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INTERNAL CONTROLLABILITY OF PARABOLIC
SYSTEMS WITH STAR AND TREE LIKE COUPLINGS

CATALIN-GEORGE LEFTER AND ELENA-ALEXANDRA MELNIG

ABSTRACT. We consider systems of parabolic equations coupled in zero
order terms in a star-like or a tree-like shape, with an internal control
acting in only one of the equations. We obtain local exact controllability
to the stationary solutions of the system, under hypotheses concerning
the supports of the coupling functions. The key point is establishing Car-
leman estimates with appropriate observation operators for the adjoint
to the linearized system, which allows the study of the controllability
problem, in either linear or nonlinear cases, in an L framework.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider some classes of semilinear systems of parabolic
equations coupled in zero order terms. We are interested in controllability of
such systems to stationary solutions by only one scalar control distributed
in a subdomain and acting in only one of the equations.

The study of controlled systems of parabolic equations needs appropriate
observability estimates for the adjoint system. These observability estimates
are usually derived from global Carleman estimates. Global Carleman esti-
mates are by now a classical tool in proving observability inequalities, and
they were established in the context of controllability for parabolic equations
by O.Yu.Imanuvilov (see O.Yu.Imanuvilov and A.Fursikov [9]). Since then
this type of estimates was extensively developed, refined and used in other
contexts, like control problems with small number of controls, stabilization
or inverse problems.

Controllability for parabolic systems with a reduced number of controls
needs observability estimates of Carleman type with partial observations.
There is an extensive literature concerning such problems; for a selection of
titles we refer for example to [I3] and the references therein.

In the case of zero order couplings with constant or time dependent cou-
pling coefficients there exists a particular interest in obtaining algebraic
conditions of Kalman type for controllability; in this direction we cite the
papers of F.Ammar-Khodja, A.Benabdallah, C.Dupaix and M.Gonzéles-
Burgos [2, 1] or the work of F.Ammar-Khodja, F.Chouly and M. Duprez
[3].

Observability estimates for linear systems (not only parabolic) coupled
with constant coupling coefficients in the dominant part and/or in the zero
order terms were established by E.Zuazua and P.Lissy [13]; such estimates
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are obtained under Kalman rank conditions satisfied by the pair of the cou-
pling and control matrices.

The results we present in our paper extend the results in [10] where sys-
tems of parabolic equations with cascade type couplings in zero order terms
are considered. The extension we propose works under hypotheses address-
ing two aspects of the systems under consideration: one is the structure of
the couplings, which describes in our case either a star or a tree type graph;
the second aspect refers to the support of the coupling functions or, in the
linear case, to the support of the coupling coefficients.

The strategy for proving the controllability result relies on the lineariza-
tion of the nonlinear system around a stationary state. The key step is
obtaining the null controllability for this linear system by using an observ-
ability inequality for the adjoint system. This observability inequality is
consequence of an appropriate global Carleman estimate. This in turn is
obtained by combining Carleman estimates for each of the equations, but
relying on different auxiliary functions, which are in a particular order rela-
tion, made possible by the special structure of the system. The idea of using
different auxiliary functions in Carleman estimates is inspired by the work
of G.Olive [14] concerning controllability of parabolic systems with controls
acting in different subdomains.

The Carleman observability estimates we establish are more elaborated
and are not direct consequences of the classical Carleman estimates. One
reason for developing these Carleman estimates is the fact that trying to use
the estimates from the paper of Luz de Teresa and M.Gonzéles-Burgos [10]
for cascade systems we realized that, written for the branches of the tree,
they do not fit well together. Even when passing from the study of star type
couplings to general tree type couplings one needs to use two Carleman esti-
mates for each equation in an interior node of the graph and this is another
quite technical point needed in our approach. The hypotheses concerning
the supports of the coupling coefficients allow to construct appropriate aux-
iliary functions and weights in the corresponding Carleman estimates which
will finally fit well in order to give the desired global observability inequality.

Passing from the linearized system to the nonlinear system, one needs
an L framework for controlability. The main reason is that the Carleman
estimates we obtain are sensitive to zero order perturbations of the system.
More regularity of the controls in the linearized problem is obtained as in
the work of V.Barbu [5] (see also J.-M. Coron, S.Guerrero and L.Rosier
[6]) by using regularizing properties of the parabolic flow in a bootstrap
argument. This step encounters supplementary technical challenges as it
needs L>® — L? Carleman estimates with different weights in corresponding
estimates for different equations. The L* controllability for the linearized
system allows an approach to the controllability of the nonlinear system by
a fixed point argument, based on Kakutani theorem ( see also [6] or [4]).

2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Let © € RY be a bounded connected domain with a C? boundary OS2
and let wg CC Q. Let T' > 0 and denote by @ = (0,7) x Q and for w C
write Q, = (0,7") X w.
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We consider systems of (n + 1) parabolic equations coupled in zero order
terms through nonlinear functions, with one internally distributed control,
acting in wy and entering only the first equation. The main goal is obtain-
ing local exact controllability to some stationary solution for the nonlinear
system.

In the first part of the paper we study systems of parabolic equations with
star-like couplings which refer to the sistuation where y; is actuated in the
corresponding parabolic equation through a nonliniarity depending only on
y°, y*. Such a star-like coupled system has the form:

DtyO - AyO = go(x) + fO(x’yO) + Xwo U, in (O,T) X Qa
(2 1) Dtyl - Ayl = gz(x) + fi(x7y07yi)7 (XS 17n7 in (07T) X Qa
' Yo = ... = yn = 0, on (0,T) x 09,
y(07 ) = y07

where g; € L>(Q), j € 0,n. We denote by x,,v the extension of v : wg —
R with 0 to the whole domain Q. The control function is w : [0,7] x
wo — R, acting directly in the equation of yy while the other components
of the solution, 1, ..., ¥y, are indirectly actuated through the corresponding
coupling terms containing .

Consider a stationary state 7 = (Jp, ..., 7,,),¥; € L>(Q),j € 0,n, solution
to the elliptic system:

—AYy = go(x) + folz, 7). x €€,
(22) _Agz = yl(x) + fi(x’yo’yi)’ 1€ 1,7’L, T € Qa
Yo ==Y, =0, x € 0N.

Observe in fact that, by elliptic regularity, an L°° stationary solution is a
smooth solution.

Concerning the coupling terms we assume the following hypotheses:

(H1) fo RV xR —R, fi:RYNxRxR—R,ie1,nareC! functions
and there exist wy, ...w, C €2, open nonempty subsets of 2 such that

(2.3) (winwo)\ |J wj #0,vieTn,
70
and for all i € 1,n we have
(2.4) filz, yo,yi) = 0V € @\ wi, yo,yi € R;
(H2) The following coupling condition holds:
ofi,  _ _
25 s e 0 {wnw\ Ul #o
70

Remark 1. Concerning the above technical hypotheses (2Z4)), (Z5)-(H2),
observe that they are, for evample, satisfied for all sources g, and corre-
sponding stationary solutions ¥y if the nonlinearities f; are of the form

fi(x,y0,9i) = Gi(2)& (Yo, vi), v € Q,y0,y; € R,

with 0 # supp Gi(z) CC (wi Nwo) \Ujro,ws and & = &i(yo, yi) : RXxR = R
3
({95 7& 07 vy07yi eR.

are smooth with ——
Yo
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If 5 is a constant solution, as the problem has homogeneous boundary con-
ditions, necessarily y = 0; a stationary solution in this case exists if and

only if Go(z) = — fo(z,0) and g;(x) = —fi(2,0,0),Vx € Q. Condition (2.0)

oFf:
is satisfied if, for example, () # supp a—fz(x, 0,0) CC (w; Nwp) \ U wj.
Yo ey
J#0,i
In concrete situations, when the stationary solution is known, the hy-
potheses we imposed on the supports of the coupling functions are easy to

verify.

Our study concerns the controllability to the stationary state § of system
1) in a given time interval 7. We are thus led to the study of a class
of linear controlled systems and corresponding controllability properties,
systems which arise by a linearization procedure around the stationary state:

Dyzg — Azp = co(t, )20 + Xuwo s (0,T) x ,
(2.6) Dyzi — Az = aio(t,x)20 + ci(t,x)z, i € 1,n, (0,T) x Q,
20 = ... = 2, =0, (0,T) x 09,

For M,é > 0, and open subsets w; CC (w; Nwo) \ U0, wj We introduce the
following classes of coefficients sets:

€M757{£i}i = {E = {aio’cj}iEL_n,jEQ_n L a0, Cj S LOO(Q)7
(2.7)
llaiol| oo, [|cjll e < M, aipn =0in Q \ Qu,, and |a;| > 6 on Q%}

We prove first that such linear systems with coefficients in £y 5 (..}, are null
controllable with norm L? and L> of the control uniformly bounded by a
constant C' = C'(M, 6, {w,}:).

In order to achieve this goal we consider the adjoint system:

—Dipo — Apo = co(t, )po + Yy aiolt, z)pi, (0,T) x €,
(2.8) —Dyp; — Ap; = ¢i(t,x)p;, 1 € 1,n, (0,7) x Q,
Po = ...=p, =0, (0,T) x 092

We prove an observability inequality as consequence of an appropriate Carle-
man estimate. The Carleman estimate we establish in the next section gives
us more than just observability, it helps obtaining a priori estimates for the
control driving the solution of the linear system to zero and, as the constants
appearing in the Caleman estimates are depending only on M, d, {w,};, the
estimates on the control will result uniform. This fact is essential in the
fixed point argument when dealing with the nonlinear system.

In order to reformulate the problem in an abstract functional framework
let the state space be the Hilbert space H = [L?(€2)]"*! and the control
space U = L?(wp). Consider the operator

A:D(A)C H— H,DA) = (H}(Q)nH*(Q)"", Az = Az,
and the control operator

B:U — H, Bu= x,,Bu, B=(1,0,...,0)".
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Then, problem (2.J)) may be written in abstract form:

{ Dy =Ay+1£(y) + Bu, t>0,
y(0) = »°.
where f(y) = f(-,y(-)). The linear problem (Z.6) may be reformulated as:

Diz=Az+ Ag(t)z+ C(t)z +Bu, t>0,

2(0) = 29,
where C(t)z = Cy(t,-)z(+) and Ag(t)z = Ag(t,-)z(-), Co(t,z) is the diagonal
matrix Cy(t,z) = diag(ci(t,x))i:ﬁ and the coupling matrix Ag(t,z) has
only one nonzero column, the first one, and is given by

Ao(t,x) = (0,@10, e ,anQ)T . (1,0, ce ,0).

For simplicity, when there is no confusion, we denote the norms of func-
tions z € [L2(Q)]"F, z € [HH(Q)]" ! etc. as ||z]|f2(q), respectively ||z]| g1 (q)
etc..

Null controllabity for the linear system (2.I0) above is equivalent to an

observability inequality
(2.11)

T
1p(0)[22qy < C(M, ) /O IB*plsdt,  for some C(M,8) > 0

(2.9)

(2.10)

for all solutions p to the adjoint equation
(2.12) —p'=Ap+Agp+Cp
where Ajp = AJp, B*p = B ply,.

We extend our study to parabolic systems with tree-like couplings. In
fact we will treat only linear equations with appropriate hypotheses for the
coupling coefficients in a tree-like structure. Passing from linear results of
controllability to local controllability for nonlinear systems may be obtaiend
by exactly the same procedure as in the star-like case. An example of linear
parabolic system with tree-like couplings is the following:

Dizo — Azg = co(t, )20 + Xt in (0,7) x
Diz1 — Az = ayo(t, o)z + cl(t x)z1, in (0,7) x
(2 13) DtZQ - AZ? - CLQO( )ZO + CQ(t,QT)ZQ, in (07T)
' Dyzg — Azz = a3y (t,x)z1 + e3(t, x)zg, in (0,T) X
Dyizy — Azg = agq1(t,x)z1 + co(t, )24, in (0, T) x
20=..=24=0, n (0, )X@Q,
and the general form of system with tree like couplings will be discussed in
g6l

The paper is organized as follows:

e In §3] we prove appropriate Carleman estimates for adjoint system
238) in either L? — L? or L™ — L? settings. This will be Theorem [II

e In § we prove the null controllability of linear system (2.6). The
approach uses a family of optimal control problems with penalized
final cost. One then obtains besides controllability an estimate for
the control in both L? and L norms by using the previous Carleman
estimates. This is Theorem [2
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e §0lis devoted to the local controllability in L* of nonlinear system
(21). The fact that controllability has to be proved in L is due to
the high sensitivity of the Carleman estimates with respect to the
coupling coefficients, which is not the case when controls act in each
equation of the system. The argument is similar to that used in [6].

e In §6 we extend results of controllability, with one distributed scalar
control, for linear systems of parabolic equations, of the form (ZI3)),
with tree-like couplings. The key point here is obtaining appropriate
Carleman estimates. Local controllability for nonlinear systems with
tree-like couplings is also discussed.

3. CARLEMAN ESTIMATES AND OBSERVABILITY

In this section we establish an L? Carleman estimate that will help proving
an observability inequality fot the adjoint problem (Z.8). This L? Carleman
inequality and parabolic regularity are the starting point in obtaining an
L™ control through a bootstrap argument.

We recall the classical Carleman estimate for a generic nonhomogeneous
parabolic problem,

(3.1) p =0, on (0,T) x 09,

where L is an uniformly elliptic operator of second order. Denote by @ :=
(0,T7) x  and, for w CC 2, Q, := (0,T) X w. The solution is observed in
Q., for sources h € L%(Q).

We introduce the function

_ 3 _
P e C?(Q), Ylog =k > 0, k< <ShinQ{zeQ:|Vy@)| =0} cCuw,

{ D+ Lp=~h, in(0,T) x Q,

and the weight functions

eAw(m) eAw(m) — 61'5>\”w”0(5)
—, a(t,z) =
t(T —1) t(T —1)

Then, the classical global Carleman estimate (see [9], [8]) is the following:

(3.2) o(t,x) ==

Lemma 1. There exist Ao, so and C' > 0 such that if A > Ao, s > sg, the
following inequality holds:

/ [(50) " (1Dipl? + |D?p]) + sA2| Dpf? + 5GP |pf?] 20 drdt

(3.3)

< C/ 53)\4g03|p|26250‘dxdt+/ |h|?e?5* dxdt
Quw Q

for all p e HY(0,T; L*(R2)) N L2(0,T; H*(Q)) solution of (B.1)).

We establish a Carleman estimate for the following nonhomogeneous ver-
sion to the adjoint problem to (2.6)), with source term g € [L?(Q)]"*! and
observation operator B*p = BTp\w0 = P0|w,, Operator which ”sees” only py
in the subdomain wy:

—Dypo — Apo = co(t, 2)po + 37 aio(t, 2)pi + go, (0,T) x Q,
(3.4) —Dyp; — Ap; = ¢i(t,x)p; + giy i € 1,n, 0,7) x £,
Py =...=pp =0, 0,7) x 09.

o~ o~
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In the following we are going to establish Carleman estimates for each equa-
tion in (B.4]) by using in each case corresponding subdomains of observation
and appropriately chosen weight functions.
Some technical preliminaries are needed and we proceed as follows:
Consider open subsets

and denote as above by Qz, = (0,T) x @;; take the auxiliary functions

¥j,j = 0,n, with the following properties (where we have denoted by @g :=
wo):

(3.5) vi=mnj+Kj,j € 0,n,
n; € C*Q),0<n;inQ, njlaa=0, {ze€Q:|Vnx)=0}cCca,

for some fixed positive constants K; > 0 such that

(3.6) P > g in Q, Vi € 1,—’1’L,
and

supt; 8.,

(3.7) inf ), < 7,Vj € 0,n.

Let 0 < € < inf4;,7 € 0,n a small positive number and denote by

(3.8) ¥ = sup sup ¥;(x) + Y = inf inf ¥;(x) —e.
z€Q jed,n 2€Q jel,n

Introduce also, for parameters s, A > 0 the auxiliary functions:

e)‘wj(m) eij(x) — 61'5>‘$ \v/ _
3.9 i(t,r) = —— i(t,r) = ————,Vj €0
( ) QDJ(,CC) t(T—t)’ Oéj(,ﬁl?) t(T—t) 9 ]e ,’I’L
and
Y b 1500
e e e
3.10 5t =9 Nt) = —, alt)=a(t)=—— —
BL) E) =P = ) =) =
A Y 1.5
e e —e
3.11 t) = pMt) == ——— H=a t) = — "
BI) =20 = e al) =00 = St
Remark 2. (i) As we are going to compare the various Carleman esti-
mates stated for each equation of the linear adjoint system, we will
need to compare the weights which are involved in thgose inequali-
ties. For this purpose let us observe that given mg > 0 there exist
so = so(mo), Ao = No(mo) > 0 such that for all s > sg, A > Ao,
|m| < mg and t € (0,T), the following inequality holds:
(312) esg S Sm(p;nesai S esa’

(3.13) e®0 < sMpite®™,
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(ii) Observe that if in (B.5) we replace K; with K;+ M with the constant
M > 0 big enough, the above properties of the auxiliary functions
remain valid and, moreover, we may assume that

P 3
3.14 < -
(314) <3
This extra assumption implies that there exist 5o > 0, Ao > 0 such
that if s > 59 A > Ao,
(3.15) |Depil < C9F, | Dy < C9f, | Dias| < O}

(iii) Observe that for X big enough, say X\ > X, we have

A
o}
(3.16) = <2
a
Oé)‘
Indeed, this is a consequence to the fact that lim — = 1, uni-

formly with respect to (t,z) € Q.

In this section we prove the following Carleman estimate which has as
consequence the appropriate observability inequality for the adjoint system

B1).

Theorem 1. There exist constants Ag, Sg such that for A > Ao there exists
a constant C > 0 depending on (M,0,{w;}i,\), such that, for any s > so,
the following inequality holds:

/ (Dl + 1Dl + |Dpl? + |pl?)e2* dudt

(3.17) Q ) )

< C’/ ]po\zeQSo‘dxdt—i-C/ 9|2V dxdt
Qug Q

for all p e HY(0,T; L*(R2)) N L2(0,T; H*(Q)) solution of (3.4).

Moreover, there exist mg € N and 6, > 0 such that for the homogeneous
adjoint system (i.e. taking g = 0), we have the following L> — L? Carleman
estimate

(3.18) [pelstmode| ;o o) < Cllpoe™ | L2 (Quy)-

Proof. The second remark above is useful when obtaining Carleman esti-
mates, since the weights here are slightly different with respect to those
used in [9] or [7]. However, this remark allows following the same lines of
proof and we may write Carleman estimate ([3.3]) for each equation j € 0,n
with observation domain w; and auxiliary functions and weight functions
Y, pj,aj. Thus, there exist sg > 0,C' > 0 such that for any s > sg, the
following inequalities hold:

(1) For pg we have
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/ [(sgpo)_l(|Dtpo|2 + |D2po|2) + 8900|Dpo|2 + 83g03|p0|2] €250 . dt
Q

[ n
<C / > aiopi + g0
Qu i=1
(3.19) -
<C / s308|po|* ¥ 0 dadt

[/ Quo

n
+n2M22/ pil? ezsa"dxdt—i—/ |go|2628aidxdt].
i=17Q Q

(2) For p;,i € 1,n we have:

2

s3<pg\po\2625a0dxdt+/ eX0dgdt | <
Q

0

[(s00) ™ (|1 Depil* + |D?pi*) + s il Dpil* + 5707 |pi[*] € dadt
(3200 ¢
< C’/ 5303 |ps|2e® i dadt + C/ |g:|2e?5 dadt.

Summing the above Carleman inequalities we obtain, for some constant
C =C(M,{w;};) >0, that
(3.21)

n

> { /Q [(s¢5) "1 (| Dep; |2 + | Dp;?) + 55| Dp; * + s*02p; 2] ezsaf'dxdt}

=0
n
/ %8 |po[*e** 0 dxdt + < /
Qu

0 =1

At this point we have to properly estimate the terms containing p; on
@, € 1,n from the right hand-side in terms of the component pg observed
on &g. For this purpose we will use the first equation of (2.8)) considered on
w; Nwp, which by hypothesis (Z7) is coupled only to p;:

(3.22) Dipo + Apo + copo + aiopi = go in (0,T) x w; Nwo.
Consider the cutoff functions v;,i € 1,n with the properties

%i € Cg° (wi), [yl < 1,supp v =w;

v = sign (aiylw,) on @;,y; # 0 in w;.
where sign (a;,) is the sign of a9 in w;, which, by hypothesis (2.7)) and
continuity is nonzero and constant in @;. Multiply, scalarly in L?(Q,, ), the
equation ([B3.22) by v;s3¢?p;e?si:

<C

Wi

53 gpg’ |pi |2e2sai dmdt)

|g;|%e*5% dmdt)

@j

Yiaio(x)s3 03 |ps| €5 dadt

“i

= / is° 0} (—copo — Dipo — Apo — go)pie*** dudt

“i

(3.23)
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We use (27)) to say that that there exists a constant such that

5/ s°@} |pile 28&1d9€di</ |aio(2)|s° 2 [pi[*e*** dadt

Wy Wy

(3.24)

< / aio(x)s3 03 |pi|2e** ¥ dudt.
We estimate each term from the right hand-side of (8.23)) using the properties
of vj,7 € 0,n. Let C' > 0 denoting various constants depending on J, M and
gia (DZ

For the first term in right side of (3.23]) we have:

'/ ;83 cp] (—copo)pie**® dadt

(325  ~ </
Qu;

1

§/ 52g022|pi|26280"'dxdt+M2/ st |po|*e** i dadt.
Qu

@i

2
52 ©; |pl|2 2saldxdt> (/Q

1

1
2

s'¢ilpol*e zsaldwdt>

£

The same computation gives an estimate for the term involving the source:

/ ;s <p§» (—go)pie** i dadt

Wy

g/ 32@22]pi\2625aidmdt+M2/ st gol2e®* i dadt.

“y @y

(3.26)

Observe now that we have the following estimates for the weight functions,
with a constant cst not depending on s:

(3.27)
[is® i gf)| = |yis® (%25 Dyviipf + 3™ 0* Dypy)| < st €570

and
(3.28)  [s°A(vipipie® )| < est s>} (570} [pi| + sil Vil + | Api] ) e

We now proceed with estimating the second term in ([8.23]) using, as usu-
ally in Carleman estimates, integration by parts:

'/ 'yis3cp?(—Dtp0)pie2saidxdt = ‘/ sBDt(cp?pie%ai)podxdt

< s%p2e** Dyp;podzdt

/ 3Dt( 3 2sal)pip0d1'dt +

@y

<C

/ e2s°‘is54p§’pjpodxdt +
Qu;

/ e** 5%} Dipipodadt
Qu;

(3.29) S/Q 82@?|pi|2628aid$dt+C/Q s50% |po |5 dadt

i

+/ (830)2|Dtpi|2e2saidxdt+0/ s308 |po |25 dadt.
w Qu;

Y
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We proceed now with estimating the third term in right hand side of ([3:23]):

/ Y5303 (— Apg)pie*s i dadt
Qﬂi

/ S3A(%gpg’pie2sai )podxdt
Qﬂi

<c / o3 (5202 pi] + 51| Vpi| + |Api])e250% [podadt
(3.30) Qe

< | [S@EIpil® + [Voil® + (se0) 72 Apy[*)e*** dzdt
Qu;
+ C’/ s50% |po|*€**% dadt.
Qu;

Using (3.25)),([3:26)),([3:29), (3.30) and ([3.24) we have, for i € 1,n that

/ 53@?|pi|2625aid$dt < C/ S8Q0§|p0|2625aid$dt
- Qu,;

Wi

(3.31) +/Q [(s03) (|1 Aps|> + [ Dipil?) + s*07 Ipil + |Vpil*] €% dadt

n

+C Z/ ston|go2e* % ddt.
i=1 Y Qu;

Going back to (3:21]), we have

(3.32)

n

> { /Q [(s¢5) " (| Dep; |2 + |1 Dp;[?) + 55| Dp; * + s*02p; 2] ezsaf'dxdt}
j=0

n
<C [ Sgilpol’e® 0dadt +C Y ( / 5%} [po[*€** dwdt

Qug =1
<.
Qu;

n n
+C Z /Q s*oglgo2e* ¥ dadt + C Z/Q |g;]2e**% dd.
i=1 w; 7=0

We now absorb the integral terms containing p; in the right hand side into
the corresponding higher order terms in the left side of the above inequality,
by increasing s and taking it big enough. We obtain:

(3.33)

n

3 { /Q [(50,) " (1Deps12 + 1D%;) + 05| Dy + 521, P] e%%‘dwdt}
=0

i

[(s¢3) (I D*pil* + [Depil®) + s*@ pil* + | Dpi ] ezsaidfﬂdt>

=
n
< C/ s303|po 2?50 dadt + CZ/ s808|po|2e? dadt.
Qwo =1 Qﬂi

n n
+C Z / s*oplgo|* e dadt + C Z/ |g;1%e*5% dxd.
i=1 7 Qu; j=07€
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Now we use Remark [2in order to take a smaller weight in the left side and a
greater one in the right side. Then there exist sp > 0 and C' = C(M, 5, {w, };)
such that the following Carleman estimate is true for all s > sq:
n
> U (IDep;j|* + 1D*p;|? + | Dp;* + |p;[°) €***dzdt
(3.34) j=o L€
<C Ipo|*e**dadt + C/ |lg|*e*%dadt.
Qwo Q
O

Concerning the L> — L? Carleman estimate for the solution of the adjoint
problem (2.8]) we proceed in the same way as is in [5, 6] or [I12]. We need
to use the maximal regularity result in LP spaces for parabaolic problems
(see [11]) and Sobolev embeddings for anisotropic Sobolev spaces which are
contained in the following lemma:

Lemma 2 ([I1], Lemma 3.3). Let z € W (Q).
Then z € Zy where

. N+2
L5 (Q) with s < ]£,+2_)2Tr, when r < %,
J1 = L*(Q) with s € [1,00), when r = ¥,

2 : N+2 NF2
C¥/2(Q)  with0 < a<2— N2 when v > 2,
and there exists C = C(Q,p, N) such that

2z, < Cllslyza gy

Using the above regularity result we consider the following sequence of
numbers:

(N + 2)0']'_1
(335) o)y :2, g5 = N+2—20'j_1’
301, if oy > MF2,

. N+2
if oj_1 < =57,

such that by Lemma 2] we have
Wen 1 (Q) € L7(Q).
Now, let us fix a 41 > 0 and a sequence (qj)j>0 defined by
= prelstiona

Then ¢/ = (qf)‘7 . ,q%)T is solution to the problem
(3.36) Dig’ + A¢ +Cq + A ¢ = (s + jé1) Deag/,
' ¢(T) =0.

Observe that the right-hand side may be bounded in terms of ¢/~!, with
some constant C; = Cj(s, 1) > 0, as follows

4 » AT . a
(3.37) (s + 761)Diag’ = (s —i—]éﬂmgeélgqj < Ci¢’ L

By maximal parabolic regularity (see [11]) we have

(3.38) Il | < Cilld s
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and using Sobolev type embedding from Lemma 2], we have that there exists
a constant K such that

(3.39) g7 | i < Kj”qj*lHWg}l_Q

The sequence (0y,)m is increasing to +oo and choose rank mg such that
Omg > % > Omy—1- T'his implies that

(3.40) W2 (Q) C L¥(Q).

From B338)), (339) and (340), and with the use of (BIT), we have that

there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(3.41) ||P€(S+m°611g||Loo(Q) =14l 0) < Cllg°70(@) = Cllpe*® | r2(q)
< Cllpoe™ (| L2(Quy)-

Remark 3. In order to obtain the observability inequality we proceed in
the classical manner, by multiplying scalarly in L*()) each equation of the

system B by p; and making use of dissipativity to find, for some constant
¢ > 0 depending only on the coefficients of the system, the inequality:

%%HPH%Q(Q) +ellplZa() = 0,
which gives

IP(0)172 () < IP(D)]172 (e "t € (0, 7).
Consequently, for fixed s > sg, we have that

T
2
P[220 < 5

3T

[T 0t < KT [0 e
Now, by Carleman e:timate B34) we obtain the observability inequality:
(3.42) PO, s € [ Il

with a constant C = C(T, s, 0, M, {gj}j).o

4. LINEAR SYSTEM: NULL CONTROLLABILITY

The main controllability result concerning linear system (2.6]) is the fol-
lowing

Theorem 2. Consider system (286]) with coefficients in EMsqw,}yi- Then
there exists a constant C = C(M, 6, {w;};) such that for all 2° € H there ex-
ists u* € L2(0,T; L?(wp))NL>®(Q.,) which drives the corresponding solution
to @8), z = 2" in0i.e 2(T,-) =0 and satisfies the norm estimate

(4.1) lu*e™ N 220,722 (w0)) + 10 L0 (@ug) < Cll2° 200
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Proof.

L?(Q) control. In order to obtain norm estimates for the controls driving
the trajectory to the linear system in 0, we consider a family of optimal
control problems depending on a small parameter € > 0:

1
(4.2) inf = /
UGLQ(QW()) 2 Q"JO

with z = z" the solution of the linear controlled system (2.I0). Classical
results concerning optimal control with quadratic cost for parabolic equa-
tions insure existence of optimal control u* which by Pontriaghin maximum
principle satisfy

(4.3) uf = eraB*pa _ eZsapg wo-

- 1
lu|?e~2Ydxdt + — / |2(T, -)|?dxdt,
2e Q

where p° is solution to the adjoint system:

Dyp® = —Ap® — C(t)p® — Aj(t)p°,
(4.4) . 1.

po(T) = —225(T).
By cross multiplying the equations for 2° = z%° and p® by p® respectively z°
and integrating on () we obtain:
d
%<za,p5>L2(Q) = ((A+Ao+C)2"+ Bu®,p%) r2(0) — (A+ Ao+ C) D%, 2%) 12 ().
We integrate on [0, 7] and use the observability inequality (3.42]) to get

1 *
EHZE(T7 )H%?(Q) + <u€7B p€>L2(Q) = _<Z€(Ov ')7p€(07 )>L2(Q)

N

< [12°0 220 PO, M r2() < Cll2°1 12 (/ \PSPGQSadﬂﬁdt>

wo
Since (u, B*p®)12(q) = fQ Ip§|2e2*¥dxdt, using appropriately balanced
wo
Young’s inequality, we find that

1 1 <&
45 Ty [ BT < O,
wo

2
and gives by (4.3]) the following estimate for the sequence of optimal controls
(u®). and final state:

1 1 —2sa
(4.6) E||Z€(T")||%2(Q)+§/ [ Pe >R dedt < O|2°|22 0.

Quy
Now, this L? bound for the sequence (uf)., allows to extract a subse-
quence, denoted for simplicity also (uf). weakly convergent in L?(Q) to a
limit u*.
Write the corresponding solutions (2°). as
2f =w 4w
where w® is solution to (2.6]) with initial data w®(0) = 0 and v solution to

homogeneous equation

Dy = Av+ (Ag+ C)v =0, v(0) = 2°(0) = 2.
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We have that the sequence (w®). is bounded in L?(0,T; D(A)) and the se-
quence of derivatives (Dyw®). is bounded in L?(0,T; L?(92)). By Aubin’s the-
orem we can extract a subsequence, denoted also (w®)., strongly convergent
in L2(0,T; HY(Q)) to w € L?(0,T; H}(2)) N L2(0,T; D(A)). Consequently
(2°) is strongly convergent in L2(0,T; H}(Q2)) to z € L?(0,T; H} (Q)). We
may now pass to the limit in the weak formulation of solutions to (2.6]),
(I0); thus, for some test function ¢ € [H}(2)]" L, we have

t
(25t ) @) 2() — (250, ), @) 2 (q) +/O (V25(7,), V) r2(ydT

(4.7) ¢
+/ (Ao + C)z%, ) p2(ydT = / u®pdrdr,
0 ©

;H) X
28(05 ) = Zoa B

and we find that z € L?(Q) is solution to the problem (ZI0) with ini-
tial datum z° € L2(Q). In fact, by Arzela-Ascoli theorem w® — w in
C([0,T],L?(2)) and thus z(T) = 0 and by weak lower semicontinuity of
the L? norm we also have the following estimate for the control driving the
solution to 0:

(4.8) / |u*[Pe ™25 dadt < CHZOH%Q(Q).
wg

where C' = C(T, s, s1, M, 6, {u_)j}j).

L>(Q)- control. Regarding the L* norm estimates for the sequence (u®).
and also for u* we will use the results from the previous section §3t

(9) lufe MR oy = e L < Ol

Now we see that we could start from the beginning with A big enough such
that (B.16]) holds and in consequence

2s5a < (8 + moél)g.

As —2s@+ (s +mpdy)a > 0, by passing to L™ weak-* limit in (4.9]), we find
that

* —2sa )
(410) Ul (Quy) < llute2THETmote 1y < Cl12(q),
which concludes (4.1]).

5. NONLINEAR SYSTEM: LOCAL EXACT CONTROLLABILITY
We prove in this section the following local controllability result concern-
ing system (2.1)):

Theorem 3. Suppose § is a stationary state, i.e. solution to ([2.2)), and
that the functions fj,j € 0,n satisfy hypotheses (H1), (H2). Then, for all
Bo > 0 there exist (o = (o(Bo) > 0 and C = C(Bo,{w;}i,y) such that if
ly*(0) — || < (o there exists a control uw € L™(Q) satisfying

[ullzee@) < Clly™(0) = YllL= ()
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and
y'(T,) =7,
with
ly(t,-) = llLe < Bo, t €[0,T].

Proof. The approach to the local null controllability of the system around
the stationary state is based on the Kakutani fixed point theorem.

For this aim, with a solution y to (2.II), we consider the system satisfied
by z :=y — ¥y, written as a linear system

Dyzo — Azg = c§(t, )20 + Xuwo s (0,T) x

(5.1) Dyzi — Az = a3y(t, )20 + ci(t,x)zi, i € I,n, (0,T) x
’ 20 = .. =2, =0, (OT)X(?Q

2(0,2) = 2°(z) = y(0,z) — F(x) Q,

where the nonlinearity is hidden into the coupling coefficients which are
defined by:

1
0 _
aiy(t, ) == /0 a—yofi(x,ﬂo(x) + 720(t,x),y;(x) + 72(t,x))dr, i € 1,n
L9

i (t,x) ==
! o 9y;

(5.2)

0
Observe that {a;, ¢ }261 m.jcom
around the stationary solution y as

afy(z) = G—yo‘ﬂ( Yo(),7;()),

& = i o). T))s  = oo Tolo))

We see now that hypotheses (2.4) and (2.5]) tell us that we may choose
My, 60 > 0 and w; CC (w; Nwo) \ U#OJ w; such that

— fj(x,Jg(x) + Tzo(t,x),yj(x) + 72;(t,z))dr, j € 0,n.

are the coefficients of the linearized system

(53) {Q?O’ C?}iel,ind‘eo,in € EMo,éo,{gi}i'
Let 8 > 0 and define Mg to be:
(5.4) Mg ={2€ L>(Q) : 2]~ < B}

For Z € Mg, we consider the coefficients aZ,(z), c? (x) defined as in (B.2))
with z replaced by Z.

Observe now that we may choose Sy > 0 small enough such that if Z €
Mg, we have

(5.5) {alo’ €jtieTn,je0n € 52M076707{£i}¢'
Consider now the linear system (5.0]) with coefficients {a%), cZ c
Dyzy — Azg = co(t )20 + Xuwo (0,T) x
(5.6) Dyzi — Az = afy(t, )z + ¢ (t, x)zz, iel,n, (0,T)x
' 20 = ... =2y =0, (0,T) x OQ
2(0,3:) = 2%(z) x €.
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The linear problem (5.6]) may be reformulated as:

Dz = Az+ A%(t)z + C%*(t)z + Bu, t >0,

2(0) = 29,
where C%(t)z = C{(t,")z(-) and AZL(t)z = A}(t,-)2(-) where C(t,z) =
diag(ci (t,x));_g= and the coupling matrix

i=0,n

Ad(t,z) = (0,05 (t, ), ... a5 (t, )" - (1,0,...,0).

(5.7)

Theorem [2 says that for Z € Mg, there exists a control u* = u*(2) €
L2(0,T; L?(wp)) N L®(Q.,) satisfying the norm estimate
J() = llue™ " | 2020y + 14" 220 (Quy)
< C(2Mo, 60/2, {wi}i) 12"l 220,
and driving the solution 2%"% of the linear system (5.6]) in zero : 2% *(T) = 0.
Observe that J is a norm in the space U* := Lg_sa N L®(Quy)-

We will write
(5.9) 2 =T{ (") + T3 (uw),

where the first term is the solution to problem (5.6 with initial data z° and
the second term is the solution to system (0.6]) with initial datum zero and
control u. Let us denote by

(5.8)

t
(5.10) S1(20) = 220 Soh = e x h = / e=9An (s)ds,
0

where h € L2(0,t; [L?(Q)]"!). With these notations
5.11 247 = TE(2°) 4+ T5 (u) = S1(2°) + So(Ai2%* 4+ Ci2* + Bu).
1 2 0 0

Fix an initial datum 2° € L>(Q). We define now the following set-valued
map, associated to 20:
on : ,/\/(50 — QLOO(Q)
(5.12) Foo(2) = {2%% : u satisfies (5.8) and z“*(T) = 0}
={T7 (:°) + T5 () : 2*%(T) = 0,J(u) < K||2°|| 2},
where by K we denoted the constant in (5.8), K = C(2My, d0/2, {w;}:)-
In order to obtain local controllability of the nonlinear system it is enough
to find a fixed point for F,o. We achieve this goal by applying Kakutani

fixed point theorem to Fl,o in Mg,; we have thus to verify the following
statements:

i) For every z € M, F,o(Z) is a nonempty, closed and convex subset of
L=(Q);

Observe that z*"®) € F,o(2) and thus F,o(Z) # (. Convexity
comes from linearity of 75 and convexity of J.

To prove that F,o(Z) is closed, suppose 2" € F,o(2), 2™ — z in
L°°. We have to prove that z € F,o(z). Indeed, we have that

2 = TE) + T (™)
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for some controls u™ € U* satisfying estimate J(u™) < K29 z2.
We may now invoke Aubin-Lions and Ascoli-Arzela compactness
results (see e.g. [15]) applied to the solution operator of a para-
bolic initial boundary value problem and thus to say that 75 is a
compact operator from L2(0,7T;L?(f,,)) to C([0,T]; [L?(2)]"1) N
L2(0,T; [H (S2)]™ ). Thus, extracting subsequence u™ — u weakly
in L2(Q.,) we find

2™ — z in C([0, T); [L2(Q)]"FY) N L2(0, T; [HL ()" +)

with z(T") = 0 since z,,(T)) = 0. Thus z € F,o(2).
ii) There exists (o = ¢o(Bo) such that for [|2°]| e () < o we have

F.o (Mﬁo) - Mﬁo'

This follows from the a priori estimates for solutions to initial bound-
ary value problems for parabolic systems:

1T (29 o) < ClllZl|zo) 12| 2o ()

175 (W[ L) < Co(llZ ]| zoo)[ull oo (Quy)
and from the remark that both constants depend in fact uniformly on
the L norm of the coupling coefficients and thus depend uniformly
on the norm of Z in L*.
ili) The set F,0(Mpg,) is imbedded into a convex and compact subset of
Mg,.

Indeed, as Mg, is closed and convex, it is enough to prove that
F,0(Mg,) is relatively compact in L* topology. For this, take a
sequence 2™ € F,o(Mg,). Correspondingly, there exist 2™ € Mg,
with 2™ € F,o(2"™). Take corresponding controls u™ € U* such that
(see definition of F,o and (5.11])):

(5.13) 2™ =T7" (2% + 5" (u™) = S1(2°) + So(AF" 2™ 4+ CF " 2™ + Bu™).

We have the following bounded sequences

e 2™ € Mg, and so A" (Q),C¢" (Q) are bounded in L

e 2" € Mg, and is thus bounded in L>(Q);

e v € U* is bounded in L>®(Q).

Consequently AZ" 2™ + C§" 2™ + Bu™ is bounded in LP(Q),p >
1. By parabolic regularity (see [I1]), S2(Ag" 2™ + C§" 2™ + Bu™)
is bounded in any sz’l,Vp, 1 < p < oo (the space of anisotropic
Sobolev functions). For p big enough we have sz’l c 0%(Q) for
some 0 < a < 1 (the space of Holder continuous functions). C%%(Q)
is compactly imbedded in C(Q). Consequently (2™),, is a relatively
compact sequence in L*(Q).

iv) F,o is upper semi-continuous, i.e. if 2™ — 2z, 2™ — Z in L™ and
2™ € F,o(Z™) then z € F,o(Z).

Indeed we have (see (5.2))) that AZ" — A%, C¢" — CZ in L™ and
as (2™),, is relatively compact in C([0,T];[L*(22)]"*!) we may pas
to the limit in (5.I3]) and find that z € F,o(Z2).

Now we conclude the proof by Kakutani fixed point theorem, which in-
sures existence of z € Mg, such that z € F,o(z) 4.e. there exists w € U*
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such that 2%? = z. In conclusion y% := Y+ z is the solution to the controlled
system (2.1]) with control @ satisfying y"(T') = 7. ]

6. PARABOLIC SYSTEMS WITH TREE-LIKE COUPLINGS. NULL
CONTROLLABILITY.

The case of tree-type couplings is more technical to describe in the context
of the needed hypotheses on the supports of coupling functions or coupling
coefficients in the linear models. These hypotheses are essential for the con-
struction of appropriate auxiliary and weight functions in the corresponding
Carleman estimates which are established for each equation associated to
a node in the graph, estimates which in the end should couple well into a
global observability estimate.

The hypotheses we impose to the supports of the coupling coefficients
allow to treat each equation corresponding to a node of the tree as the
center of a star-like system together with the directly actuated variables
and corresponding equations. The star-like sub-graphs at the same level of
the tree should be, in some sense, independently actuated.

We will say that a controlled linear parabolic system has a tree-type
coupling in zero order terms if the system has the form:

(6.1)
Dyizg — Azg = co(t, )20 + XwoUs in (0,7) x €,
thi — AZZ' = aik(i) (t,x)zk(i) + ci(t,x)zi, 1€ 1,—77,, in (O,T) X Q,
20 = ... = 2, =0, on (0,T) x 09,
Z(O’ ) = ZO’

with the following assumptions on the functionk : {1,...,n} — {0,1,...,n}:
(6.2)
Vie{l,...,n},Im=m(i),1 <m <n-—1,(ko)"(i) =ko...ok(i) =0.
The linear problem (6.J)) may be reformulated as:

Diz=Az+ Ap(t)z+ C(t)z+ Bu, t>0,
(6.3) 0
2(0) = 27,

where C(t)z = Cy(t,-)z(-) and Ag(t)z = Ap(t,-)z(-) with
Co(t, ) = diag(c;(t, x))i:OTw
and the coupling matrix
Ao(t,x) = (@) et = (@) O )iietns
where we denoted by ¢;; the Kronecker symbol. Denote by
L=k '(j) ={i e Ln:k(i) = j}.
Fix now a family of open subsets w; C Q,4 € 1,n such that

(6.4) D; :=w;N W (i) n---N W(ko)m() # 0.

(6.5) Di\ | w0
j7i.k(j)=k(i)
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Choose further a family of open subsets {gj } jeom with the properties

(6.6) wg CCwp, w; CC D; \ U wi,
I#£4i,k(D)=k(i)
(6.7) w; CC wy() CCwy, i € In.

For M,0 > 0, and the family of open subsets described above {w;}:, we
introduce the following classes of coefficients sets:

(6.8)

Ensfw ik = B = @) ¢ ictm jeom © Qik@): ¢ € L7(Q),

@i llres llcjllze < M, aq) = 0in Q\ Qu,, and |ag)| > 9 on le}-

In order to study controllability we consider the system adjoint to system

(6.10):
(6.9)
- Dtp] - Ap] - C](t?x)p] = Z alj(tax)pl = ./\/}(t,ﬁl?), j € Oa—n, in Q’
Lk(l)=j
po=-..=pp,=0, on (0,7) x 09,
where for simplicity of further calculations we denoted by
'N’j(ta 'I) = Z alj(t’ x)pl(t’ x)
Lk(l)=3
As we have seen in the previous sections all controllability results have
as essential ingredient an appropriate Carleman inequality for the adjoint
system. For obtaing such estimates it is essential to have corresponding
auxiliary functions which appear in the construction of the weights. We

describe this in what follows
Consider again open subsets

@j CCwj,j €0,n,
and auxiliary functions
n; € C*(Q), 0 < n; in Q, njlon = 0,{z € Q: |Vn;(z)| =0} CC @;,j € 0,n.

We construct now the weight functions entering the various Carleman es-
timates, with the following properties:

i) ;5.7 €0,n,I; #0, ;5,1 € 1,n are defined by
(610) Tﬂj’f =n;+ Kj, 1%78 =n; + Rz

for some fixed positive constants K j,R’i > 0 and such that for a
fixed € > 0 we have

(6.11) Pis > sup g + 26,Vi € L, I # 0;
Q
(6.12) Pip > sup{iys - k() = k(i)} + 2¢,Vi € T,n, I; # 0

ii)
(613) Supwjyf < §’ S.up,l/}ivs < §’
inf v ¢ 7" inf ;¢ 7
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iii) For j € 0,n such that I; # () we define

(6.14) Ej = sup{¥; ¢(z),Yis(x) i € Ij,x € Q} +¢,
(6.15) % = inf{9); r(z), i s(x) i € I, € Q} —e.
iv) Denote by ¢ = sup{¢; : I; # 0} and ¢ = inf{yj :I; # 0} and
X7, T, _ 15D
(6.16)  B;(t) = P(t) = t(;i—t) @;(t) = al(t) == %
X AV, 15AY
(6.17)  ¢,(t) = &)(t) = m a;(t) = aj(t) = W
M p15MY B AN plB5AY

Remark 4. Observe that this construction of the weight functions allows
saying that

¢_7 < QZ,Z € I]’I] 7£ @,
and thus, given 6 > 0 there exists s(0) such that for s > s(6) we have

(6.19) et < gesu® e I T, # 0,t € [0,T).

The Carleman estimates we establish now in the tree coupling case are
given in the following theorem:

Theorem 4. Suppose that the coupling coefficients in (6.9]) satisfy

{aik(i)’ Cj}ieﬁ,jeﬁ € ngév{ﬂi}ivk'
Then there exist constants Ao, sg such that for X\ > Ao there exists a con-
stant C' > 0 depending on (M,6,{w,}i,\) such that, for any s > sg, the
following inequality holds:

/ (Dl + |D*pf? + |Dpl? + |pl?)e2* dudt

(6.20) Q )

< C/ Ipo|? e dudt
Quy

for all p € HY(0,T; L*(Q)) N L?(0,T; H?(Q)) solution of (6.9).
Moreover, there exists mg € N and §; > 0 such that we have the following
L>® — L? Carleman estimate

(6.21) lpet* M0 L ) < Clipoe™ || 2(quy)-

Proof. For j € 0,n we write separately Carleman inequalities for the case
I; # 0 and respectively for the case I; = (. If j € 0,n is such that I; # 0
we treat the equations satisfied by p; and p;,l € I; as a nonhomogeneous
adjoin system, as in the star-like couplings (3.4]), while in the case I; = () we
have to deal with homogeneous parabolic equations:

(6.22)

{ —Dipj — Apj — ¢j(t, 2)p; = 32 ay=j @it x)pr,  in (0,T) x Q,
—Dyipr — Apy — ¢i(t, x)p; = Ni(t, x), lel;.
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For the case I; # () a Carleman estimate, which is an immediate consequence
to intermediate estimate (B.21)), states that there exists 5; and C' > 0 not
depending on s such that for s >5; we have

/Q(‘Dtij + |D%p; 1% 4 | Dpj|? + |pj|?)e** dudt

+/ > (1Dl +1D?pil* + |Dpil* + |pil) | €% dadt
iEIj

<C / Ip; e QSO‘Jdmdt—i—Z/ |pi|* €%
Qu,

(6.23) e

—i—CZ/ IN;(t, x)[>e**% dadt

1€l

< C / |p |2 ZSOJdedt—FZ/ |pl|2 2sa; dxdt
Qu

«j i€l

+C Z Olp(t, z)|?e* 2 dxdt,
iely,lel;

where we have used Remark @ in order to say that €% < §e?’% < fe?5u
for 6 > 0 to be fixed later and s > s(f) big enough.

In the case I; = ), we write the Carleman estimate for the homogeneous
equation

—Dip; — Ap;j — ¢j(t,z)p; = 0.

So, there exist constants 5; > 0 and C' > 0 such that for s > 5;

/ (IDupsI? + D% + Dy + Ip; )2 dudt
(6.24) N .
< C/ Ipj|*e**% dxdt.

We add now estimates ([6.23]) and (6.24]) and we obtain for some constant
C > 0 and s > max; 5;:

> / (IDsp;* + 1D*pj|? + | Dp;* + |ps|*)e*** dadt <
je€o,n
(6.25)

C Z / |p |2 2505 Jodt + Z / 9|pj(t,x)|2 250 | drdt.
ic0,n Q—J jELIN Q
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Choosing 6 small enough we see that the integrals on @ in the right side
may be absorbed in the left side of the inequality and obtain

Z / (IDep;|? + |D?pj|? + |Dpj|* + |pj|*)e** % dadt
j€0,n
<C> Ipj|2e®% dudt.

jeon e

(6.26)

Observe now that for j > 0, by (6.2]) there exists m = m(j) and the sequence

Jo=1J,J1 = k(j0)7' cesJm = (ko)m(j) = 0. Now, by (BED, (m)v (m)7 (B:ZD,

and looking only to the subdomains w;,l € 0,m we find a sequence of

equations for [ € 0, m — 1, forming cascade like system:
(6.27)
- Dtpjl+1 - Apjz-u - cjl+1(t7x)pjl+1 = ajz7jz+1(tvx)pjw in (0,7 x Wiy e

we find, as in the $3

Now, as wj, CC Wy,

(6.28) / pj, | drdt < C/ ’pjlﬂ\ze%ajlﬂ dxdt.

“ i1
Consequently, for all j € 1,n we find, by coupling the chain estimates above,
that

(6.29) / Ip;|2e**% dadt < C/ Ipo|? e dxdt,
ng QEO
which plugged into (6.26]) gives a final Carleman estimate

Z / (IDspj|* +|D?pj|* + | Dp;|* + |pj|*)e*% dzdt
(6.30) JE0n
< C/ \p0\2e2sa°dmdt.
QQO

which gives the final conclusion in the L? — L? framework, (6.20).

The L —L? estimate (6.21)) follows by the same lines in the corresponding
Theorem [I], using the bootstrap argument in connection to the regularity
properties of the parabolic flow. [ |

The main result concerning controllability with one control for linear par-
abolic systems with tree-like couplings is the following:

Theorem 5. Consider system (6.1I) with coefficients in gM,S,{gi}i- Then
there exzists a constant C = C(M,6,{w;};) such that for all 2° € H there
exists u* € L?(0,T; L*(wo)) N L®(Q.,) which drives the corresponding so-
lution to (610) in 0, i.e. z = 2" satisfies z(T) = 0 and the control satisfies

the norm estimate
(6.31) w2 0,7502 (o)) + 10|22 (Qug) < ClIZ°NL2()-

Proof. The proof is identical to the proof of Theorem [2] by using the Carle-
man estimates for the linear adjoint system (6.9) given by Theorem M and
a corresponding observability estimate as the one given by Remark [3l



24 C.G. LEFTER AND E.A. MELNIG

Note here that for the L°° estimate on the control, one needs to use in
Carleman estimate a parameter A such that (8.I6]) holds. ]

Controllability of nonlinear semilinear parabolic systems with tree-like
couplings may be studied in analogy to the star-like case. We consider
semilinear systems of parabolic equations, with tree type couplings in zero
order terms, of the form

(6.32)
Dty(] - Ayo = gO('I) + fO('I’yO) + Xwo U, in (O,T) X Qa
Dyyi — Ay = g;(x) + fi(®, yx(@), ¥i)s i € Ln,  in (0,T) x Q,
Yo = ... =yYn =10, on (0,T) x 09,
y(oa ) = yoa

where §; € L®(Q), j € 0,n and 7 = (g, .-, Tp,) € [L>(Q)]" ! is a corre-
sponding stationary solution.
We assume the following hypotheses on the nonlinearities:

(H1°) fo € CHOQXR), f; € CH{Q xR xR),i € T,n there exist wy, ..., C Q
open nonempty subsets of €2 satisfying (6.4)),([6.5) and

(6.33) winwea)\ | w#0,Vieln,
J#i:k(5)=k()
and for all i € 1,n we have
(6.34) filz,7,§) =0Vr € Q\w;, 7,€ € R;
(H2’) For a family of subdomains {w;}; satisfying (6.6]),(6.7)), by defining

for i € 1,n the coefficients
_ Ofi
IYx(i)

(@, Ux(i) (#), 7i ()

ey () :

o
(@) =5,

we assume that for some My, dy > 0 we have

(2.0 (@)), (a) = g—iu,yk@(w),m(m),

0 0
(6-35) {aik(i)’ Cj }ieﬁ,jeﬁ € 5M0,507{£i}¢,k'

Theorem 6. Suppose § is a stationary state to uncontrolled (v =0) (6.32)
and that functions fj,j € 0,n satisfy hypotheses (H1’), (H2’). Then, for
all Bp > 0 there ezist (o = Co(Bo) > 0 and C = C(Bo,{w;}i,y) such that if
lly*(0) — || < (o there exists a control u € L*°(Q) satisfying

[ull oo @) < Clly™(0) = Yl ()
and

y“(T,-) =7,

with

Hy(ta ) —§||Loo < /80’ te [OaT]



Remark 5.

(6.36)

(6.37)
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(1) Our results remain valid if instead of the operator A
we use general elliptic operators which may be differently chosen in
each of the equation of the system:

N N

Liy; == — Z D;j (0¥ Dyy;) + Zﬁkayi +yyi = 1,n,
k=1 k=1

with general boundary conditions which may be also of Neumann or
Robin type. Here (a?k)j,k satisfy uniform ellipticity conditions in
Q. In our study we need also to impose regularity assumptions on
the coefficients (agk € Wh(Q), BF v € L>®(Q)); these regularity
assumptions allow the development of the bootstrap argument based
on the regularizing properties of the parabolic flow when establishing
an L framework for the controllability problem.
The hypotheses on the support of the coupling coefficients is essen-
tial for our approach to the controllability problem. In fact, for the
systems we consider with the same type of couplings but with con-
stant coupling coefficients controllability no longer occurs. take for
example the following system with a star-type coupling (o and 3 are

fized real constants):

Dz — Azg = Xuwou, in (0,T) x £,
Dyzy — Az = azg, in (0,T) x Q,
Dyzo — Azg = Bz9, in (0,T) x Q,
20 =21 =22 =0, on (0,T) x 0.

Considering the results in [1],[2], null controllability occurs if and
only if the Kalman rank condition rank[Ao|B] = 3. However, in this

1 0
situation the Kalman matriz is [Ag|B] = | 0 0| and its rank
0 0

DR O

18 2.

Also, if we consider the parabolic system with tree-like couplings
(ZI3) in §2 Preliminaries, with constant coefficients c; = 0, ajg =
aog = az1 = ay1 = 1, the Kalman matrix

10 000
01000
[Aog|B] =10 1 0 0 O and this has rank 3; thus the system
00100
0 0100

s not null controllable.

In fact one may see the results in this paper more as an extension
of the results concerning cascade-like parabolic systems with noncon-
stant coefficients (see [10] ).
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