YllL=(@) = IG(u) = G(@)|[ (@) < p Vu € B:(a).
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Using this estimate, we get from (ZI7) and (Z22)), and taking a smaller ¢ if necessary
[ou — @l (@) + |zuw — 20llr2(@) < p Vu € Bo(w) and Vv € L*(Q),

where z,., = G'(u)v, z, = G'(2)v, and ¢, and @ are the adjoint states corresponding to
u and 4, respectively. Therefore, selecting p small enough we obtain with (Z2I]) for some
e>0

[J"(w) = J"(@)?| < v|vllf2q) Vu€ Be(a) and Vv e L*(Q).

Combining this with (59) we infer (&.8)). O O

6 Stability of the optimal controls with respect to ~

The aim of this section is to prove some stability of the local or global solutions of (P) with
respect to . For every v > 0 we consider the control problems

P inf J
( 'Y) uEUngLOO(Q) (u)v

where
Uy ={ue L>0,T;L"(Q)) : [[u(®)||p1(0) < 7 for a.a. t € (0,T)}.

First, we prove some continuity of the solutions of (P,) with respect to .

Theorem 6.1. Let {7;}32, C (0,00) be a sequence converging to some v > 0. For every k
let u, be a global minimizer of the problem (P, ). Then, the sequence {u~, }7> is bounded
in L>(Q). Moreover, if uy is a weak® limit in L>(Q) of a subsequence of {u., }7°,, then
uy is a global minimizer of (P.) and the convergence is strong in LP(Q) for every p < oco.
Reciprocally, for every strict local minimizer u, of (P+) in the L™(0,T; L*(2)) sense with
T <1 < oo, there exists a sequence {uy, }72, such that u, is a L™(0,T;L?*(Q)) local
minimizer of (P+,) and u,, — u,, strongly in LP(Q) for every p < co.

Proof. The boundedness of {u, }?°; in L>(Q) follows from Theorem Bl Therefore, we
can take subsequences converging weakly* in L°°(Q). Let us take one of these subsequences,

that we denote in the same form, such that u,, — @ in L>°(Q). Let u, be a solution of
(P,). For every k we define

uy iy <y, u if v <7,
U = ! and ﬁk = " (61)
e i a2 ;
By if v > v, 7 Uy if v, > .

Then, it is immediate that wuj, — u, and 4 — @ in L®(Q), {41}, € U, and uy € U,, NU,
for every k. Since U, N L?(Q) is a closed and convex subset of L(Q) and 4y — @ in L?(Q),
we deduce that 4 € U,. With the compactness of the embedding W (0,7) C L*(Q) we can
easily prove that yz, — ys in L?(Q). Using these convergences and the optimality of w.,
and u, we get

J(uy) < J(a) < likminf J(uy,,) < limsup J(uy,) < limsup J(ug) = J(uy).
— 00

k—o0 k—o0

This implies that J(u,) = J(4) = limg— 00 J(u, ). This identity proves that 4 is a solution
of (P,). Moreover, the convergence Yuy, — Yu, i L?(Q) leads to limy_ o0 [ty | 2(@) =
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@]l p2(q)- From this fact and the weak convergence u,, — u, in L*(Q), we obtain that
Uy, — 4 in L*(Q). This along with the boundedness of {u,, }3°; in L°°(Q) implies the
strong convergence in LP(Q) for every p < co.

Let us prove the second part of the theorem. Let uy be an L"(0,T; L?(£2)) strict local
minimizer to (P,). This means that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

J(uy) < J(u) Vu € Uy N Be(uy) with u # u.,,

where Bc(u) is the closed ball in L"(0,7;L*(2)) of radius ¢ and center u,. Now, we
consider the problems

(PBy) uGU:Ir%iBng(u,y) J(u) and (PB,,) uEU—y?I}WiBE(uV) J(u)

It is immediate that u, is the unique solution of (PB,). Observe that the controls uy
defined in (6.1)) are elements of U, N B.(uy) for all k large enough. Hence, U,, N B:(u,) is
non-empty, closed, convex, and bounded in L"(0,T; L?(€2)). Therefore, problem (PB,, ) has
at least one solution u.,. Let us prove that u,, — u, in L?(Q) for every p < co. Denote
Y, and @., the state and adjoint state associated with u,. Since {u,, }32, is bounded in
L"(0,T; L*(Q)) we infer from Theorem 21l the boundedness of {y., }32, in L>(Q). Hence,
from the adjoint state equation and the classical estimates for linear equations we deduce
that {¢~, }72, is also bounded in L*°(Q). Due to the optimality of ., for (PB,,) we obtain

/ (W’Yk + Huw)(u - u’Yk)dzdt = J’(u%)(u - U'Yk) >0 Yue U’Yk N BE(u’Y)'
Q
Setting S = U,, N B:(u) we get from the above inequalities

. 1
Uy, = Projg ( - Esﬁvk)v

where Projg denotes the L?(Q) projection on S. Let us prove that

1
[ty Lo (@) < 2(E||%k||L°°(Q) + [ty | L (q))- (6.2)

For this purpose we define

Qo= {(2,1) € @ s (2, )] > 2( 1o (1) + s ()] ).

1 :
o (@ t) uy(z,t) if (z,1) € Qo,
u(z, t) = { Uny, (T, 1) otherwise.

Then, it is obvious that

[u@®)[|Lr0) < lluy, Ol @) < Vi,

flu — uv||Lr(0,T;L2(Q)) < ||uw - uv||LT(0,T;L2(Q)) <6,

1 1 )
Hu—i— EQD%HLZ(Q) < Hu% T E"DWHLZ(Q) if |Qol # 0,
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The first two inequalities show that u € S and, consequently, the third one contradicts the
fact that u., is the L?(Q) projection of f%gow unless |Qo| = 0. Now, the boundedness of
{@y 172, in L®(Q) and (6.2) imply the boundedness of {u, }7>,. Therefore, there exists
a subsequence, denoted in the same way, such that ., X @ in L=(Q). Using the functions
{tr}72 defined in (6.1)) and arguing as above, we deduce that @ € U,. Moreover, is is also
immediate that & € B:(u,). Let us consider the functions {uy}7°; defined in (G.1]). Since

| i 0 iy < v,
U — U oo == — 3
k Y L>=(Q) J%HU’YHL“’(Q) otherwise,

we have that uy — u, in L>(Q) as k — oo and uy, € U,, N B:(u,) for every k large enough.
Then, using the optimality of u, and u.,,, and the fact that u, and 4 are feasible controls
for (PB,,) and (PB,), respectively, we infer

J(uy) < J(0) < Hkminf J(uy,,) <limsup J(u,,) <limsup J(ug) = J(uy).
—o0

k—o0 k—o0

This implies that J(uy) = J(@) and, hence, @ is also a solution of (PBy). Due to the
uniqueness of solution of (PB,) we conclude that u, = 4. The strong convergence u,, — u,
in LP(Q) follows as above. We have proved that every subsequence converge to w., then the
whole sequence does. In particular, the convergence u,, — u, in L7(0,T; L*(Q)) implies
that u,, is in the interior of the ball B.(u) for all k sufficiently large. Hence, u., is an
L"(0,T; L*(Q)) local minimizer of (PB,,). O O

Remark 6.2. Given an L"(0,T; L?(Y)) strict local minimizer of (P.), from the above the-
orem we deduce the existence of a family {u} >0 of L™(0,T; L*()) local minimizers of
problems (P./) such that uy — uy in LP(Q) as v — + for every p < oo. Looking at the
definition of the elements wu., in the previous proof we have that

J(uy) < J(uw) Yue Uy NBe(uy) and J(uy) < J(u) Yu € U, N Be(uy). (6.3)

Theorem 6.3. Let {uy}, be a family of local minimizers of problems (P./) such that
Uy = uy in L7(0,T; L3(Q)) as v — v with uy a local minimizer of (P.) satisfying (5.3).
We also assume that [@3) holds. Then, there exists a constant L such that

1
Uy = uyllr2(q) < LIy —4l=. (6.4)

Proof. The first part of the theorem follows from Remark We only have to prove (G.4)).
For every +' we define

A u, ify <o, ) uy i <y,
Uy = , and 0, = .y (6.5)
Tuy ify >, Ly iy >y

Then we have

Ty, 0yr € Uy N Uyry Gy — sy in L°(Q) and 0y — w., in L7(0,T; L*(Q)). (6.6)
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From here we infer that v, € Uy N B.(uy) for 7' close enough to v with B.(u,) defined in
(E3). Therefore, we get

d . .
5””7/ - u'Y||2L2(Q) < J(0y) = J(us). (6.7)

In the case v/ < ~, using (6.7), the optimality of u./, and the definition of 0.,/ we obtain
with the mean value theorem

2 N N
iy = uslf2(q) < 51T () = T (i) + (T (ibyr) = T (u5))]
2, . C
< 5Uy) = I (uy)) < Cillty = uyllz=g) = 71||u’y||L°°(Q)|'Y/ =l

In the case v/ > v we proceed as follows

I3~ aqy € 2L (r) = T(u)) + (o) = I ()]
< %(J(ﬁv’) - J(“v’)) < Coloy — uyllr0,7522(02))

= Lyl orasoph’ =71 < Caly =l
From here we get

|1y — u'yHLz(Q) < luy = oy llr2@) + 10y — usllr2(q)

Iy — | s )
= ~/ ”U'WHL?(Q) + \/C_Vgh/ -9z < C’4|’y/ -z,

which concludes the proof. O O

Theorems (5.3 and imply Holder stability with respect to v of the optimal controls
if the sufficient second order condition J”(u,)v? > 0 Vo € Cy \ {0} holds. Now, we are
interested in proving Lipschitz stability. To this end we need to make a stronger assumption,
namely

T'(us)? >0 Vo LAQ)\ {0}, o€ Co(Q), and 7> ﬁ (6.8)

where ¥ > 0 is fixed and Cy(€2) denotes the space of continuous real valued functions on

Q vanishing on I'. From the first assumption in ([6.8]) we deduce the existence of strictly
positive numbers p and v such that

J"(w)® > vlv|zq) Vo€ L*(Q) and Vu € By,(us), (6.9)

where B,(us5) denotes the L7(0,7; L?()) closed ball. Indeed, if (6.9) does not hold, then
we can take sequences {uy}22, C L7(0,T; L?(Q)) and {v;}32, C L*(Q) satisfying

1
. T2 2
Jm lur — usyll L0120y = 0, llvkllL2(@) = 1 vx — v in L*(Q), J" (ux)vi, < o
It is easy to pass to the limit and to deduce

J" (us)v® < likm inf J” (ug)vi < 0.
—00

27



This inequality and ([6.8) yield v = 0. But, arguing as in the proof of Theorem [5.4] we infer
I T 2 R T " 2
K= hknigankaLz(Q) = hkrggng (ug)vj, <0,

which contradicts our assumption x > 0.
We finish this section by proving the next theorem.

Theorem 6.4. Let us be a local minimizer of (Py). We assume that (€8] holds and that
p satisfies ([6.9). Then, there exists € € (0,7) such that (P) has a unique local minimizer
u., in the interior of the L"(0,T; L?(Q)) ball B,(u5) for every v € (¥ — &,5 + €). Moreover,
there exists a constant L such that

luy = usllLrorirz) < Liv =41 Vv e (¥ —&7+9). (6.10)

Proof. Let us take p > 0 such that (69) holds. Then, J has at most one local (and global)
minimizer . in the closed set B,(us) N Ugq. This is a consequence of the strict convexity
of J in the ball B,(us); see [69). We will prove that this local minimizer belongs to the
interior of the L”(0,T; L*(2)) ball B,(u5) if 7y is close enough to ¥, and consequently it is a
local minimizer of (P,). In order to prove this, as well as (G.I0), we reformulate the control
problem (P,) as follows

(Qy) inf Jy(u):= 1/Q(ymu(:v,t)yd(z))2 dzdt+%/Qu(:c,t)2d:cdt,

ueKaa 2

where
Koqa={u€ L"(0,T;L*(9Q)) : |[u(t)||r1(q) < 1 for a.a. t € (0,7)}

and Y-, is the solution of the semilinear parabolic equation

9y .
E+Ay+a(xvtay) =u an:QX (OvT)v (611)
y=0onX=Tx(0,7), y(0)=yoin Q.

It is obvious that the problems (P,) and (Q,) are equivalent for every . This equivalence
is understood in the sense that u is a local (global) minimizer of (Q.) if and only if u, = yu
is a local (global) minimizer of (P,), and J(uy) = J,(u); recall Remark 17

Take € € (0,7) and p € (0, p] such that (¥ +¢€)p + €|t .70, 7;02(0)) < p- Then, we have
with the notation uy = J4 and uy, = yu

lluy —uzllro,rr2) < Yllv—allLro,rr2)) + 1Y = Fl@ll L7 0,02 0))
< (F+e)p+ellusllrorz) <p Yu € By(u) and Vy € (§ —€,7 +¢€).

Due to (G3) and the fact that J(u)v® = +*J" (u,)v?, we deduce that
I (u)o? > ’YQVHUH%f(o,T;m(Q)) > (- 5)2V||U||%f(o,T;L2(Q)) Vu € Bj(u).
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Therefore, J, is strictly convex on the ball B;(u). Hence, a control u is a local solution of
(Q) in the interior of B;(@) if and only if u satisfies the optimality system

Oy .
ot Ay +a(z,t,y) =yu in Q, (6.12)
y=0on X, y(0)=ypin Q,
Op Oa .
-~ @+ay(xty)<,0—y—yd in Q, (6.13)
p=00n%, oT)=0inQ,
/ po—u)dzdt <0 Vo € Kaq, (6.14)
Q

Denote by § and @ the state and adjoint state associated to @. Our goal is to apply [10,
Theorem 2.4] to the previous optimality system. To this end we define the spaces:

V={yew(0,T)NC(Q) : at + Ay € L'(0,T; L*(Q))},

)
d={pecH Q) NCWQ): —g—t + A*p e L(0,T; L*(Q)) and o(T) = 0},
X=Yx®xL(0,T;L*(Q)), Y =R, Z=0Co(Q) x L' (0,T; L*(Q))3.

On Y and ® we consider the graph norms

lolly = lslhwom + Islle@ + [ + 48], 1 ey

_ p+] - S+ 4y .
lolle = lielln @) +Iellc@ + | = 5 + 4% o 1 o

Thus, X is a Banach space. Moreover, we introduce the mapping f : X x Y — Z and the
multivalued function F : X — Z

) y(0) —yo .
a—i+Ay+a(-,-,y)—w 0
f((ya @au)a’Y) = 8()0 A* (90, ) F(y,<p,u) = 0 )
w+72f<m

where the multivalued function Fy : L7(0,T; L3(Q)) — L7(0,T; L*(Q)) is defined by

@ lfU gKad)

F()(’LL) =

{,u € L0, T; L*(Q)) : / pwv—u)dedt <0 Vo e Kad}, otherwise.

Q

Due to the regularity yo € Co(Q2), see assumption ([6.8)), we deduce from (612)) that § € V.
Therefore, we have that (g, p,u4) € X. Moreover (g, p,u _) satisfies the optimality system
E12)-(@.15), which implies that 0 € f((g, @, ), ) + F(y,p,a). Using our assumptions on
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a and the continuous embedding J C C(Q) we deduce that the function f is of class C*.
Then, the function g : X — Z, defined by

u—a),

©

g(ya 2 ’LL) = f((ga @a ’CL), ’7) + D(y,«p,u)f((ga ()5, ﬂ)’ fj/)(y — g’ o —
(g, @,4),7); see [19] for the

~

strongly approximates f at ((g,®,4),7), and g(g, @, u) =
definition of a strong approximation.

We will apply [10, Theorem 2.4] to deduce the existence of £ € (0,¢] and p € (0, ]
such that (€I2)-(GI5) has a unique solution u in the interior of the ball B;(a) for every
v € (§ — &7 + &). Moreover, these solutions satisfy

v —allzr01L2(0) < Alv =7l (6.16)

for some A > 0. For this purpose it is enough to prove that the equation
Begly, e, u)+ Fly,p,u) (6.17)
has a unique solution (yg, s, ug) € X for every 8 = (8;)}_; € Z and the Lipschitz property
1(yp: 00 uz) — (s, 05 up)x < AIB—Blz (6.18)

holds for some A > 0 and all B, B € Z. First, we prove the existence of a unique solution.
To this end we consider the optimal control problem

(Pgs) ug}fd Js(u),

where

2
Js(u) :%/Q[l gZ(x t,9)¢]y> dzdt+—/ (z,t)? dzdt

+/ ﬁgydde/(W+ﬁ2m—ﬁ4)udxdt,
Q Q

and y satisfies the equation

dy Oa _ - :
o HAY+ o 5y (,t,9)y =Ju+ P2 in Q, (6.19)

y=0onX, y(0)=7p in Q.
Let us consider the solution {g € ) of the equation

9 . i
5 HAE+ y( t,§){ =Pz inQ, (6.20)

E=0onX, £0)=/p inQ.

According to (211) we have that y = G’ (us)u + g = Yz + 3. Inserting this identity in
the cost functional we get

jﬂ(u) :%2 {/Q [1 222(33 t,7) }szxdt‘f"‘ﬁ/QUdedt}
2
+’7/Q ([1 g Z(m t y) ]€B+ﬁ3)zud$dt+/Q(’yg0+’y KUy 64)’U/d$dﬁ

1 o2
+/Q (5[1 oy Czl(x t,9) ]'52‘1'535;3) dx dt.
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From Z2I), 63), and the continuity of the mapping u — z, in L?(Q) we deduce the
existence of two constants Cy and Cy such that

~2
Y
Tp(u) 2 7V||u||%2(Q) + Chllullz2(g) + Ca.

Therefore, J3 is a coercive, continuous, and strictly convex quadratic functional on L?(Q).
As a consequence, we infer the existence and uniqueness of a minimizer g of Jg on the set

Ko = {uc L2Q) : lu(®)| 1oy <1 foraa. te(0,T)}

Similarly as in Theorem B.1] we deduce the existence of elements g5 € W(0,7T), ¢ € H(Q),
and fig € L?(Q) satisfying

093 . Oa I .
gp=0o0n %, gg(0)= 041 in Q,
0p3 . ~ Oa . 0%a N7 .
_W + A Y+ 8_y($atay)(p,@ - [1 - 8_y2($’t’y)(p}y5 + 63 m Qa (622)
Ppp=0o0n3%, @3(T)=0inQ,
/ fip(u —tg)dzdt <0 Yu € K, (6.23)
Q
¥pp + V2 wilg + P + ¥kt — Ba + jig = 0. (6.24)

Arguing similarly as in the proof of Theorem H.4] we deduce that @ and fig belong to
the space L™(0,T; L*(2)). Thus, @g is the unique solution of (Pg). Moreover, from (G.21)
and ([6.22) along with (6.8) we infer that gg € )Y and ¢3 € ®. Hence, we have that
(9, ¢p,u8) € X and ([6.23) holds for every u € K,yq. Due to the convexity of (Pg), we know
that (G2I)—(624) are necessary and sufficient conditions of optimality for (Pg). This fact
and the strict convexity of J3 imply that the system (G2I)-(6.24) has a unique solution

(Us, P, Up, fip). I weset ys = §p+7, pp = ¢p+ @, up = ug+u, and g = jig, (6.21)-([6.24)
yields that (yg, pg, ug) is the unique element of X satisfying (6.17]).

Now, we prove that this solution is Lipschitz with respect to 8. First, we observe that
(E24) can be written as

Yos + 7 kug — B+ pp = 0. (6.25)
Given 3,3 € Z, we infer from (623)-(6.24) and @.25) for 5 and 3

[ 08(0) + 7Pus®) = Bale)ws(®) — us(t) det <0,
[ 050+ 7mu5(0) = Bule)ws(®) — us(e) dot <o,
Adding these inequalities we get
Fallus) — usEz oy < 7 [ (99(0) = 5 u5(0) = us(0) do

+1184(t) = Ba(Oll 2@ lug (1) — us(®)llz20) (6.26)
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for almost every ¢t € (0,7). Now, taking into account that Ys —ys = QB — Ug, Y5 —pp =
@B — s, and Uy —ug = Uy —ug, subtracting the equations (6.21]) satisfied by Ys and yg,
and the equations ([G.22) for ¢ 5 and g, respectively, we obtain

5 /Q (5(8) — 95(1)) (u5(t) — us(t)) da

B /Q {(% +A+ g_z(z’t’g)) (ys —ys)(es — ¥5) — (B2 — Ba2) (5 — @3)} dz dt

_ /Q {( O ary g—Zu,t,g))w — 05) (s — s) — (B — Ba) (s — ¢B>} dedt
= [ (31 = B1)(03(0) = 95000 e

= /Q{[l - g_yg(x,t;g)@} (yB - y5)2 + (BQ — 52)(905 — SQB)}dJEdt

—/Q(Bg—63)(yg—yﬂ)dwdt—/9(31 — B1)(5(0) — ¢5(0)) da.

Let us denote by {s and {5 the solutions of ([620) corresponding to (51, f2) and (Bl, Bg),
respectively. Then, we have that y; —ys = YG'(0)(uz —ug) +€3 — &5 = Vzug—us + (€5 —&8)-
Inserting this identity in the above equality we infer

5 /Q (5(8) — 5(6)) (5 () — up(t)) da

=5 [1—&(:0 t,9)¢] 2 dx dt
@ oy uaTe

/Q [1- g—yg(:c,t,ﬂ)@] (€5 —€8)% + 22—, (€5 — €p)] dadt
= [ {3005 = 09+ (s = B )}
- /Qw} — B1)(95(0) — 95(0)) da
72 - @ x,t,7)@| 2> x
<—7 /Q[l ay2( 4 9)@ 2, drdt

+ {1181 = Bl + 132 — Ballfei)
+llug — uslzz@) [||B1 = BillL2) + |52 — Ballr2(q)]
+ 182 = Ball 2@ 05 — el 2 (@) + 185 — Bsll 2 llys — sll2(o)
+ 1181 = Bl l95(0) = 50220 |-
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Now, from the equations satisfied by Yz — Ys and ©5 — P We get

lys = vsllwiory < Ca(llug — uslliz@ + 132 = Bellrz@ + 181 = Bullraey ), (6:27)
los — esllar @) < Cs(”yg — sl r2(@) + 1165 — ﬂ3||L2(Q))- (6.28)

Using the continuous embeddings W (0,T) C L*(Q) and HY(Q) C C([0,T]; L*(Q2)), and the
estimates ([6.27) and (G.28)), we infer

aéww>wwm%mw@Mx

<5 [1- @(x t,9)@] 2 dzdt
— Q ay2 Y u&*ut}

+ CG{HU;; —ugllr2(@) [181 = Bill 2y + 1182 — Ballrzq) + 1185 — Bsllr2(q)]
1181 = B2y + 132 — Ball3acy + 185 — Bsll2aq) }-
Combining this inequality with ([6.26) and using ([G9) we deduce

Vvllug — upll7a) < 72" (@) (uy — up)®

=72 [1—&( t,9)p] 2 dz dt + kljug —ugl3 }
=7 Q 8y2 T, 0, Y)p Zué—ug B BIL2(Q)

4 A
< O?{HUB —ugllz2(Q) (||ﬂ1 = Billr2) + Z 185 — ﬂjHLZ(Q))
=2
3 A
+ 151 = 51||2L2(Q) + Z 185 — ﬁjH%Q(Q)}'

=2

This yields

lug — usllzai) < CsllB — Bl - (6.29)
Using (6.27) and (6.29) it follows that
lus — ysllwio.r) < Coll 3~ Bz (6.:30)
Now, ([6.28) and (6.30) lead to
log — @l +llvg — eslle@ < Cuolld = Bz (6.31)

Getting back to ([6.26]), and using ([G31]), we get

lug = upll e 0,702y < CuallB = Bllz. (6.32)

Using this in the equation satisfied by y5 — y3 we also obtain
1y5 = vsllc@) < CrzllB = Bllz- (6.33)
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Now, ([G30)-(@33) imply [EI]). Hence, we apply [10, Theorem 2.4] to deduce the existence
of € € (0,¢] and p € (0, p] such that for every v € (5 — &,7 + £) the system (6.12)-(@.I5) has
a solution (y, ¢, u) with u in the interior of the ball B;(u) satisfying (6.16]). Since &€ < € and
p < p, we know that J, is strictly convex on Bj(u), hence u is the unique local minimizer
of (Q) in this ball. Moreover, u, = yu belongs to the interior of the ball B,(uy) and u is
the unique local minimizer of (P5) in B,(us). Moreover, from (G.16]) we infer

lluy = uzllr 012200y < Yllw =@l 7o, 1;2200)) + 17 = Al 70,722 )
< ¥+ ANy = A+ |y = Alllall s o0,7;02 ) = LIy — 7

for L = (7 + &)X + ||4l| L#(0,r;12(2))- This ends the proof. O O
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