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We study the quadratic cost optimal control problems for the viscous Dullin-Gottwald-Holm equation. The main novelty of this
paper is to derive the necessary optimality conditions of optimal controls, corresponding to physically meaningful distributive
observations. For this we prove the Géateaux differentiability of nonlinear solution mapping on control variables. Moreover by
making use of the second order Géteaux differentiability of solution mapping on control variables, we prove the local uniqueness

of optimal control. This is another novelty of the paper.

1. Introduction

Recently, in the study of shallow water wave, Dullin et al. [1]
derived a new integrable shallow water wave equation with
linear and nonlinear dispersion as follows:

Yt + 2wyx + 3yyx - (Xz (yxxt + zyxyxx + yyxxx) + YVixx = O’
@

where y is fluid velocity, &’ and y/2w are squares of length
scales,and 2w = +/gh is the linear wave speed for undisturbed
water at rest at spatial infinity, where y and its spatial deriva-
tives are taken to vanish. Letting a®> > 0, (1) reduces to
the well-known Korteweg-de Vries (KDV) equation (linear
dispersion case). And when lettingy — 0, (1) reduces to the
Camassa-Holm equation of [2] (nonlinear dispersion case).
Usually we can rewrite (1) into

mt+2wyx+ymx+2yxm+yyxxx:0’ (2)

where m = y—a’y,, isa momentum variable. Physically, the
third and fourth terms of the left side of (2) represent con-
vection and stretching effects of unidirectional propagation
of shallow water waves over a flat bottom, respectively (see
(2, 3]).

Many researchers studied the well-posedness of Cauchy
problem for the DGH equation including various properties
of the solution of it (see [4-6]).

Recently, Shen et al. [7] studied the optimal control prob-
lem of the following viscous DGH equation (cf. [3]):

my + zwyx + ymy + 2yxm + Yixx = mex, (3)

wherem = y—y,, and v > 0 stands for the viscosity constant
of shallow water wave. As explained in Holm and Staley [8],
the small viscosity makes sense to take into account the bal-
ance or relaxation between convection and stretching dynam-
ics of shallow water wave.

In [7] Shen et al. studied the distributive optimal control
problems of (3) (cf. [3]). For this purpose, they modified (3)
to Dirichlet boundary value problem in short interval and
proved the existence and uniqueness of m in (3) by weak
formulation. However the well-posedness of (3) with respect
to y is unclear and the proof contained in [7] relies on the size
of v which is an extra condition. Further, in [7] they employed
the quadratic cost objective functional to be minimized
within an admissible control set with the distributive obser-
vation of m in (3) and only discussed the existence of
optimal controls which minimize the quadratic cost. But the
necessary optimality conditions of optimal controls have not
been studied there.
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As for the necessary optimality condition of optimal con-
trols, we can find a recent paper Sun [9]. By employing the
Dubovitskii and Milyutin functional analytic approach, Sun
has established in [9, Theorem 3] the Pontryagin maximum
principle of the optimal control for the viscous DGH equation
with the quite general cost which depends on m and not on
y. Meanwhile, in this paper, we propose the quadratic cost
functional for y, which is actually more reasonable than that
for m, and establish the necessary optimality conditions of
optimal controls due to Lions [10] in Theorems 5 and 7 for
the physically meaningful observations z = y(u) and z =
m(u), respectively. To this end, we successfully characterize
the Géteaux derivative Dy(u)(v — u) of y(v) in the direction
v—u € %, where % is a Hilbert space of control variables and
u is an optimal control for quadratic cost.

Actually, the extension of optimal control theory to quasi-
linear equations is not easy. Some researches have been
devoted to the study of optimal control or identification prob-
lems in specific quasilinear equations. For instance, we can
refer to Hwang and Nakagiri [11, 12] and Hwang [13, 14].

The aim of this paper can be summarized as follows.
Firstly, we clarify the well-posedness of (3) with respect to
y in the Hadamard sense with appropriate initial value con-
dition in short interval as posed in [7]. Secondly, based on
the well-posedness result, we expand the optimal control
theory due to Lions [10] with emphasis on deriving necessary
optimality conditions of optimal controls in the following
distributive control system:

m, (v) — vmy, (v) + 2wy, (v) + 2y, (v) m (v)

+y (V)M (V) + Py (V)
= f+Bv in (0,T)x(0,1),

y(10,6) = y (5 1,1) = y, (1:0,1) @
=y, (B 1,1) =y, (1:0,1)

=y. Lt =0, tel0,T],

m(v;x,0) =my = yy— Yo in (0,1),

where m(v) = y(v) — y,.(v), f is a forcing term, B is a
controller, v is a control, and y(v) denotes the state for a given
veuU.

In order to apply the variational approach due to Lions
[10] to our problem, we propose the quadratic cost functional
J(v) as studied in Lions [10] which is to be minimized within
U .45 U, 1s an admissible set of control variables in %.
We show the existence of u € %,; which minimizes the
quadratic cost functional J(v). Then, we establish the nec-
essary conditions of optimality of the optimal control u for
some physically meaningful observation cases employing the
associate adjoint systems. For this we successfully prove the
Gateaux differentiability of the nonlinear solution mapping
v —  y(v), which is used to define the associate adjoint
systems.

Moreover, in this paper we discuss the local uniqueness of
optimal control. As widely known, it is unclear and difficult to
verify the uniqueness of optimal control in nonlinear control
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problems. By employing the idea given in Ryu [15], we show
the strict convexity of the quadratic cost J(v) in local time
interval by utilizing the second order Géteaux differentiability
of the nonlinear solution mapping v — y(v). Whence by
proving strict convexity of the quadratic cost with respect to
the control variable, we prove the local uniqueness of optimal
control. This is another novelty of the paper.

2. Preliminaries

For fixed T > 0, weset Q = (0,1) and Q = Q x (0,T).
The scalar products and norms on L*(Q) and Hé‘(Q), k =
1,2,3, are denoted by (-,-),, |1, and ((5 N -l & =
1,2, 3, respectively. Then, by virtue of Poincare inequality, we
can replace these scalar products and norms by ((-,-)), =
(aj}, ajj.)z and || - [l = |aj§ “|,» k = 1,2, 3, respectively. Let us
denote the topological dual spaces of H(’; (Q), k =1,2,3,by
H ™ (Q), k = 1,2,3. We denote their duality pairing between
HE(Q) and H ™ (Q) by () k = 1,2,3.

We consider the following Dirichlet boundary value
problem for the viscous Dullin-Gottwald-Holm (DGH)
equation:

mt_vmxx+2wyx+2yxm+ymx+yyxxx=f in Q,
y(0,1) = y(1,£) = y,(0,1) = y, (1,1)
=9.0,t)=y.,(1,t)=0, te[0,T],
m(x,0) =my = Yo — Yoxx 10,
(5)

wherem = y—y,_ ., fisaforcing function, and m, is an initial
value.
In order to define weak solutions of (5), we define some
Hilbert spaces. At first, §(0, T) is defined by
S©0,T)={p1¢eL’(0,T:Hy (),
¢' € L* (0, T; Hy ()}

endowed with the norm

7)

5 1/2
Lz(o,T;Hg(Q))) >

2
1605000 = (16050 2o + [

where ¢’ denotes the first order distributional derivatives of
¢. Further, 77°(0, T) is defined by

7 (0,T)={y |y e L*(0,T; Hy (Q)),
®)
y' e’ (0,sH ()}

endowed with the norm

2 2 1/2
1l om = (”‘/’“LZ(o,T;Hémn + ||‘VI “LZ(O,T;H‘I(Q))) . O

where y' denotes the first order distributional derivatives of
Y. We note here that §(0,T) and 7#°(0,T) are continuously
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imbedded in C([O,T];HS(Q)) and C([0, T]; L*(Q)), respec-
tively (cf. Dautray and Lions [16, page 555]).

From now on, we will omit writing the integral variables
in the definite integral without any confusion.

Lemma 1. Let ¢ satisfy the boundary conditions of (5) and
¢—¢.. € W(0,T). Then one has

||¢||6’(0,T) <Cl¢- (/)xx"?/(o,T)’ (10)

where C > 0 is a constant.

Proof. According to the boundary conditions of ¢, we have

T
”¢ - (pxx”;ﬁ(o)T) = J-O |¢x - ¢xxx|§dt

T
+ J-O e - ¢xxt”§rl(a)dt

T (11)
2 2 2
= J-O (|¢x|2 + 2|¢xx|2 + |¢xxx|2) dt
T 2
* J-o ”¢t - (pxxt”H’l(Q)dt‘ O

Since I — ai : Hé(Q) — HY(Q)isan isomorphism, we
can deduce that

R.HS. of (11)

T 2 T 2
> [ Wi+ | gt

s 2
> min {1} (”gb”fzf(of:HS(Q)) + ¢’ LZ(O,T;H&m)))

=q ||¢||§’(0,T)’
(12)

where ¢, ¢; > 0 are constants. Thus we prove this lemma.
The following variational formulation is used to define the
weak solution of (5).

Definition 2. A function y € &(0,T) is said to be a weak

solutionof (5)ifm =y -y, € #(O0,T)andm = y — y,,
satisfies

(m' ().) |, +9(m(),8,),
+20(y, (), ), +2(y,m, ¢),
+ (¥ (VM (),8), + Y(Vaxx ()1 9),
=(f0).¢) 1,

for all ¢ € Hg (Q) in the sense of @' (0,T),

(13)

m(0) = My = Yo =~ Yo,xx+

In order to verify the well-posedness of (5), we partially
refer to the result by Shen et al. [7]. The well-posedness of (5)
in the sense of Hadamard can be given as follows.

Theorem 3. Assume thatv > 0, f € L2(0, T; HY(Q)), and
Yo € HZ(Q). Then the problem (5) has a unique solution y
in $(0,T). And the solution mapping p = (yp, f) — y(p)
of P = HX(Q) x L*(0,T; H'(Q)) into $(0,T) is a local
Lipschitz continuous; that is, for each p, = (y;, f;) € P and
P> = (3, f,) € P, one has the inequality

")’1 (1)~ » (Pz)"CS’(o,T)
(14)

<C <“J’é - mo I - f2”L2(0,T;H’1(Q))>’

where C is a constant which depends on y, and y,.

Remark 4. In [7], the well-posedness of (5) is partially veri-
fied, which is indeed the case that the viscosity constant v > 0
is large enough. However, as we will see in the Appendix, such
an extra assumption can be removed.

Proof of Theorem 3. By utilizing the result of [7], combined
with Lemma 1, we can know that (5) possesses a unique solu-
tion y € &(0,T) under the data condition p = (y,, f) €
HZ(Q) x L*(0, T; H' ().

Based on the above result, we prove the inequality (14).
For that purpose, we denote y, — ¥, = y(p;) — y(p,) by v and
¥i = Yixx DY My, i = 1,2. Then, we can observe from (5) that

W, = YW+ 20y, + 2y, my + 2y, Y
+ym + Y+ YW =fi-f, inQ
v(0,1) =y (L1) =y, (0,8) =y, (1,1) =y, (0,8)  (15)
=y, (L) =0, te[0,T],
¥ (x,0) =¥, =my—my in Q,

where ¥ = v -y, and mj) = y} — )’(i),xw i = 1,2. Multiplying
¥ in both sides of (15), we have

1d 2

EE'W@ + Vl\yx|2 = —Zw(y/x,‘l’)z
- (2%””1’ \Il)z - (2y2,x\y’ \P)z (16)
- (V/ml,x’ \Ij)z - (yZ\I’x’ \11)2

- V(u/xxx’ \P)z + <f1 - f2’ \P>71,1'
And we integrate (16) over [0, t] to have

1 t
S O+ L ¥, |2ds
1 2 t t
= E|‘}’0|2 - 2w Jo (v, V), ds — Jo (2y,m,, V), ds
t t
- J 2y, B Y),ds - J (ym,,,¥V),ds 17)
0 0

t t
- «[0 (yZ\Px’ “P)zdS -y J;) (lexx’ “P)zdS

S RUET A



By Sobolev embedding theorem, m; € #(0,T) —
C([0, T, LX(Q)), i = 1,2, and VI3 = Iyl; + 2l l5 + [y l5,
the right members of (17) can be estimated as follows:

t

‘—Zw J (v, ¥),ds
0
t

<2w L |1//x|2|‘P|2ds

t
< ZwJ |‘I’|§ds;
0

t
‘—J (2y,m,,¥),ds
0
t
<2 Mol ¥1ds

t
£ C0||m1||C([o,T];L2(Q)) L |Vl | ¥lods

t
<q J |‘I’|§ds;
0

t
’— Jo (29, %, ‘I’)zds
! 2
< Wyl | 1S

t
<c jo ¥ 2ds;

t
’_ JO (wml,x’ \Ij)zds
t
< | Wbl hds
t
=G .[o |Wx|z|m1,x|2|\1’|2d5

t
<¢g Jo |m1)x|2|‘{’|§ds;

t
[} o )as
t
< Dl |, 1at¥ds

t ) v t 2
<c J [¥[5ds + i J ¥, |,ds;
0 0

t
‘_Y JO (u/xxx’ \P)st

t
= ly JO (V/xx’ \Px)zds

t
SANZNARE
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t
<y L Y1, Y, |, ds

t ) ) t 2
<6 J [¥5ds + i J ¥, |,ds
0 0

[ - ey s

t
< | 1A= Pl ds
2
<o|fi - f2“L2(0,T;H"(Q))

t
AN
0

A=

(18)

where ¢, ..., ¢; are constants. We replace the right hand side
of (17) by the right members of (18). Then we have

t
¥ (1)[2 + L ¥, [>ds
t
<G <|‘{'0|§ +|fi - f2l|iz(0,T;H’1(Q)) * JO |m1,x|2|\y|§d5> )
(19)

where ¢ is a constant, depending on y, and y,. And we apply
the Gronwall inequality to (19) to obtain

t
¥ (1) + L ¥, [>ds

=G (|\P0|§ + "fl - f2”iz(0,T;H’1(Q))) (20)

X exp (C8||m1||Ll(o,T;H5(Q)))

<& (1%0; + 1f: - Slorerion):

where ¢, is a constant, depending on y, and y,. Next we esti-
mate ¥, in (15) as follows:

¥l < V1l + 200yl + 2l ooy [yl
+ zllyz,x”LOO(Q)|\P|2
looylmel, + 12l oo ¥l

+ Yl‘//xxxlz + ||f1 - fZHH"(Q)‘

By Sobolev embedding theorem, we have the following
inequality:

RH.S. of (21) < ¢o|¥,], + ¢ (|m1,x

+ "fl - f2||H‘1(Q)’

|2 + 1) |\P|2

(22)
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where ¢, ¢;; are constants, depending on y, and y,. By (21)
and (22) we can obtain

2
”\Pt " L2(0,T;H ()

2 2
S o (”WHLZ(O,T;H&(Q)) + (“”"IHLZ(O,T;H;(Q)) + 1) (23)
23

X"‘P”iw(O,T;Lz(Q)) +]fi - lelizm,ml(m))

< a3 (|‘1’o|§ + ||f1 - f2||iZ(o,T;H*1(Q)))’

where ¢,,, ¢;5 are constants, depending on y; and y,. We can
deduce that (20) and (23) imply

”\P”W(O,T) S Cy (|W0|2 + ||f1 - f2"L2(0,T;H‘1(0))) > (24)

where ¢, is a constant, depending on y, and y,. Finally from
Lemma 1 and (24) we have

"1/’"5(0,T) = |1 (p1) - 32 (pZ)"&(O,T)

<G (|\I’0|2 +|fi - f2"L2(0,T;H’1(Q)))

H2(Q) +fi - £ “LZ(O,T;H"(Q)))’
(25)

< C(llyé - %

where ¢5, C are constants, depending on y; and y,. Thus we
complete the proof. O

3. Quadratic Cost Optimal Control Problems

In this section we study the quadratic cost optimal control
problems for the viscous DGH equation due to the theory of
Lions [10]. Let % be a Hilbert space of control variables, and
let B be an operator,

Be 2 (%L (0,T;L* (), (26)

called a controller. We consider the following nonlinear
control system:

m, (v) — vmy, (v) + 2wy, (v) + 2y, (v) m (v)

+y (W) M, (V) + PV (V) = f+ By in Q,
y(v0,6) = y(»s1,t) = y, (1;0,1)
(27)
=y, (1 L1) =y, (150, 1)
:yxx(V;lxt):()’ tG[O,T],

m(v;x,0) =my = Yo — Yorrr iDL,

where m(v) = y(v) -y, (v), m, € L*(Q), f € L*(0, T; L*(Q)),
and v € % is a control. By virtue of Theorem 3 and (26), we
can define uniquely the solution map v — y(v) of % into
§(0,T). We will call the solution y(v) of (27) the state of the
control system (27). The observation of the state is assumed
to be given by

z)=Cy(v), CeZ(S5(0,T),M), (28)

where C is an operator called the observer and M is a Hilbert
space of observation variables. The quadratic cost function
associated with the control system (27) is given by

J) =|Cy ) - Yd“?\/[ +(Rv,v),, forve, (29)

where Y,; € M is a desired value of y(v) and R € L (%, %) is
symmetric and positive; that is,

(Rv,v)g, = (v, Rv)q, = d|Ivl5, (30)

for somed > 0. Let % ,4 be a closed convex subset of %, which
is called the admissible set. An element u € %,4 which attains
the minimum of J(v) over %4 is called an optimal control for
the cost (29).

In this section we will characterize the optimal controls
by giving necessary conditions for optimality. For this it is
necessary to write down the necessary optimality condition,

DJ(u)(v—u)>0 forallve,, (31)

and to analyze (31) in view of the proper adjoint state system,
where DJ(u) denote the Gateaux derivative of J(v) at v = wu.
And we study local uniqueness of the optimal control.

As indicated in Section 1, we show the existence of an
optimal control and give the characterizations of them.

3.1. Existence of the Optimal Control. Now we show the exis-
tence of an optimal control u for the cost (29).

Theorem 5. Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 3 are sat-
isfied. Then there exists at least one optimal control u for the
control problem (27) with the cost (29).

Proof. Set ] = inf,cq J(v). Since %4 is nonempty, there is a
sequence {v,} in % such that

Jnf J) = lim J (v,) = J. (32)

Obviously {J(v,)} is bounded in R". Then by (30) there exists
a constant K, > 0 such that

d|vally, < (Rv )y < T (v,) < Ko (33)

This shows that {v,} is bounded in %. Since %, is closed and
convex, we can choose a subsequence (denoted again by {v,})
of {v,} and find a u € %,4 such that

v, — u weakly in % (34)

asn — o0o. From now on, each state y,, = y(v,) € 8(0,T)
corresponding to v, is the solution of

My = VM o + zwyn,x + zyn,xmn
+ ynmn,x + yyn,xxx = f + an in Q’
Vu(0,8) = ¥, (1) = ¥, (0,8) = 3,1 (1,£) = ¥, (0,1)
:yn,xx (17t) :O) te [0$T])

m, (X,O) =m, :J’o_J’o,xx in Q’

(35)



where m,, = y, — v, ... By (33) the term By, is estimated as

”BV "L2 (0,T;L*(Q S ||B||$(°ZZ,L2(0,T;L2(Q)))”Vn"%
(36)
< 1Bl 0m20) | Kod ™ = K.

Hence we can deduce from Theorem 3 that
1l 2omzcan * Kl) (37)

for some C;, > 0. And also from Lemma 1 we can know that

Il o < Co (10l +

nlls0,1) = ~1 0llHZ(Q) L*(0,T5L2(Q)) 1
alsiom < G (I3l + 1£1 +K;)  (38)

for some C; > 0. Therefore, by the extraction theorem of
Rellich’s, we can find a subsequence of {m,,}, say again {m,},
andfindam =y -y, € #(0,T) such that

m, — m weakly in 7" (0,T). (39)

By using the fact that H)(Q) — L*(Q) is compact and by
virtue of (39), we can refer to the result of the Aubin-Lions-
Temam’s compact imbedding theorem (cf. Temam [17, page
271]) to verify that {m,} is precompact in L2(0, T; L*(Q)).
Hence there exists a subsequence {mnk} C {m,} such that

m, — m strongly in L’ (0, T; L (Q)) as k — oo.
(40)

Since m,, = ¥, = Ypux € Z(0,T) — C([0,T); L*())), we
know that y, € C([O,T];HS(Q)). And from (40) we can
choose a subsequence of {y, }, denoted again by {y,, } such
that

strongly in Hg (Q) forae. t€e[0,T].
(41)

Y, (£) — y (t)

We use (39)-(41) and apply the Lebesgue dominated con-
vergence theorem to have

2Yy, My, — 2y,m  strongly in L’ (0, T;L* (Q)) ,
(42)

Vi My — ym, weakly in L’ (O, T; L? (Q))

as k — oo. We replace y, and m, by y, andm,, , respec-
tively, and take k — oo in (35). Then by the standard argu-
ment in Dautray and Lions [16, pages 561-565], we conclude
that the limit m satisfies

my —vim,, + zwyx + 2yxm T YMy VY exx

=f+Bu inQ,

y(0,t) = y(1,t) = ¥, (0,t) = ¥, (L,t) = y,,. (0,£)  (43)
= Yux (LE) =0, t€[0,T],
m(x,0) =my = Yy = Youx> D

in weak sense, wherem = y—y, .. Moreover the uniqueness of
weak solutions in (43) via Theorem 3 enables us to conclude
that y = y(u) in (0, T), which implies y(v,,) — y(u) weakly
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in §(0,T). Since C is continuous on &(0,T) and | - ||, is
lower semicontinuous, it follows that

||Cy (u) - Zd“M <lim 1nf||Cy (v,)) = Zd“M (44)

n— 00

It is also clear from lim inkaOOHRl/ZvnH% > ||R1/2v||% that

liminfy _, (Rv,,v,)e = (Ru,u),. Hence
J =liminf] (v,) > J (). (45)

But since J(u) > ] by definition, we conclude that J(u) =
inf,eq  J(v). This completes the proof. O

3.2. Gdteaux Differentiability of Solution Mapping. In order to
characterize the optimal control which satisfies the necessary
optimality condition (31), we need to prove the Gateaux
differentiability of the mapping v — y(v) of  — $(0,T).

Definition 6. The solution map v — y(v) of % into §(0,T)
is said to be Géteaux differentiable at v = u if for any w € %
there exists a Dy(u) € Z(%, $(0,T)) such that

— 0 as A — 0.

(46)

|5 e rw) -y @) -pyeau|,

The operator Dy(u) denotes the Gateaux derivative of y(u)
at v = u and the function Dy(u)w € §(0,T) is called the
Gateaux derivative in the direction w € %, which plays an
important role in the nonlinear optimal control problem.

Theorem 7. The map v — y(v) of % into $(0,T) is Gdteaux
differentiable at v = u and such the Gateaux derivative of y(v)
atv = u in the direction v —u € U, say z = Dy(u)(v —u), is a
unique solution of the following problem:

Z,—vZ 20z, +2z.m+ 2y, (W) Z

+zm,+y (W) £+ Y2, =Blv-u) inQ,
z(0,t) =z (1,t) =z,(0,t) =z, (1,t) = z,,. (0, 1) (47)
=z,.,(1,t)=0, tel0,T],
Z (x,0) = in Q,

wherem = y(u) — y (W) and £ =z - z,,,.

Proof. Let A € (-1,1), A#0. Weset w = v —u and
2= A" (y(u+ lw) - y (). (48)
Then z; satisfies

Ze)ht — 'V.ze)hxx + szk)x + ZZ)L,xm/\ + Zyx (u) z/\
tzmy+y W) Z)

in Q,

+ yz/\,xxx = Bw
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2 (0’ t) =2) (l) t) = Z)x (0, t) =Z)x (1,t) = ) xx (0, t)
=2y, (L,t)=0, te[0,T],
Z,(x,00=0 1in Q,
(49)

where my = y(u+ Aw) -y, (u+Aw) and Z) = z) — zj -
By the continuity of (14), we have

Iy e+ Aw) = y @) 501 < M CIBWI 2 (50)

where C is a constant, depending on y(u) and y(u + Aw).
Hence we have

||Z)L”5(0,T) < ClIBwll2(o.1512(qy) < 00- (51)

Therefore, we can infer that there exists a z € §(0,T) and a
sequence {A;} C (-1, 1) tending to 0 such that

z), — z weakly in 8 (0,T) (52)

ask — o0. Since the imbedding §(0,T) — L*(0,T; Hg(Q))
is compact ([17, page 271]), it is implied from (52) that

z), (t) — z(f) strongly in Hé (Q) ae. t€[0,T] (53)

for some {1} ¢ (-1,1) tending to 0 as k — ©o. Whence by
(50)-(53) and Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we
can easily show that

2z), my, — 2z,m strongly in L* (0, T;L* (Q)), (54)
z), My, x — zm, strongly in L’ (0, T; L (Q)) ,  (55)
Z,, — % weakly in L (O,T; H, (Q)) (56)

ask — oo, wherem = y(u) - y, (u)and Z =z — z,,. And
also we can deduce from (49), (52), and (56) that

Z) — Z, weakly in L’ (0, T;H ' (Q)) (57)

ask — oo.

Hence we can see from (52) to (57) thatz; — z =
Dy(u)w weakly in $(0,T) as A — 0 in which z is a solution
of (47). This convergence can be improved by showing the
strong convergence of {z,} also in the topology of $(0, T).

Subtracting (47) from (49) and denoting z) — z by ¢,, we
obtain that

@) = VD) oy + 2009, + 2y, (1) Dy
+y W) Dy + VP =€(1) InQ
P (0,8) =Gy (L) = 11 (0,) = §p 0 (1,1) = ¢y (0,1)
=1 (LD =0, £€[0,T],
@, (x,0)=0 in Q,
(58)

where ©) = ¢, —¢, . and e(A) = -2z, m, +2z, m-z,m, , +
zm,.

From (54) and (55) we know that

€(A) — 0 strongly in L? (0, T;L? (Q)) as A — 0. (59)

In order to estimate ¢, we multiply @, in both sides of (58)
and integrate it over [0, f] to have

t
02 0OF +2v | 0. Lds
0
t ¢
=-2 JO (2(0(/5)‘),‘, (DA)ZdS -2 JO (Zyx (M) (D)t, q)A)ZdS
t
-2 Jo (y () @, ., Dy),ds

-2 Jo (Y2 x> CDA)st +2 Jo (e(V),®,),ds.
(60)

The integral parts of the right member of (60) can be esti-
mated as follows:

t
<40 [ 11l 0] ds

t
I—z L (2w, ., @y),ds o

t
< 4wj |©, [2ds;
0

t
<l o [, 10412

t
‘—2 Jo (2y, () @), D, ),ds

<& [ fofids
’ (62)

t
2, 0@ @10 @), 2 20y oy

t
< [ 101Ll0s]ds

0

t
= ‘2 0 (Y¢A,xx’ (D/\,x)zds

t
I_2 J (Y¢A,xxx’ (D);)zds

t
<2y [ J0aLI0. s
(64)

<7 Jt [ |2ds
=5 0 Axl2
t 2
) L |®A|2ds;

t t
‘ZJ. (e(V),®,),ds SZJ le (V)],|D;],ds
0

0

t t
SJ |e(A)|§ds+J |0, s,
0 0
(65)

where ¢, ¢, and ¢, are constants. We replace the right hand
side of (62) by the right members of (61)-(65). And we apply



the Gronwall inequality to the replaced inequality; then we
arrive at

t
2 2
@, () + L (@, Lds < CleWPegrary  (66)

where C is a constant. By virtue of (59) and (66) we deduce
that

®, — 0 in C([0,T];L*(Q)) nL*(0,T; Hy (Q))

(67)
as A — 0.

As in (21)-(23), we have from (58), (66), and (67) that

®,; — 0 strongly in L’ (0, T;H' (Q)) as A — 0.
(68)
Therefore (67) and (68) mean
®) — 0 strongly in 77 (0,T) as A — 0. (69)

Whence from Lemma 1

z, () — z(-) strongly in §(0,T) asA — 0. (70)

This completes the proof. O

Theorem 7 means that the cost J(v) is Gateaux differen-
tiable at u in the direction v — u and the optimality condition
(31) is rewritten by

(Cy ) = Y4 € (Dy (u) (v = ) + (Ruy v — )y,
= {C A (Cy () = Ya), Dy ) (v =) 501y 50

+ (Ru,v—u)gy 20, VYveU,

(71)

where A ,; is the canonical isomorphism M onto M’ and Y;; €
M is a desired value.

3.3. Necessary Condition of Optimal Control. In this section
we will characterize the optimal controls by giving necessary
condition (71) for optimality for the following physically
meaningful observations.

(1) We take M = L*(Q) and C, € £(8(0,T),M) and
observe

zW)=Cy(v) =y e *(Q). (72)

(2) We take M = L*(Q) and C, € Z(8(0,T), M) and
observe

z()=Cy(=(1-3)y(w)=m) e *(Q). (73)

Since y € &8(0,7) < C([0, T];HS(Q)) by Theorem 3, the
above observations are meaningful.

Due to Lions [10], we construct the necessary condition
of optimal control via appropriate adjoint equation. In order
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to follow the idea we need to introduce and analyze the
following adjoint equation for distributive observations:

- P, = VP - 2wp, (u) - 2(m (u) p (u))

X

+(1-22) (29, (W) p W) + m,, () p (w)

= (1-92) (y ) p (), = PPrex (1)
=C'AM(Cyw)-Yy) inQ 74)
p(w;0,t) = p(u;1,t) = p, (150, 1)

=pcwl,t)=0, te[0,T],
P(x,T)=0in Q,
where C = C, or C,, P = p(u) — p,.(u), and m(u) =
y(u) = v, (u). In order to show the well-posedness of (74),

we introduce the solution Hilbert space W(Hg(Q),LZ(Q))
defined by

W (H; (Q), L (Q))

2y |y el?(0,T:Hy (), v' € L2 (0, T; L2 ()}
(75)

equipped with the norm

2 1/2
LZ(O,T;LZ(Q))) ’
(76)

"w"W(Hg(Q),Lz(Q)) = (“‘/’"iz(omHg(m) + "‘/’I

We remark that W(Hg (Q), L*(Q)) is continuously embedded
in C([0, T]; Hé (Q)) (cf. Dautray and Lions [16, page 555]).

In the following proposition we show the well-posedness
of (74).

Proposition 8. Assume that C*A ,,(Cy(u) — Y,;) € L3(0, T;
H*(Q)); then by reversing the direction of timet — T —t,
(74) admits a unique solution p(u) satisfying

(i) p () € W (H; (Q), 1 (),
(if) (pr () = VP (W) = y (1) p, (W) + y, (W) p (), @),
- wp, (u) =m, () p (1), $),
+ (2m (u) p () + Ypry (1) $y),
=(9:¢) 5 V¢ H (Q)
in the sense of @' (0,T),

(ii)) P (x,0) =0 in Q,

(77)
where g = C*A \(Cy(u) - Y,) and © = ¢ — ¢,

The proof of Proposition 8 is given in the Appendix.
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Remark 9. As we will see, there are some merits in taking
W(Hg (Q), L*(Q)) as the solution space for adjoint equations.
For the observation (72), even though we can take the adjoint
system in the space §'(0, T') with additional boundary condi-
tions, we can derive the same necessary optimality condition
of optimal controls through the less regular solution p(u) €
W(HS(Q),LZ(Q)). Therefore, W(Hg(Q),LZ(Q)) is preferred
solution space of adjoint equation for the observation (72).
And also, for the observation (73), we need to solve adjoint
equation in W(Hg (Q), L*(Q)) because of the less regular data
condition than that of the observation (72).

3.3.1. Case of the Observation (72). In this subsection we con-
sider the cost functional expressed by

J(v) = J |y (v3x, 1) =Y, (x, t)|2dx dt + (Rv,v)q,
Q (78)

YweWUyCU,

where Y,; € L*(Q) is a desired value. Let u be the optimal
control subject to (27) and (78). Then the optimality condi-
tion (71) is represented by

J (y(wx,t) =Y, (x, 1)) z (x,t) dx dt + (Ru,v —u)y =0,
Q

Yv € %ad’
(79)

where z is the solution of (47).
Now we will formulate the following adjoint system to
describe the optimality condition:

- gjt - v‘@xx - szx (u) - 2(m (u) p (u))

32X

+(I-02) (29, ) p(w))

+m, W) p) - (I-32) (y ) pw)

= VPuxxx (u) =) (M) - Yd in Q, (80)

p(w;0,t) = p(u;1,t) = p, (150, 1)
=p,(w1,t)=0, te[0,T],

P(x,T)=0 inQ,

where P = p(u) - p,..(u) and m(u) = y(u) — v, (u).

Remark 10. Taking into account the observation conditions
yw) =Y, € I(Q) = L0, T;LX(Q)) ¢ (0, T;H(Q)),
we can assert that (80), reversing the direction of time t —
T —t, admits a unique solution p(u) € W(Hg (Q), L*(Q) by
Proposition 8.

Now we proceed the calculations. We multiply both sides
of the weak form of (80) by z(t) and integrate it over [0, T].
Then we have

LT (~ Py~ vProy —20p, () — 2m () p () ,
+(1-02) (20, ) p (), 2)

+ LT (m pw-(T-2)(ywpw), @6
VP W), 2) | dt

T
= J (y (W) - Yy, 2),dt,

0

where & = p(u) — p,.(u). By (47) for z, we can verify by
integration by parts that the left hand side of (81) yields

T
J (pw), ZF, —vZ ., + 2wz, +2z,m (1)
0

2y, (W) Z +m, (W) z+y ) Z, + YZyyy),dt  (82)

T
_ L (p(u), B (v—uw),dt,

where Z = z—z,,.. Therefore, by (81) and (82) we can deduce
that the optimality condition (79) is equivalent to

T
I (p(w),B(v—u)),dt + (Ru,v—u)gy 20, VveUy.
0

(83)

Hence, we give the following theorem.

Theorem 11. The optimal control u for (78) is characterized by
the following system of equations and inequality:

m, (u) — vm,, () + 2wy, (u) + 2y, (u) m (u)
+y (W) m, () + Py (1)
=f+Bu inQ,
yw;0,t) = y(u;1,t) = y, (4;0,1) (84)
=y, W 1,t) =y, (u50,1)
= Yo 31,8) =0, t€[0,T],

m(u;x,0) =my = Yo = Voxr i1 €
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- ‘@t - v‘@xx - prx (u) - 2(m (u) p (u)),x
+(1-32) (2, () p (W) +m (u) p (u)

—(1-32) (y () p (W), — VP ()
=y -Y, inQ (85)
p(w;0,t) = p(u;1,t) = p, (150, 1)

= ps1,0)=0, te[0T],

P(x,T)=0 inQ,

T
[ (0 Byt + Ry 20,
’ (86)
YveU,y,

where m(u) = y(u) — y,,.(u) and P = p(u) — p,,. ().

3.3.2. Case of the Observation (73). We consider the following
momentum’s distributive cost functional expressed by

J(v) = J |m () - Yd|2dx dt + (Rv,v)q, Vve Uy, (87)
Q

where m(v) = y(v) - y,,(v) and Y, € L*(Q). Let u be the
optimal control subject to (27) and (87). Then the optimality
condition (71) is rewritten as

Vv € %ad’
(88)

T
Jo (”” (u) -Yy,, z)zdx dt + (Ru,v —u)g >0,

where Z = z — z,, and z is the solution of (47). As before
we formulate the following adjoint system to describe the
optimality condition:

— Py 9P = 2wp, ()~ 2m () p (),
+(1-32) (2y, @) p W) +m,. () p ()
~(1-32) (y ) p W) , = PP @)
=(1-22)(mw-Y,) inQ (89)
pW;0,t) = p(u;1,t) = p, (u;0,1)
=p,(w1,t)=0, tel0,T],
P(x,T)=0 inQ,
where 2 = p(u) - p,. (1) and m(u) = y(u) -y, (w).

Remark 12. Since the observation conditions m(u) — Y, €
L*(Q) = L*(0, T; L*(€Y)), we know that (I — 32)(m(u) - Y,) €
L2(0, T; H2(Q)). Hence by reversing the direction of time
t — T —t and applying Proposition 8, we deduce that (89)
admits a unique solution p(u) € W(HS(Q), L2(Q).

Abstract and Applied Analysis

As we did before, we multiply both sides of the weak form
of (89) by z(t) and integrate it over [0, T']. Then we have

T
L (-P, = VP = 20p, (u) - 2(m (u) p ()

+(1-07) 2y ) pw).2) ,,dt

T
+ J <mx (u) p(u) - (I - aﬁ) (y W) pw)),,
' (90)
~YPxxx (Ll) ,Z>71’1dt

T
- L (1-22) (m@) - Y,),2)_, dt

T
= L (m(u) - Yy, ),dt,

where & = p(u) — p,,. (W), m(u) = y(u) - y,.(u),and Z =
z — z,.,.. By (47) for z the integration by parts of the left hand
side of (90) yields

T
J (pw), ZF, —vZ o + 20z, +2z,m(u) +2y, W) Z
0

tm, (W) z+y (1) Zy + Y2y ), dt

T
- L (p W), B(v—u)),dt,
(91

where Z = z — z,,.. Therefore, combining (90) and (91), we
can deduce that the optimality condition (88) is equivalent to

T
j (pw), B(v—u)),dt+ (Ru,v—u)y >0, VveU,.
0

(92)

Hence, we give the following theorem.

Theorem 13. The optimal control u for (87) is characterized by
the following system of equations and inequality:

m, (u) — vmy, (1) + 2wy, (u) + 2y, (u) m(u)
+y)m, (U) + Py W) = f+Bu  inQ,

y(w;0,t) = y(u;1,t) = y, (u;0, 1)

(93)
=Vx (u; 1’t) = Vxx (u;0>t)
=y, wl,t)=0, te[0,T],
m U x,0) =my = Yo — Yo inQ
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- P, —vP,. = 2wp, (u) - 2(m (u) p (u))

»X

+(1-32) (2, () p (W) +m (u) p (u)

= (1=0)) (v ) P (0) = YPrsx @)
=(1-22)(mw-v,) inQ (94)

P (u;0,t) = p(u;1,t) = p, (50, 1)
=p,(w1,t)=0, tel[0,T],
P(x,T)=0 inQ,

T
J (pw),B(v—u)),dt + (Ru,v—u)y 20, VveU,,
0
(95)

where m(u) = y(u) — v, (1) and P = p(u) - p,..(u).

3.4. Local Uniqueness of an Optimal Control. We note that the
uniqueness of an optimal control in nonlinear problem is not
assured. However, referring to the result in [15], we can show
the local uniqueness of the optimal control for our problem.
In order to show the uniqueness of optimal control by using
strict convexity of quadratic cost (cf. [18]) we consider the
following proposition.

Proposition 14. The map v — y(v) of % into $(0,T) is sec-
ond order Gateaux differentiable at v = u and such the second
order Gdteaux derivative of y(v) at v = u in the direction
v—u €U say g =D*y(u)(v—u,v—u), is a unique solution
of the following problem:

G, —v8,  +2wg, +yum) G, +2y, (u)G +2g,m

+gm,+4z, Z +2z2Z  + Y9G, =0 inQ,
900 =910 =g, (0.) = g, (1L = g O.1)  (96)
=g (LH)=0, te[0,T],
G(x,0)=0 inQ,

where & = g—g,..., & = z — 2, and z is the solution of (47).
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 7. O

Lemma 15. Let g be the solution of (96). Then we can show
that

I9ll 0,17 =< Cllv - ully (97)
where C > 0 is a constant.

Proof. Let z be the solution of (47). Then, using the same
arguments as in (5), we can deduce that

1Z 50,1y < GIB (v = )l 20,22 (0))

< qlBl gz orzpmlly — vy (98)

< qllv—ully,

1

where Z = z - z,, and ¢, ¢; are constants which does not
depend on g. And also for the solution g of (96), we can show
that

lg ||<~9(0,T) <of-42,% - 2:Z x"L2(0>T;L2(Q))
< & (|2l pory + 12lio@) 12 20,010

(99)
< gzl sonlZ Ny o

2
< Gl Z N0,

where ¢,, ..., c; are constants. Combining (98) with (99), we
have (97). O

We prove the local uniqueness of the optimal control.

Theorem 16. When T is small enough, then there is a unique
optimal control for the problem (29) for observations (72) and
(73).

Proof. We prove the case (73). Then the same result will be
followed for the case (72). ]

We show the local uniqueness by proving the strict con-
vexity of the map v € %,q4 — J(v). Therefore as in [18], we
need to show forallu,v € %4 (u+v)

D Jwu+&W-u)(v-—uv-u)>0

(0<&<1). (100)

For simplicity, we denote y(u + &E(v — u)), z(u + E(v — u)),
and g(u + §(v — u)) by y(&), z(£), and g(&), respectively.
We calculate

D] (u+&(v-u)(v-u)

_ 5 Ju+@E+D)(v-uw)-Jw+§(v-u)
= lim

I—-0 l

. (101)
2 L (m @) - Y, Z(©),ds

+2Rw+E(W—uw),v—u)y,

where m(&) = y(§) — y (&) and Z (&) = 2(8) - z,,,(). From
(101) we obtain the second order Gateaux derivative of J as

follows:
Dz](u+£(v—u))(v—u,v—u)
= lim (D] (u+ (+K) (v =) (v - )

~DJ (u+EW-u) (v—u) xk ")

T T 5
=2 L (m (&) - Yy, G (§)),ds +2 L |Z (©)]5ds (102)

+2(R(v—u),v—u)y
T
) L (1-2)(m® -Y).g®)_, ds
T
+ 2J |Z (&)5ds + 2(R(v—u),v - u)g,
0

where Z(§) = g(&) - g,.(§).
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By Lemma 15 and (102) we deduce that

D2](u+€(v—u))(v—u,v—u)

> -2|g (f)“Lw(o,T;Hg(Q))
T
x J [(1-32) (m ® = Yoy s

T
+2 L | (©)|3ds + 2d|lv — ull},

(103)
2 =26 ﬁ”ﬂ (5)"5(01)“”7 & - Yd“U(o,T;U(o))

T
+2 L | (©)]2ds + 2d|lv - ull},
2 2(d = o VT|m @) = Yal o riap) IV = ully
T 2
2 L % ©)|ds,

where ¢, and ¢, are constants. Here we can take T > 0
small enough so that the right hand side of (103) is strictly
greater than 0. Therefore we obtain the strict convexity of the
quadratic cost J(v), v € % .4, which prove this theorem.

Remark 17. If we assume d is large enough then we can obtain
the strict convexity of the quadratic cost (29) in global sense.
Therefore we can obtain the desired result of Theorem 16 in
global sense for the cost (29).

4. Conclusions

In conclusion, in this paper we considered the optimal dis-
tributed control for the viscous Dullin-Gottwald-Holm equa-
tion due to Lions [10]. In order to apply the variational
approach due to Lions [10] to our problem, we proposed the
quadratic cost functional as studied in Lions [10] which is to
be minimized within an admissible set of control variables.
We showed the existence of optimal controls which min-
imizes the quadratic cost functional. Then, we established
the necessary conditions of optimality of the optimal control
for some physically meaningful observation cases employing
the associate adjoint systems. For this we successfully proved
the Géteaux differentiability of the nonlinear solution map-
ping which is used to define the associate adjoint systems.
Moreover, by proving strict convexity of the quadratic cost
with respect to the control variable, we discussed the local
uniqueness of optimal control.

Appendix

Proof of Proposition 8. For simplicity we omit u in (74) and
put C*A ,(Cy(u) - Y,) = f.By reversing timet — T —t,
(74) is transformed as
Py = 9P e = 20p, = 2(mp) , + (1= 07) (20,p)
+mxp_(1_a;25) (yp),x_ypxxx :f in Q,
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p(0,t) = p(1,t) = p, (0,1)
=p.(1,t)=0, te[0,T],
P(x,00=0 in Q.
(A1)

We apply the Galerkin procedure as in Dautray and Lions
[16]. Let {w,},° be abasis ong(Q). For eachn € N we define
an approximate solution of (A.1) by p,(t) = Z;':l gjn(t)wj
which satisfies

<9’n,t>wj>_2,2 + ”<g§n,x’wﬁx>_1,1
- (20pu0w;), + (2mpy ;)
+ (29200 (- 07) w;), + (mepw)), A2
= (9P + PP (1= 32 w)),
= (Vouswowj), = (fw;) ,, 1<j<n,
P,(,0)=0 inQ,

where #, = p, — p, ... We multiply both sides of (A.2) by
9j»(t) and sum over j to have

(P> Pu) g + VP> Pus) 11 + 1Py P,
+ (2P Pn = Prx)y + (MPro Pa),
= (VxPu + YPux> Pn— Puxx),
= (Vx> Pu)y = (s Pu) 2

(A3)

We note here that

(20P s Pu)y = (VP Pu)y =0 ae.in [0,T]. (A4)
Hence we can rewrite (A.3) as follows:

1d
2dt

= _(zmpn’ pn,x)z - (2)’wa Pn— pn,xx)z - (mew pn)z
+ (yxpn + VPnx> Pn — pn,xx)z + <f’ pn) .

(12ala + 12uxl2) + ¥ (|Pacls + | Pl

(A5)
By employing Schwartzs, Young’s inequality and Sobolev

imbedding theorem, we can estimate the right hand side of
(A.5) as follows:

|(2mpn’ pn,x)2| < 2”m"L°°(Q)|pn|2|pn,x|2
< Go|m|, (|pn|§ + |Pn,x|;);
|(2yxpn’pn)2| < Cl|pn|§;

|25 L> Pre)s| < Gl Puba| Pl < € (€) [Pl + €l praelss
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(112> )| < 12ull ooy M|l < cal Pl | Pl

< cilm, (|paly + [Pasls)
|7 £a)al < 65l
| P P )| < 6l Pulal ey < & © [Pl + €| el
|Prer )] < | PrclalPuls < 5 (IPrcla + |2ul5)
| Pre)s] < 1 Pnclal Prssls < €10 ©) [Pl + €l Pl
[Cf 2| < 1l Pall 2 oy

s (e) “f”il’z(ﬂ) + €|pn,xxl§’

(A.6)

where ¢y, ..., ¢, are constants. We put € = /8 and replace
the right hand side of (A.5) by those right members of (A.6)
to obtain

d

E (lpn|§ + |Pn,x|§) + (|pn,x|§ + |pn,xx|§) (A7)
2 2 2

< &y (14 |mely) (2uls + [Pals) + sl iz

where ¢, and ¢; are constants. Integrating (A.7) over [0, ¢]
and applying the Gronwall’s inequality to it, we have

t
192 OF + 0 OF + [ (el + sl ds

. (A.8)
2
< ¢35 €Xp (CIZ L (1+ |mx|2)dt> ”f"Lz(O,T;H’Z(Q))‘
Thus we know that
P € a bounded subset of
(A.9)

L% (0,T; Hy (©)) n L? (0, T; Hy ().
Hence by replacing p by p,, in (A.1) and dividing (I - 2), we
obtain the following equality:
Put = VPuyx 2(4)(1 - a)zc)_lpn,x + 2<I - ayzc)_l(mpn),x
-1
- zyxpn - (I - aazc) (mxpn)
-1
+ (ypn),x + V(I - a:zc) Puxxx
+(1-32) e’ (0.1: 12 (@)
(A.10)

which implies via (A.9) that

Pns € a bounded subset of L’ (0, T; L? (Q)). (A1)

Therefore we have the boundedness of {p,} in W(Hg(Q),
L*(Q)). Hence by standard manipulations of Dautray and
Lions [16], we can know that there exists a unique limit p
of {p,} in W(HZ(Q), L*(Q)) which is the unique solution of
(A.1). This proves the well-posedness of (74). O
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