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Optimal Control of Two-Phase Membrane Problem
Farid Bozorgnia, Vyacheslav Kungurtsev

ABSTRACT. We consider an optimal control problem where the state is gov-
erned by a free boundary problem called the two-phase membrane problem
and the control appears in the coefficients of the characteristic function of the
positivity and negativity parts of the solution. Our investigation focuses on
various properties associated with the control-to-state map. Due to the non-
differentiability of this map, we regularize the state equation. The existence,
uniqueness, and characterization of the optimal pairs are established.

1. Introduction

Notation. We will use the following notation throughout the paper.

Q) an open, bounded subset of R” with smooth boundary.

xp the characteristic function of the set D C R™.

Xg+ 18 a non-decreasing, smooth approximation of xg+.

f+ positive numbers or positive Lipschitz functions.

ut = max(du, 0).

{u>0}={zeQ:u(z) >0}

B,.(x0) ball with radius r centered at z(, and B, centered at origin.

Infinite-dimensional optimization problems appear in many practical applica-
tions such as minimal surface, image processing, semiconductor design, and inverse
problems. We consider an optimal control problem where the state satisfies a two-
phase membrane problem and the control function appears in the coeflicients of the
state equation.

To illustrate our motivation, assume we want to adjust the temperature u(x)
in the domain € between two given functions 6_, 6 where 6_(x) < 64 (z). To do
this, there are cooling and heating devices that are distributed over domain 2. Due
to limitations on the power of devices, the generated heat flux —¢ € [—f_, f4]. If
w is not in the given range then the reformatory heat flux —¢ will be injected, see
the first chapter in [16] and [8] for applications in modeling of population density
with high competition.
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In recent years there have been intense studies of optimal control with free
boundary problems as constraints, see [1], 2} 5 [6], 13, 15]. In the case that the
control to state map is the solution of a variational inequality, various authors
have investigated this problem [2} 12|, 13}, I5]. The first paper on the optimal
obstacle control problem was that of Adams et al. [2]. A notable result of that
paper is that the optimal obstacle is equal to its corresponding state. The case
that state to control map is a semi-linear elliptic variational inequality and the
control function is the obstacle discussed in [5]. The authors implement the penalty
method to approximate the variational inequality by a sequence of equations, to
obtain the optimality system that characterizes the optimal solution. They obtain
an approximate optimality system and convergence results to pass to the limit in
this system.

Also in [12], 3] for the optimal control problems governed by elliptic varia-
tional inequalities, optimality conditions are derived, and the existence result for
Lagrange multipliers is proved. Next, a primal-dual active set method is proposed
to approximate the optimality systems numerically.

Due to the non-differentiability of the solution operator of the obstacle problem
the Bouligand generalized differential operator has been investigated. In [17) 18]
the authors characterize and compute a specific element of the Bouligand general-
ized differential for a wide class of obstacle problems.

In [14], to approximate the optimal control problem constrained with ellip-
tic variational inequality, a computational technique based on the pseudo-spectral
method is presented. By using the pseudo-spectral method, the infinite-dimensional
mathematical programming with equilibrium constraint, which can be an equiva-
lent form of the considered problem, is converted to finite-dimensional mathematical
programming with complementarity constraint. Later in [15] authors present a fast
computational technique based on the wavelet collocation method for the numerical
solution of the mentioned problem.

In this work, we investigate an optimal control problem where the state equation
is governed by a free boundary equation called a two-phase membrane. In our
control problem, we have the following elements:

a) A control ¢ which can be chosen from an admissible set.
b) The state of system u to be controlled, which depends on control ¢.
¢) The state equation that establishes the dependence between the control
and the state, this state equation is a two-phase equation.
d) An objective functional to be minimized, depending on control and
state (¢, u).

Let f+ : Q — R be non-negative, bounded, g € WP(Q) for p > n and g
changes sign on the boundary. For given ¢ € U,q consider

(1.1) { Au = (f+ = d)Xgus0y = (/- + O)Xfucoy 0 &,

u=yg on 0.
Here the characteristic function of the positive part is defined as

1 wu(x)>0,
X{u>0} =1 0 elsewhere.

The admissible set for the control is denoted by U,q, defined to be as follows
Usa ={¢ € L*(Q): —f- < ¢ < f1}.
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In Subsection 22 we derive (1)) and we discuss the existence and uniqueness of
the solution of (ILI)). Let u = T'(¢) be the corresponding solution of (II]) for given
¢, i.e., T is the control to state map. Now, we regard ¢ € U,q as the control variable
and u = T(¢) as the corresponding state variable. For given z € L?(Q), we try to
find ¢ such that the corresponding state u is close to z in L2. To do this consider
the following functional

1 A
(12 1) = [(@@) - 22du+ [ 1oPda
Q Q
We consider the following minimization Problem (P). Find ¢* € L*(Q2), such that
1.3 J(¢*) = inf J(¢).
(1.9 (6) = inf J(9)

Note that we reduce the problem in ¢ by considering u = u(¢) = T(¢), so the
problem becomes a nonsmooth and nonconvex problem, which is then hard to
tackle. In particular, the explicit representation of first-order optimality conditions
suitable for numerical realization remains an issue.

Although there is extensive literature on optimal control with variational in-
equality constraints, it’s crucial to note that the two-phase membrane problem
cannot be reformulated as a variational inequality. This work aims to study the
existence of a minimizer for Problem (P), and first-order optimality condition. Let
us give the outline of the paper. The next section is devoted to derivation of the
state equation (II). Afterward, we show the existence of a minimizer and prove
some properties of the control-to-state map. Section 4 deals with the approxima-
tion of the problem by regularizing the state equation and the convergence of the
regularized solution.

2. Background and Problem Setting

2.1. One phase obstacle problem. To start, we briefly explain the one-
phase obstacle problem and we state a related optimal control problem. Let f €
L>(Q) be a non negative function, g € W2(Q) and ¢ € W3™°(Q) be given. Then
minimize the following energy functional given by

(2.1) /Q (%|Vv|2 + fv> dx,

over the convex set K = {v € W'2(Q) : v —g € Wy*(Q) : v > ¢}. The minimizer
satisfies the following Complementarity constraints

{ min(—Av + f,v—p) =0 in Q,

(2.2) v=g on 0f).

Let v be the solution of the above obstacle problem, then v = v— ¢ is the minimizer
of the following functional

(2.3) /Q <%|Vu|2 + f1 u) dx,

over the set K; = {u € W'2(Q) :u— g1 € Wy*(Q) : u > 0}, with

fi=f—-Ap, gi=g—¢.
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The minimizer of (23] satisfies the following one-phase obstacle problem

Au = (f — Ap) X{us0} inQ,
(2.4) { U= gy on 0.

We take ¢ = Agp as the control and set the map v = T'(¢). We point out in the lit-
erature on optimal control of obstacle problems, they consider (2.1]) or equivalently
[22) as the sate equation, which is slightly different from our reformulation given
by 24). To make connection, ¢ can be recovered from ¢* by

Ap =¢* in Q,
(2.5) { p=0 on 0.

2.2. Two phase Membrane problem. Assume that the boundary value g
is smooth and changes sign on 9Q. Let K = {v € WH2(Q) : v = g on Q}. Consider
the functional

(2.6) /Q <%|Vv|2 + fymax(v,0) + fmax(—v,O)) dx,

which is convex, weakly lower semi-continuous, and hence attains its infimum at
some point u € K. The Euler-Lagrange equation corresponding to the minimizer
u is given by (27), which is called two phase membrane problem.

(2 7) Au = f+X{u>0} - f—X{u<O} in €,
' u=g on 0,

Let u be the solution of [2.7)). The free boundary is defined as (see (|16}, 21]))
INu)=0{zxeQ:ulx) >0} Ud{z e Q:ulx) <0} NN

In Subsection 2.4 we derive a general form of the two-phase membrane problem.
The free boundary consists of two parts:

IMu)=T(u)N{z € Q: Vu(z) =0}
and
IM(u) =T(u)N{z € Q: Vu(z) # 0}.
To see numerical approximations for the two-phase problem we refer to in

[3, [7, [4}, [9], [20]. For a substantial reference of free boundary problems of obstacle
type, we refer to [16].

2.3. The State Equation. In this part, we derive a generalized version of
[0 i.e., state equation (ILI). Consider the functional

(2.8) 10) = [ GIVeP + fulo =) + f-(0 =) ) da,

with v = g on 052, g is smooth and changes sign on the boundary, and ¢ € W?2?
for all p > n and ¢ = 0 on the boundary. If ) = 0 then functional (28] reads as
2H). The objective of this section is to show that minimizing I(v) over K has a
solution w and that u = w — 1 satisfies equation (IIJ).

As in Subsection 2.1, I is coercive, convex, and weakly lower semi-continuous
in H'(Q) and so therefore attains its infimum at some point w. The first variation
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on the energy I at w, i.e., considering v = w+en, with € > 0 and n € C§° () gives

0< I(w+en) — I(w)

€
Ny LN gy RN
Q € Q €

(wten—9)” —(@w-9)"

+ [ f-
Q
=A+B+C.

Calculation for A is straightforward. For B reads as,

B::i/ﬁ [(w+en— ) — (w—9)*] de
€ Ja
1

1
-2/ frwte-vde-2 [ fw-vd
& J{wten>y}nQ € J{w>y}nQ
1
-/ fenda - [ fo (w—)da
{w+en>yp}INQ € J{o>w—1p>—en}nQn{ngeo}
1
-2 fi (w—v)do
€ {0<w—y<—en}nQN{n<0}
{w+en>4}NQ

The same argument for C' as above shows

Q € {wten<p}NQ

Considering the initial inequality we have
I(w+en) — I(w)

0<
€
2 2
< [V(w +en)|* — [Vu| dx+/ Fonds
Q 2e {w+en>}INQ
—/ f-ndz.
{wen<y}NQ

Letting € — 0, and noting,

2 2
V(w+en) — [Vul® / V-V + e[V
Q 2e Q 2

2
dzr

)

we obtain

/Vw-Vnd:v—i—/ f+77d:v—/ f-ndx+
Q {w>y}NQ {w<y}NQ

/ fndx — / f-ndx >0,
{w=y}n{n>0} {w=y}n{n<0}

for every test function n € C§°(£2). Next the same calculation for € < 0 yields the
reverse inequality. This implies Aw is a bounded distribution and thus is a measure.
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By Radon-Nikodym, we conclude there is function in L'(£2) that represents Aw €
LY() as a distribution. Thus, the following holds in the weak sense

Aw = f1X{wsy} — f-X{w<p} 0 {w # P}
and

Fexquwsvy = F-Xquw<yy < Aw < fixquwsy) = - X{w<y) 0 &
which implies w € W2P(Q) for all 1 < p < co. Thus w satisfies the following

Aw = fiX{wsy) = f-X{w<ypy T AVXfw=yp} 0 Q,
(2.9)

w=g on 0f).
Now let u = w — ¢ then we have

Au = (fy — AY)X{us0r — (f- + AY)Xqu<oy 0,
(2.10)

u=g on JN).

Next choosing ¢ = At yields ().

3. Existence and properties of Minimizer

In this section, we study some properties of control to state map. The following
Lemma shows a type of monotonicity of solution with respect to coefficient ¢.

LEMMA 3.1. Assume that ¢1 > ¢o. Let u; for i = 1,2 be the solution of the
following Dirichlet problem

Aui = (f+ = )X ui>0y — (f- + @i)X{ui<0} €,
(3.1)
U =g on 0%,
Then
up > ug  in Q.

PROOF. Let ¢1 > ¢ > 0, we show that ug > ug. Set D = {x € Q : ua(z) > ui(x)}.
If ug(x) < 0in D, then ui(x) < 0 and

Auy = —(f- + ¢1) < —(f- + ¢2) = Aua.
On the other hand, if us > 0, then
Aug = (f+ - (252) > (f+ — ¢1) > Aug.

Therefore in D we have Aus > Awuy and us = u; on the boundary of D so by
maximum principle D = (). Note that we have used the fact that u; is continuous.

O
Let
M = ess sup(én (@) — 6a(o))
S
Now we claim that also u; + Mv < us in By, where v is the solution to
Av=1 inQ,
v=20 on Of).

Set D = {z € Q:uy(x) < ui(z) + Mu(z)}. Note that v(z) < 0 thus in D the
following holds
us(z) < up(x) + Mo(z) < ui(x).
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The inequalities above give

X{u1>0} = X{uz>0}> X{u1 <0} < X{uz<0}-
Therefore
(3.2)
Auy + Mv) = Aug + M = (f1 — ¢1)X{ur>03 — (f= + 1) Xfu <0y + M
(f+ = D1)X{us>0) — (f= + 01)Xfus<0y + M
(f+ = @1+ M)X{up>0y — (f= + 1 — M)X{us<0}
(f+ = 92)X{us>0) — (f= + P2)Xfup <0y = Aua.

AVARAVARIV]

This shows on D we have u1 + Mv < us which is contradiction thus D= .
The following theorem shows that the control-to-state operator T' is Lipschitz
continuous.

THEOREM 3.2. Consider the map u = T(¢), then T : Uyq — H' () is Lipschitz
continuous.

PROOF. Assume u; = T(¢1), uz = T(¢2). This means
(3.3) Aup = (f+ — d1)X{ur >0y — (f= + D1) X{ur <0}

(3'4) Auy = (f+ - ¢2)X{u2>0} - (f— + ¢2) X{u2<0}-

By subtracting these two equations, multiplying by (us — u1), integrating, and
subsequently applying integration by parts to the left-hand side

19t =R e = = [ £ Ounsoy = Xgurs0) 2 = )
+ /Q f= (Xfus<0} = X{ur<0}) (U2 — u1) dz
+ /Q @2 (X{us>0} + X{us<o}) (U2 — u1) da

- /Q¢1 (X{ur>0} + X{us<0})(u2 — u1) da.
Note that
(X{uz>0} = X{ur>0})(u2 —u1) >0
(X{us<0} — X{us<0})(u2 —u1) <0,

to conclude that

[ 192 =) < / 63 (Xus50) + Xgup<0y) iz — ur) do
(3.6)

- /Q ¢1 (X fur >0} + X{us<0y)(u2 — u1) dz.
Also, the following hold

X{uz>0} T X{uz<0} <1, X{ur>0} + X{ui<0y < 1.

This fact and the previous lemma give

(3.7) /Q IV (uz — ) da < /Q 162 — 1l Juz — wi| do
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Then Poincaré inequality, Young’s inequality, shows
|V (ug —u1)||z2(0) dz < Cllgo — 1l 12(0)-
O
Now we show that the optimal control problem (P) has a solution. Let {¢y}
be a minimizing sequence for Problem (P), i.e.,
J(¢k) — inf J.

So it is bounded in L%*(Q) and there is a weak subsequence converging to some
¢ € L?(Q). Recall that U,q is convex, and therefore ¢ € Uyg.

Recall g from the boundary condition in ZX). If ux = T'(¢x) satisfies (),
then Awy is uniformly bounded. Indeed, multiply the equation
(3.8) Aug = (f+ — k) Xgup>0y — (f= + Pr) X{ur <0}

by (ur — g) and integrate over ) to obtain

/Vuk'v(uk—g) dr = _/(f+_¢k)(uk_g)X{uk>0} d$+/ (f—+ér) (Ur—9) X fup <0} dT-
Q Q Q

In the above, the harmonic extension of g is still denoted by g. Next, we have
(3.9)

IV (us — g)[? dr = / Vg V(up — g)dr — / (s — 1)tk — 9)X(ups0) do
Q Q Q

+ [+ 00w = <oy o
Which implies

1 1
IV@uk=9)lIz < 5 (IVglZe + IV (k= 9)I7e) ellun—gl e+ (1Ff+ = Srllzz + 1 + dellZ2) -
Using Poincaré inequality,
lur = gllZ < ATHQNV (ur = 9)lZ2,

where A\ (£2) is the first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator, then rearranging terms
we get for € < @

ukllwrz@) <C, k.
Hence, there is u € W12(£2) such that over a subsequence

up —u in WH3(Q),

up —u  in L*(Q),

with u = g on 9. If we consider a test function n € C§°(R2) and multiply B8)) by
7, then we get

- /Q Vuy - Vndr = /Q(f+ = k)X {up >0} — (f= + Bk)NX fuy <0} d.

Passing to the limit and recalling the weak convergence ¢ — ¢ as well as the
strong convergence uy — u in L?(£2), this implies that

- /Q Vu-Vndr = /Q(f+ = O)X{us0r — (f= + )X {u<o} dz,
and so u = T'(¢). Also by weak lower semi-continuity of a norm, we have

[4llL> < liminf [[¢r| L2,
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$0,
inf J = liminf J(¢) = Uminf (||ug — z||z2 + Al|¢rllr2) > [lu—z]| L2+ 6] 2 = T ().
Therefore,

J(6) = inf J.

4. Approximation of the State Equation

In general, we do not expect the solution operator of the obstacle problem to
be differentiable, indeed see [17], which proves this fact for the one-phase obsta-
cle problem. In this section, we describe our strategy for regularizing the state
equation. Set u® := T°(¢) to be the solution of the regularized problem

Auf = (fr —P)xE(u®) — (f— + @)x°(—u®) in Q,

Here x°(t) is a non-decreasing, smooth approximation of x,>¢} such that

1 v>e
Xa(v)_{ 0 v<—e.

Without loss of generality, we might choose
{ XE(uf) + x°(—uf) =1,

x°(0) = 3.
Then regularized state equation (4. becomes as
42) { Aue = [ (u) — fox(~u) — 6 in Q,
ut =g on 0f.
For simplicity, we rewrite (I as
(4.3) { e m

where B(u®) = fi x°(u®) — fox°(—u®). Also let ®°(¢) be the regularization of
max(v,0) defined by

t
De(t) = / X°(8) ds.
4.1. Properties of T°. Next, we show that problem (£I)) has a unique solu-
tion.

THEOREM 4.1. For any ¢ € U,q there exists a unique solution u® = T¢(p) of
{#1). Furthermore u® € WP (Q) with 1 < p < co. Moreover, as € — 0,

u® —u  strongly in  H'(Q),
where u is the unique solution of (L.I)).

PROOF. Any solution u® of (@Il can be considered a minimizer of the func-
tional

I#(v) :/(EIVUIQ+(f+—¢>)‘1>E(v)—(ff+¢)‘l’5(—v))d$,
Q 2

which proves the existence by the direct method. The uniqueness of the solution
is a matter of using the comparison principle. Let uj and u§ be two solutions of
@I). Let D = {x € 2 : uj(x) > ui(x)}, by the monotonicity of x(u), we have
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Auf > Au§ in D as well as uf = u§ on dD. Thus by the comparison principle
u§ = u§ in D. Similarly, considering the set {u§ < u§} shows that u§ = u§ in Q.

Since u® is the weak solution of (1)) then by Calderon-Zygmund estimate (see,
e.g., [10]), we infer that for any K CC Q

lullwzr () < Cpa (9l + 1+ — Dl + 1/~ + dllz~) -
Thus the family {u¢} is uniformly bounded in W2?(K) and also in C2*(Q) for

loc

p > n, by Sobolev embedding, which indicates that u® is the strong solution of

(41). Therefore there exists a subsequence €; such that
uS —u  in CLYQ).

Next, we multiply the equation
(4.4) Au® = (f+ = o)x"(u%) = (f- + &) X (—u5),
by (uf — g) and integrate over ) to obtain

ViV (uf—g) di = — / (Fo—6)(u —g) X () do— / (Ft+8) (" —g) X () d,

Q Q
from here adding proper terms gives

(4.5)
/|v<u8—g>|2dw=/Vg-wg—u%x
Q Q

- / (s — ) — 9 (uf) do — / (- + &) — g) x (—uf) da.
Q Q
This implies

IV (u®=9)lIZ> < %(HVgH%z—l-||V(g—u€)||%z+||f+—¢||%2+||u8—g||%z+||f_+¢||%z).
By rearranging terms and using Poincaré
lu|lwr2() < C, uniformly ine.
Hence, over the same subsequence € = ¢;
ut —u inW3(Q),
u® —u  in L3(Q),

with © = g on 9€). By lower semi-continuity it holds

/ |Vu|? da SLiminf/ |V |* da
Q e—0 Q

and

[ (4 = pmaxur,0) = (7 + ) min(u, 0) o -
(4.6) @

/Q (f+ — ¢) max(a,0) — (f- + ¢) min(a, 0) dz.
Now let

1
4 10)= [ (GIV0R + (s - Omax(u0) + (/- + dmina.0))
Q
Then the following holds
I(u) < Lisrgionfl (u®) < Lisgionfl (v) = I(v),
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for all admissible v, which shows that u is the minimizer. Since u is unique then the
whole sequence converges to u. It is worth to note that u € Cll.f (Q) so it satisfies
the following equations almost everywhere

Au= fy —¢in {u >0},
Au= f_+ ¢ in {u < 0},
Au=0 ae. in {u=0}.
O

LEMMA 4.2. Consider the map solution T the solution of approrimated equa-
tion {{.1). Then T° : ¢ — u® is Lipschitz operator.

PROOF. Let u® =T¢(¢), v© = T%(¢). Then
Au® = v7) =f1 (¢ (1) = x(0%) + f- (X (=07) =X (—u)) -
— (X" (u7) + X7 (=u%)) + o(X" (v7) + X" (v7))-

Multiplying by (u® — v°) and integrating by parts gives

(4.8)

|V (uf —v°) > do =
Q

/Q(f+ X () =X ()] + F- X (=0) =X (=w)]) (v — %) da+

/Q(—d)[xa(ua) X ()] 4 oX () + X (o)) (u —07) da.

Note that (u® — v°) is vanishing on 9. Also note that x°(u) is non decreasing then
the followings hold

(X (u®) = x*(v%)) (u® — %) =0,
and

This implies

V(= )P do < [ Juf = 070 - ol
Q Q
In the above, we used the facts that
X (uf) + x5 (—uf) =1,

X°(vF) + X7 (=) = 1.
Next using Young’s inequality and Poincaré inequality yields

[u® =%y < C Y = ell2-

T¢ is a good approximation of T" in the following sense.

LEMMA 4.3. Let ¢y, — ¢ strongly in L*(2) then u§, — u strongly in Hj (), as
€ tends to zero and k tends to infinity, where

uy, = T(¢x)-
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PROOF.

luk, = ullgy = 1T°(dx) = T°(¢) + T°(¢) = T(9)lImy <
IT°(0r) = TP g + IT°(8) = T(P)ll 13-

Lemma (]) implies that

(4.9)

lim [[T(¢) = T(¢)]| = 0,

e—0

and by Lemma ([.2) we have
Tim [[7%(64) ~ T%(9) | = 0.
— 00
O
In the next lemma, we will prove that the mapping 7T is Fer¢het-differentiable.

LEMMA 4.4. The mapping T¢ : Uuyq — W22(Q) is of class C'. Furthermore,
if ¢, € Uyq, and &5 = DT=(¢) - ¥, then £° is the unique solution of the following
Dirichlet problem

(4.10) { A& =<0+ [£4 0 @+ 1- () (] & in 9,
€&=0 on Of.

PROOF. The proof follows from the implicit function theorem. Consider the
function
F: D(A) x L®(Q) — L*() x L?(09),
defined by

F(u,¢) = (=Au+ (f = @)x"(u) = (f- + )x*(—u), (u = 9)o0)
where
D(A) ={ue€ H(Q): Auc L*(Q)}
endowed with the norm ||u|r2(q) + [|Aul|f2(q). It is obvious that F is of class C!
and F(T¢(¢),¢) = (0,0) for every ¢ € Uyq by Lemma [l Then 7€ is C' and

&8 = DT*(¢)(¢)) satisfies

oF o
S 8)(E) = v,

which ends up with (£I0). Note that we have used the relation
X" (u) + x5 (-u) = 1,
in our calculation to derive (ZI0). O
In the rest of this section, we introduce a family of approximation problems for
functional J(¢). Let ¢ > 0 and ¢ € U,q we introduce the functional
1 A
@) = [0 - 2P dot ] [ oPde
2 Ja 2 Jo
Problem (P¢): Find ¢° € U,q such that
JE(¢°) = inf JE(9).
(09 =, b, @)
Similar to existence for problem (P) we can prove the existence and uniqueness for

problem (P¢). Now we establish the following convergence result will be helpful in
the next section.
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THEOREM 4.5. For any ¢ > 0, there is at least one pair of solution (¢°,u®)
for the Problem (P¢). Moreover, for e — 0, on a subsequence, we have (¢°,uc) —
(¢*,u*) (an optimal pair for (P)) in the strong topology of L*(Q) x H* ().

PROOF. Let € > 0 be fixed and (¢, u,) be a minimizing sequence to (P<).
By assumption ¢,, is bounded in L? so the two-phase equation implies that u, is
bounded in H?(2). We denote by (¢°,u) some weak limits, on a subsequence,
in the L2(Q) x H?(Q) topology. The weak lower semi-continuity of the functional
J¢ shows that this is an optimal pair. For every ¢ > 0 the above boundedness of
the pair (¢, u®) remains valid. Let (¢,%) be the weak limit on a subsequence of
(¢°,uf) in the weak topology L?(Q) x H?(f). Next, let ¢ € Uyq be arbitrary.

1/(ﬂ—z)zdaj—ké/ |5|2dx§liminf(1/(us(gbs)—z)zdx—l—é/ |¢°|? dx) <
2 Ja 2 Ja 2 Ja 2 Ja

1 1
< liminf / (uf(p) — 2)* dx + é/ || do = = / (u(p) — 2)* dx + A ||* da.
2 Ja 2 Ja 2 Jo 2 Ja
In the above inequality, we used Lemma (@I)). The uniqueness of the pair (¢*, u*)
shows the second statement of Lemma holds. O

PROPOSITION 4.6. The functional J¢(¢) is of class C*. Moreover,

D) v = [ (F+A0)bds V6.0 € Ui
Q
where p¢ € W2P(Q) is the unique solution of the following problem:

—Ap® + [3/ (u)p* =u® —z inQ
(4.11) { p°=0 ondf.

PROOF. By Lemma ([{4) and chain rule
D)o = [ (uF =26+ Ao da,
Q
where £¢ = DT#(¢) -4 is as in Lemma ([@4]). Using (LI1)) in this expression we get

DI (9)- b= [ (=80 + 5 ww] € + xoda

(4.12) - /Q (A + B () ) + $pda
= /Q(ps + ) de.

The next Proposition states the characterization of optimal pairs for problem (P¢):

PROPOSITION 4.7. Let (¢°,u®) be an optimal pair for (P%). Then there ex-
ists an adjoint function p° € Hg(Q), such that the triple (¢°,u,p?) satisfies the
following system

—Auf + B(uf) = ¢° in Q
—Ap* + u )pf=uf —z inQ
Jo(0F +26%) 9 >0 Vi € Uag
pf=¢=0 on 0N.
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5. Conclusion

In this paper, we studied optimal control in the setting of a two-phase mem-
brane. The structure of the forward PDE equations presents challenges in estab-
lishing the known results for variational inequality.

We established the existence and uniqueness of the optimal pairs by formulat-
ing the problem as a minimization problem with appropriate regularization of the
state equation. We proved that the control-to-state map T is Lipschitz continuous,
ensuring the stability of the solutions concerning changes in the control.

While the results are a promising step toward understanding the two-phase
membrane problem, there are important considerations for future research. Along
with studying more complex systems, such as the multi-phase problem or systems
with multiple controls, appropriately convergent numerical techniques present a
number of both conceptual methodological as well as practical challenges that will
necessitate its own dedicated comprehensive investigation.
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