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Abstract

In this article, the robust Stackelberg controllability (RSC) problem is studied for a non-
linear fourth-order parabolic equation, namely the Kuramoto—Sivashinsky equation.
When three external sources are acting into the system, the RSC problem consists
essentially in combining two subproblems: the first one is a saddle point problem
among two sources. Such sources are called the “follower control” and its associated
“disturbance signal.” This procedure corresponds to a robust control problem. The
second one is a hierarchic control problem (Stackelberg strategy), which involves the
third force, so-called leader control. The RSC problem establishes a simultaneous
game for these forces in the sense that the leader control has as objective to verify a
controllability property, while the follower control and perturbation solve a robust con-
trol problem. In this paper, the leader control obeys to the exact controllability to the
trajectories. Additionally, iterative algorithms to approximate the robust control prob-
lem as well as the robust Stackelberg strategy for the nonlinear Kuramoto—Sivashinsky
equation are developed and implemented.

Keywords Stackelberg strategy - Robust control - controllability - Finite element
method - Adams—Bashforth method - Kuramoto—Sivashinsky equation

1 Main problems: Robust Stackelberg controllability

The Stackelberg strategy is a concept from game theory which appears with the pub-
lication by Heinrich Von Stackelberg in 1934 “Market structure and equilibrium.” It
is a non-cooperative competition game with applications to economic processes that
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involves two-player with a hierarchic structure, namely the first player (called the
leader) enforces its strategy on the other player, and then the second player (called the
follower) reacts trying to win or optimize the answer to the leader movement, see [37,
39]. The previous sentences correspond to a general notion on a Stackelberg strategy,
which is applied in the context of hierarchic control for some models described by
partial differential equations (PDEs).

On the other hand, the robustness in a control system is the sensitivity to the effects
that are not considered in the analysis and design such as disturbance signals and noise
measurements. In other words, a system is said to be robust when it is hardy, durable
and resilient, and also stable over the range of parameter variations. In this sense,
one could think in the worst-case disturbance of the system and design a controller
which is suited to handle even this extreme situation. Thus, the problem of finding
a robust control involves the problem of finding the worst-case disturbance in the
spirit of a non-cooperative game (when there is no cooperation between the controller
and disturbance function) that means from a mathematical point of view to reach a
saddle point for the pair disturbance controller. In the literature, there are many works
concerning robust control problems, see, for instance, the books [10, 12, 14, 18] and
its references therein for a complete description on this subject.

From a theoretical perspective, recent works have mixed the concept of robust
control with a Stackelberg strategy and applied it to semilinear and linear heat equations
[20, 21], and to the Navier—Stokes system [32]. This new idea in control theory is
abridged and called “Robust Stackelberg controllability” (RSC), see Problem 3. In
the case of a semilinear heat equation [21], the RSC problem used external forces
acting into the system, where the leader control has as constrain the controllability to
trajectories. On the other hand, [20] solves a RSC problem for the linear heat equation
by considering that the either the leader or follower control acts on a small part of
the boundary. In [20], the leader control satisfies the null controllability property. In
the RSC problem for the Navier—Stokes system [32], all controls are external forces
acting on the systems, the leader control has a local null controllability objective, while
the perturbation and the follower control solve a robust control problem. However,
these three works have three things in common: (1) they deal with systems whose
main operator is a second-order operator (Laplace operator, Stokes operator), (2)
independent of the configuration or localization of forces (either interior or bounded),
the property of the exact controllability to the trajectories for the leader control remains
open for nonlinear systems, and (3) as it can see, they do not present any numerical
framework.

In what follows, we describe the main contributions of this work.

1. We solve the robust internal control problem for the nonlinear KS equation posed
on a bounded domain. Our approach use central ideas from robust boundary control
problem for the same equation [22]. To do that, several points related to regularity
of solutions and to the existence of a saddle point are modified and adapted.

In the numerical context, to our knowledge, this paper contains the first numerical
description concerning the robustness process for the KS equation. Due to the high
order in space (i.e., fourth-order derivates), an appropriate change of variable will
be used to implement low-order finite elements, more precisely P;-type Lagrange
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elements; meanwhile, a 0-scheme/Adams—Bashforth method is created for the
time discretization. Thus, our method does not require a higher-order approach to
the KS equation. Although this paper does not present an exhaustive numerical
analysis of our method, since it is far way of the main goals, several configurations
to the time—space discretization display good results for the error (among the
exact and numeric solution) in the L%-norm and L*-norm. Besides, from the
algorithms presented in [6, 38] for the Navier—Stokes system, we propose new
iterative schemes of constructing the ascent and descent directions, and whose
basis is the preconditioned nonlinear gradient conjugate method.

2. Once we have obtained the robust pair, the robust Stackelberg controllability (RSC)
problem for the KS equation is studied. The second theoretical contribution of our
article is that, as far as we know, we use for the first time the exact control-
lability to the trajectories for the leader control subject to a nonlinear system.
The main novelties are new Carleman inequalities and its relationship with the
robustness parameters. Additionally, since the leader control obeys to the exact
controllability to the trajectories and its formulation includes a coupled system
of fourth-order equations, new algorithms based in regularization techniques are
introduced and implemented. Finally, we want to highlight the sensitivity in the
robustness parameters, the initial data, and also on different subdomains for obtain-
ing good results. Indeed, numerical experiments show that non-cooperative relation
among the leader control and follower might be removed in some sense.

1.1 Main problems

In an abstract setting, the main problems to treat can be formulated as follows: let
(X, (-, -)) be an Hilbert space and let (A, D(A)) be an unbounded operator in X such
that — A generates an analytic semigroup in X. Let (U, [, -]) be another Hilbert space,
and for i = 1,2, let B; be bounded operators from U into D(A*)". Moreover, let
be a nonempty bounded connected open subset of R? of class C*°, d € N, and let w
be a (small) nonempty open subset of 2. Let T > 0 be given. We use the notation
0=2x(0,7T), 2:=02x(0,T).
Let us consider the non-homogeneous evolution problem

{M;+AM+NM=h1w+Blv+BQw in Qa (1 1)

u(-,0) =uo(") in Q,

where A is associated with the nonlinear part, and the functions /4, v, ¥ belong to
appropriate spaces. Here, 1,, is the characteristic function of the set w. In (1.1), the
interior forcing has been decomposed into a function v, called disturbance signal,
and two functions, & and v. In our framework, 7 = h(x, t) will be called the “leader
control”’; meanwhile, v = v(x, #) will be called the “follower control.” To be precise,
the interaction between such functions and the problems that arise from them as well
as the operators By, By will be defined below for every problem. In this abstract
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framework, the cost functional is given by

1
Jr(v, ¥ h) =3 /f lu — ug|*dxdr

Oyx(0,T)

T T
1
+5(¢{/nBumidr—VZ/WMbwﬂ%m>, (12)
0 0

where X, Y are suitable Sobolev spaces, Oy is a nonempty open subset of 2, uy is
a given function and ¢, y are positive constants. The parameter £ can be interpreted
as a measure of the “cost” of the control to the engineer. Thus, when £ — o0,
it corresponds to the “expensive” control and results in v — 0 in the minimization
with respect to v for the present problem. On the other hand, reduced values of ¢,
corresponding to cheap control, reduce the increase in the cost functional upon the
application of a control v. Similarly, the parameter y can be interpreted as a measure
of the price of the disturbance. The limit as y — oo results in ¥y — 0 in the
maximization with respect to v, and reduced values of y decrease the cost functional
upon the application of a disturbance .

Problem 1 Robust control. In (1.1), h = 0 and By, B> are mapping from LZ(Q)_into
itself. The robust internal control problem consists in finding a unique pair (v, V) €
L2(Q)? such that

B @, 0) < J, (@, ¥ 0) < J(v, %3 0), Vv, ¥) € L2(0)?, (1.3)

subject to the system (1.1).

Before mentioning the other two problems that we deal in this paper, let u be a solution
of the homogeneous equation:

{ﬁ,+Aﬁ+Nﬁ:0 in 0, 0

(-, 0) = in Q.

Problem 2 Stackelberg strategy. In (1.1), B, = 0 and By = 1o, where O is a
small open subset of Q2 with O N w = @. The hierarchic control problem con-
sists in finding a leader control h € L*(0, T; L*>(w)) and a unique follower control
ve L%0,T; L2(0)) minimizing (1.2), and an associated solution u to (1.1) verifying
u(-,T) =u(-, T) in 2, where u is solution of (1.4).

Problem 3 Robust Stackelberg controllability. For every fixed leader control h, solve
the saddle point problem for the system (1.1), that is, to find the best control v in the
presence of the disturbance v which maximally spoils the follower control for the
system (1.1). Once the saddle point has been identified for each leader control h, we
deal with the problem of finding the control function h satisfying constraints of exact
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controllability to the trajectories. More precisely, we look for a control function
h e L*0,T; L*(w)), subject to the restriction u(-,T) =u(-,T) in Q. (1.5)

Remark 1 Note that Problem 2 is a particular case of Problem 3 by considering ¢ = 0
in (1.2). Thus, a Stackelberg strategy is a direct consequence of the robust Stackelberg
controllability, and therefore, in this article we will only treat Problem 1 and Problem 3.

1.2 Main results

A particular case of (1.1) corresponds to the Kuramoto—Sivashinsky (KS) equation;
it is a fourth-order parabolic equation that serves as a model for phase turbulence in
reaction—diffusion systems [24, 25] and also for modeling the diffusive instabilities
in a laminar flame [29, 33, 36, 41]. This equation obeys to a one-dimensional model,
which for our propose is given by

U + Uyxxxx + Uxx +utty = hly +vlp +¢ in(0,1) x (0,7) =: Q,
u,t) =u(l,t) =uy(0,1) =u,(l,t) =0 on (0,7), (1.6)
u(-,0) =uo(-) in (0, 1),

where @ and O are nonempty open subsets of (0, 1) such that o N O = ¢.

From a physical point of view, the term u, is responsible for an instability at large
scales; the dissipative term uy .y provides damping at small scales; and the nonlinear
term uu, (which has the same form as the one in the Burgers equation) stabilizes by
transferring energy between large and small scales. As mentioned, the terms on the
right-hand side of (1.6) are representing the leader control, the follower control, and
the disturbance signal, respectively.

To our knowledge, there are no results on robust internal control problem for the KS
system (1.6). Thus, our paper fills this gap by using the functional (1.2) with B; = 1o
into L2((0, 1)) and B, = I onto L2((0, 1)). More precisely, the Problem 1 is proved
throughout the functional

1
JrQ, s ) = 5 // lu — ug|*dxdt

Ogx(0,T)
1 2 2 2 2
+§ b4 [v|“dxdt — y [ |“dxdz |, (1.7)
Ox(0,T) o

where ug € L*(0, T; L*(Oy)).

In the context of the robust control, the works [22, 23] prove robust boundary control
problems for the KS equation. In these articles, the cost functional is clearly different
to the presented for us in (1.2). On the other hand, the techniques of spatially dependent
scaling and static output feedback control are used in [27, 34] for obtaining a robust
controller design and an optimal sensor placement for the KS equation, respectively.
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Our first main result concerns the robust internal control problem for the KS equa-
tion. In order to do that, we introduce the following admissible space for the control
and perturbation

R
Vad = {v € L*(0, T; L*(O)) | Il 200,72 12(0y) < Z} ,

R
Oad = {w € L*(O) | 1Vl 12y < Z}’

where R > 0 is the constant given in Lemma 9 (that is, § = R in Lemma 9).

Theorem 1 Let R > 0 be the constant given in Lemma 9. Let ug € HOZ((), 1) and
h € L*(0, T; L*(w)) be fixed such that

R

”uO”Hg(()J) + ||h||L2(0,T;L2(w)) =< E

Then, for y and (€ sufficiently large, there exists a unique saddle point (v,V) €

Vaad X Saq and u = u(h, ¥, v) solution of (1.6) such that
ST h) < LW, s h) < L, s h), Y0, %) € Vad X Oad.
As mentioned, the second problem we aim to solve is to find the minimal norm

control satisfying a controllability to trajectories constrain. More precisely, let us fix
a uncontrolled trajectory of system (1.6), namely a sufficiently regular solution to

Up + Uyyxx + Uyyx + ULy = 0 in Qv
u(0,1) =u(l,1) =ux(0,1) =ux(l,1) =0 on (0, 7), (1.8)
(-, 0) = o in (0, 1).

Thus, according to Problem 3, we look for a control he L2(0, T; Lz(a))) satisfying
(1.5).

In the case where v = ¥ = 0, system (1.6) is controllable to trajectories [8].
Recently, for the case where the disturbance disappears, that is, in (1.7) ¢ = 0, it is
possible to deduce that the system (1.6) satisfies a Stackelberg strategy to trajectories
[7]. In contrast with [7], this paper shows a different role among the forces 4, v and
in system (1.6), and therefore, other optimization problems are carried out. In other
works, this paper can be seen as an alternative development based in other Carleman
estimates for solving Problem 2. Actually, in our framework, the theoretical solution to
Problem 2 is a consequence of the simultaneous robust control and hierarchic control,
see Theorem 2.

In order to present our second main result, let us define

Z:=C([0, T]; H3(0, ) N L*(0, T; H*(0, 1)) N L0, T; Wh>(0, 1)). (1.9)
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Theorem 2 Assume that u € Z is the solution of (1.4) and w N Oy # (. Then,
for every T > 0 and O C (0, 1) open subset such that O N w = (), there exist
10, Lo, 6 > 0 and a positive function p = p(t) blowing up t = T such that, for any
Y =0, £ > £o, ug € L*(0, 1) and ug € L*(0, T; L*(Oy)) satisfying

luo — uollL2¢0,1y + // P> (DI — ug|*dxdr <8, (1.10)
Oyx(0,T)

there exist a leader control h € L*(0, T: L*(w)) and a unique saddle point (v, ) €
L%(0, T; L*(©)) x L*(Q) for the functional given by (1.7), and an associated solution
u to (1.6) verifying u(-, T) = u(-, T) in (0, 1).

It is worth mentioning again that the theoretical results known up to now on robust
Stackelberg controllability (Problem 3) are [20, 21, 32], and there is no evidence on
both numerical algorithms and a controllability to trajectories constrain for the leader
control for nonlinear systems. Therefore, this paper we pretend to show theoretical
results and carry out numerical schemes jointly with its implementation to Problems 1,
3 for the KS equation (1.6).

The rest of the paper is divided as follows: Sect. 2 contains all theoretical and
numerical answers to the robust control problem (see Problem 1) for the system (1.6).
First, we present the existence, uniqueness, and characterization of the robust control
throughout optimal control tools. Afterward, a discrete scheme for the KS equation
(1.6) as well as the procedure to the robust internal control problem is presented.
We devote Sect. 3 to prove the robust Stackelberg strategy for the KS equation, see
Theorem 2. That means, we prove the exact controllability to the trajectories for the
coupled KS system that arises as characterization of the robust control problem. In the
theoretical framework, the main tools will be new Carleman estimates and fixed point
arguments for coupled fourth-order parabolic systems. Meanwhile, the implemented
numerical scheme in the previous section will be adapted and complemented for
coupled and discretized KS equations.

2 The robust control problem

The main objective in robust interior control is to determine the best control function
v belonging to L2(0, T; L*>(O)) in the presence of the disturbance € L?(Q) which
maximally spoils the control. In this section, we prove the existence, uniqueness and
characterization of a solution to the robust internal control problem established in
Problem 1 and Theorem 1. In what follows, we assume that the leader 4 has made a
choice, so we keep it fixed along this section.

2.1 Existence of the saddle point

This section is devoted to solve the minimization problem concerning the robust control
problem. First, we prove the existence of a saddle point for the functional defined in
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(1.7). The proof of existence of a saddle point (¥, ¥) (Problem 1) is based on the
following proposition. Its proof can be found in [15].

Proposition 1 Let J be a functional defined on X x ) , where X C X and) C Y
are nonempty, closed bounded convex sets, and X and Y are reflexive Banach spaces.
If J satisfies

(a) Yv e X, Y —— J (v, V) is concave and upper semi-continuous.

®) VY € Y, vi— J(v, ) is convex and lower semi-continuous.

Then, the functional J possesses at least one saddle point (v, ) on X x Y and

J(@0, ) = mm sup J (v, ¥) = max mf J(v, ). 2.1
vek yey yeYu

Moreover, if J is strictly concave with respect to  and strictly convex with respect to
v, (v, ¥) is unique.

In order to guarantee the existence of the saddle point (v, 1), we prove the following
lemma.

Lemma1 Let R > 0 be the constant given in Lemma 9. Let ug € Hg(O, 1) and
h e LZ(O, T; Lz(a))) be fixed such that

l\3|’Jt:1

||’/‘O||H2(0 1 + ||h||L2(0 T;L%(w))

Then, there exist positive constants yy and £y such that for any y > yo and £ > Lo we
have

(@) Yv € Vg, ¥ +— J-(v, ¥) is concave and upper semicontinuous.
(b) Y¢¥ € S44, v+— J-(v, V) is convex and lower semicontinuous.

Proof First, since the norm is continuous, we only need to check the continuity
of the first term in J, with respect to v, w To do this, let ! = u' (v}, ¥') €
C([0,T1; H3(0, 1)) N L2(0, T; H*(0, 1)), i = 1,2 be the solutions of equation
(1.6) associated with the Correspondlng external sources in L2(Q) (see Lemma 9
and Remark 9). Let su = u' — u?, v = v! —v? and 8¢ = ¢! — 2. Using (1.6), it
is easy to verify that du satisfies the following system

(Su); + (St)xxxx + (Stt)x +u' (Su)x +u2(Su) = Sv+ 8y in(0,1) x (0,T) =: Q,
Gu)(0,1) = Gu)(1,1) = Bu)x(0,1) = Gu)x(1,1) =0 on (0, T),
u)(-,0) =0 in (0, 1).

2.2)

Since u', u% € L*°(Q), Lemmas 7 and 9 allow us to guarantee the existence of a

positive constant C that depends only on Q and R such that
2 2 2
1841220 7 1120,1 = € (1801320, + 16¥ 1))
This completes the proof of the continuity of J, with respect to (v, V).
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(a) Since the norm is lower semicontinuous, the map ¥ —— J,(v, ¥) is upper semi-
continuous. In order to prove the concavity, it is enough to show that

g(p) = Jr(v, ¥ + py)

is concave with respect to p near p = 0, that is, g”(0) < 0. Let u’ = u/(0, ¢') =
g—; -, Then, u’ is the solution of

up b U +unl + Fuu’ = in Q,
W' 0,0) =u'(1,1) =u/(0,1) =u'(1,1) =0 on (0, 7), (2.3)
W(-,0)=0 in (0, 1).

By computing, we have

DJ,
Dy

T
¢ ) =270y 1 py) = f W = g, 1) 20,
0

T
—y? /(lﬂ + oy ) 20,141 (24
0

Similarly, let 1;/ € L?(Q) be another disturbance direction, and consider u” =

g—;“z Y l/ﬁ\/ , which solves the following system:
W +ul Al ud +uu” = —wlw! —w'w? in Q,
u"0,t) =u"(1,1) =u}(0,1) =ul{(1,t) =0 on (0, T), (2.5)
u”(-,0) =0 in (0, 1),

where w! = u’' = g—f; cy and w? = = ID)—; . ¢ are solutions of (2.3). By
taking 17/7 = ¢ and thus w! = w?, we really have on the right-hand side of the
equation (2.5) the term —2u'u/,..

On the other hand, from (2.4) we get

g (p) = // (u — ug)u” dxdr + // |u’|2dxdt—y2//|1ﬂ’|2dxdt.
0

Ogx(0,T) Ogx(0,T)
(2.6)

Now, we will see that for y sufficiently large, the last term in the above iden-
tity dominates in the expression (2.6), and therefore, g”(0) < 0, for (v, ¥) €
Vaa X ©a4q. We begin by estimating the second term. Thanks to the assumptions
that u € Z (see (1.9) and Lemma 9), Lemmas 7 and 9 can be applied to the
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linearized system (2.3). Thus, for any ' € ©g44, there exists a unique solution
u' € C(0,T]; L3, 1)) N L0, T; H(0, 1)) = W (0, T) to (2.3) such that

// lu'|>dxdr < C; //|1p’|2dxdt, 2.7)
0

Oyx(0,T)

where C| is a positive constant that depends only on Q and R.

To estimate the first term, we need an upper bound for u”. Using the fact that
u' € W(0, T), it follows that [u'|> € L'(0, T; W%1(0, 1)). Then, we have that
(Ju’|?)x belongs to L'(0, T; W=1-1). Applying Lemma 6 with y = v,y = u

and f = (lu'|?),, the linearized system (2.5) has a unique solution u” &
C([0,T]; H~2(0, 1)) N L%(0, T; L*(0, 1)). In addition, from Definition 1 we
obtain

/ (M - Md)u// dxdt = <—2M/M;, w)Ll(O,T;W_lvl),Loo(O,T;WI*OO(O,I))’ (28)
Q

where w € Z is the solution of (A.4).
Thus, applying Lemma 7 to w and from the compact injection HOZ(O, 1) —
W12°(0, 1) , there exists a positive constant C, that only depend on Q such that

/ (M — Md)u// dxdt S C2 (||M||L2(Q) + ||Md||L2(Q)) ||M/l/l;||L](0’T;W—l,l(0,1))
0

IA

Cy 5
> (lullz2c0y + Nuallr2)) 11720y (2.9

From inequalities (2.7), (2.9) and Lemma 9, there exists a constant C3 that just
depends on Q, R and [lug||;2(p) such

J[ = v axar < a9 g, (2.10)
Q

Putting together (2.4), (2.7), and (2.10) yields
¢'(0) = (C14 Cs =y ) I 32y VU € Cua, ¥ #0.

Therefore, under the assumption that y? > y02 = C| + C3, we have g"(p) <0
for all p € R. Thus, the function g is concave and the strictly concavity of ¢ ——
Jr (v, ) follows for y large enough.

(b) Under the same scheme of the above proof, in order to show convexity of the map
v —> J.(v, ¥), it is sufficient to prove that

g(p) = Jr(v+ pv', ¥)
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is convex with respect to p near p = 0, that is, g”(0) > 0. Arguing as above, we
obtain

g (p) = // (u — ug)u” dxdt + // |u’|2dxdt+£2/ |v/|?dxds,

0yx(0,T) 0yx(0,T) Ox(0,T)
@.11)
2 o~
where we have denoted 1’ = u’(v/, 0) = g—’é v and u” = gvg -v - v’. Observe

that estimates for u” and u” can be obtained in the same way of Condition a) by
replacing ¥’ by v’ in (2.3) and (2.5). Thus, it follows that

g//(p) > (62 - Cl - C3>||U/”%2(0,T;L2(O))’ Vv/ S Vadv U/ 7& 0.

Therefore, under the assumption that 02> E% := C| + C3 we have g”(p) > 0 for
all p € R. Thus, the function g is convex and the strictly convex of v —— J, (v, ¥)
follows for ¢ large enough.

This complete the proof of Lemma 1. O

Next, we carry out the proof of the main result of this section, i.e., Theorem 1.

Proof 1t is_a direct consequence of Lemma 1 and Proposition 1. Therefqre, there exists
apair (v, ¥) on V4 X 44 and an associated solutionto (1.6) u = u(h, ¥, v) satisfying
(2.1). O

A useful characterization of saddle point, in the case where J, is a differentiable
function, is the following proposition (see [22] and references therein).

Proposition 2 In addition to the hypotheses of Proposition 1, assume

(©) Yv e X, ¥ —> J (v, ¥) is Gateaux differentiable.
(d) Y¥ €Y, vi— J(v, ¥) is Gateaux differentiable.

Then, (0, ¥) € X x Y is a saddle point of J if and only if

(35, 9),v—1)>0, YveX,
v - (2.12)
(#4690 -F) <0, wper.

Observe that Proposition 2 is also applicable to our case, so we have the characteriza-
tion (2.12) for the saddle point in Theorem 1. It will be studied in the next section.

2.2 Characterization of the robust control
In this section, we will identify the gradient of the cost functional J, (see (1.7)) with

respect to the control v and the disturbance r, which turn out to be useful for the
numerical framework for determining the robust control solution, and whose analysis
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is given later on. As proved in the above section, the existence of a saddle point (v, 1)
of the functional J, implies (2.12). As consequence, for the functional J, follows that
forany ¥ € L?(Q) and v € L>(0, T; L*>(0))

DJ,
Dy

Following the arguments by [6, 22], we can deduce

) =0, 2ra gy=o0
(U,W)— ) E(U,W)— .

DJ, _ - . DJ, _ - -
@ V) =’ —2)lp and D—w<v,w>=—y2w—z,

where z is the solution to the problem

—Zt + Zxxxx T Zox — UZx = (M_l/la’)lod in Q,
Z(Ovt)=Z(17t)=ZX(O9I)=ZX(17t)=O on (0’ T)v
z2(wT)=0 in (0, 1).

In summary, the robust internal control problem is characterized by the following
lemma.

Lemma2 Leth € L*(0, T; L?(»)) and ug € HE(0, L) be given. Suppose that (v, )
is the solution to the robust control problem established in Theorem 1. Then,

- 1 _ 1
w:ﬁz and v:—e—zzlo,

where z is the second component of (u, z) solution to the following coupled system

Up 4 Uyxyx + Uyx +uuy =hl, + (_£_21(9 + V_Z)Z in Q,

—Zt + Zxxxx T Zex —UZx = (U —ua)lo, in Q,

u©,1) =u(l,1) =z(0,1) =z(1,1) =0 on (0,T), (2.13)
ux(0,1) =u,(l,1) = z,(0,1) = z,(1,1) =0 on (0, T),

u(-,0) =uo(-), z(.7)=0 in (0, 1).

2.3 Numerical method

Finite element solutions for the KS equation are not common because the primal
variational formulation of fourth-order operators requires finite element basis functions
which are piecewise smooth and globally at least C'-continuous, although the KS
equation has been studied numerically by several schemes such as local discontinuous
Galerkin methods [40], finite elements [2, 11], variable mesh finite difference methods
[30], B-spline finite difference-collocation method [26], the inverse scattering method
[13], ahigher-order finite element approach [4], finite difference [ 1,29, 31, 35], spectral
method [5]. In this paper, a new numeric solution for the KS equation is obtained by
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introducing a 6-scheme/Adams—Bashforth algorithm for the time discretization and
Py -type Lagrange polynomials for the spatial approximation. This setting simplifies the
treatment of the nonlinearity in a semi-implicit form and also decomposes the fourth-
order equation to a coupled system of two second-order equations, which allows to
use C-basis functions instead of C-basis functions.

In this section, we develop a finite element method for the solution of the nonlinear
robust control problem associated with the KS equation (1.6). As mentioned, this
problem is equivalent to find a saddle point for the functional J,., which is characterized
by the coupled system (2.13). In order to obtain better illustrations of our results, we
consider a symmetric domain (—L, L) (L > 0) instead of (0, 1). Let us first consider
the KS equation

Up + Uyxyx + Uy +ulty = f in(—L,L) x (0, T),
u(—L,t) =u(L,t) =uy(—L,t) =uy(L,t) =0 in (0, 7), (2.14)
u(-,0) =up(-) in (=L, L),

By defining a new variable w as w = u,,, the above problem may be considered in a
coupled manner as:

Uyy = W, (2.15)
Ur + Wyx + w4+ uuy = f, (2.16)

and subject to the following initial and boundary conditions:

u(x,0) =up(x), —L=<x=<0L, (2.17)

u(—=L,t) =u(L,t) =uy(—L,t) =uy(L,t) =0, t>0, (2.18)

Uyx(—L,t) =w(—L,t) =wi(t), uy(L,t)=w(L,t)=wa(t), t>0,
(2.19)

where u(, wi and w; are given smooth functions. Thanks to the initial condition (2.17),
the values of all successive partial derivatives of u can be determined at = 0. Thus,
the value of w is also known at r = 0.

To obtain the numerical solution of the problem (2.15)—(2.16) subject to (2.17)—
(2.19), the time domain is split into N7 intervals, ie., 0 < 1] < fp < - -1y, =
T, where the steps are of equal length A¢. Besides, we will use Pi-type finite
elements for the spatial discretization (see for instance [3,Section 6.2]) and a 6-
scheme/Adams—Bashforth (TAB2) for the time advancing. More precisely, by letting
u"(x) = u(x,nAr) and w"(x) = w(x, nAt) for some small Ar. TAB2 approxima-
tions to (2.15)—(2.16) are given by

uhttl et . 3 n 1 n—1 n+1
~ + 0 A(w )+(l—9)A(w)—§N(u)+§N(u y= frH
(2.20)
w't — it =, (2.21)

XX
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where Aw = w,, +w corresponds to the linear part and A/ (u) = uu, is the nonlinear
term. For the spatial discretization, we consider the discrete space

Vi =A{u € C(—L, LD : ulx;x;,;) € P1 forall 0 < j < N}

Xj+l
and its subspace

Voh ={u €V, :u(—L) =u(L) = 0}.

Thus, after integrating by parts, the discrete variational problem of the internal approx-
imation becomes: to find (uZ'H, wZ'H) € Von x Vo, such that

@it uy) + Ao (it uy) — @ew) T dyun)) = Ful, ul T ur), Yy € Vop,

(2.22)
Wt wg) + @, deun) =0, Vuy € Von,

(2.23)
where

3
Fup uy ™" ur) = At — D((w), u1) — @ew), d,u1) + EAI(N(MZ), u)

—%Az(]\/(u’,;“,ul) + Ar(f" ) (2.24)

and (-, -) denotes the inner product of L2((—=L, L)).

First, we test numerically the accuracy of our method for the resolution of the
nonlinear KS equation (2.14) by taking the following function, the expression: (see
Fig. 1)

wx. ) =@+ 1) sinz(Z—g>, X € (=30, 30),

as the solution of (2.14), where the right-hand side term is

2 2
fx,0) = T (=225 + %) (1 + 1) cos(f5
101250

+% (30 4l +1)? sin2<q—;€)> sin2<7;—g).

To see the order of the accuracy between our numerical approximation and the exact
solution given above, we let At decrease from 10~! to 107 for large N = 200, and
let N increase from 25 to 100 for small Az = 107, The results are given in Table 1.
The mathematical study of stability, convergence, and accuracy for the above method
will be developed in a forthcoming paper.

Now, in order to approximate the solution of the robust control problem, Problem 1,
we use as starting point the above discretization schemes as well as the characterization
given by Lemma 2. Secondly, based in the numerical algorithm proposed in [6, 38] for
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M

Fig. 1 Graph of numerical solution for N = 200 (spatial nodes) with temporal ste;
= 100. The numerical approximation by the #/Adams—Bashforth method with 6 =

finite elements

At = 1073 and
7 and P} Lagrange

Table 1 Errors in L and L?

00 _ 2_
norms at 7 = s using the Al N L™-error L~-error
6—scheme/.Adams—Bashforth le—01 200 1.32e—02 5.540—06
method with P{-type Lagrange
polynomials (2.22)—(2.24) for le—02 1.13e—03 3.46e—08
the KS equation (2.14) 1le—03 8.79¢—05 2.71e—10

le—04 5.55e—05 5.66e—11
le—05 5.46e—05 6.58e—11
le—06 5.45e—05 6.70e—11
le—06 25 3.31e—03 1.86e—06
50 8.83e—04 6.58e—08
100 2.19e—04 2.13e—09

the Navier—Stokes equations, we propose a similar algorithm for the KS system. Our
main difference relies in the form of constructing the ascent and descent optimal step
size, and whose basis is inspired by the preconditioned nonlinear gradient conjugate
method exposed in [28]. The algorithm reads as follows.

Remark 2 To find appropriate step size o and 8, we should be able to minimize the

following nonlinear functions:

fit@) = Jy (o*

B =5 (v yh 4 g

Observe that we have that:

Jilo + &) — fir(a)

&

file) = lim

Dy

"k gh).

Jr (W — a2k yky — e DI ok gk gy — g, 0k —

= lim

—ai(v", ), w") and

a D ok, gk, gk

e—0

DJ, DJ,
= < b — o =Lk, gy, b,
Dv

Dv

&

DIk
02 1)

LX2(Q)
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Algorithm 1: Robust control algorithm

Input: Initialize k = 0 and (UO, 1//0) = (0,0) ont € [0, T], where k is the iteration index and
kK, wk) is the numerical approximation of the control and the disturbance during the kth
iteration of the algorithm.

Determine the state «¥ 1 on [0, T] from the KS equation with initial datum u9 and the forcing

k1o, ¥*), where © (L, L).

Determine the adjoint state Z+1 on [0, T] from the adjoint equation based on the state u

3 Determine the local expression of the gradients

—_

K+l

IS}

DIr ek Dl ek
W) and 88 0.

Determine the updated disturbance 1///‘+l using

'S

P+ = gk g ok fw by,

where of € (0, 1) is determined by an iterative procedure described in Remark 2.
Determine the updated control vkl using

wn

DJ,
PRl gk gk 2 ke ky
Dv

where ﬁk € (0, 1) is determined by an iterative procedure described in Remark 2.
Increment index k = k 4 1. Repeat from step 3 until convergence.

a

Since we are able to compute the exact derivate of function fi (), we will find it’s
minimum by finding the root of f; («) using the following algorithm.
An analogous procedure is realized for obtaining g¥.

The criterion for the termination of the algorithm is given by

< tol,

kg

Rk

H D L2(Q) H Dv

which is analogous to the presented in [38].
Figures 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 display numerical results on the robust internal control

problem by considering different parameters £ and y as well as for some functions u.
In all experiments, ol = 1079, the initial datum is u®(x) = s1n2( 30 ) x € (=30, 30).

3 Controllability

In the previous section, the robust control problem was characterized by a coupled
system which needs to be solved. In order to establish a Stackelberg strategy for the
case in which the leader control leads the state to the trajectory in a finite time, we
must find a function & € L%(0, T; L?(w)) such that the corresponding u solution to
(1.6) satisfies u(T) = u(T), with u solution to (1.8). To be precise, to prove the exact
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Algorithm 2: Root finding algorithm

1 (Step 0) choose g = 0, and define:

rg=0,r1 =1

a=0,b=1

ay = ag — (r] — ro) P(f{ (@)
po = —P(f}(«0)) f{ (@)

p1 = —P(fl @) f (@)

where
/RO if £0) > 1

P = if £(0) < 1

For n > 1, repeat the followings steps until

| ()] < tol

(Step 1) If pgp1 < O follows the next steps, define:

—Po —Po
0t P 7@;;)171 €(0.2,0.8)
A=408 7@;;)171 > 0.8
0.2 “potpr < 0.2

and set:
gl =brl+a(l —2)
Xpal = an — (rpg1 _rn)P(f]é(an))
if —poP(f(xp41)) < 0, set:
p1 = —P(f(@0)) fi(@n+1)
b =rn41

otherwise set:

a=Tp+1

{Po = —P(fl @) f{ (@ +1)

2 (Step 2) If pgp1 = 0, set:

Tn1 = 2rp

pPo="ri1

o1 =on — (1 *rn)P(fk,(an))
b=rpy1

controllability to the trajectories, we consider two relevant control systems, namely
the linearized system of (2.13) around u which is

Up + Uyxxx + Uyx +Uuy +uyu = fy +hl, + (_Z7210 + 772)1 in Q,

=2t + Zoax T 2ax — W+ Wz = o+ (U —ug)lo, inQ,
u(0,1) =u(l,t) =z00,1) =z(1,1) =0 on (0, T),
ur(0,8) =ux(1,1) =2:(0,1) = z:(1,1) =0 on (0,7),
u(-,0) =uo(-), z(-,T)=0 in (0, 1).
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0 30

Fig.2 Disturbance signal ¥ (left) and control function v (right) on the spatial domain (—30, 30). 7 = 1s,

N =50,Ar =2 x 1072 and £ = 40, y = 40

Fig.3 Functionug(x,t) = sin? ( % )+ 10~! t(cos(% )+1) (left) and state function u (x, t) (right). T = 1s,

N =50,At =2 x 1072 and £ = 40, y = 40

0.2 /

R 0 10
Py 10

Fig. 4 Disturbance signal ¥ (left) in the interval (—30, 30) and control function v (right) with support in

O =(—10,10).T =55, N =50, At =2 x 10~ 2 and £ = 4, y = 400

and the adjoint system associated with (3.1)

=@t + @Pxxxx T Pxx — UPx :gl"f'@l(’)d in Q,

Or + Oxxxx + Oxx + (U0)y = g2 — £72¢1O + 7/7290 in Q,
00,t) =¢(l,t) =000,t) =6(1,t) =0 on (0, T),
@x(0,1) = @x(1,1) = 0x(0,1) =0, (1,1) =0 on (0, T),
(. T) =91 (), 0(,0)=0 in (0, 1).
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Fig. 5 Function ud(x t) = exp(— xz) + smz(” ) (left) and state function u(x, t) (right). T = 5s, N =
50, At =2 x 1072 and ¢ =4,y =400

\\\\\\\\%\\\ =

Fig. 6 Disturbance signal ¥ (left) in the interval (—30, 30) and control v (right) with support in O =
(=10,10). T =15, N =50, At =2 x 1072 and £ = y = 10

l;};"i II /’;
'l'« /] l
l i e i
lll"ll \ - lIIIIIIIIZIIIIIg\§§$ III”II%'\\\\\\\\
/1,, \\\\\§§ \\ "
\

Fig.7 Function uy(x,t) = (— 342+ smz(m‘) (left) and state function u(x, t) (right). T = 1s, N =
50,At=2x10"2and £ =y = 10

where f1, f2, g1, &2 and ug, @7 are in appropriate spaces.
Our strategy is as follows:

(i) Establish first a global Carleman inequality for the system (3.2). Those inequality
allows us to prove a null controllability result for the linearized system (3.1) with
right-hand side satisfying suitable decreasing properties near t = T.

(i1) Afterward, to establish the local exact controllability to the trajectories for the KS
system. Here, fixed point arguments will be used.
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3.1 Carleman inequalities

We first define some weight functions which will be useful in the sequel. Let @ and
wo be nonempty subsets of (0, 1) such that wg CC w N Oy and n € C*([0, 1]) such
that

|Vl > 0in[0, 1]\ @y, 5 > 0in (0,1) and 7(0) = n(1) = 0.

The existence of such a function is proved in [16]. For some positive real number A,
we consider the weight functions:

GTHnllee _ A @lnlloc+n(x) A @lllootn(0))
375 ) = s
(T —1)% (t(T —1))%

a(x,t) =

ar) = 0, E@) = 1), (3.3)
o(r) Xlél[gfﬁl]a(x ) E(V) xrg[gfcl]é(x )
x(t) = mi 1), )= mi ,1).
a(t) xlétﬁlfll]a(x ) (1) xler[l(lflué(x )
Henceforth, the constants ag and m are fixed and satisfy
5
Z§a0<ao+1<mo<2ao, mo < 2+ ap. 3.4

Moreover, we will use the following notation for the weighted energy:
T 1
In(p, u) = //p(s‘ls—1<|u,|2+ Jtxxxx ) dxds + L (p, w),
0 0
T 1
Li(p,u) = / / P32 x| + S0 Juex [P+ 57267 uo P + 572587 u|?)dedr,
0 0

and we also recall the space
Z:=C([0, T]; H3(0, 1)) N L0, T; H*(0, 1)) N L0, T; Wh>(0, 1)).

Our Carleman estimate is given in the following proposition.

Proposition3 Let u € Z and assume that v N Oy # O and that £ and y are large
enough. Then, there exist a constant A such that for any A > A exist two constants
5(4) > 0and C = C(L) > 0 depending only on w such that for any g1, g» € L*(Q)
and any @1 € L2((0, 1)), the solution of (3.1) satisfies
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I (e—2sot—2a0s5?’ 0) + I (€—2xm0a’ )

S C<S15)\,16 // 672s5:72a0x&(’§)29|(p|2dxdt

wx(0,T)
+ S7)\.8 /f e—zAv&—Zaos&(é_.‘)”g] |2dxdt + 57)\.8 // e—2a0s&|g2|2dxdt>’
Q Q
(3.5)

forany s > 5.

Before giving the proof of Proposition 3, we recall some technical results. Let us
introduce the system

Up + Uyyxx + Uy + Uy +Uxu = f in Q,
u,t) =u(l,t) =u,(0,1) =u,(1l,t) =0 on (0,7), 3.6)
u(-,0) = uo(-) in (0, 1),

where f € L2(Q) and & € Z.

Lemma 3 Assume [ € LZ(Q) and w C (0, 1). Then, there exist positive constants
C(w), s1 and Ay such that

Ii(e™% u) < Io(e™*, u)
T 1 T

< C([fe—2”|f|2dxdt+s7x8[/e—2”g7|u|2dxdt), (3.7)
0 0 0 w

for every s > s1, . > A1, and u solution to (3.6) withu € Z.

Remark 3 Carleman inequality of Lemma 3 was proved in [9] with # = 0. However,
thanks to the Carleman weight functions and the fact that u € Z its extension to (3.6)
is direct. Besides, in [9] slightly different weight functions are used to prove Lemma 3.
Nevertheless, the inequality remains valid since the key point of the proof is that o goes
to +00 when ¢ tends to O and 7. In addition, there exists another Carleman estimate
for the system (3.6) (with u = 0) [42]. To our purpose, it is convenient to use [9]
instead of [42].

Remark 4 A direct consequence of the weight functions (3.3) shows thag theA first term
in the right-hand side of (3.7) can be upper bounded by the term [l ~25%+5¢ £ ||i2 )"
Therefore, (3.7) is transformed in

1™, u) < Io(e™*, u)

T 1 T
<C //e‘4sa‘+2sa|f|2dxdt+s7)L8//e_2S°‘$7|u|2dxdt . (3.8)
0 0 0 w
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for every s > 51, A > A1, and u solution to (3.6).

Another result holds from the relation between the weight function @ and &. The
interested reader can see [32] for more details.

Lemma4 For any ¢ > 0, any My, M> € R, there exists Ao > 0 and C =
C(e, M, M) > 0 such that

o < Cle)LMz(é)Ml eS(1+8)5l’ 3.9

for every . > Ag.

Remark 5 Inrelation to Lemma 4, it was proved in [32] for/fg‘\instead of é ; nevertheless,
it is easy to verify that the same arguments hold.

Now, in order to give the proof of Proposition 3, we adapt the structure made by
Montoya and deTeresa in [32]. More precisely, we must first make a Carleman estimate
for 0 with appropriate weight functions. Afterward, another Carleman inequality for
¢ will be established. The weight functions should be such that all terms respect to 6
in the right-hand side can be absorbed by the left-hand side. Finally, to estimate local
terms of 6, we will use the geometric condition Oy N wqy # .

Proof Carleman estimate for 6. Let define 0* := p*6, where p* = p*(1) = ¢~ %05¢
and ag fixed satisfying (3.4). From (3.2), 6* is the solution of the following system

0 + 07 + 05, + @), = p*g2 + p*(—L2plo + ¥ %¢) + p}0 in Q,
0*(0,t) =0*(1,1t) =07(0,t) =67(1,1) =0 on (0, 7),
6*(-,0)=0 in (0, 1).
Now, we decompose 6* as follows:
0* =0 +0, (3.10)

where 6 and @ solve, respectively,

O + Oxxxx + Oxx + @)y = p*g2 + p*(—L29lo + ¥ 2p) in O,

6(0,1) =0(1,1) = 0,(0,1) =60,(1,1) =0 on (0,7), (3.11)
6(-,0)=0 in (0, 1).
and
@ + ’e\xxxx/j‘ é:rx + Lﬁé\)x = ,Ot*/g in Q,
0(0,0) =0(1,1) = 0,(0,1) = 0(1,1) = 0 on (0, T), (3.12)
6(-,0)=0 in (0, 1).

For system (3.11), we will use Lemma 7 (see “Appendix’’) with the higher regularity;
meanwhile, for the system (3.12) we will use some ideas of [32].
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Using Lemma 3 with f = p;60 and u = 0, there exists a positive constant C =
C (wp) such that

T 1 T
L™ > 9)<C /fe—2m|p;k9|2dxdz+s7A8//e—ZS“g7|§|2dxdt , (3.13)
0 0

0 wo

forany A; := A > Cands > s;.
Now, using the inequality “2—2 —b? < (a—Db)? foreverya, b € R, witha = 6* and
b = 6, we get (recall that 0=0%— 0):

1 - ~
S0 (e72%,0%) — [1(e™5%,0) < I1(e™%,9). (3.14)

Since s7)3i$7e’2” is upper bounded, it allows to estimate the terms involved in
I (e~ 0) using the regularity inequality (A.6) of Lemma 7. In fact, we have:

—2sa [ a2
11(6 79) < Cs’)‘”9”LZ(O,T;H4(0,1)0H§(O,1)) (315)

< Coallp*82ll32 g + Coallo™ (=010 + ¥ 29135 )

where C; ; is a positive constant depending on s and A, i.e., C; ) = Cs28.
On the other hand, taking into account that |p;| < Csp*(& *y7/ 2 for every s > C,
it follows that

T 1 T 1
/ /e—2sa|pt*9|2dxdt S CS2 / /e—2sa—2aos&(§)7|9|2dxdt’
0 0 0 0

which can be absorbed by the first term in the left-hand side of (3.14), for every
A>1,s>C.

Now, to estimate the local term that appear in the right-hand side of (3.13), we use
the identity 6* = 0+6 (recall (3.10)). Thus, we have

T T
s7)\8f/e—2mg7|§|2dxdt < cs7x8//e—2ms7(|é|2+ 10*>)dxds

0 o 0 wo

T
<csTid [ [0 Paar + Coallo' e g,
0 wo
+Coallp* (=€ %010 + ¥ 072 )
(3.16)
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Putting together (3.13)—(3.16), we have for the moment

T

I (e—ZSa—Zaosb?’ ) < CS7)»8 //6—2301—2aosag7le|2dxdt + Cx,)\”p*gZ”%z(Q)

0 wo
+Conllo* (L2010 + ¥ 0720

(3.17)

forevery s > Cand Ay :=A > C.
Carleman estimate for ¢. First, assuming that 0 is given, we look at ¢ as the solution
of

_(pl+(pxxxx+(pxx_ﬁ§0x=g1+91(j)d in Q,
®(0,7) = (1, 1) = @x(1,1) = ¢x(0,7) =0 0on (0, T), (3.18)
o, T)=9r() in (0, 1).

Applying Lemma 3 jointly with its Remark 4 for f = g1 + 601¢, and the weight
function moa (instead of ), where ag + 1 < mg < 2ag and mg < 2 + ag, we obtain

T 1 T
10(8_2mosa,(p) <C //€—4m0s5¢+2m0s&|g1|2dxdt+//e—4m0s&+2mos&|9|2dxdz
0 0

00
T d (3.19)
+S7)L8//€_2m0m$7|(p|2dxdt),
0 w

0

forany A ;== A > Cands > C.

By considering Lemma 4 with ¢ = 28;38;}7 M, = m and M, =
m, the second term in the right-hand side of (3.19) can be estimated by
11 (e=259-2405% ) and therefore, it can be absorbed by the left-hand side of (3.17).

From (3.17) and (3.19), we have

I (e—2sa—2a0s&\’ 0) + Io(e—Zmosot’ )

T T
< CS7)L8f fe—Zmosa%-7|(p|2dxdt +CS7)»8f fe—Zsa—Zaosa%-7|9|2dxdt

0 wo 0 wo
TL
+Cs,)\||,0*82||%2(Q) +C j‘ j‘ e—4m05a+2mosa|gl |2dxdt
00

+Coallp* (2010 + 7 20175 )
(3.20)

for any A3 := max{A;, A2} > C, s > C and Cj ; depending on s, A.

Taking ¢ and y large enough, ie., £,y > C1T14/]0eC2/T4/5, where C, C, are
positive constants depending on ag, m, s, we can absorb the last term in the right-
hand side of (3.20) by the left-hand side.
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Finally, we should estimate the local term concerning 6 in terms of ¢. The idea is to
use the first equation of (3.18) and the hypothesis w N O; # @, where wy C w C Oy.
Thus, we introduce an open set w; C  such that wyp C w; and a positive function
¢ € Cf (w1) such that ¢ = 1 in wg. Then, by using (3.18) and after several integration
by parts in time and space we get:

T
J — s7)\’8/./872Sa72a05a§7|0|2dxdt

0 wo

T
< Cs'A8 / f ;.e—Zsoc—2aos6?%.7(_(pt + Qrxxx T Qxx — U@y — g1)0dxdt

0 wp
T
— c(ﬂxg f / ¢ (e7 220058 Ty, GOdxdr
0 w
T
4528 | [ ce 20 20FET (0 4 Oy + Oxx + (@) )gdxd
t XXXX XX u )x)‘p xdt
0 wp
T
+S7)»8 / /(§672.9a72aos&£_.7)xxxx(pedxdt
0 w;
T
+ 57)\.8 / /(Ce—2s«x—2a0s&%.7)xxx(p9xdxdt
0 w;
T
+ 578 / / (o220 Ty (Byx + @O)dxdr
0 wp
T
1 s7a8 / / (£ 20 20FEN) (0h 0B, + ﬁgoe)dxdt).
0 wp

Now, using the estimates

|8k (e 2sa=20058gTy) < Cskkk§8+%efzsa72aosa’ k=1,....4,

-~ ~ 21
|8t (e—2sot—2a0soc€7) | < C Te—2sot—2a0sa€ 7,

as well as the equation related to 6 (see (3.2)) and the fact that u € L*°(0, T’; w koo
(0, 1)), the term J can be estimated as follows:
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T
J < C<S7A8//§e_2”_2“°ﬁ§221|(p||9|dxdt

0 o

T
+ S7)\,8 / / ;e—2sa—2aosa€__7(g2 _ 5_2(,01(’) + y_z(p)(pdxdt
0

wi

T
+S1])\.12/ 672sa72d03‘a%—]8|(’0||6|d~xdl
0

w1

T
—|—s10)»11/ e—zsa—zaosag%|(p||9x|dxdt

w]

0
T
+ Sg)\,lO/ €—2S0l—2a0355\€13|(p||9xx|dxdt

w]

0
T
~ 21
+ 5829 / e‘2m‘2"0S“52|so||9m|dxdt),
0

w]

with C depending on 7" and ||| 100 0,7, w1, (0,1))-
Taking into account that w N O = ¢ and applying Young’s inequality at each term
of the previous inequality, it is easy to deduce the following inequality:

T
J S811(ef2sa72a0s6276)+C(E)SIS)LIG//e72s&72a0s&(g)29|(p|2dxdt

0 wi

T 1 T 1
+C(8)S7)\.8 / / e—2soz—2a0x&%.7|gl|2dxdt + CS7)\.8 / / e—2aos6?|g2|2dxdt
0 0 0

0
T

+Cs]4)»16/ ef4sa72aosaé:14|(p|2dxdl, (3.21
0

w1

forevery s > C, ¢ > 0, £ > 0 and y large enough.

From the definition of ¢, @ and E (see (3.3)), the second term in the right-hand side
can estimate both the last term in the right-hand side and the first term in the right-
hand side of (3.20). In fact, the first affirmation holds for every s > 1; meanwhile,
the second one is a consequence of using Lemma 4 with ¢ = ((mo — 1)/ag) — 1
and M| = M> = 4/ap. Therefore, from (3.20) and (3.21), we conclude the proof of
Proposition 3. O
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3.2 Null controllability of the linearized system

In this section, we will prove the null controllability for the coupled system (3.1) with
a right-hand side with external sources decreasing exponentially to zero when ¢ goes
to 7. In other words, we would like to find /2 € LZ(O, T; Lz(a))) such that the solution
of

Up + Uyyxy + Uyx + Uty +uxu = f1+hl, + (_67210 + Vﬁz)z in Q,

_Z[+Zxxxx +Zxx _(u +E)Zx = f2+(u_ud)1od in Q,
u(,t) =u(l,t) =z(0,1) =z(1,t) =0 on (0,7),
Uy (0,1) = u,(1,1) = z,(0,1) = z,(1,£) =0 on (0, 7),
u(-,0) =uo(-), z(.T)=0 in (0, 1).
(3.22)
satisfies
u(-,T) =0 in (0, 1), (3.23)

where the functions f] and f> are in appropriate weighted spaces. To this end, let us
first state a Carleman inequality with weight functions not vanishing in 7 = 0. Thus,
let £ € C1([0, T]) be a positive function in [0, T') such that:

{(ty=T?/4 Vi €[0,T/2] and £(t) =1(T —t) Vi e[T/2,T].

Now, we introduce the following weight functions

eHhlleo — o2 Clnlloo+n(x)) M Clinlleo+n(x))
ﬂ(-xvt): ~, 9 t(-xvt):~—
—~ 02/5(1) 023(1)
1) = 1), 7(f) = mi 1), 3.24
ﬂi() xren[gﬁ]ﬂ(x ) T(t) xrer[léljut(x ) (3.24)
t) = mi 1), 7(t) = ma ,1).
B() xe[(l)l,ll]ﬂ(x ) (1) XE[Oﬁ]T(x )

Lemma5 Let s and X like in Theorem 3. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 depend-
ingons,k,w, T and |[u|| g 7:w1.%(0,1)) such that every solution (¢, 0) of (3.2)
satisfies

loC, 01720 1) + / / e 2B ()7 2dxdt

0
+ / f e 2@+DsB (Y716 2 dxdr + f / 4405 ()70 2dxdi
0 0
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< c( / / 20058 (7|01 2dxdr + / f e=2005B | g5 2 dx dt
0 0

+ / f ¢~ 25P=2a05B (?)29|<p|2dxdt>. (3.25)

wx(0,T)

Proof The proof follows from classical energy estimates, and therefore, it is omitted.
The interested reader might see for instance [32,Lemma 3.4] for more details. O

Now, we look for a solution of (3.22) in an appropriate weighted functional space.
Let us define the space E as follows:

£ = [z : v @) Tu € 12(0). vz € 12(0).

eaosﬁ—ﬁ-sﬁ(?)—29/2h1w e L2(Q),

0B () =202 ¢ 12(0, T; H2(0, 1)) N L=(0, T: L2(0, 1)),

e“‘)“@;(f)—%z € L*(0, T; H*(0, 1)) N L>(0, T; L*(0, 1)), co > 3,
"B (E) T2y + Uyxrx + Uy + @u)x — hly — (=€ 210 +y 2)2) €L*(Q),
2B BT, + Znas + 2 — W+ D — W= ua)lo,) € LAQ)].

Proposition 4 Assume the hypotheses of Lemma 5 and

uo € L20, 1), "B 721 € L2(Q), 20B(1) 72, € L2(Q),  (3.26)
/ / 02 () |ug)?dxdt < +o0, (3.27)

Oy x(0,T)

where p = p(t) is a positive function blowing up t = T. Then, there exists a control
h € L2(O, T; Lz(a))) such that the associated solution (u, z, h) to (3.22) satisfies
(u,z,h) € E.

Proof Let us introduce the following constrained extremal problem:

1 ~ ~
§<f/ eZ“OSﬁ(?)—7|u|2dxdt+// >0 | 712 dxdt
¢ 0 0

+ / / ez(“osﬁ+“’§)(’t\)_29|h|2dxdt> (3.28)
wx(0,T)
subject to h € L*(Q), supph C w x (0, T), and (3.22).

in
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Assume that this problem admits a unique solution (i, Z, iz\). Then, from Lagrange’s
principle there exist dual variables (@, ) such that

u= e_zaosf(?ﬂ(—@ + @rxxx + Prx — UPx — QAIOd) in Q,

2= e 2P G + Gronr + O + @) — (L2 x0 +y7HP) in Q,

il\z e—2(a0s/3+sﬂ)(?)29¢ in 0,

u=272=0 on {0, 1} x (0, T).
(3.29)

Let us now set the space

Py {(u,2) € C*(Q) : 8*u(0, 1) = 8*u(1, 1) = 8¥2(0, 1) = 8*z(1,1) = 0,
k=0,1}.

as well as the bilinear form a(-, -) over Py x Py defined by:

// e—ZaOSﬁ (?)7(_@ + axxxx + axx - ﬁax - é\l(Qd)
0

X (=Wr + Wyxxx + Wyx — UWyx — ZlOd) dxdr
+ // e*Zaosﬁ (/9\1 + éj\fxxx + é:cx + (ﬁé\)x
0

_(_E_2X(9 + V_z)a)(zt + Zxxxx + Zox + (U2)y)
- // e—2aosﬁ (@ + @cxxx + gxx + (ﬂé\)x

&
—(—L2x0 + ¥y D) (L x0 + ¥ Hw dxdt
+ / f e HasBHB) 3PGw dxdr =: a((@, ), (w, 2)),

wx(0,T)

for every (w, z) € Py, and a linear form

(G, (w, 2)) := // f1-wdxdr + // fr - zdxdr + / up(-) - w(-,0)dx. (3.30)
0 0

Q

Taking into account these definitions, one can see that if the functions 7, Z and 71 solve
(3.28), we must have for every (w, z) in Py

a(@.9). (w.2) = (G, (. 2)). (3.31)
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Note that Carleman inequality (3.25) holds for all (w, z) € Py. Consequently,

0O, + [[ 2@ wParar

Q
+// e~ 2@t DsB ()7 |712dxds (3.32)

0
+f/ e‘4a0s3(f)7|z|2dxdt < Ca((w, 2), (w, 2)),
0

for every (w, z) € Py.

Therefore, it is easy to prove that a(-,-) : Py x Pp —> R is symmetric, definite
positive bilinear form on Py, so that, by defining P as the completion of Py for the norm
induced by a(, -) it implies that a(-, -) is well-defined, continuous and again definite
positive on P. In addition, from Carleman inequality (3.25), the hypothesis over the
functions f; and f> (see (3.26)), and (3.32), the linear form (w, z) —— (G, (w, 2))
is well-defined and continuous on P. Indeed, thanks to the relation among a my, see
(3.4), for every (w, z) € P we have

(G. (w,2)) < 9P @) T2 £ 2 ) e @B P 12
+ 1™ @2 fll 2 lle ™ @20l 120
+ lluoll 20,1y lw (Ol 20,1
= ||€m0sﬁ(f)_7/2f1||L2(Q)||€_(ao+l)sﬁ(5)7/2w||L2(Q)
+ 12 @) 772 fall 2y lle ™ ()2l 120
+ lluoll 20,1y lw (Ol 20, 1)-

Using (3.32) and the density of Py in P, we find

(G, (w,2)) < c(ne’"“ﬂ(f)”/zfl Iz2¢0) + 12 &) foll 20y + ||yo||Lz(o,1>)

x[[(w, 2)[| p-

Hence, from Lax—Milgram’s Lemma, there exists a unique (@, A eP satisfying
a(@,0), w,2) = (G, (w,2)), ¥(w,2) € P. (3.33)

Let us set (77, 2, h) like in (3.29) and remark that (i, Z, /) verifies

a(3.0). @.0)) = / / 2058 ()T {7 dxds
&

+ / / 2B Z2dxdr + / / 2@sB+B) ("2 11 2dxdr < 400, (3.34)
)

wx(0,T)

@ Springer



Mathematics of Control, Signals, and Systems

Let us prove that (iz, 7) is the weak solution of the coupled system (3.22) for h = n.
In fact, we introduce the (weak) solution (i, z) to the coupled system

Uy Uyxxx + Uy + Uily + Ucll = fi+hl,+ (_Z_ZIO + y—2)z in Q,

—Zt + Zyxxx FZax — (U HWZe = o+ (0 — “d)lOd in Q,
u0,t) =u(l,t) =20,1) =z(1,1) =0 on (0, 7),
Ux(0,1) =uy(1,1) = 2x(0,1) = 2, (1,1) = 0 on (0, 7),
(-, 0) =up(-), z(-,T)=0 in (0, 1).

(3.35)

Clearly, (&, z) is the unique solution of (3.35) defined by transposition. This means
that, for every (a, b) € L*(0)?,

(@, 2), (a, b))LZ(Q)Z = (uo, ¢(0)>L2((0,1)) +((f1 +iz\1w, 12), (e, 9)>L2(Q)2,

(3.36)
where (¢, 0) is the solution to
L*(¢,0) = (a,b) in Q,
90,1 =¢(1,1) =6(0,1) =0(1,1) =0  on (0, T), (3.37)

@x(0,1) = @x(1,1) = 0,(0,7) = 0,(1,1) =0 on (0, T),
. T)=¢r(), 0(,0)=0 in (0, 1)

and L* is the adjoint operator of L given by:
L(u,z) = (L1(&, 2), L2(1, 2)),
with
Ly(ii, 3) = fly + flxxxx + e + Wil + gl — (0210 + y 72)Z
and
Lo(,2) = =2 + Zyxax + Zox — @+ W2y — (U —ug)lo,-
From (3.29) and (3.31), we see that (&, Z) also satisfies (3.36). Then, (i1,7) = (&, 2)

is the weak solution to (3.35). N
Finally, we must see that (&7, 7, h) € E. Observe that from (3.34), we have that

eaoxﬁ(?)—7/2i'[’ eaosﬂ*z e(aosl’S\—Q—sﬁ)({E\)—29/2ﬁ1w c LZ(Q)
and by hypothesis (3.26)
BT f e 12(0) and 20T e L2(0).
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Thus, it only remains to check that

0B (7)=2/23; 0B (1)~ ¢ 120, T: H2(0, 1)) N L=(0, T: L(0, 1)),
where co > %.

(a) We define the functions
u* = eaosﬁ(?)—ZQ/ZiL 7* = eaosg(f)—co’z\
and

fi = P @RS 4 h,), = 0P @) PR (0o + yE
[ =P @), W = e (£) 0 (U — ug) X0,

Then, (1™, z*) satisfies:

uf + koo Ful, Fuut +uout = 7+ (6“053(?)_29/2)/ﬁ in Q,

—2f ey F 2 — W W = Ut 4 (P (E)70)YT in Q,

w*(0,0) = u*(1,1) = 250, 1) = z*(1,1) = 0 on (0, T),

w0, 1) = ui(l,0) =220, 1) = 25 (1,1) =0 on (0, T),

W (-, 0) = PO @(0)) 2 ug(), 2*¢.T) =0 in (0, 1).
(3.38)

(b) Now, we prove that the right-hand side of the main equations in (3.38) is in L% 0).

o 0P @22 fi| << Cem P72 ).

|€a()?ﬂ(’\) 29/2h1 |<Ce(a0&“/3+Yﬂ)|.[| 29/2|h|1

12 = 0B @) 522y + y 2] < Ceo P,

P @227 < CeorPlR1 7.

£31 = 6P (@)70 o] < CelrtDsFiz|=0) .

(03B (#)=0)Z] < CesP3).

Note that u** € L?(Q) thanks to the hypothesis (3.27) and the fact that ¢ > %.
Indeed,

[u**| = [ ()= @ — ug) x0,|

< CeP [T (u] + Ce™PIE|70uyl.

Then, from a), b) and taking ug € L?(0, 1), we have u*, z* € L>(0, T; H*(0, 1)) N
L>(0, T; L?(0, 1)) (see Lemma 8). This concludes the proof of Proposition 4. m|
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3.3 Local exact controllability to trajectories

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 2 through fixed point arguments. In
order to apply the obtained results in the previous sections, we consider the following
change of variable. Let us set w = 4 — u and wg = uy — u, where u = solves (1.8).
It is easy to verify that w satisfies

Wy + Wyxxx + Wyx + @w)y +wyw = hl, + (_E_ZIO + V_Z)Z in Q,

=2t + Zyxxx + 2o — (W Wz = (W — wd)IOd in Q,
w(0,1) =w(l,1) =z(0,1) =z(1,1) =0 on (0, 7T),
wy(0,1) =wy(1,1) =24(0,1) = 2, (1,1) =0 on (0, 7),
w(-,0) = (uo —uo)(-), z(-,T)=0 in (0, 1).

(3.39)

Observe that these changes reduce our problem to a local null controllability for the
solution w of the nonlinear problem (3.39), i.e., we are looking a control function &
and an associated solution (w, z) of (3.39) such that w(-, ) = 0 in (0, 1). To this
end, we will apply an inverse function theorem of the Lyusternik type [19], which
will allow us to complete the proof of Theorem 2. More precisely, we will use the
following theorem.

Theorem 3 Suppose that By, By are Banach spaces and
A: By — B
is a continuously differentiable map. We assume that for b(l) € By, b(z) € B the equality
ADBY) = b)Y (3.40)

holds and A’ (b(l)) : Bi — By is an epimorphism. Then there exists § > 0 such that
for any by € By which satisfies the condition

163 — b2ll5, <8
there exists a solution by € By of the equation
A(by) = b.

Before starting the proof of Theorem 2, small data must be considered in our analysis.
Thus, we impose that

€™ @) 772 fill 1200y + 1620 )72 foll 1200y + Iw L O 20,1

+ // 02 (1) |wg)?dxdt < 8, (3.41)

Oyx(0,T)
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where § is a small positive number and p = p(#) is a positive function blowing up
t=T.

Proof of Theorem 2 We apply Theorem 3 for the spaces 3; := E and
Bo = {(f1, f2, wo) € X1 x X3 x L*(0, 1) : f1, fo, wo satisfy (3.41)},
where X1 := L2(e"0P (£)=7/2(0, T); L>(0, 1)) and
Xy = L2(20B (#7720, T): L2(0, 1)).

We define the operator A by the formula

A(ws Z,h) = (wl + Wyrx + Wyx + @w)y +wyw — hl, — (—leo + y72)z7
—Zr + Zxxxx + 2ox — (W U2z — (W — wd)lo,,, w(., 0)),
for every (w, z, h) € Bj.
Let us see that A is of class C! (B1, By). Indeed, notice that all the terms in A are
linear, except for wwy and wz,. Thus, we only have to check that these nonlinear

terms are well-defined and depend continuously on the data. Thus, we will prove that
the bilinear operator

(', zY), w?, %) — w'w?

is continuous from Z x Z to X1, and the bilinear form

(', 2", (w?, %) — w'Z?

is continuous from Z x Z to X;, where
a SE —c 2 2 [} 2 29
Z = [y:e0 (@) "'y € L7(0, T; H*(0, 1)) N L*°(0, T; L(0, 1)), Cl>7}-

In fact, for any wl, w? € X| we have

lw'wlllx, = e P @) 72w w2 20)
< C”eaosé(?)—7/4wleaosﬂ/(\:i:)—7/4w§”LZ(Q)
< C”eaosé(ﬂ—29/2wleaosﬂ (?)—29/4w)26 ||L2(Q)
< Clle™ P @) 2Pw! || 1o o.7: 12001 1€“P @) 2wl 1o 0.7 12001
< Cllwllzw?llz.
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On the other hand, for ¢; > % and any wl, 2 e X, , we have

lw'z3llx, = e @)~ w!e0h 22 12 )
< C”eaosﬁ (?)—29/2wlea0s/3 (:E)—COZ)ZC ||L2(Q)
< Cllw'lizlIz%llz.

Notice that A’(0, 0, 0) : B; — B, is given by

(Wr + Wyxxx + Wyx + @w)x — hly, — (_6_21(9 + V—Z)Z’ —Z¢ + Zxxxx + Zxx
—uzy — (w —wa)lo,, w(,0),

for all (w, z, h) € Bj. In virtue of Proposition 4, this functional satisfies Im(A’(0,
0,0)) = B».

Let b(l) = (0,0,0) and bg = (0,0, wo). Then, Eq. (3.40) holds. So all neces-
sary conditions to apply Theorem 3 are fulfilled. Therefore, there exists a positive
number § such that if (wq, wy) satisfy the inequality (3.41), we can find a control
hel?0,T; Lz(a))) and an associated solution (w, z) to (3.39) satisfyingw(-, T) = 0
in (0, 1). This finishes the proof of Theorem 2. O

3.4 Numerical framework

This section is devoted to present numerical experiments on the RSC problem. which
was proved at the above section. In other words, we show approximations to Problem 3
and thereby to Problem 2 (without disturbance signal, i.e., ¥ = 0). Our approach
given in Sect. 2.3 will be used and completed for tackling these problems. We focus
our attention in solving the following extremal problem:

1
inf / |h|>dxds, subjectto h € L*(Q), supph C » x (0, T), and

wx(0,T)

Ur 4 Upyry + Uy +utty =hly +021pz —y 2z in(0,1) x (0, T),
=2t + Zyxxx + Zxx — UZxy = (U — ud)lod in (0,1) x (0, 7),
u,0) =u(l,t) =u,(0,1) =u,(1,t) =0 on (0, 7),

2(0,1) = z(1,1) = zx(0,1) = 2, (1,1) =0 on (0, 7T),

u(-,0) = ug(-), uC-,T)=uC,T), z(,T) =0 in (0, 1).
(3.42)

Using optimal control techniques, we consider a regularization to the functional
given in (3.42) as follows:

1
G(h) = §/|u(x,T) —ﬁ(x,T)|2dx+% /f |h)%dxds, B >0. (3.43)
0

—x(0,T)
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To optimize (3.43), a Lagrangian formulation might be developed. Thus, the coupled

adjoint system (¢!, ¢?) associated with (3.42) is given by

0! + @b H 0k —upl = =10, + 2x9?
7+ @2 F 03+ WD)y =729 10 — y 2!
90,0 =¢'(1,1) =0, 1) = pl(1,1) =0
9*(0,1) = @*(1,1) = 920, 1) = ¢Z(1,1) =0
o', T) = —Bw(-,T) —u(-, T)), ¢*(x,0) =0

in (0,1) x (0,7),
in (0,1) x (0,7),
on (0, 7),
on (0, 7),
in (0, 1).

A simple computation allows us to deduce the following expression:

1Y

S =h— o' u(h), z(h)).

(3.44)

In Algorithm 3, we describe the required steps for solving the problem (3.42). Some

remarks on this algorithm are given below.

Algorithm 3: Robust Stackelberg controllability algorithm to the problem (3.42)

Input: Initialize a WOonte [0, T].
1 Forn > 0.
2 STEP1: Compute: u", z”* solution of the system

-2

Ur + Uyxxx + Uxx +uux=h”1w+£_2loz—y z in
—Zt + Zxxxx +ZXX_MZX=(L‘_ud)IOd in
u,1) =u(l,t) =ux(0,1) =ux(l,1) =0 on
z2(0,t) = z(1,1) = zx (0, 1) = zx (1,1) =0 on
u(,0) =ug(), u-,T)=u(,T), z(-,T)=0 in

3 STEP2: Compute ¢!, 92" using the system

_(ptl + (p)%xxx + ‘pix - un%% = _‘leod + Zﬁ‘ﬂz in

O+ 0r T 95+ WD) =620 10—y 2! in
el 0. n=9'1LN=0pl0.0=0l1n=0 on
920,1) = ¢>(1,1) = ¢2(0,1) = ¢2(1,1) = 0 on

o', T) = —BW" (. T) — (-, T)), ¢*(x,00=0 in

4 STEP3: Compute
g
oh
5 STEP4: Find « € RT such that
G
in g(n" —a " )
i, O ey 0

6 STEPS: Set
a
pitl — pn _aﬁ(hn).
oh

(") = B — @V (™), z(h™)).

,
(,
,
(5
(,

©,
(©,

1) x (0, T),
1) x (0, 7),

T),
T),
1).

1 x (0, T),
1) % (0,7),
1),

(©,
(©,

T),
D

7 STEPG6: If || %(h")HLz(Q) < tol, set h = "1, Otherwise, return to STEPI.

(3.45)

(3.46)
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Fig. 8 Lider function (left) and state (right). 7 =3 s, N = 100, At = 2 x 10*2, ¢ = y = 40. Domains
w = (=3, 1)and O = (2, 5), initial datum uq(x) = 1073 exp (—x2)

ab 4 o 2« m o & oo 03

Fig. 9 Disturbance (left) function and follower (right). T =3s, N = 100, At =2 x 1072, ¢ = y =40.
Domains @ = (—3, 1) and O = (2, 5), initial datum ug(x) = 1073 exp (—x2)

Remark6 e We highlight that the algorithm 1 associated with the robust control

problem must be used in the STEP1 of Algorithm 3 to find a numerical solution
of (3.45).

e With respect to the STEP 2, observe that (3.46) corresponds to a linear model,
whose implementation is carried out with the conjugate gradient method (CGM)
for coupled system, which is inspired in the book [17]. Due to the linearity of (3.46),
we mention that the CGM shows a better convergence than method proposed in
[6, 38]. However, this analysis is omitted in this paper because it is far away of
our main goals.

e On the STEP 4, we have used the same algorithm mentioned in Sect. 2.3.

Now, we present some numerical examples related to the robust Stackelberg con-
trollability problem given in (3.42). We set the parameter # = 10~7; meanwhile, the
trajectory is the function #(x, t) = 0. Again, 2 = (—30, 30). In Figs. 8 and 9, we take
configurations in which the intersection of the sub-domain w (for the leader control)
and the sub-domain O (for the follower control) is the empty set. Additionally, we
bring a numeric response to the case w N O # ¢, see Figs. 10 and 11. Recall that in
Theorem 2, the geometrical condition w N O = @ is a sufficient hypothesis and used
in section on Carleman estimates.
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Fig. 10 Lider (left) and state (right). 7 = 3 s, N = 100, At = 2 x 1072, ¢ = y = 40. Domains
w=(=3,1)and O = (=1, 3), initial datum uo(x) = 1073 exp (—x?)
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Fig. 11 Disturbance function (left) and follower (right). 7 = 3s, N = 100, At =2 x 10*2, =y =40.
Domains @ = (=3, 1) and © = (—1, 3), initial datum uq(x) = 1073 exp (—x2)

4 Comments and open problems

In this paper, we have considered the robust Stackelberg controllability problem for
the KS equations. However, there are several comments and open questions that are
worth mentioning.

e The robustness of a nonlinear KS equation posed in a bounded domain is achieved
by using optimal control theory that allows us to guarantee the existence, unique-
ness and also characterization of a saddle point for the system (1.6).

To our knowledge, this paper contains the first numerical description concerning
the robustness process for the KS equation. Due to the high order in space (i.e.,
fourth order derivates), an appropriate change of variable is used to implement low-
order finite elements, more precisely, P1-type Lagrange elements; meanwhile, a
0-scheme/Bashforth method was used for the time discretization. Although this
paper does not present an exhaustive numerical analysis of our method, since it is
far way of the main goals, several configurations to the time—space discretization
displayed good results for the error in the L?-norm and L*°-norm, see Table 1.
Besides, from the algorithms presented in [6, 38] for the Navier—Stokes system, we
proposed new iterative schemes of constructing the ascent and descent directions.

o In this paper, we present the robust Stackelberg controllability (RSC) problem for

the KS equation, that is, once we have obtained the robust pair (v, 1/_/), we proved
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the exact controllability to the trajectories for the leader control /. A direct conse-
quence is the Stackelberg strategy between the leader & and the follower v. From
a theoretical perspective, the main novelties are new Carleman inequalities and its
relationship with the robustness parameters £ and y, see Propositions 3 and 4.
Numerically, some approximate solutions to the RSC problem are presented by
implementing the Algorithm 3. In addition, by considering the geometrical condi-
tion between the leader and the follower, i.e., @ N O = @, the numerical examples
allow us to visualize that such an condition (sufficient condition in Theorem 2)
could be removed in some sense that means w N O # @ could proceed by using
perhaps another strategy.

e It would be interesting to study the case of a cooperative game between the leader
control / and the follower control v, that is, to analyze the case in which

(leader domain 2 N follower control v) # @.

e Another problem consists in the possibility of extending the notion of a robust
control to several inputs, for example, instead of a control v and a disturbance 1,
to take several control vy, ..., vy and several disturbance signals vy, ..., ¥,
M, N e N.

o In the same spirit of this paper, the extension of our main results (Theorems 1 and
2) to its model in higher dimensional, that is, biharmonic-type equations, could be
interesting.

e Finally, efficient numerical schemes always presenting a challenge to overcome
in each problem.
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A. Appendix

In this appendix, we mention the well-posedness results we used in this paper for both
linearized and nonlinear equations. First, in order to consider external sources with
lower regularity in space, we define solution by transposition for the linearized KS

equation. Let us define

Z:=C([0,T]; H}(0, 1)) N L*(0, T; H*(0, 1)) N L°°(0, T; W1(0, 1)).
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Hence, let y, € Hg(O, 1) and let y € Z be a solution of the KS equation

yt +yxxxx +yxx +Wx =0 in Q,
¥0,1) =y(,1) =y,0,1) =y, (1, 1) =0 on (0, T), (A1)
¥, 0) =7y in (0, 1).

First, we consider the following linearized system:

Y+ Yaxxx T Yax T YYx TV Y = f in Q,
(0,1 =y(1,1) = y:(0,1) = yx(1,£) =0 on (0, T), (A.2)
y(-,0) =yo in (0, 1).

Now, from [8,Section 2] we have the following definition.

Definition 1 Let yo € H, >(0,1) and f € L'(0, T; W~"1(0, 1)). A solution of the
system (A.2) is a solution y € L?(Q) such that for any g € L?(0),

// y(x, 0)g(x, dxdr = (yo, w(0, -)) g-2(0.1), H2(0.1)
Q

(s w1, 7 w-1100,1).L20.7; w1y, (A3)

where w = w(x, t) € Z is the solution to

—Wy + Wyxxx + Wyy — YWy = g in Q,
w0, =w(,t) = wy(0,1) =wy(,t) =0 on (0, 7), (A4)
w-,T)=0 in (0, 1).

Lemma 6 Assume y € Z. Then, for any yp € HO_Z(O, 1) and f € LY, T:
W10, 1)), the linearized system (A.2) admits a unique solution y € C([0, T1;
H72(0, 1)) N L%(0, T; L*(0, 1)).

Remark 7 Note that both the regularity for the solution w of (A.4) and an exhaustive
proof of Lemma 6 can be obtained in an easy way from [8,Proposition 2.1] and [22].
Due to that, we have omitted those details here.

The following lemma shows regularity results for (A.2) by considering data ( f, yo)
belong to more regular spaces like LZ(Q) x L*(0, 1) and LZ(Q) X HO2 (0, 1). Weinvite
to the reader to review [7,Appendix A], [8,Proposition 2.1] and [22], for more details.

Lemma7 Assumey € Z.

(a) For any yy € L%0,1) and f € LZ(Q), the linearized system (A.2)
admits a unique solution y € C([0, T]; L20, 1)) N L%20, T: H(0, 1)) with
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y: € L2(0, T; H72(0, 1)). Moreover, there exists a positive constant C =
C(”y”LOO(O’T;WI,OC(O’I)), T) such that

||y||C([(),T];LZ(O,1))mL2(0,T;H2(0,1)) =< C(||f||L2(Q) + ||}’0||L3(0,1))~ (A.S)

Furthermore, if there is a constant R > 0 such that ||y @ 7:wi.~0.1) < R
then the constant C only depends on R and T.

(b) For (yo, f) € H02(O, 1) x L2(Q), the linearized system (A.2) admits a unique
solution y in C ([0, T]; H02(O, 1)) N L2, T; H*0, 1)). Moreover;, there exists a
positive constant C = C(||Y || oo (0,7, w0 (0,1y)» I') such that

Wleqorsmomnizoraon < C(1f g+ olpey). A6

Furthermore, if there is a constant R > 0 such that |y g, r:wi>©,1) < R,
then the constant C only depends on R and T.

Now, we mention a result for coupled fourth-order system. Its proof is found in
[7,Appendix A]. Let us consider the system:

Vi + Yexxx + Yxx + YYx +ny =g+ —M72Z in Q,

=2+ Zoxxx T 2ex — (Y + V)2 = &2 in Q,

v0,t) =y(,t) =z(0,t) =z(1,1) =0 on (0, 7), (A7)
Ve (0,0) = ye(1, 1) =2x(0,1) = 2 (1,1) =0 on (0, 7),
y(,0)=yo(), 2. T) =0 in (0, 1).

Lemma8 Assume thaty € L°°(Q). Then, there exists o > 0 such that for every
W > o, any g1, 82 € LZ(Q) and any yy € L%(0, 1), (v, z) is the unique solution of
(A.7) in the space

(y,2) € (L0, T; L*(0, 1) N L*(0, T; H*(0, 1)))*.

The next step in this appendix corresponds to the nonlinear problem

Y+ Yrxxx T Yox YV Y,y +yye=f inQ,
0,7 =y(1,1) = y:(0, 1) = yx(1,£) =0 on (0, 7), (A.8)
y(-,0) = yo in (0, 1).

Lemma9 (a) Assumey € L°°(0, T; W>°(0, 1)). There exists § > 0 such that for
any (f, y0) € L*(Q) x L(0, 1) satisfying

3ol 20,1y + £l 22(0) < 8
problem (A.8) has a unique solution in C([0, T; L*(0, 1)) N L*(0, T; H*(0, 1))
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(b) Lety = 0in(A.8). There exists§ > Osuchthatforany (f, yo) € L*(Q)x HZ(0, 1)
satisfying

1yoll 20,1y + 11/ 122 = 8

problem (A.8) has a unique solution in C ([0, T]; Hg 0, DYNLZ0, T; H*(0, 1)).
Moreover, there exists a positive constant C depending only on T such that

”y”C([O,T];H()Z(O,l))ﬂLZ(O,T;H“(O,l)) =< C(||f||L2(Q) + ||}’0||H02(0,1))~ (A.9)

Remark 8 Although in [7,Theorem A.4] the authors have proved the first part
of the above result by considering f € L'(0,7;L?(0,1)) instead of f e
L%(0, T; L%(0, 1)), their arguments can be easily adapted for proving this part of
Lemma 9. The second part can be obtained from [22]. For this reason, we have omit-
ted the proof of Lemma 9.

Remark 9 Observe that, from Lemma 9, part b), and the fact that Hg(O, 1) embeds
continuously into W1>°(0, 1), it follows that y € L>(0, T; W1%°(0, 1)).
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