2206.04622v2 [math.AP] 5 Jan 2024

arxXiv

Local exact controllability to constant trajectories for Navier-Stokes-Korteweg
model”

Adrien TENDANI SOLERT
Institut de Mathématiques de Bordeaux UMR 5251,

Université de Bordeaux, Bordeaux INP, CNRS
F-33405 Talence, France

January 8, 2024

ABSTRACT

In this article, we study the local exact controllability to a constant trajectory for a compressible Navier-Stokes-Korteweg system
on the torus in dimension d € {1,2,3} when the control acts on an open subset. To be more precise, we obtain the local exact
controllability to the constant state (p«,0) for arbitrary small positive times and without any geometric condition on the control
region. In order to do so, we analyze the control properties of the linearized equation, and present a detailed study of the observability
of the adjoint equations. In particular, we shall exhibit the parabolic (possibly also dispersive) structure of these adjoint equations.
Based on that, we will be able to recover observability of the adjoint system through Carleman estimates.
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1 Introduction

In this work, we are interested in the control properties of the Navier-Stokes-Korteweg system. This
system describes a compressible and viscous fluid on a region of R? with d € {1,2,3}, of density
p = p(t,x) and velocity field u = u(t, z) and reads

Op + div(pu) =0,

Bi(pu) + divipu ® u) — Alp)u + V(P(p)) = div(K(0)), (1)

*The author is partially supported by the Project TRECOS ANR-20-CE40-0009 funded by the ANR.
T E-mail: adrien.tendani-soler@math.u-bordeaux.fr


http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.04622v2

where P(p) is the pressure function assumed to depend only on the density p,
A(p)u := div (2u(p) Ds(w)) + V (v(p) div (u))

is the viscosity part, Dg(u) := 2(Vu +!Vu) is the symmetric gradient and the capillarity tensor K(p)
is given by

K(p) = p div(s(p) Vo) + 5 (5(p) — 8’ (9)) V0’ Taa — (p)Vp & Vi,

where Ipa denotes the d x d identity matrix, see [2]. The coefficients v = v(p) and p = u(p) designate
the bulk and shear viscosity, respectively and k = k(p) the capillarity function. Note that all these
coeflicients are assumed to be functions of the density.

The Navier-Stokes-Korteweg system describes a two-phase compressible and viscous fluid in the
case of diffuse interface, in which the change of phase corresponds to a fast but regular transition zone
for the density and the velocity. We refer to [9] for the modeling of phase transition and to [12] for the
full derivation of the Navier-Stokes-Korteweg model. Note that this model includes as a special case
the quantum Navier-Stokes equation see for instance [1] for its derivation from the Wigner equation.

Based on physical considerations, it is natural to assume that

v =0, 2u+v =0, Kk = 0. (1.2)

Note that if the viscosity parameters satisfy g > 0 and g + v > 0, and the capillarity coefficient
k vanishes, then System (1.1) coincides with the compressible Navier-Stokes system. Below, we will
be focusing on the case p > 0, 2u + v > 0 and x > 0, at least locally, which corresponds to the
Navier-Stokes-Korteweg model.

Main results. Before going further, let us remark that system (1.1) possesses some specific
stationary states given by constant states (py,uy) with p, > 0 and u, € R% Our goal is to analyse the
local exact controllability property of (1.1) around these constant states (ps,us). For simplicity, we
will reduce our analysis only to the case u, = 0 (the case u, € R? can be handled similarly).

Let us describe the geometrical setting. We work in the d-dimensional torus Tj := (R/LZ)%
identified with [0, L]? with periodic boundary conditions, where L > 0, and the controls will be
assumed to act on some non-empty open subset w of Ty,.

Our main result is the following one:

Theorem 1.1. Let d € {1,2,3}, L > 0, and w be a non-empty open subset of Tr,.
Let p, > 0, and let us assume that

(H1) £(px), n(psx) and 2u(pi) + v(ps) are positive;

(H2) there exists n € (0, py) such that u and v belong to C?([=n + px,n + ps]) and P and k belong to
C3H([=n+ pust + p])-

Then there exists 6 > 0 such that, for all (py,ug) € H*(Ty) x H'(Ty) satisfying

1(po = pas wo)ll g2 ) x i (T, <9,

there exist a control (v,,v,) € L?(0,T; H*(Ty)) x L*(0,T; HY(Ty)) and a corresponding controlled
trajectory (p,u) solving

Op + div(pu) = v,1,, in (0,T)x Ty,
O (pu) + div(pu @ u) — A(p)u + V(P(p)) = div(K(p)) + v,1n in (0,T) x Ty, (1.3)
(p7 u)|t:0 = (po,Uo) mn Ty,



and satisfying
(p’ u)|t:T = (p*,O) in Tp.
Besides, the controlled trajectory (p,u) enjoys the following regqularity

p € C([0,T); H*(Ty)) N L*(0,T; H*(Ty,)) N H'(0,T; H'(Ty)),
w € C([0,T]; H'(TL)) N L*(0,T; H*(TL)) N H'(0,T; L*(T1)),

and the following positivity condition

(t,x)el[(r)l,fﬂxm plt,x) > 0.
Remark 1.2. Hypothesis (H1) concerning the sign of k, p and v at the point p, guarantees the
parabolic-type structure of the linearized system, see afterwards. Let us point out that, here, we work
with strong solutions on bounded intervals, so that, we do not need any assumption on the monotonicity
of the pressure P.
Hypothesis (H2) concerning the regularity of u, v, k and P is mainly technical and is needed to
handle the non-linear terms in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Since the torus is a rather academic example, let us start by pointing out that this result leads to
an exact controllability result to constant trajectories (p4,0) in bounded domains €2 when the controls
act on the whole boundary 9€2. To be more precise, we have the following immediate corollary:

Corollary 1.3. Let d € {1,2,3}, Q be a smooth bounded domain of R?. Let p, > 0, and let us assume
conditions (H1) and (H2) of Theorem 1.1.
Then there exists § > 0 such that, for all (po,uo) € H?(2) x HY(Q) satisfying

[P0 = pss uo) |2 () x 111 () < 6 (1.4)

there exists a controlled trajectory (p,u) solving

Op + div(pu) =0 in (0,T) x Q,
O¢(pu) + div(pu @ u) — A(p)u + V(P(p)) = div(K(p)) in (0,T) x Q, (1.5)
(P, u),—o = (po,u0) in Q,

and satisfying
(psu))_p = (px,0) in €

Besides, the controlled trajectory (p,u) enjoys the following regularity

p € C([0,T]; H*(2)) N L*(0,T; H*(2)) N H'(0, T; H'(2)),
u € C([0,T); HY(Q)) N L*(0, T; H*(Q)) N HY(0, T; L*(Q)).

and the following positivity condition

inf  p(t,z) > 0.

(t,z)€[0,T]x Q2

Let us note that the controls do not appear explicitly in the equation (1.5). In fact, they are hidden
in the boundary conditions, which do not appear in (1.5).

We will not give the complete details of the proof of Corollary 1.3, and we only sketch it hereafter.
Since € is bounded, it can be embedded into some torus Ty, where Tj is identified to [O,L]d with
periodic condition. We then consider the control problem on the torus T; with controls appearing as
source terms supported in Ty, \ Q, starting from an initial datum obtained as an extension of (pg,ug)



to Ty, (this can be done continuously from H?(Q) x H1(Q) to H*(T) x HY(Ty) if Q is C?). Theorem
1.1 gives the existence of a controlled trajectory solving (1.3) on the torus, which, by restriction to €2,
gives a solution to (1.5). Before going further, let us emphasize that the control result presented in
Theorem 1.1 holds whatever w is and in any positive time. This is in sharp contrast with the control
results for the linearized compressible Navier-Stokes equation, corresponding to £ = 0. Indeed, for
those equations, the linearized models have some initial data which cannot be controlled in short time,
as a result of the transport-parabolic structure of the linearized compressible Navier-Stokes equations,
see in particular the works [¢] and [23]. However, one can obtain local exact controllability result
around trajectories (p4,uy) provided suitable geometric conditions related to the flow of the target
velocity field are satisfied, see for instance [11], [15] and [16].

Let us now explain the reason for this striking difference between the control properties for the
compressible Navier-Stokes equations and the Navier-Stokes-Korteweg system. The crucial point is to
notice that the Navier-Stokes-Korteweg system actually behaves like a parabolic system. In order to
see this property, let us consider the linearized version of (1.1) around (py,0), which is

{ Ora+ div(u) =0 in (0,7) x Ty,
O — p(p(px) Au — (u(ps) + v(pe))V div(u)) + P'(pe)Va — pek(pe)V Aa =0 in (0,T) x Ty,

where a := p/p, — 1. To simplify the argument we omit the term P’(p,)Va in the second equation,
since it is of lower order compared to pyk(px)V Aa. By taking the Laplacian of the first equation
and the divergence of the second equation, setting b = —Aa and ¢ := div(u), we obtain the following
subsystem of two scalar equations

{ b —Aqg=0 in (0,7) x Ty, (16)
0rq — pr L (2u(py) + v(px)) g + piri(p) Ab=0 in (0,T) x Ty,. '
Accordingly, it is essential to analyze the structure of the matrix
0 -1
A= _ . 1.7
(o) =i uon + i) 4

Explicit computations show that:

L If p2(2u(px) + v(py))? > 4pyri(py), then A is diagonalizable and has two real eigenvalues:

=i ' 2ulps) +v(ps)) £ \/P*_Q(?M(P*) +v(px))? — 4puti(ps)
5 :

2. If p72(2u(py) + v(ps))? < 4per(py), then A is diagonalizable and has two complex eigenvalues:

=i ' 2ulps) + v(ps)) £ i\/4p*ff(p*) — 3 22p(ps) + v(ps))?
. :

3. If p2(2u(py) + v(px))? = 4pak(py), then A is similar to an upper triangular matrix having the
double eigenvalue

—pi 1 (2ulps) + v(py)).
2

Assumption (H1) implies that, in any of the three above cases, the real parts of the eigenvalues are
negative. This therefore implies that the system (1.6) has a parabolic/dispersive structure.

Note that this parabolic/dispersive structure has already been pointed out in the literature. Indeed,
the analytic smoothing effect in space variable for this equation for both the velocity field and the
density has been shown in [7]| (see also [27] and [20]) and is precisely based on the derivation of



dissipative estimate on the Fourier modes of the solutions to the linearized system, underlying the
parabolic structure of the system. In views of the terminology in [22], we say that the system is purely
parabolic in the cases 1 and 3. In the case 2, we have dispersion in addition to the dissipation (note
that this case contains the quantum Navier-Stokes system, see for instance [3]) and the system should
thus be considered as parabolic/dispersive.

Our analysis will be based on a similar discussion, but on the adjoint of the linearized equations of
(1.5) which involves the transpose matrix ‘A. In fact, our analysis will be split into two cases:

e ‘A is diagonalizable which correspond to Items 1 and 2 above;

e !4 is nondiagonalizable which correspond to Item 3 above.

We end this section by mentioning some related results and open problems.

Cauchy theory. Although we will not use any result on the Cauchy theory of the Navier-Stokes-
Korteweg system, let us point out that the existence of strong solutions, respectively weak, has been
obtained in [19, 20], respectively [21]. Also note that, in the case of the whole space by using Fourier
analysis methods related to the parabolic structure mentioned above, the well-posedness of the Cauchy
problem in critical Besov spaces for global and local solutions and in dimension d > 2 is established in
1]

Open problems. In Theorem 1.1, we consider internal control which appear both in the continuity
equations and the momentum equations. In order to get a more physically relevant interpretation of
the internal controllability as forces, it would be interesting to investigate the controllability of the
Navier-Stokes-Korteweg system when the control acts only in the momentum equations. In such case,

one could rely for instance on the algebraic solvability method as in |10, 13]. Note that such results have
also been obtained in different contexts: for 1-d compressible Navier-Stokes equation (see for instance
[16]), for coupled hyperbolic-parabolic system (see for instance [17]) and for Kuramoto-Sivashinsky

system (see for instance [5]).

Another interesting question concerns the controllability of the Navier-Stokes-Korteweg system
(1.1) on bounded open domain of R% with controls localized on an nonempty open subset of the
boundary. The additional difficulty compared to the ones in Theorem 1.1 is that the algebraic manip-
ulations used to make explicitly appear the parabolic structure of the system create intricate boundary
conditions on the systems, which are difficult to handle. We point out that such intricate terms also
appear, with a different coupling, in the context of non-homogeneous incompressible Navier-Stokes
system, in which they can be handled through appropriate weighted energy estimates, see [1].

Outline of the article. In Section 2, we start by recalling and developing the controllability results
obtained for the heat equations, which will be used as a building block in all our proofs. Then, in
Section 3, we present the strategy to prove Theorem 1.1 based on the analysis of the controllability of the
linearized version of (1.3): by duality, we only have to show an observability estimate on the adjoint
system, which is obtained by identifying a closed subsystem of the adjoint on which the parabolic
structure appears in a somewhat decoupled manner. In Sections 4 and 5 we prove the controllability of
the adjoint of the resulting system depending on the diagonalizabilty of ‘A (Section 4) or not (Section
5). In Section 6 we use the results of Sections 4 and 5 to show the controllability of the linearized
model in suitably regular Sobolev spaces. In Section 7, we show the local exact controllability of (1.3)
using a fixed point argument. In the Appendix we give the proof of the Carleman estimates used in
this article for the complex coefficient heat equation (which coincides with the one in [!] when the
coefficients are real).

Notation. We set, for any (¢,0,p) € Z x R x ([1, +oo[U{oc0})
HY(H®):= HY0,T; H°(T;)) and LP(H°):=LP(0,T;H°(Ty)),
and in the same spirit

| - HHZ(HG) = HHZ(O,T;HG(TL))a | - HLP(HU) = HLP(O,T;HO'(TL)) and ||+ |ge = - HHC’(TL)-



Throughout this article, we will also use the notation f < g to express that there exists a positive
constant C, such that f < Cg. In some proofs, it will be important to underline the fact that the
positive constant does not depend on some parameter. When this occurs, this will be said within the

proof.

Acknowledgements. The author expresses their gratitude to Sylvain Ervedoza for several comments
on a preliminary version of this article.

2 Controllability of the heat equation

In this section we recall and develop the control results for the complex-valued heat equation. Let L
be a positive real number and w a non empty open subset of Ty, such that w C Ty. Let ¢ be a complex
number, such that

R(¢) > 0. (2.1)

In order to add a margin on the control zone w, we introduce a non-negative smooth cut-off function
Xo such that there exist two proper open subsets wg and wy of Ty, such that

wo C supp(xo) C w; €Ew and xp =1 on wy. (2.2)

We consider the following controllability problem: Given rg and f, find a control function v, such that
the solution r of

or —COAr=f+uvxo in(0,T)x Ty, (2.3)
Tli=o = T0 n TL’ |
satisfies
Py =0 inTy. (2.4)

We introduce Carleman estimates derived from Carleman estimates for real coefficients heat equation
established in [I]. In our context we need this Carleman estimate also for complex coefficients heat
equation which we establish in the appendix.

2.1 Construction of the weight function

Let 9 be a function 1 in C?(Ty,R) such that, for every z € Ty,

¥(z) € 16,7], (2.5)
and
inf {|Vy|} > 0. (2.6)
T1 \wo
Such a function exists according to [28, Theorem 9.4.3, p.299].

We choose Ty > 0 and i > T7 > 0 small enough, so that
To+2T1 < T.

For any m > 2, we introduce a weight function 6,, € C([0,T)) such that

14+ <1 - i) for all t € [0, Tp],
To
6o () 1 for all ¢ € [Ty, T — 2T1], (2.7)

0., is increasing in [T — 27, T — T1],
1

T——t for all t € [T—Tl,T)



Then we consider the following weight function, given for s > 1 and A > 1, and for any (t,z) €
[0,7) x Tr by
Psa(t, ) = O (1) (Nl — V@) where m = s\2e?, (2.8)

which is always larger than 2.
In the following, for simplifying notations, we will always denote ¢, » and 6, simply by ¢ and 6.
Note that 0 is bounded by below by a positive constant, more precisely

9>1 in [0,7). (2.9)

We point out that, due to the definition of 1) and to Condition (2.5), and using that A > 1, we have
the following bounds for any (¢,z) in [0,7) x Tr:

3

“B(1) < olt, ) < B(0), (2.10)

where!
D(t) := O(t)re'P . (2.11)

2.2 Controllability results for the complex coefficients heat equation

In this section we give some tools related to the controllability of the heat equation. We use classical
method to study the controllability properties of (2.3), which is based on the observability of the
adjoint system, obtained here with the following Carleman estimates for the heat equation which we
introduce in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let T > 0 and ¢ a complex number satisfying (2.1). There exist three positive constants
C, so =2 1 and \g = 1, large enough, such that for any smooth function w on [0,T] x Ty and for all
s = sg, we have

52107 we ™| 22y + 87|62 Vwe ™| 22y + s[w(0)e O 2

- —8 32 —s
< C (=0 = T B)ywe™ | aqz) + 503 xowe |2z )

We give the proof of this lemma in Appendix A. Note that, when ( is a positive real number,
this is established in [I|. When ( is a complex number satisfying (2.1), the Carleman estimates in
Theorem 2.1 have not been done in the literature with the weight function ¢ defined in (2.8). However,
similar Carleman estimates have been obtained when the weight function is the one in [18] (see also
[28] Subsections 9.4, 9.5 and 9.6 for more comments on the control of parabolic equations), which is
singular at t = 0 and at ¢ = T', see in particular the works [17] or [25].

Still, the proof of Theorem 2.1 in the case of non-real parameter ¢ is not completely contained in
[1] nor in [17, 25], and some terms need to be handled carefully, which is why we give the complete
proof of Lemma 2.1 in Appendix A.

Note that we chose to take the weight function ¢ in (2.8), which is not singular at time ¢ = 0, since
by duality, as we will see afterwards, it allows to solve directly the control problem (2.3)-(2.4) without
relying on the well-posedness of the equations. Regarding the heat equation (2.3), this is of course not
a big issue, but this is more subtle when dealing with systems.

The proof of the following results in this subsection are left to the reader since they are straight-
forward adaptations of the corresponding results from [14] and [24]. As in [14], these estimates lead to
the following controllability result which is an adaptation of Theorem 3.3 of [14] to the case of complex
coeflicients heat equation.

n [14], the authors use 32® < ¢ in [0, 7[x Ty, while in this article, we only use 3® < ¢ in [0, T[x Ty, which is of

15 1
course weaker.



Theorem 2.2. Let T > 0. Assume that ¢ satisfies (2.1). There exist constants C > 0 and sy > 1 such
that for all s > sq, for all f € L?(0,T; L*(Ty)) satisfying

1673 fe#|| 22y < +oo (2.12)

and ro € L?(Ty), there exists a solution (r,v,) of the control problem (2.3)-(2.4) which furthermore
satisfies the following estimate:

52 eIl pa(ze) + 107 X002y + 52107 Vre || 2o
<C (1078 el pazy + 52 lroe™ @12 ) . (213)
Moreover, the solution (r,v,) can be obtained through a linear operator in (ro, f).

We need also to know what can be done when the source term f is more regular and lies in
L?(0,T; HY(Ty)) or in L2(0,T; H*(T1)) (c.f. [1] Proposition 3.4). By adapting the proof of Proposition
3.4 of [11], we deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let T' > 0. Consider the solution (r,v,) construct in Theorem 2.2. Then, with the above
notation, for some constant C > 0 independent of s, we have the following properties:

1. (H? regularity of the control v, € L*(0,T; H*(Ty)) and

-3, s s
Ix0vr €™ 4 22y < C (11073 fe el pagay + Iroe™® 2

2. (H? regularity estimate for the state) if ro € H*(Ty), fe**®/* € L?(0,T; H(Ty)) and 6?_%]”65“’ €
L?(0,T; L?(Ty)), then r € L?(0,T; H3(Ty)) and

-3, s s
e3>l 2zay < C (£ Ngaqamy + 1872 £ L aqzs) + Iroe® @l )

For later use, we also present the following results, which contain a shift in the weight 6 compared
to Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 2.3. The following results are modified versions of Theorem 3.3 of [24]
which also can be adapted to the case of complex coeflicients heat equation.

Theorem 2.4. Let T' > 0. Assume that ¢ satisfies (2.1). There exist a positive constant C' and a real
number sg = 1 such that for all s > sq and for all f satisfying

He_lfe&pHLQ(O,T;LQ(TL)) <+ (2.14)
and ro € HY(Ty), the solution (r,v,) of the control problem (2.3)-(2.4) satisfies
52 02rel|aque) + 1107 Xovre™ |z + 5211072 Vre*l aguay + 572672 Vet 2z
< (167 £ L aguzy + 3 roe Oz + 573 [Vroe @12 (215)
Moreover, the solution (r,v,) can be obtained through a linear operator in (ro, f).

Lemma 2.5. Let T > 0. Consider the solution (r,v,) constructed in Theorem 2.4. Then, with the
above notations, for some constant C > 0 independent of s, we have the following properties:

1. (H? regularity of the control) v, € L?(0,T; H*(Ty)) and

Ixovre™® 2y < € (167172 z) + lroe** 2



2. (H® regularity estimate for the state) if ro € H*(Ty), fe**®/* € L?(0,T; HY(Ty)) and ' fe’? €
L?(0,T; L?(Ty)), then r € L?(0,T; H3(Ty)) and

Ire®* ™ agazsy < € (17> g + 167 e laqu + Iroe™ @l )

3 Strategy

In order to perform a perturbative argument by fixed-point, we first recast the system into a more

user-friendly shape. Let us set

a=2 1 (3.1)

Px
We are then led to study the following system

{ Ora + div(u) = fola,u) + vl in (0,T) x T, (3.2)
O — pooe Au — (pre + 1)V div(u) + peVa — £,V Aa = fu(a,u) +v,1, in (0,7) x Ty,
where
moi= puilpn), = o7 lpe)s vei= 0 v(ps), b= Plps)
and
{ fala,u) := —u - Va, (3.3)
fula,u) = fula,w) + fila,u) + fi(a,u) + fu(a) + f3(a),
with )
Ha,u) = —(a+1)u-Vu
w(a,u) = [div (2u(a) Ds (u)) + V(z(a) divu))]
3(a,u) == (Jyu)a,
u(a) = P'(a)Va,
5(a) = (a + 1)v( (a) Aa + Vi(a) Va>
and
K(a) := pu(K(psa + pi) = K(p));
H(a) = Py ( (pxa + pi) — 1(ps)),
v(a) = p (v(pea+ pi) — v(py)),
v(a) =P (p.a+ps) — P (p.).

This form of System (1.3) is more convenient since the linearized equations around (p,,0) explicitly
appear in the left-hand side of (3.2).
Also note that we can recover strong solutions of (1.1) from strong solutions of (3.2) by using (3.1)
under the form
P = Pxa+ Py

This leads to studying the distributed null controllability problem associated to (3.2) on Tz. Then we
consider the following control problem: Given (ag,ug) small enough, find control functions (vg,vy) on
(0,T) x Ty, such that the solution (a,u) of

Ora + div(u) = fola,u) + v,1y, in (0,T) x Ty, (3.4)
Ot — pie At — (e + v4)V div(u) + puVa — £,V Aa = fu(a,u) + v,y in (0,T) x Ty, '
satisfies
(a,u)|,_p = (0,0) inTp. (3.5)

Then, Theorem 1.3 is equivalent to the following theorem.



Theorem 3.1. Let d € {1,2,3} and T > 0. There exists § > 0 such that, for all (ag,uo) € H?(Tp) x
HY(Ty) satisfying
[(@0, o)l g2 st <6, (3.6)

there exist control functions (ve,vy,) in L2(0,T; H*(Ty)) x L?(0,T; HY(T1)) and a corresponding con-
trolled trajectory (a,u) solving (3.4) with initial data (ag,ug) and satisfying the control requirement
(3.5). Besides, the controlled trajectory (a,u) enjoys the following regularity

a € C([0,T); H*(T1)) N L*(0,T; H¥(TL)) N H'(0,T; H' (TL)),
w € C([0,T]; H'(TL)) N L*(0,T; H*(TL)) N H'(0,T; L*(TL)).

and the following bound from below

inf a(t,z) > —1.
(t,z)€[0,T)x Ty,

To take into account the support of the control functions (v,,v,)1,, and facilitate regularity issues,
we replace 1, by a smooth cut-off function x € C°(w, [0, 1]) satisfying

x =1 on wy,
recall (2.2) for the definition of w; compared to w. In other words, we consider the following control

problem: Given (ag,uo) small in H*(Tr) x H'(Ty), find control functions (vq,vy) in L?(H') x L?(L?)
such that the solution (a,u) € L*(H3) x L?>(H?) of

oa + div(u) = fala,u) + vax in (0,T) x Tp, (3.7)
O — e Dt — (s + 1)V div(u) + pVa — £,V Aa = fu(a,u) + v, x in (0,7) x Ty, '
with initial data
(CL, u)\t:() = (ao, uO) in T, (38)

satisfies (3.5).
Of course, this will be done by the analysis of the control properties of the linearized system

{ Ora + div(u) = fo + vaX in (0,7) x Ty,

O — e Au — (s + 1)V div(u) + pVa — K,V Aa = fo, +v,x in (0,T) x Ty, (3.9)

where f, and f, are given?. Namely, we establish the following theorem whose proof is given in Section
6.

Theorem 3.2. Let T > 0. There exist a real number so > 1 and a positive constant C, such
that for any (ag,uo) € H2*(Tp) x HY(TL) and fa, f. such that fae¥ € L*0,T; HY(Ty)) and
fue$ € L%(0,T; L*(Ty)), there exist two control functions v, and v, and a corresponding controlled
trajectory (a,u) solving (3.9) with initial data (ag,uo), satisfying the controllability requirements (3.5)

2Note that index a and u, aims to indicate in which equations f, and f, appear in the lines of the system according
to the terms O:a and O:u respectively. In particular, f, and f, do not depend on a and u except if it explicitly appear,
as in fo(a,u) or fu(a,u). In this article, we use similar notations for source terms in (3.9), (3.11), (3.12), (3.15), (3.16),
(3.19) and (3.20).
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and depending linearly on the data (ag,ug, fa, fu). Besides, we have the following estimate

250 P 250 P
H(@ta, 8{[1,)6% ”L2(H1)><L2(L2) + H(a,u)e% HL2(HS)OLOO(H2)><L2(H2)0L°°(H1)
3s9®P 4s9 P
+ [IX(va, va)e | p2qayxr2(rzy < C (H(faafu)e%)HLQ(Hl)XL?(L?) + H(ao,uo)meHl) :

(3.10)

This allows us to define a linear operator G defined on the space
4sq

{(a0, w0, fur fu) € H? x H' x LA(H') x LA(12) | fae' 8" € LA(H") and fue 3" € IA(I%)},

by
g(a(], uo, fa, fu) = ((Z, u)’

where (a,u) is the controlled trajectory, with initial condition (ag,ug) and forces (fq, fu), satisfying the
control requirement (3.5) and Estimate (3.10).

Since System (3.9) is linear, its controllability in L?(H3) x L?(H?) is equivalent to the following
observability estimate

450 P 450 ®(0)
lloe™*0® | 21y + [[0(0)e >0 2 + lze™ 3 || 22y + [12(0)e "5 || g
7350<I> 3s.

_ 3502
S 9oy g2)e™ ||L2(H—3)><L2(H—2)+||X(O',Z)e 4 HLQ(H—I)XLQ(L?),

where (o, 2) is a solution of the following adjoint system

—0i0 — py div(z) + ke A div(z) = go in (0,7) x Ty, (3.11)
Oz — Vo — e Nz — (s +v4)V div(z) = g, in (0,T) x Ty, '
with (g,,9.) € L>(H™1) x L?(L?).
The main idea to get this observability estimate for (3.11) is based on the fact that, with
q := div(z),
(0,q) satisfies the closed subsystem
—00 — Py + Ky NG = g5 in (0,7) x Ty, (3.12)
-0 g — Ao — (s + 1) Ag = gq in (0,T) x Ty, '

where g, := div(g,).
We will thus base our analysis on the following observability estimate

(o, @)e™*® 21y L2 (-1 + [1(0(0), 4(0)e™ @ 2,y
_350® _3s0®
S 9oy g:2)e 4 Nn2a—syxr2m-2) + lIxo(o,@)e™ 4 |lp2g—1)xr2(a-1)5

for the solutions (o, q) of (3.12), where xq is the cut-off function in (2.2).
In order to do that and to underline the parabolic behavior of (3.12), we rely on the analysis of

the matrix
0 Ky
) 3.13
<_1 — (24 + V*)) ( )

which coincides with the matrix ‘A, where A is given in (1.7).

As said in the introduction, our analysis will then be divided into two cases: when !A is diagonal-
izable (equivalently A), and when ‘A (equivalently A) is not diagonalizable.

When A is diagonalizable, System (3.12) is a parabolic or parabolic/dispersive system in which
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the coupling is done through lower order terms. We can then use directly Lemma 2.1 to obtain L?
observability results for System (3.12). However, there still remains an additional difficulty to obtain
observability results for System (3.12) in negative index Sobolev spaces. This is done by duality by
obtaining controllability results for the adjoint of System (3.12) in spaces of higher regularity, based
on Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 2.3.

When A is not diagonalizable, System (3.12) is a parabolic system in which the coupling is done
through the leading order. This does not prevent us to follow the same strategy, but one needs to
perform a slight shift of a power of the function 6 in the control results. This is why we introduced
Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 2.5.

3.1 Diagonalizable case

We assume in this subsection that (3.13) is diagonalizable. Then, setting

(24 +vi) = D = (24, +vi) + D

5 , 5 ., where® D := \/(QM* + 14)? — 4Ky,

¢t 1=

(note that $({x) > 0 according to (H1)), the matrix ‘A is equivalent to the diagonal matrix diag({y, ().
This can be done through the 2 x 2 invertible matrix @ given by

S
Q= _12+ Fi? , (3.14)
‘D D

In particular, (o, q) solves System (3.12) if and only if the new unknowns

()= a)

satisfy
{ -0yt — G Ayt =g+ +oqyt + ooy in (0,T) x Ty, (3.15)
-0~ — Ay =g, +azyt gy in (0,T) x Ty, '
with )
ay = C+C-Dx g = s - CHP+ oy = C+Px
(C +C)hx’ (C +C-)hx’ ¢+ +¢-7 C++¢7
and

(o) =)

The L2-observability for this system is well-known and follows directly from the Carleman estimates
for parabolic system (see [18] and [28] Subsections 9.4, 9.5 and 9.6 for more comments). A part of the
difficulty here is to obtain this observability estimate in negative index Sobolev spaces. To this aim,
we will adapt the strategy from [1], and prove the following controllability result in Sobolev spaces of
strong regularity:

Given (rd,ry) in H*(T1) x H%(Ty), find two control (v,+,v,-) in L2(H') x L*(H') such that the
solution (r*,r~) of

Ort — §+ Ar = foo +art +asr + xov+ in (0,T) x Ty, (3.16)

Or~ —C_Ar™ = fm +rT +aur™ + xov—- n (0,T) x Ty, '
satisfies

(r+,rf)|t:0 = (ra',ro_) and (r+,7“7)|t:T =(0,0) in Ty, (3.17)

12



and belongs to L?(H3) x L?(H®). We treat this problem in Section 4. The proof is based on the
estimates of Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 2.3.

3.2 Non-diagonalizable case

In this subsection we assume that (3.13) is non-diagonalizable.

In this case we set
25 + vy

RN
¢=F >0,

and, to make A triangular, we consider the 2 x 2 invertible matrix R given by

1 0
R=|1 (3.18)
¢
Through explicit computations, we then check that (o, q) solves System (3.12) if and only if the new
unknowns
() =#()
Yy q
satisfies
—0y~ — Ay~ =gy~ + B3yt 4 Bay” in (0,T) x Ty, '
with » » »
Bri=—=, Pai=pe, fB3i=-7, fai=T.
¢ ) ¢ ¢
and

()-1(2)

Since System (3.19) is linear, its observability is equivalent to the controllability statement for this
adjoint system written in the dual variables (r™,77), where the adjoint is taken with respect to the
variables (y*,y). And again, to get an observability result in Sobolev spaces of weak regularity on
(yT,y~), we will consider the controllability of the adjoint in Sobolev spaces of high regularity as
follows.

Given (rg,rg) in H*(Tr) x HX(Ty), find two control (v.+,v,-) in L>(H') x L2(H') such that the
solution (r*,r™) of the

{ at’l“"' - CAT+ = fr+ + /81T+ + 53T_ + XoUp+ in (O’T) x Tr,

O™ —CAr™ = foe 4 Por™ + Bar™ — ke A1+ x0v,—  in (0,T) x Ty, (3.20)

satisfies

(r+,rf)|t:0 = (rar,ra) and (r*,r7) = (0,0) in Ty,
and belongs to L*(H3) x L?(H?3).

We treat this problem in Section 5. The proof is based on Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 2.5.

li=r

4 Controllability of (3.16): The diagonalizable case.

This section is devoted to the controllability of (3.16). We recall that this system corresponds to the
case in which (3.13) is diagonalizable. We aim to establish the following theorem.

Lemma 4.1. Let T > 0. Let (rf,ry) € H*(Tr) x H?(Ty). There ezist a positive constant C' and a

13



real number so > 1 such that for all s > so, for all f.+ and f,— in L?>(L?) such that

_3
||9 2(fr""fr_)essz}HLQ(LQ) < +00 (41)
and
(frts fr-)e™® € L2(0,T; HY(T1)), (4.2)
there exists a controlled trajectory (r™,r™) solving (3.16) and satisfying the following estimate

635<I>/4||

1, r )3 Loy + [l xo v+, 0,-) L2(HY)

<C (H(fr"‘7fr_)esq>HL2(H1) + “(rar7ra)es¢(0)“H27> . (43)

Proof. We will prove the controllability of (3.16) by a fixed-point argument based on the control results
obtained in Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 2.3. The proof follows the strategy of [11].

Existence of the solution to the control problem. We construct the controlled trajectory using a Banach
fixed-point argument. We introduce the linear space

Cs = {7“ e L0, T; L*(Ty)) { re’ e L*(0,T; LZ(TL))} :

For 7+ and 7~ in Cs, we introduce

As f.+ and f,— satisfy (4.1), for every (77,7 ) in Cs x Cs, f,+ and f,— satisfy Assumption (2.12) of
Theorem 2.2. In fact, Theorem 2.2 provides two linear maps (TaL,fr+) — (r*,v,+) and (ra,f,,_) >
(r~,v,—). Therefore, one can define a map A on Cs x Cs which to a data (77,77 ) in Cs x Cs associates
(r*,r~) where r* and r~ are respectively the solutions of the following controlled systems

{ ort — (L Art = fr+ +v+x0 in (0,T) x T,

T -
Theo =700 Moy = in Ty,
and _ -
8,57"7 — C_ Ar— = r— T V=Xo in (07T) X TL?
r‘;o =7y T‘;T =0, in Ty,
given by Theorem 2.2. As in [1], using estimates of Theorem 2.2, we show that for any (rl,rl) and
(r2,r%) in Cs x C, we have
. 9 - 31 - 9
(A7, L) = As(73, 72 ))e™ 2y < Crs™2[I((7,72) — (73, 72))e™ |2 r2), (4.4)

for large enough s > 1, where (' is a constant which does not depend on s. By equipping the space
Cs x Cs with the following norm given for any (r*,r7) in Cs x Cs by

I rDlleaxe, = T, r7)e™ | 2(2),

then C, x Cs is a Banach space. Then, for s > 1 large enough, it follows from (4.4) that the map Ay is
a strict contraction from Cs x Cs into itself. Applying Banach’s fixed-point theorem, we deduce that
As has a unique fixed-point (r*,r7) in Cs x Cs. By construction, this fixed-point (r™,77) solves the
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controllability problem (3.16)-(3.17). Furthermore, applying Theorem 2.2 to r* and r~, it follows that
3 _ 1, _ _3
sz (P, r7)e 2y + S0V (P, rT)e ¥ 2y + 1072 X004 v,- )€ |l p2(r2y
_3 _3 _ 1 _
< Cr <H9 2(fres o) 22y + 1072 (r )Pl 22y + 821 (rg s 7 )GW(O)HL?(L?)) ;

where (5 is a positive constant, which does not depend on s. Since i < 1, by taking s > 1 large
enough to absorb the second term of the right-hand side of the above estimate, we finally obtain

s2 0 e sy + s2107 V(T )e ez + 107 x0(0r, 0 )€ a2
3 1
<O (1073 (e S )l iaany + 52107 )e Ol ) . (45)
Regularity estimates. Since (2.9) and ¢ < @, applying Lemma 2.3 to f,+(r™,r~) and f,—(r*,r~) such
that fo+ (rt,r7)e3®/4 f_(rT,r7)e?®4 € L2(HY) and (rf, 7y ) € H? x H?, we deduce from Lemma

2.3, Item 1 and 2, that (r*,r~)e3®/4 belongs to L?(H?) x L?>(H?). Each application of Lemma 2.3
comes with estimates which, together, yield Estimate (4.3). O

5 Controllability of (3.20): The non-diagonalizable case

In this section we are interested in the controllability of System (3.20).

Lemma 5.1. Let T > 0. Let (rd,ry) € H*(Tr) x H*(TL). There exist a positive constant C' and a
real number so > 1 such that for all s > sg, for all f.+ and f,— in L?>(L?) such that

_3 _ s
||(9 2 frt,0 1fr_)e ¢||L2(L2) < 400

and

(frts fr-)e™® € L2(0,T; HY(T1)),
there exists a controlled trajectory (r™,r7) solving (3.20) and satisfying the following estimate
H(TJF,T_)B?’SCI)MHL?(HS) + \|Xo(vr+,Ur—)egsq)/A‘HL?(H?)

<€ (It o) 2oy + 105756 2 ) (5.1)

Proof. In this proof the constant implied by the symbol < is independent from the parameter s. Let
us introduce the following two functional spaces

C; = {r € L*(0,T;L*(Ty)) | re*? € L*(0,T; L*(Ty))}

and
cr = {r e L*(0,T; HX(T})) ‘ 027¢%°, 075 Are™® € L*(0, T, L2(']TL))}

which we equip respectively with the norms
3
I7lles == s2lIre* | Lz (r2)
and 5 1 1 3
rll+ = 82|021e®?|| 1212y + 82072 Are®?| 1212
s (L?) (L?)

Endowed with these norms, C} and C; are Hilbert (hence Banach) spaces. For 7t in CJ and 7~ in
Cy, we introduce

{ f7"+ = fr*("z—’—a":_) = f7"+ +/81f+ + B377,

fr— = r_(":_’f_) = fr— +/827:+ +B47:_ — Rx AV

15



Using Theorem 2.4 for the equation on r~ and Theorem 2.2 for the equation on r™, one can define
a map As on C} x C; which to a data (7*,77) in CJ x C; associates (r™,r~) where r* and r~ are
respectively solutions of the controlled problem

Ort —CArt = fr+ + V4 X0 in (0,7) x Ty,
or— —CAr— —fr + v~ X0 in (0,7) x Ty,
(rt )z = (g, 79 ), (rFyr7)),_p = (0,0) in Tg

given by Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.2. Let (7,7 ) and (7,75 ) in Cf x C;. We set (RT,R™) :=

A (Tfaﬁ) A (7";,7"2) fR+ = fr+(7“1a7"1) fr+(T2aT2) and fp- = fr (7"1,7“1) fr (T25T2) 50
that (RT, R™) is a solution of the following control problem

R — CAR+ = f;R"' + vp+Xo in (0,7) x Ty,
f%fﬁi—-CZXRi ::fR— + VR-X0 in (O,YU x Ty,
(R*,R7)|,_, = (0,0), (R*,R7),_, = (0,0) in Ty.
From Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.2, we deduce that
52|02 R ™| 212y +s 2072 ARTe | 2oy S 107 RY e[| o) + 07 R 22y (5.2)
and
52| R 1212y S 1072 R™e || oy + 1072 RY e || paray + 1077 AR || 212 (5.3)

Multiplying (5.2) by s and combining the resulting estimate with (5.3), and then, using that 6 > 1
and s > 1, we get

$3107 R* e | a2y + 57 (072 ARY || a2y + 57 | R™€% 1212
< 8102 R e|| o2y + | R 22y + 1072 ARY e 1212y

1

S 578 (SBI0FRT e oz ) +57F (SR nae) ) +57F (531073 AR 122

A

573 (S%||9%R+es¢\|L2(L2) + 53| R™e% 122 + 571073 AR+eW||L2(L2)) . (5.4)
Then, (5.4) can be rewritten as follows

~ — ~ — 1. — ~ —
HAS(TfL’Tl ) — AS(TSF’Q )”cjxcs— <Cs™2 ||(7"fL,T1 ) — (T;ﬂb )chxc;’

where C' is a positive constant that does not depend on s > sg. From the Banach fixed-point theorem,
we deduce that for s large enough, A; admits a unique fixed-point in CJ x C; . Let (r*,r7) € CF x C;
be the fixed-point of A4 and let (v,+,v,-) be the associated control.

Regularity estimates. Recall that (f,+ ,frf) s® ¢ L2(HY). We have r—e3%/* € L2(L?) and rte3®/4 ¢
L2(H"), hence f.+(r,r™)e®/* ¢ L[2(L?). Lemma 2.3 thus implies that r+e3®/* ¢ L2(H?). It
follows that f,—(rt,r~)e3®/* € L2(L?). Then, from Lemma 2.5, we get that r—e3*®/4 ¢ L2(H?).
Accordingly, f+(rt,r)e3*®/* € L2(H') and using again Lemma 2.3, we get rTe35®/4 ¢ L2(H?). We
thus deduce that f,—e3%/* L?(H'), and finally reds®/4 ¢ L?(H?) from Lemma 2.5. Each of the
application of Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.5 comes with estimates, which directly yield (5.1). U

6 Proof of Theorem 3.2

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Step 1: Observability of (3.12). Let us consider sy > 1 large enough so that
Lemma 4.1 and 5.1 hold. We will recover the observability of (3.12) from the controllability of (3.16)
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in the diagonalizable case obtained in Lemma 4.1 and of (3.20) in the non-diagonalizable case obtained
in Lemma 5.1.

Let us first focus on the diagonalizable case. Let (y*,y~) be a solution of (3.15). By definition of the
dual norm, we have

1wt y)e 0 | 2gr-1y + (7 (0), 5 (0))e™ 00| s
= sup {RUfres £r)s Wy N p2euy,c2-1y) + RUrg,rg)s (0H(0),7(0))) 2 r—2) 3
||(fr+7fr*)esoq>|lL2(H1)<1
(rdrg )es0®O) o<1

(6.1)

Now, for (r{,ry) € H*(TL) and (f.+, f,—) € L?(H"Y), such that (f,.+,f,—)e°® € L%(H'), we can
associate the controlled trajectory (r*,r~) of (3.16) with corresponding controls (v, v™) given by
Lemma 4.1, and we obtain (recall that (y*,y~) be a solution of (3.15) with source term (g%, g7))

RSt fr)s (y+ay7)>L2(H1),L2(H*1)) +R(((rg o), (W (0),57(0)) 2, 1r—2)
= R(((gy+>9y-)> PN p2em-3y,2203)) + RUWT97)s X0 (054, 00-)) L2 (a1-1), L2011 -
Consequently, using (4.3) and (6.1), we get
1™y )e 0 |21y + 1yt (0), 57 (0)e™ 0|y
_3s0 L\ 3
S Cgy+59y-)e™ 4 23y + lIxo(y™,y 7 )e™ 4 [lL2m-1).- (6.2)

In order to obtain observability for (3.12) from (6.2), we simply remind that solutions (y*,y~) of (3.15)
correspond to solutions (o, q) of (3.12) through the transform

()= () ma (adin) =" ()

where the matrix @ is the one in (3.14). When ‘4 is not diagonalizable, the same strategy applies line
to line, based on the duality between the control result in Lemma 5.1 for the system (3.20) and the
observability of (3.19), and the correspondence between the solutions (y*,y~) of system (3.19) and
the solutions (o, q) of system (3.12) through the matrix R in (3.18) by

(@) =) it (o) =7 ()

In both cases, we have obtained that solutions (o, q) of (3.12) satisfies,
16 @)e™* Il 2 (1) 201 + [1((0), 9(0))e 0O -2y
_3sg® _3sg®
S (9o 92)e™ 4 2m-3)xp2m-2) + lIxo(os @)™ 2 [|L2(a-1yx2(-1)s (6.3)

that is the observability estimate for (3.12).
Step 2: Observability of (3.11). Let us rewrite the equation on z in (3.11) as

—Oz — e Nz =g, + Vo + (s + 4)Vq in (0,T) x Tp.

To recover the estimate on z, we use the duality with the following controllability problem for the heat
equation

{ Oy — pe Ay = fy +vyxo  in (0,T) x Ty, 6
Y=o — Y0 and Yer = 0 in Ty.
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Replacing s by 4sp/3 in Lemma 2.3, Items 1 and 2, we define a map = which to two functions yg in
~ ~ 4s9®
HY(Ty) and f, such that f,e 5 belongs in L?(L?), associates the solution (y, xov,) of (6.4) satisfying

~  450® 4s9®(0)
”yesocI)”L%H?) + ”Xovyesoq)”ﬂ(ﬂ) S fye 3 ey + llyoe™ 3 [ an

By duality and according to the above estimate, we get

7@ 7480‘1’(0)
lze™ 3 |22y + |2(0)e™ 3 [z

= sup {R((fy: y0)s (2, 2(0))) 12 (12)x 2, L2(12)x 111 }
. 4SQ<I>
1 fye™3 7 llp2(r2)<1

459®(0)
llyoe ™ 3 [lg1<1

= sup {RE(fy,90). (92 + Vo + (Vi + 1)V, 2)) 1212w £2(12), 12 (H-2)x L2(12) }
e N2 gr2y <t
450 ®(0)
lyoe™ 3 [lg1<1

S g: + Vo + (e +1)Va)e 0 |22y + [Ixoze PO 1212y

PO 1212

< _3s0® —s0d _
S gz 22y + (o, e lz2(m-1) + |Ix0ze
Then, according to (6.3) it follows that

_ 450 _4592(0)
lze™ 5 L2 (r2) + 12(0)e™ 75 |-

_3sg® _3sg® _3sg®
S (9os92)e™ 4 [ L2a-3)xr2a-2) + [xo(o, @)e™ 4 [l 21 w21y + [Ix0z€™ 1 [|p2(12).-

As x = 1 on supp(xo), we have xox = xo and xodiv(z) = xodiv(xz). Therefore, using that the
multiplication by yo maps H ! to itself, we get

_3s® _3s0®
[ xoge™ 4 HL?(Hfl)ffHXZe 4 ”L2(L2)

and combining the above estimate with (6.3), we obtain the following observability estimate for solu-
tions (o, z) of (3.11)

_ 4sq®(0)

_ _ _450®
loe™ 0% 21 + [0(0)e ™ O =2 + llze™ 5" [l2z2) + [2(0)e™ 5 ||y
359 ® _3s

— 0®
S 9o, 92)e™ 4 [lp2ar-9yxr2 -2y + IX(0,2)e” "4 |21y xr2(L2)-

Step 3: Conclusion. Since solutions (o, z) of (3.11) satisfy the above observability estimate, we again
argue by duality to deduce that System (3.9) is controllable and that the following estimate holds

350 ® 3s0®
[(a,w)e 2 |2 msyx ey + X (Vas vu)e 4 ([ L2(ayxp2(22)
459 ®(0)

4s0®

S (e, fue ™ )2y w22y + 1aoe® ™ uge ™5 )| g2
450 P 4509 (0)

S (fas fu)e™ )”L2(H1)XL2(L2)+H(a07u0)e 5 )a2sm-

s0P(0)

Then, it remains to establish the regularity estimate (3.10). We perform the regularity estimate on
250
the equation satisfied by (a,u)e 5 , that induces a small loss in the parameter sy, which is reflected

in the fact that we estimate (a, u)e¥ instead of (a, u)e¥ to apply the above estimate, and (3.10)
follows.

Finally, it can be easily checked that the above control process, based on duality arguments, provides
a linear operator G, which, to any initial conditions (ag,ug) € H? x H' and source terms (f, f,) such
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450 P

that (fa, fu)e 3 € L2(H') x L2(L?), provides a controlled trajectory (a,u) in L2(H3) x L%(H?) for
(3.9), as claimed in Theorem 3.2. O

7 Proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof of Theorem 3.1. In order to prove the controllability of System (3.7), we will perform a fixed-
point argument.
We start by fixing the parameter sg so that Theorem 3.2 holds.

We then define the space X x Y, where X := L%(H3) N L*(H?) N H'(H') and Y := L*(H?) N
L®(HYY N HY(L?), and the following closed subset

250 P 250 P
Bp = {(aﬂ) eX %Y | @ a)e s |lxxy + 0@ a)e s || paqmyxre(rz) < R} ;

where R is a positive real number which will be chosen later. Let (ag,ug) € H3(Tz) x H?(Tr). Our
goal is to find a fixed-point of the map given as follows

F(a ) = G (a0, o, falda, @), fu(@ @) (7.1)
for (a,u) in Bg and, f,(a,u) and f,(a,u) are given (recall (3.3)) by

{ ful@, @) = —1u- Va,

fu( ’ﬂ) = f&(&,&) + fz%(a’a) + fg’((z,zl) + fé(a’&) + f{j((l,(l)-
with )
fi@a):=—-(a+1)a- Va,
£2(a,@) = div (2u(@)Ds(@)) + V(u(@) diva)).
3/~ ~\ . O ~~
(a,u) := opua,
+(@,a) == P'(a)Va,
(a,a)

For this purpose, we prove that:
1. for R > 0 small enough, F is well-defined on Bp;
2. for R > 0 and § > 0 small enough, we have F(Bgr) C Bg;
3. for R > 0 and § > 0 small enough, F is a strict contraction from Bpg to Bg.

We will next conclude by the application of Banach Picard fixed-point theorem. In all that follows,
the constant implied by the symbol < is assumed to be independent from R, the parameter ¢ in (3.6).
Step 1: F is well-defined on Bg for all R € (0, Ry], with R, small enough. We begin by showing the
following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let so > 1 as in Theorem 3.2. There exist positive real numbers Ry and C > 0 such that
for any R € (0, R,], such that for all (a,u) € Br the quantities fq(a,u) and f,(a,u) are well-defined
and 4sqP
1(fa(@, @), fu(@ a@))e™s" )|l L2(yxr2i2y < CR%. (7.2)
Estimate of the nonlinear terms are based on the following classical lemma, whose proof is left to
the reader as it is an adaptation of [0, Lemma 4.10.2 p.134].

Lemma 7.2. Let £ > %l be an integer and 1 a positive real number. Let F be a function in C*([—n,n])
such that F(0) = 0. Then there exists a constant C such that for any u and v in H*(Ty) satisfy such
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that ||ul|pe + ||v]|Lee + ||ullge < n, we have
[F(u)llge < Cllullge  and  ||[F(u) = F()|lge < Cllu — vl ge.

Proof of Lemma 7.1. Let us choose Ry > 0 such that if we denote by K the constant of the Sobolev
embedding H?(Ty) < L>(Tr), then
KR, < L, (7.3)

Px

where 7 is given by (H2). In this case, if (a,%) belongs in Bpg,, then we have
- ~ n
lall oo (o,1)xT) < Kllal|poo a2y < PR (7.4)
*

Accordingly, since p and v, and k and P are respectively C? and C3 in a neighborhood of p, we can
apply Lemma 7.1 for any elements a such that (a,a) belongs to Bp,, for some 4 in Y. Let R €]0, Ry]
and (@,u) in Bpg.

We will repeatedly use that the weight function ® depends only on the time variable and for d €
{1,2,3} that the product is continuous from H'(Ty) x H?(Ty) to H*(Ty) and from H?(Ty) x H*(Ty)
to H%(Ty). We will also repeatedly use that 4/3 = 2/3 + 2/3.

Estimate on f,. We have

2509 P _ 259 _ 2s9® _ 250
3 ooy IVae 3 |2y S llae 3 |lyllae s [Ix.

. asge i
[fal@, @)e™ s || 2y S e

Estimate on fl. We have, according to (7.4)

2509 P 2509 P

L\ 4s0® ~ . 250® - -
(@ @es llr2zy S 1@+ Dl (o) lie™s [|p2(ree) [ Vie s [l 2y S lae s |13,

Estimate on f2. We have

4s9®

Hfﬁ(d,ﬂ)egllmm < |l (div(2p(a)Ds(@) + V(v(a) div (@) e 5 || r2(z2),

Moreover, we have

4s

L] 2sn P
| div(u(@)Ds(@))e 3 || 22y S llp@)e s || L2 lae

250
3 || L2 (a2

and
sO<I>

450 P 250 P 2
V(@) div(@))e s |22y S lw(@e 3 ||peoqmzllae s | L2q2).

Furthermore, according to (7.4) and Hypothesis (H2), we deduce from Lemma 7.2 that

. 2890 250 . 2sp0 _ 25
(@)e™ [|peomy S lae™3 [[poo(mzy  and  [[v(@)e 3 (| poo(pz) S ll@€73 || poo(ar2)-

Then we deduce that
2/n ~ 4so<I> < o 250<I>
| fo(@,a)e s |22y S (@ d)e 3 [Ixxy-

Estimate on f3. We first have

3, -\ Asq@ < |5, 20t _ 2s0®
| fo(a, a)e™s HL?(L?)NHCL6 3 HLOO(LDO)Hatue 3 HL2(L2)-

Then, we have
4

13 (@, a)e™

0<I>
5 ||p2(r2) S R

Estimate on f. We have
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2509 P
3 || L2y

4o o 4s0® L\ 2502 3
1ful@,a)e™ s |22y S 1B (a)e s [|poo (s ae
Thus, according to Lemma 7.2 applying to P’, we conclude that
Loy 202 Ly 2502
£ (@, a)e™ |2y S 1@ @)e ™ %y

Estimate on f2. According to (7.4), we have

5. . ds® - o 4sge B L. 4sp®
[fu(@,a)e 3 |lp2rey S lla+ 1| poenoo)llr(@) Aae s || 2y + @ + 1| poo (po) V(@) - Vae s || L2 )

L\ 2500 _ 20 2@ _ 252
S ls(@)e™ ||L°°(H2)Ha6 3 HL?(HS) + [|r(a)e™s HL°°(H2)||ae 8 ||L2(H3)
~\ 250® . 2500
S la@)e™s || poo ) llae s |[x-
In view of Hypothesis (H2) and Lemma 7.2, it follows that
. 2sg® _ 2502
ls(@)e 3 |2y S llae 3 || oo (mr2)-
Then, we obtain that
5. o dso® < l(n 208 o
[fu(@,a)e™s |22y S (@ a)es Ixxy-
Combining all the above estimates, we conclude that for all (a,@) € Bp
Loy s L oy s
| fa(@, @)e ™3 (| p2(gry + ([ fu(@, @)e 3 [| 22y < CR?,
where C' is a positive constant independent of R, which concludes the proof of Lemma 7.1. U

Let R € (0, R,]. From Lemma 7.1, we deduce that if (a,a) belongs to Bpg, then J”a(c~z,11)e4$:(’>)(1> €

450 P
L2(HY) and f,(@,a)e 3 € L*(L?). Since (ag,ug) belongs to H2(Ty) x H'(Ty), this shows, by using
Estimate (3.10) of Theorem 3.2, that for all (a,a) in Bg the definition of F by (7.1) is meaningful.

Furthermore, according to (3.10) and (7.2), it follows that for all (a,u) in Br we have
L~y 250% - o~y 250% 2 50®(0)
10.F G e ™8 [ paqayrsen + G De ™S [y < C (B2 + 1€ (ag,uo) ) - (75

Step 2 : For R >0 and 6 > 0 small enough, F(Br) C Bg. From the estimate (7.5) and the smallness
assumption (3.6), we obtain

250 P 250 P ~
10:F @, @)e ™5 || p2(ayxrecrey + 1F (@ @e 3 xxy < C(R?+9),

~ 1
where C := Ce*0®0) Then, setting Ry := min <E,R*>, for all R € (0, Ryp), there exists a positive

real number dg, given by

R
op:= = — R, 7.6
R= g (7.6)

such that, if
1(a0, wo)l| 21 < g,

for all (a, @) in Bg, we have the bound

PERY A
10 F (@, @)e ™3 || 2gmyxrz2) + I1F (@ @) llxxy < R.

This shows that for all R € (0, Ry], if § < dg, then F(Br) C Bgr. From now on, for any R € (0, Ro],
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the smallness of the initial data parameter ¢ in (3.6) will be automatically 0g.
Step 3: F is a strict contraction from (Bpg,d) into itself. On Bg, we consider the distance d given by

sgP

2 2s0®
d(V,W) = ||(V = W)e ™5 [lxuy + 10:(V = W)e ™ | p2qmyxrzzy  (V,W € Bg).

This step is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Let sg > 1 as in Theorem 3.2. There exist C' > 0 such that for any R € (0, Ry, for all
(a1,u1) and (ag,us2) in Br we have

d(F (a1, ), F(az, 2)) < CRA((a1, 1), (a2, d2)) -
The proof is based on Lemma 7.2 and follows the same lines as the one of Lemma 7.1.

Proof of Lemma 7.3. Let (a1,u1) and (ag,@2) be two elements of Br. As in the proof of Lemma 7.1,
we use systematically that 4/3 = 2/3 4+ 2/3 and the continuity of the product from H'(Ty) x H?(Ty)
to HY(Ty) and from H?(Tp) x H*(Ty) to H*(Ty).

Estimate on f,. We can write

fal@n, 1) — fa(a2, i) = fo(ar, @ — t2) + fu(@r — ag, ia).
Then, as in the proof of Lemma 7.1, we have

450 P
i HL2(H1) SJ Rd((a17ﬁ1)7 (a’QaﬁQ)) :

[(fa(@r, @1) — fa(az, uz))e
Estimate on fl. Let us first note that
faar, i) — folas, tie) = — (a1 — ag)iy - Vg — ao(iiy — ip) - Viig — aotia - V(g — t2).
Then, we have

259 ® 250 P

450 P
I(FL (@, ) — fl(@z,2))e ™3 ||r2qrey S 1@ — @2)|| poo(zooyl[ine 3 || paquoe) |Ere ™3 || ooy

2509 P

N _ | 2sg® N
+ @z Lo (pooy | (G1 — G2)e 3 || p2(poe) [T1e 3 || Loo ()

N 2 o 2o
+ l|azl| oo (o) lt2e ™3 || L2 (oo 1(@1 — T2)e ™3™ || Loo(a1)

S Rd((ay, @), (a1, dz)).

Estimate on f2. We first remark that

felay, @) — f(ag, tip) = 2 div((p(a1) — p(az))Dstin) + V((2(a1) — v(az)) div(i))
+ 2 diV(H(&Q)DS(ﬂl — ’112)) + V(g(dg) div(ﬂl — ﬂQ))

We will apply Lemma 7.2 with F' = y and F' = v respectively according to Hypothesis (H2) and (7.4).
Moreover, we have
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We also have

4s9®

12 div(p(az)Ds(ty — t2)) + V(x(az) div(iy — Gg))le = [|r2(r2) S Rd((ay, @), (a2, t2)).

We deduce that
450 P
1(F2(@r, @) — f2(G2, t2))e 3 ||z22) S Rd((@, @), (@2, @2)).

Estimate on f2. By using the bilinearity of f3, as for f,, we deduce similarly as for the estimate of f3
in the proof of Lemma 7.1 that

459 P

3 |22y S Rd((a1, @), (g, U2)).

I(fa(@r, ar) — fi(az, d2))e
Estimate on f. We have
fl(@r, @) — flas, a2) = (P'(@1) — P'(a2))Var + P(a2) V(a1 — ag).

Then, by applying Lemma 7.2, we get

4sq

(P (@) — Pl(@))Vale 3 |22 S |(P(@1) — P'as))e

250 P 250 P
S ooy llare s | p2quzy S Rd((@1, @), (@2, @2))

and

e L 40 < a2 _ L 2@
[P (a2)V (a1 — az)e 3 [[2(r2y S I1P(a2)e 3 [[Loo(roo) (@1 — a2)e 3 ([ 12¢am)

S Rd((ay, 1), (az, tz)).

We deduce that

4s

1(Fi (@1, @) — fraz an))e 3 o) S Rd((ar, i), (s, in)).

Estimate on f2. We have

falay,ar) — fi(ag, az) =(ay + 1)V((ﬁ(&1) — k(a2)) Aay + V(k(a1) — k(az)) - Vch)
+ (a1 + 1)v(ﬁ(a2) A(@r — ) + Vi(as) - V(@ — aQ))
+ (a1 — &2)V(ﬁ(&2) Aas + Vk(ag) - V&2>-

To estimate the first term of the right-hand side, we apply Lemma 7.2 to F' = k according to (7.4).
We get

4s9 P

(a1 + 1)V((ﬁ(&1) — K(a2)) Aar + V(k(a1) — k(az)) - le)e 3 |22

2509 @

250 P
S lar + 1 poorooy | (8(@1) — K(@2))e 3 ooyl Daze 8 |2y

- - - 250® . 2s0®
+ llar + Ul poe ooy IV ((@1) — £@2))e”8 ooy [ Vane 3 2

N L 20 o 20

S (k(ar) — w(az))e™ s (| oo (mzyllare ™ || 2 as)
_ | 2spe

S R(ar — az)e 3 || Lo (a2

< Rd((aq, ty), (az, 42)).
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Similarly, we also have

4s9®

3 lp2(z2) S Rd((a1, @), (a2, t2))

1 + 1)V (8(@) 5@ — @) + Va(@) - V(a1 — @) e

and
450<1>

5 |22y S Rd((a1, 1), (g, U2)).

@1 — a2)¥ (8(a2) Aas + Va(as) - Vay )e

Then we obtain that

4s9 P

I(fa(ar, @) — folaz, az))e 3 |22y S (R+ R*)d((ay, @), (2, 12)).

This concludes the proof of Lemma 7.3. O

According to Lemma 7.3, we choose

1 . 1
R::§m1n<5,Ro> and 0 :=Jg,

so that if (ag,ug) satisfies
(@0, wo) |2 <6,

the map F maps Bp into itself by Step 2 and is contractive on Br (with the topology induced by the
distance d for which Bp is complete) by Lemma 7.3.

Step 4: Conclusion. We conclude from the Banach fixed-point theorem that F admit a fixed-point (a, u)
in Br. Moreover, it follows from Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 7.1 that (a,u) have the wanted regularity.
Finally, according to (7.3) and (7.4), it follows from Hypothesis (H2) that p(t,z) > p, —n > 0 for any
(t,z) € (0,T) x Tp. O

A Proof of the Carleman estimate

In this appendix we are interested in establishing the following Carleman estimate

Lemma A.1. Let T > 0. Let us consider a complex number ¢ such that ®(¢) > 0. There exist
three positive constants C, so = 1 and Ag = 1, large enough, such that for all smooth function w on
[0,T] x Tr, and for all s = sg and X = g, we have

$2 N2 (€3 we ™% 1212y + s2A€2 Vwe ™| 2(12) + sAze™ |w(0)e )| 2

s 3 3 —s
< C (=0 = ¢ Aywe™%|| a(zz) + s2A%€ xowe ™ p2(r2) )

where we have set
E(t, z) := 0(t)eM@),

Proof. Let us set ( = a+ i, where o and 3 are real numbers with a > 0. Let w be a smooth complex
valued function on [0,7] x T, and set

fi=—-0w—(Aw.

We shall deal with the function
w=¢e *Fuw.

According to the definition of 8, w satisfies

w(T,z) =0 and Vw(T,z)=0, xzeTr.
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Let us define the conjugate of —(0; — A by
P, = e (=0, — CA)e?.

Then
P,w = —0yw — s0ipw — C Aw — 25¢Vp - Vw — s2(|Vp|*w — s¢ Apw

and
e ¥ f = P,w.

Inspired by the strategy to prove Carleman estimate (see [25]), we now define quantities Pyw and Pow
from the symmetric and antisymmetric part of P, by setting

Pw = %(PSO + Py)w = —a(Aw + s2V|*w) —iB(2sVp - VW + s Npw) — s0ppw
and 1
Pyw := §(P¢ — Py)w = —0yw — i(Aw + s Vop|?w) — a(2sVy - Vw + s Apw),
so that

P,w = Piw + Pow.

Since Piw + Pow = e %% f we get

[ imwee ] |p2w|2+m(// plw—pzw)g [[ e w
[0,T]xTy, [0,T]xTy, [0,T)x Ty, [0,T]xTy,

The main part of the proof L?-Carleman estimate consists to estimate from below the real part of the
scalar product of Piw with Pow. We begin by setting

(fpror) - g

1<k,I<3

where I, ; is the scalar product of the k-th term of Pyw with the [-th term of Pow. Note that by
L-periodicity, all the boundary terms generated from integration by parts with respect to the space
variable vanish.

Step 1: Computation of the scalar product. Let us begin by remarking that

R(I23) = R([12) = 0.
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Computation of R(I13) + R(I22). We get

R(L3) +R(I22) = (a —|—ﬂ <//OT . Aw+82|Vgo|2 )(2sVp - VW—{—SAQDW))

= 2|C|25§R <// AwV - VW) — |C|25§R (// VAp- VWW)
[0,T]xTy, [0,T]xTy
—ePs [ splvwp
[07T}XTL
P [ an(VePVRWE + IR [ VP Apw?
[0,T]xTy, [0,T]xTL
_ 2 Ry ¢[*s 2 2
= 2|¢|“sR AwVp - VW | + DN=plw|
[0,T]xTy, 2 [0,T]xTy,
s ff s
OT XTL
it [ verva it [ v s
[0,T]x Ty, [0,7]x Ty

2
= —2|¢]%sR // o(Vw, VW) | + &s// N2 plw|?
[0, T]><TL 2 [0,T]xTy,
P [ an(VePVaE + IR [ VeP apw (A3)
[0,T]x Ty, [0,T]x Ty,

Computation of R(1,1). By integrating by parts and using that w(7T") = Vw(T") = 0, we deduce

R(I1,) = aR ( / / (Aw + s%wr?wmw)
[0 T]XTL

— ot ( [/ )—— [ 1wewo) “ [0 Vel

a 5 as? 9
=2 [ wwoP - 25 [ weo)Piwo) Vellw?. ()
TL Tr [0,T]xTy,

Computation of R(Iz,1). Keeping in mind that w(T') = Vw(T') = 0 and using that for any complex
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number z we have J(z) + S(Z) = 0, by integrating by parts, we have

R(z1) =R <zﬂ // (2sVy - Vw + s Aapw)BtW>
[O,T]XTL

= 2sR <zﬁ // V- VwatW> —sR <zﬁ // Agpw@tW>
[0,T]x Ty (0,T]x Ty,
= sk (iﬁ // V- VwatW> — sk (iﬁ // V- w@tVW>
(0,T]x Ty, (0,T]x Ty,
= —sR <iﬁ V(0) - VW(O)W(O)) — s <zﬂ // WV - VwW)
TL [OvT]XTL

— s (iﬁ // V- 6tiW> — s (zﬂ // V- &gVWW)
[0,T]xT}, [0,T]xTL

= —sR <iﬁ V(0) - vw(o)w(0)> —sR <zﬂ //[O,T]XTL OV - VwW) . (A.5)

Tr

Computation of R(I31). Since w(T') = 0, we obtain

Rt =sv( [ apwow) =3 [ ap@wOP-3 [[ odewP. (a0
0,T]x Ty, 2 Jr, 2 JJiomxTs
Computation of R(I32). We have
R(l32) = R (iﬁ // sOppw(AW + 52|V80|2W>
0,T]x Ty,
= —si <zﬁ // Opp - AWW)
[0,T]xT},
= s (zﬁ // oV - VWW) . (A7)
0,T]x Ty,

Computation of R(I33). We have
R(I33) = as’R <// (2Ve - VW + A@W)@ﬁﬁW)
[O,T]XTL
= —s’a // div(Vdsp)|w|? + s2a // DNpdyp|w?
0,T]x Ty, 0,T]x Ty,
= —as’ // Vo - 0 Vlw|?
[07T}XTL

Ck82
o A\ (A8)
[07T}XTL

From (A.5) and (A.7), we deduce that

R(Is2) + R(lo,) = —sR <z‘ﬁ Vo (0) - Vw(O)W(O)) + 2R (w / /[0 e 8tho-VWw> (A9)

Tr
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By combining (A.3), (A.4), (A.6), (A.8) and (A.9), it follows that

§R ((le, P2W>)

2
:9/ Vw2 =2 [ 900)lw(0)2 = 22 [ |Vep(0)2|w(0)2 — sR (w V¢(o).vw(o)w(0)>
2 Jr, 2 Jr, 2 Jr, .
(A.10)
s[¢[? 2 2 3112 9 s ) )
+ 2 //MMLA oWl + 5°[¢] //{QT}XTL(W D — div(|Vel?Ve)|w] (A1)

~ s // oVl w2 - // OReplw? (A12)
0,T]x Ty, 2 ) Jjo1x1s
(w(// (T, vm)m(zﬁ [ ave. vww)). (A13)
[OT]XTL [0,T]xTy,

Step 2: Lower bound of the scalar product. We now give a lower bound for the scalar product R(Pyw, P,w).
Along the rest of the proof, we will take the parameters s and A large enough in order to absorb lower
order terms with respect to the power of these parameters. In the following, to simplify notations,
we will denote by C* a generic large positive constant which do not depends on s and A and by Cy a
generic small positive constant independent of s and A. The constants may change from line to line.
Lower bound of (A.10). We have

S)\262)\()\612)\ _ eAw)

_81%0(0) - TO

Since 1 < 7, we deduce that
—0,p(0) = CsA\3e!r,

Thus we obtain that
s

a0 w(0)? > CLs2ae / w(0)]?.
2 TL TL
Besides, since Vip(0) = —2 Ve and ¢ < 7, we deduce that

2

o [ eOPIw O > —cmse [ o
2 Ty, Tr
and
. — *x .2y 2 14\ 2 7 2
—sR(iB | Ve(0) - Vw(0)w(0) | > —C*"s"A2e [w(0)|]" — — [Vw(0)|. (A.14)
T, Ty, A2 JTg
According to a > 0, we conclude that
2 S , s’ 2 2
[ 19w P =5 [ aw@wo)? -5 [ Ve Pwo)
L L L
C*
|VW(0)|2+C*82)\3614>‘/ |W(O)|2—C’*52)\%el4’\/ w(0)[2 — —1/ Vw(0)2
T, Ty, Tr, Az JT
Vw(0)? + Cps2ABel A / w(0)2. (A.15)
Ty, Tr
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Lower bound of (A.11). We first have

2
sl¢l® // AN2plw|* > —C*s\? // &\|wl?. (A.16)
2 [0,T]xTy, 0,T]xTy,

Besides, we have

SR [ an(vePva PR [ (v At
[0,T]x Ty, [0,T]x Ty,
st [[ VT Vol
[07T}XTL

soorsx [ @it [ vt
[0,T]x Ty, [0,T]x Ty,

Moreover, since inf{|V¢|} > 0 on T, \ @, and |{| > 0, we deduce that

|<|283)\4 // |v¢|4£3|w|2 > C*SB)\4 // £3|W|2 _ 0*83)\4 // £3|W|2.
[0,7)xTg, [0,T7)xTg, (0,7 xw

Thus, we have

s|¢|? .
BEJ[ skt [ a(vepvewR +Ie [ VR At
[O,T]XTL [O,T}XTL [O,T]XTL

>cﬁ%{KéT}TgﬂwF—c%%{K4ﬂ &3 |wl?. (A.17)
, XAy, T Xw

Lower bound of (A.12). According to the definition of ¢, we have

820
0o = —5¢

Furthermore, in views of the definition of 8, on [0, Ty] x Ty, we have
0 < 920 < C*s2ate?,
Thus, since ¢ > 6 and 6§ > 1, we obtain
_O2p > —C* 2Nl > _C*s2A3e8,
on [0,7p] x Tr. On the other hand, on [Ty, T) x T, we have

—9p > —C* N2,

s *
L ez [[ e
[0,7]xTL [0,T]xTy,

Moreover, it follows from the definition of 6 that

We deduce that

|00

0
aLgO on [0,7 —2Ty] and Tgc*g on [T —2T1,T).

0
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Then, we deduce that

2
—i// |Vl IW]2 > —C*s2A2 // S wl?.
[0,7]xTg [0,T]xTy,

Then, we conclude that

S e [ arverwe s oex | [ €t a9
[O,T}XTL [OT XTL OT XTL
Lower bound of (A.13). From the definition of ¢, we deduce that

—2[¢|*sR (// o(Vw, Vw)) = 2|¢|2sAR <// ED*)(Vw, VW))

o, T]><TL [0,T]xTy,

2P [ v Twp
[07T}XTL

> 2lC[2sAR ( I epruw, vw))

[0,T]xT},

—C*s\ / £|Vwl2.
[O,T]XTL

Furthermore, we have

o (Zﬁ //OT T Ve wa) = AR <Zb //OT xT —£V¢ wa) '

On [0, T — 2T1], we have
243¢.2)
)\§|(9t9| <? A°&e ’
6 To

thus

sAR | i8 / / @gw-vw > —C* At / / 2 wl|? — C*sAZe? / / (Vw2
0,7—211]xT;, © 0,T)xTz (0,T]xTz
> —C*s3\3 // Elwl|* — C*sA // ¢|Vwl2.
[O,T]XTL [O,T]XTL

\Bté?\
0

Besides, on [T' — 2T1,T), we have
< C*sAE2,

and then

SAR <zﬂ// “M’gw Vww ) > —C*SA// 3wl —C*SA// £|Vwl2.
[0,T7]x Ty, [0,T]xTy, [0,7]xTy,

We deduce that

—sR (iﬁ // V- VWW) > —C*s3)\3 // Elw|* — C*sA // £|Vwl?.
[O,T}XTL [O,T]XTL [O,T]XTL
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If we denote by Lg the expression of Line (A.13), we deduce that
Ly > —C*s*\? // Ewl|? — C*sA // ¢IVwl?. (A.19)
[0,7]xTL [0,T]xTy,
We deduce from (A.15), (A.17), (A.19) and (A.18), that
R({(Pyw, Pow)) > Cy IVw(0)> + C*SQ)\?’eM)‘/ |w(0)|?

Ty, Tr
+ O3\ // Ewl|? — C*s*A // ewl|? — C*sA // €| Vwl.
[0,T]xTy, [0,T]xw [0,T]xTy,

Step 3: Observation on [0,T] X w. Using the previous estimate and (A.1), we obtain that

// ef2s<p|f|2+c*8)\ // £|VW|2 +C*83)\4 // £3|W|2
[0,7)xTg, [0,7]xTg, [0,T)xw

> 53\ / / Swl? + O, s2A%eld / WO+, [ [Vw(O)P
[0,T)xTr, Ty, TL

+ C, / |Piw|* 4+ C, // |Pyw|?. (A.20)
[0,T]xTy [0,T]xTy,

Moreover, we have the following lemma.

Lemma A.2. For any A > 1 and s > 1 large enough, we have

sA? // ElVw|? < C*s?A\? // Elwl? +C* // |Piwl? (A.21)
[O,T]XTL [O,T]XTL [O,T]XTL

Proof. We have

SN2 // EIVW|? = —sA2R <// \YE VWW) — sAIR <// £AWW>
[O,T]XTL [07T}XTL [O,T]XTL
2
L // AE|w)? — sAR // EAWW | .
2 (0,TTL [0,T]xTL

Then, from

1
—Aw = o (Prw + as?|Ve|*w +i8(2sV - Vw + s\ Apw) + sOpw) on [0,T) x Ty,
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it follows that

2 2
sA? // Elw|? = sA // 24 &% // Piwéw
[0,T]x Ty, [0, T]><TL Q [0,T)xTy,
+0 [[ gvppiwp
[O,T]XTL

AZ
+ R <z’b / / 25V - Vw + s\ Agpw)fW)
o [0,T]xTy,
82A2

55t80|W|2

[

+
(0%
2
:SA // Agywy%r—ére // Piwew
[OT]XTL [OT]XTL
eSS / / Vel w?
[0,T]xTy,

242
25 )\ // Vi - Vwéw
[0,T]xTy,

82A2

0,T)xTyL

Eoplwl?.

[0,T]xTy,

Furthermore, since dyp < 0 on [0,7 — 277 x T, we deduce that

52\ // E0ppolw|? < 52A\? // E0pplwl?. (A.22)
[0,T]x T, [T—2Ty,T]x Ty,

Moreover, by using the definition of # and (2.10), we deduce that

10:6]

|0rp| < 0

© < C*p < C*0*Ne'®  on [T —2T,T) x Ty.
Since 1 > 6, we obtain that
O < C*N? on [T —2T,,T) x Ty.

Hence, from (A.22), it follows that

s%2\? // Eopplw* < C*s2\3 // 3wl (A.23)
[0,T]xTy, 0,T]xTy,

On the other hand, by using the Young estimate, we get

SAZR <// legw> <C* // |Piwl|? + 0*52)\4/ |lwl?. (A.24)
[O,T]XTL [O,T]XTL [07T}XTL
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Furthermore, it follows from the Young estimate that

252)\2 < // V- Vw§w>

[0,T]xTy,

1 4(18] + 1)s
< 2)\2 \v4 2 \v4 2 2
sl <S(Iﬁ|+1) el | L W’)

< 18] SAQ// g|vW|2+c*s3A4// & \w?. (A.25)
1Bl +1 [0,T]xTy, 0,7]xTy,

Then, by combining (A.23), (A.24) and (A.25), we get

% // (Vwl® < C* // |Prw]? + C*s* X! // & wl®
[07T} XTL [0 T] XTL [07T} XTL
’ﬁ\ +1° [0, T]><’]I‘L
3)‘2 2 342 2
A& w|® + s7A £IVel*lwl
[0 T]XTL T XTL
C* // |P1W|2 +C*S3)\4 // £3|W|2
[0,T]x Ty, [0,T]xTy,
+C*S)\4// Swp + L sx // ¢IVwl?,
[0,T]x Ty, 18] +1 [0,T]x Ty,

<1 ‘5’ > // S‘VW‘Q <C* // ’P1W’2+C* 3)\4 // SS‘W‘Q
[0 T]XTL OT XTL OT XTL

+ C*sA\! // &\wl?.
[O,T]XTL

that is

O

We apply Lemma A.2. Then, by using (A.20) to estimate the last term of the right-hand side of
(A.21) and by absorbing the first term of the right-hand side, we deduce that

C,s)\? // E|Vw]? < sA? // £\ Vwl?
[0,T]xTyg [0,T]xTy,

c// Prw|? + C*s3 A8 // Sw?
[0,T]xTL [0,T]xTy,

Cc* // e 25| f|2 + C*s3AN1 // &3 |wl?
[0,7]xTg [0,T] xw

+ C*sA // £|Vwl?. (A.26)

[0,T]xTy,

By combining estimates (A.20) and (A.26), we obtain

53\ // Swl + Cus)? // f|VW|2—|—C*82)\3614)‘/ WO+, [ [vw(O)P
[O,T]XTL [07T}XTL Ty, Ty,

c* // e P fP + CrsPAt // & lwl?. (A.27)
[0,T]xTy, [0,T]xw
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Step 4: Observation on [0,T] x supp(xo). Let us remark that the observation is done on w C {xo =

1} < supp(xo). Thus, we have

/ / Slwl? < / / X3 |w2.
[0,T]xw [0,T]xTyg,

Then, we deduce from (A.27) that

33)\4// 3 w|24s\2 // {\Vw\Z—i—sQ)\?’eMA/ \w(O)]Q—i-/ Vw(0)?
[O,T]XTL [07T}XTL Tr, Ty,

s;C*(/]ﬁ e—%wuﬁ4-§A{[/ Mﬁﬂwﬁ). (A.28)
[0,T]xTy, [0,T]xTy,

Step 5: Conclusion. It is enough to recover the estimate on z from (A.28). Since w = we?, we get

e = wf?

and
IVw|?e 2% < 2|Vw|* + 257 |V 2 w|? < 2| Vw|? + 20* 2\ 2% w2
Combining the above estimate and (A.28), we conclude the proof of Lemma A.1. O
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