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Abstract: We consider a parabolic optimal control problem with pointwise state constraints. The
optimization problem is approximated by a discrete control problem based on a discretization of the
state equation by linear finite elements in space and a discontinuous Galerkin scheme in time. Error
bounds for control and state are obtained both in two and three space dimensions. These bounds follow
from uniform estimates for the discretization error of the state under natural regularity requirements.
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1 Introduction

Optimal control of time-dependent production processes plays an important role in many
practical applications such as crystal growth [8, 12, 13] and cooling of glass melts [4, 16].
These processes are frequently described by systems of partial differential equations involv-
ing the temperature as a system variable. A need to avoid overheating of the device or to
prevent solidification/melting at the wrong places then naturally leads to pointwise bounds
on the temperature variable. The introduction of pointwise state conditions however yields
adjoint variables and multipliers which only admit low regularity complicating the analysis
of the necessary first order conditions. These problems need to be taken into account in the
numerical approximation and necessitate the development of tailored discrete concepts.

In the present work we consider an optimal control problem for the heat equation and with
pointwise bounds on the state. The optimization problem is approximated using variational
discretization [10] combined with linear finite elements in space and a discontinuous Galerkin
scheme in time for the discretization of the state equation, compare [11, Chapter 3]. Our main
result are L?—error estimates for the optimal state and the optimal control. To derive these
bounds, uniform estimates for the discretization error of the state under natural regularity
requirements are proved. For the numerical analysis of the optimal control problem we use an
approach which avoids error estimates for the adjoint state and which was developed in [5],
[11, Chapter 3] for the analysis of elliptic optimal control problems with state and gradient
constraints.

To the best of the authors knowledge numerical analysis of parabolic optimal control problems
with pointwise bounds in space-time for the state has not yet been considered in the literature.
In this work we present the numerical analysis for our result of Theorem 4.1 which we already
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announced in [9]. However, there are some contributions on the analysis of related control
problems. In [14] Lavrentiev regularization of state constrained parabolic control problems is
investigated, optimal control problems with pointwise state constraints in time and averaged
state constraints in space are considered in [1]. We note that numerical analysis for this
particular setting is announced by Vexler in [9]. Optimality conditions for parabolic optimal
control problems in the presence of state constraints are investigated in [6], where further
references on analysis aspects of state constrained parabolic control problems can be found.

2 The optimal control problem

Let Q € R? (d = 2,3) be a bounded convex polygonal domain, T' > 0, Q7 := Q x (0,T) and
I'p :=09Q x (0,T). Let us consider the initial boundary value problem

y—Ay = f inQp (2.1)
0
a—i = 0 onlp (2.2)
y(-n0) = y inQ. (2.3)

It is well-known that for a given f € L%(0,T;L?(2)),y0 € H'(Q) problem (2.1)-(2.3) has a
unique solution y € C°([0,T]; H'(2)) N L?(0,T; H*(R2)). In what follows we shall keep the
initial datum yo fixed and denote by g the solution of (2.1)—(2.3) corresponding to f = 0.
This allows us to write the solution of (2.1)—(2.3) in the form

y=6(f) =9+ %)), (2.4)

where Go(f) is the linear operator that assigns to f the solution of (2.1)—(2.3) for yo = 0.
Note that if f € L*(0,T; H'(2)) and

yo € H2(Q)  with % =0 ondQ, (2.5)

then we have
yeW :={we C%0,T]; H*(Q)) | w; € L*(0,T; H*(Q))}

and

T T
s WO+ [ @ Bde < CQluollye + [ 17@)1Enae) (2.6
SUTS 0 0

We remark that W C C°(Q7) since we have the continuous embedding H?(Q2) — C°(Q) for
d=23.

Next, suppose that the functions fi,..., fm € HY(Q) N L>®() are given and define U :=
L2(0,T;R™) as well as B : U — L?(0,T; HY(Q)) by

(Bu)(z,t) := Y ui(t)fi(x), (x,t) € Q.
=1

This parametrization of the control is motivated by practical considerations. The functions
fi represent given practical control actuations, whose impact is controlled through the time-
dependent amplitudes w; which in our context play the role of control functions.

Note that (2.6) implies that y = G(Bu) € W for v € U with

T T
s IO+ [ @) Bde < CQluolle + [ lu(o)Pd), (2.7)
SUsS 0 0
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where the constant C' depends in addition on the H'-norms of fi,..., fm.
Let us denote by M (Q7) the space of regular Borel measures on Q7. Given u € M(Qr) we
consider the following backward parabolic problem

—pt —Ap = po, inQr (2.8)
dp

5, = Hrr on I'r (2.9)

o(\T) = pr inQ. (2.10)

I—Iere7 HQp 1= M|QT7 Hrp = /’L|FT and HT = M\QX{T}

Theorem 2.1. There exists a unique function ¢ that belongs to L*(0,T; W7 (Q)) for all
s,0 € [1,2) with 2 + g > d+ 1 and which solves (2.8)-(2.10) in the sense that

T T ow
/ (wy — Aw, @) —|—/ / —p= / wdp Yw € Wy, (2.11)
0 o Joa OV Qr
where W := {w € W |w(-,0) = 0 in Q,w; — Aw € L>®(Qr), ?9_15 € L>*('r)}. Here, (.,.)
denotes the inner product in L*($).
Proof. See [6], Theorem 6.3. 1

Note that ¢ € L*(0,T; W1(Q)) so that all integrals in (2.11) exist.
We consider the optimization problem

T T
oy | mimer 700= 5 [0 gt S [ par

s.t. y = G(Bu), and y(z,t) >0, (z,t) € Qr,

(2.12)

where § € H'Y(0,T;L*(Q)) is given. From now on we shall assume (2.5) and that
min,cq yo(x) > 0. It is not difficult to verify with the help of a comparison argument that
the function ¢ in (2.4) satisfies

g(z,t) > 0, (z,t) € Qr. (2.13)

Since the state constraints form a convex set and the set of admissible controls is closed and
convex one obtains the existence of a unique solution v € U to problem (2.12) by standard
arguments.

Theorem 2.2. Let u € U denote the unique solution of (2.12). Then there exist i € M(Qr)
and a function p € L*(0,T; W1 (Q)) for all s,0 € [1,2) with 2+ 2 > d+ 1, such that with
y = G(Bu) there holds

T T ow T
/ (wy — Aw, p) —I—/ P = / (y — g, w) +/ wdp  Yw e Wi, (2.14)
0 0 Joq OV 0 Qr

au(t) + ((p( 1), fi)) =y =0 a.e. in (0,T), (2.15)

pu <0, ylx,t) >0,(z,t) € Qr and / ydu = 0. (2.16)
Qr

Proof. We apply Theorem 5.2 in [3] (compare also [2, Theorem 2]) with the choices U =
L*(0,T;R™), Z = C°Q7), K = U and

C={z€Z|z(x,t) >0 V(x,t)€Qr}.



Furthermore, let G : U — Z,G(v) := G(Bv) = y + Go(Bv). Clearly, DG(u)v = Go(Bv) so
that we obtain in particular with the choice ug =0

G(u) + DG(u)(up — u) = 5 + Go(Bu) — Go(Bu) = g € int(C)

by (2.13). According to Theorem 5.2 in [3] there exists u € (C’O(Q_T))/ = M(Q7) such that

/(z —y)dp < 0 Vzed, (2.17)
Qr
J'(w)v + (DG(u)*p,v)y = 0 YveUl. (2.18)

Standard measure theoretic arguments imply that ¢ < 0 and that suppy C {(z,t) €
@\y(m,t) = 0} giving (2.16). Since yo > 0 in Q this yields in particular that suppu C
2 x (0,T). Next, we calculate

T T
J (u)v = /0 (Vv —U,Yv) +a/0 u-v, v €U, wherey, = Go(Bv). (2.19)

Furthermore, since DG(u)v = y,, we have

(DG ()", v)r = / yod.

Qr
Hence, combining (2.18) and (2.19) we derive
T T
/ (y—ﬂvyv)-i-a/ u-v+/yvd,u:0 Vv e U. (2.20)
0 0 Qr

In view of Theorem 2.1 there exists a unique solution p € L*(0,T; W7 (2)) (s, o € [1,2) with
% + g > d + 1) of the backward parabolic problem

—pt—Ap = y—y+po, inQr (2.21)
op

5, — Wbrr on I'r (2.22)

p(-,T) = pr in (2.23)

so that

T T ow T
/ (wy — Aw, p) —I—/ / —p= / (y —g,w) + / wdp  Yw € W§e. (2.24)
0 o Joq Ov 0 Qr

It remains to verify (2.15). If v € C5°(0,7; R™) then y, = Go(Bv) belongs to W§° because we
have assumed that f; € L>°(Q),i = 1,...,m. Hence we deduce from (2.20), (2.24) and the
definition of y, that

T T T T
0 = / (y_y’yv)—l_a/ U'U+/_yvduz/ (yv,t_Ayvyp)+a/ u-v
0 0 ar 0 0
m_ T
= Z/o vi{ (p(-, 1), fi) + aui}.
i=1

Since v € C§°(0,T;R™) is arbitrary we obtain (2.15). 1



3 Discretization

Let 73, be a quasi-uniform triangulation of Q with maximum mesh size h := maxgec7, diam(S).
Let us denote by x1,...,x; the set of nodes of 7;. We consider the space of linear finite
elements

Xy = {¢n € C°(Q)| by is a linear polynomial on each S € 7,}.

We denote by I, the usual Lagrange interpolation operator and by Py, : L?(2) — X} the
L2 projection, i.e.
(z,6n) = (Prhzson)  Voén € Xp.
Furthermore, let Ry, : H'(Q2) — X}, be the Ritzprojection, defined by the relation
(VRpz,Vén) + (Rnz,én) = (V2,Vor) + (2, 0n) Von € X (3.1)
It is well-known that

Iz — Rpz|| + BV (2 — Rp2)| < Ch™||2||gm ¥z € H™(Q), m = 1,2. (3.2)

We shall also require a uniform bound on z — Ry z. Using interpolation and inverse estimates
together with (3.2) we find for z € H%(Q) that

IN

|z = Inzllz + | nz — Ruzllz (3:3)
W23 |22 + Ch™% | Inz — Rpz|| < Ch2% |12 o

|z — Rpz|| oo

IN

Furthermore, we have the following estimate for functions ¢, € X,

[6nllzee < Cp(d, b)||onll (3-4)

where

Vl]loghl|, d=2,

p(d,h) = .
h~2, d=S3.

Next, let 0 =tg <t1 < ... <ty_1 <ty =T a time grid with 7, := ¢, —t,_1,n=1,...,N
and 7 := maxj<,<nN Tp. We set
Wiy ={®:Qx[0,T]|®(-,t) € X}, is constant in t € (tn_1,tn),1 <t < N}.

For Y, ® € W}, » we let

N N
AY, @) =) r (VY™ VO™ + > (V" Y™ 1 em) + (vP,0)),
n=1 n=2

where ®" := ®" &% = lim, o+ (¢, + s). Given u € U, our approximation Y € W}, . of the
solution y of (2.1)— (2 3) is obtained by the following discontinuous Galerkin scheme:

tn
A(Y, ®) Z/ (Bu(t + (y0,2%) VP € W (3.5)
tn 1

The above solution will be denoted by Y = Gy, -(Bu). We have the following uniform error
estimate.



Theorem 3.1. Let uw € U,y = G(Bu),Y = Gy -(Bu). Then

max [y ta) = Y"1 < Cpld, B+ VD) (ol + lullo):

Proof. We begin by deriving an error relation using standard arguments. Take ® € W), -,
multiply (2.1) by ®” € X}, and integrate over X (t,—1,t,): Abbreviating y" := y(-,t,) we
have

tn tn
(y" — y"L, o) + / (Vy, V™) dt = / (Bu(t),®")dt, 1<n<N. (3.6)

tn—1 tn—1
Next, let us introduce Y € Wi+ by
Y(-,t) := Rpy",  t € (tp_1,tn),1 <n < N. (3.7)

Using (3.6) along with (3.1) we derive by straightforward calculation

A, ®) = Z/tn Bu(t), ") + (yo, ®0) + r(®) ¥ € Wi,

tn—1
where
N tn
Z vy — T— Vydt, V") + ZTn y" — Ry, &) (3.8)
n=1 In—1 n=1

N 4

Y (R = 9" ) = " =y ), ") + (Ruy' —y @) = ) (@)
n=2 j=1

As a consequence, the error E:=Y —Y € Wi, satisfies
A(E,®) =r(P) Vo € Wh r. (3.9)

Let us fix [ € {2,..., N} and define ® € W}, . by

0, n=1orn>lI,
[OXEE— En — En—l
—  2<n<lL
Tn
Inserting @ into (3.9) yields
En ! 2 VEl 2 VEII 2 V En—l 2 @
Zmll 17+ || [ | I”+ Z | ) =r(®).

Let us estimate the integrals in the remainder term r(®). To begin,

tn

@) < I - L [7 v - e
n=2

n Jt,_1

IN

1 n n— T
1 E IV(E" — E"H)|? +CT/O [V ye || dt.
n=2



We infer from Young’s inequality and (3.2) that

ETL
|r2(® |<Z”Z/ — Rpy"[IIE" = E" Y| < 5 anll

1

2 4 n|(2

2+ Cht max "
Finally, again by (3.2),

r3(®) |<Chz—lly —y" | E" - EMY|
n=2

Lol n 2 \3 1 1o E"—E"! o [T 2
< cn —/ L) BB — B < 23 BB +Ch/ el
2 7=, lulin) 12— o 19l

Since r4(®) = 0 we obtain upon combining the above inequalities and recalling (2.7) that

—_

— B!
5 ZTnH I + HVEZH2 < SIVE? + (0 + 1) (lyoll e + IlullE). — (3.10)

\V)

It remains to estimate |[VE!|?. We insert ® € W), , with ®! = ¢, € X, ®" = 0,n > 2 into
the error relation (3.9). After straightforward calculations we obtain

1 [h
n(VELVén) + (Bay' =Y ) =mi(Vy! = = | Vydt, Vén) +71(y" = Ray', on)
to
for all ¢5 € Xj. Choosing ¢y, = Pyt — Y = E' + (Pyy' — Rpy') we have

1M
n||[VEY? + | Pyt = Y = 71 (Vy' — — |Vt VE!' + V(Pyy' — Rpy"))
to

+71(VEL, V(Ryy' — Puy")) + 11(y" — Ruy', Py = Y)

IN

3
T (/t [Vye|[*dt) 2 (HVElﬂ +IV(Rpy' — PuyH)|) + 1l VEY | V(Rry* — Puyh)||
+O071|ly" — Ry | Puyt — Y

1 h
< SMIVEE + 1Py = YHP) + Crub?lly |3 + 0712/ 19y *d.

to

Hence, recalling (2.7),
IVE? + TllHPhyl =YY< C® + 1) (Ilyoll B2 + [lull?y)- (3.11)
Inserting (3.11) into (3.10) we deduce that
Zmu BB e s VB < 002 +0)(luolle + lE). @12)
1<n<N
Furthermore, we infer from (3.11) and (3.12) for 1 <n < N,

n
1B < [IBY+ Y IE — B

i=2
n ; ; n
Et — pi1 1 1
< |[Puyt =Y + | Ray" — Pry H+(ZanH2)2( 7i)?
i=2 v i=1
< C(h+v7)(lvollgz + llullv).
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Combining this estimate with (3.12) we obtain

max [|E" g2 < C(h+v7) (lyolla2 + ullv)- (3.13)

-----

Finally, we infer with the help of (3.3), (3.4), (2.7) and (3.13) that

_d
ly™ =Yl < [ly" = Ruy" oo + | E™ [z < Ch*72ly" (|52 + Cp(d, W) | E™ || g1
< Op(d,h)(h +V7)(llyoll 2 + lullv),
which completes the proof. |

Remark 3.2. Note that the error bound in Theorem 3.1 is derived under the condition that
the right hand side and hence the time derivative of the solution is only square integrable in
time. Classical results known from the literature require higher regularity requirements, see
e.g. [7, Theorem 1.2] and thus are not applicable in our case. A situation that is comparable
to ours in that the time derivative only belongs to some LP—space is considered in [15]. For a
function

y € Wl (Qr) := {z € LP(0,T; WP(Q)), 2 € LP(0, T; LP(Q)}  (p > 2)

with y = 0 on I'r the following parabolic projection is analyzed: Y = I;yy and
1 — n 1 n n— —n
;(Yn -Y" 1’ ¢h) + (VY ,VQSh) = ;(y -y 1a ¢h) + (Vy 7V¢h)

for all ¢, € Xpo := X5, N HY(Q),1 < n < N. Here, y" = y(-,t,,) and y"* = % tt:f1 y(-, t)dt. It
is shown in [15, Theorem 4.1] that

Y. < 2-4/p | 11-2/p
max [ly" =Yl < Cp?llog AP (W77 + 7172) [yl (3.14)

provided that d = 2 and 7 > C*|log h|>h?. We expect that the techniques in [15] can be
applied to the scheme (3.5) and Neumann boundary conditions provided that the solution
has the necessary regularity.

Remark 3.3. In what follows we shall assume that the time step is coupled to the spatial
grid size h in such a way that 7 = o(p(d,h)™2) as h — 0. With this choice we infer from
Theorem 3.1 that

max fly(stn) =¥V =0, h—0.

We use the variational approach of [10] in order to discretize our optimal control problem as
follows:

T
min ey o (u) : Zmnw R WU
0

s.t. Y =Gy - (Bu) and Y"(;rj) >0,1<j<J1<n<N.

(TP)y, (3.15)

As a minimization problem for a quadratic functional over a closed and convex domain, (T'P)p,
has a unique solution uj, € U. Furthermore, using [3, Theorem 5.2] again, we conclude that



there exist u}‘ €ER,1<n<N,1<j<Jaswell as P € W, such that

N N J
P)=) m(Y" =", @") + > Y @ (x;)uf VP E Wi, (3.16)
n=1 n=1j=1
o () + (( ",fi))l.:17...7m =0 a.e. in (tp—1,tn),  (3.17)
N J
P <0, Y™ (x;) >0, and Y > Y"(z;)puf = 0. (3.18)
n=1j=1

Let us define the measure iy, , € M(Qr) by

/fdum- SN St e O,

n=1j=1

As a first result for (3.15) we prove that the sequence of optimal controls, states and measures
fth,r are uniformly bounded.

Lemma 3.4. Let up € U be the optimal solution of (3&) with corresponding state Y =
Gh+(Bup) and adjoint variables P € Wy, » and pp, - € M(Qr). Then there exists hg > 0 such

that N
S rllym + /|uh |dt+ZZ|py|<C Jor all 0 < h < hy.
n=1

n=1 j=1

Proof. We infer from (2.13) that there exists 6 > 0 such that

~g(0)>6 O

<

Theorem 3.1 then implies that ¥ := Gn+(0) € W), ; satisfies

A~

YMz;) > =, 1<n<N,1<j<J0<h<h (3.19)

N

Using (3.18) and (3.16) we obtain

N J
ZZY €N run—ZZY"ay Y7 ()l

n=1j=1
N
= =) m(Y" =g Y"=Y") + AY - Y,P)
n=1

m
(™2 HY"Y" Y =gV 4D Y Tty ) (P i)
n=1 i=1

I
M) =

S~

Tn

i
L

IN

N T
52 mlP - / fun(t) dt + C
ot 0

lth

recalling that Y = th(Buh),}A/ = G +(0) as well as (3.17). Combining this estimate with
(3.19) implies the result. 1



4 Error estimate
Theorem 4.1. Let u be the solution of (T'P), uy the solution of (T'P);, with corresponding
states y = G(Bu) and Y = Gy, -(Buy). Then

N T
> mally(ta) = Y7 + /0 lu(t) — up(t)|*dt < Cp(d,h)(h+/T) + CT.
n=1

Proof. Let us write

T T T
o [ 1u®) ~ wPdt = a [ ) @O - w @)t [ un)- @) - o)
0 0 0
= I+11. (4.1)

In order to deal with I we choose a sequence (vg)gen,vr € C5°(0,T;R™) such that vy — u—up
in L2(0,T;R™) as k — oo. Furthermore, let y" := G(Buy,) and 2 := Go(Buvy). Note that
2, € W§© in view of the smoothness of vy, and the fact that f; € L*°(Q),s = 1,...,m. In
addition, (2.7) yields

1= ") = 2o < € a1y = y")(#) = 2 ()2 (4.2)

< c(/OT\(u—uh)(t) - vk(t)]2dt>% S0,k — 00,

Hence, we infer from (2.15), the definition of zx, (2.14) and (4.2) that

T T m
I = « klirn u(t) - v (t)dt = — klim Z vi(t) (p(-, 1), fi)dt
T T
= — lim (Bug,p)dt = — lim (2t — Azg, p)
k—oo Jo k—oo Jq
T T , .
= — lim {/ (y—g,zk)+/deu} = | (y—10y —y)+/(y —y)dp.
k—oo ™ Jo Qr 0 Qr

Recalling (2.16) we may continue

N
I = Y m@" =g " =y + /(yh)‘du
n=1 Qr

N tn
"‘Z/ {y=9.9" -y - -9y =y} =L+ L+
n=1

tn—1

Here, we have abbreviated y~ = min(y,0). Let us start with the second term. For (z,t) €
Q X (tn—1,tn) we deduce upon recalling (3.3), (3.4), Theorem 3.1 and the fact that Y (z) >

10



0,z €

(") (2, 1) < (") (@ t) = (") (@ ta)| + (") (@) = (V™) (2)]

< W t) =y @ )| + Iy @) = V(@)
< 2 max Iy (+8) = By 9)llo + By (.0) = By t)llos + ™" = Y"1
< CR max ")l + Cold. )| By (1) = Ry 1)

+Cp(d, h) (b + V7)ol + unllo) (4.3)
< Cpld Wb+ V) (ool + ) + Cotd. by [ IRl sct)

tn—1

< Cp(d, h)(h+ v7)(llyoll = + lunllv) < Cp(d, h)(h + V)

in view of (2.7) and Lemma 3.4. By continuity this estimate also holds at the points ¢ =
tn,m=0,...,N. An elementary calculation shows that

N tn
[I3] < CTZ/t (el + el 1gel) Cloll + Nly™ 1 + Nlgll) de
n=1vtn-1
< Cr. (4.4)

Inserting the estimates (4.3) and (4.4) into our formula for I we have
N
Z (" — 7",y —y™) + Cp(d, h)(h + /T) + CT. (4.5)

Next, let us introduce Y = Gy, ,(Bu). Then, (3.17), (3.16) and (3.18) imply that
tn

N
I = ZZ (P", fi) / w; — up,)(t)dt = Z (P”,B(u—uh)) — A(Y —Y, P)

n=1 i=1 -

N J
= ZTn(Y”—gn,ff"—Y”)—i—ZZ Y™(2;) — Y™ (z5))15

< _ n 7’L
< an gRYT =Y+ omax (Y »”CHZZM

n=1j=1
Recalling thatyZOinﬂ_Twehave for1<n<N,1<;5;<J

(Y™") (@) = [V (x5) =y (@5, tn)| < V™) — y(aj, tn)]
< Y™ —y(tn)llze < Cp(d, ) (h 4+ /) (1ol g2 + [lull)
< Cp(d,h)(h+V/T)

again by Theorem 3.1. As a result,

N
IT<Y 7Y™ =g Y™ = Y™) + Cp(d, ) (h+ /7). (4.6)

11



Inserting (4.5) and (4.6) into (4.1) we have

T
a/ lu(t) — un (£) 2t
0

N N
< D) = =y DY (YT =g Y =Y + Cp(d, B) (b + V/T) + C7
n=1 n=1

N
— ZTTL/Q { _ (yn - Yn)Q + (Yn . gn)(?n . yn) 4+ (yn . gn)(yh,n . Yn)}
n=1

+Cp(d,h)(h +/T)+ CT

N
< = mllyt = Y|P+ +Cp(d, ) (h + V/T) + CT
n=1
where we once more used Theorem 3.1. The proof is complete. |

The order of convergence obtained in Theorem 4.1 is essentially determined by the error
bound in Theorem 3.1, which in turn is limited by our regularity assumptions on the control
u. A situation in which one can expect better error bounds occurs when additional control
constraints of the form

a<ui(t)<b ae in (0,7),i=1,....,m

are prescribed. Here, a < b are given constants. Then, Bu € L*°(Qr) so that parabolic
regularity theory implies that y € WI? ’1(QT) for all p < oo. Recalling Remark 3.2 it seems
possible to us that an error bound of the form

N T
S rullyota) = Y7+ [ fut) — un(0)Pd < C (4 717) (e 0
n=1 0
can be proved in this situation.
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