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Well-posedness and optimal control
for a Cahn-Hilliard—Oono system
with control in the mass term

Dedicated to our dear friend Maurizio Grasselli on the occasion of his 60th birthday
Pierluigi Colli, Gianni Gilardi, Elisabetta Rocca, Jirgen Sprekels

Abstract

The paper treats the problem of optimal distributed control of a Cahn—Hilliard—Oono system
in R% 1 < d < 3, with the control located in the mass term and admitting general potentials
that include both the case of a regular potential and the case of some singular potential. The
first part of the paper is concerned with the dependence of the phase variable on the control
variable. For this purpose, suitable regularity and continuous dependence results are shown. In
particular, in the case of a logarithmic potential, we need to prove an ad hoc strict separation
property, and for this reason we have to restrict ourselves to the case d = 2. In the rest of the
work, we study the necessary first-order optimality conditions, which are proved under suitable
compatibility conditions on the initial datum of the phase variable and the time derivative of the
control, at least in case of potentials having unbounded domain.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the following PDE system, referred to in the literature as the Cahn-Hilliard—
Oono (CHO) system (cf. [40-42]), which is of great interest in the study of pattern formations in phase-
separating materials:

Ohp+elp—c)—Ap=0 inQ:=Qx(0,7T), (1.1)
p=—0p+ f'(p) in @, (1.2)
O,p=0,0=0 on 09 x (0,7, (1.3)

©(0) = o in . (1.4)

Here, € is the domain in R%, 1 < d < 3, where the evolution takes place, and T is some final time.
In (1.3), 0, denotes the outward normal derivative on the boundary 0f2. In the above equations, the
unknowns are @, the order parameter representing the relative monomer concentration difference,
and 1, the chemical potential, while ¢ is a prescribed mass average, ¢ is a given phenomenological
constant, and f’ is the derivative of a double-well potential f. Finally, ¢ is a given initial datum.

Typical and important examples for f are the so-called classical regular potential and the logarithmic
double-well potential, which are the semiconvex functions given by

Frog(r) i= 411 (2—1), reR, (15)

fiog(r) == (1 +7r)In(1+7)+ (1 —=r)In(l —7r) —err?, 7€ (=1,1), (1.6)
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P. Colli, G. Gilardi, E. Rocca, J. Sprekels 2

where ¢; > 1 so that flog is nonconvex. Another example is the double obstacle potential, where, with
Co > 0,
faobs (1) 1= —cor?® if 1| <1 and  fopps(r) := o0 if || > 1. (1.7)

In cases like (1.7), one has to split f into a nondifferentiable convex part (the indicator function of
[—1, 1] in the present example) and a smooth perturbation. Accordingly, one has to replace the deriva-
tive of the convex part by the subdifferential and read (1.2) as a differential inclusion. The coefficients
c1 and ¢, are related to the critical absolute temperature at which the phase separation takes place.
System (1.1)—(1.4) can be seen as a Cahn—Hilliard equation with reaction and turns out to be useful in
several applications such as biological models [33], inpainting algorithms [3]], and polymers [1]. Indeed,
taking € = 0, the CHO equation reduces to the classical Cahn-Hilliard (CH) equation (see [4.,(7,/8]).
The main feature of (1.1) is that, contrary to the classical CH equation, it does not imply the con-
servation of total mass. Indeed, integrating it over {2 and using the boundary and initial conditions
(1.3)—(1.4), one finds that

P(t)=c+e (P, —7) forany t >0,

where §(t) := & [, ¢(t) dz denotes the mean value over (2 at time ¢. We notice that we have mass

Q

conservation on|ly‘in the case p, = ¢. In all other cases, the time function $(¢) converges exponen-
tially fast to ¢ as ¢ goes to +0o. Hence, the reaction term present in (1.1) accounts for long-range
interactions. Of course, more general terms, in particular nonlinearities, could be considered (cf., for
example, [34], where the nonlocal CH equation with nonlinear reaction term was analyzed). Moreover,
let us notice that the interest of including reaction terms in CH-type systems is particularly increasing
due to the development of diffuse interface models of tumor growth coupling CH with nutrient diffu-
sion and other equations. Indeed, in this class of models the parameter ¢ should be intended as the
concentration of the tumor phase, and so, in this case, it is of particular interest not to have mass
conservation, but to observe a possible growth or decrease of the tumor mass, due to the prolifera-
tion or death of cells. In this respect, we may quote [9-H13,/18,[24-27,36,/43,44] and the references
therein for results on well-posedness, long-time behavior of solutions, asymptotic analyses, and opti-
mal control, related to tumor growth models. More recently, always in the framework of tumor growth
dynamics, in [32] a generalized CHO equation has been coupled with an Hele—Shaw equation, and
global well-posedness and regularity results have been proved in the 2D case.

The solvability and the existence of global and exponential attractors for the CHO equation with regular
potential (1.5) have been studied in [35], while in [31] the authors investigated the case of the singular
logarithmic type potential (1.6), by establishing some regularization properties of the unique solution
in finite time. Both in 2D and 3D they proved the existence of a global attractor; moreover, in the 2D
case, taking advantage of their proof of a strict separation property, the authors of [31] also showed
the existence of an exponential attractor and the convergence to a single equilibrium. Finally, the CHO
equation has been coupled with Navier—Stokes systems both in case of regular potentials [5] and of
singular potentials [37].

In the present work, we study a distributed control problem for the system (1.1)—(1.4), where the term
€(p — ¢)in (1.1) is replaced by ¢ — u, thus taking ¢ = 1 and substituting ¢ by a control u which is
allowed to be a function of space and time. Having in mind the application to tumor growth models,
the control © could represent a source of therapy, like, for example, a concentration of cytotoxic drugs
introduced in the cells in order to minimize the volume of the tumor (which is represented by the
integral of ¢ over the domain €2) or to reach some target tumor distribution at the final time 7" of the
therapy cycle. About optimal control problems for CH systems, let us mention some related work. A
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Well-posedness and optimal control for a Cahn—Hilliard—Oono system 3

very general approach for distributed control problems for possibly fractional equations of CH-type is
carried out in the papers [20H22], with an extension of the analysis to double obstacle potentials like
faobs in (1.7) via deep quench approximation. The coupling of CH equations in the bulk with dynamic
boundary conditions has been investigated in [14,15,23], and the presence of a convective term with
the velocity vector taken as control has been dealt with in [16,{17,/19,[30] (see also the references in
the quoted contributions).

We now go back to the goal of this paper and observe that, since we are not interested in the longtime
behavior of the solution, the constants ¢ and ¢ here actually do not play any significant role, whence
we can assume that ¢ = 1 and absorb ¢ in u. Therefore, the state system under investigation is the
following:

o+ —Apu=u inQ, (1.8)
p=—-Np+ f'(p) inQ, (1.9)

with the same boundary and initial conditions as before. For our purpose, it is crucial to study the
dependence of the solution on the control variable u. Hence, a major part of the paper is devoted to
the well-posedness of the system and the continuous dependence just mentioned. It must be pointed
out that, at least in the case of potentials having a bounded domain, the control u and the initial
datum g must satisfy proper necessary compatibility conditions in order to guarantee the existence
of a solution. For this reason, even well-posedness cannot be deduced from [31] and the existing
literature. Then, we study the control problem. Precisely, we want to minimize the tracking-type cost
functional

a1 [6%) (6] QY
Ao =G [ lo-val+ 2 [ le@=gol + 3 [ 1n=nol+ % [ 1 110
Q Q Q Q

over the set of admissible controls
Ugq := {u < H1(07T7 H) N LOO(Q> : HUHL‘”(Q) <M, ||8tu||L2(Q) < M/}a (1.11)

subject to the system given by (1.8)—(1.9) and (1.3)—(1.4). In (1.10), ¢ and p are given functions
on ), vq is a given function on €2, and o;, 7 = 1, ..., 4, are nonnegative constants (not all zero). In
(1.11), M > 0 and M’ > 0 are prescribed constants as well. We show the existence of an optimal
control. Then the main point is to prove the Fréchet differentiability of the control-to-state operator
between suitable functional spaces, which allows us to establish first-order necessary optimality con-
ditions in terms of the solution to the linearized system; the latter is then eliminated by means of the
solution to a proper adjoint problem.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we list our assumptions and notations and
state our results. The proofs of those regarding the well-posedness of the problem, the continuous
dependence of its solution on the control variable, and the regularity, are given in Sections The
argument for the existence and the regularity of the solution is based on the study of proper approx-
imating problems performed in the first part of Section [4] Finally, the last Section [6]is devoted to the
analysis of the control problem and the corresponding first-order necessary optimality conditions.

2 Statement of the problem and results

In this section, we state precise assumptions and notations and present our results. First of all, the
subset Q C R? with 1 < d < 3 is assumed to be bounded, connected and smooth. As in the
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P. Colli, G. Gilardi, E. Rocca, J. Sprekels 4

Introduction, 0,, stands for the normal derivative on I' := 0. Moreover, we set for brevity
Q:=0x(0,t) and Q' :=Qx (t,T) for0<t<T, and Q:=Qx (0,T). (2.1)

If X is a Banach space, || - ||x denotes both its norm and the norm of X?. The only exception from
this convention on the norms is given by the spaces L” (1 < p < o0) constructed on (0,7, €2
and (), whose norms are often denoted by || - »» and by the space H defined below, whose norm is
simply denoted by || - ||. We put

H:=1*Q), V:=H"(Q) and W :={ve H*Q): d,v=0}. (2.2)

Moreover, V* is the dual space of V and ( -, - ) is the dual pairing between VV* and V. In the following,
we work in the framework of the Hilbert triplet (V, H, V*). Thus, by also using the symbol (-, - ) for
the standard inner product of H, we have (g,v) = (g, v) forevery g € H and v € V. We also use
the symbol (-, - ) for the standard inner product in any of the product spaces HY for N € N.

Next, we introduce the generalized mean value. We write |€2| for the measure of {2 and set
v, = |Q| v, 1) forv, € V* (2.3)

where 1 denotes the constant function = — 1, x € ). More generally, to simplify the notation, we use
the same symbol for the real number a and the associated constant functions on €2 and (). It is clear
that v, is the usual mean value of v, if v, € H.

Now, we list our assumptions on the structure of our system and the data. For the potential f, we
assume that
f:R — (—o0,+00| canbesplitas f = §+ T, where (2.4)
B:R — [0,+00] isconvex, proper, and I.s.c. with 3(0) = 0,
7:R — R isofclass C*, and its derivative is Lipschitz continuous.
We set for convenience R
B:=0B and w:=T7', (2.7)

and notice that (3 is a maximal monotone graph in R x R satisfying 0 € 3(0). We use the symbols
D(B) and (°(r) for the domain of /5 and the element of 3(r) (with » € D(/3)) having minimum
modulus. We extend the notations (3, 3, D(3) and 3° to the functionals and the operators induced on
L? spaces.

Even though the control variable w is fixed when dealing with well-posedness, we prepare the possi-
bility of letting u vary by introducing an upper bound M in the data. We assume that

ue L®(Q), Mel0,+00) and |ulle < M, (2.8)
wo € W with inf ¢y and sup g belonging to the interior of D(f3),
Py = M Dbelong to the interior of D([3). (2.10)

Assumption (2.9) is rather strong; its first application and a comment on the last assumption (2.10) are
given in the forthcoming Remarks [4.2] and respectively.

Let us come to the definition of our notion of solution, which we state in a weak form. Namely, a solution
is a triplet (¢, p, &) satisfying the regularity requirements

o€ HY(0, T; V)N L>(0,T; V), (2.11)
e L*0,T;V), (2.12)
£ L*0,T;H), and €€ B(p) ae.in@, (2.13)
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and the following variational equations and initial condition:

<8t<p(t),v>+/ggo(t)v+/Vu(t)-Vv:/gu(t)fu

fora.a.t € (0,7) and everyv € V, (2.14)
/ v—/Vg@ vw/& v+/ ()

fora.a.t € (0,7) andeveryv € V, (2.15)
©(0) = ¢y ae.in. (2.16)

Remark 2.1. We observe that the above variational equations are equivalent to their time-integrated
versions with time dependent test functions, i.e.,

T

/ (Opp(t),v dt+/<,pv+/V<,0 Vv—/zw (2.17)
Q

/;w-/Vgo VU+/§U+/ (2.18)

both for every v € L*(0,T;V). We also point out that (2.15) can be written as a boundary value
problem. Namely, since p € L*(0,T;V) and u — & — w(p) € L*(0,T; H), itis equivalent to

0 € L*(0,T;W), and p=—Ap+E+7(p) aein@, (2.19)
by elliptic regularity. On the contrary, the analogue for (2.14) only if 0;,> were more regular.

Remark 2.2. Let us comment on assumption (2.10). By just taking v = 1/|€2| in (2.14) and accounting
for (2.16), we have that

i o(t) +o(t) =u(t) foraa.te (0,7), and ©(0)=p,, (2.20)
which yield
B(t) =9, + /te (t=9%(s) ds forevery t € [0,T). (2.21)
Since this implies that O
[2(t) = 2ol < [[ullo < Julloe < M,

assumption (2.10) ensures that B(t) belongs to D(/3) for every t € [0, T]. We observe that the right-
hand side of (2.21) just depends on ¢y and u, and a necessary condition for the existence of a solution
is that it remains in D(3) for all times. In particular, if u = 2 and ¢ = 0, itis given by 2(1 — e~*) and
becomes larger than 1 if ¢ > In 2, so that no solution can exist on an interval [0, 7] with 7" > In 2 if
f is the logarithmic potential (1.6).

We have the following well-posedness result.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that the conditions (2.4)—(2.6) on the structure of the system and (2.8)—(2.10)
on the data are fulfilled. Then there exists at least one triplet (v, i, &), with the regularity conditions
(2.11)—(2.13), that solves problem (2.14)—(2.16) and satisfies the estimate

el o,msvnz=o,mvynczo,mw) + il 2oy + 1€l 2 0,0m) < Ky (2.22)
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with a constant K1 > 0 that depends only on the structure of the system, ), T, the initial datum,
and M.

Furthermore, if u; € L>(Q), 1 = 1,2, are given and (y;, j;, &;) are any corresponding solutions,
then the estimate
llo1 = @allcoo,rsvynczorvy < O ([lur — sl 1oy + |t — E2H1L/12(0,T)) (2.23)

holds true with a constant C'; > 0 that depends only on the structure of the system, €, T, and an
upper bound for ||&;|| L1y, @ = 1,2. In particular, the solution component ¢ is uniquely determined.
If, in addition, (3 is single-valued, then also 1 and & are uniquely determined.

An improvement of the regularity of the solution can be achieved under stronger assumptions on the
data. Namely, we also assume:

the interior of D(3) contains 0

and the restriction of 3 to it is a C'!* function, (2.24)
ue H'(0,T;H), M €[0,+00) and |8wullr2007.m) < M, (2.25)
wo € H*(Q) . (2.26)

Notice that (2.24) does not imply that /3 is single-valued (cf. (1.7)), so that uniqueness for the solution is
not guaranteed. However, we can prove the existence of a smoother solution. Of course, if in addition
[ is single-valued, then this regularity is ensured for the unique solution.

Theorem 2.4. In addition to the assumptions of Theorem|2.3, assume that (2.24)—(2.26) are fulfilled.
Then, there exists at least one solution (¢, 1, &) to (2.14)—(2.16) that also satisfies both the regularity
requirements

p € H'(0,T;V) N L¥(0, T, W) N C°(Q),
pwe L*0,T;V) and &€ L>(0,T;H), (2.27)

and the estimate

||<P||H1(o,T;V)mLoo(o,T;W)mCO@) + [l 2o 0,750y + 1€l Lo 0,150y < Ko, (2.28)

with a constant K5 that depends only on the structure of the system, ), T', the initial datum, and the
upper bounds M and M’ appearing in (2.8) and (2.25).

In order to approach the control problem with a possibly singular potential, it is important to ensure
that the solution component ¢ takes its values far away from the singularities of 3. If 3 is smooth
in the interior of its domain, then it is sufficient that all values of ¢ belong to a compact interval
contained in the interior of D(3). In the case of an everywhere defined smooth potential like (1.5),
the boundedness of ¢ given by Theorem is sufficient. On the contrary, if D(3) is a bounded open
interval as in the case of the logarithmic potential (1.6), then the requested property of ¢ is equivalent
to the boundedness of the solution component £. This is related to the boundedness of 1.

Proposition 2.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem let (v, i, &) be a solution to problem (2.14)—
(2.16). Then boundedness of ¢ and j. implies boundedness of & and the estimate

1€llse < Nl + 1 = 7(0)]] o - (2.29)

In particular, if D(3) is a bounded open interval, then all of the values of ¢ are attained in a compact
interval contained in D([3) that depends only on the shape of [3 and an upper bound for the norm of

€in L>(Q).
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Well-posedness and optimal control for a Cahn—Hilliard—Oono system 7

Boundedness of 1 is a consequence of (2.27) if d = 1, since V' C L>(£2) in this case. If d € {2, 3},
the problem is open, in general. A natural way to ensure that x is bounded is to prove that J, belongs
to L>°(0,T'; H). Indeed, then (2.14) and elliptic regularity would yield that 1 belongs to L>(0, T'; W),
and thus to L>(Q) since W C L*(£2). We cannot deal with the general case. However, we can
prove this result in the two-dimensional case if f is the logarithmic potential.

Proposition 2.6. Assume thatd = 2, that f is the logarithmic potential (1.6), and that the data satisfy
(2.8)—(2.10), (2.24)—(2.26), as well as

Yo € H4(Q) and 0,Apg=0 onT. (2.30)
Then the solution (p, i1, £) to problem (2.14)—(2.16) also satisfies
dp € L=(0,T; H)NL*(0,T; W), pel®Q), &elLXQ)), (2.31)

as well as
10spl| oo (0, 1y L2 0,mw) + [ #t]loo + [[€]l e < K3, (2.32)

with a constant K3 that depends only on §2, T, the initial datum, and the upper bounds M and M’
appearing in (2.8) and (2.25).

Remark 2.7. We point out that under the assumptions of Proposition [2.6] the second part of Propo-
sition provides a compact interval [a,b] C (—1, 1), which contains all of the values of ¢ and
depends only on €2, T" and the constants M and M.

Whenever the potential is smooth in its domain and all of the values of ¢ belong to a compact in-
terval [a, b] contained in the interior of D(/3), then the potential f can be replaced a posteriori by a
potential having a Lipschitz continuous derivative. In this situation, we can prove a second continuous
dependence result.

Theorem 2.8. Assume that the potential f has a Lipschitz continuous derivative. If u;€ L>(Q)),
i = 1,2, are two choices of u and (p;, j;, ;) are the corresponding solutions, then the estimate

1 — w2llcoqomsmnr2omwy + 11 — pellz2o.mm) < Co llur — sl 22(0,m;m) (2.33)

holds true with a constant Cy that depends only on §2, T', and the Lipschitz constant of f.

The above results prepare the study of the control problem, which consists in minimizing the cost
functional (1.10) over the set (1.11) of the admissible controls subject to the state system, as said
in the Introduction. We recall the definitions and make precise assumptions. The cost functional is
given by

(07 [0 « (67
3= [ lo-val+F [ 1@ -paf+ 3 [ ln-naP+ 5 [ P, @30
Q Q Q Q
where

YQ, HQ S L2(Q)7 Yo € LQ(Q)v
and «; € [0,+00) are notallzero, fori=1,...,4. (2.35)

The set of the admissible controls is given by

Upg = {u € HY(0,T; H) N L2(Q) : ullze(@) < M, |9ulpoiq) < M}, (2.36)

DOI 10.20347/WIAS.PREPRINT.2867 Berlin 2021



P. Colli, G. Gilardi, E. Rocca, J. Sprekels 8

where
M, M' € [0,+0c) and (2.10) is satisfied. (2.37)

The control problem is the following:

Minimize the cost functional (2.34) over the set (2.36) of admissible controls
subject to the state system (2.14)—(2.16). (2.38)

At this point, it is worth noticing that the cost functional in the form (2.34) is well defined only if both
solution components ¢, i1 are uniquely determined. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, this
can only be guaranteed if 3 is single-valued; otherwise one has to simplify the cost functional by
postulating that a3 = 0. In the situation of Theorem however, this problem does not arise. We
have the following existence result.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that the conditions (2.4)—(2.6), (2.9), and (2.34)—(2.37) are fulfilled, and as-
sume that either s = 0 or [ is single-valued. Then the control problem (2.38) has at least one
solution u*.

The next effort is to find first-order necessary conditions for optimality. To this end, we have to enlarge
U,q in a proper topology and introduce the control-to-state operator 8. We fix R > 0 small enough in
order that

Po £ (M + R), belong to the interior of D(/3), (2.39)

and we set
Up :={u€ H' (0,73 H)NL¥(Q) : |[ullr=@) < M + R, |0ulr2 < M'+ R}. (2.40)

This is an open neighborhood of U, in the topology of the first of the Banach spaces we introduce for
later use:

X :=H"0,T; H) N L™(Q)
and Y := (C°[0,7]; H) N L*(0,T;W)) x L*(0,T; H). (2.41)

In order to continue, we need the functional f to be more regular on the range of the first component
 of the state corresponding to any element u € Ug. We first observe that thanks to (2.39) the results
stated above hold true with M and M’ replaced by M + R and M’ + R, respectively; in addition, they
provide estimates that are uniform with respect to u € Ug. Next, we notice that in some situations
it is ensured that there exists a compact interval [a, b] contained in the interior of the domain of the
double well potential f such that, for every u € Ug, the first component ¢ of the corresponding state
attains its values in [a, b]. Namely, as we have seen, this is the case either if, under the assumptions
of Theorem f is an everywhere defined smooth potential in any dimension d € {1, 2, 3} or if the
assumptions of Propositionare fulfilled (in particular, d = 2 and f is the logarithmic potential (1.6)).

Therefore, we take the following starting point: there exist a compact interval [a, b] and a constant
K > 0 such that:

[ is a function of class C* in a neighborhood of [a, b; (2.42)

itholds & < ¢ <b ae.in @ and max| ()|l < K, whenever (¢, 1, £),

0<i<3
with £ = 5(¢), is a solution to (2.14)—(2.16) for some u € Ug. (2.43)
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Well-posedness and optimal control for a Cahn—Hilliard—Oono system 9

Notice that under the conditions (2.42)—(2.43) also the solution component i is uniquely determined
so that the control-to-state operator

S:Ugp — Y, ur— 8u) = (p,u), where (¢,u,5(p)) is the
solution to the state system (2.14)—(2.16) corresponding to u, (2.44)

is well defined on Ug.

Based on (2.42)—(2.43), we prove in Theorem [6.3|that 8 is Fréchet differentiable at every point u* €
Ur, where the Fréchet derivative is related to the solution to a linear system obtained from (2.14)—
(2.16) by linearization. A standard argument then yields a necessary condition for optimal controls
u* € U,q that involves the solution to the linearized system (Proposition . As usual, we eliminate
the solution to the linearized system by means of the adjoint state variables (p, ¢), which satisfy

p€ HY0,T; V)N L>®0,T;V)N L*0,T;W) and ¢q¢c L*(0,T;V) (2.45)

and solve the adjoint state system

—(Op(t), ) + / Pty + / Va(t) - Vo + / 1 (e ()t

— o1 [ (¢ =)ty

fora.a.t € (0,7)andeveryv € V', (2.46)
L attrw= [ o) Vo—aa [ (= uaiere

fora.a.t € (0,7) andeveryv € V| (2.47)
p(T) = aa(™(T) — ¢a), (2.48)

where (¢*, 1*) = 8(u*). Our final result is the following necessary condition for optimality:

Theorem 2.10. Suppose that the conditions (2.42)—(2.43) are fulfilled, let u* € U,4 be an optimal
control with associated state (¢*, u1*) = 8(u*), and assume that

a1pg € L*(0,T; V), agpq €V, asug € L*(0,T;V), (2.49)
V* € L>(0,T; L*(2)). (2.50)

Then it holds the variational inequality

/p(u—u*)+oz4/(u—u*) >0 Vue U, (2.51)
Q Q

where p is the first component of the solution (p, q) to the adjoint problem (2.46)—(2.48).

Remark 2.11. Notice that each of the regularity conditions (2.49) is fulfilled if either the related «;
is equal to 0 or if the associated datum belongs to L?(0,7’; V') or V. In the first case, we have no
corresponding tracking of the tumor fraction ¢ or the chemical potential 1, which is inconvenient from
the medical viewpoint, while in the second case we assume the same regularity for the respective
target function that the optimal state (¢*, i*) is known to have (Theorem , which seems to be
reasonable.
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Throughout the paper, we will repeatedly use Young'’s inequality

1
ab§§a2—|—562 foralla,b € Randd > 0, (2.52)

as well as Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality related to the continuous embedding V' C
LP(Q2) for p € [1,6] (since 2 is d-dimensional with d < 3, bounded and smooth). Furthermore,
the embeddings V' C H and H C V* are compact, so that we obtain from Ehrling’s lemma the
compactness inequality

[oll < 8 [[Voll + Cs o]

v+ foreveryv € Vandd > 0, (2.53)

with some Cs > 0 that depends only on €2 and ¢.

We also utilize a tool that is widely used in the study of Cahn—Hilliard type equations. We define
domN :={v, € V*: 5, =0} and N:domN — {veV:7v=0} (2.54)

by setting, for every v, € dom N,

Nu, is the unique element of V' that satisfies

/ VNv, - Vv = (v,,v) foreveryv € V and Nv, =0. (2.55)
Q

As () is bounded, smooth, and connected, it turns out that (2.55) yields a well-defined isomorphism,
which satisfies

(u*, Nv,) = (v, Nu™) = /(VNu*) - (VNw,) forevery u*, v, € domN. (2.56)
Q

Moreover, by also accounting for Poincaré’s inequality
||} < Co(||Vu|]® + [0]*) foreveryv €V, (2.57)

where the constant C; > 0 depends only on §2, we see that the function || - ||, : V* — [0, +00)
defined by the formula

v, = VN, — B)|? + [0, = (v, N(vs — 3,)) + [B,]> forv, € V*, (2.58)
is a Hilbert norm on V* that is equivalent to the usual dual norm. It follows that
(i, v)| < Callvsll«||v||y foreveryv, € V*andv € V, (2.59)
with the same CY, as in (2.57) without loss of generality. Finally, notice that
d d
2 (D04 (t), Nu,(t)) = E/ |V N, (t)|]* = o |v.()||? foraa.te€ (0,7T), (2.60)
Q

for every v, € H'(0,T;V*) satisfying 7, = 0, i.e., v,(t) = 0foraa. t € (0,T). This kind of
notation is used throughout the paper for time-dependent functions.

We conclude this section by stating a general rule concerning the constants that appear in the esti-
mates to be performed in the following. The small-case symbol ¢ stands for a generic constant whose
actual values may change from line to line and even within the same line and depend only on €2, on
the shape of the nonlinearities, and on the constants and the norms of the functions involved in the
assumptions of the statements. In particular, the values of ¢ do not depend on the parameters ¢
and n we introduce in the next sections. A small-case symbol with a subscript like c; (in particular,
with 0 = ¢) indicates that the constant may depend on the parameter ¢, in addition. On the contrary,
we mark precise constants that we can refer to by using different symbols, e.g., capital letters like
in (2.53).
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3 Continuous dependence and uniqueness

In this section, we give the proof of the second part of Theorem and of Theorem As for the
former, we observe that the uniqueness of the the component ¢ of the solution follows from (2.23)
provided that this inequality is proved for every solution (i;, 11;,&;) corresponding to u; for i = 1,2,
according to the statement. Indeed, (2.23) with u; = uy implies that ¢o; = @-. Moreover, if 3 is single-
valued, then we also deduce that £&; = &, and a comparison in (2.15), written for both solutions, yields
that p1; = pe as well.

3.1 Continuous dependence, part |
So we just have to prove the inequality (2.23) by assuming that(;, 11;, ;) is any solution correspond-
ing to u;, © = 1, 2. We set, for convenience,

Q=1 — P2, pi=pr—fa, §:=&§—& and u:i=u; —us. (8.1)

Thus, by noting that (2.14) and (2.20) hold true with the new notations, we can subtract the latter
integrated over {2 from the former and test the resulting equality by N (¢ — @) (recall (2.54)—(2.60) for
the definition of N and its properties). At the same time, we write (2.15) for both solutions and test the
difference by — (i — ©). Then, we sum up and integrate over (0, t). Since a cancellation occurs, we
obtain that

SIe-2OE+ [Ie-Peids+ [ We-pr+ [ €
0 Q:

Qt
= [ w=me-3)- [ €7 [ (rlen - oo

All of the terms on the left-hand side are nonnegative (the last one by monotonicity). As for the first term
on the right-hand side, we account for (2.21) and notice that ||P||oc < ||@|| 210, < ¢ [Jul| L1 (0,73v+)-
Hence, with the help of (2.59) we have that

/ (u—W)N(p - ) < Co / (u— 78 [N — B)(s) v ds
<e / =W e = RN ds < el sup o = P

1 _
< 7 5w [[(e =) (s + ellullzaory -
0<s<t

Next, we have that

/Q §@ < (l6alls + 12l [[@lloo < e(ll€ally + liEally) 1wl -

Finally, we owe to the Lipschitz continuity of ™ and the compactness inequality (2.53) to obtain that

- / (o) = (o)) —B) < ¢ | Iollo -]
Qt Q1
t
< |<,o—¢|2+c/ \@Hs@-@ISC/ |¢—¢I2+/I¢(S)I2d8
Qt Qt Q+ 0

1 _ ¢ _
<3 g V(e —2)* + C/ (e — @) ()17 ds + cllullZ o) -
t 0
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By collecting all these estimates, and ignoring some nonnegative terms on the left-hand side, we
deduce that

316 —DOIE+5 [ V-7
<3l =2 e [ e =P ds

+ el e + elllgnll + 1€ll) Il

By applying Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude that (2.23) holds true with a constant C as in the state-
ment.

3.2 Continuous dependence, part I
We are going to prove Theorem We still use the notations (3.1) regarding ¢, u, and u, and
denote the Lipschitz constant of f’ by L. We write (2.14) and (2.15) for both solutions and test the

differences by ¢ and p, respectively. Then, when adding, an obvious cancellation occurs, and by
Young’s inequality we have that

1 2 2 2
§mew+Qﬁﬂ+QyA
:/ uso+/ (f' (1) = f'(02))p

1/ 1+ L? 1
<Py /MW+—/WM?
2 Jq 2 Jo 2 Jq,

Hence, rearranging and using Gronwall’s lemma, we immediately deduce that

lellcogo,rymy + 1kl z2,rmy < ellullzzorm »

with a constant ¢ that only depends on L and T'. By applying elliptic regularity to the difference of
(2.15), written for both solutions, we also infer that

el 2wy < cllw— (f' (1) = f(e2))l L20,mm)

< c(llpllz2o,rsmy + lellL20,m:m)) < e llullzzo,m;m)

where ¢ depends on (2, in addition.

4 Approximation and existence

In this section, we prove the existence part of Theorem Our method consists in approximating the
problem at hand and using compactness and monotonicity arguments.
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4.1 Approximation

Here, we construct an approximating problem depending on the parameter ¢ € (0,1). This prob-
lem is obtained by modifying the formulation of problem (2.14)—(2.16) by replacing B\ and [ by their
Moreau-Yosida regularizations B. and 3., respectively (see, e.g., [6, pp. 28 and 39]). Owing also to
our assumption (2.5) on 3, we have that

B is monotone and Lipschitz continuous with 5.(0) = 0, (4.1)
|B=(r)] < IBO( )| forevery r € D(B),
0< BE / Be(s)ds < 6( ) foreveryr € R, (4.3)

where we recall that 3°(r) denotes the element of (1) having minimal modulus. The solution we
look for is a pair (¢°, ) enjoying the regularity properties

¢* € H'(0,T;V*)NL>(0,T;V), u € L*0,T;V) (4.4)
and satisfying
/ Ot (t)v +/ t)v + / Vus(t) - Vo = / u(t)v
fora.a.t € (0,7) andeveryv € V, (4.5)
L= [ 9o [ st [ w0
fora.a.t € (0,7) andeveryv € V, (4.6)
¢ (0) = o

Our aim is to solve this approximating problem. In this respect, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Assume (2.4)—(2.6) on the structure of the system and (2.8)—(2.10) on the data. Then,
for every ¢ € (0,1), problem (4.5)—(4.7) has a unique solution (%, %) satisfying the regularity
properties (4.4).

Uniqueness follows from Section [3.1] since 3. satisfies all the properties required for 3 and is single-
valued. Hence, only the existence of a solution to problem (4.5)—(4.7) has to be proved. Our argument
is based on the discretization of (4.5)—(4.7) by a Faedo—Galerkin scheme and a priori estimates.

The discrete problem. We introduce the nondecreasing sequence {/\j} of the eigenvalues and
the complete orthonormal sequence {ej} of corresponding eigenvectors of the Laplace operator with
homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, that is,

—Aej = /\jej in )2 and 8Vej =0 onI' forall j < N, with (61‘, Gj) = 51‘]‘
and (Ve;,Ve;) =X\ 9;; forall 4,5 €N (4.8)

Next, for n > 1, we introduce the subspace V,, of V' by setting
V,, :=span{ey, ..., e,}. (4.9)

Then, the sequence {V/, } is nondecreasing, and its union is dense in both V" and H. We observe at
once that
A1 = 0 and the elements of V] are the constant functions. (4.10)
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At this point, we can introduce the discrete problem. Even though it also depends on €, we do not
stress this in the notation for the solution. We look for a pair (¢,,, 1, ) satisfying

Ons i € H0,T;V},), (4.11)
(Orpn(t), v) + (@n(t), v) + (Vua(t), Vo) = (u(t),v)

fora.a. t € (0,7) and every v € V,,, (4.12)
(1n(t),v) = (Veu(t), Vo) + (Bc(on(t)),v) + (m(n(t)), v)

foreveryt € [0, 7] and v € V,, (4.13)
(pn(0),v) = (¢o,v) foreveryv € V,. (4.14)

Remark 4.2. We notice that ,,(0) is the H-projection of ¢ on V,,, i.e.,

n

©n(0) :Z(<pg,ej)ej forn=1,2,.... (4.15)

Jj=1

This and assumption (2.9) have important consequences. The first one is given by the inequalities

lon(0)]] < |l@oll and

IVn(0)]” < CZ ’)\}/2(900’ &) 2 < CZ |/\ (0, €5)] 2<cleolli . (4.16)

j=1
Next, since ¢y € W, we have that

> (e e)l® < ellwollfy and
j=1

lvo = 2n(O)lfy < ¢ > [Nilpo,e5)P =0 asn— oo,
j=n+1

so that ¢,,(0) converges to ¢ in W, and thus uniformly. By combining with our assumption (2.9)
on ¢y, we deduce that there are elements 7/, of the interior of D() and a natural number ng only
depending on 3 and g such that . < ¢,(0) < 7/ in Q for every n > ny. By accounting for
(4.2)—(4.3), we infer that

Be(pn(0)) + [B=(en(0))] < sup B(r)+ sup [B°(r)| (4.17)

/ ! / /
r_ <r<r! r_ <r<r!

for every n. > ng. From now on, it is understood that n > n so that (4.17) holds true.

The next step is proving that this problem has a unique solution. To this end, we represent ©,, and i,
in term of the eigenfunctions, i.e.,

t) = Z Ol (t)e; and p,(t) = Zu%(t) e; foreveryt € [0,T],

for some functions ’, and 17 belonging to H'(0,T").Then, if we consider the column vectors y :=
(¢3)j=1..nand z := (i) =1, _n, then the equations (4.12)—(4.13) take the form

Y () +y(t) + A=(t) = g(t) and =z(t) = Ay(t) + G(y(1)),
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where A is the diagonal matrix of the first n eigenvalues, g(t) is the column vector with components
(u(t),e;), and G : R™ — R™ is a Lipschitz continuous function. Notice that ¢ € L*(0,T;RR").
Hence, by replacing z in the first equation with the help of the second one and rearranging, since
(4.15) provides an initial condition for ¢, we obtain a well-posed Cauchy problem for y which has a
unique solution y € H'(0, T; R™). Then, the second equation yields that z € H'(0, T; R™).

4.2 Uniform a priori estimates

We perform a number of estimates. We point out that they are based on the properties (4.1)—(4.3) and
thus hold if (3. is a possibly different approximation of 5. We make this remark since the estimates we
are going to prove here will be used later on for other purposes with a different (5. Hence, we recall
our general rule: the symbol ¢ denotes (possibly different) constants that do not depend on € and n.

However, before starting, we remark a consequence of (2.10). We choose d; > 0 such that the interval
[Bo — M — 60,y + M + 6] is included in the interior of D(/3). Then, for some Cy > 0, we have
the inequality

Be(r)(r —ro) = 00| Be(r)| — Co
foreveryr € R, g € [, — M, 5, + M]and e € (0, 1). (4.18)

This is a generalization of [38, Appendix, Prop. A.1]. The detailed proof given in [28, p. 908] with a
fixed rg also works in the present case with minor changes.

Preliminary estimate. We notice that, by (4.10), the constant functions belong to V,, for every n.
Hence, we deduce from (4.12) and (4.14) that
d__ _ _ _ _
p n(t) +Pn(t) =u(t) foraa.te (0,7) and $,(0) =73, . (4.19)
As in Remark[2.2](both the equation and the initial condition are the same here and there), we conclude
that
Po— M <p,(t) <P, + M foreveryt e [0,T]. (4.20)

First uniform estimate. We recall the definition of N and its properties (see (2.54)—(2.60)) and
notice that
veV, and =0 implythat Nv €V, . (4.21)

Indeed, both v and w := Nuv can be expressed in terms of the eigenfunctions ¢;, and we have that

n

D Awe) ey =-Aw=v=> (v,e)e.
n=1

Jj=2

Hence, (w,ej) = 0 for every 7 > n (since /\j > (0 forj > 1),ie,w € V,. Therefore, we
subtract (4.19), multiplied by fQ v, from (4.12), write the resulting equality at the time s and test it by
N(pn(s) — @n(s)). At the same time, we test (4.13) written at the time s by —(,(s) — @n(s)).
Then, we sum up and integrate over (0, ¢) with respect to s. By accounting for the cancellation that
occurs, we obtain that

% ln(t) = Pu(®)]? —i—/o lon(s) — Bn(s)|| ds
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|V90n|2 + 66(9071)(90” - @)
Qt Q1

= e -l + | @=mNipw =70~ | w70,

The first three terms on the left-hand side are nonnegative. To treat the last one, we account for (4.18)
and (4.20) and have that

/65 ©n (1)) (@n(t) = @n(t)) = b0 ||B:(on(t)|l 1) — ¢ foraa.t e (0,7), (4.22)

whence also

g B=(n) (on = Pu) 2 dollB= (o)l 1@ —

Let us come to the right-hand side. The first term is estimated from above by using the H norm. Thus,
it is uniformly bounded since ,,(0) is the H-projection of ¢, on V,,. The next term can be dealt with
as follows:

[ =m0 < / lu(s) = (s) . lpn(s) — Fa(s) s

< clle = o + 3 | lenls) = 7).

By adding and subtracting 7(,,) in the first factor inside the last integral, and accounting for the
Lipschitz continuity of 7, we have that

- [ wteen-w < [ lon-ml e [
¢ Qt Q1
So, we can treat the first integral on the right-hand side with the help of the compactness inequal-

ity (2.53), namely

t
o lon—Tr2 <o / Veul? + 5 / lou(s) — B(s)|2ds
Qt Qt 0

where 6 > 0 is arbitrary, and we can use (4.20) for the second one. At this point, we choose > 0
small enough and apply the Gronwall lemma. We conclude that

| Lo 0.7:v)nL2 0,1y F || B (@)l 1) < €. (4.23)

Since i, = B:(pn) + m(pn) by (4.13) tested by 1/|€2|, we deduce that

ITnll 210y < c. (4.24)

Second uniform estimate. We test (4.12) by s, and (4.13) by —(9;,, + ¥,) and sum up. Then,
an obvious cancellation occurs, and integration over (0, t) leads to

1 ~
Vn2 — vn 2 Vn2 e\¥Pn e\¥Fn)¥n
1y [19e®r + [ 9al+ [ Benn + | e

Q¢
_%/Qw%(c))y%/gﬁs(son(O))

+/tuun—/Q%(son(t)w/gf(gpn(o))_/tﬁ(%)%.
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All of the terms on the left-hand side are nonnegative. The first two terms on the right-hand side can
be estimated thanks to (4.16)—(4.17). The same (4.16), along with (2.6), helps in the second term
involving 7, while the last integral is bounded due to (4.23). It remains to treat two further terms. By
accounting for Young’s inequality, the Poincaré inequality (2.57), and (4.24), we have that

/uunz/ U(un—m)Jr/ uftn

1 | Wl Fllon < 5 [ 19l e
Finally, we owe to the quadratic growth of 7, the compactness inequality (2.53), and (4.23), to see that

- [Feu®) < [ lea®F +e <1 [ 190u0F +clln®l +e< 7 [ Von0F +e.

By combining all these estimates, we conclude that

IV || 20,7500 + ||2nll oo 0,030y + 1B (0n) | Lo 0,010y < € (4.25)

Third uniform estimate. We test (4.13) by ©,,(t) — P, (t). We have a.e. in (0, T') that

[ 19e+ [ Btenion -

= /Q(wn)(son son)+/9un(son—@)-

The second term on the left-hand side is estimated from below by (4.22), and the first term on the right-
hand side is uniformly bounded by (4.25) and the Lipschitz continuity of 7. The last term is treated with
the help of Poincaré’s inequality:

[ nten =70 = [ =m0~ 70
Q Q
<cllen = Ball [Vl < e[Vl -

By combining, we deduce that

0ollB-(n() i) < Vi@l + ¢, e Gl1B:(en®)1ri) < cIVua®I* + ¢

fora.a. t € (0,7, and (4.25) yields that
| B<(n)ll 220,301 (02 < |Vl 200,0:m) +¢ < c.

Consequently, at first the mean value 3:((,,), and then 7,,, are bounded in L?(0, T'). By accounting
for (4.25) and the Poincaré inequality (2.57), we then conclude that

||MnHL2(0,T;V) <c. (4.26)
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4.3 Proof of Theorem

The above estimates provide some weak convergence for both ¢,, and p,,. However, no strong con-
vergence can as yet be deduced. Thus, we perform one more a priori estimate, which is uniform at
least with respect to n.

An auxiliary estimate. First, we subtract (4.19), multiplied by fQ v, from (4.12). Then, we test the
equality obtained by Nw and (4.13) by —w, where w := 9;(p,, — &) + (on — ©n). We integrate
the resulting equalities over (0, t), rearrange the second one, and obtain that

/0 10:(pn(5) = Pu(s)) + (nls) = Bals)ids + [ Vi VNw

Qt
—/ (u—u)Nw ,
Q1

LAW%&W+(%W%F+L@@MW
= [ Bento) = [ Font)+ [ 7o)

Q

+/OM%HW@MF%+%WH@+/#M.

t

At this point, we sum up and notice that a cancellation occurs due to the definition of N. Moreover, we
owe to (4.19) on both sides, and account for the quadratic growth of 7, the linear growth of 3, + m,
and some of the inequalities (4.16) and (4.17). We obtain that

tAM%®+@$%ﬂ@M%+AW%@P+QW%PﬁL@%@)

s/Xu—mww+g/wawﬁ+%/kwa%wm%+@.
t Q Q¢

Thanks to (4.25) and the assumptions on w, all of the terms on the right-hand side are under control
but the first one. In this respect, we have that

/ (v —=W)Nw < |lu =l 20,75 [ Nwl 20,57 < cllwllz20,04)

t
1 [t _
= c||Okpn + on — Tl L2(0,5v+) < 5/ 106on(s) + nls) —u(s)||3ds +c.
0

By combining, rearranging, and noting that ¢,, — 1 is obviously bounded in L?(0, T'; V*), we conclude
that

10vnll L2,y < e (4.27)

Conclusion. Now, we can let n tend to infinity in the discrete problem. Indeed, the estimates (4.23)
and (4.25)—(4.26) are uniform with respect to n, so that, by also applying well-known compactness
results (for the strong convergence, see, e.g., [45, Sect. 8, Cor. 4]), we conclude that there exists a
pair (¢°, ) such that
©n — ¢ weakly starin H1(0,T;V*) N L>(0,T;V)
and strongly in C°([0,T1; H) , (4.28)
pn — pf weaklyin L2(0,T; V), (4.29)
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just for a subsequence, in principle. However, since we prove that the limit (©°, u) is a solution
0 (4.5)—(4.7) and we already know that uniqueness holds for this problem, the whole sequences
converge to (¢°, u°). By Lipschitz continuity, we infer that

Be(0n) + 7(pn) = Be(0°) + (@) strongly in C°([0, T]; H).

Since ,,(0) converges to both ©°(0) and ¢, in H, the initial condition (4.7) is satisfied, and it remains
to prove that the equations (4.5)—(4.6) are satisfied as well. It suffices to verify that (°, 1°) solves the
corresponding integrated versions with time dependent test functions in L2(0, T:V),ie.,

/8tgov+/g0v+/Vu VU—/uv

forevery v € L*(0,T; V), (4.30)
//H)—/Vgo VU+/65 U+/ m(p%)v
forevery v € L*(0,T;V). (4.31)

To this end, we fix m for a while and take any V,,,-valued step function w. Then, if n > m, the choice
v = w(t) is admissible in both (4.12) and (4.13). By testing the equations and integrating over (0, 7"),
we obtain (4.30)—(4.31) for (i, 11,) with this test function, and letting n tend to infinity we have the
same for (¢, 11).Since w and m are arbitrary, the equations (4.30)—(4.31) also hold with any V-
valued step function, where V is the union of all the subspaces V,,,. As V, is dense in V, the set of
these step functions is dense in L2(0, T’; V'), and we immediately conclude.

4.4 Proof of Theorem

Since the estimates of Section 4.2 are uniform with respect to n and ¢, they are preserved in the limit
as n tends to infinity, and we have that

16"l zoe 0,79y + 1| 22 0.0v) + 1B (%) Lo 0,701 (02)) < € (4.32)
However, we need some further estimates.

Fourth a priori estimate. From (4.30) it easily follows that

’/at@v_

forevery v € L2(0,T; V),

I HL°° 0,T;H) T |V e HL2 0,T;H) T [|ul| 2 0TH)>HUHL2 (0,T;V)

whence the estimate (4.32) implies that
||at§08||L2(O,T;V*) <c. (4.33)
Fifth a priori estimate. We test (4.6) by (5.(°(t)) and integrate over (0, 7). We obtain that

/5Va2 652: 8—77'585,
/Qﬁa(so)l w|+/@|ﬁ<sﬁ)| /Qm (6))B:(¢°)
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By accounting for (4.3), the Lipschitz continuity of 7, and (4.32), we immediately conclude that

18 ()| 20,7501y < - (4.34)

Conclusion. We deduce that

0 — @ weakly starin H' (0, T; V*) N L>(0,T;V)

and strongly in C°([0,T; H) , (4.35)
UE — [ weakly in L2(0,T;V), (4.36)
B(¢°) — & weaklyin L?(0,T; H) , (4.37)

as ¢ tends to 0 (at least for a subsequence ¢, tending to 0), where (¢, i, £) is a solution to problem
(2.14)—(2.16). By virtue of the estimates (4.32)—(4.33) and compactness results, we see that (4.35)—
(4.37) hold true for some triplet (i, 11, £). Then, in view of (4.7), it turns out that (2.16) is satisfied,
and we can take the limit in (4.30)—(4.31) to obtain (2.17)—(2.18). It remains to show that £ € ((¢p)
a.e. in ), but this follows from the strong convergence of ¢, the weak convergence of 5.(¢°), and
a well-known property of the Yosida approximation (see, €.g., [2, Prop. 2.2, p. 38]). Thus, the proof of
Theorem[2.3]is complete.

5 Regularity and separation

This section is devoted to the proofs of Theorem [2.4]and Propositions [2.5)and Hence, it is under-
stood that the assumptions of the corresponding statements are in force.

5.1 Regularity

In order to prove Theorem we make a preliminary remark. Since 3 is a C'! function in the interior
of its domain, we can prove an estimate for the derivative /3. of the Yosida approximation. By the
definition of 3., we have that

Be(r) € B(r —epf(r)) foreveryr € R. (5.1)

Assume now that  belongs to the interior of D(/3). Then the same is true for r — £/3.(r), and it holds
that | — ¢6.(r)| < |r|- Indeed, by supposing, e.g., that » > 0, it follows that 5.(r) > 0 whence
r—ef.(r) < r.Butwe also have that 7 — . () > 0since 8:(0) = 0 and f3. is Lipschitz continuous
with Lipschitz constant 1/c. This proves the second assertion. The first one follows since [0, 7] is
included in the interior of (3 (recall (2.24)). Therefore, (5.1) becomes an equation, and s = (5.(r) is
the function implicitly defined by the equation 3(r —es)—s = 0. Since (0/0s)(B(r—es)—s) < —1,
(. is differentiable and its derivative is given by

p'(r — epe(r))

/ —
) = T — )
Hence, we deduce that
1BL(r)| < sup |B'(s)| foreveryr € [a,b], (5.2)
s€la,b]
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whenever [a, b] contains 0 and is included in the interior of D([3).

Regularity estimate. To be completely rigorous, we come back to the Faedo—Galerkin scheme and
notice that we can assume ¢,, and 1, to be of class C'. Indeed, u belongs to H'(0, T’; H), and we
can suppose that f3. is of class C'! since it could be replaced by a regularization of it having the same
properties in the whole procedure developed so far (see, e.g., [29, formulas (3.5-6)]). We denote the
Lipschitz constant of 7 by L, set L' := L + 1, and test (4.12) by O;i,, + L' 0;,,. At the same time,
we differentiate (4.13) and test the resulting equation by —(9;p,, + ¢5,). Then, we sum up, integrate
over (0,t), and notice that a cancellation occurs. Thus, we obtain that

1 L
5 [ VP2 [ o+ 5 [ leatol
Q Qi Q

1
/ Vorpal? + / Voultl + | Bllnlogl + / on B ()0

- / V(O + / on(0)? + / Veon(0)

+ / w Oy + L'/ uwOiop — L' | Vi, - Vo,
t t Qt

—/ 7T'(<Pn)|3t<Pn|2—/ ©n T (0n)Opon - (5.3)

All of the terms on the left-hand side are nonnegative but the last one. To treat it, we introduce 7, 7 :
R — R by setting

y(r):=rp(r) and F(r):= /Orfy(s) ds forr € R,

and notice that 7 is nonnegative. Hence, we have that

/ e Bl = / onlt)) — / nl0)) > - / nl0)).

On the other hand, by assuming that n is large enough as we did to obtain (4.17), and owing to (5.2),
we can estimate, at first || 52(,,(0)) ]| and then ||7(5,(0))]| s, uniformly with respect to n and <. Let
us come to the right-hand side. While the second and third terms can easily be estimated by means
of (4.16), the first one needs some work. We write (4.13) at t = 0 and test it by — Ay, (0). We obtain
that

/Q V(O = / V(= 20u(0)) + (B(2a(0)) + 7 (£0(0)) Vg (0)}- V1 (0) .

By arguing as in Remark[4.2] we see that | V(= Ay, (0)) || < ¢ [loll a3 (o) Moreover, || 32 (0))]]o
has been already estimated, and (,,(0) is uniformly bounded in V' by (4.16). Therefore, by the
Schwarz inequality it is clear that

Ve ()] < c. (5.4)

Let us proceed and treat the first integral involving w. By integrating by parts, and then owing to the
Poincaré and Young inequalities and our assumption on u, we have for every 6 > 0 that

/ = [ Ot = [ w(00) - [ o
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- / ult) (1) — (1)) — / u(0) (110 (0) — 7(0) — | By — 757)

Q Q¢
T / w0 () — / w(O)0) — [ Bumm
Q Q Qt
< / V()P + / Vi (O)P + / Vi
T
M9 )] + M2 [75(0)] + 9 / ()2 ds + 5. 55)
0

Since (5.4) has been established, we just have to estimate 7z, pointwise. We observe that testing
(4.13) by 1/|€2| and using (4.25) yields that

[ (®)] < 19171 B=(en ()11 + (5.6)

for every t € [0, T']. On the other hand, we can test (4.13) by ¢,,(t) — P, (t), and account for (4.22),
the Poincaré inequality, and (4.25), to have that

0o [| B (en(t))[l1 < /Q(un(t) — 1 (£)) (@a(t) — 2n(t)) — /Qﬂ(son(t))(%(t) —Pn(t)) +c
< c||Vu(t)]] + c.
By combining, we deduce that
[T ()] < c||[Vun(t)]| + ¢ foreveryt € [0,T]. (5.7)

Hence, by also accounting for (4.25) and (5.4), we have that
MR 0] <5 [ [V (OF + e
Q

T
IO < [ [VmOF +e<e ad [ moPds<e [ (VP re<e
Q 0 Q
and (5.5) yields
/ u@tun§25/|v,un(t)\2+c(;.
t Q

Next, we have

L’/ w Oy — L’/ Vit - VOipn <0 | 0wl +0 | |VOon|* +cs,
t t Qt Qt

as well as
_/ 7T/(‘Pn)|at90n|2_/ %W’(%)@% < L/ |8t90n|2+5/ |8t90n|2+c5'

By combining all these estimates and (5.3), recalling that ' = L + 1, and choosing ¢ small enough,
we conclude that

HvﬂnHL“’(O,T;H) + Hat(PnHLQ(O,T;V) <c. (5.8)

By also accounting for (5.7), we have that

| ttn || oo 0,0y < €. (5.9)
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Conclusion. At this point we can let n tend to infinity and conclude that

0% oo 0,75y + |00 || 20,y + ||| o0,y < (5.10)

where (¢°, ) is the solution to the approximating problem (4.5)—(4.7) (see Section . Moreover,
testing (4.6) by B:(¢°(t)) fora.a. t € (0,7"), and then using the elliptic regularity theory, we easily
infer that

1B DI < (@) = m(@" @) < ¢ and [l*(t)[lw < ¢ foraa.t € (0,T),

whence
18 ()| oo o,7501) + 1" | oo 0wy < -
Now, we conclude. Indeed, by letting ¢ tend to zero along a proper subsequence, we obtain that the

solution (¢, 11, &) given by (4.35)—(4.37) has the expected regularity and satisfies estimate (2.28) with
a constant K5 as in the statement.

5.2 The separation property

In this section, we prove our results regarding the separation property. Our proof of Proposition
is based on a simple consideration on an elliptic problem. For a given g € H, let us consider the
problem of finding a pair (z,() € V' x H satisfying

/zv+/Vz-Vv+/Cv:/gv foreveryv € V. and (€ f3(z) ae.inQ. (5.11)
Q Q Q Q

Since [ is maximal monotone, this problem has a unique solution, and its solution is the weak limit in
V x H of (2., Bc(z:)), where z. € V solves

/z€v+ /Vzg-ijL/ﬁa(za)v:/gv foreveryv € V. (5.12)
Q Q Q Q

For the reader’s convenience, we give a short detail on our last claim. Since 3. is monotone and
B-(0) = 0, by testing (5.12) first by z., and then by (.(z.), we immediately obtain that

[zellv < llgll and [15-(z)[| < llgll-

Then, letting € tend to zero, we have weak convergence in V' and strong convergence in H for z., and
weak convergence in H for 5.(z.), so that the limiting pair of (2., 5-(z.)) solves (5.11).

Lemma 5.1. Assume that g € L>°((2). Then,
¢ e LX) and |[Cllec < lglloc - (5.13)

Proof. For k € N, we introduce (i, € V' N L>({2) by setting

g := min{k, max{f.(z.), —k}}

and take v = [(x|P72(y in (5.12), where p > 2 is arbitrary. Since 2.(x > 0, Vz. - V(, > 0 and
B:(2:)Cr > |Ck|?, by also applying the Hdlder and Young inequalities, we obtain that

Gz < / 2 GlP2G + / Ve - V(GP26) + / Bz [GhlP2C = / 91GlP 2

1 1 ;1 1
—2 —2 _
< Ngllp 16k >Ckllr < » lglly + v Gkl Crllyy = , gl + ];HCkHZ,
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whence [|Cx|l, < |lglp- By letting k tend to infinity, we deduce that [.(z.) is bounded and that
182(2e)loo < |l9]loo- Thus, {B:(z:)} has a weak star limitin L>°(2) as ¢ ~\, 0. Since it converges
to ¢ weakly in L?(€2), we infer that this limit is (. Therefore, due to the weak star lower semicontinuity
of the L°° norm, we obtain (5.13). O

Proof of Proposition 2.5, We rearrange (2.15) and apply the lemma by choosing, for a.a. ¢ €
(0,7), z=p(t)and g = p(t) + u(t) — m(e(t)), so that { = £(t). Hence

§(t) € L() and [|€(1)[lec < [0(t) + p(t) = m(o(t))[|oc foraa.t € (0,T),

that is, (2.29) is valid. The last claim of the statement easily follows. Indeed, if D(3) is a bounded open
interval, then by maximal monotonicity we have that 3° tends to infinity at the end-points of D(/3).
Hence, there exists a compact interval [a, b] such that |5°(r)| > ||¢||« for every r € D(B) \ [a, b].
Since £ € () a.e.in @), we also have that |£| > |3°(¢)| a.e. in @, whence ¢ € [a,b] a.e.in Q.

Let us come to the separation property in dimension d = 2, i.e., Proposition whose assumptions
are understood to be in force. In our proof, we employ some ideas and methods from [31], but our ar-
gument is rather different. First, we need a new approximation /3, of 3, since the Yosida regularization
does not seem to be suitable for our purpose.

New regularization. In the case of the logarithmic potential (1.6), we can choose

B(r) =1In forr € D(S) = (—1,1),

and define gaccordingly in order that 3(0) = 0. Since [ is odd, for ¢ € (0, 1) we define 3. to be the
odd function on IR that satisfies

Be(r)=B(r) for0<r<1-g¢,
B(r)=BA—e)+p(1—e)(r—(1—¢)) forr>1—c¢,

so that 3. is of class C'* and (4.1)—(4.2) are satisfied. We observe that 3. enjoys some additional regu-
larity: indeed, 3. is piecewise Lipschitz continuous and globally continuous, thus Lipschitz continuous.
Moreover, if BE is the primitive of 3. that vanishes at the origin, (4.3) is satisfied, too. In the previous
sections, we have used one further property of the Yosida regularization. Namely, we had to guarantee
that ¢ € () by knowing that ¢ and (3. (%) converge to o and & strongly in L?(Q) and weakly in
LZ(Q), respectively. This still holds for the new [, since for every v,w € H with w € [(v) (i.e.,
lv| < Tand w = B(v) a.e. in ) there exist {v. } such that v. and (. (v.) strongly converge in H to
v and w, respectively. Indeed, one can take v. := min{l — ¢, max{v., —1 + £}} and observe that
the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem can be applied since it holds a.e. in {2 that v. — v,
Be(ve) — B(v), |vs| < |v|, and |B-(ve)| < |B(v)|. All this ensures that the solution (still termed
(=, u®), of course) to the new approximating problem (4.5)—(4.7) converges to the unique solution to
the original problem in the sense of (4.35)—(4.37) as < tends to zero. Hence, new uniform estimates
for the new (=, 1, B-(°)) provide corresponding estimates for (¢, i, &).

Two inequalities. We first prove that

BL(r) < 2P0 forevery r € R. (5.14)
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It suffices to consider positive values of r. If 7 < 1 — £, then we have that

2 1+7r
/ = / py < 2 — 2 5(T) = 2 BE(T)'
Ba(r> 5(7“) (1 —7">(1—|—7”) =41, e e

If r > 1 — g, then we have that

—9eIne < 9 eln(2—e)=Ine _ 9 ,B(1—¢) < 2 Pe(r)

2 2
<=z
3

Be(r)=p(1-¢) “2-9
Hence, (5.14) is valid.

Now, we prove that, for every p > 1, there exist two positive constants x and «’ such that

rsef® < = s2eP* + e + k' foreveryr,s > 0. (5.15)

DO | —

To prove this claim, consider the function 1) : R — (—o0, 4+00] defined by
P(s):=1+s)In(l+s)—sif s>—1

and extended by 1 and +o00 at s = —1 and for s < —1, respectively. Then, 1 is convex and |.s.c.,
and a direct computation easily shows that its conjugate function is given by ¢*(r) = ¢" — r — 1 for
r € R. Then, the Young inequality 7’s" < ¢(s") 4+1* (') holds true for every r’, s’ € R. In particular,
if r,s > 0and d > 0, then we have that

rs el < ab(85eP%) + *(r/)8) < (8 seP®) +e°.
On the other hand, we also have that

P(dseP®) < (1 +0seP®)In(1 + dse?)
< (1+0se”)In(e” + dseP®) = (1 4 dseP®)(ps +In(1 + 6 s))
< (14 dseP*)(ps +0s) = s(p+0) + 6(p + §)s? e

(p+0)°

(p+9)
16 '

< 2
<ds®+ 15

+6(p + 6)s%eP* < §(1 4 p + 6)s%ePs +
Then, (5.15) follows if we choose § > 0 such that 5(1 + p + ) = 1/2, and set k := 1/6 and
K= (p+0)*/(49).

The basic estimate. Here is the most important change with respect to [31], since we come back
to the discrete problem (4.12)—(4.14) instead of directly dealing with problem (2.14)—(2.16). We can
take advantage of all of the estimates of Section First, we notice that 3. + 7 is a C'! function and
recall that u € H'(0,T; H). It follows that (,, and y,, are functions in H>(0,T’; H). Then, we can
differentiate both (4.12) and (4.13) with respect to time and test the resulting inequalities by 0;¢,, and
A0y, respectively. If we sum up and integrate by parts and over (0, ¢), then a cancellation occurs,
and we obtain that

1
3 [lowenf + [ e+ [ (80P
Q Q1 Q1
1
—5 [10wn@F + [ dudipn+ [ (@4 00n b0, 619
Q Qt

t
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We estimate the first term on the right-hand side later on. The next term can be treated in an obvious
way by the Young inequality, while the last one needs some work. We have that

| G 7)o a0 B0 < [ B+ T oDl I0620(ls 18004 (5)

t

1 t
<3 [ 180+ 16+l W) s
t
and we have to estimate the last integral. We have a.e. in (0, T") that
Joenll < cllowpaly < c (jozl + [ (Vo)
Q

Sc—i-c/atgon(—A@tgpn)
Q

< ¢+ c||0ipnll |A0pnll

and we deduce that

S+ ) nloDIE ol s
< e [N+ RV e+ 0en(s)] 1300 (o)) s
< [N+ w1 ds

v 7 [ 180 1B+ ) n DI 10pn(? ds
< (B en(s) I3 +1) ds

1 t )
+7 g IA@%FH/O(1+H&(%(s))\lé‘)llatson(s)|!2ds-

By combining these estimates with (5.16) and applying the Gronwall lemma, we conclude that
||8t90n||%°°(0,T;H) + ||Aat90n||%2(0,T;H)
< c (10 O)II* + 10ctell T2 0 rsary + 182 (0n) 1220,y + 1) X

con(e [ 0+ 18 as)

whence also
HatSOnHQLOO(o,T;H) + HAatSOn”%%o,T;H)
c||BL(n) |
< c(10n (O + 1B 2o ozinaay + 1) e N isornsen - (5.47)

In order to let n tend to infinity, we have to estimate the H norm of J;¢,,(0). To this end, we set
g0 := (1 — ||¢olloo)/2, assume that ¢ < &, and recall that ¢,,(0) converges uniformly to p, (see
also Remark [4.2). Hence, we can assume n large enough in order that |¢,(0)]] < 1 — £p. On
the other hand, (8. + 7)(r) = f(r), the whole logarithmic potential, for || < 1 — g¢, and f is
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smooth in (—1, 1). Therefore, (5. + 7)(¢n(0)) = f(pn(0)) is as smooth as ¢, (0) (i.e., as the
eigenfunctions ¢e;), and, for 0 < s < 4, the norm of f(,(0)) in H*(2) can be uniformly estimated
by the corresponding norm of ¢,,(0), thus by the norm of ¢y, due to our further assumption (2.30)
(see Remark[4.2] once more). At this point, we start estimating. We test (4.12) and (4.13), written with
t = 0, by 0;,,(0) and Ad,,,(0), respectively, and sum up. Since the terms involving 14,,(0) cancel
each other, with the help of some integrations by parts we obtain that

10100(0) / Drion(0)
- / (4(0) — @u(0)) Bupn(0) + / Vin(0) - VA0 (0) + / F(2n(0)) Ay (0)
= [ {u0) = 0u(0) = 8%,(0) + A2 (0)}0120(0)

< ¢ [0 (0)]] -

At this point, we are ready to let n tend to infinity in (5.17). Indeed, by recalling (4.28) and applying,
e.g, [45, Sect. 8, Cor. 4]), we have that ¢,, converges to ¢ strongly in C°([0,T; L3(2)). Since
L is Lipschitz continuous, this implies that /52(¢,,) converges to 5.(°) in the same topology. As a
consequence, the norm of 3.(ip,,) in LP(0, T'; L3(£2)) converges to the corresponding norm of 3.(°)
forp = 2 and p = 4, so that, taking the limit in (5.17), we obtain an inequality. Then, by estimating
the above norms with the norm in L>°(0, T'; L3(£)), we conclude that

”atQOEH%OO(U,T;H) + HAatSOEH%%O,T;H)

<c(l+ ||5;(¢6)||2LM(O,T;L3(Q))) 1M e o 113 ) (5.18)
Conclusion of the proof of Proposition[2.6, Our aim is to derive a bound in L (0, T"; H) for dy.
To this end, we estimate the right-hand side of (5.18). Here, we follow [31] rather closely. We set ¢}, :=

min{k, max{¢®, —k}} and V. (r) := B.(r)e3% ")l for r € R and observe that v = W, (5 (1)) is
admissible in (4.6) for a.a. t € (0,7"). Therefore, a.e. in (0,7") we have that

/‘Ifé(wi)vwa-V¢Z+/55(905)\1’5(<P2)Z/ga\lfs(soi),
Q Q Q

where, for brevity, we have set g. = u° — 7(°). Since W is nonnegative, V¢© - Vi = |V5 |2
a.e., and B.(¢°)B:(p5) > |B:-(¢5)|* a.e., we deduce that

/Q |B(5) |2 2P0l < /Qgs\lfs(sOZ) -

We estimate the right-hand side using the inequality (5.15) with p = 3, 7 = |gc|, and s = |B=(¢5)|,
and have that

/gs‘I’z-:((Pi) S/!gsl\ﬂs(wi)\e:’"&(@k /’6 £)2 3BE((Pk)+/(€HgEI+K/)_
Q Q Q

On the other hand, by observing that (1 — r?)e” < ¢ for every r € R, we also have that

/ 316: (1) < 9/ 1Bu(2) e8] 4 ¢
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By combining all this with (5.14), we infer that

[iaor<e [ <o [l g

At this point, we recall the Trudinger inequality (see, e.g., [39])
/ eVl < Cg % I for everyv €V,
Q

which holds since we are supposing that d = 2, and where the constant C' only depends on (2.
Hence, we conclude that

[186600 < ¢ [0 < oo o ain(0,7).
Q Q
By accounting for (4.32) and (5.10), in addition we infer that

Hﬂé(@pi)HLm(O,T;N(Q)) < ¢, whence also Hﬁ;(%pa)HLOO(QT;m(Q)) <c.

At this point, we can take the limit in (5.18) and deduce that J;¢ and Ad;p belong to L>(0,7; H)
and L?(0, T'; H), respectively. Therefore, d;¢ belongs to L?(0, T'; W). Moreover, elliptic regularity in
(2.14) implies that i belongs to L>°(0,T; W) C L*(Q). Since 7(¢) is bounded, too, by applying
Proposition we obtain that £ is bounded. This concludes the proof of (2.31). Furthermore, it is clear
that (2.32) holds true as well, with a constant K3 as in the statement. Thus, the proof of Proposition|2.6
is complete.

6 The control problem

In this section, we investigate the optimal control problem (2.38). We remark that we will use some
notations already utilized in the previous sections with a different meaning (e.g., £ in the linearized
system introduced later on). However, no confusion can arise.

6.1 Proof of Theorem 2.9

We assume first that a3 = 0 in which case the cost functional is independent of the solution variables
i, €. By Theorem the mapping U,q > u — ¢ is well defined, and thus also the cost functional.
Now we pick any minimizing sequence {((¢n, fin,&n), Un)} for the optimal control problem, that is,
in particular, (¢n, tin, £n), where &, € B(p,,), satisfies (2.14)—(2.16) with right-hand side u = wu,, for
all n» € N. Owing to (2.36) and the global estimate (2.22), we may without loss of generality assume
that there are limits ¢, p, &, u such that

u, —u  weaklystarin H(0,7; H) N L>=(Q), (6.1)
©on — @  weakly starin H*(0,T;V*) N L>(0,T; V)N L*(0,T; W)

and strongly in C°([0,T1; H), (6.2)
tn — 1 weaklyin L*(0,T;V), :
& — € weaklyin L*(0,7T; H), (6.4)
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where the strong convergence in (6.2) follows from, e.g., [45, Sect. 8, Cor. 4]. Obviously, we have that
u € Uyq. Now, by also recalling Remark[2.1] we can pass to the limit as n — oo in the state system
(2.14)—(2.16), written with right-hand side w,,, to see that (i, 11, £) solves (2.14)—(2.16) with right-hand
side wu. In view of (6.4) and the strong convergence stated in (6.2), and since the extension of 3 to
L?(Q) is maximal monotone, a standard argument then yields that £ € 3(y). The pair (¢, i, &), u)
is thus admissible for (2.38), and the weak sequential lower semicontinuity properties of the cost
functional yield that it is a minimizer.

Suppose now that /3 is single-valued, in which case the cost functional is well defined also if az > 0.
Then the above line of argumentation can obviously be repeated, only that {,, = 5(¢,,) and§ = 5(p)
in this case. The assertion is thus proved. Il

6.2 Fréchet differentiability of the control-to-state operator

In this section, we show the Fréchet differentiability of the control-to-state operator & introduced in
(2.44). To this end, we recall the definition of Uy given in (2.40) and the assumptions (2.42)—(2.43)
which are assumed to hold throughout the remainder of this section. Observe that they are fulfilled in
the case d = 3 for everywhere defined smooth potentials and in the case d = 2 for the logarithmic
potential (1.6) under the assumptions of Proposition

Now let some u* € Ug be fixed and (¢*, u*) = 8(u*) be the associated state. We then consider the
corresponding linearized system, that is, given h € X, we seek a pair (£, 77) satisfying

§EH(OTV*)QL°°0TV)HL2(OTW) and n <€ L*0,T;V), (6.5)
/g v+/vn Vv—/h()
fora.a.t € (0,T)andeveryv € V , (6.6)
[ntto= [ ve)-vo+ [ #e @
fora.a.t € (0,7) andeveryv € V', (6.7)
£(0)=0.

We have the following result.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that the conditions (2.42)—(2.43) are fulfilled, and let u* € Ug be given with
associated state (p*, u*) = S(u*). Then the system (6.6)—(6.8) has for every h € X a unique
solution (&, n) with the regularity (6.5). Moreover, the linear mapping h — (§,n) is continuous from
X into Y.

Proof. The existence proof is similar to that for the state system, and we just provide a sketch, leaving
the details to the reader. Indeed, the system (6.6)—(6.8) has the same structure for (£, 7) as the state
system (2.14)—(2.16) for (¢, i), only that we have zero initial conditions here and the term f”(¢*)¢
in place of B(p) + w(y) (recall that /3 is single-valued). We thus may argue as in Section : one
approximates the system (6.6)—(6.8) by a Faedo—Galerkin scheme using the eigenfunctions (4.8) and
the subspaces (4.9). Since the term f”(©*)&, where f”(¢*) € L*(Q), is much easier to handle
than the nonlinearities 3 and 7, similar, but in comparison with the state system considerably simpler,
a priori estimates can be performed on the Faedo—Galerkin system, yielding the bound (compare
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(2.22))
||§n||H1(O,T;V*)mLoo(0,T;V)mL2(0,T;W) + ||77n||L2(0,T;V) <c¢ VneN.

Using compactness arguments, we can pass to the limit as n — oo in the Faedo—Galerkin system on
a subsequence in order to establish the existence result.

We only prove that the mapping h — (£, 7)) has the asserted continuity property. To this end, let
h € X be fixed and (£, n) be an associated solution to (6.6)—(6.8) with the regularity (6.5). We then
insert v = £ in (6.6) and v = 7 in (6.7), add the resulting identities, and integrate over (0, ¢) for
arbitrary ¢ € (0, T']. After a cancellation of two terms, we then obtain that

1 2 2 2 _ heé— 1", *
st [ 1+ [ e = [ he- [ peen

1
<5 [ P e | (ePnr).
Q¢ ¢

Now observe that, by virtue of continuous embedding, we obviously have that £ € C°([0,T7]; H).
Therefore, Gronwall’s lemma yields that

HéHCO([O,t];H) —+ HWHLZ(O,I‘/;H) <c HhHLQ(O,t;H) forall ¢t € [O, T] (6.9)
Finally, applying elliptic regularity theory to (6.7), we may also conclude that

1€z 0wy < cllbllr2m) forall t € [0,T7]. (6.10)

With this, the asserted continuity property is shown. Finally, it is easily seen that the inequality (6.9)
also implies the uniqueness of the solution: indeed, by using linearity, if (£, 1) solves (6.6)—(6.8) with
h = 0, then (6.9) implies that { = n = 0. O

Remark 6.2. The existence proof sketched above yields that a unique solution to (6.6)—(6.8) with the
regularity (6.5) also exists if we only have h € LZ(Q) and that also in this situation the continuity
property shown above is valid.

We now show the following Fréchet differentiability result.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that the conditions (2.42)—(2.43) are fulfilled, and let u* € Ug be given with
associated state (¢*, u*) = 8(u*). Then the operator § is Fréchet differentiable at u* as a mapping
from X into Y, and the Fréchet derivative DS(u*) € L(X,Y) acts as follows: for every h € X, the
value DS(u*)(h) is given by the solution (£, n) to the linearized system (6.6)—(6.8).

Proof. Since u* € Ug, it follows that there is some A > 0 such that u* + h € Up whenever
IIh|lx < A. In the following, we only consider such perturbations i € X. In the remainder of this
proof, we denote by the small-case symbol ¢ constants that may depend on the data of the system
but not on the choice of h € X with ||A||x < A. We then define

(" 1) =8 +h), y'i=¢" - =" =t =l (6.11)
where (f’h, nh) denotes the unique solution to the linearized system (6.6)—(6.8). We then have

yh e HY0,T: V)N L=(0,T; V)N L2(0,T; W), 2" e L*0,T;V). (6.12)
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Now, by virtue of Lemma the linear mapping i + (£, 1) is continuous between X and Y.
According to the definition of Fréchet differentiability, it therefore suffices to construct a function G' :
(0,A) — (0, 00) that satisfies limy\ o G(A\)/(A\?) = 0 and

1", 2"15 < G(llhllso) - (6.13)
We are going to show that we may choose G(\) = ¢ \* with some sufficiently large ¢ > 0.

Next, it is easily seen, using Taylor’s theorem with integral remainder, that (yh, zh) is a solution to the
system

(O (t),v) + (y"(t),v) + (V2" (t),Vv) =0, foraa.t€ (0,T)andallv €V, (6.14)

(2" (), v) = (Vy"(t), Vo) + (f"(¢" () y"(t),v) + (R* () (" (t) — " (1))%,0),
fora.a.t € (0,7)andallv € V, (6.15)

y"(0) =0 ae.in Q, (6.16)

with the remainder
RM(t) = / (- 8) /(" (8) + 5 (P (t) — 9 (1)) ds.

Observe that ©* + s(" — ©*) € [a, b] almost everywhere in Q for all s € [0, 1], and thus
|R"||so < ¢ forallh € X satisfying ||h[|x < A. (6.17)
Also, we conclude from (2.33) in Theorem [2.8]that the estimate

16" = & leoqo.gmnrzoewy + 18" — 1| 220 < Co Bl 20,75 (6.18)

is valid for all ¢ € (0,7] and all admissible perturbations h. Furthermore, taking v = 1 in (6.14) and
accounting for (6.16), we immediately see that

yh(t) =0 forallt € [0, 7). (6.19)

Therefore, we may insert v = N(y")(¢) in (6.14) and v = —y"(¢) in (6.15), add the resulting
identities, and integrate over time. Noting an obvious cancellation, we then obtain that

1 t
S WA+ [ @R+ [ oy
0 Q:

=~ [ [P - | RN =)y = L+ D, (6.20)
Qt Q¢
with obvious meaning. Now, owing to (2.43) and by virtue of the compactness inequality (2.53), we

have that ; .
1
< / )P ds < 7 [ 1V 4 e / 1y (s) |12 ds. 6.21)
0 Qt 0

Moreover, by also using Young’s and Hélder’s inequalities, (6.18), and (6.17), we see that

I < 0/0 1" = )l ll(e" = ") (s)l2 lly" ()l ds

IN

t
clle” = o looqoam / 16" — &) 1) v ds

< cllhllzoum 9" = @ 20nv) 19" 2 0v)
1 t
<3 [ 9R e [ IO ds + el (622
t 0
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Combining (6.20)—(6.22) with Gronwall’'s lemma, we thus have shown that
|2 4
1" 2 0,6 )nz200v) < € Nllz2pmy forall t € [0,T]. (6.23)

The next step is to insert v = y(t) in (6.14) and v = 2"(t) in (6.15), add the resulting equations,
and integrate over time. This yields the identity

1
S WA+ [ e [ 1
Qt Q¢
fr@)y" "+ / R' (" — ") 2" = L+ 1. (6.24)
t t
Clearly, by (2.43) and Young’s inequality we have that
1 h|2 h|2
i< =[] 2 +c| |¥. (6.25)

4 Qt Q1

Moreover, also using (6.17), (6.18), and Hélder’s inequality, we find that

L < / 1 )(8)lloc 11" = ) (5)l2 12" (5)l|2 ds
A 2"+ clle” = ¢ oo / (" = ") (s)ll ds
1
< 5[ P elbllizomn - (6.26)
o7

Now recall that y* € C°([0,T]; H). Thus, combining (6.24)—(6.26) with Gronwall’s lemma, and in-
voking (6.23), we have finally shown that

||?/h||200([0,T];H)QL2(0,T;V) + HZhH%?(O,T;H) < ¢ “hHi?(O,T;H)v

with a sufficiently large constant co > 0. Since ||Al|z20 ) < TY?|9|Y?||h|s, the condition
(6.13) is fulfilled with G(\) = cA? and ¢ = T2 |Q|? ¢y. The assertion is thus proved. O

6.3 Necessary conditions for optimality

In this section, we establish first-order necessary optimality conditions for the optimal control problem.
Using Theorem[6.3]and the chain rule, a standard argument yields the following resuilt.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose that the conditions (2.42)—(2.43) are fulfilled, and let u* € U,y be an
optimal control with associated state (¢*, *) = 8(u*). Then it holds the variational inequality

oq/Q(sO* — Q)¢ + ozz/Q(sD*(T) —pa)§(T) + CY3/(M* — HQ)n

Q
+Oz4/u*(u—u*) >0 VYue Uy, (6.27)
Q

where (5 , 7]) is the unique solution to the linearized system (6.6)—(6.8) with h = u — u*.

DOI 10.20347/WIAS.PREPRINT.2867 Berlin 2021



Well-posedness and optimal control for a Cahn—Hilliard—Oono system 33

As usual, we now eliminate the variables (£, 7) from (6.27) by means of the solution (p, ¢) to the
associated adjoint system, which is given by (2.46)—(2.48). We have the following result.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that the conditions (2.42)—(2.43) are fulfilled, letu* € U,q be an optimal control
with associated state (¢*, u*) = 8(u*), and assume that the regularity conditions (2.49)—(2.50) are
satisfied. Then the adjoint system (2.46)—(2.48) has a unique solution (p, q) such that

p€ HY0,T; V)N L>®0,T;V)NL*0,T; W), q¢€ L*0,T;V). (6.28)

Proof. Again, we employ a Faedo—Galerkin approximation with the eigenfunctions defined in (4.8) and
the n-dimensional subspaces V,, from (4.9). We then look for functions

t) =Y pu()e(@), gal,t) an ei(w
=1
that solve the final value problem

(=0pn(t),v) + (pn(t),v) + (Vau(t), Vo) = =(F"(¢"(1))gn(t), v) + (91(1), v)

fora.a.t € (0,7)and everyv € V,, (6.29)
(gn(t),v) = (Vpa(t), Vv) — (g5(t),v)

fora.a.t € (0,7) andeveryv € V,,, (6.30)
(pn(T),v) = (g2,v) foreveryv € V,,, (6.31)

where, owing to the regularity of (¢*, ©*) and (2.49),
g1 =on(¢" — o) € L0, T;V), g2 = (" (T) — pa) €V,
gs = as(p" — pg) € L*(0,T; V), (6.32)
Now observe that, by taking v = ¢; in (6.30) and recalling (4.8), we have that
0 (t) = Aip}y(t) — (g3(t),e1) forl <i <.

Therefore, if we insert v = e;, 1 <7 < n,in (6.29), then we obtain a standard terminal value problem
for an explicit linear system of ordinary differential equations in the unknowns p}l, ..., Dy in which all
of the coefficient functions belong to LZ(O, T'). By Carathéodory’s theorem (applied backward in time),
it has a unique solution in H'(0, T'; R™) that specifies p,,. At the same time, inserting ¢;, 1 < i < n,
n (6.30), we recover (¢l,...,¢") € L%*(0,T;R"), which in turn specifies ¢,. Hence, the system
(6.29)-(6.31) has a unique solution (p,,, ¢,) € H'(0,T;V},,) x L*(0,T;V,).

We now derive a priori estimates. First, we insert v = p,, in (6.29) and v = ¢, in (6.30), add the
results, and integrate over (¢, 7] where t € [0,T"). Noting a cancellation of two terms and recalling
the notation introduced in (2.1), we then arrive at the identity

1
3150 + [ P+ [ el

Q Q
1 *
—Sl@ = [ @+ [ o [ wa. e
Q* Q* Qt

Applying Young’s inequality, we see that the three integrals on the right-hand side are bounded by an

expression of the form
1 2 2
et | lal e Il
Q* Q!
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and the first summand is bounded since ||p,(T)||? = (Pu(T),92) < lpa(D)| 92|,
lpn(T)]| < lg2||- Therefore, applying Gronwall's lemma backward in time, we obtain from (6.33)
the estimate

Pnllzoc 0.1y + @nllz20mmy < ¢ ¥n €N (6.34)

In the second estimate, we take v = —Ap,, in (6.29) and v = —Ag,, in (6.30) to obtain the identity

1
IV + [ VP + [ Vel
Q! Q!

1 *
= SIVe(DIP+ | Vo1 Vpu — [ Vg3-Va, — | V(f"(¢") ) - Vpn
2 Qt Qt Qt
= ]1+]2+13+I4, (635)

with obvious meaning. Since g1, g3 € L*(0,T;V), Young’s inequality implies that for every § > 0
(which has yet to be chosen) we have that

Ltly <6 / (Vpal + V) + 5. (6.36)
Qi

pa(T)]| < ||g2]|- Also, by the same token, and since Ap, (T) €

Vi
IVpa(T)* = (pu(T), =Apa(T)) = (92, —Apu(T)) = (Vg2, Vu(T)),

which implies that || Vp,,(T)|| < [|g2||v and thus I; < c.

Finally, using the Young and Hélder inequalities, as well as (2.50), we obtain that

I = fe") Van - Vpn — /f”’ ) V" - Vi
Qt
<o [ 190+ e [ 9+ [ Ol 6L 190
< 26/ !an|2+6/ \qn|2+c5/ V. (6.37)

Combining (6.35)—(6.37), choosing d = 1/4, and using (6.34) and Gronwall’s lemma, we have thus
shown that

pnlleorv) + llanllrzoryvy < ¢ VneN. (6.38)

But then we may insert v = —Ap,(t) in (6.30), and Young’s inequality and elliptic regularity yield that
2wl 20wy < ¢ VneN. (6.39)

In our last step, we prove that
10wpnll L20rvey < ¢ VneN. (6.40)

To this end, we recall that V;, contains the constant functions, so that (6.29) yields

d

— Pt P = — (") gn + T - (6.41)
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By taking advantage of (6.31) and (6.34) for g,,, we deduce that
1Prll oy < ¢ VneN. (6.42)
By combining (6.29) with (6.41), and setting for brevity
pr = =1"(¢")an + [ ) + 91 — I1,

we deduce that

_(at(pn - p_n)vv) + (pn - p_m U) + (an, VU) - (va)
a.e.in (0,7), for every v € V,.

Recalling (4.21) and (2.55), we can test the above identity by —N(J;(p,, — D)) and obtain that

[ 100, TS + 3 1o - T
= 216 =~ [ 00 )6 anlos [ pu N~ 7).
t Qt

On account of (6.31) and (6.38), Young’s inequality, and the properties of N, we see that the whole
right-hand side is bounded by

5 [ 10, - ds e,

and we we infer that {9;(p, — D)} is bounded in L?(0,T; V*). Then, (6.40) follows on account
of (6.42).

At this point, we conclude from (6.38)—(6.40) the existence of limit points (p, ¢) such that, at least for
a subsequence labelled again by n,

pn—p  weaklystarin H'(0,T;V*)NL>*(0,T; V)N L*(0,T; W), (6.43)
¢n —q  weaklyin L*(0,T;V). (6.44)

It is then a standard matter to conclude that (p, ¢) is a solution to (2.46)—(2.48). We may allow our-
selves to leave this simple argument and the proof of uniqueness to the reader. O

Proof of Theorem We insert v = p(t) in (6.6) and v = —q(t) in (6.7), add the resulting
equations, and integrate over [0, T']. Using the properties of the adjoint system (2.46)—(2.48), we then
obtain that

0 = /0 (0£(t), p(t)) dt +/Q(§19+V77-Vp—hp) +/Q(—77Q+f”(90*)§q+V§-VQ)
=/ (—0p(t).€ dt+/€p+f” /vs vq +/< ng+ V- Vp)

e L

- /Q (a1(9” — pQ)E + asly® — pol — hp) +as / (o*(T) — ga)E(T).

Q

Substitution of this identity with A = © — u* in (6.27) yields the variational inequality (2.51). U
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