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OPTIMAL CONTROL OF THE 2D LANDAU-LIFSHITZ-GILBERT EQUATION WITH
CONTROL ENERGY IN EFFECTIVE MAGNETIC FIELD

SIDHARTHA PATNAIK AND SAKTHIVEL KUMARASAMY*

AssTtrACT. The optimal control of magnetization dynamics in a ferromagnetic sample at a micro-
scopic scale is studied. The dynamics of this model is governed by the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert
equation on a two-dimensional bounded domain with the external magnetic field (the control) ap-
plied through the effective field. We prove the global existence and uniqueness of a regular solution
in S? under a smallness condition on control and initial data. We establish the existence of optimal
control and derive a first-order necessary optimality condition using the Fréchet derivative of the
control-to-state operator and adjoint problem approach.

1. INTRODUCTION

The model of magnetization dynamics representing energy interactions between magnetic mate-
rials and the effect of an applied external magnetic field on magnetization dynamics was obtained
by L.D. Landau and E.M. Lifshitz ([23]). By introducing dissipation phenomenologically, T.L.
Gilbert ([13]]) modified the Landau-Lifshitz equation. The current paper discusses the optimal con-
trol of magnetization dynamics in ferromagnetic material governed by the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert
(LLG) equation. The control problem has numerous physical applications, including magnetic
sensors and data storage devices([[17]],[26]). In these applications, it is of utter importance that we
would precisely control the magnetization process with the help of some applied magnetic field.
Another crucial application of magnetization dynamics in medical science is magnetic nanoparticle
hyperthermia, which is a cancer treatment that involves induced heating of nanoparticles subjected
to the tumor with the help of an alternating magnetic field (see, [13]).

Let Q be a bounded smooth domain in R? occupied by some ferromagnetic material. Suppose
M : Qx[0,T] — R? represents the magnetization vector field. Below the Curie temperature in
ferromagnetic materials, the magnitude of magnetization stays constant throughout the domain,

M

that is [M| = M, where M is the saturated magnetization. The normalized magnetization m = 4+~

belongs to S?, the unit sphere in R?. For (x,1) € Q x [0, T, the evolution of m is described by thé
LLG equation
1y = ym X Eeyp(m) = arym X (m X E,(m)),

where x denotes the cross productin R?, &, rr QX[0,T] — R? represents the effective field, @ > 0
is called the Gilbert damping constant, and y denotes the gyromagnetic factor. Further, the effective
field is given by &, ¢r(m) = —V,,E(m), where the micromagnetism energy & governs various energy
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interactions within the ferromagnet specified by & = &, +E,, +Epe +E4+E,, Where E,, is exchange
energy, &, is anisotropy energy, &, is magnetoelastic energy, &, is demagnetization field and &,
is the external magnetic field. For more details about energy interactions we are referring to [5]].
In this work, we have only considered the exchange energy and the external magnetic field.

In ferromagnetic materials, the individual atomic magnetic moments will attempt to align all
neighboring atomic magnetic moments with themselves in the same direction due to exchange
interaction. This deviation from their equilibrium state causes an addition in exchange energy.
Hence, if we assume the external magnetic field to be the function u : Q x [0, T] — R? and the
energy field to be of a pure isotropic type, then the micromagnetism energy is given by

1
8:—f|Vm|2dx—fu-mdx.
2 Ja Q

If we consider the magnetic fields associated with these energies, then the effective field is given
by E.sr(m) = Am + u. For a detailed summary of the model and physical meaning of the energies,
we refer to [21]].

In this paper, we consider the optimal control problem of minimizing the objective functional
J : MxU,; — R defined as

T
Jm,u) = % f f |m(x, £) — my(x, t)lzdx dt + % f |m(x, T) — mg(x)l2 dx
0 Jo Q

1 (7 1 (7
+—f f|u(x,z)|2 dxdt+—f f|vu(x,z)|2dxdt (1.1)
2 0 Q 2 0 Q

subject to the magnetization m : Q x [0, T] — R? solves the following nonlinear Landau-Lifshitz-
Gilbert equation with initial data m, and vanishing Neumann boundary condition:

m; = ymX (Am + u) —aym X (m X (Am + u)), (x,t) € Qr :=Qx(0,T],
Im — (), (x,1) € 0Qr := 0Q x [0, T], (1.2)

on
m(-,0) = my in Q,

where 7 is the outward unit normal vector to the boundary 6€2 and u is the external magnetic field.
Here, we have assumed the desired evolutionary magnetic moment m,; : Q X [0,T] — R? to be
in L*(0, T; L*(Q)) and the final time target moment mq : Q — R3 to be in L?*(Q). Hereafter, for
simplicity, we set the parameters @ = 1 and v = 1. Further, throughout the paper, we assume that
the initial data m, : Q — R? satisfies the following conditions

9
my € HXQ), % =0 ondQ, |mo| = 1. (1.3)
n

The control problem is motivated by the study of optimizing the switching processes in ferro-
magnets, the magnetic hard drive, where the external magnetic field serves as the control input
responsible for the writing and reading phenomena([22]]). Mathematically, this can be interpreted
as searching for an external magnetic field u and its corresponding magnetization vector field m
such that the desired magnetization evolution m, and a target moment mgq can be attained with the
least amount of control belonging to a suitable class of admissible external magnetic field, while
the optimal pair of magnetic fields (m, u) solves the LLG equation (L.2).

In the absence of the external magnetic field u(x, t), several works are available for the solvability
of (L2). For example, the global existence of a weak solution for (I.2)) and its non-uniqueness was
proved in [4]. The authors [[14] proved the global existence of a weak solution in a m-dimensional
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manifold and established a relation between harmonic maps and the solutions of the Landau-
Lifshitz equation. For more results on a weak solution, one can also refer to [18],[32]]. The local
time existence of a regular solution for a bounded domain of R was investigated in [6], and they
also discussed the global existence and uniqueness of regular solutions under a smallness condition
on the initial data in the 2D case. Apart from the literature on the well-posedness of (L2)) in the
absence of an external magnetic field, very limited articles are available for the control problems
of (I.2). The article [3] studies the optimal control type problems with the LLG equation as the
state equation, and a necessary optimality system is derived when the magnetization is constant
in space, which eventually leads to an optimization problem constraint by an ordinary differential
equation. The paper [12], which is closely related to our work, discussed the optimal control of
the 1D LLG equation and analyzed the numerical solution for this problem. Further, for the results
related to controllability of the Landau-Lifshitz equation, we refer the readers to [2],[8],[10].

The main contributions of this paper are explained as follows. We proved the global solvabil-
ity of the 2D LLG equation (I.2)) with space-time dependent external magnetic field, studied the
optimal control of this problem and derived an optimality condition.

Global Solvability of (1.2). The local in-time existence of regular solution m € L*(0, T; H3(Q))N
C([0, T1; H*(Q)) both for 2D and 3D LLG equation with effective field Eerr(m) generated only
by m, and without external magnetic field was proved in [6]. Besides, for the 2D case with
Eerp(m) = Am, the authors studied the global existence and uniqueness of regular solutions un-
der the smallness condition ||[Vmy|| ;2 < 6, where 6 is sufficiently small. In the context of well-
posedness of (I.2), the current paper generalizes [6] to the case where the effective field &, ¢(m)
is modified by including the external magnetic field u(x, ), which arises as a cross-product with
the magnetic moment. By the method inspired in [6], we first prove the local time existence of
regular solutions of the 2D model (I.2)) when m satisfies (I3)) and control u € L*(0, T; H'(Q)). It
is known that the 3D Navier-Stokes equation admits a unique, strong solution ([11/], Theorem 9.3)
for small enough initial data and source term. In the spirit of [[6,[11]], we extend the regular solution
for all time ¢ € [0, 7] under the assumption that the sum IIVmOIIiZ(Q) + [lull?, o720y 18 sufficiently
small and proven the uniqueness result. We give a detailed proof of these results (Theorem 2.1l and
Theorem [2.2)) to justify the necessary adaptation of the external magnetic field u(x, r) occurring
as a semilinear form in (I.2) and obtain optimal assumptions on the admissible class of external
magnetic fields.

Optimal Control of (L.I)-(L.2). Numerical analysis of the optimal control of the 1D LLG equa-
tion was studied in [12] using the regular solutions of (1.2)) without the conditions on the data and
control. However, since the finite time blow-up of regular solutions may occur in higher dimen-
sions even without the control (see, [14]), the assumptions on the control and data are crucial for
the 2D LLG equations. When the underlying state equation doesn’t admit a (unique) strong so-
lution for a general class of controls and data, various methods have been employed to tackle the
optimal control problems associated with the model. In particular, the optimal control problem of
the 3D Navier—Stokes equations was studied by different methods, for example, using the unique,
strong solution obtained by a smallness condition on data and control [20]], treating the state equa-
tion as constraint mixed by the state and control [33]], and working with a cost functional involving
the state variable belonging to L%(0, T; L*(Q)), which is finite, so that any weak solution becomes
strong solution [30, 9]. In this paper, by invoking the first method of taking the admissible class
of bounded controls, we established the existence of optimal control of (L.I)-(I.2). We derived
the first-order necessary optimality condition to characterize the optimal control by the classical
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adjoint problem approach. This theorem requires a detailed proof of the Fréchet differentiability
of the control-to-state operator, the solvability of the linearized system, and the adjoint system
of (L.2)), which are proved with the aid of the unique regular solution of (I.2). To the authors’
knowledge, such a rigorous analysis of optimal control of the 2D LLG equation with control as the
space-time-dependent external magnetic field has not been done.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we have given the required function spaces and
inequalities, formulated the control problem, and stated the main results. The local existence and
uniqueness of a regular solution of system ((I.2]) are obtained in subsection[3.1] and a global solution
is proved in subsection[3.2] Section[ldiscusses the existence of optimal control. The existence and
uniqueness of the linearized system, adjoint system, and the differentiability of the control-to-state
operator are discussed in section 5l Finally, subsection 5.1 is devoted to a first-order optimality
condition.

2. FunctioN Spaces AND MAIN REsuLTS

2.1. Function Spaces and Inequalities. We state some of the basic cross-product properties with-
out proof which is used throughout the paper.

Lemma 2.1. Let a,b and c be three vectors of R?, then the following vector identities hold: a -
(bxc)=—-(bxa)-c,a-(axb)=0,axbxc)=(a-c)b-(a-b)c. Moreover, assume that
1<r,s<oo, (1/r)+(1/s)=1and p > 1, then if f € L’"(Q) and g € L"*()), we have

ILf x gllr@) < fllerollgllies)-

The L? theory of Laplace operator with Neumann boundary condition leads to the following
inequality of norms that will be quite useful.

Lemma 2.2 (see, [34]]). Let Q be a bounded smooth domain in R" and k € N. There exists a

constant Cy,, > 0 such that for all m € H**(Q) and ‘g—ﬂ o0 = 0, it holds that
||m||Hk+2(Q) < Cin (||m||L2(Q) + ||Am||Hk(Q))- (2.1)

The above lemma allows us to define a norm on H**?(Q) as follows

||m||Hk+2(Q) = ||m||L2(Q) + ||Am||Hk(Q)-

The following inequalities will be frequently used in the paper.

Proposition 2.1. Let Q be a regular bounded subset of R*. There exists a constant C > 0 depending

on Q such that for all m € H*(Q) with ‘3—’]’; s = 0, we have
1
Il < C (IImlag, + 1AmIE, )7 (2.2)
IVmllpso) < CllAmllaq), ¥ s €[l,00), (2.3)
||D2m||L2(Q) < C ||Am||L2(Q)- (2.4)
Moreover, for every m € H>(Q) with %:;Iag = 0, we have
lAmll2q) < ClIVAmI|2q), (2.5)
ID’mllizy < C VA2, (2.6)
1 1

ID*mllzg, < ClAmMI, o IVAmI, o . 2.7)
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Proof. The inequality (2.2)) results from the estimate (2.1) and the embedding H*(Q) — L*(Q).
By spectral decomposition

IIleliz(Q) = Z(pn = 1) Km, &P < CZ(pn - 1> Km, &) = C IIAmlliz(g),
n=0 n=0

where p, is the eigenvalues of the operator —A + I and &, is the corresponding orthonormal eigen-
functions in L*(€2). Now, consider the average map m = ﬁ fQ m dx, then fQ(m — m)dx = 0. By
virtue of the Poincaré inequality (see, Section 7.10.2, [28]), the embedding H'(Q) — L*(Q) for
s € [1, 00) and estimate (2.1)), we derive

IVmll ) = IVm = m)l| sy < C IV —m)||p o)
< C (Ilm = 7ill 2 + 1AGn = )2

< C (IVOn = M)l 2@ + 1A = M)l 2@y) < C lAmll2)

which yields the estimate (2.3). The inequality (2.4)) is a result of regularity of Laplacian operator
(see, [34]). By doing an integration by parts and using estimate (2.3), one can obtain (2.3). Next,
for estimate (2.6), we infer from Lemma[2.2] that

3
1D mll 0y < C (lImlliz + 1Amll 2y + IV Am]2q)) -

Replacing m by m —m in the above inequality, applying the Poincaré inequality as before and using
the estimates (2.3)) and (2.3)), we derive

||D3(m - ﬁ)||L2(Q) <C (llm - ﬁ||L2(Q) + ||AGm — ﬁ)||L2(Q) + [[VA(m - ﬁ)“LZ(Q))
< C (IV0n = Ml + 1A = )l 2@ + IVAGR = T)ll2(c)

< C (IAGm = M)l + IVAG = )ll20)) < C IVAGR = )l 20

By applying the fractional embedding H %(Q) — L3(Q) (see [24], Theorem 6.7) and using the
interpolation inequality (see [19], Theorem 2.7.2), estimates (2.4) and (2.6)), we derive

2 2 2 1/2 2 1/2
ID*mlls) < CIID*mlliry < CIND?mll S, 1D ml

2 2 1/2 3 1/2
< C(ID?mll2gy + 1D*mil 2 1D mll) 27 )

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
< C (IAmlly + IAmILLE IVAmILLE ) < C llAmILSE IV AmI2

This completes the proof of the estimate (2.7). Hence the proof. O

Proposition 2.2. (Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, see, [25]) Let Q be a bounded

Lipschitz domain. Suppose 1 < p,q,r, s < oo and a, 8 are non-negative integers and 6 € [0, 1] are
real numbers such that% <0< 1and % =2+ (é
function in L' (Q) with B weak derivative in L1(Q). Then there exists constants Cy, C, depending

on Q,a,B,q,r1,s,0 such that

- g) 0+ 1—;9. Suppose furthermore that v is a

0 1-6
D™Vl < Ci DV VG, + Callvilie

with the exception that if 1 < g < oo and 8 — a — n/q € N, we must choose a/3 < 6 < 1.
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Choose n = ¢ = r = 2 and @ = 0. Then some particular cases of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality combined with estimates (2.3)), (2.4), (2.3) and (2.6) are given as follows:

1 1

Vil < C VI, o IAmll, o for p=4, =1, (2.8)
1 2

IVimlls < C [IVmll), o IAmI, o for p=6, f=1, (2.9)
1 1

IVl < C IV, o IVAmIZ, ,  for p=co, B=2. (2.10)

The following inequality will be employed to estimate the nonlinear terms. If u € H'(Q) and
v € H*(Q), then uv € H'(Q), that is, there exists a constant C > 0 such that the following holds:

||MV||H1(Q) <C ||M||H1(Q)||V||H2(Q)- (2.11)

The proof follows from the embeddings H*(Q) — L*(Q) and H'(Q) — L*(Q). Indeed, by the
above embeddings, we have

levllz2) + VU V2 ) + [l VY[ 2
< ||M||L2(Q)||V||L°°(Q) + ||Vu||L2(Q)||V||L°°(Q) + ||M||L4(Q)||VV||L4(Q) <C ||M||H1(Q)||V||H2(Q)-

We also need the following classical comparison results.

Proposition 2.3. (Comparison Lemma) Let f : [0,T] X R — R be a continuous function in t and
locally Lipschitz with respect to { such that { : [0, T] — R satisfies {'(t) < f(t, ), £(0) = {y. Now,
ifn : [0,T) = R be a solution of ' (t) = f(t,n) with initial condition n(0) = ¢, for some T < T.
Then, {(t) < n(t), t€0,T).

2.2. Main Results. In order to prove the existence of regular solution to system (L.2)), inspired by
the method in [6]], we will first show that the following equivalent problem admits a regular solution
and show that solution satisfies [m| = 1. Indeed, taking dot product of (I.2) with m and applying
the properties of cross product stated in Lemma 2.1 we see that m and m;, are orthogonal in space
and time, that is, we get the pointwise identity (d/dt)|m(-,t)|*> = 0. This shows that |m(x, £)* = 1,
pointwise space and time, since m, € S?. Consequently, by expanding the cross product m X (m X
Am) in (L.2)) and for a regular solution m, we can use the identity

Alml* = 2(m - Am) + 2|Vm, (2.12)
to arrive at the equivalent system of (I.2):

m,—Am = |VmPm+mxAm+mxu—-mx(@mxu), (x,t)€Qr,
om0, (x,1) € dQr, (2.13)

on
m(-,0) = my in Q.

Further, due to the critical nonlinearity in the LLG equation (2.13)), it seems difficult to directly get
the existence of global regular solution by imposing certain smallness condition on initial data and
control as done in [11]. So, instead of that we first prove a local in time existence and uniqueness
of regular solution and validate that |m| = 1. Then, by showing some norm boundedness of that
local solution, we extend such solutions to the entire time interval.

The following are the two main theorems concerning the well-posedness of the problem (1.2)).
Theorem 2.1 (Local Existence). Suppose my satisfies (L3) and the control u € L*(0,T; H'(Q)).

Then there exist a time T depending on the size of the initial data and control such that system
(L2) admits a unique regular solution m € L*>(0,T; H*(Q)) N C([0, TT; H*(Q)) forevery T < T*.
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Theorem 2.2 (Global Existence). Suppose the initial data my satisfies (13), and in addition as-
sume that my and the control u satisfies ||Vmo||i2 @ IIMIIi2 O.T:L7Q) < Tlc*’ where C* is the constant
depends only on Q. Then the system (I.2) admits a unique regular solution m € L*(0,T; H>(Q)) N
C([0,T]; H*(Q)) on [0, T].

Moreover, there exists a constant C(Q, T) > 0 such that the following estimate holds:

2 2 2
Sup ||m(t)||H2(Q) + ||m||L2(O,T;H3(Q)) + ||mt||L2(O,T;H1(Q))
te[0,T]

2
< exp{C (1+18m0l gy + Wil i) |- @14

12(Q) L2(0,T;H' ()

Before stating the existence of optimal solutions and first-order optimality conditions, let us define
some function spaces and norms that we have used throughout this paper. The existence and
uniqueness of the regular solution show that the norm of the distributed control can not be weaker
than that required above.

Definition 2.1. Let E, s be a prescribed positive constant. The set of all admissible controls U,y
is defined as follows:

q/lad = {u € LZ(O’ T’ HI(Q)) | ||u||iz(O,T;L2(Q)) < Emf} .

From Theorem [2.2] it is evident that the bound for the control parameter can be written exactly

as E,; = ﬁ - ||Vm0||i2 @ For any fixed E,,, the set U, is a bounded, convex and closed subset

of the space L*(0, T; H'(Q)). The corresponding admissible solution space:
M= W0, T; H(Q), H'(Q) = {m € L*(0,T; H(Q)) | m, € L*(0,T; H'(Q))}.
Define the norms
lmllpg := ||m||L2(o,T;H3(Q)) + ||mt||L2(o,T;H1(Q)) and |[|(m, u)HMxLZ(O,T;Hl(Q)) = [lmllpm + ||u||L2(O,T;H1(Q))-

A pair (m,u) € M x U, is called an admissible pair if (m, u) satisfies (2.13) and J(m, u) < +co.
Let us denote the set of all admissible pair as A. Also, an admissible pair (m,u) € A is called
an optimal solution if it minimizes the cost functional J (m, u), that is, J (m, u) = ( in)fﬂ I (m, u).

Thus, the optimal control problem is stated as follows:

minimize  (m, u)
(m,u) € A.

In what follows, we state the existence of optimal control for (OCP).

(OCP) {

Theorem 2.3. Suppose mg and control u satisfies the assumptions of Theorem[2.2l Then the optimal
control problem (OCP) admits a solution (m,u) such that (m,u) € M X U, is a regular solution
pair of system (I.2) with initial data my.

Finally, we obtain the first-order necessary optimality condition given by a variational inequality
using the classical adjoint problem approach. We mainly follow the techniques used in [[1]],[301,[31]
to obtain the optimality condition.

We formally derive the adjoint system corresponding to the (OCP). Consider the formal La-
grangian defined by (see, [31]])

T
L(m’ u, ¢) = j(m’ M) - f (N(m’ l/l), ¢) dt,
0
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where ¢ is the adjoint variable and N(m, u) = m, — Am — |Vm|*’m — m X Am —m X u + m X (m X u).
If (m, ) is an optimal solution, then %(%,ﬁ, @) - m = 0 for all m satisfying m(0) = 0. This leads to

the following adjoint system ’
—¢; — A = A(@ Xm) + (Am X @) + (u X ¢) — 2V - {(m - $)Vim}
+ V¢ + (¢ x m) X u + ¢ X (m X ) + (m —my) in Qr,

o _
o = 0 onodQr,

&(T) = m(T) — mq in Q.

(2.15)

Theorem 2.4. Suppose my and control u satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [2.2] Letu € U,
be an optimal control of (OCP) with associated state m. Then there exists a unique element ¢ €
W20, T; H'(Q), H'(Q)*) corresponding to the admissible pair (m, ) such that the triplet (¢, m, )
satisfies the adjoint system (2.13) weakly. Moreover, the following variational inequality holds:

f u-(u—1u) dxdt+f Vu - (Vu — Vu) dx dt
QT -QT
+f ((@xim)+mx(¢xm) (u=-u)dxdt =0,V u €Uy,
Qr
The proof of Theorems 2. 1H2.4] are given in Sections 3,4 and 5.

3. LocAaL AND GLOBAL SOLVABILITY OF THE DIRECT PROBLEM

3.1. Local Time Existence and Uniqueness of Smooth Solutions. By the method of Galerkin
approximation, we first solve the equivalent system (2.13) instead of (I.2) since (2.13) has the
advantage of having an elliptic part to derive appropriate priori estimates. We further show that
any regular solution m € L*(0, T; H*(Q)) of (Z.13) also satisfies |m| = 1, which will in turn solve
the system (I.2). The proof mainly follows the strategy used in [6]. Since the authors ([6]) mainly
proved the local time existence of regular solutions for 3D LLG equation with general effective
field &.¢¢ and without external magnetic field u, we completely prove this theorem for 2D LLG
equation with specific u in semilinear form and obtain precise estimates in terms of u and data my.

Proof of Theorem[2.1l The proof is divided into four steps.
Step 1: Galerkin approximation and priori estimates

Let &; be the i”* eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue p; of the operator —A +I with van-
ishing Neumann boundary condition, that is, (-A + )&; = p;&; with g—i s = 0 such that {£;}7, is the
orthonormal basis of L?(Q) and orthogonal basis of H'(Q) and H*(Q). Let W,, := span{éy, &, ..., &)
be the finite dimensional subspace of L?>(Q) and P, : L?>(Q2) — W, be the orthogonal projection.

We consider the Galerkin system

{(m,,)t - Am, =P, [len|2m,, + m, X Am, + m, X u —m, X (m, X u)] , 3.1)

my, (O) =P, (mO)

where m, (1) = Yi_, a,(t) & € W, and P,(mg) = Y7, bin &k Then system (3.1) is equivalent to the
following system of ordinary differential equations

d
Ztakn(f) = F(t,ap,u), ar0)=">0y, k=1,2,..,n, (3.2)
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where an = (aln(t), a2n(t), ey ann(t))T and

n

Fi(t,anu) == (or = 1) @) + . f

Q

£, (VE, - VE) fk] dx () () don(?)

q.r,s=1

- Z(ps - 1) f é:r é:s é:k dx (arn(t) X am(t)) + Z f (arn(t) X l/l) fr fk dx

r,s=1

- Z f arn(t) X (am(t) X l/l)] fr fv fk dx

r,s=1

Since C([0, T]; H'(Q)) is densely embedded in L*(0, T; H'(Q)), assume that u € C([0, T]; H'(Q)).
Then, Fy(t,a,, u) is a continuous function of (¢,a,) in [0, T] X R3*. Therefore, by the existence
theory of ODE (see, [16]), there exists a solution a, € C'([0,,]; R*"), where t,, is the maximal
time of existence, that is, if ¢,, < T then |a,(?)| tends to +oco as t — t,,. However, we will show by
an appropriate a priori estimates that this is not the case.

Taking L? inner product of equation (3.1)) with m,,, using a - (a x b) = 0, applying the continuous
embedding H*(Q) — L*(Q), the equality of norms (2.1)) and (2.3), we obtain

1d
5 DIy + 1V Ol g, = f (P (Vi (1) Pdlx

2
< (Ol IV (D120 < COQ(IIma DIy + 1AM D172 ) (3.3)

By hitting equation (3.1)) with A%m, and doing integration by parts to each term on the right hand
side, we get

1d
——llAmn(t)lle(Q) f|VAmn(t)| dx

= - f V(Vm,|*m,) - VAm, dx — fV (m, X Am,)) - VAm,, dx
Q Q

4
- f V(m, X u)-VAm, dx + f V(m, X (m, X u)) - VAm, dx := Z E;. (3.4)
Q Q i=1

Let us estimate the bounds for each term separately. By applying Holder’s inequality, then using
estimates (2.2)),(2.3)) and followed by Cauchy’s inequality, we derive

Ei = - f |2Vim, (0D, (1) m, ()Y Am, (1) + Vi, (DPVim, (1) VAm, (1)) dx
Q
<2 ||mn<t>||Lm<g>||Dzmn<t>|m||Vm,,<t)||L6(Q)||VAmn<r>||Lz(g> + 19m O IV AMLOll 20

C (Imu®)l32q + ||Amn<r>||Lz(Q)) AR 1AM
+ C A ()2 IV A (D)l 20

<e f VAm, ()Fdx + C(e) {(nm,,(z)ny(g) FAmOl) + (IOl + 1AM Dl g) }
By virtue of VAm,, - (m,, x VAm,) = 0, the estimates (2.3)) and (2.7), one can get

- f (Vm,(t) X Am,,()) VAm,(t) dx
Q
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< ||an(f)||L6(Q)||Amn(t)||L3(Q)||VAmn(f)||L2(Q)

< CllAm, (1)l LZ(Q)IIVAmn(I)II

<e€ fQWAm,,(t)Izdx +C(e) (”mn(t)HiZ(Q) + ||Amn(f)||iz(g))3-
The inequalities (2.2),(2.3) and the embedding H'(Q) — L*(Q) lead to the estimates
Ey=-— f [(an(t) X u(t))VAm, (1) + (m, (1) X Vu(t))VAmn(t)] dx

< ||V’?1n(t)||L4(Q)”u(t)”L4(Q)||VAmn(t)||L2(Q) + MmOl @ IVuOll 20 IV AM (Dl 120

<e f [VAm, ()P dx + C(©) DI ) (1m0 g + 1Am, 015 )
Q

LX)

and
E, - f | (V726 5 (0 X () + 1,0 X (Tma6) X 10) + 112 0) X (a6 5 1) |V 3,0
Q

< 2 (IVm, (Ol oy 17, ()] oo oy ||| () IV A, ()] 12
+ |Imn(t)llim(g)|IVu(l)lILZ(Q)IIVAmn(I)IILz(g)

2
<€ f IVAm,(t)dx + C(€) ||M(f)||?1n(g) (Hmn(t)”iz(g) + ||Amn(t)”iz(g)) .
Q
Substituting the estimates for E|, Ez, E; and E, in (3.4) and choosing € = %, we arrive at

1d
——IIAmn(I)II IIVAmn(t)II

LZ(Q) L2(Q)

5
<C@(1+ ||u<r>||Hl(Q)) (1+ D10, + 1AM, DI ) (3.5)
Combining equation (3.3) and (3.3)), we have

d
= (IOl g, + 1AM D12 ) + VMO g, + IVAMLOI g

< CQ) (1 ¥ ||u(r)||Hl(Q)) (1+ ||mn<r)||Lz(Q) - ||Amn<t)||Lz(Q))5 (3.6)

is clear that y(t) satisfies the ODE: % < g(t)y(¢)°, and hence by the apphcatlon of Comparison
Lemma (Proposition 2.3)), we have

y(0) . ' 1
() < T provided f(; g(n)dr < W'

(1 - 40 ;g0 ar)
Since [|P,mollp2) < C lmollp2)(see, [7]), we have

¥(0) = 1+ llmyO)lI7 q, + l1Am, (O)II7

< 1+ |[Pumoll e < 1+ C |lmoll7

L2(Q) L2(Q) H2(Q) HX(Q)"
Now, by setting My :=1+C ||m0||H2(Q), we get
My
L+ (D120, + 1m0l g, < 1

1 —4MIC(Q) f (1+||u(T)IIH1(Q)) )
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!
1
as long as C(Q) f (1 + ||u(‘r)||12q1 (Q)) dr < YRV If the above inequality holds for every ¢ € [0, T],
0 0

then we can directly get a uniform bound for global time. If not, then for every control u €

L*(0, T; H'(Q)), there exists a time 7* such that for any time T < T*, C(Q) fOT (1 + ||u(t)||§{l(m) dt <
1

—. Therefore
8My ’

sup [1+ ()2 g, + 1AM, OIR, )| < V2Mo, ¥ neN. 3.7)
t€[0,T]

Using this estimate in equation (3.6), we get

T
fo (IVma D12y + IVAML DI ) it
< (Imol22 ) + 1AMl ) + COONV2ZMY (T + lull2a g i) Y M EN. (3.8)
Therefore, as a result of estimate (3.7), (3.8) and Lemma 2.2] we get that {m,} is uniformly

bounded in L= (0, T; H*(Q)) and L*(0, T; H*(Q)) for every T < T*.

Next, we need to show that (m,), is uniformly bounded in L*(0, T; H'()). In order to do so,
consider the H' norm of (m,), in 3.I). As m, € H*(Q), we have |Vm,|> € H'(Q) and hence the
inequality (Z.11) shows that |Vm,|>m, € H'(Q). Similarly, as u € H'(Q), so both m, X u and
m, X (m, X u) are in H'(Q).

Now, taking the L*(0, T) norm of [|(m,),]|s1 ) and using the uniform bounds (3.7) and (3.8), we
can get

T
fo (10 DIy + (T (D2 ) dT <C V.

Hence, {(m,);} is uniformly bounded in L*(0, T; H'(Q)) for every T < T*.

Using the Aloglu weak® compactness and reflexive weak compactness theorems (Theorem 4.18,
[27]), we get

m, — m weaklyin L*0,T;H3Q)),
m, — m weak'in L%0,T;HXQ), (3.9)
(my):, — m, weaklyin L*0,T;H'(Q)), as n — 0.

By using the Aubin-Lions-Simon lemma (see, Corollary 4, [29])~, we can obtain a sulg—sequence
of {m,} (again denoted as {m,}) such that m, — m strongly in L*(0, T; H*(Q)) and C([0, T]; H'(Q)).
Step 2: Passing to the limit

Using (3.9) and the above strong convergence results, we can show the weak convergence of

each term of (3.1)) in L*(0, T; L*(Q)). We shall prove this for the nonlinear terms on the right-hand
side of (3.I) with the test functions v € L*(0, T; W,,).

Lemma ~3.1. Suppose {mn}~satisﬁes the weak convergence in (3.9). Furthef m, — m strongly
in L*(0,T; H*(Q)) N C([0, TT; H'(Q)). Then for any test function v € L*(0,T;W,), the following
convergences hold:

T T
(i) f (\Vm,|*m,, v) dt — f (\Vm|*m, v) dt,
0 0
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T T

(ii) f (m, X Am,,,v) dt — f (m x Am,v) dt,
0. S0

(iii) f (m, X u,v) dt — f (m X u,v) dt,
OT 0 T

(iv) f (m, X (m, X u),v) dt — f (mx (mxu),v)dt asn— oo,
0 0

The proof of Lemma[3.1lis given after the completion of this theorem.

As a consequence of (3.9) and Lemma [3.1] taking limit in (3.I) and using the denseness prop-
erty of L*(0, T; W,) in L*(0, T; L*(Q)), we conclude that m satisfies the first equation of (Z.13) in
L0, T; L*(Q)).

Step 3: Verification of initial data and |m(x,t)| = 1

From the convergence (3.9), it is evident that m € L*(0,T;H*(Q)) and m, € L*(0,T; H'(Q)),
whence m € C([0, T1; H*(Q)) (see, [27], Corollary 7.3). Consequently, the proof of m(0) = my
follows through the standard argument from (2.13), (3.1) and Lemma[3.1l

For the regular solution m € L*(0, T; H*(Q)) N L=(0, T; H*(Q)) of system (2.13), we can show
that [m(x, )] = 1 in Qj. Let us take the scalar product of (2.13) with m and use the identity 2.12)).
By the property a - (a X b) = 0, the last three terms of (2.13) are zero, and so we get

d
E(Ifﬂl2 = 1) = A(Im® = 1) = 2 [VmP(Im* — 1) = 0.

By setting y = |m|*> — 1, the rest of the proof can be completed by deriving energy estimate for this
equation (see, Theorem 1.1, [6]).

Step 4: Uniqueness of strong solution
Let my,m, € L*(0,T; H(Q)) n ([0, T1; H*(Q)) be the two regular solutions of system (2.13))
corresponding to u € L*(0, T; H'()) and my € H*(Q) satisfying |m;| = |m,| = 1. Thenv = m; —m,
will solve the equation
v, — Av = (Vmy + Vmy) - Vv) my + [Vm|? v + my X Av
+V X Amy +vXu—vX(m Xu)—my X vXu), (x,t)€ Qyf,
v _ 5
o = 0 on 097,
v(0) =0 in Q.
By taking, inner product with v and applying properties of cross product, we get
1d
2dt
+f|Vm2|2 |v|2dx+f(m1 xAv)'vdx—f(mz X (v X u)) - v dx.
Q Q Q

By integration by parts for the third term and using the embedding H'(Q) < L*(Q) for the forth
term on the right-hand side, we derive

Oz ) + IVVOIE2 ) = f ((Vimy + Vi) - Vo) my - v dx
Q

1d

< (2||le(t)”L°°(Q) + “VmZ(t)”L‘”(Q)) VOl @ IVl 2@ + VMOl o) VD2 g
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+ C lu@®ll g @IVl 2 (||V(l)||L2(Q) + ||VV(I)||L2(Q))-
Applying Cauchy’s inequality and the embedding H*(Q) — L*(Q), we get
d

Since my,m, € L*(0,T; H>(Q)) N L™(0, T;IEIZ(Q)) and u € L*0,T;H"(Q)), using Gronwall’s
inequality, we arrive |[v(?)l|;2) = 0, V ¢ € [0, T']. Therefore, the solution is unique. O

Proof of Lemma3.1] Let v € L*(0, T; W,) be any test function.
(i) Using Holder’s inequality and continuous embeddings H*(Q) — L*(Q), H'(Q) — L*(Q) for
p € [1,00), we get

[ 1mPm) ()

0

T
= f |(IVmal (= m) + (VP = VmPym, v) | dt
0
T
< f 19, 0P| g, 1700(8) = MOl VD20 it
0

T
+ f M@l IVma(2) + Vm(@)l| 130l Vm () — Vm@)l| @)l vOllr2) dt
0

2
<C ||mn||Loo(0j;Hz(Q))||mn - m||L2(o,T;H1(Q))||V||L2(0,T;L2(Q))
+ C lImll 0, 7.2 lmn + Ml o0, 7,12 1M = Ml 200, 72120 W 200, 7,12 )) — 0 @as n — oo,

since m,, is uniformly bounded in L*(0, T; H*(Q)) and m, — m strongly in L*(0, T; H*(Q).
(i1) By proceeding in a simillar way for the term m,, X Am,, we have

fOT [(mn X Am,,v) — (m X Am, v)] dt

<C|lm, - m||L°°(0,T;H1(Q))||Amn||L2(o,T;H1(Q))||V||L2(0,T;L2(Q))
+ Clmll 0,722 llmn — mll 20,7:12) Wl 20.7:22() = 0 as n — oo,

(iii) Applying Holder’s inequality followed by the embedding H'(Q) — L*(Q2), we obtain
T
f [(m,, X u,v)—(mXxu, v)] dt
0

T
Sf 772, (2) — m(O)|| .2 1@l 2 VOl 120 At
0

< C lmy(8) = m(O| 0,710 @ 1O 20,7310 @) VOl 20,7, 12(0)) — 0 @s - — o0,

since m,, — m strongly in L=(0, T; H'(Q)) and u € L*(0, T; H'(Q))

(iv) For the last term m, X (m, X u), we do the computation similar to the preceding estimate
to get

T
f ((mn X (m, X u),v) — (mx (mx u), v)) dt
0
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T
<C f [l (Ol 1120 () = (O] (0 16Ol 1) VOl 120y
0

T
+C f Il (1) = m(Dl| 2@ lIm (O] Lo 1Ol L) VOl 120 dE
0

<C ||mn||L°°(o,T;H2(Q))||mn - m||LN(O,T;H1(Q))||u||L2(O,T;H1(Q))||V||L2(O,T;L2(Q))
+ C llmy, — ml| 0,710 @Ml o0, 7152 @) el 20,710 @) W 20,7502 )) — O @as e — oo
This completes the proof of Lemma[3.11 |

3.2. Global Existence of Smooth Solutions. This section shows that the local solution estab-
lished previously can be proven to be global provided the initial data and control satisfy certain
smallness conditions. This result is crucial to discuss the solvability of optimal control problems.
The proof follows the strategy used in [6} [11].

Proof of Theorem[2.2 From Theorem 2.1] there exists a regular solution m € L2, T; H3(Q) n
C([0, T]; H*(Q)) of system (L.2)) in the interval [0, T']. Suppose T* < T is the maximal time up to
which the regular solution exist.

Then we take L? inner product of (L2) with —Am. By invoking the vector product property
a-(bxc)=—(bxa)-c,we get (mx(mxAm), Am) = —(mx Am, mx Am). Then applying Holder’s
inequality, Cauchy’s inequality and using the fact that |m(x, 7)| = 1 for all (x, ) € Qj, we obtain

1d
—— IV, + f Im(t) x Am(0)|* dx
2dt L@ g

= (u(t), m(t) X Am(t)) — (m(t) X u(t), m(t) X Am(t))
< ()|l 2 llm () X Am(D)| 12 + lm(t) X u(O|l2)llm(z) X Am(0)||12q)

1

Therefore, integrating over O to ¢, we have

t
||Vm(t)||iZ(Q) + f ||H1(T) X Am(T)HiZ(Q)dT S 4' (llvm()”%}(g) + ||u||iz(O,T;L2(Q))) . (310)
0

Recall that any regular ~solution of (T.2) on [0, T1xQ will also be a regular solution of the equivalent
problem (Z.13) on [0, T'] X Q. Now, taking inner product of (2Z.13) with —Am in L*(Q), using (2.8)
and the fact that m - Am = —|Vm/|?, we get

1d
~—IVm()I[; +f|Am(t)|2 dx
2 d1 re* |

= —fle|2m-Amdx—f(mXu)-Amdx+f(mx(mXu))-Amdx
Q Q Q
< IVm@)llja g, + M@l llAm@)ll2g) + lu®l2@llAm@l 2o

. 1
< C IVm()|I7 o IAm@)II7, g, + EIIAM(I)IIiz(g) + 2 [Ju(®)ll}2q):

where C* = C%, the constant C coming from estimate (2.8). Using the bound for ||Vm(t)||i2 @ from
equation (3.10),

d :
IO, + 1= 8C" (IVmol gy + 2 7 2y) | 1AMy < 4 IOy Bi1D
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By assumption, the initial data and control satisfies IIVmolli2 @t ”””iZ(O,T;LZ(Q)) < Tlc*’ so that
1
* 2 2

1= 8C" (IVmolif2 ) + Wliz0r00) = 5

Consequently, we have
d 1 -
whence
IVmOIagy + 2 [ 1AM g dr <4 (I mol13 gy + el ), Vie[0,T]. (.12
re Ty @ = Ollz2(@) 2O.1:L2)) o '

In order to obtain the regularity of solution in L*(0, T; H*(Q)), we again appeal to Galerkin ap-
proximated system (3.1)). By hitting equation (3.I) with A’m, and integrating by parts, we get

1d
——|[|Am, (DI} +f|VAmn(t)|2 dx
2 dt O S

= - f V (IVma(6)Pma(8)) - VAm, (1) - f V(m,(1) X Amy(1)) - VAmM, (1) dx (3.13)
Q Q

4
- f V(ma() X u(®)) - VAm,(f) dx + f V(ma(0) X (my(t) X u(2))) - VAm, (1) dx =y ..
Q

Q i=1

Note that from here onwards the value of the generic constant does not depend on the approximate
solution deduced within the Galerkin scheme. By using the estimate (2.4]), Gagliardo-Nirenberg

inequalities (2.9) and (2.10), we get
S, =- f [2Vm,(D*m,)m,, - VAm, —Vm,Vm, - VAm,| dx
Q

< 2 1m0l IV (D)o@ 1D ma (Dl 2 IV A (D)l 200 + IV (O 50 IV A (D] 202

1 3
< Climy Ol =@ IVm Ol ) |AM (O] 20 IV A, (D]

L2(Q) LX)
+ C IV, (Ol 2@l Am, (D172, IV Ay (D)l 20

LZ(Q)|
< Ef IVAm,(t)dx + C(€) ||mn(t)||iW(Q)”an(t)“iZ(Q) ||Amn(f)||iz(9)
Q
+ C(e) ||an(f)||iz(9) ||Amn(t)”iz(g)'
For the second term S ,, using the fact that (m,, X VAm,,) - VAm, = 0 and estimate (2.10), we derive

Sy =~ f(an X Amy) - VAm, dx < ||V ()] 1 @l| Amy (O] 1200 [V Ay (0l 120
Q

SfflVAmn(t)lde+C(€) IV, (D172 1AM, (D)1}
Q

L2(Q) L2(Q)

For the integrals S3 and S, applying Holder’s inequality, the embeddings H'(Q) — L*(Q) and
(2.3), we obtain

S3:—f(Vm,,><u)-VAmndx—f(m,,XVu)'VAmndx
Q Q

< NIV, (Ol 2@l 2@ IV A, (DMl 2 + 1m0 (D|| 2@ IV U] 1200 IV Am, (0] 120
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<e f [V Am(DFd:x + C(€) MmOl ) 1Dl + COQ) Iyl
Q
and

Sy = f(Vm,, X (m, X u)) - VAm, dx + f(mn X (Vm, X u)) - VAm,, dx
Q Q

+ f(m,, X (m, X Vu)) - VAm,, dx
Q
< 2 [lmy (Dl =@ IV M (Oll @ [l 23 IV Am (Dl 1200y + ||mn(t)||]%m(g)||Vu(t)||L2(Q)”VAmn(t)”L2(Q)

<e f IV Am, ()P dx + C(€) 1Myt (IMa Oy + 1AM D2y ) MO -
Q

Choosing € = % and substituting estimates for S|, S5, 53 and S4 in equation (3.13)), we have
1d 1
EztllAmn(t)lliz(Q) + 3 fg IVAm,(t)]* dx

< CIVmaOI2a gy (1 + IOy 1AM D112 g
+ (I (Ol 0y + IAMADIZ0)) (1 + M0 (Ol ) ) NI |

where C depends on Q.

By integrating over O to ¢ and recalling from Theorem [2.1] that {m,} is uniformly bounded
in L0, T; HX(Q)) N L*(0, T; H(Q)), we see that the left-hand side integrals are sequentially
lower semi-continuous. Besides, using the strong convergence of {m,} in C([0,T]; H'(Q)) N
L*(0, T; H*(Q)), (3.12) and the fact that |m(x, 1)| = 1, Y(x, 1) € Q;7, we conclude that

t
”Am(t)”iZ(Q) + f ||VAm(T)”iZ(Q) dT S ”AmOHiZ(Q)
0

!
2
2 2 2
+c[(anoan(Q)+||u||L2(O,T;L2(Q))) fo (lAm(D)l}2q) dr

!
+ f (1+ 1AM ) 110 dT], Viel[0,T]. (3.14)
0
Applying Gronwall’s inequality and using the estimate (3.12)), we derive

2 ~
1AmOIE: g, < exp{C (14 18mol gy + Wil gpiy) | V1T <T".

Since the right-hand side is bounded for every 0 < 7 < T*, ||Am(t)||i2 © is uniformly bounded for

all z € [0, T*]. Therefore, from (3.14), the regular solution exist on the entire interval [0, T'].

Now, we will derive the main energy estimate of this theorem. From the previous estimates, we
know that

2
[:[131;] ”Am(t)”]z}(g) S eXp {C (1 + ||Am0||iZ(Q) + ”u”]z}((),T’HI(Q))) } (315)

Then applying this bound in estimate (3.14), we get

T 2
f() ||VAm(T)”]242(Q) dT < exp {C (1 + ||Am0||iZ(Q) + ||u||1242(0,T;H1(Q))) } (316)
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Next, take H'-norm of m, in (I.2)) and applying (2.11]), we notice that

2
lm X (m X Am)||gq)y < Clliml|lp2q)llm X Aml| g1 q) < C||m||H2(Q)||Am||H1(Q)

2
lm X (mXwllpq < ClmllpglmXulmpg < C||m||Hz(Q)||M||H1(Q)-

2

1@ OVer

By doing similar estimates for the remaining terms of (L.2)) and the integration of ||, (7)||
(0, T) lead to the estimate

T
fo (IO ) + IV (D)1 )

T
<C f (I 0 Iy + IO 2 1N ) T
0

where C > 0 depends on Q. Now, using the bounds for m in L*(0, T; H*(®)) and L*(0, T; H*(Q))
from estimates (3.13) and (3.16)) respectively, we obtain

2
2 2 2
”thLZ(O,T;HI(Q)) S C(Q’ T) exp {C (1 + ||Am0”L2(Q) + ||u||L2(O,T;H1(Q))) } .

By combining this inequality with estimates (3.13) and (3.16), we obtain the estimate 2.14). O

4. EXISTENCE OF OPTIMAL CONTROL

In the previous section, we proved that if the initial data m, € H*(Q) satisfies (I3)) and the
control u € L*(0, T; H'(Q)) are sufficiently small, then there exists a unique regular solution m € M
(Theorem [2.2)) to the system (I.2)) on the interval [0, T]. For such a control u, the regularity of the
solution m shows that the cost functional J (m, u) defined in (I.I)) is finite, that is, J(m, u) < +oo.
In this section, we prove that the functional (L.I) achieves optimal value at some solution pair

(m, u) of the system (L.2).

Proof of Theorem[2.3] The proof follows from convexity and lower semi-continuity of the non-
negative cost functional (-, -). Since the functional (-, -) is bounded below, there exists a con-
stant @ > 0 and a minimizing sequence {(m,, u,)} C A such that

lim 9 (m,,u,) = inf J(m,u)=a.
n—oo (mu)eA
The pair (m,, u,) is a regular solution of the system

(mn)t =m, X (Amn + un) —m, X (mn X (Amn + un)) in QTa

‘% =0 in 6Q;, 4.1)

m,(-,0) = my in Q.

As the set of admissible class of controls {,; is a closed, convex and bounded subset of the
reflexive Banach space L*(0, T; H'(Q)), it is weakly sequentially compact. There exists a sub-
sequence again denoted as {u,} such that u, — u weakly in U,; for some element u € U,,.
From Theorem 2.2}, {m,} is uniformly bounded in L*(0, T'; H*(Q2)) N C([0, T1; H*(Q)) and {(m,,),} is
uniformly bounded in L*(0, T; H'(Q)). Then, by Aubin-Lions—Simon compactness theorem, {m,}
is relatively compact in C([0, T]; H'(Q)) N L*(0, T; H*(Q)). Therefore, there exists a subsequence
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(again represented as) {(m,, u,)} such that

u, — U weaklyin L*0,T;H (Q)),

m, — m weaklyin L*O0,T;H(Q)), “42)
(my), — m, weaklyin L*0,T;H (Q)), '
m, - m stronglyin C([0,T]; H'(Q) N L*0,T; H*(Q)), as n — oo.

We need to prove the following lemma to validate that (7, u) is an optimal pair for (OCP).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose the convergences in &2) hold true. Then for any v € L*(0,T; L*(Q)), we
have

T T
(i) f (IVm,*m,, v) dt — f (IVml*m, v) dt,
0 0
T T
(ii) f (m, X Am,,,v) dt — f (m x Am,v) dt,
0 0
T T
(iii) f (m, X u,, v) dt — f (m X u,v) dt,
0 0

T T
(iv) f (my, X (m, X u,),v) dt — f (m x (m X u),v) dt.
0 0
The proof of Lemma.1]is given after the completion of this theorem.

By taking n — oo in (.)), invoking (4.2)) and Lemma 4.1} we obtain that (m,u) satisfies the
system (2.13) in L*(0, T; L*(Q)).

Also, since for any {(m,, u,)} C A with m, — m weakly in L*(0, T; L*(Q)), m,(-, T) — m(-,T)
weakly in L*(Q) and u, — u weakly in L*(0,T; H'(Q)), the functional J(-,-) is lower semi-
continuous, that is,

J(m,u) < lirfgglfj(mm Up) < +oo,

whence (m, u) is an admissible pair. As {(m,, u,)} is a minimizing sequence, we have
9 (m,w) < lim inf J (m,,, u,) = lim J(m,, u,) = a. 4.3)

Since « is the infimum of the functional J over A, @ < J (m, u), and hence combining with (4.3,

we get J(m,u) = a = ( ir%fﬂ J (m, u). This completes the proof. O
m,u)€

Remark 4.1. Note that Theorem only shows the existence of a globally optimal control, but

uniqueness of optimal control for (OCP) may not be possible since it is a non-convex optimal

control problem. Therefore, it is possible that the (OCP) has more than one local or global optimal

controls.

Proof of Lemma The proof of (i) and (ii) are same as that of (i) and (ii) in Lemma[3.1l We shall
prove (iii) and (iv). For the convergence of (iii), using Holder’s inequality, continuous embedding
H'(Q) — L*(Q) and using vector product property v - (im X (u, — u)) = (v X m) - (u, — 1), we get

fo [(mnXun,v)—(% Xﬁ,v)] dt:jO\ [((m,,—171)Xun,v)+(r71x(un—?t),v)] dt
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IA

T T
f llm,(£) = MmOl 3@ lln(Oll 210 VOl () d + f (un —u,v X m)dt
0 0

T
< Cllmy = mll o 7:m1 @1l 200,710 @) VIl 20,7020 + f (up —u,vxm)dt — 0, asn — oo.
0

The first term on the right-hand side of the above inequality tends to 0 as m, — m strongly in
L>(0, T; H'(Q)). Furthermore, since

T T
-~ 2 -~ 2 2 ~12 2
f(; ||V(t) X m(t)”Lz(Q)dt S L ”m(t)”LN(Q)||v(t)||L2(Q)dt S C ||m||L°°(O,T;H2(Q))||V||L2(0,T;L2(Q)) < +OO,

and u, — u weakly in L*(0, T; L*(Q)), we have fOT (u, —w,vxm)dt — 0asn — oo,

Now, for the convergence of (iv), we proceed as follows:

T
f [0 X 1y X 4,), ) — (7 x 7 X ), )] e
0

T
f [((mn —m) X (m, X u,),v) + (mx ((m, —m) X uy,),v) + (mx (mx (u, —u)), v)] dt
0

IA

T
f 12, (£) — (|| 20y 112, ()] Lo 1t (O] 2 V(O] 12y At
0

T T
+L 1Ol [l () —ﬁi(t)l|L4(g)IIMn(t)||L4(Q)IIV(t)IILZ(Q)dt+L (m x (m X (u, =), v) dt

IA

C |lm, - %”L‘”(O,T;HI(Q))||mn||L°°(O,T;H2(Q))||un||L2(O,T;H1(Q))||V||L2(O,T;L2(Q))

T
+f (u, —u,mx (mxv))dt — 0, asn — oo,
0

Indeed, the last integral follows from the vector identity
(m X (m X (u, =u))) - v=—(mxv):(mx(u, —u) = (mxmxv))- (u, —u)

and for the convergence of this integral, we used again the fact that
T
~ — 2 ~4 2
f(; ”m(t) X (m(t) X V(t))”Lz(Q)dt S C ||m||LN(O,T;H2(Q))||v||L2(O,T;L2(Q)) < +00’

to conclude fOT (u, —u,m x (m x v)) dt — 0 as n — oo. Hence the proof. O

5. FIRST-ORDER OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS

It is evident from Theorem [2.2] that the existence of a unique regular solution of (I1.2)) is proved
when the control u € U,,, where U,, is a closed and bounded set in L*(0, T; H'(Q)). In this
section, we prove the Fréchet derivative of a control-to-state operator which is merely defined on
an open subset of L2(0, T; H'(Q)).

Let us consider the set

Uy = {u e L*(0,T; H(Q)) | leell 20,7200 < R}‘
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. . . . . 2 2 L .
In view of estimate (3.11), it is clear that if |[Vimyl[/, @ [Jull; orr@ < 57 then Theorem [2.2] still

2

/2 .
2 (Q)) . Moreover, Uy is an

holds true. The constant R in Uk can be chosen as R = (% — ||[Vmo|
open ball in L(0, T; H'(Q)) containing U,,.

We study the control-to-state operator G : Uz — W10, T; H3(Q), H'(Q)) defined by G(u) = m.
To derive the Fréchet differentiability of this operator with respect to the control, we need to study

the linearized system associated with (2.13)). For arbitrary, but fixed u € U, let m be the unique
regular solution of (2.13). Consider the linearized system given by

v, — Av = 2m(Vm - Vv) — [Vm|*v — v X Am — m X Av
—-vXu+vXmxu)+mxX(vxu)=g in Qr,
3—2:0 on 0Qr,

v(0)=vy In Q,

S.D

where g is any function in L?(0, T; H'(Q)) and v, € H*(Q) satisfying %;’ =0.

Theorem 5.1. Let (m,u) € W'2(0, T; H*(Q), H'(Q)) x Uy be the regular solution of (L2). Then
for any given (g,vo) € L*(0, T; H'(Q)) x H*(Q), the linearized system (5.1) has a unique regular
solution v € Wh(0, T; H*(Q), H'(Q)), which satisfies the following estimation:

Vipm < C(||VO||H2(Q)+ ||g||L2(0,T;H1(Q)))

x exp {C (T + lmf? 2

+ ”u”LZ(O,T;Hl(Q)))) }

2
w120y M 20 7130

Proof: We employ the Galerkin approximation construction used in Theorem 2.1] to write that of
the following for (3.I). Let {&}72, be an orthonormal basis of L*(Q) consisting of eigenvectors
for —A + I with vanishing Neumann boundary condition. Suppose W, = span{wy, w», ..., w,} and
P, : L> — W, be the orthogonal projection. Consider the Galerkin system
V) — Av, — P,,[Zm(Vm Vv, + [Vm|*v, + v, X Am + m X Av,
+vn><u—v,,><(m><u)—m><(vn><u)] =P,(g) in Q7, (5.2)
va(0) = P, (vg) in L,
where v, = Y7, ci(D)é and P,(vo) = X7, diwér- Repeating the similar argument of Theorem
2.1l we can show that (3.2)) is equivalent to a system of n linear ordinary differential equations
in n unknowns c¢,(t) = (c1,(1), c2,(0), -+ , Can())T. By Theorem 2.2] and the assumption on u €

L*(0, T; H'(Q)), theory of ODEs yield a unique solution c,(¢) on [0, T] for each n € N. Hence the
approximated Galerkin system (3.2)) has a unique solution v, € C'([0, T]; W,,) on Q x [0, T].

By taking the L? inner product of (3.2)) with v, and using Lemma 2.1, we have
1d
Eztllvn(t)ﬂiz(g) + fg Vv, ()P dx = 2 fg m(Vm-Vv,) v, dx
+f|Vm|2|v,,|2dx+ f(mx Av,) - v, dx — f(mx (V X 1)) - vy dx + fg -V, dx.
Q Q Q Q
Using Young’s inequality and the embeddings H'(Q) — L*(Q), H*(Q) — L™(Q), we obtain

1d 1
(5.3)
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Taking L? inner product of (5.2) with A%v,, we have

1d
3 IOl gy + [ AW OPdx =2 [ m(Tm-¥r,) A, dx
2dt Q Q

+ f \Vm|*v, A%v, dx + f (v, X Am) A%v,, dx + f (m % Av,) A%v, dx + f (v, X 1) A*v, dx
Q Q Q Q

8
- f(vn X (m X u)) A*v, dx — f(m X (Vp X 1)) A%y, dx + fg A*v, dx = Z I, (5.4)
Q Q Q =1

Let us estimate the terms on the right hand side. For the first term I';, doing an integration by
parts, applying Holder’s inequality and the embeddings H!(Q) — L?(Q) for p € [1, o] and
H*(Q) — L*(Q), we get
I= —2f [Vm(Vm - Vv,) + m(D*m - Vv,) + m(Vmn - Dzv,,)] VAv, dx

Q

< 2 IVl 2@ IVm@)l s ) IV Vi Ol s ) I VAV, (D]l 12

+ 2 [[m(®)l| =) (||D2m(f)||L4<Q)||an(t)||L4(g) + ||Vm(t)||L“(Q)||D2Vn(t)||L2(Q)) IVAV, (D12
< C IVl @ IVl @IV Ve Ol @ IV AV (D) 1200)

+ Cllm®)ll g2 (||D2m(t)”H1(Q)||an(t)||H1(Q) + ||Vm(t)”H2(Q)||D2Vn(t)”L2(Q)) IVAV, (D120
<e f VAV (0)Pdx + C(e) (IIm)l3,q, + ImOIE 0 MO ) n DI -
Q
By proceeding in a similar way for the terms I'; and I'5, we derive

I <e f VAV, (OPdx + C(&) (ImOl g, + ImOIE e ImOIEs g Ve OB -
Q

Is<e f VAV, (0P dx + C©) )y g Va (O -
Q

For the term I'y and I's, doing an integration by parts, using the property (a X b) - b = 0 and
proceeding as above, one can get that

Iy=- f (Vi x Av,) VAv, dx < |[Vm(®)|| =@ lAv, (Dl 2 IVAV.(Dll12()
Q
<e fg VAV OPdx + C©) MOl g 19Ol

I's :—f[anXu+vn><Vu]VAvndx
Q
< Vvl @ llu@ll 2@ IV AV (Dl 2) + [VaOll 2@ [IVu(Dll 20 VAV (D] 2(02)
<e fg VAV (OFdx + C() [y Vn (D

For the term I, an integration by parts followed by Holder’s inequality and continuous embeddings
HY(Q) — L*(Q), H(Q) — L¥(Q) and H*(Q) — L™(Q), we derive

r6:f[Vv,,><(m><u)+vnx(meu)+vn><(m><Vu)]VAvndx
Q

< IVl s llm(O|l s @ 1)l 3 ) IV AV, (D] 12 ()
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+ vallz=) (||Vm(l)||L4(Q)||M(f)||L4(Q) + ||m(f)||L°°(Q)||Vu(l)||L2(Q)) IVAV, (Dl 1202

<e f IV AVLOF dx + C(€) IOl e (DI, 7O B
Q

We can obtain an estimate similar to I'¢ for I'; as well. By substituting all these estimates in
equation (3.4) and choosing a suitable value for € and adding with (5.3)), we get

= (IO, + 18O 0y) + V9O, + IVAVUOI

< C gy, + C |14 1O IO g + 1O 1O g | 1l (5.5)

By invoking Lemma[2.2] |[v,|lp2q) < C (Ilvnll 2@ + [1Av,]| Lz(g)) and applying Gronwall’s inequality,
we obtain the uniform bounds for {v,} in L0, T; H*(Q)) :
sup (an(t)”I%Z(Q) + ||Avn(t)||iZ(Q)) < C#(Q’ T3 Vo, &, M, l/l), (56)
1€[0.7]

where

2 2 2
Co Q. T.vo. g.m,u) = C(IVoll2aqy + 1AVOI 0 + 1815207500 c)

2

2 2
Xexp{c (T + ”m” L""(O,T;Hz(Q))||u||L2(0,T;H1(Q))) }

2
Loo(O’T;HZ(Q)) | |m| |L2(O,T;H3(Q)) + ”m”

By integrating (5.3) over (0, t) and employing the uniform bounds for v, in L*(0, T; H*(Q)) from
inequality (3.6), we have

T
f(; (llvvn(T)lliz(Q) + ||VAVn(T)||iz(Q)) dr < Cy(Q, T, v, g, m, u). (5.7)
Hence, from (3.6) and (3.7)), {v,} is uniformly bounded in L*(0, T; H*(Q)) N L*(0, T; H*(Q)). Tak-

ing H' norm of {(v,),} in equation (3.2)), using the estimates from Section 2.1l and substituting the
uniform bounds for {v,} from estimates (3.6) and (5.7)), we derive

T
f (10D @2y + IV @D q,) dT < Col(Q T, vo, g m, ).
0

Therefore, we also get that {(v,),} is uniformly bounded in L?(0,T; H'()). By Aloglu weak*
compactness and reflexive weak compactness theorems (Theorem 4.18, [27]), we have

Ve — v weaklyin L*(0,T; H3(Q)),
v, — v weak*in L™(0,T; HX(Q)),
() — v, weaklyin L2(0,T;H'(Q)), as n — .

Again as a result of Aubin-Lions-Simon lemma (see, Corollary 4, [29]), we can get a sub-
sequence of {v,} such that v, — v strongly in L*(0, T; H3(Q)) and C([0, T]; H'(Q)). Using these
strong convergence and results similar to Lemma 3.1l we can show v is indeed a regular solution
of (3.1I). Also, since the problem is linear, uniqueness can be directly shown by setting vi —v, = w,
where v; and v, are regular solutions of (3.1)) and deriving an L? estimate for w as in (3.3)) followed
by the application of Gronwall’s inequality. Hence the proof. m|

Before stating the optimality conditions satisfied by (m,u), we analyze the differentiability of
the control-to-state operator.
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Proposition 5.1. (Fréchet differentiability of control-to-state map) If system 2.13) has a regular
solution for some w € Uy, then there exists an open neighbourhood U of w in Uy such that
for any u € U and initial data my, we have a regular solution m, in W"(0, T; H*(Q), H'(Q)).
Also, the control-to-state map G : U — W0, T; H*(Q), H (Q)) defined by G(u) = m, is of
class C*®. Moreover, if z = DG(u) - h, for some u € Ui and some h € L*(0,T; H(Q)), then
z€ WH(0, T; H (Q), H (Q)) is a unique regular solution of the following linearized system:

22— Az =2m(Vm-Vz) = |VGmPPz —zX Am —m X Az —z7Xu
+zXmXu)y+mxX@ZXu)—-mxh+mx(mxh)=0 in Qr,

g—;:O on 0Qr,

2(0) =0 in Q.

(5.8)

Proof: Consider amap F : M x Uz — L*(0,T; H'(Q)) x H*(Q) defined by
F(m,u) = (mt—Am—|Vm|2m—m><Am—m><u+m><(m><u), m(O)—mo),

where we recall that M = W20, T; H*(Q), H'(Q)). Before going to prove the Fréchet differ-
entiability of the control-to-state operator G, we need to prove that of the map F. The mapping
(m, u) — (m, — Am, m(0)) is linear and bounded from M x Uz — L*(0, T; H' (Q)) x H*(Q).

In order to obtain the Fréchet differentiability of the other nonlinear terms |Vm|*m, mxAm, mXu
and m X (m X u), we estimate each terms as follows. By applying Holder’s inequality and the
embeddings H'(Q) — L*(Q), H*(Q) — L*(Q), we get

Fi(m,¢,u,0) = [Von + @)P(m + @) = [Vm* m = [Vm|* ¢ — 2m (Vm - Vo)
= || [Vl + ¢ Vo + 2¢ (Vm - V)|

L2(0,T;L*(Q))
L2(0,T;L2(Q))

2
<C ||m||L°°(o,T;H2(Q))||90||L°°(0,T;H2(Q))||90||L2(0,T;H2(Q)) +C “‘P”Loo(o’T;Hz(Q))”QOHLZ(O,T;HZ(Q))

2 3
<C ||m||L°°(0,T;H2(Q))||(Q0’ Q)HMXLZ(O,T;HI(Q)) +C ”(()03 H)HMXLZ(O,T;HI(Q))’

Fy(m,p,u,0) = || (m+ @)X A(m+ @) —mxXAm —m X Ap — ¢ X Am”LZ(o,T;LZ(Q))

2
= |l % A90||L2(0,T;L2(Q)) < C llellz=.r:m2@pllellz2 0,720 < C I, 9)||MxLz(O,T;H1(Q))-
For the control terms, we obtain that

F3(m,¢,u,0) = || (m+)Xu+60)—mxu—@Xu—mx 0||L2(O,T;L2(Q))

= |l X Ol 20722000 < C lloo,r:m1 @Ol 200,7:01 @) < C lI(e, 9)||3waz(o,T;H1(Q))
and
F4(m,@,u,0) = ||(m+g0)><((m+g0)><(u+9))—mx(mXu)—gox(mXu)

—m X (¢ Xu) —m X (mX|07r.20)
=|mX(@EX0)+exX(MmXO)+@X(@EXu)+¢X(pXx 0)||L2(0,T;L2(Q))
< C llellz=@,r:m2@)l@llL=0,7;11 2)) (||M||L2(0,T;H1(Q)) + ||9||L2(0,T;H1(Q)))
+ C Imllz=o,7;m2 ) 1@l 0.7;m @) 1l 20,7301 (02))
< C Il @@ Oz iy + € 160 Oz partin,

2
+C ||u||L2(0,T;H1(Q))||(€0’ H)HMXLZ(O,T;HI(Q))'
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Now, dividing each F;(-) by [|(¢, O pixr20,7:11 ))» We can directly see that
Fi(m,p,u,0)
(e, 9)||MxL2(0,T;H1(Q))

Therefore, F(-,-) is Fréchet differentiable on M X U%. In fact, we can show that F is of class C*.
Moreover,

— 0 as [|(¢, 9)||MxL2(0,T;H1(Q)) —-0,i=1,---,4.

OF
) v = (vt — Av = 2m(Vm - Vv) — [Vmf*v — v X Am
m

—mXAv—vXu+v><(m><u)+m><(v><u),v(0)).

It is evident that %= (m, u) - v = (g, vo) with (g, vo) € L*(0, T; H'(Q)) X H*(Q), ‘Z—V’;’ = 0 if and only if
v solves the system (3.1)).

From the existence and uniqueness result (Theorem[3.1)) of the linearized system (5.1), it is clear
that 2- (m,,, u) is an isomorphism from M onto L*(0, T; H'(€)) x H*(Q) for every (m, u) € MXUk.
If m,, is a regular solution of the system (I.2)) corresponding to the control w € Ug, we have
F(m,,w) = (0,0). Applying the implicit function theorem, we deduce that there exists an open
neighborhood U c Uy of w and a mapping G : U — M defined by G(u) = m,, such that

F(G(u),u) = (0,0) foreveryue U,
and G is of class C*. Hence, taking Gateaux derivative of F' with respect to u using chain rule, we
obtain
D,,F(G(u),u) o [D,G(u) - h] + D,F(G(u),u) - h = (0,0) V heL*0,T;H' ().

Further, note that D, F(m,,u) - h = (—m X h + m X (m X h),0). By setting D,G(u) - h = z and
taking note of g = [m X h —m x (m x h)] € L*(0, T; H'(Q)), we conclude that D,,F(G(u),u) - z =
(m X h —m X (m X h),0) if and only if z is a regular solution of the linearized system (5.8]) by
Theorem[5.1l Hence the proof. m|

Remark 5.1. By extending the value of R in the control set Ur and applying Proposition on
this modified set, we can conclude that the set of controls in L*(0, T; H'(Q)) for which there exists
a regular solution in M forms an open set.

Next, we study the solvability of the adjoint problem. While obtaining the first-order necessary
conditions, instead of working with the strong solution of the adjoint equation, we will work with
the weak one. So, a weak formulation of the adjoint problem (2.13) is given below. Suppose (-, -)
denotes the inner product between H'(€2) and H'(Q)".

Definition 5.1. A function ¢ € L*(0, T; H (Q)) with ¢, € L*(0, T; H (Q)*) is a weak solution of the
adjoint system if for each y € H'(Q), the following hold:

@) =P ) + (Vo, V) = —(V(p X m), Vi) + (Am X ¢, ) + (U X ¢, ) + 2((m - $)Vim, Vi)
+ (VI e, ) + (¢ X M) X Uy ) + (¢ X (M X W), ) + (M — mg, ) fora.e. t €[0,T],
(i) ¢(T)=m(T)—mgq in Q.

Theorem 5.2. Let (m,u) € W'(0, T; H*(Q), H'(Q)) X Uy be the regular solution pair of (L2).
Then the adjoint system @2.13) has a unique weak solution ¢ € W'-2(0, T; H(Q), H'(Q)*). More-
over, the adjoint state ¢ satisfies the following estimation:

2 2
||¢”L2(0,T;H1(Q)) + ||¢’”L2(O,T;H1(Q)*)
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< C(H;ﬁ(T) - mQHiZ(Q) + ”% - md”iz(O,T;Lz(Q))) (59)

T
X ||;ﬁ||zl‘:°°(0,T;H2(Q)) exp {Cjo\ (”;ﬁ(t)”?ﬂ(g) + |rﬁ(t)||§_11(g)) dt}

Proof: The proof follows the Galerkin method used in Theorem[3.1l Recall that the eigenfunctions
{w j}‘;.‘;1 of the operator —A + I forms an orthonormal basis in L*(€2) and orthogonal basis in H'(Q)

and H?(Q). For each n, we want to find a solution ¢, = 2i=1 &in(®)w; of the following approximated
systemfor j=1,---,n:
—(8,(), w)) + (Vu(1), Vw)) = —=(V(g, (1) X m(1)), Vw;) + ((Am(t) X ¢,(1)), w;)
+ (1) X gu(0)), w)) + 2(((2) - $o(£))Vin(t), Vw;) + (IVi(0) pu(1), W)
+ ((@a(1) X m(D)) X U(t), w;) + ($a(t) X (M) X U()), W) + (ML) = ma(1), w;),
The system (3.10) is equivalent to a system of linear ODEs for the functions gy, - - , g... The
solvability of the ODEs and (3.10) follow from a similar argument to Theorem 2.1l
Multiplying (5.10) by g;,(f) and summing over j = 1, ...,n, we get

1d ~ P
5 IO g + fg Vu()Pdx = - fg V(b X 7) - V4, dx + fg Vi Igul? dx

(5.10)

+2f(<%-¢n>m>-wndx+f«qsnx%)xm-asndwf@—m»-wx,
Q Q Q

where we also employed the property a - (@ X b) = 0. Now, applying Holder’s inequality and
embedding H'(Q) — L*(Q), H*(Q) — L*(Q) and (2.4), we have

1d ) 1 )
—EEII%(I)IILz@ﬁ §L|V¢”(t)| dx

< () = maOl 2y + € (ITDI 0, + T ) ) a0
By taking integration from t to T and then applying Gronwall’s inequality, followed by the inequal-
ity llgn(Dll 2 ) < lp(T)llz2(), We derive

T
IOl + f fg Vo ()Pdxds < 2T ~ mall g, + 7~ malZag 7.120y) (5.11)

T
X exp {Cf (Hﬁl(s)nip(g) + ”FIZ(S)H%_II(Q)) dS}, Vt € [0’ T)
0

From estimate (3.11), it is clear that {¢,} is uniformly bounded in L*(0, T; L*(Q))NL*(0, T; H'(Q)).

Next, we obtain the bound for {¢,(¢)}. Fix any v € H 1(Q) with ||v]] m@ < 1. We can split v as
v = vi + v, where v; € span{w;};_, and (vo,wi) = 0,k = 1, ..., n. Since the functions {w;};? | are
orthogonal in H'(Q), [villm@) < IVllm@ < 1. Taking w; = v; in equation (5.10) and applying
Holder’s inequality, the embeddings H'(Q) — L*(Q) for p € [1, c0) and the fact that |m| = 1, we
estimate the right-hand side terms of (3.10):

(V(@u(t) x m(1)), Vvi) < [[m@)l =) IV (Dl 21 VVill2) + 100Dl 2@ I V@)l 4V Vil 2@

< Cllm(Oll 2@ lldn Ol @ lIVilla )

(VIO a(t), v1) < IVI@OI 4 0 Dl 201 | 4@) < CIION G20 180Dl IVl 1100 -
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The same bound holds for the terms (Am X ¢,,v,) and ((m - ¢,)Vm(t), Vv,). Further, we have the
following estimates for the control terms:

((t) X ¢n(2)), v1) < @)l 3 @llPn (Ol 2 Vil 2
< Cllu@)|lg@llen Ol 2l Vill e @)
((pn () X m(1)) X ult), v1) < gl 2 1Ml [l 2@ V1l 4
< Cllullg @ llgnOll2 Vil @)-

By combining all the above estimates, using (¢,,v) = (¢,,v:) and [|vi|[z1q) < 1, we obtain from

(3.10) that
K, )| < C(||%(f)||12qz(g)||¢n(l)||H1(Q) + [l @ ln (DIl 20y + Nlm(r) = md(l)”LZ(Q))-

As the above estimate holds for every v € H'(Q), we obtain upon integration on [0, T] that

T
’ 2 ~n4 2 2 2
jo\ ||¢n(t)||H1(Q)*dt S C(||m||L°°(0,T;H2(Q))||¢"”L2(O,T;H1(Q)) + ”FIZ”LZ(O’T;HI(Q))”(pn”l‘oo(o’T;LZ(Q))

~ 2
+||m - md”LZ(O,T;LZ(Q))) . (512)

Therefore, {¢/} is uniformly bounded in L*(0, T; H'(Q)*). In view of (3.11)) and (5.12)), appealing
to Aloglu weak* compactness and reflexive weak compactness theorems, we have

¢, — ¢ weaklyin L*0,T;H(Q)),

w*

¢, — ¢ weak’in L>(0,T;L*(Q)), (5.13)
@, N ¢ weaklyin L*(0,T;H'(Q)*), as n — oo.

The Aubin-Lions-Simon lemma (see, Corollary 4, [29]) establishes the existence of a sub-

sequence of {¢,} (again denoted as {¢,}) such that ¢, N ¢ strongly in L*(0,T; L*(Q)). Using
this strong convergence along with weak-weak* convergences from (5.13)), we can verify that Def-
inition [3.1}(i) holds true for every ¢ € span(w;,w»,...). Further, as such functions are dense in
H'(Q), it holds true for every ¢ € H'(Q), almost every ¢ € [0, T].

Since ¢ € L*(0,T; H'(Q)), ¢, € L*(0,T; H'(Q)*), we infer that ¢ € C([0, T1; L*(Q)). It is suffi-
cient to verify the terminal condition ¢(T) = m(T) — mq in a standard way. Finally, combining the
estimates (3.11)) and (3.12)), and using the sequential lower semi-continuity of ¢,, we obtain the
estimate (3.9). The uniqueness of weak solutions of the linear adjoint system (2.13)) follows from
an estimate similar to (3.11). The proof is thus completed. m|

5.1. Optimality Conditions. Let G : U4 — M be the control-to-state operator defined by G(u) =
m,, as in Proposition 3.1l where m, € M is a regular solution of the system (L.2) associated with
the control u. Define a reduced cost functional 1 : U — R by I(u) = J(G(u),u). The optimal
control problem (OCP) can be redefined in terms of the reduced functional as follows:

minimize 7 (u)

(MOCP){ et

Next, we prove the first-order necessary optimality condition for the modified problem (MOCP)
given by the variational inequality. To characterize the optimality condition in a concise structure,
we employ the classical adjoint problem approach.
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Proof of Theorem2.4: Let u € U 4 be an optimal control of (MOCP) with associated state m. For
any optimal solution u, the functional 7 (-) must satisfy the following inequality:

IT(u+ewu—-u) -1
D, I@(u - ) = lim (it ew—u) 1@,
€— €
since the control-to-state operator G(-) is Fréchet differentiable by Proposition [5.1l Fréchet differ-
entiability of the functional 7 (-) follows by the chain rule. Setting 2 = u — u, it is easy to see from
the definition of J(:, -) that

DuI@ ~h = ij(G@’m o [DMG@ : h] + DuJ(G@’m “h
:f ﬁ-hdxdt+f W-Vhdx+f(r%(x,T)—mQ)-z(x,T)dx
Qr Qr Q

YueU,, (5.14)

+ f ((x, 1) — ma(x, 1)) - z dx dt, (5.15)
Qr

where z = D,G(w) - (u—u) € W0, T; H*(Q), H'(Q)) is a unique regular solution of the linearized
system (3.8) with 4 = u — u. The main idea here is to express the last two integrals of (5.13) by
using the weak solutions (Theorem [5.2)) of the adjoint system (2.13).

By testing (2.13) with z and doing space integration by parts yield that

T
—f <¢t,Z>dt+f V¢-Vzdxdt+f V(¢ xm)-Vzdxdt— (Am X ¢) - z dx dt
0 Qr Qr

Qr

| Gx¢)-zdxdi-2 (r71-¢)(Vr71-Vz)dxdt—f|V%|2¢-zdxdt (5.16)
Qr

QT QT

- ((pxm)xu)-zdxdt— (px(mxu)-zdxdt= (m—my)-zdxdt.

Qr Qr Qr
Since z € H'(0,T; H'(Q)) and ¢ € H'(0, T; H'(Q)*), time integrating by parts leads to the identity

T T
f (z;, @) dt + f (¢, 2) dt = f (m(x,T) —mgq) - z2(x,T) dx. (5.17)
0 0 Q

On the other hand, testing the linearized system (5.8]) with ¢ and integrating by parts, we get
T
f (z,p) dt = —f Vz-V¢dxdt+2f (r71-¢)(Vﬁ-Vz)dxdt+f \Vin|*z - ¢ dx dt
0 Qr Qr Qr

+ (zxA%)-qﬁddef(%xAz)-qﬁdde (zXu)-¢dxdt
QT QT

Qr

- (zx(%xm)-qbdxdt—f (mx(zxXu)-¢dxdt
Qr Qr

10
+f(r71xh)-¢dxdt—f (ﬁx(ﬁxh))-gbdxdt::ZJi. (5.18)
QT QT i=1
Notice that the following cross product identities for J5 and Jg hold through Lemma 2.1t

(r71><Az)-¢dxdt:f(¢x%)-Azdxdt:—f V(¢ x i71) - Vz dx dt,
Qr Qr

Qr

—f(%x(zxﬁ))-qﬁdxdt: (mx¢)-(zxu)dxdt = ((¢ xm) Xu)-zdxdt.
Qr Qr

Qr
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Further, applying a similar vector identities for the integrals J4, Js and J; of (5.18)) and substitute

(5.18) into (5.17). Then substituting (3.16)) and (3.17)) into (5.13)), one can notice that most of the

terms cancel and arrive at the following:

Duf(a)-h:f‘ﬁ-hdde Vit - Vhdxdt+f (X h =1 x (i1 x h)) - ¢ dx dt.

Qr Qr Qr

Using (5.14)), and again applying the property (a X b) - ¢ = b - (¢ X a) for the last integral, we get
f u-(u—u)dxdt+ f Vu - V(u—u) dx dt
Qr

Qr
+f (¢ xm) + 1 x (¢ x ) - (u=T0) dxdt 20, ¥ €Uy,
Qr

Hence the proof. O
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