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Null Controllability of a nonlinear age, space and two-sex
structured population dynamics model
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Abstract

In this paper, we study the null controllability of a nonlinear age, space and two-sex structured population dynamics
model. This model is such that the nonlinearity and the couplage are at birth level.
We consider a population with males and females and we are dealing with two cases of null controllability problem.
The first problem is related to the total extinction, which means that, we estimate a time 7T to bring the male and
female subpopulation density to zero.
The second case concerns null controllability of male or female subpopulation individuals. Here, So if A is the life span
of the individuals, at time T' 4+ A one will get the total extinction of the population.
Our method uses first an observability inequality related to the adjoint of an auxiliary system, a null controllability of
the linear auxiliary system, and after the Schauder’s fixed point theorem.
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1 Introduction and Main results

In this paper, we study the null-controllability of an infinite dimensional nonlinear coupled system describing the dynamics
of two-sex structured population with spatial position.
Let (m, f) be the solution of the following system:

my +mg — Ky Am + pymm = X=Um in Q,
fo+ fo— KeAf +ppf =x=zvy InQ,
m(o,a t) = f(o,a,t) =0 on X,
m(z,a O) f(a:,a,()):fo in Qa, (1)
m(x,o t> (- >N(x 0. f(.0.) = wN(x 1 in Qr.
fo (a, M) fda; M = fo a)mda in Qr.

where T is a positive number, v €]0, 1], and Q a bounded open subset of RV whose boundary is assumed to be of class
C?. Here m, and f, stand respectively for differentiation of m and f with respect to the variable z with z € {a,t}.

In (1), @ = x (0,4) x (0,T); E=w x (a1,a2) x (0,T); E' =w’ x (by,b2) x (0,T) where 0 < a; < az < A,

0<b; <by <A, wand w two nonempty open subsets of Q; Q4 =Q x (0, 4), Qr = Q x (0,T) and

=00 x(0,A4) x (0,T).

The functions, m(x,a,t) and f(z,a,t) describe respectively the density of males and females of age a being at time ¢ at
the location z.

Moreover, ., and p1y denote respectively the natural mortality rate of males and females. The control functions are vy,
and vy, and depend on z, a and ¢. In addition, x¢ denoted the characteristic function of the set G.

We have denoted by g the positive function describing the birth rate that depends on a and also on

M = / a)mda
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where ) is a fertility function of the male individuals. Thus the densities of newly born male and female individuals at
location x and at time ¢ are given respectively by m(z,0,t) = (1 —v)N(«,t) and f(z,0,t) = yN(x,t) where

A
Nat) = [ Bla ) f(,0,t)da.
0
We assume that the fertility rates 5, A and the mortality rates uy, pm satisfy the demographic properties:

Pm >0, pp>0aein [0, A4],
(Hi):q  Hm € Lio ([0, 4)), ny € Lj,. ([0,4)),
Jo #m(a)da =400, [ ps(a)da = +oo

g eC([0,A] xR)
(H3) : { B(a,p) >0 for every (a,p) € [0,A] xR
B(a,0) =01in (0, A).

The assumption $(a,0) =0 for a € (0, A) means that, the birth rate is zero if there are not male individuals.
We further assume that the birth function 8 verifies the following assumption:

(7) — There exists b € (0, A) such that 5(a,p) = 0,Va € (0,b),
(Hs) : ¢ (i1) — there exists L > 0 such that |3(a,p) — B(a,q)| < Llp — q| for all p,q € R, a.e a € (0, A)
(49i) — there exists ||8lcc > 0 such that 0 < B(a,p) < ||8]co-

We suppose also that
. AeCH.4),
Y1 A>0 for every a € [0, A].
(Hs) : { Mim € L0, A).

Finally concerning the initial data, we suppose that

(mo, fo) € (L®(Q4))* and my, fo >0 a.e in Q4.
With these ingredients in hand, we can state our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let us assume the assumptions (Hy) — (Hs) — (H3) — (Hy) — (Hs). If a1 < b and (a1,a2) C (by,be) for
every time T > a1 + A — aa, and for every (mq, fo) € (LZ(QA))Q, there exists (v, vs) € L*(E) x L*(Z') such that the
associated solution (m, f) of the system verifies:

m(z,a,T)=0 ae xz€Q ac(0,4), (2)
f(z,a,T)=0 ae z€Q ac(0,A4). (3)

This result shows that one can act on the males in a locality D; and on the females in the locality Dy (D1 N Dy can
be empty) to get the extinction of the total population at the final time T > a; + A — as.

Theorem 1.2. Let us assume the assumptions (Hy) — (Hy) — (H3) — (Hy) — (Hs).
We have:

-(1) Let vy = 0. For any o > 0, for every time T > A — as and for every (mo, fo) € (LQ(QA))2 Jthere exists a control
vm € L?(©) such that the associated solution (m, f) of the system verifies:

m(z,a,T)=0 ae z€N ac (oA (4)
where © = w x (0,az2) x (0,T).

-(2) Let vy, = 0. For every time T > a1 + A — ap and for every (myo, fo) € (L2(QA))2 , there exists a control vy € L*(Z)
such that the associated solution (m, f) of the system verifies:

f(z,a,T)=0 ae xz€Q ac(0,A). (5)

Remark 1.1. In fact, the assumption Hs — (i), is not a mandatory condition for the proof of Theorem 1.2-(1).



In practice this study takes place for example in the fight against malaria. Malaria is a serious disease (In 2017 there
were 219 million cases in the World [I1])and our work takes its importance in the strategy to fight against it.
In fact Malaria is a vector-borne disease transmitted by an infective female anopheles mosquito. A malaria control strategy
in Brazil or Burkina Faso consists of releasing genetically modified male mosquitoes (precisely sterile males) in the nature
in order to reduce reproduction since females mate only once in their life cycle.
In the theoretical framework, very few authors have studied control problems of two-sex structured population dynamics
model.
The control problems of coupled systems of population dynamics models take an intense interest and are widely investigated
in many papers. Among them we have [3], [I4], [9] and the references therein. In fact, in [3] the authors studied a coupled
reaction-diffusion equations describing interaction between a prey population and a predator one. The goal of this work
is to look for a suitable control supported on a small spatial subdomain which guarantees the stabilization of the predator
population to zero. In [I4], the objective was different. More precisely, the authors consider an age-dependent prey-
predator system and they prove the existence and uniqueness of an optimal control (called also "optimal effort") which
gives the maximal harvest via the study of the optimal harvesting problem associated to their coupled model.
In [I2] He and Ainseba study the null controllability of a butterfly population by acting on eggs, larvas and female moths
in a small age interval.
In [9], the authors analyze the growth of a two-sex population with a fixed age-specific sex ratio without diffusion. The
model is intended to give an insight into the dynamics of a population where the mating process takes place at random
choice and the proportion between females and males is not influenced by environmental or social factors, but only depends
on a differential mortality or on a possible transition from one sex to the other (e.g. in sequential hermaphrodite species).
In [9] first, a basic model asymptotically linear, is considered and its ergodicity is studied. Survival thresholds and their
dependence on the sex ratio are then analysed, in connection with the optimal sex ratio to guarantee survival. A further
model including logistic effect is also considered and discussed in connection with existence and stability of steady states.
In this work, we study the null controllability of a nonlinear two-sex population dynamics structured model with diffusion.
Unlike the model treated in [9], we consider a nonlinear cascade system with two different fertility rates: the fertility rate
of the male X\ and the fertility rate § of the female that depend on the total population of the fertile males. It should be
noted that the mortality and the diffusion coefficient also depend on the sex of the individual.
We use the technique of ([7]) combining final-state observability estimates with the use of characteristics to establish the
observability inequalities necessary for the null controllability property of the auxiliary systems. Roughly, in our method
we first study an approximate null controllability result for an auxiliary cascade system. Afterwards, we prove the null
controllability result for the system by means of Schauder’s fixed point theorem.
The remainder of this paper is as follows: In Section 2 we study an approximate null controllability result for some
associated auxiliary model. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the Theorem 1.1. Next, we prove the Theorem 1.2 in
section 4.

2 Approximate null controllability of an auxiliary coupled system

In this section we study of an auxiliary system obtained from the system .
Let p be a L?(Qr) function, we define the auxiliary system given by:

my + mg — Ky Am + pym = x=v in Q,
fe+ fo— KeAf +psf =x=zu inQ,
m(o,a,t) = f(o,a,t) =0 on X, (6)
m(x a,0) =mgy  f(z,a,0) = fo in Qa,
m(z,0,t) = fo (a,p)fda, f(x,0,t) ’yfo (a,p)fda in Q.

We have the following result.
Proposition 2.1. Under the assumption (Hy)—(Hz2)—(Hs)—(Hy), for any fized (myg, fo) € (Lz(QA))2 and (xzv, xz/u) €
(LQ(Q))Z, and for any fived p € L*(Qr) the system @ admits a unique solution
2
(m, f) € (L*((0,4) x (0,7); Hy(2)))
and we have the following estimations:
el 22 (0, 4y % (0,7): 113 () = K (Il foll2(@a) + Imollz2(q.ay + lIxzvllce@) + vllc2=))

and
17112 (0.0 ymy@) < € (Hfollzz@u) + llullzze)

where K and C' are positive constants independent of p.



Proof. Tt is obvious that the following system admits a unique solution according to the already existing results. Indeed,
as 3 € L°°((0,A) x R) , then for every p € L*(Q7), the system:

e+ fo— KeAf +ppf =x=z/u inQ,

flo,a,t) =0 on X,
f(z,a,0) = fo in Qa, (7)

F(@,0,4) =7 5 Bla,p) fda in Qr

admits a unique solution f for all fo € L?(Q4) and x=u € L*(Q) (see []).
We denote by y = e~ ot f. The function y verifies the following system

Y + Yo — KAy + Mo+ pp)y =e Mixzu inQ,

y(o,a,t) =0 on %,
y(r,a,0) = fo inQu, (8)
y(z,0,t) = ”nyA B(a,p)yda in Qr

Multiplying the first equation of by y and integrating the result over ), we obtain

1[4 ) 1 /T )
= y*(z,a,T)dxda + = ye(z, A, t)dzdt+
2Jo Jo 2Jo Ja
T A T A
1 [C [ 1ottt [ [ [ G rondrdoas
0 0 Q 0 0 Q
1 T A 2 T A
= Sl eoan +7 [ [ ( / 6(a,p)yda> dodt+ [ [ [ e ixzuydsdade (9)
0 Q 0 0 0 Q

Using Young inequality, Cauchy Schwarz inequality and the fact that g is L™, we get that:

T A 2 T A
’y/ / </ B(a,p)yda) da:dt—l—/ / /nguydxdadt
o Ja \Jo o Jo Ja

1 1
< AlBlElvlza@) + 5 19lZ20) + 5 lullzee)

Therefore, choosing 9 = (A]|8||%, + 3/2), we get:

A T A T A
/ /yQ(x,a,T)dacdaJr/ / /(1+,uf)y2dxdadt+Kf/ / /|Vy|2dxdadt
0o Jo o Jo Ja o Jo Ja

1
§||f0||L2(Qx ©0,4) T 5 ||uHL2(”’) (10)

Then
) T A T A
e~ T(AlBllc+3/2) / / / fPdzdadt + Kf/ / / |V f|2dxdadt
o Jo Ja o Jo Ja

1

§||fo||L2 @x(0,4) T 5 ||UHL2(”’)
Finally

1
11122 0.4)x 0.7):13 () < 2(min{1, K })e TAIBIZ+3/2) (Ifollz2@a) + llullL2(=n) -

Likewise, as the boundary condition in age of the state m is (1 — fo (a,p)fda then we have the existence and the

uniqueness of m and there exists K > 0 independent of p such that m verify:

1]l 2 (0,4 % 0,2 ) < K (Ifollzzi@a) + Imollz2@a + ol + lullza@) -

Next, we will establish an observability inequality.



2.1 Observability inequality
The adjoint system of the auxiliary system @ is given by:

—ng — ng — Ky An + pn =0 in Q,
_lt _la _KfAl+Mfl = (1 —v)ﬁ(a,p)n(x,(),t)+7ﬂ(a,p)l(x,0,t) in Q7
n(o,a,t) =1(o,a,t) =0 on X, (11)
n(z,a,T) =np l(z,a,T)=Ip in Qa,
n(z, A, t) =0, l(z,At)=0 in Qr.

The main idea in this part is to establish an observability inequality of the adjoint system that will allow us to prove the
approximate null controllability of the system @

The basic idea for establishing this inequality is the estimation of he non-local terms. To this end, let us start by
formulating a representation of the solution of the adjoint cascade system by using semi-group theory and characteristic’s
method.

For every (nr,lr) € (L*(Q4))?, under the assumptions (H;) and (Hz), the coupled system admits a unique solution
(n,1). Moreover integrating along the characteristic lines, the solution (n,!) of is given by:

Me(T%)K’”AnT(x, a+T—-t) T —-t<A-—a,
n(t) = m1(a) (12)

Oif A—a<T—t

and

MQ(T%)K}”AZT(% a+t—T)
ma(a)
T J—

It) = +/t 71-2@;:_(;t)e(s_t)KfAB(ot +s—t,p(z,s)) (1 —7)n(x,0,s) +~l(x,0,5))ds if T —t < A — a, (13)
t+A—a o
/ We(St)KfAﬂ(a +s—t,p(z,s)) (1 —y)n(z,0,s) +~vi(x,0,s))dsif A—a <T —1t,
t Tola

where 1 (a) = e~ Jo #m (A 7o () = e~ Jo #r(Ndr and etKmA s the semi-group of —K,, A with Dirichlet boundary con-

dition. Under the assumptions (H;) — (Hy) — (H3) and (Hy) the couple (n,l) of the system verifies the following
result.

Theorem 2.1. Under the assumptions of the Theorem 1.1, there exists a constant Cp > 0 independent of p such that the
solution (n,l) of the system verifies:

A A
/ 1*(x,a,0)drda —|—/ / n?(x,a,0)drda < Cr </ n?(z, a,t)dzdadt —|—/ l2(x,a,t)dxdadt> . (14)
0o Jo o Ja g =

For proof of the Theorem 2.1 we state the following approximation of the non-local terms.

2.1.1 Estimations of the non-local terms

Proposition 2.2. Under the assumptions of the Theorem 1.1, for every m such that a; < n < T, there exists a positive
constant C' such that the following inequality:

T—n T as
/ /nZ(x,O,t)dxdtS C’/ / /nz(x,a,t)dmdadt (15)
0 Q 0 a; Jw
holds.

In particular, for every o > 0, if ax =0 and np =0 a.e in Q x (0, 9), there is a constant C, 1 such that:
T T fraz
/ / n?(z,0,t)dzdt < CQ,T/ / / n?(x,a,t)dzadt. (16)
o Ja o Jo Ju
Moreover, if by < b, for every n such that by <n < T, there exists a positive constant such that the following inequality
T—n
/ / 1?(x,0,t)dzdt < C | 1*(x,a,t)dvdadt (17)
0 Q =

holds.



Remark 2.1. In fact, as one can see the assumption (Hs) — (i) is not useful for the proof of the inequality .

In order to prove the Proposition 2.2, we first recall the following observability inequality for parabolic equation (see,
for instance [6]):

Proposition 2.3. Let T > 0, to and t; be such that 0 < ty < t; < T. Then for every wy € L?(Q), the solution w of the
following system
0 A
Juw(@,N) _ Aw(z,\) =0 in (to,T) x £,
w =0 on (tg,T) x 09, (18)
w({E,to) = ﬂ)o(.’E) in Qa

satisfies the estimate

C2
ty

/wQ(T, x)dx < / w?(x,ty)dr < cretr —to / /w2(x,)\)dxd)\,

Q

Q to w

where the constant ¢; and co depend on T and €.

Proof. of the Proposition 2.2
The state n of the system verifies:

ot Oa (19)
n =0 ondNx(0,4)x(0,T),
n(a,T) =nr in 2 x (0, ag).

Let fi(x,a,t) = n(z,a,t)e” Jo #(@de Then 7 satisfies

on O L AR =0 in Q x (a1, a2) x (0,T),
0 =0 on A x (0, A) x (0,T), (20)
(.., T) = npe= Jo' pm(@)da in Q x (0,A).

Proving the inequality leads also to show that, there exits a constant C' > 0 such that the solution n of satisfies

T—n T a2
/ /fb2($,0,t)dﬂ€dt§0/ / /ﬁ(w,a,t)da;dadt. (21)
0 Q 0 ay w

T—n T—n
/ /nQ(x,O,t)d:cdt:/ /ﬁQ(x,O,t)dxdt
0 Q 0 Q
T as T as
< C’/ / /ﬁz(x,a,t)da:dadt:C’/ / /efzfoa“m(r)drnz(x,a,t)dxdadt
0 a; Jw 0 a; Jw
T as
SC’/ / /n2(33,a,t)dxdadt.
0 ai w

We consider the following characteristics trajectory v(A) = (' — A\, T +¢ — X). It T'— A = 0 the backward characteristics
starts from (0,¢). If T < a; the trajectory y(\) never reaches the observation region (ai,as) (see Fig 1). So we choose
T > ai.

Without loss of the generality, let us assume here n < ay < T.

The proof is now done in two steps:

Indeed, we have

step 1: Estimation for ¢t € (0,7 — as)

We put:

wA) =n(x,T—A\T+t—A);(Ae(T—a2,T) and x€N).

Then, w satisfies:

M_Aw()\) =01in Q X (T_a27T)/

oA
w=0on 00 x (T —a,T), (22)
w(0) = Az, T,T +1) in Q.



Using the Proposition 2.3 with T' — as < ty < t; < T we obtain:

C2
t1
/w2(T)dx§/w2(t1)dw§clet1_t0/ /wg()\)dxd)\.
Q Q to J9Q

C2
t1
/ 7?(z,0,t)dx < cret1 —to / / 7 (x, T — M\t + T — N)dxd\
Q

That is equivalent to

T—to
C / n?(x,a,t + a)dzda.

T—t1

Then, for tg =T — as and t; =T — ay, we obtain

az
/ 7?(z,0,t)dzdt < C/ / n?(x,a,t + a)drda.
Q ai w

Integrating with respect to ¢ over (0,7 — ag) we get

T—as T—as+a
/ / (2,0, t)dxdt < C’/ / / (z,a,t)dzdtda.
T— a
/ / (2,0,t)dzdt < C’/ / / (z, a,t)dzdadt. (23)

Step 2: Estimation for ¢t € (T'— a2, T —1n) where n € (a1,a2)

Finally, we have

Setting:
wA) =0z, T—-A\T+t—-X);Ae (T —a1,T)),
w satisfies: Bl
%—Aw()\,m):Oian (T — as,T),

w=0on 00 x (T —a,T), (24)
w(T — az) = n(z,az,t + az) in Q.

Using again the Proposition 2.3 with T" — as <ty < t; < T we obtain:

C2
ty
/wQ(T)da: < / w?(ty)dz < cretr —to / /wz(/\)dmd/\.
Q Q to Jw
Therefore,
(&) .
/ 72 (x,0,t)dr < cietr —to / / n(x, T —\T+t— Ndzd\.
Q to w

Then, for to =T —n and t; =T — a1, we obtain
C2
/ 72 (x,0,t)dz < crel — 01
Q

n
/ /fz(a:,a,tJra)d:L'da.
al w
Integrating with respect to t over (T — as, T — 1) we get,

/ / (2,0,t)dzdt < c1e— 31 / / / (z,a,t + a)drdadt
<cel— a1/ / / (z,a,t + a)dzdtda.

T—n
/ / (2,0, t)dxdt < cre’l — 0 / / / (z,a,t)dzdadt. (25)
T—a2

Finally, one gets




Combining and , we obtain:
T—n T asz
/ /nQ(x,O,t)dxdtS C(n,al,aQ,Q)/ / /nQ(x,a,t)d:cdadt. (26)
0 Q 0 ay w
C2

Notice that, as lim,_,q, c1el ~ @1 = +00 then lim, 4, C(n, a1, a2,Q) = +00.
Suppose now that a; = 0. From the above, we have for all p > 0, the existence of a constant depending on g such that:

T—o T fraz
/ /nz(x,(),t)dxdt < C(T, g,ag,Q)/ / /ndedadt. (27)
0 Q 0o Jo Jw

Moreover np = 0 in Q x (0, ¢), then by using the characteristics method, we obtain n(x,0,t) = 0in Q x (T — o,T) (see
Figure 1 (b)).
Finally, if ny = 0 in Q x (0, ), we have the following estimates:

T T a2
/ /n2(x,0,t)dxdt < C(T,p, ag,Q)/ / /nQdazdadt. (28)
0o Ja 0o Jo Juw

Taking X = min{b, b2}, the adjoint system relating to the state [ can be rewritten as:

—@—Q—Al—i—ufl =0 in  x (0,X) x (0,7),
l = on 99 x (0,X) x (0,7),
l(a,T) =lr in 2 x (0, X).
Proceeding as above, we get the inequality O
=0

T—ay 1 v n(x,O,t)in

ai az A

Y az A

(a) An illustration of the estimate of n(x,0,t) and I(z,0,t). Here
we have chosen a1 = b1 and az = ba = b. Since ¢t € (0, T—a1) all the

backward characteristics starting from (0, ¢) enters the observation (bjz 2An illustration of the . estimate of
domain Jo Jon®(x,0,t)dzdt. Here np(x,a) = 0inQ x (0,0) and

then n(x,0,t) =0 for t € (T — o, T).

Figure 1: Ilustration of the estimation of non-local terms

2.1.2 Estimation of I(z,a,0) and n(z,a,0)

We also need the following estimates

Proposition 2.4. Under assumptions (H1) — (H3), for every T > sup{ai, A — as}, there exists Cp > 0 such that the
solution (n,l) of the system verifies the following inequality:

A
/ /nQ(x,a,O)dmdag CT/nQ(m,a,t)dxdadt. (30)
o Jo =



For every T > sup{a1, A — az}, there exists ag € (a1, az) such that n(z,a,0) = 0 for all (z,a) € Q X (ag, A). The result
follows from the stated below lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let us suppose that T > sup{a1, A — az} . Then, there exists ag € (a1, az2) such that
T>A—ay>A—a foralac€ (ag,A),

therefore,
n(z,a,0) =0 for all x € Q and a € (ag, A).

Proof. of the Lemma, 2.1

Suppose that T > A — a9, then, there exists k > 0 (we choose x such that K < as — a; it reassures that a1 < as — k) such
that T >A—as+rk T >A—(ag — k).

We denote by agp =as — k. Andas A—ag>A—a for all aé€ (ap,A),then, T—0>A—ay for all ac€ (ap,A).
Finally, as n(x,a,t) = 0 for almost all (a,t) such that T — ¢ > A — a, we get n(x,a,0) =0 in (z,a) € Q X (ag, 4). O

From the Lemma 2.1, we therefore have to prove the following inequality:

ag T raz
/ / n?(z,a,0)drda < CT/ / / n?(z,a,t)dzdadt (31)
0 Q 0 a w
Proof. of the Proposition 2.4

We consider the state n of the cascade system that verifies the following system:

L0 Nt =0 inQx (0,4) x (0,T),
ot Oa (32)
n =0 ondQx(0,4)x(0,T),
n(z,a,T) =nyr in  x (0, A).

on O Am —0 in Q x (0, 4) x (0,7),
ot da 33
7 =0 on 92 x (0, 4) x (0,T), (33)
n(z,a,T) = npe~ Jo pm(r)dr in © x (0, A).

Proving the inequality leads also to show that, there exits a constant C' > 0 such that the solution 7 of satisfies

ag T as
/ /ﬁQ(x,a,O)dxda < C/ / /ﬁ(x,a,t)da;dadt. (34)
0 Q 0 ai w

Indeed, we have

ag ap " T raz
/ /nZ(x,a,O)dxdaz/ /leo (A2 (2, a, 0)dzda < CleOO“’"(a)da/ / /ﬁZ(x,a,t)dxdadt.
0 Q 0 Q 0 ai w

Then

ao ao T as
/ / nQ(x, a,0)dzda < Ce2llEmllL o,a0) / / 771,2(3:, a,0)dzda < Ke2rmllio,a0) / / / 77,2(337 a,t)dzdadt.
0 Q 0 Q 0 ay w

We consider in this proof the characteristics v(A) = (a + A, A). For A = 0 the characteristics starts from (a,0).
We have two cases.

Case 1: T < ay

Two situations can arise:

o byg =as — T < a1 < agp in this situation we split the interval (0, ap) as

(0, a()) = (0, bo) U (bo, al) U (al, CL()). (35)

e a; < by =as —T < ag, here we split the interval (0, ag) as

(0,a0) = (0,a1) U (a1, ao).



Case 2: T > as
In this case we split the interval (0, ag) as (0,a0) = (0,a1) U (a1, ag).
In the remaining part of the proof we give upper bounds for || i fQ n?(z,a,0)dzda where I is successively each one of the
intervals appearing in the decomposition (35
Upper bound on (0, by):
For a € (0,by) we first set w(z, \) = a(z, T4+ a—\T —\) (A € (0,T) and z € Q) where 71 = ¢~ Jo #m(@)dap,
Then, w verifies
ow(x, \)

o Aw(z,\) =0in Q x (0,7,

w=0on 0N x (0,7), (36)
w(T) =n(z,a+T,T) in Q.

By applying the Proposition 2.3 with to =0 and t; = a + T — a1, we obtain:

C2

= a+T—aq
/ w?(x, T)dzx < ce@¢ + T — a1 / / w?(z, \)dzd.
Q 0 w

C2

a+T
/ % (x,a,0)dr < cre@t+ T—a / / n(x, o, a0 — a)dzdA
Q ai w

a+T az
= C/ / 72 (x, a, 0 — a)drdo < C’/ / n(x, o, — a)dzdo.

Integrating with respect to a over (0,by) we get

bo bO
/ / and:cda<C/ / / (x,a, 0 — a)dxdada.

Then, we have

As
bo bo
/ / / (z,a,a — a)dxdada —/ / / (x, 0,0 — a)dxdade,
then,
bo
/ / (z,a,0)dzda < C/ / / (2, o, t)dxdtder.
Finally

bo T as
/ /ﬁQ(x,a,O)da:daSC/ / /ﬁz(m,a,t)dxdadt. (37)
0 Q 0 ay w
Upper bound on (b, aq):

For a € (by,a;) we consider always the system but A € (T +a — az, T).
Applying the Proposition 2.3 with o =a+ T — as and t; = a + T — a1, we obtain

/ n?(x,a,0)dr < C’/ / n?(x, a,a — a)drda.
Q ai w

/ / (z,a,0)dzda < C’/ / / (z,a,t)dzdadt. (38)
bo
Upper bound on (ay,ap)

Similarly, we obtain for to =T 4+ a —as and t; =T

/ / n(x,a,0)drda < C/ / / (z,a,t)dzdadt. (39)

Consequently, combining (37)), and we obtain:

ag T
/ / 72 (x,a,0)dzda < C/ / / n(x, a,t)drdadt.
0 Q 0 w

And as before, we get
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We also need the following estimate.

Proposition 2.5. Let us assume true the assumption (H1) — (Hs) and let by < ag < b and T > by. There exists Cp > 0
such that the solution | of the system verifies the following inequality

ag
/ / 1*(z,a,0)dzda < C’T/ 1*(x,a,t)dzdadt. (40)
o Ja =4
Proof. From the assumption (Hs), we have 8 =0 in (0,b). Then the function [ verifies:
ol ol
—— ———Al+wl =0 in Q x (0,b) x (0,7),
l =0 ondQx(0,b)x(0,T),
l(z,a,T) =lr in  x (0,b).
Proceeding as in the Proof of Proposition 2.4, we get the desired result. O

2.1.3 Proof of the observability inequality

For the proof of the Theorem 2.1, we start with the following Lemma:
Lemma 2.2. Let us suppose that T > A — as + ay and ay < b. Then there exists ag € (a1,b) and k > 0 such that
T>T—(a1+kK)>A—ap>A—a for alla€ (ag, A).

Therefore

A—a
l(x,a,0) = /0 W (eSAB(a + s,p(x, 9)(x,0,5) + 2 B(a + s,p(z, s))n(z,0,s))ds  for all (z,a) € Q x (ag, A).

Proof. Notice that here the solution of the adjoint system is

Me(T_t)KmAnT(x7a +T-)ifT—-t<A—a,
n(t) = mi(a) (42)

0if A—a<T—t.

and

71'2(0/ + T— t) e(T_t)KfAlT(x7 a+t— T)
7r2(a)
T

I(t) = +/t W (e(s’t)KfAﬂ(a +s—t,p(x,s)((1 = y)n(z,0,s) +~(z,0, 5)) dsif T—t<A—a,  (43)
t+A—a
/ malats 1) (e(s_t)kaB(a + s —t,p(z,s)) (1 —5)n(x,0,s) + ~I(x,0, 3))) dsif A—a<T—t.
t m2(a)

Without loss of the generality, we suppose that as = b.

Suppose that T > a; + A —as then T'—ay > A —as. So, there exists k£ > 0 (we choose x such that 2k < ag —ay it reassures
that a; + k < ag — k) such that T — a; — 2k > A — ag that is T — (a; + k) > A — (a2 — K).

We denote by ag =as —kandas A—ag > A—a for all a€ (ap,A),then T >T —(a1+k)>A—ag for all ac€
(ao, A)

Moreover, for (a,t) such that T'—t > A — a, we have

t+A—a _
l(x,a,t) = / w (er(s_t)AB(a + s —t,p(x,s))n(x,0,s) + er(S_t)A/B(a + s —t,p(z, s))l(x,0, s)) ds
t m2(a)
and as for t =0 and a € (ap,4), T—-0>A—ay > A—a, then
A4 o (a+ )
l(z,a,0) = / W (e(SKfAﬁ(a + s,p(z, s))n(z,0,s) + eSKfAB(a + s,p(z, s))l(z,0, s)) ds.
0 2

Notice that, as (&1,&2) - (bl,bg), then, if ag € (al,ag), we have ag € (b17b2). ]

Now, we can prove the result of Theorem 2.1

11



Proof. of the Theorem 2.1
Let ag as in the Lemma 2.2. We have:

A ao A
/ /ZZ(CE,(J,,O)dCEda:/ /ZQ(x,a,O)dxda—i—/ /
0o Jo o Ja a0 JQ

Using the results of the Lemma 2.2, the fact that 8 € L*°((0, A) x R) and the fact that

ma(a+1t) A
ma(a)

<1

— b

we can prove the existence of a constant K1 (A, T, ||5|le) independent of p such that:

1*(x,a,0)dzda.

A T—(a1+kK) T—(a1+kK)
/ /ZQ(x,a,O)dxdaSKT / /n2(m,07t)d$dt+/ /lZ(x,O,t)dxdt .
a0 JQ 0 Q 0 Q

Moreover, we have b; < a; < a1 + K, then, we have also, from the Proposition 2.1 that

T—(a1+k) T—(a1+k)
/ / n?(z,0,t)dzdt < CT/ n?(z,a,t)drdadt and / / 1*(x,0,t)dxdt < C’T/
0 Q = 0 Q

1]

1*(x,a,t)dzdadt.

Finally, adding the above inequality to the results of Proposition 2.3 and Proposition 2.2, we get:

A A
/ /nz(%a,O)dazda—i—/ /l2(x7a,0)dxda < CT<
0o Ja o Jo

(1

(see Figure 2).
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n?(x,a,t)dxdadt +

/

1*(z,a, t)dxdadt)



{ the line A —a =T —t}
0
T g Py Py P
|
[ ¢ 1 3 ¢ *
b1 a1 a2:b b2 A

Figure 2: Tllustration of Observability inequality:

The backward characteristics starting from (a,0) with a € (a3, A) (green lines) hits the line (a = A), gets renewed by the
renewal condition (1 — ~)B(a, p)n(x,0,t) +vB(a,p)l(x,0,t) and then enters the observation domain.

More precisely, the backward characteristics need at most A — ao time to hits the line a = A, get renewed by the renewal
condition (1 — v)B(a,p)n(z,0,t) + vB(a,p)l(z,0,t) and takes maximum a; time to enter the observation domain. Thus,
at least T'= A — as + a1 time is needed to obtain the observability inequality.

So with the conditions T' > A — as + a1 and a; < n < T, all the characteristics starting at (a,0) with a € (a2, A) get
renewed by the renewal condition (1 — v)8(a,p)n(x,0,t) + v8(a,p)l(x,0,t) in t € (0,7 — n) and enter the observation
domain.

Remark 2.2. The constant Cp (T, |8, a1, a2, b1, b, A,a) does not depend on p because B € L*>((0, A) x R).

2.2 Approximate null controllability result
We have the following result:

Theorem 2.2. Under assumptions (H1) — (H2). For every time T > a1 + A — aq, and for every k > 0 and ¥ > 0 there
exists a control (v, vy) such that the solution (m, f) of the system @ verifies

[m( Tz @a) < &
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and
”f(ﬂ "T)”Lz(QA) <.

For p € L*(Q1), € > 0 and 6 > 0, we consider the functional .J. o defined by:

1
Je.0(Um, vp) = 5 / v dxdadt + = / dasdadtJr —/ /m x,a,T)dzda + —/ /f2 z,a,T)dxda  (44)

where (m, f) is the solution of the following system

my +mg — KpnAm + pymm = X=Um in Q,
fo+ fo— KeAf +ppf =xzvy inQ,
m(o,a,t) = f(o,a,t) =0 on X, (45)
m(x a,0)=mo f(z,a,0) = fo in Qa,
m(z,0,t) = fo (a,p)fda, f(x,0,t) 7f0 (a,p)fda in Q.

The result of the Theorem 2.2 is obtained from the following Lemma

Lemma 2.3. The functional J. g are continuous, strictly convex and coercive. Consequently J. ¢ reaches its minimum at
a point (Vme,vfg) € L*(Z) x LQ("’)

1
Moreover, setting (m., fg) the associated solution of 1) and (ne,ly) the solution 1) withne(z,a,T) = ——me(x,a,T) and
€

1
lo(x,a,T) = —5fg(x,a,T) one has XzUm,e = X=Ne, Xz='Vfo = Xzrlg, and there exist C; >0 i€ {1,2,3,4} independent

of p, € and 8, such that
A A
/nfdxdadth’l / /m%dmda—i—/ /fgdmda ,
E o Ja o Ja
A A
/ m?(z,a,T)drda < eCy </ mgdxda—i—/ / fgdxda> ,
Q Q 0o Ja
A
/ Zdxdadt < Cs ( / / midrda + / / fgdmda>
=l o Ja

A A A
/ /fg(x,a,T)dxda§GC4 / /mgdxdaJr/ /fgd:cda )
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q
Proof. Lemma 2.3

It is easy to check that J. g is coercive, continuous, and strictly convex. Then, it admits a unique minimiser (Vp, e, vy,9)-
The maximum principle gives that

and

(X=Um,e, X2/V5,0) = (X=Ne, X='10)

where the pair (n.,ly) is the solution of the following system:

g;g_ da K Ang + pipmne =0 in Q,
T % — KAl + pyly = (1 =7)B(a,p)ne(x,0,t) +yB(a,p)lo(x,0,t)  inQ,
ne(o,a,t) =ly(o,a,t) =0 on Y,
ne(xz,a,T) = —%me(m,a,T) lo(z,a,T) = —%fg(a:,a,T) in @4,
ne(z, A, t) =0, lg(x, A t)=0 in Q7.
(16)

Multiplying the first equation of by n. the second equation by Iy and integrating the results over @, with

(X=Um.e, X=/V5,0) = (XN, X='l0),

/ n2dzdadt + = / /m z,a,T)dxzda
/ /mone z,a,0)dzda + (1 — / / / B(a,p)fn(z,0,t)dzdadt, (47)

14

we get:



and

/ /fa z,a,T)dzda + (1 — / / /5 a,p)fn(x,0 t)da:dadtJr/ 12dxdadt

= / / folo(z,a,0)dzda.
0 Jo
Combining and , we obtain:

/ n?dzdadt + - / /m z,a,T)dxda + = / /fg x,a T)dxdaJr/ 12dxdadt
A A
:/ /mone(x,a,O)dxd—&—/ /fole(a:,a,O)dxda.
o Jo 0o Jo

Using the inequality of Young, we obtain for any d > 0

/ n?dzdadt + - / /m (z,a,T)dxda + = / /fa (z,a T)dxda—i—/ 12dxdadt

1 A
< / / midzda + 7/ / (x,a,0)dxda + 5/ fodzda + —/ 12(x,a,0)drda.
=3 26 Q o Jo 20 Jo Ja

Using the observability inequality (14) and choosing § = Cr where Cr is given in (14)), we obtain

1 I 1A 1
f/nfda:dadt—i—f/ /mf(m,a,T)da:da—Ff/ /fg(x,a,T)dxda—Ff/ 1Zdxdadt
2 Jz €Jo Ja 0Jo Ja 2 Jz
Cr A A
< — / mgdmda—k/ fidxda | .
2 0o Jo 0o Ja

From these inequalities, we deduce the results of the Lemma 2.3 necessary to the proof of the main result.

Moreover, by asking
A A
Kk = €Cy </ / m%dmda—i—/ / fgdxda> ,
0 Ja 0 JQ
A A
¥ =00, / / madrda + / / fidxda
o Ja 0o Ja

(Ufﬁa Uﬂ) = (U7n,e7 Uf,9)7

and

we have the desired result of the Theorem 2.2.

Now, we consider the following system:

825( )+ ame( : = K Ame(p) + pmme(p) =Xxzne(p) nQ,

ol 8f9a ~ KyAfolo) + s fo(p) —x=lop) Q.

me(P)(J a,t) = ( )(0,a,1) =0 on ¥,

Me (p)(a: a O) mo(x,a) (p)(:v a,0) = fo in Q4,
me(,0,1) fo (a,p)fo(p)da, fo(z,0,t) = 7f0 (a,p) fo(p)da in Qr,

(48)

(49)

where (n.(p),lo(p)) is the solution of the cascade system that minimizes the functional J. 9. We have the following

result:

Lemma 2.4. Under the assumptions of the Theorem 1.1, there exists C' > 0 independent of p, € and 6 such that the

solution (m¢(p), fo(p)) verifies the following inequalities:

/ /m (z,a,T d:cda+/ / / 1+ pm)mZ(p)dadadt + ki, / / / |Vm.(p)|*dzdadt

A A
<C </ / m%dmda—i—/ / fgdmda>
o Ja o Ja

15



and

/OA/Qfgz(p)(sc,a,T)dxdaJr/OT/OA/Q(l+uf)fg(p)dxdadt+Kf /OT/OA/Q|Vf9(p)|2d£cdadt

A A
<C (/ / m%dmda%—/ / fgdxda> .
0 Q 0 Q

Proof. of the Lemma 2.4
Let

(Ye(p), 20(p)) = (e mc(p), e~ "" fo(p)).
The function y.(p) and zy(p) verify

8y(;1(fp) + 8y(‘;((lp) — K Aye(p) + (Mo + pm(a))ye(p) = XEEiAOtnE(p)

and

82;51)) + azgip) _ kazg(p) + ('YO + ,Uf(a))ZQ(p) — XE/eiAmtle(p).

Multiplying the equality and the equality respectively by y.(p) and zg(p) and integrating on @) we obtain:

1 A 1 /7T
f/ /y?(p)(m,a,T)dwda—i—f/ /y?(p)(m,A,t)da?dt—i—
2Jo Jo 2)o Ja
T A T A
Ko [ [ [ 1900 eayddadt [ [ [ s+ 2l 0)dndade
o Jo Ja o Jo Ja

2
1 T A T A B
=§Ilmollizmx<o,A))+v/ /(/ ﬁ(am)Ze(p)da) dwdt+/ / /Xae Ml (p)ye(p)dedadt
0 Q 0 0 0 Q

and

I I
7/ /zg(p)(x,a,T)dxda—i—f/ /zﬁ(p)(x,A,t)da:dt—!—
2Jo Ja 2Jo Ja

T rA T A
K [ [19awedododt + [ [ [ a0 )andoat
0 Jo s o Jo Jo

(51)

(52)

(53)

(54)

T A 2 T A
= 3lolE@uan + 0= [ [ (/ ma,mze(p)da) dwdt+ [ [ [ sz @))dsdo. (59

Using Young inequality, Cauchy Schwarz inequality and the fact that 3 is L*°, we get that:

W/OT/Q </UA B(a,p)ze(p)da>2dxdt+/: /OA/QXETLS(]))yE(p)dxdadt

1 1
< AlBlENIz0 ()72 @) + 5 lve®)llZz (@) + 5 Ine(®)llZze)

(1-7) / ' /| ( / ! ﬁ(mp)Ze(p)da)Q dudt + / : / ! | x=tow)za(o)dzdacts

1 1
< ABlENz0 ()1 Z20) + 5ll20(P)72(q) + 5o (P) 172 (=)-
Therefore, choosing 9 = (A]|8]|%, + 3/2), we get:

and

A T (A T (A
/ /zg(p)(a:,a,T)dxda—&—/ / /(1+uf)z§(p)dxdadt—|—Kf/ / /\Vze(p)|2dxdadt
o Ja o Jo Jo o Jo Jo

<

N | =

1
||f0H%2(Q><(O,A)) + 5“10(19)”%2(3/)-
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Finally, applying the result of the Lemma 2.3 in the above inequality, we get:

A T A T A
/ /zg(p)(x,a,T)dxda—i—/ / /(1+Mf)zg(p)dxdadt+Kf/ / /|VZ9|2dacdadt
0o Jo o Jo Ja o Jo Ja
A A
<C < / / midrda + / / fgdxda> (57)
0o Jo 0o Jo

and then the inequality holds.
Likewise, choosing A\g = 3/2, we get

A T A T A
/ /y3<p><x,a,T>dxda+ / / / (14 i )92 (p)drdadt + K, / / / V. (p) [Pdzdadt
0 Q 0 0 Q 0 0 Q

1 1
< §||m0||%2(9><(0,A)) + ”ﬁ”goHZH%%Q) + 5”7%(10)”%2(5)' (58)
Using the Lemma 2.3 and the inequality we obtain

/OA/ny(p)(z,a,T)dxda+/OT /OA/Q(lJrum)yf(p)dxdadt+Km /OT/OA/Q|VyE(p)|2dxdadt
C (/OA/ngda:da—F/oA/glfOdeda) . (59)

As (ye(p), zo(p)) = (e=*tmc(p), e~ fy(p)), we deduce from and the result and . O

We have now the necessary ingredients for the proof of Theorem 1.1.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1
In the following lines, we establish the existence of a fixed point for the previous auxiliary problem and we consider

the limit when (e,0) goes to (0,0). Indeed, we consider that (Hs) holds and we suppose for a sake of simplicity that
A(0) = A(A) = 0. Let’s define now the operator

A
A L2Qn) — Q) p— [ Aame()da

where the pair (me(p), fe(p)) is the solution of the following cascade system:

Ome(p )+ ame( )

éa — Ky Ame(p) + pimme(p) =xzne(p) inQ,
oy B0 e s )+ o b)) Qo
me(P)(U a,t) = fe(p)(cna,t) =0 on %,
Me (p)(w a,0) =mo  fa(p)(2,a,0) = fo in Qa,
me(p)(z,0,t) = ) [ Ba,p) fa(p)da,  fo(p)(w,0,t) =~ [ B(a,p) fo(p)da in Qr,

and (n(p),lo(p)) the corresponding minimizer of J g.
We have the following result:

Proposition 3.1. Under the assumption of the Theorem 1.1, the operator A is continuous, bounded, and compact on
L?(Q). Then A admits a fized point.

Proof. of the Proposition 3.1
The proof will be done in two steps.

Stepl: Boundedness and compactness of A.
Let Y(z,t) = fOA A(a)m¢(p)da. It easy to prove that Y is solution of the following system:
— KfAY + [ ppdme(p)da = R(z,t)  in Qr,

Y(o,t) =0 on X, (61)
Y (z,0) = fOA A(a)moda in Q,
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where
A A
R(z,t) :/0 )\'(a)me(p)daJr/O xzA(a)n.(p)da.

Using the results of the Lemma 2.4, the results of the Theorem 2.1 and the assumption on A, there exists, K > 0 such
that

IR L2(@r) < K (Imollz2i@a) + [ follz2@a))
and Y (.,0) € L*(Q).
Boundedness of S(z,t) fo pmAme(p)da in L?(Qr).

[ ([ i) = ([

Using the Cauchy Swartz inequality, we obtain

T A 2 A T A
/ / / UmAme(p)da | dzdt S/ um)\da/ // i Am? (p)dadzdt.
o Ja \Jo 0 o JaJo

The Lemma 2.4 and the fact that A € C(]0, A]) give that

T A
L[] mame)dadadt < R (ol + Wolscan)

where R; > 0 is independent of p, € and 6. Moreover, as Ay, € L'(0, A), then fOA Mtmme(p)da is bounded in L?*(Qr)
independently of p, € and 6.

Y
Therefore Y is bounded in L?(0,T; H}(Q)) and N is bounded in L?(0,7; H~1(Q2)) independently of p, € and 6.

Hence, using the Lions-Aubin Lemma we conclude that A is bounded and compact in L?(Qr).

m\»—A
[\J\»—A

2
((,um)\) (p)) da) dxdt.

Step2: Continuity of the operator A.
Let (m1,e(p), f2,0)(p) and (ma (p), f1,0)(p) the solution of the following cascade system

3m1,e(p) + 5’7711 e( )

ot — KpAmy e( ) + ,Ufmml,e(p) = XZEUm,e in @,
Ohatr) O 18‘;( NN R Sxeue BQ
mi,e(p)(0,a,t) = fe(p)(o,a,t) = on ¥,
mie p)( a,0) =0 fie(p)(z,a,0)=0 in Qa,
ml,é(p)(xaoat) ( )fo ﬂ( >p)f1 9( )da; flﬂ( 33 0, t ’on CL s P fl VY ) in QT,
and
8m2’; (p) 8m§; (p) - KmAm2,e(p) + ,U/mmZ,e(p) =0 in Qa
O20®) | OF0®) 1Ay o(0) + iy o) =0 mQ.
mao(p)(o,a,t) = fa0(p)(o,a,t) =0 onX
mze(p)(x a,0) =mo  f2,0(p)(,a,0) = fo in Qa,
ma 6( )(.’I} 0 t fo (1 » D f2 9( )da’v f2 9(p)(x 0 t - ’on a p)f2,9(p)da in QT;
Due of the Lemma 2.3, there exists (v, v2,9) € L*(Z) x L*(Z') such that
||m1,€(p)(., '7T> + mg’e(p)(., '7T)|| <k and Hflﬁ(p)('7 '7T) + f2,9(p)('7 ) T)” <4 (64)

for any € > 0 and 6 > 0.
Any suitable control can be chosen, in particular the control of minimum norm in L?(Z) x L?(Z’). Let us then consider

me(p) = mi c(p) +ma.c(p) and fo(p) = f1.0(p) + f2.0(p)

where (v1,¢, v2,0) is the optimal control characterised by the Lemma 2.3 such that hold and let us consider the operator
2 2

p— me(p)
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The function B(a.p) is bounded in L*(Q) when a € [0, A] and p spans L?(Qr). Since the solution (mq ., f19) on the
system (62 depends continuously on the data (vi.,v2g) it follows that the operator A’ is continuous. Moreover, the
operator A” fo a)lda is continuous on L?(Q) and therefore we conclude that the operator A is continuous.

Since the operator Ais con‘clnuous7 bounded, and compact on L?(Q7) onto L?(Q7), Schauder’s fixed-point theorem implies
that A admits a fixed point.

O
So we get:
Ome 6m6 — K Ame + plme =xgn. inQ,
%s B,

+—— = KfAfo+pugfo =x=zlp inQ,

my((o,a,t) = fo(o,a,t) =0 on Y,

mé(m a,0) =mgy fo(z,a,0) = fo in Qa,

m(x,0,t) fo ( ,f Aa )meda) foda, fo(z,0,t) 'Vfo ( 7f Aa )meda) foda in Qr
(66)

with

||m(, -T)||L2(QA) < Kk and Hf(, ~T)||L2(QA) < 1.
Finally, if (k,9) — (0,0) we get:
(x=ne, xz'lo) = (X5Um, x=/vy) and (me, fo) = (m, f)

with (m, f) solution of the system and then we obtain the null controllability of the system . This achieves the
proof of the Theorem 1.1.

4 Proof of the Theorem 1.2

4.1 Proof of the Theorem 1.2-(1)
4.1.1 Observability inequality

In this section, we always consider the following system:

my +mg — KpnAm + pp,m =xoUm In @,
fe+fa— KeAf +pgf =0 n Q,
m(o,a,t) = f(o,a,t) =0 on X, (67)
m(x a,0) =mgy f(x,a,0) = fo in Qa,
m(z,0,t) = fo (a,p)fda, f(z,0,t) 'yfo (a,p)fda in Qr.

For every p in L?(Q7), under the assumptions of the Theorem 1.2; the controllability problem that is to find v,, € L?(©)
such that (m, f) solution of the system verifies

m(.,.,.T)=0 z€Qandac€ (oA
is equivalent to the observability inequality stated below.

Proposition 4.1. Let us assume true the assumption (Hy) — (H2) — (H3), for every T > A — as and for any o > 0, if
hr(z,a) =0 a.e in Q x (0, p), there exists Cy 1 > 0 such that the following inequality

A A
/ / h*(z,a, O)dmda+/ / g*(z,a,0)drda < Cyr | h*(z,a,t)dzdadt (68)
o Jo 0o Ja C)

holds, where (h,g) is the solution of the following system

—hy — he — K Ah + pmh =0 n Q,
—9t —9a — KfAg+ppg = (1—-7)B8(a,p)g(z,0,t) +vB8(a,p)h(x,0,t)  inQ,
h(o,a,t) = g(o,a,t) =0 on X, (69)
h(z,a,T) = hr, g(x,a,T) =0 m Qa,
h(z,A,t) =0, g(x, A, t) =0 n Qr.

For the Proof of the Proposition 4.1, we also need the following estimate:
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Proposition 4.2. Under the assumption (Hy) and (Hz), there exists a constant C such that the pair (h,g) solution of
the system verifies

A T A T A T
/ /92(a:,a,0)dacda+/ / /(1+u)92dmdadt+/ / /|Vg|2dxdadt§ C/ /hz(x,O,t)dxdt. (70)

Moreover, we deduce that for lr =0 a.e in Q x (0, ), there exists a constant C, v such that

/ / andxda<CgT//hga:Otdxdt<C'gT// /thatdxdadt

Proof. of Proposition 4.2

We put by
y = ety

The function y verifies

ot da Ay + ()\O + pla))y = ’76(a7p)€)\0th($707t) + (1 - ’y)ﬂ(a,p)y(:v,(),t). (71)

Multiplying the equality ( @ by y and integrating on (), we obtain:

/ / (x,a,0)dzda + = / / (x,0,t)dzdt +/ / / IVyll7. Q)dadt+/ / / ) + o)y drdadt

= [T ] e methie 0.0 + (1 - )3tapiye,0.1) yedadt. (72
o Jo Jao
Using the Young inequality and the condition on /3, we get that:
T A
/ / / (1680, p)*" h(,0,) + (1~ 7)B(a p)y(x, 0.1)) ydrdadt
0 Jo

< 25 12(Qr) 5 L2(Q) 25 L2(Qr) 2 L2(Q)

Therefore, choosing 6 = 62/\0T||5H2 we obtain:

/ / (z,a,0 dxda—i—/ / / IVyll3. Q)dadt—I—/ / / a) + \o)y>dxdadt

< SIRC 0, )22 r) + T 1812 Iyl 72 ()

N

Choosing Ao > e?*T|| 8|2 + 1, we get

/ / (z,a,0) dxda—l—/ / ||Vy||L2 )dadt—i-/ / / a) + \o)y*dzdadt
o

1
< 7/ /hQ(;c,o,t)da:dt.
2Jo Ja
Finally, we have

1
f/ / %(x,a,0) dxda+/ / ||Vg||L2(Q dadt+/ / / a) + \o)g*dzdadt
2 Jo Q Q
< Crp / / h*(z,0,t)dxdt.
0o Ja

A T
/ /g2(x,a,0)dxda < C/ / h?(z,0,t)dxdt. (73)
0o Jo 0o Jao

Combining the inequality and the inequality of the Proposition 2.1, for hp(z,a) = 0 a.e in Q x (0, ¢), we obtain,

A T raz
/ / g*(x,a,0)drda < C’&T/ / /hQ(x,a,t)dmdadt. (74)
o Ja o Jo Ju

O

From the Proposition 4.2, we have:
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We are ready now to prove Proposition 4.1

Proof. of the Proposition 4.1
We use now the results of Proposition 2.2 and Proposition 4.2.

Indeed, combining and , we get

/ / (z,a,0) d:zcda—i—/ / h*(z,a,0)dzda < CQT/ / / (x,a,t)dzdadt. (75)

4.1.2 Null controllability of the auxiliary system and proof of Theorem 1 2-(1)

Now, let e > 0 and o > 0.
We consider the functional J. defined by:

1 T az 1 A
(V) = 7/ / /vfndacdadt—i——/ /m2(x,a,T)dxda (76)
2 0 ai w 2e o Q

where (m, f) is the solution of the following system

my +mg — Ky Am + Hm M = XeUm in Qv
fe+ fo— KeAf+pusf =0 in Q,
m(o,a,t) = f(o,a,t) =0 on %, (77)
m(x a 0) mo f(x,a,O) = fo in QA7
m(z,0,t) = (1=9) [, Ba,p)fda, f(,0,t) =7 [} Bla,p) fda in Qr.

Lemma 4.1. The functional J. is continuous, strictly convex and coercive. Consequently J. reaches its minimum at a
point vy, . € L*(O).

1
Moreover, setting m. the associated solution of l) and n. the solution with he(z,a,T) = —=X{(0,4)}Mc(7,a,T) one
€

has vm,e = Xohe and there exist C1 > 0 and Cy > 0 independent of €, such that

T a A A
/ / / hidxdadt < Cy </ mé(z,a)dzda —|—/ / fg(x,a)dxda>
o Jo Ju o Jo o Jao
A A A
/ / m?(z,a, T)dzda < eCy </ / m%dmda—i—/ / fgdxda> .
o Jo o Ja o Ja
Proof. of Lemma 4.1

The proof of the Lemma 4.1 is similar to that of Lemma 2.3. O

and

By making € tending towards zero, we thus obtain that.

X@he — XeUm and (m€7f€) - (m,f)
where (m, f) is the solution of the system that verifies

m(z,a,T) =0 a.ein (x,a) € Q x (g, A).
Let us define now the operator

A
A L2(Q x (0,T)) = L2(Q x (0,T)) pr—s /0 Ma)m(p)da

where the pair (m(p), f(p)) is the solution of the following cascade system:

8rg£p) 8m(§p) K Am(p) + prmm(p) = Youm(p) inQ,
B0 30 101+ 110 —0wme
m( )(07 a, t) = fe(p)(o,a,t) =0 on E,
m(p )(xaz» 0) =mo(z,a) f(p)(z,a,0)= fo in Qa,
m(xvo’t) = ( )fo (a,p)f(p)da, f x 0, t ’7]0 da in Qr,
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with v, (p) such that the solution (m(p), f(p)) verifies
m(p)(z,a,T) =0 a.e in (z,a) € Q X (g, A).

Let Y (z,t) fo p)da. It easy to prove that Y is solution of the following system:
— K;AY + fo pm(a)X(@)m(p)da = R(z,t) in Qr,
Y (o,t) =0 on Y, (79)
Y (z,0) = fOA A(a)moda in Q,

where
A az
R(z,t) :/0 )\’(a)m(;zo)da—k/0 Aa)vm (p)da.

By the Schauder’s fixed point theorem it easy to prove that A admits a fixed point which gives the result of the Theorem
1.2-1.

4.2 Proof of the Theorem 1.2-(2)

Let p € L?(Qr), under the assumptions of the Theorem 1.2, the following controllability problem find vy € L*(0) such
that the solution of the system:

fe+fa—KfAf+prf =xevy inQ,
f(o,a,t) =0 on X,

f(z,a, 0) fo in Qa, (80)
f(z,0,t) ’yfo (a,p)fda in Qr.

verifies
f(z,a,T)=0aexeQ ac(0,A)
is equivalent to the following observability inequality:

Proposition 4.3. Let us assume true the assumption (Hy) — (Hz) — (Hs). For any T > a1 + A — ay there exists Cp > 0
such that

A
/ /gQ(x,a,O)dxdaS CT/Qdedadt, (81)
o Jo =

where g is the solution of the following system

=0t — 9o — K Ag+ pimg = ,B(a,p)g(a:, 0, t) in Q,

g(o,a,t) =0 on X,

. 82

g(x,a,T) =Jdr m QA» ( )
g(z, A, t) =0, m Q.

Proof. of the Proposition 4.3
Using the inequality (14) of the Proposition 2.2, the result of the Proposition 2.5 and the representation of the solution of
the system , we obtain the desired result. O

Now we consider the following operator

N Q) @) e urlp) s S er) S [ AW, e )
where (m(p, f(vs(p))), f(p,vr(p))) is the solution of the following system
my +mg — KpyAm + pymm =0 in Q,
fe+ fa— KfAf +ppf =Xxevy inQ,
m(o,a,t) = f(o,a,t) =0 on X, (83)
m(x a,0) =mgy f(z,a,0) = fo in Qa,
m(z,0,t) = fo (a,p)fda, f(z,0,t) 'yfo (a,p)fda in Qr.

By applying Schauder’s fixed point Theorem it follows that N admits a fixed point. And therefore proves Theorem 1.2-2.

Remark 4.1. Here, we were able to obtain the complete extinction of the females. This makes the possibility to obtain,
after an interval of time greater than A, the extinction of the entire population since there is no longer birth. But it seems
difficult to obtain first the total eradication of male individuals. In our view point, this is naturally difficult because of
births.

22



References

[1] B. Ainseba and S. Anita Local exact controllability of the age-dependent population dynamics with diffusion, Abstr.
Appl. Anal., 6 (2001), pp. 357

[2] B.Ainseba Exact and approximate controllability of the age and space population dynamics structured model, J. Math.
Anal. Appl., 275 (2000), pp. 562-.

[3] B. Ainseba and S. Anita Internal stabilizability for a reaction-diffusion problem modelling a predator-prey system,
Nonlinear analysis, 61 (2005), 491-501.

[4] Anita,S.: Analysis and control of age-dependent population dynamics, Mathematical Modelling: Theory and Applica-
tions, vol. 11. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht

[5] W. L. Chen and Bao-Zhu Guo On the semigroups of age-size dependent population dynamics with partial diffusion
manuscripta mathematica Publisher: Springer Verlag 66(1):161-181

[6] A.V Fursikov and O. Y Imanuvilov Controllability of evolution equations, volume 34 of Lecture Notes Series. Seoul
National University, Research Institute of Mathematics, Global Analysis Research Center, Seoul, 1996

[7] D. Maity, M. Tucsnak and E. Zuazua Controllability and Positivity Constraints in Population Dynamics with Age
Structuring and Diffusion, Preprint submitted to J. Math. Pures Appl

[8] J. Metz, O. Diekmann. The Dynamics of Physiologically Structured Populations (Springer Lecture Notes in Biomath-
ematics 68, New York 1986)

[9] Mimmo Tannelli, Jordi Pipol Two-sex age structured dynamics in a fixed sex-ratio population

[10] O. Traore Null controllability of a nonlinear population dynamics problem, Int. J. Math. Math. Sci., (2006), pp. Art.
ID 49279, 20.

[11] WHO World malaria report 2018 (WHO) ISBN:9789241565653

[12] Yuan He and Bedr’Eddine Ainseba Exact null controllability of the Lobesia botrana model with diffusion J. Math.
Anal. Appl. 409(2014) 530-543

[13] G. F. Webb Theory of nonlinear age-dependent population dynamics, vol. 89 of Monographs and Textbooks in Pure
and Applied Mathematics, Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 1985.

[14] C. Zhao, M. Wang and P. Zhao Optimal control of harvesting for age-dependent predator-prey system, Mathematical
and Computer Modelling, 42 (2005), 573-584

23



	1 Introduction and Main results
	2 Approximate null controllability of an auxiliary coupled system
	2.1 Observability inequality
	2.1.1 Estimations of the non-local terms
	2.1.2 Estimation of l(x,a,0) and n(x,a,0)
	2.1.3 Proof of the observability inequality

	2.2 Approximate null controllability result

	3 Proof of Theorem 1.1
	4 Proof of the Theorem 1.2
	4.1 Proof of the Theorem 1.2-(1)
	4.1.1 Observability inequality
	4.1.2 Null controllability of the auxiliary system and proof of Theorem 1 2-(1)

	4.2 Proof of the Theorem 1.2-(2)


