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Analysis of the SQP Method for Hyperbolic PDE-Constrained

Optimization in Acoustic Full Waveform Inversion*

Luis Ammannt lrwin Yousept ¥

Abstract

In this paper, the SQP method applied to a hyperbolic PDE-constrained optimization problem is considered.
The model arises from the acoustic full waveform inversion in the time domain. The analysis is mainly challenging
due to the involved hyperbolicity and second-order bilinear structure. This notorious character leads to an undesired
effect of loss of regularity in the SQP method, calling for a substantial extension of developed parabolic techniques.
We propose and analyze a novel strategy for the well-posedness and convergence analysis based on the use of a
smooth-in-time initial condition, a tailored self-mapping operator, and a two-step estimation process along with
Stampacchia’s method for hyperbolic equations. Our final theoretical result is the R-superlinear convergence of
the SQP method.
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1 Introduction

This paper analyzes the Sequential Quadratic Programming (SQP) method for a class of hyperbolic optimal control
problems with applications in acoustic full waveform inversion. To describe the model problem, let @ ¢ RV (N > 2)
be a bounded domain with a Lipschitz boundary 92 and I := [0, 7] be a finite time interval. The boundary of Q is
separated into the (measurable) Neumann boundary part T'y C 99 satisfying |I'y| # 0 and the Dirichlet boundary
part I'p = 00 \ I'y. Introducing the square slowness in 2 by v: 2 — R, the propagation of the acoustic pressure in
Q can be mathematically described by the solution p: I x © — R to the following damped acoustic wave equation:

vOup — Ap+ndp = f inIxQ

Onp =0 inI xIy

. (1)
p=0 inI xTp
(p, B:ip)(0) = (0,0) in Q.

Here, n: Q — R is a given damping term, and f: Q@ — R is a given source term. Full waveform inversion (FWI) is a

famous method for reconstructing the square slowness v. A suitable FWI formulation is given by the PDE-constrained
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optimization problem

inf J(v,p) : Z/ /alp PP dwdt—l——||1/||L2

st. (1) and v € Vg = {v € L*(Q) : v_(z) < v(z) < vy(x) for ae. z € Q}

(P)

for some given observation data pOb I x 2 — R recorded at receivers modeled through the weight functions a;: I x
Q — R. Moreover, the constant A > 0 denotes the Tikhonov regularization parameter, and v_: Q@ — R (resp.
vy :  — R) denotes the lower (resp. upper) bound for the square slowness v. For a more detailed discussion on the
appearing quantities, particularly their physical explanation, we refer to our previous work [4].

The SQP method is a celebrated technique in finite and infinite dimensional optimization, particularly in the context
of optimal control problems. We refer to the earlier contributions by Alt [1,2] and Alt, Sontag, and Tréltzsch [3]
for SQP methods of optimization problems with ODE or integral equations constraints. From among many other
related works in the context of PDE-constrained problems, we mention the contributions by Ito and Kunisch [15, 16],
Troltzsch et al. [6, 10,19, 20,22], Heinkenschloss [9], Hintermiiller and Hinze [11,12], Volkwein [23], Wachsmuth [24],
Griesse et al. [7,8], Hinze and Kunisch [13], and Hoppe and Neitzel [14]. Even though the investigations of SQP
methods are highly problem-specified, they mainly follow the same methodology: Reformulation of the SQP method
as a generalized Newton method and exploitation of Robinson's concept of strong regularity [18]. This unified ansatz
leads to well-posedness and quadratic convergence of SQP iterations. Eventually, one verifies the strong regularity
condition using suitable second-order sufficient optimality conditions.

Notice that the works mentioned above only focus on elliptic and parabolic PDEs. Our paper seems to be the
first contribution toward analyzing SQP methods in hyperbolic PDE-constrained optimization. For our model problem
(P), this results in a challenging task due to the underlying hyperbolicity and the second-order bilinear structure
vO2p. This character leads to an undesired effect of loss of regularity in the SQP method (see Algorithm 1) causing
two substantial difficulties (see Remark 4.1): (i) In general, Algorithm 1 is only executable for a limited number of
iterations, i.e., the well-definedness of Algorithm 1 may fail. (i) The ansatz through the notion of strong regularity
as done in the parabolic case (cf. [19]) cannot be directly transferred to our case and requires a substantial extension.

This paper develops a novel strategy for analyzing Algorithm 1 and consists of three primary steps. First of all,
we propose the use of a smooth-in-time initial guess for the state py and the adjoint state qq satisfying 9ipo(0) =
Olqo(T) = 0 for all I € N (Assumption 4.2). Under this regularity condition, we manage to prove the well-definedness
of Algorithm 1 (see Proposition 3.1). As the second step, for every given SQP iteration (v, pk,qx), we construct a
suitable self-mapping operator (52). Based on perturbation analysis (see Theorem 3.2) using Stampacchia’s method
(see Lemma 2.3), it turns out that the contraction principle can be applied to the operator (52) (see Proposition 4.9).
The resulting fixed point 441 is exactly the control component of the solution to the SQP iteration (Pj) (see
Proposition 4.10). The final step comprises a two-step estimation process: We estimate |41 — 7| 12(q) by the total
error of the previous step |[vx — 712y, [Pk — Pllz2(1,02()). and llak — @llz2(1,.2(2))- Then, the error in the state
[Pk — Pl 2(1,22()) and adjoint state ||qr, — Gl[2(7,12(q)) are estimated towards [[vx_1 — 7| 12(q). This process results
in the quadratic two-step estimation |41 — 7|l 12(0) < 0([[7 — vl 12(q) + 7 — vi—1l 12(0))? which eventually allows

us to prove our main result on the R-superlinear convergence of Algorithm 1 (see Theorem 4.12).



2 PDE-constrained optimization for FWI

We denote the space of all equivalence classes of measurable and Lebesgue square integrable R-valued functions by
L?(€2). Furthermore, let

H5H(Q) ={ve H(Q): 7u=00nTp}
Hy(div,Q) == {u € H(div,Q): (divu, ¢)r2(q) = —(u, Vo) r2(q) Vo € Hp},
D(Ap ) = {ve HH(Q): Vv € Hy(div,Q)}

where the gradient and divergence are understood in the weak sense and 7: H'(Q) — L2(9)) denotes the trace
operator.

Assumption 2.1. Let f € WhL(I,L%(Q)), and p¢® € L?(I, L?(Q)) foralli =1,...,m and m € N. The coefficients
a; € L>®(IxQ) andn € L>(Q) are also given data and assumed to be nonnegative for alli =1, ..., m. Furthermore,
let Viin > 0, Vmax > 0 and v_, vy € L>°(Q) satisfy vpin < v— () < v4(x) < Upax for a.e. x € Q.

The following lemma provides regularity conditions for the solutions of the second-order state equation. The result

follows immediately from [4, Lemma 2.2] (cf. also [5, Theorem 5 on p. 410]).

Lemma 2.2. Let Assumption 2.1 hold and let v € V,q. Further, let g € W*(I,L?(Q)) for some k > 1 and
dlg(0) =0 forl =0,...,k— 1. Then, the unique solution p to

{V@fp—Ap+n8tp:g inI xQ @)

(p, 9ip)(0) = (0,0) in £

satisfies p € C*H(I, L2(Q)) N C*(I, HL(Q)) N C*¥~Y(I, D(Ap n)) and it holds that
D)l 2y < Gl ey and  10ip()l2) < <o gllpr 2@y VEIVI=1,... k+1

. . —1 vV max:l . t
with ¢ == ymm% and G(t) = [y g(s)ds forall t € I.

In our previous work [4], we have shown an existence result for (P) and derived its first-order necessary and second-
order sufficient optimality conditions. The analysis in [4] makes use of an elliptic inner regularity result to obtain an
inner boundedness of the corresponding state (see [4, Lemma 4.3]). It turns out that the inner regularity ansatz can be
improved by applying Stampacchia’s method to the hyperbolic case that provides even the global L>°(€2)-boundedness.

This approach allows us to avoid the structural assumption on the admissible set V,4 as in [4, Assumption 4.1].

Lemma 2.3 (Global boundedness). Let N < 3 and g € W*(I,L?(Q)) for some k > 1 and 0!g(0) = 0 for
1 =0,...k— 1. Then, the unique solution of p to (2) satisfies p € C*~1(I,L>(2)) and

10ipll 21 poe ) < E10gllr2r 2y + 107 gl 2 120))) VI=0,...k—1 (3)
for a constant ¢ > 0 independent of p, g, and I.

Proof. Since N < 3, for any given u € L?*(Q), Stampacchia’s method yields that the weak solution y € H} (1) to
the elliptic problem
—Ay=u inQ, Oy=0 onTy, 7y=0 onTp



satisfies y € L*°({2) and

[yl oo ) < €llullz2q) (4)
for a constant ¢ > 0, independent of u and y. This is obtained by classical arguments (cf. [21, Theorem 4.5]) along
with the property max{v,0} € HA(Q) for all v € H}L(Q). On the other, since g € WH1(I, L2(Q)), Lemma 2.2
implies that the unique solution p to (2) satisfies p € C*¥TY(1, L2(Q))NC*(I, H5(2))NC*~1(I, D(Ap n)). Applying
this regularity to (2), it follows for allt € I and [ =0,...,k — 1 that

—Aip(t) = dyg(t) — vdPp(t) —ndi 'p(t) inQ, 0,(Op(t)) =0 onTn, 7(9p(t))=0 onTp. (5)
Therefore, by the above argument, we obtain
10tp() | L) < ElDig(t) —vO?p(t) — né)#lp(t)um) viel VI=0,... k-1 (6)

Let us prove that p € C*~1(I, L>=(Q)). To this aim, let I € {0,...,k — 1} and {t,}°%, C I with lim, oo t, = t.
Applying the superposition principle to (5) yields that

— AJ}(p(t) — p(tn)) = Oh(g(t) — g(tn)) — vO T2 (p(t) — p(tn)) — 00 (p(t) — p(tn)) in Q,
O (0l(p(t) — p(ty))) =0 on Ty, T(AL(p(t) — p(ts))) =0 onTp.

Then, using again (4), it follows that

108 (p(t) = p(ta) | L= (@) < E(101(g(t) = g(tn)lL2(0) + V0L (1) = ()l 2 () + 105 (p(8) = p(tn)) | 12(0))- (7)

Since dlg,dlp, ol p € C(I,L*(2)), the right hand side in (7) vanishes as n — co. In conlusion, the regularity
property p € C*¥=1(I, L>(£2)) is valid. To prove (3), we integrate (6) and make use of Lemma 2.2 to deduce that

10kpll 221, Lo (02)) < €llOFg — vl p — 0Oy pll L2 12(0))
< &(109ll 21 L2 + TeVmax |01 gl L2 r20) + Tellnllzo 109l 2 (r.r2y) ¥ =0,....k—1

with ¢ = V&}n% M This leads to the desired estimate (3) with ¢ :== ¢ max{1 + Tc||n||zo, T clVmax }- O

Assumption 2.4. Let Assumption 2.1 hold and let f € W%1(I, L?(2)) with 0L f(0) = 0 forl =0, ...,5. Furthermore,
let (7,1,4) € Vaax C*(I, L*(Q))NCY(I, HL(2))NC (I, D(Ap.n))x C*(I, LA(Q))NCH(I, H(Q))NC(I,D(Ap.n))
satisfy the first-order necessary optimality condition

7O — AD+ 10 = f inI xQ
70;q — AT —n0g =Y ai(p — i) in T x @
i=1
(@,0)(T) = (0,0) in Q
< / oFp(t) dt+/\uu—u> >0 YveVy.
L2 (Q)

Further, we assume that 37" | a;(p—p®) € WL(I, L*(Q)), a; € C*(I,L>®(2)), and 8la;(T) = 0 foralli =1,...,m
andl=0,1.



Under the Assumption 2.4, the application of Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 to (8) yields the higher regularity
properties
B e C7(1, L*(Q)) N C%(1, H) () N C*(I, D(Ap,x)) N CF(I, L(9)) (9)

and g € C3(1,L*()) N C*I,HL () N CYHI,D(Ap n)) N CHI,L>®(R)). For the derivation of the necessary
optimality system (8), we refer the reader to [4, Theorem 3.5]. Further, note that the regularities of a; are reasonable
since, in the application, the product of characteristic functions in space with a smooth function in time is typically
considered.

To prepare for the second-order sufficient optimality result, let us define the Lagrangian functional associated with
(P) by

L(v,p,q) =T (v,p) — (vOip — Ap+ 19 — f, @) 121,020 — (P(0),4(0)) r2(0) — (8:p(0), 8:q(0)) 2y (10)
For h € L*(Q), we introduce the linearized state equation at (7,p) as follows:

{vafﬁ — Ap+10ip = —hdFp inIxQ (1)

(P, 0:p)(0) = (0,0) in Q.

Thanks to (9), the well-posedness of (11) follows immediately from Lemma 2.2. Furthermore, let the set of strongly
active constraints be given by

T
(D) = {x €N: — / OFp(t, x)q(t, x)dt + \v(x) # 0} (12)
0
and let the associated critical cone be given by
CY:={heL*Q): Forae z€Q:h(z)>0ifv(z)=v_(z);h(x) <0if 7(z) = vy(z); h‘%@) =0}.

Theorem 2.5. Let Assumption 2.4 hold. Further, assume that

D? 7,D,7 >0 YheC2\{0
G L@, 5,9)(h, p)° \ {0} (550)
where p € C?(I, L*(Q)) N CY(I, HL(Q)) N C(I, D(Ap.n)) denotes the solution to (11).
Then, there exist o > 0 and 6 > 0 such that the quadratic growth condition
JI(v,p) > T@.D) + bllv = 7ll72(0 (13)

holds true for every v € Voq with ||v — D||12q) < o and the corresponding solution p to (1). In particular, 7 is a
locally optimal solution to (P).

Proof. Under Assumption 2.4, for every v, € V,4, by applying Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 to the difference of the

corresponding solutions p, p to (1), we have that

Ip = Dllea, L2 + P = Plle2 L)) < Lllv — Pll22 () (14)

for a constant L > 0, independent of v, 0, p,p. Thus, the proof follows precisely the one of [4, Theorem 4.6] by
replacing the inner regularity result [4, Lemma 4.3] with (14). O



3 Perturbed optimality system

This section is devoted to the analysis of perturbed and linearized optimality systems associated with (P), which will
play an essential role in the analysis of the SQP method (see section 4). In the following, let Assumption 2.4 hold.
Given some perturbation term (pV!, pt, p4) € L>°(Q) x H' (I, L2(Q)) x HY(I, L?()) with p**(0) = p¥ (T) = 0,
we consider the system

TOip — Ap+nop = f — (v — )02 + p* in I xQ
(pv atp)(o) = (070) in Q
vaz?q_Aq_T]atq:Zai(p_p?b) — (v —D)0*G + p*¥ in I x9 (09)
i=1
(g,0:q)(T) = (0,0) in
/ OZp(t)q(t) + O} (p(t) — P))(t)dt + A, — v) 20y = (pV 1,7 — V)20 for all 7 € Vo,

Sufficient second-order optimality conditions for (P) are the main ingredients for the analysis of (OS). Unfor-
tunately, the originally proposed (SSC) in Theorem 2.5 is too weak for our purposes, as the involved critical cone

C9\ {0} is too restrictive. Thus, for a fixed 7 > 0, we introduce the enlarged critical cone
CT ={heL*Q): h(z)=0forae z @)} (15)

where the set of T-uniform strongly active constraints is given by

mé@)::{er:LiATdﬁﬁﬁwﬂuxMt+A?@)

> T}. (16)

Then, the strengthened sufficient second-order optimality condition reads as follows:

There exists « > 0 such that D(2 L(©,p,9)(h,p)? > oth||L2 yfor every h € (7
)N

(SSC7)
where p € C*(I, L*(Q)) N CY(I, H} ()

C(I,D(Ap,n)) denotes the solution to (11).

Note that 7, (7) C (V) and therefore the new critical cone C7 is in fact enlarged, i.e. CO C C7. Therefore,
the strengthened sufficient second-order condition (SSC™) particularly implies the original condition (SSC). As a
consequence, it also guarantees the optimality of 7 along with the quadratic growth condition (13) under the same
assumptions as in Theorem 2.5. Still, with the strengthened condition (SSC”) the following difficulty appears: Given
two controls vi,19 € V.4, the difference h = v — 7 for v € V,q does not belong to the enlarged critical cone
CZL. Therefore, it does not satisfy the assumptions of (SSC™). To circumvent this difficulty, we extend well-known
techniques (see [14,19,23,24]) to our hyperbolic case. We consider an auxiliary problem by replacing the admissible
set V,q with

i ={v €V | v=Tae in (D)} (17)

Now, given two controls v, € V7, the difference h = v — v fullfils h € C7. We define the following modification of
the perturbed linearized optimality system (OS):

(OS) where V,q is replaced with V7 ;. (0S7)



Proposition 3.1. Let Assumption 2.4 and (SSC”) be satisfied. Then, for all (pt, p®¥,pV1) € H'(I,L*(Q2)) x
HYI,L2(Q)) x L*(Q) with p*'(0) = p%(T) = 0, the system (OS™) admits a unique solution (v,p,q) € VT, x
(CHI,L2(Q)) N CH(I, Hp(Q)) N C(I, D(Ap,n)))*.

Proof. Let (pt, p°%  pV1) € HY (I, L?(Q)) x HY(I,L*(Q)) x L*(Q) with p**(0) = p®¥(T) = 0 be given. Thanks to
(9), Lemma 2.2 implies that

{78?19 —Ap+nop=f—(v—1)0p+p" inIxQ (18)

(p, 9:p)(0) = (0,0) in )
admits for every v € L?() a unique solution p € C?(I, L*(Q)) N C*(I, HL(Q)) N C(I,D(Ap n)). Denoting by
S, L2(Q) — C*(1,L*()) N CH(I,H} (), v + p the affine linear and continuous solution operator to (18), we

consider the minimization problem
T .
min J,(v) == J (v, 5,(v)) + (—/ 07 (Sp(v) = p)gdt — p¥' v — ?> + (0", 5,(V)) 22y (19)
VEVad 0 LQ(Q)

where 7 is defined as in (P). By the quadratic structure of .J,, we have that
i ~ 1 i -
Jo(0) = J,(v) + T (v)(7 —v) + §J;'(V)(V -v)? vy, peVr,. (20)

Further, for any v, € V7, it holds that h :== 7 — v € CJ (see (15)) and p := S,(¥) — S,(v) solves the linearized
state equation (11) such that (SSC") yields that
0 < D}, £@,5,0)(h,5)° = (aif,P)r2(1.12(0)) + ABlT20) — 200075, ) r21,120)) =)
(10) =1 (19)

(v)h2.

Therefore, along with (20), the strict convexity of J, in V7 is obtained, implying that (19) admits a unique solution
v € V7. Moreover, the necessary and sufficient optimality condition for (19) is given by J,(v)(7 — v) > 0 for every
v € V7., which is equivalent to (OS™) due to standard arguments. Thus, the claim is valid. a

The following Theorem 3.2 provides the crucial stability result for the solution to (OS) regarding the perturbation
terms. In the proof, we extend known ideas incorporating the first- and second-order optimality conditions (cf. [22,23])

to our given case.

Theorem 3.2. Let Assumption 2.4 and (SSC") hold. Then, there exist constants L, L,, Ly > 0 such that for all
perturbation terms (p*t, p°¥ , pV' 1), (p°t, p°¥, pV1) € HY(I,L*(Q)) x HY(I,L*(R)) x L*(Q) with p(0) = p*(0) =
p*(T) = p®¥ (T) = 0, the corresponding solutions (Vp,Dpsqp) and (v5,p5,q5) to (OST) satisfy

vy — Vﬁ||L2(Q) < L(||PSt - ﬁStHB(LL?(Q)) + Hpadj - ~adeL?(l,L?(Q)) + HPW - 5VIHL2(Q)) (21)
IPp = Dllz2(1,00(2)) < Lp(HpStHHl(I,L?(Q)) + ||padj||L2(I,L2(Q)) + ||PVI||L2(Q)) (22)
lap — @ll 2o < La(lo™ ez 2y + 110D g rre@) + 107 L2 ))- (23)

Proof. Let (v, pp,qp), (V5,05 q5) € Vig x (C*(I,L*(Q)) N CY(I,H(Q)) N C(I,D(Ap,n)))* denote the unique
solutions to (OS”) with respect to (pt, p®@, p¥'1) and (p"'7, p*t, p°¥) according to Proposition 3.1. Subtracting the
corresponding PDE-systems (see (OS)), we obtain that

{faf(pp —pp) — App — pp) + 10 (pp — 5) = —(vp — ) 07D+ p™ — 5 in I x Q (24

(pp = 15 Or(pp — P5))(0) = (0,0) in Q



v} (qp — a5) — A(gp — a5) —n9(qp — q5) = Z a;(p (v, — 1/5)836 +p% — 5 0 T x Q (25)
=1

(9p — 45> 9:(gp — 45))(T) = (0,0) in Q.

We begin by elaborating on the control parameter. By the construction of V7, (see (15)), the quantity h = v, — v;

lies in the critical cone C7, and p, — p; — P, 5 solves the associated linearized state equation (11) where p, 5 denotes

the solution to

{?afﬁpﬁ — Aﬁpﬁ—l- 778,513,,,5 = pSt — ﬁSt inIxQ (26)
(Dp,3> OtDp,5)(0) = (0,0) in Q.
Thus, (SSC7) yields that

allvy = valTaiq) < DYy L@ 5D (v — Vi p — D5 — Ppp)° (27)

= Z — p)2(1,L2(2)) + Mo = vall 22 ) — 2(Wp = v9) 3 (0o — p), D L2(1,L2()

) :
+ ) (@ibo Dop)re,r2) — 2> _(@ibpz (0 — Pa))12,12(2)) + 2((Vo — V3)Bps 7D 12(1,12(52))-
im1 i=1

For the first term on the right-hand side of (27), it holds that

[

@
Il
,_.

(a; (pp - pﬁ),pp - pﬁ)LZ(I,LZ(Q))

(P07 (a0 — a5) — Alap — 45) — 10:(ap — a5) + (vp — v5) 07T — ™Y + 7Y . pp — D) r2(1,12(0)

-

N
m<||
8

= (ap — 45707 (pp — 5) — APy — P5) + 10 (Pp — Pp)) 121,120 + (@ (Vp — v5)0F (o — D)) 12(1,12()
- (Padj - ﬁadj,pp - pﬁ)L?(I,L?(Q))
=0 = 45— =)D+ 0™ = 5°) + @ (vo — v5) 0 (0 — p)) r2 (1 r2()) — (0°Y — Y. p — D) 21 r2(0) -
(24)

Applying this identity to (27), we obtain that

allv, = vall2e (28)

< —((vp — v5)07P, 4o — @5) 121202 + (@p — @5, P° — ) 21, 22(0)) — (0°Y = 0"V, pp — DF) 12(1.12(0)

+ My, = vl 32 ) = (o = v2)OF (0o — ) D r2(r.22(2)) + P _(@ibp s Do) 12(1,22(52)
=1

=2 (@iBpz (o — Pp)) 121,229 + 2((Vp = V5)Pp 07D 12(1,12())-

Testing the variational inequality in (OS™) for (v,,pp,q,) (resp. (v5, 5, q5)) with U = v; (resp. 7 = v,) and adding

the resulting two inequalites leads to

T
(=) #0000~ a0 + 3 0s0) DT 20 =155 =) 2V e



Rearranging yields that

)\HVp - V5”2L2(Q) - ((’/p - Vﬁ)afﬁ, qp — Qﬁ)L2(1,L2(Q)) - ((’/p - 1/5)8? (Pp —Pﬁ)a @)L?(I,L?(Q)) < (PVI - ﬁvja Vp— Vﬁ)L2(9)~
(29)
Combining (28) and (29), we obtain that
allvy = vall2 () (30)
< (ap — a5, p" — P r21.12(0)) — (0°Y = Y. pp — D) 2112 + (P =BV v — v5) 120
+ ) (@ibp Dop)r2(r,r2) — 2> _(@ibpg (0p — Po))12,12()) + 2((Vo — V3)Oi Do 5 D12 (1,12(52)
i—1 im1

< lgp — asllz2cr.r2 o™ = 2% llc2cr r2cy) + 10™Y = 5°Y Nl 21, 22000) IPo — Poll 21,220

m
VI VI X
oY = 3 2o llve — villze) + Y il oo (1,2 (@) 1Pp 511 221 L2(2))
i=1

+2 Em: laill oo (1,00 () 1Pp,5l L2 (1,22 (2)) IPo — P5llL2(1,2(02))
=1
+2||v, = vall L2 190,51l 22,2020 1070 L2 (1, () -
Applying Lemma 2.2 to (26) yields for G(t) := [ p*t(s) — p*!(s)ds that
1Bp.5ll 2. L2 < VTl Gl rrey < T2¢|p* — a2y < T2lp™ = 572 (.12 (31)

with ¢ = p-L D V¥max 1}

min i v T} Analogously, applying Lemma 2.2 to (24) and (25), we obtain that

10F(pp — 22 | 2211200y < T2c(llvp — vall 2@ 105 2Bl 21,y + 101 (0™ — °) I 12(r.12())  for 1=0,1 (32)
9o — apll (1,2 () (33)

< T2C<Z laill oo 1,200 1o = Pall L2, r20) + 15 — V5l L2 1078 p2 (2,1 ) + 10°Y — 5“dj||L2(1,L2(Q)))
i=1

< T20<Z llaill oo (1, po0 () T2V — vall 2@ 107Dl £2(1 2000y + 10% = 7 221 £2(02)))

+ lvp — vall 2@ 107 121, oo () + 110°Y — ﬁﬂdeL?(I,L?(Q)))-
Therefore, applying (31)-(33) to (30) provides that
allv, — |72

< T2C<Z llaill oo (1,00 ) T2 (I1vp = vall L@ 107Dl L2 (1, 1o () + 0% = 87 222,120

=1
o~ 82— adj _ ~adj st ~st
+ 1vp = vall L@ 197G 221,100 (02)) + llp 221,220 | 1° = P¥ 21,2 (02))

+ 104 = 5| o1 p2) T e(lvp — Vsl L2 102Dl L2 (1. ) + 10 = 57l 221 22 ()



m
VI VI N
+1p"" =" 2@ vo — vallae) + T llaill g,z @ 0% = 71721 22
i=1

m
+2) " aill oo 1,00 @) TNl = 57l 21,2200)) (v — Vall 2@ 107Bl 21 pe ) + 0™ = 57l z2r,220)
=1
+2|lv, — vall ez Tellp™ — 57 2 rpe) 107 L2 oo )
< cillvp = vall2@lle™ = 5%z L2 ) + c2llp™ = 571727 20

adj

+ cs)|p*Y — mdj‘|L2(l,L2(Q))||PSt - ﬁStHH(LL?(Q)) + callvp — vll L2 lp™Y — NadeL?(I,L?(Q))

+ o7 - ~VI||L2(Q)||VP —villr2(0)

with the constants

m m
c1 1= 3T Y llaill oo (1,00 () 107Dl 21, Lo () + 3Tl 02T r2(r,pooey)s €2 = AT Y llaill oo (1,2 ()
i=1 =1
c3 = 2T26, Cy = T%H@fﬁHLz(LLm(Q)).
Using Young's inequality, we obtain that

allv, — VﬁH%Z(Q)

o 2 L, ¢ ~st))2 3\ adj dj |12 C3\ st ~st)2
< ZHVP ~ Vpllza() + <acl + C2> 0% = 0" 221, 1200 + EHPG T = 0" N2 2@y + EHPS = 0”221, 1202

g 1 dj 4 Love v o
+ ZHVP - Vﬁ||i2(9) + ECiHPG I =p JH%?(I,LQ(Q)) + EHP —P H%?(Q) + ZHVp - VﬁH%%Q),
leading to
o 2
2o = vallzz(q) (34)

L, c3 ~st |2 g, 1, dj dj (12 Love w2
< <501 +e+ 5) 0% = P 221 220y + 5 T ) 10" = 2" e p2g) + S lle™ = P M2 )

Therefore, (21) is valid. To prove (22), notice that p, — D is the solution to
{73?(1% —P) — A(pp —P) +10:(p, — D) = —(v, = D)+ p* in I xQ
(Pp =P, 0(pp — P))(0) = (0,0) in £2.

Applying Lemma 2.3 to the above system vyields that

IPp = PllL2(1,L0(02)) (35)
< e(l(vp = 2)O7Dl 121,120y + 1% L2 220 + | (Vo — D)}Pll 201, 12(00)) + 11060 221,22 (92)))
< (107D 21,2000 + 107Dl L2 (1,00 () )1Vp — Pllrze) + 110" 21,22 ()) + 10:0™ | L2(1,L2(0)))-

Since (7,P,q) solves (OS™) with (p*t, p®¥, p*%) = 0, applying (21) to (35) leads to (22) . Since g, — 7 solves

m

707 (4 =) — Mgy =) —n0i(gy —7) = Y _ ai(pp = D) — (1, = D)Fq+ p*Y in I x Q
=1

(4p =4, 0:(qp —))(T) = (0,0) in Q,
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Lemma 2.3 yields that
o —all 221, ()

< e> Naill oo (1,002 (o — Bllz2(r,r2(0)) + 10:(pp — B r2(r,r2)+ D 10saill oo (r,Loo () 1o — Bllz2(1,12(02))
X =1

+ (”8t2§”L2(I,L°°(Q)) + HOEGHLQ(I,LW(Q)))HVP —Dlr2(0) + Hpadj”L2(I,L2(Q)) + HatpadeLZ(I,L2(Q)))-
Applying (21) and (32) with (5%, 5°¥, 5**) = 0, we obtain (23). O

With the following lemma, we will abandon the modification V7, of the admissible set V,4. The proof follows the

argumentation from [24, Corollary 5.3] with a careful modification.

Lemma 3.3. Let Assumption 2.4 and (SSCT) hold. Let (p*t, p¥, pV1) € HY(I,L?(Q)) x HY(I, L?(2)) x L*(Q)
such that p*t(0) = p*¥%(T) = 0 and

T — _
||P HH1(1L2(Q +1[p* ]HHl I,12()) +HPV ||L°° )y S —, cL ::maX{Lp||8t2Q||L2(I,L°°(Q))vLQ||8t2p||L2(I,L°°(Q))’1}'

CL
(36)
Then, the unique solution to (OS™) satisfies (OS).

Proof. Let (v,,p,,q,) denote the solution to (OS). Since the equations in (OS) and (OS™) coincide, it remains to
show that the variational inequality in (OS) is valid. By (OS”), it holds that

T
- /0 FP(t)qp(t) + 97 (pp(t) — P()T(t)dE + Avp, v — Vp)r2(q) = (1, — Vo)) YV € Vg (37)

By the definition of V7, (see (17)) and since v, € V7, it holds for every 7 € V7 that v — v, = 0 a.e. in & (7). As

a consequence, (37) implies that

T
- /0 D) qp(t) + 07 (pp(t) — PO)T(E)dE + Avp, ¥ — Vp) p2(aare o)) = (0¥ 157 = Vp) 12000\ et (v)) Y7 € Vig- (38)

For every v € Vyq, We set U= X )7 + X(0\w, () ¥ € Vig in (38). Since v and v coincide in Q\ o7, (7), it follows
that (38) holds for every v € V4, i.e.,

T
- /0 D) qp(t) + 07 (pp(t) — PO)TA(E)dE + Avp, v — Vp) p2(arevy) = (PV 15 = Vp) 12000\t ) WV € Viaa- (39)

Let (7)) ={z € Q: —fo 2p(t, x)q(t, z)dt + \v(z) > 7} and &~ (V) = {z € Q : —fO 25(t, 2)q(t, z)dt +
Av(z) < —7}. Then, by (16), it holds <7 (V) = /" (V) U o (V) and it follows for a.e. x € &/ (V) that

r<- / O2B(t, 2)q(t, x)dt + AP (z) (40)
- /0 0;p(t, ©)qu(t, ) + 07 (py(t, ) + B(t, 2))q(t, x)dt + Avp(x) — p* ()
+ /OT 0;p(t, ) (qp(t, ©) — G(t, ) + 07 (p,(t, ) — B(t, 2))q(t, x)dt + p¥' ()
- /OT 07p(t, ©)qu(t, ) + 7 (py(t, ) + P(t, ))q(t, w)dt + Avp(x) — p¥ ' (2)

11



+ 1072l 21,220 @) 19 — @l r2 (2,1 () + 1Pp = Pllz2(1, o0 () 107 21, 10 (02)) + 12" 1 Lo )

T
< [ OBt (t0) + 3Ry(t.) + Blt )t 2)dt + Av(o) — )
Thm.3.2 0
st adj VI
+en (™ e,z + 1Y a2 @) + I e @)

where ¢f, = maX{Lp||8t2§||L2(I’Loo(Q))7Lq||8t2]_9||L2(I’Loo(Q)), 1}. Consequently, we obtain that

0 < 7—co(lp™llmrz) + 10" e re@y + 0¥ () (41)
(36)

T

é—/ OFP(t, 2)qy(t, ) + 02 (pp(t, x) + Blt, x))G(t, 2)dt + Ivy(z) — pV ! (x) for ae. = € /(7).
0

(40)

Analogously,
T
02— [ 0fplt.a)ap(t,2) + SFlpylt.) + Bt )t )it + Moy0) = (@) forae w € A7) (42)
0
On the other hand, by a standard argumentation, due to (8), the pointwise inequality
T
<—/ OFp(t, x)q(t, x)dt + Aﬁ(m)) (v—=7(z)) >0 forallve[v_(z),vs(z)] and a.e. z € Q
0

holds, implying that 7 = v_ in &/ () and 7 = v, in &/ (7). Therefore, since v, = ¥ in < (7), along with (41)
and (42), we obtain that

T
(= [ 20010, + 0200, 0) ~ pOaO)t 4 Ay = = v, (43)
0 L2 (- (V)
T
= (= [ op0) + o) ~ pO)aO + 3, 7~ )
0 50 Pl @)
>0 a.e. in & (¥) due to (41) a
T
+ <—/ O7p(t)q,(t) + 0F (p,(t) — B(t))q(t)dt + Mv, — p¥ T v — u+> >0 Yv € V.
0 ~—~—/ L2(@7 (¥))
<0 a.e.
<0 a.e. in o (7) due to (42)
Combining (39) and (43) proves the assertion. O

4 Sequential Quadratic Programming

The SQP method (cf. [21, Section 4.11]) approximates (P) by a sequence of coupled systems arising from a suitable

linearization process of the optimality system (8). This leads to the following algorithm:

12



Algorithm 1 Sequential Quadratic Programming
1. Choose (v9,p0,q0) and set k = 0.

2:  Compute the solution (v, p, q) to

vk0ip — Ap+ndp = f — (v — vi,) O p in I xQ

(p,9p)(0) = (0,0) in 0

vediq — Aq—nokg =Y ai(p — p*) — (v — v) R a in I xQ (P)
=1

0

and set (Vg+1,Pk+1, k1) = (V,D, Q)
3: Stop orset k =k + 1 and go back to step 2.

Remark 4.1. The hyperbolicity and the second-order bilinear character of the PDEs in (P%) leads to an undesired

effect of loss of regularity, causing two major challenges:

(i) For a given iterate (vg, Dk, qx) € Vaa x CY(I, L?()) x CY(I, L?(2)) for some [ > 2, the solutions pi 1, qr11
to (Px) are in general only [ — 1-times continuously differentiable. This can be inferred from Lemma 2.2 due
to the regularity of the source terms (v — vy)0%pk, (v — vi)0%qr € C'=2(1,L%(12)) in the PDEs of (Py). For
this reason, Algorithm 1 is generally only executable for a limited number of iterations. To tackle this issue, we

propose using a smooth-in-time regularity condition (see Assumption 4.2).

(i) In the parabolic case (cf. [12,14,19,24]), the convergence analysis strongly relies on Robinson’s notion of strong
regularity (see [18]). Unfortunately, the regularity results and estimation for the hyperbolic case (see Lemma 2.2
or [5, p. 410]) are weaker than those for the parabolic one. Consequently, the developed strategies for parabolic

scenarios cannot be directly transferred to our case and require a substantial extension.

Assumption 4.2. Let Assumption 2.4 hold. Furthermore, let f € C>(I,L?(Q)) with 0L f(0) = 0 for all | € Ny :=
NU {0}, let a; € C®(I,L>®(Q)) for all i = 1,...m with 8la;(T) = 0 for all | € Ny, let p?® € C>(I,L?(R)) for all
i=1,...m, and let (9, po, qo) € Vaa x C=(I,L>®()) x C>®(I, L>®(Q)) with dlpo(0) = dlqo(T) = 0 for all I € N.

Assumption 4.2 implies that 5,g € C°°(I,L>(Q)) with 9!p(0) = 9g(T) = 0 for all I € Ny. Further, in
practice, observation data are typically available through measurements at various time points. Accordingly, their
usual extrapolations are smooth in time. Therefore, Assumption 2.4 is reasonable since smoothness is only considered

in time, whereas the data are allowed to be non-smooth with respect to the space variable.

Theorem 4.3. Let Assumption 4.2 hold. Then, for every k € N, the system (Pj) admits at least one solution
(Vhe1s Dkt 15 Q1) € Vaa X C(1,L2(Q)) x C=(I,L>(2)) satisfying 9ipy,(0) = 0jq(T) = 0 for all | € No. In
particular, Algorithm 1 is well-defined.

Proof. Let (Vg, i, qr) € Vag x C(I, L=(Q)) x C®(I, L>(Q)) with dlps(0) = dlqr(T) = 0 for all I € Ny be given
for some k € Ny. By Gy: L%(2) — C3(I, H5(£2)) we denote the affine-linear and continuous solution operator that

13



maps every v to the unique solution p to

{Vkafp —Ap+ndp = f— v —u)dipk inIxQ
(p, 0p)(0) = (0,0) in €.

Note that the well-definedness of G}, follows from Assumption 4.2 and Lemma 2.2. Making use of Gy, we consider

the following minimization problem:

inf Ji,(v) = J(v,Gpv) — (v — )02 (Grv — Pk)s Qk) 12(1,L2(Q)) (44)

vEVad

To prove the existence of a minimizer to (44), it remains to show that J;: L2(Q2) — R is lower sequentially semicontin-
uous. The lower sequential semicontinuity of the first term is obvious since it is convex and continuous. For the second
term, we notice that the embedding C1(I, H}(2)) — C(I, L?()) is compact due to the Aubin-Lions lemma. Then,
along with the continuity and affine-linearity of 9?Gy.: L?(2) — C(I, H}(£2)), we obtain the following implication:

vp = v weakly in L*(Q) = (a0 Grvn, qi)r2(r,r2(0)) — WOFGrv, ak)12(r,r2())-

In conclusion, Jy, is lower sequentially semicontinuous, and therefore (44) admits at least one minimizer v 1 € Vygq. On
the other hand, the iteration system (IP;) is equivalent to the condition that J (v)(#—v) > 0 for every € V,q which is
nothing but the necessary optimality condition to (44). Therefore, (IP) admits at least one solution (Vg41, Pkt1, Qk+1)-
Applying Assumption 4.2 and Lemma 2.3 to the PDE systems in (IPy) yields pgi1,qrs1 € C°(I,L°(2)) and
Olpr11(0) = Olqr.1(T) = 0 for all I € Ny. In conclusion, the claim follows inductively. O

Assumption 4.4. Let Assumption 4.2 hold. Furthermore, let

l m
l .
Cy = sup |0} fllr2(rr2(0)), Ca=sup » <> > 10/ aillLoro())s  Cob = sup sup  [0ipl 21,120
1eNp 1eNp =0 J i—1 leNg i=1,....,m

Co = max {SUP HaépoHH(l,Loo(Q))a Sup Haé(IOHL?(I,LOO(Q))}
1eNy 1eNg

satisfy

Cf 1 C'a(C(O V ’Q‘ + C'ob) 1

Cy,Cq,Cop, Coy < 00, —= < =, < =

! “ ob> >0 o C(] 2¢ C() 2¢

with ¢ as in Lemma 2.3. Moreover, suppose that there exists a constant v € (0, 1) such that

: 1 _ 4, 1 C
[vo — 7l r2(q) < & = min {4%’ 5 (4L(cy + Ko + |Qkoc1)) ™Y, (AL(3cr + 2|Q|c3)) 7, 7 ﬁ, (45)
i . Ca(CO \% |Q| + Cob) g
4¢ 2C T(6(V2+c1)Co+2(V2+ 1) C)ey,

with L as in Theorem 3.2, c;, as in Lemma 3.3, and

ol p — o (g — o
Ko == max { sup 16: (P pO)ﬂL%[,L (Q))’ 10;(q QO)HLZ(I,L Q) b= 2L(200(1+|Q|/{0)+|Q|/{3),
1N, [vo = Pl 120 1N [vo = 7l r2(0)
C = max {SUP 10VBl| L2(1 Lo (02))» SUP HaéqHLQ(I,Lw(Q))} ; § = 2L(2¢1 + 3|Qc}),
1eNg 1eNg
co = (26(2C,/|Qe + 1)(Co + C) + ko), c1 = 46(2C,\/|Q)é + 1)(C + Cp).
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Remark 4.5. Applying Lemma 2.3 to (8) implies that C < max{2éC},2¢C,(2¢Cs + Cop)} < 00 and kg <
C+Co

—=t=0 < 00, Furthermore, the definition of kg provides that
HVO_V||L2(Q)

10L(B — o)l 21,1 () < Kollvo — Pllr2(y Vi € No (46)
100@ — a0)ll L2 (1 L)) < Follvo — Pl r2 (o) vl € No.

In the following, we suppose that (SSC”) holds. Associated with a given (vk, pi, qx) € Vag X C°(1, L (Q)) X
C>®(I, L>=(R)) satisfying 9ipr(0) = 0Lqr(T) = 0 for all I € Ny and some k € Ny, we introduce the mapping

S L2(Q) x Xo x X7 — L2(Q) x C°(I,L™®) x C*(I,L™®), (9,p,q) — (v, p,q)

with X; = {p € C(I,L>®) : d\p(t) = 0 for all | € Ny} for t € {0,T}, that assigns to every (¥,p,q) € L*(Q) x
Xo x X7 the solution (v,p,q) to

(002p — Ap+ 00w = [ — (i —D)Op — (7 — 1) Oy, — (v — 0)OFD in I xQ
(p, 0ip)(0) = (0,0) in O
v07q — Aq —ndyg = Zai(p — ) — (e —D)02G — (0 — ) Pqe — (v — )02 In I x Q
=1 (47)
(¢,9e9)(T) = (0,0) in 2
/ B7p(t)a(t) + 07 (pr(t) — B())a(t) + 07 (B(t) — pr())ar(t)

+ 0 (p(t) — PO)(H)dt + v, D = V) ) 20 VD€

\

Remark 4.6. The system (47) is nothing but (OS™) with the perturbation terms

p*t = —(vp — D) — (0 — vi)OPpr — (7 — 0)O7D € H'(I,L*(Q)
P = — (v —D)O2G — (0 — ) DPqe — (7 — 0)O2G € H'(I,L*(2))
T
pV = ; OF (pr(t) — D(1))q(t) + 97 (B(t) — pe(t))an(t) + OF (B(t) — p(t))q(t)dt e L*() (48)

satisfying p*/(0) = p¥(T') = 0 such that the well-definedness of .S, follows by Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 2.3, which
also imply that the first component v of Si(2,p, ) lies in V7.

We aim to show that Sy admits a unique fixed point. According to (), every fixed point to Sy exactly solves
the iteration in Algorithm 1 with V7, instead of V,4. Unfortunately, due to the nature of the hyperbolic PDEs and the
second-order time derivatives in the source terms, Sy cannot be defined as a self-map in an appropriate Banach space
(see Lemma 2.2). As a consequence, the contraction principle is not applicable directly to Si. As mentioned in the
introduction, we establish a suitable self-map to overcome this issue. First, we define for every k € Ny the mapping

Tip: L2(Q) — L2(Q) x Xo x X7, 0+ (0,5,§) (49)
where p, ¢ solve

{ukafp —Ap+ndp=f— (0 —vp)dPpr InIxQ
(P, 0:p)(0) = (0,0) in O
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V074 — AG —n0q = Z ai(p—p?) — (0 — ) Pq, In I xQ
i=1 (51)
The well-definedness of T}, follows from Lemma 2.3. Then, the desired self-mapping operator reads

(I, 08, 0Ty): L*(Q) — L*(Q) with IL,: (v,p,q) — v. (52)

As we will see later, the operator (52) is constructed suitably such that every fixed point ;1 of (52) is exactly the
first (control) component of the solution to (Py). Furthermore, the quantity T} (vx+1) is a fixed point of S and
solves the iteration (Py). To prove these results, let us start with the following two auxiliary lemmata:

Lemma 4.7. Let k € N, Assumption 4.4 hold, and vy, and (vk_1,pr—1,qx—1) be given such that
Vi Vk—1 € Vads Pk—1, Q-1 € C(I, L>®(R)), 8ipr_1(0) = lgx_1(T) =0 VI € Ny

10pr—1llz2 (7,00 < Co,  10har—1llr2(r,r=)) < Co VI € No (Ax)

lve = Vlrz) <k k-1 =Pz <K

with Cy, k > 0 as in Assumption 4.4. Then, the unique solutions py, qx to

{Vk—latzpk — Ap + 10 = f — (vk — vk—1)0Fpr—1 in I x Q (53)
Vk—laf% — Agqr —n0iqr = Z a;(pr — p?b) — (v — I/k_l)@tzqk_l in I x € (54)
=1

(qx, 0:qr)(T') = (0,0) in Q

satisfy pg, qr. € C®(I,L>(Q)), dlpp(0) = dlqn(T) = 0, Haépk”Lﬁ(I’Loo(Q)) < Cy, and H(‘)équLz(I,Loo(Q)) < Cy for
alll e Ng.

Proof. Due to Assumption 4.4 and (A), applying Lemma 2.3 to (53) yields that p;, € C°°(I, L>=(f2)), dlp(0) = 0
for all l € N, and

10kprll 21,10 ) < eUlOFfllr2(r r2()) + 1wk = ve—1)0 2 pr—ill 2,220 + 105 Fllz2(r,r2 () (55)
+ 1wk = v—1)0 P pr—tll r2(1,220)))

< 26Cy + 2¢Collvg — vi—1llp2() < 2¢Cf +2¢Co([lve — Pl L2y + [[vk—1 — Pl L2(0)

. . . . 1 Cy
< < — — — | = .
< 2¢Cy 4 4cCor < 2¢Cy + 4¢Cy <4é 200) Co VIeNy
(Ax) (45)

Analogously, applying Lemma 2.3 to (54), it follow that g, € C°°(1, L>°(Q2)), dlqx(T) = 0 for all I € N, and

10ban | 21,1 () (56)
!

. N\ & . » o
<> <]> > N0 aill e,z @) 185 0k — ) 2 (r220)) + 19 — vkt 2@ 10 a1l r2(r.20 o)
=0 i—1
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+1

[+1 )
+y < > Z 18] aill oo (1. poo ) 10, (01 — D)1 z21. 220y + 1 — Vi1l 2@ 10F a1l L2z Lo ()

7=0
S QCCQ(\/ ‘Q’C() + Cob) + 2600”Vk - Vk—l”LQ(Q)

Ny
.4.4,(55)

< 28C, (V' |QCo + Cop) + 2¢Co (|| v —I/HLz )+ vk —1 _vHL?(Q)) < 2¢C,(V/QCo + Cop) + 4¢Cok

(Ax)
. . 1 Co(/|92]Co + Cop)

< _ pr— .

< 2¢C,(\/|Q]Co + Cup) + 4¢Cy (46 5Cy Cop VlieNg O
(45)

Lemma 4.8. Let Assumption 4.4 hold. Then, for v,v € V,q, (7,D,q) = To(V), (v,p,q) = To(v), and (¥,p,q) =
To(D), it holds for all | € Ny that

10,5 — po) | 21,1 () < collZ — voll2(q) 104G — a0)ll L2 (1. () < coll? — voll L2 () (57)
10}(p — D)l L2 (1L @) < crllv — Pl r2(a) 104 (a — Dl L2 (1. < 1l = Pl 2y (58)
with cg,c1 > 0 as in Assumption 4.4. Let additionally vy, and (vg_1,pr—1,qx—1) satisfy (Ay) for some k € N.

Then, for v, € Va4, (v,p,q) = Tx(v), (0,p,q) = Tx(¥), and pg,q being the unique solutions to (53) and (54),
respectively, it holds for all | € Ny that

10H(p = D)l 21,z @) < eallv = Pl r2 o 10} (q = Dl 21,00 < 1l = Pllr2( (59)
10} (P pk)||L2(I,L°°(Q)) <e(l7 = vkl + 17 — ve-1ll2 @) (60)
10}(7 — @)l 2 (1,00 (02 a7 —vkllee@) + 17 — vk—1llz2(0)) (61)
19 (p — i)l L2 (1, L0 ) S 1(llv = Vk||L2(Q + v = ve-1llL2 @) (62)
10F(a — @)l 2, o)) < (v = villzeg) + v = ve—1ll2@))- (63)

Proof. Considering the corresponding PDEs for the quantities p,p, P, pk,q,q,q, and g (see (8), (50), (51), (53)
and (54)), the estimates follow from Lemma 2.3 along with the estimates from Assumption 4.4 and Lemma 4.7. We

refer to the appendix A.1 for the detailed proof. O

Under Assumption 4.2, we know that Algorithm 1 is well-defined, but the iteration step (Px) may have multiple
possible solutions. In the following, we prove that under Assumption 4.4, the solution to the iteration step (Py) is
unique. More importantly, under a two-step estimation process (65), we establish the R-superlinear convergence of

the unique sequence of iterations towards the solution to (P).

Proposition 4.9. Let Assumption 4.4 and (SSCT) be satisfied. Then, the mapping (I, 0 Sgo Tp): L?(2) — L?*(Q)

associated with (vy, po, qo) is a contraction and admits a unique fixed point vy € Vg satisfying
1 = Zll 220y < 8ol = ol 72(0y- (64)

Let additionally vy, and (vi_1,Pr—_1,qr_1) satisfy (Ay) for some k € N. Then, the mapping (I, 0 Sy o T},): L*(Q) —
L?(Q) associated with (vy, pr, qi), with pr and g, being the unique solutions to (53) and (54), is a contraction and
admits a unique fixed point vi1 € Vyq satisfying

k1 = Plirz) < 617 — vikllzzgo) + 17 = vi—1ll2(0))*- (65)
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Proof. Let v, € L?(Q2) and k € Ny. Further, if k € N, we suppose that v}, and (v,_1, px—1,qr—1) satisfy (A;) and
Pk, qx denote the unique solutions to (53) and (54), respectively. According to (49), we may write (v, p, q) == Ty (v)
and (7,p,q) = Ty(7). As pointed out in Remark 4.6, (S 0T} )(v) and (SkoT})(7) solve (OS™) with the perturbation
terms (48) for (©,p,q) = (v,p,q) and (¥, p,q) = (7, P, q), respectively. Then, by Theorem 3.2, it holds that
(L o Sk o Ti)(v) — (I, 0 Sk o Ti)(P)| 2 () (66)
< L(|(vx =282 (p = D) + (v = 2)F (0k — Pl 21,2 () + (v = P)0F (0 — @) + (v = 2)07 (ar — Dl 221,220

T
+ II/0 07 (pw(t) — B(1))(a(t) — 4(2)) + 07 (p(t) — B(t))(ar(t) — 4(t))dt 12 ()

< L(|lve — 7”L2(Q)Hat2(p = P)llL2r,noo ) + IV — 5|’L2(Q)|’3t2(pk = DP)llL2 (1,000 (02))
+ vk = Pllr2 107 (@ — @l 2,z + 1V = P2 107 (ak — Dl 22,220
+ 1107 (ok — D)l 21,20 la — @l 2r,220)) + 1107 (0 = D) 2 rc2) lak — @l rzr,r20))-

According to (46) and (58), the above inequality implies for £ = 0 that

(1, 080 0 To)(¥) — (1y 0 So 0 To)(7) || 2(0) < 2L(c1 + ko + [Qwoc1)l[vo — Pl 2 I — Pl 12

For k € N, by (66), we obtain that
(L 0 Sk 0 Ti)(v) — (I, 0 Sk o Ti) (D) L2y < 2L(crllvk — Pliz2) + (|7 — vkl 2 ) + 17 — vk—1ll220))
(59)—(61)
+1QE (17 — vellz2(0) + 117 — vi—1llz2@))llv — Zll 20y

1
< 2L(3 2|Q|c? — D < Zyv—7 )
< 2L(3c1 + 2[Qfeq)klv — Pl r20) < 2||V ]2 ()

(Ax) (45)

Therefore, the mapping (I, 0 Sy 0T}): L?(2) — L?() is a contraction and consequently admits a unique fixed point
Vkt1 € L2() due to Banach’s fixed point theorem. Also, according to Remark 4.6, I,, o Sy, maps into V7, such that
V41 € VI, Now, let us prove (64) and (65). From the above contraction property, it holds that

1
st = Pllzz i) + 1Ly © Sk 0 T) Whr1) — (L 0 S 0 Ti) (@)l 2() < 1Whr1 =Pl 120
Thus, since vg11 = (I, 0 Sk o Ty )vk+1, it follows that
1
§HVk+1_7”L2(Q) < wkr1=7l L2 () = (1 0Sk Tk ) (Vk41) — (1y0SkoTk) () || 12(0) < (1,0 SkoTy)(T) =P L2(q)- (67)

Furthermore, we set (7,p,q) = Ty(7). As above, according to Remark 4.6, Si(Ty (7)) solves (OS™) with the
perturbation terms (48) with (©,5,4) = (7, p,q), and (7,D,q) solves (OST) with the perturbation (p*t, p?¥, p¥' 1) =
(0,0,0). Thus, Theorem 3.2 implies that

[(Zy 0 Sk 0 Ti,) (V) — Pl r2(q) (68)
< L(||(vk — )07 (p — Pk)”L2 re2@) + I (ve — V)07 (q — @)l 22 (1,02(0)
/ OF (pr(t) — (1))q(t) + 07 (B(t) — pe(t))an(t) + OF (B(t) — p(t))q(t)dt Lz(g))
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< Lllvk = Pl 2@ 107 (B — pi) 2 r, o ) + vk — Pllr2@ 107 (4 — ae)ll 2, o)
+ 107 (pk — P 22,1210 — @l 21,220 + 1020 — pi)ll 2 rp2o) lae — @l r2rr2))
< L(|lvk — 7\|L2(Q)Hat2(ﬁ —pi)ll2(r,ze ) + vk — 7\|L2(Q)H5t2(<? —aqu)ll 22 (1,0 ()
+ 107 (or — Pl 21,2200 10 — allz2(r,r20)) + 107 (ok — Pl 21,20 lae — Tl z2(r,r20))
+ 107 (p — i)l 2o llae — @l 2 r,22()))-

For k = 0, applying (68) to (67) and making use of Lemma 4.8 and Assumption 4.4 yield that

1 =Plle) < 2L0(2eo(1 +[Qlro) + [2153) 1o — P72
<~
(46),(57)

For k € N, Lemma 4.8 implies that

[Vk+1 = Pl 220
< 2LQer|lvk — Pl 2 (17 = villz2) + 117 = vi—1llz2(0)) + 319U 17 — villr2@) + 17 — ve—llz2@)?)
(60)—(63)

< 2L(2¢1 +31920e]) (17 — vkl 2 (@) + 17 — vi—1ll22(0))*
In conclusion, (64) and (65) are valid. This completes the proof. O

Proposition 4.10. Let Assumption 4.4 and (SSC") be satisfied and v; € V,q denote the unique fixed point of
(I, 0 Sy o Ty) associated with (v, po,qo). Then, (v1,p1,q1) == To(1) is the unique solution to the iteration (Py) for
k = 0. Let additionally vy, and (vk_1,pk—1,qk—1) satisfy (Ay) for some k € N and vy 1 € V,q denote the unique
fixed point of (I, o Sy, o T},) associated with (vk, pr, qr), with pi and qi being the unique solutions to (53) and (54).
Then, (Vk+1, Pk+1,Qk+1) = Tk(vky1) is the unique solution to (Py).

Proof. Let k € Ny. Since vp4q is a fixed-point of (I, o S o T}), it holds by the definition of Sy (see (47) for

(2,9,4) = (Vkt1, Pht1, Qk+1)) that Sk(Vet1, Pkt15 G1) = (Viet1, D, q) where p, g are the unique solutions to

{vafp —Ap+n0ip = f — (Vg — D)1 — (WVpgr — vi)Ppr in I x Q (69)
(p,9p)(0) = (0,0) in Q
70} q — Mg —ndhq = Zai(l) —pf") = (s — D)Ofqks1 — (Vks1 — vi)Ofqe in I x Q (70)
=1

(¢,0,9)(T") = (0,0) in Q.

On the other hand, according to the definition of T} (see (49) for (7,9,q) = (Vk+1,Pk+1,Qk+1)), Pr+1 and i1,
respectively, solve the same systems (69) and (70). Therefore, we obtain p = px11 and g = gqr+1, and consequently
Ti(vk+1) is a fixed point of Si and satisfies the PDEs in (P;). Let us prove that T} (vy1) satisfies the variational
inequality in (P). Note that the assumptions of Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.8 are fulfilled for k& + 1 since

1 = Pll2@) < dollvo = Pll2gy < dor? < w (71)
(64) (45) (45)
k1 = Pllza) < 67 — vkllz) + 17 = veillr2@)? < 408 < v ifkeN (72)
(65) (Ax) (45)
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On the other hand, in view of Remark 4.6, the fixed point (vkt1, Pr+1,qk+1) of Sk solves (OS™) with the perturbation
terms

P = —(vk — D)0fprsr — Wha1 — vi)Oipk — (U — vpy1)05p € H' (I, L*(Q)) (73)
Padj = —(vk = D)0 er1 — Whr1 — k)07 e — (7 — vp1)0q - € H'(I,L*(Q))

/ 07 (pr(t) — B(1)) @iy 1 () + OF (Prra (8) — pr(8))qi () + 0F (B(t) — prya (£))g()dt € L(€)

satisfying p*/(0) = p?¥ (T) = 0. Making use of Assumption 4.4, Lemma 4.7, and Lemma 4.8 for k and k + 1 we
obtain that

10" e r,p2cy) + 10°Y e, 220) + 107 e

< v = Pl 2@ 107 prra L (1,00 ) + ka1 = vill 2@ 107 Prll i (1,200 0y + 117 = Vi |2 107Dl i 1, 100 )
+ vk = Pl 2@ |07 Gk ll i r,poe ) + 1kt — vell 2 107 il (1,200 @) + 17 = Vit 22 1078 a2 (1,200 (0
+ 1102 (pk — D) |21, () @kt L2 (1,00 90y + 107 (a1 — D)l 227,200 ) 0kl 221,200 ()
+ |02 (P - Pr+1)|l 21, Loe ) 1@l 2 (1,2 ()

< AV2Co||lvg, — Pl 2 () + 2V2(Co + O)||[vis1 — Pll 2 () + 21Co([|vi — Pllr2(0) + IVk—1 — Pllz2(0))
+ c1(Co + O)([lvrr1 — Zllr2) + vk — Pllr2))
S 6(V2+a)Co+2(V2+a)T )m\</l.

CL
Thus, by the Lemma 3.3, (Vk41,Pk+1,qk+1) solves (OS) with the perturbation terms (73). As a consequence,
(Vk+1, Pk+1, qk+1) satisfies (Py). Assume that (Zg11, Pr+1,Grs1) is another solution to (Px). Then, (Fk11, Pr+1, Gk+1)
is also a fixed point of S, and consequently 7y is a fixed point of (I, o Sk o T)). By the uniqueness of the fixed
point of (I, o Si o T) (see Proposition 4.9), it follows that D541 = vjy1. Furthermore, by the uniqueness of the
solutions to the PDEs in (P), we obtain px11 = pr+1 and Gxr1 = qrs1. Therefore, (Vki1,Prk+1,qrr1) is the unique
solution to (). O

Differently from the parabolic case, we cannot prove the quadratic (Q-)convergence of Algorithm 1. As a remedy,
the proposed two-step estimation process (65) eventually enables us to prove R-superlinear convergence, i.e., the
error is dominated by some scalar-valued sequence converging superlinearly to zero [17, page 620]. This final result is

proven in Theorem 4.12 by making use of the previous propositions and the following auxiliary lemma:

Lemma 4.11. Let {z}reny C RT and let there exist some constants 6,00 > 0 and v € (0,1) such that o <
min {%, 6%} x1 < 8028, and w1 < §(zp + xp_1)? for all k > 1. Then, {z)}ren C R converges R-superlinearly
to 0 and satisfies )
1 k
R < —(yv2)V? VkeN.
46
, N (25 -2) 5(25 1) 2(4)
roof. By induction, one shows that max{xy, xp+1} < 2 0 (803 + m0)? for every even k > 2, from

which the claim immediately follows. The detailed proof can be found in the appendix A.2. O
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Theorem 4.12. Let Assumption 4.4 and (SSC") be satisfied. Then, for every k € N, the iteration step (Py) of
Algorithm 1 admits a unique solution (Vi11,Pk+1, Qk+1) € Vaqg X C°(I, L) x C*°(I, L) satisfying

1 = 7|20y < dollvo — )17y

1vks1 = Plire) < 6(lvk — Pllze () + lvk—1 — Pllz2(q))® Yk €N.

Furthermore, Algorithm 1 converges R-superlinearly towards the solution U to (P) with

_ 1 L 5k
Ik =Pl < 75(v¥9)Y? VEEN. (74)

Proof. For every k € Ny, let (Vg11, Pkt1, @k+1) € Vaa X C°(I, L) x C*°(I, L*°) denote a solution to (Py) according
to Theorem 4.3. We combine Proposition 4.9, Proposition 4.10, and Lemma 4.7 to prove by induction that

(Vkt1, Pkt1s Qkt1) € Vaa X CF(I, L) x C°°(I, L*°) is the unique solution to (P)

ki1 = Plir2 () < 617 = willz2() + 17 — ve-1llz2()?

17 = vkllp2) < ks 17— vl < & (75)
Pry @i € C°°(I, L°(Q)) with 9}px(0) = dlqr(T) =0 Vi € Ny

104wkl L2 (1.2 < Co,  10hanllr2(rro) < Co VI € Ny

for all k € N. Due to Proposition 4.9 and Proposition 4.10, the solution (v1,p1,q1) to (Px) for kK = 0 is unique and
satisfies

17 —v1llz2(0) < dollv — VOH%Q(Q) < ok’ K. (76)

<
~—~— ~—
(45) (45)
Furthermore, v1 and (v, po, qo) satisfy (Ax) for kK = 1 such that Proposition 4.9 and Proposition 4.10 imply that the

solution (v2,p2,q2) to (Px) for k = 1 is unique and satisfies

17 — vallz2gq) < 0(17 — nillp2) + 17 — wollz2)® < 64k* < k.
(45).(76) (45)

Moreover, Lemma 4.7 implies p1,q1 € C®(I, L>®(Q)) with dlp;(0) = dlq1(T) = 0, H@éleLz(LLoo(Q)) < Cy and
||8£q1\|Lz(LLoo(Q)) < Cy for all I € Ny. In conclusion, (75) is fulfilled for £ = 1. Now, let k& > 2 be fixed, and
assume that (75) is satisfied for & — 1. Then, vy and (vg_1,pr—1,qk—1) satisfy (Ax) such that Proposition 4.9 and
Proposition 4.10 imply that the solution (vk+1,pr+1,qk+1) to (Pk) is unique and it holds that

17 — vl rz) < 8(Ivi—1 — ll2() + k-2 — Pllr2())? < 6457

Again, Lemma 4.7 implies that py, q;, € C>(I, L>°(Q)) with d\p..(0) = Olqn(T) = 0, Haépk”Lﬁ(I’Loo(Q)) < Cy, and
10 qk |l 12(1, 1 (0)) < Co for all I € Ny. This completes the induction proof. Finally, the convergence property (74)
follows by the previous Lemma 4.11. O
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A Appendix

A.1 Proof of Lemma 4.8

Proof. Let v,v € Vyq, (7,p,q) = To(D), (v,p,q) = To(v), and (7,p,q) := To(7). Furthermore, let | € Ny. To prove
(57), we first notice from (50) that p — D solves
{uoc‘?f(zﬁ ~P) =A@ =) + 195 ~P) = ~(7— 1) (po —P) inIxQ
(»—p,0:(p —Dp))(0) = (0,0) in 2
such that Lemma 2.3 and Assumption 4.4 yield that
10} (5 — P2,z < elll7 — vollr2(o) 102 (po — P)lr2r,no(0)) + 117 — voll 22 1073 (pr — D)l L2 (1,000(0)))
(77)
< 2¢(Co + O)llvo — 7l 12

Consequently, along with the triangular inequality and (46), we obtain that

101 — po)ll 21,2 () < 101 = Pl 221, (y) + 101 — po)llp2(1,L0 (@)
< (26(Co + C) + ko) lvo = Zll 2 () < collvo — 7l 2oy

leading to the first inequality in (57). Analogously, due to (8) and (51), ¢ — G solves

m

W0 (G —7) — AG—9) —10(G—7) = Zai(ﬁ —P)— (T —v0)P(q—7) inIxQ

=1
(¢ —,0:(G—)(T) = (0,0) in Q

such that Lemma 2.3 yields that
104 (G — Dl 21,20 )

l m
. l ; i _ _
<e> " () D00 aill o 1, pe ) 101 (5 = Bl 2z 20y + 1@ = v0)0 2 (g0 — Dl 221,120
J

=0 i—1
+1 l—l— 1 m
| o i )
n ( ' ) S 10 aill e .oy 10 6 — D) rzogeny + 17 — )83 (a0 — Dl 21, c2ca)
=0 i=1
< 26(2C,/[9Qe +1)(Co + O[T — voll 2o -
(77),Ass.4.4

Again, with the triangular inequality and (46), we obtain that

10F(d — qo)llr2(r, 2oy < 104 = Dl 21,20 + 19H@ = q0) | 21, 100 (0
< (2620190 +1)(Co + C) + ko) |7 — woll 120

leading to the second inequality in (57). By (50), p — p satisfies

{VOaf(p —P)—Ap—p)+n0(p—p) = —(v —7)97po in I x Q
(p — P, 0:(p — p))(0) = (0,0) in Q.
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Applying Lemma 2.3 and Assumption 4.4 gives that

Hal—i—2

10} (p — ﬁ)HL?(I,Loo(Q)) <[y = 7ll2a pollrar,z(y) + 1V = 7l 2@ 107 poll 21, o0 (0))

26Collv = Pll 2y < el = Pllr2 o)

that is the first inequality in (58). By (51), the difference (¢ — ¢) solves
VOatz(q—‘j)_A(q—Q) no(q —q) = Zaz V—I/)atqo in I xQ
i=1

(q—q,0:(qa —q)(T) = (0,0) in Q,

such that Lemma 2.3 along with the previous estimates provide that

108 (g — @)l £2(1,220()

m

—q
l
A l—1 ~ ~
<oy ( ) D ot s o 1040~ Dl + I =iz |4 ol v
Jj=0
[+1

[+1 ; i ~ -
+)° ( i > > 0 aill oo, oo @p 10 (0 = D)l 2,220 + 1Y = Pllz2() 182 q0ll 221,100 2)))
=0 =

< 2¢(2C /190 + 1)Collv — 7|l 120) < arllv — 7l 12y

that is the second inequality in (58). Now, let £ € N and we redefine (v,p,q) = Ti(v) and (7,p,q) = Tr(D).
Furthermore, let vy and (vg_1,pk—1,qr—1) satisfy (Ax) and px, gx being the unique solutions to (53) and (54). Then,
the estimates in (59) follow by the same argumentation as above along with (Ax). Let us now prove (60). From (53),

we obtain that

V107 (B — pr) — AB — pi) + 10 (P — pi) = —(T — vk—1)07P + (vk — Vi—1)0fpi—1 in I x Q
_ (78)
(D — Pk, 0:(p — px))(0) = (0,0) in €.
Thus, Lemma 2.3 and (Ag) yield
10,(B — o)l L2 (1,20 )) < (T — ve—1)0 2Bl 21 2y + 117 = ve—1)0 Bl 21 12 () (79)

+ 1k = =)0 P pr—1llr2 220y + 1k = vi—1)0F P pr-1llz2(r,r2(0)))
< 2¢C||7 — vp_ 1HL2 +20C’0\|1/k—1/k 1HL2
< 2¢(C + Co)([7 = vkl L2 (o) + 17 — Vk—1||L2(Q))

<er(l7 = villzz) + 117 — ve—1ll2 @)
leading to (60). Similarly, by (8) and (54), we obtain that
2~ - - RO — 2 2 :
ve—107 (@ — qr) — AG — ar) —n0(@— @) = > ai(p— pr) — (7 — 1) + (v — 1)1 in I x Q
i=1

(@ — ar, 0:(T — @))(T) = (0,0) in Q

such that Lemma 2.3, Assumption 4.4, (Ax), and (79) provide
10H@ — aw) 221, L= (52))
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l
<e(d < > Z 18] aill o< (1,0 @) 10, (B = pi) 221,220y + 17 = vre1)04 Gl 127,120

7=0
[+1 l+1

1w = )P g o o) +Z< )Zua aill e 1 2oy 10579 B — pi) L2 22
7=0

+ 1@ = v—1)0 T 121, 2200)) + 1k — vk—1)0) P qe1ll 21, 22(02)))
< ¢(2Ca/1912¢(C + Co)(I7 = villr2) + 117 = -1l z2(0) + 2C17 = vi—1ll2) + 2Collvk — vi—1ll 22 ()
< 2¢(2Cq/1Q]é + 1)(C + Co)(II7 — vkl 20 + 17 — vi—1llz2())

< a7 — vkl + 17 = ve-1llz2);

A

that is (61). To prove (62), notice that p — py, solves

{Vkatz(p — ) — A —pg) +n0(p —pr) = —(v — vi_1)0Ppr + (Vg — vk_1)07pr_1 in I x Q (80)

(p — prs O (p — px))(0) = (0,0) in )
such that from Lemma 2.3, Assumption 4.4, and Lemma 4.7 it follows that
104 (P — Pl L2 1.2y < el — vl 2@ 108 2 prll 2. oo ) + vk — V=1l 22 100 2 Pr—1ll 21 L)) (81)
+ v = vi—1ll 2@ 105 prll n2r poe ) + 1k = vi—tll 22 @) 10 pr—1ll 227, (@)
< 2¢Co(|lv — villz2() + vk — vk—1llz2(@)) < 4¢Co(llv — vill2) + v — vk-1llz2()

<ei(llv = vllzz@) + IV — ve-1ll 2 @))-

Finally, since

vedf (g — ar) — Alg — @) —10:(q — ar) = Y _ ailp — ) — (v — ve—1)07aq + (v — vh—1)07qr—1 in I x Q
i=1

(¢ — ar, 0:(q — qi))(T) = (0,0) in Q.

Lemma 2.3, Assumption 4.4, Lemma 4.7, (81) yield that
104 (q — )l 2 (r.Lo ()

! m
. l ; _j
<> <> S N0 aill e 1, 105 (0 = Pl 21,220y + 1V = Vi1l z2o) 10 2 akll 27, 1 (o)

j=0 i=1

141
[+1
+ vk = vl 2@ 10 ae—1ll 2 poegy) + D < i > > & aill g (1,000 ) 19} S (0 - o)l 2 z2 )
7=0 =1
+ v = vkl 2@ 100 P anll 2, ) + 1ok — vl 2@ 105 P ar—1ll 227, (@)
< 4e(2C,/ 1Q2e + 1) Co(lv — vkllp2() + IV — vk-1ll2(q))

<eci(llv = vl + v — ve—1ll2@))s

that is (63). O
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A.2 Proof of Lemma 4.11

Proof. \WWe remember the following assumptions:

~
< =
To > 45 (82)
1
<
To > (50 (83)
I < (501‘3 (84)
Tht1 < 5(xk + wk—l) vk > 1. (85)
First, we show by induction that
(2%-2) (25—1) 2 2(%)
max{xg, Trr1} < 2 ) (doxG + 0) Vk > 2 even. (86)
For k = 2, it holds that
vy < (@ +m0)® < 0(d07F + w0)? (87)
(85) (84)
and
x3 < 6(xo + x1) < 6 (5(50x0 + z0)” + 60363)2 < 4 (4595(2) + 5095(2))2 < d(mo + doxg)
(85) (84),(87) (83) (82)

leading to (86) for k = 2. Now, let

—~

86) be satisfied for k — 2 for an arbitrarily fixed even k > 4. Then, it holds that

k-2

2
k—2 k—2 k—2 k—2 k—2
zp < 8(xp_1 +ap_2)? <6 <2(2T‘2)5(2T‘1) (603 +w0)2(T) + 2(2T—2)5(2T—1) (6022 + x0)2(7)>

k—2 k—2 k—2 k 2)

k _
= (ot +x0)? T (St +x0)® T < (2m0)? T (Goad + m0) T

((501‘3 + 1‘0)2

< 272
~—~
(82)

we obtain that

k-2

2
k—2 k—2 k—2 k—2 k—2
sy <5 (2<2T—2>5<2T—1> a2 4+ 22T (R 2) 525 ) 52 W(ﬂ)
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ol

k k
= 9(27-2) 5(22 1) (5002 4 2)2"”

This finalizes the induction proof. In conclusion, it holds that

max{zy, Ti1+1} < 2(25_2)5(2%_1) (602 + x0)2(%) = i(26(60:1:2 + $0))2(%) < ivz(%) Vk > 2 even
3 + = 0 46 0 N, 46 -
(82),(83)
and thus ( )
1 2 % 1 1 \/ik
< — = (43 ,
Tp S 57 45(7 2) Vk e N O
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