arXiv:2401.10551v1 [math.OC] 19 Jan 2024

Hierarchic control for the coupled fourth order
parabolic equations
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Abstract

In this paper, we obtain a null controllability result for a coupled fourth order parabolic
system based on the Stackelberg-Nash strategies. For this purpose, we first prove the existence
and uniqueness of Nash equilibrium pair of the original system and its explicit expression is
provided. Next, we investigate the null controllability of Nash equilibrium to the corresponding
optimal system. By duality theory, we establish an observability estimate for the coupled fourth
order parabolic system. Such an estimate is obtained by a new global Carleman estimate we
derived.
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1 Introduction and main result

Let T > 0 and N > 2. Assume that Q C RY is a bounded domain whose boundary 952 is regular
enough. Let w,w; and wy be three given nonempty open subsets of 2, and w; Nw = 0(i = 1,2).
Denote by x,, the characteristic function of w. Put @ = Q x (0,7) and ¥ = 9Q x (0,7"). Unless
otherwise stated, we assume that the set of indicators ¢ mentioned in this paper contains ¢ = 1 and
i=2.

Consider the following coupled fourth order parabolic equations:

Y1+ A%y + anyn + a12y2 = 9Xw + hXw, T haXw, 0 Q,
Yot + A%ys + ag1y1 + ageys = 0 in @,
(1.1)
yj =Ay; =0 on %, j=1,2,
yj(2,0) =y} (2) n Q, j=1,2
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where g € L?(wx (0,T)) is the leader control, h; € L?(w; x (0,T)) (i = 1,2) are the follower controls,
y =y 59,1, ha) = (y1,52)7 is the state. ai; = ai;(-,-) € L(Q) (4,5 = 1,2), ¢ € L*(Q)(j = 1,2)
are given functions, and we write y° = (y?, yg)

The aim of this paper is to study the hierarchical control of the coupled fourth order parabolic
equations (ILI). For this purpose, we need to introduce two types of functionals.
(1) The main cost functional:

1
T(g) = 5/ g Pdud. (1.2)
wx(0,T)
(2) The secondary cost functionals:
(07} i i i
Ji(g sh1,he) = —/ 1 =yt al” + ly2 — yb g dedt + M—/ pz|hil*dadt, (1.3)
2 Joiax(o,1) 2 Juix0m)

where «; and p; are positive constants, p. = ps(t) is given in (44]) as a positive function, O; 4 C
Q(i = 1,2) are nonempty open subsets of 2, which represent two observation domains, yfi =
(yid, yéd) € L*(0;4 x (0,T))? are given functions, and y = y(-, -; g, h1, he) is the solution of system
(L) corresponding to the leader g and the followers (hq, h2).

We give the definition of Nash equilibrium pair for the secondary cost functionals J; as follows.

Definition 1.1 For any given leader control g, a follower control pair (hy, ho) is said to be a Nash
equilibrium for (J1,J2), if the following identities

Ji(g; ha, ho) = H}Lin Ji(g; b, ha), Vhy € L*(wy x (0,T)), (1.4)
1

Jo(g; ha, ho) = H}Lin Ja(g; h1,ha), Vha € L*(wa x (0,T)) (1.5)
2

hold.

The main interests in this paper center on the null controllability of coupled fourth order
parabolic system (LLT]) with Stackelberg-Nash strategies, that is, we have two goals:
1. For any given leader control g, prove that the Nash equilibrium for (Jp,J2) exists, denoted by

(7_11 (9), ha (9))-

2. Prove the existence of a leader control g € L?(w x (0,T)) that satisfies
J(g) = mgin J(g; Bl(g)a }_12(9))7 Vg € L2(w X (07T))7 (16)

subjecting to the restriction
y(7Tag7hl(g)7h2(g)) =0 in Qa (17)

where y = y(-,; g, h1(g), h2(g)) is the solution of system (I.T)) corresponding to the leader g and its
Nash equilibrium (h1(g), h2(g)).

Our main result is stated as follows.



Theorem 1.1 Assume that Oy q = Oz 4, denoted as Og, OqNw # O and p; (i=1,2) are sufficiently
large. If
as > ag >0 or —ag >ap>0in (OgNw) x (0,T)

and
/ |y} gl*dadt < +oo, 0,5 =1,2, (1.8)
Ogx(0,T) °

then for any y° = (y9,48) € L?(Q2)?, there exists a control g € L*(w x (0,T)) and the corresponding
Nash equilibrium (h1(g), h2(g)) such that the solution of (1) satisfies (1.6) and (I.7).

In classical control theory, there are two fundamental problems: controllability and optimal
control. Roughly speaking, controllability means that we can find a control to achieve a prede-
termined goal, while optimal control means finding the best way to achieve a goal in a sense.
However, controllability and optimal control can be involved simultaneously in practical problems,
i.e., multi-objective control problems. It is necessary to exert more than one control in order to
accomplish multiple objectives. Therefore, hierarchical control is proposed by Lions in [14] to solve
the control problem of multiple objectives. These objectives may be cooperative or noncoopera-
tive, and achieving multiple objectives means finding some sense of equilibrium. Here we refer to
the Nash equilibrium in Game theory, which was proposed by J. F. Nash in [16], also called the
noncooperative game equilibrium. The main idea of the Stackelberg-Nash strategy (see [17]) is to
choose its own strategy according to the possible strategies of other participants to ensure that one
can obtain the maximum benefit. The leader makes decisions first, and followers choose strategies
based on leader’s decisions. There are numerous studies on the Stackelberg-Nash controllability
for parabolic equations (see [2],[3],[4] and the rich references cited therein). In [7] and [§], the
Stackelberg-Nash exact controllability for the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equations, a special class of
nonlinear fourth-order parabolic equations, was discussed. It is worth mentioning that, [18] studied
the hierarchical exact controllability problem of the fourth-order linear and semilinear parabolic
equations. About coupled parabolic systems, in [I2], the authors analyzed the Stackelberg-Nash
null controllability of a coupled linear parabolic system. Further, the similar problem for linear and
semilinear degenerate parabolic equations was investigated in [I]. However, to our best knowledge,
there are no references considering the Stackelberg-Nash null controllability of system (LTI).

In this paper, we study the hierarchic control based on Stackelberg-Nash strategy for the coupled
fourth order parabolic equations. Hierarchical control problems are generally solved by first proving
the existence of Nash equilibrium pair of the original system, then proving the null controllability
of Nash equilibrium to the corresponding optimal system. Up to now, several authors have already
studied the problem of controllability for the fourth order parabolic equations of one and higher
dimensions (see, for instance, [6],[9],[L1],[I3],[19],[20]). We refer to [10] for the first result for
the Carleman estimate of a fourth order parabolic equation in dimension n > 2. Further, the
controllability of the coupled fourth order parabolic equations was investigated in [5]. Recently,
there are some authors discussing the controllability of fourth order stochastic parabolic equations
(see [19]).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we shall prove the existence
and uniqueness of a Nash equilibrium for (Jq,J2). In Section 3, we transform the existence of
leader control satisfying (I.6) and (I7)) into an observability estimate for a coupled parabolic
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system. Section 4 is devoted to deriving a new Carleman estimate for coupled fourth order parabolic
equations. Based on this, the observability estimate is established in Section 5.

2 Nash equilibrium

In this section, we establish the existence and uniqueness of the Nash equilibrium and give its
explicit expression.

2.1 Existence and uniqueness of a Nash equilibrium

Define the spaces
H; = L*(w; x (0,T)), i=1,2, H=H; x Ho.

and put the operators A; : H; — L*(Q)? by A;h; = y', where y* = (y¢,v4) (i = 1,2) are the
solutions of the following systems

i+ A%+ any) + aroyh = hixe, n Q,
yét + Azyé + aglyi + aggyé =0 in @,
. . (2.1)
y; = Ay =0 on X, j=1,2
yi(z,0) =0 in Q, j=1,2.
For any g € L?(w x (0,T)), we write the solution of (I.T)) as follows
y=y" + 9> +u(g) = Arhi + Asha + u(g),
where u(g) = (u1(g),u2(g))” is the solution of
up s+ A%ug + ap1ug +appus = gxe  in Q,
Uz + A2UQ + asiui + asus =0 in Q,
(2.2)
’LLj:A’LLj:O on E,j:1,2,
uj(z,0) = y?(x) in Q, j=1,2

Thus, the functionals (I.3]) can be written as

Ji(g iha o) = 2 A1+ Asho+u(g) —yi | *dedt + £ P2y dadt
2 Joiax(0,1) 2 Jwix(o,1)
=& syt Aaha— g Pdede + 5 [ g2t
2 Jo, 4x(0,1) 2 Juwix(0,1)
where 7 = v — u(9)xo0,, (i =1,2), and || - || stands for the usual Euclidian norm in R?.

Since the functionals .J,.J are strictly convex, by Definition [T} it follows that (hy,hso) is a
Nash equilibrium for (Ji,J2) if and only if
oJ - .. -
—=(g,h1,ha), b1 ) =0, Vhy € Hi; | 2(g,h1,ha), ha ) =0, Vhy € Ha,
8}11 8h2
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oJ,, - - o
where < a—hl(g, hi, hg), h1> represents Gateauxr derivative of Jy at (g, hi, he) along hy. That is
1

,ul/ ,Oz}_llhl dxdt + 011/ (Alf_ll + Agf_lg — ﬂé) - A1hy dzdt = 0, Yhy € Hy.
w1x(0,T) 01,4x(0,T)
Therefore, (hi, hs) is a Nash equilibrium if and only if
/Li/ piﬁzhz dxdt + ai/ (A17‘Ll + AQBQ - gﬁl) . Azhz dxdt = 0, 1= 1, 2. (23)
wix(O,T) Oi,dx(ovT)
For any (hi,he) € H, it holds that

pi(p2his hi) 12, (0)) + i <Af [(Al}_ll + Asho)lo, , — 1731] : hi)LQ(wx(O . 0, i=1,2,

where (-,-)r2(q) denotes the internal product in L*(Q), and A} € L(L*(Q)? H;) is the adjoint
operator of A;. This implies

pipthi + by [(Adhy + Asha)lo, .| = @izl i =1,2.

For any h = (hy,hs2), we define the operator K = (Ki, K3), where Ky € L(H,H;) and Ky €
L(H, Hy) are given by

Kih = piphi + @i [ (Auhy + Asha)lo,, |, i = 1,2.
Therefore, h = (hy, hs) is a Nash equilibrium pair equivalent to
Kih = a; NS5, i =1,2. (2.4)
Then,
(Kh,h)g = (K1h,h1) g, + (Ka2h, h2)m,

P
= Z mllp*hilliz(wix(w)) + a1(Arht + Asho, Atha) 12(0, 4x(0.1))2 (2.5)
—1

+ag(Arhy + Asha, Aoha)r2(0, 4x(0,1))2-
By applying Cauchy inequality with e, we obtain
Oél(Alhl + Asho, Alhl)Lz(Ol’dx(O,T))z

= a[[Ahallf20, xomye T 01 (M2h2, Atha) 120, 4x(0,1)2

2.6)
aq 1€ (
> a1|[Aihn a0, x oy — 5 MBIz (0, ux0my2 = =5 [82ha2l2(0, 4x (0,12

>~ A2h232 0, 40y =~ 1A2x01 B, Il
where e = 1/2, and [|-|| g, , denotes the norm in £(H3_;, L*(0;4x(0,T))?). We put pg = tén[oi?p] P« (t).
By (2.5) and (2.6]), we have
(Kh, ) = g, + neodllhalif, — SHIA2x0, ol Ihel,
~ 2 AX0s ally I s,
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Then, for u1, s large enough satisfying

azl|Arxo, I, , a1l Azxo, I, ,
M1 > : =, p2 > : — (27)
493 43
we have
(Kh,h)m > 7||hl[, (2.8)

. 3
where 7 = min {,uipg ~ ! ”AiXOS—i,dH%ﬂg,i’d} . By @1), 7 > 0.

We introduce the functional F'(h,q) : H x H — R by F(h,q) = (Kh,q)g. Then, according to
the definition of K, F' is bounded and bilinear. Moreover, by (28], F is coercive. Applying Lax-

Milgram theorem, for any given v € H, there exists a unique h = (hy,hs) € H such that
F(h,q) = (v.q)u, VYq€ H.

Set v = (A}gh, asA352)T, then we have Kh = v and (Z4) holds, where the function h is
the desired Nash equilibrium pair. Thus we deduce the existence and uniqueness of the Nash

equilibrium related to (Ji, J2).

2.2 Explicit expression of the Nash equilibrium pair

We have proved that, for uy, po large enough, there exists a unique Nash equilibrium (hq, k) for
(J1,Jo) in Subsection 21l Moreover, by (Z3)), (h1,he) is the Nash equilibrium pair equivalent to

,ui/ piﬁlﬁzd$dt + Oéi/ (Alf_ll + AQ]_IQ — ﬂé) . Alhldl‘dt =0 ,V]AIZ S Hi. (2.9)
w; X (0,T) 04,ax(0,T)

Since y = A1hy + Asho + u(g), and g5 = yi — u(g)xo; 4, we have Ayhy + Aghg — g = y — y) in
O;a x (0,T). Note that §° = A;h;, by (29), we get

m/ p2hihi dadt + ai/ (1 — Yia) - 01 + (2 — s 0) - 9 dadt = 0, Vh; € H;, (2.10)
wi X (O,T) Oi,d X (07T)

where ' = (¢, 95) is the solution of ([Z]). By (2.I0), we have the following expression of the Nash
equilibrium.

Proposition 2.1 Suppose that u; (i = 1,2) are sufficiently large, then for all g € L?*(w x (0,T)),
there exists a unique Nash equilibrium (h, ha) for (Ji,J2) such that (14) and (I3) hold, simulta-
neously. Moreover,
_ 1 .
hi = = i, 1= 12, (2.11)
(2

where (y1,y2, 94, @h) is the solution of the following coupled system corresponding to a function g:

yie + A%y1 + anyn + a12y2 =gXe— Py P X 15 Px PiXews 0 Q,

Y20 + A%y + ag1y1 + agays = 0 in Q,

—¢he T A%+ angl + azph = ai(yr — v )Xo, in Q, (219)
— 0 ¢ + A%0h + 129 + aznph = (Y2 — yé,d)XOi,d in Q, '
yj=Ay; =0, ¢h = Agl =0 onY, j=1,2,

yj(z,0) = 99 (x), %z, T) =0 inQ, j=1,2.



Proof: We introduce the following adjoint system of (2.)):
—@1 + A%+ ang) + angh = iy — ?Ji,d)XOi,d n @,
—CPQt + A%ph + a190] + aznph = ai(ys — yé,d)XOi,d n Q,

. . (2.13)
©;=Ap; =0 on ¥, j=1,2,

@i (2, T) =0 in Q,j=1,2,

where y = (y1,2) is the solution of (L)), v, = (y?l a yé 4) are given functions. Multiplying the first
and second equations of (ZI3)) by ¢4, ¢4, and integrating them on Q,

Jo @ 9is + 01 A%+ angi i + anghdi dedt = [ ci(yn — i) - Tixo, . dedt,
Jo @5 - U5y + 05 - A5 + a129195 + asaphgh dadt = [, i(y2 — yb 4) - Yoxo, , drdt.
By the first and second equations of (2], we have
Joo 1 (hixw, — a128) + aniphl dwdt = [, ci(yr — v 4) - Gixo, , dwdt,
Jo ¢h(—a219}) + a2 9h dadt = [, ci(y2 — b ) - Jox0, , drdt.

Adding up the above expressions, we have

/ Fihixe, dedt = o / (1 — ) - 5+ (v — v ) - G dadt. (2.14)
Q 0;.4%(0,T)

Combining this with (2.I0), we find that
m/ p2hih; da;dt+/ @' hy dedt =0, Yhy € Hy, i =1,2.
w; x (0,T) w; x (0,T)

This implies
pip2hi + @ixw, =0, i =1,2,

which completes the proof. O

3 Reduction of the null controllability problem

By Proposition 1] we know that, for any control function g, there exists a unique Nash equilibrium
pair (hy,hs). Moreover, the solution of system (ILI)) corresponding to the above control g and
(h1, hg) is also the solution of (2.1Z). Therefore, the null controllability of the system (1)) can be
translated into finding a control § € L?(w x (0,7T)) such that the solution to ([Z.I2)) satisfies

yl(aTvg) = 07 y2(7Tag) =0 in Q? (31)

and
J(g) = mgin J(g9), Yge€ L*w x (0,T)). (3.2)



We consider the following adjoint equations of (Z.12l):

(3.3)

—10 + A% 4 an + ante = a1yixo, , + 027ix0,, 0 Q,
—to1 + APy + a1 + agts = a1v3X0, , + 2V3X0,, 0 Q,
Yo+ A% +ann +ayh = — 52X, in Q,
Vb + A2y 4 ag17} + agvh =0 in Q,
¢j:A1[)j:0,7;-:A7§:0 on X, j=1,2,
¢i(2,T) =97, ~4(x,0) =0 in Q,j=1,2
where T = (¥, 9I) € L?(Q)%. Assume that O14 = Oz 4 = Oy, then ([B3) can be simplified as
follows
—t14 4+ A%y + anty + a2 = (] + a27)xo, in Q,
—tho s + A%y + arphy + agethe = (a17s + a273)x0, in Q,
M+ AP+ an + a7y = =50 i X in Q,
Yoy + A%y + ag1yi + agyh =0 n @,
Pj = Athj =0, 7i = Ay; =0 on ¥, j=1,2,
Yi(, T) =T, 74(x,0) =0 in Q j=12

By the duality theory, we can transform the null controllability of the system (2.12]) with respect

to y into the following observability inequality.

Proposition 3.1 If there exists a constant C' > 0 such that the solutions ¢ and ' = (vi,4%) (i =

1,2) of (534) satisfy
2 ' 2 '
/ |h1 (2, 0)[% da +/ |4ha(z, 0)[? da:—l—Z/ I 2 dxdt+Z/ ha|? dadt
Q Q i—1/Q i=17@Q
< / W [? dedt, ¥ 4T € L3(Q)?,
wx(0,T)

then, the solutions of (2.12) satisfy (31) and (33).

Proof. For any ¢ € L2(2)2, we construct the following functional

~ 1
F@T) = —/ |1 dadt —I—/ Yy (x,0) dx —I—/ Yo (x,0) dx
2 wx(0,T) Q QO
- Z/ Q1Y q drdt — Z/ QiV5Ys g dxdt.
i—1 v 0ax(0,T) i1 Y 04x(0,T)

(3.5)

It is easy to check that F' is continuous and strictly convex. Next, we prove that F is coercive.



By Cauchy inequality with ¢, we have

1
PN 25 [ ol deds
wx(0,T)

2
-z [/ i (, 0) [Pt rw2<x,o>12dx+2/ o]

—— y dx—i—/y da+ / 2|yt Pdadt+ / o2 |yb g Pdadt | .
[/rlr ik Z ol ZOMT i
By (E1)), we deduce that
~ 1 eC
Forys () [
22 ) Juxom

_ [/ 19| dx+/ 9| dm+Z/O 2|Z/1 dl dde—Z/

OdX

A dmdt—i—Z /

Ivs | ddt
Od>< 0 T

2|y§7d|2d:pdt] .

Take ¢ = 1/2C, then

1
PN 25 [ ol det
wx(0,T)

/Iy1| do+ Iy2| dw+Z/

OdX OT

~C 2|y2 dl dfﬂdt]

2|y dl dxdt—l—Z/

OdX 0

Combining ([8) with the above inequality we get that F is coercive. Therefore, there exists a

minimizer 97 such that F(¢T) = o 11[1121%Q F(T). Denote by 1 = ({1, 12) and 4% = (3i,44) the
L

solutions of (3.4]) corresponding to ¢T, and denote by ¢ and ¢ = (v4,~4) the solutions of (3.4
corresponding to ¢! € L%(Q)2. Since (3.4) is a linear system, it follows that

o FWT 4+ 897) = FT)

S 3 =0.

By calculation, this implies that

2 2
/ Y11y dadt — Z/ am{yid dzdt — Z/ ozwéyé,d dxdt
OJX(O7T) i=1 OdX(O,T) i=1 OdX(O,T) (3.6)

+/QZ~/?¢1(ZE,0) dz —I—/ngwg(:n,O) dr = 0.

On the other hand, multiplying both sides of the first four equations of [2.12) by w1, 12,~: and
4, respectively, and integrating them on Q, by (2I2) and (B.3]), we obtain that

/Q [(a1’711XO1,d + a27%x02,d) "Y1+ (a1721XO1,d + O‘2/7§X02,d) ’ y2] dxdt

T
+/ y11de
Q

T
+/ yohodx
10 1
Q(QXw - Ep:%%xwl - E,o*‘zso?xw) -prdadt,

0
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1 S S
/Q <—;p* 2wi¢1xwi> dzdt = /Q [i(y1 — Y1 a) Vi X0, Fai(y2 — Y a) VX0, 4] dadt. (3.8)
1

By B.10) and (3.8]), we have

2 2
g dxdt — / ayiyt o dadt — / sy o dadt
/wx(o,T) Z 0;.4x(0,T) 1oL Z 0;.4x(0,T) 22d

i=1 o i=1
Z/yﬂh dx
Q

T
+ / Y212 dx
0 Q
This implies that, if (B.1]) holds, then

0

2 2

gyn dxdt — / am{yid dzdt — / awgyid dzdt
/wx(O,T) ; 04.a%(0,T) ; 04.a%(0,T) (3.9)

+/Qy(1)¢1($,0) dx + /Qy8¢2(x,0) dz = 0.

Combining (3:6) with ([B3), we know that the control can be taken as § = 91 x.,, making (&) and

B2) hold. O

4 Carleman estimate of the coupled fourth order parabolic system

In order to establish the Carleman estimate of the coupled fourth order parabolic system, we need
to introduce some weight functions:

eAMnllLeo @) e>\(2||77||L°°(Q)+77(~’0))

o(x,t) = T )12 , (4.1)
A (2117l oo () +n())
T(z,t) = T )12 (4.2)
Here n € C4(Q) satisfies

nloa =0, |[Vn| > Co>0in Q\ W/, W' Cw. (4.3)

Set .
o*(t) = maxo(z,t), p(t)=e2 . (4.4)

Q

We recall a known global Carleman estimate for a single fourth-order parabolic equation.

Lemma 4.1 1% There exist constants C > 0 and so,\g > 1, such that for any X > Xg, s >
so(TY? +T) and any solution ¢ of

—¢t+ A2‘P = f in Q7
p=Ap=0 on X, (4.5)
p(@,T) = pr(z) in Q,
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it holds that
[ Lol + ATl X7 A + A (57 T
Q

£ (s7) VAR + 5717 (| + [ A%]?) | dudt (4.6)

< Cy <)\8/ e 259 (s7)" || ?dxdt —I—/ e_2sa|f|2dxdt) ,
wx(0,T) Q

where o € L*(Q), f € L*(Q).

Let 0; = alfy} + 042’)/]2 ( =1,2). Then (34) can be simplified as follows:

—th14 + A%y + a1 + an1he = b1x0, in Q,
—that + A%y + 1991 + azethe = b2x0, in Q,
014+ A2%01 + a1101 + ajobs = —0*_2(%%;1 + %sz)ﬂll in Q,
(4.7)
92,t + A292 + ag161 + a6y = 0 in Q,
Y =AY; =0, 0, =A0;, =0 on X, j=1,2,
Pi(2,T) =], 05(x,0) =0 in Q, j=1,2,
where ij € L*(Q), j=1,2.
In what follows, we put
1) i= [ 727 [Nl + X5(sm) Vol 4 N (o) Al 4 M52 [72
Q
+A2(s7)|[VAQ|? + s 177 (e |2 + |A2p|?) | ddt,
and
po = min p.(t), where p,(t) is given in (4.4]). (4.8)

te[0,7

We derive the following Carleman estimate for (£.7) in this section.

Proposition 4.1 Suppose that OgNw # (0, u; are sufficiently large and asy > ag > 0 or —ag; >
ag > 0 in (Og Nw) x (0,T). Then there exist constants C1 > 0 and A\1,s1 > 1, such that for
any A > A1, > s1, the solution of system ({{.7) satisfies

I(1) + I(the) + I(61) + I(02) < C1AH / or) e” 29 (s7)3 oy | ddt, (4.9)

where Cl == Cl(Q,OJ,p(),Oél,OéQ,ILLl,ILLQ)-

Proof. Since Oy Nw # (), we choose a nonempty open set w’ satisfying w’ C Og N w.
First, applying Lemma [£.] to the solutions ¢; and 6; of (1), respectively, we obtain

I(T[)l) § C(] ()\8/ ( )6_230(87)7|¢1|2d$dt + / 6_2SU|91X0d — a111[)1 — a21¢2|2d:pdt> s
w'x(0,T Q
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[(¢2) < Cy ()\8/ ( )6_250(87')7’1/}2’2d$dt + / 6_280’92X0d — ay — a22w2\2da;dt> ,
w'x(0,T Q

2
1(61) < Co (AS e—28“(87>7|91|2d:vdt+/ e —p:z(ﬂxw%xm)wl—anel—auez\dmdt) :
0,7 Q H1 w2

2
1(92) < Cy ()\8/ 6_280(87')7’92‘2d$dt —l—/ e~ — as by — aggeg‘ da:dt) .
W' x(0,T) Q

Taking a sufficiently large s, it follows that

I(Y1) + I(2) + 1(61) + 1(62)

(4.10)
< Cp\* / o TP+ Wl 0+ 0ot
w'x(0,T

/

Next, we estimate the last two terms in the right-hand side of (£I0]). Choose a nonempty set w’
satisfying w’ C w” C Oy Nw, and take a cut-off function ¢ € C*°(RY) such that
0<&é<1inRYN, ¢=1inu, suppé C ", and

V¢ N Ag V3¢

g LT, G5 e L7, 5 € L@,

VAE
51/2

A2
e L)V, Sl—/g € L>=(Q).

We define § = e=2%9(s7)7. By [@7) and £|sq = 0, VE|gq =0, &li=0 =0, S|i=r = 0, we get

COAS/ e 259 (s7)7|61)?ddt + Co)\s/ e™ %9 (s7)7|0o | dadt
w'x(0,T) w’x(0,T)

< COAS/ 5£|01|2dxdt+00>\8/ 66|62 dxdt
Od X (O,T) Od X (O,T)

= Co)\g/ 6601 (—b14 + A%y + a1y + agiipo)dxdt
OdX(O,T)
+Co)\8/ 5592(—1#2715 + A2¢2 + a121 + aghs)dxdt
OdX(07T)
= Cox® [ [11(0800)e + 1 %(5601) + tr0€an 61 + vadan ] dod (4.11)
Q
+CoA® / [12(5602)¢ + 2 A>(5602) + 1h10€ar2s + P26€aznbs] drdt
Q

= CoX\3 [ 166(014+A%01 +a1101+a1202) + 10206 (02,4 + A0 +ag1 01 +agabh)dxdt
Q

2
+COA8Z/ ¥; [(8€):0,+ A2(5)0;+4V A(SE)-VO;+2A(88)- Ab; +2V3(5¢) - AY;
i=1"Q
+2A(5€) - V20, + 4V(5¢) - VAG;] dadt.
On the one hand, it is calculated by (£1)) and (£2) that

|6:] < Ce™259(sT)10 |V6| < Che™257(s7)8,  |AS| < CN%e7259(s7)7,

(4.12)
|V26] < CA2e7259(s7), [VAS| < CA3e2%9(s7)10, |A25] < CNte™ 257 (s7) 1L,

12



On the other hand, we obtain from (7)) that
B [ 0106010+ A%1 + a0 +ants) dode
Q
Ly, O a
= / ¢15£p*2(__1>(w1 - _2Xw2)¢1 dxdt
Q M1 M2
<O / V36 dedt = C) / e~ 259 (s7) |4y |2 dadt,
1% (0,T) 1% (0,T)
and
Iy = / P20€ (02,0 + A0 + 2161 + axbs) drdt = 0.
Q
Further, by (£I2]) and Holder’s inequality, for any € > 0, we have

Iy = / 1;(08):0; dwdt = / ;080 dwdt
Q Q
< / ¥;0;0; dzdt < C’/ V06725 (s7)10 dadt
W' % (0,T) (0,7)
< e sy ot + [ e or)fg P,
2e Juwrx(0,1) W’
Q
- / Pi0;(A%6 - £ +AVAS - VE+ 2068 - AL +2V%0 - AL 4 2A6 - V3¢
Q
+4V6 - VAE + 6 - A2%) dadt

/1/;] (A5 - €+ 4VAS - V£ €2 42N -
£2 3 3

2
Vf €2 4 4V5 - VAIS €245 =2 €2) dadt
£2 £2 55
< 0/ 0;0,(1A25] + [VAS| + |AS] + V25| + V6] + |6])dadt
w//X )

8 b
< E/ 6_250(87')16|1[)j|2d117dt+ %/ 6_230(37)6|9j|2d$dt,
W x(0,T) W' x(0,T)

l>
l>

§ §

N[

§%+2V5 €

N
N

+2A6 -

2

I5 = / wj : v9] : VA((Sf) dxdt
)\6C

6_280(87)16|1[)j|2d:17dt + g/ 6_25"(37')4|V9j|2d:17dt,
26 ”X(O,T) 2

w'" x(0,T)

Iﬁ = / ¢j : AQJ : A(ég) dxdt

)\4
¢ &2 (5715 [t + &
26 w" % (0,T) 2 w' x(0,T)

13
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I7 = / T/Jj . AHJ . V2(5£) dxdt
Q

e

< —

e” 29 (s7) |92 dadt + %/ e~ 29 (s7)3| A9, | dxdt,
2e Jurx(o,1) 2 Ju

"% (0,T)

Ig = / W; - V20 - A(6€) dudt
Q
4
_Xe

< — e~ (s7) 10y | dadt + g/ e~ (s7)2| V20| *dadt,
2¢ w" x(0,T)

w'"x(0,T)

and

Iy = / b; - VAG; - V(6¢) dadt
Q
\2C
<

< 6_2SJ(ST)15‘¢j’2dxdt+ it 6—25"(37)\VA6j\2da;dt.
2 Juwrx(o,1)

2 Jurx(o,1)

Substituting the above inequalities of I7 to Ig into (A1), by (€I0), and taking e sufficiently small,
we obtain

(1) + I(th2) + 1(01) + 1(62)

(4.13)
< CpA6 / e (s7) Oy [Pdadt + CoA' / €27 (s7) 'O aho |*dadit.
w'" % (0,T) w'" x(0,T)

Now, we deal with the last term in (ZI3]). Let @ be a subset of OgNw, such that w” C & C OgNw.
Take a cut-off function £ € C°(RY) satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1,in RY, £ =1, in w”, suppé C &, and

Ve

51/2

Vo
' gL/2 Z1/2

VAE
51/2 <

A%
A L)V —5€L°°(Q).

L=(Q) (©), (N, v

Define § = e~ 257 (s7)'6. Notice that ag; > ag > 0 in (Og Nw) x (0,T) and €|sq = 0, VE|sq =
0, 0lt=0 =0, d|t=p = 0. By (@), with the same argument as in ([@.I1]), we have

ao/ e 259 (s7)10)ahg|? dxdt = ao/ 6&| 1o |? dadt

w'"x(0,T) w'"x(0,T)

< / 0€an|o|? drdt < / 0&pa (114 — Ay — anhy + O1x0,) drdt (4.14)
w'" x(0,T) Q

= / | —1(8€02); — ¥18%(5602) — and€ynvs + 301vavo, | drdt.
Q

Note that

0] < Ce™259 ()19, |V3| < Che™ 257 (s7)17,  |AS| < CA2e 257 (s7)18,
~ ~ ~ (4.15)
V26| < ONX2e7259(s7)18,  |[VAS| < OX3e7259(s7)1,  |AZ5] < CA*e™259(s7)20,

Denote by K; to K4 the items in the right hand side of ([@I4]), respectively. By the definition of §~ ,

14



Hélder’s inequality and (4.15]), we have

K < /Q |41(3€x02)¢| dwdt = /Q |101€(0pba + 0tpoy)| dadt

< / lp120aBy + 10,8 dudt
&% (0,T)
%
2¢ Jax(o,1)
C’
v / &2 (s7) b2 v,
wx(0,T)

Ce

< (s dadt + [ B (sl dade
2 Jax(,r)

Ky < /Q |11 A2 (6€aps)| dadt

= /QT/Jl(AZ(Sg) Py + AVA(E) - Vaby + 2A(6€) - Athy + 2V2(5€) - Ay
F2A(E) - V2ho + 4V (6E) - VAYy + 66 - A%epy) dudt

8
< &/ e 257 (s7)*4 ¢y | dadt + g/ e 257 (s7)%|ho|? dadt
&x(0,T)

€ Jaox1) 2

LG e™ 29 (s7) | Vapo|? dadt + — / e™ 259 (s7)3| Adpo|* daxdt
2 Jax(,1) % (0,T)
g/ €™ 259 (s7)2| V24 |? dadt + %/ e 29 (s7)|V Ao |? dadt
2 @wx(0,T) 2 wx(0,T)

+ & / e (s7) M Ay ddt,
2 Jax(,r)

28”(87’)26|1/)1|2 dxdt + %/ 6_280(87)6|¢2|2 dxdt,
Ox(0,T) ©x(0,T)

S/ |a110&1¢o| dadt
C
2_

and

Ky < /Q |0601¢2x0, | dwdt S/

wx(0,T
1 1

< —/ e 159 (s7)32|apy | dadt + —/ 01]% dadt.
2 Jox0,1) 2 Jox0,1)

) ‘ e 25 (s7)100,4hy | dadt

We take a sufficiently large s, such that e=27(s7)?¢ < & < 1, then

1
K, < —/ e 25 (s7)5 9o |? dadt + —/ |01]? dxdt.
&% (0,T) 2 Jaox(0,1)

15



Similarly, the above estimates still hold when —a9; > ag > 0 in (Og Nw) x (0,7"). We substitute
the estimates of K1, Ko, K3 and Ky into (£14]). By (£13]), we get

I(Y1) + I(2) + 1(61) + 1(62)

(4.16)
< O / e™ 257 (s7)34opy | dxdt + CoA'E / |0:1|?dxdt.
ox(0,T) ©x(0,T)

We will finally estimate the local term concerning 6;. By the classical energy estimates for the
third and fourth equations in (&.7)), we have

2 2
/(\91\2 1652 dadt < Co(°L + O‘—g)/ 1p= 20 |? dadt, (4.17)
Q M1 H2 JQ

where Cy = Co(Q,w, T, [la11 || e () |12l Lo (@) [|a21[| Lo (@), a2zl Lo (@))-
Since p;* < e72%7 take uy, po sufficiently large, then the right term of (£17) can be absorbed

by I(1), by (@I6) and (@I7), it holds that

(1) + I(h2) + I(6h) + 1(62) < 01)\24/ o) e (s7)* oy |[Pdadt, (4.18)

then the desired estimate in Proposition 1] follows. O
5 Observability of the coupled fourth order parabolic system

Proposition 5.1 Suppose that OgNw # 0, u; are sufficiently large and asy > ag > 0 or —ag >
ap > 0 in (OgNw) x (0,T). Then there exists a positive constant C, such that for all T € L*(Q)?,

the solutions v and v = (vi,7%) (i = 1,2) of (3.4) satisfy

2 2
/y¢1(x,o)\2 d:c+/ |4ha(z, 0)[? da:—i—Z/ I 2 dxdt+Z/ a|? dadt
Q Q i=17@Q i=17@Q

<C [ |? dadt.
wx(0,T)

(5.1)

Proof. Let 7j € C'[0,T] be a function satisfying:
0<#<1inl0,7], 7=1in[0,7/2], 7 =0 in [3T/4,T], || < C/T.

Multiplying both sides of the first two equations of (£7]) by 7y and 9, respectively, and inte-
grating them in €, by Holder’s inequality, we have

1d 5 ~
~5p [ @0t [ 580+ | AvP)da

= _/Qﬁall‘¢1’2dx—/{277@22W2‘2d$—/9ﬁ(a12+a21)¢1¢2d$

2
< axt (o) /Q i P + llaza| z=(0) /Q il [2de

larz| Lo (@) + llaz1 || _ _ L[
pleelem@ el (f gy pars [ epar) - [ awh o

1 5 - N
——/Qnt(T/J%+1/1§)da:+/991?7¢1>(0dd$+/992771/12Xodd35

2

1 [ 1 [
w5 [+ vdde+ 5 [ a6} + ).
Q Q
16



This implies that

~ G LW e +2 [ (A + s

(5.2)
< (1+2A)/Qﬁ(¢%+w§)d:c+/ﬂﬁ<0%+0%)dw—/gﬁt(w%+w%)dx

where A := Z Z llaij || Lo (@)- Multiplying both sides of (5.2]) by e0+240t and integrating it in [0, T7,
=1 j=1
we obtain

T
/ ;t < (24 / (T + 5 dx) dt+2/ / eI T2 (| Aupy |2 + | Ao |?)ddt
0

(5.3)
< / / e+ (92 4 92)ddt — / / eI T2V (Y2 4 y3)dwdt.
0o Ja o Ja
Noticing that
7| < C/T in [T/2,3T/4]; 7 = 04n [0,T/2) U (3T /4,T7,
and by (53]), we get
—elr+24) / (03 + v)da + 2 / [ A P
2 / / el 24 <1Aw112+ Ao
/ / U292 4 92V dadt + — / / A2t (2 4 op2)dadt.
Since e(1*24)* have lower and upper bounds in [0, 7], we have
3
[ (10 + vata 0o+ [* [ (80P + 18w Pdeds
Q 0 Jo (5.4)

< Cy (/O%T/Q(Hf+6§)dazdt+/fT/Q(1/J%+¢§)dﬂcdt>_

On the other hand, for any 7 € [0,7/2], we multiply both sides of ([5.2)) by e(!+24) and integrate
it in [7,T], then

T
/ 4 < (1+24) / (W2 + 12 d:c> dt+2/ / e 2N A P + | Ao davdt

(5.5)
/ / 712 (02 4 02)dadt — / / e 2 2 4 y2)dadt.
T Q
Since 7(T) = 0, 7(1) = 1, and e(!*24* is bounded in [0, T], we obtain
[ (st + o 7))
(5.6)

3 3
<C al 2 2 al 2 2
<Oy (16117 + |62]")dzdt + (|1 |* + eb2|*)dxdt | .
0 Q z Q
17



Integrating (5.6]) with respect to 7 in [0,7'/2] , we arrive at

% 2 2
A Awu+meMt

3 3T (57)
4 2 2 4 2 2
< Oy (101]° + |02|7)dxdt + (|11 + [th2|*)dzdt | .
0 Q £ Ja
Combining (5.4) with (&.7), it holds that
T
2 2 2 2 2 2 2
[ (@0 + wala 0o+ [* [ (nf 4 1ol + B0+ |8 P
Q 0o Jo
s ap (5.8)
<C, ( |7 [ gaPydnae+ [ [ unl + wwxdt) .
0 Q Z Ja
Define the function
oL 0<t<Z,
(t)y=9 , 1 g (5.9)
t2(T'—t)2, 5 <t<T,
and the following associated weight functions
g — eAmliLeo @) — e>\(2||77||L°°(Q)+77(~’0)) 5 10
O'(.Z', )_ l(t) ) ( . )
(2l oo () +n(2))
T(z,t) = , where 7 is as in (4.3]). (5.11)

1(t)

Since &(,t) and 7(z,t) have lower and upper bounds in  x [0,7/2], similar to (5.8]), we have

(o 00 + a0 + Ty g60) + T g02)

3
4
< Oy (/ /(\91]2 1052 dxdt+/ / (Jt1 + || )da;dt)
where Ijq 4 (¢ / / ~259 (57)5)1p| dmdt+/ / ~259 (s7)3 | Ay dxdt.

Adding the terms I}, 7 (61) and I[o }(92) to both sides of (5.12]), and noticing that e =257 (s7)° has

a lower bound in Q x [0,77/2], it concludes that

(5.12)

/Q(Wl(l’a 0)[* + o2, 0)*)dax + I vy (%) + g 1y (vh2) + T g 2(61) + I, 1(62)
%T B B (513)
< Cy (/T /Q(Wl\Q + [l + (011 + 102 dwdt + g 2)(01) + T, 1(02)
2

In order to deal with the terms I, 0,7)(61) and I 0,21(f2) in the right side of (5.13), we use classical
k) 2 k) 2
energy estimate for 6; in ([d7]), then

T
2 2 2 _% _% 2 -2, 12
|91| + 102 + | A0 |* + |AGy)*)dadt < Co(— 2) |ps “b1|“dxdt. (5.14)
Hy o Mz Jo JQ
18



Since 257 (

57)% has a upper bound in Q x [0,7/2], we get

T
_ _ 2
I 2y(01) + I 2 (62) < 0/ /(|¢91|2 + |02] + | A0 |2 + |Aby|*)dadt.
0 Q

By (5.14), (£8) and the fact that e=2%7(s7)% has a lower bound in Q x [0,7/2], we arrive at

= 042 Oﬁ
T 3160) + T (6 < CaCh + 2 / / (o720 s
AN o2 (5.15)

o2
< Capy( 54‘ ) (7/11)
%) N2

Taking p1, uo large enough, by (5.13)), (5.15) and Proposition 4.1l we have

(!1/11(3570)\2 + [¢a(z, 0)[*)dz + I £y (¥1) + Ijg 1y (v2) + g 2)(01) + g, 1(62)
[ [0,5] 2] [0,5]

a7 2 2 2 4 O‘% O‘% 7
<0y / [ i 101+ 02t + Cong (5 + S8 ) o
1 2 .
< Co (1) + 1(2) + 1(61) + 1(62))
O\ / e” 259 (s7)3 oy Pdxdt < C / i |* dadt,
wx(0,T wx(0,T)

where C' = C(Q,w, T, ||a1 || (@) la12] 1= (@), llaz1 || (@) llaz2l L= (@), po, a1, a2, i1, pia).
In addition, we see that 6 = o, 7 = 7 in [T'/2,T]. By Proposition .1l we deduce that

T](¢1) + I T](T/)2) + I[T }(91) + f[%ﬂ(@z)

(5.17)
< I(00) + 1(0) + 161) + 102) < C1 [ o P
wx(0,T
Combining (5.16) with (5.17)), we have
/ (1 (2, 0)* + [¢2(,0)|*)da + Tio 11 (1) + Tio.17(902) + To,1y(61) + Ijo.17(62)
. (5.18)
<C |91 [2ddt.
wx(0,T)
On the other hand, by the classical energy estimates for v* (i = 1,2) in (3.4]), we get
Z / (W2 + Iy l?)dadt < Cy Z / o o (5.19)
x(0,T)
By (£4), (5I8) and 5 < o < ¢*, we obtain
[ lePdsirs [ e dade
w; x (0,T) ) wix (01) (s ) (5.20)
Smgx [W] 0,71(¥1) < C/w |1 |*dadt.
Further, by (5.19) and (5.20), we have
2
> [P+ piPysar < [ s, (5.21)
i—1 7@ wx(0,T)
Combining (5.18]) with (5:21), the desired estimate (5.1]) follows. |
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