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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 [11] for fourth
order parabolic equation with L2(Q)-external force, we establish the global Carleman
estimates for the L2(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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tions; Leray-Schauder’s fixed points theorem.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010) : 35Q30; 93C20; 37C50; 76B75;
34D06.

1 Introduction

Let O ⊂ R
n(n ≥ 2) be a nonempty bounded connected open set with smooth boundary ∂O,

T > 0 and ω ⊂ O is a small nonempty open subset which is usually referred to as a control
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domain. Denote by Q = O × (0, T ), Σ = ∂O × (0, T ), Qω = ω × (0, T ).
In this paper, we mainly consider the null controllability for the fourth order semilinear

parabolic equation:











Ly = ∂y

∂t
+∆2y + a0y +B0 · ∇y +D : ∇2y + a1∆y = F (y,∇y,∇2y) + vχω + g, ∀ (x, t) ∈ Q,

y = ∆y = 0, ∀ (x, t) ∈ Σ,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), ∀ x ∈ O.

(1.1)
Here, the functions a0, a1 ∈ L∞(Q;R), B0 = (B01, B02, · · · , B0n) ∈ L∞(Q;Rn), D =
(Dij)n×n ∈ L∞(Q;Rn2

), g ∈ L2(Q) is a given externally applied force, the function F :
R × R

2 × R
n2 → R is locally Lipschitz continous, χω is the characteristic function of the

set ω, y0 is the given initial data and v ∈ L2(Qω) is a control function to be determined.
The unknown function y may represent a scaled film height and the term ∆2y 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, 4, 5, 6, 10, 12, 16]) and the higher
dimensions (see [8, 11, 13, 17, 18]). In particular, the approximate controllability and non-
approximate controllability of higher order parabolic equations were studied in [8]. The
author in [18] proved the null controllability of fourth order parabolic equations by using
the ideas of [14]. 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 T > 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 [17]. 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 (1.1) 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 (1.1) with F ≡ 0. However, there is no results concerning the desired
global Carleman estimates and null controllability of problem (1.1). Thus, we will establish
the desired global Carleman estimates and prove the null controllability of problem (1.1).

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 L2(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.
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Lemma 2.1. ([9]) Let ω0 ⊂ ω be an arbitrary fixed subdomain of O such that ω0 ⊂ ω.

Then there exists a function η ∈ C4(O) such that

η(x) > 0, ∀ x ∈ O; η(x) = 0, ∀ x ∈ ∂O; |∇η(x)| > 0, ∀ x ∈ O\ω0.

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

α(x, t) =
eλ(2‖η‖L∞(O)+η(x)) − e4λ‖η‖L∞(O)

√

t(T − t)
, ξ(x, t) =

eλ(2‖η‖L∞(O)+η(x))

√

t(T − t)
. (2.1)

Moreover, they possess the following properties:

∇α = ∇ξ = λξ∇η, ξ−1 ≤ T

2
, |αt|+ |ξt| ≤

T

2
ξ3, ∀ (x, t) ∈ Q. (2.2)

In [11], the global Carleman estimates for fourth order parabolic equations with L2(Q)-source
term has been established. Here, we state it as follows.

Lemma 2.2. (see [11]) Assume that z0 ∈ L2(O), g ∈ L2(Q) and the function α, ξ are
defined by (2.1). Then there exists λ̂ > 0 such that for an arbitrary λ ≥ λ̂, we can choose
s0 = s0(λ) > 0 satisfying: there exists a constant C = C(λ) > 0 independent of s, such that
the solution z ∈ L2(Q) to problem











L∗z = −∂z
∂t

+∆2z = g, ∀ (x, t) ∈ Q,

z = ∆z = 0, ∀ (x, t) ∈ Σ,

z(x, T ) = z0(x), ∀ x ∈ O
(2.3)

satisfies the following inequality:
∫

Q

e2sα
(

s6λ8ξ6|z|2 + s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2 + s3λ4ξ3|∆z|2 + s2λ4ξ2|∇2z|2 + sλ2ξ|∇∆z|2
)

dxdt

+

∫

Q

e2sα
(

1

sξ
(|zt|2 + |∆2z|2)

)

dxdt

≤ C

(
∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7|z|2e2sα dxdt+
∫

Q

|g|2e2sα dxdt
)

for any λ ≥ λ̂ and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

In what follows, we give the definition of L2(Q)-solutions defined by transposition.

Definition 2.1. A function z ∈ L2(Q) is called a weak solution to problem










P ∗z = −∂z
∂t

+∆2z +
∑n

i,j=1
∂2(Dijz)

∂xi∂xj
+∆(a1z) = g, in Q,

z = ∆z = 0, on Σ,

z(x, T ) = z0(x), in O,

(2.4)

if for any w ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(O)∩H1
0 (O)) with Lw ∈ L2(Q), w|∂O = ∆w|∂O = 0 and w(x, 0) =

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

(z, Lw)L2(Q) =

∫

Q

(

gw −D : ∇2wz − a1z∆w
)

dxdt+ (z0, w(x, T ))L2(O).
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3 Global Carleman estimates for L2-solutions defined

by transposition

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

J(w, u) =
1

2

∫

Q

|w|2e−2sα dxdt+
1

2

∫

Qω

|u|2
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα dxdt. (3.1)

Now, we will consider the following extremal problem:

inf
(w,u)∈U

J(w, u), (3.2)

where U is the totality of (w, u) ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(O) ∩H1
0 (O))× L2(Q) satisfying











Lw = ∂w
∂t

+∆2w = s6λ8ξ6e2sαz + χωu, ∀ (x, t) ∈ Q,

w = ∆w = 0, ∀ (x, t) ∈ Σ,

w(x, 0) = w(x, T ) = 0, ∀ x ∈ O.

(3.3)

Proposition 3.1. For any z ∈ L2(Q), there exists a unique solution (ŵ, û) ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(O)∩
H1

0 (O))× L2(Q) to the extremal problem (3.1)-(3.3) and the following conclusion holds:
∫

Q

( |∇ŵ|2
(sλξ)2

+
|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

+
|∇2ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

+ |ŵ|2
)

e−2sα dxdt +

∫

Qω

|û|2
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα dxdt

≤C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt

for any λ ≥ λ̂ and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

Proof. To begin with, we can prove the existence of a unique solution (ŵ, û) ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(O)∩
H1

0 (O))× L2(Q) to the extremal problem (3.1)-(3.3) by the standard arguments of optimal
control of partial differential equations (see [1, 15]).

Applying the Lagrange principle (see [1]) to problem (3.1)-(3.3), we obtain the optimality
system for this problem:











Lŵ = ∂ŵ
∂t

+∆2ŵ = s6λ8ξ6e2sαz + χωû, in Q,

ŵ = ∆ŵ = 0, on Σ,

ŵ(x, 0) = ŵ(x, T ) = 0, in O
(3.4)

and






















L∗p = −∂p

∂t
+∆2p = ŵe−2sα, in Q,

p = ∆p = 0, on Σ,

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

p+ û
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα = 0, in Qω.

(3.5)
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Employing Lemma 2.2 to problem (3.5), yields
∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|p|2e2sα dxdt ≤C

(
∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7|p|2e2sα dxdt+
∫

Q

|ŵ|2e−2sα dxdt

)

=C

(
∫

Qω

|û|2
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα dxdt+

∫

Q

|ŵ|2e−2sα dxdt

)

=2CJ(ŵ, û) (3.6)

for any λ ≥ λ̂ and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

Combining problem (3.4) with problem (3.5), we obtain

0 =

∫

Q

(

Lŵ − s6λ8ξ6e2sαz − χωû
)

p dxdt

=

∫

Q

L∗pŵ dxdt−
∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6e2sαzp dxdt +

∫

Qω

|û|2
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα dxdt

=

∫

Q

|ŵ|2e−2sα dxdt−
∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6e2sαzp dxdt+

∫

Qω

|û|2
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα dxdt,

which implies that

2J(ŵ, û) =

∫

Q

|ŵ|2e−2sα dxdt+

∫

Qω

|û|2
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα dxdt

=

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6zpe2sα dxdt.

Thus, we deduce from Hölder’s inequality and inequality (3.6) that

2J(ŵ, û) =

∫

Q

|ŵ|2e−2sα dxdt+

∫

Qω

|û|2
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα dxdt

=

(
∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt
)

1
2
(
∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|p|2e2sα dxdt
)

1
2

≤C

(
∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt
)

1
2 √

J(ŵ, û)

for any λ ≥ λ̂ and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ), which entails that

J(ŵ, û) ≤ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt (3.7)

for any λ ≥ λ̂ and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

Multiplying the first equation of problem (3.4) by ŵ
(sλξ)4

e−2sα and integrating by parts,
we get

∫

Q

(

∂ŵ

∂t
+∆2ŵ − s6λ8ξ6e2sαz − χωû

)

ŵ

(sλξ)4
e−2sα dxdt = 0. (3.8)
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In what follows, we will estimate each term of the right hand side of equality (3.8) by using
Hölder’s inequality, Young’s inequality, inequality (3.7) along with the properties of the
weight function (2.2).

∫

Q

∂ŵ

∂t

ŵ

(sλξ)4
e−2sα dxdt = −1

2

∫

Q

∂

∂t

(

1

(sλξ)4
e−2sα

)

|ŵ|2 dxdt

=
1

2

∫

Q

(

4ξt
(sλ)4ξ5

+
2αt

(λξ)4s3

)

|ŵ|2e−2sα dxdt,

which entails that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Q

∂ŵ

∂t

ŵ

(sλξ)4
e−2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤C

∫

Q

|ŵ|2e−2sα dxdt

≤C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt, (3.9)

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6e2sαz
ŵ

(sλξ)4
e−2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2zŵ dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
(
∫

Q

s4λ8ξ4|z|2e2sα dxdt
)

1
2
(
∫

Q

|ŵ|2e−2sα dxdt

)
1
2

≤C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt, (3.10)

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∫

Q

χωû
ŵ

(sλξ)4
e−2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
(
∫

Qω

|û|2
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα dxdt

)
1
2
(
∫

Qω

|ŵ|2
sξ

e−2sα dxdt

)
1
2

≤C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt, (3.11)

∫

Q

∆2ŵ
ŵ

(sλξ)4
e−2sα dxdt = −

∫

Q

∇∆ŵ ·
( ∇ŵ

(sλξ)4
− 4

ŵ∇η

(sξ)4λ3
− 2

ŵ∇η

(sλξ)3

)

e−2sα dxdt

=

∫

Q

|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt+

∫

Q

∆ŵ

(

−8∇ŵ · ∇η

(sξ)4λ3
− 4∇ŵ · ∇η

(sλξ)3
− 4

ŵ∆η

(sξ)4λ3

)

e−2sα dxdt

+

∫

Q

∆ŵ

(

8
ŵ|∇η|2
(sξ)3λ2

+ 16
ŵ|∇η|2
(sξ)4λ2

− 2
ŵ∆η

(sλξ)3
+ 6

ŵ|∇η|2
(sξ)3λ2

+ 4
ŵ|∇η|2
(sλξ)2

)

e−2sα dxdt. (3.12)

We infer from equality (3.8), inequalities (3.9)-(3.12) that for any λ ≥ λ̂ and any s ≥

6



s0(λ)(
√
T + T ),

∫

Q

|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Q

∆ŵ

(

−8∇ŵ · ∇η

(sξ)4λ3
− 4∇ŵ · ∇η

(sλξ)3
− 4

ŵ∆η

(sξ)4λ3

)

e−2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Q

∆ŵ

(

8
ŵ|∇η|2
(sξ)3λ2

+ 16
ŵ|∇η|2
(sξ)4λ2

− 2
ŵ∆η

(sλξ)3
+ 6

ŵ|∇η|2
(sξ)3λ2

+ 4
ŵ|∇η|2
(sλξ)2

)

e−2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt

≤1

2

∫

Q

|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

( |∇ŵ|2
(sλξ)2

+ |ŵ|2
)

e−2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt

≤1

2

∫

Q

|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

|∇ŵ|2
(sλξ)2

e−2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt,

which implies that there exists a generic positive constant C0, such that for any λ ≥ λ̂ and
any s ≥ s0(λ)(

√
T + T ),

∫

Q

|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt ≤ C0

∫

Q

|∇ŵ|2
(sλξ)2

e−2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt. (3.13)

Thanks to
∫

Q

|∇ŵ|2
(sλξ)2

e−2sα dxdt = −
∫

Q

ŵ∆ŵ

(sλξ)2
e−2sα dxdt + 2

∫

Q

(

ŵ∇ŵ · ∇η

sλξ
+

ŵ∇ŵ · ∇η

(sξ)2λ

)

e−2sα dxdt

≤ 1

4C0

∫

Q

|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

|ŵ|2e−2sα dxdt +
1

2

∫

Q

|∇ŵ|2
(sλξ)2

e−2sα dxdt

≤ 1

4C0

∫

Q

|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt+ 1

2

∫

Q

|∇ŵ|2
(sλξ)2

e−2sα dxdt,

we obtain
∫

Q

|∇ŵ|2
(sλξ)2

e−2sα dxdt ≤ 1

2C0

∫

Q

|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt. (3.14)

Therefore, we obtain

∫

Q

|∇ŵ|2
(sλξ)2

e−2sα dxdt +

∫

Q

|∆ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt ≤ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt (3.15)

for any λ ≥ λ̂ and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

Denote by w̃ = ŵe−sα

(sλξ)2
, then

∂w̃

∂xi

=

(

1

(sλξ)2
∂ŵ

∂xi

− 1

sλξ

∂η

∂xi

ŵ − 2

s2λξ2
∂η

∂xi

ŵ

)

e−sα (3.16)
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and

∂2w̃

∂xi∂xj

=

(

4

(sξ)2
∂η

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

ŵ − 2

s2λξ2
∂2η

∂xi∂xj

ŵ − 1

sλξ

∂η

∂xi

∂ŵ

∂xj

− 1

sλξ

∂η

∂xj

∂ŵ

∂xi

)

e−sα

+

(

1

(sλξ)2
∂2ŵ

∂xi∂xj

+
3

sξ

∂η

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

ŵ − 2

s2λξ2
∂η

∂xi

∂ŵ

∂xj

− 2

s2λξ2
∂ŵ

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

)

e−sα

+

(

∂η

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

ŵ − 1

sλξ

∂2η

∂xi∂xj

ŵ

)

e−sα. (3.17)

Therefore, we have














∆w̃ =
(

4
(sξ)2

|∇η|2ŵ − 2
s2λξ2

∆ηŵ − 2
sλξ

∇η · ∇ŵ + 1
(sλξ)2

∆ŵ
)

e−sα

+
(

3
sξ
|∇η|2ŵ − 4

s2λξ2
∇ŵ · ∇η + |∇η|2ŵ − 1

sλξ
∆ηŵ

)

e−sα, in Q,

w̃ = 0, on Σ.

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

Q

n
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2w̃

∂xi∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dxdt ≤ C

∫

Q

(

|ŵ|2 + 1

(sλξ)2
|∇ŵ|2

)

e−2sα dxdt. (3.18)

Along with inequalities (3.7), (3.15), (3.17)-(3.18), yields
∫

Q

|∇2ŵ|2
(sλξ)4

e−2sα dxdt =

∫

Q

n
∑

i,j=1

1

(sλξ)4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2ŵ

∂xi∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e−2sα dxdt

≤
∫

Q

n
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2w̃

∂xi∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dxdt+ C

∫

Q

(

|ŵ|2 + 1

(sλξ)2
|∇ŵ|2

)

e−2sα dxdt

≤C

∫

Q

(

|ŵ|2 + 1

(sλξ)2
|∇ŵ|2

)

e−2sα dxdt

≤C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt (3.19)

for any λ ≥ λ̂ and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

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

Theorem 3.2. Assume that z0 ∈ L2(O), g = g0 +
∑n

i=1
∂gi
∂xi

with gi ∈ L2(Q) for any

0 ≤ i ≤ n, the functions α, ξ be defined by (2.1). Then there exists a constant λ̂ > 0 such
that for an arbitrary λ ≥ λ̂, we can choose s0 = s0(λ) > 0 satisfying: there exists a constant
C = C(λ) > 0 independent of s, such that the solution z ∈ L2(Q) to problem (2.4) satisfies
the following inequality:

∫

Q

e2sα
(

s6λ8ξ6|z|2 + s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2 + s2λ4ξ2|∆z|2 + s2λ4ξ2|∇2z|2
)

dxdt

≤C

∫

Q

(

|g0|2 +
n
∑

i=1

(sλξ)2|gi|2
)

e2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7|z|2e2sα dxdt
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for any λ ≥ λ̂(1 + ‖D‖
1
2

L∞(Q) + ‖a1‖
1
2

L∞(Q)) and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

Proof. Let (ŵ, û) be the solution of the extremal problem (3.1)-(3.3) obtained in Proposition
3.1. Then by definition of weak solution, we have

0 =

∫

Q

(

zLŵ − gŵ +D : ∇2ŵz + a1z∆ŵ
)

dxdt

=

∫

Q

(

s6λ8ξ6e2sα|z|2 + χωuz − gŵ +D : ∇2ŵz + a1z∆ŵ
)

.

Therefore, we conclude from Hölder’s inequality and Proposition 3.1 that
∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6e2sα|z|2 dxdt =
∫

Q

(

gŵ −D : ∇2wz − a1z∆w
)

dxdt−
∫

Qω

ûz dxdt

=

∫

Q

(

g0ŵ −D : ∇2wz − a1z∆w −
n
∑

i=1

gi
∂ŵ

∂xi

)

dxdt−
∫

Qω

ûz dxdt

≤‖g0esα‖L2(Q)‖ŵe−sα‖L2(Q) +
n
∑

i=1

‖(sλξ)giesα‖L2(Q)‖
ŵxi

sλξ
e−sα‖L2(Q)

+ ‖D‖L∞(Q)

∥

∥

∥

∥

|∇2ŵ|
(sλξ)2

e−sα

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(Q)

‖(sλξ)2zesα‖L2(Q) + ‖a1‖L∞(Q)

∥

∥

∥

∥

|∆ŵ|
(sλξ)2

e−sα

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(Q)

‖(sλξ)2zesα‖L2(Q)

+

(
∫

Qω

|û|2
s7λ8ξ7

e−2sα dxdt

)
1
2
(
∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7|z|2e2sα dxdt
)

1
2

≤C‖g0esα‖2L2(Q) + C

n
∑

i=1

‖(sλξ)giesα‖2L2(Q) + C

∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7|z|2e2sα dxdt

+
1

2

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6e2sα|z|2 dxdt,

for any λ ≥ λ̂(λ)(1 + ‖D‖
1
2

L∞(Q) + ‖a1‖
1
2

L∞(Q)) and any s ≥ s0(
√
T + T ), which implies that

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6e2sα|z|2 dxdt ≤C

∫

Q

(

|g0|2 +
n
∑

i=1

(sλξ)2|gi|2
)

e2sα dxdt

+ C

∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7|z|2e2sα dxdt (3.20)

for any λ ≥ λ̂(1 + ‖D‖
1
2

L∞(Q) + ‖a1‖
1
2

L∞(Q)) and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

Taking the inner product of the first equation of problem (2.4) with s2λ4ξ2ze2sα in L2(Q),
we obtain

∫

Q

(

−∂z

∂t
+∆2z +

n
∑

i,j=1

∂2(Dijz)

∂xi∂xj

+∆(a1z)− g

)

s2λ4ξ2ze2sα dxdt = 0. (3.21)
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In what follows, we will estimate each term of the right hand side of equality (3.21) by using
Hölder’s inequality, Young’s inequality, inequality (3.20) along with the properties of the
weight function (2.2).

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∫

Q

∂z

∂t
s2λ4ξ2ze2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Q

2s2λ4ξξt|z|2e2sα + 2s3λ4ξ2αt|z|2e2sα dxdt
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6e2sα|z|2 dxdt. (3.22)

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∫

Q

gs2λ4ξ2ze2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖g0esα‖L2(Q)

(
∫

Q

s4λ8ξ4e2sα|z|2 dxdt
)

1
2

+
n
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Q

gis
2λ4ξ2zxi

e2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Q

gis
2λ4ξξxi

ze2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Q

gis
3λ4ξ2αxi

ze2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤‖g0esα‖L2(Q)

(
∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6e2sα|z|2 dxdt
)

1
2

+

(

n
∑

i=1

∫

Q

(sλξ)2|gi|2e2sα dxdt
)

1
2 (∫

Q

s2λ6ξ2|∇z|2e2sα dxdt
)

1
2

+ C

(

n
∑

i=1

∫

Q

(sλξ)2|gi|2e2sα dxdt
)

1
2 (∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt
)

1
2

,

which implies that
∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∫

Q

gs2λ4ξ2ze2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤C

∫

Q

(

|g0|2 +
n
∑

i=1

(sλξ)2|gi|2
)

e2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6e2sα|z|2 dxdt

+ C

∫

Q

s2λ6ξ2|∇z|2e2sα dxdt. (3.23)

∫

Q

∆2zs2λ4ξ2ze2sα dxdt = −
∫

Q

∇∆z ·
(

s2λ4ξ2∇z + 2s2λ5ξ2∇ηz + 2s3λ5ξ3∇ηz
)

e2sα dxdt

=

∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∆z|2e2sα dxdt+
∫

Q

∆z
(

4s2λ5ξ2∇η · ∇z + 4s3λ5ξ3∇η · ∇z
)

e2sα dxdt

+

∫

Q

∆z
(

4s2λ6ξ2|∇η|2z + 2s2λ5ξ2∆ηz + 10s3λ6ξ3|∇η|2z
)

e2sα dxdt

+

∫

Q

∆z
(

2s3λ5ξ3∆ηz + 4s4λ6ξ4|∇η|2z
)

e2sα dxdt,

which entails that
∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∆z|2e2sα dxdt ≤
∫

Q

∆2zs2λ4ξ2ze2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2e2sα dxdt

+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt. (3.24)
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By integrating by parts, we obtain

∫

Q

(

n
∑

i,j=1

∂2(Dijz)

∂xi∂xj

+∆(a1z)

)

s2λ4ξ2ze2sα dxdt

=

∫

Q

(

n
∑

i,j=1

∂2(s2λ4ξ2ze2sα)

∂xi∂xj

Dijz + a1z∆(s2λ4ξ2ze2sα)

)

dxdt. (3.25)

Thanks to

∂

∂xi

(

s2λ4ξ2ze2sα
)

=

(

s2λ4ξ2
∂z

∂xi

+ 2s2λ5ξ2
∂η

∂xi

z + 2s3λ5ξ3
∂η

∂xi

z

)

e2sα

and

∂2

∂xi∂xj

(

s2λ4ξ2ze2sα
)

=

(

s2λ4ξ2
∂2z

∂xi∂xj

+ 2s2λ5ξ2
∂η

∂xi

∂z

∂xj

+ 2s2λ5ξ2
∂η

∂xj

∂z

∂xi

)

e2sα

+

(

2s3λ5ξ3
∂η

∂xi

∂z

∂xj

+ 2s3λ5ξ3
∂η

∂xj

∂z

∂xi

+ 2s3λ5ξ3
∂2η

∂xi∂xj

z + 2s2λ5ξ2
∂2η

∂xi∂xj

z

)

e2sα

+

(

4s2λ6ξ2
∂η

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

z + 4s4λ6ξ4
∂η

∂xj

∂η

∂xi

z + 10s3λ6ξ3
∂η

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

z

)

e2sα, (3.26)

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Q

(

n
∑

i,j=1

∂2(Dijz)

∂xi∂xj

+∆(a1z)

)

s2λ4ξ2ze2sα dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤C

∫

Q

(

s2λ4ξ2|∇2z|2 + s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2 + s6λ8ξ6|z|2
)

e2sα dxdt

+
1

2

∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∆z|2e2sα dxdt (3.27)

for any λ ≥ λ̂(1 + ‖D‖
1
2

L∞(Q) + ‖a1‖
1
2

L∞(Q)) and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

It follows from inequalities (3.20)-(3.24), (3.27) that

∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∆z|2e2sα dxdt ≤C

∫

Q

(

|g0|2 +
n
∑

i=1

(sλξ)2|gi|2
)

e2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7e2sα|z|2 dxdt

+ C

∫

Q

(

s2λ4ξ2|∇2z|2 + s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2
)

e2sα dxdt. (3.28)

Denote by z̃ = sλ2ξzesα, then we have

∂z̃

∂xi

=

(

sλ3ξ
∂η

∂xi

z + sλ2ξ
∂z

∂xi

+ s2λ3ξ2
∂η

∂xi

z

)

esα
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and

∂2z̃

∂xi∂xj

=

(

sλ4ξ
∂η

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

z + sλ3ξ
∂2η

∂xi∂xj

z + sλ3ξ
∂η

∂xi

∂z

∂xj

+ sλ3ξ
∂η

∂xj

∂z

∂xi

)

esα

+

(

sλ2ξ
∂2z

∂xi∂xj

+ 3s2λ4ξ2
∂η

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

z + s2λ3ξ2
∂η

∂xi

∂z

∂xj

+ s2λ3ξ2
∂z

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

)

esα

+

(

s3λ4ξ3
∂η

∂xi

∂η

∂xj

z + s2λ3ξ2
∂2η

∂xi∂xj

z

)

esα. (3.29)

Therefore, we have











∆z̃ = (sλ4ξ|∇η|2z + sλ3ξ∆ηz + 2sλ3ξ∇η · ∇z + sλ2ξ∆z) esα

+ (3s2λ4ξ2|∇η|2z + 2s2λ3ξ2∇z · ∇η + s3λ4ξ3|∇η|2z + s2λ3ξ2∆ηz) esα, in Q,

z̃ = 0, on Σ.

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

∫

Q

n
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2z̃

∂xi∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dxdt ≤ C

∫

Q

(

s6λ8ξ6|z|2 + s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2
)

e2sα dxdt. (3.30)

It follows from inequalities (3.29)-(3.30) that

∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∇2z|2e2sα dxdt =
∫

Q

n
∑

i,j=1

s2λ4ξ2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2z

∂xi∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e2sα dxdt

≤
∫

Q

n
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2z̃

∂xi∂xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dxdt+ C

∫

Q

(

s6λ8ξ6|z|2 + s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2
)

e2sα dxdt

≤C

∫

Q

(

s6λ8ξ6|z|2 + s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2
)

e2sα dxdt. (3.31)

Thus, we infer from inequalities (3.20), (3.28), (3.31) that there exists a generic positive
constant β1, such that

∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∆z|2e2sα dxdt+
∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∇2z|2e2sα dxdt+
∫

Q

s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2e2sα dxdt

≤C

∫

Q

(

|g0|2 +
n
∑

i=1

(sλξ)2|gi|2
)

e2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7e2sα|z|2 dxdt

+ β1

∫

Q

s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2e2sα dxdt (3.32)

for any λ ≥ λ̂(1 + ‖D‖
1
2

L∞(Q) + ‖a1‖
1
2

L∞(Q)) and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).
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Thanks to
∫

Q

s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2e2sα dxdt =−
∫

Q

s4λ6ξ4z∆ze2sα dxdt− 4

∫

Q

s4λ7ξ4z∇z · ∇ηe2sα dxdt

− 4

∫

Q

s5λ7ξ5z∇z · ∇ηe2sα dxdt

≤ 1

4β1

∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∆z|2e2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt

+
1

2

∫

Q

s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2e2sα dxdt,

we obtain
∫

Q

s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2e2sα dxdt ≤ 1

2β1

∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∆z|2e2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Q

s6λ8ξ6|z|2e2sα dxdt. (3.33)

Therefore, we infer from inequalities (3.20), (3.32)-(3.33) that

∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∆z|2e2sα dxdt+
∫

Q

s2λ4ξ2|∇2z|2e2sα dxdt+
∫

Q

s4λ6ξ4|∇z|2e2sα dxdt

≤C

∫

Q

(

|g0|2 +
n
∑

i=1

(sλξ)2|gi|2
)

e2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7e2sα|z|2 dxdt. (3.34)

for any λ ≥ λ̂(1 + ‖D‖
1
2

L∞(Q) + ‖a1‖
1
2

L∞(Q)) and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ).

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 = ∂y

∂t
+∆2y + a0y +B0 · ∇y +D : ∇2y + a1∆y = χωv + g, in Q,

y = ∆y = 0, on Σ,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), in O.

(4.1)

The null controllability of problem (4.1) is that for any time T > 0, we would like to find a
control v ∈ L2(Qω), such that

y(x, T ) = 0, x ∈ O. (4.2)
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Now, to study the null controllability of problem (4.1), we introduce some new weight
functions

α̃(x, t) =

{

α(x, T
2
), ∀ t ∈ [0, T

2
],

α(x, t), ∀ t ∈ [T
2
, T ]

(4.3)

and

ξ̃(x, t) =

{

ξ(x, T
2
), ∀ t ∈ [0, T

2
],

ξ(x, t), ∀ t ∈ [T
2
, T ].

(4.4)

Obviously, α(x, t) ≤ α̃(x, t) and ξ(x, t) ≥ ξ̃(x, t) for any (x, t) ∈ O × [0, T
2
].

In what follows, we will prove the null controllability for problem (4.1).

Theorem 4.1. Let the functions ξ̃, α̃ be defined by (4.3) and (4.4), respectively. If
ξ̃−3e−sα̃g ∈ L2(Q) and y0 ∈ L2(O). Then there exists a control v ∈ L2(Qω) such that the
solution of problem (4.1) satisfies (4.2). Moreover we can obtain a control v of minimal
norm in L2(Qω) among the admissible controls (such that (4.2) is satisfied).

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

Jǫ(y, v) =
1

2ǫ

∫

O
|y(x, T )|2 dx+

1

2

∫

Qω

|v(x, t)|2 dxdt. (4.5)

Now, we introduce the following extremal problem

min
(y,v)∈V

Jǫ(y, v), (4.6)

where V is the totality of (y, v) ∈ Y (Q)× L2(Qω) satisfying











Gy = ∂y

∂t
+∆2y + a0y +B0 · ∇y +D : ∇2y + a1∆y = χωv + g, in Q,

y = ∆y = 0, on Σ,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), in O,

(4.7)

where

Y (Q) = {y : G(y) ∈ L2(Q), y|Σ = ∆y|Σ = 0, y(0) ∈ L2(O)}

equipped with the norm

‖y‖2Y (Q) = ‖G(y)‖2L2(Q) + ‖y(0)‖2L2(O).

By the standard arguments of optimal control of partial differential equations (see [1, 15]),
one can easily prove the existence of a unique solution (yǫ, vǫ) ∈ Y (Q) × L2(Qω) to the
extremal problem (4.5)-(4.7).
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Applying the Lagrange principle (see [1]) to problem (4.5)-(4.7), we obtain the following
optimality system:










Gyǫ =
∂yǫ
∂t

+∆2yǫ + a0yǫ +B0 · ∇yǫ +D : ∇2yǫ + a1∆yǫ = g + χωvǫ, in Q,

yǫ = ∆yǫ = 0, on Σ,

yǫ(x, 0) = y0(x), in O
(4.8)

and






















G∗pǫ = −∂pǫ
∂t

+∆2pǫ + a0pǫ −∇ · (B0pǫ) +
∑n

i,j=1
∂2(Dijpǫ)

∂xi∂xj
+∆(a1pǫ) = 0, in Q,

pǫ = ∆pǫ = 0, on Σ,

pǫ(x, T ) =
1
ǫ
yǫ(x, T ), in O,

pǫ + vǫ = 0, in Qω.

(4.9)
We infer from problems (4.8)-(4.9) that

1

ǫ

∫

O
|yǫ(T )|2 dx−

∫

O
pǫ(x, 0)y0(x) dx =

∫

Q

g(x, t)pǫ dxdt−
∫

Qǫ

|vǫ|2 dxdt,

which entails that

2Jǫ(yǫ, vǫ) =
1

ǫ

∫

O
|yǫ(T )|2 dx+

∫

Qω

|vǫ|2 dxdt

=

∫

Q

g(x, t)pǫ dxdt+

∫

O
pǫ(x, 0)y0(x) dx. (4.10)

Employing Theorem 3.2 to problem (4.9), yields
∫

Q

e2sα
(

s6λ8ξ6|pǫ|2 + s4λ6ξ4|∇pǫ|2 + s2λ4ξ2|∆pǫ|2 + s2λ4ξ2|∇2pǫ|2
)

dxdt

≤C

∫

Q

(

|a0|2|pǫ|2 + (sλξ)2|B0|2|pǫ|2
)

e2sα dxdt+ C

∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7|vǫ|2e2sα dxdt

for any λ ≥ λ̂(1 + ‖D‖
1
2

L∞(Q) + ‖a1‖
1
2

L∞(Q)) and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T + T ), where |B0| =

(

∑n

j=1 |B0j|2
)

1
2

.

Therefore, we obtain
∫

Q

e2sα
(

s6λ8ξ6|pǫ|2 + s4λ6ξ4|∇pǫ|2 + s2λ4ξ2|∆pǫ|2 + s2λ4ξ2|∇2pǫ|2
)

dxdt

≤C

∫

Qω

s7λ8ξ7|vǫ|2e2sα dxdt (4.11)

for any λ ≥ λ̂(1+‖a0‖
1
4

L∞(Q)+‖a1‖
1
2

L∞(Q)+‖B0‖
1
3

L∞(Q)+‖D‖
1
2

L∞(Q)) and any s ≥ s0(λ)(
√
T+T ).
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For any t ∈ [0, T
2
] and any T ≥ s ≥ t, taking the inner product of the first equation of

problem (4.9) with pǫ in L2(O × (t, s)), we obtain for any t ∈ [0, T
2
] and any T ≥ s ≥ t,

1

2
‖pǫ(t)‖2L2(O) +

∫ s

t

‖∆pǫ(r)‖2L2(O) dr

≤‖a0‖L∞(Q)

∫ s

t

‖pǫ(r)‖2L2(O) dr + ‖B0‖L∞(Q)

∫ s

t

‖pǫ(r)‖L2(O)‖∇pǫ(r)‖L2(O) dr

+ ‖D‖L∞(Q)

∫ s

t

‖pǫ(r)‖L2(O)‖∇2pǫ(r)‖L2(O) dr + ‖a1‖L∞(Q)

∫ s

t

‖pǫ(r)‖L2(O)‖∆pǫ(r)‖L2(O) dr

+
1

2
‖pǫ(s)‖2L2(O).

Thanks to

‖∇pǫ‖2L2(O) ≤‖pǫ‖L2(O)‖∆pǫ‖L2(O),

‖∇2pǫ‖2L2(O) ≤C
(

‖pǫ‖2L2(O) + ‖∆pǫ‖2L2(O)

)

along with Young’s inequality, we conclude that there exists a generic positive constant L1,

such that for any t ∈ [0, T
2
] and any T ≥ s ≥ t,

‖pǫ(t)‖2L2(O) +

∫ s

t

‖∆pǫ(r)‖2L2(O) dr

≤L1(1 + ‖a0‖L∞(Q) + ‖B0‖2L∞(Q) + ‖D‖2L∞(Q) + ‖a1‖2L∞(Q))

∫ s

t

‖pǫ(r)‖2L2(O) dr

+ ‖pǫ(s)‖2L2(O).

Denote by β2 = L1

(

1 + ‖a0‖L∞(Q) + ‖B0‖2L∞(Q) + ‖D‖2L∞(Q) + ‖a1‖2L∞(Q)

)

, in view of Gron-

wall’s inequality, yields

‖pǫ(t)‖2L2(O) ≤ eβ2T‖pǫ(s)‖2L2(O)

for any t ∈ [0, T
2
] and any T ≥ s ≥ t, which implies that

‖pǫ(0)‖2L2(O) +

∫ T
2

0

‖pǫ(t)‖2L2(O) dt ≤(1 +
2

T
)eβ2T

∫ 3T
4

T
4

‖pǫ(t)‖2L2(O) dt. (4.12)

Thus, we conclude from inequalities (4.11), (4.12) and the definition of ξ̃, α̃ that

‖pǫ(0)‖2L2(O) +

∫ T
2

0

∫

O
ξ̃6|pǫ(t)|2e2sα̃ dxdt ≤C(λ, s, T )

∫ 3T
4

T
2

ξ6‖pǫ(t)‖2L2(O)e
2sα dt

≤C(λ, s, T )

∫

Qω

ξ7|vǫ|2e2sα dxdt. (4.13)
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On the other hand, it follows from inequality (4.11) and the definition of ξ̃, α̃ that

∫ T

T
2

∫

O
ξ̃6|pǫ|2e2sα̃ dxdt ≤ C

∫

Qω

sξ7|vǫ|2e2sα dxdt. (4.14)

Along with inequalities (4.13)-(4.14) and ξ7e2sα ≤ C for some generic positive constant C

and any (x, t) ∈ Q, we obtain

‖pǫ(0)‖2L2(O) +

∫

Q

ξ̃6|pǫ(t)|2e2sα̃ dxdt ≤ C(λ, s, T )

∫

Qω

|vǫ|2 dxdt. (4.15)

Therefore, it follows from inequalities (4.10), (4.15) and Young’s inequality that

1

ǫ

∫

O
|yǫ(T )|2 dx+

∫

Qω

|vǫ|2 dxdt ≤ C(s, λ, T )
(

‖ξ̃−3e−sα̃g‖2L2(Q) + ‖y0‖2L2(O)

)

. (4.16)

We conclude from the regularity theory of fourth order linear parabolic equation and in-
equality (4.16) that











{vǫ}ǫ>0 is uniformly bounded in L2(Qω),

{yǫ(T )√
ǫ
}ǫ>0 is uniformly bounded in L2(O),

{yǫ}ǫ>0 is uniformly bounded in Y (Q),

(4.17)

which entails that there exists a subsequence (still denote by (yǫ, vǫ)) of (yǫ, vǫ) and a function
(y, v) ∈ Y (Q)× L2(Qω), such that

(yǫ, vǫ) ⇀ (y, v) in Y (Q)× L2(Qω) (4.18)

and

yǫ(T ) → y(T ) in L2(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 (4.16) and Fatou’s theorem that

∫

Qω

|v|2 dxdt ≤ C(s, λ, T )
(

‖ξ̃−3e−sα̃g‖2L2(Q) + ‖y0‖2L2(O)

)

(4.19)

and

y(x, T ) = 0, ∀ x ∈ O. (4.20)

i.e., there exists a v ∈ L2(Qω) such that the solution y of problem (4.1) with y(x, T ) = 0 for
any x ∈ O.
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From the fact that (yǫ, vǫ) is the solution of to the extremal problem (4.5)-(4.7), we
deduce that for any admissible control (w, u) ∈ V with w(T ) ≡ 0,

Jǫ(yǫ, vǫ) ≤ Jǫ(w, u) =
1

2

∫

Qω

|u|2 dxdt,

which implies that
∫

Qω

|vǫ|2 dxdt ≤
∫

Qω

|u|2 dxdt

and

lim sup
ǫ→0

∫

Qω

|vǫ|2 dxdt ≤
∫

Qω

|v|2 dxdt. (4.21)

It follows from (4.18) and Fatou’s theorem that
∫

Qω

|v|2 dxdt ≤ lim inf
ǫ→0

∫

Qω

|vǫ|2 dxdt ≤
∫

Qω

|u|2 dxdt (4.22)

for any admissible control (w, u) ∈ V with w(T ) = 0, i.e., v is a control of minimal norm in
L2(Qω) among the admissible controls (such that (4.2) is satisfied) and vǫ → v in L2(Qω).

In what follows, we will prove the null controllability of problem (1.1) by the Leray-
Schauder’s fixed point theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let the functions ξ̃, α̃ be defined by (4.3) and (4.4), respectively. If
ξ̃−3e−sα̃g ∈ L2(Q) and y0 ∈ H1

0 (O)∩H2(O). Then there exists at least one control v ∈ L2(Qω)
such that the solution y of problem (1.1) satisfies y(x, T ) ≡ 0 for any x ∈ O.

Proof. Let z ∈ L2(0, T ;H1
0(D) ∩H2(D)) be given, consider the following problem



















∂y

∂t
+∆2y + a0y +B0 · ∇y +D : ∇2y + a1∆y = G1(z,∇z,∇2z)y +G2(z,∇z,∇2z) · ∇y

+G3(z,∇z,∇2z) : ∇2y + F (0, 0, 0) + vχω + g, (x, t) ∈ Q,

y = ∆y = 0, (x, t) ∈ Σ,

y(x, 0) = 0, x ∈ O,

(4.23)
where

G1(w,∇w,∇2w) =

∫ 1

0

∂F

∂y
(τw, τ∇w, τ∇2w) dτ,

G2(w,∇w,∇2w) =

∫ 1

0

∇pF (τw, τ∇w, τ∇2w) dτ,

G
ij
3 (w,∇w,∇2w) =

∫ 1

0

∂F

∂rij
(τw, τ∇w, τ∇2w) dτ,

rij =
∂2y

∂xi∂xj

, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.
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Since F ∈ W 1,∞(R× R
n × R

n2
,R), there exists a positive constant M, such that

|G1(u, p, r)|+ |G2(u, p, r)|+ |G3(u, p, r)| ≤ M, ∀ (u, p, r) ∈ R× R
n × R

n2

and

|Fy(u, p, r)|+ |∇pF (u, p, r)|+
n
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂F

∂rij
(u, p, r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ M, ∀ (u, p, r) ∈ R× R
n × R

n2

.

From Theorem 4.1, we conclude that there exists at least one control v ∈ L2(Qω), such
that the solution yz of problem (4.23) satisfies

yz(x, T ) ≡ 0, ∀ x ∈ O. (4.24)

Moreover, we also have

‖v‖L2(Qω) ≤ C(s, λ, T )
(

‖ξ̃−3e−sα̃g‖2L2(Q) + ‖y0‖2L2(O)

)

. (4.25)

In what follows, we denote by vz the control with the minimal L2(Qω)-norm in the set of the
controls such that the solution yz of problem (4.23) corresponding to z satisfies yz(T ) ≡ 0.

From the regularity theory of parabolic equations, we conclude that there exists a unique
weak solution yz ∈ X = L2(0, T ;H1

0(O) ∩ H4(O)) ∩ H1(0, T ;L2(O)). Moreover, since F ∈
W 1,∞(R× R

n × R
n2
;R), there exists a positive constant C independent of z, such that

‖yz‖X ≤C(‖y0‖H2(O) + ‖F (0, 0, 0) + vzχω + g‖L2(Q))

≤C(1 + ‖y0‖H2(O) + ‖vz‖L2(Qω) + ‖g‖L2(Q)). (4.26)

Thus, along with inequalities (4.25)-(4.26), we deduce that there exists a positive constant
L1 independent of z, such that

‖yz‖X ≤ L1

(

1 + ‖y0‖H2(O) + ‖ξ̃−3e−sα̃g‖L2(Q)

)

. (4.27)

Define Λ : L2(0, T ;H1
0(O) ∩H2(O)) → L2(0, T ;H1

0(O) ∩H2(O)) by

Λ(z) = yz,

then the mapping Λ is well-defined. In what follows, we will prove the existence of a fixed
point for the operator Λ by the Leray-Schauder’s fixed points Theorem. To this purpose,
we will first prove that Λ is continuous, i.e., if zk → z in L2(0, T ;H1

0(O) ∩H2(O)), we have
Λ(zk) → Λ(z).

Denote by yk = Λ(zk), where (yk, qk) is the solution of problem


















∂yk

∂t
+∆2yk + a0y

k +B0 · ∇yk +B : ∇2yk + a1∆yk = G1(zk,∇zk,∇2zk)y
k

+G2(zk,∇zk,∇2zk) · ∇yk +G3(zk,∇zk,∇2zk) : ∇2yk + F (0, 0, 0) + vzkχω + g, (x, t) ∈ Q,

yk = ∆yk = 0, (x, t) ∈ Σ,

yk(x, 0) = 0, x ∈ O.

(4.28)
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It follows from inequality (4.27) and the fact that zk → z in L2(0, T ;H1
0(O) ∩H2(O)) that

{yk}∞k=1 is uniformly bounded in X,

{vzk}∞k=1 is uniformly bounded in L2(Qω),

which entails that there exists a subsequence of {yk}∞k=1, {vzk}∞k=1 (still denote by themselves)
and y ∈ X, v ∈ L2(Qω), such that

yk ⇀ y in X as k → +∞,

yk → y in L2(0, T ;H1
0(O) ∩H2(O)) as k → +∞,

vzk ⇀ v in L2(Qω) as k → +∞.

Since F ∈ W 1,∞(R×R
n×R

n2
,R), we conclude that there exists a subsequence of {G1(zk,∇zk,∇2zk)}∞k=1,

{G2(zk,∇zk,∇2zk)}∞k=1, {G3(zk,∇zk,∇2zk)}∞k=1, (still denote by themselves), such that

G1(zk,∇zk,∇2zk) → G1(z,∇z,∇2z) weakly star in L∞(Q), as k → +∞,

G2(zk,∇zk,∇2zk) → G2(z,∇z,∇2z) weakly star in L∞(Q), as k → +∞,

G3(zk,∇zk,∇2zk) → G3(z,∇z,∇2z) weakly star in L∞(Q), as k → +∞.

Let k → +∞ in problem (4.28), we obtain


















∂y

∂t
+∆2y + a0y +B0 · ∇y +B : ∇2y + a1∆y = G1(z,∇z,∇2z)y +G2(z,∇z,∇2z) · ∇y

+G3(z,∇z,∇2z) : ∇2y + F (0, 0, 0) + vχω + f, (x, t) ∈ Q,

y = ∆y = 0, (x, t) ∈ Σ,

y(x, 0) = y0(x), x ∈ O
(4.29)

and

y(x, T ) ≡ 0, ∀ x ∈ O, (4.30)

which entails that y = Λ(z). Thus, we have proved that Λ(zk) → Λ(z) in L2(0, T ;H1
0(O) ∩

H2(O)), i.e., the mapping Λ : L2(0, T ;H1
0(O) ∩ H2(O)) → L2(0, T ;H1

0(O) ∩ H2(O)) is
continuous. Thanks to the compactness of X ⊂ L2(0, T ;H1

0(O) ∩ H2(O)) and inequality
(4.27), we conclude that the mapping Λ : L2(0, T ;H1

0(O) ∩ H2(O))) → L2(0, T ;H1
0(O) ∩

H2(O)) is compact. Denote by

R1 = L1

(

1 + ‖y0‖H2(O) + ‖ξ̃−3e−sα̃g‖L2(Q)

)

and

B = {u ∈ L2(0, T ;H1
0(O) ∩H2(O)) : ‖u‖L2(0,T ;H1

0 (Ω)∩H2(O)) ≤ R1},

then Λ : B → B. Thus, we can employ the Leray-Schauder’s fixed points Theorem to
conclude that the operator Λ possesses at least one fixed point y ∈ L2(0, T ;H1

0(Ω)∩H2(O)).
That is, for any y0 ∈ H2(O)∩H1

0(O), there exist at least one control v ∈ L2(Qω), such that
the corresponding solutions to problem (1.1) satisfy y(x, T ) ≡ 0 for any x ∈ O.
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Remark 4.3. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 4.2. If the function F (y,∇y,∇2y)
is independent of ∇y and ∇2y, i.e., F (y,∇y,∇2y) ≡ G(y) for some locally Lipschitz contin-
uous function G, then for any y0 ∈ L2(O), the same conclusion as in Theorem 4.2 remains
true.
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