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Abstract. The paper is devoted to the optimization of a first mixed boundary value problem for
parabolic differential inclusions (DFIs) with Laplace operator. For this, a problem with a
parabolic discrete inclusion is defined, which is the main auxiliary problem. With the help of
locally adjoint mappings, necessary and sufficient conditions for the optimality of parabolic
discrete inclusions are proved. Then, using the method of discretization of parabolic DFIs and
the already obtained optimality conditions for discrete inclusions, the necessary and sufficient
conditions for the discrete-approximate problem are formulated in the form of the Euler-
Lagrange type inclusion. Thus, using specially proved equivalence theorems, without which it
would hardly be possible to obtain the desired result for the problem posed, we establish
sufficient optimality conditions for a parabolic DFIs. To demonstrate the above approach, some
linear problems and polyhedral optimization with inclusions of parabolic type are investigated.
AMS 2010 Subject Classifications: 34G25, 35K10, 49M25, 49M05, 49K 20.
Keywords: Discrete-approximate parabolic inclusions, Euler-Lagrange, Laplace operator,
polyhedral, equivalence, necessary and sufficient.
1. INTRODUCTION

Over the past decades, great progress has been made in various areas of optimal control
problems described by ordinary [1,6,8,10,11,13,14,16,19,20,24,28-31,36-39] and partial
differential equations/inclusions [4,5,15,21-23,26]. In the paper [12] the averaging method is
used to study singularly perturbed differential inclusions in an evolutionary triplet. The upper
and lower limits of the set of slow solutions are estimated when the small parameter tends to
zero and there is a system with an upper or lower averaging limit. Sufficient conditions for the
existence of the limit of the set of solutions are given. The report [40] is devoted to second order
discrete approximations to differential inclusions. The approximations are of the form of
discrete inclusions with right-hand sides, which are explicitly described for some classes of
differential inclusions. The paper [18] investigates some aspects of the form of solutions of
linear parabolic partial differential equations in one spatial dimension. The work [3]
investigates boundary value problems for systems of Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman first-order
partial differential equations and variational inequalities, the solutions of which obey the
viability constraints. They are motivated by some management problems and financial
mathematics. The existence and uniqueness of such solutions in the class of closed multivalued
mappings is proved. In the paper [34], problems of optimal control of dynamical systems
controlled by functional differential inclusions of neutral type with constraints are considered.
Developing the method of discrete approximations and using advanced tools of generalized
differentiation, a variational analysis of neutral functional-differential inclusions was carried
out and new necessary optimality conditions were obtained, both of the Euler-Lagrange and
Hamiltonian types. In the paper [9] by using the Baire category method are proven an existence
result for boundary value problem of Dirichlet type, for non-convex ordinary differential
inclusions under Caratheodory assumptions. In [17] PDIs on the basis of the diffusion properties
of weak solutions of stochastic partial DFIs, some existence theorems and some properties of
solutions are given. In the book [2] in the framework of the theory of viability, first order PDlIs,
the solutions of which are feedbacks, are constructed and investigated. In [7] are studied an
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optimal control problem given by hyperbolic type DFIs with boundary conditions and endpoint
constraints. An approach concerning second-order optimality conditions is proposed. The
related paper [27] is devoted to the optimal control problem defined by hyperbolic discrete and
differential inclusions of Darboux type. The results are extended to non-convex problems. An
approach concerning necessary and sufficient conditions for optimality is proposed. In order to
formulate sufficient conditions of optimality for problem with partial DFIs the approximation
method is used.

The present paper is dedicated to one of the difficult and interesting fields, where the main
goal is to derive sufficient optimality conditions for problems with parabolic DFIs. Here we
obtain the results in the same spirit as in [27], where some control problems controlled by
Darboux type DFIs are considered. A classic example of a propagation problem defined by a
parabolic DFI is nonstationary diffusion of heat in a solid. In general, for parabolic DFlIs,
diffusion, Brownian motion, and flux of heat or electric charges all provide good interpretations.
The paper is organized in the following order:

In Section 2, the needed concepts and results, such as, Hamiltonian function H_and

argmaximum sets of a set-valued mapping F , the locally adjoint mappings (LAMs), etc., from
the book of Mahmudov [25], are given and the problem with discrete and continuous parabolic
inclusions are stated. Moreover, some “non-degeneracy condition”, that is, the standard
condition for convex analysis about the existence of an interior point is formulated.

In Section 3, for a problem with discrete inclusions of parabolic type, we prove a theorem on
necessary and sufficient conditions for optimality. It is shown that under non-degeneracy
condition the necessary conditions are also sufficient for the optimality. In the proof of this
theorem, the main role is played by the reduction of the problem posed to the problem of
mathematical programming and, as a consequence, the application of its methods.

In Section 4 we introduce difference operators defined on three-point models, and using
difference approximations of the Laplace operator and grid functions on a uniform grid, we
approximate the problem with parabolic PFIs. In what follows, with a skilful definition of an

auxiliary set-valued mapping G(-, x, y,t) : R*" = IR" involving the original set-valued mapping

F(,x y,t):R"3 R" we reduce this problem to a problem with a discrete inclusion and apply

the results obtained in Section 3 and obtain a necessary and sufficient optimality condition for
a discrete approximate problem. But, in turn, the latter is possible due to the LAM equivalence
theorem, providing the transition from LAM G* to LAM F *, without which it would hardly
be possible to obtain the desired result for problem with parabolic DFIs (PC). For this, auxiliary
results are obtained on the equivalence of the cone of tangent directions and the argmaximum
sets.

In Section 5, we use the results of Section 4 to obtain sufficient optimality conditions for
parabolic PDIs with Laplace operator. The formulation of sufficient conditions is realized by
going over to the formal limit in the discrete-approximate problem, as discrete steps tend to
zero. At the end of section is considered some linear problem with parabolic DFIs. To this end,
it is likely that, by intuition, the Euler-Lagrange adjoint DFIs for the continuous problem (PC)
can be established, but this intuition by the same time can be accompanied by many
unsuccessful attempts. Contrary to this intuition, we establish such a result for parabolic PDEs.
Our methodology with a transition to a discrete, and then a discrete-approximate problem
guarantees to construct the parabolic type Euler-Lagrange adjoint DFIs and the “endpoint” and
boundary conditions for the problem with parabolic DFIs step by step. Without any doubt, this
is one of the advantages of this paper.



Section 6 is devoted to the problem with parabolic polyhedral DFIs. Here, the integrand of
the Lagrange functional is also a polyhedral function. The Euler-Lagrange type inclusion is
constructed, and necessary and sufficient optimality condition for problem with parabolic
polyhedral DFIs involving Laplace operator are proved. Apparently, such difference problems,
in addition to being of independent interest, can play an important role also in computational
procedures.

2. NECEESARY FACTS AND PROBLEM STATEMENTS
Although all the necessary definitions and concepts can be found in the book [25], for the

convenience of readers, they are given in this section. Let (u,v) and <u,v> be a pair and inner
product of elements u,v in n-dimensional Euclidean space R", respectively. A set-valued
mapping F:R" 3 R" is convex if its graph gph F ={(u,v): ve F(u)} is convex in R*", F
is convex valued if F(u) is a convex set for each u e domF = {u ‘F(u) = @}. For a set-valued
mapping, we introduce the Hamiltonian function and the notation of the argmaximum set:
H(u,v) =Suvp{<V,V*>ZV€ F(u)},v* eR" F(u;v)= {VE F(u):<v,v*>: HF(u,v*)} .

For a convex set-valued F we let H_(u,v’) =+oo, if F(u)=2.
The cone of tangent directions at the point (u,v) e gphF will be denoted by K. (u, V)
= K e (U,V) and for a convex set-valued mapping F it is defined at a point (u,v) € gphF as
follows

K gane (U, V) = {cone (gphF — (u,v)) = {(T,7):

U=u(l-u), v=pul-v),u>0,(0,v)egphF } )

Recall that a set-valued mapping F *(- ;(u,v)) : R" =2 R" defined by

F *(v*; (u,v)) = {u* S(UT, V) eK, *(u,v)}
is called the locally adjoint mapping (LAM) to F at a point (u,v) where K_*(u,v)
= K* ¢ (U,V) is the cone dual to the cone K (u,v). In what follows, we mainly use the

equivalent definition of LAM in terms of the Hamiltonian function A set-valued mapping is
called the LAM to “nonconvex” mapping F at a point (u,Vv) € gphF :

F*(v';(u,v)) ::{u* ‘H-(0,v)—H(u,v)< <u*,l]—u>, Vie R“}, veF(u;Vv).
Since for a convex set-valued mapping H_ (-,v") is concave function, by Theorem 2.1 [25, p.62]
the following assertion holds F*(v';(u,v))=oH.(u,v), ve F,(u,v’), where oH_(u,v")
=—6[—Hp(u,v*)]. In fact, the given in the paper notion LAM is closely related to the

coderivative concept of Mordukhovich [33-35], which is essentially different for nonconvex
mappings. The notion of coderivative has been introduced for set-valued mappings in terms of

the basic normal cone to their graphs and is defined as D*F(x,v)(V') :{x*: (X, -V)

eN ((x,v);gphF)}, where N ((x,v);gphF) is a normal cone at (x,v) e gphF . In the most

interesting settings for the theory and applications, coderivatives are nonconvex-valued and
hence are not tangentially /derivatively generated. This is the case of the first coderivative for
general finite dimensional set-valued mappings for the purpose of applications to optimal
control. The main advantage of the definition of LAM is its simplicity.



The cone K,(z) of tangent directions of the set A at a point z=(u,v) e Ac R*" is called a
local tent [25, p.120] if for each Z e ri K, (z) there exists a convex cone K < K,(z) and a
continuous mapping y (Z) defined in a neighborhood of the origin such that

(1) Zeri K, LinK =LinK,(z), where LinK is the linear span of K,

2 w(@)=7+r(@), |z]'r(@z)—>0,a 70
() z+y(Z)e A, ZeKnS,(0) for some & >0, where S_(0) is the ball of radius &

and with center the origin.
A function g is said to be proper if it does not take the value —oo and is not identically equal

to +4-oo.
First, consider the following optimization problem with a discrete analogue of the so-called first
mixed parabolic DFIs, labelled by (PD):

minimize > gL XY, (1)

(X,y,t)elyxSyxTy

(x,y)=(0,0),(L.S)
(PD) ux+l,y,t € Q (ux—l,y,t ’ u><,y—l,t ' ux,y,t ' ux,y+1,t ! ux,y,t+1’ X’ y’ t)’ (X’ y’t) € Ll X Sl ><Tl ’ (2)
Uy yo =y Uy, ::ont7 Uy st :ﬂxSt’ Uoyt = Yoytr ULyt =7V 3)

where L,S,T are fixed natural numbers, L; ={i,...,L—i};S, ={i,...S—i}; T,={0,...,. T —i}

(=01 and g(-,xy,t): R" >R "U{+w}, Q(-,X,y,t): R*" 3 R" is a set-valued mapping,

Qs Biots Busir Yoy 71y are fixed vectors, for all x,y,t, respectively. A set {u,, |

Xy !
={ux,y,t 1(X Y1) e Ly xS, xT,, (X, ) ;t(0,0),(L,S)}, is called a feasible solution for the
problem (1)-(3) if it satisfies the inclusion (2) and initial and boundary conditions (3). The

problem consists in finding a solution {ux,y,t} of a parabolic discrete inclusions (2) that
minimizes (1).

Section 5 of the present paper is devoted to the study of a first mixed boundary value problem
for parabolic DFIs in a three spatial dimension, containing Laplace operator in a bounded
region:

minimize J[u(--,-)] = _[g(u(x,y,t),x,y,t)dxdydt, 4)

D

—Au(x,y,t) e F(u(x, y,t),x,y,t), (xy,t)eDx[0,T], (5)

O ey =

ou(x, y,t)
(PC) —x

U(x, ¥,0) = a(x, ), u(x,0,t) = £,(xt), u(x,5,t) = B (x.1),
U0, Y. =7, (y.0, u(L, ¥, =7, (y,t), D=[0,L]x[0,S], (6)

where F(-,x,y,t):R" 3 R" is a convex set-valued mapping, g(-,x,y,t) is proper convex



¢ 0
function, A is Laplace’s operator: A=F+—
X

> and a and B, B, 7.,y are given

continuous functions, a:D—>R", B, B :[0,L]x[0,T]>R"; ., 7 :[0,S]x[0.T]>R";
L,S,T are real positive numbers. Since parabolic inclusion (5) is first order in time, values of
u(x,t) must be specified along the initial time boundary. On the other hand, since equation (5)
is the second order in space, the values of u(x,t) must be specified along boundaries of the

region Dx[O,T]. We label this problem (PC). The problem consists in finding a solution
a(x,y,t) of a first mixed boundary value problem (PC) that minimizes (4). For convenience,
we assume throughout the context that feasible solutions are classical solutions; letP, =D

x(0,T), I't ={(x,y)edD, 0<t<T}, oD is the boundary of D, D,={(x,y)eD, t=0},
D, ={(x,y) €D,t=T}. Then a function u(x,y,t) eCZ'l(PT)ﬂC(PT UT; UD,) Ur; UD,)
satisfying the inclusion (5) , the initial condition u(X,y,0) =a(X,y) on D,, and the boundary
conditions in I'; is called the classical solution of the initial-boundary value problem (4) - (6).
Here C*!(R, ) is a space of continuous functions having in P continuously partial derivatives
u, (X, ¥, 1), u (X, y,t), u (% y,1), U, (X, y,t), u, (X y,t). Itshould be noted that the definition of

a solution in one sense or another (classical, generalized, weak, strong, fundamental, positive,
etc.) in no way hinders the implementation of this method for the class of problems under
consideration.

For the functions g(-,x,y,t), (x,y,t)e Dx[0,T] and the set-valued mapping Q(-,x, y,t)

we impose the following condition (to avoid repetitions on the concepts of convex upper
approximations (CUA) for the convenience of the reader, we refer to [25, p.122] It should only
be noted that, since a nonsmooth and nonconvex function cannot be approximated in a
neighbourhood of some point with positively homogeneous functions, we use the concept of
CUAs.

ConpITION N Let in problem (PD) the mapping Q(-, X, y,t) be such that the cone of tangent

directions K, , (U u Uy s U u U,.,.) IS @ local tent. In addition, let the

X=Ly,t Xyt Xyt T y+Lt X,y LY

functions g(, x, y,t) admit CUA h . (T,u, ) atpoints u, . thatare continuous with respect

Xyt

to U. The latter means that the subdifferentials og(u, ,.,x,y,t)=ah, . (O,u, ) are defined.

X,y,t?
The problem (1) - (3) is called convex, if the mapping Q(~,x, y,t) is convex and the functions
g, x, y.t),, (x,y,t) e Ly xS, xT,, (x,y) = (0,0),(L,S) are proper convex functions.

The following condition guarantees for the problem (PD) the existence of a standard interior
point of convex analysis. As usual, ri A be the relative interior of aset A.
DEFINITION 2.1 The convex problem (PD) satisfies the nondegeneracy condition if for some

feasible solution {ux,y,t} we have either (a) or (b):

(a) (ux—l,y,t 1 ux,y—l,t ' ux,y,t 1 ux,y+l,t 1 ux,y,Hl’ I"Ix+1,y,t ) € ri gph Q ('! X’ y’t)! (X’ y’t) € L1 X Sl ><Tl !

u,,, eridomg(-,xy,t),

X, y,t

(b) (ux—l,y,t ! uX-y—l.t ! ux,y,t ! ux,y+1,t ! ux,y,t+l' l'jx+1,y,t ) € Intgph Q ('s XY, t) , (X! y,t) € L1 X Sl XTl )



(X, y,1) # (X, Yo, ty) , where (X, Yo,1,) is the fixed triple and g(-,x, y,t) are continuous at the
point u, , ..

3. OPTIMIZATION OF FIRST MIXED PARABOLIC TYPE DISCRETE INCLUSIONS

We first consider the convex problem (PD). In order to use convex programming results, we

form the m=n(L+1)(S+1)(T +1) dimensional vector w=(U,,Uy,...,Uu )eR™, where
Uy = Uy, Uy, Uy ) € R and U = (U, 00Uy yprn Uy y7) € R Let us consider the

X

following convex sets defined in the space R™:
Myt = W= (g U U) (U g8y 100Uy oWy Uy o Uiy ) €OPN Q- X 1))
(x,y,t) e L xS, xT,,

H ={W=(u0,u1,....,uL): u, O:axy,(x,y)eLoxSO,(x,y);t(O,O),(L,S)},
0 ={W=(Ug, Uy, U) T U g, = Brgys (1) € Ly xTy, (%,1) (0,0), (L, T)},
s ={W=(Upy Uy U) DU, g = By (1) € Ly x Ty, (%,1) % (0,0), (L, T)},
={ (uo,ul,....,uL):quy’t = Yoy (¥:1) €Sy x Ty, (y,1) #(0,0),(S, )},
L= (W= (U Uy U) U =70 (9:1) €S, x Ty, (v,1) % (0,0),(S,T)}.

Now setting

gw)= > g, X Y1)

(X,y,t)elyxSyxT,
(x,t)=(0,0),(L,S)

we reduce the convex problem (PD) to the following convex minimization problem in the
space R:
minimize g(w)subjectto we N :( N Mx,y,tjn H, NH, NH,NH  NH, . (7)

(X, y,t)el xS xTy

We apply Theorem 3.4 [25, p.99 ] to the convex minimization problem (7). For this, it is
necessary to calculate the dual cones K *Mm (w), K= (w), K *Hﬂo (w), K *Hﬁs (w),

K*H,D (w), K*HyL (w), we N.
LEMMA 3.1 The dual cone K *Mw" (w) to the cone of tangent directions KMW (w) hasa
form:

W) =W = U U e U)) 1y U Uy Uy Uy s U )

eK* =0, (i, J,k) # (x=1,y,1),

gphQ ( x+1,y,t)' ijk —
(X, y=11),(x, y,t),(x, y+1,t),(x, y, t +1), (x+L y,1), (X, y,t) e L xS, xT, }
for sufficiently small

u u u u u u

X=Ly,t T X, y=1t VX, y,t T Xyt X,y i+l

Proof. Let we K, (w), weN. This meansthat w+uWeM,
>0, which is the same as
(ux—l,y,t + /qu—l,y,t ! ux,y—lt + luux y-1t? ux,y,t + lqu,y,t ! ux,y+lt + /,IUX y+Lt? (8)

ux,y,t+1 + /'lUx,y,Hl’ ux+l,y,t + ﬂUx+l,y,t ) € gth(l X! y!t) .



On the other hand, w" e K *Mm (w) is equivalent to the condition
<V_V,W*>: Z <nyy’t,u:yy’t>20, W e KMx,y,I (w), we N,
(x,y,t)elyxS;xT;

where the components T _ . of thee vector W (see(8)) are arbitrary. Therefore, the last relation

X,y,t
is valid only for ui’j,k =0, (i, J,k) = (x=1Lvy,t),(x, y=L1),(X, y,t), (X, y +1,1), (X, y,t +1),
(x+1Ly,t), (x,y,t) e, xS, xT,. This ends the proof of the lemma. O

THEOREM 3.1 Assume that Q(-, X, y,t), (x,y,t) e L, xS, xT, are convex set-valued mappings,
and g(-,x,y,t) are convex proper functions at the points of some feasible solution {ux,y,t}'
Then for the {ax,y,t}to be an optimal solution of the problem (PD) it is necessary that there
exist a number 1 <{0,1} and a five of vectors {l//:,y,t1§;y,t’u:,t177:,y,t1¢):,y,t}’ not all zero such
that:

(i) (Vo Sy Yayr s D)

€ Q* (Ui gy Oyan By Oyuno Oy Gy ) X Vot
+{O} X {O} X {l//:+l,y,t + §;y+1't + n:,y—l,t + ¢:,y,t-1 - A0Q (l]x’y’t X, y,t)} X {O} X {0}
(x,y,t) e, xS, xT,;
(if) Uyt =0 7700 =0, &5, =0, 1, =0, ¢, =0.

In addition, under the nondegeneracy condition, 4 =1 and these conditions are also sufficient
for the optimality of {a,  }.

Proof. By thehypothesis of the theorem, W= (G,,0,....,U,) is a solution of the convex
minimization problem (7) and g(w) is continuous at the point w® = (ug,....,u’) . The we can
(W),

Wy €K *4,e (W), W, eK *, (W), w, eK *., (W) and of a number 4 =0 or 1, not all equal

assert the existence of vectors W' (x, y,t) e K*,, (W), w, e K*, (W), Wy, e K*,

to zero, such that

D WY D) AW, W W W W = AwT 9)
(x,y,t)ely xS, xT;

On the other hand it is also easy to show that
Ky *={W = (Ug,Uy oo U)) 2 Uy =0, 120, (X,y) € Ly xS, (x,y) # (0,0), (L, S)},

}
KHﬁO*:{W* = (Ugs Uy oo U)) 2 Uy =0, Y £0, (X,1) € Ly Ty, (x,1) % (0,0), (L, T)},
K (W= (U, e Uy) Uy =0, y =S, (X,1) € LyxT,, (x,1) = (0,0),(LT)}, (10)
Ky, *={w’ _(uo,ul, U Uy, =0, x£0, (y,1) €Sy xTy, (1) #(0,0),(S,T) |,
Ky, (W= (Ug, Uy oo U7) 2 Uy =0, X5 L, (Y1) €S, xT,, (y,1) # (0,0),(S,T) .

Let now [w" | ,, denote the components of the vector w" for the given triple (X, y,t). Then

using Lemma 3.1 and the relation (10), we get



D WX Y )W+ Wi+ W + W+ W

B0 BS
(%Y, )ely xS xTy Xyt

Ueyr (LY, T)+UY 10 (X Y) € Lo xS, (%, Y) % (0,0),
Ues (X, S=Lt)+uls,, (x,t)el,xTy, (xt)#(0,0),(L,T),
= XOt(x 1, t)+ux0t, (x,t) e Ly xT,, (x,t) #(0,0), (L, T),
Lyt(L -1, t)+uLyt, (y,t) € Sy xT,, (y,t) #(0,0),(S,T),

U,y (L Y, D)+ UGy, (V1) € So xTy, (y,1) £ (0,0), (S, T),

where it is taken into account that

_ B0 _ 1 Ps _ 70 _ ;/L*
I: :IxyT xyT’I: :|th uXOt’I: :IxSt uXSt’[ ]Oyt uOVt,I: }Lyt Lyt

u B*

Then because of arbitrariness of the vectors uy’ ., ug,

Ufers U3, ur, it follows from (9)
that the following relationship always holds
Ugyr OG Y, T =) +ug )+ =0,u; ¢ (%S =1L t)+uls, =0,u o, (X,1t)

X,S,t
0.

X, Y, T
uxﬂgt_o uLyt(L lyt) +ul;_/Lyt u;,y,t(1’y1t)+u(])/(;t_
Thus, (9) implies that
Uy (X+L Y, D) +u (6 Yy +L ) +uy (% Y, ) +uy (X Yy —11)

U, G Y t=1) +uy (X=1y,t) = Auy, [WO*] - =ug, . (XY, t) el xS xT,. (11)
><+1yT(X yT) O uxS—lt(X S t) 0 uxlt(x Ot) 0 uL 1yt(L y t) O ulyt(o y t) O

Using Lemma 3.1 and the definition of the LAM, it can be concluded that

(u:—l,y,t(x’ y’t)’ u:,y—l,t (X! y’t)! u:,y,t (X! y,t), u:,y+1,1 (X! yyt), u:,y,t+1(xy y,t))

€ Q *(_u;rl,y,t (X’ y’ t)’ (ax—l,y,t 1 l:]x,y—l,t ' l’jx,y,t 1 l:]x,y+l,t 1 l:]x,y,t+l’ l:IXJrl,y,t)7 X’ y’ t)’
(X, y,t) e L xS, xT,}. (12)
Then introducing the new notations u_, , (X, y,t) =, U, (XY, 0) =& Us (6 Y1)

= n:,y,ﬂ u;y’Hl(x, y,t) = ¢:,y,t , —u:ﬂ]y‘t(x, y,t) = u:'y]t we see from (11) that
u:,y,t (X’ y't) = u:—l,y,t - l//:Jrl,y,t - 5:,y+l,t - n:,y—l,t - ¢:,y,t—1 + ﬂ’ug,*y,t : (13)

Thus, taking into account these notations and substituting (13) into the Euler-Lagrange
inclusion (12), we obtain the required first part of the theorem. On the other hand, it follows
from nondegeneracy condition(Definition 2.1) that relation (9) holds with 2 =1for the point

w” e ag(W) N K, *(W). Hence, condition (i) and (ii) of theorem are sufficient for the

optimality of {d, , | . This completes the proof of the theorem. O



REMARK 3.1 We note that, if in the problem (1) - (3) the functions and mappings are polyhedral,
then, according to Lemma 1.22 [25, p.23]and Theorem 3.4 [25, p.99], the nondegeneracy
condition in Theorem 3.1 is superfluous.

THEOREM 3.2 Suppose the assumptions of condition N are carried out for the nonconvex

problem (PD). Then, for the optimality of the solution {nyyvt} in the nonconvex problem with a
parabolic discrete inclusions, it is necessary that there exist a number 4 {O,l} and five of

vectors {l/l:,y,t’é;y,t’u:,t’n:,y,t’¢:,y,t}’ not all zero, satisfying the conditions (i) and (ii) of

Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Here the condition N ensures the conditions of Theorem 3.24 [25, p.133]. Hence, in
view of this theorem, we have the necessary condition as in Theorem 3.1, written out for the
nonconvex problem. [

4. OPTIMIZATION OF FIRST MIXED PARABOLIC TYPE DISCRETE-APPROXIMATE PROBLEM

Here, to obtain optimality conditions for the problem (PC), as an intermediate stage, we use the
difference derivatives to approximate the problem (PC) and, using Theorem 3.1, we formulate
a necessary and sufficient condition for it. We choose steps J,0 and h onthe x, y-and t-axis,

=Uy, (X, ¥,t) on a uniform grid on Dx[0,T]. We
introduce the following difference operators, defined on the three-point models [25, p.319;26],

As=Aand A, =A

respectively, using the grid function u,

u(x+o,y,t)=2u(x,y,t)+u(x-25,y,t) .

Au(x,y.t) = >
_u(x,y+o,t)=2u(x,y,t)+u(x,y-o,t)
Au(x,y,t) = p ;

LY.L WYY 5 L6 y=0,...5—0i t=0,h,.. T ~h
h ’ 1y ' [EXRS] ' y Iy .

Therefore, we establish the following difference first mixed parabolic type boundary value
problem (PDA):

Bu(x,y,t) =

minimize Y. Sohg(u(x,yt).xy.t), (14)
(X,y,t)elyxSyxT,
(x,¥)%(0,0),(L.5)
(PDA) Bu(x, y,t) - Au(x, y,t) - Au(x,y,t) e F(u(x, y,1), X, y,t), (15)

u(x,y,0)=a(xy), u(x0,t)=4(x1), u(xSs,t)=/p(x1),
u,y,t) = (y,t), u_, =r(y.t), (Xy,)eNxIxR,
N={6,.,L-6}; I={0,..S—0o}; R={0,h,...T -h}.
Recall that (14) is the Riemann sum [26] of the triple integral of a continuous function of three
variables g over a bounded region in three-dimensional space.

Introducing a new mapping, we reduce the problem (14) and (15) to a problem of the form
(PD). To do this, rewrite discrete-approximate inclusion (15) in the equivalent form, where



2
u(x+7,y,t) e —u(x—-2,vy,t)—0%u(x, y—o,t)+[2+292 —%ju(x, y,t)

2

—0%u(x, y+a,t)+%u(x, y,t+h)=8*F(u(x,1t), x,t), Qzé.
(o2

Now let us denote
G(u(x=6,y,t),u(x, y—o,t),u(xy,t),ulx,y+o,t),u(x,y,t+h), x, y,t)

2

=—u(x-7,y,t)—0%u(x, y—a,t)+(2+26’2 —%ju(x, y,t)

2

—6°u(x,y+o,t) +%u(x, y,t+h) = F(u(x, y,t), X, y,t)
or more abbreviated

2 2
G(u,U,,U,Uy, Uy, X, Y, t) =—U, —6%u, +[2+2492 —%ju—92u3+%u4—52F(u,x,y,t) (16)

and rewrite the problem (PDA) as follows:

minimize Y. Sohg(u(x,y.t),xy.t)

(X,y,t)elyxSyxT,
(x,y)=(0,0),(L,S)

u(x+38,y,t) eG(u(x—35,y,t),u(x, y—o,t),u(x, y, t)u(x,y +o,t),u(x, y,t +h), x,y,t) (17)

U(x,y,0) = a(x, ), u(x0.8)= A (xt), u(x 1) =45 (xb)
U(O,y,t):yo(y,t), uL,y,tzyL(y!t)’ (X,y,t)GNXSXSR.

According to Theorem 3.1 for optimality of the trajectory {U(x, y,t)}, in problem (17) it is
necessary that, there exists a five of vectors {lﬁ:,y,mf;y,t,lj:,t,ﬁ;,y,t,(ﬁ;y,t}1 and a number
A =24 €{01} notall zero, such that
(9700 y, 0, €00y, 0 (=68, y,0), 5 (Y1), ¢ (x, ¥, 1)
eG*(G*(x, y,b); (U(x—&, y,0),0(x,y—o,t),0a(x, y,t),d(x,y + o,t),a(x, y,t +h),
a(x+6,y,t)),x, y,t) +{0}x{0}x{1ﬁ*(x+5, YO +E X Y+o ) +77 (X y—o,t)
+@ (X, y,t—h) — 289 (U(x, y, 1), X, y,t)} {0} = {0}; (X, y,1) e NxIxR, (18)
4°(x,y,T)=0, 7' (x,0,t) =0, £(x,S,t) =0, ' (5, y,) =0, ¢ (L,y,t)=0. (19)
Obviously, to form an optimality condition for the discrete-approximate problem (PDA), one

must be able to transform from LAM G*to LAM F *in (18).
For this we need the following auxiliary results.

THEOREM 4.1 Let G(-, X, y,t) 1 R*" 3 R" be a set-valued mapping, defined as follows

2 2
G (uy, Uy, U, Uy, Uy, X, Y, t) =—u, —6%u, +(2+2¢92 —%)u—92u3+%u4 ~5°F (U, X, y,t)
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Moreover, let G (x y,t)be a set-valued mapping such that the cone of tangent directions

Koy (U Uz, Uy Ug, Uy, V), (Ug, Uy, U, U, U, V) € gPRG(, X, Y, 1) is @ local tent. Then

2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
KF(-,x,y,t) u, ?"‘?_H U+HU4—§U1—?U2—;U3—§V

is a local tent to gphF (-, x, y,t) and the following inclusions are equivalent:

(1) u,0,, 0,05, 0,, V) € Koy Uy, Uy, U, Ug, Uy, V),
_( 2 2 1y 1_ 1_ 1_ 1_ 1_
(2) u, §+?—H U+EU4—§U1—?U2—?U3—§V

2 2 1) 1 1. 1 1 1
€Kepyn | U T Ut gl V)

Proof. First let us prove the implication (1) = (2). By the definition of a local tent there exist

r(@)|z|" -0 as z 0 and
2
v+\7+r0(7)e—(u1+LT1+r1(7))—02(u2+Uz+r2(7))+(2+202—%j(u+u+r(7))

2
—6°(u, +T, +r3(7))+%(u4 +T, +1,(2)) - S’ F (U+T +r(Z),x, Y1)

for sufficiently small Z e K, where K c riK (z) is a convex cone.

G(.x,y,t)
Transforming this inclusion, we get

2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 1)\_
FAP Y B e A
1_1_ 1_ (2 2 1) _
e )

+%r4(7)—%q(?)—%rz(f)—§r3(7)—%ro(7) eF(U+T+r(Z),x y,t).

Recall that by definition of the set-valued mapping v e G(u,,u,,u,u,,u,, X, y,t), implies

2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
§+?—H U+HU4—§U1—?U2—?U3—§VE F(u,x,vY,t).

Therefore, from this relation it is clear that

_( 2 2 1y 1_ 1_ 1_ 1 _ 1_
u, ?4—?_3 U+EU4—EU1—;U2—?U3—§V

2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
eK”'*'m(“'(‘*?“J“*ﬁ“‘?“1‘5“27“3?“} 0

€ Kg(xyn (U, Uy, U, Ug, Uy, V) . This completes the proof of the theorem. [
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PROPOSITION 4.1 Let the convex-valued mapping G(-, X, y,t) be given as in the formulation of
Theorem 3.1. Then G,(u,,u,,u,usu,,Vv,xY,t)=F,(u,-v,xyt) and the following
statements for argmaximum sets are equivalent

(1) veG,(u,,u,,u,us,u,, v, X, V,t);

2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 .
(2) (?+?—Hju+ﬁu4 —§ul—?u2 —?us —?VE Fa(u;—v ,x, y,1).
Proof. First of all, we will find the connection between the Hamilton functions H; and H..

Hg (U, U,,U, Uy, U, V) :sup{<v,v*>:veG(ul,uz,u,us,u4,x, y,t)}

2 2
=<—u1—6’2 u, +(2+292 —%ju—92u3+%u4,v*>+52 sup{(vl,—v*}:v1 e F(u,x, y,t)}

5 5 . .
=<—u1—6?2 u, J{2+26?2 —Tju—02u3+ru4,v >+52HF(u,—v ).

Therefore, keeping in mind this formula for H; and H. we get the proof of proposition
immediately as follows

G (Uy, Uy, U, Uy, U V7, X, Y, ) = { V€ G(Uy, Uy, U, U Uy, X, Y1)

. « 2 2 1 1 1 1 1
<v,v>=HG(ul,u2,u,u3,u4,v)}= ?+?—H u+ﬁu4—?ul—?u2—?u3

2 2 1) 1 1 1 1 1 _

c” h h
2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 .
=H, (u,—v*)} = F,(u;—=V",x,y,t). The needed proof is ended. O]

THEOREM 4.2 Assume that the mapping G (u,,U,,U,U,,u,, X, Y,t)is such that the cones of
tangent directions K., .. (U;,U,,u,u;,u,,v) determine a local tent. Then the following
inclusions are equivalent under the conditions that u; =—v", u, =u; =—6°", u; =(8°/h)v":

(0 (U, U705, U; ) € GF(V5 Uy, Uy, Uy U, U,), X, Y t), Ve Gy Uy, Uy, U Ug, Uy V', X, V),
u (2 2 1).
7) QR e |V
@ 5 [52 o h}
(o (2 2 1y 1 1 1 1 1
eF =V ;| U, y-i-?—ﬁ U+HU4—§U1—?UZ—?U3—§V ,X,y,t ,

2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 « x
(y+?—ﬁju+ﬁu4—yul—?uz—?u3—§VE Fau;—v,xy,t), v eR".

Proof. Suppose that the condition (1) of theorem is fulfilled. By the definition of LAM, this
means that in the case of (1) we have

(T, u7)+ (T, Uy )+ (T, U7) (T, Uy )+ (T, U )~ (V,v7) 2 0, (21)

12



Using the equivalence of the inclusions (1) and (2) for cones K, ., and K we

Fexy.t)?
rewrite this inequality in a convenient form as follows

_ 2 2 1y 1_ 1_ 1_ 1_ 1_
<u,a)>—<(§+?——ju +—u4—?ul—?u2—?us—?v,yx>20, (22)

_( 2 2 1)\_
6o o h
2 2 1) 1 1 1 1 1
CKeeupn| Wl Gzt oz MR Tz Tz Tl Y )

where @ and y are to be determined. Carrying out the necessary transformations in (22), we
get

(Ul,l//>+<U2,921//>+<U,52a)—[2+202 —%ij/> (23)

_ 5P _
+<u3,02y/>+<u4,—ry/>—<v,—z//>20.

Then comparing (21), (23) it is not hard to see that we obtain the following formulas for @
and v :
u* 2 2 1 * * * * * 2 * * 52 * *
a)=§— ?+;—H V, U =-V,uU,=U,=-6v, U, :FV , W=V
Thus (22) means that

o 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
ekF* -v;lu, §+?_ﬁ u+Eu4—§ul—?u2—?u3—yv DAANN

Then from Theorem 3.1 we obtain condition (2), i.e., (1) = (2). By analogy, it can be shown
that (2) = (1). As for the conditions concerning the argmaximum sets G, and F,, then by

Theorem 2.1 [25, p.62], they simply guarantee the non-emptiness of the LAMs G* and F *.
The proof of the theorem is completed. ]

REMARK 4.1 It should be recalled that for the transition from a problem with a discrete
inclusion-approximation to a continuous one, it is very important to express G * in terms of
F *, without which it would hardly be possible to obtain the desired result for parabolic (PC)

problem. Therefore, we note that we can calculate oHg, ,(U;, U, U, u,,U,,V') and express it
F o) (u,v") and thus using Theorem 2.1 [25, p.62], calculate F *. L
So, let us return to the Euler-Lagrange-type condition (18) and transform it into a more
convenient form in what follows. Using conditions, u, =-v', u, =u, =—6*", u, = (52/h)v*,

in terms of oH

the condition (1) of Theorem 3.2, and the Euler - Lagrange type inclusion (18), it is easy to
see that

13



(Y, ) =070 Y ), ET 00y ) =77 (% Y, 1) ==0707(x, ¥, 1), (%, y,) =(8/h)0"(x, v, 1) -

Therefore, introducing these expressions for " (x, y,t), &(x, v,t), 7 (x,y,t), @ (X, y,t)into
the Euler-Lagrange type inclusion (18) we have

[—lT(X, Y1), =070 (X, y,t),0" (Xx=0,y,t) + G (X +5,y,t) + 0?4 (X, y + o, 1)

2 2
+6%0°(x,y—o,t)— %W(x, y,t—h), —0%G"(x, y,t), %W(x, y,t) j (24)

eG*(O*(x, y,1); (U(x—é, y,1),0(x, y —o,t),0(x, y,t),d(x, y + o,t),4(x, y,t +h),
0(x+6,y,1)), X y,t) +{0} x {0} x{-A8hag (U(x, y,t),x,t)} x {0} x {0}, (X,y,t) e NxIxR.
In order to pass from G* to F *here, we apply the second condition (2) of Theorem 4.2. By
this condition third term in the left hand side of (24) using the difference operators A, A, and
B is converted like this:

2
%{W(x—& V1) +0 (X+ 38, y, 1)+ 020" (X, y+0,t) +0°0" (X, y — o, 1) —%0*(& y,t—h) } (25)

2 2 1). G (X+0,y,t) =20 (X, y,0) +0 (Xx=3, y,t)
| S+ == |0(x,y,1) =
2.2 Yooy :
+0*(x,y+a,t)—20*(x,y,t)—lj*(x,y—a,t)+0*(x,y,t)—0*(x,y,t—h)
o’ h

= AG(X,y, 1)+ AG (X, Y,1)+BG (X, y,t—h),

where we took into account that 8 =5/o . Finally, based on (25) for the difference boundary
value problem (PDA) the required Euler-Lagrange inclusion consists of the following

AU (X, y,t)+ A0 (X, y,t) + BG4 (X, y,t—h)
e F*(=0"(x,1);(G(x, 1), BA(X, y,t) = AG(X, y,t) = Ad(X, ¥, 1)), X, y,t)
—Adohaog(a(x, y,t), X, y,t).

(26)

Recall that the LAM F * is a positive homogeneous mapping with respect to the first argument.
Thus, dividing the left and right sides of (26) by doh and then denoting—G"(x, y,t)/doh

=u’"(x,t), we finally obtain for the problem (PDA\) the following Euler-Lagrange type adjoint
inclusion

—AU (X, Y, 1) — AU (x,y,1) = BU'(x, y,t—h)
e F*(u"(x,1); (0(x,1), B(x, y,t) - AU(X, y,t) - Ai(X, ¥,1)), X, ¥, t)
—A0g(U(x, y,1), X, y,t), (X,y,t) e NxIxR,

(27)

where

u(x,y,T)=0,u"(x,0,t)=0, u(x,S,t) =0, u'(,y,t) =0, u’(L,y,t)=0. (28)
Let us state the result obtained.
THEOREM 4.3 Let F(-,Xx,y,t) be a convex set-valued mapping, and g(-,x,y,t) be a proper
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convex function. Then for the optimality of the solution {U(x, y,t)} in the discrete-approximate

problem (PDA) it is necessary that there exist a number A €{0,1} and vectors {u*(x, y,t)},

not all zero, satisfying (27) and (28). In addition, under conditions of nondegeneracy, (27) and
(28) are also sufficient for the optimality of {G(x, y,t)}.

REMARK 4.2 If we consider the nonconvex problem (1)-(3) for a first mixed parabolic discrete
inclusions, then it is easy to see that, under the condition N, the Euler-Lagrange type inclusion
(27) and the initial-boundary values (28) may not be sufficient optimality conditions. This is
explained by the fact that when forming the optimality condition in the nonconvex case, instead
of Theorem 3.2[25, p.98], we use Theorems 3.24 [25, p.133], where the equality 1=1 is
optional.

5. SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS OF OPTIMALITY FOR THE PARABOLIC DFIs

In this section, relying on the results obtained in Section 4, we formulate a sufficient optimality
condition for the continuous problem (PC). To do this, recall that the Ilimits of

AV(X,y,t), Av(x,y,t) and Bv(x,Y,t), are first and second order partial derivatives with respect

2 2
0 v(ax,zy,t) 0 vgyx,zy,t) and
X

Lirrg Bv(x,y,t) = % Thus, setting 2 =1 in (19), (20) and passing to the formal limit, as

to x, yand t, respectively, i.e., Llng AV(X,y,t) = : Iing AV(X,y,t) =

the discrete steps d,0and h tend to O, in term of Laplace operator we find that:

(i) _W—Au*(x, y,t)e F*(u*(x, y,t);(a(x, y,t),W—AU(X, y,t)j,x, y,tj
—og (U(x, y,t),x, y,t), (xy,1)eDx[0,T],
(i) u(x,y,T)=u"(x,0,t)=u"(x,S,t) =u"(0,y,t) =u"(L, y,t) =0.
In fact, the following condition ensures that the LAM F * is nonempty (Theorem 2.1 [25, p.62]
that:

(iii)
Here we assume that feasible solutions u’ (X, y,t) are classical solutions satisfying an adjoint

parabolic inclusion of the Euler-Lagrange type (i) and homogeneous end-point and boundary
conditions (ii).

As expected, in the next theorem we prove that conditions (i) - (iii) are sufficient conditions for
optimality in the first mixed problem with parabolic DFIs (PC) in a three space dimension.

w—mj(x, y.t) € F, (G0 y,0:U° (%, Y, 1), %, Y, t).

THEOREM 5.1: Let g(-,X,Y,t) be continuous convex proper function and F ( X, y,t) R"=3

R" be a convex set-valued mapping. Then for the optimality of the solution G(x,y,t) in the
first mixed problem (PC) with parabolic DFIs and Laplace operator it is sufficient that there
exists a classical solutions u(x, y,t), satisfying the conditions (i)-(iii).

Proof. By virtue of the definition of LAM and the definition of the Hamiltonian function H_,
the Euler-Lagrange type (i) gains the form:
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He (u(x, y,0:u"(x, y,1)) = He (G(x, v, 0);u°(x, y,1))
<<_ ou” (X, y,t)
ot

— AU (X, y,0),u(x, y,t)=u(x, y,t)>

+g(u(x, y, 1), % y,t)—g (0(x, y,t), X, y,t)
from which under the condition (iii) we get

<M—Au(x, y,t),u’ (X, y,t)>—<

ot
< U (x Y1)
ot

+g(u(x, y, 1), % y,t)—g (0(x, y,t), x, y,t)

w_m(x, y,0),u"(x, y’t)>

— AU (X, y,t),u(x, y,t) = G(x, y,t)>

or
g (U(X! y,t), X, y,t)— g (U(X, y,t), X, y,t)

N o(u(x,y,t)—0(x,y,t))
B ot

—A(u(x, y, ) =a(x, y,t)),u"(x, y,t)>

+<w +AUT (X, Y, 1), u(x,t) — U(X't)> '

We rewrite this inequality in the following form
g(u(xy, 1), %y, t)—g(ax, y,t),x, y,t)

o(u(x,y,n)-0(x,y,1)) . ou’ (x, y,1) -
2< o U (X, y,t)> +<T,u(x,t)—u(x,t)>

+<Au*(x, y,t),u(x,t) - l](x,t)> —<A(u(x, y,t)—a(x, y,t)),u"(x,y, t)> : (29)

Notice that it is easy to check the following formulas
0 5 « o(u(x,y,t)—a(x,y,t
a(“(xiy,t)—U(x,y,t),u (X,y,t)>=< (U y,-a(xy.1)

ot
ou™(x, y,t) >

U (X, y.t)> (30)

+<u(x, y,t)=a(x,y,t), p

<Au*(x, y, ), u(x,t) —(x, t)> —<A(u(x, y,t)—a(x, y,t)),u"(x, v, t)>

_ <82U*(X, y’t) + GZU*(X; y’t) ,U(X, y,t) —U(X, y’t)>

ox?
[ (u(x, y,t) = a(x, y,t))+82(u(x, y, 1) =0(x,y,t)) (v
X’ oy? Y

0% (u(x, y,t)—t(x, y,1)) (31)

ox?

_ <82u*(x, y,t)

OX?

1u(X7 y,t)—l](X, y!t)>_< 1U*(X! yvt)>
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— §|:<U(X, y,t) —U(X, y,t), aU*(Xi y,t)>_<8(u(x, y1t) —U(X, y1t)) ,U*(X, y,t)>:|

OoX OX
+a%[<u(x, y,t)—G(x, y,t), au*(;(),/y,t)>_<8(u(x, y’t)a; acx, y,t)) (X, y,t)>:| :

Then in view of (30) and (31) integrating the inequality (29) over the region Dx[O,T], we
have

jJ:”:g U(X, y’t)’ X, y’t)_ g (U(X' yvt)! X, y,t)] dxydt

{1

T * a . o v, )
+_([J. %RU(X' Y —0(x, y’t)’au (;;(y,t)>_< (u(x,y t)ax a(x, y t)),u x y,t)>:|dxdydt

D

[ u(x, y,t)—=a(x, y,t),u (x,y, t)>}dxdydt (32)

oy
For brevity of notation, denoting first, second and third integrals on the right hand-side of (32)
by J,, J, and J, , respectively, we deduce

J, = ”[(u(x, y,T)=0(x,y,T),u(x, y,T)>]dxdy

+£IDI8%[<U(><, v, -a(x y.1), 2 (g§y’t) >_<a(u(x, O-0C0) o y,t)ﬂdxdydt.

‘fo [ (u(xy,0)-a(x, y,0),u"(x,y,0)) jixdy

Here since u(x, y,t), (X, y,t) are feasible, by the conditions u(x, y,0) =0(x, y,0) = a(X, y)
and u”(x,y,T) =0 (see (ii)) it follows that J, =0
Let us evaluate the integral J,.

(0 . au™(x,y,t)
= j j axKu(x,y,t) 00y, 0, =22 >

~ o(u(x y,t)—a(x,y,1))
OX

KU(L V) —a(L, y,10), a“*(gx’y’t)>—<a(““' y’tgx‘““’ ) v y,t)ﬂdydt

Ku(o v, —G(0, y. 1), 5“*(§;y’t)>—<a(”(0’ y,t;;a(o, Y:9) o, y,t)ﬂdydt.

U (X, y,t)>} dxdydt (33)

Hence, by analogy, since u(0, y,t) =0(0, y,t) = £,(x,t), u(L, y,t) =u(L, y,t) =y, (y,t) and by
condition (ii) u™(0,y,t) =u"(L, y,t) =0, from equality (33) we obtain J, =0.
It can be shown in exactly the same way that J, =0. Indeed
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), =ﬂ{<u(X,S,t)—G(x,S,t), 8u*(;,/s,t)>_<8(u(x,S,t)—U(x,S,t))’u*(x’s’t)ﬂdxdt

oy
_ﬂRu(x,o,t) _G(x,0,1), au*(axy,o,t)>_ <a(u(x, o,t;)7 0(,0.)) u*(x,o,t)ﬂdxdt. (34)

Therefore, since u(x,0,t) =U0(x,0,t) = £,(x,t), u(x,S,t) =0(x,S,t) = S (x,t) and
u’(x,0,t)=u"(x,S,t) =0 from equality (34) we obtain J, =0.

g
Finally, from inequality (32) we have ”j[g(u(x, y,t), %, y,t) =g (G(x, y,1),X, y,t) ]dxydt > 0
0D

or J[u(,--)]=J[d(,--)] for all feasible u(--,-). The theorem is proved. ]

REMARK 5.1: It is well known [30] that in the problem with ordinary polynomial linear

differential operators AX=Z P, (t)DkX of the s-th order with variable coefficients
k=1

p. :[0,T]— R* and with the operator of derivatives D (k =1,...,s) of the k-th order, the Euler-

Lagrange inclusion includes the adjoint operator A*X(t) :Z(—l)k D* [pk (t)x*(t)], where

k=1
the sign of the corresponding term does not change for even k. The Euler-Lagrange inclusion
(i) shows that the same property holds for the second-order parabolic operator, and therefore

only the partial derivative of the first order of u”(x, y,t) with respect to t changes sign. [

Now using Theorem 5.1, consider the following linear problem as an example:
T
minimize J[u(-,-,-)]:”Ig(u(x, y,t), X, y,t)dxdydt
0D

W—Au(x, y,t) = Au(x, y,t) + Bw(x,u,t), w(x,y,t) €U, (35)
U(X, y,O) = OZ(X, y)’ U(X’ O,t) :ﬁo(x’ t)’ U(X1 S’t) = ﬂs (X,t),
U(O, y,t) :}/O(y!t)l U(L! y!t) = ]/L(y,t),

where A and B are nxn and nxr matrices, respectively, U c R" is a convex closed set,
and g is continuously differentiable function of u. It is required to find a control parameter

W(x,y,t) €U, (x,y,t) e Dx[0,T]that minimizes J[u(--,-)]. Here F(u)=Au+BU . It is easy
to see that

N A*V', —B*V" e[cone(U —w)]*,
F*(v,(uV))= . (36)
&, —B*v ¢[cone(U —w)]*,
v=Au+Bw.
Therefore, using (36), and Theorem 5.1, we get
SSBAD Ay, = AR (X YD - 810060, % YD), (37)
u(x,y,T)=u(x,0,t) =u"(x,S,t)=u’(0, y,t) =u"(L, y,t) =0. (38)
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Next, we have
<W—W(X, y,t), B*u’(x, y,t)> <0, weU,
which implies the Pontryagin maximum principle [35, p.112]:
<Bv”v(x, y,t),u’(x, y,t)> = nM113Jx<Bw,u*(x, y,t)> : (39)

Thus, we have obtained the following result.
THEOREM 5.2: The solution G(X, y,t) of parabolic type linear problem (35) corresponding to

the control function W(x,y,t) minimizes J[u(.--)], if there exists a solution u’(x,y,t) of
adjoint equation (37), satisfying (38), (39).

COROLLARY 5.1: Suppose that we have an initial-boundary value problem (4) - (6), where
F(u,x,t)=U is a constant mapping, U < R" is a convex compact set, g(-,x,V,t) is a
continuously differentiable function. Then the control function W(x,y,t)eU minimizes
J[u(,-)], if the solution u™(x, y,t) of the adjoint equation

Wmu%m y. ) =00y, 1), xy.t),

with homogeneous end-point and boundary conditions (ii) of Theorem 5.1, satisfies the
maximum principle

<W(x, y,0),u’ (X, y,t)> = max <W,u*(x, y,t)> .

Proof. It is obvious that gphF = R"xU and so K. (u,v) =R"xcone(U —Vv), whence

K *(u,v) ={0} x[cone(U —v)]*.
Therefore, we find that

. 0, if v efcone(U-v)]*

F*(V ;(U,V))z . *E[ ( )]
@, if v g[cone(U -v)]*.

Then, using Theorem 5.1, we obtain the required result:

SO 0,y =g DX Y (W DU () <0 we.
Note that the same result can be obtained from (37) and (39), assuming that A is a zero
matrix, B is nxn unit matrix and U c R". L

REMARK 5.2: In particular, if n=1, U :[—l,+1] and g(u,x,t)=u, then by Weierstrass-
Pontryagin maximum condition W(x,y,t)-u"(x, y,t):rpaxlw-u*(x, y,t), whence W(X,Y,t)
=sgnu’(x,y,t) , thatis W(x,y,t)=1, if u'(x,y,t)>0 and W(x,y,t)=-1, if u(xy,t)<0.
Therefore, since g, (u(x,y,t),X,y,t)=1 the solution U(X,Yy,t) corresponding to the control
function W(X, y,t) =+1 minimizes J[u(---)], if u’(x,y,t) is a solution of the adjoint equation

ou”(x, y,t .
ﬂ+Au (x,y,t)=1. ]
6. MODEL OF PARABOLIC PROBLEMS WITH POLYHEDRAL SET-VALUED MAPPING

Now consider the following problem with the so-called parabolic polyhedral DFI:
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minimize J[u(.,)] = ]'” g(u(x,y,t),xy,t)dxdydt,

(PPC) A[W—Au(x, y,t)j—Bu(x, y,t)<d, (x,y,t) Dx[O,T],

u(x,y,0) =a(x,y), u(x,0,t) = £,(x,t), u(x,S,t) = 5 (x,1),
u@,y,t) =7, (y,t), u(L,y,t)=y.(y.1),
where A, B are sxn dimensional matrices, d is a s-dimensional column-vector, g(-,x, y,t)
is a polyhedral function. Here F(u)={v:Au—Bv<d}. Now we will use Theorem 5.1 for
problem (PPC). By analogy formula (2.51) [25, p.84] we derive that

F*(V';(0,7) ={-A*q: v’ =-B*q, 40, (AG—-BV-d,q)=0}.
Then applying Theorem 5.1 we get

WW’*(X, Y.t = A*q(x,Y,t) € DX, Y1), X, Yit) , U" (% Y, 1) =—B*q(X Vi)

q(x, y,t) >0, <A(W—AU(X, y,t))— BU(x, y,t) —d, q(x, y,t)> -0,

u(x,y,T)=u"(x,0,t) =u"(x,S,t)=u’(0, y,t) =u"(L, y,t) =0. (40)
Differentiating u”(x, y,t) =—B*q(x, y,t) and substituting it into the first relation (40), we
obtain

B*(AQ(X, y!t) _WJ_ A*CI(X, yrt) € ag (U(Xr y,t), X, yrt) ' (41)

HW‘M(X’ y,t)j— Ba(x, y,t)—d, q(x, y,t)> =0

B*q(x,y,T)=B*q(x,0,t)=B*q(x,S,t)=B*q(0, y,t)
=B*q(L,y,t)=0, q(x,y,t)>0, (x,y,t)e Dx[0,T]
Thus, we obtain the following theorem
THEOREM 6.2 Let g(-,X,t):R" — R be a polyhedral function and that F:R" 3 R" be a
polyhedral set-valued mapping. Then for the optimality of the solution
u(x, y,t), (x,y,t) e Dx[O,T] in problem (PPC) with parabolic polyhedral DFls, it is sufficient

(42)

that there exists a nonnegative function q(x,y,t)>0, (X,y,t) e Dx [O,T] satisfying the partial
DFI of the Euler-Lagrange type (41) and the conjugate boundary condition (42). L]

7. CONCLUSION

Optimality conditions for parabolic DFIs with Laplace operator are formulated on the basis of
LAM and a discretized method. For simplicity of presentation, the paper mainly considers
convex problems, but with the use of local tent and CUAs, ways of extending the results
obtained to the non-convex case are indicated. The main tools for constructing optimal
conditions are Euler-Lagrange inclusions. In this case, an essential role is also played by
equivalence theorems characteristic of problems with parabolic discrete inclusions and
parabolic DFIs with Laplace operator, connecting problems (PDA) and (PC). It should also be
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noted that the formulation of sufficient conditions for a parabolic PDF is obtained by passing
to the formal limit as the discrete steps tend to zero. Another problem of discussion, of course,
is the convergence of the indicated limiting procedure and the establishment of the necessary
optimality conditions, as well as the reduction of the "gap™ between the necessary and sufficient
conditions. In addition, the indicated difference problems, which are of independent interest,
can play an important role in computational procedures.
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