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CONTROL OF HARMONIC MAP HEAT FLOW WITH AN EXTERNAL FIELD

YUNING LIU

ABSTRACT. We investigate the control problem of harmonic map heat flow by means of an
external magnetic field. In contrast to the situation of a parabolic system with internal or
boundary control, the magnetic field acts as the coefficients of lower order terms of the equation.
We show that for initial data whose image stays in a hemisphere, with one control acting on
a subset of the domain plus one that only depends on time, the state of the system can be
steered to any ground state, i.e. any given unit vector, within any short time. To achieve this,
in the first step a control is applied to steer the solution into a small neighborhood of the peak
of the hemisphere. Then under stereographic projection, the original system is reduced to an
internal parabolic control system with initial data sufficiently close to 0 so that the existing
method for local controllability can be applied. The key process is to give an explicit solution
of an underdetermined algebraic system such that the affine type control can be converted into
an internal control.

1. INTRODUCTION

We investigate the controllability of the following system with Neumann boundary condition
{ od—Ad =|Vd*d+ (H -d)H- (H-d)’d, in Q=Qx (0,T),
od

% =0, on ¥ =900 x (0,7), (1.1)

where @ C R3 is an open set with C? convex boundary 952, and v denotes the inner unit
normal vector to 9). The work is motivated by the analysis and optimal control of a simplified
Ericksen—Leslie system describing the dynamics of a liquid crystal (see [I3], [I6] and [I]) when
the hydrodynamic effects are neglected. We recall that the mathematical description of the static
configuration of liquid crystal material under a magnetic field is to consider the Oseen—Frank
model [10]. In the simplest case, the energy functional of such model has the form (see [14])

£(d) = %/ (1Vd]® - (H - d)?) da, (1.2)
Q
where d : Q — S? describes the local orientation of the liquid crystal molecules, and H :  — R3
denotes the external magnetic field. Here we omit the diamagnetic susceptibility constant in
front of the term (H - d)?. The orientation d tends to align along the magnetic field H for the
sake of minimizing the total energy (IL2). By introducing a Lagrange multiplier to penalize the
constraint |d| = 1, we can derive the Euler-Lagrange equation of (L2])

—~Ad=|VdP*d+ (H-d)H - (H-d)d, (1.3)

and thus (1) is the corresponding gradient flow.

To clarify the constraint |d(z,t)| = 1 in (LI]), we note that in case the external field H is given
and is regular enough, say C! up to the boundary, then the short time classical solution to (LI))
can be constructed using standard parabolic theory, provided the initial data d(z,0) : Q > S?

is regular enough. So the scalar function g(z,t) = |d(x,t)|? — 1 satisfies the Neumann boundary
condition % = 0 and the following linear parabolic equation

Org — Ag =2(|Vd|* — (H-d)%)g. (1.4)

So the constraint |d|? = 1 shall be preserved as long as the classical solution exists due to the
uniqueness of solution of (L4]). However, in the control problem the vector field H is part of
1
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the unknown. In the sequel, such a constraint will be achieved through an alternative way using
the stereographic projection.

Another feature of (L)) is that it is rotationally invariant. More precisely, if (d, H) satisfies
(L), so does (Rd, RH), for any orthogonal matrix R. This property will be used in the proof
of the main theorem.

In the last three decades there has been an enormous amount of progresses concerning har-
monic heat flow, see the comprehensive monograph [I5]. A closely related work is due to Chen
[2], who considers the system with another form of external field compared with (L)), and dis-
cusses the existence of a classical solution and its large time behavior when the initial data lies
in a hemisphere. However, to the best of our knowledge, there has been no result concerning the
controllability of such system, neither by boundary control nor by magnetic field. On the other
hand, there have been numerous advances in the controllability of nonlinear parabolic equation
or system. The readers can refer to, for instance, [5, 6] [7].

The main result of this work is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let w be an open proper subset of (1, and a € (0,1),T > 0 be fized numbers.
For any initial state dg € C*T(Q,S?) satisfying ,dg = 0 on 9 and

insf) do(z) - e > 0 for some e € S?, (1.5)
S

and any constant state p € S?, there exist Ho(x,t) € L>=(Q) and g(t) € L>(0,T) such that the
system (L)) with initial data d |;—o= do and control

H(z,t) = g(t) + xoHo (7, 1) (1.6)
satisfies d |;=p=p. In (6] x., denotes the characteristic function of w.

Remark 1.2. To steer the system (1)) to any ground state p € S%, we first drive it to e. This
can be done by first choosing H = A(t)e with X being sufficiently large such that it forces the
solution d to stay in a small neighborhood of e within [0, %] Then we construct H = x,Hg
by proving a local controllability result within [%, %] such that d(-, %) = e. Using the rotational
invariance of (L)), we can repeat the previous process to steer the system successively to two
intermediate states p1,p2 € S® which trisect the angle between e and p. Finally we drive the

state from ps to p.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recast (II]) into a semi-linear
parabolic system with internal control. In Section 3, we prove the existence and uniqueness
of the global in time classical solution to (ILI]) with a special choice of the magnetic field, i.e.
H = Xe. This result is based on a Bernstein type estimate and the novelty is that the Lipschitz
norm of the solution is independent of the size of A\(¢). Based on the results in these two sections,
we give the proof of Theorem [[LT]in the last section.

Regarding notation, we shall use bold letters to denote vectors or matrices, and use the non-
bold letters with indices to denote their components. For instance, d = (d1, d2,d3) = (d;)1<i<3-
We shall adopt the convention in differential geometry that the partial derivatives 0,, of various
tensors are abbreviated by adding ; to the corresponding components: 0,,d; = d;;. Moreover,
repeated indices will be summed. The standard basis vectors in R3 are denoted by e; with
1 < i < 3. We shall use a-b = a;b; for the inner product and colon for the contraction of two
matrices A : B = A;;B;;.

2. REDUCTION TO PARABOLIC SYSTEM WITH INTERNAL CONTROL

In this section we shall use the stereographic projection to remove the constraint |[d| = 1 in
(1) and reduce it to a parabolic system with internal control whose support lies in an open
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subset w & Q. The stereographic projection W = (W1, Wy, ¥3) : R? — S?\{—e3} is defined via

2 2 1—vf—v3
\]:1(1)1”[)2) A ( (%] (%) (% 7}2> (21)
1—|—vl—|—v 1—|—v1+v 1—{—2}1—{—2}2
Proposition 2.1. Let d be a classical solution to (LI satisfying
inf |d(z,t > 0, 2.2
ot ) (2, ) + el (2.2)
then v = W~Y(d) is a classical solution to the following equation
v =Av—-2Vv-Vlogh+ Mv + %Q(H -d)H;VyV,(v), inQ, (2.3)
v on X '
ov 9 )

where h = 1+ |v|?>. Conversely, if v is a strong solution to ([23)), then d = ¥(v) is a strong

solution to (LJ)).

Proof. Tt follows from (2] and d = ¥(v) that Vd = <gd

- ) and 0;d can be computed
k) 1<i k<3

by
2
ov; 81)] ov; (%j
24
8xk Z dvj Oxy,’ ; (2.4)
As a result,
LA OV, 00, v
dP? =tr (vd(va)") = o (ZEEEEE) 2
V| r(V (Vd) ) kz Z: Oxy, <3vj 805> Oz’
9 9d; 2 90, 8 %)
v
A — .
Denote
ov; O
Ajr(v) £ o, 8vk for 1 < j,k <2, (2.6)
J£ -9,d+Ad+|Vd*d+ (H-d)H - (H-d)*d, (2.7)
and
2 2 2
M £ —9v+ Av —2Vv-Viogh + ——— \VV] h (H d)H; - Vy¥;(v), (2.8)

h

with h = 1+ |[v|]%, J = {Ji}1<ics and M = {M;}1<i<2. Then we need to show the following
equivalence:

M=0<+=J=0. (2.9)
To do this, we first use (24]) and (Z5) to write J component-wise

7 oV, 81)] +i 3%% d. 81)] OV, 0V, \ Ous
! Ovj Ot Oz \ Ov; Oy, 'Oz, 81)] ovs ) Oxp

+(H-d)H; — (H-d)%d;.
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Multiplying the above equality by %‘31, summing over ¢ and using |d| = 1, we obtain

ov; ov; 0V; dv; 0 (6\1’1%%>

T S0 = Do, 9o, 0t T 9wy \ Doy O, Oy

6 8\112 6\1’1 ij 6\1’1
- - H-

31‘k <8Uz> <3Uj 8.%'k> ( d) 3 Vy

dv;  0Ag(v) Ov;

~ A G T

0 ({9\11Z 8\112 31)j 8\112
- — = H- .
31‘k < 81}3 > <3Uj 8.%'k> ( d) 3Ug

In the second equality above we employed (2.6]). On the other hand, it follows from (2Z1]) that

(2.10)

+ Agj (v)Avj

2 _ 4”% _ 4v1v9
o 1+v2+v3 (1+v2+032)2 (1+U%+’U%)22
- ___dunw 2 v : (2.11)
avj (1+v2+032)2 1+v2+o2 (1402 +v2)2
2 o dva
(1+vi+v3)? (14vf+03)?

Recalling that h = 1+ v} + v3, we have a precise formula of (Z.6)),
4

Agj(v) = 1500 (2.12)
This simplifies (ZI0) into
ov; 4 (%j 0 4 ov;
A - A
R CAL T . <h2> %a 55] K 0.13)
B i oV, ov; du; L H d)H'a\Di ’
8.%'k 3Ug 8?}]‘ 31‘k ‘ 81}3 ’
To proceed, we denote
9*V; Y,
Bjps = ———".
its O0vOvg Ov;
Notice that
0V 0°W; | 0V Wi A (v v)

B, By =
jts + Dty O0vj Ovgdu, * v, avgav] vy

By a permutation,

L1 [0AG(v)  0Au(v)  9An(v)\ 4 | |
Bﬂs_z( R R HH (o5 + PsOge = higds)

where h is the abbreviation for g—& = 2vy. Applying this formula to the fourth component of
the right hand side in (ZI3]) gives

0 (0N (9i0u 0 o,
Oz \ Ovg ) \ Ov; 0y, ) 7" 0wy Oy,
4
= ﬁ (h,[l)s,k;'vs,k; + h,Sv&k‘vs,k — h,jvj7k‘lvf,k;) (214)
4
= rhel Vvl
into (IQ:E{I) to get

0,

where v; ; is the abbreviation o g;’l
J

oV, 4 4
Za—vg = h2 at’l}g h3 Vh . va + ﬁA’U@ + h3



CONTROL OF HARMONIC MAP HEAT FLOW WITH AN EXTERNAL FIELD 5

In virtue of (2.8]), this is equivalent to

oV 9¥y OV

ovy ovy ovy Jl 4 ]\41
7 :_< )
ov, owy ows | \ g ) h Mo

Ovo Ova Ova

Note that d - J = 0, due to |d| = 1, the above formula is equivalent to

4
EJ = ﬁ(O,Ml, M)T, (2.15)
where E is the 3 x 3 matrix
dy do ds

palom v ow
- oy vy vy

0¥ 0¥y 9V
8v2 81;2 81;2

As a result (23] is a consequence of det E # 0. Actually, using (212)),

10 0
(det E)2 = det(EET) =det |0 Ay Ais = (2/h)8.
0 Ay Az
Concerning the boundary condition, we have
oV oV v ov
o1 O G w1\ [On
0,dq Oy1
v oV v ov
Oyds | = Wf W; = Wf Wj da Oyv2
8Vd3 8VU2
v oV oV ov
81)13 81)23 81)13 WQS d3 0

This together with det E # 0 implies the equivalence between boundary conditions d,d = 0 and
d,v = 0. So we complete the proof. O

In order to reduce () to an internal control system, we write the last component of (Z3])
as xwf, where x, is the characteristic function of an open subset w G Q:
h2
Z(H -d)H;VyW,(v) = xof. (2.16)

In view of (ZI1]), this amounts to solving the following algebraic equations of H for given
v = (v1,v2) and £ = (f1, f2):

1 2 .2 _ _
Qv Hy + 205 Ho + (1 — v? — v3)Hy 5(1+v5 —vy)Hy —viveHy — v1 H3 . <f1>
- w

2 2
1—|—U1 T3 —’Ul'UQHl+%(1+’U%—’U%)HQ—’U2H3

(2.17)

Lemma 2.2. For every (v,f) € C(;R?), equation BI7) has a solution H = H(f,v) which
depends analytically on v and f such that supp(H) C w.

Proof. The equation ([2I7) is underdetermined and might have multiple solutions. We look for
a special solution by setting

201H1 4+ 2voHy + (1 — ’U% — ’U%)Hg = (1 + ’U% + ’U%)XW.
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Then (ZI7) can be reduced to the following linear equation about H;

5(1+v3 —v?)Hy — viveHy — v1 Hs bil
—vivoHy + %(1 + ’U% — ’U%)HQ — ’U2H3 = Xw f2 . (218)
—lel—ngg—i—%(—l—i—v%—i—v%)Hg —%(1—{—2}%—{—2}%)
Denote
%(1 +v3 —v?) —V1V9 -1
A = —V1U2 S(14+v? —03) —vy
—v1 — U2 s(—1+vf +03)

Its eigenvalues are
M= =51+ 0] +03),
Ao = Az = 5(1+vf +03),

and its cofactor matrix consists of entries that are polynomials of v; and vs. Thus A is invertible,
and A~! depends analytically on (v1,v2). This shows that (ZI8) has a unique analytic solution
and the lemma is proved. (]

Thanks to Proposition 2.1] and Lemma 2.2] the controllability of (II)) is reduced to the
following system with internal control:

v —Av = -2Vv-Viog(1 + |vP) + A%y . f, in Q.
V]i—o = Vo, in €, (2.19)
o,v =0, on 3.

The local controllability of ([21I9]) is actually a consequence of [6]. For the convenience of the
readers, we give the proof based on the following result:

Lemma 2.3. Let a(x,t) € L¥(Q;R?**?) and yo € L*(;R?). For every T > 0, the system

aty - Ay = a(x, t)y + Xwl, in Qa
Yl=0 =Yo. in 2, (2.20)
ay =0, on X,

is null-controllable at t = T. Moreover, the control u € L*(Q;R?) satisfies

0 (@)K (T lall Lo ()

[ullze () < Iyollz2() (2.21)

where co(Q,w) > 0 is a generic constant and K (T, ||a|l =) > 0 is non-decreasing on its
second argument.

The scalar version of the above result is proved in [6] using Carleman estimate. The proof
can be directly adapted to the above vectorial case because the control is applied to every
component of the system in (Z20). To proceed, we need the Kakutani’s fixed point theorem.
See for instance [8, Chapter 2, Section 5.8] or [I7, pp. 126] for the proof.

Proposition 2.4 (Kakutani’s fixed point theorem). Let Z be a non-empty, compact and convex
subset of a Hausdorff locally convex topological vector space Y, and 2% be its power set, i.e.
the set of all subsets of Z. Let ® : Z — 2% be upper semi-continuous and ®(x) is non-empty,
compact, and convez for all x € Z. Then ® has o fixed point in the sense that there exists x € Z
such that x € ®(z).

We also need a few results concerning parabolic regularity:
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Proposition 2.5. Let N be the dimension of Q2 and u be a solution of

{Btu—Au =g, nQx(0,T1),

dyu =0, ondQx(0,T). (2.22)

Then for any p € (1,00), we have

ull Lo 0. 7sw20 ) + 1056l Lo o, 0)) < C(,p) ([[uli=ollwze) + 19lle@x 1)) s (2:23)

and
lulleqo @) < CEp) ([[ul=ollwie@) + lgllr@x©r))) > V0 € (N +2,00).  (2.24)

Proof. Estimate ([2.23)) follows from parabolic theory, see for instance [4]. Note that the regularity
needed for the initial data is far from being optimal but is sufficient for later use. Regarding
estimate (2.24]), the case when u|;—g = 0 is a consequence of (Z23]) and Sobolev embedding. The
case when g = 0 follows from the following estimate of the analytic semigroup e*® generated by
the Neumann-Laplacian

N(1

_N(1_1
€' fll Lag) < C(p, @)t 2 G-3) [fllr), Y1<p<g<oo; te(0,1). (2.25)
For the proof of ([Z28]), we first recall from [3], page 90] or [12] that the heat kernel K (¢, x,y) of

the Neumann-Laplacian satisfies

(@=y)? (@=y)?
C’ltf%e* o < K(t,z,y) < C’gt*%ef o , Va,y € Qand t € (0,1). (2.26)
Since €2 f(z) = Jo K(t,z,y) f(y) dy, the inequality ([2.26) together with the Young’s inequality
of convolution leads to (2.23)). O

The combination of the previous results leads to the local controllability of (2.19]).
Proposition 2.6. For every T' > 0, there exists a constant €3 = e2(T) > 0 such that if
[Vollwi.ee(q) < min{l, 2} and vo € W?2P(Q), for some fized p > 5, (2.27)
then the system (2.19) is null-controllable at time T .

Proof. Since we are only concerned with short time controllability, without loss of generality, we
assume 7' € (0,1). We shall employ the Kakutani’s fixed point theorem (in Proposition 2.4]) to
show the null-controllability. To proceed, we choose R > 1 and introduce

22 {ze (0,7 W) | allcgomwie) < R 2(.0) = vo(@)}. (2.28)

Then it follows from (227]) that Z is a nonempty convex and compact subset of some negative
Sobolev space, say H1(Q). Given z € Z, consider the linear control system

v —Av =g(z,Vz)v + xuf, in Q,
V|i=o = vy, on €, (2.29)
ov =0, on Y,

where g is a 2 X 2 matrix-valued function

g(v,Vv) = {—4Vvi -Vo; + 2|Vv|?8;; } |
1<i,5<2

1+ |v|?

In view of Z28), we have |g(z, Vz)|| () < 8R%. (Here the precise bound is not important.)
So we can solve the linear system (Z29) and obtain a control f in the class

Fe{lre 1@ | €l < @ T vl 1200y b, (2.30)
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where the constants ¢g and K above were first introduced in Lemma 2.3l It follows from Lemma
2.3 that, for every z € Z, there exists f € F such that the system (229) satisfies v(-,7) = 0. In
other words, for every z € Z, the following set is not empty:

co(Qw)K (T,8R?
C(z) £ {f ‘ £l Lo (@) < e BRI )HVOHLQ(Q), }

2.31
such that the solution to (2.29]) satisfies v(-,7") =0 (2:31)

Moreover, combining 230), |z z o r;wi.~@)) < R and Proposition 23, we infer that there
are two positive constants C,Co depending on §2 such that

Ivllcorwre ) < C1 ([[Vollwree ) + IIfllLr@))

o (2.32)
<O (HVOHWLoo(m + el )K(T’8R2)HV0HL2(Q)) ,
with p > 5, and
IVl Lo o.sw2e (@) + 10:¥ oo, 00)) < Co (IVollwze@) + 1Ifllr@)) (2.33)
< C(W,Q’R’ VO)' .

So for fixed R > 1, by choosing a sufficiently small €5 > 0 in ([Z27]), we infer from (2.32]) that
IVllcqomwie@) < R. (2.34)
Thanks to (227) and (Z34]), we can define a multi-valued map ® : Z — 2% by
®(z) 2 {v | v is a solution of [Z29) for some f € C(z)}.

It remains to verify the hypothesis of Kakutani’s fixed point theorem for ®. It is clear that Z
is a closed, compact, convex subset of a negative Sobolev space. With p > 5, the compactness
of ®(z) follows from (233)) and the compact embedding

LP(0, T; W?P(Q)) N WP(0,T; LP(2)) < C([0,T]; Wh*(9)),

see e.g. [18]. The continuity of ®(z) follows from the linearity of ([2.29) and local continuity of
operator g(z,Vz) : WH°(Q) — L>°(Q). This completes the proof of the result. O

3. CLASSICAL SOLUTION TO HARMONIC MAP HEAT FLOW
In this section we consider (ILT]) with H = A(t)e for some e € S? and A(t) € C1([0,T)), i.e.

{ od—Ad =|Vd2d+0V(d), inQ,

d,d =0, on X, (3.1)

where we denote
oV(d) 2 (H-d)H — (H-d)’d = )\*(t)(e - d)e — A\*(t)(e - d)*d. (3.2)

Note that (32 is the variation of V(d) £ —(H - d)?/2 under the constraint |[d| = 1. With the
notation p(x,t) £ d(x,t) - e, we have V(d) = —A\2(t)u?/2.

The main result of this section is given below, which is essentially due to [II] and [2]. The
small but crucial novelty we made is to show that the gradient estimate is independent of A(t).
Then choosing A(t) sufficiently large will force the solution d to approach e within any short
time. Recall that we assume 0f) to be convex. This will be used to handle the boundary
conditions when applying the maximum principle.

Proposition 3.1. For arbitrary T > 0 and o € (0,1), assume dg € C?*T*(Q,S?) fulfills d,dg = 0
on the boundary OS2 and

€ = :1131615% do(z) -e > 0. (3.3)



CONTROL OF HARMONIC MAP HEAT FLOW WITH AN EXTERNAL FIELD 9

Then BI) has a unique solution d(z,t) € C**1F32 (Q x [0,T],S?) with initial data dy. More-
over, d satisfies

2
sup |Vd(z,t)] < —sup|Vdol, (3.4)
Qx[0,T] €0 zeQ
and
d(z,t)-e >¢€, V(x,t)eQx][0,T]. (3.5)

We start with a lemma saying that the projection of equation (ILT)) to direction e € S? satisfies
a parabolic equation where the maximum principle applies:

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition [31], if d € CQ+°"1+%(@, S?) is a solution
to BI)) with initial data do, then [BH) holds.

Proof. By the assumption ([B.3]) and the continuity of the solution d, we know that
p(z,t) =d(z,t)-e>0, V(r,t)eQx]|0,d]
for some § > 0. Since p € (0, 1], it follows from ([B.2]) that
Oppp— Ap = VAP + N (t) (1 — p°) > 0.

This together with the maximum principle leads to the lower bound B3] for ¢ € [0,0]. Now
using u(+,0) as initial data, and by the same argument, we deduce that ([B.5]) holds for ¢ € [0, 26].
This process can be carried out as long as the solution exists. Let m be the first integer such
that md > T'. After repeating this argument m times, we show that (3.5]) holds for ¢ € [0,7]. O

The next result is concerned with the gradient estimate of the solution to (3.1I), which follows
from a Bernstein type estimate.

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition [31, if d € 02+a,1+%(a’ S?) is a solution
to BI)) with initial data do, then B4 holds.

Proof. We choose an arbitrary number dy € (0, ¢g) and denote

1
Az, t) = %, where e(d) = §|Vd(:c,t)|2, f(d) = d(x,t) - e — d.
We shall show that A satisfies a parabolic inequality to which the maximum principle applies
and yields a bound on the gradient of d. We first deduce from Lemma [3.2] that

f(d) > €9 — 6p > 0. (3.6)
On the other hand, using ([B.]) and the constraint |d| = 1, we deduce that
(0 — A)e(d)

= V(d; — Ad) : Vd — |[V3d|?

= V|VdJ*d : Vd + |Vd|*Vd : Vd + VoV (d) : Vd — |V3d|?

= |Vd|* + VoV(d) : Vd — [V3d]?,
and

(0, — A)f(d)=d-e|Vd> +V(d) -e.
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As a result,
(815 - A)A(xv t)
(9= Aeld) _ 2e(A)(0—A)f _ 4Ve(d) VS _ Geld)|VSF

f? f3 f3 f4
_|vd|*+Vov(d): vd — [V2d]?  |Vd|*(d-e) 4+ |Vd[?IV(d) e
- B N 3
4Ve(d) - Vf  6e(d)|Vf[?
A T
So|Vd[*  Vvov(d):vd |V3d]? |Vd]?oV(d)-e
== 13 + 12 - 2 - 13
. 2
+4vd% Vf_&%??ﬂ 2740,
or simply
(6t — A)A(Cﬂ,t) = Il + IQ,
where
|V2d|?  4Ve(d)-Vf 6e(d)|Vf|?
L =- 12 + 13 a 14 !
So|Vd|*  Vov(d):vd |Vd]?oV(d)-e
Ip = — 73 + 72 - 7 .

It remains to treat I; and Is:

VAP | 2Ve(d) -V 2e(d)|Vf] N 2Ve(d) - Vf  de(d)|Vf[?

h=""p I Iz I Iz
V2?2 2|Vd||V2d||Vf| |[VAPVF?  2VA-Vf
g_!fJ L2 Hﬁ VS| {A - -
- <|v2d| B |Vd||Vf|>2+ 2VA-Vf _2VA-Vf
B f f? f b o

To treat o, we employ ([B.2]) and deduce
V(d) e = N(u — %) >0,
since u =d-e€[0,1]. As A = A(t), we have
VoV (d) : Vd = M| Vpu|> — N2 vd|?
So it follows from BI1]), BI0) and |Vu| < |Vd| that
(1 = )NV ul® + (Sopr — DpA*|Vd]* — bo|Vd[*
13
do(p? = 1)N*[VA[* — §o|Vd|*
73 < 0.
Now plugging (8.9]) and [B.I12) into (B.7) leads to
(O — A)A(zx,t) <

I, =

<

IVA-Vf
—

10

(3.7)

(3.8a)

(3.8b)

(3.9)

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

If the maximum of A(z,t) is achieved at (z1,%1) € ¥ = 002 x (0,T'), then by the strong maximum

principle,

&,A(xl, tl) < 0.
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On the other hand, since 9f is convex, it follows from [9 pp. 162] that
d,|vd*> >0 on X.
As a result
[Vd|?
2

So we obtain a contradiction, and thus the maximum must be achieved on € x {0}:

A(z,t) < sup Vo[ sup |Vdo|?
T T e 2f3(do) T 2(e0 — 00)? zen

This implies the desired result by choosing dy = €y/2. O

1
O, A(x,t) = §8V|Vd|2|d e —dg| 2+ dyld-e—8|2=00nx.

With the aid of the above lemmas, we can give the proof of Proposition BTk

Proof of Proposition [31]. Since ([B.J)) is a semi-linear parabolic system, the existence and unique-
ness of the local in time solution follow from standard theory (see e.g. [19, Chapter 15]): there
exists Tp > 0 such that

HdHCQ-Fa,l-F% (Q2x(0,71),S2) < C(TO7 d07 )‘)

Applying Lemma gives
w(z,t) =d(z,t) e = ¢ > 0in Q x (0,7Tp). (3.14)

In order to extend the solution to every T' > 0, we need to bound Hd||02+a71+%(@ in terms of

[do /[ 2+a (g up to a constant that is independent of 7', and this is a consequence of Lemma [3.3]

More precisely, the right hand side of (B is bounded in L>(Q) by a constant depending on
sup,cq |Vdol, €0, A and 2 but not on T'. So parabolic regularity theory implies HdHCl+a,1/2+a/z(@
is bounded by a constant that is independent of 7. Consequently the right hand side of (B
lies in '/ 2(Q), and thus the Schauder’s estimate implies

Hd||02+04,1+%(§) < C’

where C' is independent of T'. This completes the proof of existence of global in time classical
solution to (B]). The uniqueness of the solution follows from the standard energy method and

B4 follows from Lemma O
Now we turn to the estimate of the time derivative:

Lemma 3.4. Let dy,ds : Q x (0,T) — S? be classical solutions of B1) and

¢: 1—d1 'd2, ¢z = 1—dl--e, w(t) = —log(l—t), (315&)
2 2
=) wot=—> log(l—1). (3.15b)
i=1 i=1

Then the operator

L(f) 2 V- ("Vf) — e, (3.16)
satisfies

L(e®) > 0. (3.17)

Proof. Since |d;| = 1, the following formula will be frequently employed in the sequel:
2¢p = 2(1 —dj - dy) = |d; — dy|*. (3.18)
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We first prove the following inequality:

—0) + A, z € Y(0),
L(e®1) > _ouh+ A 3t¢z +A¢z7 r e QW (0). (3.19)
Direct computation shows
L(e®) = —0y®p — Opp + V - (VOY + Vi) (3.20)
= (=0 @+ AD)) + VO - Vo — Opp + A,
On 1~1(0), it holds d; = ds and thus
Vip=(d; —dy)-V(d; —dz) =0  in 1 (0). (3.21)
These together with ([B:23]) below and B2) imply
L(e®y) = -0+ Ap >0 in ¢ (0). (3.22)

It remains to consider the case when z € Q\v~1(0). It follows from the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality and the identity w” = (w’)? that

(—0,® + A + VP - Vi

[W(=0nb; + A)w' 01y + |V Pw” oy + Vi; - Vapw' o 9]

.

1

)

2
—O0uhi + Avh; V|2
>3 [0 (F2EE Y Gy o) — ! 0T — Lo
2 1= 1)
o 8151/}1 + sz ’VT/J\Q
- Z 0w
This together Wlth B20) implies ([B.19).
To proceed, we shall compute —0y) + A using the first equation in (B.J])
— Op + Ay
= (Oyd1 — Ady) - dz + dy - (8id2 — Ady) — 2Vd; : Vdy (3.23)

= (|Vdi > + |Vd2|?) dy - dg + 0V (d;) - dg + OV (dg) - dy — 2Vd; : Vda.

We also have

zpz IVd;? = (1 —dy - do) (|Vdi]? + [Vda]?) . (3.24)
Adding up the above two formulaes and using B.I8)) yield:

2
—Op + A+ 9> [Vdi|* = 0V (dy) - dy + 9V (dy) - di + [V(dy — dy)|?
=1
2

‘V|d1 —d2|2‘
> 0V . —+ V . +—
/6 (dl) dg 8 (dg) d1 4’(11 d2’2
=0V (d;)-d2+0V(ds) - dy | 21i| .

By a similar calculation, we obtain
2

2
wZ am +A¢z =9 VAP +9 ) %'
i=1 =1
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Adding up the above two inequalities and then using ([3.2)) lead to

2L 0 + A

[V
+ 1 —1;

—0p + A — 2

i=1
2
ov di - e
>0V (dy) -dg + 0V (dy) - dy + 2 Z %
i=1 t

=A?(d; — dg)* — N (e- (d; — d2))? > 0.
This together with ([3.I9]) leads to the desired result. O
The above lemma implies the estimate of the time derivative of (3.1J).

Proposition 3.5. Let d € C?>T*%%2(Q) be a solution of BI) with

€6 = inSf)d(x,Tl) e >0, (3.25)
jAS]
for some Ty € (0,T). Then for any Ty € (11,T), the following inequality holds:
sup |9yd(w,t)| <€) tsup|dpd(z, Ty)). (3.26)
QX[T17T2} Q

Proof. For any tg € (11,T%), there exists hg > 0 such that tg + hg < T». For any h € (0, hg),
the functions dy(z,t) = d(z,t) and da(x,t) = d(z,t + h) are well defined on Q x [T}, %] and are
both solutions to ([BJ]). The boundary condition of ([BJ]) implies

sup 0, (ecpw(x,t)) = 0.
BQX[Tl,to]

So (BI7) in Lemma B4 together with the maximum principle imply

sup  ePip(z,t) < sup e®y(x,t). (3.27)
QX(Tl,to) QX{Tl}

Moreover Lemma, implies
0<ed<e®=(d;-e)(dy-e) <1
Consequently,

sup |d(z,t +h) —d(z,t)|* < ey ?sup |d(z, Ty + h) — d(z, T1)|*.
Qx (T1,to) Q

Dividing the above estimate by h? and taking h — 0 lead to the desired estimate since tg is
arbitrary. O

We end this section by studying the regularizing effect of ([B.I) when A(¢) = 0:

9d—Ad =|Vd?d, inQx][0,T), (3.28)
d,d =0, on 9Q x [0,T). |

Proposition 3.6. Let d be a classical solution of [B28) with
(0, VA)|[ oo (10,11 x0) < M, (3.29)
then there exists a constant C' = C(M,$2) > 0 such that
[d(-,T2) — el (q)

1 (3.30)
<0 <T2—T1 + 1) Id — el mx0)y YOS T <To <T.



CONTROL OF HARMONIC MAP HEAT FLOW WITH AN EXTERNAL FIELD 14

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can just work with the case when 77 = 0,7 = T. We
shall estimate the difference d £ d — e, which fulfills

od — Ad = |Vd]*(d + e). (3.31)
We first deduce from (3.29) that
IAd]| £ (0 (0,7)) < 106l oo (x 0,7y + 11Vl e (x 0,7y < M + M. (3.32)
This together with elliptic regularity leads to
|| oo (0,75 2p(0)) < C(M,p), Vp > 3. (3.33)
As a result, we obtain the following estimate of the nonlinear terms:
[IVAPA| o o 1wy < C(M,p), ¥p > 3. (3.34)
Moreover, we infer from ([.33]) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality that
Idll Lo zswrny < COLp)[ANLE g, VP> 3. (3.35)

To proceed, we write ([831]) in terms of the heat semigroup

d(-,t) = e2d(-,0) + /t DA (VAP (d +e)) (-, 7) dr. (3.36)
0

The first term on the right hand side above can be estimated by Sobolev embedding and semi-
group property

le"2d(-, 0) [wroe () < Clle™2d(-,0)llw2s() < Ctld]i=oll L) (3.37)
Regarding the second term on the right hand side of ([8.30]), we employ ([2:24]) and ([B.35) to yield

H/ot "2 (IVAP(d +e)) (n7)dr

C([0,T[; Wt () (3.38)
< H‘Vd’2(d + e)HLP(QX(QT)) < C(M7p)HdHL°°(Q><(O,T))7
with p > 5. So we prove ([B.30). O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L]]
We first observe that for any e, p € S?, there exists py, p2 € S? such that

e p1>0,p1-p2>0,p2-p>0. (4.1)

Actually, we can simply choose p1, p2 which trisect the angle 6 € [0, 7] expanded by e and p.
We shall show that for any initial state dg € C*7(Q,S?) satisfying (L)), there is a control of
form (6] such that d(-, %) = e. Once this special case is done, we can apply it on the interval
[£,Z] to have d(-,£) = p1. Then again on [£,2L], we can achieve d(-,2L) = py and finally
d(-,T) = p. This process is feasible due to the rotational invariance of (LI]). More precisely, if
(d, H) satisfies (L), so does (Rd, RH) for every orthogonal matrix R.

To show the controllability to e in [0, %], we denote T = % and choose the control
H(z,t) = g(t) £ M(t)e, Vt € [0,5Ty), (4.2)
where \(t) € C1([0,5Tp]) is non-negative so that
() = { A € RT  when t € [2Tp, 3Ty,
0 when t € [0, Ty N [4T0, 5T0).

By choosing the constant A sufficiently large, the initial data can be driven to a neighborhood
of the ground state e within [0, 57p] such that Proposition can be applied for t € [5Tp, 6Tp].

(4.3)
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More precisely, by the assumption (LH) and Proposition Bl there exists a unique solution
d e O+ 2 (Q x [0,5Tp)) to BI) with initial data dg such that

2
sup |Vd(z,t)] < —sup|Vdo|, (4.4a)
2x[0,5T0] €0 zeQ
p(z,t) =d(z,t)-e > e >0, Y(x,t)ex][0,5T). (4.4b)
By our choice of A(t), no control is applied in [0, 7p]. So Proposition Bl implies
sup |0d(z,t)| < C(dy). (4.5)
QX{T()}

Thanks to Proposition B3 [|0¢d(-,)[|1e(q) Will not increase in ¢ due to the presence of the
control ([A3]) with a large A. So the combination of (LX) and (£4al) leads to

sup  (|Vd(z, )] + |0id(z, 1)) < C(do, €, ), (4.6)
QX[T(),5T()}

where C'(+) is independent of A. Since no control is applied in [4Ty, 5Tp], we employ Proposition
and deduce

(-, 5Tp) — ellwr () < Cldo, €0, D) Tg ' [|d — ell oo ((azy 570 x)- (4.7)
On the other hand, it follows from (4.4D]) and (3] that u satisfies
Orpe — Ap = |Vd P+ A2 (u — ), for t € [2Ty, 3Tp). (4.8)

If we denote ¢ = 1 — p, since p € [eg, 1] with ¢y € (0,1), we have
Ou> — Ab < —A2(1 — $)6(2 — 6) < —A2egh, for 1 € 2Ty, 3Ty). (49)
Applying the comparison principle yields the decay
1—d(z,t) - e =¢(x,t) < e~ Meot=2To) ¢ [2T0, 3T0).
For any Ty > 0 and A > 0, we set
ey = e NeoTo, (4.10)
Then there holds
0<1-—d(z,3Tp) - e < eq, Vz € Q. (4.11)
For t € [3Tp,5Tp], instead of having (AJ), we have 0;¢p — A¢p < 0, and thus the maximum

principle implies

0<1—d(x,t)-e<sup(l—d(z,31p) - e) < €4, Vt € [3Tp,5T0). (4.12)
Q

This combined with ([@1) leads to
Hd(, 5T0) - e||W1,oo(Q) < C(do, €0, Q)TO_1€4. (413)
So for any Ty € (0,1), by choosing a sufficiently large A in ([@I0), we shall have e4 being

sufficiently small so that vo(z) £ ¥~ (d(x, 5Tp)) will satisfy (Z27) where ¥ is the stereographic
projection defined by (2.)). Then we consider the control system (ZI9) on [5Tp,67p]. This is
the second stage of the control process, where we can apply Proposition to obtain a control
f e L>(Q x (5Ty,6Tp) such that v(-,67p) = 0. According to Proposition 2] and Lemma 22]
we have d = ¥(v),H = H(f,v) satisfying (LI on Q x (57p,67p), and d(-,67p) = e. This
completes the proof of Theorem [LLT1
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