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Small-time global exact controllability to the
trajectories for the viscous Boussinesq system

F. W. CHAVES-SILVA* E. FERNANDEZ-CARAT K. LE BaLc’at
J. L. F. MacHADOSY D. A. Souzal

Abstract

In this paper, we deal with the global exact controllability to the trajectories of the Boussi-
nesq system. We consider 2D and 3D smooth bounded domains. The velocity field of the fluid
must satisfy a Navier slip-with-friction boundary condition and a Robin boundary condition is
imposed to the temperature. We assume that one can act on the velocity and the temperature
on an arbitrary small part of the boundary. The proof relies on three main arguments. First,
we transform the problem into a distributed controllability problem by using a domain exten-
sion procedure. Then, we prove a global approximate controllability result by following the
strategy of Coron, Marbach, Sueur in [9], which deals with the Navier-Stokes equations. This
part relies on the controllability of the inviscid Boussinesq system and asymptotic boundary
layer expansions. Finally, we conclude with a local controllability result that we establish with
the help of a linearization argument and appropriate Carleman estimates.
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1 Introduction

Let Q C R™ (n = 2,3) be a smooth bounded domain with I" := 9Q and let I’ C I be a non-empty
open subset which intersects all connected components of I'. It will be said that T'. is the control
boundary. Let us set

LX) :={uec L* Q)" : V-u=0inQ, u-v=0o0nT\T.},

where v = v(x) is the outward unit normal vector to Q at the points z € I'. For a given vector
field f, we denote by [f]ian the tangential part of f, D(f) the deformation tensor and N(f) the
tangential Navier boundary operator, respectively given by the following formula:

Fhan i= = (F 0w
D(f) =5 (Vi + 1Y),
N(f) = (DU + M flian
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where M = M(t,x) is a smooth, symmetric matrix-valued function related to the rugosity of the
boundary, called the friction matriz. We also set

R(O) = — 0, 2
(0) = 5 +m )
where m = m(t, z) is a smooth function again related to the properties of the boundary, known as
the heat transfer coefficient.

Let T > 0 be a final time. We will consider the Boussinesq system

ou—Au+ (u-VYu+Vp=0e, in (0,T)xQ,

O —AO+u-VO=0 in (0,7)x9Q,

V-u=0 in (0,7)x9Q, 3)
u-v=0, N(u)=0 on (0,7)x (C\T.),

R(#) =0 on (0,7)x ("'\T.),

u(0,-) =ug, 6(0,-) =06 in

where the functions u = u(t,z), § = 0(t,z) and p = p(¢,z) must be respectively viewed as the
velocity field, the temperature and the pressure of the fluid and e,, is the n-th vector of the canonical
basis of R", i.e., e, = (0,1) if n =2 and e,, = (0,0,1) if n = 3.

In the controlled system (B]), at any time ¢ € [0, T, (u,0)(t,-) : @ — R™ x R will be interpreted
as the state of the system and its restriction (u,0)(¢,-) : ' — R™ x R will be regarded as the
associated control.

1.1 Main result

In this section, we state the main result of the paper, which concerns small-time global boundary
exact controllability to the trajectories of (3]).
Let us introduce the following notation:

Wr(Q) = [Cy,([0, T]; LZ(Q)™) N L2(0, T; HH(Q)")] x Cy ([0, T]; L* () N L2(0, T; HH ()] (4)
We have the following result:

Theorem 1.1 Let T > 0 be a positive time, let (ug, ) € L2(Q)"™ x L*(Q) be an initial state and
let (u,0) € Wr(Q) be a weak trajectory of @)). Then, there exists a weak controlled solution to (3)
in Wrp(Q) that satisfies

(u7 6‘) (T7 : ) = (ﬂv 6‘) (T7 : ) (5)

Several comments are in order.

Remark 1.1 For the precise notions of weak trajectory and weak controlled solution, see Defini-
tion 2l below. Essentially, we require to belong to Wr(Q2) and satisfy the PDEs in (@) in the weak
(distributional) sense.

Remark 1.2 In Theorem [[LT] we do not indicate explicitly which are the controls. Indeed, once
the controlled solution is constructed, we see that the associated controls are the appropriate traces
of the solution on (0,7") x T'..

Remark 1.3 Theorem [[T] is stated as an existence result. The lack of uniqueness comes from
two main reasons:
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e If we do not specify any restriction, there exist many controls that drive the solution to (3]
to the desired trajectory.

e Even if we select a criterion in order to fix the control without ambiguity, it is not known if
weak solutions are unique in the 3-D case (in 2-D, it is known that weak solutions are unique;
see [2, [32] for the Navier-Stokes case).

1.2 Bibliographical comments

We now present some existing results in the literature which are related to Theorem [L1]

There are several papers where the controllability properties of the Boussinesq equations are
investigated. Most of them are local results covering boundary conditions of various kinds. For
instance, in [I7], the local exact boundary controllability to the trajectories was obtained with
boundary controls acting over the whole boundary; in [I8], the exact controllability with distributed
controls and periodic boundary conditions was analyzed; in [24], the author proved the local exact
controllability to the trajectories with Dirichlet boundary conditions; this situation is also handled
with a reduced number of controls in [3] [IT], 12, 22]. For incompressible ideal fluids, this subject
has been investigated by Coron [0} [7] and Glass [19] 20} 21] and also by Ferndndez-Cara et al. [15]
when heat effect are considered.

On the other hand, the literature on the Navier-Stokes and Boussinesq equations with Navier-
slip boundary conditions is scarce. Let us recall some controllability results obtained for the
Navier-Stokes system: in [§], a small-time global result for the 2D equations has been proved
where the exact controllability can be achieved in the interior of the domain and the information
about the solution near the boundaries is unknown; the residual boundary layers are too strong to
be handled satisfactorily during the control design strategy. Guerrero proved in [23] the local exact
controllability to the trajectories with general nonlinear Navier boundary conditions. Finally, the
small-time global exact controllability with Navier slip-with-friction boundary conditions towards
weak trajectories was proved in [9] by Coron, Marbach and Sueur. This article answers the famous
open question by J.-L. Lions concerning global null-controllability of the Navier-Stokes equations
with boundary conditions of this kind. In what concerns the Boussinesq system with Navier-slip
boundary conditions, see [28| [B1] for some local results.

1.3 Strategy of the proof

We present in this section the main of ideas and results needed for the proof of Theorem .11

e In Section 2 we will reduce the task to a distributed controllability problem by applying a
classical domain extension technique. Then, we will limit our considerations to smooth initial
data by using the smoothing effect of the uncontrolled Boussinesq system.

e In Section Bl starting from a sufficiently smooth initial data, we prove a global approximate
controllability result. In order to do this, we follow the strategy performed by Coron, Marbach
and Sueur in [9] in the Navier-Stokes case.

e In Section @, we prove a local controllability result by using Carleman inequalities for the
adjoint of the linearized system and a fixed-point strategy.

e In Section Bl we combine all these arguments and achieve the proof.
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In general, the notation will be abridged. For instance, if u € H?(Q)" and 0 € H(Q),
|(w, 0) || zr2x 11 will stand for the norm of (u,6) in the space H2(2)" x H'(2). The scalar product
and norm in L? spaces will be denoted by (-, -) and || - ||, respectively. The symbol C will stand
for a generic positive constant.

2 Domain extension and smoothing effect

2.1 Domain extension

We consider an extended bounded domain O in such a way that I'. C O and T\T'. C T'p := 00. In
the sequel, we will denote by 7 = P(z) the outward unit normal vector to O at the points z € JO.
We will assume that M and m are extended to [0,7] x OO as smooth functions such that M is
symmetric on (0,7") x 0O. This allows to speak of N(u) and R(#) on (0,T) x 0O.

We will also need the space

L2, (O :={ue L*(O)" : V-u=0in O, u-v=0on d0}.
The following proposition enables us to extend initial conditions to the whole domain O.

Proposition 2.1 Let (ug,fp) € L2(Q)" x L3(Q) be given. There exist (ux,0x) € L*(O)"*! and
0. € CX(O\ Q) such that

ur =ug and 0, =10 in Q, V- u, =0, in O, Uy -7 =0 on 00. (6)

Furthermore, (ux,0x) and o. can be chosen depending continuously on (ug,8y) in the following
sense:

[usll + llowll < Clluoll, — [10«]] < Cbo]l- (7)
Proof: Let 0, € L?*(O) be the extension by zero of 6y to the whole domain O, then we have
101 < [16o]l-

Next, to find an appropriate extension for ug, we first notice that, since ug € L?(Q)", the
normal trace ug - v has a sense in H~/2(9Q), see [2, Chapter IV, Section 3.2]. Let us split

k
Fc = U lezv
=1

where I'! represent the parts of T, in each connected component of T' and we stand for (O \ Q)
its related extension. Also, let w? CC (O\ Q)! be a non-empty open subset and 0% € C>°(w?) such
that

/ ol = —(uo v, 1) geya ey, gi/e(r -
(O\Q)i

The following non homogeneous elliptic problem admits a unique solution w' € H*((O\Q)?):

—Aw' = —0! in (O\Q),
ow' ,
5, — U0V on I,

duw' Vi \ T
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Let us set

Uug in
Uy = . —
Vuw' in (O\Q), for i=1,...,k.

It is then clear that u, € L2(O)", V- uy = 0 in O and u, - 7 = 0 on 0. On the other hand, we
see that, by construction, (@) and (@) are satisfied. O

*

Let us now present the notion of solution used throughout the paper. To this purpose, let us
introduce the following notations Or := (0,T) x O and Ar := (0,T) x JO. In the sequel, when
there is no ambiguity, we will also denote by v the outward unit normal to O.

Definition 2.1 Let T > 0 and (ug,fp) € L2(Q)"™ x L3() be given. It will be said that (u,0) €
Wr(Q) is a weak controlled trajectory of B) if it is the restriction to (0,T) X Q of a weak Leray
solution, still denoted by (u, ), in the space Wr(O), to the nonlinear system

ou—Au+ (u-V)u+Vp=0be,+v in Orp,
00 — A0 +u-VO=w m O,
V-u=o in  Or,
u-v=0, N(u)=0 on Ar, (®)
R(0) = on Arp,
w(0,-) = us, 6(0,-) =6, in O,

where v € HY(0,T; L2(0)*)NCY([0,T]; HY(O)*) and w € H*(0,T; L*(0))NC°([0,T]; HY(O)) are
forcing terms supported in O\,
supported in O\ Q and (ux,0.) is an extension of (uo,0o) furnished by Proposition 21}, satisfying
V- u,=0(0,-).

o € C™([0,T]xO) is a nonhomogeneous divergence condition also

Let us state an existence result of weak solution to (), whose proof is sketched in Appendix [A}

Proposition 2.2 Let us assume that T > 0, (u.,0.) € L*(O)" x L*(O) satisfies us -v = 0 on
00, o € C>=([0,T] x O) satisfies 0(0, -) =V - ux, v € HY(0,T; L*>(O)") N C°([0,T]; H*(O)") and
w € HY0,T; L2(0))NC°([0,T); HY(O)). Then there exists at least one weak Leray solution (u,0)
to (8.

2.2 Smoothing effect of the uncontrolled Boussinesq system

The goal of this section is to show that, starting from L? initial data, for any small time interval,
one can find a time such that the solution is sufficiently smooth. More precisely, we have the
following result:

Lemma 2.1 Let us assume that T > 0 and (u,0) € C([0,T] x O)"+! is such that V -u = 0 in

Or andu-v =0 on Ap. Then there exists a smooth function ¥ : RT — R with T(0) =0 such
that, for any (r.,q.) € L2, (O)" x L*(O) and any weak Leray-Hopf solution (r,q) € Wr(O) to:

or—Ar+(r-Vyr+ @ -Vir+ (r-Vu+Vr=gqe, in Or,

0 —Aq+ (r+1)-Vg+r-VO=0 in  Or,

V-r=0 m O,

r-v=0, N(r)=0 on Ar, (©)
R(q)=0 on Ar,

r(0,-) =r., q(0,") = q. in O,
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the following property holds:

Fto € [0, 7] (r,q) (o, s <V (17, g:)l]) - (10)

The proof of this lemma is quite classical but, for completeness, will be given in Appendix [Bl

3 Approximate controllability problem

In this section, the goal is to prove the following approximate controllability result starting from
sufficiently smooth initial data.

Proposition 3.1 Let us assume that T > 0 and (@,p,0,7,w,5) € C>([0,T] x O;R?"*4) is q
smooth trajectory of (8), with© and W supported in O\ Q. Let (u.,0) € [H*(O)" N L3, (0)"] x
H3(O) be an initial state. Then, for any § > 0 there exist reqular controls v, w and o, again
supported in O\ Q and an associated weak solution to ) satisfying

H(uu 9)(T7 ) - (ﬂug)(Tv : )” <4

For the proof, we will follow the strategy introduced by Coron, Marbach, Sueur in [9]. Let us
explain how it works:

e First, a scale change associated to a small parameter ¢ > 0 is introduced and (§) is trans-
formed into a Boussinesq system with small viscosity ¢ that must be solved in the (long) time
interval [0, T'/e] starting from a small initial state, see (I2). The advantage of this scaling is
that we can benefit from the nonlinear terms (u - V)u and u - V6.

e By taking formally ¢ = 0, we obtain the inviscid Boussinesq system. For this hyperbolic
system, we construct a particular nontrivial trajectory that connects (0,0) € R"*! to itself
and sends any particle outside the physical domain before the final time T'.

e By linearizing the inviscid Boussinesq system around the previous trajectory, we obtain a
new hyperbolic linear system that is small-time globally null-controllable. Actually, what we
are doing here is to apply the so called return method, due to Coron, see [5]. Note that the
linearization around the trivial state leads to a noncontrollable system.

e In the particular case of the special slip boundary condition, that is, M such that [V X u]tan =
0 on Ar and m = 0, we immediately conclude by estimating the remainder terms. We do
not need to use the long interval time [0,7"/¢] to control, since the solution is already small
at the intermediate time T € (0,7 /¢).

e Unfortunately, in the general case, a boundary layer appears. This phenomenon was already
taken into account in [27] for the Navier-Stokes PDEs. Thus, we have to introduce some
corrector terms in the asymptotic expansion of the solution depending on ¢ in order to
estimate the residual layers. The boundary layer decays but not enough. Hence, the corrector
is not sufficiently small at the final time T'/e and we still cannot conclude.

e In order to overcome this difficulty, we adapt the well-prepared dissipation method, intro-
duced by Marbach in [33]. The idea is to design a control strategy that reinforces the action
of the natural dissipation of the boundary layer after the intermediate time 7. A desired
small state is obtained at final time and we can finally achieve the proof.
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In the sequel, we will frequently need vector functions (u,p,8,v,w, o) representing adequate
states (u, p, 8), controls (v, w) and auxiliary functions o, corresponding to some linear or nonlinear
systems. In all cases, it will be implicitly assumed that v and w vanish outside O \ €.

3.1 Time scaling
Let us introduce u®, p®, etc., with

u(t,z) == eu(et,z), p°(t,z):=e’p(et,x), 6°(t,x):=e%0(et,x),
vi(t,x) = (et x), we(t,z):=e3w(et,x) o°(t,x) = eo(et,x).

In these new variables, the original system () reads

Opuf — eAu® + (uf - V)u® + Vp© = 0%, +v° in (0,T/e) x O

040° — e AO° +u° - VO = w® in (0,T/e) x O,

V-uf =o° in (0,T/e)x O (12)
u-v=0, N(@)=0 on (0,T/¢e)x 00,

R(6°)=0 on (0,T/¢e)x 00,

u®(0,-) = eus, 6°(0,-) = %0, in O.

Instead of working hard in a small time interval, we now work easily during a large time interval
[0,T/e]. The counterpart is the small viscosity that we find now in (I2)), that can be viewed as a
singular perturbation of a nonlinear inviscid system.

To prove Proposition [3]] it is sufficient to prove that

|lus(T/e, ) —eu(T,-)|| = o(s) and HHE(T/a, ) —20(T, - )H = o(e?).

3.2 The special case of the slip boundary condition

In this section, we consider a special situation where the fluid perfectly slips. In this case, the
proof of Proposition [B]is more simple (there is no boundary layer). For the moment, we will also
assume that the smooth target trajectory is zero, i.e., (%,7,0,7,w,7) = 0.

Thus, the friction coefficient M is assumed to be the Weingarten map (or shape operator) M,,.
Thanks to [9, Lemma 1], on the uncontrolled boundary one has

u-v=0 and [V Xulten =0 on Ap. (13)

3.2.1 Amnsatz with no correction term
Let us consider an asymptotic expansion of the solution:

ut = uO +€u1 _’_ET.E, pa :pO +€p1 —I—Eﬂ'E, 9 = 6‘0 +8291 +£2q€ (14)
v =19 + evl, w® = w’ + 2wl of =0V,
There is some intuition behind ([I]). The first term (u, p°, 6°, 09, w°) is the solution to an inviscid
system, take e = 0 in (I2). It models a smooth reference trajectory around which we linearize the
original system. This is exactly what we have to do when we apply the return method of Coron,
see [5]. It will be chosen in such a way that the flow flushes the initial data off the physical domain
before time T. The second term (u', pt, 01, v, w') takes into account the initial data (u., 6. ).Then,
(re,m€, %) contains higher order terms. At the end, we need to prove that ||(r¢,¢%)(T, )| = o(1),
in order to be able to conclude.
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3.2.2 Inviscid flow

By taking € = 0 in (I2), we obtain the following system

Ou® + (u® - V)ul + Vp® = 0%, +v° in  Or,
8,0 + u° - vo° = ° in Orp,
V-u =o' in Orf,
0 (15)
uwv=0 on Ar,
u?(0,-) =u(T,-) =0 in O,
0°(0,-) =6°(T,-) =0 in O,
where v°, w® and ¢ are smooth forcing terms spatially supported in O\ Q. We want to control (I5])

during the shorter time interval [0, 7] instead of [0, T'/€]. Let us introduce the flow ®° = ®%(s;¢, 1)
associated to u?, ie., for any (¢, ), ®°(-,t, ) solves

0;0%(s;t, ) = u(s,®%(s;t, 7)), (16)
OO(s;t,2)|s=¢ = .
Hence, we look for trajectories such that:
VreO, 3t, € (0,T), ®°(t,;0,2) ¢ Q. (17)

This property is obvious for the points = already located in O \ . For points € Q, we use the
following result, whose proof can be found in [6l [7, [8, 0] in the 2D case and [2I] in the 3D case:

Lemma 3.1 There exists a non-zero solution to (I5) (u®, p°, 0°,v°,w°, c%) € C>=([0, T]x O; R2"+4)
such that the associated flow ®q, defined in ([{6)), satisfies (IZ). Moreover, we can choose u®, 69
and w® such that

P =w’=0 and Vxu®=0 in [0,T]xO (18)

and u®,p°,0°, v° w® and o° are compactly supported in time in (0,T).

Note that, in the proof of this result, the assumption that I, intersects all connected components
of I must be used.

In the sequel, if needed, it will be assumed that «°, p°, 6%, v°, w® and ¢ have been extended by
zero after time 7.

3.2.3 Flushing

Let (u',0%) be the solution to the linear problem

Oul + (u® - V)ut + (ul - V)ul + Vpl = Au® + o' in O,

0.0t + - Vo = w! in Orp,

V-ul=0 in  Or, (19)
u' v =0 on Ar,

u'(0,-) = u., 0%0,-) =0, in O,

where v! and w' are forcing terms spatially supported in O \ Q. Thanks to (I¥)), we have Au® =
V(V -u®) = Vo. Thus, it is smooth and can be absorbed by the source term v!. Of course,
is a linear uncoupled system.
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Lemma 3.2 Let us assume that (us,0.) € [H*(O)" N L3, (O)"] x H3(O). There exist forcing
terms

vt e CH[0, T HY(O0)") N CO([0,T]; H*(O)"), w' € C([0,T]; H*(0)) n C°((0, T]; H*(0)), (20)

with
supp(vt,w') cCc O\ Q (21)

such that the associated solution (u',0%) to [IJ) satisfies (ul,0)(T,-) = (0,0) in O. Moreover,
(u', ) is bounded (with respect to €) in L>(0,T; H3(O)") x L>(0,T; H3(0)).

Proof: First, note that the result for u! is proved in [9, Lemma 3].

For §', we have a similar situation and we can apply the same arguments. For completeness,
let us sketch the main ideas. We will use the smooth partition of unity 7, for 1 < ¢ < L defined in
[9, Appendix A] which is related to ®° as follows: thanks to (I7), we can find € > 0 and balls B,
for 1 < /¢ < L covering O such that

Ve, 3ty € (6,T—¢), 3my € {1,--- ,M} such that ®°(s;0,B;) C Qm, Vs € (ti—e,tote), (22)

where the Q,,, are squares (or cubes) that never intersect 2; hence, every ball spends a positive
amount of time within a given square (cube) where we can use a localized control to act on the 6*
profile. Here, it is assumed that the n, satisfy 0 < np(z) <1, Y. 1, = 1 and supp(n¢) C By.

Let us introduce a smooth function f : R — [0,1] with 8 = 1 on (—oc0,—¢) and § = 0
on (g,400).

For each £, we consider the solution 6, to

010y +u’ -V, =0 in (0,T)x O,
?@(0,~)Z7]g9* in O,

and we set 0,(t, z) := B(t — t¢)0,(t, ). Since B(T —t;) = 0 and B(—t;) = 1, 8 solves

00y + ul - Vo, = wy in (O,T) X O,
9@(0, ) = 77@6‘*, Hg(T, ) =0 in 6,

where wy(t, z) := B'(t — t¢)0y. Thanks to (22)), since 3’ vanish outside (—¢, ¢), it is easy to see that
wy is supported in @y, .
At this point, we take

o :=Z€g and w' ::ng
‘ ¢

and we see that the second PDE and the second initial condition in (I9) are satisfied. Thanks
to this explicit construction, the spatial regularity of w' and 6, are the same. Then, w' €
C1([0,T], H*(O)) N C°([0,T], H3(O)). The fact that 6* is bounded in L>(0,T; H3(0)) readily
comes from the fact that each 6, is bounded in L°°(0,T; H3(O)). This ends the proof.
O
Lemma is a null-controllability result. Thanks to the linearity and reversibility of (I3, it
leads to an exact controllability result:

Lemma 3.3 Let us assume that (us,0.), (ur,0r) € [H3(O)" N L2, (0)"] x H3(O). There exist
vt and w' as in @0) and @) such that the associated solution to (I9) satisfies (ul,01)(T, ) =

(ur,0r). Moreover, (ut,0') is bounded (with respect to ¢ ) in L>=°(0,T; H3(O)")x L>(0,T; H3(0)).
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3.2.4 Equations and estimates for the remainder

The equations for r¢, 7€ and ¢° in the extended domain O are

Oyr® — eAre + (uf - V)re + Vr€ = f¢ — A1 + e¢®e,, +eble, in  Or,

0yq° —eAg® +u® - V¢ = h® — B°r® in Orf,

Vort=0 in Or,
(23)

r =0, [VX7ten =—-[VX ul]mn on Ar,

R(q¢°) = _R(el) on Arp,

r(0,-) =0, ¢(0,-)=0 n 0,
where we have introduced

fei=cAut —e(u' - V)ul, A%re = (r° - V) (u® +eul), (24)
he = A — cut - VO, Bere :=erc - VoL (25)

We can establish energy estimates for the remainder by multiplying [23]); by 7¢ and @232 by
¢°. Indeed, after integration by parts, and thanks to the interpolation inequality in [2, Theorem
111.2.36)), we easily obtain the following estimates

15
—/ qsai dF:/ m|q5|2df—|—/ ¢“R(0")dr, (26)
0 OV 80 80
‘/@O qaR(el)dF’ < Hq€||L2(8(’)) ||R(6‘1)HL2((90) < CHqEHHl ||6‘1HH2’ (27)
L@OmMﬂ%w\scwfhﬂqul (28)

and

d
(17 + 1 1%) + (V< r=[1* + [ Vg7[1?)
< Cle+lo°lze + I1F5I + 1A% Lo + 1Bl + [BEIDUr=I* + la°]1%)
+ 2eflul e + 150 + Cello 7 + [1h°1D, (29)

where the boundary term for 7¢ is bounded in a similar way as in [9, Section 2.5].
By applying Gronwall’s inequality and Lemma [3.2] we deduce that

70 e 22y + 0% 2o 12y + € (IV x 7°I2 + [ VG°]|?) = Ofe). (30)
Consequently, at time T, since (u®,8°)(T,-) = (u*,0)(T, ) = (0,0), we find:
[uf(T, )] < [ler*(T,-)| < O(?) and [|6°(T,-)|| < [|£¢°(T,-)|| < O(™?).
This concludes the proof of Proposition [3]in the slip boundary condition case.

Remark 3.1 In the previous proof, we have used in a crucial way the homogeneous Robin bound-
ary conditions satisfied by 6. Indeed, we have used (28]), among others. Contrarily, with homoge-

neous Dirichlet boundary conditions on ¢%, we have
0q°

[ o5 < el (31)
20 v

ol
€ dl'| =
/aoq v ‘ 9

But unfortunately, the norm ||¢°|| g2 cannot be absorbed by the left hand side of (29).
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3.3 The case of Navier slip-with-friction boundary conditions

We come back to the general case, i.e. Navier slip-with-friction boundary conditions.

3.3.1 Ansatz with correction term

Let us introduce a smooth function ¢ : R™ +— R such that ¢ = 0 on 00, ¢ > 0 in O, ¢ < 0 outside
of O and |¢(x)| = dist(x,d0) in a small neighborhood of 0. Then, v = —V¢ near 9O and v can
be extended smoothly within the full domain O.

Following the original boundary layer expansion for Navier slip-with-friction boundary condi-
tions proved in [27] by Iftimie and Sueur, we introduce the following expansions of the variables
and the forcing terms:

us(t,x) = uo(t,x)+\/5p<t,x, w\(/?)+5u1(t,x)+~-~—|—5r5(t,:1:),

pi(tx) = pltz) +ep'(t,a) + - +en(t,x),
0% (t, x) 00(t, ) + €20 (t,x) + 2¢° (¢, x),

p(z)
NG

ve(t,z) = (¢ x) + Eu? <t, ,
we(t,z) = w'(t,z)+ 2wl (t,x),
of(t,x) = o't ).

) +evi(t, x),

Compared to the previous expansion ([I4]), since u® cannot satisfy the Navier slip-with-friction

boundary condition on O, the expansion ([B2]) introduces a boundary correction p. This profile is
expressed in terms of both the slow space variable € O and a fast scalar variable z = ¢(z)/+/e.
In the equations of ([B2), the missing terms will help us to prove that the remainder is small; the
details are given in Section 3.3.41 We use the profiles (u”,0°) and (u',0') (extended by zero for
t > T') introduced in the previous sections, see Sections and The following sections are
devoted to analyze and estimate the terms of the expansion in (B2]).

The boundary layer corrector will be given as the solution to an initial boundary value problem
with a boundary condition associated to the extra variable. Asin [27], the boundary layer correction
will be described by a tangential vector field p = p(t, z, z) satisfying the equation:

ap+ (W’ -V)p+ (p- V)ultan + ul20.p — 0..p =07 in Ry x O xRy,
dzp(t, 2,0) = ¢°(t, ) in Ry x O, (33)
p(0,z,2) =0 in OxRy,,
where we have used the following notation:
u’(t, ) - v(x)
p(x)
(t,2) == 2N W) () in Ry x O, (35)

uf (t,z) == — in Ry x0O, (34)

with a smooth cut-off function x satisfying y = 1 in a neighbourhood of the boundary 0O.

We can formally obtain ([B3) by plugging the expansion u® + /zp(t, x, ¢(x)//€) into (I2)) and
keeping the terms of order /.

The following points are in order:
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e v” must be viewed as a smooth control whose spatial support is located outside of Q. With
the help of the transport term, this control will enable us to modify the behavior of p inside
the physical domain Q.

e p depends on n+1 spatial variables (n slow variables x; and one fast variable z); it is thus not
set in curvilinear coordinates. It is implicitly assumed that v actually refers to the extension
—V of the normal and, in turn, this furnishes extensions of the identities in ().

e We will check that the construction above satisfies v” - v = 0. Since the equation is linear,
it preserves the relation p(0,x, 2) - v(z) = 0 at initial time. Thus, the boundary profile will
be tangential, even inside the domain. Actually, this is the reason why the equation (33) is
linear; see [27), Section 2] for more details.

e In (3H), the role of the function x is to ensure that p is compactly supported near 9O.

e Since uY

in O.

is smooth and tangent to the boundary, a Taylor expansion proves that ubo is smooth

e The boundary layer profile p does not depend on .

3.3.2 Well-prepared dissipation method

Unlike in the previous section, where T is the fixed time control, we will use here virtually long
time intervals [0, 7'/¢] to dissipate the boundary layer.

The most natural strategy would be to use that u® is equal to 0 after time 7. Then (B3)
would be reduced to a heat equation posed on the half line Rt with homogeneous Neumann
boundary conditions and the boundary layer would decay. Unfortunately, this decay is too slow:
one can prove that \/ep(T/e, -, ¢(-)/v/E) = O(e), see |9 Section 3.2]. Therefore, by dividing by &,
u(T,-) = O(1) and this is not enough for using the local result at the end.

This is why we use the source v” to prepare the dissipation of the boundary layer.

Let us define the following weighted Sobolev spaces

H**R):={ f € H(R) ; Z /R(1+ |2|H)F10“f(2)|?dz < +o00 p , (36)

|a|=0
endowed with the corresponding (natural) norms. In [9, Lemma 7], the following result is proved:

Lemma 3.4 Let k > 1 and u® € C*°([0,T] x O) be a fized reference flow in [{I5). There exists
v? € C°(Ry x O x Ry) with v° - v = 0, such that the z-support is included in O\ Q, the time
support is compact in (0,T) and, for any s,p € N and any 0 < m < k, the associated boundary
layer profile satisfies:

k_m
tz—3%

; (37)

Bl

log(2+t)

oo Y oarw rsimy <
|p(7 ) )|Hm(Hz ) = 2+ ¢

where the positive constant C depends on p, s, m and u® but not on t.
The interest of Lemma B4l is twofold.

e The estimate (B37) will be used to show that the source terms generated by the boundary layer
are integrable in long time and the equation satisfied by the remainder term is well-posed.
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e It will be also used to prove that the boundary layer is sufficiently small at time T'/e.

14

Remark 3.2 A more ambitious idea would be to design a control strategy to get exactly
p(T,-,¢(-)/+v/€) = 0. But, unfortunately, it can be proved that B3] is not null-controllable at

time T, see [9, Section 3.5].

3.3.3 Technical profiles

For a function f = f(t, z,z), we will use the notation {f} to denote its values at points (¢, x, z)

with z = ¢(z)/+/e. The full decomposition will be the following

u = ul+VE{p} +eu +eVEE +e{B} +er’,
p° = pP+e{yv}+ept +ept +ent,
6° = 60°+£20" + %,
v© = 0+ E{vP} +evt,
e w® + g2t
o° = oY

The functions 8, (¢ and 1 are given as follows:

+oo
B(t..2) = =2 *N(p)(t:,0) = v(@) [ V- plt )

A¢t =—{V -3} in O,
0,5 =—p(t,-,0)-v on 90O,

Y =Yt x, 2) satisfies [(u®-V)p+(p-V)u]-v = 0,4 and (t,x,2) — 0 as

(39)

(40)

z — +00. (41)

It is proved in [9, Section 4.2] that the definitions ([B9), [@0) and {I]) are compatible with (I2])

and, furthermore, the following estimates hold:

||ﬂ(t7 N )”Hg'(ij) < OHp(t, N )||H£+1(H§+l,k+2),

15 Y < C (7B Mgsuzoy + ot ascen) )

16t Mo < C (=48 Mgy + 0t gaaesy)

6=t e < € (¢ 1/4||B( s Moy + 1ot ) aren

)
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3.3.4 Equation and estimates of the remainder

We will now analyze the remainder defined in (B8], which is in fact a solution in the extended
domain O to

Opr® — eAr® + (uf - V)re + Vre = {f¢} — {4A°r°} + e¢®e,, +e0e, in (0,+00) x O
0" —eAg" +u - V¢& ={h°} — B°r® in  (0,400) x O,
V-rt=0 in (0,+00) x O
r®-v=0, N(rf)=-N(¢°) on (0,+00) x 90,
R(¢°) = —R(0") on (0,+00) x 90,
r%(0,-)=0, ¢°(0,-)=0 in O,
(47)
where ¢° := u' + V(® + |.—0. Let us introduce the amplification operators A° and B¢, given by
A = (r° - V) (u® + Vep +eut +eVE +eB) — (r° - v)(0.p + V20.5) (48)
and
Ber® i=er® - VO (49)

and the forcing terms f¢ and h®, with

[ = (Apd.p —2(v-V)d.p+ 0..8) + Ve(Ap+ Apd. 5 — 2(v - V)9. )
+e(AB + Aut + AV() = ((p+ VEB +u' + V(%)) - V)(p+ VEB + u' + V(7))
—(w®-V)B = (8- V)u’ —u20.6 + (B +u' + V() -vd.(p + VEp)
=V — 08

(50)

and
he = eAO" — (Vep +e(ut + V(E + B)) - VoL (51)
We have to estimate the size of the remainder (r¢,¢%) at final time and check that it is small.
We begin by establishing an energy estimate. Thus, we multiply equation @T); by r¢ and the
equation (T2 by ¢° and integrate by parts. We proceed as before, term by term, the unique
different being the terms coming from the boundary.
We recall the following identity, see [27, Lemma 2.2] which will be used throughout the paper

/O(—Au) -v=2/OD(u)-D(v) —2/60[D(u)u]mn -vdlo, (52)

where u and v are smooth vector fields such that v is divergence free and tangent to the boundary.
Therefore, it follows that

—g/ Are - = 26| D(r®)|2 +25/ ([Mr)san — N(g°)) - 1 dTo,
o o0
and we estimate the boundary term as follows

2 =2 Mr€ .1 = N(g%)-r*dl'o

o0

AVre? + Ca(ll7e 12 + IN (991172 00)) (53)
NV7El? + a1 + 19° 17200y + 12917 2(00))

AIVre]? + Calllrl? + g7 172,

/ ([MTE]tan - N(gs)) -7t dFO
00

ININIA
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for any A > 0, where C) is a constant depending on A. Let us absorb the term ||[Vr¢||? in (G3).
Thanks to the classical Korn’s inequality (see Lemma [AT]), since V-7¢ =0in O and 7¢ - v = 0 on
00, we have

Il < Cxllre||* + Cc | D)%

for some Cx > 0. Choosing A = 1/(2Ck), we get:
d g (3 € g g
21 + 21D < (0 oo + Ce + IEFH + 20{A oo ) 1742

+ (Cellg®ll3s + ILS=HI + £l611%) + ellg”]1

and
L1 + IV 1 < (10w + IR+ 1B oo + ) P
+ (Igh=} I+ CeN0 2 ) + ILB oo 12
Adding the two estimates above, we get
LI+ 16°1P) + (D) +H T ]?)
< (110°lloo + Ce + I1LF7HI + 20{A oo + I{AZHI + 1B )
x (=12 + 1g12) + (Cellg®li3 + A=Y + I HI + Cell6' 3 )-

Applying Gronwall’s inequality in the interval (0,7'/¢), and using the fact that the initial datum
is equal to 0 and the estimates

{A |1 (zoey + I1B L=y = O(1), (54)
elloM32 2y +elg 132 mzy = O(e7), (55)
I Hlz ey + 1{h ey = O(e7), (56)

we obtain:
1711 e 22y + 1613 12y + D) 3212 + €l VE [F2(12) = O ). (57)

The estimates (B4]), (B3] and (B8) hold on the whole interval [0, +00). The estimates for {A°},
¢ and {f°} can be found in [9] Section 4.4]. Here, we give some details to obtain the estimates
for B, 6! and {h°}, which are new.

First, the estimates of B¢ and 6! are straightforward by using (@), and Lemma Indeed,
we easily get that || B®||11(5~) = O(1) and that 5||91||%2(H2) = 0O(g).

Now, let us justify the estimate of {h}. Note that the fast scaling variable enables us to win
a factor £'/4, see [27, Lemma 3]. In what follows, we estimate each one of the terms in (5I). The
first term is O(e), thanks to the regularity of #'. The second one can be treated as follows

IVe{p(t,-)} - VO (1) < OVE{p(t, Yl VO (E,-) | e
< O (VR gy mom, + 1402000 1) 19810
<C (\/EHP(t, S Mooy + e p(t, - )||H;(H;’°)) VO (t, )| e
< 081/4”/)(15, BN )HH;(H;O)Hvel(ta DlIFze
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Then, integrating by parts this last inequality with respect to time over (0,7/¢), using Lemma [3.4]
for k = 4 and also the fact that 6! is bounded in L°°(0,T; H3(0)), we get:

IVE{p(-,-)} - VO 1112y = OEMY).
Now, for the third term, by using (@2)) and @3] we have the following;:
[eVaCE(t,-) - VO (¢, )| < Cel ValE (t, )l VOt )|
< Cel|¢E(t ) a2 IVO (E, )|
< Ce (51/4||[3(t, S Mz caeey + o, - - )HH;(HQ’I)) IV (&, )| o
< Cellp(ts s )l praarr2y VO (2, )l e

Integrating by parts this last inequality, with respect to time, and using again Lemma B4 for k = 3
and the fact that 6 is bounded in L*°(0,7T; H3(O)), we find that

1eVaC(-s-) - VO ()l paceey = O(eMY).

The last term can be estimated in a similar way, using ([@2]).

3.4 Towards the trajectory

In this section, we deduce a small-time global approximate controllability result to smooth trajec-
tories. For that, we will use Lemma B.4] and the estimates on the remainder term (G51).

Let (uf, p®, 6%) be the solution to the equation (I2) on the time interval [0,7/e]. First, during
the interval [0, 7], we use the expansions

ut = u+E{p}+eult +eV(E +e{B} +erc, (58)
9 — 90 + 6291,5 + EQqs,
where ©!¢(0,-) = ., 05(0,-) = 0, and u'5(T,-) = (T, - ), 02°(T, -) = (T, -). The couple
(ub=,6%%) solves, together with some p':, the usual first-order system ([[J) and the profiles u'-*
and 6%¢ depend on . However, since the reference trajectory belongs to C*, all the required
estimates can be made independent of €. In a second step, for large times t > T, we change our
expansions and set:

ut = e{p}+eulet, ) +eVE + {8} +ere,

p° = e¥p(et, ) +eps +enc,

VS = ev + &%, (59)
6° = e20(et, -) + 3¢,

wt = &w.

Note that, for t > T, we have u® = 0 and the profile (u!,6') is the main trajectory and changing
(ES) by (B9) allow us to get rid of some terms in the equation satisfied by the remainder. Indeed,
terms such as eAul, e(ul - V)ul, eul - VO and eAf! will not appear any more in (50) and (1))
because they are already taken into account by (E, 9). Actually, despite the presence of the profile
(u',6') in both steps, the estimates obtained for the remainder profile are as in Section B3.3.41
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Let us introduce

u(a)(t,x) = —uf <—,$) and 9(8)(t,:1:) = —295 <_7x) .
13 13 c

3

Then, thanks to (42), (48) and (E7), we see that

|0 @) =mT, )| = V2 (o (T/e, )} + VE (T e, ) + 48 (T2, )} + 0% (T/e, )|
< V2 {p (T /e, Y + B e, M gagaos,
+o(T/e, - Mgy ory + 188 (T/e, )+ [Ir (T/e, )|l
<e 2o (T e, M+ (T e M s ey
+ (/e ) gacmory + o T/, ) ey + OE3).
We can use ([B7) to estimate the terms containing p in the estimates above. First, note that

logs 0
sotbo 5172

and, consequently, there exists a positive constant C' > 0 such that

log s

<COs V2 vs>1.
s

Then, by taking e sufficiently small, the following is found for k > 2:

1 k
log(2 4 T/e)|* 2
e {p (T/e ) = e Hp(T /2., M ggooy < O~ g;%//) < CedHirh,
1 1 |log(2+T/¢) DR 114k 1
E4HP(T/Ea'a')HH3(HZI,2)SCE“ TT/E < (CegaTsTa 2,
log(2+T/¢) it3-3
14k 1
1T/ My < | =57 < CesreTs,
IOg(2+T/5) itie 1, k_1
ol o) < C| =507 <0

Finally, we choosing k large enough, we conclude that
HW(T,-) —E(T,-)H — O(c#)

and, from (57)), we have

™
ool
~—

HH(E)(T") —?(T7.)H = |l¢5 (T /e, )| = O(

This concludes the proof of Proposition [3.1] holds.

4 Local controllability of the Boussinesq system with non-
linear boundary conditions

Let w, and w be two non-empty open subsets such that w, CC w CC O\ Q and let x,, be a cut-off
function such that y,, = 0 outside w and x, = 1 in w,.
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The goal of this section is to prove the local exact controllability to trajectories for the Boussi-
nesq system with distributed controls:

ou—Au+ (u-V)u+Vp=0e,+vx, in Orp,
00 — A0+ u - VO = wyy, in Orp,
V-u=0 in Orp,
(60)
u-v=0, N(u)+[f(u)tan =0 on Ar,
R(#)+g(6)=0 on Ar,
w(0,-) = us, 6(0,-) =0, in O,

where f € C3(R"; R") with a symmetric Jacobian matrix (or equivalently, f is an irrotational field)
and g € C3(R). Note that, to prove Theorem I, we only need to prove a local-controllability
result for (8]), with linear Navier boundary conditions N(u) as in () and linear Robin boundary
conditions R(f) as ([@). However, for sake of completeness, we establish a local controllability
result for the Boussinesq system with nonlinear Navier boundary conditions on the velocity field
and nonlinear Fourier boundary conditions on the temperate.

Since (G0) is nonlinear, we first begin by proving a (global) null-controllability result for the
following system

Oz —Az+ ((a+Db)-V)z+ (z-V)b+Vg=he, +vx, in Or,

Oth — Ah+ (a+b) - Vh+ z- Ve = wyy in Orp,

V-z2=0 in Or,

_ _ (61)

z-v=0, [D()v+ Az]tan =0 on Ar,

% +Bh=0 on Ap,

ov

2(0,-) = z«, h(0,-) = h, in O,

where the vector fields a, b, the scalar function ¢, the symmetric matrix A and the scalar function
B satisfy the following assumptions:

a,b € L*=(0,T; L3,,(0O)* N L>®(O)"), ai, by € L*(0,T; L"(O)"),

c€ L>®(0,T;L>(0)), ¢ € L*(0,T;L"(0)),

A€ P:=H"Y0,T; W "+ (00)™ ") n HB=H/2(0,T; H'2(00)™™),
B e Q:= H'"Y0,T; Wo"*+1(90)) n HE=9/2(0, T; H?2(00)),

62
63
64

(
(
(
(65

)
)
)
)

with 0 < ¢ < 1/2 arbitrarily close to 1/2, r = 2n, 92 = (1/2)(3 = n) + (1 — £)(n — 2) and
Y1 > 1 (arbitrarily small) if n = 3 and ¥; = 1 if n = 2. By Sobolev embeddings, we readily have
P — L*((0,T) x 00)"™ and Q — L>*((0,T) x 90).

It is well-known, that the null-controllability of system (E1l) is equivalent to prove an observ-
ability estimate for the adjoint system:
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—Op—Ap—(a-V)p—D(p)b+Vr=cVy in Or,
—0) —AY —(a+b)-Vp=p- e, in O,
V- Y = 0 in OT7
_ _ (66)
p-v=0, [D(e)v+ Ap|ian =0 on Arp,
8—1/} + By =0 on Arp,
ov

The desired observability inequality will be a consequence of a global Carleman inequality for (G0)),
see Proposition [4.1] below.

4.1 Carleman estimates

Before stating the required Carleman inequality, let us introduce several classical weights in the
study of Carleman inequalities for parabolic equations, see [16]. The basic weight will be a function
n® € C?(0) verifying

>0 in O, =0 on 90, |[Vn°>0 in O\, (67)

where w' CC W 1s a non-empty open set.
Thus, for any A > 0 we set:

2M° oo _ oAn° (@) e’ (z)
t) = t) = —
o* (t) = maxaf(z, t), a(t) = mina(z, 1),
zeO zeO
€ (t) = min&(x, 1), £(t) = max€(, t).
zeO zeO

We also introduce the following notation:

I(s,Xp) = 53>\4// 6’25“§3|90|2+8>\2// e H V|
OT OT
w7 [[ et + 18P
Or

where s and A are positive real numbers and ¢ = ¢(t, x).
We have the following Carleman inequality for (GGl):

Proposition 4.1 Assume that the assumptions ©2), 63), ©4), @3) are fulfilled. There exist
positive constants X\, 5 and C = C(O,w,) such that, for any (p«,¥.) € L2, (O) x L*(O), the
corresponding solution to (B6) verifies:

Hs.Xip) + 105, X0) < OO+ 1208 [ mszsa @022 4 ), (o9)
(0,T) Xxwe
for allzx ZNX and s > 5. Furthermore, X and 3 have the form = XoexlT and 3 = 3pett (TH+T8),
where Ao, A1 and 3o only depend on ||alloo, |bllc; [Iclloo, llatllz2nry, N0ellz2(zry, lleellziry, I1AllP
and ||Bllq, and s1 only depend on O and we.

The proof of Proposition 1] follows the arguments of [23]. For completeness and because of the
presence of the equation satisfied by v, we provide its details in Appendix



4 LOCAL CONTROL OF THE BOUSSINESQ SYSTEM 21

4.2 Null controllability of the linearized system

In this section we will deduce the null-controllability of the linear system (GII) as a consequence of
the inequality ([G9). We introduce the following notation for denoting the space where the control
is found:

H = H'Y(0,T; L*(0O)") N C°([0, T); HY(O)") x H*(0,T; L*(0)) n C°([0,T]; H(0)). (70)

Proposition 4.2 Let (z.,hs) € L?,,(0)" x L*(O) and let us suppose that [©2), 63), (€4) and
@5) holds. Then, there exist controls (v,w) € H such that the corresponding solution to (GI))
satisfies

2(T,-)=0 and h(T,-)=0. (71)

Moreover, the following estimate holds

1/2 1/2

167 2 ox | + |

wXwll + 0l 2y + vl + llwll a2y + [wllzoe @y < Ozl + 7D,

where the positive constant C, depending only on O, w, T, ||alloo, |bllsc; [I€lloos latllL2ry, bl L2(rr),

ledll 2y, |Allp and || Bllq, and k(t) = etsd=2s” E15/2 and s, N, &, o* and & are defined at the
beginning of the previous section.

Proof: It follows the ideas of [23]. It is based on a penalized Hilbert Uniqueness Method. Thus,
let (24, hi) € L3, (O)" x L?*(0), and for each € > 0, let consider the extremal problem

1
imimize 5 () (b2 10P2) o+ 5z (107, I + AT ) 12)

(72)
Subject to v € L*(Or), w € L*(Or) and (z,h,v,w) solves (BI).
There exists a (unique) solution to (72)), denoted by (z°,h%, v, w?), with w(t)Y/?(v¢,w®) €
L?(O7)™ x L?(O7), since the functional in (72) is coercive, strictly convex and C* in the Hilbert
space L?(O7)" 1. The associated Euler-Lagrange equation yields

1
// (0) (0 -0+ wf) X + 2 / 5(T,-)- Z(T,-) + hE(T, YVH(T,-Y =0 (73)
Or o

for all (v,w) € L?*(Or)"™ x L?*(Or), where (Z, H) is, together with some II, the solution to the
system

0Z —NAZ+ ((a+b)-V)Z+(Z-V)b+ VI =He, +vx, in Or,

O0H—AH+ (a+b)-VH+ Z-Ve=wxy in O,
V-Z=0 in Op,
_ (74)
Z-v=0, [DZw+AZ],,, =0 on Arp,
oH +BH =0 on Ar,
ov

Z(0,-)=0, H(0,-)=0 in 0.
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Let us now introduce the solution (¢°, 7%, 1°) to the following homogeneous adjoint system:

=0 — Ap® — (a-V)p® — Db+ Vr® =cVy in  Orp,
—0p® — AY® — (a+b) - VY = ¢ - e, in O,
V- (,0‘E =0 in OT,
o v=0, [DE)W+A°|tan =0 on Ap,
aaw + B1/)‘E = on AT,
1 1 .
wa(T,-)z—gzg(T,-), @bS(T,-):—EhE(T,-) in O.

The duality between (¢°,v°) and (Z, H) give

1

——/ (T, ) - Z(T,) + (T, )H(T, )] = // (v- ¢ + 0¥
€ Jo Or

which, combined with ([73]), yields

//OT St FwyT) //OT v v+ wiw) X

for all (v,w) € L?*(Or)™ x L?(Or). Consequently, we have the following identify
v =k Ht)e® and w® =k Ht)yYF

The duality between the systems fulfilled by (2%, h®) and (¢°, ¥°), gives

1 € 12 we NI2) = o 5 . 2 €
2 U@ @)= 2 0 4w 0) + [ w70 (P ) e

Moreover, the Carleman inequality (69) applied to (%, ¥°) gives

0% (0, )I1% + 14500, >||2<0<0wTabcAB// O + 16 2)xe

Or

Hence, we conclude that
1 1
SI=5(T )? + (T M+ 1620 x0l* + 1620 X0 |12 < C (2]* + [|ha]?) Ve >0. (75)

Let us now estimate the norms of (v, w®) in H. To this purpose, let us introduce the functions
(05,7, %) == r(t) "1 (p%, 7, 1°), which satisfy

—0F° — AZF — (a- V)P — D(FF)b+ Vi€ = cVyf — 8[k(t)"Y¢® in  Or,
—O — AT — (a+b) - VYT =5 - e — Oy[r(t) T U° in Or,
V-3=0 in  Op,
o v=0, [DE)+ A tan =0 on A,
(,;ba + Byt =0 on Ar,
F(T,-)=0, ¢°(T,-)=0 in 0.

Then, it is not difficult to deduce the following energy estimate

- ~ all2 2 cll2 2 2 _ _
||80€||L2(H1) + ||¢5||L2(H1) < CeCTUlallse+Nbl5 el AN+ Bl (”(,{ 1)t¢s|| +1(k 1)“/,6”) )
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Now, applying strong energy estimates for the Stokes equations with Navier slip boundary condi-
tions, see [23] Proposition 1.1], and for the heat equation with Robin boundary conditions, see [14]
Proposition 2], we deduce that

NG+ 7 I+ 11 L2 grz) + 1190 ([ L2y + 1 oy o lcocay < C (1™ + [1(57He )

where C = C(O,w, T, a,b,c, A, B). Combining the previous estimate and the Carleman estimate

B3), we get
o I+l 10 2yl o 1o oo+l leogar < € (1820 Xl 4+ 1622w xa]) -
Finally, thanks to (78], there exists a control pair (v, w) such that
(v,w) € H'(0, T; L*(O)"*') n L*(0, T; H*(0)™*') n C¢°(0, T; H'(0)™ 1),
Follis ey + el oy + ol zagarsy + ol sy + [olloogny + lwllogn < C (2ol + 10 ]2)
and the associated solution to (61l), denoted by (z, ¢, h), satisfies ([{I)) and, moreover,
16 20xulI? + 15 wxe |1 < Clzl® + [[hall?)-

This concludes the proof. O

4.3 Local exact controllability to the trajectories of the Boussinesq sys-
tem

This section is devoted to prove the local exact controllability to the trajectories of (B0]). Let

(T, P, 0) an uncontrolled solution of (G0), that is, a solution of

ou—Au+ (u-Vu+Vp=>0e, in Or,
00 —NO+T-VO=0 in Or,
V-u=0 in  Or,
u-v=0, N(@)+[f(@)]tan=0 on Ar,
R(0) +g(0) =0 on A,
7(0,-) =T, 0(0,-)=0, in 0.

We will assume the following regularity for the trajectories:
e X = HG0/20,T; H'2T1/2(0)* N L2, (0O)") N H=4(0, T; WoiH1/2041(0)n),
u. € H3(O)" N L3, (0)", N(u.)+ [f(u),,, =0 on 00,
GcyY = H(Sfe)/2(07T; H192+1/2(O)) N Hlfl((), T, Wﬂ1+1/2,191+1(0)),

0. € H3(O), R(0.)+g(0.)=0 on 00.
We have the following result:

Proposition 4.3 Let f € C3(R";R"), g € C3(R) , T > 0, (U, 0.) satisfying ([{6). Then, there
exists § > 0 such that, for every (u.,0.) € [H*(O)"NL2, (O)"]x H3(O) satisfying the compatibility
condition

N(w) + ()] =0, R(B)+9(6.) =0 on 00 (77)

and such that ||u., — | gs < 0 and ||0s — 04| gs < 0, there exist controls (v,w) € H and associated
solutions (u,p,0) to ([GQ) satisfying

w(T,-)=a(T,-) and O(T,-)=0(T,-) inO. (78)
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Proof: Let us denote z = v — % and h = 6 — 0. Making the difference between the system fulfilled
by @ and system (60), we have:

Ohz—Dz+(2-V)z+(z-V)u+ (u-V)z+Vg=he, +vx, in Or,
Oth — Ah 42 -Vh+7-Vh+2z-V0 = wyx, in Orp,
V.2=0 in O,
z-v=0, N(z)+[F(T,z)z]tan =0 on Ar,
R(h) +G(0,h)h =0 on Ar,
2(0,-) = Uy —Us = 2«, h(0,-) =0, — 0. = hs in O,

where
1 1
E(U,z)z/ Vii(u+sz)ds, F(u,z)=(Fi(u,z2),...,F,(u,z)) and G(?,h):/ g' (0 + sh) ds.
0 0

Now, our goal is to find controls (v, w) such that z(T,-) =0 and h(T,-) = 0. To this purpose,
we will use Proposition and a fixed-point argument.
First, we introduce the following closed linear manifolds

Xo={®eX: ®0,-)=2.in O} and Yy={¥eY: ¥(0,-)=h, in O}.

Then, for each (®,¥) € X, X Yy, we can apply Proposition to guarantee the existence of
controls (v(e,w), We,v)) € H such that the associated solution to

Oz—Az+(P-V)z+(2-V)u+ (u-V)z+Vg=he, +vx, in Or,
Oh—Ah+® -Vh+7-Vh+z-V0=wy, in Orp,
V-z=0 in Or,

(79)
z-v=0, N(2)+[F(T ®)z]tan =0 on Ar,
R(h) +G(0,%)h =0 on Arp,
2(0,-) = Uy — Ty = 2., h(0,-) =0, —0, = h, in O,

verifies z(@,w)(T,-) = 0, h(e,w)(T,-) = 0. Since F € C*(R" x R";R"*") and G € C*(R*R) and

u and 6 verify (7€), we have F;(u,®) € X for all ® € Xy, i =1,...,n, and G(6,¥) € Y for all

U € Yy. Moreover, since f is an irrotational field, we have that F'(u, ®) is symmetric.
Furthermore, these controls can be chosen satisfying

v, w1z (22) + lw@e, o)l 51 22y + V@0 lLe a1y + |w@, o)l L@y < C (HZ*H2 + Hh*HQ) , (80)

for some positive constant C' = C(O,w, T, 0, |®| x, | Allp, | Bl g, | F (@, ®)| x, |G, ¥)|y).

Next, since we can prove that the terms (® - V)z(@ v), (2(@,9) - V)T, (@ V)2@,v), @, v)en and
V(e,w)Xw belong to L>(0,T; H(O)™) N H*(0,T; L*(O)™). Thanks to (76) and (77), we see that
2 € H3(O)"NL2, (O)™ satisfies the compatibility condition N (z,)+[F (@, ®)(0, -) 2]
we can apply [23] Proposition 1.2] to deduce that

tan = 0.Hence,

Yow) € X = H*(0,T;L,,(0)) N H'(0,T; H(O)" N LE;,(0)).

Likewise, one can prove that the terms ®-Vh(g v), U- Vi@ v), 2(a,v) -V and W(a,v)Xw belong
to L>°(0,T; HY(O))NH(0,T; L*(0)) and, thanks to equations (6) and (1), h. € H?(O) satisfies
the compatibility condition R(h.) + G(8, ¥)(0,-)h, = 0. Therefore, we have

h@.w) €Y = H*0,T; L*(0)) N H(0,T; H*(0)).
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Moreover, there exists a positive constant C' = C(O,w, T, 8, | ®| x, | Al p, | Bllg, || F(a, @) x, |G(@,¥)|y)
such that

| (z@,), he.0) | g7 < C (|2l 3w + (sl m2) - (81)

From well-known interpolation arguments, one has XccXandY CcC Y, where the notation CC
stands for compact embedding.

For each (®,¥) € X x Y, let the set of admissible controls A(®, ¥) be, by definition, the family
of controls (v(e,w), W&,w)) € H that drive the solution (2(¢,w), h(s,wv)) to zero at time 7" and such
that (80) holds. On the other hand, let us set

g((I), \I]) = {(Z(q)_’q;), h(@yxp)) EX X ?Z (Z(@yq;),h(q)’q;)) solves (m) with (U(q)’g;),’ll}(q)ﬁp)) EA((I), \I])} .

Notice that £(®,¥) C X x Y cC X x Y.

In what follows, we will prove that the set-valued mapping £: Xy x Yy — 2%X0XY0 possesses
at least one fixed point. We will use the additional hypothesis ||(z«, hs)||gsxgs < § for some
sufficiently small 6 depending on O, w and T and we will apply Kakutani’s Theorem. More
precisely, we will check that the mapping £ satisfies the following assumptions:

i) £(®,¥) is a non-empty closed and convex set of X x Yy for all (&, V) € X x Yp;
ii) There exists a convex compact set K C Xo x Yp such that £((®, ¥)) C K for all (®,¥) € K;
iii) £(®, V) is upper-hemicontinuous in Xy x Yy, i.e. for any " € X{j x Y] the mapping

(P, 0) — sup <T, (@, W)>

o X/XY/,X()XY[)
(B,0)c&(D,V) onto

is upper semicontinuous.

Then, in view of Kakutani’s Theorem, there exists (z,h) € K such that (z,h) € E(z, h).

Proof of assumption i) of Kakutani’s Theorem. This is easy. Indeed, for every (®,V¥) €
Xo x Yy, £(P, V) is a non-empty set because of the null controllability property of ({3). On the
other hand, since (79) is linear, we readily have that £(®, ¥) is closed and convex.

Proof of assumption ii) of Kakutani’s Theorem. Let R > 0 be given and let us introduce

C(R):== sup  C(O,w,T.3,0,|2|x, | Alr, Bl I|F @ ®)l|x, |G@, ¥)]y),
(@, ¥)[[xxy <R

where C is the constant arising in ®T). If we choose § < R/C(R) and from (&I) and the fact that
X XY CC X xY, we see that £ maps the closed convex set

K ={(®,0) € Xo x Yp; [(®, ¥)||xxv < R}

into a compact set K C K.

Proof of assumption iii) of Kakutani’s Theorem. Let us prove that & is upper-hemicontinuous.
In fact, let {(®x, Ux)} be such that

(®p, Tp) — (,T) in Xox Y.
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From the compactness of £(®Py, ¥y) into X x Y, we deduce that there exist (zx, hi) € E(Pk, Uy)
for k =1,2,--- such that

__ sup (T, (Eva»xww,){xy =(T, (=, ")) xr vt xxy  VE =1
(P, 0)€E(Py, Ty)

We can choose a subsequence {(®g/, ¥y/)} such that

lim sup sup (T,(®,7))

_ XIXY! L XXY lim <Tv(2k’vhk’)>x’xY/,Xxy-
k=00 (BW)cE(Pr, V)

k’— o0

Denote by (v, wis) € A(Pgr, Uys) controls associated to (zxs, hy) solution of following systems:

Oz — Az + (P - V)zg + (2 - V)u+ (U- V)2 + Vg = hgen +virxe in - Op,
Ohir — Ahy + ®pr - Vhy +T - Vi + 21 - VO = wir X in Or,
V- zp =0 in Or,
zi v =0, N(zx)+[F@, Pr)zx]tan =0 on Ar,
R(hi) +G(0, ¥ )hy =0 on Ar,
2k (0,-) = zuy  hyr(0,-) = h in O.

Then, using the fact the F(@, ®3/) — F (@, ®) in X and G(0, ¥},) — G(A,®) in Y, we find that the
constants in (80) and (BI) can be chosen independent of k. Therefore, the compact embedding
X xY CC X xY, together with the estimates (80) and (8I), guarantees that, at least for a

subsequence, we have
(24, hws) = (2,8) in X x Y,

v — v weakly in - H'(0,T; L*(O)") N L>=(0,T; H(O)"),
wy — w  weakly in - H*(0,T; L*(O)) N L>(0,T; H*(O)).
It is not difficult to conclude that (v, w) € A(®, ¥) and that (z,h) € E(P, ¥). Therefore, one has:

T, (Z’h)>X’><Y’,X><Y

lim SUPk 00 sup($7@)€g(¢k1@k) <Tv (57 $)>X’><Y’,X><Y = < B
< sup(z pyes(a,w) (12 (2, h)>X/><Y’,X><Y :

This proves the upper-hemicontinuity of £.

Thus, we have proved that £ has a fixed-point (z,h) and this achieves the proof of Proposi-
tion 431 O

5 Global controllability to the trajectories

This section is devoted to explain how the previous arguments can be chained in order to prove
our main result, that is, Theorem [I11

First, we reduce the controllability to weak trajectories to controllability smooth trajectories
as follows.

Despite that (@,p,0) is only a weak solution in [0, T, there exists an interval time [T}, T»] C

(0,T) such that (@, p,0) is smooth in [T1,T2]. Then, we can start our control strategy by doing
nothing in [0,7}], that is, taking v = w = ¢ = 0 in (8), and wait for the reference trajectory to
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be regularized. Thus, the weak trajectory will move from (u.,6,) to some (u,0)(Ty,-), that will
be considered the new initial data. Hence, without loss of generality, we can work with a smooth
reference trajectory.

We split the control strategy into four steps.

Step 1: Regularization of the data. We begin by extending {2 to a new domain O, as
explained in Section [ZI1 We also use Proposition 2] to guarantee the existence of (u,0x,04) €
L?(O)" x L?(0) x C2° (wy) satisfying (@). We set o(t, z) := B(t/T)o.(x) with 8 a smooth decreasing
function such that 8 = 1 near 0 and § = 0 near 1/8. The function o must satisfy the compatibility
condition V - u, = 0(0,-). Then, we let system (&) evolve with v = w = 0 in the time interval
(0,T/8) in order to reach some data (u,0)(T/8,) € L2, (O)" x L*(O). Next, by using the smooth-
ing effect of the uncontrolled Boussinesq system starting from divergence free data (see Lemma[2ZT]),
we deduce that there exists 71 € (0,7'/4) such that (u,0)(Ty,-) € H*(O)" N L2, (0O)" x H3(O).

Accordingly, we can apply Lemma [3.3]

Step 2: Global approximate controllability result in L?(0). Let us set T5 := T/2. Starting
from the new initial data (u,8)(T4,-), we use the global approximate controllability result stated
in Proposition Bl in a time interval of size T, — Ty > T/4. Thus, for any § > 0, we can build a
trajectory starting from (u,0)(T%,-) and such that

I(u, 0)(T2, ) = (@, 0)(T2, )| < 0.
In particular, we can find ¢ small enough such that
Vr/4(0) < O1ya, (82)

where d7/4 is the radius of local controllability result given in Proposition @3, for f = 0 and
g = 0, and the function W74 appears in the regularity result for the free Boussinesq system; see
Lemma 2.1

Step 3: Regularizing argument. Now, we use again Lemma [2.1] to obtain the existence of a
time T5 € (T'/2,37/4) such that

||(u,9)(T3, ) - (Eag)(TB’v ’ )”H% < \I/T/4(6) < 5T/4-

Step 4: Local controllability in H?(0). Finally, we use the local controllability result in
[T5,T5 4+ T/4], and get

Then, extending the control by zero for t € [T3 + T'/4], we obtain (Bl and the proof is complete.

6 Comments and open questions

6.1 Controlling with less controls

A natural extension of our main result would be the global exact controllability with a reduced
number of controls acting on a small part of the boundary. Unfortunately, in this situation, one
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cannot use the extension domain technique.

However, in the spirit of [12] 25], one could try to establish a small-time global null control-
lability for the internal control system () in 2-D by acting only on the temperature. Roughly
speaking, the intuition behind a result of this kind is the following: the temperature 6 is directly
controlled by w, then 6 acts as an indirect control through the coupling term fes to control the
component us, then us acts also as an indirect control through the incompressibility condition to
control the component u;. Results of this kind will be analyzed in a forthcoming paper.

One could also try get the local control result acting only on the motion equation, that is, with
w =0 in ([@0). However, at least in the case of Neumann boundary conditions for 6, that is, with
m = 0 and g = 0, the system does not seem to be controllable. To justify this assertion, note that,
by integrating in O the equation satisfied by @, integrating by parts and using the incompressibility
and impermeability conditions, we find that the total mass of 6 is conserved:

/Om,.)_/oo*.

Therefore, we cannot expect general null controllability.

6.2 Other boundary conditions

Another natural question is if Theorem[T.Ilholds with u and 6 subject to other boundary conditions.

For Dirichlet boundary conditions on the temperature, this is an interesting open problem. As
noticed for the slip case in Remark B the main difficulty is to obtain good estimates for the
remainder terms.

When we consider Dirichlet boundary conditions for the velocity, we face a challenging open
problem. This is related to a well know conjecture by Jacques-Louis Lions. As pointed in [9], the
boundary layer has a behavior which is not good as in the case of Navier boundary conditions.
This implies many difficulties to estimate the boundary layer profiles and the remainder terms.

Appendix A Sketch of the proof of Proposition

In this section, we give a sketch of the proof of Proposition
First, since the divergence source term is smooth, we start by solving a Stokes problem in order
to lift the non homogeneous divergence condition. To do that, we define (uy,ps) as the solution

to:
Oiug — Aty +Vp, =0 in  Op,

V-uy, =0 in Orp,
ue v =0, N(us,)=0 on Ap,
Ue(0,-) =0 n 0.

Smoothness (in time and space) of o immediately gives smoothness on u,. These are standard
maximal regularity estimates for the Stokes problem in the case of the Dirichlet boundary condition.
For Navier slip-with-friction boundary conditions, we refer to [35], [36] and [37]. Then, by using
Sobolev embeddings, we get that there exists a positive constant C' > 0 depending on ¢ such that

l|lte | oo (0,75 1000 (0)) < C. (83)
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Decomposing u = uy, + up, and p = p, + pp, we obtain the following system for (up, pp, 6):

Opup—Aup + (uy - V)up+ (up - Vus+ (up - Vi up+Vpp=6e, + v — (uy - Vi)u, in  Or,

O — A+ (up +up) - VO =w in Orp,
Vup =0 in O, )
up-v=0, N(up)=0 on A,

R(#) =0 on Ar,
up(0,-) =uy, 6(0,-) =0, in O.

So, it is sufficient to obtain the existence result for the system (84). We define weak solutions
to ([B4) as follows.
Recall that

Wr(0) = [Cy([0,T); Lg;, (0)") N L*(0,T; HY(O)™)] x [Cy ([0, T); L*(0)) N L*(0, T3 H' (O))].

We say that (up,0) € Wr(O) is a weak solution to (84) if it satisfies the following:

- //OT upOpp + //OT((uU “V)un + (un - V)ug + (un - V)ur)o + 2/OT D(un) - D(¢)
= [ws0.-2 [ [ w0+ I 0= o D)o+ /L. bens, (85)

—/OTeathr//OT((uh-veH(u,,-ve))w+/OTve-w

:/09*1p(0,x)—//80Tm9¢+//0T wip, (86)

for any which is divergence free and tangent to 9O function ¢ € C°([0,T) x O)" and any 9 €
C°([0,T) x O). We moreover require that they satisfy the so-called strong energy inequality for
almost every t € (0,7)

and

lun(t, )12 + 16, >||2+4/ |Duh>|2+2//o 1962 < [un(0, )2 + 116(0, )

—4/ (Mup,) - up, — 2// m|)? (87)
00 00

+2 // [olun? = (un - Vg - up + (v = (o - Vg + 0e,) - up + o|0]* +wé] .
Oy

Proof of the existence of solutions to [84]). We recall the following identity, which will be used

throughout the paper:
—/ Aa-6:2/ D(a)-D(ﬁ)—2/ [D(@) V] - 5, (88)
o o 20

where % and © are smooth vector fields such that v is divergence free and tangent to the boundary.
Therefore, using above ¢ = uy, and ¢ = 0, we obtain formally the energy equality (87) replacing <
by =. We can get a bound of the right hand side term of (87) by using a L> bound of ¢ and (&3]
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Thus, we deduce that there exists a positive constant C' > 0 depending on o, v and w such that

Juntt, 11 + |o<t,->||2+4//0t |D<uh>|2+2//0t Vo
< c(uuh(o, Ol + 60,1+ /O I+ |9|2> = /@ () 2 / /6 i (s9)

From (89), and Gronwall Lemma, we obtain an a priori bound for (u,6) in L*(0,T; L?(O)" x
L?(0)). Before continuing, let us recall the following Korn inequality.

Lemma A.1 [Second Korn inequality] There exist two positive constants C1,Cs > 0 such that,
for every u € H*(O)", one has

Cr ([[ull + 1)) < [Jullar < Co ([Jull + 1D (w)]) - (90)

By using the previous a priori bound for (up,) in L>(0,T; L*(O)"*1), the estimate (89) and
the second Korn inequality, we also obtain an a priori bound in L?(0,T; H'(0)"*!). A standard
Galerkin procedure implies the existence of a solution with this regularity.

We next justify that this solution can be assumed to verify the energy inequality. We recall
the standard argument to justify the energy inequality. Let (uj ,0") be the approximate solution
obtained via the Galerkin method. We write the energy inequality (87) that holds true for (uj’, 0")
and pass to the limit as N — +o00. We observe that the right-hand side converges, because (ul’, V)
converges strongly to (up,0) in L2(Or) as N — +o00; this is a consequence the two previous bounds
and, for instance, Aubin-Lions Lemma. For the left-hand side, it is enough to use convexity, lower
semicontinuity of the norms and weak convergence.

Appendix B Proof of regularity for the uncontrolled Boussi-
nesq system

Let us present the proof of Lemma 21l In the following, we will use Korn’s inequality recurrently,
see Lemma [A. Tl We will also need the following results:

Lemma B.1 There exist positive constants Cy,C,., K > 0 such that, for every u € H'(O)", we
have
Cillullgar < lJullar < Crllull g, (91)

1/2
where ||ullk,nm = <K||u||2 —|—/ Mu-u+ |D(u)||2) .
o0

Lemma B.2 There exist positive constants Cy, Cy.,~y > 0 such that, for every § € H*(O), we have

Cil|0|

yom SN0l < Crll0]l,m, (92)

1/2
where 8]y i= <”y|9ll2 T /6 ol + ||vo||2> .

The proofs of the two above Lemmas rely on the interpolation inequality |2, Theorem I11.2.36].
In particular, it is used that there exists a positive constant C such that

lull 200y < Cllull2[ullf? Yue H'(O).
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Lemma B.3 (Proposition I11.2.35, [2]) Letp € [1,+o0] and q € [p, p*|, where p* is the critical
exponent associated with p. Then, there exists C > 0 such that

1+n/q—n n/p—mn
lullze < Cllall 5™ P72, Yu e WHP(0).

Lemma B.4 (Pages 490-494, [23]) Let f € L*(O)" and g € HY/?(0O)". Then, there exists a
unique strong solution (u,p) € H?(O)" x HY(O) to the Stokes problem

—Au+Vp=f in O,
V-u=0 mn O,
u-v=0, Nu)=g on 00,

and there exists a positive constant C > 0 such that

lulle> + llpllae < CUSIN+ glzre)- (93)
Moreover, if f € H*¥(O)" and g € H*Y/2(00)" for some k > 0, then (u,p) € H*2(O)" x
H*1(O) and we have
lull s + 1Pl xer < CULF e + (gl ppevare)-

Lemma B.5 Let S : D(S) — L2, (O)" be the Stokes operator, where D(S) = {v € H*(O)" N
L2, (O)" : N(v) = 0} and S := —PA. There exists a positive constant C > 0 such that, for every
u € D(S), we have

[ull ez < C([1Sull + lJulla) - (94)

Moreover, if Su € H¥(O)" for some k > 0, then u € H**2(0)" and we have
l[ull s < CUISUll v+ [l mrss).-

Lemma B.6 Let u € H'(O) satisfy Au € L*(0) and

%—i-mu:O on 00,
v

where m € L>®(00). Then, there exists a constant C' > 0, only depending on O, such that
lull = < C([Au]| + [mull g1/200))-
Moreover, if Au € H*(O) for some k > 0, then u € H**2(0O) and we have
[ull s < CU| AUl e + [[maul| grsr/200))-

The proof this Lemma is consequence of [2] Theorem I11.4.3].
Throughout the proof of Lemma 2] the constants C' can increase from line to line and depend
on T and the trajectory (@, #). For simplicity, we consider the case n = 3.

Step 1: Weak estimates in (0,7/3). Let us first multiply @)); by » and @)= by ¢, integrate
by parts, and sum. We get:

1

d
535 (I + Jal) + 20001 + Vel +2 [ Mreree [ g
00 0

:(qemr)—/(D(T-V)a-r—/(DT.vaq. )
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By Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities, we obtain:
1d
337 (1P + 1)+ 20DeiP + Vel +2 | Mreo [ g < CQlriP + alP)
Using Lemmas [B.1] and [B.2] we deduce
d

1 2
577 UrlZ +1lal®) + Sz lrllE: + llallz) < (C+2K)|rll* + (C +29)al* (95)
l

By applying Gronwall Lemma, we have for a.e. ¢t € [0,T] that

(e, DI+ llact, ) +/O (Ir(s, iz + llals, HNEn) ds < e ([lrll* + llg-l*) - (96)

Therefore, from the Mean Value Theorem, we deduce by contradiction that there exists 0 < ¢; <
T'/3 such that

It WE + gt DlEn < Cr (Il + lasl1?) . (97)

for a positive constant C independent of ¢;.

Step 2: Strong estimates in (¢1,27/3). Let P be the classical Leray projector. We multiply
@)1 and @)2 by —Sr and —Ag, respectively, then integrate by parts. Since M is symmetric, we
obtain

d
pr <||D7"||2 —I—/ Mr- r> +|157|?
o0

— / (Mt)r-r—i—/ ((T'V)T‘-ST-‘r (@-V)r-Sr+(r-V)u-Sr— (qen,Sr)> (98)
90 1}
< CllrllFn + 5171 + Cligll® + 17117611V 7][3 5.
Also,
1d 9 9 9 1
s IValm+ [ mlgl™ ) +Aqll® = 5 | (mi)q-q+ (- Va,Aqg)
20 20 (99)

+(u-Vq,Aq) + (r- V0, Aq)
Cllaln + 31A¢)1 + Clirll2 + Irl136 11 Vall3 .

IN

Multiplying [@3) by ¢ = max{K,~}, adding the above inequalities and using Lemmas [B1] -
B8l we deduce the following:

d
= Ui ar + 119112 ) + Il +laliFr < CUIPIE s+ gl m 121V ITs + Il Vel Zs)

(100)
<C (N2 ar+1ali2.m) + A2 ar+llall2 )] -
Introducing Y'(t) := [|r(t,-)[1Z 5y + llq(t,)||2 ., We see that Y is a.e. differentiable and, from
(I0T)), we have that
Y <COY?+Y). (101)

In view of ([I0I)), we obtain

Y(t)2 - eC(tftl)Y(t1)2 '
- Y(t1)2 +1-— €C(t_t1)Y(t1)2
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Let us take t — ¢t; < 7 small enough and such that e“(t—t) < 1 4 m Then, Y (t)? <
2eC(t=1)Y (t1)? and, from (@7), we deduce that Y () < CYi, where Y := ||r.||> +[|¢+||?. Therefore,
t
(8, 2+ llalt, 2 +/t (Ir(s, )12 + lla(s, )1 F2)ds < CYi + C(Ya + V)71
1

Taking 71 small enough such that 7, < (1 4+ Y,2)™!, we have that CY, + C(Y, + Y23)11 < 0.
Therefore, one has

t
(s N2 ar+llats N2 +/ (I (ss e + llals, F=)ds < Co ([ + [lg«]?) (102)
t1
for t1 <t <t; + 1. This ensures the existence of t; < to < min{27/3,t; + 71} such that
2 2 & 2 2
[r(t2, g2 + llat, )72 < P (lrell® 4 [lg[1%) -

Step 3: Third energy estimate in (¢2,7). At this point, we differentiate (@) with respect
to time and multiply by dyr and 0;q. Then, we integrate by parts to obtain

1d
——||n||2+2||Dn||2+2/ Mry -
2 dt 00

=-2 Mr - re + (gren, i) — (re - V)r-rg — (W - V)r-rg — (1 - V)u-ry — (r - V)ug - 1y
o0

< C(lIrllzr Irellzrs + lael® + rell® + rells 17 lirells + [IrliZ:)

and

1d ~ _ _
5 llaell® + 1V +/ mlg|* = —/ meqqy — ((re + @) - Va,q¢) = (re - V0, q¢) — (r- VO, q1)
2dt 20 80

< C (llallallgel m + lallZn + laell® + lrel® + lrells Vall [7]l6) -
Consequently, using Lemmas [B.1] - [B.3] and adding the two above inequalities, we have

7ell® + Naell®) + el + llael 7o
<C (7l + lallzn + 1) lrell® + llael® + 7+ llallZ) -

EU

Now, introducing Z(t) := ||r¢(¢, -)||* + || (¢, -)||?, we find from (I02) that
Z' < Cl1+Y2)Z +Y.] (103)
for to <t <ty + 71. By applying Gronwall’s Lemma, we have for a.e. t € [ta,t; + 71]
Z(t) < COTYIE0) (7(1y) + CYi(t — 1)) .

Since we have Z(t2) < Uy(Y.) for some nonnegative regular ¥; with ¥;(0) = 0, we find that
Uy(s) := 60(1“2)(‘1!1(5) +Cs) Vs>0.

Therefore,

t
lre (s N1 + llge(t )11 +/ (IreCsy I+ llae(s, 7)) ds < Ua(Ya) VE € [t 1 +71], (104)
to
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where W3(s) := C[(1 + s?)Wa(s) + s]. In particular, this yields the existence of t3 € (t2,t1 + 71)

such that
\113 (Y*)

(tl — t2 + Tl) ’
Actually, it is not difficult to check that the set of times t5 € (t2,¢1 + 71) satisfying (I05) has a
positive measure.

Ire(ts, Il + lla(ts, )l < (105)

Step 4: Conclusion. Using ([I02) and ([04), we deduce an estimate of r in L>(H?). It
suffices to view (@); as a family of Stokes problems (see Lemma [B.4] and the arguments presented
in [38, Theorem 3.8]). Then, looking (@)2 as a family of elliptic problems, we also find L>(H?)
estimates for ¢, see Lemma [B.6l Both estimates depend on Y, continuously. Therefore, repeating
the procedure, we see that (r(t3),q(t3)) € H® x H® with an estimate of the form W(Y;).

Appendix C Proof of the global Carleman estimate

This section is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 1]

The proof is divided into eight steps and is inspired by the ideas of [23]. In the following, the
positive constants C' vary from line to line and depend only on O and w.
Let the non-empty open sets w and w, be given, with w CCwy CC we.

Step 1: Global Carleman estimates for ¢ and i and absorption of global terms.
We apply the Carleman estimate [23, Proposition 2.1] for the heat system (60, with source
term G := ¢Vip — Vr 4+ Db+ (a- V)p, to get

I(s,xi0) < c(sw / / 232 4 A(all% + [BI12) / / 20|V
(0,T) xwo Or

+>\// e20| g2 +A||c||§o// e—2w|w|2>, (106)
OT OT

for A > XeXT”A”2P(1 + |A||%) and s > S’ lloe (76 4 T8) and A, 3 only depend on O and w.
Thanks to the definition of &, we have 1 < CT8¢ < Cs¢ and we can eliminate the second term
in the right-hand side of (I06]) with the term in sA? that appears in the expression of I(s, \; p).
Indeed, if we take A > A([lal|%, + [|b]|2,), we get

I(s,\;0) < C’(s3)\4 // 6_250‘§3|<p|2 —I—)\// 6_250‘|V7T|2
(0,T) xwo Or
el [[[ v,
Or

for any A > XeXT”A”%(l + [lallZ + [|6l% + |A3) and any s > Se*Mn’lle (76 4 T8),
Next, we apply the known Carleman estimates for the heat equation with homogeneous Robin
boundary condition fulfilled by v, which gives

I(s,h0) < O(w // 22+ (lall2 + [b]%) // e
(07 Or

T)XW()

+// 6_2sa|g0'6n|2>,
Or

(107)
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for A > AN UAIRHIBI) (1 4 [la]2, + [b]2, + [ B + [ AI3) and s > §etn’l=(T4 4 T%). The
same argument above yields

I(s,x0) < c(w // P 4 // e—zww-enP), (108)
(0,T) xwo Or

for any A > XeXT(”A”?"L”B”é)(l + llallZ, + I6l12, + I BII% + [|A|3) and any s > Gt lloe (T4 478,

From (I07) and (I08]), we get
I(s, M) + (s, X5 0) < 0(53A4 // e 2 g? + 57N // e 2 o)
(o, (0,T)

T)Xwo Xwo

+)\// e 2 Vr? 4+ Mle|% // e 25 Va2 (109)
OT OT
_|_// 625a|90'6n|2>,
Or

for any A > XeiT(”A”%‘L”B”QQ)(l + llallZ + 16l12, + I B + |A[|%) and any s > Sl (T4 4 T8
Using the parameters s3\*, sA\? appearing in (s, \; ) and I(s, ;1) we can absorb the lower order
terms on the right-hand side of (I09). This way, we have

Moo + ki) < 09t [ emegioppnt [ crngipyp
(O,T)Xwo (O,T)XW[) (110)

A // 2|V ? >
Or

for every A > XA UAIEHIBIL) (14 ||a)|2 +|[bl|2 4|12+ B3+ Al %) and any s > el (744
T%).

Step 2: Localization of the pressure term by a global elliptic Carleman estimate.
We estimate the integral on the pressure term in (II0). To do that, let us take the divergence
operator in the equation verified by ¢, thus

An(t,-)=V-((a-V)p+ Db+ cVy) in O ae. te(0,T). (111)

Now, since the right-hand side of (IT1)) is a H ~! term, we can apply the elliptic Carleman inequality
given in [29] Theorem 0.1]. Hence, there exist two positive constants 7 > 1 and A > 1, such that

/ TNVt )P4 722 / ARt )2
(@) (@)

< O(T%62T||7T(t, ) . + 7'/ e2™n|(a - V) 4+ Db + cV|?
o

2
2
srt [ @mplategp 4 [ emont.p)
< c(T<||a||zo+ 1b]2) /O Vot )P + el /O |V (t, )
127 2 242 27n,,2 2 271 )2
srteT (el o 47N [ @it [ enivar)

for 7 > 7 and \ > /)\\eXT(”A”QPJr”B”é)(l + llallZ, + 11blI%, + llellZ, + Bl + [[Al%). Here, for each
A > 0, the function 7 is given by n(x) = (@) where the function n° is defined in (7). Let us
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now set 7 = s/(t4(T — t)*). We multiply the previous inequality by exp(—2se2M"’ll= /(t4(T — t)4))
and integrate between ¢ = 0 and ¢t = T'. It is not difficult to see that

// ef2sa|vﬂ_|2 +S2)\2 // ef2sa§2|7r|2
OT OT
< c<s<||a||§o S / / eVl 4 sllell% / / e
OT OT

T
1 * 1
+S§/ e (¢9)3 |1 2 +S2>\2// e 252 |r|2
. (&) 2| (t, )|| }00) 07w ||

+ // 6_250‘|V7r|2) (112)
(0,T)xw’

for A > RATUAIRHIBIE) (14 [|a)|2, + B2, + lell2 + | BIIZ + [|4]I3) and s > St l= (74 4+ T%).
Combining (I12) with (II0), we can absorb the first and second terms in the right hand side of
[I12) to get

I(s, X 08) + (s, ) < c(w / / 203 4 PN / / e 2By 2
(0,T)xwo (0,T) xwo

T
+ s%)\/ 67250‘*(5*)%||7T( )||2 + $2)\3 // 672sa€2|ﬂ_|2
0 2(80) (0,T) xw’

+ /\// e‘25a|v7r|2) (113)
(0,T) xw’

for A > XA UAIEFIBIZ) (1 4 a2, + b % + [lel|% + [ BIE + [|AlI3) and s > 5etIn’l= (T4 4 78),

Step 3: Estimate of the trace of the pressure.
We introduce the followings functions:

B(t) = ste (65, ¢=pp and 7 =pm,
which satisfy

-0 —Ap—(a-V)p—Dpb+ V7 = pcVp — B in Or,

V-¢g=0 in O,
Y e o (114)
p-v=0, [D(@Vv+ AP|tan =0 on Ap,

¢(T,-) =0 in 0.

Let us regard ¢ as a weak solution to (II4)). In particular, ¢ satisfies, by well-known energy
estimates for the Stokes equation (see the beginning of the proof of [23, Proposition 1.1]), the
following:

~ 2 2 2
||@||%2(H1) < eCT(IIaIIooJrHblloonLllAlloo)||[30V¢ — Bepl|?.

Again from energy estimates, using the fact that P — L>(A7p)"*", we have

2 2
71132y < CeCTNl= AN (14 | A|[)(1 + lallZ + [15]2%)

c (sdemintlog? [ e @i et [ emetioue)
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where we have used that [|a]| + ||€7]| < CTeMn’ll (£%)5/4,
Taking A > ANl HISHIATEHIBIE) (14 (a2, + [b12) (1 + 1415 + | BI)(1 + e]%) and
s > 5eSMn"l (T4 4 T8) from this last estimate and (1), we get:

// 6_28a|V7T|2—|—82/\2 // 6_28a€2|ﬂ'|2
OT OT
< c(s<||a||zo ) / / 2 V2
Or

wollll% [ erengwup v [ g
Or (0,7)xw’

+// e—28a|vﬂ_|2 +83)\// e—2so¢§3|sp|2'
(O,T)Xw' Or

Combining this and (I13) and absorbing the lower order terms, we also get the estimates
I(s, ;) + I(s,\; ) < C(53)\4 // e 252€3|p)?
(O,T Xwo

+s2A1 // e 2| (115)
0 T)><w0

+S2)\3 // —2sa§2|ﬂ_|2 +)\// —2so¢|vﬂ_|2)
% (0,T) (0,T)xw’

for A > AN UalZHIMIEAIAEHIBIZ) (1 4 al|Z, + [6]2,)(1 + | A% + IBIE)(L + le]2) and s >
58I lloo (T4 4 T8).

Step 4: Local estimates of the pressure.
We now follow the ideas of [I0] to estimate the local terms on the pressure. Indeed, we assume
that the pressure m has mean-value zero in w’:

/w(t,-):O a.e. te(0,T).

Then, using that e=25%¢2 < 6_25‘3‘52 and the Poincaré-Wirtinger’s inequality, we have

82)\3 // 6_28a§2|ﬂ'|2 < 082)\3 // 25(152 V7T|2
0, T)xw’ 0T)><w’
)\// 672SQ|V7T|2 < Cs2)\3 // 672sd£2|vﬂ,|2'
(0,T)xw’ (0,T) xw’

Vi =0+ Ap+ (a-V)p+ Db+ cVi,

and

Now, using that
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the estimate ([I3)) gives

I(s, X 18) + (s, ) < c(w / / 20 4 5OA / / ¢m200 g3y 2
(0,T) xwo (0,T)xwo

+ 52/\3 //( | 672sdé2|<pt|2 + 52/\3 //( ) 672sdé2|Aw|2
0,T)xXw’ 0,T)xXw’

F X allf + B [[ e wp
(0,T) xw’

N2 //( | e25d52|w|2> (116)
0,T)xXw’

for A > AN (lallZHIIZAIAIEHIBIL) (1 4+ a2, + [6]2) (1 + AN + [BIS)( + lle]2) and s >
58I’ lloo (T4 4 T8).

Step 5: Local estimate of the term on Aep.

Now, we present a local estimate of the integral on A in the right-hand side of ([II6); this
follows the ideas included in [10, Step 4 of the proof of Theorem 1].

Let us introduce an additional open set wy such that w’ CC w; CC wy CC we, dist(dw’, Bwl) >
dist(dw®, ) and a positive function ¢ € D(wp) satisfying ¢ = 1 in wy. Let 7(£) := sATe 5¢ME(¢)
and

a(t,z) = nt)¢(z)Ae(T —t,z) in (0,T)xR"™,

where @ has been extended by zero outside wy.
Applying Laplace operator to (G6)),, we get
(Ap(T =t ) = AQQ(T —t.)) = f in @, (117)
where
Fo= Ala-V)e)T —t,-) + ADeb)(T —t,-) + A(Ve)(T ¢, -)
“V(V-((a-V)p)(T = t,-)) =V(V - (Deb) (T = t,-) = V(V - (V)T = t,-).
From (II7), we deduce that @ solves

oii—Au=F in (0,T)xR",
(118)

w(0,-)=0 in R",
with
F=0Cf +7CAp(T —t,-) = 20V( - VAQ(T — t,-) — HACAp(T — t,-).

Notice that £ € L?(0,T; H 2(R™)") and we a priori know that & € L?((0,T) x R™)" (from its
definition). From (II8)), we have that @, € L?(0,T; H 2(R™)"), so that u(0,-) makes sense. Now,
we rewrite F in a more appropriate way, so that it is given by the sum of two functions: in the
first one, we include all the terms with derivatives of second order of (a - V)y, Dpb, ¢V and
©; in the second one, we consider all the other terms. Notice that this second function has a

support contained in wq \ @1 (because derivatives of ¢ appear everywhere). More precisely, we set
F = F1 + FQ, with

Fi o= jAC((a- V)T —t,-)) +9A (((Dpb)(T —t,-)) + A (((eVy)(T ~t,-))
=V (V- ((((a- V))(T = t,-))) =0V (V- (((Db)(T — t,-)))
=V (V- (C(eVYUT = t,-))) + 7' ACe(T = t,-)),
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and
By = =24V¢-V((a-V))(T —t,-) = HA¢((a- V))(T —t ~)—2ﬁVC~V(ow)(T—tw)
—NACDb)(T —t,-) =24V - V(eVY)(T —t,-) = fAL(cVY)(T — t,-)
+AV (V- ((a- V))(T —t,-))) +0V(V - ((a- V)p)(T —t,-))
+7V (V(- (Deb)(T' = t,-))) + 7V(V - (Deb)(T — ¢, -))
+AV (VC- (VNI —t,-))) + aVE(V - (V) (T — w))
=20'VC- V(T —t,-) = ACp(T —t,+) =20V (- VAQ(T — t,-) — HACAp(T — t,-).

Notice that F, F} € L*(0,T; H~2(R™)"), while F, € L(0,T; H~'(R™)").
Next, we introduce two functions @' and @2 in L?((0,T) x R™)" satisfying

ot — Aut =F; in (0,T) x R,
(119)

@'(0,-) =0 in R,

for i = 1,2. It is clear that @ = @' + @2 then

oo =2 ([0 7).
0, T)xw’ (0,T)xw’ (0,T)xw’

Step 5.a: Estimates of 4.

We see @' as the transposition solution of the Cauchy problem for the heat equation (II9)
for i = 1. This means that @' is the unique function in L2((0,7") x R™)" that, for each h €
L?((0,T) x R™)™, one has

//(O’T)X]Rn 4 -h = //(O,T)len (H¢((a-V)p + Db+ cVY)(T —t,-)) - Az
[ (@ Ve Db+ V)T~ )T -2)
(0,T) xR™

+// Heo(T —1,-) - Az,
(0,T)xR"

{—@z—AZZh in (0,7)xR",

where z is the solution of

2(T,-)=0 in R™ (120)

Remark that, for every h € L2((0,T) x R™)", equation ([20) possesses exactly one solution z €
L?(0,T; H*(R™)") that depends continuously on h. Therefore, @' is well defined and

||ﬂ41 ||L2((O)T)><Rn)n S OHFl ||L2(0_’T;H72(Rn)n). (121)

Furthermore, it is not difficult to show that @' € C°([0,T]; H=2(R™)") and solves (1Y) for i = 1
in the distributional sense. Moreover, from ([I2I)) it follows that

J[ e s c( I icta el + [[ - jicog?
(0,T)xR" (0,T)xR" (0,T)xR"
+ / / CeVoP + / / |ﬁ’<<p|2)-
(0,T)xR" (0,T)xR"



C PROOF OF THE GLOBAL CARLEMAN ESTIMATE 40

Here, we have used the fact that /(T —¢,-) = 7(t,-) Vt € (0,T). Thanks to the properties of ,

we finally get
(0,T) xw’ (0,T) xR"
C(// [i(a- Vel +// [Deb[* (122)
(0,T) xwo (0,T) xwo

S v [ i),
(0,T) xwo (0,T)xwo
Step 5.b: Estimates of 42.

Now, we deal with the Cauchy problem ([[I9) for ¢ = 2, where the right-hand side is in
L2(0,T; H~Y(R™)™). The existence and uniqueness of a solution 4% € L*(0,T; H'(R™)") is classi-
cal. Recall that Fy(t,-) has support in wq \ @; for almos every ¢, while we would like to estimate
the L2-norm of the solution in w’ and w’ is disjoint of wp \ @1. We will start by writing @2 in terms
of the fundamental solution G = G(t,z) of the heat equation. To do this, we first notice that F,
can be written in the form

IN

IN

Fy = Fy + V- Fy,

where Fy; and Fy are L? functions supported in [0, 7] % (wo \ @) which can be written as sums
of derivatives up to the second order of products 7.D°Cp, RDB((a-V)p, 1D Db, 1DP eV and
7 DP(p with 1 < |3| < 4. Thus, we have:

2(t,x) / G(t—s,2—1y)Fa (s, y) dyds—// JG(t—s,2—y) Fag(s,y) dyds, (123)
UJo\wl w()\wl
for all (t,z) € (0,T) x w’, where G is the fundamental solution for the heat operator given by
G L eR, >0
tr) = —+ e R", t> 0.
t2) = gz @

Notice that the above formula makes sense because the integration is over a region far from
the singularity of G, i.e. for any y € wo \ @; and any = € w’, one has |z —y| > dzst(&wl, 8w0) > 0.
Integrating by parts with respect to y in (IE{I) and passing all the derivatives from F; and Fiy to
G and V,G, we obtain an expression for @* of the form

2(t,2) = / /@t S DEG(t - 5,3 — y)DEC(y) 20 5(5,y)dy ds,

X(wo\&1) ne7,8eg

where all a € I satisfy || <3, all 8 € J satisfy 1 < || <4 and

Zmﬁ(sa y) = ﬁ(5> (Oa,ﬁw(sv y) + Daﬁ((a : V)(p)(s, y) + Ea,ﬁ(ow)(Sv y) + Fa,ﬁ(cvw)(sa y))
+La)6ﬁ/(8)(,0(8, y)u

with Cy 8, Da,gs Ea,ps Fa,p, La,g € R. The expression for 4 yields

2 tx|<// STIDEG( - 5,2 — y)l|=(s.y)|dy ds
Ot wo\wl acl

for all (¢,z) € (0,T) x w', where

2(s,y) = 0(s) (Crp(s,y) + Ca((a - V)@)(s,y) + Cs(Depd)(s,y) + Ca(cV)(s,y)) + Cs1 (s) (s, y)-



C PROOF OF THE GLOBAL CARLEMAN ESTIMATE 41

Now, for every 0 < ¢ < dist(Ow1,Owg) there exists a positive constant C(,w,.) such that

2

|[D“G(t — s,z —y)| < Cexp (m) Nael, (t,x) € (0,T) x o', ¥(s,y) € (0,t) x (wo \ @1).

Thus, we have that

52
W (t,x SC’// exp (7) z(s,y)| dy ds.
wenlzeff o ew(gpTy) Eeul

Next, we integrate this last estimate in (0,7') X w’ and use Cauchy-Scwharz inequality to obtain

//(O,T)xw’ (6,2 O/OT </Ot /wo\w1 exp (%) |Z(5ay)|dyd5>2dt

Finally, observe that we can write the last term of the previous estimate as a convolution, i.e.

/OT (/Ot exp (%) l|2(s, - )||2L2(wo)d8> dt = /OT(fl « f2)(t)dt

fi(t) == e p(8) and folt) o= [l2(t e Lo (8),
that is, f1, f2 € L*(R). From Young’s inequality, we obtain

// a2 tx|2<C'T2// 2(t, z)|?
0,7) Xw’ OT)><wg

and the definition of z gives

// 21, 2)2 < OT? (// <p|2+W(|sa|2+|<a-v>sa>|2+|D<pb|2+|cw|2)>.
OT)><w’ 0,T) ><w0

Hence, from ([[22)), and the previous estimates of @' and @2, we deduce the following

// °|Aqf < C+T?) (// 70l + 112 (lel? + l(a - V)l
(0,T)xw’ 0,7) Xwo

+|Dyb|? + [cVip|?)

O(1+T2)<59/2)\4 // 6_28d59/2|90|2
OT)X(.U()
L3 (fall2 + 1B]1%) / / ¢ 2 T2 (124)
0,

T ><w0

el ff Tyl )
OT XUJ()

O(l +T2) <59/2)\4 6_2Sd£9/2|@|2
(O,T)Xw()

vt [ g ugk  wuf) ).
,4) Xwo

IN

IN

where

A

IN

IN
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for A > AN UlZHIPIEAIAIEHIBIL) (1 4 al|2, + [6]2,)(1 + | A% + IBIH)(L + le]2) and s >
5e8AIn° oo (T4 4 T8),

Step 6: Local estimate of ;.
In this step, we estimate the local term on ¢, in (II6]). First, integration by parts gives

—28G ¢ 1 —28G ¢
52/\3// eaE2| 12 = 5$2>\3// (e 2 52) Pk
0, T)xw’ (0,T) xw’ tt
423 // 220 0y
(0,7)xw’

‘(6725(5452) ‘ < Cssze’QSdég/z and e~ 2% < Qe tsat2sa’
tt

Now, since there exists C' > 0 such that

we have that

$2\3 // 6*25d52|%|2 < Os19/2)8 // ef4sd+2sa*él5/2|¢|2
(0,T)xw’ (0,T) xw’

o T (125)
(0,T)xw’

77* = 8—7/4)\—16—&1*5—7/4'

with

In what follows, we estimate the second term in the right-hand side of (I28). To do this, we
set (y,q, @) == (n"e, 0" 7, 1"1r), and note that (y, ¢, ¢) solves

-0y —Ay—(a-V)y—Dyb+Vqg=cVo+G; in Orp,
—Op—Ap—(a+b)-Vo=y-e,+G> in Or,
V-y=0 in Or,
y-v=0, [Dyv+ Aylian = —0"Asrp on Ar, (126)
% + Bo = —n" By on Ar,
y(T,)=0, o(T,-)=0 in O,
where
G1=—nipr+n (ar- V) +n" Doby + 17,V
and

Go = —nihe + " (a + b)e - Vb

To see that (y, ¢, ¢) solves ([I26)), one can take a sequence of regular functions (a*, b*, c*) such

that
(a®,b*, *) — (a,b,¢) weakly star in  L>(0,T; L>=(O)")
and
(a¥,bF, ) — (as, by, c) weakly in - L2(0,T; L*(O)™).

Since there exists a unique solution (y*, ¢*, ¢*) to (IZ8) with (a,b, c) replaced by (a*,b*, c*), one
can take limits and conclude that (y, g, ¢) solves (126]).
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Next, using the fact that ¢ € L%(0,T; HY{(O)") N H*(0,T; H=1(O)"), ¥ € L*(0,T; H(O)) N
HY0,T; H-*(0)) and the hypothesis on a, b, ¢, A and B, we see that G; € L?(0,T; H=*(O)"),
Gy € L*(0,T; H-1(0)), n*Ayp € L*(0,T; H~Y/2(00)") and n* By € L*(0,T; H~/2(90)). More-
over, the following estimate holds

191220y + D12

2 2 2 2
< CeCT(”a“ooJ’_”b”ao+||c||oo+I|A”oo) (||(G1’G2)”%2(H*1) + HT/*(At(puBt"/})H%?(Hflﬂ)) ) (127)

Notice that this is still not enough to absorb the local term on ¢y in (I28). Thus, we must show
that y is actually a strong solution of (I28)), 4 , ¢, Which will be true if we prove that Gy € L*(Or)"
and n*Ayp € HO=D/2(0,T; H-1/2(00)) 0 L2(0, T; H/?(00)N).

To see that G; € L*(O7)", we must verify that n*(a; - V), n*Dpb; and n*c; Vi) belong to
L?(O7)™. In fact, since y € L*(0,T; H(O)"), we have that n*Vy € H(0,T; L*(O)"*") and,
using that *Ve € L?(0,T; H'(0)"*") and [2, Theorem I1.5.14], we conclude that

0"V € CO[0, T); HY/*(0)™ ™).

Analogously, we have that
WV € OO0, T HY2(0)").

Hence, from the assumptions on a;, b; and ¢;, we readily see that n*(a;-V)p € L?(Or)™, n* Db, €
L2(Or)™ and n*c;Vyp € L*(O7)"™. Moreover, the following estimate holds

171 - D)oy + 177 Dipbilacon e + 7T 0y
<C Ha/tHLQ(LT + Hbt”LZ(LT + ||ct||%2(L7‘))

(11 + Wy + 11
Uy + 01y + Wl )
Let us now prove that n* A, € H=D/2(0,T; H=1/2)(90)™) N L2(0,T; H'/?(00)™). Indeed,

from estimate (IZ7) we see that n*¢ € H'(0,T; H'/2(0O)") and, together with assumption (64)
on A, we obtain

n* Ayp € HO=D/2(0, 7 H?2(00)™) ¢ H=D/2(0, T; H2(00)™),
with the following estimate
7 (Be A)pllZra -2 (gi-1/2) < Cll AR -0 /2 (o2 (Hm 2y 1Yl + 107l 22 ) :

Also, since n*p € L2(0,T; H>(O)")NH(0,T; H*(0)"), we have that n*p € HY/*(0,T; H>*(00)"),
which gives n* Aysp € L?(0,T; HY/2(0O)™), because A, € H1=D/2(0,T; H2(0O"*")). Moreover,

19" Aol 172 < ClAR -0 2 arosy (1170 + I ooy + sy ) -

Thus, we have proved that y is a strong solution of (I26)), 5 , - Recalling [23] Proposition 1.1],
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we deduce in particular that y; € L?(Or) and
2
9tl3 200y < Ce“I4 (14 A1) (1G 2 0 + 1@+ DIylE 200y
+ ||Dyb||%2(07-)” + ||Cv¢||%2(07-)" + ||77*At<P||iz(H1/2) + ||n*AtSDHiI(lfl)/Z(Hl—l/Q))
2
< CeOTIAIR (14 | 4]I)(1+ | 4]13) [ (14 ez + 1001320y + ledl 2o )
* 2 * 2 * 2 2 * 2
X (||77t iz o0 T 10 Pl T2cm2) + 1ol 2cmry + 1Y L2myy + 10" YN T2 (a2
Himi e ey + 1813qan ) + (lalZ + 10012 + lellZe) (lM3aqzrn) + 19132(arn))
+ (I eW3aqazzy + N @2y + Iy ]
. ~ 3 all? 2 2 2
Taking now A > A Ulallso HIbl AT HIBIQ) (1 41| A 2) (14| A% + (| BID) (1 + ||allZ, +1[b]1%, +

lelZe + llarlZa s + 1BrI2aory + lerliZam) (1 + lel2) and s > 88N le(T4 4 T%), from (L)
we obtain

I pulieon < CN (Ilmwtll ©nyr FITEC L2 (0, + 117 Cl L2 a2y + 105 Pl 2am)

Il oy + IV ) + 191200y + 1913205 ) -

Since |nf| < eA"lsT1/26-1/2¢759" for ¢ sufficiently small, the following is found:

I oulao, < ( //O =259 E1 (1o, 2 4 )
T

e / / 20" £ (|2 4 [V ? )) (128)
Or
+CON? (||77 OllT 2 a2y + I )17 2 Hz))

We need to estimate the terms [|[n*¢[|72 g2 and [9*¥[|72(52). Thus, let us set (&, 7,¢) =
7*(p,m,1). One has:

—0p—Ap—(a-V)p — Db+ Vi =n*cVip —nfe in Or,
—0p — AP — (a+b)- Vi =170 en — it in Or,
V.3=0 in Or,
¢-v=0, [D(@V+ APltan =0 on Ap,
g_w‘f'B%/f—O on Ar,
PT,-) =0, &(T,-)=0 n 0.

Again, from energy estimates [23, Proposition 1.1], we find that
~ 2 2 2
@117 22y < CeCT el AT (14 | AYIB) (1 + [lall + 16112) (Infell® + llelZlln* Vel)

and, from maximal L2-regularity estimates for the heat equation with homogeneous Robin bound-
ary conditions (similar arguments as in [14] Proposition 2]), we deduce that

1132572y < CeCT Uzt I HIBIR) (1 4 BIG) (1 + allZ + 162 (In* el + [0y ¢112).
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Adding the last two inequalities, we have:

A

12y + 102y < Aol + NI + 7 Vo> + o el?)

A(ssw J[ emretop +up)
Or
L T/2)\2 // e—2sa*é—7/2|vw|2>.
Or

From this last estimate, (I28) and (I25), we see that

IN

45

$2\3 // 6*25d52|%|2 < (Cs'5/2)8 // 674sd+25a*él5/2|§0|2
(0,T) xw’ (0,T) xw’ (129)

+el(s, A ) +el(s, A1),

for A > RNl HIMEANAIE HIBIG) (14 | A12) (1 + | AIB) (1 + [ BIE) (1 + llallZ + [B]2, + lellZ +

~ Olloso
laellZzqpry + el Gy + lleelZacry + IBIZ) A+ [leld) and s > seSAmloe (T4 4 7).

Step 7: Arrangements.

Combining (II6]), (I24) and ([I29)), it follows that

(S \: w)‘i‘I(S A SD) < C(1+T2)< 15/2 8 //0 4sd+25a*él5/2|(p|2

T)Xwo

+83)\4 //O —2sa§3|,¢|2 (130)

,T) Xwo

SN //0 (T 4 [T ))
X wo

for A > ReATallZHIIEHIAIRHIBIZ) (1 4 || A|2)(1+ | A 3)(1+ 1B1&)(1 + llal%, + 1115, + flell%, +

ez, + NorllZair + lletlZe o + 1BIZ)( + llell2) and s > 38"l (74 4 78).

Step 8: Estimates of the local gradient terms.
Let us consider a cut-off function p € C'(w,) with p = 1 in wp, supp p CC w.. Then,

2)\4 // 725&52|VS0|2 S 82)\4 // 672Sd52p|vgo|2 .
(0,T) xwo Or

After integration by parts, thanks to Holder and Young inequalities, we deduce that

(O,T)XUJU Or

+ CS5>\8 //( . 67456&25(1*é5|<p|27
0,T)Xwe

where ¢ is a small enough constant.
Similar computations yield

o // e E|VYP < s // e P EN(|AY + 1vyl?)
(0,T) xwo Or

4 085)\8 // 6—4Sd+2sa*é5|¢|2 .
(0,T) xwe
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for

Then, using (I30), and these inequalities, we obtain

Is, M) + 1(s,X59) < C(1 +T2>(sl5/2xs / /( g p
0,7)Xwe

+ 85)\8 // 6745d+25a*55|<p|2
(0,T)Xwe

—|—83)\4 // e—2sa€3|¢|2
(0,T) xwe

+ 85)\8 // e4sd+25a*é5|w|2>
(0,T)Xwe

+el(s, N 0) +el(s, A1),

A 2 RN AIAEBIE) (11 || AY) (1 + AIB) L+ IBIG)+ lalZ + B2 + el +

~ 100 .
laellZ 2 ey + 1072 0m + el Feqim + [1BIZ) A+ [lel%) and s > 3e8AIoo (T4 4 T8). Finally, we
easily obtain the desired Carleman estimate ([69) by taking e sufficiently small.

This concludes the proof.
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