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Abstract

This paper deals with the insensitizing controllability property of the quasilinear parabolic
equation with dynamic boundary conditions. This problem can be reformulated as a null
controllability problem for a cascade quasilinear system with dynamic boundary conditions.
To this end, we approach the problem by first dealing with null controllability in the frame-
work of an inhomogeneous linearized system. Next, we derive new estimates of control and
state, allowing us to apply a local inversion theorem to obtain null controllability of the
quasilinear system.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we focus on analyzing the property of the insensitizing controllability
of reaction-diffusion equations with dynamic boundary conditions of the surface diffusion
type (generalized Wentzell type), which means that controls are resistant to small, unknown
perturbations of the initial state. The equation we are dealing with reads as follows:





ψt −∇ · (σ(ψ)∇ψ) + a(ψ) = f + v1ω in ΩT ,

ψΓ,t −∇Γ · (δ(ψΓ)∇ΓψΓ) + σ(ψΓ)∂νψ + b(ψΓ) = fΓ on ΓT ,

ψΓ = ψ|Γ on ΓT ,

(ψ(·, 0), ψΓ(·, 0)) = (ψ0 + τψ̂0, ψ0,Γ + τΓψ̂0,Γ) in Ω× Γ.

(1.1)

Here Ω is a bounded domain in R
d (d ≥ 1) with boundary Γ of class C2, ω ⊂ Ω an open

subset of Ω, for every subset D of Ω, we denote DT := D× (0, T ) and 1D the characteristic
function of D, (ψ, ψΓ) is the state of the system, (ψ0, ψ0,Γ) is the initial state perturbed by

(τψ̂0, τΓψ̂0,Γ), τ, τΓ ∈ R are unknown and small enough, v is the function control and (f, fΓ)
is the source term. We denote by ψ|Γ the trace of ψ on Γ, ∂ν the normal derivative associated
to the outward normal ν of Ω, ∇Γ and ∇Γ· := divΓ are tangential gradient and tangential
divergence, respectively.

Given the existence of global solutions of (1.1) for certain initial state, source and control
spaces X0, X1 and V (see Proposition 4.5), we consider the energy function:

J (ψ, ψΓ) =
θ

2

∫

OT

|ψ(x, t, τ, τΓ, v)|
2dxdt +

θΓ
2

∫

ΣT

|ψΓ(x, t, τ, τΓ, v)|
2dSdt, (1.2)

where θ > 0 and θΓ ≥ 0 are positive real constants, O and Σ are given nonempty open subsets
of Ω and Γ, respectively, and (ψ, ψΓ) = (ψ(·, t, τ, τΓ, v), ψΓ(·, t, τ, τΓ, v)) is the corresponding
(global) solution of the equation (1.1) associated to τ, τΓ and v. Now, we introduce the
following definition of insensitizing controls for (1.1):
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Definition 1.1. For given functions (f, fΓ) ∈ X1, (ψ0, ψ0,Γ) ∈ X0, a control function v ∈ V

is said to insensitize J if for all (ψ̂0, ψ̂0,Γ) ∈ X0 with ‖(ψ̂0, ψ̂0,Γ‖X0
= 1 the corresponding

solution (ψ, ψΓ) of (1.1) satisfies

∂J

∂τ

∣∣∣∣
τ=τΓ=0

=
∂J

∂τΓ

∣∣∣∣
τ=τΓ=0

= 0. (1.3)

A brief overview of related literature. The issue of insensitizing controls was first intro-
duced by J. L. Lions in [1, 2], which subsequently led to numerous studies on the topic, both
for hyperbolic and parabolic equations. The existence of insensitizing controls for parabolic
equations with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions has been widely studied by nu-
merous authors (see, for example, [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10]). However, there are few results on
insensitizing controllability for parabolic equations with dynamic boundary conditions. To
the best of our knowledge, the paper [11] is the first to address a parabolic equation with
semilinearity only in the bulk, while [12] discusses an insensitizing control problem involving
tangential gradient terms for a specific semilinear equation. As far as we know our paper
is the first contribution in the quasilinear framework, both in the bulk and on the surface.
Moreover, in the context of equations with dynamic boundary conditions, the functional J
encompasses both the energy within the bulk and the localized surface energy, whereas in
the literature, the usual functional only accounts for the local energy in the bulk.

Structure of this paper. In Section 2 we collect some notation, assumptions, prelim-
inaries and important tools. Next, Section 3 introduces the main result (Theorem 3.1),
reformulated as the null controllability of a quasilinear cascade system, with the proof of
this reformulation detailed in Appendix B. The discussion in Section 4 focuses on the well-
posedness and regularity properties required for reformulating the problem for specific linear
systems, alongside the proof of the well-posedness for the quasilinear system, as shown in
Appendix A. Following this, Section 5 establishes the null controllability of the inhomoge-
neous linearized cascade system, accompanied by state estimates. The local null controlla-
bility of the quasilinear system is addressed in Section 6, including the proof of main result.
Lastly, Section 7 provides concluding remarks and final comments.

2. Preliminaries, notation and assumptions

2.1. Preliminaries

Let us first introduce some basic notation. Let d ∈ N and Ω ⊂ R
d is a bounded domain

with boundary Γ of class C2. For any s ≥ 0 and p ∈ [1,∞], the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces
for functions mapping from Ω to R are denoted as Lp(Ω) and W s,p(Ω). We write ‖·‖Lp(Ω)

and ‖·‖W s,p(Ω) to denote the standard norms on these spaces. In the case p = 2, we use the
notation Hs(Ω) = W s,2(Ω). We use the same notation for Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces on
Γ. For any Banach space X , the Bochner spaces of functions mapping from an interval I
into X are denoted by Lp(I;X) and W s,p(I;X), and the space C(I;X) denotes the set of
continuous functions mapping from I to X . The natural state space for our problems is

L
2 := L2

(
Ω; dx⊗ dS

)
,
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where dx denotes the Lebesgue measure on Ω and dS denotes the natural surface measure
on Γ. This space can be identified with

L2(Ω, dx)⊗ L2(Γ, dS).

It is a Hilbert space endowed with the following inner product

〈(y, yΓ), (z, zΓ)〉L2 := 〈y, z〉L2(Ω) + 〈yΓ, zΓ〉L2(Γ).

We will also denote L∞ := L∞(Ω)⊗L∞(Γ). This is a Banach space equipped with the norm

‖(y, yΓ)‖L∞ := ‖y‖L∞(Ω)+‖yΓ‖L∞(Γ).

We introduce the Sobolev-type spaces needed in the sequel:

H
s := {(y, yΓ) ∈ Hs(Ω)×Hs(Γ) : y|Γ = yΓ}, for s ≥ 1.

The following continuous embeddings hold when d ≤ 3 (see [13, Theorem 4.12] and [14,
Theorem 2.2]):

H2(M) →֒ L∞(M) and H2(M) →֒ W 1,4(M), M = Ω or Γ. (2.1)

To describe the surface heat diffusion, we need to define certain differential operators on
Γ, defined locally in terms of the standard Riemannian metric on Γ, see [15]. In this paper, we
will not use the local formulas that define these operators, but rather the relevant properties
such as the surface divergence theorem. These operators can be defined by extensions as
follows, we refer to [16]:

• We define the tangential gradient ∇ΓyΓ for any smooth function yΓ on Γ by

∇ΓyΓ := ∇y − (∂νy)ν, (2.2)

where y is an extension of yΓ in a neighborhood of Γ. It can be seen as the projection
of the standard Euclidean gradient ∇y onto the tangent space on Γ.

• We define the tangential divergence divΓYΓ for any smooth vector field YΓ on Γ by

divΓYΓ := divY − Y ′ν · ν, (2.3)

where Y ′ = (∂iYj) and Y is an extension of YΓ in a neighborhood of Γ. Note that
formulas (2.2) and (2.3) do not depend on the chosen extension, and divΓ(YΓ) can be
considered as a continuous linear form on H1(Γ)

divΓ(YΓ) : H1(Γ) −→ R, zΓ 7→ −

∫

Γ

〈YΓ,∇ΓzΓ〉ΓdS,

where 〈 , 〉Γ is the Riemannian inner product of tangential vectors on Γ. In the
following, we will denote ∇Γ · YΓ instead of divΓ(YΓ) and · instead of 〈 , 〉Γ.

• The Laplace-Beltrami ∆ΓyΓ is defined by

∆ΓyΓ = divΓ(∇ΓyΓ) ∀yΓ ∈ H2(Γ).

In particular, the Stokes divergence theorem on Γ holds, see [17],∫

Γ

∆ΓyΓzΓdS = −

∫

Γ

∇ΓyΓ · ∇ΓzΓdS ∀yΓ ∈ H2(Γ), ∀zΓ ∈ H1(Γ). (2.4)

Remark 1. In the one-dimensional case, Γ is a manifold of dimension 0. Consequently, the
tangential operators are trivial: ∇Γ = 0 and ∆Γ = 0.
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2.2. Notation

Throughout this paper, we adopt the following notations:

• In order to simplify the presentation of the estimates we introduce the following nota-
tion

∇Y := (∇y,∇ΓyΓ), ∆Y := (∆y,∆ΓyΓ), Yt := (yt, yΓ,t), Ytt := (ytt, yΓ,tt),

where Y := (y, yΓ), ∇Γ is the tangential gradient, ∆Γ is the Laplace-Beltrami, Yt and
Ytt respectively denote the first and second-order partial derivative of Y with respect
to t.

• We introduce the following energy spaces:

ET := H1(0, T ;L2) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2) and FT := H1(0, T ;H2) ∩ L2(0, T ;H4).

We recall the usual continuous embedding (see Theorem III.4.10.2 in [18]):

ET →֒ C([0, T ];H1) and FT →֒ C([0, T ];H3).

In particular, for d ≤ 3, using (2.1), we obtain the existence of a constant C > 0 such
that

‖Y ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞), ‖∇Y ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)≤ C‖Y ‖FT
∀Y ∈ FT . (2.5)

• For any Y = (y, yΓ) ∈ ET , we will denote





L1Y := yt − σ(0)∆y + a′(0)y,

L2Y := yΓ,t − δ(0)∆ΓyΓ + σ(0)∂νy + b′(0)yΓ,

L⋆1Y := −yt − σ(0)∆y + a′(0)y,

L⋆2Y := −yΓ,t − δ(0)∆ΓyΓ + σ(0)∂νy + b′(0)yΓ.

(2.6)

• For any Banach space X , we denote by BX(a, r) and BX(a, r) the open and closed
balls centered at a with radius r, respectively.

• We omit the infinitesimals dt, dx and dS as they can be deduced by looking at the
integration domain.

• The symbol C will stand for a generic positive constant depending on Ω, ω, s, λ, T , θ,
θΓ, σ, δ, a and b, where s and λ are known parameters in Carleman estimates.

2.3. Assumptions

We make the following general assumptions.

(A1) Ω ⊂ R
d is a bounded domain with boundary of class C2 and d ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

(A2) O and Σ are given nonempty open subsets of Ω and Γ, respectively.
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(A3) ω ⋐ Ω an open subset such that ω ∩O 6= ∅, where ω ⋐ Ω denotes ω ⊂ Ω.

(A4) (ψ0, ψ0,Γ) = (0, 0).

(A5) (ψ̂0, ψ̂0,Γ) ∈ H
3 with ‖(ψ̂0, ψ̂0,Γ)‖H3= 1.

(A6) The parameters τ, τΓ ∈ R are unknown and small enough.

(A7) The diffusion coefficients satisfy

σ, δ ∈ C3(R,R), σ(r) ≥ ρ and δ(r) ≥ ρ,

for all r ∈ R for some ρ > 0.

(A8) The reaction terms verify

a, b ∈ C2(R,R) and a(0) = b(0) = 0.

3. Main result

We state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that assumptions (A1)-(A8) hold. Then, there exist constants ε > 0
and C = C(Ω, ω, T ) > 0 such that for any F := (f, fΓ) ∈ ET verifying

‖F‖2L2(0,T ;H2)+‖eC/tF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖eC/tFt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)< ε, (3.1)

one can find a control v ∈ H1(0, T ;L2(ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(ω)) that insensitizes the functional
J defined by (1.2). Moreover there exist a constant C ′ > 0 such that

‖v‖2H1(0,T ;L2(ω))∩L2(0,T ;H2(ω))≤ C ′
(
‖eC/tF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖eC/tFt‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
.

Reduction of the insensitizing problem. The computation of partial derivatives of the
functional defined in (1.2) and a duality argument, allows us to reformulate our insensitivity
problem as a problem of null controllability of a cascade system. Specifically, we present the
following cascade system:





ψt −∇ · (σ(ψ)∇ψ) + a(ψ) = f + v1ω in ΩT ,

− ht − σ(ψ)∆h+ a′(ψ)h = θψ1O in ΩT ,

ψΓ,t −∇Γ · (δ(ψΓ)∇ΓψΓ) + σ(ψΓ)∂νψ + b(ψΓ) = fΓ on ΓT ,

− hΓ,t − δ(ψΓ)∇ΓhΓ + σ(ψΓ)∂νh+ b′(ψΓ)hΓ = θΓψΓ1Σ on ΓT ,

ψΓ = ψ|Γ, hΓ = h|Γ on ΓT ,

(ψ(·, 0), ψΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0), (h(·, T ), hΓ(·, T )) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ.

(3.2)

The reformulation is as follows:

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A4)-(A8) hold. Let (f, fΓ) ∈
L2(0, T ;H2) and v1ω ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)) such that the system (1.1) has a unique global solu-
tion Ψ = (ψ, ψΓ) ∈ FT . Then, the following statements are equivalent:

6



• The solution (Ψ, H) of the cascade system (3.2) associated with v verifies

(h(·, 0), hΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ. (3.3)

• The control v insensitizes the functional J in the sense of Definition 1.1.

The local null controllability of (3.2) (in the sense of (3.3)) is reformulated as a surjectivity
of the mapping Λ : X −→ Y:

Λ(Ψ, H, v) := ((Λ1(Ψ, H, v), Λ3(Ψ, H, v)), (Λ2(Ψ, H, v), Λ4(Ψ, H, v))), (3.4)

where

Λ1(Ψ, H, v) := ψt −∇ · (σ(ψ)∇ψ) + a(ψ)− v1ω,

Λ2(Ψ, H, v) := −ht − σ(ψ)∆h + a′(ψ)h− θψ1O,

Λ3(Ψ, H, v) := ψΓ,t −∇Γ · (δ(ψΓ)∇ΓψΓ) + σ(ψΓ)∂νψ + b(ψΓ),

Λ4(Ψ, H, v) := −hΓ,t − δ(ψΓ)∆ΓhΓ + σ(ψΓ)∂νh+ b′(ψΓ)hΓ − θΓψΓ1Σ.

and X,Y = Y1×Y2 are appropriate spaces of the state-control (see Section 6). More precisely,
Theorem 3.1 is equivalent to

∃ε > 0, ∀F = (f, fΓ) ∈ BY1
(0, ε), ∃(Ψ, v) ∈ X, such that Λ(Ψ, H, v) = (f, fΓ, 0, 0).

To achieve this, we apply the Lyusternik-Graves Inverse Mapping Theorem in infinite di-
mensional spaces, whose proof can be referenced in [19].

Theorem 3.3 (Lyusternik-Graves’ Theorem). Let X and Y be Banach spaces and let Λ :
BX(0, r) ⊂ X → Y be a C1 mapping. Let us assume that the derivative Λ′(0) : X → Y is
surjective and let us set ξ0 = Λ(0). Then, there exist ε > 0, a mapping W : BY (ξ0, ε) ⊂
Y → X and a constant C > 0 satisfying:

• W (z) ∈ BX(0, r) and Λ ◦W (z) = z ∀z ∈ BY (ξ0, ε),

• ‖W (z)‖X≤ C‖z − ξ0‖Y ∀z ∈ BY (ξ0, ε).

The most difficult task is therefore the choice of spaces X and Y for which mapping Λ is
well defined. The surjectivity of Λ′(0, 0, 0) is linked to the null controllability of the following
inhomogeneous linearized system (around zero) of (3.2):





ψt − σ(0)∆ψ + a′(0)ψ = f + v1ω in ΩT ,

− ht − σ(0)∆h+ a′(0)h = g + θψ1O in ΩT ,

ψΓ,t − δ(0)∆ΓψΓ + σ(0)∂νψ + b′(0)ψ = fΓ on ΓT ,

− hΓ,t − δ(0)∆ΓhΓ + σ(0)∂νh + b′(0)hΓ = gΓ + θΓψΓ1Σ on ΓT ,

ψΓ = ψ|Γ , hΓ = h|Γ on ΓT ,

(ψ(·, 0), ψΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0), (h(·, T ), hΓ(·, T )) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ,

(3.5)

Given suitable assumptions on f, fΓ, g and gΓ, the system (3.5) is null controllable in the
sens of (3.3).
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Comments on assumptions (A1), (A3) and (A4). The condition d ≤ 3 is used to
estimate the terms I1 and I3 in the right hand side of (6.6) via the embedding (2.1), which
is only valid when d ≤ 3. Therefore, this question remains open for d ≥ 4 as mentioned in
[10, 20]. The main result 3.1 is based on assumption (A4), which allows for the establishment
of a global Carleman estimate for the adjoint system of (3.5). However, by slightly relaxing
the functional J :

Jt0(ψ, ψΓ) =
θ

2

∫

O×(t0,T )

|ψ(x, t, τ, τΓ, v)|
2dxdt +

θΓ
2

∫

Σ×(t0,T )

|ψΓ(x, t, τ, τΓ, v)|
2dSdt, (3.6)

where t0 ∈ (0, T ). We can find a control v ∈ L2(ωT ) that insensitizes the functional Jt0 for
sufficiently small initial data and source terms. Indeed, based on [21], a control can be found
that drives the state of (1.1) to zero at time t0. Consequently, Theorem 3.1 can be applied
from t0 onwards. The geometric condition (A3) is also a technical condition in the proof of
the Carleman estimate. However, the case where ω ∩O = ∅ is involved is also of significant
interest. For further discussion and remarks on this topic, see [22].

4. Well-posedness results

In this subsection, we will briefly present the well-posedness of the systems that we will
need in this paper.

4.1. Linear systems

In this subsection, Ω ⊂ R
d (d ≥ 1) is a bounded domain with boundary Γ of class C2.

Let us first consider the following linear equation:





ψt − σ(0)∆ψ + a′(0)ψ = f in ΩT ,

ψΓ,t − δ(0)∆ΓψΓ + σ(0)∂νψ + b′(0)ψ = fΓ on ΓT ,

ψΓ = ψ|Γ on ΓT ,

(ψ(·, 0), ψΓ(·, 0)) = (ψ0, ψ0,Γ) in Ω× Γ,

(4.1)

We are interested in the following categories of solutions for (4.1), see[23].

Definition 4.1. Let F = (f, fΓ) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2), Ψ0 = (ψ0, ψ0,Γ) ∈ L
2.

(1) A distributional solution (solution by transposition) of (4.1) is a function Ψ = (ψ, ψΓ) ∈
L2(0, T ;L2) such that for any Z = (z, zΓ) ∈ ET with Z(·, T ) = 0, we have

〈Ψ,L∗Z〉L2(0,T ;L2) = 〈F, Z〉L2(0,T ;L2) + 〈Ψ0, Z(·, 0)〉L2. (4.2)

where L⋆ := (L⋆1,L
⋆
2).

(2) A strong solution of (4.1) is a function (ψ, ψΓ) ∈ ET fulfilling (4.1) in L2(0, T ;L2).

The well-posedness and regularity properties of the solutions to (4.1) are based on semi-
group theory, as studied in detail in [23, Propositions 2.4 and 2.5] and [24].

Proposition 4.2. Let F = (f, fΓ) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2).
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(1) If Ψ0 = (ψ0, ψ0,Γ) ∈ L
2. Then, there exists a unique distributional solution Ψ =

(ψ, ψΓ) ∈ C([0, T ];L2) of (4.1). Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that

‖Ψ‖C([0,T ];L2)≤ C
(
‖Ψ0‖L2+‖F‖L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (4.3)

(2) If Ψ0 = (ψ0, ψ0,Γ) ∈ H
1. Then, there exists a unique strong solution Ψ = (ψ, ψΓ) ∈ ET

of (4.1). Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that

‖Ψ‖ET
≤ C

(
‖Ψ0‖H1+‖F‖L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (4.4)

We now present the distributional solution and the strong solution of the linearized
cascade system:





ψt − σ(0)∆ψ + a′(0)ψ = f in ΩT ,

− ht − σ(0)∆h+ a′(0)h = g + θψ1O in ΩT ,

ψΓ,t − δ(0)∆ΓψΓ + σ(0)∂νψ + b′(0)ψ = fΓ on ΓT ,

− hΓ,t − δ(0)∆ΓhΓ + σ(0)∂νh + b′(0)hΓ = gΓ + θΓψΓ1Σ on ΓT ,

ψΓ = ψ|Γ , hΓ = h|Γ on ΓT ,

(ψ(·, 0), ψΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0), (h(·, T ), hΓ(·, T )) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ,

(4.5)

Definition 4.3. Let F = (f, fΓ), G = (g, gΓ) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2).

(1) A distributional solution of (4.5) is a functions Ψ = (ψ, ψΓ), H = (h, hΓ) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2)
such that for any Z = (z, zΓ),W = (w,wΓ) ∈ ET with Z(·, T ) = Z(·, 0) = 0, we have

〈Ψ,L⋆Z −BW 〉L2(0,T ;L2) + 〈H,LW 〉L2(0,T ;L2) = 〈F, Z〉L2(0,T ;L2) + 〈G,W 〉L2(0,T ;L2),

where L := (L1,L2), L
⋆ := (L⋆1,L

⋆
2) and BW := (θw1O, θΓwΓ1Σ).

(2) A strong solution of (4.5) is a functions Ψ = (ψ, ψΓ), H = (h, hΓ) ∈ ET fulfilling (4.5)
in L2(0, T ;L2).

The well-posedness and regularity properties of the solutions to (4.5) are based on the
cascade structure of the system and on Proposition 4.2.

Proposition 4.4. Let F = (f, fΓ), G = (g, gΓ) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2). Then,

(1) There exists a unique distributional solution Ψ = (ψ, ψΓ), H = (h, hΓ) ∈ C([0, T ];L2)
of (4.5). Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that

‖Ψ‖C([0,T ];L2)+‖H‖C([0,T ];L2)≤ C
(
‖F‖L2(0,T ;L2)+‖G‖L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (4.6)

(2) There exists a unique strong solution Ψ = (ψ, ψΓ), H = (h, hΓ) ∈ ET of (4.5).
Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that

‖Ψ‖ET
+‖H‖ET

≤ C
(
‖F‖L2(0,T ;L2)+‖G‖L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (4.7)

Remark 2. The adjoint systems of (4.1) and (4.5) yield the same results, due to the principal
operator of the equation (4.1) is self-adjoint, see [23, Proposition 2.1].
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4.2. Nonlinear system

Now, we present the well-posedness and regularity properties of solutions to:





ψt −∇ · (σ(ψ)∇ψ) + a(ψ) = f in ΩT ,

ψΓ,t −∇Γ · (δ(ψΓ)∇ΓψΓ) + σ(ψΓ)∂νψ + b(ψΓ) = fΓ on ΓT ,

ψΓ = ψ|Γ on ΓT ,

(ψ(·, 0), ψΓ(·, 0)) = (ψ0, ψ0,Γ) in Ω× Γ.

(4.8)

Note that we have proven in [21] that the equation (4.8) admits local solutions in FT ′ for all
T ′ < Tmax, and there exists a control and a global solution with regularity different from that
of FT ′ . However, for our current problem, we will need global solutions that belong to FT (at
least for sufficiently small data). To this end, we will present the Proposition 4.5, the proof
of which will be summarized in Appendix A. Existence is guaranteed by Lyusternik-Graves’
Theorem 3.3, while uniqueness is ensured by an energy estimate and Gronwall’s inequality.

Proposition 4.5. Assume that assumptions (A1), (A7) and (A8) hold. Then, there exists
a constants κ > 0 such that for any F = (f, fΓ) ∈ L2(0, T ;H2) and Ψ0 = (ψ0, ψ0,Γ) ∈ H

3

verifying

‖F‖2L2(0,T ;H2)+‖Ψ0‖
2
H3< κ,

the equation (4.8) has a unique global solution (ψ, ψΓ) ∈ FT . Moreover, there is a constant
C > 0 such that

‖Ψ‖FT
≤ C

(
‖F‖L2(0,T ;H2)+‖Ψ0‖H3

)
. (4.9)

5. Carleman estimate for cascade system with dynamic boundary conditions

In this section, Ω ⊂ R
d (d ≥ 1) is a bounded domain with boundary Γ of class C2 and

assumptions (A2), (A3) are satisfied.

5.1. Null controllability of (3.5)

The aim of this section is to prove null controllability for the system (3.5), we also prove
estimates on the state and regularity on the control which require some regularity of the
source terms. First, let us recall the definitions of several classical weights, frequently used
in this framework, see [25]. We consider the following positive weight functions α and ξ
which depend on Ω and ω

α(x, t) =
e2λm − eλ(m+η(x))

t(T − t)
and ξ(x, t) =

eλ(m+η(x))

t(T − t)
.

Here, λ,m > 1 and η = η(x) is a function in C2(Ω) satisfying

η > 0 in Ω, η = 0 on Γ, inf
Ω\ω′

|∇η(x)| > 0 and max
Ω

η = 1, (5.1)
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where ω′ is a nonempty open set of ω ∩O, we also consider ω′′ and ω′′′ two open subsets of
ω ∩ O such that ω′

⋐ ω′′
⋐ ω′′′

⋐ ω ∩ O. The following lemma is a Carleman estimate for
the adjoint system of (3.5):





− φt − σ(0)∆φ+ a′(0)φ = f 1 + θk1O in ΩT ,

kt − σ(0)∆k + a′(0)k = g1 in ΩT ,

− φΓ,t − δ(0)∆ΓφΓ + σ(0)∂νφ+ b′(0)φ = f 1
Γ + θΓkΓ1Σ on ΓT ,

kΓ,t − δ(0)∆ΓkΓ + σ(0)∂νk + b′(0)kΓ = g1Γ on ΓT ,

φΓ = φ|Γ, kΓ = k|Γ on ΓT ,

(φ(·, T ), φΓ(·, T )) = (0, 0), (k(·, 0), kΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ.

(5.2)

We introduce the following notation:

I(Φ, s, λ, t1, t2) :=

∫

Ω×(t1,t2)

e−2sα
[
(sξ)−1

(
|φt|

2+|∆φ|2
)
+ λ2(sξ)|∇φ|2+λ4(sξ)3|φ|2

]

+

∫

Γ×(t1,t2)

e−2sα
[
(sξ)−1

(
|φΓ,t|

2+|∆ΓφΓ|
2
)
+ λ(sξ)|∇ΓφΓ|

2+λ3(sξ)3|φΓ|
2
]

+

∫

Γ×(t1,t2)

e−2sαλ(sξ)|∂νφ|
2,

where Φ := (φ, φΓ) ∈ ET and 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ T .

Lemma 5.1. There are constants C1 > 0 and λ1, s1 ≥ 1 such that for any s ≥ s1, any
λ ≥ λ1 and any Φ = (φ, φΓ), K = (k, kΓ) ∈ ET solution of (5.2), we have the following
estimate

I(Φ, s, λ, 0, T ) + I(K, s, λ, 0, T ) ≤ C1

(
s7λ8

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ7|φ|2

+

∫

ΩT

e−2sα
(
s3λ4ξ3|f 1|2+|g1|2

)
+

∫

ΓT

e−2sα
(
|f 1

Γ|
2+|g1Γ|

2
))

. (5.3)

Furthermore, C1 and λ1 only depend on Ω and ω, and s1 can be chosen of the form s1 =
C(T + T 2), where C only depends on Ω, ω, σ(0), δ(0), a′(0) and b′(0).

Proof. Using the Carleman estimate of [23, Lemma 3.2] for d ≥ 2 and [24, Lemma 2] for
d = 1, we obtain

I(Φ, s, λ, 0, T ) ≤ C0

(
s3λ4

∫

ω′′

T

e−2sαξ3|φ|2+θ

∫

OT

e−2sα|k|2+θΓ

∫

ΣT

e−2sα|kΓ|
2

+

∫

ΩT

e−2sα|f 1|2+

∫

ΓT

e−2sα|f 1
Γ|

2

)
(5.4)

and

I(K, s, λ, 0, T ) ≤ C0

(
s3λ4

∫

ω′′

T

e−2sαξ3|k|2+

∫

ΩT

e−2sα|g1|2+

∫

ΓT

e−2sα|g1Γ|
2

)
, (5.5)
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for any λ ≥ λ0 and s ≥ s0 for some C0 > 0 and λ0 > 0 only depend on Ω and ω, and s0 can
be chosen of the form s0 = C(T + T 2), where C only depends on Ω, ω, σ(0), δ(0), a′(0) and
b′(0).
Let us introduce a function π ∈ C∞

0 (ω′′′) satisfying 0 ≤ π ≤ 1 and π = 1 in ω′′. Then

s3λ4
∫

ω′′

T

e−2sαξ3|k|2 ≤ s3λ4
∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3π|k|2

= s3λ4θ−1

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3πk(−φt − σ(0)∆φ+ a′(0)φ− f 1)

= I1 + I2 + I3 + I4. (5.6)

Integrating by parts in time, Φ(·, T ) = K(·, 0) = 0, |αt|, |ξt|≤ CTξ2 and s ≥ CT provides

I1 = −2s4λ4θ−1

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sααtξ
3πkφ+ 3s3λ4θ−1

∫

ωT

e−2sαξtξ
2πkφ+ s3λ4θ−1

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3πktφ

≤ C

(
s5λ4

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ5|k||φ|+s4λ4
∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ4|k||φ|+s3λ4
∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3|kt||φ|

)
.

By the Cauchy Schwarz inequality, it follows that

I1 ≤
1

8
s3λ4

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3|k|2+
1

2
s−1

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ−1|kt|
2+Cs7λ4

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ7|φ|2. (5.7)

For I2, we have

I2 = −σ(0)s3λ4θ−1

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3πk∆φ = −σ(0)s3λ4θ−1

∫

ω′′′

T

∆(e−2sαξ3πk)φ.

A simple computation leads to

|∆(e−2sαξ3πk)|≤ C
(
s2λ2e−2sαξ5|k|+sλe−2sαξ4|∇k|+e−2sαξ3|∆k|

)
.

Then, the Cauchy Schwarz inequality yields

I2 ≤ C

(
s5λ6

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ5|k||φ|+s4λ5
∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ4|∇k||φ|+s3λ4
∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3|∆k||φ|

)

≤
1

8
s3λ4

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3|k|2+
1

2
sλ2

∫

ωT

e−2sαξ|∇k|2+
1

2
s−1

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ−1|∆k|2

+Cs7λ8
∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ7|φ|2. (5.8)

For the remaining terms, one can clearly see that

I3 = a′(0)s3λ4θ−1

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3πkφ
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≤
1

8
s3λ4

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3|k|2+Cs3λ4
∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3|φ|2 (5.9)

and

I4 = −s3λ4θ−1

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3πkf 1

≤
1

8
s3λ4

∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3|k|2+Cs3λ4
∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ3|f 1|2. (5.10)

By summing (5.4) and (5.5) and then, applying the estimates (5.6)-(5.10), we obtain the
required estimate (5.3).

We will deduce a Carleman estimate similar to (5.3) with functions blowing up only at
t = 0. Define the new weight functions:

β(x, t) =
e2λm − eλ(m+η(x))

ℓ(t)
and ζ(x, t) =

eλ(m+η(x))

ℓ(t)
, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

where the function ℓ is given by

ℓ(t) =

{
t(T − t) if t ∈ [0, T/2],
T 2

4
if t ∈ [T/2, T ].

Note that ℓ ∈ C1([0, T ]). An estimate with such weights is given in the following result. In
the proof, we will use Lemma 5.1 and energy estimate (4.7). We introduce the following
notation:

J(Φ, s, λ, t1, t2) :=

∫

Ω×(t1,t2)

e−2sβ
[
ℓ(t)

(
|φt|

2+|∆φ|2
)
+ ℓ−1(t)|∇φ|2+ℓ−3(t)|φ|2

]

+

∫

Γ×(t1,t2)

e−2sβ
[
ℓ(t)

(
|φΓ,t|

2+|∆ΓφΓ|
2
)
+ ℓ−1(t)|∇ΓφΓ|

2+ℓ−3(t)|φΓ|
2
]

+

∫

Γ×(t1,t2)

e−2sβℓ−1(t)|∂νφ|
2,

where Φ := (φ, φΓ) ∈ ET and 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ T .

Proposition 5.2. There exist constants λ1, s1 ≥ 1 such that for any s ≥ s1, any λ ≥ λ1,
there exists a constant C := C(s, λ, T ) > 0 which satisfies the following property: for any
Φ = (φ, φΓ), K = (k, kΓ) ∈ ET , we have the following estimate:

J(Φ, s, λ, 0, T ) + J(K, s, λ, 0, T ) ≤ C1

(∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sβℓ−7(t)|φ|2

+

∫

ΩT

e−2sβ
(
ℓ−3(t)|f 1|2+|g1|2

)
+

∫

ΓT

e−2sβ
(
|f 1

Γ|
2+|g1Γ|

2
))

. (5.11)

with s1 and λ1 as in Lemma 5.1.
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Proof. To do so, we split the left-hand side of (5.11) into two parts on (0, T/2) and (T/2, T ).
Firstly, on (0, T/2). Using Carleman estimate (5.3), α = β and ξ = eλ(m+η(x))ℓ−1 in Ω ×
(0, T/2), we obtain

J(Φ, s, λ, 0, T/2) + J(K, s, λ, 0, T/2) ≤ C

(∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sαξ7|φ|2

+

∫

ΩT

e−2sα
(
ξ3|f 1|2+|g1|2

)
+

∫

ΓT

e−2sα
(
|f 1

Γ|
2+|g1Γ|

2
))

. (5.12)

Through a comparison of the weight functions, we obtain

e−2sαξj ≤ Ce−2sβℓ−j in Ω× (0, T ), j = 0, 1, (5.13)

where C > 0 only depending on s, λ and T . Considering (5.12) and (5.13), we obtain

J(Φ, s, λ, 0, T/2) + J(K, s, λ, 0, T/2) ≤ C

(∫

ω′′′

T

e−2sβℓ−7(t)|φ|2

+

∫

ΩT

e−2sβ
(
ℓ−3(t)|f 1|2+|g1|2

)
+

∫

ΓT

e−2sβ
(
|f 1

Γ|
2+|g1Γ|

2
))

. (5.14)

Secondly, on (T/2, T ). Let us define a function ϑ ∈ C1([0, T ]) such that

ϑ(t) = 0 in [0, T/4] and ϑ(t) = 1 in [T/2, T ] .

Put Y := (y, yΓ), Z := (z, zΓ) defined by Y := ϑΦ, Z := ϑK, then (Y, Z) is the strong
solution of the system





L⋆1(Y ) = ϑf 1 + z1O − ϑ′φ in ΩT ,

L1(Z) = ϑg1 + ϑ′k in ΩT ,

L⋆2(Y ) = ϑf 1
Γ + zΓ1Σ − ϑ′φΓ on ΓT

L2(Z) = ϑg1Γ + ϑ′kΓ on ΓT

yΓ = y|Γ, zΓ = z|Γ on ΓT ,

(y(·, T ), yΓ(·, T )) = (0, 0), (z(·, 0), zΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ.

We write the energy estimate (4.7) for Y and, based on the definition ϑ, it follows that

‖Φ‖2L2(T/2,T ;L2)+‖Φt‖
2
L2(T/2,T ;L2)+‖∇Φ‖2L2(T/2,T ;L2)+‖∆Φ‖2L2(T/2,T ;L2) (5.15)

+‖∂νφ‖
2
L2(T/2,T ;L2(Γ))+‖K‖2L2(T/2,T ;L2)+‖Kt‖

2
L2(T/2,T ;L2)

+‖∇K‖2L2(T/2,T ;L2)+‖∆K‖2L2(T/2,T ;L2)+‖∂νk‖
2
L2(T/2,T ;L2(Γ))

≤ C
(
‖(f 1, f 1

Γ)‖
2
L2(T/4,T ;L2)+‖Φ‖2L2(T/4,T/2;L2)+‖(g1, g1Γ)‖

2
L2(T/4,T ;L2)+‖K‖2L2(T/4,T/2;L2)

)
.

By the boundedness from above and from below of the weight functions β and ℓ in Ω ×
(T/4, T ) and (5.15), we can derive that

J(Φ, s, λ, T/2, T ) + J(K, s, λ, T/2, T ) ≤ C

(∫

ΩT

e−2sβ
(
ℓ−3(t)|f 1|2+|g1|2

)
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+

∫

ΓT

e−2sβ
(
|f 1

Γ|
2+|g1Γ|

2
)
+

∫ T

T/4

∫

Ω

e−2sβℓ−3(t)(|φ|2+|k|2)

+

∫ T

T/4

∫

Γ

e−2sβℓ−3(t)(|φ|2+|k|2)

)

which, together with (5.14), leads to (5.11).

Henceforth, we fix s = s1, λ = λ1, and introduce the following weights, which will be
used in the sequel.

Remark 3. Choosing m > 1 large enough for instance m > log(5eλ−4)
λ

, one finds that

β̂(t) < (5/4)β̌(t) ∀(x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

where

β̂(t) := max
x∈Ω

β(x, t), β̌(t) := min
x∈Ω

β(x, t).

Notation. Let us introduce the notations:

γ(t) := β̂/5, µ(t) := e5sγ(t)ℓ3/2, µ0(t) := e4sγ(t)ℓ3/2,

µ1(t) := µ0(t)ℓ
2, µk(t) := e3sγ(t)ℓ(2k+9)/2 ∀k ∈ {2, · · · , 5}.

Remark 4. The following elementary estimates hold:

µ3µ
−2
1 = µ−1ℓ2, (µ3µ

−2
1 )t ≤ Cµ−1, |µ3,t|≤ Cµ1, µ0 ≤ Cµ, µ ≤ Cµ2

5,

µk ≤ Cµk−1 ∀k ∈ {1, · · · , 5}, |µkµk,t|≤ Cµ2
k−1 ∀k ∈ {2, · · · , 5}.

As a consequence of Proposition 5.2, we we establish the null controllability of (3.5) for
source terms which decay sufficiently fast to zero as t→ 0+:

Proposition 5.3. Let F = (f, fΓ), G = (g, gΓ) such that µF, µG ∈ L2(0, T ;L2). Then,
there exists a control v such that the solution (Ψ, H) of (3.5) corresponding to v, F and G,
satisfies

‖µ0Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ0H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ1v‖
2
L2(ωT )

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.16)

In particular (3.5) is null controllable a time t = 0. Moreover, we can choose v satisfying

µ3v ∈ H1(0, T ;L2(ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(ω)) (5.17)

and

‖µ3vt‖
2
L2(ωT )≤ C

(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.18)
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Proof. The proof of this result is inspired by the method of Fursikov and Imanuvilov [25].
Let us consider the following space:

P :=
{
(Y, Z) = ((y, yΓ), (z, zΓ)) : y, z ∈ C2(ΩT ) and y|Γ(·, t) = yΓ(·, t),

z|Γ(·, t) = zΓ(·, t), t ∈ [0, T ] and y(x, 0) = z(x, T ) = 0, x ∈ Ω
}
.

We define the bilinear form B : P×P −→ R by

B((Y, Z), (Y , Z)) :=

∫

ΩT

µ−2
0 (L⋆1Y − z1O)(L

⋆
1Y − z1O)

+

∫

ΓT

µ−2
0 (L⋆2Y − zΓ1Σ)(L

⋆
2Y − zΓ1Σ) +

∫

ΩT

µ−2
0 L1ZL1Z

+

∫

ΓT

µ−2
0 L2ZL2Z +

∫

ΩT

µ−2
1 χyy,

where χ ∈ C∞
0 (ω) (the space of test functions with compact support in ω) is given such that

0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 and χ|ω′′′
= 1; and L1, L2, L

⋆
1 and L⋆2 are defined in (2.6). We also define the

linear form F : P −→ R by

F(Y, Z) := 〈F, Y 〉L2(0,T ;L2) + 〈G,Z〉L2(0,T ;L2).

We claim that B is an inner product in P and F is continuous for the norm ‖·‖B associated
with the scalar product B. Indeed, due to Carleman estimate (5.11), there exists a constant
C := C(s, λ, T ) > 0 such that for all Y = (y, yΓ), Z = (z, zΓ) ∈ P, one has

∫

ΩT

µ−2(|y|2+|z|2) +

∫

ΓT

µ−2(|yΓ|
2+|zΓ|

2) ≤ C B((Y, Z), (Y, Z)). (5.19)

In particular, B is a scalar product in P. To ensure the continuity of F, using Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality and (5.19), we obtain

|F(Y, Z)|≤ C
(
‖µF‖L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖L2(0,T ;L2)

)
‖(Y, Z)‖B. (5.20)

In the sequel, we will denote by P the completion of P for the norm ‖·‖B and we will still
denote B and F the corresponding continuous extensions. From the Riesz Representation
theorem, there exists a unique (Φ, K) ∈ P such that

B((Φ, K), (Y, Z)) = F(Y, Z) ∀(Y, Z) ∈ P. (5.21)

Using (5.20) and (5.21), we obtain

‖(Φ, K)‖B≤ C
(
‖µF‖L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.22)

Let us introduce (Ψ, H, v) with

Ψ := µ−2
0 (L∗

1Φ− k1O,L
∗
2Φ− kΓ1Σ), H := µ−2

0 (L1K,L2K), v := −χµ−2
1 φ|ωT

.(5.23)

According to (5.23) and the definition of B and χ2 ≤ χ, we obtain
∫

ΩT

µ2
0(|ψ|

2+|h|2) +

∫

ΓT

µ2
0(|ψΓ|

2+|hΓ|
2) +

∫

ωT

µ2
1|v|

2≤ B((Φ, K), (Φ, K)).
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Using this estimate and (5.22), we deduce estimate (5.16). As a consequence Ψ, H ∈
L2(0, T ;L2), v ∈ L2(ωT ) and from (5.21), (Ψ, H) is the unique distributional solution of
(3.2) associated with the control v. Let (W,Z) := −χµ−2

1 (Φ, K) and (f̃ , g̃) := (L⋆1(µ3W ) −
µ3z1O,L(µ3Z)). Then

f̃ = −χµ3µ
−2
1 (L⋆1Φ− k1O) + χ(µ3µ

−2
1 )tφ+ 2σ(0)µ3µ

−2
1 ∇χ · ∇φ

+σ(0)µ3µ
−2
1 ∆χ φ := f̃1 + f̃2 + f̃3 + f̃4 (5.24)

and

g̃ = −χµ3µ
−2
1 L1K − χ(µ3µ

−2
1 )tk + 2σ(0)µ3µ

−2
1 ∇χ · ∇k

+σ(0)µ3µ
−2
1 ∆χ k := g̃1 + g̃2 + g̃3 + g̃4. (5.25)

By the definition of ψ and h in (5.23) and Remark 4, we obtain

{
|f̃1|≤ Cµ0|ψ|, |f̃2|≤ Cµ−1|φ|, |f̃3|≤ Cµ−1ℓ|∇φ|, |f̃4|≤ Cµ−1|φ|

|g̃1|≤ Cµ0|h|, |g̃2|≤ Cµ−1|k|, |g̃3|≤ Cµ−1ℓ|∇k|, |g̃4|≤ Cµ−1|k|.
(5.26)

From the Carleman estimate (5.11) and (5.22), we have

∫

ΩT

µ−2
[
ℓ2|∇φ|2+|φ|2

]
+

∫

ΩT

µ−2
[
ℓ2|∇k|2+|k|2

]

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.27)

Taking into account (5.24)-(5.27), we obtain f̃ , g̃ ∈ L2(ΩT ). Moreover

‖f̃‖2L2(ΩT )+‖g̃‖2L2(ΩT )≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.28)

Since χ ∈ C∞
0 (ω) and ω ⋐ Ω, then (µ3W,µ3Z) is the strong solution of





L⋆1(µ3W )− µ3z1O = f̃ in ΩT ,

L1(µ3Z) = g̃ in ΩT ,

L⋆2(µ3W ) = 0 on ΓT ,

L2(µ3Z) = 0 on ΓT ,

(µ3w)Γ = (µ3w)|Γ, (µ3z)Γ = (µ3z)|Γ on ΓT ,

(µ3w(·, T ), µ3wΓ(·, T )) = (µ3z(·, 0), µ3zΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ.

Using estimates (4.7) and (5.28), we obtain

‖µ3W‖2ET
+‖µ3Z‖

2
ET
≤ C

(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.29)

Finally, since µ3w|ω= µ3v, µ3vt = (µ3v)t − µ3,tv and |µ3,t|≤ Cµ1, then (5.17) and (5.18) are
satisfied.
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5.2. Additional estimates for the state of (3.5)

We provide the following additional estimates for the state of (3.5), which will be essential
for proving the surjectivity of the mapping Λ defined in (3.4).

Proposition 5.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.3 and if (Ψ, H, v) is a state-
control for (3.5) provided by Proposition 5.3 associated with data F = (f, fΓ) and G =
(g, gΓ) such that µF, µG ∈ L2(0, T ;L2) and µ4Ft ∈ L2(0, T ;L2). The following estimates are
satisfied

(1)

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
2(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖2

L2+‖µ2∇Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+ sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
2(t)‖H(·, t)‖2

L2

+‖µ2∇H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.30)

(2)

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
3(t)‖∇Ψ(·, t)‖2

L2+‖µ3Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ3∆Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

+ sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
3(t)‖∇H(·, t)‖2

L2+‖µ3Ht‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ3∆H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.31)

(3)

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
4(t)‖Ψt(·, t)‖

2
L2+‖µ4∇Ψt‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.32)

(4)

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖∇Ψt(·, t)‖

2
L2+‖µ5Ψtt‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ5∆Ψt‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

+ sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖∆Ψ(·, t)‖2

L2+‖µ5∇Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.33)

Proof. (1) Firstly, multiplying the first system of (3.5) by µ2
2ψ and integrating it in Ω, one

has

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
2|ψ|

2+σ(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
2|∇ψ|

2=

∫

Ω

µ2µ2,t|ψ|
2

+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
2ψ∂νψ − a′(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
2|ψ|

2+

∫

ω

µ2
2ψv +

∫

Ω

µ2
2ψf.
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Secondly, multiplying the third system of (3.5) by µ2
2ψΓ and integrating it on Γ, using the

Stokes divergence formula (2.4), we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
2|ψΓ|

2+δ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
2|∇ΓψΓ|

2=

∫

Γ

µ2µ2,t|ψΓ|
2

−σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
2ψΓ∂νψ − b′(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
2|ψΓ|

2+

∫

Γ

µ2
2ψΓfΓ.

Next, we add these identities, using the fact that |µ2µ2,t|≤ Cµ2
0, µ2 ≤ Cµ0 and Young’s

inequality, we get

1

2

d

dt
‖µ2Ψ‖2

L2+σ(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
2|∇ψ|

2+δ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
2|∇ΓψΓ|

2

≤ C‖µ0Ψ‖2
L2+C

(∫

ω

µ2
2|v|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
2|f |

2+

∫

Γ

µ2
2|fΓ|

2

)
.

Integrating over (0, t), one has

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
2(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖2

L2+‖µ2∇Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖µ0Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ2v‖

2
L2(ωT )+‖µ2F‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
.

Using the fact that µ2 ≤ Cµ1, µ2 ≤ Cµ and estimate (5.16), we deduce

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
2(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖2

L2+‖µ2∇Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
.(5.34)

A computation similar to the proof of (5.34), by multiplying the second system of (3.5) by
µ2
2h and the fourth system of (3.5) by µ2

2hΓ, leads to the conclusion

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
2(t)‖H(·, t)‖2

L2+‖µ2∇H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖µ0H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ2Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ2G‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
.

Using the fact that µ2 ≤ Cµ0, µ2 ≤ Cµ and estimates (5.16) and (5.34), we deduce (5.30).

(2) Firstly, multiplying the first system of (3.5) by µ2
3ψt and integrating it in Ω, we obtain

∫

Ω

µ2
3|ψt|

2+
σ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∇ψ|

2= σ(0)

∫

Ω

µ3µ3,t|∇ψ|
2

+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
3ψt∂νψ − a′(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
3ψψt +

∫

ω

µ2
3ψtv +

∫

Ω

µ2
3ψtf.

Using Young’s inequality and the following elementary estimates

|µ3µ3,t|≤ Cµ2
2, µ3 ≤ Cµ0, (5.35)
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we get

1

2

∫

Ω

µ2
3|ψt|

2+
σ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∇ψ|

2≤ C

(∫

Ω

µ2
2|∇ψ|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
0|ψ|

2

)
(5.36)

+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
3ψt∂νψ + C

(∫

ω

µ2
3|v|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
3|f |

2

)
.

On the other hand, multiplying the third system of (3.5) by µ2
3ψΓ,t and integrating it on Γ,

by the Stokes divergence formula (2.4), we find

∫

Γ

µ2
3|ψΓ,t|

2+
δ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
3|∇ΓψΓ|

2= δ(0)

∫

Γ

µ3µ3,t|∇ΓψΓ|
2

−σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
3ψΓ,t∂νψ − b′(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
3ψΓψΓ,t +

∫

Γ

µ2
3ψΓ,tfΓ.

Using Young’s inequality and (5.35), we have

1

2

∫

Γ

µ2
3|ψΓ,t|

2+
δ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
3|∇ΓψΓ|

2≤ C

(∫

Γ

µ2
2|∇ΓψΓ|

2+

∫

Γ

µ2
0|ψΓ|

2

)

−σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
3ψΓ,t∂νψ + C

∫

Γ

µ2
3|fΓ|

2. (5.37)

By summing (5.36) and (5.37), integrating over (0, t), using µ3 ≤ Cµ1, µ3 ≤ Cµ and
estimates (5.16) and (5.30), one has

‖µ3Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+ sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
3(t)‖∇Ψ(·, t)‖2

L2≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
.(5.38)

Now, multiplying the first system of (3.5) by −µ2
3∆ψ and integrating it in Ω, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∇ψ|

2+σ(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∆ψ|

2=

∫

Ω

µ3µ3,t|∇ψ|
2

+

∫

Γ

µ2
3ψt∂νψ + a′(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
3∆ψψ −

∫

ω

µ2
3∆ψv −

∫

Ω

µ2
3∆ψf.

Using |µ3µ3,t|≤ Cµ2, Young’s inequality and the continuity of the normal derivative from
H2(Ω) to L2(Γ), we find

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∇ψ|

2+
σ(0)

2

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∆ψ|

2≤ C

(∫

Ω

µ2
2|∇ψ|

2

+

∫

Γ

µ2
3|ψΓ,t|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
0|ψ|

2+

∫

ω

µ2
1|v|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2|f |2
)
.

Integrating over (0, t) and using estimates (5.16), (5.30) and (5.38), we obtain

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
3(t)‖∇ψ(·, t)‖

2
L2(Ω)+‖µ3∆ψ‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
.(5.39)
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On the other hand, multiplying the second system of (3.5) by −µ2
3∆ΓψΓ and integrating it

on Γ, we get

1

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
3|∇ΓψΓ|

2+δ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
3|∆ΓψΓ|

2=

∫

Γ

µ3µ3,t|∇ΓψΓ|
2

+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
3∆ΓψΓ∂νψ + b′(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
3∆ΓψΓψΓ −

∫

Γ

µ2
3∆ΓψΓfΓ.

Using Young’s inequality and the continuity of the normal derivative from H2(Ω) to L2(Γ),
one has

1

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
3|∇ΓψΓ|

2+
δ(0)

2

∫

Γ

µ2
3|∆ΓψΓ|

2≤ C

(∫

Γ

µ2
2|∇ΓψΓ|

2

+

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∆ψ|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
3|ψ|

2+

∫

Γ

µ2
3|ψΓ|

2+

∫

Γ

µ2
3|fΓ|

2

)
.

Integrating over (0, t) and using estimates (5.30) and (5.39), we get

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
3(t)‖∇ΓψΓ(·, t)‖

2
L2(Γ)+‖µ3∆ΓψΓ‖

2
L2(ΓT )≤ C

(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
.

(5.40)

Based on (5.38)-(5.40), we obtain

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
3(t)‖∇Ψ(·, t)‖2

L2+‖µ3Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ3∆Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.41)

Using the same multiplication techniques as in (5.41), we arrive at

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
3(t)‖∇H(·, t)‖2

L2+‖µ3Ht‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ3∆H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.42)

Finally, from (5.41) and (5.42), we deduce (5.31).

(3) Differentiating with respect to time the system (3.5), one has





ψtt − σ(0)∆ψt + a′(0)ψt = ft + vt1ω in ΩT ,

ψΓ,tt − δ(0)∆ΓψΓ,t + σ(0)∂νψt + b′(0)ψΓ,t = fΓ,t on ΓT ,

ψΓ,t = ψt|Γ, on ΓT ,

(ψt(·, 0), ψΓ,t(·, 0)) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ,

(5.43)

Multiplying the first equation of (5.43) by µ2
4ψt and integrating it in Ω, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
4|ψt|

2+σ(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
4|∇ψt|

2=

∫

Ω

µ4µ4,t|ψt|
2
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+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
4ψt∂νψt − a′(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
4|ψt|

2+

∫

ω

µ2
4ψtvt +

∫

Ω

µ2
4ψtft.

Using Young’s inequality, |µ4µ4,t|≤ Cµ2
3 and µ2

4 ≤ Cµ2
3, we get

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
4|ψt|

2+σ(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
4|∇ψt|

2≤ C

∫

Ω

µ2
3|ψt|

2

+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
4ψt∂νψt + C

∫

ω

µ2
3|vt|

2+C

∫

Ω

µ2
4|ft|

2. (5.44)

Multiplying the second equation of (5.43) by µ2
4ψΓ,t and integrating it on Γ, we get

1

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
4|ψΓ,t|

2+δ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
4|∇ΓψΓ,t|

2=

∫

Γ

µ4µ4,t|ψΓ,t|
2

−σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
4ψΓ,t∂νψt − b′(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
4|ψΓ,t|

2+

∫

Γ

µ2
4ψΓ,tfΓ,t.

≤ C

∫

Γ

µ2
3|ψΓ,t|

2−σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
4ψΓ,t∂νψt + C

∫

Γ

µ2
4|fΓ,t|

2. (5.45)

By summing (5.44) and (5.45) and integrating the estimate obtained over (0, t), we find

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
4(t)‖Ψt(·, t)‖

2
L2+‖µ4∇Ψt‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖µ3Ψt‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ3vt‖

2
L2(ωT )+‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.46)

Using estimates (5.46), (5.31) and (5.18), we obtain (5.32).

(4) Firstly, multiplying the first equation of (5.43) by µ2
5ψtt and integrating it in Ω, we obtain

∫

Ω

µ2
5|ψtt|

2+
σ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∇ψt|

2= σ(0)

∫

Ω

µ5µ5,t|∇ψt|
2

+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5ψtt∂νψt − a′(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
5ψtψtt +

∫

ω

µ2
5ψttvt +

∫

Ω

µ2
5ψttft.

Using Young’s inequality and the following elementary estimates

|µ5µ5,t|≤ Cµ2
4, µk+1 ≤ Cµk,

we get

1

2

∫

Ω

µ2
5|ψtt|

2+
σ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∇ψt|

2≤ C

∫

Ω

µ2
4|∇ψt|

2

+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5ψtt∂νψt + C

∫

Ω

µ2
4|ψt|

2+C

∫

ω

µ2
3|vt|

2dx+

∫

Ω

µ2
4|ft|

2. (5.47)

Secondly, multiplying the second equation of (5.43) by µ2
5ψΓ,tt and integrating over Γ, we

find
∫

Γ

µ2
5|ψΓ,tt|

2+
δ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∇ΓψΓ,t|

2= δ(0)

∫

Γ

µ5µ5,t|∇ΓψΓ,t|
2
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−σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5ψΓ,tt∂νψt − b′(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5ψΓ,tψΓ,tt +

∫

Γ

µ2
5ψΓ,ttfΓ,t.

Using Young’s inequality, we have

1

2

∫

Γ

µ2
5|ψΓ,tt|

2+
δ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∇ΓψΓ,t|

2≤ C

∫

Γ

µ2
4|∇ΓψΓ,t|

2

−σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5ψΓ,tt∂νψt + C

∫

Γ

µ2
4|ψΓ,t|

2+C

∫

Γ

µ2
4|fΓ,t|

2. (5.48)

By summing (5.47) and (5.48) and integrating over (0, t), one has

‖µ5Ψtt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+ sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖∇Ψt(·, t)‖

2
L2≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
4(t)‖Ψt(·, t)‖

2
L2

+‖µ4∇Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ3vt‖

2
L2(ωT )+‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.49)

Based on (5.49) and estimates (5.32), (5.18), we obtain

‖µ5Ψtt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+ sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖∇Ψt(·, t)‖

2
L2

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.50)

Multiplying the first equation of (5.43) by −µ2
5∆ψt and integrating it in Ω, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∇ψt|

2+σ(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∆ψt|

2=

∫

Ω

µ5µ5,t|∇ψt|
2

+

∫

Γ

µ2
5ψtt∂νψt + a′(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
5∆ψtψt −

∫

ω

µ2
5∆ψtvt −

∫

Ω

µ2
5∆ψtft.

Using Young’s inequality and the continuity of the normal derivative from H2(Ω) to L2(Γ),
we find

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∇ψt|

2+
σ(0)

2

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∆ψt|

2≤ C

(∫

Ω

µ2
4|∇ψt|

2

+

∫

Γ

µ2
5|ψΓ,tt|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
4|ψt|

2+

∫

ω

µ2
3|vt|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
4|ft|

2

)
.

Integrating over (0, t), we obtain

sup
0≤t≤T

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∇ψt(·, t)|

2+

∫

ΩT

µ2
5|∆ψt|

2≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2
4|∇ψt|

2

+ sup
0≤t≤T

∫

Ω

µ2
4|ψt|

2+

∫

ΓT

µ2
5|ψΓ,tt|

2+

∫

ωT

µ2
3|vt|

2+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4|ft|

2

)
.

Using estimates (5.32) and (5.50), we get

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖∇ψt(·, t)‖

2
L2(Ω)+‖µ5∆ψt‖

2
L2(ΩT )
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≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.51)

Now, multiplying the second equation of (5.43) by −µ2
5∆ΓψΓ,t and integrating it on Γ, we

get

1

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∇ΓψΓ,t|

2+δ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∆ΓψΓ,t|

2=

∫

Γ

µ5µ5,t|∇ΓψΓ,t|
2

+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5∆ΓψΓ,t∂νψt + b′(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5∆ΓψΓ,tψΓ,t −

∫

Γ

µ2
5∆ΓψΓ,tfΓ,t.

Similarly as above, one has

1

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∇ΓψΓ,t|

2+
δ(0)

2

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∆ΓψΓ,t|

2≤ C

(∫

Γ

µ2
4|∇ΓψΓ,t|

2

+

∫

Ω

µ2
5|ψt|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∆ψt|

2+

∫

Γ

µ2
5|ψΓ,t|

2+

∫

Γ

µ2
4|fΓ,t|

2

)
.

Hence

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖∇ΓψΓ,t(·, t)‖

2
L2(Γ)+‖µ5∆ΓψΓ,t‖

2
L2(ΓT )

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.52)

From (5.51) and (5.52), we obtain

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖∇Ψt(·, t)|

2
L2+‖µ5∆Ψt‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.53)

Multiplying the first equation of (3.5) by −µ2
5∆ψt and integrating it in Ω, we obtain

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∇ψt|

2+
σ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∆ψ|

2=

∫

Γ

µ2
5ψt∂νψt + σ(0)

∫

Ω

µ5µ5,t|∆ψ|
2

+a′(0)

∫

Ω

µ2
5ψ∆ψt −

∫

ω

µ2
5∆ψtv −

∫

Ω

µ2
5∆ψtf.

Using Young’s inequality and the trace theorem for the normal derivative, we have

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∇ψt|

2+
σ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∆ψ|

2≤ C

(∫

Γ

µ2
3|ψt|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
3|ψt|

2

+

∫

Ω

µ2
5|∆ψt|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∆ψ|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
0|ψ|

2+

∫

ω

µ2
1|v|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2|f |2
)
. (5.54)

Multiplying the third equation of (3.5) by −µ2
5∆ΓψΓ,t and integrating it in Γ, we obtain

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∇ΓψΓ,t|

2+
δ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∆ΓψΓ|

2= δ(0)

∫

Γ

µ5µ5,t|∆ΓψΓ|
2
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+σ(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5∆ΓψΓ,t∂νψ + b′(0)

∫

Γ

µ2
5ψΓ∆ΓψΓ,t −

∫

Γ

µ2
5∆ΓψΓ,tfΓ.

Hence,
∫

Γ

µ2
5|∇ΓψΓ,t|

2+
δ(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∆ΓψΓ|

2≤ C

(∫

Γ

µ2
3|∆ΓψΓ|

2

+

∫

Γ

µ2
5|∆ΓψΓ,t|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
0|ψ|

2+

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∆ψ|

2+

∫

Γ

µ2
0|ψΓ|

2+

∫

Γ

µ2|fΓ|
2

)
. (5.55)

Summing (5.54) and (5.55) and integrating over (0, t), one has

‖µ5∇Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+ sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖∆Ψ(·, t)‖2

L2≤ C
(
‖µ3Ψt‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

+‖µ3∆Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ5∆Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ0Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ1v‖

2
L2(ωT )

+‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)
.

Using (5.31), (5.16) and (5.53), we obtain

‖µ5∇Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+ sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖∆Ψ(·, t)‖2

L2

≤ C
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)
. (5.56)

Finally, from (5.50), (5.53) and (5.56), we deduce (5.33).

6. Null Controllability of the quasilinear system (3.2)

We will establish the local null controllability of system (3.2) using Lyusternik-Graves’
Theorem.

6.1. Study of the mapping Λ given in (3.4)

We introduce suitable spaces so that the mapping Λ verifies the conditions of Theorem
3.3.

X :=
{
(Ψ, H, v) : µ0Ψ, µ0H, µ3∆H, µ4Ψt, µ5∆Ψt ∈ L2(0, T ;L2), µ1v, µ3vt ∈ L2(ωT ),

v1ωT
∈ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), µ(L1Ψ− v1ω,L2Ψ), µ4(L1Ψ− v1ω,L2Ψ)t ∈ L2(0, T ;L2),

µ(L∗
1H − θψ1O,L

∗
2H − θΓψΓ1Σ) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2),

sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖Ψt(·, t)‖

2
H1<∞, sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖2

H2<∞

}
,

Y1 := {F : µF, µ4Ft ∈ L2(0, T ;L2)}, Y2 := {G : µG ∈ L2(0, T ;L2)},

Y := Y1 × Y2,

where L1 and L2 are defined in (2.6). These spaces are naturally equipped with the following
norms

‖(Ψ, H, v)‖X:=
(
‖µ0Ψ‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ0H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ3∆H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4Ψt‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)
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+‖µ5∆Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ1v‖

2
L2(ωT )+‖µ3vt‖

2
L2(ωT )+‖v‖2L2(0,T ;H2(ω)),

+‖µ(L1Ψ− v1ω,L2Ψ)‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4(L1Ψ− v1ω,L2Ψ)t‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)

+‖µ(L⋆1H − θψ1O,L
⋆
2H − θΓψΓ1Σ)‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)+ sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖Ψt(·, t)‖

2
H1+ sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖2

H2

)1/2

,

‖F‖Y:=
(
‖µF‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µG‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4Ft‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

)1/2
.

It is straightforward to show that these are Hilbert spaces.

Remark 5. One can easily observe that there exists a constant C > 0 such that
∫ T

0

µ2
5(t)‖Ψt(·, t)‖

2
H2≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
∀(Ψ, H, v) ∈ X.

Consider the mapping Λ : X −→ Y given in (3.4). To simplify, we consider the linear
part of Λ:

L(Ψ, H, v) := (L1Ψ− v1ω,L2Ψ,L
⋆
1H − θψ1O,L

⋆
2H − θΓψΓ1Σ)

and the nonlinear part of Λ:

A(Ψ, H, v) := L(Ψ, H, v)− Λ(Ψ, H, v)

:= (A1(Ψ, H, v), A3(Ψ, H, v), A2(Ψ, H, v), A4(Ψ, H, v)),

where

A1(Ψ, H, v) := ∇ · ((σ(ψ)− σ(0))∇ψ)− (a(ψ)− a′(0)ψ),

A2(Ψ, H, v) := (σ(ψ)− σ(0))∆h− (a′(ψ)− a′(0))h,

A3(Ψ, H, v) := ∇Γ · ((δ(ψΓ)− δ(0))∇ΓψΓ)− (σ(ψΓ)− σ(0))∂νψ − (b(ψΓ)− b′(0)ψΓ),

A4(Ψ, H, v) := (δ(ψΓ)− δ(0))∆ΓhΓ − (σ(ψΓ)− σ(0))∂νh− (b′(ψΓ)− b′(0))hΓ.

The following lemma confirms that the mapping Λ is well-defined.

Lemma 6.1. Let r > 0. There is a positive constant C := C(r) > 0 such that the mapping
Λ : X → Y defined above verifies

‖Λ(Ψ, H, v)‖2
Y
≤ C

(
‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖6

X

)
, (6.1)

for all (Ψ, H, v) ∈ BX(0, r). In particular, Λ : X → Y is well defined.

Proof. Let r > 0 and (Ψ, H, v) ∈ BX(0, r). From the definition of the norm of X and the
continuity of Sobolev embedding H

2 →֒ L
∞, we can easily obtain that

‖Ψ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)≤ C0‖(Ψ, H, v)‖X≤ C0r for all (Ψ, H, v) ∈ BX(0, r). (6.2)

Throughout this proof, we will use the fact that the ith derivative of σ and δ, the jth

derivative of a and b are Lipschitz-continuous on the interval J0 := [−C0r, C0r] for i = 0, 1, 2
and j = 0, 1. Firstly, according to the definition of the norm of X, the linear part is bounded:

‖L(Ψ, H, v)‖2
Y

= ‖µ(L1Ψ− v1ω,L2Ψ)‖2L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ4(L1Ψ− v1ω,L2Ψ)t‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)
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+‖µ(L⋆1H − θψ1O,L
⋆
2H − θΓψΓ1Σ)‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ ‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2. (6.3)

Now, we analyze the nonlinear part A. One has

‖A(Ψ, H, v)‖2
Y
= ‖µ(A1(Ψ, H, v), A3(Ψ, H, v))‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2)

+‖µ4(A1(Ψ, H, v), A3(Ψ, H, v))t‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)+‖µ(A2(Ψ, H, v), A4(Ψ, H, v))‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2).(6.4)

Then, it suffices to show that each term of (6.4) is bounded as in estimate (6.1).
Firstly, we claim that

‖µ(A1(Ψ, H, v), A3(Ψ, H, v))‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)≤ C

(
‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4

X

)
. (6.5)

Using a and b are Lipschitz-continuous on J0 and a(0) = b(0) = 0, we have

‖µ(Λ1(Ψ, H, v), Λ3(Ψ, v))‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)= ‖µΛ1(Ψ, H, v)‖

2
L2(ΩT )+‖µΛ3(Ψ, H, v)‖

2
L2(ΓT )

≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|∇ · ((σ(ψ)− σ(0))∇ψ) |2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|a(ψ)− a′(0)ψ|2

+

∫

ΓT

µ2|∇Γ · ((δ(ψΓ)− δ(0))∇ΓψΓ) |
2+

∫

ΓT

µ2|ψΓ|
2|∂νψ|

2

+

∫

ΓT

µ2|b(ψΓ)− b′(0)ψΓ|
2

)
:= C

(
5∑

j=1

Ij

)
. (6.6)

Let us analyze I1. Since σ is Lipschitz-continuous and bounded on J0, one has

I1 =

∫

ΩT

µ2|σ′(ψ)|2|∇ψ|4+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(σ(ψ)− σ(0))∆ψ|2

≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|∇ψ|4+

∫

ΩT

µ2|ψ|2|∆ψ|2
)

≤ C

(∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)

∫

Ω

|∇ψ(·, t)|4
]
+

∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖2L∞(Ω)

∫

Ω

|∆ψ(·, t)|2
])

.

The fact that H2(Ω) →֒ W 1,4(Ω) and H2(Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω) with continuous embeddings, implies
that

I1 ≤ C

∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖4H2(Ω)

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ4
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

4
H2(Ω)

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
. (6.7)

Similarly to I1, we obtain

I3 ≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
. (6.8)
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Using a(0) = b(0) = 0 and Taylor’s Inequality, we obtain

I2 + I5 ≤
M2

4

∫

ΩT

µ2|ψ|4+
M2

Γ

4

∫

ΓT

µ2|ψΓ|
4

≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ4
5|ψ|

4+

∫

ΓT

µ4
5|ψΓ|

4

)

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ4
5(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖4L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
, (6.9)

where M = sup
r∈J0

|a′′(r)| and MΓ = sup
r∈J0

|b′′(r)|.

For the last term I4, thanks to the continuity of the Sobolev embedding H2(Γ) →֒ L∞(Γ)
and the continuity of the normal derivative from H2(Ω) to L2(Γ), we have

I4 ≤ C

∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖ψΓ(·, t)‖
2
L∞(Γ)‖∂νψ(·, t)‖

2
L2(Γ)

≤ C

∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖ψΓ(·, t)‖
2
H2(Γ)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

≤ C

∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖4
H2

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ4
5(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖4

H2

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
. (6.10)

From estimates (6.6)-(6.10), we obtain (6.5).
Now, we prove that

‖µ4(A1(Ψ, H, v), A3(Ψ, H, v))t‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)≤ C

(
‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖6

X

)
.

(6.11)

We have

‖µ4(Λ1(Ψ, H, v), Λ2(Ψ, H, v))t‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)= ‖µ4(Λ1(Ψ, H, v))t‖

2
L2(ΩT ) (6.12)

+‖µ4(Λ2(Ψ, H, v))t‖
2
L2(ΓT )≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2
4 |(∇ · ((σ(ψ)− σ(0))∇ψ))t|

2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4|(a(ψ)− a′(0)ψ)t|

2+

∫

ΓT

µ2
4 |(∇Γ · ((δ(ψΓ)− δ(0))∇ΓψΓ))t|

2

+

∫

ΓT

µ2
4 |((σ(ψΓ)− σ(0)) ∂νψ)t|

2 +

∫

ΓT

µ2
4|(b(ψΓ)− b′(0)ψΓ)t|

2

)
:= C

(
5∑

j=1

Jj

)
.

Let us show the estimate for J1. Using σ
′′ and σ′ are bounded on J0, σ is Lipschitz-continuous

on J0, we have

J1 ≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2
4|σ

′′(ψ)ψt|
2|∇ψ|4+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4|σ

′(ψ)∇ψt · ∇ψ|
2
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+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4|σ

′(ψ)ψt∆ψ|
2+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4|(σ(ψ)− σ(0))∆ψt|

2

)

≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2
4|ψt|

2|∇ψ|4+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4|∇ψt · ∇ψ|

2+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4|ψt|

2|∆ψ|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4|ψ|

2|∆ψt|
2

)
:= C

(
4∑

j=1

J1j

)
.

Using Sobolev embeddings as above and Remark 5, we get

J11 ≤

∫ T

0

[
µ2
4(t)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
L∞(Ω)

(∫

Ω

|∇ψ(·, t)|4
)]

≤ C

∫ T

0

[
µ2
4(t)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)‖ψ(·, t)‖

4
H2(Ω)

]

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ4
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

4
H2(Ω)

)∫ T

0

µ2
5(t)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖6
X
.

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

J12 ≤

∫ T

0

[
µ2
4(t)

(∫

Ω

|∇ψt(·, t)|
2|∇ψ(·, t)|2

)]

≤

∫ T

0

[
µ2
4(t)

(∫

Ω

|∇ψt(·, t)|
4

)1/2(∫

Ω

|∇ψ(·, t)|4
)1/2

]

≤

∫ T

0

µ2
4(t)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

)∫ T

0

µ2
5(t)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
.

Using the fact that H2(Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω) is continuous and Remark 5, one has

J13 ≤

∫ T

0

[
µ2
4(t)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
L∞(Ω)

(∫

Ω

|∆ψ(·, t)|2
)]

≤ C

∫ T

0

µ2
4(t)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)‖∆ψ(·, t)‖

2
L2(Ω)

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖∆ψ(·, t)‖

2
L2(Ω)

)∫ T

0

µ2
5(t)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
.

We also have

J14 ≤

∫ T

0

[
µ2
4(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
L∞(Ω)

(∫

Ω

|∆ψt(·, t)|
2

)]
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≤ C

∫ T

0

µ2
4(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)‖∆ψt(·, t)‖

2
L2(Ω)

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

)∫ T

0

µ2
5(t)‖∆ψt(·, t)‖

2
L2(Ω)

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
.

Consequently,

J1 ≤ C
(
‖(Ψ, H, v)‖6

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4

X

)
. (6.13)

Analogously, we obtain

J3 ≤ C
(
‖(Ψ, H, v)‖6

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4

X

)
. (6.14)

Using a′ and b′ are bounded on J0, we find

J2 + J5 ≤ C‖µ4Ψt‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
. (6.15)

It remains to analyze the last term J4. Using σ
′ is bounded on J0, σ is Lipscitz-continuous

on J0, H
2(Γ) →֒ L∞(Γ) is continuous, the normal derivative is continuous from H2(Ω) to

L2(Γ) and Remark 5, we find

J4 ≤ C

(∫

ΓT

µ2
4|ψΓ,t|

2|∂νψ|
2+

∫

ΓT

µ2
4|ψΓ|

2|∂νψt|
2

)

≤ C

(∫ T

0

[
µ2
4(t)‖ψΓ,t(·, t)‖

2
L∞(Γ)

∫

Γ

|∂νψ(·, t)|
2

]

+

∫ T

0

[
µ2
4(t)‖ψΓ(·, t)‖

2
L∞(Γ)

∫

Γ

|∂νψt(·, t)|
2

])

≤ C

(∫ T

0

µ2
4(t)‖ψΓ,t(·, t)‖

2
H2(Γ)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

+

∫ T

0

µ2
4(t)‖ψΓ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Γ)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

)

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

∫ T

0

µ2
5(t)‖ψΓ,t(·, t)‖

2
H2(Γ)

+ sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖ψΓ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Γ)

∫ T

0

µ2
5(t)‖ψt(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

)

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
. (6.16)

From estimates (6.12)-(6.16), we obtain (6.11).
Now, we claim that

‖µ(Λ2(Ψ, H, v), Λ4(Ψ, H, v))‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)≤ C

(
‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4

X

)
. (6.17)

We have

‖µ(Λ2(Ψ, H, v), Λ4(Ψ, H, v))‖
2
L2(0,T ;L2)= ‖µΛ2(Ψ, H, v)‖

2
L2(ΩT )+‖µΛ4(Ψ, H, v)‖

2
L2(ΓT )
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≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(σ(ψ)− σ(0))∆h|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(a′(ψ)− a′(0))h|2

+

∫

ΓT

µ2|(δ(ψΓ)− δ(0))∆ΓhΓ|
2+

∫

ΓT

µ2|(σ(ψΓ)− σ(0))∂νh|
2

+

∫

ΓT

µ2|(b′(ψΓ)− b′(0))hΓ|
2

)
:= C

(
7∑

j=1

Kj

)
. (6.18)

Using σ and δ are Lipschitz-continuous on J0 and H
2(Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω) with continuous embed-

dings, one has

K1 +K3 ≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|ψ|2|∆h|2+

∫

ΓT

µ2|ψΓ|
2|∆ΓhΓ|

2

)

≤ C

(∫ T

0

[
µ2
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
L∞(Ω)

∫

Ω

µ2
3|∆h|

2

]

+

∫ T

0

[
µ2
5(t)‖ψΓ(·, t)‖

2
L∞(Γ)

∫

Γ

µ2
3|∆ΓhΓ|

2

])

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)‖µ3∆h‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+ sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Γ)‖µ3∆ΓhΓ‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(Γ))

)

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖2

H2‖µ3∆H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
. (6.19)

Let us now analyze K2 and K5. Using a
′ and b′ are Lipschitz-continuous on J0 and H

2(Ω) →֒
L∞(Ω) with continuous embeddings, we obtain

K2 +K5 ≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|ψ|2|h|2+

∫

ΓT

µ2|ψΓ|
2|hΓ|

2

)

≤ C

(∫ T

0

[
µ2
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
L∞(Ω)

∫

Ω

µ2
0|h|

2

]

+

∫ T

0

[
µ2
5(t)‖ψΓ(·, t)‖

2
L∞(Γ)

∫

Γ

µ2
0|hΓ|

2

])

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)‖µ0h‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(Ω))

+ sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖ψ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Γ)‖µ0hΓ‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(Γ))

)

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖2

H2‖µ0H‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C‖(Ψ, H, v)‖4
X
. (6.20)

For the last term K4, thanks to the continuity of the Sobolev embedding H2(Γ) →֒ L∞(Γ)
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and the continuity of the normal derivative from H2(Ω) to L2(Γ), we have

K4 ≤ C

∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖ψΓ(·, t)‖
2
L∞(Γ)‖∂νh(·, t)‖

2
L2(Γ)

≤ C

∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖ψΓ(·, t)‖
2
H2(Γ)‖h(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖Ψ(·, t)‖2

H2‖µ3H‖2L2(0,T ;H2)

≤ C‖(Ψ, v)‖4
X
. (6.21)

From estimates (6.18)-(6.21), we obtain (6.17).
Finally, by Λ = L− A and estimates (6.3)-(6.5), (6.11) and (6.17), we obtain (6.1).

Lemma 6.2. The mapping Λ : X → Y is continuously differentiable.

Proof. Recall that Λ = L−A and L is linear continuous from X to Y, then L is continuously
differentiable andDL(Ψ, H, v) = L, for any (Ψ, H, v) ∈ X. Let us show thatA is continuously
differentiable. We will start by proving that A is Gateaux-differentiable at any (Ψ, H, v) ∈ X

and determine the G-derivative A′(Ψ, H, v). Let ε ∈ (−1, 1) \ {0} and (Ψ, H, v), (Φ, K, u) ∈
X.
A simple computation yields

A1((Ψ, H, v) + ε(Φ, K, u))− A1(Ψ, H, v)

ε
=
σ(ψ + εφ)− σ(ψ)

ε
∆ψ

+

[
σ′(ψ + εφ)− σ′(ψ)

ε

]
|∇ψ|2+(σ(ψ + εφ)− σ(0))∆φ

+2σ′(ψ + εφ)∇ψ · ∇φ−
a(ψ + εφ)− a(ψ)

ε
+ εσ′(ψ + εφ)|∇φ|2+a′(0)φ :=

7∑

j=1

Aε1,j,

A3((Ψ, H, v) + ε(Φ, K, u))− A3(Ψ, H, v)

ε
=
δ(ψΓ + εφΓ)− δ(ψΓ)

ε
∆ΓψΓ

+

[
δ′(ψΓ + εφΓ)− δ′(ψΓ)

ε

]
|∇ΓψΓ|

2+(δ(ψΓ + εφΓ)− δ(0))∆ΓφΓ

+2δ′(ψΓ + εφΓ)∇ΓψΓ · ∇ΓφΓ −
σ(ψΓ + εφΓ)− σ(ψΓ)

ε
∂νψ

−(σ(ψΓ + εφΓ)− σ(0))∂νφ−
b(ψΓ + εφΓ)− b(ψΓ)

ε

+εδ′(ψΓ + εφΓ)|∇ΓφΓ|
2+b′(0)φΓ :=

9∑

j=1

Aε3,j,

A2((Ψ, H, v) + ε(Φ, K, u))−A2(Ψ, H, v)

ε
=
σ(ψ + εφ)− σ(ψ)

ε
∆h

+(σ(ψ + εφ)− σ(0))∆k −
a′(ψ + εφ)− a′(ψ)

ε
h
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−(a′(ψ + εφ)− a′(0))k :=
4∑

j=1

Aε2,j

and

A4((Ψ, H, v) + ε(Φ, K, u))−A4(Ψ, H, v)

ε
=
δ(ψΓ + εφΓ)− δ(ψΓ)

ε
∆ΓhΓ

+ (δ(ψΓ + εφΓ)− δ(0))∆ΓkΓ −
σ(ψΓ + εφΓ)− σ(ψΓ)

ε
∂νh

− (σ(ψΓ + εφΓ)− σ(0))∂νk −
b′(ψΓ + εφΓ)− b′(ψΓ)

ε
hΓ

− (b′(ψΓ + εφΓ)− b′(0))kΓ :=
6∑

j=1

Aε4,j,

We consider the linear mapping DA(Ψ, H, v) : X → Y defined by

DA1(Ψ, H, v)(Φ, K, u) := σ′(ψ)φ∆ψ + σ′′(ψ)φ|∇ψ|2+(σ(ψ)− σ(0))∆φ

+2σ′(ψ)∇ψ · ∇φ− a′(ψ)φ+ a′(0)φ :=
7∑

j=1

A1,j , (6.22)

DA3(Ψ, H, v)(Φ, K, u) := δ′(ψΓ)φΓ∆ΓψΓ + δ′′(ψΓ)φΓ|∇ΓψΓ|
2

+(δ(ψΓ)− δ(0))∆ΓφΓ + 2δ′(ψΓ)∇ΓψΓ · ∇ΓφΓ − σ′(ψΓ)φΓ∂νψ − (σ(ψΓ)− σ(0))∂νφ

−b′(ψΓ)φΓ + b′(0)φΓ :=
9∑

j=1

A3,j, (6.23)

DA2(Ψ, H, v)(Φ, K, u) := σ′(ψ)φ∆h+ (σ(ψ)− σ(0))∆k − a′′(ψ)φh

−(a′(ψ)− a′(0))k :=

4∑

j=1

A2,j , (6.24)

DA4(Ψ, H, v)(Φ, K, u) := δ′(ψΓ)φΓ∆ΓhΓ + (δ(ψΓ)− δ(0))∆ΓkΓ − σ′(ψΓ)φΓ∂νh

−(σ(ψΓ)− σ(0))∂νk − b′′(ψΓ)φΓhΓ − (b′(ψΓ)− b′(0))kΓ :=

6∑

j=1

A4,j , (6.25)

were we have denoted A1,6 = A3,8 = 0 (Since Aε1,6 −→ 0 and Aε3,8 −→ 0 as ε −→ 0). Using
the dominated convergence theorem, we can show that

A((Ψ, H, v) + ε(Φ, K, u))− A(Ψ, H, v)

ε
−→ DA(Ψ, H, u)(Φ, K, v) in Y as ε −→ 0.

Indeed, using Aε1,7 = A1,7 and Aε3,9 = A3,9 = 0, then

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
A((Ψ, H, v) + ε(Φ, K, u))−A(Ψ, H, v)

ε
−DA(Ψ, H, v)(Φ, K, u)

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
2

Y

≤ C

(
6∑

j=1

[
‖µ(Aε1,j −A1,j)‖

2
L2(ΩT )+‖µ4(A

ε
1,j − A1,j)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )

]
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+
8∑

j=1

[
‖µ(Aε3,j −A3,j)‖

2
L2(ΓT )+‖µ4(A

ε
3,j − A3,j)t‖

2
L2(ΓT )

]

+

4∑

j=1

‖µ(Aε2,j − A2,j)‖
2
L2(ΩT )+

6∑

j=1

‖µ(Aε4,j −A4,j)‖
2
L2(ΓT )

)
.

Let us start with the term ‖µ(Aε1,1 − A1,1)‖
2
L2(ΩT ).

‖µ(Aε1,1 − A1,1)‖
2
L2(ΩT )=

∫

ΩT

µ2

∣∣∣∣
σ(ψ + εφ)− σ(ψ)− εφσ′(ψ)

ε

∣∣∣∣
2

|∆ψ|2.

Since σ is of class C2, by Taylor-Lagrange inequality, we have

µ2

∣∣∣∣
σ(ψ + εφ)− σ(ψ)− σ′(ψ)εφ

ε

∣∣∣∣
2

|∆ψ|2≤
M2

4
µ2|φ|4|∆ψ|2,

where M := sup
r∈[−ρ0,ρ0]

|σ′′(r)| and ρ0 = C0(‖(Ψ, H, v)‖X+‖(Φ, K, u)‖X). Moreover

∫

ΩT

µ2|φ|4|∆ψ|2 ≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ4
5(t)‖φ(·, t)‖

4
H2(Ω)

∫

ΩT

µ2
5|∆ψ|

2

≤ C‖(Φ, K, u)‖4
X
‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
.

Then, using the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

‖µ(Aε1,1 − A1,1)‖
2
L2(ΩT )−→ 0 as ε −→ 0.

For the term ‖µ4(A
ε
1,1 −A1,1)t‖

2
L2(ΩT ), one has

‖µ4(A
ε
1,1 − A1,1)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2
4

∣∣∣∣
σ′(ψ + εφ)− σ′(ψ)− εφσ′′(ψ)

ε

∣∣∣∣
2

|ψt|
2|∆ψ|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4|σ

′(ψ + εφ)− σ′(ψ)|2|φt|
2|∆ψ|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2
4

∣∣∣∣
σ(ψ + εφ)− σ(ψ)− εφσ′(ψ)

ε

∣∣∣∣
2

|∆ψt|
2

)
.

Using the dominated convergence theorem as above, we obtain

‖µ4(A
ε
1,1 −A1,1)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )−→ 0 as ε −→ 0.

The same applies to other terms in fraction form whose denominator is ε and the remaining
terms are easy to study. Thus concluding that A is Gateaux-differentiable at (Ψ, H, v) and
A′(Ψ, H, v) = DA(Ψ, H, v). To conclude, it is sufficient to show A′ : X → L(X,Y) is
continuous. Let (Ψn, Hn, vn), (Ψ, H, v), (Φ, K, u) ∈ X such that (Ψn, Hn, vn) converges to
(Ψ, H, v) in X and we will prove that

‖(A′(Ψn, Hn, vn)(Φ, K, u)− A′(Ψ, H, v)(Φ, K, u))‖Y≤ εn‖(Φ, K, u)‖X, (6.26)
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for some (εn) converging to 0.
Firstly, let r > 0, such that (Ψ, H, v) ∈ BX(0, r), according to (Ψn, Hn, vn) converges to
(Ψ, H, v) in X and (6.2) , we can assume that

‖Ψn‖L∞(0,T ;L∞), ‖Ψ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)≤ C0r for n large enough.

We consider
Bn
i,j := Ai,j(Ψ

n, Hn, vn)(Φ, K, u)− Ai,j(Ψ, H, v)(Φ, K, u).

where Ai,j are defined in (6.22)-(6.25). Recall that A1,6 = A3,8 = 0, and note that B1,6 =
B3,8 = 0 as well as B1,7 = B3,9 = 0. Then

||A′(Ψn, Hn, vn)(Φ, K, u)− A′(Ψ, H, v)(Φ, K, u)||
2
Y

(6.27)

≤ C

(
5∑

j=1

[
‖µBn

1,j‖
2
L2(ΩT )+‖µ4(B

n
1,j)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )

]

+
7∑

j=1

[
‖µBn

3,j‖
2
L2(ΓT )+‖µ4(B

n
3,j)t‖

2
L2(ΓT )

]
+

4∑

j=1

‖µBn
2,j‖

2
L2(ΩT )+

6∑

j=1

‖µBn
4,j‖

2
L2(ΓT )

)
.

Let us start with the term ‖µBn
1,1‖

2
L2(ΩT ). Using σ

′ is Lipschitz-continuous and bounded on

J0 = [−C0r, C0r], we obtain

‖µBn
1,1‖

2
L2(ΩT ) ≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)φ∆ψn|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|φ∆(ψn − ψ)|2
)
.

Now using the fact that H2(Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω) is continuous we get

‖µBn
1,1‖

2
L2(ΩT ) ≤ C

(∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)‖(ψn − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

∫

Ω

|∆ψn(x, t)|2
]

+

∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)‖φ(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)

∫

Ω

|∆(ψn − ψ)(x, t)|2
])

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖(ψ

n − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω) sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

×

(∫

ΩT

µ2
5|∆ψ

n(x, t)|2+1

)

≤ Cεn11‖(Φ, K, u)‖
2
X
, (6.28)

where
εn11 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
(‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2

X
+1).

In the same way, we obtain

‖µBn
3,1‖

2
L2(ΓT )+‖µBn

3,5‖
2
L2(ΓT )+‖µBn

2,1‖
2
L2(ΩT )+‖µBn

4,1‖
2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cεn11‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.29)

were we have used the continuity of the normal derivative from H2(Ω) to L2(Γ) for the term
‖µBn

3,5‖
2
L2(ΓT ).

Using σ′ and σ′′ are Lipschitz-continuous and bounded on J0, we obtain

‖µ(Bn
1,1)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)ψnt φ∆ψ
n|2
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+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψnt − ψt)φ∆ψ
n|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)φt∆ψ
n|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)φ∆ψnt |
2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|ψtφ∆(ψn − ψ)|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|φt∆(ψn − ψ)|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|φ∆(ψnt − ψt)|
2

)
. (6.30)

Let us analyze the first term in the right-hand side of (6.30). Using the fact that the
embeddings H2(Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω) is continuous and Remark 5, we obtain

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)ψnt φ∆ψ
n|2

≤

∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)‖(ψn − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)‖ψ

n
t (·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

∫

Ω

|∆ψn(x, t)|2
]

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖(ψ

n − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω) sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

×

(∫ T

0

µ2
5(t)‖ψ

n
t (·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

)
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖ψ

n(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)

≤ C‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X
‖(Φ, K, u)‖2

X
‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖4

X
.

The same applies to the other terms in the right-hand side of (6.30), consequently

‖µ(Bn
1,1)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ τn1,1‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.31)

where

τn1,1 := C‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X
(‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖4

X
+‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
+1).

In a similar way to ‖µ(Bn
1,1)t‖

2
L2(ΩT ), we have

‖µ(Bn
3,1)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )+‖µ(Bn

3,5)t‖
2
L2(ΩT )≤ Cτn1,1‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
. (6.32)

In the computation of ‖µBn
1,2‖

2
L2(ΩT ), we use σ′′ is Lipschitz-continuous and bounded on J0

and Cauchy Schwarz inequality.

‖µBn
1,2‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(σ′′(ψn)− σ′′(ψ))φ|∇ψn|2|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|σ′′(ψ)φ(|∇ψn|2−|∇ψ|2)|2
)

≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)φ|∇ψn|2|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|φ(|∇ψn|2−|∇ψ|2)|2
)

≤ C

(∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)‖(ψn − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

∫

Ω

|∇ψn|4
]

+

∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)‖φ(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)

(∫

Ω

|∇(ψn − ψ)|4
)1/2(∫

Ω

|∇(ψn + ψ)|4
)1/2

])

By the embeddings H2(Ω) →֒ W 1,4(Ω) is continuous, it follows that

‖µBn
1,2‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖(ψn − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖φ(·, t)‖
2
H2(Ω)‖ψ

n(·, t)‖4H2(Ω)
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+

∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖φ(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖(ψ
n − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖(ψ

n + ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)

)

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖(ψ

n − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω) sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

×

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ4
5(t)‖ψ

n(·, t)‖4H2(Ω)+ sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖(ψ

n + ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)

)

≤ Cεn1,2‖(Φ, K, u)‖
2
X
, (6.33)

where

εn1,2 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X

(
‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖4

X
+‖(Ψn, Hn, vn) + (Ψ, H, v)‖2

X

)
.

In the same way as for ‖µBn
1,2‖

2
L2(ΩT ), we obtain

‖µBn
3,2‖

2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cεn1,2‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
. (6.34)

Now we will compute ‖µ(Bn
1,2)t‖

2
L2(ΩT ).

‖µ(Bn
1,2)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(σ′′′(ψn)− σ′′′(ψ))ψnt φ|∇ψ
n|2|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|σ′′′(ψ)(ψnt − ψt)φ|∇ψ
n|2|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(σ′′(ψn)− σ′′(ψ))φt|∇ψ
n|2|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(σ′′(ψn)− σ′′(ψ))φ∇ψn · ∇ψnt |
2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|σ′′′(ψ)ψtφ(|∇ψ
n|2−|∇ψ|2)|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|σ′′(ψ)φt(|∇ψ
n|2−|∇ψ|2)|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|σ′′(ψ)φ∇(ψn − ψ) · ∇ψnt |
2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|σ′′(ψ)φ∇ψ · ∇(ψn − ψ)|2
)
.

As above, we arrive at

‖µ(Bn
1,2)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)ψnt φ|∇ψ
n|2|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψnt − ψt)φ|∇ψ
n|2|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)φt|∇ψ
n|2|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)φ∇ψn · ∇ψnt |
2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|ψtφ(|∇ψ
n|2−|∇ψ|2)|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|φt(|∇ψ
n|2−|∇ψ|2)|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|φ∇(ψn − ψ) · ∇ψnt |
2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|φ∇ψ · ∇(ψn − ψ)|2
)

≤ Cτn1,2‖(Φ, K, u)‖
2
X
, (6.35)

where

τn1,2 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X

(
‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖6

X
+‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖4

X
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+‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2
X
‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
+‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2

X
‖(Ψn, Hn, vn) + (Ψ, H, v)‖2

X

+‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2
X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X

)
.

In the same way as for ‖µ(Bn
1,2)t‖

2
L2(ΓT ), we have

‖µ(Bn
3,2)t‖

2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cτn1,2‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
. (6.36)

For terms ‖µBn
1,3‖

2
L2(ΩT ) and ‖µ(Bn

1,3)t‖
2
L2(ΩT ), it is obvious that

‖µBn
1,3‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ Cεn1,3‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.37)

‖µ(Bn
1,3)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ Cτn1,3‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.38)

where

εn1,3 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X
,

τn1,3 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X

(
‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2

X
+1
)
.

In the same way, we obtain

‖µBn
3,3‖

2
L2(ΓT )+‖µBn

3,6‖
2
L2(ΓT )+‖µBn

2,2‖
2
L2(ΩT )+‖µBn

2,4‖
2
L2(ΓT )

+‖µBn
4,2‖

2
L2(ΓT )+‖µBn

4,4‖
2
L2(ΓT )+‖µBn

4,6‖
2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cεn1,3‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.39)

‖µ(Bn
3,3)t‖

2
L2(ΓT )+‖µ(Bn

3,6)t‖
2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cτn1,3‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.40)

were we have used the continuity of the normal derivative from H2(Ω) to L2(Γ) for the terms
‖µBn

3,6‖
2
L2(ΓT ), ‖µB

n
4,4‖

2
L2(ΓT ) and ‖µ(Bn

3,6)t‖
2
L2(ΓT ).

In the Computation of ‖µBn
1,4‖

2
L2(ΩT ), using σ

′ is Lipschitz-continuous and bounded on R,
we have

‖µBn
1,4‖

2
L2(ΩT ) ≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)∇ψn · ∇φ|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|∇(ψn − ψ) · ∇φ|2
)
.

By the fact that H2(Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω) and H2(Ω) →֒ W 1,4(Ω) are continuous and Cauchy
Schwarz inequality, it follows that

‖µBn
1,4‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)‖(ψn − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)

(∫

Ω

|∇ψn|4
)1/2(∫

Ω

|∇φ|4
)1/2

]

+

∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)

(∫

Ω

|∇(ψn − ψ)|4dx

)1/2(∫

Ω

|∇φ|4dx

)1/2
])

≤ C

(∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖(ψn − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖ψ
n(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

+

∫ T

0

µ2(t)‖ψn(·, t)− ψ(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖φ(·, t)‖
2
H2(Ω)

)

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖(ψ

n − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω) sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)
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×

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖ψ

n(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)+1

)

≤ Cεn14‖(Φ, K, u)‖
2
X
, (6.41)

where
εn14 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
(‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2

X
+1).

In the same way as for ‖µBn
1,4‖

2
L2(ΩT ), we obtain

‖µBn
3,4‖

2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cεn14‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
. (6.42)

Now we compute ‖µ(Bn
1,4)t‖

2
L2(ΩT ). Since σ′′ and σ′ are Lipschitz-continuous and bounded

on J0, then

‖µ(Bn
1,4)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)ψnt ∇ψ
n · ∇φ|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψnt − ψt)∇ψ
n · ∇φ|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)∇ψnt · ∇φ|
2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)∇ψn · ∇φt|
2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|ψt∇(ψn − ψ) · ∇φ|2

+

∫

ΩT

µ2|∇(ψnt − ψt) · ∇φ|
2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|∇(ψn − ψ) · ∇φt|
2

)
.

Now using the fact that H2(Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω) and H2(Ω) →֒ W 1,4(Ω) are continuous and Cauchy
Schwarz inequality we get

‖µ(Bn
1,4)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ Cτn14‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.43)

where

τn14 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X

(
‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖4

X
+‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2

X
+‖(Ψ, H, v)‖2

X
+1
)
.

In the same way, we obtain

‖µ(Bn
3,4)t‖

2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cτn14‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
. (6.44)

Let us compute of ‖µBn
1,5‖

2
L2(ΩT ) and ‖µ(Bn

1,5)t‖
2
L2(ΩT ). Using a′ and a′′ are Lipschitz-

continuous and bounded on J0, we obtain

‖µBn
1,5‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ Cεn15‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.45)

‖µ(Bn
1,5)t‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ Cτn15‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.46)

where

εn15 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X
,

τn15 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X
(‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2

X
+1).
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In the same way, we obtain

‖µBn
3,7‖

2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cεn15‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.47)

‖µ(Bn
3,7)t‖

2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cτn15‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
. (6.48)

Now we compute ‖µBn
2,3‖

2
L2(ΩT ). Using a′′ is Lipschitz-continuous and bounded on J0, we

obtain

‖µBn
2,3‖

2
L2(ΩT )≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(a′′(ψn)− a′′(ψ))φhn|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|a′′(ψ)φ(hn − h)|2
)

≤ C

(∫

ΩT

µ2|(ψn − ψ)φhn|2+

∫

ΩT

µ2|φ(hn − h)|2
)

≤ C

(∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)‖(ψn − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

∫

Ω

|hn(x, t)|2
]

+

∫ T

0

[
µ2(t)‖φ(·, t)‖2H2(Ω)

∫

Ω

|hn(x, t)− h(x, t)|2dx

])

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖(ψ

n − ψ)(·, t)‖2H2(Ω) sup
0≤t≤T

µ2
5(t)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

×

(∫

ΩT

µ2
0|h

n|2
)
+ sup

0≤t≤T
µ2
5(t)‖φ(·, t)‖

2
H2(Ω)

∫

ΩT

µ2
0|h

n − h|2
)

≤ Cεn2,3‖(Φ, K, u)‖
2
X
. (6.49)

where εn2,3 := ‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)− (Ψ, H, v)‖2
X
(‖(Ψn, Hn, vn)‖2

X
+1).

Similar arguments lead to

‖µBn
4,3‖

2
L2(ΓT )+‖µBn

4,5‖
2
L2(ΓT )≤ Cεn2,3‖(Φ, K, u)‖

2
X
, (6.50)

were we have used the continuity of the normal derivative from H2(Ω) to L2(Γ) for the term
‖µBn

4,3‖
2
L2(ΓT ).

Finally, from (6.27)-(6.29) and (6.31)-(6.50) , we obtain (6.26).

6.2. Proof of Theorem 3.1

Due to Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2, the mapping Λ is well-defined and continuously differentiable.
Moreover

Λ′(0, 0, 0)(Ψ, H, v) = (L1Ψ− v1ω,L2Ψ,L
∗
1H − θψ1O,L

∗
2H − θΓψΓ1Σ).

Null controllability results of inhomogenuous linearized system (3.5) obtained in Propositions
5.3 and 5.4, show that Λ′(0, 0, 0) : X −→ Y is surjective. We conclude that Lyusternik-
Graves’ Theorem 3.3 can be applied to the operator Λ, in particular there exist C =
C(Ω, ω, T ) and ε > 0 such that, under the condition (3.1), ‖F‖Y1

becomes sufficiently small
and consequently, there exists (Ψ, H, v) ∈ X such that Λ(Ψ, H, v) = (F, 0). As a result,
(Ψ, H) is the solution of the system (3.2) associated to the control v, and the exponential
growth of the weight µ0 as t→ 0+ and µ0H ∈ L2(0, T,L2), ensures that

(h(·, 0), hΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ.
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Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖v‖L2(0,T ;H2(ω))≤ ‖(Ψ, H, v)‖X≤ C‖F‖Y1
.

Therefore, by Proposition 4.5, we obtain Ψ ∈ FT which allows us to apply Lemma 3.2, which
in turn establishes the proof of Theorem (3.1).

7. Conclusion and final comments

In this work, we have studied the insensitizing controls of a quasilinear reaction-diffusion
equation of volume-surface type subject to dynamic boundary conditions. The strategy
we have adopted relies on the null controllability of the inhomogeneous linearized cascad
system and a local inversion theorem. Although we have considered reaction and diffusion
coefficients that depend only on the state variable, our strategy can be adapted to more
general diffusion and reaction coefficients depending on both the state and its gradients.

To the best of the authors knowledge, the insensitizing controls of quasilinear parabolic
equations with general boundary conditions has not been considered before in the literature.
Most of the previous works have dealt only with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions,
semi- linear equations with dynamic boundary conditions, as far as we know.

From a numerical perspective, it would be of much interest to investigate the approxi-
mation of null controls numerically based on the theoretical results we have obtained. This
will eventually be done in a forthcoming paper.

Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 4.5

This paragraph is devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.5.

Proof of Proposition 4.5. Consider the mapping Υ : FT −→ L2(0, T ;H2)×H
3 given by

Υ(Ψ) := (Υ1(Ψ),Υ2(Ψ),Ψ(·, 0)),

where

Υ1(Ψ) := ψt −∇ · (σ(ψ)∇ψ) + a(ψ),

Υ2(Ψ) := ψΓ,t −∇Γ · (δ(ψΓ)∇ΓψΓ) + σ(ψΓ)∂νψ + b(ψΓ).

Firstly, using FT →֒ C([0, T ],H3) and (2.5), we obtain ‖Ψ(·, 0)‖H3≤ ‖Ψ‖FT
and there exists

C > 0 such that ‖Ψ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)≤ C‖Ψ‖FT
and ‖∇Ψ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)≤ C‖Ψ‖FT

.
Now, by applying ideas similar to those in Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2, we can establish that Υ is
well-defined, continuously differentiable, and that

Υ′(0)(Ψ) = (L1Ψ,L2Ψ,Ψ0).

Next, using semigroup theory through the form method, as illustrated in [23, Proposition
2.4] or [26, Theorem 4.2], we can prove that Υ′(0) is suejctive. Thus, we are able to apply
Lyusternik-Graves’ Theorem 3.3, which guarantees the existence of solutions to (1.1) in
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FT that satisfy the estimate (4.9) for sufficiently small data (F,Ψ0) ∈ L2(0, T ;H2) × H
3.

The uniqueness of solutions to (4.8) in FT follows directly from an energy estimate and
Grönwall’s lemma. Indeed, we put Y = Ψ2 − Ψ1, where Ψ1,Ψ2 ∈ FT are both solutions of
(4.8). Obviously, Y = (y, yΓ) satisfies the following equation:




yt −∇ ·
[
σ(ψ2)∇ψ2 − σ(ψ1)∇ψ1

]
+ (a(ψ2)− a(ψ1)) = 0 in ΩT ,

yΓ,t −∇Γ ·
[
δ(ψ2

Γ)∇Γψ
2
Γ − δ(ψ1

Γ)∇Γψ
1
Γ

]
+ (σ(ψ2

Γ)∂νψ
2 − σ(ψ1

Γ)∂νψ
1)

+ (b(ψ2
Γ)− b(ψ1

Γ)) = 0 on ΓT ,

yΓ = y|Γ on ΓT ,

(y(·, 0), yΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ.

(A.1)

Multiplying the first equation of (A.1) by y and integrating it in Ω, one has

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

|y|2−

∫

Γ

(σ(ψ2
Γ)∂νψ

2 − σ(ψ1
Γ)∂νψ

1)y +

∫

Ω

σ(ψ2)|∇y|2

= −

∫

Ω

(σ(ψ2)− σ(ψ1))∇ψ1 · ∇y −

∫

Ω

(a(ψ2)− a(ψ1))y.

Multiplying the second equation of (A.1) by yΓ and integrating it on Γ, using the Stokes
divergence formula (2.4), we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

Γ

|yΓ|
2dS +

∫

Γ

(σ(ψ2
Γ)∂νψ

2 − σ(ψ1
Γ)∂νψ

1)y +

∫

Γ

δ(ψ2
Γ)|∇ΓyΓ|

2

= −

∫

Γ

(δ(ψ2
Γ)− δ(ψ1

Γ))∇Γψ
1
Γ · ∇ΓyΓ −

∫

Γ

(b(ψ2
Γ)− b(ψ1

Γ))yΓ.

Next, we add these identities, using the fact that a, b, σ and δ are Lipschitz- continuous on
[−C0, C0], σ, δ ≥ ρ, ∇Ψ1 ∈ L∞(0, T ;L∞) (see (2.5)) and Young’s inequality, we get

1

2

d

dt
‖Y ‖2

L2+ρ‖∇Y ‖2L2≤
ρ

2
‖∇Y ‖2

L2+C‖Y ‖2L2 ,

where C > 0 depends on σ, δ, a and b. By Gronwall’s inequality, we find that

‖Y ‖C([0,T ];L2)≤ eCT‖Y (·, 0)‖L2= 0.

This shows Ψ1 = Ψ2.

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 3.2

This paragraph is devoted to the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. For a fixed Ψ̂0 = (ψ̂0, ψ̂0,Γ) ∈ H
3 and v1ω ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), we denote

by Ψ = (ψ, ψΓ) ∈ FT the solution of (1.1) associated with τ = τΓ = 0 and for any τ ∈ (−1, 1),
Ψτ = (ψτ , ψτΓ) ∈ FT denote the solution of (1.1) associated with τΓ = 0. Using (4.9) and
(2.5), we obtain

‖Ψτ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)≤ C0, ‖Ψ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)≤ C0 and ‖∇Ψ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)≤ C0,
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for C0 > 0, independent of τ . According to the definition of the partial derivative, we have

∂J

∂τ

∣∣∣∣
τ=τΓ=0

= lim
τ→0

(
θ

2

∫

OT

(ψτ + ψ)
ψτ − ψ

τ
+
θΓ
2

∫

ΣT

(ψτΓ + ψΓ)
ψτΓ − ψΓ

τ

)
. (B.1)

We claim that

Ψτ −→ Ψ in C([0, T ];L2), as τ −→ 0. (B.2)

Indeed, we put Y τ = Ψτ −Ψ. Obviously, Y τ = (yτ , yτΓ) satisfies the following equation:




yτt −∇ · [σ(ψτ )∇ψτ − σ(ψ)∇ψ] + (a(ψτ )− a(ψ)) = 0 in ΩT ,

yτΓ,t −∇Γ · [δ(ψ
τ
Γ)∇Γψ

τ
Γ − δ(ψΓ)∇ΓψΓ] + (σ(ψτΓ)∂νψ

τ − σ(ψΓ)∂νψ)

+ (b(ψτΓ)− b(ψΓ)) = 0 on ΓT ,

yτΓ = yτ |Γ on ΓT ,

(yτ(·, 0), yτΓ(·, 0)) = (τψ̂0, 0) in Ω× Γ.

To avoid repetition, by applying the same argument used in the uniqueness of solutions in
Appendix A, we arrive at

‖Y τ‖C([0,T ];L2)≤ eCT‖Y τ (·, 0)‖L2= eCT τ‖ψ̂0‖L2(Ω).

This shows (B.2). Next, we claim that

Ψτ −Ψ

τ
−→ Z in C([0, T ];L2), as τ −→ 0, (B.3)

where Z = (z, zΓ) satisfies the following linear parabolic equation:




zt −∇ · [σ(ψ)∇z + σ′(ψ)z∇ψ] + a′(ψ)z = 0 in ΩT ,

zΓ,t −∇Γ · [δ(ψΓ)∇ΓzΓ + δ′(ψΓ)zΓ∇ΓψΓ] + σ(ψΓ)∂νz

+ σ′(ψΓ)∂νψzΓ + b′(ψΓ)zΓ = 0 on ΓT ,

zΓ = z|Γ on ΓT ,

(z(·, 0), zΓ(·, 0)) = (ψ̂0, 0) in Ω× Γ.

(B.4)

To show this, set W τ = Ψτ−Ψ
τ

− Z. It is easy to check that W τ = (wτ , wτΓ) satisfies the
following:




wτt −∇ · [σ(ψτ )∇wτ +Dτ
σ(ψ, z)∇ψ + (σ(ψτ )− σ(ψ))∇z] +Dτ

a(ψ, z) = 0 in ΩT ,

wτΓ,t −∇Γ · [δ(ψτΓ)∇Γw
τ
Γ +Dτ

δ (ψΓ, zΓ)∇ΓψΓ + (δ(ψτΓ)− δ(ψΓ))∇ΓzΓ]

+ σ(ψτΓ)∂νw
τ +Dτ

σ(ψΓ, zΓ)∂νψ +Dτ
b (ψΓ, zΓ) = 0 on ΓT ,

wτΓ = wτ |Γ on ΓT ,

(wτ (·, 0), wτΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ.

(B.5)

where we have used the notation: Dτ
σ(ψ, z) :=

σ(ψτ )−σ(ψ)
τ − σ′(ψ)z.

Similarly for Dτ
a(ψ, z),D

τ
δ (ψΓ, zΓ) and Dτ

b (ψΓ, zΓ). Multiplying the first equation of (B.5) by wτ

and integrating it in Ω, one has

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω
|wτ |2−

∫

Γ
[σ(ψτ )∂νw

τ +Dτ
σ(ψ, z)∂νψ]w

τ +

∫

Ω
σ(ψτ )|∇wτ |2=

∫

Γ
(σ(ψτ )− σ(ψ)) ∂νzw

τ
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−

∫

Ω
[Dτ

σ(ψ, z)∇ψ · ∇wτ + (σ(ψτ )− σ(ψ))∇z · ∇wτ ]−

∫

Ω
Dτ
a(ψ, z)w

τ .

Multiplying the second equation of (B.5) by wτΓ and integrating it on Γ, using the Stokes divergence
formula (2.4), we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

Γ
|wτΓ|

2+

∫

Γ
(σ(ψτΓ)∂νw

τ +Dτ
σ(ψΓ, zΓ)∂νψ)w

τ
Γ +

∫

Γ
δ(ψτΓ)|∇Γw

τ
Γ|

2

= −

∫

Γ
[Dτ

δ (ψΓ, zΓ)∇ΓψΓ · ∇Γw
τ
Γ + (δ(ψτΓ)− δ(ψΓ))∇ΓzΓ · ∇Γw

τ
Γ]−

∫

Γ
Dτ
b (ψΓ, zΓ)w

τ
Γ.

Next, we add these identities, using the fact that σ and δ are Lipschitz-continuous on [−C0, C0],
σ, δ ≥ ρ, |σ(ψτ ) − σ(ψ)|≤ 2 max

r∈[−C0,C0]
|σ(r)|, ∂νz ∈ C([0, T ];L2(Γ)), ‖∇Ψ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)≤ C0 and

Young’s inequality, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖W τ‖2

L2+ρ‖∇W
τ‖2

L2≤
ρ

2
‖∇W τ‖2

L2+C‖W τ‖2
L2+C‖Ψτ −Ψ‖2

L2

+C

(∫

Ω
|Dτ

σ(ψ, z)|
2 +

∫

Ω
|Dτ

a(ψ, z)|
2 +

∫

Γ
|Dτ

δ (ψΓ, zΓ)|
2 +

∫

Γ
|Dτ

b (ψΓ, zΓ)|
2

)
,

where C > 0 depends on f, fΓ, v, ψ0, ψ0,Γ, σ, δ, a and b. The last four terms are similar to treat:

Dτ
σ(ψ, z) =

∫ 1

0
σ′((1 − s)ψτ + sψ)ds

(
ψτ − ψ

τ

)
− σ′(ψ)z

=

∫ 1

0
(σ′((1− s)ψτ + sψ)− σ′(ψ))dsz +

∫ 1

0
σ′((1− s)ψτ + sψ)dswτ .

For the first term, using σ′ is lipschitz-continuous and z is bounded, and for the second, using σ′ is
bounded, we obtain

|Dτ
σ(ψ, z)|

2 ≤ C
(
|ψτ − ψ|2+|wτ |2

)
.

Consequently, by Young’s inequality, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖W τ‖2

L2+ρ‖∇W
τ‖2

L2≤
ρ

2
‖∇W τ‖2

L2+C‖W τ‖2
L2+C‖Ψτ −Ψ‖2

L2

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

‖W τ‖C([0,T ];L2)≤ eCT ‖Ψτ −Ψ‖L2(0,T ;L2).

This yields (B.3). Now, using (B.1), (B.2) and (B.3), we find that

∂J

∂τ

∣∣∣∣
τ=τΓ=0

= θ

∫

OT

ψz + θΓ

∫

ΣT

ψΓzΓ.

By a duality argument, we obtain

∂J

∂τ

∣∣∣∣
τ=τΓ=0

= 〈Z(·, 0),H(·, 0)〉L2 − 〈(Z(·, T ),H(·, T )〉L2 =

∫

Ω
ψ̂0h(·, 0).
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where H = (h, hΓ) satisfies the following adjoint linear parabolic equation of (B.4):





− ht − σ(ψ)∆h + a′(ψ)h = θψ1O in ΩT ,

− hΓ,t − δ(ψΓ)∆ΓhΓ + σ(ψΓ)∂νh+ b′(ψΓ)hΓ = θΓψΓ1Σ on ΓT ,

hΓ = h|Γ on ΓT ,

(h(·, T ), hΓ(·, T )) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ.

(B.6)

Similarly, we can deduce

∂Φ

∂τΓ

∣∣∣∣
τ=τΓ=0

=

∫

Γ
ψ̂0,ΓhΓ(·, 0).

Consequently, (1.3) is satisfied for all (ψ̂0, ψ̂0,Γ) ∈ H
3 with ‖(ψ̂0, ψ̂0,Γ)‖H3= 1 if, and only if

(h(·, 0), hΓ(·, 0)) = (0, 0) in Ω× Γ.
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ing controls for a semilinear heat equation with nonlinear boundary Fourier condi-
tions, SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, vol. 43, no. 3, pp. 955–969, 2004.
https://doi.org/10.1137/S036301290343161X.

[6] O. Bodart, M. González-Burgos, and R. Pérez-Garćıa, Insensitizing controls for a
heat equation with a nonlinear term involving the state and the gradient, Nonlin-
ear Analysis: Theory, Methods & Applications, vol. 57, no. 5, pp. 687–711, 2004.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2004.03.012.

[7] S. Micu, J. H. Ortega, and L. de Teresa, An example of ǫ-insensitizing controls for the
heat equation with no intersecting observation and control regions, Applied Mathematics
Letters, vol. 17, no. 8, pp. 927–932, 2004.

45

https://doi.org/10.1080/03605300008821507
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1631-073X(02)02547-5
https://doi.org/10.1137/S036301290343161X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2004.03.012


[8] X. Liu, Insensitizing controls for a class of quasilinear parabolic equations,
Journal of Differential Equations, vol. 253, no. 5, pp. 1287–1316, 2012.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2012.05.018.
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[10] D. N. Huaman and M. R. Nuñez-Chávez, Insensitizing controls for a quasi-linear
parabolic equation with diffusion depending on gradient of the state, arXiv, 2023.
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.04316.

[11] M. Zhang, J. Yin, and H. Gao, Insensitizing controls for the parabolic equations with
dynamic boundary conditions, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, vol.
475, no. 1, pp. 861–873, 2019. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2019.02.077.

[12] M. C. Santos, N. Carreño, and R. Morales, An Insensitizing control problem involv-
ing tangential gradient terms for a reaction-diffusion equation with dynamic boundary
conditions, arXiv, 2024. https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.09882.

[13] R. A. Adams and J. J. F. Fournier, Sobolev Spaces, 2nd ed., vol. 140, Pure and Applied
Mathematics, Elsevier/Academic Press, Amsterdam, 2003.

[14] J. M. Lee and T. H. Parker, The Yamabe problem, Bulletin of the American Mathemat-
ical Society, vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 37–91, 1987.

[15] J. Jost, Riemannian Geometry and Geometric Analysis, 7th ed., Springer, Cham, 2017.
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