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LOCAL NULL CONTROLLABILITY FOR DEGENERATE PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS WITH NONLOCAL TERM

R. DEMARQUE*, J. LIMACO, AND L. VIANA

ABSTRACT. We establish a local null controllability result for following the nonlinear parabolic equation:

ug — (b (x,/olu ) ugc)I + f(t,z,u) = hxw, (t,z) € (0,T) x (0,1)

where b(z,r) = £(r)a(z) is a function with separated variables that defines an operator which degenerates
at x = 0 and has a nonlocal term. Our approach relies on an application of Liusternik’s inverse mapping
theorem that demands the proof of a suitable Carleman estimate.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the null controllability for the degenerate parabolic problem

up — (b <x7f01 u ) um) + f(t,z,u) = hxw,

u(t,1) = u(t,0) = 0, (1.1)

(0, x) = up(x),
where T > 0 is given, (t,z) € (0,T) x (0,1), ug € L*(0,1) and h € L?((0,T) x (0,1)) is a control that
acts on the system through w = (a, ) CC (0,1). We also specify some properties of b and f:
A, Letl:R — R be a C! function with bounded derivative and suppose that £(0) = 1. We also consider
a € C([0,1]) N C*((0,1]) satisfying a(0) =0, a >0 on (0,1], a’ > 0 and

zd () < Ka(z), Vz €0,1] and some K € [0,1). (1.2)
The function b: [0,1] x R — R is defined by
b(z,r) = L(r)a(z).

Remark 1.1. Let o € (0,1), then a typical example of function satisfying (A.1) is a(x) = z®. If we define
B = arctan(a), then an other example is a(x) = x® cos(fBz).

A.2. Let f:[0,T] x [0,1] x R — R be a C' function with bounded derivatives such that f(t,x,0) = 0.
We suppose that
c=c(t,z) := Dsf(t,z,0) € L=((0,T) x (0,1))

The main goal of this work is to prove that there exists h € L2((0,T) x (0, 1)) such that the associated

state u = u(t,z) of (1.1) satisfies
u(T,z) =0 for any x € [0,1],

at least if [|ugl| 1 is sufficiently small, where H, Lis a suitable weighted Hilbert space which will be defined
later.
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The system considered here yields the operator

(] ),

which degenerates at * = 0 and also have a nonlocal term. Semilinear nondegenerate equations have
been studied extensively in the last forty years, see [6, 9, 11, 13, 15] for example.

However, there is also a large interest in degenerate operators where degeneracy occurs at the boundary
of the space domain. For instance, in order to investigate the Prandtl system for stationary flows, Oleinik
et al. [17] used a transformation introduced by Crocco and reduces the boundary layer system to a single
quasilinear equations which is of the degenerate parabolic type. As pointed out by Alabau et al. in
[1], degenerate operators can also come from probabilistic models, see [7, 8]. They have obtained null
controllability for the problem (1.1) when b does not depend on fol u. Other physical problems involving
degenerate operators can be found in climate science, see for example[12].

On the other hand, when b does not depend on x, we will have only nonlocal term without degeneration.
In this case, the second author et al. have proved in [9] null controllability for the following n-dimensional
problem

ug + B(u(-,t),t)Au = vl, in Q x (0,7),

u(z,t) = on 9Q x (0,T),

u(z,0) = up(x) in Q.
This kind of nonlocal terms have important physical motivations. In that work, the authors listed several
examples of real world physical models, namely:

e In the case of migration of populations, for instance the bacteria in a container, we may have

Blu(-1),t) = b (/ﬂ u) ,

where b is a positive continuous function.
e In the context of reaction-diffusion systems, it is also frequent to find terms of this kind; the
particular case
B(u('7 t)7 t) =b (<L’ u('v t)))v
where b is a real positive continuous function and L is a continuous linear form on L?(£2), has
been investigated for instance by Chang and Chipot [2].
e In the context of hyperbolic equation, terms of the kind

B0 =0 ( [ 1vaP).

appear in the Kirchhoff equations, which arises in nonlinear vibration theory; see for instance
[16].

The present work extends the results in [1] for the case in which the operator degenerates at = 0 and
also have a nonlocal term. Our approach is based on the works [9, 3]. Local null controllability for (1.1)
will be obtained by applying the Liusternik’s Inverse Mapping Theorem, which can be found in [13, 14].
More precisely, we will define two Hilbert spaces E and F, and a C' mapping H : E — F which are
related to the null controllability of (1.1). The appropriate choice of E, F and H is very meticulous and
relies on additional estimates for the solutions of the linearized problem

ur — (a(z) ug), +c(t,x)u=hxo +9g, (t,z) € (0,T)x(0,1),
u(t,1) =0, u(t,0)=0 t e (0,7), (1.3)
u(0, ) = up(x).
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The crucial ingredient to assure that H satisfies the hypothesis of Liusternik’s Theorem is a Carleman
type estimate for the solutions of the adjoint system of (1.3), given by

{ v + (a(2)vg), —c(t,x)v = F(t,z), (t,z) € (0,T)x(0,1),
v(t,1) =0, v(t,0) =0 te(0,T).

We observe that the Carleman estimate proved in [1] as well as that one proved in [1] are not appropriate
here. In fact, the estimate obtained in [1] does not have the observation term in the interior of the domain.
In [1] the authors dealt with this problem, but they only considered the degeneracy term of the type
xz®. Our Carleman estimate (Proposition 3.2) is a consequence of two others inequalities. Namely, an
extension of that one proved in [1] (Proposition 3.1), with the degeneracy term a = a(x) described in
assumption A.1, and the Hardy-Poincaré inequality, obtained in [1].

Our main result is the following:

(1.4)

Theorem 1.2. Under the asssumptions on b and f, the nonlinear system (1.1) is locally null-controllable
at any time T > 0, i.e., there exists ¢ > 0 such that, whenever ug € Hy and ||ug| g < €, there exist a
control h € L*((0,T) x w) associated to a state u = u(t, x) satisfying

w(T,z) =0, for every x € [0,1] (1.5)

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state some preliminary results. In Section 3, we
present a Carleman inequality to the solutions of (1.4) and prove the null controllability for the linear
system (1.3). Finally, Section 4 is devoted to the local null controllability of (1.1).

FURTHER COMMENTS

(1) Tt would be interesting to know when the same results holds for other boundary conditions. For
example, in [1], the authors consider two types of degeneracy when b(z,r) = a(z), namely weak
and strong degeneracy, each type being associated with its own boundary conditions at = = 0.
Under this context, we considered, in assumption (A.1), a weakly degeneracy. It imposed a
Dirichlet boundary condition u(t,0) = 1. However, if we consider a strong degeneracy, that is,
a € C1([0,1]) satisfying a(0) =0, a > 0 on (0, 1] and

(i) zd'(x) < Ka(z), Vz €[0,1] and some K € [1,2).

(if) 30 € (1,K], x — aiif) is nondecreasing near 0, if k > 1,
30 € (0,1), x — “;;” is nondecreasing near 0, if k=1,

the natural boundary condition to impose at x = 0 would be of Neumann type
(auyz)(t,0) =0, t € (0,T).
We believe that analogous results can be achieved for this type of degeneracy.

(2) Local null boundary controllability is a consequence of our result, when £(r) = const. and b(z,r) =
a(x). It means that, there exists ¢ > 0 such that if |lug|| g1 < &, we can take a control h € L>(0,T)
such that the associated solution u to

ut — (a(z)ug), + f(t,z,u) =0, in(0,7) % (0,1)
u(t,0) = 0,u(t, 1) = h(t), in (0,7) (1.6)
u(0,x) = uo(x), in (0,1),
satisfies u(T,2) = 0 in (0,1). The proof of this result is standard: we consider an extended
system in Is = (0,1 4 ¢) and take w CC (1,1 + J), so the control h will be the solution of the

extended system restricted to x = 1. When b(z,r) = a(z)¢(r) boundary controllability is an open
question.
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(3) A very interesting open question is concerned with global null controllability to (1.1), however
it does not seem easy. In order to get our main result, we have applied Theorem 77, which
requires the smallness assumptions on the data. Perhaps, to prove a global null controllability
result one should use a global inverse mapping theorem, such as Hadamard-Levy Theorem (see
[5]), which requires much more complicated estimates. Nevertheless, when b(z,r) = const. and

f(t,z,u) = f(u) satisfies
f(s)

im =
s+ |5 log™ (1 + |s|)
the global null controllability holds, see [10].

9

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS
In this section we state some technical results which are necessary to establish Theorem 1.2. At first,
we need to introduce some weighted spaces related to the function a, namely
H! := {u € L*(0,1); u is absolutely continuous in [0, 1], v/au, € L*(0,1) and u(1) = u(0) = 0},
with the norm defined by ||u||2H; = [lullF20,0y + Va2,
and
H?:={uc H}; au, € H'(0,1)},
with the norm defined by ||u||?1g = ||U||§{; + [l(atz) o720 1y-

Remark 2.1. From inequality (1.2), we can see that the function z — ﬁ;) is nondecreasing on (0, 1] for

all r > K . As a consequence, 2 /a(z) < 1/a(1), for all z € (0, 1].
In order to deal with the degeneracy of a we need the following inequality proved in [1].

Proposition 2.2 (Hardy-Poincaré inequality). Let a : [0,1] = R be a function such that u € C([0,1]),
a(0) =0 and a > 0 on (0,1]. If there exists 6 € (0,1) such that the function x + a(z)/xz° is nonincreasing
in (0,1], then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

1 1

a(r) ,

[ 2w zc [ @) (2.1)
o < 0

for any function w that is locally absolutely continuous on (0,1], continuous at 0 and satisfies

1
w(0) =0, and/o a(x)w' (z)]* < 4o0.

Let us consider the problem

up — (a(x) ug), +c(t,z)u = F(t,x)xw, (t,x)€ (0,T7)x(0,1),
u(t,0) = u(t, 1) =0, t e (0,7), (2.2)
u(0,z) = up(z), z € (0,1).
where a satisfies assumption A.1, ug € L2(0,1) and F € L%((0,T) x (0,1)).
In [1], the authors use semigroup theory to obtain the next well-posedness result for the problem (2.2).

Proposition 2.3. If the function a satisfies assumption A.1, then for all F € L*((0,T) x (0,1)) and
up € L?(0,1), there exists a unique weak solution u € C°([0,T]; L*(0,1))NL2(0,T; HL) of (2.2). Moreover,
if ugp € H}, then

uw € HY(0,T;L%(0,1)) N L*(0,T; H2) n C°([0, T); H}),
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and there exists C > 0 such that

T T
sup [Jully + [ Nl + [ Mawa e < C (luolly + 1 oo mccony)
te[0,7) 0 0

3. THE LINEARIZED PROBLEM ASSOCIATED TO (1.1)

As we have said before, the local null controllability for (1.1) will be obtained from the global null
controllability of its linearized problem. In order to obtain that, we consider the problem
v+ (a(x)vg), —c(t,x)v = F(t,x), (t,z)e (0,T)x(0,1), (3.1)
v(t,1) =v(t,0)=0 te(0,7T), '
which is the adjoint problem of (2.2) with the forcing term F.

Now we will introduce some functions and notation which will be used from now on. Let w' =
(a/,8') CC w and let 9 : [0,1] — R be a C? function such that

) e foz a(yy)dy, z €0,a)
d)( ) . { fﬂ/ o) dy, = [6/ ] (32)

For A > \g define

1

o(t) == my n(z) :

= AMWlet) | 5(g t) := 0(t)n(z) and

p(x,t) := 0(t) (MWl t) _ BAVle)  (3.3)

3.1. Carleman inequalities.

The aim of this section is to prove a Carleman type inequality for solutions of the Problem 3.1 with
weights which do not vanish at ¢ = 0. To do this, first we will present a result which we adapted from [4]
and that the proof will be given in the Appendix A.

Proposition 3.1. There exist C > 0 and A\, so > 0 such that every solution v of (3.1) satisfies, for all
§ >89 and A > Ao,

/ / 252 ((sA\)oav + (sA)?0?v?) < C (/ / e*?|F|* + (s)? / /LUEQWUSU2> (3.4)

Consider a function m € C*°([0,T]) satisfying

m(t) > t*(T —t)*, te[0,7/2];
m(t) = t4(T - t)4a te [T/QvT] 5

m(0) > 0,
and define
T(t) = #t) sla,t) = 7(t)n(z) and A(t,z) = 7(t) (VI TV) _ 3AVI),
where (t,x) € . As usual, we introduce the operators
/ / 25 [snz{Q (57') § ]
and

T/2 /1 2 T 1 2
_ 25 A 2 3T .2 o 25A 2 3T .2
[ [ g erp e ] mateg = [ [ e [srag 4 erp T
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Proposition 3.2 (Carleman Estimate). There exist C > 0 and so > 0 such that every solution v of (5.1)
satisfies, for all s > sq,

// 25 (A )sar? + (50)?6207) <C<// 2§A|F|2+83A3/ / %AH)

Proof. Firstly, we observe that e2*¢ < €254 and 2?03 < Ce?$4¢3 for all (¢,z) € [0,T] x [0, 1].
Secondly, since 7 = 6 and A = ¢ in [T'/2,T], Carleman inequality (3.4) implies

M<c<// SASER 4 () //25A32>

Following the arguments developed in [3], Proposition 2.3 page 488, we can prove that

3T /4 3T /4
S ’U < C </ / 254p S)\ 2 2‘1}‘2 / / 25A|F|2>

Finally, we can use Proposition 3.1 and obtain the result.
O

3.2. A null controllability result for the linear system.
The last goal of this section is to establish a result of global null controllability for the linear problem

w — (a (@) ug), +c(t,x)u=hxo+g, ()€ (0,T)x(0,1);
u(t,1) =0, u(t,0) =0, t € (0,T); (3.5)
(0, 2) = up(x),
where g € L2((0,T) x (0,1)) , h € L?((0,T) x w) and a satisfy the assumption A.1. In order to state this
result, we need to define the weight functions
p = G_SA, po = €_SA§_1, ﬁ = €_SA§_2, Dy 1= 6_5A§_3,
which satisfy p. < Cp < Cpy < Cp and p2 = p.po.

Proposition 3.3. If ug € HL(0,1) and the function g fulfills

T 1
/ / palgl* < oo,
0 0

then the system (5.5) is null-controllable. More precisely, there exists a control h € L*((0,T) x w) with

associated state u satisfying
T T 1
/ /p§|h|2 < too, / / PJuf? < +o0. (3.6)
0 Jw 0o Jo

In particular, u(T,x) = 0, for all z € [0,1].
Proof. Firstly, for each n € N, we define
AT —1)
Ay (tyz) = ———F—
where t € (0,T). We also consider

—sA, _ -1 _ _ -3
P =€ 0", pon = PnSy - and i = Pty = pS  Mip,

where my, () =1 if 2 € w and m,(z) =n if ¢ ¢ w.
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For any two functions u € L2((0,T) x ) and h € L?((

L [ [ L

Since each J, is lower semicontinuous, strictly convex and coercive, there exists (u,,h,) € A =
{(u,h);h € L*((0,T) x w) and (u,h) solves (3.5)}, such that

In (U, hy) = min{J, (u, h); (u, h) € A}.

w), define

In this case, (un, hy,) satisfies

Un,t — (aun,x)x + cuy, = han + 9, (t, .73) € (O,T) X (07 1)7
U (£,0) = wn (£, 1) = 0, te(0,7), (3.7)
un (0, 2) = uo, xz € (0,1),

and Lagrange’s Principle assures the existence of a function p,, solving
_pn,t - (apn,z)z + Cpn = _p%),nuna (ta (E) S (OaT) X (07 1)7

Pn(t,0) = pp(t,1) =0, te(0,7), (3.8)
pn(T,z) =0, x € (0,1), :
pn(t,z) = p2 hn, (t,z) € (0,T) x w

By standard arguments, we can prove that J,(un,hn) < C\/Jn(un,h,) for all n € N, ie,
(Jn(tn, hp))S2, is a numerical bounded sequence.
Since p§ ,,, p3., > C, we deduce that

T 1 T
/ / Iunl2+/ / hn|? < CJp(tn, hy) < C.
0 0 0 w

It means that there exist u € L%((0,T) x (0,1)) and h € L?((0,T) x w) such that, up to subsequences,
we have

w, —=u and h, —h in L*((0,T) x (0,1)).
From this, we take

Po.ntn — pot and  pyphy, — poh in L2((0,7) x (0,1)). (3.9)

Consequently, passing to limits as n — 400, we conclude that (u, h) solves (3.5).
Furthermore, (3.6) follows from (3.9). This establishes the result.

4. MAIN RESULT

This section is devoted to prove Theorem 1.2. As we have said in the introduction, our approach relies
on setting an appropriate mapping H : E — F for which we will apply Liusternik’s Theorem.

4.1. Functional Spaces.
Consider the Hilbert spaces F and F'

E = {(u,h);u € L*((0,T) x (0,1)),h € L*((0,T) X w), us, g, (a(2)ts)a, ph € L*((0,T) X w),

pott, po(us — (a(2)ug )z — hxe) € L2((0,T) x (0,1))u(-,1) = u(-,0) = 0,u(0,-) € H;}

and
F:=G x Hy, where G := {g € L*((0,T) x (0,1)); pog € L*((0,T) x (0,1))},
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with the norms

T 1 T T 1
(s )3 = / / PRluf? + / / P22 / / Rl — (al()uz)e — hol? + lu(-,0)2,

T 1 T 1 T 1
(g, 0)[1% :=/ /p392+/ /+/ /
0 0 0 0 0 0

Next, we will state a crucial result that will allow us to set the mapping H. Its proof is a consequence
of two lemmas which will be established right below.

and

Proposition 4.1. There exists C > 0 such that

T 1
L[ sl + @) < Clem,
for all (u,h) € E.
Lemma 4.2. Assume the hypothesis of Theorem 3.3. Then

T 1 T 1 T T 1
| [ pa@p<c( [ [ duzs [0 [ amee [0 ] e+l
0 0 0 0 0 w 0 0

Proof. Multiplying the PDE in (3.5) by p2u, integrating in [0, 1] and using the two relations
1d [, ', L,
§£/Opu—/oputu+/opptu

1 1 1
/ p2(aug),u = —2/ ﬁﬁmauux—/ plau?,
0 0 0
we obtain

1d (', RO O e t, L, b
—— piu” + plauy, = — pcu” + p uhx., + pigu + pptu” —2 PP z0UU
2dt Jo 0 0 0 0 0 0

=L +1L+ I3+ 14+ I5. (41)
Now, using p. < Cp < Cpy < Cp and p.po = p2, we obtain

1
n<c [ g,
0
1, o Lty
I2§C<2/ Pilhxw] +§/ polul )a
0 0
T Y L
13§C<2/ ol +§/ Polul )
0 0

Let us estimate Iy. First, we will rewrite A as A(t,2) = <(t,z)7(x), where f(z) := (eMVI=t¥) —
e?M¥l) /n(z). Second, note that

=

and

86_2SA —25A<—5

f(x)s 46 — 2e St
Then, for all ¢ € [0, T,

55 < Cp2ls™2 + 673 o] < Cpd,
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whence L
I, < C’/ plul?.
Now, using ’
52au? < Ce—25A4c—2 |§72 +<74’ I2au? < cp8u2,
we obtain

1 1 1 1 1
~ ~ 1 ~ N 1 R
I §2/ 1P Vaug|[po/au| < 5/ ﬂQGUiJr?/ prau® < 5/ p2auz+0/ pou’.
0 0 0 0 0

Hence, (4.1) gives us

d 1 1 1 1 1
G [ [ pdur <o ([l [ omat [ dla?).
0 0 0 0 0

Integrating in time, the result follows.
O

Lemma 4.3. Assume the hypothesis of Proposition 3.3 and suppose that h and u satisfy (3.5) and (3.6).
Then

T 1 T 1 T 1 T T 1
/ / PRl + / / Pllale)us)a? < C / / PR + / / P21+ / / pRg® + luoll? | -
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 w 0 0

Proof. In the first step, we will estimate the first term of left side of the inequality. Multiplying the PDE
in (3.5) by p2u; and integrating in [0, 1] we have

1 1 1 1 1
/ piU?=/ piuthxw+/ pigut—/ C(t,x)pfuuﬁ/ pi(aug )y
0 0 0 0 0
— L+~ + 1L (4.2)

Using Young’s inequality with € and p, < Cp < Cpy < Cp we obtain

1 1 1
1
zls/ PRIl SE/ pz|ut|2+—/ P2 lhxl.
0 0 de Jg

! 2 ! 2 2 ]' ! 2 2 ! 2 2 C ! 2 2
Izﬁ/ p*|gut|35/ P2 +—/ 2l SE/ P2l +—/ 22lal
0 0 de Jo 0 4e Jo

1 1 1
1
Iy < / le(t, @) |p2luw| < C (e / PP+ — / ).
0 0 de Jo

Now, integrating I, by parts, we can see that

1 1 1 1
x=1 1d 1
Iy = PfauxUtL:O - / (piut)ﬂcaux = _2/ P (s )zl — 5 — Pfaui + */ (pi)taui
0 0 2 dt 0 2 0
1d ! 1
20y — —— 2au + = Iy. 4.3
41 2 dt 0 Py AU, + 2 42 ( )

and

Hence,

1 1
1d 1
/ p2lug* + 52/ plalug)® =1+ Iy — Iy — 2041 + = I4o. (4.4)
0 t Jo 2
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Since
1p-(p2)aatiate] < Clo.us|p/au,|
and
[(p2)e] = 2|ps(ps)el < CP2,
we have
141_*/ P*ut+0/ pPau?
and

Iy < C/ P aui.
0
For the estimates of Iy, I, I3, I41 and I49 in the (4.4) we obtain

1 1d 1 1 1 1 1
[t gy [ e <o ([ maps [ g+ [ e [ praz),
0 2dt Jo 0 0 0 0

which implies

T T r1
[ [oaze([ [ [ e[ [arsn). o
0 w 0 0

In the second part, we must estimate the term fOT fol 0%|(aug).|?. Multiplying the PDE in (3.5) by
—p2(au,), and integrating in [0, 1], we take

1 1 1 1 1
| e == [ o).~ [ gt + [ et orptulan), + [ puiaus),
0 0 0 0 0
=—J1 — Jo+ J3+ 1.
Again, applying Young’s inequality with e, we obtain

1 1 1
1
Jls/ p£|hxw||(auw)w\s6/ pi|<auw>z|2+f/ P2 Il
0 0 de Jy
1 1 1 1
Jy < / Rlgll(aus).| < ¢ / P2 (atus)al? + / PR
0 0 de Jo

1 1
1
J3 < C (5/ P2l (aug)o|? + 7/ P(2)u2'>
0 de Jo

Recalling the identities (4.3) and (4.5), we have

1 1 1 1 1 1
1d R
/ pil(aum)mlugﬁ/ pralug|® SC(/ pilhxw|2+/ okl +/ p%IUI2+/ pzaluaz)
0 0 0 0 0 0

Integrating in time and recalling Lemma (4.2), we conclude the proof. O

In order to establish the last result of this section, we need to prove a technical lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let B(x) = eMVlet¥) _ 3Vl gnd g = m[ax]ﬁ(x). There exists s > 0 such that if
ze€(0,1

1 2
sup | e=2M/m(®) (/ u) <l ),
te[0,T] 0

sB < M <0, then

for all (u,h) € E.
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Proof. Firstly, consider (u,h) € E and ¢ : [0,T] — R given by
1
q(t) == e_M/m(t)/ u(t, x).
0

Claim 1: There exists s > 0 and C' > 0 such that e=2M/™®) < Cp2.
Indeed, take k& > 0 and C' > 0 satisfying e */* < Cz3 for all > 0. In this case, we have

e kM) < Cm3(t), for all te[0,T].
Now, taking s > 0 such that 2s(3 — 3) > k, we obtain
e 2M/m) 4254 _ o(Z2MH2B)/m(t)  o=k/mb) < Om3(t), for all t € [0,T),
whence we deduce that
e 2M/m(t) < G254 =3 < Cp?, forallte0,T].

Claim 2: HqHHl(O,T) S CH(U, h)HE
In fact, since p? < Cp2, Claim 1 and Proposition 4.1 imply

a2 0 < / / e 2M/mO2 < O / / e < Cll(u, )%

and
T /
Mm/'(t —M/m B o
14 720,y = / mz(t())q(t)Jr M/ (t)/ w <C/ |2+c/ / 2M/m(t) 2

M2e—2M/m(t)
<C/ / e +C/ / —2M/m(t) 2<C/ /pOIU\2+C/ /p*lutl2

< Cll(u, h)|-

This ends the proof of Claim 2.
As a conclusion, the proof comes from Claim 2 and the continuous embedding H*(0,7) < C(0,7). O

Proposition 4.5. There exists C > 0 such that

/OT /o1 & </01u )2 ((ata)o* < Cll(u, b (1. 2)

for any (u,h), (4,h) € E

Proof. In fact, since 7* < 72‘}[4 e=2M/m(t) " applying Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.4 we have

T 1 1 2 T /1 1 2
[ [ (/ ) ), fsc [ [ (/ u) 2 |(aus),
0 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 T ,1
<C swp {e2M/m<t> ( / u) } / / P2 [(aug), 2 < Cl(u )13 1@ B2
te[0,7] 0 o Jo
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4.2. Local Null Controllability for the nonlinear system.
Consider the mapping H : F — F, defined by

1
H(u,h) := (Hy(u,h), Ha(u, h)) := (ut - (b (x,/ u > uz> + ft,z,u) — hxw,u(~,0)> . (4.6)
0 T
Our goal is to prove that H verifies the hypothesis of the following version of Liusternik’s Theorem.

Theorem 4.6 (Liusternik). Let E and F be two Banach spaces, H : E — F a C' mapping and
no = H(0). If H'(0) : E — F is onto, then there exist e > 0 and H : B.(ng) C F — E such that

H(H(6)) = &, V& € Be(o),
that is, H is a right inverse of H.
Lemma 4.7. Let H : E — F be the mapping defined by (4.6). Then H is well defined.
Proof. Indeed, given (u, h) € E, we already have Ha(u,h) = u(0,-) € H.. Moreover,

/ /,00|H1uh / /po up — ((,/1u>ux> + f(t,z,u) — hxw

s3/0 /0p3|ut7< (2.0) ), — hixal? +3/ /po (|t (= /u>b<x,0>]um)m
T 1

w3 [ [ e rwp

< 3A; +34; + 3A3.

2

2

The definition of the space E gives us A; < ||(u, h)||%. Also, the assumption A.2 implies

T 1 T 1
A= [ [ adistan) = seaof < [l <l

It remains to analyze A,. Since ¢ is Lipschitz-continuous and applying Proposition 4.5 we have

4, :/OT/;pa . (/u) - 0)] (ao)u), < c[/olpﬁ (/u >2|<a<x>ux>w2 < Cll(u, W)

In this case, we also have H;(u, h) € G, which completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.8. The mapping H is of class C'.

Proof. It is clear that Hy € C'. We will prove that H; has a continuous Gateaux derivative on E.
For (u,h),(u,h) € E and A > 0, set

b::b(x,/01u>, b,\::b<x,/01(u+/\u)>, bg::ng(x,/Olu>,

= ft,z,u), = flt, 2, u+ M), f3:= Dsf(t,z,u).
Claim 1: Given (u,h) € E, the linear mapping L : E — F, defined by

1
L(ﬂ,ﬁ) =U — (b2 (/ u) um+bum> +f3ﬂ_BXwa
0 T

is the Gateaux derivative of H; at (u,h) € E.
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Indeed, for any (@, h) € E, we have

1
y

(Hi(u+ A, h + Ah) — Hy(u, h)) — L(4, h)

G

e~ (baita)e — 5 (b = Dta), + 5 (fr — ) — P — L(a,B)

< 1000yl + | ([0 -0 - ([ 0] )

= By + By + Bs.

We must prove that B; — 0, as A — 0, for all § = 1,2, 3.
Firstly, recalling the assumption A.2; we apply mean value and Lebesgue’s theorems to obtain

B2 < / /Po (Dsf(t, @, ul) — Dsf(t,z,u)ul* — 0,

G

1 _
X(f,\*f)*fw .

GH

as A — 0.
Secondly, the assumption A.1 and Proposition 4.5, we have

- [ ([eo) ()

2
< CN||(@, h)|IE (u, )| — 0,

T 1 1
el <o [ [ 4 ( / Aa) (aue)s?
0 0 0
as A — 0.

In a similar way, using the assumption A.1 and Mean Value Theorem, for each A > 0, there exists
&) € R, between fol u and fol (u + Au2), such that

[ LA em) ()] (]
[ Ll ([ (L) ([ e
[ [alre([

2
2
|(aus), |

2 (/u) (@), 2 =0,

as A — 0. Thus, we have concluded the Claim 1.
Claim 2: The Gateaux derivative Hi : E — L(E, G) is continuous.

Take (u,h) € E. Let ((u™, h™))32, be a sequence such that ||(u", ™) — (u, h)||g — 0. We will prove
that [|H{(u", h™) — H{(u, h)| z(5,c) — 0. In fact, consider (%, h) on the unit sphere of E. Since

Hi(u,h)(a,h) =t; — (ng <x,/01 u) </01a> uz+b<x,/01 u) az>x

+ D3f(tax7u)’a + BXUJ’

HY(u™, k™) (@, B) s — (ng (x/ol u) (/01 u) a4 b <x/01 u") u)x

+ Dgf(t,a:,u”)ﬂ + i_LXw’

and
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we obtain

1(H (u™, h™) = Hi (u, h) (@, ) |G

cof ([ ([ -

2

e[ L[ () ([)ren
e L[ [ ) v

T 1
+c/0 /0p(2)|ﬂ\2|D3f(t7x,u”)ngf(f,%U)‘Q
<cé£(%ﬁfmw—wmm
e L (e[

|(aﬂz)z|2

+CATAU%A?M—u>

T 1
+C/{/pWWWﬁGwm@—D#@%MP
0 0
=C(I + I+ I3 +I4).

Due to Proposition 4.1, we have
2

hé@([@HmtuHP<Wa M//ﬁ* we)el? < O™, h") = (u, )3
2

) =//1o;>ﬂf?4([@gm2
cofl (L))o (f o) -
:+0124+{22.pg</0 u) e’(/o u)—z’(/o u") (atig)o 2

Using assumption A.1 and applying Proposition 4.1 again, we have
2

e [ ()0 ([ )

< Cll@, W)l h™) = (u, )| = Cli(u"™, h") = (u, h) |-
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L) o([ )
< (@ |m/’/ (/ )w(éﬂw)

as n — +oo, where we have used Lebesgue’s Theorem.
Analogously, using assumption A.2, Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.1, we have

I = //%/ Wﬁmw%WWW%Mﬂfxfme

< Cll(™, h") = (u, )l @ k)| = Cll(u", h™) = (u, h) | — 0

</T/01pg|u|2|D3f(t,an,un)—D?,f(t,gc,u)|2>é (/T/lpgu|2|D3f(t,x,U")_D3f(t’x’u)|2>
(/ / polu|*|Ds f(t, x,u™) — D3 f(t, z,u)| ) (/ / p0|u2>
</ / polal*| D3 f(t,x,u™) — Dsf(t,z, u)| ) (@, )|z

1
T /1 z
=C (/ / p3|ﬂ2|D3f(t7x,u”)—Dgf(t,:c7u)2> _>0,
o Jo
as n — +oo. It concludes the proof of Claim 2 as well as this lemma. O
Lemma 4.9. H'(0,0) € L(E; F) is onto.

Proof. Take (g,ug) € F. According to Theorem 3.3, there exists (u,h) € E that solves (3.5). In other
words,

Likewise,
2

[(a(u™ = u)e)al”

2
Pi|(aur)r‘2 -0,

2

| /\

I /\

H'(0,0)(u, h) = (H1(0,0)(u, h), H(0,0)(u, 1))
= (us — (a(®)ug)z + c(t, x)u — hxw, u(-,0))
= (g, uo)-
It completes the proof of this lemma. d
At this point, we are ready to prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We have proved through Lemmas 4.7, 4.8 and 4.9 that H satisfies the hypothesis
of Liusternik’s Theorem. As a consequence, there exist € > 0 and a riglit inverse mapping H : B.(0) C
F — E of H. In particular, if ug € H} and |Juo|/g1 < & then, (u,h) := H(0,ug) solves the system (1.1).
Finally, the condition fOT fol piu? < +oo yields

uw(T,z) =0, for all z € [0,1].
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Remark 4.10. Theorem (1.2) is still valid considering the nonlocal terms

1 1
/ u? or / a(x)u?,
0 0

instead of fol u. It is true because we can adapt Lemma 4.4 by using the Sobolev embedding W11(0,7) <
c(0,7).
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.1

In order to prove Proposition 3.1, we start considering the system

{ (e (CL (.’E) Um)gg = h(tvm)v (ta x) € (OaT) X (07 1)7

u(t,1) =v(t,0)=0 te (0,7). (A1)

Proposition A.1. There exist C > 0 and Ao, sg > 0 such that every solution v of (A.1) satisfies, for all
s> sg and A > Ag,

/OT /01 €% ((sA)oavi + (sA)?c?0?) < C </0T /01 eI + (As)? /OT /w e ) .

The proof of Proposition A.1 relies on the change of variables w = e*#v. Notice that
vy = e *P(—sprw + wy),
(avy)e = e *?(s2p2aw — s(aps),w — 28a,w, + (W) ).
Then, from (A.1), we obtain
Ltw+ L w=e¢e%h, (t,z)€(0,T)x (0,1),
w(t,1) =w(t,0)=0, te(0,7).
w(z,0) =w(z,T) =0, ze€/(0,1),
where
LTw := —spw + s*p2aw + (awy).,
L™ w = wy — s(apy) W — 2840w,
In this way,
IL*w|® + L7 w|* + 2(Lw, L™ w) = [|le**h|%,
where || - || and (-,-) denote the norm and the inner product in L*((0,T) x (0,1)), respectively.
From now on, we will prove Lemmas A.3—A.11. The proof of Proposition A.1 will be a consequence of

these lemmas.
T 1 T 1 T 1
/ / orw? *252/ / Proapsw’ +53/ / apz(apl)w?
o Jo o Jo o Jo
T 1 T 1 T 1 T )
=
+s/ / (agow)mawww—i—Qs/ / (agow)wawi —s/ / aapmazwi —s/ (GQ@wwi)|z:0
o Jo o Jo o Jo 0

Proof. From the definition of LTw and L~w we have

T 1 T 1
(L*w, L™ w) 2/ / (—sprw + sztpiaw + (awy) g )wy + 8° / / orw((apsz)zw + 2ap,w;)
o Jo o Jo

Lemma A.2.

(LTw, L™ w) =

NG VA

T 1 T 1
- 83/ / cpiaw((aapx)mw + 2ap,w,) — s/ / (awg) sz ((apy) s w + 200, w,;)
o Jo o Jo
I+ Iy + Is + Iy,

Integrating by parts, we obtain
s [T 1
L = 5/ / (1t — 28¢m¢mt)w27
o Jo
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T 1
752/ / Proapw?,
o Jo
T 1
I3 = 33/ / acpx(atpi)xw2
o Jo

and

T 1 T 1 T 1 T
I, = 5/ / (apz)zr0wwy + 25/ / (awr)xawi — 5/ / (acpm)amwi — s/ (a2<pmw§)|
o Jo o Jo o Jo 0

which imply the desired result.

T
Lemma A.3. —s/ a® PrW 2’ 0 >O
0

Proof. Since ¢'(z) = z/a, if x € [0,¢’) and ' (x) = —z/a, if © € (1], we have

T T
2 2|z=1 _ 2 1 2|2=1
_s/ a @Iww’zzo = —s/\/ a“y wa’:v:O > 0.
0 0

Lemma A.4.

=1

=0’

33/ / apy (aps),w? ZCXlSB/ / a2|¢'|403w2—053)\3/ / odw +33)\3/ / —a w?
o Jo o Jo 0

Proof. Firstly, we observe that

T 1 T 1
53/ / aps(ap?) ,w? :53)\3/ / a) (a(y")?) 0w +2s3)\4/ / Yo
o Jo o Jo
=5+ L.

We can see that

‘ 8

(2a—xa) z € (0,a)
z.(2a—=zd), xze€(f,1),

2
2

HD

a! (a(t')?)s = {

and (1.2) implies 2a — za’ > (2 — K)a > a. Hence,

T
—33)\3/ / a’ (a(y")?) 0w —1—33)\3/ / aw’(a(w’)2)$a3w2+s3)\3/ / a)’(a
0 w’ ’
. T T 1
233)\3/ / —U3w2—Cs3>\3/ /03w2—053)\3/ /a2|1//|4a3w2
o Jo @ 0 Juw o Jo

We just sum I; and I», and take A\g large enough to obtain the desired inequality.

Lemma A.5.

T ,1 T pa
23/ / (apy)aw? > —C/ / ow? + Cs)\Q/ / 2ow? + 25)\/ / aocw
o Jo 0 Jur o Jo

g;aw
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Proof. Observe that

T 1 T 1 T 1
25/ / (apy)zw?2 = 25/ / Ma')zaow? + 25)\2/ / a*(" ) ow? (A.3)
o Jo o Jo o Jo

Proceeding as in lemma before, we split the first integral over the intervals [0, '],w’ and [3’,1]. Since
a?(¢")? > Ca in [, 1] we can add the integral over [3’,1] to the last integral of (A.3), which gives us the

result.
O

Lemma A.6.

—25/ /thxc“wa > C$2A2<// "w+/0 /Uw +// e )

Proof. First of all,
T r1 T rl
2 SQSZ/\Q/ / a‘wl|2|99/|,’72w2§c$2/\2/ / a|,¢/|20_3w2
0 0 0 0

T 1
282 / / Pta APz W
0 0

As before, we split the last integral over the intervals [0, o/],w’ and [5’,1]. The result comes from the
boundedness of aly’|? in w’ and from relations v’ = z/a in [0, /] and al¢|?> < Ca?|¢’|* in [V, 1].

O
Lemma A.7.
T o T
—s/ / AP a,w? > — )\s/ / aocw? — c)\s/ / ow?
o Jo 0 Jur
Proof. In fact, from the definition of 1, we obtain
T /1 T /1
—8/ / AL a, w2 = —3)\/ / aaz) ow?
o Jo o Jo
T o’ T
> st)\/ / acw? — C’/\s/ / ow?,
o Jo 0 Ju
where we proceeded as in the proof of Lemma A.6. O

Lemma A.8.

T 1 T 1 T 1 T
s/ / (aps)praww > — 082)\4/ / a?||*odw? — C)\Q/ / a*[ |Pow? — ng)\?’/ / o3w?
o Jo o Jo o Jo 0 Jur
T T o’ .132 T o’
— C)\/ / ow? — 082/\3/ / —ouw? - C’)\/ / aow?
0 Ju! o Jo @ o Jo

S/OT /Ol(a%)mawmw = s)\/T/ (ay)’ )maowzw+25>\2/ / (ay") 21 acwgyw
+s/\2/ / a wzﬂ"awmw—&-s/\g/ / )3 oww

=5L+ L+ I3+ 14

Proof.



20 R. DEMARQUE, J. LIMACO, AND L. VIANA

The inequality will be obtained by estimating each one of these fours integrals. For I;, we have

T T
s)\/ / () zzacwyw SCs)\/ / o?lw,w|
T
—C’s)\/ / o3/ wlot/ w,| < C’s)\/ / U3w2+C’s)\/ / ow?.
w’ 0 w’
]

For I, we use the facts 0 < Co? and 2 < Ca?|y’|? in [#’,1] to obtain

T 1
|I5] SC’S)\Q/ / x02|wwm|—|—Cs)\2/ / U2|wwx|+Cs)\2/ / a?| Po? lww, |

<C/ / ( z 3/2,\3/23|w|) (Vao 222w, ) +C/ / 3/2/\3/25|w\> (02N w,))

e / / so?’/QA?alw'W) (02aly|Jwa])

T
<C)\32/ / a3w2+0)\/ / aocw; +C’)\32/ /a3w2+C>\/ /awi
0 w’ 0 w’
+052)\4/ / a2|¢/‘403w2+0/ / a2|w/|20_wi
0 0 0 0

For I3, recalling the definition of 1, se observe that

T o a—zd T T 1
|I3] < s)\z/ / T < ) o|lww,| +Cs/\2/ / o? lww, | + s/\z/ /
o Jo a 0 Jw 0 /
T ro T T ,l
< CSAQ/ / zo? |ww, | + Cs)\2/ / o? lww,| + C’s)\Q/ / To|wwy|.
o Jo 0 Ju o Jp

So, we get the same estimate for 5. Finally,

T rl T r1
‘I4|</ / |8)\2 2 3/2’U)H)\a’(/)/ 1/2w |§082/\4/ / a2|w'|403w2+0)\2/ / a2|,¢)/‘0_w92:,
0 0 0 0
O

and the proof is complete.

|11] =

o|ww,|

)

Lemma A.9.

/ /‘Pttw >— 031/2/ / ocaw? 052/\2/ / —Uw 081/2/ /O"LU2
— C\%s 2/ /ow 031/2/ / a?| |Pow? 052)\2/ / |y [*obw?
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3/2

Proof. Firstly, we observe that |py| < Co®/2. Then we apply Hardy-Poincaré inequality, to take

T 1 T 1 T 1
f/ / prw?| < CS/ / o322 S/ / <51/401/2‘/aw> <53/4gxw>
2 0 0 T \/a

<C/ / in +C/ / $3/24 2 L™
SC/ / 51/20awi+0/\232/ / U3£w2
0 70 o Jo a

Again, the two last intervals can be decomposed in [0, '], w’ and [#’,1]. At this point, relations

a < Ca®|y'? and = < Ca?ly'|*, in [B,1],

give us the result.

Lemma A.10.

T pra’ 22 T pa T 1 T ,l
83)\3/ / —U3w2—|—s)\/ / Jawi—i—s?’)\‘l/ / a2|¢'|403w2+8)\2/ / a?[Y' Pow?
o Jo @ o Jo o Jo o Jo
T 1 T T
<C / / 6235"|h|2—|—83)\3/ / J3w2+)\s/ / ow?
o Jo 0 Jor 0 Jur

Proof. From Lemmas A.2-A.9, we have

(L*w, L™ w) >C’<3/\3/ / 03w2+s)\/ / oaw; +/\43/ / a®[Y'[ra?
T 1 T T
+ s)\2/ / a*lY Pow? — 53)\3/ / 3w — )\s/ / O’UJ?C).
o Jo 0o Jur 0 Jur

Hence,
< 3/\3/ / 03w2—|—8)\/ / caw; 24 N\ 3/ / 2|1/) |4
T 1 T T
+ s)\z/ / a*[|Pow? — 83)\3/ / 3w — )\s/ / ow?
o Jo 0o Jur 0 Ju
< | LFwl® + | L7w]® + 2(LYw, L~ w) < [|e%°h]?,
following the result. O

Now, we intend to prove a suitable inequality which will imply Proposition A.1. In order to do that,
we recall that v = e *?w.
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Lemma A.11.

T o !E2 T o
33)\3/ / 625¢—03v2+s)\/ / e**?gav?
o Jo a o Jo
T 41 T 1
+33/\4/ / 625¢a2|w’\403v2+s)\2/ / 25202 2ov?
o Jo o Jo
T 1 T
SC / / 628<p|h|2+)\383/ /6234,00_3,02
o Jo 0 Jw

e*Pu, = —sA\Y ow + w,

Proof. Since v = e~ *?w, we have

which implies
e s\ Pa?ov? = (sN2[Y/|Pa’a)e® v < C(sA? |2 ao) (s* N2 |2 o*w? + w?)
< C(SA Y [P a?w? + s\ P a?ow?)
Besides that,
e = 80PV + v, = w2 < C(s2 N2 [Po?e?*¥v? 4 e*¥0?)
=w? < O(s2\20%e*%0? + 2% av?), in W

Hence, from Lemma A.10, we get

3/\3/ / 250 L 03v2+8)\/ / 29“"0@1} +s3/\4/ / 29<pa2|w ‘4
+5)\2/ / 625¢a2\1/1'|20v926
o Jo
T a2 T o T 1 T 1
C(sS)\?’/ / —03w2+s)\/ / an§+53>\4/ / a2|w'\403w2+s)\2/ / a?| |Pow?
o Jo o Jo
T
/ / 2s“”|h\2—i-53/\3/ /0311) —l—)\s/ /Uwi
w’ w’
T
( [ [fesme ey [ ] ooz [0 ) (A4)

To complete the proof we will estimate the last integral of (A.4). Firstly, let us take x € C§°(w)
such that 0 < y <1 and y =1 in w’. Multiplying equation in (A.1) by Ase?*?ovy and integrating over
(0,T) x (0,1), we obtain

T 1 T 1 T 1
)\s/ / e*Pavux + )\s/ / ¥ (avy)vx = )\s/ / e*Pohvy. (A.5)
o Jo o Jo o Jo

‘We can see that
1 [T b d 1 [T b
T ot <[ L[ [ o

1 [Tt T
|5 [ ] xeeesao vont| <os [ ] évotin ()
0 0 0 w

IN

I /\

e2*Povu x| =
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And, analogously,

T 1 T 1 T 1
/ / 5?0 (avy)pvx = —/ / e Poaviy — / / (€252 0X) zav 0.
o Jo o Jo o Jo

Since ¢, < Co and 0, < Co in (0,T) X w, we get
T
< C'/ / e*?%|avy||v).
0 w

T 1
/ /(eQS‘Pax)wavwv
o Jo
Now, from (A.5)-(A.7) we obtain
T
/ 25“"0&1} / / e oav? =X
0 w
—/\s/ / 62S¢a(avx)xvx—)\s/ / (€*%207X) zav,v
o Jo o Jo
T 1 T 1 T 1
< )\s/ / ezs“"a|vvt|x+)\s/ / ezs“"a|hv|x+)\s/ / |(e2520x) | |av,v|
o Jo o Jo
T T
< OMs? / / e25? g3y? —I—)\s/ /(ewh)(es“"av)—FC')\s/ /6259"02|av¢\|v|
w 0 w
I I
< C)\3s3/ /6285"0302 + f)\s/ /625¢h2+ f)\s/ /62&'002'[}2
0 w 2 0 w 2 0 w
T
+C’/\s/ /(es‘pal/2a1/2|vw|)(ewa1/203/2|v|)
0 w
T T
< C)\3s3/ /6259"03024—0/ /625“’h2
0 w 0 w
T T
—l—aC’)\s/ /eQSwaavi—l—C’E/ /625“’@03112
0 w 0 w
T T T
< C)\3s3/ /6259"03@24—0/ /625¢h2+50)\s/ /ezswaavi.
0 w 0 w 0 w

Hence, taking ¢ = 1/2C, we get

T T T
)\s/ /628900&@3 <C / /625¢h2+)\353/ /625“’031)2 .
0 w 0 w 0 w

It last inequality combined with (A.4) completes the proof.

<

Now we are ready to prove Proposition A.1.

Proof of Proposition A.1.
Firstly, we observe that

(A7)

T /1 T /1 T /1 Ja
)\282/ / 0250 52,2 :/\252/ / 02w2=/ / ()\3/283/203/29611)) </\1/251/201/2aw)
o Jo o Jo 0o Jo va x
T /1

s3A3

2 A T 1
3£w2+%/ / U%IUQ:Il +12
a 0 0 X
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Now, let us estimate I; and I taking into account the terms of the inequality given by Lemma A.10.
Splitting I over the intervals [0, /], w’ and [, 1], and taking into account that z%/a is bounded in w’
and 22 /a < a?|¢’|? in [V, 1], we use Lemma A.10 to obtain that

L <53/\3/ / W +C33)\3/ / 03w2+053/\4/ / a?|¢’ |*w?
<C (/ / 29‘”/12—1—83)\3/ / o3w? —l—)\s/ / mui)

In addition, we apply Hardy-Poincaré inequality to estimate Io, as following

T 1
_7)\/ / /2 <C’s)\/ / /2
= C’s)\/ / ( RPoow+o /wa>
T 41
< C’s)\/ / aa_lang—sz)\/ / aow?
o Jo o Jo
T 1 T 1
SC’S)\3/ / a|1//|20w2—|—03/\/ / aow?
o Jo
T T 1 ‘
<C’s3)\3/ / 03w2+053/\3/ / a3w2+C’s3)\4/ / a1 odw?
0 Jur o Jp
T T 1
+C’s/\/ / aowi—l—C’s)\/ / awi—&—Cs)\Z/ / a’||Pow?
o Jo w’ '
T 1 o
<C / / 625@h2+53)\3/ / 3w Jr/\s/ / aw
o Jo 0 W’
Hence,

T 1 T 1 T T
/\282/ / 22 <L+ I, <C / / e25Ph? + 53/\3/ / o3w? + )\s/ / awi .
o Jo o Jo 0 Jur 0o Juw

Proceeding exactly as in the proof of Lemma A.11, we achieve

T 1 T T
)\282 / / 625900_21)2 < C / / e2scph2 =+ )\383 / / 623300_31)2 ,
0 0 0 w 0 w

and the result given by Lemma A.11 gives us

T 1 T o T T 1
5)\/ / e**%aov? < s)\/ / e**Paov? +5)\/ / e**?aov? +s/\/ / e*a?|Y |2ov?
o Jo o Jo 0 Jur o Jp
T T
<C </ / e25¢p? 4 )\353/ /6259003@2) .
0 w 0 w

Therefore, this last two estimates conclude the proof of Proposition A.1.
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Proof of Propostion 3.1. If v is a solution of (3.1), then v is also a solution of (A.1) with h = F + cv.

In

this case, applying Propostion A.1, there exist C' > 0, Ay > 0 and sg > 0 such that v satisfies, for all

s> sp and A > A,

T 1 T 1 T
/ / e ((s\)oav? + (sA)’c*v®) < C / / e**?|nl® + ()\5)3/ / e**?a’y? | (A.8)
o Jo o Jo 0 Juw

Recalling that ¢ € L*>((0,T) x (0,1)), we can see that

/ / 2s<p|h|2 / / 2S<‘G|F+CU|2
T 1
<o [ [ewresorer [ [ e
0 0 0 0
T 1 T 1
SC/ / eZS“D\F\Z—FC’/ / e*? 02 |v]?.
0 0 0 0

Finally, taking A\g and sg large enough, the last integral can be absorbed by the left-hand side of (A.8)

which complete the proof.

(15]
(16]

(17)

O
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