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LOCAL EXACT CONTROLLABILITY TO STATIONARY
SOLUTIONS OF A SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC EQUATION

MARIUS BECEANU

ABSTRACT. This paper establishes the local exact controllability of the quasi-
linear porous media equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions.
Consider the equation
v — Da(y) = mu + f on Q
y(0) = 9o, y [s=0
on the n + 1-dimensional cylinder @ = Q x (0,T) with lateral boundary ¥ =
O x (0,T). The exact controllability in finite time is proved when |lyo —

yS”WUl’"(Q)nC(ﬁ) is sufficiently small, n > 1, for every stationary solution ys
such that a(ys) € W249(Q), where ¢ > n. It is assumed that  is a bounded

open set with C? boundary and that a € C?(R), a’ > 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement and Main Result. Consider a fixed cylinder Q = Qpr = € x
(0,T), where Q is a bounded domain with C? boundary in R™, n > 1. This paper
aims to establish the local exact controllability of the quasilinear porous media
equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions, namely

yt — Aa(y) =mu+ f on Q
(1.1)
y(0) = Yo, ¥ |z=s0x(0,1)= 0.

Here a : R — R is a function that only matters up to an additive constant. We
will assume that a € C%(R), a(0) = 0, and a’(y) > 0 Yy € R. Moreover, let f be
constant in time, f € LI(Q), ¢ > n.

Here m is the characteristic function of an open subset w CC 2. We also denote
Qu=wx(0,T)and || - [lg = || - [Le(e)-

Consider y, to be a stationary solution of (1), such that a(ys) € W24(2) and
therefore y, € W24(Q):

—Aa(ys) = f, ys loa= 0. (1.2)

The equation () is said to be exactly controllable to y; if there is u € L?(Q),
called the control, such that by inserting it in (II]) one obtains a solution y such
that y(T') = ys. If equation (T is exactly controllable to ys for all yo in some
neighborhood of y,, the equation is called locally exactly controllable.

This paper proves the local exact controllability of equation (LTJ).

In the statement of the main result we use several notations that depend on the
following lemma, due to [L1]:
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Lemma 1.1. There exists a function 1 € C?*(Q) such that 1(x) > 0 Vx € Q,
P(z) =0 on 09, and |[Vy(z)| > 0 Vo € Q\ wy, where wy CC w.

Making use of ¢ define, for A > 0, functions o and ¢ : Q — R by

ekw(lﬂ) — €2>\|W)HC(§) e}\’l/}(iﬂ)
t) = )= = 1.3
Also consider the auxiliary functions
1 — 2Méllem) 1
t)= — > ¢lt) = - 1.4
Oé()( ) t(T — t) 7¢0( ) t(T — t) ( )

Note that that ag < o < ag(1—n(N)), do < & < 7~ L(N)do, where n(N) = e M?lem
Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Assume that a € C*(R) and a/(y) > ¢ on (—¢,€). Consider ys
a stationary solution of (1), with a(ys) € W>4(Q), and T > 0. Then there is
C(a,ys,T) such that for all yo with

llyo — ySHWOl’"(Q) + lyo — ysnc(ﬁ) < Cl(a,ys,T), (1.5)

there exists a control u that produces a solution y of (IL1l) with yo initial data and
y(T') = ys. Furthermore, for some ¢ > n and any X\ > Xo(a,ys,T), s > so(N),

sa 2
le™* 0 Lo (@) < CorCly.rllvo — ysl3". (1.6)

The controlled solution y has the property that

1ty — ys)llwree (0,1509 ()L (0,731 (@) < Cay,,T) (1.7)

sa 2

e (y — ys)llc(r/211z0() < Cagerllvo — ys)l3 %, (1.8)

as well as
2
Iy = ysll (@) < Cayar(llvo = ysll3 + llyo = yslloo). (1.9)

The constants depend on a and y, by means of ¢, [[a/llcap—e.q + 111/acf-cq and
llysllw=.a(q), respectively.

Remark 1.3. The control u and the controlled solution y depend continuously on
the initial data yo as a function from C(Q) to L=(Q) x C(Q).

Remark 1.4. Let T > 0. Given an arbitrary (not necessarily stationary) solution
Ye of equation (I1l), the equation is said to be locally exactly controllable to y.
in time T such that for any yo in a neighborhood of y.(0) there exists a control
u depending continuously on yo such that, by plugging u in (1), one obtains a
solution y such that y(T) = y.(T). The method of proof given in this paper can be
used, with minimal modifications, to prove the local exact controllability of equation

@) to any L>=(0,T; W29(Q)) N W1>°(0,T; LI(S2)) solution y., for ¢ > n.

1.2. History of the Problem. This paper is based on the method introduced
by Imanuvilov and Fursikov in 1992-93 over the course of several articles, as for
example [9], and presented in a systematical manner in [T1]. The method allowed
the proof of observability (and, by duality, controllability) for solutions of para-
bolic equations over arbitrary domains, with nonconstant coefficients, as opposed
to previous controllability results, such as [17] and [13].
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In [6], Imanuvilov proved the exact controllability of the semilinear parabolic
equation

{ Ly+ f(t.z,y)=g+uonQ=[0,T] xQ (1.10)

Y |[0,T]xasz= 0, y(0,2) = vo(z), y(T, ) = vi(z).
In this formulation, 2 is a bounded domain in R", £ is a parabolic operator and
the control u is supported on w CC €. The initial state vg is taken in Hg () and
the nonlinear term f satisfies f(¢,x,0) = 0 and is globally Lipschitz with respect
to y. Imanuvilov proves the exact controllability of (II0) to states v for a class
of states containing 0, together with the estimate

Iyl 2o, 17552 () + el L2y + 1€yl L2y + lull L2y <
Clllvollaz o) + 11€*9ll22(q)),  (1.11)

where 7 is an auxiliary function, defined by the author, comparable to (T — t)~2.

The main elements of Imanuvilov’s proof are a Carleman-type inequality for the
linear problem and a fixed-point principle, by means of which the controllability
result is extended to the semilinear problem.

This method was afterwards used by several other authors to prove more general
controllability results. Thus, Fernandez-Cara, Zuazua [8] proved the global exact
controllability of the semilinear equation y; — Ay + f(y) = mu, with |f(s)| <
kslog|s|, as well as a negative result — the equation cannot be controlled even for f
of moderate growth, |f(s)| ~ slog®"“(1+|s|). The same authors also proved results
concerning nonlinearities involving the gradient and on unbounded domains.

Barbu [2] showed that the preceding result can be extended to the case when
[f (@, t,9)| < kalyl(1 + o(lyl) (1 + log [y])*/?).

In the current paper and in [3], controllability is proved for the quasilinear par-
abolic equation (II]). This is not the most general quasilinear equation, insofar as
the coeflicient of the main term is a function of y, but not of Vy. Nevertheless, it
has physical relevance, since it describes the diffusion of fluids within porous media
with a nonlinear diffusion coefficient. Whereas [3] deals with the one-dimensional
problem, here we treat the case when the dimension is at least two.

This paper is fundamentally based on the method of proof of [I1I]. The com-
putations (especially those in the proof of the Carleman inequality) closely follow
those of [I].

2. OVERVIEW OF THE PROOF

Firstly, we linearize equation (I.I]) by introducing an auxiliary function z:

ye — div(a’ (2)Vy) =mu+ f on Q

y 5= 0, y(0) = . (2.1)

Indeed, by making y = z, one retrieves the original equation (L.
Denote b = a’(z). The second step is to prove a Carleman-type inequality
concerning the backward dual (Z2]) to the linear equation (Z1)):

pt + div(bVp) = g

2.2
pls=0, pli=r=pr. (2:2)

The inequality that needs proof is as follows:
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Proposition 2.1. Assume that 0 < p < b < M < oo, where the constants yu and
M are fized. Whenever byl ro0,1m;0m)) + [VO|lLe(@) < ¢ < 0o and for every
A > Xo(¢) = C(1+¢?), s> s0(N), any solution p of [2.2)) satisfies the bound

/ e (3 \3¢%p? 4 sAp(Vp)?)dwdt <
Q

<C(1+¢) / e2 23 \3 3 pPdadt + / e*vg?drdt, (2.3)
w Q

where C' is a constant independent of p, g, s, A, and C, but which may depend on

T, Q, and w, as well as p and M.

Recall that @, = w x (0,T).

In particular, the assumptions of Proposition 2.1l imply that b is Holder contin-
uous and that its modulus of continuity depends only on ¢. Since b is given by
b=d(z), 23) holds uniformly for all z in a bounded set in L>(0,T; W>(Q2)) N
Whee(0,T; L™(2)). We also remark that the independence of C' in regard to s and
A will be used later in the proof.

This statement of the Carleman inequality contains a minor but useful improve-
ment over, for instance, the one given in [7]. Namely, we do not require that all
derivatives of b should be in L*>°(Q).

The observability of the dual equation, established by (2.3]), is equivalent to the
controllability of the linear equation (2.II). Under some specific conditions on the
auxiliary function z, we show that the linear equation (Z1]) admits a solution y
which fulfills the same conditions. In order to pass from the linear equation (21
to the quasilinear equation (II]), we then apply the Schauder fixed point theorem

in the Banach space C(Q).

log g — log 2
Fix g € (n,00) and takeN_{ 08q— 08

1 f 2and N =1 f
logn—log(n—Q)—‘+ or n > 2 an or

n = 2. Consider the sequence

n
n—2

i—1

(@i)o<i<n, qo = 2, qi=2( ) , 0<i< N, gv =g¢. (2.4)
Define the compact set B C C(Q), depending on the parameters (; and ¢, as

follows:

B={ycC@) e**¢™"(y — Yl (0,72 9+1 () +

+11e* ¢ (y — ys) | Los (rj2,mp0+1 ()) < G 0 <P <N,
y(0) =yo, ¥ |1==0, llyellcqoria) <& IV —ys)llLeg) < ¢}
(2.5)

where Y is the uncontrolled solution of the quasilinear equation (2:€)) obtained by
taking u = 0 in (T.I)):
Y;g - AG(Y) = f, Y(O) = Yo, Y |Z: 0. (26)

B is defined so that Carleman’s inequality Proposition 2.1] holds uniformly if b =
a/(z) and z € B; thus, one can close the fixed point argument in B.

Note that, for y € B, y — Y vanishes exponentially at time zero and y — ys
vanishes exponentially at time T'. In particular, the latter implies that y(T) = ys,
but both properties will matter in the sequel.
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Define the mapping F' : B — C(Q) by assigning to each z the minimizer F(z) =y
of the functional

Q. (y,u) :/ e 253y dwdt+

w

+ /Q 672SQ(X[O,T/2] (y(z,t) = Y(2,t)* + Xir/2,m(y(2, t) — ys(x))?)dadt,

(2.7)
where y and u satisfy (Z0]), with z as the auxiliary function.

To F we apply Schauder’s Theorem, which states that if B is a closed and convex
set in a Banach space X and F : B — B is a continuous map such that F(B) is
compact, then there exists © € B such that F(z) = «.

We also use the fact that if X is a normed space, F' : B — X has a closed graph,
and F(B) is compact, then F' is continuous.

Therefore, we next show the existence of a fixed point y of F' in B by means of
Schauder’s Theorem, for a suitable choice of the parameters (; and . Due to the
rapid growth of e=2%¢ the difference y — y, will vanish at time T as desired for
y € B. This result is contained in the following more technical statement:

Proposition 2.2. Assume that o', a”’, and 1/a’ are bounded on R. Fix q € [n,00).
Assume that yo |s= 0 and |lyo — ys|q + [|Aa(yo) + fllq £ Cla,ys). Then, the
quasilinear equation (1)) is controllable to the stationary solution ys and for any
T there exists \g such that for any X > Ao, s > s1(N\), § >0, and 0 < i < N there
exists a control u satisfying

He—s(l—2n()\)—5)aouHLm(Q) + He—s(l—2n()\)—5)ao¢alutHLq(Q) <
N < Cs,)\,écys,a”yO - yqu, (28)
lle™**¢o ™" ullc(jo,7); L9 ()N Lai (0,7:1%+1 (2)) < Cyeallyo — s

qi*
The controlled solution y has the property that

Hy - y§”lem(O,T;LQ(Q))QLOO(O,T;WLOO(Q)) < Cy,.a
) lle™*%py " (y — Y)HC([O,T/2];L‘H(Q))qui (0,T/2;: L+1(Q)) T (2.9)
le™*%bo (v — ys)lcr/2,m;09 ()nLai (ry2,1:09+1 () < Cy.allyo — Ysllg:-

This is essentially the result we intend to prove, but the conditions imposed on
initial data and on the nonlinear function a are stronger than necessary. Several
improvements are possible, as we shall see henceforth.

In the course of proving Proposition we use the following local regularity
result:

Proposition 2.3. For any sufficiently small  there exists p > 0 such that if
|2 = ysllwrs0,7;L9(2))nL (0, 15w 15 () < € (2.10)

and || Aa(yo) + fllqg < p, HUHWLOO(O,T;LQ(Q)) <p llz— ysHLoo(o,T;m(Q)) < p, and if
T < Ty with Ty independent of ¢, then the solution y of the linear equation (2.11)
satisfies

ly = ysllwr.oo (jo,77;La(2)) Lo (0,T5w 100 () < ¢ (2.11)

Taking v = 0, one retrieves a similar statement concerning the solution Y of
([2.6l), which is also used in the proof:
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Corollary 2.4. For any sufficiently small  there exists p > 0 such that if || Aa(yo)+
fllg < p, then the solution' Y of the uncontrolled equation [2.6]) satisfies

Y — ysllwiee 0,1509(0)) Lo (0,310 () < C. (2.12)

The proof of Proposition goes as follows: Assuming that z € B, we first
show that the functional @ (y,u) has a minimizing pair (y,u) in L? (Q), where
u = mpe***s3\3¢3 and y, p satisfy the equation

pe + div(bVp) = e ***((y = Y)x(0,7/2) + (¥ = ¥s)X[r/2,7)) on @ (2.13)
Then, we prove that both y = F(z) and u have further regularity properties, as
needed. Define

Bi(G) = {y € L*(Q) lle™** g "X10,7721 (¥ = Y s (0,7 L9541 (02)) +
+ [le™* g "Xr/2,11 (¥ — Ys) | Los (0,1 L9+1 () < Gi}-

We show that y € Bg((p) for some sufficiently small {p and for a specific choice of s
and A. Then, we recursively choose (; as a function of (;_; and prove by induction
that y € B(¢;) and |le™**¢g " p| Lago,7:Lat1(0)) < CGi-

Following a sufficiently large number of steps, depending on the dimension n, we
obtain by Sobolev embedding that ||ul| L (g)ynw.0,r;re(0)) < Cllyo — Ysllq + Co)-
The final step is to choose ¢ and prove that ||y||y 1.0 (0,729 (Q))n L (0,7;w 1. () < ¢
Therefore, y € B.

Thus B is stable under the map F. After showing that F' has a closed graph,
one can apply Schauder’s theorem and conclude the proof of Proposition

The goal of proving controllability is achieved in Proposition[2.2] but only under
the condition that a/, a”’, and 1/a’ should be bounded on R and for a less than
optimal class of initial data. Indeed, the condition that ||Aa(yo) + fll4 should be
small implies that a(yg) € W249(Q) and therefore yo € W24(Q).

We relax the conditions on the initial data by means of the following two smooth-
ing estimates, concerning the uncontrolled solution Y of (2.6)).

(2.14)

Proposition 2.5. For each n > 0 there exists p > 0 such that, if ||y0—y5|\W01,n(Q) <
pandT < p, then the solution'Y of equation (20)) satisfies HY—ySHC([O)T];WOl,n(Q)) <
7.

Proposition 2.6. Consider ¢ > n. If |lyo — y5||W01,n(Q) is sufficiently small, then
the solution Y of equation ([26)) satisfies

2
[£Y2]| Lo (0,3 L902)) < Crllyo — sll2 (2.15)
and in particular

2
18a(Y(T)) + fllg < Crllyo — wsll2 (2.16)
for any sufficiently small T > 0.

We achieve the desired improvement of Proposition in a very basic manner.
Namely, let the control u be 0 on some initial time interval [0, Tp], with Top < T. On
the interval [0, Tp], the solution of equation (1) will coincide with the uncontrolled
solution Y, turning WO1 *(£2) initial data at time 0 into one of suitable regularity at
time Ty. Then, one can apply Proposition on the interval [Ty, T] and achieve
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controllability. In this manner, the condition imposed on the initial data can be
relaxed to ||yo — y5||W01,n(Q) being sufficiently small.

Finally, assume that [[yo — ¥sllo(q) is also small. Then [y — ys| ) can be
decreased at will, for y being the controlled solution of equation (IZI]). Therefore
the bounds on the nonlinearity a in (1)) only matter on a neighborhood of y4(92).
The global boundedness conditions on ¢’ and a” can be eliminated. This leads to
the main result, Theorem

In the sequel we give detailed proofs of the statements made in this outline,
beginning with the auxiliary results and ending with the main one.

3. PROOF OF AUXILIARY RESULTS
3.1. Carleman’s Inequality.

Proof of Proposition 21l The subsequent proof essentially follows that given in [I1].
Recall the auxiliary functions a and ¢ given by (L3]) and note that they satisfy

ar < Cy(N)¢?, au < Cy(N)g?, (3.1)

where y(\) = e?Wlc@ .
By taking z = e*“p in the dual system (2.2]) we obtain the equation
2z — sz + div(bVz) — (2sApbVY)V 2+

+ (82 M\2p? — sA2p)b(V)?2—

— SAPDAYz — sAG(VY - Vb)z = e°Yyg (3.2)
2(0)=2(T)=0o0n Q
z |E: 0.

Everywhere in the sequel we assume that s > v(\) = eAllle@ and A > 1.
Define

D(s,\ z) = / N33 2% + sAp(V2)?2dadt. (3.3)
Q
We see that
IV (s /2A20122) |72y < CD(s, A, 2). (3.4)
Hence we also obtain

Aoz||? " < CD(s, )\, 2). 3.5
122112, 2 ) S CD(5:A,2) (3.5)

Lemma 3.1.

”571/2/\71/2¢71/2vz||i <

2(0.T:L 722 (@)
<C(1+ ||Vb|%°°(O,T;L2"(Q)) + ||bt||2Lw(o,T;Ln(Q)))D(Sa A z) + C||esa9||%2(g)- (3.6)

Proof. By squaring equation ([3.2)), multiplying it by s '1A71¢~!, and integrating
on @, we find that

/ sTIANT o (2 + div(bV 2))Adadt <
Q

gC(D(s,A,z)+/ sAG(VD)? 22 dudt + [[e**g||720y)-  (3.7)
Q
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On the other hand,

/ 25 AL 2 div(DV 2)dxdt = —/ 20V (s Ao 2 Vedadt >
Q Q

> —/ s_lA_lgb_lzfdazdt—O/ SA¢—1(VZ)2dxdt+/ (bsIATLp™ ) (V2) dadt >
Q Q Q

>~ [ 57197 s dadt = OBl D50, 2) — Clltdlmoriznay:

Q
.||Sfl/2>\71/2¢71/2vz||L (

le—1/2y—1/2 4 -1/2
200,71 722 () s A ¢ VzllL2(q)-

(3.8)
Thus we obtain

A?slA1¢1(div(bvz))2dxdt < CA A+ VbIT oo (0. 7:1m () D(55 A 2)+

— — — 1 S
+el[s 2) 1/2¢ I/QZHQL?(O,T;H?(Q)+E”th%OO(O,T;L"(Q))D(Sv)‘vz)+||e g||2L2(Q))'

(3.9)
We get

/Q (bA(s™/2A"2¢7122))2dadt < C(1+ || VDG oo (0.1 12m (c2))F

1 _ _ _ sa
+E”bt”QLOO(O,T;L"(Q)))D(Sv A z) +ellsTEAT 2 UQVZHi Q) + e g||2L2(Q))'
(3.10)
Since we know that b > u, by adjusting € the conclusion ([B.6) follows immediately.

O

2n
2(0,T;L =2 (

An immediate consequence is that

2 . <C((1+OD(s, A 9] 200))- 3.11
Hvz”Lz(o,T;L%(Q))_ (0D, A2) + el e

We continue with the proof of Proposition 2.1l Setting
B(t)z = —div(bVz) — (2 X2?b(Vep)? + sA2pb(V))?)z + sayz
X(t)z = —25\2pb(Vh)?z — 25ApbVp - V2 (3.12)
Z(t)z = sAG(V - Vb)z + sAPbAYz,
we rewrite (3.2]) as
2z — Bt)z + X(t)z = Z(t)z + e“g. (3.13)
Then, starting with the relation

d

pn B(t)z - zdx :/ B(t)zy -z + B(t)z - z; + B(t)z - zdx
Q

Q
:2/ B(t)z(B(t)z — X(t)z + Z(t)z + e**g)dx + / Bi(t)z - zdx
Q Q
(3.14)
and integrating it on (0,7), we obtain
2/ (B(t)z)*dzdt +2Y = —2/ B(t)z(Z(t)z + e**g)dxdt — / By(t)z - zdxdt,
Q Q Q
(3.15)
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where

Y =— / (25ApbVY - V2 + 257\2b(V1h)?2)
Q

(div(bV2) + (s*A2?b(Vh)? + sA2pb(Veh)? 2 — sayz)dxdt.

(3.16)

Then,

/ By(t)z - zdzxdt :/ by (V2)2dwdt—
@ @ (3.17)
- / ((s°X?¢” 4+ sA?¢)b(Vh)?) 2% + say 2 dudt.
Q

Since |a] < y(\)|die| < Cy(N)¢3, (here C denotes a constant independent of s, A,
z, ¢, and g), we eventually obtain the evaluation

‘ / Bt(t)Z . Zd.Idt‘ §C’(1 + ||bt||L°°(O,T;L"(Q))(1 + C))D(S, A, Z)"’
Q (3.18)

+ ”bt”LOO(O,T;L"(Q))||esag||%2((;))-
Furthermore,

|2/QB(t)z(Z(t)z—|—emg)dajdt| §/

(B(t)z)*dzdt + 2 / (Z(t)2)* + e***g*dxdt
Q

Q
g/Q(B(t)z)zdxdt—l—C((l—I—||Vb||%m(Q))D(s,)\,z)+||eso‘g||%2(Q). (3.19)

From (313), (BI1]), and [BI9]) we obtain
Y < C((1+¢)D(s, A 2) + (1 +Qlle*gll72q))- (3.20)

On the other hand, we have the following lower estimates:

/ (sAGDV - V2 + sA2pb(Vep)? 2) sy zdadt =
Q

(3.21)
— _% / div(s* A\ bV1p) 22 dadt + / 2 X2 paub(V))? 22 dadt,
Q Q
and therefore
‘ / 2(sAPbVY - Vz + sA2 bV - V) sy zdxdt| <
o (3.22)
S CO(1+ || Vbl =(q))D(s, A, 2),
because |a;| < Cy(A)¢? and |ag| < CAP?.
Moreover,
—/ 252 pb(Vep)? 2 - div(bV z)dxdt = / 20V (s\2pb(Vep)?2) - Vzdadt >
Q Q (3.23)

> / 25\%¢b(V1p)*b(V2) dadt — C(1 4 || Vb| 1e(q)) D(s, A, 2).
Q
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Then,

- / (25ApbVY - V2) (52 N2 0% + sA29)b(Vah)* zdadt >
Q

> / (35°A19° + 25°A19?)0* (Vo) 22dadt — C(1+ || Vb poe (@) D(s, A, 2).  (3.24)
Q

Finally,
—/ 2sAp(bVY - V2)div(bV z)dxdt > —/ 2sAp(bVY - V2) (b - Vz)dodt+
Q by
+ / 25A\pbV z - V(bV) - Vz)dadt + / 25A2pb* (Vi) - Vz)2dxdt — CD(s, ), 2).
Q Q
(3.25)
Here
/ 25sAGbV z - V(bVe - Vz)dadt = / 25\¢ ¥ bD;zD;(bD;yD;z)dxdt
Q Q i,
2/ sAGVY - V(b(V2)?)dzdt+
N (3.26)
+ / 25A¢bz D;yD;z(D;bDjz — D;bD;z)dxdt — CD(s, A, 2).
Q i)j
The first integral can be evaluated in the following manner:
/ sAGDV - V (b(V2)?)dadt > / sA@(bv - Vi) (b(V2)?)dodt—
Q z (3.27)
—/ sAZ¢b(V))?b(Vz)?dxdt — C(1+ ||Vb|| L= (q))D(s, A, 2).
Q

The second integral can be treated as follows:

/ 25A¢b Y D;¥D;z(DibD;z — D;bD;z)dadt| < C|| Vb (g D(s, A, ¢). (3.28)
Q 7«1]
Putting together inequalities (3.20]), (3:26]), (3.27), and ([B.2]]), we arrive at the

following estimate:
- / 2sAp(bVY - V2)div(bV z)dxdt >
Q

~ C(U+ [V (@) Ds. A 2).

Since 1 > 0 on ©Q and ¥ = 0 on I, we have v = —%. Moreover, because
z satisfies a Dirichlet-type boundary condition, it follows that Vz is parallel to v
almost everywhere on Y. Therefore,

/ SAG(—=2(bV - V2)(bv - Vz) + (bv - V) (b(V2)?))dodt =
z (3.30)
= / sAG|V|b? (v - V2)2dodt > 0.
2
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Combining the inequalities (3:22), 323), (324)), and (3:29)), and taking into
account ([3.30]), we obtain

Y 3)\4 3b2 4 .2 )\2 b 2b 2d dt—
z/Qs GV(TY)L- 22 + sNZG(V)2b(V )Pt o)
= C(L+ [[Vbl[oe(@)) D(s; A 2).

From (337) and (3:20) we get
/ P A PV (V) - 22 + sA2pb(Vep)2b(V2)2dadt <
Q

<O+ 3)D(s, N 2) + (L +Olle™ gl F2q))-  (3:32)
Because b > p and |Vi| > ¢ on )\ wg, by making A sufficiently large (A > Ao(¢) =
C(1+ ¢?), as stated in the hypothesis) we obtain
/ P A3932% + sAp(V2)2dadt <
Q

1
<C((1+ X)/ $3N3¢322% + s\ (V)2 dadt + ||eS°‘g||%2(Q)). (3.33)
Qug

Substituting p back into (B33]), we eventually get
/ e (3 X3¢%p? + sA(Vp)?)dadt <
Q

< C(/Q e*?(s°N*¢°p? + sAG(Vp)?)dzdt + [|e**g]|Z2(g))-

«o

(3.34)

Choose x € C2°(w), x > 0, such that x =1 on wy. If we multiply equation (2.2))
by e*%y¢p and integrate on Q we obtain that

/ e x¢b(Vp)2drdt <
Q

< / div(bV (e2**xo))p*dxdt + C(/ e***sy(N) @ pPdadt + |e* g1 72 ()
Q w
(3.35)
Thus we obtain, by making a few more estimates, that

/ e p(Vp)2dxdt < C((1 + C)/ e \2p3p? + ||eso‘g||%2(Q)). (3.36)

Qwo w
From (3.34) and (3.36) we obtain the final result ([23)). O

Proceeding as in [I], one obtains the subsequent corollary to Proposition 21
(the Carleman inequality):

Corollary 3.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.1l the following inequali-
ties hold:

/ p?(0)dz < Cox(1+¢) / e P p?drdt + / e g2 dxdt (3.37)
Q Q

w

and

T/2
/ / pidedt < Co\(1+ C)/ e 3 pPdadt +/ e g?dxdt, (3.38)
0 Q w Q
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where C » is a constant that does not depend on p, g, or ¢, but may depend on s,
AT, Q) and w.

Proof. Both inequalities stem from the fact that for ¢; < ¢y
t2 t2
Il o [ I < Do+ [ [ looldsar. 330)
tl tl

Integrating (339 in ¢, one obtains that

T/2
/p%mMﬁ+u/ L/G@fm&g0(
2 0 Q

€

3T /4

/ﬁmw+/ﬁmm (3.40)
T/2 Q Q

and taking into account the fact that

3T/4
/ﬁm&g@A/JW&ﬁMﬁ (3.41)
T/2 Q Q
the Carleman inequality (Z3]) allows one to infer (3.37) and (338). O

3.2. Regularity Results. In the following we prove estimates concerning the un-
controlled solution Y of (2.6]), as well as one regarding the solution y of the linear
equation (2.

It is a well-known fact (see for example [16]) that if mu + f € L*(Q) and
Yo € L*(Q), then equation (1)) has a unique C([0,T7]; L*(Q2)) N L?(0,T; WH2(Q2))
solution.

It is enough to prove all of the following estimates for the case when Y €
C?reslta/2(Q) and likewise for y. Given a less smooth solution Y of (2.6, one
can replace @ by a sequence of smooth domains @Q? that exhaust it and y, and
f by sequences of smooth functions 3} and f* that approximate them. The cor-
responding solutions Y are C2t®1+2/2 smooth by parabolic regularity (Theorem
10.1, Chapter 3 of [15]) and converge to Y in C(0, T; L%(R2)). If the C2te1+a/2((Q)
solutions Y fulfill an estimate in a uniform manner, then so does their limit Y.

The smooth initial data yj need to satisfy the compatibility conditions by van-
ishing on the boundary 99 in order to generate solutions Y of C*te1+e/2(Q)
regularity. For this reason one has to assume that yo € WO1 () in the hypothe-
ses of Propositions [2.3] and 2.6] as it is the W1 ™(Q) limit of a sequence of
functions y{ that vanish on 9.

The first estimate, Proposition [3.3] is trivial.

Proposition 3.3.
1Y = yslleo,1;00@) < Cllyo — ysllg- (3.42)

Proof. Rewriting the equation as
Y = ys)e — div(a'(Y)V(Y — ys)) = div((a'(Y) — a'(ys)) Vys), (3.43)
multiplying by [V — y,|772(Y — y5), and integrating in ¢, one obtains that

sup V() = wullg+ [ 1Y = " H(VY = p))Pdnde <
te[0,T] Q

< llyo — sll? + C /Q Y — g VY — )l (344)

whence estimate ([3:42)) follows by Gronwall’s Lemma. O
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Proof of Proposition 2.3l As stated previously, one can assume without loss of gen-
erality that y € C?T®1+/2(Q) as long as yo vanishes on the boundary. We also
assume that p < 1. Taking the derivative of equation ([Z) with respect to ¢, we
get that

Y — V(a' (2)Vy) = muy + V(a" (2)2:Vy), v:(0) = Aa(yo) + f, v |s=0. (3.45)
Multiplying by |y¢|?"2y; and integrating in ¢, we find that

sup [l (£)]|9 + / 12 (V) 2t <
t€[0,T] Q

< [lye(0)1 + Collluell Ta(g) +/ (a”(2)2Vy)? |y |9 2dxdt). (3.46)
Q

Consider the fact, proved below in (3.62]), that

IV (y = ys)llz=@) < Cllyell s om0y + p' ). (3.47)
Then, the last term of ([B46) can be bounded as follows:

/Q (@"(2)2Vy)?|ye| T2 dadt < CT || 2el|7 o (07,1002 IV (U = )11 () +

+ VY 2 @)Yl F 20,7 100y
SCTC2HytH%;Q(O,T;Lq(Q))(”ytH%OO(O,T;Lq(Q)) +pP P (3.48)

1
2\q/2 - q
+ Cl (TC ) + 200 ||yt||LOO(O)T;Lq(Q))7

where Cjy was introduced in (3.44]).
A bound on ||y,(0)]|4 can be obtained from the fact that w(0) = 0 (because of
the rapid decay manifested in [@34])) and z(0) = yo, so

ly:(0)llq = [[Aalyo) + fllq < p- (3.49)
We conclude that, for small (,

||yt||%°0(07T;Lq(Q))+/Q |yt|q_2(vyt)2d$dt < C(pq+(T<2p2(l_B°))Q/2)+Cocl (T<2)Q/2-

(3.50)
Let us specify T' (left unspecified until now) to be such that CoC,T9/? < %, where
Cy was introduced in [B46]) and Cy was introduced in ([B48]). Note that Cp and
C1 depend only on ys and a.
Then, for sufficiently small p, we retrieve from ([B.5Q) that ||y¢| £ (0, 1;09)) < ¢
Now let us prove the desired regularity of Vy. Rewrite equation (Z.I)) in the
following form:

div(a'(2)V(y — ys)) = ye — mu — div((a'(2) — a'(ys)) Vys)- (3.51)

Based on the bounds for the right-hand side, we use the maximum principle to
evaluate the left-hand side. We state the needed theorems in an abridged form.

Theorem 3.4 (Theorem 8.16, [12], p. 191). Let the operator
Lu= Z Di(aiiju) (352)

4,J
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be uniformly elliptical: N2 < > @ik < A%|€]2. Then the solution to the
Dirichlet problem

Lu:g—l—ZDifi, u=0 on 00 (3.53)

fulfills the estimate
lullss < C (1, ¢, IQDAT (£ llg + llgllq2)- (3.54)
Applied to (B.51)), the theorem leads to

1y = yslloo < Cllyellq + lmullg + 1(a'(2) = a(ys)) Vysllg) < Cllyellq+p).  (3.55)

Now we employ the following Holder estimate for the gradient, Theorem 8.33 of
[12} p. 210] (again the statement is abridged):

Theorem 3.5. Let u € C1%(Q) be a weak solution of B.53)) in a C1* domain Q.
Then we have

[ullere < Cllulloo + llglloc + [[fllcoo (3.56)
Applied to (BET]) it gives, for any 5 € (0,1) (we fix one),
IV(y = ys)llcos@) <CUly = vslloo + llyellg + Imullg + (0’ (2) = @ (ys)) Vsl cos @)
<C(lly = yslloo + lytllg + llmullg + 112 = ysllcos @) I VYs [0t
+ 112 = Yslloo I Vysllcos ()

<C(lyellg + o+ 11z = ysllcos @),
(3.57)
where the constant depends on ||a’(2)[|cs(q) < C(1+||V(2—=ys)lo), s0 is bounded

whenever [|[V(z — ys)|lo < ¢ < 1. Note that for g = 2t22
12 = ysllcosa) < Cllz — ysllfﬁl,mm)llz - ?Js”é_ﬁo < C¢Popt=ho, (3.58)

We prove this interpolation inequality as follows: firstly, we extend functions defined
on {2 continuously by zero to the whole of R™. Then, we prove it for L*°,i.e. 5 = 0:

Crlf (o)l < /w—wo|§7‘ flw)dz + ~/|m—moST o) = Flo)| de (3.59)

<SCE 21z + " fllwroe ()

Setting r = (|| fll2/ || fllwr.1(0))*/ "2 we get

n/(n—2 2/(n—2
1fllso < CFIZ i 171152 (3.60)
Now we can interpolate between 5 = 0 and 1 and retrieve (B.58):
|f(@1) = f(@2)|P < CIAISP PN fllwrslan — o], (3.61)
Reintroducing time, since p < 1, we obtain from ([B.57) that
IV(y = y) (@) < Clllyello=(o,7;La(0) + p' ). (3.62)

By making p sufficiently small we obtain the estimate concerning V(y — ys). O

Proof of Corollary 24l In equation (2] set u = 0. Consider the mapping G that
associates to each z, in the set

K ={z€ L*(Q) | |z — ysllwr(jo,1]: La()ni=(0,r;wr= () < (}, (3.63)
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the corresponding solution y € K of equation (2] that exists by Proposition 23]
for sufficiently small p. K is convex and compact in L?(Q). G has a closed graph in

C(Q) and by Schauder’s Theorem has a fixed point. The fixed point is the unique
solution Y of equation (2.6) and satisfies the desired estimate since Y € K. O

Proof of Proposition 2.5l As justified above, one can assume that Y € 2+ 1+a/2(Q).
Then, for the derivatives of Y one has the equation

(Di(Y —ys))e = Didiv(a (Y)V(Y — ys)) + Didiv(a’ (Y)Vys) + D; f

Di(Y = ys) |t=0= Di(yo — ys)- (3.64)

The main problem is that there are no conditions on the lateral boundary 3. In
the course of this proof we denote B = a/(Y') and w =Y — y, for brevity.

Lemma 3.6. The solution Y of equation (226l) satisfies

GOSN @) =)l e [ STIDAY () = pl" (TP (1)~ ) <
<C(1+ /Q D IDi(Y (1) = o) dz),

(3.65)
Proof. By equation (3:64]),
d
GID @l =n [ 1D D) (Didiv( BYw()+
Q
+ D;div(BVys) + D, f)dx
(3.66)

=n /Q | Diw(t)|" 2 D;w(t)(D;div(BVw(t))dz

—n(n—1) / IDaw()]" 2 D2w(t)(div(BVy,) + f)de.

Next we prove, following the same method as in [14], Chapter II, Paragraph 6 (also
see p. 100), that

—/ Z|Diw(t)|"_2Diw(t)Didiv(BVw(t))dx—F

Q-

+C(/ Z|Diw(t)|”*2|VDiw(t)||Vw(t)||DiB(t)|da:+
¢ (3.67)

w n+1 w n n+1 o
[+ e+ (o) >

> (n — 1)/QZ |Diw(t)|" "2 B(VDyw(t))?dz.
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Indeed, by Green’s Theorem we obtain that
- [ S IDwtol Do) Ddio( B w())ds =
. /8 S DO 2Dty - D(BVu(t))do+
+(n—1) /Q Z | Dsw(t)|" 2V Dyw(t) D; (BVw(t))dzx

> = /{m ; |D;w(t)|"~*Dyw(t)Br - VDw(t)do+
(3.68)

+(n—1) /Q Z |Dyw(t)|"2B(VDyw(t))*dz—
- C(/Q S IDsw (O 27 Diw0)][F0(0)]| D B0 o+

+/ Z|Diw(t)|"+1 + |D;B(t)["do).
o0

By introducing local coordinates on the boundary and using a partition of unity
we obtain, following the intricate computations given below (very similar to the
ones in [I4]), that

—/ > [Dyw(t)[* " Diw(t) By - D;Vw(t)do >
o9
> —0/ > IDiw(®)|" ! + [ Daw(t)" + |D;B()|"do. (3.69)
Q"

Let us prove ([3:69). Note that on ¥, since y = y, = 0, equation (Z6]) translates
into div(BVw) = w; = 0. By multiplying div(BVw) with |D;w|"~2D;wy; and
adding it to the left side of (B:69)), we obtain

—/ > IDiw(t)|" 2 Daw(t)By - DiVw(t)do >
o

= /asz ZZ: | Diw(t)|" "2 Dyw(t) B(v - D;Vw(t) — viAw(t))do —
(3.70)
— ) n+1 ; n+1 .
C/m; |Dyw(t)|" ™ +|D; B(t)|"*d

Then, because of the smoothness of §2, each point £y on the boundary has a neigh-
borhood V (zo) C R™ on which we can define a C? coordinate map = = S(Z), with
S(0) = 2o and S~HON NV (z0) C R, where R"™! = {#|#, = 0}. One can also
assume that |[VS(Z)| =1 on S™HONQNV (x0). Because Q is bounded, we can define
a smooth partition of unity x = Z;’Zl X; such that x |o= 1, suppx; C V(x;)
for j = 1,J — 1, and suppx; CC ). Let us decompose the second D;w factor
on the second line in (B.70) into a sum according to this partition. After apply-
ing Green’s theorem, the term corresponding to y jw(¢t) cancels on the boundary.
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Putting w; = w(t)x;, v; = w; 08, v =w(t) oS, each of the other terms becomes
by a change of coordinates

—/ Z |Diw(t)|"_2Diw(t)B(u . Diij - Vz-ij)da =
oy

Rn—1

'(Sn,k(ss,isr,szDrvj - Sr,ikDrUj) - Sn,i(su,ksl,k:DuDlUj + (ASu)DuU]))dau
(3.71)
where the indices ¢, k, [, m, p, s, r, u, v, and w are used for summation. Since
v =0 on R" ! we see that D;v = 0 and D;Djv =0 on R fori,j =1,n— 1.
In addition, when s = u = n and r = [, the corresponding terms cancel. If we put
Zk(SnyiSq,iSiyk — SﬁyiqukSn,k) = Aqi and (Zk Sn,iSn,kSn,ik — S?LlASn) = Ai, the
previous integral becomes

- / > 180 D" 2 Dyv(t)(AsibDy Dyvj + A; BDyyv; )dor. (3.72)
Rn—1
Then, since A; are bounded and v, v; vanish at infinity,

—/ Z |Sn1iDnv|”72DnvAiBDnvde > —C/ [Vw(t)|9do. (3.73)
Rn—1 o0

Since x; has compact support, we integrate by parts the term containing Ag; and
obtain

—/ » Z |SnﬁiDnv|"72DnvAsiB(XquDnv + Dyx;Dpv)do >

i
Z E E |Sn1iDn’U|n72Dq(XjAsiB)d0' - O/ |Dnv|qd0 (374)
Rn—1 Rn—1
>—C [ |Vw®)|"(1+ |[Vw(t)| +|VB|)do,
oN

which concludes the proof of (3:69). Combining inequalities (368) and (369,

inequality (B.67) follows.
Due to the fact that B > u > 0, (3.67) becomes

C/Q;|Diw(t)|" (VDiw(t))2dz <
- w2 Dw i div w T
< /Q 3 IDawl) ™ Diwlt) Didiv BV w(t))do+
+ /Q | Diw()["2 |V Dw(®)||Vew()|| D B(#)|de+ (3.75)
W n+1 W n i n+1 o).
+/mzi:|Dl O + |Diw()[" + |D;B(t)|" " do)

For any € > 0,

/Q |Diw(t)[" 2|V Dyw(t)||Vw(t)|| D B(t)|de < e /Q ZIDiY(t)I"”(VDiY(t))?d:er

. n+2 T € . n+2 .
+C/Q§i |D; B(t)|"2dx + C( )/Q% DY (t)["+2d
(3.76)
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Finally, putting to use the fact that B = a’(Y'),

[ 1Dl + D) + DB+ o <
00
<CIIDsw®)|"* llwra () + [|1Diw®) w1 o) + 1)
Se/ S| (V Dy () 2da + C(e)/ DY "+ | DY [ 2dp 1. BT
o Q
The last term in ([B.66) can be dealt with as follows:
/ | Diw(t)|"~2D2w(t) (div(BVys) + f)dz < € / S |Diwl (Y Dyw)?do+
Q Q%

e)(/QZ|DiY|"d:1:+ 1).

We obtain the desired conclusion ([B65]). (3'72
From (3.65]) one can further infer that
g Z 1D () = g)lIT) / SIIDY D) u) DY () )l <
<o+ /Zw VDLV () = o) Pl DIELORATH
(3.79)

Consider the interval I = {t € [0,T] | >, | D:s(Y(s) — ys)|ln < 1™, Vs < t}. Since
Y € C([0,7]; L3(22)) and the set {y € L*(2) | y |ao= 0, >, [|Diy||?* < n"} is closed,
I is closed as well. Since 0 € I by hypothesis, I is nonempty. Let us prove that if
telandt<T,then [t,t+ ) C I for some § > 0 and consequently I = [0,T].
Since Y € O?T*1+e/2(Q), the derivatives D;Y are continuous on Q. On a
right neighborhood of ¢ [t,¢ + ¢) one has that >, || D;(Y(s) — ys)||n < 2n™. If 5 is
sufficiently small, the last term in ([B79]) cancels and on the interval [0,t + J) the
inequality (3.79) becomes . ||D;(Y (s) —ys)|Ii) < p?+ CT. By choosing p and T
sufficiently small, one retrieves the desired statement, Y. [|D;(Y (s) —ys)|ln <7
first on the neighborhood [t,¢ + §) and then on the whole interval [0, T1. O

With the help of Proposition [2.5] we prove a smoothing estimate concerning the
solution of the uncontrolled equation (2.6]), namely Proposition

Proof of Proposition 2.6l Again, one can assume that Y € C?+®1+2/2(Q). Differ-
entiating equation (2.6]) with respect to time, we obtain that

Yii — V(bVY;) = V(Yd" (Y)VY). (3.80)
Multiplying by ¢, one obtains that

(Y1), =V (bV (tY;)) = V(tY;a" (Y)VY)4Y; = V(tY,d" (Y)VY)+V(a (Y)VY —d’ (y5) Vs)-
(3.81)
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Multiplying by [tY;|972tY; and integrating, one obtains that
& [+ [ i) <
< C(/ |t§Q|q_1V(t§Q)a”(Y)VYd:c+/ [tY: |92V (tY3) (o' (Y)VY — d (ys) Vys)dz).
Q Q
(3.82)
Hence,
5 [l + e [ i) 2 <
< C( / [tV ]?(a” (V) VY )?da + / Y12 ((V(Y = ys))? + (Y = ys) Vys) ) da).
Q Q
(3.83)

Note the following two inequalities:

/Qlthlq(a”(Y)VY)2dISC(IIVys||§oIIthIIZﬂLIIY—ysII%VLn(m/QIﬂfth_z(v(tm)%ﬂ)

(3.84)
and

(a-2)/q
i = s < OVl e, ([ 12w ac )
Q winta=2 (@) \ Jo

(3.85)

They lead, if |Y" — ys|lc(o,77;w1.n(q)) is smaller than a constant independent of T,
to

1Yellcqomyiza@) < CIY = ysll , o rpt s - (3.86)

The assumption that ||Y — ys|lc(o,7;wr.»(q)) < ¢ is met by applying Proposition
Note further that

2 a2
||Y - ySHLq(O,T;WL#b(Q)) S C”Y - ys||z2(07T;Wl,2(Q)) ||Y - ySHLZo(O)T;Wl,n(Q)).
(3.87)
Therefore, under the conditions of Proposition [2.5] one eventually obtains that

1Aa(Y (1)) + Flly = IV(D)lly < CIY = gl f 02w < Cllvo —yelli - (3.88)
The last inequality follows from writing equation (26 in the form

(Y —ys)e — div(a' (Y)V(Y —ys)) = div((a' (V) — a' (ys)) Vys), (3.89)

multiplying it by Y — ys, integrating in ¢, and applying Gronwall’s inequality. [

4. PROOF OF THE CONTROLABILITY RESULTS

4.1. Proposition We first prove the local controllability of the quasilinear
equation (IJ)) under more restrictive conditions on the initial data yo, namely
a(yo) € W24(Q), and on a, namely a’, a”, and 1/a’ bounded on R.

Proposition [2.2] will follow by a fixed point argument applied to the linearized
equation ([2.I]). We prove that the continuous mapping F which assigns to each z
the minimizer y of the quadratic form @, defined by (2.7)) has a fixed point in the

compact set B C C(Q) defined by ([2.35)).



20 M. BECEANU

Proof of Proposition[2.2]. For technical reasons we assume that T < T} is suffi-
ciently small. This is not essential, since if the equation is controllable at time T it
is also controllable afterwards.

Firstly, assume that z € B, as defined in (2:3)), and that ¢; and ¢, the constants
that enter the definition of B, are all at most 1.

Consider the following optimal control problem: minimize

Q:(y,u) :/ e 23 dwdt+

w

+ /Q e_zsa(X[O,T/Q] (y(%t) - Y($,t))2 + X[T/2,T) (y(%t) - ys(x))2)d$dtu

(4.1)
subject to (1)), with z as the auxiliary function.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a pair (y1,u1) for which Q,(y1,u1) < 00.

Proof. Firstly, minimize the functional

Qs (y,u) = / e 253y dadt + %/Q (y(x, T) — ys(x))?dx (4.2)

w

subject to (2], with z as the auxiliary function.

Clearly Q¢ is finite for some (y, u) (one only needs to choose a suitable u and solve
&) for y) and is also strictly convex and lower semicontinuous, so it achieves its
minimum. By an argument that will be repeated below, if (ye, u.) is the minimizing
pair, Pontryagin’s principle yields that u. = mp.e?°®$>, where p. is a solution to

(pe)t + di’l)(prE) =0on Qr
De |E: 0, pe(T) = _%ye-
Multiplying 2T by pe, (£3) by ye — ys, and adding them together, one obtains
1
/ e P p2drdt + E/ (ye(z,T) — ys(x))*de = —/ yop(0)dx (4.4)
Q

Q

(4.3)

w

and, taking into account Corollary [3.2]

/ e P p2dadt + %/ (Ye(T) — ys)?dw < Csa(1+ c)/ yod. (4.5)
w Q Q
By making e go to 0 one obtains in the limit a pair (y, u) satisfying (2.1]) and such
that y(T') = 0.

Performing this procedure on a subinterval [e1, T1] C (0,T) instead of [0, T, with
the initial data y(e1) = Y (e1), one obtains a pair (y1,u1) with y1(71) = 0. One can
extend y; by Y on the interval [0, e1) and by ys on the interval (71, T] and extend
u1 by 0 on both intervals, making y; a solution of ([2.1]), for the control u1, on the
whole of [0,T]. By an immediate computation Q. (y1,u1) < 0. O

Since @, is a strictly convex, lower semicontinuous functional, which is finite for
the pair (y1,u1) introduced in Lemma 1] it has a unique minimizing pair (y, ).
By the Pontryagin principle we obtain that © = mpe2*®s3X3¢3, where p is a solution
to

pe + div(bVp) = e ((y — Y)Xjo,r/2) + (Y — ¥s)X[1/2,7]) on Q (4.6)
ple=0, p(T)=0.
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Substracting (Z6) from (Z1) and multiplying it by p, multiplying Z13) by
y — Y, adding them together, and integrating on [0,7/2], we obtain

T/2 T/2
/ / e2sa83)\3¢3p2d$dt+ / / e_2so‘(y(:10,t) — Y($,t))2d$dt =
0 w 0 Q

T/2
_ / (W(T/2) — Y (T/2)p(T/2)dz + / / (@(2) — ' (V))VY Vpdadt. (4.7)
Q 0 Q

Multiplying (ZT) by p, I3) by y — ys, adding them together, and integrating on
[T/2,T], we get

T T

/ /6250‘53/\3(;53p2dxdt—|— /e*zm(y(a:,t)—%(I))dedt:
T/2 Jw T/2/Q

T

- /Q (W(T/2) — g )p(T/2)dz +

Adding (47) and [@.38) together gives

/ (a'(2) — d'(ys))VysVpdadt. (4.8)
T/2 )0

/ e?** N3¢ pPdadt + / 672SQ(X[O,T/2] (y—Y)*+ Xir/2,7(Y — ys)?)dadt =
Q

w

- /Q (v — Y (T/2))p(T/2)du+
n /Q (oiz2)(@(2) — &' (V)VY + x(zjay(a (=) — o (42)) V) Vpdadt.  (4.9)

In equation (2-13)) the conditions for Carleman’s inequality, Proposition 2] are
met uniformly, since

161l Lo (0,7 w100 ()W tos (0,77 () < Cllzll oo (0,7,w 10 () AWt (0,717 () < CC.

(4.10)
With the help of the Carleman inequality, Corollary B.2] and Corollary 2.4l we
obtain that

Q- () < lye — Y (T/2llp(T/2)]l2 + CN) 216~ o
1/2
-<(1+<> | N [ (= s+ - ys>2x[T/2,T]>dxdt>
Q

) (4.11)

and therefore, since ( <1,

[ sttt | e oy = Y0+ Xiryain (v~ ))dndt <
Q Q

< Conllyo = ysll3 + C(sA) Mo looG - (4.12)
If in (@I2) s > s1(\) = max(so(\), 20X ¢ |oo) and if ||yo — ys||2 is sufficiently
small, |lyo — ysll2 < Cs (o, then F takes values in the set

Bo(Co) = {y € L*(Q) | lle**X(0,7/21 y=Y ) 22(@)+ € **X[7/2,1] (y—ys)||L2(Q)(§ Co)}a
4.13
regardless of the size of (p.
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Up to this point, constants’ dependence on s and A\ was not assumed and was
made explicit wherever it occurred. Throughout the sequel constants will depend
on s and A by default.

In the following we prove that y = F(z) € B.

Rewrite equation (1)) as

(Y = ys)e = V(OV(y = ys)) = mu + V((d(2) — a(ys)) Vys), (4.14)
where b = a’(z). Also consider the equation
(y—Y) = V(ObV(y—-Y))=mu+V((d(z) —d(Y))VY). (4.15)

Set ey (y —Y) = Vi, e 5% (y — ys) = Wi, ¢y 'p = Pi. Equations
@14, (@I5), and (ZI3) turn into
(Vi)e — div(bVV;) + 25A6bVe) - VV; + (s, + g (1) Vit
+ (522202 + sA2)b(VY)2V; + sAbAYV; + sAgb(V) - Vb)V; =
=ms’ A2 @7 gy P+ ey 'V((d'(2) — d'(Y))VY)
Vi(0) =0, Vi |==0,

(4.16)

(W)t — div(bVW;) 4 25ApbV) - VWi + (sa + ¢y (8 Wi+

+ (82 MN20? + sA2)b(VY) 2 W; + sAGDAYW; + sApb(Vih - VH)W,; =
=ms® N gy P+ ey 'V ((d/ (2) — d/ (y5)) Vys)

Wi(T/2) = Vi(T/2) + e** ¢4 (Y (T/2) = ys), Wi |s=0,

(4.17)

and
(P)s + div(bV P;) — 2sApbV Y - VP, — (say — ¢b~H (1)) Pt
+ (2A2¢% — sA2p)b(Vep)2 Py—
— SAGDAYP; — sAGH(VY - V) P; = —do(Vixjo,r/2) + WiX(z/2.1])
Pi(0)=P(T)=00n{, P |g=0.

(4.18)

Recall that by ([Z4) one has that gy = 2, ¢; = 2(L2)i*1 for1<i< N -1,
n—

and gy = q > n. Assuming that P;,_1, Vi_1X[0,7/2], and Wi_1x[7/2,7] satisfy the
bound

cl|Pimallpoi-r o700 ) + Vietll Lo o,72;09 @)) + Wizl Lai-r (zy2,7:00 ) <
1
< C”yO - ys”qz'fl + 5@-17 (419)

we prove that the same holds with ¢ replacing ¢+ — 1. By induction the inequality
will hold for all i = 1, N. This implies that F takes values in B;((;) for each i, for
a judicious choice of (.

The induction hypothesis is fulfilled since when i = 1

C||esa¢0p”L2(Q) + ||€75a(y - Y)||L2([07T/2]><Q) + ||675a(y — yS)HLZ([T/Q,T]XQ) <
1
< Cllyo = ysll2 + 560 (4.20)

follows from (£I12). Multiplying equation (£I8]) by |P;|%~2P;, integrating in ¢,
and following an integration by parts to get rid of the term containing VP;, one
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obtains the usual estimate
T

sup [P+ [ [ IRP2 (VP dede <
0o Jao

t€[0,T]
<c / P,
Q

< C(H’Pi_l||%2(07T;Lqi(ﬂ))+||‘/i_l||%1(07T/2;Lqi(Q)))+||Wi_1||%1(T/27T;Lqi(ﬂ)))' (4-22)

5| Pylog + (IVilxo,r/2) + IWilx(r/2,m))¢o)dadt  (4.21)

and therefore

Indeed, since P; = ¢, Lp;_1, all the minor terms containing P; are majorized by
the norm of P;_1, and the same goes for V; and W;.

The same holds for V; and W;, with a few minor differences. Firstly, for V; one
obtains that

sup [|V;(t)
te[0,7/2]

T/2
o+ / / Vi |9 72(VV;) dadt <
0 Q

<c / Vils (V262 + [Vill P& + [VVillz — Y]e g+
[0,7/2]x (4.23)
+|Villz = Y]e " o¢y ") dudt
and therefore

< O(Hpifl||qLi2(o,T;Lqi(Q))+||Vifl||%2(0,T/2;Lqi(gz)))+”(Z_Y)e_sa(b(l)ii

T2(0,7/2:1 ()
(4.24)
For equation [@T7) the initial condition at time T'/2 yields

IWi(T/2)|lg: < [[Vi(T/2) gi- (4.25)

Then, multiplying equation (ZIT) by |W;|%~2W;, integrating in ¢, and performing
two integrations by parts, one obtains that

a +Cllyo —ys

T
sup (Wit e [ [ Wi 2dedt <
te[T/2,T) T/2/9Q

<[Iwi(T/2) BT(WilP¢? + [Wil | Pil¢® +

&+ C/ |W;
[0,T/2]x (4.26)

+[VWillz = ysle™*¢g" + [Willz — ysle ™ by ) dudt

and therefore

< CO(wi(T/2)

& 1P Z2 0,700 ) + IWimt N Ty, ri0s )+
+ (2 = ys)e o

Larj2mina o)) (427)

The conclusion so far is that
I PillLo: 0,7 9i+1 ()) + IVill Las 0,7 /2:90+1 () + Wil Lai (0/2,7509+1 () <
< C(H?JO - ys”‘h’ +Gi-1)- (4-28)

Letting (; = 2C(;_1, the induction is complete.
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logq —log2

Let N = {
that

+ 1. After N induction steps one eventually has
logn — log (n — 2)

Pl Loe 0,75 2a(2)) HIVN | oo 0,772; L0 () HIWN | Lo (172,75 29(92)) < C[[yo—sllg+Co)-

(4.29)
This method cannot lead to an L bound, so the last step must be different. Denote
P = elsH0)0g3n where § > 0. Equation 213 becomes

P, = V(bVP) = (el5T920g8),p + elsHD0=2s0 g3 (4 — ¥ )10 1/9) + (Y — Ys)X[1/2,7]
P(T) =0, P |s=0.
(4.30)
Since ag < a, one has that || P, —V(bVP)| Le(q) < C(llyo —ysllq +Co). By parabolic
regularity (Theorem 9.1, Chapter IV, of [I5]), one obtains that

1Pz o) < Cllyo = vella + Go)- (4.31)

The constant depends only on the modulus of continuity of b = a’(z), which is
bounded. In fact, the constant only depends on (, because

(2 = ys) (@1, t1) — (2 = y) (@2, t2)| < CC(Jw1 — @] + [t — ta]2). (4.32)

Since a’ has the Lipschitz property and y, is fixed and Lipschitz continuous, the
modulus of continuity is uniformly bounded under the already made assumption
that ¢ < 1.

Since

U = mp625a53>\3¢3 _ mPe2sa7(s+5)ag 53A3¢3¢63, (433)

we get that |u| < Ce(s(1=21(\))=9a0| P| and |uy| < Ce(1=21(0)=d)e0 g0 (| P| 4 |Py]).
Note that W2 (Q) C L>°(Q) is a compact embedding. Finally, we obtain that

le= (=21 =0y || o ) +[le™ O =0 gyl | Loy < Clllyo — Ysllg + Co)-
(4.34)
This leads to the desired L (0,7; W°°(Q)) N W1>°(0,T; L9(£2)) bound con-
cerning y. Indeed, Proposition 2.3 yields that if ||Aa(yo) + fllq, [[¥o — ysllg, and o
are sufficiently small, if ||z — ys||w1.0 0,7;09(0)) AL (0,73W 10 (@) < ¢, and if T < T
as assumed initially, then [y — y|lw1.(0,7;L0(0))nL> 0, 1;w 1 (@) < ¢ as well.
Thus, y belongs to the compact set B C C(Q) and therefore the mapping
F : B — B is compact. It remains to prove that F' has a closed graph. Given
a sequence z, € B with F(z,) = yn, consider the corresponding controls u,, and
solutions p,, of equation (Z.13)), linked by

Uy = MPpe***s3\3¢°. (4.35)

Assume that z,, converge to z and y, converge to y in C(Q). By (£12),
e 75 (sAg) "3 2up = mpne®®(shg)®/? (4.36)

are uniformly bounded in L?(Q). Therefore, after taking a subsequence, u,, and p,
converge weakly to some limits v and p that also fulfill the relation

u = mpe***s3\3 ¢ (4.37)

Since y,, and p,, satisfy equations (21 and [Z13)) with z, as coefficients, the same
is true about their limits y, p, and z. Thus, y, p, and z satisfy in a weak sense the
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relations
ye — div(bVy) = mpe***s>X>¢® + f, y(0) = yo, y [z=0
pe + div(bVp) = e ***((y = Y)x(0,7/2) + (y — ¥s)X(z/2,1): P(T) = 0,p [2= 0.
(4.38)
Consider F(z) = y, with the corresponding control u.. By Pontryagin’s principle
there exists p. such that y., p., and z also satisfy the relations (Z38]). Substracting
the two sets of relations from one another and denoting dy = y — ye, dp = p — e,
one obtains that
dy; — div(bVdy) = mdpe®**s3)\3¢?, dy(0) =0, dy |s=0
dp; + div(bVdp) = e~2**dy, dp(T) = 0,dp |x= 0.

Multiplying the first equation by dp, the second by dy, adding them together, and
integrating on [0, 7] one has that

/ (dp)?e***s3\3¢p3dadt + / e 2% (dy)*dxdt = 0. (4.40)
w Q

Therefore dy = 0 and y = y. = F(z), thus finishing the proof of the fact that F
has a closed graph.

Since F' is compact and has a closed graph, it is continuous. The proof has
already shown that F' takes B to itself. The fixed point obtained by applying
Schauder’s Theorem is the required controlled solution. Indeed, by the definition
&3 of B it already follows that y(T") = 0.

By making (o, ¢, and |lyo — ysllq + [|Aa(yo) + f||¢ sufficiently small, one obtains
that all of (; and ¢ are at most 1, thus fulfilling the condition imposed at the
beginning of the proof.

The estimates (Z8) and (239) concerning y and w contained in the statement
of Proposition [2.2] follow from those already obtained in the course of the proof, if
one imposes the supplementary condition that ¢; < |lyo — ¥s|lq:» ¢ < [|Aa(yo) + fllg-
Note that, since we have already assumed that [|Aa(y) + f]|4 is bounded, all the
weaker norms of yp — ys can actually be controlled by |lyo — ys]|2- O

(4.39)

4.2. Theorem Proposition establishes local controllability only for the
case when a(yo) € W24(Q). By combining it with the regularity results contained
in Propositions and [2.6], now we prove local controllability for the more general
case of yo € Wy ™(€2), still under the assumption that a’, a”, and 1/a’ are bounded
on R. Then we weaken this assumption as well.

Proof of Theorem [ 2. In the course of the proof we assume that T is sufficiently
small, but this assumption can be removed since if the equation is controllable at
time 7" it is also controllable for any greater time.

Divide the interval [0, T] into two subintervals, [0, Tp] and [To, T, of sufficiently
small length. On the first interval, take the control u to be 0. Propositions [3.3]
25 and yield that the solution of equation

Yi—AalY)=f onQr,=2x(0,T)
Y |s=0, Yo = Yo (4.41)

satisfies the estimate
2
1Y (To) — ysllg + 12a(Y (To)) + fllq < C(To, ys, a)lyo — 13/ (4.42)

provided that ||yo — ySHW&,n(Q) is sufficiently small. Then, by applying Proposition
on the second interval [T, T}, if ||yo — ysl|2 is sufficiently small, one obtains a
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controlled solution y* and a control u* on the interval [Ty, T']. By Proposition [2.2]
y* and u* satisfy the required inequalities (2.8)) and (2.9) on the interval [Ty, T.
Due to the rapid decrease of u* and y* near Ty and the regularity of these functions,
y and u, where

[0 onl0,Tp] x
v= { u* on (To,T) x Q (4.43)
and : |
(Y on[0,To) xQ
y= { y* on (Tp,T) x Q, (4.44)

are a controlled solution and a control for (1)) on [0, 7] respectively.

Taking into account Propositions B3] and 2.6 the estimates (Z8) and (29)
given by Proposition for y* and u* on the interval [Ty, T] translate into the
desired estimates (6] and (3] on [0, T7.

The only new estimate is the one concerning |[t(y — ys)I| £ (0,7;w 1.0 ()), Which
can be proved in a manner similar to (3.62]). Here, one obtains that for every ¢

ly = yallos) < Cllyella + Iy = wsll5") (4.45)
for a fixed (31, whence the estimate follows.

Finally, we remove the global boundedness conditions on a.

Since a(ys) € W29(Q), y, is continuous and bounded. Its range is an interval,
with endpoints y; and y2. The set {z|d(z,ys(2)) < €} is the interval [y; — €, y2 + €.
Lemma 4.2. If a € C*(R) and d’(y) > 0 Vy € R, then there exists a function
A : R — R with two bounded derivatives on R that agrees with a on [y1 — €,y2 + €]
and has the property that A'(y) > pua >0 on R.

Proof. Define the function Az : R — R by
a" (), T € [y1—€y2+¢
As(z)=4¢ a'(y1—¢€), =<y —e¢ (4.46)
a’(y2+€), x>y te
Consider the function A = Aszx, where x is a smooth function with 0 < y < 1,
X = 1on [y1 —eys + €], and suppx C [y1 — € — §,y2 + € + 6]. If we define
Ai(y) =d (y1) + f;’o As(z)dz, where y; € Range(ys), then by making § sufficiently
small we get that A; is uniformly positive.
Finally, A(y) = a(yo) + fyzi Aj(x)dz has all the desired properties. O

Consider the equation obtained by replacing a with A in (III):
Y — AA(y) = mu+ f on Q
Yy == 0, ¥ lt=0= vo-
By our previous considerations, equation ([L47) is locally controllable. Writing
it as
(y = ys)e — div(A'(Y)V(y — ys)) = mu + div((A'(y) — A'(y5))Vys),  (4.48)
one obtains an L* estimate on @ for the solution y. Indeed, one can first assume
as in the proof of Proposition that y € C?t1+2/2(Q). After multiplying the

equation by max((y — ys — M — tN),0) for suitable M and N and integrating on
[t1,%2] C [0,T], one obtains with the help of (6] that

(4.47)

2
1y =vsll oo (1,21 x0) < N[Y(E1) =Yslloo+C(ta —t2)(||yo—ys||2/q+||y—ys||Lw([t1,t2%xsz)))-
4.49
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By subdividing the interval [0, T] into smaller subintervals, one infers that

2
ly = vsll (@) < Cl1o — vslloo + g0 — ys| 2. (4.50)

By making [|yo — ¥s||c sufficiently small, we obtain that ||y — ys|/z~(g) < € then
y(Q) Cly1 — e y2 +el.

But on this interval A and a are identical, so it turns out that y is also a solution
of the original equation (I.T]) and satisfies the estimates given by Proposition [2.2]

as well as the new L estimate (T9I). O
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