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FINITE ELEMENT ERROR ESTIMATES FOR AN OPTIMAL
CONTROL PROBLEM GOVERNED BY THE BURGERS
EQUATION

PEDRO MERINO

ABSTRACT. We derive a-priori error estimates for the finite-element approxi-
mation of a distributed optimal control problem governed by the steady one-
dimensional Burgers equation with pointwise box constraints on the control. Here
the approximation of the state and the control is done by using piecewise linear
functions. With this choice, an L? superlinear order of convergence for the control
is obtained; moreover, under a further assumption on the regularity structure of
the optimal control this error estimate can be improved to h®/2. The theoretical
findings are tested experimentally by means of numerical examples.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the finite element approximation of the following optimal control
problem of the steady one-dimensional Burgers equation with pointwise control con-
straints:

: 1 2 A2
min J(y,u) = QHYJ - deL2(0,1) + §HUHL2(0,1)
subject to:
(P) " /I .
—vy" +yy = Bu in (0,1),
y(O) = y(l) =0,

[ @< u(z) < B, ae. in (0,1).

The Burgers equation is a well-known one dimensional model for turbulence and its
control has been studied by several authors c.f. [I], [2],[7]. Our aim in this paper
consists in deriving a-priori error estimates for the optimal control problem in the
L?-norm.

Finite element approximations for control constrained control problems in fluid
mechanics have been previously considered in [§] and [5] for piecewise constant
controls. In particular, in the last, the authors report an error order of h? if the
control space is not discretized, whereas an order of h is obtained for the piecewise
constant discretization. It is natural to expect that these error estimates also holds
in the case of the Burgers equation using the theory developed in [5]. However,
if the control space is discretized by piecewise linear functions, results were only
obtained for the semilinear case in [3] and in [II] for the linear-quadratic case.
Since the optimal control is Lipschitz continuous, its approximations by piecewise
linear functions seems to be a natural choice, which in addition piecewise linear
functions have less degrees of freedom than piecewise constant functions. Here we
aim to perform this task by combining the arguments in [5] and [3] to obtain a
superlinear error of convergence for the L?-norm estimate of the control. In addition,
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by considering a stronger assumption on the structure of the optimal control and
relying on the one—dimensional setting of our problem, we are able to improve the
order of the error to h3/2,

The paper is organized as follows: first we briefly comment the properties the
optimal control problem and its conditions for optimality, next we refer to the finite
element method approximation of the Burgers equation and the corresponding error
estimates . Next, we discuss the approximation of the optimal control problem
by piecewise linear functions by establishing a superlinear order of convergence for
the optimal control. We finish the theory by showing that the superlinear error of
convergence can be improved under certain assumptions on the regularity of the
optimal control. Finally, we discuss some numerical experiments to confront our
theoretical findings.

2. THE CONTROL PROBLEM

We consider the discretization analysis for the following optimal control problem,
governed by Burgers equation:
: 1 2, Ay
min J(y,u) = =||ly — + —=|lu
e ) = gy =l + Sl
(P) < subject to:

—vy”" +yy = Bu in (0,1),
y(0) =y(1) =0.

Here, Uy,q is the set of admissible controls defined by U,y = {u € L*(0,1) : a <
u < B} with constants « and f satisfying a < 8. A > 0 is the usual Tychonoff
parameter. We shall denote by ||-|| and by (-,-) the norm and the scalar product
in L2(0, 1), respectively. B(z) = X, (z) is the indicator function defined in an open
subinterval w C © := (0,1), whereas v denotes the viscosity parameter which is
assumed that satisfies (@ For different spaces, the open ball centered in u with
radius r > 0 will be denoted by B(u,r) if there is no risk of confusion.

2.1. The state equation equation. The steady Burgers equation is given by

—vy" +yy' =f in(0,1), (3a)
y(0) = y(1) = 0. (3b)

The weak formulation of the homogeneous Dirichlet problem for the Burgers equa-
tion is as follows: given f € L?(0,1), find y € HZ(0,1) such that

a(y, ) +b(y,y,¢) = (f.9), Ve € Hj(0,1), (4)

where: a : H}(0,1) x HE(0,1) — R is the continuous, bilinear and symetric form
defined by

1
a(érp) = v /0 ¢'de,

and b: (H(0,1))® — R stands for the continuous trilinear form defined by

1
6,00 = 3 [ (000 + o¢flda.
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The trilinear b enjoys the following important properties c.f. [13]
(¢, ¢, )| < H¢||H3(0,1)HSOHH(}(OJ)||1/’”H3(0,1)= V(9. p, ) € (H&(O, 1))37 (ha)
b(d,0.9) +b(e, . 0) =0, V(¢ 0,9) € (Hp(0,1)),  (5b)

b(d,,0) =0, V(¢ ) € (Hy(0,1))% (5¢)
It is well known, cf. [I3, Theorem 2.10] that if the condition
£l < v (6)

holds, the Burgers equation has a unique solution depending on the right hand
side. Indeed, for every f € L?(0,1), there exists y € H{(0,1) which satisfies
and fulfill the relation H?JHH(} 01) < 1|f]l- In addition, by taking the nonlinearity to
the right hand side and relying on elliptic regularity results, it can be shown that y
belongs to H*t™(0, 1) for every integer m > 0, provided that f € H™(0,1). In the
following, we link f € L?(0,1) to its associated state y € Hg(0,1) as the solution of
and we will indicate this explicitly by writing y = y(f) to emphasize that the
state y is generated by the right-hand side f. The following property will be useful
in the forthcoming sections.

Lemma 1. Let (ugx)ken be a sequence of functions which converges weakly to u
in L?(0,1) satisfying ||ug|| < v?, then the sequence (yi)ren of the corresponding
associated states converges strongly to y in H&(O, 1).

Proof. The result is a straightforward consequence of the properties of the solu-
tions of the Burgers equation and the compactness of the usual embeddings. [ |

2.2. Existence of solution for the optimal control problem. The arguments
for proving existence of an optimal control are standard since U,4 is a nonempty,
closed and convex set in L2(0,1).

In the following, F,4 will denote the set feasible pairs for (P), that is, those pairs
(y,u) € H}(0,1) x Uyq such that is satisfied with f = Bu. Note that Fgq is

nonempty.
Theorem 1. If the inequality (@ holds then the problem (P) has a solution.

Remark 1. Despite the strict convexity of the objective functional and uniqueness
of the solution of the state equation, uniqueness of the optimal control can not be
guaranteed since Fuq is not necessarily conver.

3. OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS

In this section we shall derive first-order necessary and second-order sufficient
conditions for local solutions of (P), both play an important role in the derivation
of error estimates. Therefore, we make precise the notion of local minimum.

Definition 1. A pair (y,u) € Fuq will be referred as local optimal pair for (P) if
there exist positive reals p, and p, such that

Sy, u) =2 J(y,u), V(y,u) € Faa N (B(Y, py) X B(a, pu))-
For convenience, we introduce the following operator.
Definition 2. We define the operator R : H}(0,1) x Uyqg — H~1(0,1) by the relation

(R(y,u), ¢) = aly, ) + by, y,») — (Bu,p), Vo€ H'(0,1),
where (-,-) denotes the dual pairing between H=1(0,1) and H}(0,1).
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Note that (R(y,u),p) = 0 indicates that y is the weak solution of the state
equation (87b]) associated to the control w.
In the next lemmas we study the differentiability of the operator R.

Lemma 2. Let (w,h) € L?(0,1) x H3(0,1). The operator R given in Deﬁm’tion@
has first and second derivatives given by:

R'(y,u) : Hy(0,1) x L*(0,1) = H~'(0,1),
(R (y,u)(w, h), ) = a(w, ) + b(w,y, ) + by, w,¢) — (Bh,p),  (Ta)
and
R'(y,u) : (H3(0,1) x L*(0,1))* = H~1(0,1),
<R”(y7 ’LL) (wla hl)(w27 h2)a 90> = b(wlv wa, 90) + b(w27 wi, 90)7 (7b)
respectively for any (w,h), (wy,h1) and (we, ha) in HE(0,1) x L?(0,1) accordingly,
and for all p € HE(0,1).

Proof. The result follows from the linear properties of a, b and the scalar product
in L2(0,1). u

3.1. First-order necessary conditions. The following first-order necessary con-
ditions are derived in the spirit of [14].

Lemma 3. Let (y,u) € Faq be a local optimal pair for (P), then (y,u) is a regqular
point for (P) in the sense of [14].

Proof. The regular point condition of (gy,u) for the problem (P) is achieved by
noting that for every f € H=1(0,1) the linear equation
R(y,u)(w, h) = f
has a unique solution (w, h) of the form 6(y — 7, u —u) , with (y,u) € H}(0,1) x Uuq
and 6 > 0. ]

Theorem 2. Let (§,) be a solution of (P) such that | Bu|| < v?, then there exists
an adjoint state p € H& (0,1) such that the following optimality system is fullfilled:

— vy’ + gy = Bu, in (0,1), with §(0)=g(1)=0,  (3a)
—vp" —yp = — v, in (0,1), with p(0) =p(1) =0,  (8b)
(Bp + Ai,u —1u) >0, Vu € Uag- (8¢)

Moreowver, can be equivalently expressed in terms of the projection operator:
_ 1,
() = Ry (3 B0(2)) ©

Proof. This system obtained by using Lemma [3| and applying the theory in [14] .
[ ]

Remark 2. [t is worth to point out that extra reqularity of the optimal quantities
can be deduced using standard elliptic reqularity results from [10]. Indeed, by taking
w = (0,1) and since y € H*(0,1) and yq € L*(0,1) we have that p € H?(0,1) —
Cl’%([(), 1]). From the characterization of u given by (9) and properties of the projec-
tion operator P, g, it follows that u € C%1([0,1]). By bootstrapping arguments on
the state equation, we have that i solves Poisson’s equation with a right hand side in
CO’%([O, 1]) therefore, by elliptic reqularity results, we conclude that § € CQ’%([O, 1]).
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Furthermore, if yq is assumed in to be in CQ’%([O, 1]) then p is also in Cz’%([O, 1]).
This high regularity of p, however, can not be transferred to the optimal control
because the projection operator.

For our forthcoming analysis, we introduce the Lagrangian £ : H}(0,1)x L?(0, 1) x
H}(0,1) — R defined by:
1 A

whose corresponding first and second derivatives (with respect to the first and second
variable) at (y,u,p) € H}(0,1) x L%(0,1) x HZ(0,1), are given by:

L' (y, u, p)(w, h) =(y — ya, w) + A(u, h) — (R'(y, u)(w, h), p), (10a)
for all (w, h) € Hy(0,1) x L*(0,1),

L" (y,u, p) (w1, h1)(wa, hy) =(w1,w2) + A(h1, ha) — (R (y, u) (w1, h1)(wa, ha), p),
(10b)

for all (w;, h;) € H(0,1) x L*(0,1),i = 1,2.

These expressions allow us to write down optimality system in terms of the
derivatives of £ in the following usual way:

is equivalent to g['(y, u,p) =0, and (11a)
Yy
. . oL _
is equivalent to a—(y,u,p)(u —u) >0 Yuée€ Uyy. (11b)
u

3.2. Second-order sufficient optimality conditions. The forthcoming analysis
of Section [5.1| concerning the approximation of the optimal control problem by the
finite element method, requires the formulation of second-order sufficient optimality
conditions. By the nature of the nonlinearity of the Burgers equation, it shall be
notice that the two norm-discrepancy does not occur in our formulation. In order
to establish second-order sufficient conditions we introduce the critical cone. For
7 > 0, we define the set

Q:={x€(0,1): |p(x) + Na(x)| > 7}

The critical cone CZ consists of those directions v € L%(0,1), such that

v(z) =0if x € Q, (12a)
v(z) > 0if x € Q\Q; and u(x) = uq(z), and (12b)
v(z) <0if x € Q\Q; and u(x) = up(x). (12¢)

The next theorem states second-order sufficient conditions for (P). For a better
presentation we will use the notation £”(7,a, p)[y, u]?> = L (7,4, p)(y, u)(y, u).

Theorem 3. Let (u,y) € Fuq be a feasible pair for (P) satisfying first-order nec-
essary conditions formulated in Theorem @ with adjoint state p € H&(O, 1). In
addition, suppose there are T > 0 and & > 0, such that the coercivity property

S|Il* < (w,w) + A(h, h) = 2(ww', p), (13)

is satisfied for all h € CZ and all w € HZ(0,1) such that R'(y,u)(w,h) = 0, then
there exist constants o > 0 and € > 0 such that

J(@a ﬂ) + O-”u - ﬂHQ < J(y7u) (14)



6 PEDRO MERINO

holds for every u € Uyq N B(i,e) and y € HL(0,1) obeying R(y,u) = 0.

Proof. We argue by contradiction by adapting the the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [9].
Therefore, we assume the existence of a sequence (ug)ren in Uyq converging to u,
such that the sequence (yi)ren of their associated states converge to y. Therefore,
(yk, ug) is an admissible pair which fulfills the relation

. 1 _
Let us define the sequence of directions hy := Yk u, and the sequence wy =
_ k
Ik~ y, with pg := ||ux — ul|, for every k € N. Clearly (hg)ren is bounded, with
k

|hell = 1 and so (wy)en is also bounded in H{ (0, 1); this implies the existence of
subsequences denoted again by (hg)ren and (wg)ren respectively, such that hy — h
in L2(0,1) and wy, — w in H(0,1). Moreover, since h belongs to the closed and
convex set (and therefore weakly closed) C7 N B(u, 1), it follows that h also belongs

to CT N B(a,1) . Let us check that (w,h) satisfies R'(7,@)(w,h) = 0. From the
definition of R and Lemma [2| the pair (wg, h) satisfies:

Taking the limit £k — oo in , by the convergence properties of (hg)ren and
(wk)ken We see that the pair (w, h) satisfies the linearized equation:

R'(g,a)(w, h) = a(w, p)+b(w, g, ) +b(7,w, ) —(Bh,¢) =0 ¥y € Hy(0,1). (17)
By applying the mean value theorem to the Lagrangian in , we obtain

1
PkL (Eks s D) (wis B) = L(yp wp, D) — L(G, 4, p) = J(§,0) — J (Yg, ug) < EHUk — %,

(18)
where &, is between y;, and 9, and ¢}, is between wy, and w. Since h — h in L2(0,1),
Lemma 1] implies that wj, — w in L2(0, 1) therefore, from we arrive to

L' (y,a,p)(w,h) <O0. (19)

On the other hand, we find that £'(7, @, p)(wg, h) > 0 holds for every k € N in view
of the first-order necessary conditions expressed in . After passing to the limit
k — oo and using the same convergence arguments it follows that

L'y, u,p)(w, h) >0, (20)

thus we have that £'(g,a,p)(w, h) = 0.

Now, we show that h = 0. We recall that if h = 0 then w = 0 because w is the
unique solution of the linearized equation . By using the second-order Taylor
expansion of the Lagrangian and having in mind and we get

2
_ 1% _ _ _
PRl (5, 0 D) (wi, h) + ZF L (5, ) [wr, B = Ly, u, p) = £7,5,p),  (21)
hence, by using (21)) in (15) we estimate

2 2
oL (g, 4, p) (wg, h)+%((wk7wk) + XA, hi) — 2(wpwy, ) < % (22)
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From the definition of w; and hg and the first term in the last inequality is
nonnegative, therefore we have

2
(wrs wi) + APk, hye) = 2(wpwf, p) < 1. (23)
Once again, since hy — h in L?(0,1) and wy — w in HZ(0,1) then
(w,w) + A(h, h) — 2(ww', p) < li]gn inf (wg, wr) + A hg, hy) — 2(wpw},, p) < 0, (24)
—00

which together with second-order condition implies that h = 0. Finally, by
observing that ||h|| = 1, we can infer from the final contradiction:

A = liminf (wg, wg) + A — 2(wpw), p)
k—0

< liminf (wy,, wg) + A, he) = 2(wgwy, p) < 0.
—)

4. FINITE ELEMENT APPROXIMATION OF THE BURGERS EQUATION

This section is devoted to the approximation of Burgers equation by using the
finite element method and the derivation of the corresponding error of convergence.
Let n be a positive integer, we define h := 1/n and a uniform mesh on the interval
[0,1] denoted by Z, which consists of n subintervals: I; = [x;_1,x;] of [0,1] for
i=1,...,n, such that 0 = 29 < z1... < z, = 1 and [0,1] = U ,1;. We also
introduce the finite dimensional space V}, C H&(O, 1) defined by

Vi, = {yn € C(]0,1)) : Yp1, € P1, fori=1,...,n, with yn(0) = yp(1) = 0},

where P is the space of polynomials of degree less or equal than one. Therefore, we
define the discrete Burgers equation in V}, as follows: given f € L?(0,1) find y;, € Vj,
such that

a(yn, on) + b(yn, yn, on) = (f;on),  Ypn € Vi, (25)
Theorem 4. If f € Uy is such that ||f|| < v? then, equation has a unique
solution yn, € Vi such that
1
lyallzrg 0,1y = - IIF- (26)

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the proof in [I3, Theorem 2.10]. m

Let us denote by IIj : C(]0,1]) — V}, the usual Lagrange interpolation operator
such that for every z € H}(0,1), the element ITz is the unique element in Vj, which
satisfies Iy z(z;) = z(x;) for i = 0,1,...,n.

For convenience, we recall a well known result which establishes an estimate for
the interpolation error cf. [6].

Lemma 4. Let nonnegative integers m and k and p,q € [1,00]. If the embeddings
WHELP(T) — CY(T), and
WHELP(T) e W™4(T)

hold, then there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of h such that the following
interpolation error is satisfied

1_Iyypaq—
1y = Tryllymagry < CR™a ™2 Myl (27)

where Ilpy is the restriction of Ilpy to an element T of the discretization of the
domain with dimension n.
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Moreover, Lemma [4] implies that

1
lim —||z — 2| =0, Vze W'P(0,1), and 1 < p. (28)
h—0 h

The proof for this result can be found in [4, Lemma 7]. We are interested in the
error estimate for the approximation of the solution of the Burgers equation using
linear finite elements, to this purpose we convent that C' denotes a generic constant
which is positive and independent of h.

Lemma 5. Let f € L?(0,1) be such that ||f|| < v? and y € H}(0,1) such that
R(y, f) = 0. If yn denotes the corresponding solution of the discrete equation
with right-hand side f; then, the estimate

ly — Z/hHHg(o,l) <Cly— th”Hé(O,l)? (29)

1s satisfied.

Proof. Since y € HZ(0,1) and y;, € Vj, satisfy equations and respectively,
after subtracting both equations we get

a(y = Ynsn) + 0y, ¥ on) — b(Yn, Yn, on) = 0, Yo € Vi (30)

In particular, if z, is an arbitrary element in V},, we choose ¢ = y;, — 23 in (30)),
resulting in

a(Yn = 2n,Yn — 2n) = a(y — zn, Yo — 2n) + (Y, Y, Yn — 21n) — O(Yn, Yn, Yo — zn)  (31)
Let us estimate the right-hand side of . In view of and we find that

b(Y, Y, Y — 2n) — 0(Yn, Yn, Yn — 2n)

=b(y,y — zh,yn — 2n) + b(Y: 2n, yn — 2n) — O(Yn, Yn, Yo — 21)
= b(yay — Zhy,Yh — Zh) + b(y — ZhsYhs Yn — Zh) - b(yh — Zhs Yh, Yn — Zh)

using [13, Lemma 3.4, p.9] and inequality we find out that

b(y.y, yn — 2n) — b(Yns Yn> Yn — 2n)

IA

IN

2
(Hy”Hg(o,n + HthH(}(O,l))”y - Zh”Hg(o,l)Hyh - zhHHOI(O,l) + HthHg(o,l)HZ/h - ZhHHg(o,l)

2 1 9
;Hf””y - ZhHHg(o,l)Hyh - Zh”Hg(o,l) + ;Hf””yh - ZhHHg(o,l)

1 2
<2y - ZhHHg(o,l)Hyh - Zh||H3(o,1) + ;Hf””yh - zhHHg(o,l)- (32)
Using in identity , the continuity of ¢ and b implies that

1
2 2
V|yn — ZhHH(}(OJ) < 3vlly - ZhHHg(o,l)Hyh - ZhHH(}(O,l) + ;Hf””yh - 2hHH5(0,1)7

from which, we conclude that

/1l

2
(1= 120 = snbgony < 300 = allgonlln — g 39

Observe that the coefficient on the left-hand side is a positive number. Taking
zp =y in and using the fact that I is a continuous operator, it follows that

lyn =Myl g2 0,0) < CllY — Tyl g 0,1)- (34)

Finally, the last inequality implies the desired estimate as follows

ly — thHé(o,l) <ly- thHHg(o,l) + llyn — HhZ/HHg(o,l) <Clly- Hh?/HHg(o,l)- (35)
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Combining Lemmas [4] and [5] we arrive to the following result.

Theorem 5. Let f € L*(0,1) be such that ||f|| < v? and lety € H}(0,1) and yy, € V,
be the solutions of the equations and respectively. Then the estimate

ly — yh”H&(O,l) < Cth||H2(O,1) (36)
18 fulfilled.

In the process of deriving error estimates for the finite element approximation of
the optimal control problem (P), we will need the following estimate in the L?-norm.

Theorem 6. Let f € L?(0,1) be such that v* > || f| and let y € HL(0,1) and
yn € Vi the solutions of the state equations and respectively. Then, the
estimate

|y — yh”LQ(O,l) < Ch2Hy||H2(0,1) (37)
1s fulfilled.

Proof. In order to derive the L?-estimate for the approximation error of the
Burgers equation, we introduce the following auxiliary linear problem:

{Givenr € L*(0,1), find z € H}(0,1) such that:
a(z, ) +b(y, ¢, 2) + b(p,y. 2) = (r,9), Ve € Hy(0,1),

and its finite element approximation:

Givenr € L*(0,1), find 2, € Vj, such that:
a(zn, on) + by, o, 2n) + b(en, ¥, 2n) = (r,0n),  Yon € Vp.

Based on the properties of b, it is clear that equations and fulfill the
hypothesis of the Lax-Milgram theorem in their respective formulation spaces. In-
deed, from its definition the symmetric bilinear form a(z, ¢) := a(z, p) + by, v, 2) +
b(p,y, z) is continuous in H{(0,1) from its definition. V-ellipticity follows from
and the estimate ||?JHH(}(0,1) < 1) f|| as follows:

i, 0) = ale, ) +b(,5,9) = (v = [yl a0, 21172 0.1y

1Ny 2

— 2 el 0,1 > 0- (40)
Therefore, there exist unique solutions z € H}(0,1)NH?(0,1) of (38) and 2;, € V}, of
(39), respectively. Moreover, by linearity we can easily check that z and zj, satisfy

>v(l—

Iz — Zh”Hé(O,l) < ChHZHH2(0,1)- (41)
Now, let us observe that implies that y and gy fulfill the relation
a(y = Yns 2n) = =b(Y, ¥ — Yn, 2n) — b(Y — Yn, Yn, 21)- (42)
On the other hand, taking ¢ =y — yp, in we have

(ryy —wyn) = alz,y —yn) + 0y — yn,y, 2) + b(y, ¥ — yn, 2)
= G(Z — Zh,Y — yh) + a(zha Yy — Z/h) + b(y —Yn, Y, Z) + b(y7 Y — Yn, Z)7
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where we replace the identity to attain

(ry —yn) =a(z — zn, ¥y — yn) + by — Y. ys 2) + 0(y, ¥ — yn, 2)
= b(Y, Y — Yns 2n) — b(Y = Yn, Yn, 2n)
=a(z = 2,y — Yn) + 0y = Yns Yy — Yn, 2) + (Y — Yn, Yn, 2 — zn)
+0(Y,y — Yn, 2 — 2n),

then, by continuity of a and b we estimate
2
(r,y —yn) <C|lz — ZhHH&(DJ)Hy - thH&(OJ) + ||ZHH5(0,1) ly — Z/h”Hé(o,U
T Uyl 0.y + Nl 3 0019 = 3 oy 12 = 28l 0.0
finally, by using and we arrive to
ly =yl = sup (r,y = yn) < CH?[[yll 20,1,
<1

I

which finishes the proof. [ |

5. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION OF THE CONTROL PROBLEM

For convenience, we use the following notation:

e For every control u € U,g satisfying ||Bu| < v?, y(u) denotes the unique

solution of (87h) in H}(0,1).

e For every control u € U,y satisfying ||Bu|| < v2, yn(u) denotes the unique
solution of in V3.
p(u) and pp(u) will be used analogously to denote the corresponding adjoint states.

Let us define the set of discrete admissible controls by Uaqp = Usq N V3. In
addition, the state equation is approximated by the following problem: for a given
u € Uyg, find yp, € V}, satisfying

a(Yn, en) + b(Yn, yn, ©) = (Bu,@r), Von € V. (43)

We are interested in unique local solutions close to the optimal state y. With
respect to this, we have the following preliminar result.

Lemma 6. Let (y,u) € H}(0,1) x Uyg the optimal pair for (P) with v? > ||Bal|.
Then, there exist positive numbers p1 and ps independent of the mesh parameter h,
such that for all w € B(u, p1) there exists a unique yp(u) € Vi N B(y, p2) satisfying
equation . Moreover, the corresponding discrete state yp(u) satisfies

1
lyn (@)l 30,1y < - I1Bull.

Proof. If we define 6 := v? — | Bal| and p; := g, then for any u € B(, p1) N U
we have that ||Bu|| < ||Bu— Bil| +v? —§ < ||lu—1| +v* — § < v2. According
to Theorem {| there exists y;, = yp(u) satisfying equation , with the bound
HthHg(o,l) < 1||Bul|. p can be chosen using the estimate

17 = yn (Wl gy < N7 =yl g1y + ly(w) = yn(w)ll g0,

1
SIB(a = w)l[ + Chlly(w)l 20,1y

IN
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Lemma 7. Let (g,u) € H}(0,1) x Uyq an optimal pair for (P) with v* > ||Baul|.
Consider controls u and v in the open ball B(u, p1) from Lemma@ , then it follows
that

1y(u) = yn ()l 10,0y < CRlY )| r2(0,1) + 1w = vl]) (44)

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma |5, Since yp(u) and yp(v)
are the solutions of with right-hand side u and v accordingly, we subtract the
corresponding equations to satisfy

a(yn(v) — yn(w), ¢n) + b(Yn(v), yn(v), pn) — b(yn(w), yn(w), pn) = (B(v — u), <Ph()4a5)

for all ¢y, € Vj. In particular, choosing ¢, = yp(v) — yp(u) in and using
we estimate

V]l (v) = yn (@)l 0,1) =0(un (), yn (), yn(0) = ya(w)) = blyn(v), yn (), ya(v) = yn(w))
+ (B(v — u), yn(v) — yn(u)),
=b(yn(u) = yn(v),yn (), yn(v) — yn(u)) + (B(v — u), yn(v) — yn(u))
<llyn (@)l g2 0.1y 19(v) = (@) 3730,y + o = wllly(®) = y(u)ll g3 0,1)-

Taking the first term on the right to the left side, and taking into account Lemma
[6] we get

1
(v = ~1Bull)lyn(u) = v (o) 0,1) <l = vllllyn (0) = v ()| 1y 0,0

thus, we get the estimate

14
[yn(w) = yn (V)| 3 0,0) < WHU—UH- (46)

By noticing that [ly(u) — yn(0)l| 30,1y < 1Y) = yn(Wll g1 0,1y +Hlwn(w) = yn ()l g1 0,1y
it is easy to derive using the estimate and the error bound established in
Theorem [l [ ]

We are in place to formulate the discrete optimal control problem associated to
(P). Let us define the discrete admissible set Uyqp := Ugqg N V3. In addition, we
shall not consider any source of error on y4;. The discrete optimal control problem
is given by:
. 1 2, Ay o2
®u) ) i, Ty, u) = Slly = yall” + S llul
subject to (43]).

Remark 3. The set Foaqp := {(y,u) € Vi X Ugap : (y,u) satis fiying (43)} is not
empty. Therefore, existence of a solution of (Py) is a direct consequence of the
compactness of Faqpn and continuity of J in Faqp.

The optimality system for a local solution uy, of (Py) can be derived analogously
to the continuous optimality system; therefore, we state this without proof in the
following theorem.

Theorem 7. Let (g, un) € Faan be a local solution of (Py) such that || Bil| < v?,
then there exists a discrete adjoint state py, € Vi such that the following optimality
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system is fulfilled:

a(ﬂh? Sph) + b(ghv Yh, Soh) = (Bﬂhn @h)? VSOh € Vh7 (47&)
a(Dns o) — (Gnbhsen) = Wd — T, h), Yon € Vi, (47b)
(Bpp, + Mip,u — up,) > 0, Vu € Ugg - (47¢)

Later on, in the derivation of the order of convergence for the optimal control, we
shall need this optimality system as well as the following estimate for the adjoint
equation.

Theorem 8. Let (y(u),u) a feasible pair for problem (P), with ||Bul|| < v* and let
the adjoint state p(u) solution of the following equation:

a(p(u), ©)+b(y(u), ¢, p(u))+b(e, y(u),p(u)) = (y(u)—ya, @), Ve € Hy(0,1). (48)

If pp(u) € Vi, is the solution of the discretized version of equation ; that is:

a(ph, on) + b(yn(w), on,p) + b(on, yn(u), p) = (Yn(u) — ya, on);  Yon € Vi, (49)

then there exists a constant C, independent of h such that
Ip(u) = pn ()l 301y < Ch, (50)
moreover, the estimate in the L*>-norm holds:

lp(w) = pr(u)ll < CR?. (51)

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem [6} To simplify notation we
define p = p(u) and pj, = ph(u). Let us take ¢, € V}, as test function in the weak
formulation of and respectively, and then substract the resulting equations
obtaining

a(pn — 0, on) = b(y(u), on, p) — b(yn(u), Yn, pr)
+ b(n, y(u),p) — b(@n, yn(u), pn)
+ (yn(u) — y(u), ¢n), (52)

by applying property and choosing ¢y = pp, — [p, from we have that

a(pn—1pp, pr, — Hpp)

=a(p — Upp, pr — Upp) + b(y(u) — yn(w), pr — ip, p)
+ b(yn(u), pr — pp,p — pa b(ph — Hpp, y(u) — yn(u),p)
+ b(pn — p, yn(w), p — pr) + (y(v) — yn(w), pr — ip)

=a(p — pp, pp, — pp) + b(y(u) — yn(uw), p — ip, p)
+ b(yn(u), pr — pp, p — Mpp) + b(pr — ap, y(u) — yn(u),p)
+ b(ph, — Hpp, yn(w), p — Upp) + b(pr — Lpp, yn(u), Hpp — pp)
+ (y(u) — yn(w), pp — pp). (53)

)+
)+

+
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Taking into account the definition of the trilinear form b, the property and
Lemma [6] we estimate
v|[pn — thHH&(O,I)
< (2Hyh(U)HHg(o,1) +v)lp— HhPHHg(o,l) + Hyh(U)HHg(o,l)th - HhPHHg(o,l)
+ @llpll g 0,1y + Dllw(w) = yn (W)l g 0,1)

2
< (;HBU” + )p = npll g3 0,1y + CllPl 2 0,1) + Dlly(w) = yn(w)l g1 o)

1
+ ;HBUHHC‘;(O,I)th - thHHol(o,U (54)

Taking the last term in (54) to the left-hand side, since ||Bu| < v? and using
estimates and Lemma |4 we have that there exist a constant C' > 0 independent
of h such that

lpn — thHH&(O,I) <C(llp - HhPHHg(o,l) + lly(w) — yh(U)HHg(o,l))
<Ch(llpll g2(0,1) + 9@l g2(0,1))-
From the last inequality we obtain the desired H}-estimate since
lp = pallg1 0,1y <lp = npll g1y + 1Twp = Prll 0,0y < Ch-

for some constant C' > 0 independent of h. Now, we prove . By similar argu-
ments used to derive we consider the auxiliary linear elliptic problem , with
y =y(u):
{ Givenr € L?(0,1), find z € H}(0, 1) such that:

a(z, @) +b(y(u), z,0) + b(z,y(u), 0) = (r,¢), Ve € Hy(0,1),
Once again, the bilinear form a(z,¢) = a(z,¢) + b(y(u), z,¢) + b(z,y(u), ) is
elliptic. Therefore, has a unique solution z € H{(0,1) with HZHH(}(O,l) < I
We denote by z, € Vj, the corresponding finite element approximation , which
fulfills the error estimate ||z — zp|| Hi(0,1) < Ch, for some constant C' > 0 independent
of h. After subtracting the auxiliary problem and its discretization choosing
¢ = pn — p we get
(r,pn — p) =a(z,p — pn) + b(y(w), 2, pn — p) + b(z,y(u), pr — p)

=a(z — zp,p — pn) + alzn, p — pr) + b(y(w), 2,pn — p) + b(z, y(u), pn —(p))-
56

(55)

Choosing ¢y, = zp in identity and inserting in leads to
(r,pn —p) =a(z = 2n,p — pr) + (yn(u) — y(u), zn)
+b(y(w), 2h,p) — b(yn(u), 2n, Pr) + b(2h; y(u), p) — bz, yn(u), pp)
+b(y(u), 2, pr — p) + b(z, y(u), pr — p)
=a(z — zn,p — pn) + (Yn(u) — y(u), zn)
+0(y(u), 2 — 2n, pn — p) + b(2 — 21, y(u), pr — p)
— b(yn(u) —y(u), 2, pr) — b(zn, yn(u) — y(u), pr),
=a(z — z2n,p — pn) + (Yn(u) — y(u), zn)
+ 0(y(u), 2 — 2n, pr — p) + b(2 — 21, y(u), pr — p)
+ (2nPhs yn(u) — y(u)),
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since a is continuous in (H}(0,1))? and b satisfies (5a]), from estimates (36) and

similarly to Theorem |§| we get the estimate . [ |
We are interested in the convergence properties of local solutions of (Py). Fol-

lowing ideas given in [4], the following convergence properties are established.

Assumption 1. In order to establish an order of convergence, we will assume the
following

6, = sup{v? — | Buy||} > 0. (57)
h>0

This uniform bound for %, is needed to have the following result.

Corollary 1. We notice that in our notation p, = py(un) and p = p(u); conse-
quently, under the assumption that 8, := sup{v> — |Buy||} > 0 then Theorem
h>0

implies that

I5n — DIl < llpa(@n) — p(an)ll + llp(an) — p(a)|
< c(h® + ||a — unl), (58)

for some constant ¢ independent of the size of the mesh h.

Theorem 9. Let (yp,up) an optimal pair for (Py). Then, there is a subsequence
(@n ) >0 which converges weakly in L?(0,1) to a limit @. Moreover, the weak limit
is a solution of (P) which satisfies

lim J(yn,ap) = J(y,u) = inf(P) and lim |a, —al = 0. (59)
h—0 h—0

Proof. Let (@p)n>0 be the sequence such that @y, is the optimal control for (Py).
Since this sequence is formed by admissible controls for the problem (Py) then it
is also bounded. Thus, we can extract a weak convergent subsequence in L?(0,1),
denoted again by (@p,)n~0. Let us denote its weak limit by @ and denote by § := y(u)
the associated state. It is clear, in view of Lemma |1} that 7, — ¥ in HZ(0,1).
Noticing that the pair (y,(IIp@),II5a) is feasible for (Py) and by convexity of the
objective functional we can conclude that

J (g, @) <liminf J(gp, @p)
h—0
<liminf J(y,(ITpa), ya)
h—0

<limsup J(yh(ﬂha)v Hhﬂ) = J(ga ’EL) = Hlf(P)a
h—0

which together with the fact that (y,u) € Fuq imply that @ is an optimal control
for (P). Then, the first identity of follows by applying Mazur’s Theorem and
convexity of the objective functional. The second identity of is obtained by the
following argument

e — P = S anll® — 1l 4+ A, — )
1
= J(@n, @) = J(@,0) + 5|17~ ol* + M@ an — @), (60)

where the last term tends to 0 as b — 0 by the weak convergence of %, to @ and the

first part of . [ |
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5.1. Derivation of the order of convergence. In this section we derive the main
result of this paper by adapting the theory developed in [3]. First we recall some
auxiliary results. We denote the solution of the adjoint equation by p(uyp) satisfying

G(p, (P) + b(gha (Pap) + b((/?, yhap) - (gh — Yd, ()0)7 (61)
for all p € H}(0,1), where g, is the solution of (47a).

Lemma 8. Let us assume that there is a constant ¢ > 0 independent of h such that
\|ap, — u|| > ch, then there is an hg > 0 and p > 0 such that the estimate

pllan —all® <L (y(an), i, p(an)) — L(7,8,9))(y(n) — 7,0 — 1), (62)
is satisfied for all h < hyg.

Proof. From the first derivative of the Lagrangian given by ({10al), it follows that

(L' (y(an),an, p(an)) — L'(g, @, p))(y(an) — g, ap — @
=L (y(an), an, p(an)) — L' (y(ar), an, p)
+ £ (y(an), an, p) — L'(g, 4, p))(y(an) — g, ap — @
=[L"(y(an), an, p(an)) — L' (y(an), an, p)|(y(an) — g, an — @)
+ lly(an) = gl* + Man — all® = 2b(y(an) — g, y(un) = 9.9).  (63)

Since y(ap) and § = y(u) satisfy for f = uy and f = u respectively, the first
term on the right-hand side in satisfies:

1L (y(an), @, p(an)) — L' (y(an), @n, p)|(y(an) — 7, ap — @)
= — (R'(y(un), un) (y(an) — §, an — ﬂ)vp(ﬂ ) = D)
= —a(y(un) — g, p(an) — p) — b(y(un) — ¥, y(un), p(an) — p) — b(y(un), y(un) — ¥, p(un) — p)
+ (B(up — 1), p(tn) — p)
=b(y(un), y(an), p(an) — p) — (Biup, p(tun) — p) — b(§, 7, b — D) + (B, p(un) — p)
= b(y(un) — g, y(un), p(an) — p) — b(y(un), y(un) — g, p(an) — p) + (B(uy — u),p(tn) — p)
= —b(y(un) — y,y(un) — g, p(un) — p), (64)

by replacing in we observe
(L (y(an), an, p(an)) — L'(7, 4, ) (y(an) — 7, an — )
=lly(an) — ylI* + Alan — @l|* — 2b(y(@n) — 9, y(an) — ,p)
— b(y(un) — y,y(un) — g, p(un) — p). (65)

yn) —y =
@, — all [, — all
that these sequences are bounded, we can extract a subsequence of h denoted again
by h, such that h — 0 and v, — v in L?(0,1) and 2;, — 2 in H}(0, 1). We shall proof
that (z,v) belongs to the critical cone C7. By its definition, v, fulfills and
, and so does v. In order to check that v(z) = 0 whenever x € {2,, we argue
as in [3]. If A — 0, from Theorem |§|, we have that there also exists a subsequence
up(x) — u(x) a.e. x € (0,1) We notice that since @, — @ the associated adjoint

up — U
and vy, =

Now, let us define the sequences z;, = . By noticing
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state pp, — P, both in in L?(0, 1) which together with v, — v imply

(Bp + A\, v) = lim (Bpy, + Aip, vp)
h—0

1
= lim ——— (B, + Mg, @, — i
hg% Hah_aH( Ph + Aup, up, U)

1
7(Bﬁh + Auy, lpu — ﬂ)

1
= lim ———(Bpj, + A, @ — @) + —
[an —

h—0 ||up, — ul|
By considering (47c)) we infer

1
Bp + A, v) < lim ———(B(py, — §) + Aiip — @), Iy — @
(Bp + i, v) < lim H@h—ﬂ\l( (Pn — D) + Map — ), Ipu — u)

1
lim ———(Bp + A, I, — i
S T, g P A

. |Hpu — al| L o e IMa = al
< lim (|| B(py — Alan — Bp + Adlf| lim -1
< B T = (1B = p)| + Man — all) + [|Bp + Au]| lim T —

Do o
< ¢ lim M=l _ o
h—0 h

where the last estimation follows from Lemma [4 From the last inequality and
the fact that 7 < |p(x) + Aa(z)|, we infer that v(x) = 0 in ©, and thus we have
that v € CIZ. Furthermore, the pair (z,v) satisfies the linear equation given by
R'(g,a)(z,v) = 0. To see this, substract (R(y(ap),¢) and (R(§, @), p) to obtain

a(zn, ) + b(zn, y(an), ) + b(F, 2, 0) — (Bun, ) =0 Vo € Hy(0,1),  (66)

hence, using the convergence properties of zj, and v;, and Lemmal[I] after passing to
the limit £ — oo, we get R'(y,)(z,v) = 0.
From we have

(£ (y(@n), wn, p(an)) — L' (g, @, p)|(y(@n) — g, un — u)
= (Wenll® + Allvnl* = 26(zn, 2. ) = b(zns znspan) =) lan — s (67)

Moreover, since the pair (z,v) € CI with R'(g,a)(z,v) = 0 and p(an) — D
uniformly, by applying second order sufficient conditions we infer that

1i£njglf (HZhH2 + Mlon|? = 2b(zn, 20, B) — b(21, 21, p(n) —15))
> [|2]1* + Aljv||* = 2b(2, 2,5) > d]jv]*. (68)

Finally, from (67), and choosing p = %HU”Q, there exists an hg such that for all
h < hg we get

pllan, — all* <[/ (y(an), an, p(an) — L' (5, @, p) (y(an) — g, @ — ).

Lemma 9. It holds that
.1 _ _ o
]11136 ﬁ\ ((Bp+ Au),Hpu — u)| = 0. (69)

Proof. The proof of this Lemma can be found in [3, Lemma 4.4]. ]
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Theorem 10. Let u be a local solution of (P) satisfying second-order sufficient
condition . If uy, is a local solution of (Py) satisfying Assumption (1| and such
that limy,_o ||up, — @|| = 0 then the following convergence property holds

N S
lim [l — all = 0. (70)

Proof. As in [3], the proof is argued by contradiction. Let us assume that
is false, therefore there exist a constant ¢ > 0 and a subsequence (p)p~0 such that
the relation

lan, —al| = ch, (71)
holds for all h > 0 sufficiently small. From Lemma [§| there exists hg > 0 such that
for all h < hg the estimate holds.

We proceed to estimate the right hand side of . Since u and up are local
solutions for (P) and (Py) respectively, then they satisfy the first order necessary
conditions given by Theorems [2[ and [/} We observe that uy, is feasible for (P) and
I1u is feasible for (P). Therefore, taking u = wy, in and u = @ in (47d|) it comes

(Bp 4+ \u,up —u) > 0,and (72)
(Bpn + Aup, pu — up) > 0, (73)

Then, inequalities and imply that
L' (G, tn, pr) (Gn — Upg, up — Mpa) — L' (g, 4, D) (Gn — g, tn — 0)
=(pn, B(up, — Hpa)) + Aayp, up, — u) — (p, B(up — ) — N(u, ap, — a)
:(Bﬁh + A\up, up — Hhﬂ) - (Bﬁ + Au, Uy, — u) <0. (74)

With the help of we estimate

1L (y(un), un, p(an)) — L'(g,a,p)|(y(an) — g, an — @)
=L (y(an), wn, p(an)) (y(an) — g, an — @) = L' (G, Gn, pr) (Gn — OpG, @y — ya)
+ L' (Gn, @, pr) (Gn — Tng, ap — Tpa) — LG, @, p)(y(an) — g, ap, — @)
<(y(un) = ya,y(@n) — g) + Nan, up — a) — (R'(g(an), un)(y(an) — g, an — ), p(an))
— (Tn = Ya> I — Tny) — Man, ap — Tpa) + (R (Gn, Un) (G — Tag, dn — Mpa), pr)
since pp, and p(uyp) satisfy adjoint equations (47b|) and we have
=(Bp(tn), up — w) + Mp, up — ) — (Bpp, up — Mpr) — M(tp, up — Mpa)
=(Aup + Bpp, pu — ) + (B(p(un) — pr), up — )

(A(an — u) + B(pp — ), Ipt — u) + (Au + Bp, 1yu — u) + (B(p(un) — Pr), tn (—7%)

Now, from our assumption ((71)) we apply Lemma [§| to we get

B(p(up) — pn), un — ) (76)
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According to the estimate (58]), from (76 we have

pllan —all* < (M|ay, — al| + 1pn — plDIThaE — al| + (M + Bp, Tyt — a)
+ |lpn(an) — pr |||y — |
< ci(|a — ap|| + )|\ Hpa — al| + (Aa + Bp, Iyt — @) + coh?||ay, — all

(77)
next, dividing the last relation by h|u; — ul|, then implies
My —al| (M + Bp, i — 1
ullan —af <Dt =l Quy BpIha—w) |, (78)

h h?

for some constant ¢ > 0 independent of h. Finally, in view of Lemma [J] and the
relation we divide by h and pass to the limit

pa—al  (Aa+ Bp,Hpu—a)\
; + 3 =0.

1 |
lim —|a, —al| < i
o i o < i (o

This contradicts our assumption , and therefore the statement of Theorem [10]is
true. -

5.2. An improved error estimate. We make a further error analysis by taking
into account a stronger assumption on the estructure of the optimal control which
allow us to derive a better interpolation error in the L!'-norm which is crucial to
make an improvement in the overall error estimate. The following assumption was
proposed by Résch in [12], and guarantees that u is Lipschitz continuous and piece-
wise of class C? on the domain Q = (0, 1).

Assumption 2. There exists a finite number of points t, € [0,1], for k=0,...,N

such that to = 0 and ty = 1, such that the optimal control i € C*[ty_1,tx] for all
k=1,....N.

The following interpolation error is a consequence of the last assumption and its
proved in [I2, Lemma 3.

Lemma 10. Under Assumption ] there exists a positive constant ¢, such that the
following bound for the interpolation error

| — yal| < ch®?, (79)
holds.

Lemma 11. Under Assumption [d there exists a positive constant c, such that the
following estimate follows:

|(\a + Bp, ,a — a)| < ch. (80)

Proof. The proof is done along the lines of the proof of Lemma 4.4 in [3], in
combination with the arguments of Lemma 3 in [I2]. In our mesh Zj, we consider
the following sets

LF = {i:|\u(z) + Bp(z)| > 0, Vz € I; € T;;}, and
IV = {i : 3¢ € I,such that Aa(&;) + Bp(&;) = 0}.
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Notice that Az + Bp € C%!' by the regularity of @ and p. Moreover, from the
variational inequality we have the characterization

Mi(x) + Bp(z) > 0if a(z) = «a,
Mi(z) + Bp(z) < 0if a(z) = 3,
Mi(z) + Bp(z) = 0if a < a(z) < S.
Therefore, if i € I;” we have that Ai(z) + Bp(x) # 0 for all € I;, and thus

u(z) = o or u(z) = f accordingly, which in turn implies that II,u(z) = u(x) for all
x € I;. From this observation we have:

1
(N + Bp, Tyt — )| = /O (Aa(z) + Bp(e))(ya(z) — a(x)) de

“|= | i) + B Whn(a) — i)

=3 [ ate) + Bate) i) — ) da

ield
ield "
(51)

Since \i + Bp € C%!. By denoting its Lipschitz constant by L; from we have
that

O+ Bp. = 0] < - [ Lo - & Myia) (o)) da

; 0 T
i€l})

2753 /] M) — () da

ield "
1
< Lh / Mya(z) — a(x)] da. (82)
0
Now, consider the integrand on the right—hand side of . By Assumption |2 we
distinguish the intervals [t;_1, t;] between the class Z; containing the intervals where
u € C?[t;_1,t;] and the class Ty formed by the remaining intervals where @ is only

Lipschitz. From interpolation error for piecewise linear functions in one dimension,
we get:

1 N t;
/0 ,a(z) — a(z)| de = Z; /t“ ,a(z) — a(z)| de
=S [ i) — @) e+ S [ M) — a()] de
%: /til " %: /til "
< ZW}LQh—i—Zihhda:
[1 12

1/ i L
< max Wh3h+(N—1)2h2dx (83)
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where (; € (t;—1,t;). Note that by the Assumption [2| the class I contains at most
N — 1 intervals and that NN is independent of h. Therefore, from and we
deduce the estimate (80]). ]

Theorem 11. Let @ be a local solution of (P) satisfying second-order sufficient
condition . If up is a local solution of (Py) such that limy_ ||up — ul| = 0;
under Assumptions[1] and[3 then the following error estimate holds

lian — ] < ch®? (84)

Proof. Analogous to the proof of Lemma [8] we have a pair of sequences zj, =
M Eth _qf such that v, — v in L2(O, 1) and zp — z in H&(O, 1)
|an — all [an — al o . .
when h — 0. By construction of v, it is easy to see that v satisfies the sign

condition and . To verify that the condition is satisfied by v, we first
observe that [, (Bp(x) + Au(x))(an(r) — @(z)) de > 0, implying that [, (Bp(z) +
Au(x))vdx > 0.

On the other hand,

/Q (Bp(x)+Au(z))v(x) dx

. ) - _
= Tran —all 15 /QT(Bph(fﬂ) + Xy () (an (z) — () dz

o ) - )
= Tan —al] 15 [ /Q (Bpn () + Ny (x)) (1in () — Wyia(x)) d

and vy, =

+ [ (Bpule) + Mm@ (o) — a(a) da
Q

The first integral on the right-hand side of the last identity is less or equal than 0
by the first order necessary optimality conditions ; while the second integral
is equal to 0 by noticing that the optimal control is active on Q., i.e. u(x) = a or
u(z) = B and thus ya(z) — a(x) = 0. Since |Bp(x) + Au(z)| > 7 > 0 on 2., we
apply second the order sufficient condition of Theorem [3] and by the repeating the
arguments in the proof of Lemma [§, we can deduce the existence of an hg > 0 and
w > 0, such that

pllan, — all* <[/ (y(an), an, p(an)) — L' (7, 4, p))(y (@) — g, an — @),

< ei(||@ — apn| + p?)| Myt — al| + (\a + Bp, Iyt — @) + coh?||ty, — ).
(85)

Now, by applying the Young’s inequality and taking into account Lemma and
Lemma [TT] we finally deduce that

%Hah — @l < eph? + 3| — al|* + (M + Bp, i — @)

< coh® + csh® + ch®, (86)
which implies the error estimate [ |

6. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

For the sake of illustration of our theory, we develop a numerical test where the
exact solution of the optimal control problem is known. The optimization problem
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is solved by a BFGS method, which stops when the norm of the residual ugi1 — ug
is less than the tolerance of le — 7. Our example reads as follows

. 1 2 | A 2
min J(y,u) = =||ly — + —llu—u
e s (y:w) = Sly = val” + 5| dl|

(E) < subject to:
—vy"+yy =u+f in(0,1),

y(0) = y(1) = 0,
where:
v =0.78,
Uq = —1, Up = 1
ya(z) = —z(z — 1),
1 0<z<1/3,
ug(x) =9 —6x+3 1/3<x<2/3,
-1 2/3 <z <1,

flz)=—ug+z(x—1)(2x — 1)+ 2v.

With these choices, problem (F) has the optimal control © = ug with associated
optimal state ¥ = y4, and adjoint state p = 0 together satisfying the optimality
conditions stablished in Theorem [2, Note that since p vanishes, the optimal quan-
tities also satisfy the second order optimality condition . Figure (1| shows the
computed optimal control @ and its associated optimal state y at h = 0.0244.

In the next table we estimate numerically the order of convergence in the L?-
norm (EOC). From the numerical results, it can be observed a quadratic order of
convergence for the optimal control values of A close to 1, but this order is lower if
the value of A decreases. It should be notice that our control satisfies Assumption

2l

h Error in L? EOC
0.0476 0.0111045 -
0.0244 0.0031017 1.91
0.0123  0.0008099 1.94
0.0062 0.0002152 1.95
0.0031  0.0000656  1.94
0.0016  0.0000300  1.87
0.0008 0.0000190 1.71
TABLE 1. Numeric computation of the errors and the order of convergence

The numerical approximations can be observed in the following figure. Note that
||| = v/7/3; hence, the condition ||@|| < 2 is satisfied.

REFERENCES

[1] John A Burns and Sungkwon Kang. A control problem for burgers’ equation with bounded
input/output. Nonlinear Dynamics, 2(4):235-262, 1991.

[2] John A Burns and Sungkwon Kang. A stabilization problem for burgers? equation with un-
bounded control and observation. In Estimation and Control of Distributed Parameter Systems,
pages 51-72. Springer, 1991.



22 PEDRO MERINO

(A) Optimal control (B) Optimal state

FIGURE 1. Approximation of the optimal pair (g, u), for A = 0.1

[3] E. Casas. Using piecewise linear functions in the numerical approximation of semilinear elliptic
control problems. Advances in Computational Mathematics, 26:137-156, 2007.

[4] E. Casas and M. Mateos. Uniform convergence of the FEM. Applications to state constrained
control problems. J. of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 21:67-100, 2002.

[5] Eduardo Casas, Mariano Mateos, and Jean-Pierre Raymond. Error estimates for the numerical
approximation of a distributed control problem for the steady-state Navier-Stokes equations.
SIAM J. Control Optim., 46(3):952-982 (electronic), 2007.

[6] P.G. Ciarlet and L. L. Lions. Handbook of Numerical Analysis, Vol. II, Part I — Finite Element
Methods. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1991.

[7] Juan Carlos de los Reyes and Karl Kunisch. A comparison of algorithms for control constrained
optimal control of the burgers equation. Calcolo, 41(4):203-225, 2004.

[8] Juan Carlos de los Reyes, Christian Meyer, and Boris Vexler. Finite element error analysis for
state-constrained optimal control of the Stokes equations. Control Cybernet., 37(2):251-284,
2008.

[9] de los Reyes, J.C., Troltzsch, F., and Casas, E. Sufficient second-order optimality conditions
for semilinear control problems with pointwise state constraints. submitted, 2007.

[10] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger. Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order.
Springer, Berlin, 1998.

[11] C. Meyer and A. Rosch. Superconvergence properties of optimal control problems. SIAM J.
Control and Optimization, 43:970-985, 2004.

[12] A.Résch. Error estimates for linear-quadratic control problems with control constraints. Optim.
Methods Softw., 21(1):121-134, 2006.

[13] Stefan Volkwein. Mesh independence of an augmented lagrangean-SQP method in Hilbert spaces
and control problems for the Burgers equation. PhD thesis, Technische Universitit Berlin, 1997.

[14] J. Zowe and S. Kurcyusz. Regularity and stability for the mathematical programming problem
in Banach spaces. Appl. Math. Optimization, 5:49-62, 1979.

E-mail address: pedro.merino@epn.edu.ec

RESEARCH CENTER ON MATHEMATICAL MODELING MODEMAT, EPN-QUITO, ESCUELA POLITECNICA
NACIONAL LADRON DE GUEVARA E11-253 QuiTO, ECUADOR



	1. Introduction
	2. The control problem
	2.1. The state equation equation
	2.2. Existence of solution for the optimal control problem

	3. Optimality conditions
	3.1. First-order necessary conditions
	3.2. Second-order sufficient optimality conditions

	4. Finite element approximation of the Burgers equation
	5. Numerical approximation of the control problem
	5.1. Derivation of the order of convergence
	5.2. An improved error estimate

	6. Numerical experiments
	References

