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Abstract

The main objective of this paper is to establish the null controllability for the
fourth order semilinear parabolic equations with the nonlinearities involving the state
and its gradient up to second order. First of all, based on optimal control theory of
partial differential equations and global Carleman estimates obtained in [I1] for fourth
order parabolic equation with L?(Q)-external force, we establish the global Carleman
estimates for the L?(Q) weak solutions of the same system with a low regularity ex-
ternal term and some linear terms including the derivatives of the state up to second
order. Then we prove the null controllability of the fourth order semilinear parabolic
equations by such global Carleman estimates and the Leray-Schauder’s fixed points
theorem.
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1 Introduction

Let O C R"(n > 2) be a nonempty bounded connected open set with smooth boundary 00,
T > 0 and w C O is a small nonempty open subset which is usually referred to as a control
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domain. Denote by @ = O x (0,7), ¥ =00 x (0,T), Qu, =w x (0,7T).
In this paper, we mainly consider the null controllability for the fourth order semilinear
parabolic equation:

Ly =%+ A% +agy+ By-Vy+D:Vy+aly=F(y,Vy V) +ox,+g, V () €Q,

y=Ay=0, YV (z,t) €%,

y(x,0) =yo(x), V €.

(1.1)

Here, the functions ag, a; € L>®(Q;R), By = (B, Boz2, -+ ,Bon) € L®(Q;R"), D =
(Dij)nxn € LOO(Q;R"Q), g € L*(Q) is a given externally applied force, the function F :
R x R2 x R" — R is locally Lipschitz continous, Y, is the characteristic function of the
set w, yo is the given initial data and v € L*(Q,,) is a control function to be determined.
The unknown function y may represent a scaled film height and the term A2y represents
the capillarity-driven surface diffusion.

In recent several years, there are some results about the controllability for fourth order
parabolic equations in both one dimension (see [2, [3, 14, [5, [6, 10, 12] 16]) and the higher
dimensions (see [8, [I1], 13], 17, [18]). In particular, the approximate controllability and non-
approximate controllability of higher order parabolic equations were studied in [§]. The
author in [I8] proved the null controllability of fourth order parabolic equations by using
the ideas of [I4]. It is worthy to mention that the Carleman inequality for a fourth order
parabolic equation with n > 2 was first established in [11]. Later, the author in [13] proved
the null controllability and the exact controllability to the trajectories at any time 7" > 0
for the fourth order semi-linear parabolic equations with a control function acting at the
interior. Recently, the null controllability for fourth order stochastic parabolic equations
was proved by duality arguments and a new global Carleman estimates in [I7]. A unified
weighted inequality for fourth-order partial differential operators was given in [7]. Moreover,
they applied it to obtain the log-type stabilization result for the plate equation. As far as
we know, the null controllability of problem (1)) is equivalent to the observation of its
corresponding adjoint problem in the case that F' = 0. To develop the required observability
inequality, it is very necessary to establish the global Carleman estimates of the adjoint
system of problem (L) with F' = 0. However, there is no results concerning the desired
global Carleman estimates and null controllability of problem (I.I]). Thus, we will establish
the desired global Carleman estimates and prove the null controllability of problem (I]).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we will recall a well-established
global Carleman estimates and give a definition of L?(Q)-weak solution defined by transpo-
sition. In Section 3, we will establish the desired global Carleman inequality. Section 4 is
devoted to the null controllability for the fourth order semilinear parabolic equation.

2 Preliminaries

To formulate our Carleman inequality, we first introduce the following weight functions.



Lemma 2.1. ([9]) Let wy C w be an arbitrary fized subdomain of O such that Wy C w.
Then there exists a function n € C*(O) such that

nx) >0, VexeO; nz)=0, VzecdO; |[Vn) >0, V xeO\wp.

In order to state our Carleman inequality, we define some weight functions:

e C2lnllLoe oy +n(x)) _ p4MInllLoe (o) e ClnllLoe (o) +n(x))

= . E(n,t) = . (2.1)

a(zr,t) =
(%) t(T —1t)
Moreover, they possess the following properties:

T T
Va=VE= XV, 1< 5 lal &l = 553, vV (z,t) € Q. (2.2)
In [11], the global Carleman estimates for fourth order parabolic equations with L?(Q)-source
term has been established. Here, we state it as follows.

Lemma 2.2. (see [11]) Assume that zo € L*(0), g € L*(Q) and the function o, & are
defined by ([21)). Then there ezists A > 0 such that for an arbitrary A > ;\, we can choose
so = So(A) > 0 satisfying: there ezists a constant C' = C(\) > 0 independent of s, such that
the solution z € L*(Q) to problem

L'z=-24N2=g, V (z2,1) €Q,
2=Az=0, V (z,t) €L, (2.3)
2(x,T) = 2(z), ¥V 2€0O

satisfies the following inequality:

/ 25 (=5‘6/\8§6|z|2 + 34)\6§4|Vz|2 + 53)\4§3|Az|2 + 52/\452|V2z|2 + s/\2§|VAZ|2) dxdt
Q
1
—I—/ %5 (—(|zt|2 + |A2z|2)> dxdt
Q 5§

<C (/ sTASET| 2% e dwdt +/ lg|e?™ dmdt)
w Q

for any X > X and any s > so(\)(VT +T).
In what follows, we give the definition of L?(Q)-solutions defined by transposition.

Definition 2.1. A function z € L*(Q) is called a weak solution to problem

. n 2(Dy; _ .

Pz = —% + A%z + D e aag(c?axj) + A(ayz) =g, in Q,
z2=Az=0, on X, (2.4)
2(z,T) = 2o(z), in O,

if for any w € L*(0,T; H*(O)NH(O)) with Lw € L*(Q), w|so = Aw|so = 0 and w(z,0) =

0 for any x € O, the following equality holds true:

(2, Lw)r2(q) = / (gw— D : V’wz — azAw) dadt + (2o, w(z, T)) r2(0).-
Q
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3 Global Carleman estimates for L?-solutions defined
by transposition

In this subsection, we mainly establish the global Carleman estiamtes of problem (2.4]). To
this purpose, we define

1 2 _—2s«a 1 |U|2 —2sa
J(w,u) = 3 /(G2 |w|*e™*** dzdt + 5 /Qw 87/\8576 dxdt. (3.1)
Now, we will consider the following extremal problem:
inf J 3.2
WL, (), (3.2)

where U is the totality of (w,u) € L*(0,T; H*(O) N Hy(O)) x L*(Q) satisfying

Lw = G + A%w = s"X3%e>%2 + xu, Y (z,t) € Q,
w=Aw=0, V (z,t) €, (3.3)
w(z,0) =w(z,T)=0, V z€0.

Proposition 3.1. For any z € L*(Q), there exists a unique solution (w,4) € L*(0,T; H*(O)N
H}O)) x L*(Q) to the extremal problem [BI)-B3) and the following conclusion holds:

Vel jAdE VP, [ o
S dadt S dadt
/Q(ms)”(sm”<sA5>4+‘w‘ ot | gt W
§C/56)\8§6|z\2625adxdt

Q

for any A > X and any s > so(A\)(VT +T).

Proof. To begin with, we can prove the existence of a unique solution (w, @) € L*(0,T; H*(O)N
H}(0)) x L*(Q) to the extremal problem (B.1)-(B.3) by the standard arguments of optimal
control of partial differential equations (see [I, 15]).

Applying the Lagrange principle (see [I]) to problem (B.1])-(B33]), we obtain the optimality
system for this problem:

L = 22 4+ A%p = sSX8€8e?2 + x4, in Q,

w=Aw=0, on X, (3.4)
w(z,0) =w(z, T) =0, in O
and
L*p = —% + A?%p = we Y in Q,

p=Ap=0, on X%,

p(z, T) =0, in O,

D+ 57)1\2857672801 =0, in Qu.
4
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Employing Lemma 2] to problem (31), yields

/ sOABE0|p|?e® ™ dwdt <C (/ sTASE | p|*e* ™ dwdt —I—/ || 25 d:vdt)
Q Qu Q

a> / ~12 —9 )
=C / ———e Y dxdt + w| e % dadt
([ [ 1o

—2C'J (b, 1) (3.6)

for any A > A and any s > so(\) (VT + 7).
Combining problem (3.4) with problem (B.5), we obtain

0 :/ (Ld) — sO\Bgbe2soy qul) pdxdt
Q

ja*

—/Q[f‘p’u?ci:z:dt—/Q56)\85662“”“Zpalyﬁahf+/C2 371;8&7628& dxdt
t_

— /Q [w]2e 2 dad /Q SONBEO 25 2 dadt + /Q ) 371;8 576’250‘dxdt,

which implies that

2J(w,u) = e % dadt 25 dadt
(w,u) /Q|w| e x —I—/Qw 87)\8576 x
:/ SONEEO 2pe™ dudt.
Q
Thus, we deduce from Hélder’s inequality and inequality (B.6]) that

ja*

2J(w,u) = b|%e" % dadt 25 dydt
(w,0) /Q|w| e x —l—/@w 87/\8£76 x

1 1
= (/ SONSED |22 dmdt) (/ sOABEO p| 2 e dxdt>
Q Q

<C (/ SONBED | 2|25 d:cdt) J(w, @)
Q

for any A > X and any s > so(A\) (VT 4 T'), which entails that

J(w,u) < C/ sONSED |22 dadt (3.7)
Q

for any A > A and any s > so(A\) (VT + 7).

Multiplying the first equation of problem (3] by ﬁe”sa and integrating by parts,
we get
ow 2,4 618¢6 2sa ~ w —2sa
/Q(EjLAw—s)\&e 2 — Xl W@ dxdt = 0. (3.8)
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In what follows, we will estimate each term of the right hand side of equality (B.8]) by using
Holder’s inequality, Young’s inequality, inequality (B.7)) along with the properties of the
weight function ([2.2).

o W, Lo/ 1 5\,
au o qpdt = —= | < sa dudt
o ot (N Q/Qat ((SA§)4€ )‘“" v

1 4&, 201 12 —2a0
ZE/Q ((S/\)4£5 + ()\5‘483) [b[2e25 dadt,

e s d:vdt' SC’/ | |2e~ % dadt
Q

which entails that

J e
o Ot (sA§)*
§0/36A8§6|z|26280‘ dxdt, (3.9)

Q

~

'—/ 86/\8§6€2SQZ(L6_280‘ dxdt‘ = ‘/ 2N 20D dxdt‘
Q Q

AL
% :
< (/ sIASES | 2|2 d:vdt) (/ || 2e 25 dxdt)
Q Q

gC/ SONBEO |22 dudt, (3.10)
Q
A [ap 0P :
~ w —2sa U —2sa 2 w —2sa 2
— | xXoU——=e€ dmdt' < ( / e dxdt> ( / —e dxdt>
' /Q (sA)* Q. STABET 0. 5§
§0/36)\8§6|z\26250‘d95dt, (3.11)
Q

_ ) Vw wVn wVn _
2sa — VA . —4 - 2sa
/ s)\f ddt /Q v ((s)\g)4 (5£)4N3 (s)\g):%) ¢ dudt

B [ 8VG -V 4VH-Vn  wAn )\
e 25 dadt /A - - —4 2 o dt
A v, GO (AP o)

T\ R T 7 BN\ LI G
—l—/A ( (55)3)\2+16(3§)4)\2 _2(5/\5)3+6(s§)3)\2 +4(s)\§)2 e dzxdt. (3.12)

We infer from equality ([B8), inequalities (33)-(@3I2) that for any A > A and any s >




soMWVT +T),
7 2 A- A-
|Aw| 0250 dudt < /Aw 8Vw -Vn 4Vw-Vn
o (E)

WAD o,
GO (AP ‘4<ss>w)€2 dwdt'
w|Vn|? w|Vyl*  wAn o w|Vylr | Vnl?
'/ ( o T 0 T e 7O

—2sa
TP ) ‘ dwdt'
+C’/36)\8§6|z|2e25°‘dzdt

Q

[Ab® /(‘va A2) —2 / 6180612 2
<= e “*Ydxdt + C + |w|* ) e Y dadt + C | s°A°E°|z]7e”* dxdt
2, o \magp 17 S
AD)® V|
< Cdrdt+C | —=
_2/(8>\€)

—2sa 648¢6|,12 25
. (s)\é“)Qe dxdt—i—C’/Qs A& |z |7e” dxdt

which implies that there exists a generic positive constant Cy, such that for any A > A\ and
any s > so(A\) (VT + 1),

Al 2 A2
[z [ 2
Q S

g s dxdt—l—C’/ SONBEC| 2|2e?5 dudt. 3.13
o [ sexer (313)
Thanks to
Va|> / wAW / ('LDVID~V77 wvw-vn) 5
e “Ydxdt = — e “*dxdt + 2 +  dxdt
/Q (sAE)? o (sAE)? Q SAE (s£)*A
[AwP® _, / 2 2 / Val®
— *dxdt + C * dxdt dxdt
<1co J, (S)\€>4€ xdt + lw|“e xdt + = BYE x
1 [ |Ad) / [Vl _
- s doedt C 6)\8 6] .12 2sad dt / 25ad dt
SN Q(s)\f)4e xdt + . £z wdt + 5 Q(s)\é’)Q xdt,
we obtain
|V ? o2 |Aw® o2 / 61\8¢6] 12,2
drdt < Cdrdt + C | s*A°E°|z|*e”* dxdt. 3.14
, o 0 J, e N 10
Therefore, we obtain
Vol / |AbP® / 618¢6(,12 2
——e Ydrdt + | ——=e dxdt < C | $N°E°|z|7e”* dxdt 3.15
|, e o 3O S 1)
for any A > A and any s > so(\)(VT +T)
Denote by @ = &2

BREE then

00 (1 00 1on, 2 on\ .
Or;  \(sA)20x;  sAE O SZAE2 Ox;

(3.16)
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and

(%i&vj

s€)? 8—:101(9—%10 22 axiaxjw SAE Ox; Or; s\ 820] ox;
( 1 0w 3 On on . 2 On ow 2 0w On
(

(X7 0r0r, €0 0r," T AP 0n,0r, | N0, O,

onom . 1 &n .\ .
N (3—%8%@]_ s/\faxi(?xjw <

Therefore, we have
A = <@|V7ﬂ2u§— e Al — 3V - Vi + ¢ Aw) —sa
(% V2 — e Vi - vnﬂvnw 5Anw) e}
w=0, on 2.

From the regularity theory of second order elliptic equations, we conclude that

n 9 ~ 2
/Z ow dxdt§0/<|w|2+ 12
Q=1 Q (sAS)

(%i(‘?xj
Along with inequalities (3.7), (3.15), (3.I7)-(BI8), yields
V202 / S| R0,
e dxdt =
| ey o 2 A0 |20,
< / >
Q=1

2
w ~12 1
Duidr,| MO /Q ('w| B OAE

1
SC/ (w2+ ¢ )6_250‘d:vdt
Q ] (sAE)?
SC’/ sOASE0| 2|2 e dardt
Q

12)|2) e~ % dydt.

2

=25 dadt

12)|2> e~ 2 dadt

for any A > A and any s > so(A\)(VT + 7).

In what follows, we will prove the first main result of this paper.

0% ( 4 0On On . 2 0Py 1 0on ow 1 dn dw o0
(

) 67801

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

O

Theorem 3.2. Assume that zg € L*(O), g = go + S.r, 2% with g; € L*(Q) for any

1=1 Ox;

0 <i < n, the functions a, § be defined by ([211). Then there exists a constant A > 0 such
that for an arbitrary A > A, we can choose sy = so(\) > 0 satisfying: there exists a constant
C = C()\) > 0 independent of s, such that the solution z € L*(Q) to problem [2.4) satisfies

the following inequality:

/ €25 ($OA3E0 |22 + s"ASEY V22 + SN2 Az)? + A V22 ) dudt
Q

w

C/ <|90|2 + Z(S/\f)2|gz‘|2> e dadt + C'/ sTASET| 2% e** dwdt
Q i=1

8



. 1 1
Jor any A 2 A1+ ||D|[fec (o) + lla1ll7 () and any s = so N (VT +T).

Proof. Let (w,u) be the solution of the extremal problem (B1])-(B33]) obtained in Proposition
B Then by definition of weak solution, we have

0 :/ (sz — g + D : Viz + alew) dxdt
Q
:/ (56A8§6628“|z|2 + Xoz — g + D : Vibz + alew) .
Q
Therefore, we conclude from Holder’s inequality and Proposition B.1] that

/ sONBE0e®59| 2|2 davdt = / (9 — D : VPwz — ayzAw) dxdt — / Uz dxdt
Q Q

:/Q (gow—D : V2wz—alew—Zgi§Z> dxdt—/wazdxdt

<llgoe**[| 2@ llwe™" || 2(q) +ZH sAE)gie

=1

780[
z2(@)

A
(sAE)?

—SsSx —SsSx

e

‘ | V24| .
(sA8)? £2(Q)

+ (/ [ e~ 25 d:vdt) ’ (/ 57)\8§7|z|2e250‘ d:vdt) ’
STABET
Qu w

SCHgoesaH%z(Q) +C Z H(s)\é“)gieso‘Hiz(Q) + C/Q sTASET| 2|2 e dwdt
i=1 w

+ 1Dl

[(sA€)*2e* | 12 ()
12(Q)

172220y + latll o) H

1
+ —/ sONSE0?5 2| dadt,
2 Jq
. 1 1
for any A > AQA) (1 + [|D| () + [la1ll7(p)) and any s > so(v/T + T, which implies that
/ sONBE8e25 2|2 dadt SC’/ lg0]? + Z(S/\S)2|gi|2 e dadt
Q Q i=1
+ C/ STASET |22 dxdt (3.20)

. 1 1
for any A > A1+ || D[ ) + a1l 7)) and any s > so N (VT +T).

Taking the inner product of the first equation of problem (2.4 with s2\*¢2ze%* in L%(Q),
we obtain

/ —— —|— A*z Z al D”Z Alayz) — g | 82N 2e** dxdt = 0 (3.21)
Q ox; &’Ej ! . .

9



In what follows, we will estimate each term of the right hand side of equality (3:21]) by using
Holder’s inequality, Young’s inequality, inequality (B.20) along with the properties of the
weight function ([2.2).

0 1
—/ —232)\452262“‘ dxdt’ —= ’/ 252 N1EE |22 + 283 My | 2|2 dmdt'
o Ot 2 |Jo

SC/ sONSE0?| 2|2 dudt. (3.22)
Q

1 n
'—/ gsiN R ze?s dmdt' < [lgoe™ || 2g) (/ 34)\854625a\z|2dxdt> + Z
Q Q i=1
+2)
i=1
% n %

SHQOGSQHL?(Q) (/ S6A8§662Sa|z|2 d:[‘dt) -+ (Z/(S/\é')2|gi|262804 dlL‘dt) (/ S2/\6£2|V2|262sa dlL‘dt)

Q i=1 /@ Q

n ;
+C (Z /Q (8AE)?[gil*e™ d:vdt) ( /Q SONBE| 2|2 dxdt) ,
=1

which implies that

'—/982A4§2Z€28ad1‘dt' SO/ <|go|2—|—Z(SA§)2|gz|2> €2sad$dt+0/ 86/\8§6€2sa|z|2dxdt
Q Q i=1 @

/ gis? N2z, e*5 dmdt'
Q

/ gis?NAEE, e dmdt' + 2 Z / gis* N2y, ze* dxdt’
Q i=1 1Y@

1
2

+C/ s* A0V 2 |%e** dadt. (3.23)
Q

/ A?2s? M2 2e® dadt = — / VAz- (32)\4§2Vz + 282 \°E3Vnz + 253)\5§3Vnz) e** dxdt
Q Q

:/ SENE? | Az 2 e® dadt + / Az (4°N°EVn - V2 4+ 4s° NPV - Vz) € dadt
Q Q

+ [ Az (42X V2 + 25° N Anz + 10s°\°8° |V |*2) e dadt

_|_

S— o

Az (28° N Anz + 45\ Vn|*2) €2 dadt,
which entails that

/ sENEE| Az |2e® dadt g/ A?zs? A2 2™ dwdt + C/ sPAOEH V22?5 dadt
Q Q Q

+C/ sONSE0| 2% e**™ ddt. (3.24)
Q

10



By integrating by parts, we obtain

" 92(D;s
/ <Z O (Dy2) + A(ag)) SENAE2ze®5 dudt
Q

2,7=1
n 62 2)\4 2. ,.2s5a
—/Q <Z (S&cgaje )Dijz+a12A(s2)\4£226280‘)> dxdt. (3.25)
ij=1 L
Thanks to
0 2\4¢2 2 9yap2 072 2\502 0N 3503 0N 2
7 (s2) sa) — b\ 252\ 25°\ o
m (s £ze ) s 589{: + 58% z+ 5891:1- e
and
2 on Oz on 0z
2A4 2_ 2s« — 2)\4 2 2 2A5 2_77_ 2 2)\5 2 7 e 2sa
D, B AE) (S Somon, TEN anan TE N g, 89@)6
82 n 0z 9’1 9
3)\5 3 3)\5 3 2 3 5¢£3 2 2)\5 2sa
( s a oz, 58 R A 8xi8x]~2)6
on 0 8 0 on 0
- (432)\65 877 a” 2+ 4s* A% a” a” 2+ 1083 ag-a_:gz) &>, (3.26)
i O

we conclude from inequalities (3.25)-(3.26) that

— (D
/Q <Z #&Z/) + A(aw)) SENE2 ze® dadt

<C / (SN2 V22 ” + sTAEH V2)? 4 $OA3E0|2]%) €% dudt
Q

1
+§/32)\4§2|Az|26250‘d:cdt (3.27)
Q

. 1 1
for any A = A(L+ [[D[|; gy + la1ll 7= (q)) and any s > so N (VT +T).
It follows from inequalities (B.20)-(3.24), (3.27) that

/ SENER| Az|2e® dadt gC/ <|go|2 + Z(S)\ﬁ)z\giP) e dxdt + C/ sTASET 25| 2|2 durdt
Q Q i=1

Qu

+C / (SNEP|V2 2 + sT]A0¢H Vz|?) e dadt. (3.28)
Q

Denote by Z = sA2£ze*®, then we have

0z 0z
3%

o0x;

5 82)\352%2) esa

11



and

0z 87} 877 5. 0°n 5. 0n 82 on 02\ .,
O0x;0x; ( 2t sA 58%8%2 s f@xi 8% gf)—:vj &Ez) ¢

07z an 877 on 0z 0z On

2 2\442 2y3.2 9N $2)3¢2 sa

(Suaa A oe,” T N o ae, T N o, ) €

On 377 3277

3y4e3 20 2 3¢2 sa

+ (s N g+ NGz e (3.29)

Therefore, we have

AZ = (sA¥|Vn)?z + sA3EANz + 2s\3EVn - Vz + sA2EAz) e
+ (382NIE2| V|22 + 252 N33V 2 - Vi + $3AIE3| V%2 + s2A3E2Anz) e, in Q,

0, on X.

IS3

We conclude from the regularity theory of second order elliptic equations that

n
/Q zgzzl

It follows from inequalities (3:29)-(3.30) that

2

0z
axi&’cj

dzdt < C / (sON3E0) 2] + *A°EH |V 2[?) €% dudt. (3.30)
Q

2

2\4¢£2 212 2sa 2\4¢2 2sa

/ A2 V22| 2 dadt = /Uzlsu axzax] > dudt

</ i oz _|° dzdt+0/ (SON3E0|2” + s*AOEH V2 ]?) e dadt
2,5=1

<C / (sON3E0|2? + sAOEH V2 |?) e dudt. (3.31)
Q

Thus, we infer from inequalities ([3.20), ([B.28), (331 that there exists a generic positive
constant (31, such that

/ P2 Az)?e® dxdt—I—/ PN V2 2|2 dadt +/ SNV 2 e dardt
Q Q Q
0/ <|90|2 + Z(S/\f)2|gz‘|2> e dxdt + C'/ sTASE e 2|2 dadt
Q i=1 w
—1—61/ sV 2| 2e® dadt (3.32)
Q

for any A > \(1+ D7) + lla1llf(gy) and any s > so(N (VT +T).

12



Thanks to
/ s V2| 2e® dadt = — / sINE 2 Az dadt — 4/ sINTE 2V 2 - Ve dadt
Q Q Q
— 4/ SN2V 2 - Vne®™ dadt
Q
1
S—/ SENE | Az2e® dadt + C'/ sONBED| 2% e dwdt
461 Jq Q
1
+ —/ SN0V 2| 2e® dadt,
2Jq
we obtain

1
/ sPAOEH V2P dadt < %5 / s*AE Az 2 dadt + C / sONBED| 2% e dwdt. (3.33)
Q LJQ Q

Therefore, we infer from inequalities (3.20), (B.32)-([333) that

/ SZNER| Az|2e®* dadt + / PN V2 2|2 dadt + / SNV e dadt
Q Q Q

SC’/ <|go|2 + Z(S/\f)2|gi|2> e dadt + C’/ STABET | 2|% dudt. (3.34)
Q i=1 w
for any A > A(1+ D7) + lla1llf(gy) and any s > so(N (VT +T). O

4 Null controllability of fourth order semilinear parabolic
equations

In this section, we mainly consider the null controllability for fourth order semilinear parabolic
equations. To begin with, based on the optimal control theory and global Carleman esti-
mates obtained in Theorem [3.2], we consider the null controllability of the fourth order linear
parabolic equations:

Gy =350+ A% +apy+ By Vy+D: Viy+aAy = xv+g, inQ,
y=Ay=0, on X, (4.1)
y(.0) = yo(a), in O

The null controllability of problem (4.1) is that for any time 7" > 0, we would like to find a
control v € L*(Q,,), such that

y(x,T)=0, ze€O. (4.2)

13



Now, to study the null controllability of problem (@I]), we introduce some new weight
functions
T T
=), V telo,5
d(l”t): 04(17,2)7 GE’Q]’ (43)
a(z,t), V tel3,T]

and

¢ _ 6(1‘,%), v te[()’%]a
S 1) = {g(x,t), v telLT] (4.4)

Obviously, a(x,t) < &(z,t) and &(z,t) > £(x,t) for any (z,t) € O x [0, 7

In what follows, we will prove the null controllability for problem ({4.T]).

Theorem 4.1. Let the functions £, & be defined by @E3) and @), respectively. If
3% ¢ L2(Q) and yo € L*(O). Then there exists a control v € L*(Q,) such that the
solution of problem ([AIl) satisfies [A2). Moreover we can obtain a control v of minimal
norm in L*(Q,) among the admissible controls (such that (L2) is satisfied).

Proof. Let € be a strictly positive real number and define

1 1
T (y,v) = £/0|y(x,T)|2da:+§/ lv(z,t)|? dadt. (4.5)

w

Now, we introduce the following extremal problem

min J.(y,v), 4.6
Join Je(y;v) (4.6)

where V is the totality of (y,v) € Y(Q) x L*(Q,,) satisfying

Gy:%+A2y+aoy+Bo~Vy+D:V2y—|—a1Ay:va+g, in Q,
y=Ay=0, on X, (4.7)
y(z,0) = yo(x), in O,

where
Y(Q) ={y:Gy) € L*(Q),yls = Ayls = 0,y(0) € L*(O0)}
equipped with the norm
1yl5-@) = 1GW)I72q) + 1¥(0)[Z2(0)-

By the standard arguments of optimal control of partial differential equations (see [1], [15]),
one can easily prove the existence of a unique solution (y.,v.) € Y(Q) x L*(Q,) to the

extremal problem (E.1)-(Z1).

14



Applying the Lagrange principle (see [1]) to problem (&3)-(4.1), we obtain the following
optimality system:

Gye = 2= + A%, + agye + Bo - Vye + D : V2 + a1 Ay = g + xuve, in Q,
Ye = Ay, =0, on X, (48)
Ye(x,0) = yo(z), in O

and

. Ope n 9%(Dyjpe ;
G'pe = =3¢ + A’pe + agpe — V - (Bope) + Zi,j:l a(x]?ajxi) + Afaip) =0, in Q,

Pe = Ape = 07 on 27
pe(xaT) = %ye(xaT)a in O,
Pe + Ve = O, n Qw-

(4.9)
We infer from problems (4.8))-(4.9) that
1
¢ [P s~ [ o 0wle)de = [ glo,pdudt— [ o dua,
€Jo o Q Qe
which entails that
1
2‘76(y67/06> __/ |y6(T)‘2 dx "‘/ ‘UG‘Q dxdt
€Jo Qu
—/g(:z:,t)p6 dxdt—i—/pe(x,())yo(x) dzx. (4.10)
Q ]

Employing Theorem 3.2 to problem (4.9]), yields

/ e (PN pe)® + s A0 Ve + SN Ape]? + AP Ve |?) dadt
Q

< |

for any A > A1 + 1Dl 7o) + llaillfg)) and any s > so(N)(VT + T), where |By| =

<Z?:1 |BOJ'\2> :

Therefore, we obtain

(|a0|2|p6|2 + (S/\§)2|BQ|2|p€|2) e dadt + C'/ sTABE v [Pe®* dadt

w

O

Nl

/ e (PN pe)® + s AOEY Ve + SN | Ape? + A VD ?) dadt
Q

SC/ sTASE v [P dadt (4.11)

. 1 1 1 1
forany A > A1+ |laol| 1o () F a1l 7 () H Boll () I Pl 1o y) and any s > so N (VTHT).
15



For any t € [0, 2] and any T" > s > t, taking the inner product of the first equation of
problem (E9) with p, in L?(O x (t,s)), we obtain for any ¢t € [0, %] and any T > s > ¢,

1

3o+ [ 18900 o
SHCLoHLOO(@/ Hpe(T’)H%w)d?”rHBoHLoo(@/ [Pe(r) 120y IV De(7) || 20y dr

t t
+||D||L°°<Q>/ ||Pe(7’)||L2(o>||V2P5(T)||L2(o>d?“+||6L1||L°°<Q>/ [P (M) || 2(0) | Ape (1) 22 (0 dr
t t
]‘ 2

+5llpe(s)l[220)-

Thanks to

IVDll72(0) <NPell2 @)1 Apell 22(0)
1920320 <C (Ipel3o) + 18pl132(0))

along with Young’s inequality, we conclude that there exists a generic positive constant L4,
such that for any ¢ € [0, L] and any 7' > s > t,

Iukﬁﬂﬁao>+l/'HAp4rﬂﬁaoﬂh
t

<Ly(1+ llaollz=(@) + I Bollze(q) + 1Dl () + HalH%OO(Q))/ 1pe(r)]1 220y dr
t
+ [Ipe()11 720

Denote by s = £ (1 + llaoll oo (@) + 1 Boll 2o () + 1Dl 200 () + ||a1||%oo(Q)> , in view of Gron-
wall’s inequality, yields

)10 < €T lIpe(s)ll720)

for any t € [0, %] and any 7' > s > t, which implies that

3T

T
2 2 4
IO+ [ IOl <+ 2 [ e at. @12

4

Thus, we conclude from inequalities (@IT), @IZ) and the definition of £, & that

T 3T
IO o+ [ [ Sl dudt <COT) [T Ol d
2

<C\ s, T) [ € ?e* dadt. (4.13)
Qu
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On the other hand, it follows from inequality (£11) and the definition of ¢, & that

T
/ /§6|p6|2625d dxdtSC/ s&7|ve|*e** dwdt. (4.14)
3 Jo Qu

Along with inequalities ([EI3)-(I4) and £7e*** < C for some generic positive constant C
and any (z,t) € ), we obtain

w

||p6(0)||%2(@) —I—/Qg(j|pe(t)|2e256‘ dxdt < C’()\,S,T)/ v |? ddt. (4.15)
Therefore, it follows from inequalities (£I0), (4.I5) and Young’s inequality that

1 . _
o e s [ et < 00 T) (1 Sl + Inliaey) (410

We conclude from the regularity theory of fourth order linear parabolic equation and in-

equality (ZI6) that

{v}eso s uniformly bounded in L*(Q.,),
{ye(\/g)}OO is uniformly bounded in L*(O), (4.17)
{yc}eso is uniformly bounded in Y (Q),

which entails that there exists a subsequence (still denote by (y., v.)) of (y., v.) and a function
(y,v) € Y(Q) x L*(Q,), such that

(Yer ve) = (y,v) in Y(Q) x L*(Qu) (4.18)
and
ye(T) = y(T) in L*(O).

Hence, we pass to the limit in problem (4.8)) and obtain that the pair (y,v) is a solution to
problem (4.7). Moreover, we infer from inequality (4.I6]) and Fatou’s theorem that

[ 1o dade < O AT) (17 gl + Il (4.19)

w

and
y(x,T)=0, Vz € O. (4.20)

i.e., there exists a v € L*(Q,,) such that the solution y of problem (1) with y(x,T) = 0 for
any z € O.

17



From the fact that (y.,v.) is the solution of to the extremal problem (L5)-([T), we

deduce that for any admissible control (w,u) € V with w(T') =0,

Tyerv0) < Tlw, u) = % / ul? davdt,

w

/|UE|2dlL‘dt§/ |u|* dwdt
w QUJ

limsup/ \ve\dedtg/ [v|? dadt.
w Qu

e—0

which implies that

and

It follows from (AI8)) and Fatou’s theorem that

/ |v\2dxdt§1imiglf/ |ve\2dxdt§/ u|? dwdt

(4.21)

(4.22)

for any admissible control (w,u) € V with w(T") =0, i.e., v is a control of minimal norm in
L*(Q,,) among the admissible controls (such that (£2)) is satisfied) and v, — v in L*(Q,,). O

In what follows, we will prove the null controllability of problem (ILI]) by the Leray-

Schauder’s fixed point theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let the functions £, & be defined by @E3) and @), respectively. If

3¢9 € L*(Q) and yo € H(O)NH?(O). Then there exists at least one controlv € L*(Q,,)

such that the solution y of problem (1)) satisfies y(z,T) =0 for any x € O.
Proof. Let z € L*(0,T; Hy (D) N H*(D)) be given, consider the following problem

g—? + A’y +apy + By - Vy+ D : V2y + a1 Ay = G1(2, V2, V22)y + Go(2, V2, V32) - Vy

+G3(2, V2, V22) : V2y + F(0,0,0) + vx, + g, (z,t) €Q,
y=Ay=0, (z,t) €3,
y(z,0) =0, z€O,

where
2 LOF 2

G1(w, Vw, Vw) = a—y(T’w,va,Tv w)dr,

0

1
Gy(w, Vuw, Vw) :/ V,F(rw, 7Vw, 7V*w) dr,

0
L oF
o Ori

Géj(w, Vuw, Vw) = (tw, 7Vw, 7Vw) dr,
E &rzﬁxj’

1<i,j<n.

18
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Since F' € WH(R x R" x R™, R), there exists a positive constant M, such that
|G1(U,p, T)| + |G2(U,p, T)| + |G3(U,p, T)| < Mu v (U,p, T) € R xR" X Rng

and

oOF
—(u7p7 71)

<M, Y (u,pr)eRxR" xR
a’l“z‘j

|Fy (o p, )|+ [V F )|+ )

ij=1

From Theorem E1] we conclude that there exists at least one control v € L*(Q,,), such
that the solution y* of problem (4.23]) satisfies

v (x,T)=0,VzeO. (4.24)

Moreover, we also have

lollzzgu) < Cls. A T) (7% l320) + IolZ2(0)) - (4:25)

In what follows, we denote by v* the control with the minimal L?*(Q,,)-norm in the set of the
controls such that the solution y* of problem (£23]) corresponding to z satisfies y*(T") = 0.
From the regularity theory of parabolic equations, we conclude that there exists a unique
weak solution y* € X = L?(0,T; Hy(O) N H*(O)) N H*(0,T; L*(O)). Moreover, since F €
Whee(R x R™ x R"Q;R), there exists a positive constant C' independent of z, such that

ly*llx <C(llvollaz0) + [1£(0,0,0) + vx0 + 9l 2(@))
<C+ llyollzzo) + 107l 22(@u) + l9llz2@)- (4.26)

Thus, along with inequalities (£.25])-(4.20), we deduce that there exists a positive constant
L1 independent of z, such that

ly?llx < £ (1+ ol o) + €72 ¥ ll 2@ ) - (4.27)
Define A : L*(0,T; HY(O) N H*(O)) — L*(0,T; H}(O) N H*(O)) by
A(z) = 7,

then the mapping A is well-defined. In what follows, we will prove the existence of a fixed
point for the operator A by the Leray-Schauder’s fixed points Theorem. To this purpose,
we will first prove that A is continuous, i.e., if z; — z in L*(0,T; H}(O) N H*(O)), we have
A(zr) = A(2).

Denote by y* = A(z), where (y*, ¢*) is the solution of problem

%L: + A%k + agyf + By - Vy* + B : V2yF + a  AyF = G (2, Vi, Viz)y*
+Gol2k, Vi, V221) - VyF + Ga(2k, Vi, V32;) - V2F + F(0,0,0) + v, xw + 9, (2,1) € Q,
yF=AyF =0, (x,t) €,
y*(z,0) =0, z¢€O.
(4.28)
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It follows from inequality (£2T) and the fact that z;, — 2 in L*(0,T; Hi(O) N H*(O)) that
{yk}zozl is uniformly bounded in X,
{w*}2° | is uniformly bounded in L*(Q,,),

which entails that there exists a subsequence of {y*}52,, {v*}?2, (still denote by themselves)
and y € X, v € L*(Q,), such that

y* —~y in X as k — 4o,
y" —y in L*(0,T; HY(O) N H*(O)) as k — +oo,
v* — v in L*(Q,) as k — +oo.

Since F € W1 (RxR"xR"™, R), we conclude that there exists a subsequence of { G (zx, Vzr, V22) 132,
{Ga(21, Vi, V22) 152, {G3(2k, Vi, V221) 122, (still denote by themselves), such that

G1(zk, Vi, Vi) = Gi(z, Vz, V22) weakly star in L®(Q), as k — +00,
Gy(zr, Vo, Viz) — Go(z, V2, V22) weakly star in L=(Q), as k — +0o0,
G3(zr, Vo, Vi2) — G(z, Vz, V22) weakly star in L®(Q), as k — +oo.

Let k — 400 in problem (4.28)), we obtain

W+ A%y +agy + By - Vy+ B : Viy+aiAy = Gi(2, Vz, V22)y + Ga(2, V2, V22) - Vy
+G3(2, V2, V22) : V2y + F(0,0,0) + vxe + f, (z,t) € Q,
y=Ay=0, (z,t)€,
y(5,0) = gola), #€0
(4.29)
and

y(x,T)=0, V2 eO, (4.30)
which entails that y = A(z). Thus, we have proved that A(zz) — A(z) in L*(0,T; H}(O) N
H?(0)), i.e., the mapping A : L*(0,T; H}(O) N H*(O)) — L*(0,T; Hi(O) N H2( )) is
continuous. Thanks to the compactness of X C L?*(0,T; Hj(O) N H*(O)) and inequality
([E21), we conclude that the mapping A : L*(0,T; Hj(O) N H*(O))) — L*(0,T; Hi(O) N
H?(0)) is compact. Denote by

Ry = L1 (1+ lwollio) + €%l 12(@)
and
B = {u € L*(0,T; Hy(O) N H*(0)) : |[ull 2(0.1:m3 @m0y < Ral}s

then A : B — B. Thus, we can employ the Leray-Schauder’s fixed points Theorem to
conclude that the operator A possesses at least one fixed point y € L*(0,T; H ()N H?(0)).
That is, for any yo € H*(O) N H}(O), there exist at least one control v € L*(Q,,), such that
the corresponding solutions to problem (L]) satisfy y(x,T") = 0 for any = € O. O
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Remark 4.3. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem[J.3. If the function F(y, Vy, V%)
is independent of Vy and V?y, i.e., F(y, Vy, V%) = G(y) for some locally Lipschitz contin-
uous function G, then for any yo € L*(0O), the same conclusion as in Theorem [[.9 remains
true.

Acknowledgement

Partial financial support was received from the National Science Foundation of China Grant
(11801427, 11871389) and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities
(xzy012022008, JB210714).

References

[1] V. M. Alekseev, V. M. Tikhomirov, and S. V. Fomin. Optimal Control. Conlsultants
Bureau, New York, 1987.

[2] N. Carreno and E. Cerpa. Local controllability of the stabilized Kuramoto-Sivashinsky
system by a single control acting on the heat equation. J. Math. Pures Appl.,
106(4):670-694, 2016.

[3] N. Carreno, E. Cerpa, and A. Mercado. Boundary controllability of a cascade sys-
tem coupling fourth- and second-order parabolic equations. Systems Control Lett.,
133:104542, 2019.

[4] N. Carreno and P. Guzman. On the cost of null controllability of a fourth-order parabolic
equation. J. Differential Equations, 261(11):6485-6520, 2016.

[5] E. Cerpa, R. Lecaros, T. N. T. Nguyen, and A. Pérez. Carleman estimates and con-

trollability for a semi-discrete fourth-order parabolic equation. J. Math. Pures Appl.,
164:93-130, 2022.

[6] E. Cerpa and A. Mercado. Local exact controllability to the trajectories of the 1-D
Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation. J. Differential Equations, 250(4):2024-2044, 2011.

[7] Y. Cui, X. Y. Fu, and J. X. Tian. A unified weighted inequality for fourth-order partial
differential operators and applications. arXiv preprint, 2022.

[8] J. I. Diaz and A. Ramos. On the approzimate controllability for higher order parabolic
nonlinear equations of Cahn-Hilliard type. in: Control and Estimation of Distributed
Parameter Systems, Vorau, 1996, in: Int. Ser. Numer. Math., vol. 126, Birkhauser,
Basel, pp. 111-127, 1998.

9] A. V. Fursikov and O. Y. Imanuvilov. Controllability of Evolution Equations, Lecture
Notes Series, vol. 34. Seoul National University, Research Institute of Mathematics,
Global Analysis Research Center, Seoul, 1996.

21



[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

P. Gao. Insensitizing controls for the Cahn-Hilliard type equation. FElectron. J. Qual.
Theory Differ. Equ., 35:22, 2014.

S. Guerrero and K. Kassab. Carleman estimate and null controllability of a fourth order
parabolic equation in dimension n > 2. J. Math. Pures Appl., 121:135-161, 2019.

V. Hernandez-Santamaria and L. Peralta. Controllability results for stochastic coupled
systems of fourth- and second-order parabolic equations. J. Evol. Fqu., 22:Paper No.
23, 2022.

K. Kassab. Null controllability of semi-linear fourth order parabolic equations. J. Math.
Pures Appl., 136:279-312, 2020.

G. Lebeau and L. Robbiano. Controle exact de 1’équation de la chaleur. Commun.
Partial Differ. Equ., 20(1-2):335-356, 1995.

J. L. Lions. Optimal control of systems governed by partial differential equations.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1971.

M. Loépez-Garcia and A. Mercado. Uniform null controllability of a fourth-order
parabolic equation with a transport term. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 498:124979, 2021.

Q. Lu and Y. Wang. Null controllability for fourth order stochastic parabolic equations.
SIAM J. Control Optim., 60(3):1563-1590, 2022.

H. Yu. Null controllability for a fourth order parabolic equation. Sci. China Ser. F,
52(11):2127-2132, 20009.

22



	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Global Carleman estimates for L2-solutions defined by transposition
	4 Null controllability of fourth order semilinear parabolic equations

