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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.

Key Words. Coupled fourth order parabolic equation, Stackelberg-Nash strategy, Observability

inequality, Carleman estimate

1 Introduction and main result

Let T > 0 and N ≥ 2. Assume that Ω ⊂ R
N is a bounded domain whose boundary ∂Ω is regular

enough. Let ω, ω1 and ω2 be three given nonempty open subsets of Ω, and ωi ∩ ω = ∅(i = 1, 2).

Denote by χω the characteristic function of ω. Put Q = Ω × (0, T ) and Σ = ∂Ω × (0, T ). Unless

otherwise stated, we assume that the set of indicators i mentioned in this paper contains i = 1 and

i = 2.

Consider the following coupled fourth order parabolic equations:



































y1,t +∆2y1 + a11y1 + a12y2 = gχω + h1χω1 + h2χω2 in Q,

y2,t +∆2y2 + a21y1 + a22y2 = 0 in Q,

yj = ∆yj = 0 on Σ, j = 1, 2,

yj(x, 0) = y0j (x) in Ω, j = 1, 2,

(1.1)
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where g ∈ L2(ω×(0, T )) is the leader control, hi ∈ L2(ωi×(0, T )) (i = 1, 2) are the follower controls,

y = y(·, ·; g, h1, h2) = (y1, y2)
T is the state. aij = aij(·, ·) ∈ L∞(Q) (i, j = 1, 2), y0j ∈ L

2(Ω)(j = 1, 2)

are given functions, and we write y0 = (y01 , y
0
2).

The aim of this paper is to study the hierarchical control of the coupled fourth order parabolic

equations (1.1). For this purpose, we need to introduce two types of functionals.

(1) The main cost functional:

J(g) =
1

2

∫

ω×(0,T )
|g|2dxdt. (1.2)

(2) The secondary cost functionals:

Ji(g ;h1, h2) =
αi
2

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
|y1 − yi1,d|

2 + |y2 − yi2,d|
2dxdt+

µi
2

∫

ωi×(0,T )
ρ2∗|hi|

2dxdt, (1.3)

where αi and µi are positive constants, ρ∗ = ρ∗(t) is given in (4.4) as a positive function, Oi,d ⊆

Ω(i = 1, 2) are nonempty open subsets of Ω, which represent two observation domains, yid =

(yi1,d, y
i
2,d) ∈ L2(Oi,d× (0, T ))2 are given functions, and y = y(·, ·; g, h1, h2) is the solution of system

(1.1) corresponding to the leader g and the followers (h1, h2).

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

Definition 1.1 For any given leader control g, a follower control pair (h̄1, h̄2) is said to be a Nash

equilibrium for (J1, J2), if the following identities

J1(g; h̄1, h̄2) = min
h1

J1(g;h1, h̄2), ∀h1 ∈ L2(ω1 × (0, T )), (1.4)

J2(g; h̄1, h̄2) = min
h2

J2(g; h̄1, h2), ∀h2 ∈ L2(ω2 × (0, T )) (1.5)

hold.

The main interests in this paper center on the null controllability of coupled fourth order

parabolic system (1.1) with Stackelberg-Nash strategies, that is, we have two goals:

1. For any given leader control g, prove that the Nash equilibrium for (J1, J2) exists, denoted by

(h̄1(g), h̄2(g)).

2. Prove the existence of a leader control ḡ ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )) that satisfies

J(ḡ) = min
g
J(g; h̄1(g), h̄2(g)), ∀g ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )), (1.6)

subjecting to the restriction

y(·, T ; ḡ, h̄1(ḡ), h̄2(ḡ)) = 0 in Ω, (1.7)

where y = y(·, ·; ḡ, h̄1(ḡ), h̄2(ḡ)) is the solution of system (1.1) corresponding to the leader ḡ and its

Nash equilibrium (h̄1(ḡ), h̄2(ḡ)).

Our main result is stated as follows.

2



Theorem 1.1 Assume that O1,d = O2,d, denoted as Od, Od∩ω 6= ∅ and µi (i=1,2) are sufficiently

large. If

a21 ≥ a0 > 0 or − a21 ≥ a0 > 0 in (Od ∩ ω)× (0, T )

and ∫

Od×(0,T )
|yij,d|

2dxdt < +∞, i, j = 1, 2, (1.8)

then for any y0 = (y01 , y
0
2) ∈ L2(Ω)2, there exists a control ḡ ∈ L2(ω× (0, T )) and the corresponding

Nash equilibrium (h̄1(ḡ), h̄2(ḡ)) such that the solution of (1.1) satisfies (1.6) and (1.7).

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 [8], 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 [12], 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 [1]. However, to our best knowledge,

there are no references considering the Stackelberg-Nash null controllability of system (1.1).

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],[11],[13],[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 [15]).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we shall prove the existence

and uniqueness of a Nash equilibrium for (J1, J2). In Section 3, we transform the existence of

leader control satisfying (1.6) and (1.7) 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

Hi = L2(ωi × (0, T )), i = 1, 2, H = H1 ×H2.

and put the operators Λi : Hi → L2(Q)2 by Λihi = yi, where yi = (yi1, y
i
2) (i = 1, 2) are the

solutions of the following systems



































yi1,t +∆2yi1 + a11y
i
1 + a12y

i
2 = hiχωi

in Q,

yi2,t +∆2yi2 + a21y
i
1 + a22y

i
2 = 0 in Q,

yij = ∆yij = 0 on Σ, j = 1, 2,

yij(x, 0) = 0 in Ω, j = 1, 2.

(2.1)

For any g ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )), we write the solution of (1.1) as follows

y = y1 + y2 + u(g) = Λ1h1 + Λ2h2 + u(g),

where u(g) = (u1(g), u2(g))
T is the solution of



































u1,t +∆2u1 + a11u1 + a12u2 = gχω in Q,

u2,t +∆2u2 + a21u1 + a22u2 = 0 in Q,

uj = ∆uj = 0 on Σ, j = 1, 2,

uj(x, 0) = y0j (x) in Ω, j = 1, 2.

(2.2)

Thus, the functionals (1.3) can be written as

Ji(g ;h1, h2) =
αi
2

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
‖Λ1h1+Λ2h2+u(g)−y

i
d‖

2dxdt+
µi
2

∫

ωi×(0,T )
ρ2∗|hi|

2dxdt

=
αi
2

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
‖Λ1h1+Λ2h2−ỹ

i
d‖

2dxdt+
µi
2

∫

ωi×(0,T )
ρ2∗|hi|

2dxdt,

where ỹid = yid − u(g)χOi,d
(i = 1, 2), and ‖ · ‖ stands for the usual Euclidian norm in R

2.

Since the functionals J1, J2 are strictly convex, by Definition 1.1, it follows that (h̄1, h̄2) is a

Nash equilibrium for (J1, J2) if and only if

(

∂J1
∂h1

(g, h̄1, h̄2), h1

)

= 0, ∀h1 ∈ H1;

(

∂J2
∂h2

(g, h̄1, h̄2), h2

)

= 0, ∀h2 ∈ H2,
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where

(

∂J1
∂h1

(g, h̄1, h̄2), h1

)

represents Gâteaux derivative of J1 at (g, h̄1, h̄2) along h1. That is

µ1

∫

ω1×(0,T )
ρ2∗h̄1h1 dxdt+ α1

∫

O1,d×(0,T )
(Λ1h̄1 + Λ2h̄2 − ỹ1d) · Λ1h1 dxdt = 0, ∀h1 ∈ H1.

Therefore, (h̄1, h̄2) is a Nash equilibrium if and only if

µi

∫

ωi×(0,T )
ρ2∗h̄ihi dxdt+ αi

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
(Λ1h̄1 +Λ2h̄2 − ỹid) · Λihi dxdt = 0, i = 1, 2. (2.3)

For any (h1, h2) ∈ H, it holds that

µi(ρ
2
∗h̄i, hi)L2(ωi×(0,T )) + αi

(

Λ∗
i

[

(Λ1h̄1 +Λ2h̄2)|Oi,d
− ỹid

]

, hi

)

L2(ωi×(0,T ))
= 0, i = 1, 2,

where (·, ·)L2(Ω) denotes the internal product in L2(Ω), and Λ∗
i ∈ L(L2(Q)2,Hi) is the adjoint

operator of Λi. This implies

µiρ
2
∗h̄i + αiΛ

∗
i

[

(Λ1h̄1 + Λ2h̄2)|Oi,d

]

= αiΛ
∗
i ỹ
i
d, i = 1, 2.

For any h = (h1, h2), we define the operator K = (K1,K2), where K1 ∈ L(H,H1) and K2 ∈

L(H,H2) are given by

Kih = µiρ
2
∗hi + αiΛ

∗
i

[

(Λ1h1 + Λ2h2)|Oi,d

]

, i = 1, 2.

Therefore, h̄ = (h̄1, h̄2) is a Nash equilibrium pair equivalent to

Kih̄ = αiΛ
∗
i ỹ
i
d, i = 1, 2. (2.4)

Then,

(Kh, h)H = (K1h, h1)H1 + (K2h, h2)H2

=

2
∑

i=1

µi‖ρ∗hi‖
2
L2(ωi×(0,T )) + α1(Λ1h1 + Λ2h2,Λ1h1)L2(O1,d×(0,T ))2

+α2(Λ1h1 + Λ2h2,Λ2h2)L2(O2,d×(0,T ))2 .

(2.5)

By applying Cauchy inequality with ε, we obtain

α1(Λ1h1 + Λ2h2,Λ1h1)L2(O1,d×(0,T ))2

= α1‖Λ1h1‖
2
L2(O1,d×(0,T ))2 + α1(Λ2h2,Λ1h1)L2(O1,d×(0,T ))2

≥ α1‖Λ1h1‖
2
L2(O1,d×(0,T ))2 −

α1

2ε
‖Λ1h1‖

2
L2(O1,d×(0,T ))2 −

α1ε

2
‖Λ2h2‖

2
L2(O1,d×(0,T ))2

≥ −
α1

4
‖Λ2h2‖

2
L2(O1,d×(0,T ))2 ≥ −

α1

4
‖Λ2χO1,d

‖2H1,d
‖h2‖

2
H2
,

(2.6)

where ε = 1/2, and ‖·‖Hi,d
denotes the norm in L(H3−i, L

2(Oi,d×(0, T ))2). We put ρ0 = min
t∈[0,T ]

ρ∗(t).

By (2.5) and (2.6), we have

(Kh, h)H ≥ µ1ρ
2
0‖h1‖

2
H1

+ µ2ρ
2
0‖h2‖

2
H2

−
α1

4
‖Λ2χO1,d

‖2H1,d
‖h2‖

2
H2

−
α2

4
‖Λ1χO2,d

‖2H2,d
‖h1‖

2
H1
.
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Then, for µ1, µ2 large enough satisfying

µ1 >
α2‖Λ1χO2,d

‖2H2,d

4ρ20
, µ2 >

α1‖Λ2χO1,d
‖2H1,d

4ρ20
, (2.7)

we have

(Kh, h)H ≥ τ‖h‖2H , (2.8)

where τ = min
i=1,2

{

µiρ
2
0 −

α3−i

4
‖ΛiχO3−i,d

‖2H3−i,d

}

. By (2.7), τ > 0.

We introduce the functional F (h, q) : H ×H → R by F (h, q) = (Kh, q)H . Then, according to

the definition of K, F is bounded and bilinear. Moreover, by (2.8), F is coercive. Applying Lax-

Milgram theorem, for any given v ∈ H, there exists a unique h̄ = (h̄1, h̄2) ∈ H such that

F (h̄, q) = (v, q)H , ∀q ∈ H.

Set v = (α1Λ
∗
1ỹ

1
d, α2Λ

∗
2ỹ

2
d)
T , then we have Kh̄ = v and (2.4) holds, where the function h̄ is

the desired Nash equilibrium pair. Thus we deduce the existence and uniqueness of the Nash

equilibrium related to (J1, J2).

2.2 Explicit expression of the Nash equilibrium pair

We have proved that, for µ1, µ2 large enough, there exists a unique Nash equilibrium (h̄1, h̄2) for

(J1, J2) in Subsection 2.1. Moreover, by (2.3), (h̄1, h̄2) is the Nash equilibrium pair equivalent to

µi

∫

ωi×(0,T )
ρ2∗h̄iĥidxdt+ αi

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
(Λ1h̄1 +Λ2h̄2 − ỹid) · Λiĥidxdt = 0 ,∀ĥi ∈ Hi. (2.9)

Since y = Λ1h̄1 + Λ2h̄2 + u(g), and ỹid = yid − u(g)χOi,d
, we have Λ1h̄1 + Λ2h̄2 − ỹid = y − yid in

Oi,d × (0, T ). Note that ŷi = Λiĥi, by (2.9), we get

µi

∫

ωi×(0,T )
ρ2∗h̄iĥi dxdt+ αi

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
(y1 − yi1,d) · ŷ

i
1 + (y2 − yi2,d) · ŷ

i
2 dxdt = 0, ∀ĥi ∈ Hi, (2.10)

where ŷi = (ŷi1, ŷ
i
2) is the solution of (2.1). By (2.10), we have the following expression of the Nash

equilibrium.

Proposition 2.1 Suppose that µi (i = 1, 2) are sufficiently large, then for all g ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )),

there exists a unique Nash equilibrium (h̄1, h̄2) for (J1, J2) such that (1.4) and (1.5) hold, simulta-

neously. Moreover,

h̄i = −
1

µi
ρ−2
∗ ϕi1χωi

, i = 1, 2, (2.11)

where (y1, y2, ϕ
i
1, ϕ

i
2) is the solution of the following coupled system corresponding to a function g:































































y1,t +∆2y1 + a11y1 + a12y2 =gχω−
1
µ1
ρ−2
∗ ϕ

1
1χω1−

1
µ2
ρ−2
∗ ϕ

2
1χω2 in Q,

y2,t +∆2y2 + a21y1 + a22y2 = 0 in Q,

−ϕi1,t +∆2ϕi1 + a11ϕ
i
1 + a21ϕ

i
2 = αi(y1 − yi1,d)χOi,d

in Q,

−ϕi2,t +∆2ϕi2 + a12ϕ
i
1 + a22ϕ

i
2 = αi(y2 − yi2,d)χOi,d

in Q,

yj = ∆yj = 0, ϕij = ∆ϕij = 0 on Σ, j = 1, 2,

yj(x, 0) = y0j (x), ϕ
i
j(x, T ) = 0 in Ω, j = 1, 2.

(2.12)
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Proof: We introduce the following adjoint system of (2.1):



































−ϕi1,t +∆2ϕi1 + a11ϕ
i
1 + a21ϕ

i
2 = αi(y1 − yi1,d)χOi,d

in Q,

−ϕi2,t +∆2ϕi2 + a12ϕ
i
1 + a22ϕ

i
2 = αi(y2 − yi2,d)χOi,d

in Q,

ϕij = ∆ϕij = 0 on Σ, j = 1, 2,

ϕij(x, T ) = 0 in Ω, j = 1, 2,

(2.13)

where y = (y1, y2) is the solution of (1.1), yid = (yi1,d, y
i
2,d) are given functions. Multiplying the first

and second equations of (2.13) by ŷi1, ŷ
i
2, and integrating them on Q,

∫

Q ϕ
i
1 · ŷ

i
1,t + ϕi1 ·∆

2ŷi1 + a11ϕ
i
1ŷ
i
1 + a21ϕ

i
2ŷ
i
1 dxdt =

∫

Q αi(y1 − yi1,d) · ŷ
i
1χOi,d

dxdt,

∫

Q ϕ
i
2 · ŷ

i
2,t + ϕi2 ·∆

2ŷi2 + a12ϕ
i
1ŷ
i
2 + a22ϕ

i
2ŷ
i
2 dxdt =

∫

Q αi(y2 − yi2,d) · ŷ
i
2χOi,d

dxdt.

By the first and second equations of (2.1), we have

∫

Q ϕ
i
1(ĥiχωi

− a12ŷ
i
2) + a21ϕ

i
2ŷ
i
1 dxdt =

∫

Q αi(y1 − yi1,d) · ŷ
i
1χOi,d

dxdt,

∫

Q ϕ
i
2(−a21ŷ

i
1) + a12ϕ

i
1ŷ
i
2 dxdt =

∫

Q αi(y2 − yi2,d) · ŷ
i
2χOi,d

dxdt.

Adding up the above expressions, we have

∫

Q
ϕi1ĥiχωi

dxdt = αi

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
(y1 − yi1,d) · ŷ

i
1 + (y2 − yi2,d) · ŷ

i
2 dxdt. (2.14)

Combining this with (2.10), we find that

µi

∫

ωi×(0,T )
ρ2∗h̄iĥi dxdt+

∫

ωi×(0,T )
ϕi1ĥi dxdt = 0, ∀ĥi ∈ Hi, i = 1, 2.

This implies

µiρ
2
∗h̄i + ϕi1χωi

= 0, i = 1, 2,

which completes the proof.

3 Reduction of the null controllability problem

By Proposition 2.1, we know that, for any control function g, there exists a unique Nash equilibrium

pair (h̄1, h̄2). Moreover, the solution of system (1.1) corresponding to the above control g and

(h̄1, h̄2) is also the solution of (2.12). Therefore, the null controllability of the system (1.1) can be

translated into finding a control ḡ ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )) such that the solution to (2.12) satisfies

y1(·, T ; ḡ) = 0, y2(·, T ; ḡ) = 0 in Ω, (3.1)

and

J(ḡ) = min
g
J(g), ∀g ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )). (3.2)
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We consider the following adjoint equations of (2.12):































































−ψ1,t +∆2ψ1 + a11ψ1 + a21ψ2 = α1γ
1
1χO1,d

+ α2γ
2
1χO2,d

in Q,

−ψ2,t +∆2ψ2 + a12ψ1 + a22ψ2 = α1γ
1
2χO1,d

+ α2γ
2
2χO2,d

in Q,

γi1,t +∆2γi1 + a11γ
i
1 + a12γ

i
2 = − 1

µi
ρ−2
∗ ψ1χωi

in Q,

γi2,t +∆2γi2 + a21γ
i
1 + a22γ

i
2 = 0 in Q,

ψj = ∆ψj = 0, γij = ∆γij = 0 on Σ, j = 1, 2,

ψj(x, T ) = ψTj , γ
i
j(x, 0) = 0 in Ω, j = 1, 2,

(3.3)

where ψT = (ψT1 , ψ
T
2 ) ∈ L2(Ω)2. Assume that O1,d = O2,d = Od, then (3.3) can be simplified as

follows






























































−ψ1,t +∆2ψ1 + a11ψ1 + a21ψ2 = (α1γ
1
1 + α2γ

2
1)χOd

in Q,

−ψ2,t +∆2ψ2 + a12ψ1 + a22ψ2 = (α1γ
1
2 + α2γ

2
2)χOd

in Q,

γi1,t +∆2γi1 + a11γ
i
1 + a12γ

i
2 = − 1

µi
ρ−2
∗ ψ1χωi

in Q,

γi2,t +∆2γi2 + a21γ
i
1 + a22γ

i
2 = 0 in Q,

ψj = ∆ψj = 0, γij = ∆γij = 0 on Σ, j = 1, 2,

ψj(x, T ) = ψTj , γ
i
j(x, 0) = 0 in Ω, j = 1, 2.

(3.4)

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 ψ and γi = (γi1, γ
i
2) (i =

1, 2) of (3.4) satisfy

∫

Ω
|ψ1(x, 0)|

2 dx+

∫

Ω
|ψ2(x, 0)|

2 dx+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Q
|γi1|

2 dxdt+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Q
|γi2|

2 dxdt

≤ C̃

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2 dxdt, ∀ ψT ∈ L2(Ω)2,

(3.5)

then, the solutions of (2.12) satisfy (3.1) and (3.2).

Proof. For any ψT ∈ L2(Ω)2, we construct the following functional

F̃ (ψT ) =
1

2

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2 dxdt+

∫

Ω
y01ψ1(x, 0) dx+

∫

Ω
y02ψ2(x, 0) dx

−
2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
αiγ

i
1y
i
1,d dxdt−

2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
αiγ

i
2y
i
2,d dxdt.

It is easy to check that F̃ is continuous and strictly convex. Next, we prove that F̃ is coercive.
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By Cauchy inequality with ε, we have

F̃ (ψT ) ≥
1

2

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2 dxdt

−
ε

2

[

∫

Ω
|ψ1(x, 0)|

2dx+

∫

Ω
|ψ2(x, 0)|

2dx+
2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
|γi1|

2dxdt+
2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
|γi2|

2dxdt

]

−
1

2ε

[

∫

Ω
|y01|

2dx+

∫

Ω
|y02 |

2dx+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
α2
i |y

i
1,d|

2dxdt+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
α2
i |y

i
2,d|

2dxdt

]

.

By (5.1), we deduce that

F̃ (ψT ) ≥

(

1

2
−
εC̃

2

)

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2 dxdt

−
1

2ε

[

∫

Ω
|y01|

2dx+

∫

Ω
|y02 |

2dx+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
α2
i |y

i
1,d|

2dxdt+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
α2
i |y

i
2,d|

2dxdt

]

.

Take ε = 1/2C̃ , then

F̃ (ψT ) ≥
1

4

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2 dxdt

−C̃

[

∫

Ω
|y01|

2dx+

∫

Ω
|y02 |

2dx+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
α2
i |y

i
1,d|

2dxdt+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
α2
i |y

i
2,d|

2dxdt

]

.

Combining (1.8) with the above inequality we get that F̃ is coercive. Therefore, there exists a

minimizer ψ̂T such that F̃ (ψ̂T ) = min
ψT∈L2(Ω)2

F̃ (ψT ). Denote by ψ̂ = (ψ̂1, ψ̂2) and γ̂
i = (γ̂i1, γ̂

i
2) the

solutions of (3.4) corresponding to ψ̂T , and denote by ψ and γi = (γi1, γ
i
2) the solutions of (3.4)

corresponding to ψT ∈ L2(Ω)2. Since (3.4) is a linear system, it follows that

lim
β→0

F̃ (ψ̂T + βψT )− F̃ (ψ̂T )

β
= 0.

By calculation, this implies that

∫

ω×(0,T )
ψ̂1ψ1 dxdt−

2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
αiγ

i
1y
i
1,d dxdt−

2
∑

i=1

∫

Od×(0,T )
αiγ

i
2y
i
2,d dxdt

+

∫

Ω
y01ψ1(x, 0) dx+

∫

Ω
y02ψ2(x, 0) dx = 0.

(3.6)

On the other hand, multiplying both sides of the first four equations of (2.12) by ψ1, ψ2, γ
i
1 and

γi2, respectively, and integrating them on Q, by (2.12) and (3.3), we obtain that

∫

Q

[

(α1γ
1
1χO1,d

+ α2γ
2
1χO2,d

) · y1 + (α1γ
1
2χO1,d

+ α2γ
2
2χO2,d

) · y2
]

dxdt

+

∫

Ω
y1ψ1dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

T

0

+

∫

Ω
y2ψ2dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

T

0

=

∫

Q
(gχω −

1

µ1
ρ−2
∗ ϕ1

1χω1 −
1

µ2
ρ−2
∗ ϕ2

1χω2) · ψ1dxdt,

(3.7)
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∫

Q

(

−
1

µi
ρ−2
∗ ϕi1ψ1χωi

)

dxdt =

∫

Q

[

αi(y1 − yi1,d)γ
i
1χOi,d

+αi(y2 − yi2,d)γ
i
2χOi,d

]

dxdt. (3.8)

By (3.7) and (3.8), we have

∫

ω×(0,T )
gψ1 dxdt−

2
∑

i=1

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
αiγ

i
1y
i
1,d dxdt−

2
∑

i=1

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
αiγ

i
2y
i
2,d dxdt

=

∫

Ω
y1ψ1 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

T

0

+

∫

Ω
y2ψ2 dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

T

0

.

This implies that, if (3.1) holds, then

∫

ω×(0,T )
gψ1 dxdt−

2
∑

i=1

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
αiγ

i
1y
i
1,d dxdt−

2
∑

i=1

∫

Oi,d×(0,T )
αiγ

i
2y
i
2,d dxdt

+

∫

Ω
y01ψ1(x, 0) dx+

∫

Ω
y02ψ2(x, 0) dx = 0.

(3.9)

Combining (3.6) with (3.9), we know that the control can be taken as ḡ = ψ̂1χω, making (3.1) and

(3.2) hold.

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:

σ(x, t) =
e4λ‖η‖L∞(Ω) − eλ(2‖η‖L∞(Ω)+η(x))

t1/2(T − t)1/2
, (4.1)

τ(x, t) =
eλ(2‖η‖L∞(Ω)+η(x))

t1/2(T − t)1/2
. (4.2)

Here η ∈ C4(Ω) satisfies

η|∂Ω = 0, |∇η| ≥ C0 > 0 in Ω \ ω′, ω′ ⊂ ω. (4.3)

Set

σ∗(t) = max
Ω

σ(x, t), ρ∗(t) = e
sσ∗

2 . (4.4)

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

Lemma 4.1 [10] There exist constants C > 0 and s0, λ0 ≥ 1, such that for any λ ≥ λ0, s ≥

s0(T
1/2 + T ) and any solution ϕ of



















−ϕt +∆2ϕ = f in Q,

ϕ = ∆ϕ = 0 on Σ,

ϕ(x, T ) = ϕT (x) in Ω,

(4.5)
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it holds that
∫

Q
e−2sσ

[

λ8(sτ)6|ϕ|2 + λ6(sτ)4|∇ϕ|2 + λ4(sτ)3|∆ϕ|2 + λ4(sτ)2|∇2ϕ|2

+λ2(sτ)|∇∆ϕ|2 + s−1τ−1(|ϕt|
2 + |∆2ϕ|2)

]

dxdt

≤ C0

(

λ8
∫

ω×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)7|ϕ|2dxdt+

∫

Q
e−2sσ|f |2dxdt

)

,

(4.6)

where ϕT ∈ L2(Ω), f ∈ L2(Q).

Let θj = α1γ
1
j + α2γ

2
j (j = 1, 2). Then (3.4) can be simplified as follows:































































−ψ1,t +∆2ψ1 + a11ψ1 + a21ψ2 = θ1χOd
in Q,

−ψ2,t +∆2ψ2 + a12ψ1 + a22ψ2 = θ2χOd
in Q,

θ1,t +∆2θ1 + a11θ1 + a12θ2 = −ρ−2
∗ (α1

µ1
χω1 +

α2
µ2
χω2)ψ1 in Q,

θ2,t +∆2θ2 + a21θ1 + a22θ2 = 0 in Q,

ψj = ∆ψj = 0, θj = ∆θj = 0 on Σ, j = 1, 2,

ψj(x, T ) = ψTj , θj(x, 0) = 0 in Ω, j = 1, 2,

(4.7)

where ψTj ∈ L2(Ω), j = 1, 2.

In what follows, we put

I(ϕ) :=

∫

Q
e−2sσ

[

λ8(sτ)6|ϕ|2 + λ6(sτ)4|∇ϕ|2 + λ4(sτ)3|∆ϕ|2 + λ4(sτ)2|∇2ϕ|2

+λ2(sτ)|∇∆ϕ|2 + s−1τ−1(|ϕt|
2 + |∆2ϕ|2)

]

dxdt,

and

ρ0 = min
t∈[0,T ]

ρ∗(t), where ρ∗(t) is given in (4.4). (4.8)

We derive the following Carleman estimate for (4.7) in this section.

Proposition 4.1 Suppose that Od ∩ ω 6= ∅, µi are sufficiently large and a21 ≥ a0 > 0 or −a21 ≥

a0 > 0 in (Od ∩ ω) × (0, T ). Then there exist constants C1 > 0 and λ1, s1 ≥ 1, such that for

any λ ≥ λ1, s ≥ s1, the solution of system (4.7) satisfies

I(ψ1) + I(ψ2) + I(θ1) + I(θ2) ≤ C1λ
24

∫

ω×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)34|ψ1|

2dxdt, (4.9)

where C1 = C1(Ω, ω, ρ0, α1, α2, µ1, µ2).

Proof. Since Od ∩ ω 6= ∅, we choose a nonempty open set ω′ satisfying ω′ ⊂ Od ∩ ω.

First, applying Lemma 4.1 to the solutions ψj and θj of (4.7), respectively, we obtain

I(ψ1) ≤ C0

(

λ8
∫

ω′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)7|ψ1|

2dxdt+

∫

Q
e−2sσ|θ1χOd

− a11ψ1 − a21ψ2|
2dxdt

)

,
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I(ψ2) ≤ C0

(

λ8
∫

ω′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)7|ψ2|

2dxdt+

∫

Q
e−2sσ|θ2χOd

− a12ψ1 − a22ψ2|
2dxdt

)

,

I(θ1) ≤ C0

(

λ8
∫

ω′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)7|θ1|

2dxdt+

∫

Q
e−2sσ

∣

∣

∣
−ρ−2

∗ (
α1

µ1
χω1+

α2

µ2
χω2)ψ1−a11θ1−a12θ2

∣

∣

∣

2
dxdt

)

,

and

I(θ2) ≤ C0

(

λ8
∫

ω′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)7|θ2|

2dxdt+

∫

Q
e−2sσ

∣

∣

∣
− a21θ1 − a22θ2

∣

∣

∣

2
dxdt

)

.

Taking a sufficiently large s, it follows that

I(ψ1) + I(ψ2) + I(θ1) + I(θ2)

≤ C0λ
8

∫

ω′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)7(|ψ1|

2 + |ψ2|
2 + |θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2)dxdt.

(4.10)

Next, we estimate the last two terms in the right-hand side of (4.10). Choose a nonempty set ω′′

satisfying ω′ ⊂ ω′′ ⊂ Od ∩ ω, and take a cut-off function ξ ∈ C∞(RN ) such that

0 ≤ ξ ≤ 1 in R
N , ξ = 1 in ω′, suppξ ⊆ ω′′, and

∇ξ

ξ1/2
∈ L∞(Ω)N ,

∆ξ

ξ1/2
∈ L∞(Ω),

∇2ξ

ξ1/2
∈ L∞(Ω)N

2
,
∇∆ξ

ξ1/2
∈ L∞(Ω)N ,

∆2ξ

ξ1/2
∈ L∞(Ω).

We define δ = e−2sσ(sτ)7. By (4.7) and ξ|∂Ω = 0, ∇ξ|∂Ω = 0, δ|t=0 = 0, δ|t=T = 0, we get

C0λ
8

∫

ω′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)7|θ1|

2dxdt+ C0λ
8

∫

ω′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)7|θ2|

2dxdt

≤ C0λ
8

∫

Od×(0,T )
δξ|θ1|

2dxdt+ C0λ
8

∫

Od×(0,T )
δξ|θ2|

2dxdt

= C0λ
8

∫

Od×(0,T )
δξθ1(−ψ1,t +∆2ψ1 + a11ψ1 + a21ψ2)dxdt

+C0λ
8

∫

Od×(0,T )
δξθ2(−ψ2,t +∆2ψ2 + a12ψ1 + a22ψ2)dxdt

= C0λ
8

∫

Q

[

ψ1(δξθ1)t + ψ1∆
2(δξθ1) + ψ1δξa11θ1 + ψ2δξa21θ1

]

dxdt

+C0λ
8

∫

Q

[

ψ2(δξθ2)t + ψ2∆
2(δξθ2) + ψ1δξa12θ2 + ψ2δξa22θ2

]

dxdt

= C0λ
8

∫

Q
ψ1δξ(θ1,t+∆2θ1+a11θ1+a12θ2)+ψ2δξ(θ2,t+∆2θ2+a21θ1+a22θ2)dxdt

+C0λ
8

2
∑

j=1

∫

Q
ψj
[

(δξ)tθj+∆2(δξ)θj+4∇∆(δξ)·∇θj+2∆(δξ)·∆θj+2∇2(δξ)·∆θj

+2∆(δξ) · ∇2θj + 4∇(δξ) · ∇∆θj
]

dxdt.

(4.11)

On the one hand, it is calculated by (4.1) and (4.2) that

|δt| ≤ Ce−2sσ(sτ)10, |∇δ| ≤ Cλe−2sσ(sτ)8, |∆δ| ≤ Cλ2e−2sσ(sτ)9,

|∇2δ| ≤ Cλ2e−2sσ(sτ)9, |∇∆δ| ≤ Cλ3e−2sσ(sτ)10, |∆2δ| ≤ Cλ4e−2sσ(sτ)11.
(4.12)
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On the other hand, we obtain from (4.7) that

I1 :=

∫

Q
ψ1δξ(θ1,t +∆2θ1 + a11θ1 + a12θ2) dxdt

=

∫

Q
ψ1δξρ

−2
∗ (−

α1

µ1
χω1 −

α2

µ2
χω2)ψ1 dxdt

≤ C1

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
ψ2
1δ dxdt = C1

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)7|ψ1|

2 dxdt,

and

I2 :=

∫

Q
ψ2δξ(θ2,t +∆2θ2 + a21θ1 + a22θ2) dxdt = 0.

Further, by (4.12) and Hölder’s inequality, for any ε > 0, we have

I3 :=

∫

Q
ψj(δξ)tθj dxdt =

∫

Q
ψjθjξδt dxdt

≤

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
ψjθjδt dxdt ≤ C

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
ψjθje

−2sσ(sτ)10 dxdt

≤
C

2ε

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)14|ψj |

2dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)6|θj|

2dxdt,

I4 :=

∫

Q
ψjθj∆

2(δξ) dxdt

=

∫

Q
ψjθj(∆

2δ · ξ + 4∇∆δ · ∇ξ + 2∆δ ·∆ξ + 2∇2δ ·∆ξ + 2∆δ · ∇2ξ

+4∇δ · ∇∆ξ + δ ·∆2ξ) dxdt

=

∫

Q
ψjθj(∆

2δ · ξ + 4∇∆δ ·
∇ξ

ξ
1
2

· ξ
1
2 + 2∆δ ·

∆ξ

ξ
1
2

· ξ
1
2 + 2∇2δ ·

∆ξ

ξ
1
2

· ξ
1
2

+2∆δ ·
∇2ξ

ξ
1
2

· ξ
1
2 + 4∇δ ·

∇∆ξ

ξ
1
2

· ξ
1
2 + δ ·

∆2ξ

ξ
1
2

· ξ
1
2 ) dxdt

≤ C

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
ψjθj(|∆

2δ|+ |∇∆δ|+ |∆δ|+ |∇2δ|+ |∇δ|+ |δ|)dxdt

≤
λ8C

2ε

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)16|ψj |

2dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)6|θj|

2dxdt,

I5 :=

∫

Q
ψj · ∇θj · ∇∆(δξ) dxdt

≤
λ6C

2ε

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)16|ψj |

2dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)4|∇θj|

2dxdt,

I6 :=

∫

Q
ψj ·∆θj ·∆(δξ) dxdt

≤
λ4C

2ε

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)15|ψj |

2dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)3|∆θj|

2dxdt,
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I7 :=

∫

Q
ψj ·∆θj · ∇

2(δξ) dxdt

≤
λ4C

2ε

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)15|ψj |

2dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)3|∆θj|

2dxdt,

I8 :=

∫

Q
ψj · ∇

2θj ·∆(δξ) dxdt

≤
λ4C

2ε

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)16|ψj |

2dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)2|∇2θj|

2dxdt,

and

I9 :=

∫

Q
ψj · ∇∆θj · ∇(δξ) dxdt

≤
λ2C

2ε

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)15|ψj |

2dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)|∇∆θj|

2dxdt.

Substituting the above inequalities of I1 to I9 into (4.11), by (4.10), and taking ε sufficiently small,

we obtain

I(ψ1) + I(ψ2) + I(θ1) + I(θ2)

≤ C1λ
16

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)16|ψ1|

2dxdt+ C0λ
16

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)16|ψ2|

2dxdt.
(4.13)

Now, we deal with the last term in (4.13). Let ω̃ be a subset of Od∩ω, such that ω′′ ⊂ ω̃ ⊂ Od∩ω.

Take a cut-off function ξ̃ ∈ C∞(RN ) satisfying 0 ≤ ξ̃ ≤ 1, in R
N , ξ̃ = 1, in ω′′, suppξ̃ ⊆ ω̃, and

∇ξ̃

ξ̃1/2
∈ L∞(Ω)N ,

∆ξ̃

ξ̃1/2
∈ L∞(Ω),

∇2ξ̃

ξ̃1/2
∈ L∞(Ω)N

2
,
∇∆ξ̃

ξ̃1/2
∈ L∞(Ω)N ,

∆2ξ̃

ξ̃1/2
∈ L∞(Ω).

Define δ̃ = e−2sσ(sτ)16. Notice that a21 ≥ a0 > 0 in (Od ∩ ω) × (0, T ) and ξ̃|∂Ω = 0, ∇ξ̃|∂Ω =

0, δ̃|t=0 = 0, δ̃|t=T = 0. By (4.7), with the same argument as in (4.11), we have

a0

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)16|ψ2|

2 dxdt = a0

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
δ̃ξ̃|ψ2|

2 dxdt

≤

∫

ω′′×(0,T )
δ̃ξ̃a21|ψ2|

2 dxdt ≤

∫

Q
δ̃ξ̃ψ2(ψ1,t −∆2ψ1 − a11ψ1 + θ1χOd

) dxdt

=

∫

Q

[

−ψ1(δ̃ξ̃ψ2)t − ψ1∆
2(δ̃ξ̃ψ2)− a11δ̃ξ̃ψ1ψ2 + δ̃ξ̃θ1ψ2χOd

]

dxdt.

(4.14)

Note that

|δ̃t| ≤ Ce−2sσ(sτ)19, |∇δ̃| ≤ Cλe−2sσ(sτ)17, |∆δ̃| ≤ Cλ2e−2sσ(sτ)18,

|∇2δ̃| ≤ Cλ2e−2sσ(sτ)18, |∇∆δ̃| ≤ Cλ3e−2sσ(sτ)19, |∆2δ̃| ≤ Cλ4e−2sσ(sτ)20.
(4.15)

Denote by K1 to K4 the items in the right hand side of (4.14), respectively. By the definition of ξ̃,

14



Hölder’s inequality and (4.15), we have

K1 ≤

∫

Q

∣

∣ψ1(δ̃ξ̃ψ2)t
∣

∣ dxdt =

∫

Q

∣

∣ψ1ξ̃(δ̃tψ2 + δ̃ψ2,t)
∣

∣ dxdt

≤

∫

ω̃×(0,T )

∣

∣ψ1ψ2δ̃t + ψ1ψ2,tδ̃
∣

∣ dxdt

≤
C

2ε

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)33|ψ1|

2 dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)6|ψ2|

2 dxdt

+
Cε

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)−1|ψ2,t|

2 dxdt,

K2 ≤

∫

Q

∣

∣ψ1∆
2(δ̃ξ̃ψ2)

∣

∣ dxdt

=

∫

Q
ψ1(∆

2
(

δ̃ξ̃) · ψ2 + 4∇∆(δ̃ξ̃) · ∇ψ2 + 2∆(δ̃ξ̃) ·∆ψ2 + 2∇2(δ̃ξ̃) ·∆ψ2

+2∆(δ̃ξ̃) · ∇2ψ2 + 4∇(δ̃ξ̃) · ∇∆ψ2 + δ̃ξ̃ ·∆2ψ2

)

dxdt

≤
λ8C

2ε

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)34|ψ1|

2 dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)6|ψ2|

2 dxdt

+
Cε

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)4|∇ψ2|

2 dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)3|∆ψ2|

2 dxdt

+
Cε

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)2|∇2ψ2|

2 dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)|∇∆ψ2|

2 dxdt

+
Cε

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)−1|∆2ψ2|

2 dxdt,

K3 ≤

∫

Q

∣

∣a11δ̃ξ̃ψ1ψ2

∣

∣ dxdt

≤
C

2ε

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)26|ψ1|

2 dxdt+
Cε

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)6|ψ2|

2 dxdt,

and

K4 ≤

∫

Q

∣

∣δ̃ξ̃θ1ψ2χOd

∣

∣ dxdt ≤

∫

ω̃×(0,T )

∣

∣e−2sσ(sτ)16θ1ψ2

∣

∣ dxdt

≤
1

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−4sσ(sτ)32|ψ2|

2 dxdt+
1

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
|θ1|

2 dxdt.

We take a sufficiently large s, such that e−2sσ(sτ)26 < ε̃ < 1, then

K4 ≤
ε̃

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)6|ψ2|

2 dxdt+
1

2

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
|θ1|

2 dxdt.
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Similarly, the above estimates still hold when −a21 ≥ a0 > 0 in (Od ∩ ω) × (0, T ). We substitute

the estimates of K1,K2,K3 and K4 into (4.14). By (4.13), we get

I(ψ1) + I(ψ2) + I(θ1) + I(θ2)

≤ C1λ
24

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)34|ψ1|

2dxdt+ C0λ
16

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
|θ1|

2dxdt.
(4.16)

We will finally estimate the local term concerning θ1. By the classical energy estimates for the

third and fourth equations in (4.7), we have
∫

Q
(|θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2) dxdt ≤ C2(

α2
1

µ21
+
α2
2

µ22
)

∫

Q
|ρ−2

∗ ψ1|
2 dxdt, (4.17)

where C2 = C2(Ω, ω, T, ‖a11‖L∞(Q), ‖a12‖L∞(Q), ‖a21‖L∞(Q), ‖a22‖L∞(Q)).

Since ρ−4
∗ ≤ e−2sσ, take µ1, µ2 sufficiently large, then the right term of (4.17) can be absorbed

by I(ψ1), by (4.16) and (4.17), it holds that

I(ψ1) + I(ψ2) + I(θ1) + I(θ2) ≤ C1λ
24

∫

ω̃×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)34|ψ1|

2dxdt, (4.18)

then the desired estimate in Proposition 4.1 follows.

5 Observability of the coupled fourth order parabolic system

Proposition 5.1 Suppose that Od ∩ ω 6= ∅, µi are sufficiently large and a21 ≥ a0 > 0 or −a21 ≥

a0 > 0 in (Od ∩ω)× (0, T ). Then there exists a positive constant C̃, such that for all ψT ∈ L2(Ω)2,

the solutions ψ and γi = (γi1, γ
i
2) (i = 1, 2) of (3.4) satisfy

∫

Ω
|ψ1(x, 0)|

2 dx+

∫

Ω
|ψ2(x, 0)|

2 dx+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Q
|γi1|

2 dxdt+

2
∑

i=1

∫

Q
|γi2|

2 dxdt

≤ C̃

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2 dxdt.

(5.1)

Proof. Let η̃ ∈ C1[0, T ] be a function satisfying:

0 ≤ η̃ ≤ 1 in [0, T ], η̃ = 1 in [0, T/2], η̃ = 0 in [3T/4, T ], |η̃t| ≤ C/T.

Multiplying both sides of the first two equations of (4.7) by η̃ψ1 and η̃ψ2, respectively, and inte-

grating them in Ω, by Hölder’s inequality, we have

−
1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω
η̃ · (ψ2

1 + ψ2
2)dx+

∫

Ω
η̃ · (|∆ψ1|

2 + |∆ψ2|
2)dx

= −

∫

Ω
η̃a11|ψ1|

2dx−

∫

Ω
η̃a22|ψ2|

2dx−

∫

Ω
η̃(a12 + a21)ψ1ψ2dx

−
1

2

∫

Ω
η̃t(ψ

2
1 + ψ2

2)dx+

∫

Ω
θ1η̃ψ1χOd

dx+

∫

Ω
θ2η̃ψ2χOd

dx

≤ ‖a11‖L∞(Q)

∫

Ω
η̃|ψ1|

2dx+ ‖a22‖L∞(Q)

∫

Ω
η̃|ψ2|

2dx

+
‖a12‖L∞(Q) + ‖a21‖L∞(Q)

2

(
∫

Ω
η̃|ψ1|

2dx+

∫

Ω
η̃|ψ2|

2dx

)

−
1

2

∫

Ω
η̃t(ψ

2
1 + ψ2

2)dx

+
1

2

∫

Ω
η̃(ψ2

1 + ψ2
2)dx+

1

2

∫

Ω
η̃(θ21 + θ22)dx.
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This implies that

−
d

dt

∫

Ω
η̃ · (ψ2

1 + ψ2
2)dx+ 2

∫

Ω
η̃ · (|∆ψ1|

2 + |∆ψ2|
2)dx

≤ (1 + 2A)

∫

Ω
η̃(ψ2

1 + ψ2
2)dx+

∫

Ω
η̃(θ21 + θ22)dx−

∫

Ω
η̃t(ψ

2
1 + ψ2

2)dx,

(5.2)

whereA :=

2
∑

i=1

2
∑

j=1

‖aij‖L∞(Q).Multiplying both sides of (5.2) by e(1+2A)t and integrating it in [0, T ],

we obtain
∫ T

0
−
d

dt

(

e(1+2A)t

∫

Ω
η̃(ψ2

1 + ψ2
2)dx

)

dt+ 2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
η̃e(1+2A)t(|∆ψ1|

2 + |∆ψ2|
2)dxdt

≤

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
η̃e(1+2A)t(θ21 + θ22)dxdt−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
η̃te

(1+2A)t(ψ2
1 + ψ2

2)dxdt.

(5.3)

Noticing that

|η̃t| ≤ C/T in [T/2, 3T/4]; η̃t = 0 in [0, T/2) ∪ (3T/4, T ],

and by (5.3), we get

−e(1+2A)t

∫

Ω
η̃(ψ2

1 + ψ2
2)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

T

0

+ 2

∫ T
2

0

∫

Ω
e(1+2A)t(|∆ψ1|

2 + |∆ψ2|
2)dxdt

+2

∫ 3
4
T

T
2

∫

Ω
η̃e(1+2A)t(|∆ψ1|

2 + |∆ψ2|
2)dxdt

≤

∫ 3
4
T

0

∫

Ω
e(1+2A)t(θ21 + θ22)dxdt+

C

T

∫ 3
4
T

T
2

∫

Ω
e(1+2A)t(ψ2

1 + ψ2
2)dxdt.

Since e(1+2A)t have lower and upper bounds in [0, T ], we have

∫

Ω
(|ψ1(x, 0)|

2 + |ψ2(x, 0)|
2)dx+

∫ T
2

0

∫

Ω
(|∆ψ1|

2 + |∆ψ2|
2)dxdt

≤ C2

(

∫ 3
4
T

0

∫

Ω
(θ21 + θ22)dxdt+

∫ 3
4
T

T
2

∫

Ω
(ψ2

1 + ψ2
2)dxdt

)

.

(5.4)

On the other hand, for any τ ∈ [0, T/2], we multiply both sides of (5.2) by e(1+2A)t and integrate

it in [τ, T ], then

∫ T

τ
−
d

dt

(

e(1+2A)t

∫

Ω
η̃(ψ2

1 + ψ2
2)dx

)

dt+ 2

∫ T

τ

∫

Ω
η̃e(1+2A)t(|∆ψ1|

2 + |∆ψ2|
2)dxdt

≤

∫ T

τ

∫

Ω
η̃e(1+2A)t(θ21 + θ22)dxdt−

∫ T

τ

∫

Ω
η̃te

(1+2A)t(ψ2
1 + ψ2

2)dxdt.

(5.5)

Since η̃(T ) = 0, η̃(τ) = 1, and e(1+2A)t is bounded in [0, T ], we obtain
∫

Ω
(|ψ1(x, τ)|

2 + |ψ2(x, τ)|
2)dx

≤ C2

(

∫ 3
4
T

0

∫

Ω
(|θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2)dxdt+

∫ 3
4
T

T
2

∫

Ω
(|ψ1|

2 + |ψ2|
2)dxdt

)

.

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

∫ T
2

0

∫

Ω
(|ψ1|

2 + |ψ2|
2)dxdt

≤ C2

(

∫ 3
4
T

0

∫

Ω
(|θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2)dxdt+

∫ 3
4
T

T
2

∫

Ω
(|ψ1|

2 + |ψ2|
2)dxdt

)

.

(5.7)

Combining (5.4) with (5.7), it holds that

∫

Ω
(|ψ1(x, 0)|

2 + |ψ2(x, 0)|
2)dx+

∫ T
2

0

∫

Ω
(|ψ1|

2 + |ψ2|
2 + |∆ψ1|

2 + |∆ψ2|
2)dxdt

≤ C2

(

∫ 3
4
T

0

∫

Ω
(|θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2)dxdt+

∫ 3
4
T

T
2

∫

Ω
(|ψ1|

2 + |ψ2|
2)dxdt

)

.

(5.8)

Define the function

l(t) =







T
2 , 0 ≤ t ≤ T

2 ,

t
1
2 (T − t)

1
2 , T

2 ≤ t ≤ T,
(5.9)

and the following associated weight functions

σ̄(x, t) =
e4λ‖η‖L∞(Ω) − eλ(2‖η‖L∞(Ω)+η(x))

l(t)
, (5.10)

τ̄(x, t) =
eλ(2‖η‖L∞(Ω)+η(x))

l(t)
, where η is as in (4.3). (5.11)

Since σ̄(x, t) and τ̄(x, t) have lower and upper bounds in Ω× [0, T/2], similar to (5.8), we have
∫

Ω
(|ψ1(x, 0)|

2 + |ψ2(x, 0)|
2)dx+ Ī[0,T

2
](ψ1) + Ī[0,T

2
](ψ2)

≤ C2

(

∫ 3
4
T

0

∫

Ω
(|θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2)dxdt+

∫ 3
4
T

T
2

∫

Ω
(|ψ1|

2 + |ψ2|
2)dxdt

)

,

(5.12)

where Ī[a,b](ψ) =

∫ b

a

∫

Ω
e−2sσ̄(sτ̄)6|ψ|2dxdt+

∫ b

a

∫

Ω
e−2sσ̄(sτ̄)3|∆ψ|2dxdt.

Adding the terms Ī[0,T
2
](θ1) and Ī[0,T

2
](θ2) to both sides of (5.12), and noticing that e−2sσ̄(sτ̄)6 has

a lower bound in Ω× [0, T/2], it concludes that
∫

Ω
(|ψ1(x, 0)|

2 + |ψ2(x, 0)|
2)dx+ Ī[0,T

2
](ψ1) + Ī[0,T

2
](ψ2) + Ī[0,T

2
](θ1) + Ī[0,T

2
](θ2)

≤ C2

(

∫ 3
4
T

T
2

∫

Ω
(|ψ1|

2 + |ψ2|
2 + |θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2)dxdt+ Ī[0,T

2
](θ1) + Ī[0,T

2
](θ2)

)

.

(5.13)

In order to deal with the terms Ī[0,T
2
](θ1) and Ī[0,T

2
](θ2) in the right side of (5.13), we use classical

energy estimate for θj in (4.7), then

∫ T
2

0

∫

Ω
(|θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2 + |∆θ1|

2 + |∆θ2|
2)dxdt ≤ C2(

α2
1

µ21
+
α2
2

µ22
)

∫ T
2

0

∫

Ω
|ρ−2

∗ ψ1|
2dxdt. (5.14)
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Since e−2sσ̄(sτ̄)6 has a upper bound in Ω× [0, T/2], we get

Ī[0,T
2
](θ1) + Ī[0,T

2
](θ2) ≤ C

∫ T
2

0

∫

Ω
(|θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2 + |∆θ1|

2 + |∆θ2|
2)dxdt.

By (5.14), (4.8) and the fact that e−2sσ̄(sτ̄)6 has a lower bound in Ω× [0, T/2], we arrive at

Ī[0,T
2
](θ1) + Ī[0,T

2
](θ2) ≤ C2(

α2
1

µ21
+
α2
2

µ22
)

∫ T
2

0

∫

Ω
|ρ−2

∗ ψ1|
2dxdt

≤ C2ρ
−4
0 (

α2
1

µ21
+
α2
2

µ22
)Ī[0,T

2
](ψ1).

(5.15)

Taking µ1, µ2 large enough, by (5.13), (5.15) and Proposition 4.1, we have
∫

Ω
(|ψ1(x, 0)|

2 + |ψ2(x, 0)|
2)dx+ Ī[0,T

2
](ψ1) + Ī[0,T

2
](ψ2) + Ī[0,T

2
](θ1) + Ī[0,T

2
](θ2)

≤ C2

∫ 3
4
T

T
2

∫

Ω
(|ψ1|

2 + |ψ2|
2 + |θ1|

2 + |θ2|
2)dxdt+ C2ρ

−4
0 (

α2
1

µ21
+
α2
2

µ22
)Ī[0,T

2
](ψ1)

≤ C2

(

I(ψ1) + I(ψ2) + I(θ1) + I(θ2)
)

≤ C̃λ24
∫

ω×(0,T )
e−2sσ(sτ)34|ψ1|

2dxdt ≤ C̃

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2dxdt,

(5.16)

where C̃ = C̃(Ω, ω, T, ‖a11‖L∞(Q), ‖a12‖L∞(Q), ‖a21‖L∞(Q), ‖a22‖L∞(Q), ρ0, α1, α2, µ1, µ2).

In addition, we see that σ̄ = σ, τ̄ = τ in [T/2, T ]. By Proposition 4.1, we deduce that

Ī[T
2
,T ](ψ1) + Ī[T

2
,T ](ψ2) + Ī[T

2
,T ](θ1) + Ī[T

2
,T ](θ2)

≤ I(ψ1) + I(ψ2) + I(θ1) + I(θ2) ≤ C1

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2dxdt.
(5.17)

Combining (5.16) with (5.17), we have
∫

Ω
(|ψ1(x, 0)|

2 + |ψ2(x, 0)|
2)dx+ Ī[0,T ](ψ1) + Ī[0,T ](ψ2) + Ī[0,T ](θ1) + Ī[0,T ](θ2)

≤ C̃

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2dxdt.
(5.18)

On the other hand, by the classical energy estimates for γi (i = 1, 2) in (3.4), we get

2
∑

i=1

∫

Q
(|γi1|

2 + |γi2|
2)dxdt ≤ C2

2
∑

i=1

1

µ2i

∫

ωi×(0,T )
|ρ−2

∗ ψ1|
2dxdt. (5.19)

By (4.4), (5.18) and σ̄ ≤ σ ≤ σ∗, we obtain
∫

ωi×(0,T )
|ρ−2

∗ ψ1|
2dxdt ≤

∫

ωi×(0,T )
e−2sσ̄|ψ1|

2(sτ̄)6
1

(sτ̄)6
dxdt

≤ max
Q

[ 1

(sτ̄)6
]

· Ī[0,T ](ψ1) ≤ C̃

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2dxdt.
(5.20)

Further, by (5.19) and (5.20), we have

2
∑

i=1

∫

Q
(|γi1|

2 + |γi2|
2)dxdt ≤ C̃

∫

ω×(0,T )
|ψ1|

2dxdt. (5.21)

Combining (5.18) with (5.21), the desired estimate (5.1) follows.
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