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Summary

This paper aims to address an interesting open problem, posed in the paper "Sin-
gular Optimal Control for a Transport-Diffusion Equation" of Sergio Guerrero and
Gilles Lebeau in 2007. The problem involves studying the null controllability cost of
a transport-diffusion equation with Neumann conditions, where the diffusivity coef-
ficient is denoted by € > 0 and the velocity by B(x, ). Our objective is twofold.
First, we investigate the scenario where each velocity trajectory 8B originating from
Q enters the control region in a shorter time at a fixed entry time. By employing
Agmon and dissipation inequalities, and Carleman estimate in the case B(x, ) is the
gradient of a time-dependent scalar field, we establish that the control cost remains
bounded for sufficiently small € and large control time. Secondly, we explore the case
where at least one trajectory fails to enter the control region and remains in Q. In this
scenario, we prove that the control cost explodes exponentially when the diffusivity

approaches zero and the control time is sufficiently small for general velocity.
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1 | INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Transport-diffusion equations with vanishing diffusivity are widely used to model various physical and biological phenomena.
They play a significant role in fluid dynamics by describing the movement of particles while accounting for transport and
diffusion effects, as it is explained in Chapter 3 of* and the references therein.

Let Q c R?, d > 1 be a bounded open set, I" denote the boundary of Q, n represent the outward unit normal field on I" and
@ C Q be a nonempty open subset. Throughout this paper, the following notation will be consistently employed:

Qr :=Qx(0,T), wr

=wX(0,T) and Iy :=TI'Xx(0,7T),

where T > 0 is the control time. The main goal of this work is to study the cost of controllability of the following
parabolic—transport equation with Neumann boundary conditions:

0,y —eAy+ B(x,t)- Vy =u(x, 1)1, in Q,
0,y=0 on Iy, ey
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where € > 0 is the viscosity (diffusion coefficient) and B is the velocity (speed), that satisfies:
B(x,1)=V[f(x,t) with fe&W>®[R?x(0,))

in case of uniform controllability in €. The reason for this spatial extension (a regular open strictly containing € is sufficient) is
to define geometric conditions for the trajectories of the vector field B, and the extension of time, to have norms of 8B that do
not depend on T as considered in'’2. In the case of the controllability cost explosion, we only assume that

B e L*0,T; WhQ)),

where B is a general velocity. In system (I), y = y(x, 7) represents the state, u € L>(cwy) is the control function that only affects
the system through w;, 1,, denotes the characteristic function of w and y, € L?(Q) is the initial state. Let us start with the
definition of null controllability:

Definition 1. We say that system () is null controllable at time T if for every state y, € L>(<Q), there exists a control u € L*(w;)
such that, the solution of (T) satisfies y(-, T) = 0.

It is well known that system (I)) is null controllable for any control time T and any control region w when B € L*(Q;).
Specifically, in the case where £ = 1, we can refer to''? and'! for further details. Furthermore, by scaling the time variable using
the transformation ¢ — é, we can effectively reduce the problem to this specific case, as shown in'' Proposition 3.1. It is a well-
known fact that the controls depend continuously on the initial data. In other words, there exists a constant C := C(T,€) > 0
such that

||”||L2(wT) < C”J’()”LZ(Q) 2)
and the null controllability is equivalent to the following observability inequality:
3C :=C(T,€) > 0, Yor € L*(Q), 19(, 012 < Cl@ll 12, 3)
where @ is the solution of the adjoint system of (I)):
0,p+eAp+V  (pB(x,1))=0 in Qp,
(eVo + B(t,x)) -n(x) =0 onTy, )

e, T)=@r(x) inQ.

By employing the Hilbert Uniqueness Method®2, it can be shown that the optimal constants satisfying (2) and (3) are equal,

that is,

lull 2o, loC, Ol 2
sup inf —— = _
woer2@\ (0} €200 Ivoll ) prerz@nioy 1@l 2,

where ¢ is the solution of the adjoint system (4) and
A(yy) := {u € L*(wy) : the solution of (I) satisfies y(-,T) =0} .
In the sequel, we will adopt the following definition:

Definition 2. We define the cost of null controllability of system (I)) by the following quantity:

lleoC, 0l
K, T,Qw) = sip —— E@ (5)
@reL2(Q)\{0} ||(p||L2(wT)
The main objective of this paper is to investigate the asymptotic behavior of the cost of null controllability of system (I)) when
the viscosity is small enough. To elucidate the main findings of this paper, let us examine the trajectories of the vector field B

given by the mapping t = (1,1, x():

d
T (1,10, %) = B@(1. 1. x0).1) 1€ (0.7), ©

D(ty, 1y, Xg) = Xg,

for each (xy,7)) € R? x [0,T]. The solutions of the ordinary differential equation (B) encompass all relevant information
regarding the trajectories of a particle moving with velocity B. The following notations will be useful in the sequel.
Notations.

(N1) The canonical Euclidean scalar product of R? is denoted by - and |-| stands for the associated canonical Euclidean norm.
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(N2) For all x,y € R? and all » > 0, B(x, r) and E(x, r) are the open and closed balls of center x and radius r, respectively.
(N3) For A, B C R4, dist(x, A) and dist(4, B) designate the distance from x to A and the distance between A and B, respectively.

The following definition serves a specific purpose that is essential to prove our first main result.

Definition 3. Let T, € (0,T),r, > 0and O C R? nonempty open. We say that (T, Ty, rp. B, Q) satisfies the flushing condition

(FQ) for O if

Vx, € Q, Vi, € [T,, T, 31 € (ty — Ty, 1), Vx € B(xy, 1), D(t, 1y, x,) € O. (FC)

Remark 1. When the ODE (@) is autonomous, i.e., B = B(x), we can characterize (FC) by any backward trajectories of 28
originating from € at time O enter the open set ©. This characterization is discussed in Propositionof Section

We will show that if every backward trajectory of B(x, 7) starting from Q enters the control region within a time that does not
surpass a fixed time barrier, then the cost of null controllability of (I)) remains uniformly bounded with respect to £ when it is
small enough and the control time is sufficiently large. To be more precise, we establish the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Under the following conditions:
(1) Q c R¥is a C? domain, d > 1 and @ C Q is a nonempty open subset,
(2) B =Vf with f € W>*(R4 x (0, 0)),
(3) there exist T, € (0, T) and r, > 0 such that, (T, Ty, ry, B, Q) satisfies (FC) for w,
4) V(x,1) €T x(0,), d,f(x,t) > c for some ¢ > 0.

There exists a constant p, > 1 depending only on Tj,, r; and f such that, if T > p,Tj,, there exists a constant C > 0 independent
of € that satisfies the following estimate:

K, T,Q,w) < C, for e small enough, 7
where K is the cost of null controllability of (T).

The proof of Theorem [I] will be in Appendix A. Now, we present an example that illustrate the conditions of Theorem [T}
Example 1. In any dimension d > 1, we consider Q = B(0, 1), @ C Q an open subset contains 0 and f(x) = % for x € Q
and has a compact support in RY (to obtain f € W2*®(R?)). Indeed, in this case n(x) = x, then 9, f(x) = 1 for all |x| = 1 and
for any x, € B(0, 1), the solution of the system:

d
Y(0,0, x5) = x,

is given by W(z,0, xy) = e~'x,, t > 0. Hence
Vx, € B(0,1), 3t € (—0,0), ®(1,0,x,) = ¥(~1,0,x,) € @.
Thus, condition [3)] of Theorem [I]is satisfied (see Remark T)).

The literature investigates two methods: the spectral approach, illustrated in#, and the Agmon inequalities-based approach,
illustrated in''>. Both employ Carleman and dissipation estimates. In this work, we will use the second approach because the
transport term depends on the time variable.

Remark 2. The problem when B is not a gradient field is open. We now explain what we can ensure and what remains open:

e A dissipation estimate is satisfied by Agmon inequality for a general transport B(x, t) such that B(x,7) - n(x) > 0 and
satisfies the flushing condition (FC)). We prove those results in Subsection .2

e The difficulty arises in the proof of Carleman estimate for the solutions of system (@) which leads to observability constant
of the form exp <% (1 + %)) for a constant C > 0 independent of € and T'. Indeed, in the computations of Carleman
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estimate, we find the term @]) in the right-hand side, which is difficult to absorb.

€ /(%(x, 1) - n(x)) exp(=2sa)|Vo|* do df + 2 / exp(—2s5a)(B(x,1) - Vp)(B(x, 1) - n(x))ep do dt. ®)
l—‘T 1—‘T

This is the reason why we have imposed on B(x, 7) to be a gradient field V f(x, t), which allows us to transform system

@) to system (62)) without a transport term. A Carleman estimate is proved for the solutions of the new system because it

avoids terms of type (8).The assumption d, f > ¢ allows us to absorb a boundary term that remains in the right-hand side

of the Carleman estimate.

e In the case of general transport with B(x,1) - n(x) = 0, a Carleman estimate can be proved (the term (8) is null), but
the flushing condition is never satisfied by w C Q, due to dQ being a periodic integral curve of B that never
reaches w. Under that hypothesis, we can satisfy the flushing condition for any trajectory that starts in € (but not
in 0Q), as shown in the following example: d = 2, Q = B((0,0), 1), @ an open subset contains (0,0) and B(x,y) =
(=x + ¥+ x(x* + %), =x — y+ y(x* + y*)). Using the Lyapunov function V' (x, y) = x> 4+ y?, we can show that (0, 0) is not
globally asymptotically stable and its basin of attraction is B((0,0), 1), as shown in Figure[I ] In this case, the asymptotic
behavior of the controllability cost is an open problem, even in the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions.

00 Q=8(0,1) —

w=B(0,01) -~
x .
X0
\
050 /r
[ \

FIGURE 1 Backward trajectories ¢ — ®(t, 0, x,) starting in Q enter o and those starting in I remain in I'.

The following remark concerns the minimal time for uniform controllability.
Remark 3. The minimal time needed to achieve uniform controllability, i.e.
T, :=min{T >0 : thereis C > 0 such that K(¢,T,Q,w) < C, for all € small enough}

has been studied and several upper and lower estimates have been obtained in the literature. Notably, they have been obtained in
the one-dimensional case with constant transport coefficient and a boundary control in®1322 with different methods, and more
recently in''® for space-dependent transport in gradient form. It is important to remark that a formula for T), is not known even
in the one dimensional heat equation with constant coefficients, which shows the toughness of the problem. In this paper, no
estimate of the minimal time is provided, as in'l% for Dirichlet boundary conditions. Based on our analysis, we simply have
Ty, < pyT,, where T is the optimal time for the flushing condition and the coefficient p, depends on the dissipation and
observability constants. The challenge lies in the difficulty of explicitly identifying this coefficient. One might conjecture that
the minimal time for uniform controllability corresponds, up to a factor, to the optimal time required to reach the control region.
However, this conjecture is far from obvious, as it would require thorough analysis to confirm, and it appears challenging to
address.

The second main result of this paper is to show that if there is a backward trajectory of 2B that starts in Q at time T stays in Q
and does not enter the region  during time [0, T'], then for a small time control, the control cost explodes exponentially when
the viscosity vanishes. To be more precise, we provide a proof of the following theorem in Appendix B.

Theorem 2. We assume that:

(1) © c R? is a domain with Lipschitz boundary I', d > 1 and @ C Q is a nonempty open subset,
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(2) Be L=0, T, W'=(Q)",
(3) 3Ix, € Qsuch that, forallt € [0,T], (1, T, x) € Q\ w.
Then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of € such that we have the following estimate:

K, T,Q,w) > exp (g) , for £ small enough, ©))
€
where K is the cost of the null controllability of (T).

Generally, condition [(3)] of Theorem [2] holds true, provided that T is sufficiently small, using a continuity argument. For
instance:

Example 2. Assume that o CC Q and B € L®(Q X (0, 0))?. Let x, € Q\ w, r = dist(x,, ) and b = || B|| L (@x(0.00))- ONE has
t
| @, T, xq) — x| = / B(D(s, T, x,),s)ds| <Tbh, forall t € [0,T].
T

Taking T' > 0 such that 0 < T'b < r, we obtain (¢, T, x)) € B(x,,r) C Q\ @.
We can have this property for all T > 0, as the following example shows: in 2-D, let B(x, y) = (y, —x). In this case, the matrix
associated with the equation (6)) is skew-symmetric. As a result, we have |®(t, T, xy)| = |x,| for any (x,,7) € R2 x R, as shown

in Figure[2 |

FIGURE 2 A trajectory of B in Q \ w.

Remark 4. Theoremis a generalization of* Theorem 2.8 for a small time control. In fact, the conditions specified in*/ Theorem
2.8 lead directly to the realization of condition [(3)]of Theorem[2|for T < h and x, € (p; + T, p; + h).

In the context of the problem under study, Sergio Guerrero and Gilles Lebeau established analog results in their work, specifi-
cally in'> Theorem 1 and Theorem 3, with a transport flow belonging to W **(R?x (0, +c0)) and employing Dirichlet conditions.
Jon Asier Barcena-Petisco, in® Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.8, demonstrated the same results for the case of the first vector of
the canonical basis of R as a velocity and autonomous Robin (or Fourier) conditions. The generalization of these results to a
velocity field expressed as a gradient field belonging to W - (Q)¢ was accomplished by'?, extending the findings of* Theorem
2.7 and Theorem 2.8. Additionally, in'? Camille Laurent and Matthieu Léautaud investigated uniform controllability and the
corresponding optimal time for homogeneous Dirichlet conditions on a smooth, connected, compact manifold, while in® they
considered the analogous scenario for 1-D systems.

Our contribution is to answer the open questions presented in'> Remark 3 and®. The objective then is to study the null
controllability cost of a transport-diffusion equation with Neumann conditions and velocity B(x, ?) in the form of a gradient
field also depends on the time variable in the case of uniform controllability. The main difficulty encountered initially was to
establish an Agmon inequality. However, this obstacle has been overcome with the help of estimate (T9) while still using the tools
presented in'>, which allowed for the problem’s resolution. Subsequently, the second challenge was to establish a new Carleman
estimate, yielding an observability constant of the form e€/¢. Furthermore, it should be noted that the vector 8 depends on both
x and ¢, which prevents the use of the spectral approach, as is possible in cases*1?, In the proof of Theorem (1, we use a new
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decomposition (see the system introduced in Section [3) of the adjoint system (@) to prove estimates within the control region
and outside, using the uniform Agmon inequality in € and the Carleman estimate. In the proof of Theorem [2| we construct a
solution of the adjoint system (@), considering smooth initial data and exploiting Agmon inequality.

From a historical standpoint, the problem under investigation has its roots in the field of controllability problems within
singular limits, which were initially introduced by Jacques-Louis Lions. The articles** of Antonio Lépez, Xu Zhang, and Enrique
Zuazua and** of Kim Dang Phung provide an illustration of how the null controllability of the heat equation emerges as a singular
limit from the exact controllability of dissipative wave equations. Subsequently, the specific focus of the study revolves around
the evanescent viscosity limit, which was first introduced by Jean-Michel Coron and Sergio Guerrero in their work®. Initially
explored in the context of 1-D transport equations, this problem was subsequently extended to higher dimensions by Sergio
Guerrero and Gilles Lebeau in their work cited as'~. To explore other references related to optimal time of the controllability with
vanishing viscosity limit of the heat equation see™ of Olivier Glass and?%21"2 of Pierre Lissy and the reference therein. For the
motivation behind the problem and other applications, we invite you to refer to the introductions of the mentioned works 7410,
The last interesting paper involving parabolic equations, specifically the fourth order equation, is® of Nicolas Carrefio and
Patricio Glizman.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we present several results related to property (FC). Moving on to Section
[l we examine the existence and uniqueness of both strong and weak solutions for a parabolic system that includes the adjoint
system (). In Section ] we will prove some new Agmon inequalities and significant dissipation results and we present a new
Carleman estimate for the adjoint system (d)) which will be shown in Appendix C while Appendices A and B are devoted to the
proof of our main results, Theorem [T]and Theorem [2] In the last section, we present a conclusion to this work.

2 | SOME PRELIMINARY RESULTS OF FLUSHING CONDITION

In this section, we present two relevant results concerning property (FC). The first result offers a characterization of this
property specifically in the autonomous case, while the second result introduces a refinement of the regions associated with
this property, which will be used later in our analyses.

The following lemma ensures the existence and uniqueness of differentiable solutions of the ordinary differential equation ().

Lemma 1. Let B € L®(0,T; W1 (R9)?). For all (x, 7)) € R? x [0, T, the ordinary differential equation () admits a unique
global differentiable solution ®. Moreover for all t € [0, T] and all (x,, t,), (¥, So) € R? % [0,T]

|q)(t, to, XO) - @(t, S0» yo)l < eXp (“V%”L""(RdX(O,T))T) (”%||L°°(Rd>((0,T))|t() - S()l + IXO - yol) . (10)
Proof. Forallt € (0,T), B(-,1) € W (R?%)? and R? (is convex), from® for scalar-valued functions, we deduce that

[B(x,1) = By, )] < [IVBC, Dl Loyl x — ¥l

< IVl powaxoryl* = YI- (1D
where B = (B,,-,B,) and ||VB(, t)||2Lm(Rd) 1= Z ||0XJ B,(-, t)llsz(Rd)' The Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem affirms that for
1<i,j<d

all (x,1,) € R4 x [0, T1], (6) has a unique global solution given by

t
D1, 19, x0) = X + / B(D(s, 19, ), 5)ds, 0<1<T. (12)
)
Let (x,19)> (Vg» So) € R? X [0, T] with #, < s, from (TT]) and (T2), we obtain
max(sg.)
| (2, 19, x) = D, 505 ¥o)| < 1%0 = Yol + 1Bl Lo, 150 = ol + VBl Lomaxco.ry) / | (s, 10, x) = D(s, 50, ¥p)| ds.
minsg.)

Applying Gronwall’s lemma to this last inequality, we obtain (T0). O

In the autonomous case, we can characterize condition (FC)) as follows.
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Proposition 1. Let O a nonempty open set of R? and B € W (R?)4,
Assume that
Vx, € Q31 € (—0,0), B(1,0,x,) € O.
Then there exist T;, > 0 and r, > 0 such that, for all T > Ty, (T, Ty, ry, B, Q) satisfies condition for O.

Proof. Forall x, € Q there exists t ;= 1(xy) € (—o0,0) such that, (1(x,), 0, xy) € O. By the continuity of the flow, there exists
r 1= r(xy) > 0 such that,

|x — x| < 2r(xy) = D(t(xy),0,x) € O. (13)

By compactness of ﬁ, there exist x(l], -, xI € Q such that, Qc U B(xf), r(xé))). Weput 0 < T, < — _r{linlt(xf)) and
| =1,

>0
i=1,--,1

ro 1= min r(xp)- From (T3)), we obtain
Vxy € Q,31 € (=T, 0), |x — xo| < ry = ®(1,0,x) € O. (14)
Let T > Ty, x, € Qand 1, € [T,, T]. Since B is independent of #, then
(1, 15, %) = Dt — 15,0,x),  (x,1) € RY X R. (15)
From (T4) and (T3], we conclude that (T, T, r,, B, Q) satisfies condition (FC)) for O. O

The following proposition guarantees that condition (FC)) remains true for small regions.

Proposition 2. Let © C R“ an open nonempty with bounded boundary and assume that (T, T,, r, B, Q) satisfies condition
(FC) for O. Then there exists O, CC O an open such that <T, Ty, %0, B, Q) satisfies condition (FC) for O,.

Proof. For all (xy,1,) € Q x [T,,T1], there exists t := t(xy,ty) € (t, — Tj.t,) such that, for all x € E(xo,ro) we have
D(t(xg, 1), 1y, x) € O. We set
— T,
d(xg, 1) 1= dist ({(D(t(xo,to), t,X): x€B (xo, 30) } ,ao) >0, (16)

since {d)(t(xo, to), 1y, X) I X € B Xo» %" is a closed thanks to (I0) and 0O is a compact. The continuity of the flow in (10),
asserts that it exists r := r(x, ty) > 0 such that, for all |s — #,| < r(x,,?,), we have

Vx € E(xo, ro), |®(t(xg,tg), s, x) — D((xq, ), 1o, X)| < @. 17
We then consider U, the set of couples (x, 1) satisfying
xe B(x %0) =Ty <t(xgty) <t and 1€ (ty— r(xgsty). to + r(x01 1o).
Since UXOJO is on open containing (x,, ;) and Qx [Ty, T1] is compact, then it admits a finite covering by Ux{r’b’ i=1,-,1.

Taking d, = _r{lin[ d(x;,t,) and using (T6) and (T7), we can show that (T, Ty, %" B, Q) satisfies condition (FC) for all open
O, such that o
d
{x €0 : dist(x,00) > 7"} C 0,.

3 | WELLPOSEDNESS AND RESULTS OF A PARABOLIC EQUATION INCLUDING
ADJOINT SYSTEM

In this section, we will establish the well-posedness and regularity properties of solutions for the following backward, inhomo-
geneous linear transport-diffusion equation, accompanied by mixed boundary conditions Dirichlet and non-autonomous Robin

conditions:
0,p+€eAp +V - (B(x,1) = F(x,t) inU X (t,1,),

(eVe + B(x,1) - n(x)L(x) + ‘P]lro(x) =0 on oV X (t,1,), (18)
@(x, ty) = G(x) inl,
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where 0 < 7, <1, < T,and Q, CC Qaregularopen, U := Q\Q,, I = 0Q,T, := 0Q,, F € L2 (U X(t,,1,)) and G € L(1").
The figure[3 ]illustrates the geometric domains.
Notation. In the following, S(Q.1,,%,, F,G,&,B) will refer to system (I'I;g[) Note that in case Q, = @, system

FIGURE 3 Representation of U".

S(@,0,T,0, @r, €, B) is the adjoint system @).

3.1 | Notations and function spaces

Let Q C R?, d > 1 a domain with Lipschitz boundary I', L*(Q) and L?*(T") are the classical Hilbert spaces over R with respect
to the Lebesgue measure dx on Q and the (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure do on I', and (-, -) is the canonical scalar
product of L*(2). We consider H'(Q) and W**(Q), k = 1,2 the usual L? and L®-based Sobolev spaces over &, respectively,
and D(Q) the space of the test functions on Q. We recall that there exists a unique linear bounded operator y, : H'(Q) — L*(T')
such that yy,(u) = u (the restriction of uon ) if u € HY(Q) N C(ﬁ), see”. The quantity Yo(u) is called the trace of u and one
can also use the notation u|_foru € H 1(Q) (to simplify, we note u instead of uy ). In the sequel, we will employ the following
H'(Q)—trace estimate:

/ |”|2d0' C”””H‘(Q)“””U(Q)? (19)
r

where C > 0 depending only on €. For the proof of the inequality (T9), we refer to'* Theorem. 1.5.1.10.
For any Q, CC Q aregular open, we set U" = Q\ Q,, Uy = U x (0,T), Iy = 0Q,, I' = 0Q and we introduce HF'U(U') the
space of all those functions in H'!(V") whose trace vanishes on I';:

L@ = { {ule H'(U): u=0onT,}, %fgzo £,

! H'(Q), ifQ, =9
We will keep this space the induced norm of H'(1’). We note by H; ! (7/')’ the dual of H. ! (1/') and the product duality is
denoted by (-, ) ;1 ! Y. HL W) Clearly H. ! (U‘) is dense in L3(V"), as usual we can identify LZ(U') with a dense subspace of

H 10(1/')’ Here, We use the following Weak definition of normal derivative. Let u € H IO(U') which satisfies Au € L*(V°) and
for h € L*(I') we can define the equality d,u|. := & in a weak sense by

/Auvdx+/Vu-Vvdx=/hvda Vo € HL. (V). (20)
v v r

In this case, the function A € L?*(T") verifying (20) is unique, for further details, see?’. This means that we define the normal
derivative o u| of u on I by the validity of Green’s formula.
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3.2 | Weak solutions of system S(Q,?,,1,, F,G,e,B)

The Lions’ theorem”2% provides a significant framework for establishing the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions for

S(8y, 1,1, F, G, e, ). Considering
PG 1) = @(,ts —1), F(,1) = =F(-,t, —1), B(-,1) = —B(,t,—t) and T =1, — 1. 2n
Then ¢ is a solution of S(€, ?;,1,, F, G, €, B) if and only if @ is a solution of the following forward system:
0,p —eAp+ V- (@B(x,0) = F(x,1) inU" x (0, 71),

(eVp — @%(X, 1) -n(x)1(x) + @]lro(x) =0 on dU" X (0, 1), (22)
#(x,0) = G(x) nv.
Let us consider the bilinear form defined on [0, 7] X HIEO(U') X Hllo(U') by
a,(t,u,v) :=£/Vu Vo dx—/uﬁs(x, 1) - Vo dx. (23)
% %

Definition 4. Let F € L*(1,1,; HFIO(U')’) and G € L*(V"). A weak solution of (I8) is a function u € L*(t,,1,; HFIO(U')) n
H(t),1,; Hrlo(l/')’) such that

153

1, 53
- / (), V' (1)) dt — / a,(t, —tu@),v®)dt = / (F(-,1), u(t))Hrlo(U),’Hrlo(w dr — (G, v(ty)), 24)

S|

forall v € H'(t;,1,; L2 (V")) N L2(t,, 1,; Hrlo(U')) such that v(,) = 0.

Proposition 3. Let B € L®(U5)¢, then for all 0 < #; < 1, < T, system (22), and hence system S(Q,1,1,, F,G,e,B)
has a unique weak solution. Moreover there exists a constant C > 0 independent of € such that, the weak solution of
S(y, 1,1, F, G, e, B) verifies

Ielleqn iz + Vel mmany < Cexp (Cty = 1)CEB)) (1F || 2, 120y + 1G] 20 » (25)
1BI
where C(e,B) := % +e+ 1.

Proof. To prove the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution of system (22)), we apply Lions’ theorem, so it suffices to prove
that the form a,, defined in (23)) satisfies:

e t+ a,(t,u,v)is measurable for all u, v € Hll )
0
® q,is Hrl (U')-bounded;
0
e a, is quasi-coercive; i.e., there exist & > 0 and x > 0 such that

a,, (6 u,u) + i lull 200y = a||u||§11(v), for all (u, 1) € H;O(U) x [0, 7]. (26)

Using the boundedness of B, we obtain (x, t) +— sVu(x)-Vv(x)—uﬁi(x, 1)-Vu(x) is integrable on U°x[0, T] forallu, v € H'(U"),
then, in particular from Fubini’s theorem, we obtain ¢ + a,, (¢, u, v) is measurable for all u,v € HllO(U'). On the other hand

la,(t,u, )| < ellVull panIVOll 2@y + 1B Loy lull 2@ IV Ol 2
< (5 + ”%“Lm(vr)) ””“H'(U)”U”Hl(v)-

Hence, the form a,, is HFIO(U')-bounded. We claim that a,, is quasi-coercive. By Holder’s inequality, we get

/ uBx,1) - Vi dx| < 1Bl Il 2o 1Vl 20

v
|2
£ 2 L>(Uy) 2
< E ”Vu”LZ(’[/‘) + T ”u”LZ(’[/‘)‘
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Then

18113
& L>(Uy) 2
a,(t,u,u) > ||U||H1(U) <§ +TT luell o 0y

Lions’ theorem and?® Proposition II1.2.1 yield the result that (22) has a unique weak solution. Consequently system (T8) also
admits a unique weak solution.

Let @ the unique weak solution of (T8). From® Proposition II1.1.2, we have ||@(-)||?
and the following standard energy 1dent1ty is satisfied.

W) is absolutely continuous on [0, T']

2 ar ||(p||L2(1/) <ar‘P7(p>Hr‘0(U)’,Hr‘0(U) aet€[0,T]. (27)
Using (27) and integrating by parts, we obtain

—EE/l(plzdx+£/|V(p|2dx— —/(pr(x,t)-V(pdx—/F(pdx

v
< 8Bl s llell an Vel 2w _/F(P dx.
v
By Young’s inequality, we get
II%IIL lell?,
2 24 =(Uy) 2V)
‘m/"”' arte [ 1Vof ax < — IO L Lyvg, - [ Fpax
v v
Adding £ ||(p|| L in both side and by Young’s inequality, we deduce that
2 (5 23) 112 2
—m/m ax+ ol < DIy + /|F| dx,
1Bl . .. .. .
where C(e,B) := %UT’ + € + 1. Integrating this inequality in [t,7,], we obtain
/ |(p(x t)|2 dx + gll(p”Lz(tt Hl(lf)) C(f %)// |(p(x S)|2 dx dS + <“F”L2(I 1 LZ(U)) + ”G”LZ(U))
The Gronwall’s lemma gives the desired result. O

The following result gives an important estimate of the solutions of system S(€,, t,,1,, F, 0, €, B) for a particular source term
F.
d
Proposition 4. Let f, € L*(0,T; L*(V), fy,-, f4 € L*O,T; H(V), F = fy + ¢ Z()xif,-, e € (0,1) and assume that

i=1
B € W) such that B(x,1) - n(x) > 0 on ;. There exists C > 0 depending on B, T, d and Q such that, for any
0<1t <t, <T and any € € (0, 1), the weak solution ¢ of S(QO, t1, 1y, F,0, €, B) satisfies

“(p( t )”LZ(U) Cz ||f||L2(t s LZ(U))

Proof. Using the energy identity (27), €0, @(x, 1)+ @B(x,1)-n(x) = 0onI';, @(:,¢) = 0 onI'; and integration by parts, we obtain

——II@( I)IILQ(U) /IVQ)(X nI* dx - E/V - B(x, D p(x, )|* dx

v

+%/ |p(x, t)|2?3(x, 1) -n(x)dx + / Jolx,Dp(x,t)dx + € Z/d [, Dep(x, 1) dx. (28)
r v

On the other hand, since f;(-,t) € HO1 (U) fori =1,--,d, by integration by parts, we have

/axifi(x, He(x,t)dx = — / fi(x, t)axl(p(x, 1) dx.
1%

v
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Thus, by Cauchy-Schwarz and Holder inequalities, we get

d
fi/%ﬁ@ﬁwmﬁw < 7 1V0C DMy + SIAC DN 29)
v
and
Fox 00,1 dx| < 1Sy, + 20D (30)
0 ) (P s X 2 o\l LZ(U) 2 (p ’ LZ(‘I/)'
v

Using (28)-(30) and B(x, 1) - n(x) > 0 on I}, we obtain

d
1d 2 £ 2 d 2 2
__”qo('vt)”LZ(U-) > 5/ |V(p(x7 t)l dx — 5 ZO ”fi('at)“Lz(U‘) - C||¢(7t)||L2(1/)
1% =

2 dt
4
z—ggumﬂm;w—awumﬁwy @31
where C 1= ||V - B|| 1w, + 1. Integrating G1)) in (¢,1,) for t; <t <1,, we have

P 153
i=0
t t

Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain the desired result. O

3.3 | Strong solutions of system S(Q,,7,,1,, F,G, e, B)

The existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for system (T8) is derived mainly from the reference’. In this section, we will
assume that B € W (U7y)4, allowing us to write (T8) and (22) respectively as follows:

0,0+ eAp +B(x,1) - Vo + (V- B(x,1) ¢ = F(x,1) in U X (t, 1),

(eVe + B(x, 1)) - n(x)Lp(x) + @l (x) =0 on oV X (t,1,), (32)
@(x, 1)) = G(x) inl”
and . . R
0,p —eAp +B(x,1) - VP + (V- B(x,1)p = F(x,1) inU" x (0, 1),
(VP — pB(x, 1) - n(x)1p(x) + ¢l (x)=0 on U X (0, 7), (33)
@(x,0) = G(x) inlU.

We consider the bilinear form defined on [0, 7] X HFIO(U') X H Flo(‘lf) by

a(t,u,v) 1= g/ Vu-Vodx — /(ﬁs(x, f)-n(x))u vdo + /(%(x, 1) - Vu)v dx + /(v - B(x, ))u v dx
v T v v
and the following maximal regularity space

MR (t),1,) = {u € H'(t), 1 LX) N L2 (11, 1 HE (V) + AQu() € Lz(tl,tz;Lz(U'))} .
where A(t) € L (HFIO(U'), HFIO(U')’) is the operator associated with a(z, -, -) and defined by
(A, U>H110(U')/,H110(1/) i=a(t,u, ).
It is a Hilbert space for the norm || - ||y ¢, 1,y defined by
2 2 2 2
“u”MRa(tl,lz) = (”u”Lz(tl,tz;Hl('U')) + ”a’u”Lz(t],tz;Lz('U')) + ”A(')u(.)”Lz(t],tz;Lz('U'))) .
We have the following important result:

Proposition S. The space M R,(t,,t,) embeds continuously into C ([t1 15 H FIO(U')).
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Proof. For more details, we refer to'!! Corollary 3.3. O
For all ¢ € [0, 7], we define the operators A,(f) and A,(f) by

D(A,(1) = {u € H\ (V) Aue LX), eduly - Bx.0) - n(uly. = 0} :

D(Ay(1)) := Hf, (V)
and for all (u, v) € D(A(?)) X D(A,(1))

A(hu = —eAu and A, 1= B(x,1) - Vo+ (V- Bx,))o.
System (33)) can be written equivalently as a Cauchy initial valued problem
Y+ AQY = F(,1) te€[0,7],
{ Y(0) =G,

where A(r) = A,(t) + A,(t), D(A(?)) = D(A,(1)) and Y (¢) = @(-, t). We start with the definition of a strong solution of (32).

(34)

Definition 5. Let F € L?(t,,1,; L>(U")) and G € L*(V"). A strong solution of (T8) is a function ¢ € M R,(t,,1,) fulfilling
(B2), in L2(1,,1y; L* V), B2), in L2(1,,1,; L*(0V")) and (32);, where (32); is the j-th equation in system (32).

Now we are in position to establish the following existence, uniqueness and regularity results.

Proposition 6. Let B € WUy, F € L*(t),t,; LX(U)) and G € HFIO(U'). Then the Cauchy problem (34)), and hence
system (I8) has a unique strong solution ¢ € M R, (t,,1,). Moreover, ¢ € C([t,,1,]; L*(U")) and there exists a constant C :=
C(T,¢e) > 0 such that

||(P||MRa(tl,12) <C (”F”Lz(tl,tz;Lz(U)) + ||G||H1(1/)) . (35)

Proof. To prove the existence and uniqueness of a strong solution of (T)), we apply Theorem 4.2 and Remark 4.6 of, so we
consider the bilinear forms defined on [0, 7] X Hllo(U') X Hllo(U') by

a,(t,u,v) :=s/w-w dx—/(%(x, 1) - n(x))u v do,
I

v

a,(t,u,v) 1= / (B(x,1) - Vuyv dx + / (V- B(x, t)u v dx.
% U

Clearly, we have
a,(t,u,v) + ay(t,u,v) = a(t,u,v)
and we claim that, a, and a, satisfies the conditions:
o |a,(t,u,0)| < M |lull g1 lloll g1, forallu,v e Hllo(‘l/') and all ¢ € [0, z];

e a, is quasi-coercive, see (26));

a, satisfies the square root property; i.c., R (4,(t)71/?) = Hrlo(U');

a, is Lipschitz-continuous; i.e., there exists a constant C; > 0 such that, for all u, v € Hll (U)andall s,t € [0, 7],
0

lay(t,u,0) — a;(s,u,v)| < Cy|t — s|”””Hl(1/)||U”H1(U)§

lay(t, u, )| < Myllull 1) 101 21y for all (u, v) € Hrlo(l/') x L>(U) and all t € [0, 7];
e 1+ a,(t,u,v) is measurable for all u,v € HFIU(U').

By the boundedness of B and the continuity of the trace operator, the form a, is H'(V")-bounded. Since a, is symmetric, then
it satisfies the square root property, see'®. Using u = 0 on I, the trace estimate (T9) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

5 2 3 2 C. 2
[ B0 el do| < SV, + il
r
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Hence a, is quasi-coercive. By the Lipschitz continuous of B, the form a, is also Lipschitz continuous. The boundedness of B

implies the form a, : Hrlo(U') X L2(U") — R is bounded for all fixed ¢ € [0, ]. We also have that 7 +— a,(t,u, v) is measurable

forallu,v € Hrlo(l/') as for the form a,, above.

Consequently,! Theorem 4.2 and Remark 4.6 implies that the Cauchy problem
{Y’ + ANY = F(,1) 1€[0,7],

36
Y(0) =G, (36)

has a unique strong solution ¥ € M R (0, 7). Furthermore
1Y lprr, 00 S C (||F||L2(0,r;L2(1/)) + G m1wry) - (37)

Let us then show that (34) has a unique strong solution Y € M R (0, 7). That is, we will show if Y € M R,(0, 7) the strong
solution of (36), then Y () € D(A()) and A(#)(Y () = A(1)(Y (1)) for all 7 € [0, 7].
Forallv € Hllo(l/'), the strong solution of satisfies

/ Y'(H)v dx + / A@Y (o dx = / Fodx.
%

% 7
Then,
/ Y'(Hv dx + 5/ VY () - Vodx — / fB(x, 1) -n(x)Y (v do (38)
v v I
+ / (B(x,1) - VY (1)v dx + / V- B(x,NY (v dx = / Fodx.
% % v

In particular for all v € D(U"), we obtain

/ [Y’(t) +B(x,1)- VY0 + V- Bx, Y (1) F] vdx = —e/ VY(@)- Vo dx,
v v
for all v € D(V"), therefore AY (¢) € L?>(U°) and

Y'(1) = eAY (1) — B(x,1) - VY (@) = V - B(x, )Y (t) + F. (39)
Substituting (39) into (B8 gives

Yo e HFIO(U'), € / AY(Hvdx+ e / VY(#) - Vodx = / B(x,1) - n(x)Y ) do.
% % r

Then 0, Y(®)|r € L*T) and €0, Y ()| = QA}(x, 1) - n(x)Y (t)|r. Consequently Y (t) € D(A(?)). By a simple integration by parts,
we have

(ADOX (1)), v) = a(t, Y (1), v),

forallv € HFIU(U‘), then A)(Y (1)) = A(#)(Y (¢)). Finally, the Cauchy problem (34), and hence system (I8) has a unique strong
solution @ € M R,(t,,1,). From Propositionand (37), we obtain @ € C([t,,1,]; HFIO(U')) and (33). O

Remark 5. Propositions [3|and[6]are valid if Q; = @.

4 | AGMON INEQUALITIES, DISSIPATION RESULTS AND CARLEMAN ESTIMATE

In this section, we present important estimates that are key to proving essential results.

4.1 | Agmon inequalities

In this subsection, we wil present some technical results and we will prove some new Agmon inequalities which will be the key
to establish very interesting dissipativity estimates.
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Let us start with the following notation, which will be useful in what follows :
Notation. Let 0 < #; < 1, < T and x, € R?. For r > 0, we note D,(t,,1,, X,) the union of trajectories starting at 7, in the ball
B(xy, r):
D, t1s1) = { @0, 12,30,0) ¥ € Blxo,r) and 1 € [11,151 ),

where t +— @(t, -, -) are the trajectories of ordinary equation (6).

The following Lemma asserts the existence of a Lipschitz function that verifies certain conditions associated with the trajec-
tories of vector B, the construction of this function is based on the change of coordinates by the trajectories of the vector field
B and the use of radial functions. For more details, see'® Section 2.2.

Lemma 2. Let B € L®(0,T; W' (R?)?), then forall 0 < 1, <1, < T, x, € R? and all r > 0 there exists a nonnegative
Lipschitz function # on R x [¢,,1,] such that

0,0 — |VO|* + B(x,1) - VO >0 a.ein R? X [t,,1,],
0(x,t) = 0  VY(x,t) € D,(xp,1;,1,),
H(x9 t) Z cOr2 V(xa t) g Dzr(x[)7 t]? t2)7

153
where ¢, > 0 depends only on f, — ¢, and/ [[VB(, 9|l ds.
1

Now we are ready to present and prove some Agmon inequalities.

Broposition 7. Let Q be a domain with Lipschitz boundary I", B € L®(0,T; W *(Q)9) and let 6 be a Lipschitz function on
Q % [0, T] such that .
0,0 — |VO|> + B(x,1)- VO >0, aeinQx[0,T].

Then, we have the following estimates:

(1) There exists a constant C > 0 (independent of €) such that, for all ¢ € (0,1) and any solution ¢ of system
S(€y,1,1,,0,G, e, B) with data G € L2(U), the following Agmon-type inequality holds true for all t € [t,,1,],

153
C C
e (-Sw-0) [wenPaxre [ oo (-S0,-9) mpeor avas< [weaPax @0
v t U v
Wherey/=exp<§>(pand1f=§2\9_0.

(2) If moreover, B(x, ) - n(x) > 0 on I';, then

15}

exp(—c%(tz—t))/|w(x,t)|2 dx+2£//exp(—C%(t2—s))|Vt//(x,s)|2dx dsg/|w(x,t2)|2dx, 41)
% v %

t

where Cy 1= ||V - §B”L°°(QT)'

Proof. For all t € [t,,t,], we consider the energy E(f) := % / lw(x,1)|*dx. By several integrations by parts, one has
v

E'(t) = l/ (0,60 — [VOI*+B(x,1) - VO) |u/|2dx+£/|Vu/|2 dx
E
v v
—%/V-%(x,t)lwlzdx+%/%(x,t)-n(x)lwlzda. 42)
v r

(1) By the hypothesis verified by the function 8, we have

1Bl =,
E'(t) > e/ww dx =1V - Bll (@) EW) = ——— / lw|* do.
% r
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By trace estimate (I9) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

C?|1BI12..
_ (FT)> E®).
4¢

E'(1) > §/|VW|2 dx — (”V Bl o,y T+
%

Thus, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of € such that,

E'(t) > f/|w|2 dx - S E@).
2 £
v

By applying Gronwall’s lemma, we deduce inequality (@0).

(2) If B(x,1) - n(x) > 0 on I'y, then @2) gives

E’(t)Ze/lelzdx—%/V-%(x,t)lwzdx.
1% v
Hence

E'(t)>¢ / |V | dx — CgxE(t),
%
where Cyg = ||V - B 1« (q,)- The Gronwall lemma directly gives the inequality @1).

Considering 6 = 0 in the previous lemma, we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 1. Assume that 8 € L*(0,T; W!*(Q)9) such that B(x,7) - n(x) > 0 on ;. Then, any solution ¢ of system
S(Qy,1,,1,,0,G, &, B) with data G € L*(V) satisfies

/ lo(x,1)|* dx < exp (Cg(t, — 1)) / lp(x, 1,)]* dx, (43)
% v

where Cg := ||V - Bl ,«(q,)-

4.2 | Dissipation results by Agmon inequality

In this subsection, we will assume that

(H1) T >0ande € (0, 1),

(H2) B € L*0,T; W*(Q)9) such that B(x, 1) - n(x) > 0 on [y,

(H3) 3T, € (0, T) and r, > 0 such that, (T, T, ry, B, Q) satisfies condition (FC) for the control region @

and we will prove some very important dissipation results.
Applying Propositionto Hypothesis|(H3)| there exists w, CC w aregular open such that (T, T, %0 B, ) satisfies condition

(FO) for w,. Hence,

Vxo € Q, Vi, € [Ty, T1, 3t € (ty — Ty 1), Vx € B <x0, %") L D(t, 10, x) € . (44)
In the following two subsections, 1" stands for the open:
U =Q\ w,.
The assertion in (@4)), implies that
Vx, € Q, Vi, € [Ty, T], 3t € (ty— Ty, 1,), ¥x € B <x0, %") D110, %) & U. 45)

In the next two parts of this subsection, we will show two dissipation results: the first applies outside the region w, while the
second is global, with its proof relying on the first.
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4.2.1 | Dissipation result outside the region o,

Proposition 8. Under Hypotheses [(HI)} [(H2)|and [(H3)] there are constants C, > 0 dependent on r, Ty and [|B| ;e (o 7.5 1.y
but independent of €, and C > 0 independent of € such that, for any ¢, € [T;,T] and all weak solution ¢ of S(w,,?;, —
Ty, 19,0,G, e, B) with data G € LX) verify the following dissipation estimates:

—-C,
loCstg = Tl 72, < Cexp (TO> oG 1)1 2 (46)

Proof. Let (xy,1,) € U X [Ty, T]. From (@3), one has
3t := t(xguty) € (tg — Ty 1), Yx € B (xo, %°> , D110, x) € U 47)

Since U is compact,then it admits a finite partition by the balls B <x I %’), j =1,--,J and a partition of unity X associated
with this finite covering. For all j = 1,:--,J, we consider 6 ; the function that satisfies Lemma [2| with the choice x, = x D
ty=ty=Tyt, =tyand r = %". Let ¢ the weak solution of S(wy, 7, — Tj), 1), 0, G, €, B) and ¢; the weak solution of S(w,, t, —

Ty 19,0, x;G. €, B). By Agmon inequality (@T])), we obtain

C
llw; G Dll 22y < exp <7%(f0 - f)) lw; Gt 22y

for all 7 € [t, — T, 1)), where y;(-, 1) = exp <6/("t)> ®;(-,1). The properties of 6, in Lemmaand give

£

0,(x,19) = 0, ifxe§<xj,jf),
0,(x,1(x;,1)) = f—‘ér%, ifxel.
Hence
—cort Cy
lo;C.tCx s toDl 22y < €XP 16e exp TTO llo; s toll oy (48)
Using Agmon inequality [@3), we have
Cy
lo;C.t9 = Tl 20y < eXP <7T0> llo; G 2(x st 22y (49)
Based on (@8)) and (@9), we deduce that
—cor(z)
llo;C 10 = Tl 22y < eXP 166 €xp (C%To)) lo; Gt 22y (50)
J
The fact that the systems considered are linear and G = Z X jG, we find
j=1

J
o(.t)= Y @0, forallty —T, <t <t
j=1

Using this decomposition of ¢ and (50}, we then obtain the following:

2
—cor
loCs 2o = Toll 2y < Jexp< 1660 > exp (C%TO) loCs 2Nl 122y

which concludes estimate {@6). O

4.2.2 | Global dissipation result

Proposition 9. Under Hypotheses[(HT)| [(H2)|and [(H3), there is a constant C > 0 independent of & such that, for any ¢ solution
of S(@,0,T,0,G, e, B) with data G € L*(Q) satisfies the following dissipation estimates:
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(1) Forallt, € [T,,, T], we have

—-C,
2 0 2 2
loCrto = T, < € (exp (—6 ) oG 1)1 0, + Nl 2(,0_%,%;”@») . 51)

(2) For any integer m such that 1 < m < % there exists C’ > 0 independent of € such that, for all # € [mTj,, T, we have
0

—mC,
”(p(’O)“iZ(Q) < C’ (exp < e 0) I|¢(9t)||22(g) + ”(pHZLZ(O,T;LZ((u))) > (52)

where C, > 0 is the constant of Proposition|[§]

Proof. Throughout this proof C > 1 will be an independent constant of € which will be changed from one line to another, and
Cy. T, are the constants of Proposition 8]

(1) The proof is based on the classic cut-off technique. Let us now consider 8 € C*(R?) that check 9 = 1 in a neighborhood of
w, (@, is defined in the introduction to Subsection and supp(9d) C w. Define

01(x,1) = 90@(x,1) and  @y(x,1) = (1 = 9(xX)@(x, 1) on Q.
Estimation of ¢,;. We will estimate ¢, using Proposition 4] Firstly, one has
0,p, +eAp, +V - (¢, B(x,1) = F(x,1) on Q,

where
d
F(x,t) :=¢ Z 0x‘_ (Z(paxi«9) — (eA9 — B(x,1) - VY.
i=1
To apply PropositionE], we truncate @, by y € C*(R) such that y (¢, — T;) = 1 and yw(#;) = 0. Taking @;(x,1) := w ()@, (x,1).
Then

0,03 + €A@3 + V - (p3B(x.1)) = ¥/ (D9X)@(x.1) + y(NF(x.1) 1= H(x.1).

Hence @5 is the solution of S(@,t, — 1),y H,0,&,B). Let us apply Proposition 4| with f; = 21//(t)0x[19(p, 1 <i<dand
fo =W @®)x) —w(t)(eAI — B(x, 1) - VI)]p, we obtain

d
2 2
3G to = Ty < € D NFill g 1 2y
i=0
Since & has support in @ and y(t, — T;;)) = 1, then

2 2
”(p](" t() - TO)“ 2(Q) g C”(p”LZ(IO—TOJO;LZ((U)). (53)

Estimation of ¢,. Now, we will estimate ¢, by decomposing it into two solutions using Propositions@|and[8] Since ¢, = ¢ —g,,
then

0,9, + €A, + V- (9, B(x,1)) = —F(x,1) on Q.
Therefore, we decompose @, on U” X (t, — Ty, t,), as follows

@y = @4+ @s,
@, is the solution of S(wy, t, — Tj, ty, 0, (-, 1y), €, B),
@s is the solution of S(wy,t, — Ty, ty, —F,0, €, B).
From Propositionand @,(x, 1) = (1 = I(x))p(x, t,), we obtain
2 -G 2
4o tg = T2, ) < Cexp <T> oG 1)1 (54)

Concerning @5, by application of PropositionE]with fo = (A9 —B(x,1) - VY@ and f, = —20x‘19(p, 1<i<d, weget

d
2 2
lsCoto = T2y < € 2 1l 1o o2y
i=0
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Since 9 has support in w, then
2 2
losC-sto = T2y < CNOM L2, 1120 (5
The function 9 = 1 in a neighborhood of @, implies that ¢, has a support in V", thus from (54) and (53)), we obtain
“(pZ('vto T())Ile(Q) ||(ﬂ2(',t0 _TO)“iZ(‘U‘)

2 (124 1o = TR g, + 10510 = TRy

C
c <exp< 6") oGty + 101320 . 1 Lz(a,))> (56)

VA

VA

Finally, using (33)) and (36), we obtain

/AN

2
C <eXp < ) “(p( t())”LZ(—U') + ”(p”Lz(Io_T(]vt();Lz(w))>

2
C <6Xp < ) “(P( t())”LZ(Q) + ”(ﬂ“ z(fo—T()J();LZ(w))> .

“(p(’ t() - TO)lliZ(Q)

/N

(2) Let m be an integer such that 1 < m < Tl From the first dissipation estimate (51)), we get
0

kT,
-C,
oG (k = DTYIR. g < € exp( - >||<p< KT g + / / lol? dx dr ,

k=DTy @
for all k = 1,2, ---, m. This last estimate gives
KT,
k-1 —(k=1GCy k - m 2
C exp f ”(p(’ (k 1)T0)|| LZ(Q) C exp ”(p( kT())” LZ(Q) C |¢| dx dt (57)
*=1T, o
Summing (57) from 1 to m, we obtain
mTy
2 m —mGCy 2 2
10C- Ol < €7 [exp (=2 ) oG T, + [ [ 1ol dx s
0 o
T
m —mGC, 2 2
0 o
Since B(x, 1) - n(x) > 0 on [';. By Agmon inequality (43)), we have
“(p( mTO)”LZ(Q) exXp (C§B(t - mT())) ”(p( t)”LZ(Q)
< exp (CgTp) 90, DIl - (59)
From (58)) and (39), we obtain the dissipation estimate (52). O

4.3 | An observability inequality for the solutions of ()

Let us consider f € W2*(Q;) such that, the transport field is of the time-dependent gradient form, i.e., B(x,7) = Vf(x,1). In

this case (@) becomes
0,p+eAp+Vf -Vo+Afp=0 in Q,

€0,0+ @d, f =0 onIp, (60)
¢, T)=@p inQ.

In order to establish an observability inequality with an observability constant exp ( (1 + — | ) for a constant C > 0 indepen-
dent of € and T', we have to show a Carleman estimate for the solutions of the adjoint system while satisfying the constraint
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s > % and 4 > C (see parameters s and A below). However, the presence of a transport field and the constraint pose challenges
in this regard. To address this, we transform system (60) to a system without a transport term, using the transformation:

QL))
@(. 1) = (-, 1) = exp <f7> @(-,1). (61
Then ¢ is the solution of (60) if and only if @ is the solution of the following system:
0,0 —eAD +4a, (/)P =0 in Qr,
€0, P+ b(f)®=0 onI, (62)

O(x,T) = D,(x) inQ,

where a (f) := v(ef) —%, V(f) := ¥+%, b(f) := % and @, :=exp <%£T)> @r. The techniques employed are inspired
7igp|

by previous works such as®*. We introduce the following positive weight functions a, and &, that depend only on £ and w:

exp(64) — exp(44 + An(x)) exp(44 + An(x))
,1) 1= d ) = 63
@, (x,1) T and  &,(x,1) = (63)
where A > 1 and 77 = 5(x) is a function in C%(Q) satisfying
n>0inQ, n=0onT, él\lf [Va(x)] =6 >0and ||n||, =1, (64)
w/

where @' CC w is a nonempty open set. If Q is a domain with C? smoothness, the paper'2 provides a proof of the existence of
n that satisfies (64). The Carleman estimate we will use is as follows.

Proposition 10. Let 7 > 0, € € (0, 1), Q is a C?> domain, @ C Q is a nonempty open set and assume that f € W2®(Q;) such
that d, f > c on I';- for some ¢ > 0. Then there are constants C > 0 and A, s; > 1 depend only on w and € such that

s A / exp(—25a+)§i|(1>|2 dx df + sA? / exp(—2s01+)§+|V<I>|2 dx dt
Qr Qr

+ 542 / 0nf10,n1* (& + &%) exp(—2sa)|®|* do df < Cs*4* / exp(—2sa, )& |®|* dx dr, (65)
ry @r

for any @ solution of with data @ € L*(Q), A > 1, s > sg—l(T + T?)Cr(f) with
Cr(f) =1+ IVfllo + IV fll + ||Vf3zf||i.f3 + ||Vf||z.{3 + ||(3,2f||<1,<{3 + ||Af||§,(3

HI9 L 12 + 110,001 W oy + 1O oy (66)
where || - ||, designates || - [| =, )-
Proof. The proof of this result is given in Appendix C. [

Under the same conditions of Proposition[I0] we have the following observability inequality:

Corollary 2. Let f € W2®(Q x (0, +00)) such that d, f > ¢ on I" X (0, +o0) for some ¢ > 0, and assume the same conditions
in Proposition[I0} Then, for all 0 < x < 1, there are two constants C independent of & and C; > 0 independent of & and T such
that, for all ¢ € [0, x T'], we have

2 C, 1 2
lo(x, 1)|? dx < Cexp —(1+7) lpCe, )| dx dbr. 67)
&
Q wrp
Proof. By Carleman estimate (63), we obtain
/ exp(—2sa, )&} |®|*dx df < C / exp(—2sa, )&} |®|* dx dr, 68)
Qp wp

where A = 4, and s = %(Tz + T)C,,(f); see definition of Cy(f) in (66). Note that C(f) is well defined and independent of
T, since f € W2*(Q x (0, )) and 9, f > ¢ on " X (0, +00). Taking lower and upper estimates with respect to x of the weight
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functions, we get

/ h(@t)|®(x, 1)|*dx dt < C / h(@®)|®(x, )| dx dr, ©9)
Qp wr

where

h(t) 1= exp <—2s max a, (X, t)) min & (x, 1),
xeQ

xeQ

h(t) :=exp <—2s min a, (x, t)) max & (x, 1).

xeQ xeQ

For 4, and s, large enough, it is easy to check that the function h admits a maximum on [0, T] at t = % and h admits a minimum

on [ld,(—lz )1] att = kT where k € [K, —12 ].Hence
A(T)
2

|®(x, 1)|?dx dt < C = / |®D(x, 1)|? dx dr. (70)
h(k,T)
Qx(;cT,(‘%)T) or
Using (70) and the transformation (61]), we obtain
2 G 1 2
loCx, H)2dx di < exp [ = (1 + ?) lo(x, )2 dx dr. 1)
&

Qx(xT,<%)T)

for some C; depends only on , w, k and C_ (f).
Using the dissipation estimate {3) for the solutions of (@) with 8 =V f, we getforall0 <t < s< T,

/ lp(x, 1)]* dx < exp (”Af”Lm(QT)T) / lop(x, 5)|* dx.
Q Q

By integrating this inequality on (KT , (HT’() T), we obtain for all € [0, kT,

2exp (IAS Il =, T) / o(x. )2 dx ds (72)

2
/ lpCx, DI"dx < T
Q Qx(KT,(”T”>T)

Based on (7)) and (72), we obtain (67). O

S | CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have partially answered the interesting open problem proposed in Remark 3 of'l>. We have established that
the control cost is uniform for a sufficiently small diffusivity when the time control is sufficiently large in the case where each
trajectory of the velocity of the posed system coming from the domain enters the control region in a shorter time for a fixed input
time. It can also be established that the controllability cost tends towards O exponentially for a sufficiently small diffusivity when
the time control is sufficiently large in the case where each trajectory coming from the domain exits the domain in a shorter
time for a fixed exit time, as shown by Theorem 2 in'l in the case of Dirichlet conditions. An interesting question is to establish
the same results for general transport field. For this, Agmon inequality and dissipation results are shown in this article, and it
remains to establish a Carleman estimate for general transport field.

APPENDIX A

Proof of Theorem [T} According to estimates (67) and (52) we have:
For all 0 < k < 1, there are two constants C independent of €, C; > 0 independent of € and T such that, for all € [0,«xT], we
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have

oD gy < Coxp (2 (142) ) ol 3)
’ LX(Q) £ T LY (wy)

and there is a constant C;; > 0 independent of € and T' (Note that C;, independent of T', because it can be taken to depend on Tj,
ro and || B| e (g com1.())) such that, for any integer m such that 1 < m < TL, there exists C’ > 0 independent of & such that, for
allt € [mT,,, T], we have ’

o 07 < C' LS o, D32, + llell; (74
oL, Lz(Q) =X exp oL, LZ(Q) @ LZ(wT) .
For 0 < k < 1 fixed, taking m := [ﬁ] + 1 where [Q] denotes the integer part of S and po i=max | =, + .
G G G K To(mc—‘]]—l>
Let T > pyTy. Then mT,, < xT, so applying and (74)), we get
C,(1+1/T)—-mC
2 ! 1 0 2

o0 < C <Cexp < - +1) ol (75)
On the other hand, the choice of p, implies that C; (1 4+ 1/T) — mCy < 0 for all T > p,Tj,. Finally combining and (), we
obtain (7)) for € > 0 small enough and T > p,Tj,. O
APPENDIX B

Proof of Theorem [2; Let x, € Q such that condition of Theorem 2] is fulfilled. From the continuity of x — @, T, x)
uniform in ¢, there exists r, > 0 such that,

O, T,x) €Q\@ Vit €[0,T], Vx € B(x,,4ry).

Consider ¢ € D(B(x,r)) and @ be the weak solution of @) with the data ¢y. If necessary to extend B by a function in
L=, T; W"*(R%)?) (note that this extension is not unique, but this proof does not depend on the extension), we can apply the
Lemmal[2} let 6 the function defined in Lemma [2] with this choice of xy, r = ry, t; =0,1, =T.

Let 8, and 9, be regular functions such that

9,1(x,0) =0 V(x,1) € Dy, (x,,0,T), d 9,(x,1) =0 V(x,1) € Dy, (x,,0,T),
an
9,(x,0)=1 V(x,1) & Dy, (x,0,7) 9(x,0) =1 V(x,1) & Dy, (x,0,T).

For reasons of simplicity, we will divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1. We will show that there are C;, C, > 0 independent of € such that

C

/|z91(p|2 dx dt+/|V(z91qo)|2dx dt < C, exp (——2>/|w(x,T)|2dx, (76)
&

Qr Qr Q

where y = exp (g) @ and T, € are small enough.

Indeed, for all (x,?) € supp(9,), we have 0(x, 1) > coré, then

2cyr>
/|'91(P|2 dx dt < exp <— 00
€
Qp

< 119,112, exp <—

>/|slw|2 dx dt
Qr

)/|q/|2dxdt. (77)
Qp

2
2c0r0
I3

From V(9,¢) = exp (—g) <u/ <V81 - 191%) + 191Vy/>, we obtain

2cq1? 18, V>
/|V(191(p)|2dx dr < 4exp <— 0 0) (||v191||§0+¥ /|y/|2dx dr
£ &
Qp

Qr

2¢ 1>
+Zexp<— z°>||81||§0/|vw|2dxdt. (78)
Qp
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By application of Agmon inequality (0], we get
/le2 dx dr < Texp /lw(x T)|% dx (79)

and

/|V1,1/|2 dx dr < exp /ll//(x T)|? dx. (80)

Taking 0 < T < 2“ and & small enough, from (77)-(80), we obtain (76).
Step 2. We will prove that there are C;, C, > 0 independent of € such that

2 G, 2
|p|"dxdt < Ciexp| —— |@r|” dx, 81)
&
wr Q
for T and € are small enough.

Let ¢ = 9,9, then ¢ is the solution of system S(@,0,T, F,0, e, B), where F := (0,9, + €AY, — B(x,1) - VI,)p+2eVY, - Vo.
From estimate (23)), we obtain

/|¢(x H|? dx < Cexp /|F|2 dxdt Vte[0,T], (82)

for € is small enough and C > 0 independent of €.
Since 9, = 1 on the supports of the functions 9,9, and V39,, we obtain from (76) the existence of constants C;,C, > 0
independent of e such that

2 G 2 G 2
|[FI*dxdt < Cyexp | —— lw(x,T)|"dx =C,exp | —— lor|” dx, (83)
€ €
Q Q Q

due to (-, T) = 0 on the support of @y .
Using (82) and (83), there exists a constant C; > 0 independent of & such that

C
/|¢|2dxdz<c;exp <——2>/|(pT|2 dx,
&
Q Q

for T > 0 and ¢ are small enough, since 9, = 1 on w;, we deduce that (8T) is true.
Step 3. Finally, since ¢ is the weak solution of adjoint system (@), from (24)), we obtain for all v € D(]0, T'[)

T T

/ / o(x, 1) dx | v/ () dt = — / a (T —t, (), v(t)) dt =0

0 Q 0

since v independent of x. Hence ¢ +— / @(x, 1) dx is weakly differentiable and % / @(x,1) dx = 0, thus

/ @(x,0)dx = / @(x,T) dx. (84)

Q Q

Choosing the initial data ¢ € D(B(x,, )) such that / @r(x) dx # 0. By Holder’s inequality and (84), we have

Q
2

/|(p(x 0))% dx > @ /¢T(x) dx| . (85)

Finally, combining (8T)), (83) and (3)), we obtain (9). O
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APPENDIX C

Proof of Proposition [I0; To derive the global estimate (63]), we will give the proof in several steps. Initially, a change of
variables is implemented to acquire functions that display decay characteristics at both the initial time # = 0 and the final
time ¢ = T. Subsequently, we assess and approximate the scalar product that arises naturally during the change of variables.
Afterwards, we draw preliminary conclusions by examining the boundary terms on the left-hand side of the inequality. We then
estimate the local gradient term. Additionally, we simplify the boundary terms and revert the change of variables to obtain the
desired estimate.

Throughout the proof || - ||, designates the norm || - || .« (q,- The constants C, ¢, s; and 4; will denote generic constants
which are independent of ¢, s, A and B. These constants may vary even from line to line.

To summarize the proof a little, we will use the conclusions of steps 2a, 2b and 2¢ in'' Proof of Proposition 5.
Step 1. An auxiliary problem. Using the density argument explained in* before the proof of Proposition 3.5, we can make
computations with @ sufficiently regular that we can proceed to integration by parts involving the Laplacian term, and preserve
the boundary conditions of (62)). Let A > 1, s > 1 parameters to be specified. Define

v, =exp(—sa, )® and F, :=exp(—sa,)(0,P +AD —a, (f)D). (86)

We recall the definition of the tangential derivative V. of a regular function 4 € C! Q) is given by Vph := Vh —(d,h)n and
that this definition depends only on the image of 4 onI". Since a, = a_ on I';, then

v, =w_ and Vpy, =Vp_ on I 87)

On I'; we will note respectively y and Vy instead of y, and V.

We determine the problem solved by v, . We first expand the spatial derivatives of a, by the chain rule to bring # into play,
but we do not expand d,a, . We calculate
Va, = =V&, =FAE, Vy
Aa, = A%, |Vn|> F AE,An

oW, = exp(—sa,)0,® — so,a, y, (88)
Vy, = exp(—sa )V — sy, Va, =exp(—sa, )VP® £ sA, v, Vy (89)
Opv, = exp(—sa, )0, ® + sA, w, 0, = exp(—sa)0,® + sAlyadn (90)

Ay, = exp(—sa )AD + V(exp(—sa,)) - V@ — sy, Aa, —s(Vy, - Va,)
= exp(—sa,)Ad — szy/iWocil2 - 2s(Vy, - Va,) — sy Aa,
= exp(—sa )AD — s> A*E2y, |Vn|* £ 2548, (Vn - Vyr,)
+s/12§it,ui|V11|2 + sAE W, An.
On Q this yields transformed evolution equations
oy, +eAy, —a,(fy, = F, —so,a y, — esz/lzéilvmzwi +2e546, (Vi - Vy,)
+.Ss/12§J_r|V;1|21//)_r +esAE Any,.

We rewrite this equality as

Ly, + Lyy, = Lyy,, oD
where
Ly, = —2es%E, |VnlPw, F2esAE,(Vn - Vy,) + oy,
Ly, = 532,12§i|v;1|2q,i +eAy, + so,ay, — wwi, 92)
Lyy, = F, +esAé, Any, — esﬂbzéiernlzt,uJ_r - ﬂu/i. 93)

2
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Remark 6. In this decomposition, we have split the potential term a,(f) into two parts A—zf and @ in order to absorb the terms
associated with constraint s > %

Applying || - ||2L2 @) the equation (9T)), we obtain

2
l

2 2
”LlWi“LZ(QT) + Z(Llllfi, LZWi)LZ(.Q.T) + ”LZWi 2(Qr) = “L3l[/i”L2(QT)' (94)

Step 2. Estimating the mixed terms in (04) from below. The main idea is to expand the term (Ly,, L,y,) 12(@,) and use
the particular structure of a, and the fact that s is large enough in order to obtain large positive terms in this scalar product.
Denoting by (Liy/ i),- the j-th term in the above expression of Ly, . We have

3

(Llwi’(LZWi)j)LZ(QT) = Z((Llwi)i’(szi)j)Lz(QT)7 j= 1, e ,4,
i=1

4
(L, L2W1)L2(QT) = Z(Llwi’(Llei)j)Lz(gT)-
j=1
Let us compute each term (Lyy, (Lyw,) )2,y J = 1+, 4.

Step 2a. Estimate from below of (L,y_, (Loy,)1)2q,)-
The term (Lyy, (Lyy,);) 12Q;) is exactly treated in'l?, From the conclusion of Step 2a in'!¥ Proof of Proposition 5, we have

Ly (Low)) g, 2 65233/14/§i|q/i|2dx dt—Cszs3/14/§i|y/i|2dx dr
Qp m;.
Felsi A3 / E\Vnl*only|* do dt, (95)
Ir

forany A > A, and any s > slg

Step 2b. Estimate from below of (L, v, (L,y,)))12,)-
Similarly, the term (L, (Lyw,))) 12(q,) is exactly treated in'". Using the same computations and arguments of Step 2b in'"
Proof of Proposition 5, one has

Ly (Lawy )y, = —26°54° / EIVPyopw, do dt — Ce?s*A* / Ely, | dxdr +ce’sA / E |V, |* dx dt
Iy Qr Qr

—Ce?si? / E |V, |* dx dt F2e%s5A / E0,n10,w,. | do dt
o 'y

T

+e2sA / E0n| Vi, |* do dt + € / 0,y oy, do dr. (96)
I

T Iy
for any A > 4, and any s > s,T>.
Step 2c. Estimate from below of (L,y,., (L,w,)3),2,)-
From the conclusion of Step 2¢ in'? Proof of Proposition 5, we have

(L, (Lywy)s) 12, = —Ce™s” A / Ely,|? dx dr Fes’A / &0, nly|? do dt, 97)
Qr Iy
for any A > 1 and any s > slz.
Step 2d. Estimate from belogw of (L, (Lyy,)y) 2@,
In this step, there are differences from step 2d of'l% Proof of Proposition 5 due to the time dependency of f. Let us now consider
double products involving (L, )4. First, we have

((Llllfi)]a (L2W1)4)L2(QT) =2sA? / fiv(fﬂv"llzl‘l/ilz dx dr.

Qp
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. 4
Since &, > = then

I(Lyw)is (Law)) e, < CUAVEIL + 10, /1l )s AT / & ly,|* dx dr. 98)
QT
Next, it is obvious that

((Lyw)ss (L2W¢)4)L2(QT) = +2s54 / 5¢v(f)(V7’I - Vy )y, dx dt
Qp

A
;? / ENVSIP(Vn - V), dx dr + 54 / £.0,f(Vn - Vy )y, dx dr.
@ Q

After an integration by parts, we find

A A A
2 [0 Vo, axar = =2 [ Q9 rPopuiao ars 2 [ 0P Vil axa
Qr Iy Qr

sA? 2 21 12 _sA 2 2
— 1 EAVLIEIVHI |y, dxdt+z ENVLITAnly,|° dx dt.
QT QT

Using V|Vf|? - Vi = 2V f(V f, Vi), where V2 f denotes the Hessian matrix of f (it is considered as a symmetrical bilinear
form), we obtain

SA SA SA
+—/éi|Vf|2(Vn-wi)wi dx dr = iz/élvflzannlwlz do dz:;/éivzf(w,w)wilzdx dr
l—‘T QT

22 A
S [evrriontiv Paxars 2 [ e vrPany, P axan 9
Qr Qr

By Young inequality, A > 1 and £, > %, the first three terms in the right-hand side of can be bounded by

CsETH (I I+ IVF12) [ vl axar
QT
Thus, we have
sA SA
=2 [ 197 Vo axar w2 [ G197 Popll? do - CRTY (I, + 19 1R,) [ &l ax
Qr Iy

Qr

(100)

Similarly, we obtain

isﬂ/fiarf(Vn - Vy )y, dx dr

Qr

A A
is?/farfan'ﬂwlz do dl$%/§t(v(azf)‘v’7)|ll/i|2 dx dt
Ty o,

SAZ 2 2 _ SA 2
> E.0.f1Vnl*lw, |” dx dt > £.0,fAnly, | dx dt
Qr Qp

\%

A
J_rs?/éfarfanﬂlll/P do d"C”zT“(”V(arf)”ooJf||5tfllw)/§ilwi|2 dx dr.
Iy 8,

Consequently

SA SA
(L) (L)), 2 £ / &V Pty do di + / £0,f ounlw | do dr
Iy Iy

~Cs2T* (IV3FIE, + IVAIE + V@, Nl + 10, £1l) / &y, dx dr.
Qp



26 | Fouad ET-TAHRI ET AL

By integration in time and y,(-,0) = w (-, T) = 0, we have

1
((Llll/i)3,(L2Wi)4)L2(QT) = 2—6/0,V(f)lwi|2 dx dt
QT

\%

CT®
- (N, VAIZ + VAL + 1107 fll o) /éilwil2 dx dr. (101)
QT

From (98),(I00) and (T0I)), we conclude that
A A
(Llll/i,(Lzll/i)4)L2(QT) = i%/glvflzan"lllﬂz do df S? / §(3zf3n'7|lll|2 do dr
'y Iy

—Cs BT (1211 4191 [ vl axar
Qp

CT®
- (0, VAN, + IV, + 1197 f oo ) /éill//il2 dx dr. (102)
Q
Step 3. First conclusion.

Taking in account (93)-(97) and (I02), for any A > A, and s > s, (% + Tz), we obtain

(Lo, Ly, 2 c52s3/14/§i|y/i|2 dx dt—C£2s3/14/§i|y/i|2 dx dt$£2s3/13/§3|Vn|26nm//2 do dt
Q 28 Iy

—2.52s)»2/tf|V11|21;/ant//i do dt—C£2s2)»4/§i|u/i|2 dx dt+062S/12/§i|V1//J_r|2 dx dt
IﬂT QT QT

—Ce’sA? / |V, |2, dx dt F2e%s1 / E0an|0aw,.|* do dt + €254 / E0,n| Vi, |* do dt
Iy

/
T

+& / 0, wopw, do dt — Ce?s* A2 / Ely, > dxdr +es’A / &0,a0,n|w|* do dt
'QT

Iy

[ 1—‘T

SA SA
=2 [avsPoat a e 2 [ o o ao
I, Iy

2T (I I + IV A1) / £ Iy, P dx dr

Qr
CT6 2 2 2 3 2
- (o, VANL +NVAIL, + 1107 fll) [ &llwel® dx dr. (103)
Qr

Using (94)), we obtain

||L1y/i||2Lz(QT)+||L2u/i||2Lz(QT)+ce2s3/14/§i|u/i|2dx dt+cezsﬂz/§t|Vwi|2dx de+21,
Q Qr

<C ||L3q/i||i3(gT)+£2s3/14/§i|y/i|2 dxdt+.92s/12'/§i|Vy/i|2 dxdt+£zszl4/§i|y/i|2 dx dt
wly. 28 Qr

+ezs3,12/.»:i|y/i|2dx dt+s/12T4(||V2f||§o+||Vf||io)/§i|y/i|2dx dt

Qp Qr

CcT®
—T(I|6,VfII§O+IIVfII§o+Ilafflloo)/éilwilzdxdt , (104)
QT
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where I, is the sum of all integrals on the boundary in the right-hand side of (I03). The last integral in the right hand side
of (T04) can be absorbed by ce’s’ / Ely, P dxdrif s > slT{ (||va,f||%;{3 FIVFAI + ||a,2f||;{3). Similarly, the second-
Q;

to-last term can be absorbed by ¢ £*s° / 53 |1//+|2 dxdrif A > 1ands > slT—2 (||V2f|| + IV lle ) Also, one can see that

25204 / 52 |1,u+|2 dx dt and £25° A% / 53 |y/+|2 dx dr are absorbed by the same term if we take respectively s > 5,77 and
A> Al So we obtain o
||L1y/i||2Lz(QT) + ||L2y/i||2LZ(QT) +ce2s3i4/§i|u/i|2 dx dt+cezsﬂz/§i|Vy/i|2 dxdr+21,
Qr Qr
<C|ILwal, g, +e s%/:ﬂmz dx di +¢ saz/aw%ﬁdx ar .
for any A > A, and any
T T2 ) 2/3 2/3 2 o11/3
szs |\ o+ (1+IIV Moo WV fllo + UIVOLNZE + VAN + 107 F1L) ) -
From (03], we obtain
1wl < Cf [ IR P axars s [ 2lufavare iR, [ el o
s, + s +
\Qp
<C /lFi|2dx dt+(62s212T2+||Af||§oT6)/§i|y/i|2dx dr|. (105)
\Qp

The last term in the right hand side of (T03)) is absorbed by ¢ £s° / &y, |* dx di for s > s, (T2 + =5 " ||A f||2/3> and 4 > 1.

'Q‘T
Finally, we obtain

VL o, + Il + m/éw dxdi+ce sﬁ/ VP2, drdi+21,

c /lFilzdx dt+£2s3ﬂ4/§i|u/i|2 dx dt+ezs/12/5i|wi|2dx dr], (106)

forany € € (0,1), any 4 > 4, and any s > S?‘(T + T2 A (f), where
Ar(f) = 1+ IV flloo + IV Flloo + IV, LI + IV LIS + 1107 £11L + IA I

Step 4. Elimination of the integral of |V, |? in the right-hand side of (T06).
We start by adding integral of |Ay, |? to the left-hand side of (T08)), so that we can eliminate the last term in the right-hand side
of (TI06). Using (92), &, > Tz, s > 5,T* and |0,a,| < TE2, we obtain

€2 —1/5 Ay, [*dxdt < C £2s3/14/§3|q/+|2 dxdt+sT2/§3|y/+|2dx dt

T T

(9714 10712) 5 [ el ax ar L g, |
QT
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Hence

/g Ay, [*dxdr < C|& /1“/53Iw+|2 dxdt + | Lywell7ag ) |-

T T

forall > landall s > 2 (T + (' L+ VSl + 19,7127) T2).

Consequently, we deduce from that

2s_l/f;llAy/il2 dx dt+62s3/14/§i|y/i|2 dxdt+62s/12/|V1;/J_r|254_r dxdt+cl,

Qp Qp Qr
C /|Fi|2dx dt+£zs3/l4/§i|u/i|2dx dt+62s/12/|V1//i|2§i dx dr|, (107)
/ T

for any A > 4, and any s > SE—‘ (T + By (f)T?), where
Br(f) =1+ IV £l + IV flleo + VO LIP3 + IV AR + 102 £ + AL + 110, £111/2.

As usual, to eliminate the last term on the right-hand side of (107), let us introduce 6 € Ci(w)a positive cut-off function such

15

that & = 1 in @', an integration by parts and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as in"2, we obtain

Ce s/12/|w+| & dxdr = Ce s/12/9|vw+| &, dxdr<Ce s22/9|Vy/+| &, dx dt

/
-
T @Or T

< % ezs_l/é;llmpilzdx dt+ezsz2/¢i|wi|2 dx dt +C62s3l4/§i|u/i|2dx dr.
T

Combining this last estimate with (T07), we conclude that

/5 1|A1//+|2dxdt+52s3/14/§3|1//+|2 dxdr+e¢ siz/§+|Vt//+|2dxdt+c1

T

/|F |2 dx dr + €25 /14/5i|‘l’¢|2 dx dr|, (108)

forany A > A, and any s > SE—‘ (T + BT(f)T2).
Step 5. Simplification of the boundary terms. By summing (I08) for i = +, —, we obtain

2s3/14/§i|1//+|2 dxdt+£2s/12/§+|Vy/+|2 dxdi+c (I, +1)

Qr Qr

<C /(|F+|2+ |F_|?) dx dt+£2s3/14/ (Elw P+ & y_|?) dxdr]. (109)
T r

From the definitions of £, and a,, wehave &_ <&, and a, < a_ in Q. Then, the estimate (I09) gives

2s3,14/§i|w+|2dx dt+52s,12/§+|w+|2dx di+c (I, +1.)

/|F |2 dxdt+52s3/14/§3|w+|2dxdt )

wr
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Before simplifying I, + I_, we turn back to our original function ®. From (86}, we deduce that

e’ / exp(—2sa, )& | @] dx df + 254 / |V, |6, dxdt+c (I, +1_)

Qr Qr

<C / exp(—25a,)|0,® + eAD® — a,(f)®@|* dx df + 25> 4* / exp(—2sa, )& |®|* dx dt |. (110)
T or

For V@, we use the identity given in (89), we have
exp(—sa )VO = Vy, — sAE Vny,.
Applying the triangular inequality to this identity, we find

£2sA° / exp(=2sa, ), VO[> dx df < C|e*sA? / E NV, |? dx dt + €257 4* / exp(—2sa, )& |®|* dx dr |.
QT QT QT
Consequently, we can add the previous integral of |V®|? to the left-hand side of (TT0):
st / exp(=2sa, )& |®|* dx dr + £°54° / exp(=2sa, )&, |VO|* dx dr +¢ (I, +1_)

Qr Qr

<C /exp(—2sa+)|6,<D + AD — a, (f)P|* dx dt + 5% 4* / exp(—2sa, )& |®|* dx dt |. (111)
T or

Next, we will simplify I + I_. Itis clear that

I, +1_ = —26%s% / E|VnPw [0y, + dyw_| do dr —2€%sA / 0,1 (10w, |* = 10,w_|?] do dr
I I

T T

+62sl/§dnn [|V1//+|2 - |Vu/_|2] do dt +¢ / oy [Ony/+ + ()nq/_] do dr.
r

T 1—‘T

Using |V, |2 = |Vyyl? + 10,0, %, 7). (88). ©0) and £0,® = %L &, we obtain

I, +1_ =2es)? / 0, f1Vn|*€ exp(=2sa)|®|* do df + 2e5° 4> / 0, f10,117E* exp(=2sa)|®@|? do dt
Ty Iy
- / o,f 0wy do dt.
I'r
Integrating the last integral with respect to time, we obtain
I, +1_ = 2esi? / 0,/ 1Vn|*& exp(=2sa)|®@|? do dtf + 2es*A* / 0,1 10,n|*E% exp(—2sa)|®|* do dt
1—‘T 1—‘T
+ / 0,(0,f) exp(—2sa)|®|* do dt.
Ir
The estimate (IT1)) and 0, f > 0 on I';. implies the following

e2s3 A / exp(—2sa+)§i|<l)|2 dx dr + €254 / exp(—2soc+)§+|V<I>|2 dx dr
Qr Q,
+2esA? / 0nf10,11* (& + &%) exp(—2sa)|®|* do dt

Iy
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<C / exp(—2sa,)|0,® + eAD® — a,(f)®|* dx df + 25> 4* / exp(—2sa, )&} |®|* dx dr

T “r

+||0,()nf||oo/exp(—2sa)|(l>|2d6 drl. (112)

Iy

for any A > A, and any s > s;‘ (T + Bp(f)T?). Since 0,f > ¢ > 0 on Iy then, (9,/)"" € L®(I). Conse-
quently, taking s > S—‘(lld,dnf”Lm(FT) + 10, )" ||Loo(rT))T2, we can absorb the last term in the right-hand side of (I12) by

£

es? A2 / 0, f10,11*E* exp(—2sa)|®|? do dt. Finally, using the density argument explained at the beginning of the proof, we can

l—‘T
deduce the estimate (63). O
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