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Abstract

In this paper, we study the mixed finite element methods for general convex optimal
control problems governed by integro-differential equations. The state and the
co-state are discretized by the lowest order Raviart-Thomas mixed finite element
spaces and the control is discretized by piecewise constant elements. We derive a
posteriori error estimates for the coupled state and control approximation. Such
estimates are obtained for some model problems which frequently appear in many
applications.
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1 Introduction

The finite element discretization of optimal control problems has been extensively inves-
tigated in early literature. There are two early papers on the numerical approximation of
linear quadratic elliptic optimal control problems by Falk [1] and Geveci [2]. In [3], the au-
thors derived a posteriori error estimators for a class of distributed elliptic optimal control
problems. These error estimators are shown to be useful in adaptive finite element approx-
imation for the optimal control problems and are implemented in the adaptive approach.
Brunner and Yan [4] discussed finite element Galerkin discretization of a class of con-
strained optimal control problems governed by integral equations and integro-differential
equations. The analysis focuses on the derivation of a priori error estimates and a posteri-
ori error estimators for the approximation schemes. Systematic introduction of the finite
element method for optimal control problems can be found in [5-7]. Some of the tech-
niques directly relevant to our work can be found in [8, 9].

In many control problems, the objective functional contains the gradient of the state
variables. Thus, the accuracy of the gradient is important in numerical discretization of
the coupled state equations. Mixed finite element methods are appropriate for the state
equations in such cases since both the scalar variable and its flux variable can be approx-
imated to the same accuracy by using such methods. Some specialists have made many
important works on some topic of mixed finite element methods for linear optimal con-
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trol problems. Some realistic regularity assumptions are presented and applied to error
estimation by using an operator interpolation. The authors derive L2-superconvergence
properties for the flux functions along the Gauss lines and for the scalar functions at the
Gauss points via mixed projections in [10-12]. Also, L*-error estimates for general opti-
mal control problems using mixed finite element methods are considered in [13, 14]. In [15,
16], a posteriori error estimates of mixed finite element methods for general convex opti-
mal control problems are addressed. However, there does not seem to exist much work on
theoretical analysis for mixed finite element approximation of optimal control problems
governed by integro-differential equations in the literature.

In this paper we derive a posteriori error estimates of mixed finite element methods
for general optimal control problems governed by integro-differential equations. We are
concerned with the following optimal control problems:

min {&1(p) + &) +j(w)} (11)
subject to the state equation

—div(AVy) + /;2 G(s,t)y(s)ds=f + Bu, x€, 1.2)
with the boundary condition

y=0, x€dQ, 1.3)

which can be written in the form of the first-order system

divp + / G(s,t)y(s)ds=f +Bu, x€, (1.4)
Q

p=-AVy, x€(, (L5)

y=0, x€d%, (1.6)

where Q C R? is a regular bounded and convex open set with the boundary 92, Q; is a
bounded open set in R? with the Lipschitz boundary 9%;;, gi, g, and j are convex func-
tionals and K is a closed convex set in I/ = L2(2;). Here, f € L*(R2) and B is a continu-
ous linear operator from L2() to L2(R), G(-,-) € HY( x ), and there are constants
o, Co > 0 satisfying

co < G(s,t) <Cy, Vs,te. 1.7)
The coefficient matrix A(x) = (@;(x))2x2 € L™($2;R?**?) is a symmetric 2 x 2-matrix and

there are constants ¢;, ¢ > 0 satisfying, for any vector X € R?, ¢ [|X|12, < X'AX < o[ X2,
We adopt the standard notation W"?(Q2) for Sobolev spaces on € with a norm

I - llmp given by V|5, = > al<m ||D"‘v||’Zp(Q), a semi-norm | - |,,, given by |v[,,, =
> = ||D°‘V||i,,m). We set Wy"(Q) = {v € W™P(Q) : v|pq = 0}. For p = 2, we denote
H™(Q) = W(Q), Hy () = Wi (), and | e = 1l s - = 11+ o2

Now, we recall a result from Kress [17].
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Lemma 1.1 We assume that G(-,-) is such that the equations
—div(AVE) + / G(s,0)é(t)dt =F, inQ,&|3q =0, (1.8)
Q
—div(AV?) + / G(s, )¢ (s)ds=F, inQ,¢l3a=0 (1.9)
Q

have unique solutions &, € H(Q) for any Fy, F, € L*(2), respectively. Moreover, there ex-
ists a positive constant C such that

€2y < CllFill2() (1.10)

¢ 1 2 < CliF2ll 2 (1.11)

In particular, it can be proved that [18] there exist unique solutions for the above integral-
differential equations if |G(s, t)| < ag, where ag is small enough such that

‘/AVVVVE(a0+5)|§2|||v||i9, Vv e H(Q),
Q

where [Q] = [, 1.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we construct the mixed finite
element discretization for the optimal control problems governed by integro-differential
equations and briefly state the definitions and properties of some interpolation operators.
Then we discuss a posteriori error estimates for the intermediate error in Section 3. In
Section 4, we derive a posteriori error estimates for the control and state approximations.
Finally, some applications are presented in Section 5.

2 Mixed methods for optimal control problems
In this section we briefly discuss the mixed finite element discretization of convex optimal
control problems (1.1)-(1.3). Let

V=H(iv;Q) = [ve (12(@)" divve [X(Q)), W =LXQ).

The Hilbert space V is equipped with the following norm:

2 . 2 \1/2
IVllgiv = IVl H@ive) = (IVIIG.q + 11 divVIg)

Then, the weak formulation of the optimal control problems (1.1)-(1.3) is to find (p, y, u) €
V x W x U such that

uénlggu{gﬂp) + &) +jw)}, 1)

(A'lp,v) —(y,divv) =0, VvevV, (2.2)

(divp, w) + / / G(s, t)y(s)w(t)dsdt = (f + Bu,w), VYwe W, (2.3)
ela

where the inner product in L(2) or (L%(2))? is denoted by (-, -). It is well known (see, e.g.,
[19]) that the optimal control problem (2.1)-(2.3) has a unique solution (p, y, #), and that a
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triplet (p, y, u) is the solution of (2.1)-(2.3) if and only if there is a co-state (q,z) e V. x W
such that (p,y, q, z, u) satisfies the following optimality conditions:

(A‘lp,v) —(y,divv) =0, VvevV, (2.4)

(divp,w) + / / G(s, t)y(s)w(t)dsdt = (f + Bu,w), Ywe W, (2.5)
ela

(A"'qv) - (z,divv) = —(g{(p),v), VveV, (2.6)

(div q, w) +/ / G(s,t)\w(s)z(t) dsdt = (g (y),w), Ywe W, (2.7)
ela

(/(w) + B'z,ii—u),, >0, Viek, (2.8)

where g1, g, and j are the derivatives of g, g2, and j, B* is the adjoint operator of B, and
(+,-)u is the inner product of U. In the rest of the paper, we shall simply write the product
as (-, -) whenever no confusion should be caused.

We are now able to introduce the discretized problem. To this aim, we consider a family
of triangulations or rectangulations 7, of 2. With each element T € 7Tj,, we associate two
parameters p(7) and o (T), where p(T) denotes the diameter of the set T and o(7) is
the diameter of the largest ball contained in 7. The mesh size of the grid is defined by
h = maxreT, p(T). We suppose that the regularity assumptions are satisfied. There exist
two positive constants g; and g, such that

ﬂ =0n L =02

o(T) p(T)
hold for all T € 7, and all /2 > 0. In addition, C or ¢ denotes a general positive constant
independent of /.

Let us define ), = UTen T, and let ©j and I'j, denote its interior and its boundary,
respectively. We assume that €2, is convex and the vertices of 7, placed on the boundary
of T, are points of 3$2. We also assume that | \ €| < Ch?.

Similarly, we assume that 7;,(€2;) are triangulations or rectangulations of ;. With each
element s € 7,(L2y), the two parameters p(s) and o (s) are assumed to satisfy the regularity
assumptions. Next, to every boundary triangle or rectangle T (s) of T, (T,(Q2r)), we asso-
ciate another triangle or rectangle T (3) with curved boundary. We denote by T (Th(Q))
the union of these curved boundary triangles with interior triangles of 7;, (7,(€2;,)) such
that

=1 <=\ s
TeTy, seTh(Qu)

Let V;, x W, C V x W denote the Raviart-Thomas space [20] of the lowest order asso-
ciated with the triangulations or rectangulations 7j, of Q. P; denotes the space of polyno-
mials of total degree at most k, Q,,,, indicates the space of polynomials of degree no more
than m and 7 in x and y, respectively. If T is a triangle, V(T) = {v € P3(T) + x - Po(T)}, and
if T is a rectangle, V(T') = {v € Qu,0(T) x Qo1(T)}. We define

Vii={vi € V:VT € Ty, vilr € V(T);vi = 0, on @\ 4},

Wy, = {wp € W:VT € Tp, wy| 7 = constant; wy, = 0, on 2\ Q).
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Associated with 7;(Sy) is another finite dimensional subspace Uj, of U:
u, = {ﬂh e U:Vse Th(Q), il = constant}.

The mixed finite element discretization of (2.1)-(2.3) is as follows: compute (py, yi, un) €
Vi, x W), x U, such that

uhe‘g}iguh {@(pn) + &20m) +j(un)}, (2.9)

(A_lph,vh) - (p,divvy) =0, Vv, €V, (2.10)

(div py, wp) +/ / G(s, )yp(s)wy(t) dsdt = (f + Bup, wy), Yw, € Wy, (2.11)
eJa

where Kj, = U, N K. Under our assumptions on the kernel G(-, -), it can be shown that there

exists an /1 > 0 such that for 4 € (o, }_1), the mixed finite element approximation

(AP vi) = o divvy) =0, Vv, €V, (2.12)

(div pp, wp) + /Q /Q G(s, )yp(s)wy(t) dsdt = (F,wy), VYw,e W, (2.13)

has a unique solution (py, y;,) for any F € L%(R).

The optimal control problem (2.9)-(2.11) again has a unique solution (py, ¥, ux), and a
triplet (pu, ¥, un) is the solution of (2.9)-(2.11) if and only if there is a co-state (qy,z;) €
V;, x Wy, such that (py, yn, Qi zn, uy) satisfies the following optimality conditions:

(A7'prvi) = odivvy) =0, Vv, €V, (2.14)
(div py, wp) + /Q /Q G(s, )yn(s)wy(t) dsdt = (f + Bup, wy), Ywn € Wy, (2.15)
(A @ Vi) = (zn, divvy) = =(g{ (), Vi), Vi € Vi, (2.16)
(div qp, wr) + /Q /Q G(s, tywi(s)zn(t) dsdt = (g5 (yn) wn),  Ywy € Wi, (2.17)
(7' (un) + B*zy, ity — up,) ; = 0, Vit € K. (2.18)

In the rest of the paper, we shall use some intermediate variables. For any control func-
tion # € K, we first define the state solution (p(z), y(#), q(iz), z(i2)) associated with # that

satisfies
(A_lp(ﬁ),v) - (y(it),divv) =0, VWvevy, (2.19)
(div p(it),w) +/ / G(s, t)y(m)(s)w(t)dsdt = (f + Bu,w), VYwe W, (2.20)
eJa
(A_lq(z}),v) - (z(it),divv) = —(g{ (p(it)),v), Yvev, (2.21)

(div q(zZ),w) + /Q /Q G(s, t)ywy(s)zn(u1)(t) dsdt = (gé(y(z?t)),w), Ywe W. (2.22)
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Correspondingly, we define the discrete state solution (py, (i), yx(2), qi (i), z;,(2)) associ-
ated with 7z € K that satisfies

(Ailph(l:t),vh) - (yh(it),divvh) =0, Vv,evVy, (2.23)
(div pr(ix), w) +f / G(s, )yn()()wp(t) dsdt = (f + Bi,wy,), Ywp e Wy,  (2.24)
ala
(A7 qu(i), vi) = (zn(@), divvy) = (g (Pn(@)), Vi),  VYvi € Vi, (2.25)
(@ivatinm) + [ [ G owiora e dsde = & (n@)m),
ala

Ywy, € W), (2.26)

Thus, as we defined, the exact solution and its approximation can be written in the fol-
lowing way:

(P9, q,2) = (p(w), y(u), q(), 2(1r)),

(P> Vs Ui 2n) = (P () Y (Wan), Qi (), 2 (ua))

Let &), denote the set of element sides in 7},. If there is no risk of confusion, the local
mesh size % is defined on both 7, and &, by 4|z := hy for T € T, and h|g := hg for E € &,
respectively. For all E € &), we fix one direction of a unit normal on E pointing in the
outside of Q in case E C 9Q2. We define that an operator [v] : H(T},) — L*(&) is the jump
of the function v across the edge E, and t is the tangential unit vector along E.

We define S°(7,) C L*(R2) as the piecewise constant space and S'(7;) C H'(S) or
Sy(Tn) C H () as continuous and piecewise linear functions, piecewise is understood
with respect to 7;. We consider Clement’s interpolation operator I, : H'(2) — S(73)
which satisfies [21]

lv—Iwvllo,r < ChrlViiw,, YveHy(Q), (2:27)
lv—Ivllog < CH* [Vilwe, YV e Hy(R) (2.28)

foreach T € Tpand E€ &, wr = {T" € T, TN T 40}, we = {T € T, E€ T}.
Now, we define the standard L?(£2)-orthogonal projection P;, : W — W, which satisfies
the approximation property [22]:

|1t v=Pu)||, < ClIVavlle, Vv eH(Tp). (2.29)
Let us define the interpolation operator Ij, : V— V;, which satisfies: forany q € V,
/T(q— M,q) - v, dxdy=0, Vv, eV TeT,.
We have the commuting diagram property
divoll, =P,odiv:V— W, and div( -I1,)V L W, (2.30)

where and after, / denotes an identity operator.
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Next, the interpolation operator Iy satisfies the local error estimate
|7 (q- )|, <Clah7, a€H (TH)NV. (2.31)
Furthermore, we assume that [23]

W, CHNTy),  Al'pulr€P,  Viyulr€P, YT €T,
ST N HY(div; Q) C V), € HY(T,) N H(div; Q).
3 Aposteriori error estimates for the intermediate errors
Given u € K, let S;, S; be the inverse operators of state equation (2.3) such that p(u) =

S1Bu and y(u) = S, Bu are the solutions of state equation (2.3). Similarly, for given u;, € K},
Pr(un) = SipBuy, yn(uy) = SopBuy, are the solutions of discrete state equation (2.11). Let

J () = g1(S1Bu) + g2(S2Bu) + j(u),

Tn(un) = g1(SuBuy) + g2(SanBuy,) + j(up).

It is clear that J and J, are well defined and continuous on K and Kj},. Also, the functional
Jn can be naturally extended on K. Then (2.1) and (2.9) can be represented as

gleilg{/(u)}, (3.1)
Jg{% {n(un)}. (3.2)

An additional assumption is needed. We assume that the cost function J is strictly convex
near the solution , i.e., for the solution u, there exists a neighborhood of « in L2 such that
] is convex in the sense that there is a constant ¢ > 0 satisfying

(') =T )1 =) = cllu— v, (33)

for all v in this neighborhood of u. The convexity of J(-) is closely related to the second-
order sufficient optimality conditions of optimal control problems, which are assumed in
many studies on numerical methods of the problem. For instance, in many references, the
authors assume the following second-order sufficiently optimality condition (see [21, 24]):
there is ¢ > 0 such that J/(u)v* > c|v|3.

Now, we are able to derive the main result.

Lemma 3.1 Let u and uy be the solutions of (3.1) and (3.2), respectively. Assume that
Ky, C K. In addition, assume that (J; (un))|s € H(s),Vs € T(Qu), and that there isa vy, € K,
such that

UG, vi=w)| < C Y~ bl | g g e = wall - (3.4)
seTp(Qu)

Then we have

2
llu = wnllyy < Cni + C|l2(un) — 2 (35)
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where

= Y B ) + B (3.6)
se€Tn(Qu)

Proof 1t follows from (3.1) and (3.2) that

(Jw),u-v) <0, WveKk, 3.7)

(]];(uh)’ Up — Vh) <0, VweK,CK. (3.8)
Then it follows from (3.3) and (3.7)-(3.8) that
clluw—uplly < (' () = T (), e — ),
<—(/'(un),u — un)

= (T Cun)y wn — ), + (T () =T (o), 16 = ),

< UnCun),vi = w) y + (T () = T (), = wy,) - (3.9)

From (3.4), (3.9), and the Schwarz inequality, we get that

cllu—upllyy <C Y7 Il Tiun) | g e = el 2
s€Th(Qu)

+ C| ) = T () || e = el e

<C Y R

s€Th(Qu)

! ! 2
+ C|\ T an) =T () |, + 81t = w17 (3.10)
It is not difficult to show
Tn(un) =j'un) + Bz, J'(un) = (un) + B z(uy,), (3.11)
where z(u;,) is the solution of equations (2.19)-(2.22). From (3.11), it is easy to derive
7 Can) =T )|, = || B* (2 — 2(un)) || ; < C|l2n = 2(n) |- (312)
It is clear that (3.5) can be derived from (3.10)-(3.12). O
Fix a function uy € Uy, let (p(uy), y(uy)) € V x W be the solution of equations (2.19)-
(2.20). Set some intermediate errors: &, := p(uy) — pr, €1 := y(uy) — yp.
To analyze the fixing u;, approach, let us first note the following error equations from
(2.10)-(2.11) and (2.19)-(2.20):
(A_lel,vh) — (e, divvy) =0, Vv, €V, (3.13)

(divel,wh)+/ / G(s,t)er(s)wy(t)dsdt =0, Vwy, € Wy (3.14)
elJa

Page 8 of 17
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Lemma 3.2 For the Raviart-Thomas elements, there is a positive constant C, which only
depends on A, Q, and the shape of the elements and their maximal polynomial degree k,

such that
o) = pa 4, + |7n) = 3]y < Cros (3.15)
where
2 2
Ny = [Z <Hf + Buy, —divpy — / G(s, t)yy(s) ds + hZT . ”curlh (A_lph) ||0’T
TeTy @ 0T
) ) 1/2
e mig [ a0l PR )] e

Proof We analyze a Helmholtz decomposition [23] of A~'p,, with a fixing ¢ € H}(€2) such
that —div(AV) = div p;. Then there is some ¥ € H*(Q) satisfying fQ Ydx=0,Curly L
VH;(£2) and

pr = —-AVe + Curl . (3.17)
From (3.17) and (1.8)-(1.11), we derive

&1=AVyx —Curly with x = ¢ —y(uy,) € H(l)(Q), (3.18)
and hence the error decomposition

(A6, 1) = (AVX, V) + (A Curly, Curl ). (3.19)

It follows from Poincare’s inequality and (2.29) that

AV, V) =(Vx,e1) = =(divey, x)
= (diver, Pux — x) - (div ey, Prx)
< Cllhr - divello - [A"*Vx |, + Clldiverllo - 1Pax o
< Cllhz - diveillo - |4V | + Clldiverlo - 1AV lo. (3.20)
To estimate the second contribution to the right-hand side of (3.19), we utilize Clement’s

operator I,. Note that I,y € SY(T;) C HYRQ), Curl I,y € S°(T,)? N H'(div; ) C V}, and
Curl I,y L VH(R2), whence div(Curl [,yr) = 0. Therefore, we obtain

(A7 Curl Y, Curl ) = —(A™' ey, Curl I ¥/ = —(ey, div Curl I ) = 0.
Utilizing (3.17) and (2.27)-(2.28), we infer

(A7 Curly, Curl y)

= (A™' Curl ¥, Curl(y - I¥)) = (A" py, Curl(y — L))
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==V~ Ly, curly(A7pw)) + ([(A7'Pw) - €] v = 1Y),

= C(|Vr - curlu(a7pu) [ + [ - [(A7n) - ][l g6, )1V I (3.21)
With Poincare’s inequality we deduce
¥l < ClIV¥llo = Cll Curl [lo < C|A™> Curl || . (3.22)
From (2.20), we have
dive; =f + Buy — divpy, — ‘/Q G(s, t)y(up)(s)ds
=f+Bu, —divp, — /Q G(s,t)yu(s) ds — /Q G(s,t)ei(s) ds, (3.23)

and together with (3.19)-(3.23) we have

+lello
0

llellaiy < C(H/ + Buy, — divpy, - / G(s, t)yn(s)ds
Q

i Jeur (i) + D47 ], ) 320

Now, let us estimate ||e;||o. Let & be the solution of (1.9) with F; = y(u,) — y,. According
to (1.8)-(1.11), we have & € H}(2) N H%(T;). Then it follows from (1.9), (2.14)-(2.15) and
(2.30) that

letll2 = (y(uh> = div(AVE) + /Q Gls, DE (D) dt)
=~ (plun), VE) + (y div T, (AVE)) + (y(uh> g /Q Gls, D% (1) dt)
= (divp(up), £) + / / Gls, )y () ()% (8) s di
QJIQ
+ (A7 p, TTH(AVE)) — (yh: / G(s, 1)&(t) dt)
Q

= (f + Buy, —divpy, - /Q G(s, t)yn(s) ds,g) + (Viwn — A7 py, (I - T1,)(AVE))

= C(H/“B”h —divp, - /Q G(s,t)yu(s)ds| + ||+ (Viwn —A"py) ||0> €L
0

2
< c(”{ + Buy, —divpy — / G(s,Oyu(s)ds|| + |- (Vawsn —A"'px) ||§> +8lle]?
Q 0

for any wy, € W,. Using the triangle inequality, we obtain

lledllo < C(HHBM;, —divpy, —f G(s, t)yn(s) ds
Q

+ | (Viwn = A7'pi) | 0). (3.25)
0

So, Lemma 3.2 has been proved by combining with (3.24) and (3.25). O

Moreover, we can prove the reverse inequality of (3.15).

Page 10 of 17
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Lemma 3.3 For the Raviart-Thomas elements, there is a positive constant C, which only
depends on A, 2, and the shape of the elements and their maximal polynomial degree k,
such that

Cna < | p(un) — P, + [|7@) = 91 - (3.26)
Proof First, from (3.23) we derive that

f + Buy —divpy —/ G(s, t)yn(s)ds = dive; + / G(s,t)ei(s) ds, (3.27)
Q Q

then we have

H/ + Buy, — divpy — / G(s,)yn(s)ds| < C(lerllr@ivr + llerllo,r)- (3.28)
Q

0,7

Next, using the standard Bubble function technique, we fix or € Ps with 0 < or <1=
max o7 and zero boundary values on T to derive

C|lcurl(A™"py) ||§,T < | o¥? - curl(A'py) ||§,T. (3.29)

Using (3.17) and (3.18), we obtain

%2 - curl(A™"py) ||3’T = / (A1) - Curl(o}? - curl(A™'py,)) dx
T
= C”A_lgl ||0,T ) i9¥2 ~curl(A"1ph)|LT
= CHSI ”H(div;T) h7 ”QIT/2 'Cuﬂ(A_lph) ||0,T’ (3.30)

since QIT/Z - curl(A'py) € Py, with zero boundary values on 7. Combining (3.29) and

(3.30), we have
hy - [curl(A™py) | 7 < Clierllaivi)- (3.31)

Now, let or denote the continuous function satisfying or € P, with 0 < or <1 =max g
on wg. Let o = [(A™'py) - t]. Using continuous extension on the reference element in [25],
there exists an extension operator P: C(E) — C(wg) satisfying Po | = o and

1/2 1/2 1/2
ch’lolloe < [ef*Po |, < c2h?lollo, (3.32)

where ¢; and ¢, are positive constants. By the integration by parts formula and (3.31)-
(3.32), we obtain

Cllo I3, < [o}?o |, = - fE (0£Po) - [A™'e, - €] ds

= —/ (A7'e)) - Curl(ogPo)dx — | (0ePo)curl(A™e;) dx
WE

WE

= —/ (A_lsl) -Curl(QEPa)dx—/ (QEPo)curl(A_lph) dx
WE WE
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< le1llowz|0EPO |1y + 0P llowg [|curl (A~ pr) |,

< Chg o llo.g - llellaivane), (333)
where the inverse estimates have been used. Then we obtain that
|7 [ (A py) - t] ||0J5 < Clle1l| Hdiviwg) - (3.34)
Finally, as in (3.29) and with integration by parts, we derive that

CllA™ ph ~ Vay g

< oY (A7 pr = Vi) [

= —fTQTA’lsl (AP = Vinyn) dx - /Tel div(er (A~ — Viyn)) dx

< a1y 7 lor (A pr = Vi) o 1 + letllor|or (A s — Vays)|,

< (14 1] p + Nerllo - ) o (A7 pi = Vi) (333

where the inverse inequality has been used. From (3.35) it is clear that

hTWiIéi‘f);h |[A™ i = Viws | or = C(llerllo,r + hr||A™ e | O,T)' (3.36)
Then Lemma 3.3 is proved by combining (3.28), (3.31), (3.34) and (3.36). O

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we obtain the following results.

Lemma 3.4 For the Raviart-Thomas elements, there is a positive constant C, which only
depends on A, 2, and the shape of the elements and their maximal polynomial degree k,

such that
la@n) = anl , + | 2(n) = zn]| y < COnz + n3), (3.37)
where
> 2
N3 = |:Z < &) —divgy, — /S; G(s,Ozu()dt|  +hy - |curl, (A qu + g (Pn) ||0,T
s

TeTy

+h - Wﬁi‘f)}h |Viwi — A7 g —g{(Ph)H(z)j
) 1/2
+ IH2[(A s + gi(on) -] uw)} . (3.38)

Using Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and Lemma 3.4, we derive the following results.

Theorem 3.1 Let u and uy be the solutions of (3.1) and (3.2), respectively. Assume that
Ky, C K. In addition, assume that (J, (uy))|s € H*(s), Vs € To(Qu) (s = 0 or 1), and that there
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is a vy € Ky, such that

’]]/q(uh)’vh - u)‘ =< C Z th]]/q(uh)HHl(s)”u - uh”iZ(s)'
s€Tn(Qu)

Then, for the Raviart-Thomas elements, there is a positive constant C, which only depends
on A, Q, and the shape of the elements and their maximal polynomial degree k, such that

|pCeen) = pul g, + [7Gaan) = g + @) = a5,

3
2
+ || 2Gn) =2y + Nl = wnllfy < C Y " (3.39)
i=1
where 11, 112, and ns are defined in Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and Lemma 3.4, respectively.
4 A posteriori error estimates
With the intermediate errors, we can decompose the errors as follows:
P — P =P — P(un) + P(un) — Pi = €1 + €1,
Y=yn=y—yun)+y(un) —yn:=r+ey
q-q; =9 - 9q(u) + qun) — qn = € + &2,

z—zp=2z—2(up) + z(up) — 25, := ry + €.

By using the standard results of mixed finite element methods [26], we have the follow-

ing results.

Lemma 4.1 There is a positive constant C independent of h such that

l€xllaiv + lIrillo < Cllu = upllu, (4.1)

€2 llaiv + Ir2llo < Cllue — mnllu- (4.2)

Proof 1t follows from (2.4)-(2.7) and (2.19)-(2.20) that we have the error equations:

(A_lel,v) —(r,divv) =0, VvevV, (4.3)

(div eg, w) +/ / G(s, t)ri(s)w(t) dsdt = (B(u - uh),w), Ywe W, (4.4)
ala

(A€, v) = (r2,divy) = —(g](p) - g (P(wn)),v), VvEV, (4.5)

(div ey, w) +/ / G(s, t)ro(t)w(s) dsdt = (gé(y) -2 (y(uh)),w), Ywe W. (4.6)
eJa

Choosing v = €; and w = r; as the test functions and adding the two relations of (4.3)-(4.4),

we have

(A_lel,el) +/ / G(s, t)ri(s)r () dsdt = (B(u - uh),rl).
eJa
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Then, using the assumption on A and (1.7), we obtain that
2 2 2 2
lello + llrillo = Cllue = upllg + 8l
Now we choose v = div ¢ in equation (4.4), then we obtain

(div ey, diver) = (B(u — up), dive;) —/ / G(s,t)r1(s) div € (t) ds dt.
ala

Then, using the §-Cauchy inequality, we can find an estimate as follows:

2
||divel||2§C(||u—uh||2+ >+8|| dive |

/ G(s, t)ri(s)ds
Q

2 2 . 2
< C(lu—unll® + %) + 81l div ey ||,
Thus,
I divel|* < C(llw — unl® + I7101*) < Cllue — unl|>.

This implies (4.1).

(4.8)

(4.10)

Similarly, we choose v = €; and w = r; as the test functions and add the two relations of

(4.5)-(4.6), then we have

(A e) + /Q /Q G(s, t)ro(t)ro(s) ds dt
= (@0) - & (), 2) - (g1(®) - g (P(un)) €2).
Then, using the assumption on A and (1.7), we obtain that
lalls + 211 < C(llexllg + l1rlig) + 8 (llexlls + lIr2113)-
Hence, we derive that
llalls + 2113 < C(llexllg + IrlIg) < Cllu— unll®.

Now we choose v = div €; in equation (4.6), then we obtain

(diver, divey) = (g,() — g (y(un)), divey) — /Q /Q G(s, t)ro(t) div e5(s) ds dt.

Then, using the §-Cauchy inequality, we can find an estimate as follows:
Idivexl|* < C(Ilrll? + I7211?) + 81l div ea ||,
and hence,

2 2
[ divea||” < Cllu — un .

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)
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Thus, (4.2) is proved by (4.13) and (4.16). O

Hence, we combine Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 4.1 and use the triangle inequality to con-
clude the following.

Theorem 4.1 Let (p,y,q,z,u) € (V x W)2 x U and (py, Y Qs 2 i) € (Vi X W) x Uy, be
the solutions of (2.4)-(2.8) and (2.14)-(2.18), respectively. Assume that K;, C K. In addition,
assume that (J; (up))|s € H'(s), Vs € Ty(Qs), and that there is a vy € Ky, such that

’];,(Mh),Vh - M)‘ =< C Z th]]f,(uh)HHl(””u - uh”Lz(s)'
s€Tn(Qu)

Then we have
3
D= pill3 + Iy = 3ll2 + Nl = @l + N1z = zal3 + =l < €, (4.17)
i=1

where 11, 12, and ns are defined in Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and Lemma 3.4, respectively.

5 Some applications

In this section, we apply the previous results to two concrete optimal control problems.

Example 5.1 Consider the case K={u e U :u>0}. Let K, = {ve Uy, :v> 0}. Then it is
easy to see that K, C K. Let v, in Lemma 3.1 be such that v;, = IT,u, where

th|x€s = /W/|S|, Yw e Lz(Qu),
s

where |s| is the measure of the element s. Then v, = IT,u € K}, and

’(j’(uh) +B*zp, vy — u){ = |(j’(uh) +B*zy,, T ju — u)|
= (7 () + B 2 = L (f () + B 21), Tt — i) — (4 — wy)|

< Z hs ”/(uh) +B*Zh ”HI(S)HM_ Z’th”Lz(s)' (51)
s€Th(Qu)

Hence, condition (3.4) in Lemma 3.1 is satisfied. If all the conditions in Theorem 4.1 hold,
then

3

Ip = palldy + Iy = yulls + la - @ulldsy + 2= 2ull§ + e = wnllZ; < C Y, (5.2)
i=1

where 11, 12, and 13 are defined in Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and Lemma 3.4, respectively.

Example 5.2 Consider the case K = {u € U : ‘[QU u>0).LetK,={vel,: fﬂu v>0}.
Then it is easy to see that Kj, C K. Let v, in Lemma 3.1 be such that v;, = I1,u, where ITj,
is defined as in Example 5.1. Then v, = I1,u € K},, and similarly as in Example 5.1,

| (' (n) + B 2z, v — ) | < Z B ) + B2 | 1 g 1t = a2 (5.3)
s€Th(Qu)
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Hence, condition (3.4) in Lemma 3.1 is satisfied. If all the conditions in Theorem 4.1 hold,
then

3

Ip = pally + Iy = yulls + la - @ulldiy + 2= 2ull§ + e = unllZ; < C Y, (5.4)
i=1

where 711, 172, and 13 are defined in Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and Lemma 3.4, respectively.
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