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MOREAU-YOSIDA REGULARIZATION FOR OPTIMAL CONTROL OF
FRACTIONAL ELLIPTIC PROBLEMS WITH STATE AND CONTROL
CONSTRAINTS

HARBIR ANTIL, THOMAS S. BROWN, AND DEEPANSHU VERMA

ABSTRACT. Recently in [3], the authors have studied a state and control constrained optimal control
problem with fractional elliptic PDE as constraints. The goal of this paper is to continue that
program forward and introduce an algorithm to solve such optimal control problems. We shall
employ the well-known Moreau-Yosida regularization to handle the state constraints. Similarly to
the classical case, we establish the convergence (with rate) of the regularized control problem to the
original one. We discretize the problem using a finite element method and establish convergence of
our numerical scheme. We emphasize that due to the non-smooth nature of the fractional Laplacian,
the proof for the classical case does not apply to the fractional case. The numerical experiments
confirm all our theoretical findings.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let @ ¢ RY (N > 1) be a bounded Lipschitz domain satisfying the exterior cone condition
with boundary 9€2. The main goal of this paper is develop a Moreau-Yosida regularization based
algorithm to solve a state and control constrained optimal control problem. For Banach spaces U
and Z, a desired state ug € L?(2) and penalization parameter a > 0, the problem can be stated
as

. 1 o
Wi () = gl =l + 5 ol (1.1a)

subject to the fractional elliptic PDE with 0 < s < 1: Find u € U solving

(—A)u =2z inQ,

1.1b
u =0 inRV\Q, (1.1b)

with the state constraints

ulg € K = {w € Co(Q) + w(z) <up(x), Vre ﬁ} (1.1c)

Here Cy(€2) is the space of continuous functions in ) that vanish on 99 and u;, € C(Q). By extending
functions by zero outside §2, we can identify Cp(£2) with the space {u € C.(RY) : u =0 in RV\Q}.
In addition, we assume the control constraints

2 € Zaga C LP(QY), (1.1d)
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where Z,4 is a non-empty, closed, and convex set and we require that the real number p satisfies

p>L  if N> 2s,
p>1  if N=2s, (1.2)
p=1 if N <2s.

Notice that the condition on p in implies that the solution to the state equation is in
L>(Q). In addition, the exterior cone condition on the domain ) guarantees continuity of such
solutions [3, Theorem 3.4]. As a result, the Lagrange multiplier corresponding to the inequality
constraint in (1.1c)) is a Radon measure which is much more tractable than the dual space of L>°(12).

Using first principle arguments and a constitutive relationship, the article [25] has recently derived
a fractional Helmholtz equation. In addition, it shows a qualitative match between the real datum
and numerical experiments. See also [2] for applications in imaging science. Motivated by such
emerging applications, the optimal control of fractional PDEs with control constraints has recently
received a tremendous amount of attention, we refer to [5, 8] and the references therein.

However, the only existing work that provides a complete theoretical analysis for optimal control
problem with state constraints is [3]. This work has introduced several new theoretical tools which
requires a finer analysis than the classical case of s = 1, for instance, characterization of the dual of
the fractional order Sobolev spaces. This characterization has helped establish Sobolev regularity
of fractional PDEs with measure valued datum, which is the case for the adjoint equation.

However, there are no existing approximation schemes and numerical algorithms to solve .
As we have established in our previous work [3], caution must be observed in claiming that one
can apply existing techniques to solve the above problem. Indeed, in this paper we observe that
the existing proofs, due to the nonlocal and non-smooth nature of fractional Laplacian, cannot be
applied to show the convergence of numerical scheme.

The current paper aims to introduce a Moreau-Yosida regularization based solution algorithm
for first in function spaces and then introduces a finite element discretization and discusses
convergence of this scheme. We emphasize that the use of Moreau-Yosida regularization within
optimal control context is not new. There are many existing works on optimal control problems
that use such a regularization, see for instance, the monograph [16] and articles [I3, [14]. Other
(incomplete) list of works that have applied such a regularization include shape optimizaiton ([18]),
nonlinear or semilinear problems ([22),23]), problems involving a nonlocal radiation condition ([21]),
path following methods ([15, [19]), see also for augmented Lagrangian techniques ([I7]).

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: In section [2| we introduce some notation
and preliminary results. In section [3| we discuss the Moreau-Yosida regularized optimal control
problem. Section [4]is dedicated to the convergence (with rate) of this regularized problem to the
original problem. In section [5|we discuss the finite element discretization of the regularized optimal
control problem and we establish the convergence of this fully discrete problem to the continuous
one. At first, we show regularization parameter dependent convergence and later (for a certain range
of s), we show convergence of the scheme independent of this regularization parameter. Finally, in
section [6, we conclude with several numerical examples that confirm our theoretical findings.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce some notation and review some preliminary results, see also [3]. In
all that follows, unless otherwise stated, we will take {2 as in the previous section, 0 < s < 1, and
1 < p < 00. We dedicate subsection to function spaces, this is followed by subsection which
contains the notion of solution to the state equation . Finally, in Subsection we discuss
some results for the optimal control problem .
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2.1. Function spaces and fractional Laplacian. For a sufficiently regular v defined on RY, we
let
u(z) — u(y)
D pulz, y] == T N,
[z —y|?

define a map on RY x RY. With this function, we define the Sobolev space
WSP(Q) 1= {u € LP(Q) : Dyyue LP(Q x Q)},

which we endow with the norm
1

lullwesey = (Ilullaey + 1Dspulaoeny) "
Using D(Q2) to denote the space of smooth functions with compact support in €, we let
wer() =y @,

For a relation between W;**(€2) and classical W*P(Q) space, we refer to [3, Theorem 2.1].
For the Dirichlet problem ((1.1b]) we also need to consider the Sobolev space

W2(Q) = {u e WHRY) ¢ w=0in RV \ Q} .
In this case, for 0 < s < 1, we have that
[ullfzs2q) = [1Ds2ull L2@n r)
defines a norm on W;2(Q).
Remark 2.1. From [3, Remark 2.2] we recall that if p satisfies (L.2), then we have Wg 2(Q) <
LY (Q), where p/ := =
The following theorem contains an interesting result for WOS P(Q), see [4, Theorem 2.3] for a proof.

Theorem 2.2. Given a bounded open set Q c RN with a Lipschitz continuous boundary and
1<p<oo. If}lj < s <1, then WiP(Q) = WP (Q) with equivalent norms.

In the case that % < s < 1, the previous result allows us to use the norm
[l r ) = 1Psptll Lraxe-

For 0 < s < 1 and p € (1,00), the space W% (Q) is considered to be the dual of WSP(Q), i.e.,

W' (Q) == (WEP(€))*, where as before we have p/ 1= 227
In the sense of distributions, the fractional Laplacian (—A)® is defined by the formula

(—A)*u(z) = Cn sP.V. /R N Wdy,

where the normalization constant Cy s is given by
2 25+ N
52 sI‘( ) )
7201 —s)

with I' denoting the standard Euler Gamma function and P.V. denoting the Cauchy principal value
of the integral about z (see, e.g. [7, 9] 24]).

CNs::

)
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We also define the realization of the fractional Laplace operator (—A)® in L?(£2) that incorporates
the Dirichlet exterior condition v = 0 in RY \ Q. This operator is denoted as (—A)3,, acts on
functions u in

D((~A)p) = {ula, u e Wg(@) : (-A)w e LA(@) },
and is given by
(=A)p(ule) = (=A)%u in Q.
Thus can now be rewritten as
(=A)Ypu=2z in Q. (2.1)
Next, we recall the integration-by-parts formula for (—A)?® (see [L0] for example).

Proposition 2.3 (The integration by parts formula for (=A)®). If u € D((=A)3},), then for every
v E Wg’Q(Q) we have

CCnef [ @)@ =) [
E(u,v) = 5 /RN/RN dxdy /Q (—A)°u dz. (2.2)

|1’ _ y|N+23

2.2. Notions of solution to the state equation. Next we state the notion of weak solution to
(2.1). In what follows, as well as subsequently throughout, we will use (:,-) x+ x to represent the
duality pairing of elements of a Banach space X and its dual X*.

Definition 2.4 (Weak solution). Let z € W2(Q). Au € W52(Q) is said to be a weak solution
to (L1Db) if

E(u,v) = (z,v) Yo e W2 (Q).

W=s2(Q), W52 (Q)

We finish this section by defining a very-weak solution to (2.1). To this end, we introduce the
notation for the dual space Cy(2)* = M(Q2) where M(2) denotes the space of all Radon measures
on {2 such that

o) mencne = [ vdi e ME), v e o),
and we have the norm ||ul| p(q) = SuPyecy(@), jvj<1 Jo v dit-

Definition 2.5 (very-weak solutions). Let p be as in (1.2)), p’ = ]%, and p € M(). A function
u € LY (Q) is said to be a very-weak solution to (L.1D) if the identity

/u(—A)Sv dx = / v dp,
Q Q

holds for every v € {CO(Q) AWEAQ) = (=A)we LP(Q)}.

Existence of a unique weak solution according to the Definition[2.4]is due to classical Lax-Milgram
Theorem. For the existence and uniqueness of a very-weak solution, according to the Definition [2.5
we refer to [3, Theorem 3.6]. In addition, [3] establishes continuity of solution to the state equation
. Moreover, it provides well-posedness of fractional PDEs with measure valued datum. The
latter is essential to establish a Sobolev regularity of the adjoint equation.



AN ALGORITHM FOR OPTIMAL CONTROL OF FRACTIONAL PROBLEMS WITH STATE CONSTRAINTS 5

2.3. Optimal Control Problem. As seen in section (—A)3% is the realization in L?(9)
of the fractional Laplacian (—A)?® that incorporates zero exterior Dirichlet condition. From the
integration-by-parts formula , we can see that it is a self-adjoint operator on L?(2). We
introduce the relevant function spaces

Z :=LP(Q), with pasin (1.2) but 2 < p < oo,

., . ) (2.3)
U= {u e WS(Q) N Co(Q) : (—A)(ula) € LP(Q)}.

Notice that previously in the paper we considered 1 < p. However, in the definition of Z in ([2.3))

we have taken 2 < p. The reason for this change is that our objective function in contains

the L2-regularization on the control z with a > 0. Therefore, our controls are at least L2-regular.
The problem can be rewritten as

min  J(u, z)
(u,2)€(U,Z)
subject to
(=A)pu ==z, inQ
ulo € L and 2z € Zyg.

(2.4)

Notice that for every z € Z, due to [3, Theorem 3.4], there is a unique u € U that solves the
state equation (1.1b)). Using this fact, the control-to-state (solution) map

S:Z—-U, z—Sz=u

is well-defined, linear, and continuous. Since U is continuously embedded into Cy(2), we can
consider the control-to-state map as

S =FoS:7Z— CyQ),

where F is the appropriate embedding operator. This allows us to define the admissible control set
as

Zld::{zeZ D2 € Zgg, Sz €K},

and as a result, the reduced minimization problem is given by

. 1 «
min 7(2) = J(82,2) = 5187 — ualaiey + 23200 (25)
2€2Z44 2 2

Existence and uniqueness of z € sz that solves ([2.5)) is discussed in [3, Theorem 4.1]. Next, we
will state the first order necessary and sufficient optimality conditions after making the following
assumption:

Assumption 2.6 (Slater condition). There is some control function z € Z,q such that the
corresponding state u solving the state equation (1.1b)) fulfills the strict state constraint

u(r) < up(x) Vo €.
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Given the optimal solution (@, Z) to (2.4), from [3, Theorem 4.3] we know that there exists a
measure i € M(Q) and an adjoint variable £ € L¥ (Q) satisfying

(—A)pu=2z2 in Q, (2.6a)
(&, (—A)%Uﬁp’(g),m(g) = (- UdaU)L2(Q) + /Q v dp Vvel, (2.6b)
(E+az,z— Z) 1 (),10() = 0 V2 € Zyg, (2.6¢)
00, a(z) <up(z)inQ, and /Q(ub @) dii =0, (2.6d)

We emphasize that it is possible to establish a Sobolev regularity of the adjoint variable £, we refer
to [3, Corollary 6.6] for the details. For notational convenience, from hereon, we will assume that
up = 0. However, the entire discussion, under minor modifications, holds without this assumption.

3. MOREAU-YOSIDA REGULARIZED OPTIMAL CONTROL PROBLEM

The purpose of this section is to introduce a regularized optimal control problem. In particular,
we use the well-known Moreau-Yosida regularization. The resulting regularized optimal control
problem is given by

. .
min J7 (u, 2) = J (1, 2) + - l1(2 -+ )+ 2y, (3.1a)
subject to the fractional elliptic PDE: Find u € U solving
(—=A)*u =2z inQ,
3.1b
{u =0 inRV\Q, (3.1b)
with
2 € Lud, (3.1¢)

where v > 0 denotes the regularization parameter and 0 < fi € L?(f2) is the realization of the
Lagrange multiplier fi, see [16] for a discussion on this matter.

Again using the control-to-state mapping, (3.1) can be reduced to (for notation simplicity, we
again use S to denote the control-to-state map)

: R 1 ~ 2
min J7(2) = J(2) + g\l(u+75z)+llm(m- (3:2)

FExistence and uniqueness of solution to can be done using the standard direct method, see
for instance [3, Theorem 4.1].

Moreover, we have the following first order necessary and sufficient optimality conditions whose
proof is similar to [3, Theorem 4.2] and has been omitted for brevity.

Theorem 3.1. Let J7 : L?(Q) x Z — R be continuously Fréchet differentiable, and (u7,27) €
WOS’Q(Q) X Zaq be a solution to the optimization problem (3.1). Then there exists a Lagrange
multiplier (adjoint variable) & € WS’Q(Q) such that
E(@,v) = (27,0) 12 Vo e W29, (3.3a)
E(E7,v) = (@ — ug,v)r2(0) + (L +787) 4, ) 20 Vo e W5(9Q), (3.3b)
(5_7 +az’ 2z — EV)L2(Q) >0 Vz € Zug. (3.30)
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4. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

The purpose of this section is to show that the regularized problem is indeed an approxi-
mation to the original problem . We follow the approach of [I3] and adapt it to the fractional
case. For completeness, and to make the paper self-contained, we provide almost all the details.
We begin by obtaining a uniform bound on the regularization term. Recalling the definition ,
observe that for v > 1,

1
J(Z) < TNE) < T(E) < T(E) + oz
27y L2 (q) (4.1)

Lo
<J@E)+ §HMHL2(Q) = C%,
where in the second inequality we have used that z7 is the minimizer of (3.1)). Moreover, the second

to last inequality in (4.1)) follows from the fact that u < 0 (since up = 0) and i > 0 a.e. in .
Using (4.1)) it follows that %”(ﬂ +~@?)4||? is uniformly bounded. Also from (4.1)) we have that

_ 1 _
H(U7)+H%2(Q) = ?H(VU’Y)—FH%?(Q)
1., . N 2 _ _
< gl 38 ) = = (7767 = ()
<2 (7 -G+ —lil?
Y 2~ Hliz2) | -
Thus
_ _1
1@ 4l 2 < w(y™ 772, (4.2)
where

1/2
Wy ) = 2 max (;,YH/)H%%Qy (7(z) - J(z%) |

Since 27 — z strongly in L?(2) by [14, Proposition 2.1] and J is continuous, we obtain that
w(y™1) 1 0 as v — co. Moreover, from ([4.1)) we have J(z7) < C; which yields

me (|87 = wallfaay 127172y ) < 2C=. (43)
Then from (3.3b]), in conjunction with (4.2)) and (4.3)), we obtain that
H@H’ng(g) <C <|’7ﬂ —udllr2() + |l L2() + 7||(W)+HL2(Q)>

<O (2+w(67Hv).

where the generic constant C' is independent of +.
We now estimate the distance between (@, z) and (@7, 27). In the following proof and throughout
the rest of the paper, all integrals will be assumed to be Lebesgue, unless otherwise noted.

Theorem 4.1. Let (u,z) and (a”,z") denote the solutions of (L.1)) and (3.1) respectively. Then,
al|z = 272 q) + 1T — @720y + Y@+ ]172(y

L. _
< ;HN”%%Q) + (i, u7>M(Q),CO(Q) ) (4.4)
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and hence

- 2 1 K o 1/2
1) o < 42 (180 G5 )0 s i) (145)

Proof. We start with the use of optimality conditions (2.6¢c|) with z = 27 and z = Z in (3.3¢). This
yields

ol =Py < [ (2= 2)E -8 (1.6)
Next we write the state equations (|1.1b)) and (3.3a)) as
(=A)DU,0) o) 1o () = (B V) oy 1 () YV € ¥ (),
and

<(_A)%a7,v>Lp(Q)7Lp’(Q) = <277U>Lp(ﬂ),Lp/(Q) Yo € Lp/(Q)-
By subtracting them, we obtain that
(=A)p(u— fﬂ)vv>LP(Q)7L;D’(Q) =(z- 277U>LP(Q)7LP’(Q) Yo € Lp/(Q)- (4.7)

Recall that both € € LP' (Q) and &7 € W52(Q) — L (Q) (see Remark, so we can set v := £ — £
in (4.7). Subsequently, substituting (£.7) in (4.6), we obtain

|z — EVH%Q(Q) <{(=A)p(u—1u),& — g)LP(Q),LP’(Q)
= —Hﬂ — ’l_L’YH%z(Q) + /Q(/l + FYEW)Jr(U - ,a'y) (4'8)

= (B T = U7") p(0),c0(0)

where we have used (2.6b)) and (3.3b)), and that w,u” € U. Moreover, from (2.6d|) we have that
(i, ﬂ>M(Q),CO(Q) = 0. Substituting this in (4.8]), we obtain that

allz = 2 + 118 = sy = (T sy oy + [ (3 7)1 = )
@ (4.9)
< (B 07) pea),co@) T /g}(ﬂ+’¥u7)+(—7ﬂ)
where we have used that [, (i + ")+ (@) < 0. Next, we shall analyze the integral [, (i +
v )4 (—u?). Let
(o) — R -
Qy(a) ={z€Q : i+~u” >0}, (4.10)
then we have that fﬂ\ﬂi(ﬂ) (it + ~vu")4(—u”) = 0. This allows us to write

[y = [ =)

2 (1)
< _’YHa’y”i%Qj{(ﬂ)) - /Q*(ﬂ) /A“_[y
Y
_ L.
< _’YH(U’Y)-I-H%%Q) + %HMH%Q(Q)v (4.11)

where in the first term in the last step we have used that

N ity 2 T Bt o) = M+ 20y, (4.12)
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because QF (1) 2 QF(0) := {z € @ : @’ > 0}. Moreover, we have estimated the second term by

using the fact that @ > —= in QF (). Substituting (@11) in ([@9), we obtain (#4).
v

Next, we have that (@7); € Cp(£2) because @ being the solution to state equation (I.1b)) is in
Co(€2). This together with non negativity of i € M(2) combined with (4.4)), yields @ : O

Theorem 4.2. If0 € Zyg and ug > 0 a.e. in Q, then ||(47)+||r2q) = O(y™4) as vy — oo.

Proof. Recall that the regularized state and the adjoint variables @ and &7 satisfy

E(u,v) = / Zlv, Yo e W(Q),
Q

E(E,v) = /(z‘ﬂ —ug)v + / (o 4+ ~u") 40, Yo € WSQ(Q)
Q Q
Substituting v = £ in the first equation and v = @” in the second and then subtracting yields
0=y — [ aua+ [ (p+aa)ea — [ 7€) (4.13)
Q Q Q

Using the definition of the set Qf () from (4.10) in conjunction with ([4.13)), we obtain that
02 (@ lagy — [t [ s [ - [ 2@
Q Q7 (h) QF (1) Q
> [0y — [ @wa= [t [ - [ 2
0 QF (p) (o) Q

ol Y
where in the last inequality we have used a similar technique as in the end of the previous proof.
Setting z = % € Zuq (because Z,q is convex and 0 € Z,4) in (3.3d]), we obtain that

Y Y

> [|@l1z20) — /Q“’Y“d - /m(A)VlﬂZ @)+ 72 + all 2720
v (|

where we have once again used (4.12]). From here, we can bound

W@l < [ 7+ [
7 () Q

~

Now since ug > 0 a.e. in

vwmﬁémslﬁ*ﬁ+4wwWw

We can now apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality to the second term on
the right-hand side to obtain

- 2 1,2, Y/~ 2 1 2
M@l < [ 2712 + FIE)+ s + gl
from which the result follows. ]

Now, we will relax the condition on u4 in Theorem
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Theorem 4.3. If there exists € > 0 such that
- [ g il - ol < —
then [|(@7) 4] L2(0) = O(v™1) as v — oc. Here, uj denotes the negative part of the function ug.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that 27 — z in L?(Q2) and @ — @ in Wos’z((l). Then we can argue
exactly as in [13, Theorem 2.3]. O

5. FINITE ELEMENT DISCRETIZATION AND CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we will discuss an a priori analysis of error due to discretization. We assume we
have a quasi-uniform triangulation of €2, denoted 7}, consisting of triangles T" such that Urer, = Q.
Given 7Ty, we define the finite element space for the state and adjoint variables as

Uy = {uh S Co(Q) : uh‘T € P, VT € 771},

where P; is the space of polynomials of degree at most one.
Next we define the admissible discrete control space as

Zad,h = {Zh S Zad : Zh‘T c Po, VT € 771},

i.e., the admissible controls are piecewise constant on the triangulation 7p.
For a given zj, € Z,q, there exists a unique solution to the the problem find u; € Uy, such that

E(uh,vh) = / zpvp, Yo € Uy,
Q

where € is as defined in (2.2)). We can therefore define the discrete solution operator Sy, : Z,q — Up,
whose action is given by z, — Sjz, =: up. Now the fully discrete version of the regularized problem

(3.1) in reduced form is given by
: 1 2 o 2 Loes 2
g Ty (zn) = S I1Shzn = udlli20) + 5 Iznll720) + EH(M +Snzn) 12 (5:1)
The following result is a discrete analogue of Theorem stating the first order optimality

conditions for (5.1]).

Theorem 5.1. Let J,| : LP(Q) — R be continuously Fréchet differentiable, and (u),z)) be a
solution to the optimization problem (5.1). There erists a Lagrange multiplier (adjoint variable)
&) € Uy such that

E(ug, vn) = (2, 0n) 12(q) Yoy, € U,
E&,u) = (a] — Ud,’Uh)LQ(Q) + ((p+ VﬂZ)Jr,vh)LQ(Q) Yoy, € Uy,
(EZ + OéZZ, Zh — 22)[/2(9) >0 Yz € Zad,h-

In order to discuss the convergence of our discrete approximations to the actual solution, we
assume that we have a sequence of meshes 7;, and corresponding solutions spaces Uy, and Z,q 5, that
provide better approximations as h — 0. The quantity we wish to study is ||z — Z} || ,2(q), which we
will split as

12 = 2l L2 @) < 12— 27l 2@) + 127 — 2|l L2 (52)
where z solves , Z7 solves , and ZZ solves (5.1)). The first term on the right-hand side
in can be estimated by the decay of (@?)4 as seen in Theorem As such, we present the
following lemma regarding the approximation of (a7).
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Lemma 5.2. Let w7 = Sz7. Then we have

1@y < CUE) T — Tn(@) 1 oy + 72072, (5.3)
where the constant is independent of v and h.

Proof. Let I, be the Lagrange interpolant, then using the inverse estimates (for example [I1]) we
have that

1@ )+ lleo) < 1@7) 4 = In(u)+lleo@) + I1Hn (@) + oo
< @)+ — In(@)+lloyi@) + b2 @) 1l 12(0)-
The result follows by using . O
Remark 5.3. Notice that since u” € Cy(§2), therefore the interpolation error |[(@”) 4 —1I5(u”)+ ||lcy(0)

0 as h — 0. In the case that a7 € WS’Q(Q) for a sufficiently large ¢, for instance, ¢ > g so that
W#4(Q) — Cp(Q2), we can bound the interpolation error in (5.3) as [[(a7)+ — In(47)+[lcy@) <

N N
Ch® .

Before we obtain our first result for the convergence of [|27— 2] || 12(q), we introduce some notation
to make the computations in what follows more tractable. We define the quantity

fu) i=u—ug+ (A +yu)4,
so that the adjoint equation ([3.3b]) becomes
EE,v) = (f@),0)p20), Yo € Wo(Q).

Furthermore, we introduce the continuous and discrete adjoint problem operators as R := S*
and Ry := S}, and note that these operators are well defined, linear, and bounded. Finally, we
define IIj, : L?(Q2) — Zadh, to be the L?-orthogonal projection. With this we are ready to state
our convergence results. In subsection we shall first state the results for all s but where the
constants in convergence can be y-dependent. In subsection we state the results for a range of
s where these constants are y-independent.

5.1. v-Dependent Convergence and Error Bounds.

Theorem 5.4. Let z7 and z, denote the solution of (3.2)) and (5.1) respectively with corresponding
states u¥ = SzZ7 and aZ = S3,Z7. Then the discretization error can be bounded as

1+~

127 = 2}l 120 < C—— (”(R = Rp) f(SZ2")||r2¢0) + 11(S = Sn) 27 || 120

+ MR = &2 + TTR27 — 57HL2(Q)>, (5.4)
where C' is a positive constant independent of v and h.

Proof. In what follows all of the norms and inner products used are in L?(€2) unless noted other-
wise. Using the notation introduced above, we begin by defining the auxiliary variables

ﬁz = 8,77,
&) =R f(7") = R f(527),
& = Ry f(a]) = Ruf(Spz").
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Next, we recall the continuous and discrete optimality conditions
(E+az’,z2—-2")>0 V2 € Zyqgs
& +az],z2n—7) >0 Yz € Zean.

We then perform the following: (i) replace z with EZ in the first inequality and z, with I1,z” in the
second inequality; (ii) add the two inequalities; (iii) introduce and rearrange terms appropriately
to obtain

o2 = ZI? < (€ - &7 — 2) + (& + oz, T2 — 2)
= (a) +(b).
We can further separate (a) into
-85 -)=@ -+ -G +& &5~
= (g’y - £Z7 Ez - E’Y) + (éfy - gzv Eg - 27)
+ (g’y - ggazlz - 2'7)
=)+ (II)+ (III). (5.5)
Before we look at these three terms, we note that we can bound
F) = ) =w— g+ (i 7u)s — (0 — g+ (i +70)1) Su—vtA(w—0v)y,  (56)
since (u)+ — (v)4+ < (u—v)+. Now we bound
(I) = (Rf(") = Ruf(u"), 2, — 27) < C|(R = Ra) F(S2)lIZ, — 271,
(II) = (Ruf(u?) = Ruf (i), 2y — 27) <C(L+ )| Ru(S = Sw)2"||l17, = 27].
For (II1), we use (5.6) to obtain
(I1I) = (Rpf(4)) — Ruf(u)), 2z — 27)
< <Rh(5h(27 = 2,) +(Sh(Z = 7))+), %, — 57>~
From here, we note that (R,S,(2Y — Z})), z] —27) <0, and so we need only consider
(I1T) < Y(Rp(Su(2" = 2)4), 2, — 27)
=7((Sn(z" = 2)))+, S(%, — 27))
= —v((Sh(z" = 7))+, Sn(z" — 7))
_ ) lISE = ey i SkET -2 20,
0 if §pz7 -z <O0.

In either of the cases above, we see that (/11) is non positive and so it may be removed from the
bound. Now, turning our attention to (b), we note that it can be rewritten as (], 11,27 — 27) since
ITj, is an orthogonal projection. Using similar techniques on (b) as we did on (a), we have

D) =@E =G +& -8+ -+, 1,2 —2)
= (@ —§,2 — ) + (& — §,2 — I,2")
F (& =&, —T2") + () — &, 27 —1,2)
= (i) + (id) + (idd) + (iv). (5.7)
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The quantities (i) and (i7) can be bounded similarly to (I) and (II) above with the substitution
of (27 —1II,27) for (2] — 27). Focusing on the remaining terms we obtain

(iii) = (Rpf(4)) — R f(uy), 27 — 127)
< O(1+9)||RuSu(2Y — 2))||12” — 11,27
(i) < ||[TREY = E7[]|2Y — 1L27]).

Before combining all of the bounds, we note that the operators S}, R and RS} are uniformly
bounded in h, that is, there exists some C' independent of h such that

1Sl + || Rull + || RuSh|| < C Vh,

where the above norms are the appropriate operator norms. Now combining all of our bounds we
have

a2 2 < c(uw— R)FSD(I17 - 211 + 127 - T2

+ (1 +7CIS = Sw)27 (117, = 271 + 1127 — Iyz"]])
+(1+7)C2" = 2127 — 27|

+ [T, = &7][127 - Hw”\) :

Next, we make use of Young’s inequality with constant «/(2C') to obtain the bound

=
«

(R~ Rp) f(S2)|I* +

1+7)2C%C
L (s~ 5020

alle - 52 < c(
Coco o 3 1+7)2C%C
+ome - e+ (O‘+( ) )thzﬂ—zwﬁ

4C
3o, 2
—l—EHzZ—z”H )

Grouping terms with our quantity of interest on the left and dividing by the resulting constant
leads to (b.4]). ]

We now use (5.2) and combine (4.4), (5.3), and (5.4) to obtain the overall regularization and

discretization error bound.

Corollary 5.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem and for a fixed v, we have ZZ — Z7 as
h — 0. Let

Zw={2€Z:a<z<bae. in},

where a,b € W*2(Q), with a < b a.e. in Q, be given. If Q is C>, then we get the following rate of
convergence

_ _ 1+ o /11— .
127 = 2} | 120 < C—— ((hﬁ + P (127 |2 ) + luallz2e) + il z2)
(04 1) 12 e ),

where f = min{2s,1 — e} and A = min{3s,s+1/2 —¢,1 —¢}.
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Proof. We first comment on the regularity of z7,4”, and £7. Due to f, the right-hand side of
(3-3D) cannot be more regular than L?(£2), and therefore we have &7 € W, 2(Q). The optimality
condition (3.3c|) is equivalent to

2 =Py, (—a7'E) (5.8)

where P, is the projection onto the set Z,4. Since &7 € WOS’Q(Q), therefore £7|q € W*2((2). Then
using the projection formula , in conjunction with [24], we obtain that 27 € W*2(Q).

Since 2 is assumed to have C* boundary, then by [12] we have 47 € W"2(Q) where v =
min{2s,s+ 1/2 — e}. Now for a fixed , we use [6, Proposition 3.8] and interpolation estimates to
obtain

1+~

127 = 2|l 12(0) < C——(II(R = Rp) f(SZ7) I 12(02) + (S — Sk) 27| 2()
«

IR = €20y + T2 = 2720y )
< Y (W45 | 2y + W ey
F RIS oy + 1 waage)
< (W8 4 1)1 ey + vl 2y + 1 22c)

(4 B2 e ),

where f = min{2s,1 — ¢}, and A = min{3s,s +1/2 —¢,1 — &}. O

5.2. v-Independent Convergence. Next, we present a convergence result in A which is indepen-
dent of 7. First we present a lemma that shows that we can bound the L(Q) norm of (i + va")4
and (i + 74} )+ independent of 4. The proof follows a similar argument as [13, Lemma 3.4], but
we include it in full as there are some needed modifications due to the fact that, in addition to the
state constraints, we also have the control constraints. Also the regularity results from the classical
case (s = 1), do not carry over to the fractional case.

Lemma 5.6. Let (27,4”) and (2],4)) be solutions (controls and states) to (3.2) and (5.1)) respec-

tively. There exists a positive constant C' independent of v and h such that
max { |+ 7274 1 12 + 7)1 2y } < €
Proof. Let Z € Z,; and @ := SZ satisfy the Slater condition such that

u(x) < —71 Vz € Q,
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where 7 > 0 is a constant. Using this we obtain

/Q(ﬂ + ) T < - /Q(ﬂ +yu’)+d

=—E(&,0) + (@7 — uq, ) [2() (by (3:31))
— (&, 2) p2(q) + (@ — ug, @) 12(0) (by (3-34))
— (€, 120) — Al 21220
+ a2, £) aqy + (@ — g, ) 20y (by (B39)
< — (8,2 2 () + a(Z7, 2) 2q) + (W7 — ug, @) 20
= — (@, 0) + (27, 2) 120y + (@7 — ug, ) 120 (by (3:3a))
== ((A+707) 4, u")r2(0) + (@7 — ug, u”) 20
+a(z7, é)Lz(Q) + (U7 = ug, W) 2(0)- (by (B:3B))

Recalling the definition of QF (/i) from (4.10)), we have

[sramr <= [ Geaaa + a2
Q QF ()
+ (@ —ug, v+ fﬂ)LQ(Q)
=— paY — ~||a||? a2 8) e
/Qj(ﬂ) H HLQ(Q;L(H)) ( )L ()
+ (’Eﬂ — Ug, U+ fL’Y)L2(Q)

< - /+ au’ + a(z7, 2)L2(Q) + (@7 — ug, 0+ Q_ﬂ)[g(g).
Q5 (R)

The L' bound for the left-hand-side follows from the fact that we can bound all of the terms on
the right-hand-side of the above inequality independent of v using .

To obtain the L' bound on (j + ’yﬂZ)Jr, we take 2 and @ as before, again use IIj, as the L*-
orthogonal projection onto Z,q,, and let 4, be the solution of

g(ﬁh, Uh) = (Hhé,vh)L2(Q) Yo € Uy,
so that
g(ﬁ — ’llh,’l}h) = (2 - Hhé,vh)L2(Q) Yoy, € Up.
From [3], Proposition 3.2], we now have the bound
Hﬂ—’[bhHLoo(Q) §C||2—Hh2||Lp(Q) —0 as h—)O,

and hence 1, converges to @ uniformly. Note that the convergence of |2 — II;2||1»(q) follows from
the density of piecewise constant functions in LP(2), (every f in LP(2) can be written as the limit
of a sequence of simple functions). Therefore we have that 4, < —7 with 7 < 7 and we can use
the same argument above using the discrete optimal solution (Z}Z7 QZ, 7h) and Il Z instead of Z to
obtain the desired bound. ]

We now present a convergence estimate for which the discrete control converges to the continuous
control where all the terms (including constants) in the estimate remain bounded as v — oo.
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Theorem 5.7. Assume that Q has a C* boundary, Z = L*(Q)) and therefore s > N/4. Let 27
and EZ denote the solution of (3.2) and (5.1) respectively with corresponding states u¥ = Sz and

ﬂz = S},27. Then the discretization error can be bounded as

12 = 2 |20 < C(H(W)Jr — (@) 4 | ey +y 2R

+|R = Rull s + 2127 | 12
+ 12 +vS2")+ — (2 +vSh2")+ (o)

+ {127 = 2|20y + 127 - Hh”“i/f(m)’

where the positive constant C' is independent of v and h, and f = min{2s,1 — e}.

Proof. This proof involves many of the same steps as the proof of Theorem As such, we will
use the same notation and only highlight the differences needed for this result. Recall the terms in

the decomposition (5.5). We bound (/II) exactly as before. For (I) recall
(I) < Cll(R = Ru) f(S2)lIZ, — 27]|-

We will now consider the operators R and Ry, acting on data in L'(2), and note that the operators
Ry, are uniformly bounded as operators from L!(2) to L?(Q) (see [3, Theorem 3.6]). Furthermore,
from [6, Proposition 3.8], we have the estimate

I(R = Ra)olliaoy < CRPloll iz Vo € LA(Q), (5.9)

where 3 = min{2s,1 — ¢} so that |R — Rp||2_,z2 — 0 as h — 0. Using the density of L?(f2) in
LY(2) and the fact that ||f(Sz7)|| (o) is uniformly bounded (by and Lemma , we have
that |R — Rpl||p1r2 — 0 as h — 0, as a consequence of the Banach-Steinhaus Theorem (see [20),
Corollary 9.2]). Therefore we have

(R = Rp) f(S27)| < CR = Rullpr 21 F(SZ7) || 1) = 0,

as h — 0 and by appealing to Lemma we have that this convergence is independent of ~.
Similarly in (II), we can bound

[Rp(f(a7) = fa))| < CI(S = Sp)2" + (it +vS27 )+ = (i + vSnz")+l 1 (@)
< C(I(S = S|l 12
+ 10+ 827+ = (i +vShZ") 4l L1 (o)
< C(hﬁHE’YHB(Q)
+ 1 +7S27) 4 = (i +vShZ")+ll @)

and the second term converges independent of 7 since (i + vSpz?)+ — (& + vSz7)4 pointwise
almost everywhere in  and (4 +vS27), is bounded independent of 7 in L'(2) by Lemma
Now recall the decomposition in ((5.7). We bound (i) and (é¢) similarly to (I) and (II). As with
(I) and (II) above, we bound (7i7) as
(iii) = (Rpf(a}) — Ruf(uy), 27 — 1pz7)
< OB (f(y) — fap)ll|z" — 127
< ClISh(z" = 2;) + (A +vSn2")+ — (A +vSnZ)+ Ly @127 — 27|
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We now appeal to Lemma [5.6] once again and the boundedness of S}, to obtain
(iid) < C(CIIZ" = 2]l 2@y + 1+ 1S02)+ | 2 )
G+ 182 4 ey ) 127 = T2
< C(é\W — 22y + 6*) 127 — T2
For (iv) we obtain the simple bound
(iv) < [T, — &V][[|27 — T, 2.
Using and Lemma we can further bound

Ime - <cler| (= Irf(szn))
<C|S2" —ug + (i +vSZ7) 1 |l L1
SC(CZ + 5)7

and this is independent of v. Combining the preceding bounds, using Young’s inequality as in the
proof of Theorem and making use of (5.9) we can replace (5.4)) with

127 =zl < C(HR = Rullps 21 F(SEN e + 27127 |2
+ (A +vS27)+ — (A +vShz")+ll L1 (o)
_ _ _ —_~n1/2
+ 127 =127 | L2y + (127 — th’y|’L/2(Q)> ;

from which the result follows. [l

6. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we present some numerical results to reinforce the efficacy of our approach. We
set 2 C R? to be a disk of radius 1/2 centered at the origin. We truncate R2\Q2 and bound the
exterior of Q with a circle of radius 3/2 centered at the origin. We use standard P; Lagrangian
finite elements for our spatial discretization of the state and adjoint and a sequence of 8 increasingly
finer meshes. We will refer to the meshes by number with mesh 1 being the coarsest and mesh 8
being the finest. For details on the discretization of the fractional Laplacian operator see [I]. To
minimize the objective function, we use the BFGS method.

In all of the experiments we define our desired state to be

2% 1/4 2 2\ s
m( /4= (z"+y7)+)".
For s = 0.2, the desired state is shown in the top left panel in Figure [3] We take u; = 0.1 as our
state constraint. In the left panel in Figure (1] we show the convergence of |[(u — up)4||L2(q) for
s = 0.4 on the finest mesh as « increases. We note that since we are taking our desired state to be
non-negative we get full O(y~!) convergence as stated in Theorem We also show the maximum
error in w — up with respect to v on mesh 5 in the right panel of Figure

In Figure [2| we show some convergence results for s = 0.2 for the control and the state as ~
increases. Since we do not have an exact solution for the control problem and the associated
optimal state, obtaining error estimates for the optimal control and state is problematic. To obtain
the plots in Figure We solve the optimal control problem on the finest mesh (mesh 8), then project

ug(z,y) =
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FIGURE 1. Convergence of |[(u — up)+|[z2(q) (left) and the violation of the state
constraints in the max-norm (max(u — up)) for given fractional exponent s (right)
as 7y increases.

this solution to the coarse meshes. We then take the L2 error between solutions on the four coarsest
meshes and the projected solution.

u error
Z error

10-7 L L 10-2 L L L
10° 10° 102 10° 102 10* 108

v Y

FIGURE 2. The error |lu —u)||r2(q) (left) and ||z — 2] || 12(q) (right) with respect to
~ for various values of h (different meshes). We recall that (u, z) are computed by
solving the optimal control problem on mesh 8.

In Figure [3| we show the optimal state, control, and Lagrange multiplier for s = 0.2 and v =
419430.4. We note that the control is a piecewise constant on the mesh. The optimal state in Figure
appears to be cleanly cut off at u;, = 0.1, complying with the state constraints and resulting in a
cylindrical profile. Moreover, notice that the Lagrange multiplier corresponding to the inequality
constraints is a measure (bottom right panel) as expected.
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Desired State fors = 0.2 Optimal state for v = 419430.4 on mesh 4

=]

Optimal control for + = 419430.4 on mesh 4

03 12

02 08
G 015+ : 3 s 06+
0.1 04

0.05 0.2

F1cuRE 3. The desired state (top left) optimal state (top right), control (bottom
left) and Lagrange multiplier (bottom right) for s = 0.2 and v = 419430.4.

7. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a Moreau-Yosida regularized version of the optimal control problem considered
in [3]. While this regularization has been used and studied in other contexts, this is the first work
to do so for optimal control problems constrained by fractional PDE with state constraints. We
have also provided a convergence analysis for the solution of the regularized problem to the solution
of the original problem as well as analysis of the solution of a discretized version of the problem
to the original solution. The discretized version of the problem was implemented using a finite
element method. Our numerical experiments validate the theoretical findings and show that the
Moreau-Yosida regularization is an effective method for solving problems involving the optimal
control of fractional elliptic PDE with state constraints.

We have established the convergence of the discrete approximation of the optimal control to
original control. Furthermore, for a fixed v we have established a convergence rate in h. In
addition, for a range of s values, we have shown the convergence of our error bound independent
of ~.
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