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Résumé

Cette these est consacrée a 1’étude de trois problemes issus de la théorie du controle des EDP.

Dans un premier temps, on étudie le comportement asymptotique de la solution du systeme de
von Karmén viscoélastique unidimensionnel avec retard. On montre que ce dernier est bien posé
dans un espace fonctionnel convenable en utilisant la méthode de Faedo-Galerkin. Pour établir
notre résultat de stabilité, on utilise la méthode de Lyapunov en construisant une fonctionnelle
adéquate.

Dans un deuxieme temps, on étudie le probleme de la controlabilité et de la stabilisation
par le bord pour I'équation des ondes unidimensionnelle dans un domaine non-cylindrique. Pour
la controlabilité, on utilise la méthode des caractéristiques pour construire 'unique solution du
probleme. Nous sommes alors capables de donner I'expression explicite du controle pour lequel
le systeme atteint le point d’équilibre apres un certain temps. De plus, on montre que ce temps
est optimal. Pour la stabilisation, nous fournissons une condition nécessaire et suffisante pour que
I’énergie du systeme décroisse a un taux prédéterminé. De plus, l'influence de la géométrie du
domaine et 'influence d’un amortisseur dépendant du temps sont clarifiées.

Dans un troisieme temps, on étudie la controlabilité par le bord de deux équations d’ondes
couplées par un couplage d’ordre un avec coefficients qui dépendent de 1'espace et du temps. On
fournie une condition nécessaire et suffisante pour la controlabilité exacte en haute fréquences dans
le cas général et pour la continuation unique dans le cas cascade.

Abstract

This thesis is devoted to the study of three problems related to the theory of control of PDE.

In a first time, we study the asymptotic behavior of the solution to the one-dimensional vis-
coelastic von Karman system with delay. We prove that the latter system is well-posed in a suitable
functional space by using the Faedo-Galerkin method. To establish our stability result, we employ
the Lyapunov method by using a suitable candidate functional.

In a second time, we study the problem of boundary controllability and stabilization for the
one-dimensional wave equation in non-cylindrical domains. For the controllability, one uses the
characteristics method to build the unique solution. We will then be able to give the explicit
expression of the controls for which the system reaches the equilibrium point after a certain time.
Moreover, we show that this time is optimal. For the stabilization, we provide a necessary and
sufficient condition that guarantees the energy decay at any desired rate. In addition, the influences
of the domain geometry and time-dependent feedback are clarified.

In a third time, we study the boundary controllability of two coupled one-dimensional wave
equations with first-order coupling terms with coefficients depending on space and time. We give
a necessary and sufficient conditions for both exact controllability in high frequency in the general
case and for the unique continuation in the cascade case.
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Part 1

Introduction



Chapter 1

Aim of the thesis

This thesis is devoted to the study of some problems related to stability and controllability of one dimen-
sional hyperbolic systems.

In Chapter 3, we study the asymptotic behavior of the von Karman system in presence of viscoelastic
damping mechanism and time delay. We use the Lyapunov method to prove stability for a large class of
kernels under natural assumptions.

In Chapter 4, we study controllability and stability of the one dimensional wave equation in non-
cylindrical domains (or domains with moving boundary). We investigate the controllability and the sta-
bility (with time varying feedback) properties under the effect of the moving boundary. By using the
characteristics method, we will be able to construct the unique solution and to give a full answer to both
questions.

In chapter 5, we study boundary controllability of two coupled wave equations with a first order coupling
terms depending on space and time. We give a necessary and sufficient conditions that guarantee both
controllability in high frequency for general coupling matrix and unique continuation in the cascade case.

In the current chapter, we will present briefly the main results in this work. Chapter 2 will be devoted
to the presentation of some general notions and tools that will be used later.

All the new results presented in this manuscript are take from [64], [90], and [14].

1.1 Stabilization of the delayed viscoelastic one dimensional von Karman
system

The first problem consists in stabilizing the so called ”the delayed viscoelastic von Karméan system” given
by

pthtt + wx;m’z - [%(ﬁw + %1/192;)]5,; —g%* w:vacmc = 07 in (07 OO) X (07 L)7
phi — [77:13 + %(7/)96)2]1 + a1 + a277t(t - 7—) =0, in (07 OO) X (07 L)7
n(t —7,x) = fo(t —7,2), in (0,7) x (0,L), (1.1)
Y =1y =n, =0, in (0,00) x {0, L},
¢(07$) = 1/}0(1')7 ¢t(0a I’) = w1($)7 in (07L) ’
( 7(0,2) =no(z), ne(0,2) = m(z), in (0,L),
where D = (I — %g—g) and the interval (0,L) is the segment occupied by the beam. The unknowns

n(t,x) represent, respectively, the vertical displacement, and the longitudinal
displacement at time ¢ of the cross section located at x units from the endpoint x = 0. The positive
constants h and p represent respectively the thickness and the mass density per unit volume of the beam.
In System (1.1), aqm with ag > 0, and ¢ * 9,42, represent the frictional and the viscoelastic dampings
respectively. The time delay is given by agn(t — 7), with ag, 7 > 0. The notation (g * f)(-) denotes the
usual convolution product



(g*f)(t)z/0 g(t — 5)f(s)ds.

System (1.1) has been studied in [15] by F. D. Araruna, P. B. E. Silva and E. Zuazua which appeared
as a singular limit of the nonlinear one dimensional Mindlin-Timoshenko system when the modulus of
elasticity in shear tends to infinity. For the sake of stabilizing the resultant system, the authors used
two damping mechanisms to the equation satisfied by the vertical displacement component ¥ of the form
Wy — Yz and a damping mechanism a7 to the equation satisfied by the longitudinal displacement. As a
consequence, they obtained an exponential stability result.

Our goal is to study the same system by replacing the two dampings acting on the first equation by a
viscoelastic one. Furthermore, it is interesting to add a delay term to the second component to investigate
how it effects the asymptotic behavior of the solution since it is well known that it may play a role of
anti-damping (see [101]). Note that the presence of the viscoelastic damping g * ¥, with the frictional
one «a17; does not entail necessarily stronger dissipation unless the kernel g decays with a suitable rate,
even for one single equation (See [52] for more details).

To state our result, we assume that:

A;) The kernel and the constants «; and ay are such that:

g € LYRY)NC*RY) with g(0) > 0,

I = 1—/ g(s)ds >0,
0

o > Q9.

A5) There exists a C-function H : (0,00) — (0, 00) which is either linear or an increasing and strictly
convex C?-function on [0,7) (r < g(0)) with H(0) = H’(0) = 0), such that

g'(t) < —C(tH(g(t), Vt=0,

where ( is a positive non-increasing differentiable function.
We let H! (0,1) be the space

H!(0,1) = {v € H'(0,1), /OLv(a:)dx = 0} :
Let us begin by a well-posedness result:
Theorem 1 Assume that the initial datum satisfy
(vo,¥1) € [HF (I) N H?(0,L)] x H§ (0,L),

(mo,m) € [H*(0,L) N H} (0,L)] x H} (0,L),
(x,p) — fo(—Tp,z) € Hl(O, 1; H! (0,L)),

with the compatibility condition f(.,0) = n1. Moreover, assume that the Hypotheses (A1), (Az) hold. Then
System (1.1) admits a unique weak solution

(6, ) € Lis. (0,00 [HE (0, 1)) x H} (0,1)),

2
(77a77t 777tt) € L%)c (_7—700; [Hi (O7L)] X L2 (OvL)) .



The previous result is proved in Subsection 3.2 by using the Faedo-Galerkin method.
Next, define the energy functional £(+) associated with System (1.1)

) = ol O + 2o s @7+ 3 (1= [ o0 s 01
2

ohllm (O + e () + 5 () (1

+/0 g(t = s) ||1/1m(t)—¢m(8)\|2d5+/ e (5)II” dis,

t—1

The main stability result for System (1.1) is the following:

Theorem 2 Assume that (A1), (Az) hold. Then for any solution to (1.1), there exists two positive
constants k1 <1 and ky such that the energy functional £(-) satisfies

E(t) < koHT ! <k1 /t ( )C(s)ds) V> 0. (1.2)
g i(r

where

Hi(t) = /tT 8H1,<3>d8;

and, Hy is a decreasing convez function on (0,r], with tlim0H1 (t) = +o0.
—

The above result is proved using the Lyapunov method. It consists of building a suitable functional
equivalent to the energy £. For more details, see Section 3.3.
Here, we make several observations:

e By (1.2), if [;*¢(s)ds = +oc the solution decays to zero when t — oo.

e The decay rate of the energy £ depends on ¢, ¢ and the function H. We can achieve any desired decay
rate by a suitable choice of these functions (for some examples, see [J6]). Moreover, the decay rate
of the solution to System (1.1) is optimal in the sense that it is consistent with the decay rate of the
kernel. Indeed, by assumption (A2) we have:

g'(t) < =CtH(g(t), vt=>0,

/tlm I;<g/§§>))ds - /g;) His)ds 2 /gtl(r) C(s)ds.

Define Hy(t) = [, sy ds, which is decreasing and convex on (0, 7] with Hop(s) T and

therefore,

o)z [ s 12g7'0)

t
o) < 1" ( L. )c(s>ds> 27,
g~ 1(r

Also, by the properties of Ho, H; and H, the following estimate holds

m) = [ s < [ gl = 0 = B0 < B0, 2 03)

which leads to

This shows that the decay rate of £ cannot be weaker than the decay rate of the kernel g.



e Assume now that the equality ¢'(t) = —((t)H(g(t)) holds. In addition, assume that —(’/( is a

non-increasing C!' function for ¢ large. Then there exist two positive constants ki, ko such that:
g(t) S k‘gg(kﬁlt). (1.4)

To see this, we define the function H(t) = ((g~'(¢t))H(t). By computing the derivative of H we
obtain

ro—1 reo—1
') = SO + (o O (0) = o e B+ 0o O,
¢

= (971 (1) + g™ (1) H' (1)

From the properties of g, §, and H, one can easily see that H (t) is increasing and strictly convex on
(0,7] and ¢'(t) = —H(g(t)). But, by (1.3) we have:

o) = A (/_1()ds>=ﬂal<t—gl<r>>
g t(r

4l
=19
_
S
N~—
I

Therefore, by (1.2) we obtain:
— t —
E(t) < ko Hy (1) kl/ lds | = ko H; M(kat — krg™ (7)),
g t(r)
< keg(kit + (1 —kilg (1)) < kag(kit),

where we have used the fact that [1 — k;] > 0 and g is decreasing. The equality case is interesting
because it may sometimes be used even if H is not explicitly known. To illustrate this, if ¢ is given
as a decreasing function satisfying (A1) and H is implicitly defined by H(t) = —¢'(g~*(t)), which
means ¢'(t) = —H(g(t)). Then if —¢” /g’ is positive and non-increasing, it follows that H(-) satisfies
hypothesis (Ag) which leads to the following estimate

5(t) S kQQ(klt).

For some illustrations, we refer to [96].

1.2 Boundary controllability and boundary time-varying feedback sta-

bilization of the 1 — D wave equation in non-cylindrical domains

The second part of this thesis is devoted to the study of boundary controllability and boundary stabilization
of the one-dimensional wave equation is non-cylindrical domains. Consider the systems

and

ytt(t,$) = Yz (T, x)v in @,
y(t,a(t)) = %u(t , y(t,B(t)) =0, in (0,00), (1.5)
y(ovx) = yO(‘T)7 yt(()?x) = y1($), in (07 1)7
Y (t, ) = yuo (t, ), in Q,
ye(t, a(t)) = f(Dya(t, a(t)), y(t,B() =0, in (0,00), (1.6)
Y(0,2) = yo(2), ¥:(0,2) = y1 (), in (0,1).



where the set () is defined by

Q={(t.2) € B, € (a(t).B(1)), alt) < (1), t € (0,00)},
with a(0) = 0 and §(0) = 1.
Define spaces family [H(lﬁ(t))(a(t), B(t))} o0 by:
H{gpy (a(t), B(t)) = {h € H'(a(t), (1)), h(B(t)) =0, t > 0}.
In the sequel, we use the notation z* to denote the quantities

25 () =t =+ 2(t) (1.7)

for any real function function z defined on (0, c0).
Finally, assume that the boundary functions satisfy

alt) < B(t), ¥t >0, a, B € CH0,00) , max(

Ha/HLoo(R+) Y 5,HLOO(R+)) <L (1.8)

Let us start by the controllability part.

1.2.1 Controllability result

The first result that will be presented in this subsection is an existence result:

Theorem 3 For any (yo,y1,u) € ]'17(11)(07 1)x L2(0,1)x H} _(0,00), there exists a unique solution to System
(1.5) satisfying

v € € (10.1]: Hlyg (alt), 56))) 1 O (0.1 P(alt), 5(1)) , £ 0.
Now, we come to the controllability result of System (1.5).

Theorem 4 Let (yo,y1) € H(ll)((), 1) x L?(0,1). Assume that the boundary functions o and 3 satisfy (1.8).

System (1.5) is exactly controllable at time T > 0 if, and only if, T > T* = (oﬂ‘)_1 ofTo (ﬁ_)_1 (0).
Furthermore, if T = T*, there exists a unique control u € H*(0,T*) steering the solution (y,y;) to System
(1.5) to the equilibrium point (0,0) given by

[y y (@t (s)) ds +yo (@t (1)), if te [07 (o)~ (U) ;
u(t) = Yo (—6’ o (B*) o a*@)) . (1.9)
+)1 if t at 1),T*).
+fo(a ) 1 (at(s)) ds < [( ) (M) )
~Jomm (=870 (81 oat(s)) ds,

Controllability of the wave equation in non-cylindrical domains has been investigated first by C. Bardos
and G. Chen in [20]. They proved exact controllability with a distributed control acting on the whole
domain under some geometrical conditions. Since then, many results have been established especially
in the one-dimensional case by using several methods: domain transformation [38, 89, 9], multipliers
technique [39, 123], non-harmonic analysis [60, 119], d’Alembert’s formula [58], and Carleman estimate for
the multidimensional wave equation [120]. In all these works an observability inequality has been proved.
The technique used in our work is the characteristics method as it has been proposed in [117] in more
general context. For more details, see Section 4.



1.2.2 Stability result

As previously, we start by an existence result:

Theorem 5 For any (yo,y1, f) € H(ll)((), 1)x L2(0,1) x C([0,00)). There exists a unique solution to System

(1.6) satisfying the reqularity
y € C (10,415 Hiyy (alt), 8(8)) ) 1 €1 ((0,8]5 La(t), A1), ¢ > 0.

The proof of Theorem 3 and Theorem 5 will be a consequence of the construction of the explicit solution
that will be done in Section 4.2.
Define the energy functional E associated with System (1.6) by

Elt) : = , 2
(t) Gy )l

B(t)
= / (vi (t,2) + y2(t, ) dz, t>0.
a(t)

((t),B(t)) x L2 (a(t),B(t)) (1.10)

A simple computation shows that E satisfies:

%(t) = B'(t)yz(t, B(t)) — (o'(t) + o' (8) f () + 2(1)) y2(t, a(t)), ¢ > 0.

dE
Observe that the sign of %(t) depends the boundary functions which are not supposed of constant sign.

The situation is more simple if @ is cylindrical (o« =0, 5 = 1) and we obtain in this case:

%E(t) = 2 F(tWR(4,0), > 0.
It suffices to choose f positive for large times. Though, even with such a choice, determining the optimal
decay rate of the energy remains tricky. To overcome this problem, we have studied the solution to System
(1.6) along the characteristic lines which provides an explicit formula of the solution.
To set the stability result, we need to fix some notations. Introduce the function ¢ := ¢(«, 3) defined
by
¢p:=a o (a+)_1 ofTo (B_)_l )

By assumption (1.8) and notation (1.7), the function ¢ : [~1,00) — [a~ o (a*) ™' (1), 00) is well defined
and increasing function as composition of increasing functions. Let (v,),~, be a sequence of functions
defined by: B

UYn o [0,0(0)) — [0,00)
T = (1) = H ‘F ((of)fl o ¢[i](7)) ’ )
=0

1
where F' = 7f The notation ¢ refers to

1+ f
¢[n}:¢o...o¢,

N——

n times

with the convention ¢l = I.



Theorem 6 (General decay) Let (yo,y1) € H(ll)((), 1) x L%(0,1). Assume that the boundary functions o
and B satisfy (1.8). In addition, assume that

o(r) < - < o"(r) < ") — o0, V7 €[0,0(0)).

n—o0

Then:
E(t) — 0 (%(7) 0,7 € [0,¢(0))> :

Further, if there exists g € C(R, (0,00)) and positive constant C > 0 such that

balr) ~_Cg(oll(m)), ¥r € [0,6(0)),

n—oo
then E decays like g, i.e.
E(t) < Cg(t)E(0), t > 0. (1.11)

The following result gives a characterization of exponential stabilization of System (1.6):

Theorem 7 (Exponential decay) Under the assumptions of Theorem 6, the energy E decays exponen-
tially to zero with growth bound w < 0, i.e. there exists M > 1 such that

E(t) < Me™E(0), YVt >0,
if, and only if: I ()
nY, (T

sup lim ——> =w
ref0,p(0)n > ¢M(7)

Another result for System (1.6) in connection with the notion of finite time stability is the following:

Theorem 8 (Extinction in finite time) Under the assumptions of Theorem 6, the energy E vanishes
in finite time T if, and only if, f =1 and T > T* = (o['“)_1 oBto (ﬁ_)_l (0), i.e.

E(T)=0, VT >T*" = (a*) "o 8% o (87) 7 (0).

One of the advantages with working with non-autonomous damping is that we are able to stabilize
System (1.6) with any decay rate by a suitable choice of f. One of the main features of our result is that
we can do the converse: the function f can be chosen, starting from a desired decay rate, using the formula

gla” 1)) —g(poa”(t))

= fq(t)-
gla=(t)) +g(poa=(t) 7

In particular, if ) is cylindrical, we obtain

g(t) —g(t+2)

v = ().

g(t) +9(t+2)
When moreover f is constant, the stability problem (1.6) has been studied in [116] on cylindrical domains
by using a spectral approach. It has been shown that the eigenvectors of the underlying operator form
a Riesz basis in the space H (11)(0, 1) x L%(0,1) with eigenvalues having %ln % as real part. Therefore,
exponential decay occurs with growth bound %ln %‘ If the feedback function f depends on time, to

our knowledge the only existing result is due to P. Martinez and J. Vancostenoble for « =0, 5 =1 in [30,
Section 3.2]. They assumed that there exists a non-increasing function o : Ry — R satisfying
1 [e.e]
o(t) < f(t) < o)’ t >0, with / o(s)ds = 400, (1.12)
o 0

10



and proved the following estimate:
E(t) < E(0)e! o o®)ds ¢ >0, (1.13)

t
The energy estimate (1.13) is not optimal. For instance, it can be checked that with the choice f(t) = G
assumption (1.12) is satisfied for o(¢) = f(¢) which yields an exponential decay by (1.13). However, with

this choice of f we can prove by Theorem 7 that the energy decays to zero faster than any exponential
function (see the fourth items of Example 54 for the computation).

A recent result has been obtained in non-cylindrical domain with one fixed end-point by K. Ammari
et al. in [3] where the boundary function is assumed 1-periodic. An exponential decay result has been
obtained for a particular class of feedback functions f.

Novelties of the work The novelties of this work are:

e The control function that steers the solution to System (1.5) to the equilibrium state is given explicitly
by (1.9). We can also find the exact formula of u at any time and for any target state in H(ll)((), 1) x

L?(0,1) (see the proof of Theorem 4 (Proof 4.3.1)).

e The effect of time-varying feedbacks on the behavior of the solution is clarified and a necessary and
sufficient condition is provided for the stability of System (1.6).

e Any decay rate can be achieved on the contrary to the autonomous case where only exponential
decay rate is achievable. Furthermore, the decay rate is optimal.

e We can do the converse for System (1.6), the feedback function f can be chosen based on the desired
decay rate.

e The influence of the moving boundary on the asymptotic behavior of the solution to System (1.6) is
clarified (the boundary nature can increases or decreases the decay rate).

e Since our approach is based on the construction of the exact solutions, both of controllability and
stability results still hold in W(lél(’t))(a(t),ﬂ(t)) x LP(a(t),B(t)), 1 < p < oo, or in the space of
continuous function.

1.3 Boundary controllability of two coupled wave equations with space-
time first order coupling in 1 — D

The third part of this thesis is devoted to the study of boundary controllability of the following system

Ytt = Yzz + M((ay)t + (by)g:)7 in Qr:= (07 T) X (07 1)7
y(t,0) = Bu(t), y(t,1) =0, in (0,7), (1.14)
y(O,x) = yO(‘T)v yt(07x) = y1($)7 in (07 1)7

where y = (y1,y2)! is a vector function and
M = (mij)lsi,jSQ el (RQ) , B = (bl,bg)t € RQ, a,b c Cl(@; R).

It is well-known (see for instance [130] and the references therein) that System (1.14) is well-posed in a
suitable functional framework. More precisely, we have:

11



Proposition 9 Let T > 0. Suppose that:
(yo,y1,u) € L2(0,1)* x H1(0,1)* x L*(0,T)

Then there exists a unique weak solution y to System (1.14) such that
(yo0) € C (0,7, 22 (0,1 x B~ (0,1)°) .

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C (T, a,b) > 0 such that:

1Ylloom 22012 xm-100)7) =€ (||B“”L2(0,T)2 + H(?/Oayl)||L2(0,1)2><H*1(0,1)2) :
The adjoint system associated with (1.14) writes:

Pt = P + M (arpr — bripg), in (0,T) x(0,1),

Pla=01 =0, , , in (0,7), (1.15)

(#,8) 110 = (p0, 1) € H (0,1)7 x L*(0,1)%,  in (0,1),
where

ar(t,x) == a(T —t,x), bp(t,z) :=b(T —t,z), (t,z) € Q.

It is well-known that controllability of System (1.14) is linked to the observability of its adjoint system
(1.15) (see for instance [36, 129, 120]). Namely,

e System (1.14) is exactly controllable at time 7" > 0 if, and only if, there exists C = Cr > 0 such that
for any (o, ¢1) € H (0,1)% x L? (0,1)?, the associated solution ¢ to (1.15) satisfies the observability
inequality:

T
2 * 2
o0l g0apwzsony <€ [ 1870 (0 dr (1.16)
In this case, the adjoint system is said exactly observable.

e System (1.14) is weakly exactly controllable at time 7" > 0 if, and only if, there exist C' = Cp > 0 and
a compact operator N : H} (0,1)% x L?(0,1)* — L2(0,T) such that for any (¢o, 1) € Ha (0,1)% x
L?(0,1)%, the associated solution ¢ to (1.15) satisfies the weak observability inequality:

T
2 % 2 2
H(SOO7@1)"H3(071)2XL2(071)2 < C/O |B* 4 (t,0)] dt+c"N(¢07()@1)“L2(O,T) : (1.17)
In this case, the adjoint system is said weakly observable.

e System (1.14) is approximately controllable at time 7" > 0 if, and only if, for any (yg,¢1) €
H{ (0, 1)2 x L2 (0, 1)2, the associated solution ¢ to (1.15) satisfies the unique continuation property:

(B*¢g (t,0) =0, t € (0,T)) = ¢ =0in Q7. (1.18)

Actually, weak observability inequality (1.17) means that the space of the target states is finite co-
dimensional. In addition, if the unique continuation property (1.18) holds, the space of the target states
can be extended to the whole energy space Hg (0,1)* x L?(0,1)? (see [127]).

Introduce the function ¢ : [2,00) — R defined by

1 [t-1 1 [t
o)== / (ar + bp) (1,7 — (t — 2))dT + / (ar — by) (1,t — T)dT,
2 Ji—2 2 Ji—1
and denote by A1, Ao the eigenvalues of M* if it is diagonalizable and by p the multiple eigenvalue of M*
if it is not. Also, we denote by X (45 the characteristic function of the interval (a,b), namely, if a < b,
X(ap)(z) = 1 when z € (a,b) and 0 otherwise.

12



1.3.1 Weak observability

We start by a negative controllability result:

Theorem 10 If T' < 4, the weak observability inequality (1.17) doesn’t hold. More precisely, there is an
infinite dimensional space of unreachable target states.

Now, we present a positive controllability results.
Theorem 11 Let n > 2 be an integer.

o If2n < T < 2n+ 1. Then the weak observability (1.17) holds if, and only if the following three
conditions are satisfied:

1. rank [B| MB] =2.
2. For any x € [0,1], there exists 1 <k <mn — 1 such that:

$»(2k+2—x)#0, if AM,X2 €R oro(M)={u},
G2k +2-0) ¢ oiZ, if M €C\R

3. For any x € [0,T — 2n) and z* € [T — 2n,1), there exist 1 < k < n and1 < k* <n-—1
respectively such that:

O(r+2k)#0,0(x* +2k*)£0, if A, A €Roro(M)={u},
O(x+2k),6 (2" +2K) ¢ gisZ, if M, he € C\R.

o If2n+1<T < 2n+ 2. Then the weak observability (1.17) holds if, and only if the following three
conditions are satisfied:

1. rank [B | MB| = 2.
2. Foranyx € 2n+2—T,1) and z* € [0,2n +2 —T), there exist 1 <k <nand 1 <k*<n-—1
respectively such that:

P2k +2—2)#0,02k*+2—2*)#0, if AN, R oro(M)={u},
d(2k+2—x),0(2k*+2—2a*) ¢ Sy, A A1 A€ C\R.
3. For any x € [0,1], there exists 1 < k < n such that:
¢ (x+2k) #0, if A, A €R oro(M)={u},
o (x+2k) ¢ sonl, i A A€ C\R.
1.3.2 Unique continuation

The constant case

Let us assume first that M is diagonalizable.

13



Proposition 12 Assume that M* has 2 distinct eigenvalues p1, pa. Then, the unique continuation property
(1.18) holds true at time T > 4 if, and only if

2
CL2 (/‘1’1 - 'LLQ) (MQé-?Ll - /‘1’1537,2) # (5’)%1 - 6727,2) Y vnl?”Q 6 Z?
where &, = ibz,u? + (n17r)2, 1=1,2.
If M is not diagonalizable we have the following result:

Proposition 13 Assume that M* is not diagonalizable and let p be its eigenvalue. Then, the unique
continuation property (1.18) holds true at time T > 4 if, and only if

1
§b2,u—|—a ;é 0.

The cascade case

Assume now that M and B are given by

w=(a0) o= (V)

Define the kernels K5’ (,),1<4,j<2,n>1,by

y (ar + br) (248 225y 4 (ap — by) (4n=2fots 2650m) i 0 <s<a,
K ==
" (S’ x) 4 In—2+4s+x x—s+2 In—44s+x s—z :
(ar +br) ( 5 » 5 )—l—(aT—bT)(f, 2), if z<s<1,
Ks.0) (ap + by) (FEEE=s 22249 4 (ap — by) (4252=2,255),  if 0<s<u,
n(s,2) =—

(o + br) (4522, 550 o (ap — by) (252, 20028 if <521,

1 dn+x—s x+ s 1 In+xr—2—5 2—s—=zx
Kgl(svx):_Z(aT—i_bT)( 9 ' o )_Z(CLT_bT)( 9 s 9 )7 (S,J))E(O,l)Q,
1 n+2—xz+s 2—x—s 1 s+4dn—x s+
K}L2(Sv$):_1(aT+bT)( 9 s 2 )_Z(GT_bT)( 2 "9 )7 (va)€(071)27
and let Kﬁz,k,l<" ), 1<i<2, n>2 k/l>1, be given by
Kipi(s,z), 1<k<n-1,1<1<n, if ze€l0,T—2n),
K}L,k,l(‘s?‘r) =
Kipi(s,z), 1<k<n-1,1<1<n-1, if z€[T-2n,1],
Kji(s,z), 1<k<n,1<[<n, if z€[0,2n+2-T),
K2 ji(s,2) =

Kpi(s,z), 1<k<n+1,1<1<n, if ze€2n+2-T,1],
where

Apa(z) = ( o(2k +O2_x) ¢(2l0+ 2 > zel0,1], k1>1,

K]%I(S,J,‘) Kli2(87x) 2
( K?l(ij) Kl22(8,$) ) (873:) € [Oa 1] ) ki,l 2 17

Ky (s, x)
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associated with the third kind Fredholm integral equations

i (580) - [ St (55
Ak,l(33)< ‘Eg;) / K2, (s, ( 3:8 )ds. (1.20)

Theorem 14 Let n > 2 be an integer.

o [f2n <T < 2n+1: Then, the unique continuation property (1.18) holds true at time T if, and only
if, there exist k,1 > 1 such that the unique solution (pg, qo_) to Equation (1.19) is the null one.

o If2n+1<T < 2n+2: Then, the unique continuation property (1.18) holds true at time T if, and
only if, there exist k,1 > 1 such that the unique solution (pg, qo_) to Equation (1.20) is the null one.

Observe that the weak observability (1.17) holds (see Theorem 11) if, and only if the matrix Ay (-) is
invertible on [0, 1] for some &, > 1. However, if we make the latter assumption, we obtain a characterization
of the unique continuation problem (1.18).

Let us assume that:

e If2n<T < 2n+1:

1. There exist 1 <k <n—1,1 <1 <n, such that

P2k +2—2)#0, ¢(2l+x) #0, Vo € [0,T — 2n). (1.21)
2. There exist 1 <k <n-—1,1<1<n-—1, such that
2k +2—2)#0, ¢(2l+x) #0, Vx € [T — 2n,1]. (1.22)

e I[f2n+1<T < 2n+2:

1. There exist 1 <k <n—1,1 <1 <n, such that

o2k +2—2)#0, ¢(2l +2) #0, Ve € 2n+2—T,0). (1.23)
2. There exist 1 < k <n, 1 <[ < n, such that
Pk +2—2x)#0, ¢(2l+ ) #0, Ve € 2n+2—-T,1]. (1.24)

Under assumptlons (1.21) and (1.22) (resp. (1.23) and (1.24)), Equations (1.19) and (1.20) write

( ) / At (D)o m)<zq)§8>d5::@,z<§g>(x),i:1,2,

which are a second kind Fredholm integral equations. The following corollary is a straightforward conse-
quence of the Fredholm alternative:

Corollary 15 Let n > 2 be an integer.
o If2n <T < 2n+1: Assume that (1.21) and (1.22) hold for some k,l > 1. The unique continuation
property for (1.18) holds at time T if, and only if 1 ¢ o (K,lg’l)

e If2n+1 < T < 2n+ 2 : Assume that (1.23) and (1.24) hold for some k,l > 1. The unique
continuation property for (1.18) holds at time T if, and only if 1 ¢ o <IC%J)

It is clear that solving such a system of a third kind of Fredholm integral equations (1.19) or (1.20)

is not an easy task. However, we made use of the particular form of the kernels K;7k7l(-, ), 1 =1,2, to

provide a class of coupling functions a and b for which unique continuations holds. See Subsection 5.4.3
for more details.
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Preceding results

Controllability of non-scalar hyperbolic systems has been intensively investigated in the recent pas years
by many authors. The aim of these researches was to understand how a system of several wave equations
(with less number of control than the states) behaves from a control point of view. So, the question that
should be asked for this kind of systems: what are the optimal conditions on the coupling operators (or
matrices), and the domains of both coupling functions and the control should satisfy so that such a system
is exactly approximately or controllable 7.

Give an answer to this question was the subject of many works. Controllability of two weakly-coupled
wave equations has been studied in [1, 2, 3]. In particular, in [3], the geometric condition appeared for
both supports of the coupling function and the control. Both distributed and boundary controllability
were considered. The authors considered the following control system

ug — Au + au + pv = bf, in (0,7) x £,
v — Au+ av + pu = 0, in (0,7) x €, 195
u=>byf, v=0, on (0,7) x 09, (1.25)

(u,ut,v,vt)|x:0 = (ug,u1,vp,v1), in €,

where 2 is regular open in R™, the functions a, p, b, bg are real and smooth, and f is the control. Clearly,
System (1.25) is distributed (resp. boundary) control problem when b # 0 and by = 0 (resp. by # 0 and
b = 0). The following theorem is proved:

Theorem 16 (F. Alabau-Boussouira, M. Léautaud, 2013)) Assume that:
e The operator —A + a is coercive on H*(Q) N HE(Q) for L?-norm.
e p>0 onQ and {p > 0} satisfies the (GCC).
e b>00nQ (resp. by >0 on IN) and {b > 0} (resp. {bg > 0}) satisfies the (GCC) (resp. (GCCy)).

® [[pllpe(qy is small enough,

Then there exists T (resp. T*) such that distributed controllability (resp. boundary controllability) of
System (1.25) holds in the space

Hg(Q) x L*() x Hy () x H*(Q) N Hp(%),
(resp. L*(Q) x H71(Q) x HY(Q) x L*(Q)) at time T (resp. T*).

Note that exact controllability cannot be established in the natural energy space since the coupling
operator will be then a compact perturbation for the uncontrolled state.

In [46], it has been got rid of the smallness condition of the coupling function p. In addition, a sharp
estimate to the control time is provided for cascade system type on connected compact manifold M without
boundary (periodic boundary condition in one dimension). More precisely, the authors studied the system

ug — Au + pv = bf, in (0,7) x M,
vy — Au =0, in (0,7) x M, (1.26)
(U,Ut,’l),'l}t)|t:0 = (U(),Ul,’l)(],’l)l) in Mv

where p and b are smooth real functions and f is the control. The following result is proved:

Theorem 17 (B. Dehman, J. Le Rousseau and M. Léautaud) Assume that p > 0 on Q and both
sets {b # 0} and {p # 0} satisfy the (GCC). Then, System (1.26) in exactly controllable in the space

HY (M) x L*(M) x H* (M) N HY (M),

in sufficiently large time T.
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Likewise, it has been shown that more regularity is needed so that exact controllability holds for System
(1.26) with different speeds of propagation. In the same paper [16], the authors could provide an answer
to exact controllability question with space-time coupling coefficient with zero order coupling term in high
frequency. This last result does not require a sign assumption on the coupling coefficient p since the
latter condition is only required to cover the invisible target states in low frequency. We should note that
approximate controllability remains an open question when p depends on both space and time or if it
changes sign on ).

The first controllability result without sign assumption on the coupling function is proved in [24] for
boundary controllability problem of two coupled wave equations through velocity. More precisely, the
system

Yit = Yoz + AT)yt, in (0,1), x(0,T),
y(t,0) = Cu(t), y(t,1) =0, in (0,7, (1.27)
(¥ ¥t =0 = (o, 91) 5 in (0,1),

has been studied where

A= ( 8 g ) € Wh*(0,1; Max2(R)), C = (

1)

Theorem 18 (A. Bennour, F. Ammar Khodja and D. Teniou, 2017) System (1.27) is exactly con-
trollable in [L*(0,1) x H~1(0, 1)]2 at time T if, and only if

The authors proved the following result:

o T'>4.

/1 a(s) sin®(nws)ds # 0, ¥n > 0. (1.28)
0

/1 a(s)ds # 0. (1.29)
0

Note that T' = 4 is the natural time for boundary controllability of two coupled wave equations since
the time required for one equation is 2. Assumption (1.28) is to guarantee approximate controllability (in
low frequency) while assumption (1.29) concerns the high frequency part. Note that assumptions 7" > 4
and (1.29) are necessary, otherwise, the space of the target states will be infinite co-dimensional.

Note that by a suitable change of variables (we set d0;y2 = y2), we deduce that the above result entails
that System (1.27) is exactly controllable with zero order coupling in the space

L*(0,1) x H1(0,1) x H71(0,1) x H72(0,1).

In [21], a necessary and sufficient condition is given for distributed exact controllability of N multi-
dimensional zero-order coupled wave equations with constant coupling matrix. The authors studied the
following control system

yu = Ay + Ay + 1,Bu, in (0,7) x Q,
y=20 in (0,7) x 09, (1.30)
(yayt)|t:0 = (Y0, Y1) in €,

where w C Q with Q is an open of R"™ with smooth boundary and A € My n(R). Of course, the control
region must satisfies the (GCC), and like for parabolic systems (see [13]), the Kalman rank condition
showed up in a natural way. The theorem is stated as follows:
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Theorem 19 (T. Liard, P. Lissy, 2017) Assume that (w,T) satisfies the (GCC) at time T > 0. Sys-

N
tem (1.30) is exactly controllable in [Hfg(@) X H(Qg_l(ﬂ)] , N > 1, at time T if, and only if

rank[B | AB | --- | AN"1B] =N,
where
H(QOZ;I(Q):{UGHZN(Q% v=~Av=---=AN"ly=0 on 90}, N > 1.
The last result is just an application of the main theorem announced in [81] which deals with more

general systems.
The above result has been extended for space variable coupling matrix A = A(z) of cascade form by
M. Duprez and G. Olive In [18], i.e.

a1 a2 a3 - ai,n
a1 G2 a3 - az, N

A= 0 az2 azz - azN | . (1.31)
0 0 - annN-1 ann

N
The authors showed that exact controllability holds in [H (201;7 (Q) x H (20];] Q)| ,N>1if

supp wNa;i—1 #0, i€ {2,---, N}, Ae CZ(N*?’)(w,MNxN(]R)).

Observe that in the last two results, the time of controllability of the whole system is the time required
for the controllability of a single wave equation. This is due to the non-empty intersection of the coupling

and the control domains. We refer to [10] for a sharp estimate of the control time when this intersection
is empty.
Concerning boundary controllability of zero order N-coupled wave equations, exact controllability has
been studied in [18] with one control force. More precisely, the following system
Ytt = Yz + Ay, in (07T) X (07 1)7
y(t,0) = Cu(t), y(t,1) =0, in (0,7), (1.32)
(yv yt)\t:O = (y()a yl)? in (07 1)7

has been studied and the authors proved the following result:

Theorem 20 (S. A. Avdonin, J. Park, L. de Teresa, 2020) Let A € Myxn(R) and C = (0,--+,0,1)
is a vector in RN and u is a scalar control function. Let (/\i)lgigN be the eigenvalues of the matriz A (they

are not necessarily distinct), then System (1.32) is exactly controllable in L2(0,1;RY) x H=1(0,1;RN) at
time T if and only if

o T'>2mn.

rank[C' | AC' | --- | AN71C] = N. (1.33)

o\ — )\ # (wk)2 — (7rl)2 yi# g, k#1,1<4,j <N,k €Z. (this last condition can be removed if A
has one eigenvalue of algebraic multiplicity N).
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Note that the last assumption guarantees only approximate controllability, it just means that there is
no multiple eigenvalues for the operator 0., + A, while the first and the second are to ensure controllability
in high frequency.

Since hyperbolic control is stronger than the parabolic one by the transmutation method, the above
results entails controllability for parabolic system. We refer the reader to [13] for more details.

The most challenging problem in this context is when the coupling matrix depends on both space and
time. An interesting result in this direction is stated in [11]. The authors studied the following system

{ uy — Au+ Lv = B, in (0,7) x M,

(U7Ut7’l),’l}t)|t:0 - (U(),Ul,’l)07’l)1) in M’ (134)

where M is compact manifold without boundary (periodic boundary conditions in the one dimensional
case) with u = (uy,---,un), f = (f1,- -+, fn) are the vector state and the control respectively and

L = A0+ Ay, B= Byo;+ By,
A; € COO(R; ;hg(T*M;MNXN))a 1=0,1,

Bi € C™®(R; S}, (T*"M; Myxn)), i =0,1.

We refer to [61, Definition 18.1.5] for more of details about the symbols space S;Jhg (M).
The authors proved that the controllability in high frequency is equivalent to the controllability of a
finite dimensional system along the Hamiltonian flow.

Theorem 21 (Y. Cui, C. Laurent, Z. Wang, 2020) System (1.34) is weakly controllable in [L*(M) x H~1(M

with control u € L*(0,T; [LZ(M)]N) if, and only if for any po € S*M the following finite dimensional
system

X'(t) = zalt, oe(po)) X (t) + 5d(t, i (po) u(t)

X(0)= XqeCN, ue L?0,T;CV),

is controllable in [0,T] where:
o (X1(t),Xo(t),- -, Xn(t)) € CN is the state variable.
o S*M is the co-sphere bundle of M.

e ©i(po) is the Hamiltonian flow of |&|, initiated at py defined by the formula
ei(po) = (z(1),£(1)) . we(po) = po.

e a =:ay— ‘2‘—'11, a; € C(R; S’;hg(T*M;MNxN)), 1 = 0,1, is the homogeneous principal symbol of

coupling matrix A;, i = 1,2.

d=: by — E—L, b; € C*(R; S;hg(T*M;MNXm)), i = 0,1, is the homogeneous principal symbol of the

control operator matrices B;, i = 1, 2.

o T*M is the co-tangent bundle.

Note that controllability of System (1.34) amounts to control a parametrized family of ODEs. The
same idea appeared in [5] for internal controllability of 1 — D hyperbolic systems.

As pointed out before, to extend the controllability result to the whole energy space we have to ensure
that the unique continuation holds. This is done in [11, Appendix A.2] for time-independent constant sign
coupling functions with non-empty intersection of both coupling and control supports.
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Novelties of the work

1.4

Providing a necessary and sufficient condition for boundary exact controllability for system (1.14) in
high frequency with Dirichlet boundary condition on the contrary of the previous works where only
periodic boundary conditions are considered.

Providing a necessary and sufficient condition for the unique continuation in the cascade case for
space-time coupling function without any sign or size assumptions.

Perspectives and open questions

Let us discuss briefly some possible variations and generalization of the obtained results in this work.

The

The

von Karman system:

It will be interesting to study the asymptotic behavior of System (1.1) with less damping mechanisms
(for instance by using only the viscoelastic one). Like for Timoshenko system [10], it is quite natural
to expect that exponential decay occurs at least for the linearized system of (1.1) when the two wave
speeds are equal.

Another interesting question is to study the controllability of System (1.1) and prove local control-
lability result by using the linearization method. (See [36] or [131]).

wave equation:

Only boundary control is considered in our work. It is our hope that the tools developed to deal with
System (1.6) may help in dealing with the distributed control case

Yoz (t, ) + XwTh(t; x), in Qr,
= y(t,B8(t)) = in (0,7), (1.35)
y(O,x) = (l‘), yt( ) = yl( )a in (07 1)7

where wrp is a moving subset of Q7 := (0,T) x (0,1) defined by

wr ={(t,z) € Qr, = € (a(t),b(t))},

for some smooth real functions a(t) < a(t) < b(t) < B(t), t € (0,7), and (yo,y1,h) € HL(0,1) x
L?(0,1) x L*(wr). Actually, we can determine the minimal time for which the time-dependent
geometric control condition introduced by J. Le Rousseau et al. in [80, Definition 1.6] is satisfied.
The latter condition states that every generalized bicharacteristic must meet the moving control
region at some time 7. It is easy to verify this condition in the one dimensional settings. Indeed,
under assumption (1.8) with a,b € C'(0,T) and @'l oo 0.7y » 1l oo o,y < 1, we find that all the
characteristics with positive slope or negative slope emerging from the point (0, ), for any = € (0, 1)
meet wr if, and only if T' > T™ where T™* is given by

T* = max {711, T>} = max {b+ ofTo(B7) ob(0),a” ca o (a+)_1 o a(O)} .
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In particular, if « =0 and 8 = 1, the time T* is given by T* = 2max {a, 1 — b} which is exactly the
time given by E. Zuazua in [131]. Distributed controllability of System (1.35) has been studied by
C. Castro et al. [27] in cylindrical domains with moving control support, i.e. &« =0 and 5= 1. The
authors proved that exact controllability holds if the moving control support wr satisfies the geometric
control condition without the restriction ||a'[| oo 7y s [0'll oo,y < 1. It is worth mentioning that
problem (1.35) has been recently studied by L. Cui in [10] with very particular boundary functions
and moving control support. The critical time of control seems far from being optimal.

e Distributed stabilization of the 1— D damped wave equation on non-cylindrical domains with damping
coefficient depending on both space and time remains an open problem. More precisely, consider the
following problem:

ytt(t7 iL') = ymm(ta .Z') + a(t> w)yh n Q.
y(t,a(t) = y(t,B(t)) =0, in (0,00, (1.36)
y(0,2) = yo(z), 4:(0,x) =y1(z), in (0,1).

We ask the same question as for System (1.6): How do the solution to System (1.36) behaves for large
times? What are the optimal assumptions should the damping function a satisfy to ensure stability?.
It is also quite interesting to study pointwise stabilization of System (1.36) (a := d.() with c(t) is
some smooth function such that a(t) < c(t) < B(t)), t > 0). This last question has been solved by
K. Ammari et al. for periodic boundary functions [3].

Note that for « = 0 and 5 = 1, the stabilization problem (1.36) has been studied by J. Rauch and M.
Taylor in [115] on a manifold without boundary in the usual energy space modulo compact operator.
Concerning the periodic case, exponential stability has been recently obtained for System (1.36) by
J. Le Rousseau et al. in [30].

It would be interesting to extend the result in [115] to the whole energy space for a general function
a(t,x) at least for the 1 — D case and to figure out the behavior of the solution to System (1.36).
Note that the spectral approach or the observability inequality are useless in this case.

Boundary controllability of two coupled wave equations

e We have only studied unique continuation for System (1.14) in the cascade case. It would be very
interesting to extend this result to a general coupling matrix M.
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e In Theorem 21, the manifold M is supposed to be without boundary. A sufficient and a necessary
condition for exact controllability is given in high frequency. A more challenging issue would be to
proving the same result on Riemannian manifold with boundary for both distributed and boundary
controllability for space-time coupling matrices.

e Boundary controllability of N-coupled multi-dimensional wave equations remains an open questions
even for constant coupling matrix. It seems that more assumptions in addition to the Kalman rank
condition have to be added to guarantee exact controllability since it is the case for n = 1 (see
Theorem 20).
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Chapter 2

Concepts from control and stability
theory

2.1 Stability of infinite dimensional systems

In this section, we recall some basic notions from stability theory of PDEs. In particular, the Lyapunov
method. Henceforth, C will denote a positive constant that might change from a line to another.
Consider the linear autonomous Cauchy problem

y'(t) = Ay(t), t € (0,00),
{ y(0) = o 1)

where A : D(A) C H — H and H is a Hilbert space. Assume that A generates a Cp-semigroup
(S(t))¢>0 € L(H) (see for instance [112]). Then, the unique solution to the Cauchy problem is given by
y(t) = S(t)yo, t > 0. The semigroup (S(?)),> is called:

9

e Strongly (asymptotically) stable if for any yo € H :

IS@®woll . 0.

—+o00

e Exponentially stable (uniformly stable) if there exist two constants w > 0 and M > 1 such that for

any yo € 1 :
ISt)yollyr < Me™" ||yollyy , Vt > 0. (22)
e Stable with decay rate g(t) o 0 if for any yo € D(A) :
— 400
IS@woll i < Cat) llyoll pay> t >0, (2.3)

where [|lyoll 4y = 1ol g + [[AYoll -
e Stable in finite time 7" > 0 if for any yo € H : S(T' + t)yo = 0, ¥Vt > 0.

Note that the norm ||-[| 54y in (2.3) cannot be replaced by ||-[|; . Otherwise, there will exist ¢y > 0
such that [|S(to)|l (g < 1 which yields (2.2).
We also define the growth bound (or the type) of the semigroup (S(t)),>q by

wo = inf {’y € R:3M > 1 such that |[S(@)|) < Me”t}.
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It is known that wo(S) characterized by
wo = max{s(A), wess(S)},

where s(A) and wess(S) are respectively the spectral bound and the essential growth bound defined by

s(A) =sup{R(\), A€ a(A)}, wess(S) = gg”‘s@t)”ess’

and ||D||.., is the quotient norm on the Calkin algebra which is defined for any D € L(H) by

€ess
1D = inf{up — Kll () » K is compact on H} .

For more details, we refer to [99] or [100].

There exists various approaches and characterizations of stability of infinite dimensional systems. For
instance, time domain criteria [14], frequency domain criteria [57, |, spectral method (for instance for
Co-semigroups generated by Riesz spectral operators [12, Theorem 2.3.5 |), Lyapunov or multiplier method
[65]. For more details, we refer the reader for instance to [129, , 84, 100, 99].

One of the main features of the Lyapunov method is that it can be also adapted for nonlinear problem
for suitable nonlinearities (see [65, Chapter 9] and the references therein). Next, we will pay some attention
to the Lyapunov method since it will be used to prove a stability result for the nonlinear von Karman
system. See Section 3.

2.1.1 Lyapunov method

The Lyapunov method consists in constructing (or finding) a functional V € C1(H,R) equivalent to the
H-norm of the solution and tending to zero with some decay rate along the trajectory y. More rigorous
definition is given in the following:

Definition 22 We call a Lyapunov functional for System (2.1) a functional V € C*(H,Ry) satisfying:

o There exist two positive constants Cy and Cy such that for any solution to (2.1)
CrS@woll g < V() < CrllSEyollg > t = 0.

o The functional V satisfies along the trajectory y

V) < Vi), 150, (2.4

for some w > 0.
Observe that a simple integration of inequality (2.4) yields
V(y(t)) < Ce™V(yo), t >0,
which entails exponential decay, i.e.
IS yollr < Ce™" llyoll gy, t > 0.

A classical application of this method is the damped wave equation. Let €2 be an open set in R” and
consider the system
yi = Ay — a(x)yy, in (0,00) x Q,
y =0, in (0,00) x 092, (2.5)
y(07$) = y0($)> y(O, IL‘) = yO(l‘)v in €
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where a(x) > C > 0is a smooth real function. It can be shown by using the semigroups theory (in particular
the Lummer-Philips lemma [112, Theorem 4.3]) that for any initial data (yo,y1) € Hg(Q) x L*(Q), there
exists a unique solution to System (2.5)

(y,9¢) € C([0, 00[; Hy () x L*(2)).
It is not difficult to see that the solution to System (2.5) satisfies the energy estimate

L g = - /Q al) [yi(t, )| do, (2:6)

where

E(t) = ||S(t)(yO>yl)H?—Ié(Q)XL?(Q) :/Q|yt(7f,fﬂ)|2d:r+/g|Vy(t7l')’2dfﬂ-

Clearly, by (2.6) the function ¢t — E(t) is non-increasing. Our goal is to show that it decreases exponentially
to zero. To do this, consider the candidate Lyapunov functional

V(y, u)(t) = B(t) +¢ /Q yo(t, 2)y(t, 2)da, (2.7)

where € is a positive constant. First we show that the functional V is equivalent to E. Indeed, by using
Young’s and Poincaré’s inequalities we get

V(y, ) (t) — E(t)]

E/Qyt(t, x)y(t, z)dx

IN

5 [ lntta)do+eC [ Vyt.o) do
2 Ja QO

< eCE(t).
To conclude, it suffices to take e < 1/C.

Now, differentiating V with respect to time and using (2.6) then integrating by parts and using Young’s
and Poincaré’s inequalities yields

o = [ @) utafdo+z [ R0

—5/ ]Vy(t,a:)\?dac—e/ a(x)y(t, x)y(t, x)dx
Q Q

2
< | —a(x)+ lalloce . / ye(t, 2)|* do + (—e + 05)/ Vy(t, x)| da.
Taking e small enough and ¢ < ¢/C yields

EV(m)(0) = ~wE(r) < ~CwVly, 1),
which proves the result. Note that the damping function a is acting on the whole domain. When supp a
is a proper subset of Q (supp a C £2) more work is needed.

An optimal result in this direction has been gotten by J. Rauch and Taylor in [I 14] on manifold without
boundary. The same result has been generalized later by C. Bardos, G. Lebeau and J. Rauch in [21] on
any connected compact manifolds under the so called geometric control condition. It has been shown by
G. Lebeau in [78] that the energy decays in a logarithmic way in absence of this last condition.
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Likewise, the wave equation can be stabilized by a damping acting on a part of the boundary under
geometric constraints. Consider the system

Y — Ay =0, in  (0,00) x £,
8ny + a(x)yt = 07 on (07 OO) X F17 (2 8)
y =0, on (0,00) x I'y, '

y(0) =yo, y:(0) =31, in Q,

where T; UTy = 99 with T; N Ty = @ and 0, denotes the normal derivative. The authors in [21]
proved exponential stability under the geometric control condition using microlocal analysis techniques.
Exponential decay has been also proved under stronger geometric condition (it is known as the multiplier
geometric condition) by G. Chen in [32] by using the multipliers technique. Since then, many successive
works have been done in this direction, see for instance [33, 65, 66, 71, 72, 77] and the references therein.
It is worth to mention that finite time stability might occur for certain class of boundary feedback as it
has been shown in [67].

If the operator A depends on time, i.e. A= A(t), the role of the semigroup (S(t)),, is played by the
evolution family (S(¢,5)),>,>0- The study of the asymptotic behavior of such systems is different from the
autonomous case. For a survey we refer the reader to [115].

2.1.2 Stability of the 1 — D wave equation and the characteristics method
Boundary stability

Let us focus now on the stability of the one-dimensional wave equation. Consider the system

Ytt = Yza, in (0,00) x (0,1),
Y. (t,0) = ay(t,1), y(t,1) =0. in (0,00), (2.9)
y(07$) = yo(l‘), y(07 x) = yO(x>7 in (07 1)'

where «a is a positive constant. The stability result of the above system is well known since the eighties.
A fine spectral analysis has been done in [116] to prove that the corresponding eigenvectors form a Riesz

basis in H,)(0,1) x L?(0,1) where

Hy(0,1) = {v e H'(0,1), v(1) =0} .

As a consequence, the solution to System (2.9) is exponentially stable if and only if the spectrum is located

in the left half-plane, namely wp = R(\,) = %ln ‘ ’ < 0. Now, we will give an alternative proof by using

l1-a
T+a
the characteristics method.

We begin by transforming (2.9) to a first order hyperbolic system by introducing the transformation

P=Yt— Yoy 4= Yt + Yas (2.10)

which takes (y, ) to (p,q). A simple computation shows that (p, q) satisfies the system

P+ g =0, in (0,00) x (0,1),

gt — gx = 07 %Il (07 OO) X (07 1)) (211)
(p—=aq) la=0 = P+ @)la=1 =0, In (0,00),

P‘t:O :T)a q’t:() 267 in (071)7

where @ = ﬁ Conversely, it can be checked that if (p,q) is solution to (2.11) then it satisfies (2.9). In
fact, the transformation (2.10) defines an isomorphism from H(ll)(O, 1) x L?(0,1) to L?(0,1) x L*(0,1).
Moreover, the following equality holds:

2 2 2 2 2
HP||L2(0,1) + ||Q||L2(0,1) =2 HytHL?(o,U +2 ”?/a:”L2(o,1) =2 ||(y7yt)HH<11>(071)><L2(071) .
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Observe that the first and the second equation in (2.11) are not coupled and satisfy

d
$p(q,—t+c) =0,t>0, ceR,
which allows to find an explicit expression of the unique solution to this system.

First, assume that the initial data p,g are smooth (for instance C’& (0,1)). We can prove by using the
reflection of the characteristic lines on the boundary x = 0,1 to show that the exact solution to System
(2.11) is given for any n > 0 by the formulas

dtp( ;t+c)

a"p(x —t + 2n), if t—x€[2n—1,2n),

pt,z) =
—a" gt —x —2n), if t—x€[2n,2n+1),
a"q(z +t —2n), if t+z€2n,2n+1),

Q(twr) =

—a"p(2n+2—-x—1t), if t+ze€2n+1,2n+2),
Now, we estimate the solution (p, ¢) in the L?-norm. We have two cases:
e If t € [2n,2n + 1), we have for any (p,q) € C}(0,1) x C3(0,1) :
||p(t)||?;2(o,1) + ||€I(t)||2L2(o,1)

t—2n 1
= g2 / G(t — 2 — 2n)dx + a2"/ P (x —t + 2n)dx
0 t—2n

2n+1—t 1
+a2”/ q2(t+x2n)dx+a2"/ PP(2n+2—xz —t)dx
0 2n+1—t

t—2n 1-t+2n
= a2”+2/ qQ(x)dx+a2”/ P2 (x)dx
0 0
1

1
+a2n/ 62(1') +a2n/ ﬁ2($)dx
t—2n 2n+1—t
< cal (Ipl3a0 + 1720,
e Similarly, if ¢ € [2n + 1,2n + 2) we obtain for any initial states (p,q) € C}(0,1) x C3(0,1) :
Hp(t)H%?(O,l) + ||Q(t)H%2(o,1) < Ca (Hﬁ”%?(o,l) + HqH%%o,l)) :

Therefore, we get for any (p,q) € C3(0,1) x C3(0,1) :

ot
1(p,q) (t)||L2(0,1)xL2(0,1) = az ||(p )HL2 0,1)xL2(0,1) (2.12)
lnE
= C¢

> @)l (0,1)xL2(0,1) *

At this level, since C}(0, 1) is dense in L?(0, 1), a standard density argument allows to extend the estimate
(2.12) to the energy space L2(0,1) x L?(0,1). Indeed, the solution (p,q) can be expressed as

(p,q)" (t) =S(t) (p.9)", t >0,

where (S(t)) > is a Co-semigroup (which is completely determined in our case). By (2.12), the estimate

_ In|a|
”5(75) (p, q)||L2(0,1)><L2(O7]_) < Ce' ™2

(ﬁaa)HLQ(O,l)xLQ(OJ) ) t> 07

27



holds for any (p,q) € C3(0,1) x C}(0,1) and therefore for any (p,q) € L*(0,1) x L?(0,1).

The above approach will be used to study the stability of the solution to System (2.9) with a := a(t)
(a depends on time) and moving boundary (see Chapter 4). It can be also extended to more general
wave operators but without lower order terms, for instance 0y — p(x)0yz (resp. Ou — Ozp(x)0y) for a
smooth positive function p. Then wave equation be transformed to a first order hyperbolic system with

the transformation:
=y —Vp@)Ys, =y +Vp(@)Ye,

(resp. p =y — («/p(a:)y) ,q =1y + <\/p(:1;)y> . In this case the characteristics are not anymore lines
but solutions to the ODES?E ’

(a%) () = £v/p(a= (1)), 2% (to) = 0.

As before, a stability result can be proved by constructing the exact solution. For instance, we can recover
the result proved by S. Cox and E. E. Zuazua in [37].

Internal stability

Observe that System (2.11) is not coupled in the interior on the domain which allowed to find the solution
to a such system. The above approach can be adapted for coupled cascade systems as well.

One of the disadvantages of the characteristics method is that it becomes complex and difficult to use
for genuinely coupled systems. To see that, we consider the internal damped wave equation

Yt = Yoz — 20Y¢, in (0,00) x (0,1),
y(t,0) =y(t,1) =0, in (0,00), (2.13)

0
( )_yO( )7 y(O,.%) = yO(x)v in (07 1)7

were a is a positive constant. If we try to follow the same steps as before, after using the transformation
(2.10) we obtain

Pt + Pz —ap —aq =0, in (0,00) x (0,1),
gt — Gz —ap —aq =0, in (0,00) x (0,1),
: (2.14)
(P+ ) lz=0=(p+g)le=1 =0, in (0,00),
pli=0 =D, qli=0 =1, in (0,1).

At first sight, the above system does not seem solvable because of the coupling. Nevertheless, we can get
a high frequency result (or a stability result up to finite dimensional space of initial states) by considering
only the diagonal part of System (2.14) which becomes decoupled and thus the computations are easier.
More precisely, let (S(t)),~, be the semigroup solution to System (2.14) on X = L?(0,1) x L?(0,1) and let
(Sdiag(t)),>, the semigroup solution to the diagonal system

Pt + Gz —ap =0, in (O’ OO) X (Ov 1)7

G — qz —aq =0, in (0,00) x (0,1), (2.15)
(p + Q) |x=0 = (p + Q)’x=1 =0, in (Oa OO)> ‘
plt=0 =D, qlt=0 =1, in (0,1),

on the same energy space. It has been shown by AF Neves et al. in [111] that the difference K(t) :=
S(t) — Saiag(t), t > 0, is compact on X, therefore, they share the same essential spectrum (since it is
invariant under compact perturbations), hence exponential stability holds on X up to finite dimensional
space of initial states since the set 0(A)N{A € C, R(A\) > wess} consists of at most countably many isolated
eigenvalues (see for instance [99, Corollary 2.11], [100, Chapter 3.6]).
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In our case (a is a positive constant), wess(S) can be easily determined. After solving the diagonal
System (2.15) by using the characteristics method we get for any n > 0:

e~ p(z — t + 2n), if t—x¢c[2n—1,2n),
p(t,z) = (219

—e~tg(t — z — 2n), if t—xz€2n,2n+1),

e~ G(x + t — 2n), if ¢4z € [2n,2n+1),

q(t,x) =
—e " Mp(2n+2 -2 —t), if t+ax€[2n+1,2n+2).

At this level, it can be seen that we have wess(S) = —a < 0. The aim now is to prove that S(A) < 0 which
amounts to solve the following eigenvalue problem

Y (z) — ady(z) — Ny(x) =0, z € (0,1),

subject to

It is not difficult to prove that
S(A) = sup {?R(—a +Va? —n2n2), n > 0} <0,

which entails wo(S) = S(A).

2.2 Control of infinite dimensional systems

In this section, we recall some general notions about controllability of infinite dimensional systems. For
more details we refer the reader to [36] or [120].
Throughout this thesis, we will focus on the study of the linear control system

/(#) = A()y(t) + B(t)u(t), t € (0,T),
{ )(0) = o € 1 (2.17)

where T' is a positive real number. For the time being, assume that (A(t)),<;<p , (B(t))g<;<p are families
of linear operators (bounded or not) respectively defined on D(A(t)) C H and L?(0,T;U) with values in
H where H and U are some functional spaces. In (2.17) the function u is the control function. Suppose
that (2.17) is well-posed in the Hadamard sense. The exact controllability issue is the following: Given a
time T' > 0, and initial state yo € H and a desired state y; € H, does there exist a control u € L2(0,T;U)
such that y(T,u) = 17 Or at least, can we force the state y(T,u) to be close to the target state y; as
approximate controllability, which is refered as the approximate controllability issue? The answer to these
questions depends genuinely on the nature of System (2.17). We distinguish two main classes of control
systems, on whether H is finite or infinite dimensional space.

First, let us take a look on the finite dimensional case. Take H = R", U = R™, for any n,m > 1. It is
well known that by Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, System (2.17) is well-posed under the assumptions

A€ L*((To, T1) , Mnxn(R)), B € L=((To, T1) , Mnxm(R)).
If A and B do not depend on time, the system writes

{ y'(t) = Ay(t) + Bu(t), t € (0,T),
y(0) = yo € R™,

and the Kalman rank condition provides a full answer to the controllability issue:

(2.18)
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Theorem 23 ([63]) Let A € Myxn(R), and B € Myxm(R). System (2.18) is controllable at any time
T > 0 if, and only if

rank [B | AB | A’B| - | AV'B] =n. (2.19)
If the matrices A and B are time dependent, there exists an answer due to A. Chang in [31] and L.
Silverman and H. Meadows in [124]. For more details, we refer the reader to [36, Theorem 1.18].

Observe that in the previous situation, the control u does not depend necessarily on the state y (the
output has no effect on the input): this type of control is called open-loop.

When the control depends on the state, i.e. u := u(t,y(t)) it is called a closed-loop control or a feedback
law. These feedbacks are built in such a way to make the solution reach an equilibrium state (in general
y = 0) in finite or infinite time.

Unlike the finite dimensional case, control of systems might require a minimal time of control. A typical
example is the one-dimensional transport equation.

Example 24 Consider the following boundary control system

ye(t, ) + yu(t, ) = 0,
{ y(0,2) = yo(x), y(t,0) = u(t), (t,2) € (0,T) x (0,1), (2.20)

where T > 0 and u is the control. By using the characteristics method for smooth initial state and control,
we can obtain an explicit formula of the solution to (2.20) which is given by

y(t?xhyo’u) - { 'LLO(t _ l'), Zf t>x.

One can see easily that if T < 1 System (2.20) is not controllable. Indeed, the solution at this time is

written as ( ) ( )
) S oylx=T), if ze(T,1),
y(T7x7y07u) - { U(T— JZ‘), Zf T e (O,T),

which confirms the claim. If T > 1, it is enough to choose the control u such that u(T — x) = y1(z),
€ (0,1), for any target state y;.

”1/ 9

T=1 7
Also, in the infinite dimensional settings it may happen that in addition to the minimal time of control,
some geometrical constraints effect the controllability properties as it is shown in the following example:

Example 25 Consider the transport equation but this time with internal localized control

ye(t,x) — Yz (t, ) = X(a,b) (x)u(t, x), .
{ y(0,2) = yo(x), y(t,0) =0, (t,z) € (0,T) x (0,1), (2.21)
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where X(q)(7) equals to 1 if x € (a,b) and 0 otherwise and u is the control function. We assume that yo
and u are smooth enough. FExactly as before, by using the characteristics method we can find an explicit
formula to the solution of (2.21) which is given at time T > 0 by

(@ =T)+ [ X@y(Suls + T —z,s)ds, if x—T€(0,1),
y(T, 2590, u) = (2.22)
I3 Xap) (s)u(s + T =z, s)ds, if T—z>0,

The above formula shows that System (2.21) is not controllable if a > 0. Indeed, let y1 be a smooth
target state. From the second formula in (2.22) we can see that if x € (0,a) we get yi1(x) = 0, VI' > 0,
which is a constraint on the target state. Also, if T < 1 —b we obtain from the first formula in (2.22)
yi(z) = yolx = T), x € (T,1) which is again a a constraint on both the initial and the target states.
Consequently, System (2.21) is not exactly controllable at any T > 0 if a > 0 or if T <1 —b. Note that
even we have an explicit formula of the solution, proving controllability is not straightforward. If we look to
the map K : w — y(T,x;0,u) as a map from L?(0,T) in L?(0,1), then a standard functional analysis result
allows to study the surjectivity of IC by proving the following inequality for its adjoint (see for instance [20,
Theorem 2.20.])

3C > 0: K| 20y > C Nl 1200y » V& € L*(0,1). (2.23)

A simple proof of this inequality will be given later on after developing the duality concept (see for instance
[117]). It will be presented to deal with controllability of more general systems. Actually, it will be seen
that inequality (2.23) holds if, and only if a =0 and T > 1 —b.

2.2.1 General theory

In this subsection we present the general theory of controllability of infinite dimensional systems in an
appropriate functional framework. We will define different types of controllability and approaches to
handle this type of problems. For the sake of the presentation, we will restrict ourselves to the hilbertian
frame. All the given results can be extended to any reflexive Banach space.

Let H,U,V three separable Hilbert spaces. In all what follows, we assume that V' is a dense subspace
in H and assume that the embedding V' < H is continuous. As a consequence, we have

VcHCcCV,
where V' is the dual space of V' with respect to the pivot space H. Consider the system

{ (1) = AD)y(t) + Bt)u(t), (2.24)

where v € L?(0,T;U) is the control. We assume that the families of linear operators (A(t))iepo,r) and
(B(t))seqo,r) satisfy
A(): L*0,T;V) — L*(0,T; V'), (2.25)

B(-) € £L(L*(0,T;U),L*(0,T;V")). (2.26)

In addition, we assume that:

e The function ¢ — (A(t)¢,¢)y. , is measurable for all , ¢ € V.

e The exists a positive constant M such that for all ¢t € [0,7] and for all ¢, € V

(A, D)y v | < Mlelly 1]l - (2.27)
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e The bilinear form (¢,1) — (A(t)p, 1)y |, satisfies the coercivity property on V, namely, there exist
A € R and a > 0 such that

- <A(t)907 S0>V’,V + A ng”?{ >« H(JDH%/a for all ZBS V7 te [OaT] (228)
The following theorem is valid in the parabolic context:

Theorem 26 ([83, p.102]) Under the assumption (2.25)-(2.28), there exists a unique solution to the
problem (2.24) in the space

continuous

W(0,T;V, V') = {y € L*(0,T,V), y, € L*(0,T,V")} =" C([0,T], H).
Furthermore, there exist C,C" > 0 such that the following estimation holds

(T+1)C’ (

Il oz < Ce Ioll s + 1Bul 2o ) -

The proof of this theorem is based on the Faedo-Galerkin method. We will use this approach to prove
an existence theorem for the nonlinear von Karman system (see Section 3.2). If A(-) is independent of
time, semigroups theory can be used to deal with the well-posedness of System (2.24). We refer to the
same book for the hyperbolic type.

Now, let us move to the controllability of System (2.24).

Definition 27 We say that System (2.24) is :

e Exactly controllable in H at time T > 0 if for any initial state yo € H and for any target state
y1 € H, there exists a control u € L*(0,T;U) such that

y(T, yo,u) = y1.

e Null controllable in H at time T > 0 if for any initial state yo € H, there exists a control u €
L%(0,T;U) such that
y(T7 yO,U) = OH

e Approximately controllable in H at time T > 0 if for any € > 0, initial state yo € H and target state
y1 € H, there exists a control u € L?(0,T;U) such that

Hy(T7 y07u) - Z/l”H <e.

Clearly, null controllability is a particular case of exact controllability, and if a system is exactly
controllable then it is approximately controllable. The converse in general is not true and there is no
relationship between null controllability and approximate controllability. We should note that the three
types of controllability presented above are equivalent in the finite dimensional case.

In the sequel, we denote by y(t, yo,u) the solution to System (2.24). Since the latter system is linear,
the solution can be decomposed as a sum of homogeneous solution (v = 0) and the solution with zero
initial state (yo = 0). i.e.

y(t,y0,u) = Siyo + Lyu, t € (0,T), (2:29)
where the operators S; and L; are defined by
S;:H—H Lt:L2(O,T;U)—>H
and (2.30)
Yo y(t,yg,()), u = y(tvoau)v

Let us go back to the controllability problem. Henceforth, we assume that the solution to problem
(2.24) exists. Observe that studying the controllability of System (2.24) at time 7" amounts to study
the range of the operator Lp. The following lemma will be used to provide a useful characterization of
R(L7),the range of Lt (see for instance [129, Theorem 2.2, p. 208]).
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Lemma 28 Let X1, X2 and X3 be three Hilbert spaces and let Ly € L (X1, X3) and Lo € L (X2, X3). The
following equivalence holds

R(L1) € R(Ly) & 3C >0, |Lially, < C|Lsely,. Vo € Xs.

Let T'> 0 and y; € H be the desired time and the target state respectively. By (2.29), we have at time
T

Y1 — Styo = Lru,
thus, exact controllability is equivalent to H C R(Ly) and the null controllability is equivalent to SpH C
R(LT’U,)
Characterization of exact controllability:
In order to get a characterization of exact controllability, we apply Lemma 28 for

X, = H, X;=H, X3=L*0,T;U),
Ly = 14, Ly =L,
we find
H C R(Lru) < 3C >0, |[Lpvl 20,0y 2 Cllvlly, Yo e H. (2.31)

Characterization of null controllability:
We apply Lemma 28 with

X, = H, X;=H, X3=L*0,T;U),
Ly = Sp, Ly=Lr,
we find
StH C R(Lyu) < 3C >0, ||L7v| 207,00 = C |1ST0 515 YV € H. (2.32)

Characterization of approximate controllability:

Note that from the definition of approximate controllability, System (2.24) is approximately controllable
if, and only if R(LT)H = H (R(L7u) is dense in H), which means by [206, Corollary 2.18] that

RIr)" = H & ker(L:) = {0y},

namely,
Liv=0in (0,7) = v =0. (2.33)

Inequalities (2.31) and (2.32) are known as observability inequalities, while relation (2.33) is known as
the unique continuation property.

Remark 29 We should note that if the family of operators (A(t))te[O,T] generates an evolution family
(S(t,5))g<s<icr s on H (see [112, Chapter 5] for more details), the operator Sy is the evolution family

(S(ts 8))o<s<t<t » and by the Duhamel’s formula, the operator Ly will be defined by

Lo = /0 S(t,9)B(s)u(s)ds, t < (0,T).

Therefore, the operator L} takes the form

L; : H— L*0,T;U) (2.34)
Liz = B*()S*(t )z,
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where (S*(t,5))g<s<i<r » 8 the adjoint evolution family solution to the backward system

%S*(t, s) = —A*(s)S*(t,s),

S*(t,t) = I
In particular, if A(t) = A, then S*(t,s) = S*(t — s) is a Cy-semigroup.
As it is pointed out in Example 25, even though we have an explicit formula of the control operator
L it is not straightforward to provide an answer to the exact controllability question. Let us try to deal

with System (2.21) by using the observability inequality defined in (2.31). In the setting of Example 25,
we have:

H : =L%0,1), U:=L*ab), B=x@p €L(L*0,1)),
A+ =0, D(A) ={veH(0,1), v(0)=0}.

So, the exact controllability issue amounts to prove that there exists a positive constant Cr 43 > 0 such
that for any v € H :

1 /T 1
Lol ooy = [ [ 1BS'T = @) dsde > Cran [ o (2.35)
0o Jo 0
where B* = B and z(s,z) = S*(T — s)v(x) is the solution to the homogeneous transport equation

{ Zs + 2z = 0, if (s,z) € (0,T7) % (0,1),

2(s,1) =0, 2(T)=veH, if se(0,7). (2.36)

To simplify the computation, we make the variable substitution ¢ = T — s, then System (2.36) becomes

{ 2 — 25 = 0, if (t,z) €(0,T) % (0,1), (2.37)

Zg=0 =0, 2y—o=ve€H, if te(0,7).
By using the characteristics method, we find that the exact solution to System (2.37) is given by

v+ x), if t+xe(0,1),
Z(t’x)_{ 0, itttz > 1.

Therefore, inequality (2.35) turns to

1
// X(ap) (%) v2(x + t)dtdx > C’Tﬂ,b/ v2(x)da;, (2.38)
= 0

where E = {(¢t,z) € (0,7) x (0,1), t +x € (0,1)}.
By letting = + t = s in (2.38), the left hand side will be

1 min{s,T'}
// X(ab) () v (z + t)dtde = / </ X(ap) (5 — 1) dt) v (s)ds.
= 0o \Jo

Hence, the function s — fomin{s’T} X(a,p) (8 — t) dt must be positive in (0, 1) which amounts to say that the
family of lines t — s — ¢, t € (0,7) must enter the control region (a,b) for any s € (0,1) which is possible
if and only ifa=0o0or T > 1 — 0.

This condition is known as the geometric control condition, it states that every characteristic line
corresponding to the adjoint system (2.36) must meet the control region at time before T". (See [21] for a
precise definition in more general context).
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Main results
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Chapter 3

General decay of the solution to a
nonlinear viscoelastic modified von
Karman system with delay

This Chapter is taken from [64].
We are concerned with the following nonlinear modified von Karmén system with time delay and a
memory term,

Pthtt + Vozzz — [%(% + %¢§7)]m —g* %mm =0, in (07 OO) X (07 L)7

phie — [ne + 5 (Ve)?]e + arne 4+ comy(t — 1) = 0, in (0,00) x (0, L), (3.1)

Ut(t—Taf’f) :f()(t_T?x)a in (0?7—) X (OaL)a
where D = (I — %%;) and the interval (0, L) is the segment occupied by the beam. The unknowns 1) =
Y(t,x), and n = n(t, m) represent, respectively, the vertical displacement, and the longitudinal displacement
at time ¢ of the cross section located at z units from the endpoint = = 0.

In (3.1), subscripts mean partial derivatives and h > 0 is a parameter related to the rotational inertia
of the beam.

When a1 = as = 0, this system describes approximately the planar motion of a uniform prismatic
beam of length L with memory term. Here, h and p are two positive constants represent respectively the
thickness and the mass density per unit volume of the beam. In System (3.1), a7 represents a frictional
damping. The time delay is given by aen(t — 7), where aq, g, T are positive constants.

In (3.1), (g % f)(+) is defined by

(g% F)(t) = /0 o(t - $)f(s)ds.

This integral term or the viscoelastic damping term that appears in the equations describes the relationship
between the stress and the history of the strain in the beam, according to Boltzmann theory. The function
g represents the kernel of the memory term or the relaxation function.

To the System (3.1) we add the boundary conditions

¢ = 1/}27 =Tz = 07 in (07 OO) X {07L}7 (32)
and the initial initial conditions

(1/}(07 ')7 wt(oﬂ ‘)7 77(07 ')7 77t(07 )) = (wO()a 7/}1(')7 770(‘)7 771(')7 77t(07 )) in (07 L) (33)

The main purpose about problems (3.1)-(3.3) is to deal with the well-posedness and asymptotic behavior
of solutions. Before stating and proving our results, let us recall some other results related to our work.
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Several authors have studied the Mindlin-Timoshenko system of equations. This Model is a widely
used and fairly complete mathematical model for describing the transverse vibrations of beams. It is a
more accurate model than the Euler-Bernoulli one, since it also takes into account transverse shear effects.
The Mindlin-Timoshenko system is used, for example, to model aircraft wings (see, e.g., [17]).

For a beam of length L > 0, this one-dimensional nonlinear system reads as

3
N ou—dmt kot )] = 0 i (0,00) x (0,L),

phive = k{4 0L+ v (m+ 502)] = 0 i (0,00 x 0.1,

xT

pline = [+ 500] = 0 i (0.00) x (0.2 (3.
x

Here, the unknown ¢ = ¢(x,t) represent the angle of rotation. The parameter k is the so called modulus of

elasticity in shear. It is given by the expression k = kEh/2(1+ ¢€), where k is a shear correction coefficient,

E is the Young’s modulus and e is the Poisson’s ratio, 0 < € < 1/2.

For Mindlin-Timoshenko system, there is a large literature, addressing problems of existence, uniqueness
and asymptotic behavior in time when some damping effects are considered, as well as some other important
properties (see [35, 68] and references therein).

When one assumes the linear filament of the beam to remain orthogonal to the deformed middle
surface, the transverse shear effects are neglected, and one obtains, from the Mindlin-Timoshenko system

of equations, the following von Karman system (see [70]).
phny — [Nz + %(1%)2]33 =0, in (0,00) x (0,L).

There is also an extensive literature about System (3.5) (see [35, 68, 51, 69, 91, , , , , 109]
and references therein).

Lagnese and Leugering [09] considered a one-dimensional version of the von Kérman system describing
the planar motion of a uniform prismatic beam of length L. More precisely, in [69] the following system
was considered:

{ Vit + Yoeze — Mbzate — [Q/)z(nx + %¢%)]x =0, in (0; OO) X (07 L), (3 6)
Tt — [77x + %(1/}1’)2}13 = 07 in (07 OO) X (07 L) '
In [69], suitable dissipative boundary conditions at * = 0, x = L and initial conditions at t = 0 were given
and the stabilization problem was studied.
In [15], Araruna et al. have showed how the so called von Kdarméan model (3.6) can be obtained as

a singular limit of a modified Mindlin-Timoshenko System (3.4) when the modulus of elasticity in shear
k tends to infinity, provided a regularizing term through a fourth order dispersive operator is added.
Introducing damping mechanisms, the authors also show that the energy of solutions for this modified
Mindlin-Timoshenko system decays exponentially, uniformly with respect to the parameter k. As k — oo,
the authors obtain the damped von Karman model with associated energy exponentially decaying to zero
as well.

Remark 30 Since k is inversely proportional to the shear angle, we note that neglecting the shear effects of
the beam is formally equivalent to considering the modulus k tending to infinity in the Mindlin- Timoshenko
system.

The subject of stability of von Karman system has received a lot of attention in the last years. It
is important to mention that the authors in [34, 51, 68] proved uniform decay rates for the von Kérman
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system with frictional dissipative effects in the boundary. The stability for a von Kdrman system with

memory and boundary memory conditions was treated in [51, 92, , 79]. They proved the exponential
or polynomial decay rate when the relaxation function decay is at the same rate. As for the works about
general decay for viscoelastic system, we refer the reader to [30, | and references therein.

Delay effects are very important because most natural phenomena are in many cases very complicated
and do not depend only on the current state but also on the past history of the system. The presence of delay
can be a source of instability. In recent years, the stabilization of PDEs with delay effects has draw attention
for many authors and becomes an active area of research (see [62, 30, 15, , , , , , 127]).

In [22], Benaissa et al. studied a system of viscoelastic wave equations with a linear frictional damping
term and a delay

u(z,t) — Au(x, t) + fotg(t — $)Au(z, s)ds

n ]R+ X Q,
+arhy(u(z,t)) + azho(us(z,t — 7)) = 0,
(3.7)
u(x’t) _ 07 on R+ X F,
u(z,0) = uo(x), u(z,0) =wu(x), in €,
ut(t—']—,x):fo(t—’r’x), in (0,7—) XQ,

where € is a bounded domain in R”, n € N, with a smooth boundary 02 = I, g is a positive non-increasing
function defined on R", h; and hy are two functions, 7 > 0 is a time delay, a; and as are positive real
numbers and the initial datum (ug, u1, fo) belong to a suitable function space.

In the case g = 0, problem (3.7) has been studied by many authors (see [101, 128, 23]) and in the case
g # 0, Cavalcanti et al. [29] studied (3.7) for he = 0 and with a linear localized frictional damping a(x)u,.
This work was later improved by Berrimi and Messaoudi [25] by introducing a different functional which
allowed them to weaken the conditions on g.
For a wider class of relaxation functions, Messaoudi [37, 8] considered
t
uy — Au + / g(t — s)Au(s)ds = b|u|" u, (3.8)
0

for v > 0 and b= 0 or b =1, and the relaxation function satisfies

g'(t) < —C()g(t), (3.9)

where ( is a differentiable non-increasing positive function. He established a more general decay result,
from which the usual exponential and polynomial decay results are only special cases. Such a condition
was then employed in a series of papers, see for instance [54, 94, 95, ].
Recently, Mustafa and Messaoudi [9%] studied the problem (3.8) with b = 0 for the relaxation functions
satisfying
g'(t) < —H(g(t)), (3.10)

where H is a non-negative function, with H(0) = H'(0) = 0 and H is increasing and strictly convex on
10, k[ for some kg > 0. The authors showed a general relation between the decay rate for the energy and
that of the relaxation function g without imposing restrictive assumptions on the behavior of g at infinity.
On the other hand, a condition of the form (3.10) where H is a convex function satisfying some smoothness
properties, was introduced by Alabau-Boussouira and Cannarsa [7] and used then by several authors with
different approaches. We refer to [76] where not only general but also optimal result was established by
Lasiecka and Wang.

Our purpose in this paper is to give a global solvability in Sobolev spaces and energy decay estimates of
the solutions to the problem (3.1) for linear damping, time delay terms and finite memory. We would like
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to see the influence of frictional and viscoelastic dampings on the rate of decay of solutions in the presence
of linear delay term.

Our aim is to investigate (3.1) for relaxation functions g of more general type than the ones in (3.9)
and (3.10). We consider the condition

g(t) < —Ct)H(g(t)), (3.11)

where H is increasing and convex without any additional constraints on H and the coefficients, and establish
energy decay results that address both the optimality and generality. The energy decay rates are optimal
in the sense that they decay qualitatively the same as the viscoelastic kernels g do.

To obtain global solutions of problem (3.1)-(3.3), we use the Galerkin approximation scheme (see Lions
[22]) together with the energy estimate method. To prove decay estimates, we use a perturbed energy
method and some properties of convex functions. In order to accomplish this goal, we shall pursue a
strategy based on an adaptation of non linear differential inequalities technique developed in [93, 96, 97].
Arguments of convexity were introduced and developed by many authors [28, 13, 74, 75, 85, 50, 0].

We observe that our problem is set in a context where:

a The memory damping is defined only on the equation for the vertical displacement.
b The presence of a frictional damping and a time delay on the equation for the longitudinal displacement.

¢ Energy decay estimates under a nonlinear tension.

Our work is organized as follows. In the next section, we prepare some materials needed in the proof of
our result, like some lemmas (Poincaré’s and Young’s inequalities) and some useful notations. We introduce
the different functionals by which we modify the classical energy to get an equivalent useful one. In Section
3.2, we state and prove the well-posedness of the problem. Finally, in Section 3.3, we will prove our main
results concerning the decay of the energy associated to the solutions to the problem.

3.1 Statement of the results

As in [101], we introduce the new variable

z(t,x,p) = 77t(75 — pT, 33),
which satisfies
T2 (t, x,p) + 2p(t, z,p) = 0, in (0,00) x (0,L) x (0,1),
zz(t,z,p) =0, in (0,00) x {0, L} x
z0(x,p) = 2(0,2,p) = folx,—p7), in (0,L) x (0,1).

Therefore, problem (3.1)-(3.3) is equivalent to

PhDy + Yrzas 1%(779: + %1/};%) s 9%* Yrgax =0, In (0, OO) X (07 L)
phige — (e + 5¢2) , + a1ne + a2z(1) = 0, in (0,00) x (0,1L) (3.12)
Tz +2p =0, in (0,00) x (0,L) x (0,1),

with boundary conditions

=1, =mn,=0, in (0,00) x {0, L},
{ _0 in (0,00) x {0,L} x (0, 1), (3.13)
and initial conditions
{ (1/}(07 37), %(07 l’), 77(07 JI), nt(oa .CC)) = (1/]0 (JI) 71/]1 (:B) » 10 (JI) T (JI)), in (07 L)? (3 14)
2(0,z,p) = zo(x,p) = fo(x, —p7), in (0,L) x (0,1). '
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Assumptions

To state and prove our result, we use the following assumptions:
A7) The kernel is such that g € LY(RT) N C?*(R*) with g(0) > 0 and

l=1- /OO g(s)ds >0, (3.15)
0

As) There exists a C* function H : (0,00) — (0, 00) which is linear or increasing and strictly convex
C?-function on [0,7) (r < g(0)) with H(0) = H’(0) = 0), such that

g(t) < —CtH(g(t), Vt=>0, (3.16)

where ( is a positive non-increasing differentiable function.

Now, we prepare some notations and hypotheses which will be needed in the proof of our result. Let
L?(0, L) be the usual Hilbert space with the inner product (-,-) and the inner product induced norm ||-|.
Throughout this paper, we define

H(0,L) = {v e H*(Q), v(0) = v(L) = v,(0) = v,(L) = 0},

equipped with the norm ||U’HH§(0 1) = l[waz |, and the space

H!(0,L) = {v € H(0,L), /OL v(x)dr = 0} :

equipped with the norm [Jwl| g1 1) = [lwal| -
C and ¢ denote some general positive constants, which may be different in different estimates.
The following inequality will be used repeatedly in the sequel.

Lemma 31 We have the following Young’s inequality
1
ab§5a2+5b2, a,beR, §>0. (3.17)
Also, we define the Hilbert space L2((0,L) x (0, 1)) which is endowed with the inner product

(= [ [ et oiipae

L 1

)12 = / / 2(z, p)dpdz,
0 0
L 1

l12l)12 = /0 /0 222z, p)dpde,

are equivalent in L2((0, L) x (0,1)). In the sequel, we use the notation ||| - ||| to denote both of norms. We
shall use the second one in the study of the asymptotic behavior since it is more flexible.

Note that the norms

and

Lemma 32 Assume that (1,9, n,m4, 2) is a strong solution of the problem (3.12)-(3.14). Then we have

dt// (t,z,p)dpdx = // ta:pdpd:v

= f/ 22(t, x,0) — 22(t, x, 1)dz. (3.18)
T Jo

for any & € R.
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Proof. We multiply the third equation in (3.12) by £z and integrate the result over (0,L) x (0,1) with
respect to p and x, respectively, to get the desired result. =
Throughout this paper, we denote by o and ¢ the binary operators defined by

(gou)(t) = /0 o(t — 5) lu(t) — u(s)|? ds,
and .
(gou)(t) = / o(t — 5) (u(s) — u(t)) ds, (3.19)

where u € C([0,T]; L? (0, L)).
We define the energy associated with the solution of System (3.12)-(3.14) by

£r) = don 2 L [ g t)|?
© = g {hlo O+ v 0F + 5 (1- [ aas) s 0
1 2
+ph |l (8)]* + nm(t)+-§(¢u)2(® -+(9<>¢@x)0)-F§!HZ(t)!H2}, (3.20)
where £ is a positive constant such that
aoT < € < (201 — )T, (3.21)
with a1 and «; satisfying
o < O.- (3.22)

The next lemma gives an identity for the convolution product.

Lemma 33 ([10, Lemma 2.1]) For real functions g, o € C1(RT), we have

20gx0) () e (t) = —g(t)e(t)]> + (g o p)(t)
g lgoe | [atas | e
0

Lemma 34 Assume that (v, 4,1, 1, 2) is a strong solution of the problem (3.12)-(5.14). Then the deriva-
tive of £(-) satisfies

L
= - (g ~au) 01 e [t o)z 0 gD

dt 2
=590 [ DI + 55" Yea) () (3.23)
Moreover, for allt > 0, we have
d€
W S ) @+ (22 - 2 a2
1
_1_5(9/ 0 ) (t)
< 0. (3.24)

Proof. Multiplying the first equation in (3.12) by %, the second and the fourth equations by 7, and £z ,
respectively, taking into account (3.18), (3.21) and the boundary conditions (3.13), we obtain the identity
(3.23) after integration over (0, L). Making use of Young’s inequality, then (3.24) follows from (3.21). m

Lemma 35 (Jensen inequality) Let F' be a convex function on [a,b], f : Q — [a,b] and h are integrable
functions on Q, h(x) >0, and fQ h(z)dx =k > 0, then Jensen’s inequality states that

[ /f m} h/ . (3.25)
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3.2 Global well-posedness

In this section we show the existence and the regularity of solutions of the one dimensional viscoelastic von
Karman System (3.12)-(3.14).
The existence and uniqueness result of problem (3.12)-(3.14) is stated as follows.

Theorem 36 (Well-posedness) Assume that the initial datum satisfy
(o, v1) € [Hg (I) VH? (0, )] x H; (0, L),
(no,m) € [H* (0, L) N H. (0, L)] x H, (0, L),
fo € HY(0,1; H, (0, 1)),

with the compatibility condition f(.,0) = n.
Moreover, assume that the Hypotheses (A1), (Az) hold. Then problem (3.12)-(3.14) admits a unique
weak solution

(.0, ¥u) € Lis, (0,00 [HF (0, 1)) % H3 (0,L)) ,
(s ) € Lipe (—T,oo; [H!(0,L1)]" x L? (O,L)) .

Proof. Let T' > 0 be fixed and denote by V™ and W™ and Z™ be the spaces generated by {ei}1§i§m7
{oit1<icm and {dit i<, Where the families {ex}, >, {ok}y>y and {¢x};>, are orthogonal basis for the
spaces H3 (0,L), H} (0,L) and H} (0,L; H'(0,1)) respectively and satisfying

lerll = llowll = llexlll =1, for any &k > 1.

Our starting point is to construct the Galerkin approximation (¢, n™, 2™) of the solution

G (ta) = Sl (Dee), (kL e) = S ol (D), 2w, p) = S AN (i, p),
=1 =1 =1

where ], v;"

', and wi', i = 1,2,...,m, are determined by the following ordinary integro-differential equa-
tions:

ph (Ui €3) + By (Vi eia) + (U, ciaa) + (02 (0 + 3 (02)?) seia) = (9% U, Ciae) = 0

ph (gt o) + (n + 5 (W) o0 ) + @ (7, 03) + 3 (2(1), o) =, (3.26)

(7 (e 0i)) + ({5 ¢1)) = 0,

with initial conditions

m02) = T urOel),  P0a) = T @) 0)(),
n™(0,z) = > i1 97" (0)oi(z), ng'(0,z) = 355 (v]") (0)oi(z), (3.27)
Z(0,2,p) = 32 2"(0)¢i(x, p).
The above sequences are chosen so that
Y™(0,2) = o(0,z), strongly in H3(0,L)N HZ(0,L),
W&W’(O, Jj) - 1/}1 (O’ ﬂf), StI‘Ol’lgly in Hg (07 L) )
n™(0,z) —  1o(0,z), strongly in H?(0,L)NH}(0,L), (3.28)
i0,2) > m(0,a),  strongly in HI(0,L),
Zm(0a$7p) - ZO(vaap)v Strongly in Hi(O,L7H1 (07 1))
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By virtue of the theory of ordinary differential equations, the System (3.26)-(3.27) has a unique local
solution which is extended to a maximal interval [0, 7,,[ (with 0 < T}, < o). In the next step, we obtain
a priori estimates for the solution such that it can be extended beyond [0, T},[ to obtain a single solution
defined for all t > 0.

In order to use a standard compactness argument for the limiting procedure, it suffices to derive some
a priori estimates for w]" (¢), v (t).

The first estimate. Atandard calculations, using (3.26)-(3.27), similar to those used to derive (3.24),

yields
d

ZEm() <0, V20, (3.29)

where
1 h3 t
Entt) = 5 ol @1F + 25 1 @1F + (1= [ aoas) oz @1 + ol

2

| ) + S 0

+goun () + ||z (t)HP}- (3.30)

Integrating (3.29) over (0,t) yields
Em(t) <En(0) <C, V> 0. (3.31)

for some positive constant C' independent of m € N.
Also, to get an priori estimate for 1, we make use of the embedding H' (0, L) < L* (0,L) and the
boundedness of &,,(-) to obtain

2
I @ < [ )+ 5o + 5 lee?ol (3.32)
2
< @+ 5RO+ 16 Ol 168 OIF
m 1 m\2 ? LQ m 2 m 2
< @+ @O+ IO oz 15 0
2
< @+ @O +el@mmPIwm) olF

< c(En(0) +E(0) < C.

where C' is a positive constant independent of m € N.
These estimates imply that the solution (¢, 7™, 2"™) of System (3.26)-(3.27) exists globally in [0, T7[.
Estimates (3.31)-(3.33) yield

Pm is bounded in  L*°(0,T, H3 (0, L),

pm is bounded in  L>(0,7, Hg (0, L),

nm is bounded in L>(0,T, H! (0, L),

0" is bounded in  L°°(0,T, L% (0, L)), (3.33)
N+ $(m™)? s bounded in  L*°(0,T, L? (0, L)),

2™ is bounded in  L°°(0, T, L*((0, L) x (0, 1)),

for any T' > 0.
The second estimate. We have to estimate 17(0), ¥, (0) and n/?(0) in L? norm.
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Considering ¢ = 0 in the first equation of (3.26), then multiplying it by (u)" (0) and summing up over
i from 1 to m, it follows that

h3
0 = phllvi0)* + pTQ 197 (O)Z + (Vs it (0) (3.34)

1
# (ot (i + 3 00)°) W)

Integrating by parts and using Young’s inequality, we get

< Cs [U8saal® + 8 43O (3.35)

Similarly

2

oy (1 + 5 ) (3.36)

1
(o (2 + 5 W) WO ) < SO + Cy

Using the embedding H' (0, L) < L> (0, L), we estimate the second term of the right hand side of (3.36)
as follows

2 2

IN

1 2
Now + B (Y05)

1
o (e + 5 )

2
14621200 0,

2

IN

1
2 2
sl s + 5 (W)

c2,(0) (3.37)
C.

IN A

After choosing a suitable d, we infer from (3.27)-(3.28) and (3.34) that there exists a positive constant C
independent of m such that
%57 O + 17, (0] < C. (3.38)

™" (0), choosing ¢ = 0 and summing up over i from

)

Next, multiplying the second equation of (3.26) by (v
1 to m, we get

ph |l (0|1 + <n6’; + % (6:)* 77);?1(0)> + a1 (", 11 (0)) + az (2" (1), 7 (0)) = 0. (3.39)

Applying Young’s and Poincaré’s inequalities, using the embedding H' (0, L) < L* (0,L) and the fact
that &, (+) is non-increasing, we conclude that

m 1 m m m m m m
(1 5 R HO) = = e + U 0)
< SO + Co s + Vil
< SO + Co sl + Cs gl I P
< SO +egt,(0) (3.40)
< sl +C.

Then we use Young’s inequality to obtain, for any ¢ > 0,

(it g (0)) < 6 gy (O)1I + Cs "I (3.41)
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and
(25" (1), mi (0)) < 8 [Inf (01> + Cs |26 (V)] - (3.42)

Hence, from (3.27)-(3.28) and with a suitable choice of d, there exists a positive constant C' independent

of m such that
[z (0)]| < C. (3.43)

Next, differentiating the first equation of (3.26) with respect to ¢, and multiplying the result by (u)" (¢),
adding from ¢ = 1 to m, we obtain

1d
2dt

(5 (v + 5 wmd <t>) VD)
- % (g il (8) Wiy (8)) = (g 0% (1), 0k, (1)) — 9/ (0) (WIE (1) i, (1)

Fg(0) % (I (6, 0, () (3.4

{ph I O + 22 oz, >||2} T g(0) g, (0)]?

We have

d 1 1
(G (emore3emho) v o) = (or+;enH o)
+ (05 (g + i) (), i (1) ) (3.45)
Making use of Young’s inequality, the embedding H! (0, L) — L* (0, L) and (3.33), we conclude that

2
(s + 5 O 0) < lluzor+ 3w o| ol O,
< O+ bl 0. (3.16)

Making use of the embedding H' (0, L) < L> (0, L), we get

U+ ) (6, 0 () = (U () i (1) e () + (0 (0) (U (), i (1)) (347)
6 I ()1 e 0,2 I DI + Cs b ()1
8193 Oll oy | 60?0

L25 |75, ()17 [Ing (D17 + Cs |1, ()11
+8¢Em (0) 45 (D1 [0 (1
< 00 [0 DI+ C iz (1 + C 1, (0)II°
Since ¢’ and ¢” are continuous functions on [0,7] then m; = sup |¢'| and me = sup |¢”| exist for all

t€[0,T] t€[0,T]
T < oo0. Using Cauchy-Shwarz and Young’s inequalities produce the estimates

IN

IN

(g * 9 gpn,) < m3Cs / l ()2 ds + 8 | |2, (3.48)

and

t
(g" %4, ) < m3Cs /0 16 (s)|12 ds + 8 [l |1 (3.49)
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Employing Young’s inequality, combining (3.45)-(3.49), then integrating (3.44) over (0,t), we obtain

ph o ()2 + 2 ||wm< I + (9(0) — C8) 42, (1)
t
< G /0 \w:;m(s)wwa /O iz (5)]2 ds
t t S
Cs / I (s)|2ds + C / / 1 )2 dds + ph [ (O)]

ph3 m 2
A2 O + . (3.50)

where C' is a posmve constant independent of m but depends on T and the initial data. The term
fo Jo ¥)|I? dxds can be estimated as follows

// [ (x)||* dxds < c£(0 //dxd5< (3.51)

Next, Multiplying the second equation of (3.26) by (vzm)” and summing up over ¢ from 1 to m, we arrive
at

o o I )P I I + 4 (006 (0 () -+ n gt )1+ vz (o, 1), (8)) = 0. (352)

Now, applying Young’s and Poincaré’s inequalities, we get

(Wt (1) ¥z (1) s miy (1)) = W (O 05" (&) it (1)) — (i (1) Wz () ey (1))
26 [l ()1 + Cs 1905 ()| o (1) 100 e ()11

< )
< 26 [|ng ()1* + Cs [y (D)1 H¢ Ol
< 25|l (D1 + Cs [z (1)) (3.53)
A differentiation with respect to ¢ of the third equation of (3.26) implies
({2t 9i)) <<zpt, ¢i)) = 0. (3.54)
Multiplying (3.54) by (2™)' (), integrating by parts and adding from i = 1 to m, we obtain
d m m m
7 =" () 117+ 1128 (& DI = [z (£,0)[|* = 0. (3.55)
Taking the sum of (3.52) and (3.55) and integrating over (0,t), we obtain
~ i 1% + 5 Iz O + 712" (@) [11° + oq/o g ()11 ds + 3 ), 127" (s, )% ds
L2 L L yom 2 L 2 2
< g g O + 5 i l” + 7 Hzt (0, p)[[*dp+ Cs ; It ()]I” ds
+C’5/ [, (s)]|* ds + 65/ |2(s,1)||* ds. (3.56)

Combining (3.50) and (3.56) with a suitable choice of §, then using Gronwall’s lemma, we arrive at

1t (N7 + 15 I + [ O+ i O + Il 01 + 1= @) 1II* < C, (3.57)
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where C' is independent of m € N.
Replacing ¢; by —¢iz, in the third equation of (3.26), multiplying the resulting equation by z"(t),
summing over ¢ from 1 to m, leads to

d m m m
Tz O + 12 (&, D1 = |l=" (£,0)]* = 0.

A integration over (0,t) yields

t t 1
ol @) [l + /0 12 (s, 1) 2 ds = /0 I ()2 ds + 7 /0 I )2 dp < C, (3.58)

where C independent of m.
From (3.31), (3.33), (3.57) and (3.58), we infer that

¢™ is bounded in L*°(0,T, H2

(0, L))

Y™ is bounded in  L*°(0,T, HZ (0, L)),
n™ is bounded in L>(0,T, H} (0, L)), (3.59)

n™ is bounded in L*°(0,T, H} (0, L)),

z™ is bounded in L*(0,T; H} (0,L; L*((0,1)).
Now, using (3.33) and (3.59), we deduce that
Y™ — 3p weak-star in W>°(0,T; H§ (0, L)) N W>> (0,T; Hj (0, L)), (3.60)
n™ — n weak-star in W'*°(0,T; H; (0,L)) nW** (0,T;L*(0,L)), (3.61)
1

e+ §(¢;”)2 — f weak-star in L>(0,T; L* (0, L)), (3.62)
2™ — z weak-star in L°(0,T; H}((0,L); L* (0, L)) n W (0,T; L*((0,L) x (0,1)) , (3.63)

as m — oo, for a suitable function f € L>(0,T;L?(0,L)).
According to (3.59), ¥™ is uniformly bounded in W1°°(0,T; H2 (I)), in particular, it belongs to
WL2(0,T; H3 (I)). In this way, we can extract a subsequence ™ such that

Y™ — 1 strongly in L* (0, T; Hj (0,L)) as m — oo, (3.64)

Therefore,
(™) — 2 almost everywhere in (0,00) x (0, L) as m — oo, (3.65)

Similarly, by using the compact embedding H* (0, L) < L? (0, L), we infer that
n™ — n strongly in L2((0,00) x (0, L)), (3.66)

which implies
n™ — n almost everywhere in (0,00) x (0, L) as m — oo.

Combining (3.60)-(3.63) and (3.65), it follows that f = n, + 142, and

1 1
V(" + 5(%")2) = Yo (2 + 5%) weakly in L2((0, 00) x (0, L)).
Similarly, we obtain
2™ — z weakly in L?(0,T; L* ((0,L) x (0,1)), as m — 0o (3.67)

The convergence (3.64)-(3.67) allows us to pass to the limit in (3.26)-(3.27). Thus, the problem (3.12)-(3.14)
admits a global weak solution (1,7, 2).
Uniqueness can be proved by the straightforward methods and Gronwall’s inequality. =
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3.3 General decay

In this section we consider a wider class of kernel functions, and we establish a general decay result, which
contains the usual exponential and polynomial decay rates as special cases. The main result of general
decay is the following.

Theorem 37 Assume that (A1), (A2) holds. Then for any solution of (3.12)-(5.14), there exist two
positive constants k1 < 1 and ko such that the energy functional satisfies

E(t) < koH! (k;l /t ( )g(s)ds> , Yt >0, (3.68)
g (r

where

Hy(t) = /tT .s;Hl’(s)dS’

and, Hy is decreasing and convex function on (0,r], with lim Hy(t) = +o0o when t — 0.
To prove Theorem 37, we first proceed to prepare a series of useful lemmas.

Lemma 38 The following inequalities hold

t
(gov)?(t) < /O gt — 5) ((t) — ¥(s)) ds, (3.69)

(o0 0)* ()< = [ 4/t =) (00) = 0(s))* s (3.70)
where g o1 is given by (3.19).

Proof. For inequality (3.69), we have
wour @) = ([ att-9 w0 -ve)as)
t 2
- ( [ VaE=svate=s i —w<s>>ds) .

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality leads to

(gov)’(t) <

<

Similarly, we prove (3.70) by replacing \/ g(t — s) by \/ —g'(t—s). m
Let F be the functional defined by

Fiy=Y LI+ N (1) + NoK() + £(2), > 0, (3.71)
where
Z(t) = (phDiy(t), (1)), (3.72)
J(t) = (phn(t),n(t)), (3.73)
K(t) = —(phDyy(t),go (1)), (3.74)
L(t) / / e 2P22(t, x, p)dpdz, (3.75)
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and N7 and Ny are positive constants that will be chosen later.
Let A > 0 and define )(-) by
V(t) = NE(t) + F(t), Vt=>0, (3.76)

where £(+) is defined in (3.20).
The following proposition gives the equivalence between £(-) and the functional Y(-).

Proposition 39 Assume that (A1) holds, then there exist two positive constants 01,02 such that
S1E(E) < V() < 6E(E), Vit >0. (3.77)

Proof. To compare Y(-) with £(-), we have to estimate the terms of the right hand side of (3.71) and to
show that

for some c* > 0.
From (3.72), (3.73), (3.74) and (3.75), we obtain
e Estimate for Z(-)

h2
Z(0) = ph (Do 1), (00) = ph (4 (0) = e ()6}

Integration by parts and applying poincaré’s and young’s inequalities yield

3
ph (8 (1) 3 (1)) + B e (1) (3.75)

phL*
2

I(t)

IN

h h3
O e ()2 + 2 W (O + 2 e (D2

Clg(t).

IN

e Estimate for J(-)
Using Young’s inequality, we obtain

T (6 = ph ) n(0) < 2 DI + 22 (o)

Applying Poincaré’s inequality, one gets

2 2
In()IP < 22 eI < 22|l (t) + 20200) | + 2 020

Applying Poincaré’s inequality and the embedding H'(0, L) < L>°(0, L) and then using the fact that
E(+) is decreasing, yields

2

1 L*
In@®)|> < L? nz(t)+§¢§(t) +I||wx<t)||%m(o,m [ (1)

2

< I |nelt) + 5020 + e la®IF hea o)

2
< L nalt) + G020 + c(0) et (3.79)
< e€(b).

e Estimate for ()

20



Using (3.69), applying Young’s and then Poincaré inequalities, one gets

3
K() =~ (ohDUy(t).90 w(t)) = —oh (a(t). g v(B) + 2o (tha(t). 9 0 (1)
4 3r2
S R 0 CL PR S PRYNG
< (L), (3.80)

e Estimate for £(-)
Since £(+) defines a norm in L?(0, L; L?(0, 1)) which is equivalent to the one induced by L?(0, L; L%(0, 1)),

then we have
L(t) </ / 2sz2dpd:c</ / 22dpdx < E(t). (3.81)
According to (3.78), (3.79), (3.80) and (3.81), we have

|F(t)| <c*&(t), Vt>0,

for
¢ = max{cy, co,c3,1}. (3.82)

Therefore, we obtain

V(1) — AE()| < *E(t), Wt > 0,

that is
(A=c"E) <Y() < (A+c)E(T), VE>0.

So, we can choose A large enough such that §1 = A—c¢* >0, 61 = A+¢* > 0. Then (3.77) holds true which
completes the proof. m
In order to proof the main theorem, we need some additional lemmas.

Lemma 40 Suppose that (1,0, m,nt, z) is the solution of (3.12)-(3.14). Then the derivative of the func-
tional Z(-) satisfies

d

ZI() < — (=) [ew®I +ph ) + 5 H%()H

1
— (00000 + U0 0ul0) ) + Cug 0 a0 (3.53)
where € is an arbitrary positive constant.

Proof. Using (3.12) and (3.69), we have

d

STW) = (phDyn(D), H(0) + (phDin(0), vel0) (3:4)

= 1)+ 10+ 1)+ (oh (1= 1502wttt ).

where

I (t) - = <1/}xa::ca:(t)7 1/1(75)) )
IQ(t) = <¢(t), g<t - S)wxx:ca:(s)ds> ,
/

) = [or (mo+302)| o).
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Integrating I;(-) and I(-) by parts twice, and using the boundary conditions, we obtain

B = el (3.85)
L) = <¢m<t>, [t~ s>wmm<s>ds> . (3.56)
!
A integration by parts in I3(-), leads to
10 = = (nl0) (0 + 502) (0,000 (3.87)
Substituting (3.85)(3.87) in (3.84), we get
jtz( 0 (3.88)

e +<wm / ot — (s >—<wm<t> (o4 392) (.00
0

+ph |l (0)]” +§me<t>u :

But

<¢m<t>, / olt - s>wzx<s>ds> - <wm<t>, / ot — ) (Do (s) — baa(t)) ds> + / g(s)ds [ (8)]2. (3.80)
0 0 0

Substituting (3.89) in (3.88), we obtain

t t
dI( t) = —(1- /Q(S)ds) ”¢11”2 + <¢zm /g (t —8) (Yaz(s wxx(t))d5> (3.90)
0 0

dt
(| (ne+ 32) | wat0)
h3
oh el + 55 s

Making use of Young’s and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities for the second term in the right-hand side of
(3.90), we get, for any € > 0,

<¢m(t)a/9(t = 8) (Ve (5) = Yaal(t)) d8> < e [[$ra(* + Ceg 0 Y (t). (3.91)
0

From (3.90)-(3.91) and (3.15), we infer that

GO < == eI = (9200 (a4 592) (0,000 ) + ph (0

ph? 2
+T2 Hd&m(ﬂ” + Ceg © wmm(t);

which proves Lemma 40. =
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Lemma 41 Assume that (¥, ¢, n,m, 2) is the solution of (3.12)-(3.14). Then the derivative of the func-
tional J(-) satisfies

djt<ht2 N+ L2 t t12t2 B
T t) < phlm@l —<77x()+2%( )777$()>+50 m()+§¢z() + ec||tza(t)]]

+Ce (@) + Ce ||z (&, D). (3.92)

where € is an arbitrary positive constant.

Proof. A differentiation of J(-) yields

IO < ph I = (1) + U0, 1000)) = o ((0)0(0) — 02 (2 (1) ).

Applying Young’s inequality, we obtain

d 1
GTO < o ImOF = (00 + GO0 ) + (o + a2) (o)
+Ce e (O)I1P + Ce |2 (£, 1) (3.93)
Keeping in mind (3.79), the proof follows. m

Lemma 42 Suppose that (1, ¢, m,nt, z) is the solution of (3.12)-(3.14). Then the derivative of the func-
tional KC(-) satisfies

3
G0 < b (30— ) 10 - (0 - ) 2 o)

2

1elt) + 030
- agl 0 Yy (t) + Cego %bm(t), (394)

where € 1s an arbitrary positive constant and

+ (663 + 2e + Phg) ||1/}zx(t)||2 +ce

90 ::/0 g(s)ds S/o g(s)ds, Vt > to.
Proof. Differentiating K(-) and using (3.12), we obtain
G0 = = (phDueto), [ att- sy )
= (hDunto).d ovi)+ [ olorasite))
t 3
= [ ot (phuzm DI + 20 [a)]?) + (aal0).g & a0
= (0l + 30D, 90 0:00))
+( /O ot = 55 0 0t
3
b (a(1), 9" 0 V(D)) + Lo (l0) o)

= =90 <ph lge®)]1” + 2 ||1/1m( )I!2> + Ji(t) + Ja(t) + J3(t) + Ja(t) + J5(0).
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Next, we shall analyze the terms J;(-), i = 1,..., 5.
Estimate for Ji(-)
Applying Young’s inequality and (3.69), we get

Ji(t) = Waw (1) 9 0 $ua(t)) < €llthaa()] + Cog o Pual?), (3.95)

where ¢ is an arbitrary positive constant.

Estimate for Ja(-)
We follow the previous steps, with applying Poincaré’s inequality, we get

2t) = = (000 e+ 392) (0. 900:(0) (3.96)
2
+ Ceg 0 Yaa(t).

IN

?enter (ne+ 302 ) 0

On the other hand, we know that H(2) < L>°(Q), so
‘ 2 2

A

< ey mal0) + 50300)

5a(0) (e + 52) )

2

IN

e s ()17 ma0) + 50200

2

IN

celWar @) + £ |ne(6) + S42()

This implies that
2

1
Jo(t) < e [abuall® + T |Ino + 502 + Ceg 0 v
Estimate for Js(-)
We use (3.69) to get
t
‘]3(t) - </(; g(t - 8)¢zx(8)d8,g<>¢m(t)> (3.97)

/0 9t — 5) (ralt) — rals)) ds

+ /0 9(3)ds (tbralt), 9.0 (1))
€ ||¢xx(t)”2 + Ceg 0 Pup(t).

IN

Estimate for Jy(-)
Applying Young’s, Poincaré’s inequalities and using (3.70), we conclude that

Ja(t) = =ph (%e(t), g 0 (1)) < phe [uw(t)]|* = Ceg’ 0 Y (D). (3.98)

Estimate for Js(-)
Finally, for J5(-), invoking (3.70), we obtain

h3
To(0) = 2 (0.9 0 sa()) < e [ (0)] = Cal ) (3.99)
Combining (3.95)-(3.99), we arrive at the proof of (42). ]
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Lemma 43 Suppose that (1,9, n,m, 2) is the solution of (3.12)-(3.14). Then the time derivative of the
functional L(-) satisfies

d

a1€ 2
L) < —2L(t) +

2, 2 2
2 DI+ = @I (3.100)
Proof. Keeping in mind that z:(¢,z,p) = —%zp(t, x,p), we infer

jtﬁ() = —/ / 2Tp2p t,,p)z(t, z,p)dpds = —/ /01 2P (22 (¢, z, p))pdpda

= —2L(t 2(t, 1) +*|| (0]

Proposition 44 Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold, then there exists two positive constants (1, B2 such that

DY) < ~BEW) + Bag 0 r, 2 0. (3.101)

Proof. By using (3.71), (3.76) and combining (3.83)-(3.100), we get

d
)

{—Nl (I —¢)+ Nice + N (ce + 2+ pha)} | thea (2)]2

IA

2

o {2 (30— 1)+ D012 + { M+ 3G+ %2 — a1

2
+p7h3 { B N2 (gO - 8)} Wm(t)HQ + {Nl (€C — 1) + CNQE}

1
dap g Ta(t) + 521

— {NQCS — ;} g/ o wzx(t) + Ca (Nl =+ NQ) go wmr(t) — QM(t)

e Ty
+ {NQCE - + )\(7 — )} ||z(t, )H (3.102)

We want to impose suitable conditions on the different parameters so that the coefficients on the right
hand side of (3.102) are all negative. That is to obtain the following inequalities

Ny

Nice + Na (cg® + 2¢ + phe) < - (=2, (3.103)
h2
N1 < 2Ny <go — 126) (3104)
N1 < 2Ny(go—e), (3.105)
cNoe < Np(1-—cec), (3.106)
A
NoCe < 3, (3.107)
e Ty az  §
- A= — = 1
2 C: < - (2 2T) (3.108)
§ |, a2
NiC: < )\(2T+ 5 041). (3109)
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First, we pick € such that
. 12go 1
e< l, 9 ) 9
min { 2 90 }

so that the above system makes sense. Now, observe that for ¢ << 1, we get from inequality (3.103)
Nice + Ny (053 4+ 2e + phs) <e(Nic+ Na(c+ 2+ ph)),

which means that it is satisfied for all € such that

Nl
A1
S Nict Na(ct2+ph) (3:110)

for any Ny, No > 0. Simiarly, inequality (3.106) is verified for all € satisfies

Ny

e ———m,
(CNQ + Nlc)

(3.111)

for any N1, No > 0. To satisfy (3.103) and (3.106), it is enough to pick N; and Ny such that

h2
N1 < min {2N2 <90 - 12€> ,2N2 (g0 — 5)} )
with ¢ is smaller than in (3.110) and (3.111) if needed. Concerning (3.107)-(3.109), we pick
NoC N.C
A>max{ 2, 12T ,— e NG
al)

ar (F-%) E+¥-

9 a2

where c* is defined in (3.82). (Recall that % — 5= and 257 + % — oy are negative by assumption (3.21)). m
We consider the following two cases.

Case I. H(t) is linear:
By Multiplying (3.101) by ((-) and using (3.24), we get

d
FRLON0

|

|
o
o

VAN VAR VAN

|

=
/\D\/\/\

t)E) + B26(t)g © Yaa
—B1C(t)E(t) + P29C © Vaa

) - /BQCLQI o wxm
—BiC(H)E() — &' (1),
which gives, since ((+) is non-increasing,

d
g1 YD) +c€(#) < =AiC(DE®), Vi=t.
Hence, using the fact that Y(-)((t) + c£(-) is equivalent to £(+), it is easy to see that

d

2 YOC() +c€(t) < =Aie)(V(E)C(E) +cE(1), V=t

for some 51 > 0. Then
t
(V(E)C(E) + (1)) < yae 0 €M gy >
from which we deduce

t
g(t) S 7267B1 ftl <($)d87 Vt Z tl?
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for some 2 > 0. Furthermore, using the continuity and boundedness of £(t) in [0, 1], we get
E(t) < Ce Prlos)ids vyt >,

Case II. H(t) is nonlinear:
Next, with f(t) = [ g(s)ds, we use the functional

t
MO = [ 1= (o) ds, ¥ >0
0
Lemma 45 Assume that (A1) and (Az) hold. The functional M(-) satisfies, for any € > 0, the estimate

L M(t) < (22— 1) g 0 aalt) + (F(1) + ) [a(t) 7, 1> 0. (3112)

Proof. By Young’s inequality and the fact f/(t) = —g(t), we see that

GMO = SO a0 = [t =) [0l ds
= —g0a(t) — 2 (Yaa(t), g Vou(t)) + F (1) [[ae (B)]|” - (3.113)
But
— 2 (Pau(t), 9 0 Yua(t)) < Cc [Waall® + 269 0 Vo (t). (3.114)

Combining (3.113) and (3.114), we obtain (3.112). m
Let us introduce the functional

V()=V(t) + kM(t), Vt >0,

where £ is a positive constant. Then we have Y(-) ~ &£(-). Therefore, it is always possible to pick N; (in
3.102) and k large enough to get

%5}(@ < —CE(t), YVt > 0.
Integrating over (tp, 00), we get

C | &(s)ds < Y(tg) < . (3.115)

Next, let us define the functional P(-)

t
P(t) =49 ”¢xaf(8) - ¢xw(t - S)||2 dSa vt > th
to

where ¢ > 0. Thanks to (3.115), we can always choose ¢ such that
P(t) <1, Vt > to. (3.116)

Next we define

Py(t) = —/ 7' (8) |1 Vae(t) — aa(t — s)||* ds, VE > to.

to
Observe that
P,y(t) < —CE'(t), Yt > 0,

for some positive constant C. Since H is strictly convex on (0,r] and H(0) = 0 we have

H(0x) <0H(x), (0,x) € [0,1] x (0,7]. (3.117)
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Using (Az), we get

1 t ,
Pot) = 5o / P(t) (~g'(5)) @ |bax (t) — Yt — 9)]|* ds
1 t
> m o P(t)C(S)H (g(S)) q ||¢mc(t) - wxx(t - 3)”2 ds
O
> o / H (P(£)9(5)) ¢ [t (£) — st — 5|2 ds.
Keeping in mind (3.116) and applying inequality (3.117) for § := P(-) and = = g(-), yields
[
Pylt) 2 / H (P(0)g(5)) q [bra(t) — Yaalt — )| ds. (3.118)
Applying Jensen’s inequality (3.25) we obtain
[
P = / H (P(£)9(5))  [ralt) — das(t — 5|2 ds
., (1 [
> S (55 [ PO lnalt) = el = )17 )

_ CS)H </ 9()a [z (t) = ralt = 9)]” ds)

_ Wy ( /totg(s)q [ (£) = toan(t — )| ds) ’

q

where H is an extension of H such that H is increasing and strictly convex C? function on (0, c0) and this
leads to

: 2 11 (qPy(t)
/to g(S)q quz)x:r:(t) - '¢:1:x(t - 5)” ds < 5H ( C(t) ) , Vit >ty

So (3.101) becomes
qﬁg(t)
¢(t)
Let €9 < r, using the fact that £(-) is non-increasing and " > (),F” > 0, we observe that the functional
N (-) defined by

V(t) < —BLE(t) + ,BQ;H_I ( ) , YVt > to. (3.119)

— 77 (e 1)
N(t):=H <€05(0)> V() +E(t), vVt >0,
is equivalent to £(-). Using (3.119), we find that N (-) satisfies

)

)
ENt) —n Lﬂ
e <€°s<o>)y ()

o (o) [ (540

W (g é))

( ?(gt)t )H < é > +E'(0). (3.120)

IN

IN




Let us denote by G* the conjugate function of the convex function G defined by G*(s) = sup (st—G(t)),

teR*
then
st < G*(s) + G(t), (3.121)
and, thanks to the arguments given in [106, 28, 13, 73, 71]
G'(s) = s(G)Ls) - G [(H’)—l(s)} . Vs>0
This and the definition of H give
H(s)=s(H) '(s) - H [(F’)—l(s)} . Vs >0. (3.122)

Taking s := %ﬁ <60§((t))> and ¢ = H (qu(t)) in (3.121), then making use of (3.120), (3.121) and

(3.122), we arrive at
d
—N (¢t
dtN( )

< —Bi€(t)

Yo [ ()] 27 ()] o

O

7 (g
7 (o EW Y | 2Pt Pomr [ E() /
< -0 (o) + 4 + T[S () +£0)
o ¢ 5 t) q77 (t) 5260 6(t) ==/ ¢ @ /
< —BiE(Y) <og 0)> ) . 5(0)H <og(0)> + &' (t). (3.123)
Next, multiplying (3.123) by ((¢) and using the fact that ¢ S((o)) <, H (60%> = H' (eo%), we get
COZNO < ~BEOUOE (g ) +aPo(0
ooy E0 7 (L EDY | e
+2 T (g ) + <0 W

< BEMCHT <60 | Pt EO g <605(t)>—05/(t)~

Now, let us define the functional N(-) by
N(@) =N@)C(E) + E®F), VE> 0.
It is not difficult to see that there exist two positive constants p; and po for which we have
pIN(t) < E(t) < paN(t), Yt > 0. (3.124)
Consequently, with an appropriate choice of ¢, there exists a positive constant k such that

SN < —k¢C(OH <60(‘;(é))> = —kC(t)Hy <60§((é))> V>t (3.125)
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Since Hi(s) = H'(eps) + eosH" (eps), we use the strict convexity of H on [0, r), we observe that Hy > 0,
H) >0 on (0,7].
Defining now N
NN (t)
(t) =
£(0)

thanks to (3.124) and (3.125) we have &(-) ~ R(-) and for a positive constant k

. V> 0.

%R(t) < —kC(H) Hy(R(t)) , Yt > to.

Then, integrating over (to,t) yields

t /(S) B t __ $\ds
\ Ha(R(s) = /tok“ Jds,

eoR(to) R/(s) o
/EOR(t) H'(R(s)) 2k . ((s)ds,

and this leads to

which gives us
¢

R(t) < %Hl—l (E C(s)ds) .Vt > 1o,
0

to

where Hi(t) = [ #f(s). This completes the proof.
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Chapter 4

Boundary controllability and boundary
time-varying feedback stabilization of the
1 — D wave equation in non-cylindrical
domains

This Chapter is taken from [90].

We are interested in the boundary controllability and stabilization of the one dimensional wave equation
in non-cylindrical domains. More precisely, let a and 8 be two real functions defined on Ry and ) be the
set

Q = {(t,2) € R, 3 € (a(t), B(1)), a(t) < A(H), t € (0,00)},
with a(0) = 0 and B(0) = 1. We consider the following two systems

Yir(t, ) = Yuz (8, ), in @,
{ y(t7a(t)) = %u(t)7 y(tw@(t)) =0, in (07 OO), (4'1)
y(O, :E) = yO(:E)a yt(ovl') = yl(m)> in (Oa 1)7
and
Yie(t, ) = Yuu (8, ), in @,
ye(t, a(t)) = f(D)y=(t, a(t)), y(t,B(t)) =0, in (0,00), (4.2)
y(0,2) = yo(2), ¥:(0,2) = y1 (), in (0,1).

The functions u € H}} (0,00), and f € C([0,00)) in (4.1) and (4.2) represent the control force and the

feedback function respectively.

LITA/\_/—\/\
1

Figure 4.1: The curve (f, a(t)):>0 in red and (¢, 5(¢)):>0 in blue.
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Controllability of System (4.1) has been extensively studied in the recent past years; most of the papers
dealt with the case of one moving endpoint with boundary conditions of the form

y(t,0) =0, y(t,kt+1)=u(t), ke (0,1), t € (0,00).

In [38], it has been shown that, with these boundary conditions, exact controllability holds for all times

2k (k+1 2k (k+1)
(k1) e

T > elf_l The same authors came back in [39] and improved the latter result to 7' > 5
Later, in [123], the controllability time has been improved to be T > ﬁ In these papers, only a sufficient
condition is provided for the exact controllability.

Concerning the two moving endpoints case, the boundary functions considered in [119] are of the form

a(t)=—kt, B(t)=rt+1, te(0,00), k,r€[0,1) withr+k > 0.
It has been shown that exact controllability holds if, and only if T" > W
Another kind of boundary functions has been considered in [9]. An observability inequality has been
established for the dual of System (4.1) with 5 = 1 for sufficiently large time under the assumption that
the boundary function a must be periodic and satisfies ||/ || « (0,00) < 1. More general boundary functions
are considered in [60] with boundary conditions

y(t,0) =0, y(t,s(t)) = u(t), t € (0,00),

where s : [0,00) — (0,00) is assumed to be a C! function satisfying [[8'l| oo (0,00) < 1. Furthermore, it has
been assumed that s must be in some admissible class of curves (see [00] for more details). Under these
assumptions, the authors proved that exact controllability holds if, and only if T > sT o (5_)_1 (0), where
sT(t) = t+s(t). Also, they provided a controllability result when the control is located on the non-moving
part of the boundary. By considering the boundary conditions

y(t,O) = u(t)’ y(ta S(t)) =0,te (Oa OO),

they proved that exact controllability holds if, and only if T > (s~) " (1). The same result has been proved
in [58] by using a different approach. In all the cited works, the proofs rely on the multipliers technique,
domain transform, the non-harmonic Fourier analysis or the d’Alembert solution of the wave equation.
Recently, in [120], a new Carleman estimate has been established for the wave equation in non-
cylindrical domains in more general settings. As a consequence, it has been shown for a boundary conditions
as in (4.1) where a(t) < B(t), t € (0, 00), are smooth functions satisfying ||a/'[| ;.. g c0)sl|8l| oo (0,00) < 1, that
System (4.1) is exactly controllable at time 7" if 7" > T™ and not exactly controllable if 7' < T where T* is
the required time by the geometric control condition, in other words, it is the time where a characteristic
line with slope one emanating from the point (0,0) hits the curve (¢, 5(t)),~, and reflected to intersect
the curve (¢, a(t)),so in the point (%, a(T™*)). Actually, this time can be computed explicitly in terms of

the boundary functions, that is 7T = (oﬁ)f1 ofto (ﬁ*)f1 (0) where the functions a*, 3% are defined by
a®(t) =t +alt), BH(t) =t + B(t). However, the result doesn’t cover the critical case T' = T*.

As for the boundary stability of System (4.2) with non-autonomous damping, to the best of our knowl-
edge, the only existing result in the literature is in [8] where the authors dealt with the same system but
with only one moving endpoint, i.e.

y(tv 0) =0, yt(t7a(t)) + f(t)y:t(tv a(t)) =0, te (07 OO), (43)

where a is a strictly positive 1-periodic function with [|a’[| (g o) < 1 and f is the feedback function. The
authors proved exponential stability of System (4.2) for a particular class of feedbacks f. The proof relies
on transforming problem (4.2) which is posed on non-cylindrical domain into a problem posed on cylindrical
one, then making use of some known results of boundary stability of the 1— D wave equation. If the damping
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function f is constant and the boundary function a is not periodic with derivative ||a[| (g o) < 1, it has

been shown in [59] for f = 1 that the solution vanishes at time T for any 7' > a* o (a~) ™" (0).

In this paper, we will improve all the previous results either for the boundary control or the boundary
stability of the 1 — D wave equation by using the characteristics method. We shall build the unique
exact solution to both Systems (4.1) and (4.2) in an appropriate energy space. To do so, we proceed by
transforming both of systems to a first order hyperbolic system by introducing the Riemann invariants

{pz Yt — Ya, (4.4)
q= Yt + Yz

An elementary computation shows that System (4.1) transforms into

pt+pz =0, in Q,

Qt_qgﬁ:(), in Q, (45)
(p + Q) (t7 a(t)) = U/(t), (p =+ Q> (t7 B(t)) =0, in (07 OO)? '
p(O, $) = ﬁ(x)v Q(O7 x) = ~(x) in (07 1)'

In the same way, System (4.2) becomes

Dt + Pz = 07 in Q7
@~z =0, in Q, (4.6)

(p+ F(t)q) (t,a(t)) =0, (p+q)(tB(t) =0, in (0,00),
p(0,2) = p(), ¢(0,z) = q(z), in (0,1),
where F(t) = 1T with 1+ f(t) #0,Vt>0.

1+ £(t)
Henceforth, we use the following notations:

e the spaces family [L?(a(t), B(t))] ., will be denoted by L*(a(t), 5(%)).

t>0

e The spaces family [H(lﬁ(t))(a(t), B(t))]t>0 will be denoted by H(lﬁ(t))(a(t), B(t)) where

s (a(t), 8(1)) = {h € H'(a(t), 8(1)), h(8()) =0, t > 0}.

e For any function z, the functions z* will represent the quantities z*(¢) = ¢ & 2(¢).
e ( denotes a generic positive constant which might be different from line to line.

The Riemann coordinates introduced in (4.4) guarantee the equivalence of the transformed Systems
(4.5),(4.6), with the original Systems (4.1),(4.2) up to an additive constant. All the results for the trans-
formed systems will be proved in [L?(a(t), 3 (t))]2, then the results for the original ones can be deduced
by inverting the transformation.

Since our approach consists in constructing the unique exact solutions to Systems (4.5) and (4.6),
instead of studying each system separately, we consider the following system

Pt +pz =0, in Q,

qt — qz =0, in Q, (4 7)
(]3 + F(t)Q) (tv a(t)) = U(t>v (p + Q) (ta B(t)) =0, in (0, OO), '
p(0,2) = p(z), q(0,z) = q(=). in (0,1),

where v € L2 (0,00) stands for «'. Note that if F =1 then System (4.7) turns to be (4.5), and if v = 0,
System (4.7) turns to be (4.6). Observe that the solutions to the first and the second equations of (4.7)
satisfy

%p(t,c—l—t):%q(t,c—t):(), t>0,ceR, ctte(0,1). (4.8)
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Hence, p (resp. q) is constant along the characteristic lines z — t = ¢ (resp. « +t = ¢). The idea is to use
the boundary conditions

(p + F<t)Q) <t7a(t)) = T)(t), (p + Q> (t75(t)) =0,t>0, (4'9)

and the reflection of the characteristic lines  £¢ = ¢, ¢ € R, on the boundary curves (¢, a(t)),~, and
(t,8(t));>( to find the unique solution to system (4.7). Along this work, we assume that the boundary
functions satisfy

alt) < B(t), ¥t >0, a, B € C(0,00) max<

/ /
e HLOO(R+)7 8 “LOO(R+)> <l (4.10)
The size assumption in (4.10) guarantees that the characteristic lines =t + ¢ (resp. © = ¢ — t) meet the
curve (¢, a(t))yq (resp. (¢, 8(t));>0) in finite time; also, they serve to ensure that the characteristic lines
x =+t = c are not gliding on the boundary curves or are not out of Q). In fact, assumption (4.10) is necessary
for the existence of solutions.

O \_/ t ’

Figure 4.2: An example of a boundary curves (¢, a(t)))t>0 and (¢, 3(t)))s>0 that do not satisfy assumption
(4.10). The values of the solution are not defined on the green part of the characteristic lines lying under
or above these curves.

A straightforward consequence of assumption (4.10) is that the functions a® : [0,00) — [0,00) and
B* :[0,00) — [£1, 00) are invertible. In the sequel, we use the standard notations to denote their inverses
by (o®) ™" and (8%) 7.

4.1 Main results
We start by giving the well-posedness result for System (4.7).

Theorem 46 Let (p,q,v, F) € [LQ(O, 1)]2 x L2 (0,00) x C([0,00)). Assume that the boundary functions

a and B satisfy (4.10). Then, there exists a unique solution to System (4.7) satisfying

(n,0) € C (10,4 [L(a(t), B1))]*) , ¢ > 0. (4.11)

The proof of this theorem is a straightforward consequence of the explicit construction of the unique
solution that will be done in Section 4.2.
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Remark 47 By inverting the transformation given in (4.4), we obtain
B e
2 ) x 2 )

hence, for any (yo,y1,u, f) € H(ll)(O7 1) x L*(0,1) x H} (0,00) x C([0,0)), the solutions to Systems (4.1)

and (4.2 ) satisfy the regularity

y € € ([0,1]; Hisay) (a(t), B(1) ) N1 C* (0,8 L2 (a(t), B(1)) , ¢ = 0.

Yt

4.1.1 Controllability result

Definition 48 System (4.1) is said to be exactly controllable at time T > 0 if for any initial state (yo,y1) €
H(ll)(O, 1) x L?(0,1) and for any target state (h,k) € H} (a(T), B(T)) x L*(a(T), B(T)), there exists a

(B(T))
control u € H (0,00) such that (y(T),y:(T)) = (h, k).

The following result shows that the minimal time T where exact controllability is possible depends on
the movement of the boundaries and can be represented explicitly in terms of the functions a* and B*.
Moreover, also the unique exact control for T* can be represented explicitly using these functions.

Theorem 49 Let (yo,y1) € H(ll)(O, 1) x L%(0,1). Assume that the boundary functions o and 3 satisfy

(4.10). System (4.1) is exactly controllable at time T > 0 if, and only if T > T* = (at) o fto(87) 7" (0).
Further, if T = T*, there exists a unique control uw € H(0,T*) steering the solution (y,y:) to System (4.1)
to the equilibrium point (0,0) given by

Jy 1 (@ () ds +yo (¥ (1)) it te0,(h) ),
u(t) = Yo (—B* o () o oﬁ(t)) » (4.12)
-1 if te (™) (), T,
7O 0k (s)) ds € {( ) (1) )
~ ooy (<80 (8) T oat(s)) ds,

Remark 50 The controllability result still makes sense even if the boundary curves (t, a(t))i>0 and (¢, B(t))t>0
are allowed to intersect in time larger than T™.

Remark 51 Let us consider the particular case o(t) = kt, f(t) = rt+1, k,r € (—1,1), with % < %

(The last assumption guarantees that the boundary curves do not intersect before T*). In this case, it can

be checked that T is given by T = WQ(IHI) which is the same time found in [119]. In particular, if « =0

and B =1, we obtain the classical result T* = 2.

DV
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Remark 52 The minimal time T is precisely the necessary time for the main characteristic line issued
from the point (0,0) to touch again the curve (t,a(t));sq in the point (T*, (1)) after having been reflected
from the curve (t,5(t)),~o.- More precisely, the characteristic line x =t hits the curve (t,5(t)),~q in the

point ((ﬁ*)fl 0),8 ((6*)71 (0))) The reflected characteristic line passing through the last point, i.e.
r=—-t+pB%o (/6’_)_1 (0) hits the curve (t,(t)),>q in the point (T, a(T™)). If the control u is located on
the curve (t, B(t));>q instead of (t,a(t)),~q, then T** is the analogous time for the main characteristic line
issued form the point (0,1) with negative slope. In this case T** = ([3*)71 oa” o (oﬂr)f1 (1).

4.1.2 Stability result
For the sake of lighting notations, we introduce the function ¢ := ¢(«, 3) defined by

¢:=a o(at) Tapto(g7) . (4.13)

By assumption (4.10), the function ¢ : [-1,00) — [a™ © (oﬁr)_1 (1),00) is well defined and increasing
function as composition of increasing functions, and hence invertible with inverse

o7 =570 (5%) Toate ()
Let (¢n(-)),»0 be a sequence of functions such that
Ua() t [0.0(0) = [0,00) (414)
T () = H [ ((0) " edlln)].

The notation ¢ refers to

¢[n} =¢o---0¢,
N——
n times
with the convention ¢l = I. The following result shows that the asymptotic behavior of the solution to
System (4.2) relies heavily on the behavior of the sequence of functions (¢,,(7)),>o defined in (4.14) when

n — OQ.

Theorem 53 Let (yo,y1) € H(ll)(O,l) x L?(0,1). Assume that the boundary functions o and B satisfy

(4.10). In addition, assume that

o(1) < - < oM(r) < g (1) — o0, V7 €[0,$(0)), (4.15)

n—0o0

then,

1y (@), 42 ()| 2

Lo (@0 BE)* L2 (a0 81) 5o O

t—o0
if, and only if
(1) — 0, V7 € ]0,¢(0)). (4.16)

n—oo

If there exists g € C(R, (0,00)) such that

Ualr) ~_Cg(ok1(r)), ¥r € 10,6(0)), (4.17)

n—o0

for some positive constant C > 0, then the solution to System (4.2) decays like g, i.e.

[1(y(2), yt(t))”H(lB(t))(a(t),ﬁ(t))><L2(a(t),,8(t)) < Cyg(?) [[(yo, yl)”H(11>(071)xL2(0,1) . (4.18)
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In particular, there exists M > 1 and w € R such that

1 (2); ye ()] g2
if, and only if

Lo @80 x 2 (a(,50) < Me™ W0, y0) iy 0.)xr20,) V¢ = 0,

In ), (1)
sup lim ]
rel0,6(0)" % 9M(T)
If f = 1, the solution to System (4.2) vanishes in finite time T if, and only if T > T* = (cﬁ)_1 ofTo
(87) " (0), d.e.

=w < 00. (4.19)

W(T) = (1) =0, VT 2 T = (o) o 5o (57)7 0)
Let us illustrate the previous theorem by some examples.

Example 54 (Cylindrical domain) If Q is cylindrical domain, i.e. a« =0 and = 1, the function ¢
defined in (4.13) is given by ¢(1) = T + 2, then, ¢ (1) = 7 + 2n. Therefore, the sequence of functions
(Vn()) >0 defined in (4.14) takes the form

vn o [0,2) > [0 ) (4.20)

T = (T H]F (T + 2i)]

In this case, the assumptions of Theorem 53 can be checked easily. Note that since the feedback law in
System (4.2) is non-autonomous (f is time dependent), we can achieve any decay rate we want (even
faster than exponential) with a suitable choice of f. Below, we illustrate this fact by several examples:

e FExponential decay:

Let J(t) = 375m, therefore, F(t) = S0, thus,

fliececani- [

By (4.19), we have

sup lim T = sup lim
re(0,1)u(1,2)%0 G (T ) Te(o,l)u(1,2)"—>°° T+ 2n
l sin(7) In2
= sup = ==
re(0,1)U(1,2) 2 2 2
therefore, exponential decay occurs with growth bound w = —=5=.

o Polynomial decay:

Let f(t) = M s > 0, then F(t) = (@)78, consequently, the sequence of functions

t+1) 7 (t43) 7’ t+1
(Vn()nso defined in (4.20) takes the form
T+21+3 _(T+2n+3 o
T+ 2i+1 N T+1

H\F T+2z\_H

Set g(t) =(t+1)"°, s >0. A simple computation shows that

nlgrolog(qﬁ[n]) - nlggog(T + 2n) 41 7€10,2),

thus, by (4.18), the solution to System (4.2) decays like (t +1)~%, s > 0.
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e Logarithmic decay:

log™*(t+1)—log~*(t+3 log(t+3)) ~* .
Let f(t) = IZ?sEHl;Hgi*SEHg;, s >0, then F(t) = (lgggtH;) , consequently, we obtain

n = 2
¥n(7) g| ™+ 2)] H log(T +2i+1)

By letting g(t) =log™*(t+ 1), s > 0, we get

log(T+2n+3)\ °
log(7 4+ 2n + 1)

<log T—|—2z+3)>

_ ‘<log(7 +on+ 3)>‘8

log(7+1)

¢n(7) _ S :

=log’(t+1), 7 €10,2),

hence, (4.18) is satisfied with g(t) =log™*(t+ 1), s > 0.
o Super-stability:
Let f(t) = Q%-t’ therefore, F(t) =

1 .
71 consequently, we obtain

n

1 1 ST +1 !
_ - 1) .
¥alr) E)T—I—Qi—i—l (T+1)2nn!izl< ST )

A simple computation shows that

n —1
T+1 Tl
logrll (22 =+ 1) n:oo C(T) logn 2 s
1=

where C(T) is a positive constant depending on 1. So, we get

Un(T) ~ C(l , (4.21)
o (r 4+ 1)n2 2'nl

which by (4.16) implies that the solution to System (4.2) decays to zero. To check whether the stability
is exponential it suffices to use (4.19) to compute the growth bound w. By using (4.21) we obtain

lnwn( ) _ Inn"T +nn2+Inn!
lim = — lim = —00 = Ww.
n—00 ¢ ( ) n—00 2n+T1

Therefore, the decay rate for this choice of f is faster than any exponential function. Actually, this
phenomena is called super-stability. For more of details, we refer the reader to [19].

Example 55 (Non cylindrical domain) Things are more delicate in the non-cylindrical case. Consider
a boundary functions of the form a(t) = rt, (t) = kt+1, r,k € (—1,1). To guarantee that o(t) # S(t),Vt >
0, we assume that k > r. The function ¢ defined in (4.13) will be given by

(I +E)(1—-7) 2(1—r) B
=0 —marn Ta-masny T
therefore, we obtain
a"(T %)—i—i”a, if r <k,
$I"l(r) = (4.22)
T+ %7 if r==k
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Consequently,

1 a’ (ﬁ—(1_a>b(1—r>>+<1—a>b<1—r>’ it or<k,
(™) ool(r) =

2 .
ﬁ + WM, lf T = k
For simplicity, let us take f as in the previous example, f(t) = 2—+t which implies that F(t) = Hil So, we
have:
o Ifr<k:

From (4.22), we can check that (4.15) is satisfied if, and only if a > 1. To verify (4.16), it is enough
to estimate its asymptotic behavior for a large n. So, we have

1
¢n( ) = 3
T H ‘ai (ﬁ _ (1_af’(1_r)) + et +1‘ H 5 lats( +z|

n

1
:WH

a2z s"tl(r) i
(

142

a's(t)

0
Since a > 1, the series ) 2 In (1 + ﬁﬂ) converges, we obtain,

Un(r) ~ Crk,m)a~ "5 s 1(r), Vr € [0,b), (4.23)

n—o0

where C(r,k,T) is a positive constant depending on r,k and 7. In view of (4.23), if a > 1, the
solution to System (4.2) decays to zero. On the contrary of the cylindrical domain case, even with
this choice of the feedback function f, (4.19) is not satisfied, and hence, exponential stability cannot
occur. Indeed,

In ¢y, ’
- nw()__1ian1n\a|:0,vTe[0,b)-

Nevertheless, we still be able to get an idea about the decay rate. From ( 4.23), we observe that the

n2
term that really matters is a= = , so, for g(t) = e_%logg(t), we obtain

7/"/2

a~z ~ Cg(a"s(t)+z), Vr €10,b).

n—oo
Note that we did not lose too much since g decays to zero faster than any polynomial function. This

loss can be justified by the fact that the characteristic lines will need a larger time to reflect on the
two boundary lines when t becomes larger.

o Ifk=nr:

In this case, the lines x = rt and x = kt + 1 are parallel, therefore, the needed time from the
characteristics to reflect on the two endpoints is the same, so we might expect super-stability with this
choice of f. Let us first check that whether the solution to System (4.2) decays exponentially or not.
By (4.21 ), the sequence of functions (¢¥n(-)),o behaves like

Yn(T) = H

_T_
i=0| 1—r

1
21
L mEan

_ (1+r)”(1—r)”ﬁ 1
2ol (55 1) i | () 1|
(1+7)" (1 —r)"*!

(14r)(t+1—-1) ?
2

~ C(r,T)
e 2l (t+1—1)n
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where C(r,T) is a positive constant depending on r and 7. By using (4.19), we get

nyy(r) . -~ lonl
n—00 gb[n] (7’) n—00 2n ’

therefore, the solution to System (4.2) is super-stable.

Example 56 (Constant feedback) Consider the case when f is a constant such that f # 1 with keeping
a and B as in the previous example. A simple computation yields

f-1
f+1

n+1
wn = FnJrl =

Therefore, by using the formula (4.19), we arrive at:

o Ifr<k:
We can check that the decay is not exponential. Indeed,
(n+1)In ‘&’
lim ———~ lnzbn( ) _ lim [ARS - 0, V7 €[0,b).

Nonetheless, by (4.18), we can determine the decay rate for a particular values of f . Let g(t) = t~%.

It is easy to check that if a=% = % for some s > 0 then

n+1

‘f;
lim ¥n(7) = lim I

1
1
n—oo g (Qﬁ[n ( )) n—00 (CL”S(T) + Z)_S = C(T, r, ]{})’ VT e [07 b) ,

where C(r,k,T) is a positive constant depending on r,k and 1. Hence, the solution decays like t~*,
s> 0.

o Ifr=%FL:

In this case, we have

f-1
i 20T (n“)ln‘m’ - xni-n, f_l‘ w,

n—00 qb["] (7‘) T nooo (H_TQ)% o 2 f +1

hence, exponential decay occurs with growth bound —w. In particular, if Q is a cylindrical domain
(r =0), the solution to System (4.2) is exponentially stable if, and only if

‘f ‘—w<0

which is a known result from [110].

Remark 57 We have seen in the previous examples that the decay rate is determined in a crucial way
by the boundary functions and the damping function. Actually, we can do the converse for System (4.2).
Namely, by setting

F(t) = W, vt > 0,
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with g(t) # 0, for all t > 0, we obtain

i) = TT|F (@) o0 | =]
=0 =0

g(l (7))
g(elil(7)

g(e1(r))
g(¢l(r)) |

In this case, (3.57) is automatically satisfied, and since F = %, we obtain
gla™(t)) —g(¢oa ()
gla=(t)) + g(@oa=(t))

The last expression provides an explicit relation between the decay rate and the feedback function f. This
means that f can be determined based on the desired decay rate. Formula (4.24) has been used to construct
f in the second and the third points in example (54).

= f,(t), Vt > 0. (4.24)

Remark 58 Examples 55 and 56 illustrate the big influence of the boundary nature on the decay rate of
the solution to System (4.2).

4.2 Construction of the exact solution

The aim now is to find the solution (p,q) to System (4.7) in all @. To this end, let us start by splitting @
into an infinite number of parts. Namely,

Q= Unzozﬁ = Unzozgﬂ Ef N Eg, Eg N 2;1- =g, 1 #j,

where X1, ¥ are given for n = 0,1, by

o= {(t,x)eQ, tel0,z)}, (4.25)
= {(t,x) €Q t-ze0a ofat) (1))} : (4.26)
= {(t)eQ, te[0,1-a)}, (4.27)
2 = {ta)eQ traepto(5) (0}, (4.28)
and for all n > 1

2, ={t0)eQ t—ve ¢ oamo (@) (1),6"(0)) (4.29)
S = {(t2) €Q, t—z e [(0), 6" 0a o (a¥) T (1))}, (4.30)
8, ={(to)e @ t+oedNopto(s7) (0,6 M)}, (4:31)
S = {(t2) €@, t+ae €M), opto (57)7 ()} (4.32)

where £ is defined by
¢=p8 o (8) Toa o (at) " (4.33)

The construction of these regions relies on the reflection of the principal characteristic lines with positive
and negative slopes emerging from the points (0,0) and (0,1) and reflected along the boundary curves.
More precisely, the lines x = ¢t and © = —t + 1 emerging respectively from (0,0) and (0, 1) meet the curves

(1 B(1))iz0 and (t,0(8)) 2 in the points ((87(0)) ™", (8~ (0))™)) and ((a*)~" (1),a((a*(1))™h)) re-

spectively. The regions Zg and Zg are those located between ¢t = 0 and these lines. We can do similarly to
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construct the regions Y5, X%, n > 1, given above. In the sequel, we denote by p, and ¢, the restriction of
p and ¢ solutions to System (4.7) on X5 and ¥, n > 0.

(S

Figure 4.3: The regions X¥ are those between the red lines and X7 are those between the blue lines.

Remark 59 In particular, if « =0 and § = 1, the regions ¥h, X%, n > 0, are simply given by
P ={(t,z) eRy x [0,1], t—xz €[n—1,n)},
N5 =Atz) e Ry x[0,1], x+1t€n,n+1)}.

During the construction below, we use the standard density argument by assuming first that the initial
states are sufficiently regular then passing to the limit. So, the constructed solutions must be understood
in the weak sense. Let us start by finding pg and qq :

Lemma 60 Let (p,q) € [L*(0, 1)]2. The solution (po,qo) to System (4.7) is given by
polt,z) = Bl — ), aolt,) = ilx +1). (4.34)

Proof. The proof readily follows from (4.8). m
Now, let us find the solution in the regions X7, X7 :

Lemma 61 Let (5,q) € [L2(0,1)]*. The solution (p1,q1) to System (4.7) is given by
pta) =v((@) " @-0) - F (@) t-2)i(ate (@) t-), (4.35)
ai(t,e) = =5 (=670 (85) (@ +1)). (4.36)
Proof. By using (4.34), we have at the boundary

po(r, B(r) =B (=8~()), € [0.(87)7 ().

w(a() =t ()), xe |0, () W)
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By using the boundary conditions given in (4.9), we get

pi(7, (7)) = v(7) = F(7)qo(T; (7))
— (1) = F(Mila* (7)), 7€ |0,(a*) 7 (1)),

o -1
a1(x. B00) = —polx, X)) = —B(=F~ (), x € [0, (57) 7 (1))
Consider the latter values as initial states on both regions X7, ¥{ and use (4.8), we write
pit.e=t)=pi(r,7—5) , alcet+x)=aloet+x):

By using the fact that p and ¢ are constant along the characteristic lines z =t —a~ (1) and z = —t+ 37 (x)
respectively, we obtain

pi(t,t —a™ (1)) = pi(r,0(7)) = v(7) = F(7)q(a" (1)), (4.37)

and

at,—t+ 57 (x)) = a1 (x; BK)) = —B(=B"(x)). (4.38)
Now, letting (o) " (t —2) = 7 in (4.37) and x = (87) " (z +¢) in (4.38) yields the desired result. m
Remark 62 Note that ot o (o) "' (t — z), (t,z) € ¥¥ and —B~ o (B7) " (z + 1), (t,z) € X! belong

to (0,1) and the above expressions make perfectly sense. To clarify more things, let (t,x) € X} and let
Z(s) = s — t + x the line passing through the point (t,x). By moving backwards, this line meets the curve

(s,(5)) 4> at the point ((of)f1 (t—z),a() (- ac)) where (o) (t — x) € [0, (of)f1 (1)) . We
use again the reflection of the characteristic line with negative slope passing through the latter point. i.e.
Z(s)=—-s+ato (a_)_l (t —z) lying in X8, for s =0, we obtain T(0) = at o (a_)_l (t—z) €(0,1). We
can do similarly for —3~ o (BJF)_l (x+1t), (t,z) € BY.

Lemma 63 Let (p,q) € [L*(0, 1)]2. The solution (p2,q2) to System (4.7) is given by

pe (t,x) =v ((a_)_l (t— x)) (4.39)
+F (7))t =2)) B (67"t~ ),

a(te)=—v((@) o o (85) " (m+1)) (4.40)
+F ((a_)_l 0B o (BN (v + t)) G @+1),
where ¢ and & are defined in (4.13) and (4.33).
Proof. From (4.35) and (4.36), we have at the boundary
n(rB) = v((@) o8 () (4.41)
~F () ep(m)d(ate (@) e s ),
roe (87710, (87) T ea 0 (@) T (D)
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and
ala() = ~5(-870(8Y) "eat (), (4.42)
v o€ (@)W (af) T est e (57) ().

In order to find pa and g2, we use the boundary conditions (4.9) and the values of p; and ¢; at the boundary
given in ( 4.41) and (4.42) as initial states. Namely, for any 7 and x such that

re[(57)70),(87) T oam o () (1)

and
e [(@) (@) Teste (87) ),
we have along the lines x =t — o~ (7) and z = —t + 37 (x) respectively
p2 (t,t —a (7)) = p2 (1, (1)) = v(r) — F(r)q1 (7, (7)), (4.43)
g (67 (0) = t) = a2 (x, B(x) = =1 (x, B(X)) - (4.44)

Plugging (4.41) and (4.42) in (4.43) and (4.44), we get
P2 (Lt = o™ (1) =o(r) + F()5 (=57 0 (8%) T oa™(n)),
and
a (16700 = 1) = v ((@7) "o B ()
+F ((a7) e (0) @ (oo (a7) o8 (0).
The proof follows immediately for 7 = (=)' (t —2) and (B7) ' (z+t)=x. =

Remark 64 In the same spirit of Remark 62, the expressions (4.39) and ( 4.40) make perfectly sense.
We can use the same reasoning to show that

—B o (BY) Toato(a”) (t—2) € (0,1), V(t,x) € X5,
ato (a_)_l ofi" o (ﬁ+)_1 (x+t) € (0,1), V(t,x) € X4.

More generally, we have:

Lemma 65 Let (p,q) € [LQ(O, 1)]2. The solutions pan+1,P2n+2, @2n+1, @2n+2, 1 > 1, to System (4.7) are
given by

p2n+1(t, ) (4.45)
n k—1 )
= Zv ((a‘)_l o (gb_l)m (t — x)) H F ((a_)_l o (d)_l)m (t — ac))
k=0 i=0

(e eare @) o) [T# (10 o0 e-2),
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Pan+2 (t, ) (4.46)

_ kiv (@) o) t-w) 111? (@) o (o) —)
(- "o a) TP () o (™) )
Gon+1(t, @) (4.47)
_ _ZU ((a )—1 . (¢_1)[k] 0B o (87 (x—i—t)) %
kﬁF ((a_)_l o (e ) op o (BN (a+ t))
(=)o o (1) @ +1)) x
T F ()o@ oo () @rn),
@2n+2(t, ) (4.48)
_ _Z”<(a ) 1 ((ﬁ’l)[k]oﬂ o (5+) l(at+t)) y
kHlF ((of)‘1 o (¢ N op 0 () @+ t))

-1
with the convention [[ = 1. The functions ¢ and & are defined in (4.13) and (4.33).
k=0

Proof. The above expressions can be proved by induction. Let us start by proving ( 4.48). At the
boundary = = §(t), (4.45) becomes

Pon+1 (t7 6(t))
k—1

= kzn:v ((ai)*l o (‘ﬁfl)[k] o ﬂ*(t)) H F ((of)fl o (d),l)[i} . 57“))

i=0
“i((e)"eato (@) em ) [LF (@) o (7)o sm ).
Now, we use the boundary condition given in (4.9), i.e.

Q2n+2(X75(X)) = _p2n+1(X,B(X)),
Y € { (571)—1 o ¢l(0), (ﬁﬂ)—l 0 ¢l oa o (a*)fl (1)> 7
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we find

@2nt2(X, B(x)) (4.49)
_ - —\ -1 AN L e = -1 NG _
So((@) o) os ) TTF () o (6 op )
k=0 i=0

() eato (a) o8 () HF (@)™ o) es ().

Since g is constant along the characteristic lines of the form z = c¢—t, in particular, on the line z = 7 (x)—t,
we have

Gont2(t, BT(X) — t) = qanr2(x; B(X))-

Finally, by letting xy = (87) " (z + t) in (4.49 ), we obtain the formula in (4.48). Let us do similarly for
Dan+2. By taking (4.47) for z = a(t), we obtain

@on41(t, a(t)) (4.50)

= o) e ) os o (8) Toat) x
k=0

k—1 ‘

[1F () oo ) opo(s") " oat)

=0

(- ()Mo o (5) T oat() x

f[ F((a) o (o) epmo(8) " oat(0))

k=0

Using the boundary condition

pany2(T, (7)) = (1) = F(7)gans1(7, (7)),
= [(oﬁ)‘l o (1), (at) oMo gt o (87) 7 (0)) :

and the fact that ¢ is constant along the characteristic lines x = ¢—t, in particular, on the line x = t—a™ (1),
we obtain

Pont2(T,t —a” (1)) = v(7) — F(7)q2n+1(7, (7)) (4.51)

By letting 7 = (of)_1 (t—x) in (4.50) and plugging the result in (4.51) then using the definition of ¢ given
in (4.13), we get

Pon+2(t, @)
= (@) =)+ v ((@) e (o) - a)) x
k=0
k—1 '
[TF(e) " @=a)F (@) o (67) e -n)
=0

+F((@) "t =a)p (= (07" (- 2)) x
n—1
H F ((cf)*l o (¢,1)[k+1} (t— x)) .
k=0
After some manipulation we obtain the formula in (4.46). =
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Remark 66 From what has preceded, it is not difficult to see that the solution (p,q) to System (4.7)
satisfies the regularity given in (4.11).

Remark 67 More generally, if (p,q,v, F) € [LG(O, 1)]2 X LIGOC(O,OO) x L"(0,00), 0,n € [1,00), we can see

from (4.45)-(4.48) that the solution (p,q) to system ( 4.7) satisfies the regularity
(pq) € C([0.4]; [L" (alt), B(t)]?), t =0,

with%%—%:l.

r

4.3 Proof of main results

4.3.1 Proof of the controllability theorem

Let FF =1 in (4.35),(4.36),(4.39) and (4.40). The solution p; sees the control immediately for ¢ > 0, on
the contrary, the component ¢; has to wait one more reflection on the curve (¢, a(t))i>0 to see it as soon
as t > (,6’_)_1 (0). Let us start by proving the necessary part:

Proposition 68 If T < T* = (a™) "' o 8+ o (37) 7' (0), then System (4.5) is not ezactly controllable at
time T'.

Proof. To prove this lemma, we make use of the expressions of the exact solution given in (4.36) and
(4.40). Let T = T* — ¢ for sufficiently small ¢ > 0; the solution ¢ at this time is given by

of (Tr,2) if z€ |a(IF),TF - Bt o(87)7(0)),

a(Tra) =4 R *
Q2<Ta7$) if ze Ta_/B O(/B) (0)75(TE)

Thus, System (4.1) will be never exactly controllable since we have for any initial state p and any target
state k

* ~ - -1 * * —\ 1
AT 2) = =5 (=57 (8%) " (@ +T)) = k(x), @ € |a(T2), T2 = 870 (67) 7 (0)),
which is clearly a violating of the initial states. m

A

X

1

~

Tr T t

€

Now, we prove the sufficient part:

Proposition 69 IfT > T* = (a+)_1 oBto (,6’_)_1 (0), then System (4.7) is exactly controllable at time
T.
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Proof. It suffices to prove it for T = T*. Let (h,k) € L*(a(T*),B(T*)) be a target state and let
T** = (87) ' oa~ o (at)™" (1). We have three possible configurations:
Case 1: T™* =T"*

In this case, we have p(T*) = po(T*) and ¢(T™) = q2(T™), then by making use of (4.39) and (4.40) we
obtain

hiw)=p2 (T*2) = v ((a7) (1" = 2)) 45 (~67 (T —2)), @€ (a(T"), B(T"))
k(x)=—w ((of)_l of" o (5+)_1 (z + T*)>
+q (T @+ TY), e (a(T),B(T).
Therefore, the control v is given by
(T —a () —F(~¢ " oa (1), if te((@) 0B (1), T7),
u(t) = -
(" (1)) _
k(%o (/3q>—1 oa(t)-17), ' '€ (0,7 o pm(1).
Case 2: T™* < T*
In this case, p(T™*) and ¢(T™) are defined by
*,x), if x *—ao(at)! *
P(T* ) = { p(T" ), if @ e ET (@)™ (1).8(17)).

po(T*,2), if we(a(T),T*—a o(at) (1)),

and q(T™*) = q2(T™). Thus, by making use of (4.35),(4.39) and (4.40), then making some variable substitu-
tions, we arrive at

M o) +7 @), i e (@) os (1), (") (),
o) = | (T —0m(0) =B (67 o0™(0), i e ()" (), 17),

G f—(fifﬁw gy, e ()T es ),

where hy and hy are the restrictions of the target state h on the regions ¥f and X% respectively.
Case 3: T™ > T*
In this case, we have p(T™) = po(T*), and ¢(T™*) is defined by

* _ QQ(T*7x)> if xe(a(T*)ag(l)_T*)v
a1 @) = { 3(T*,z), if =z € (E(1) —T* B(T)) .

By using (4.39), (4.40) and (4.47) for n = 1 and ¢t = T, then making some variable substitutions, we
obtain

h(T*—a~ (1) —p(—¢toa—(t), if te ((a‘)_l o B~(T), T*) ,

T(a* (1) | |
v(t) = —ko(BT o (/8_)_1 o~ (t) — T, if te (0, (a™) (1)) ,

5 (B0 (8" oat )
—k3(Bt 0 (87) T oa (1) = T),

it te (@) (1), (a7) os (1),
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where ks and k3 are the restrictions of the target state k on the regions ¥ and 4 respectively. The above
expressions are well defined and the control v is uniquely determined on [0,7*). In particular, from (4.39)
and (4.40), we can see that the control

q(at(1), it te0, (")),
o)=Y =5 (=808 T oat(®), i te (@) M).T),
0, it t> T
makes po and ¢y vanish, then by the boundary conditions given in ( 4.9) all the solutions py, ¢n, n > 2,

will be zero. To get an explicit formula of the control u, it suffices to inverse the transformation defined in
(4.4), then using the compatibility condition yo(0) = u(0) to obtain (4.12). m

Remark 70 Since we have an explicit formula of the solution for all t > 0, we can prove that exact
controllability holds at any time T > T™ with loss of uniqueness of the control.

4.3.2 Proof of the stability theorem

In this subsection, we let v = 0. We start by proving the sufficient part.

At time t > 0, the components p and ¢ might involve at most three values of the restrictive solutions
pn and g, respectively on the contrary of the cylindrical case where p and ¢ might involve at most two
values (see Figure 4.2), (if p or g are defined on four regions, we obtain «(t) > (t)). Let us deal with the
worst case that might occur. We have for the component p:

Case 1: t € [(a‘)_l ol oa=o(at) (1), (a)  ogl (0)) .
In this case, p might expressed in function of pon_1, Pon, P2n+1,
pai(tx), iz € [t— o oam o (at) 7 (1),4().
pt,x) =9 pon(t,z), if ze |[t—o0),t—¢Toamo(aT)! (1)) : (4.52)
pont1(t,x), if x€ [a(t),t — ¢["}(0)) .

By definition of the regions X5, n > 0, given in (4.25)-(4.32), we have for k =1,2,3

10205 Z ) R T 2 (1.59

2n+k 2

which amounts to estimate the right hand side of (4.53). By using the exact solution formulas given in
(4.45) and (4.46), we obtain for k = 1,2,3

3
3 / [Pank_a(t, 2)[ do
=1 (tx)exh

2n+k—2
n—1+[45]

< 1Dl Y. s II [F(e) o) t-o)

k=1 B(E2)EDS, 5 0

By definition of the regions X5, n > 0 given in (4.25)-(4.32), we have
(tz) € T8 ot-ze [W—H oa~o (o) (1),¢W(o) ,
(te) € S et-ae |6"0),60a"o0 (a") (1),

79



therefore, there exist a sequences 77(t,z) € |~ o (at)™! (1),(]5(0)) and 73 (t,z) € [O,of o (™)™t (1))
such that
(t,x) € 3 et—z=or (I ¢a2), (4.54)
(t,x) € ¥b,.,, ot—z=(r)(t ).
Observe that when (¢,z) runs X3 (resp. X5 .,), the bounded sequence 7{'(t,z) (resp. 74'(t,x)) rises
[a‘ o (oﬁr)_1 (1), gf)(O)) (resp. [0, a” o (a+)_1 (1))) These sequences will play the role of two parameters
T € [a‘ o (oﬁ)_1 (1), (Z)(O)) and 1o € [0, a” o (a+)_1 (1))) With these notations, we have

3 n+k—2

-\~ —1\[1]
> I1 P () o) -

n—1

S Sup H ‘F ((a_)—l o (qs—l)[l] o qb[n_l](TQ))‘
me[0,a”o(at)TH(1)) =0
n—1
+ sup 11 ‘F ((a‘)_l o (¢—1)M o gln—1l (7'1)))
mi€[amo(at) 71 (1),6(0)) i=0
e —\—1 N\ n)
+ sup HF (@7) o (o) 0 g™ (m)
m€[0,a”o(at) (1)) i=0
= sup UVn—1(7) + sup VYn-1(T)
ref0,a~o(at) (1)) relamo(at) T (1),4(0))
+ sup U (7).
TG[O,CY_O(Q+)71(1))
So,
Hp(t)Hm(a(t),ﬁ(t)) < |l a)H[Lz(o,l)ﬁ sup Yn-1(7) (4.55)
ref0,a"o(at) (1))
+ H(ﬁa @H[L2(0,1)]2 sup Yn—1(7)
T€[a~o(at) T (1),4(0))
+[|(p; @H[L2(0,1)]2 sup U (7).

TE[O,a*o(oﬂr)_l(l))

Case 2: t € [(or)*l o ¢l(0), (a) o g oam o (o) (1)) .
In this case, p might be expressed in function of pa,, Pon+1, Pon+2
pn(t,x), if x € [t—ol"(0), 5(1)
p(t,z) = 4 Pmni(tx), if ze [t—oMoao (o) (1)t — ¢l (0)) : (4.56)
Pania(t,z), i z€ |at),t— M oao(at)! (1)) .

In the same way, we obtain the estimate

PO 720 sy < 117 ”[2,;2(071)]2 sup Yn-1(7) (4.57)
T€la~o(at) T (1),6(0))

+ ’|(ﬁ’®"[2L2(D,1)]2 sup ¢n(7—)
TE[O,a—o(a“’)_l(l))

+ 11 DI 20,12 sup (7).
T€a~o(at) T (1),4(0))
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Analogously, we have for the component ¢:
Case 1: t € [(8%) " o=l o 570 (87) 7 (0), (8%) " 0 £P(1))

The expression of ¢ might involve the expressions of qa,—1, ¢on, @2n+1

gon1(t,), it x€ |a(t), Vot o (/3—)‘1(0>—t ,
a(t2) =\ galte), if we[dTo g o (87) 7 (0) — LEM(1) ~ 1), (4.58)
Gnii(t,x), if xe [€M(1) -t B8().

So, we have

3
e L2 (ae), 8 J Z/ |qon k—2(t, )| do (4.59)

=1 (o) 2n+k 2
< @ D20y X

3 n—2+[£54]

sup H ’F ((a‘)_l o (qﬁ_l)[k] of” o (ﬁ+)_1 (x + t)) ’ )

=1 %(L2)ESS L =0

By definition of the regions 3%, n > 0 given in (4.25)-(4.32), we have
(to)exh, & t+ae [ opto(5) 7 (0),6M), (4.60)

(t2) € X,y & t+a e [€(1),6 0 8% o0 (87) 71 (0)), (4.61)
and since ¢ is defined as
§=p"0(p7) Tegop o (8Y) 7,
(4.60) and (4.61) turns to
(t,x) € X% & (4.62)
tro € |87 (87) ool 0),8 0 (87) gl o gm0 ()T (1)),

(t,x) € ¥, e (4.63)
t+a € [Bro(87) Toglo o (5) 7 (1),8% 0 (87) o ol(0).,

therefore, there exist x1 := x"(¢,z) € [0, pofB o (5*)71 (1)) and x2 := x5 (t,z) € [(b oB o (ﬂ*)f1 (1), gb(O))
such that

(tx) € B%, sttz=F0(7) odl U (x),
(t,x) € Egn-H St+x= B+ o (ﬂ_)_l o (b[”](xg).

Thus, by combining (4.59),(4.62) and (4.63), we obtain
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iy
sup H ‘F <(a‘)71 o (¢_1)[k} of” o (5*)71 (x + t))‘
k=1 %0T)ESS, L s =0
n—2

sup H

X2€[poB~o(B+) 7 (1),6(0)) i=0
2

"o (g™ 1)2' o (BH)"
oﬁ+ o ()" ow ”(m)

F ( (@) o (o) op o (st )‘
oft o (87)  ogll (x1)

IN

+ sup
x1€[0,¢0870(81) 71 (1)) i=0
n

-t B DTSN () -1
+ sup p @) o j)iloﬁ[n]o(ﬁ*) )
X2€[boB—o(B+) 71 (1),4(0)) i=0 0BT o (B7) " od™(x2)
- R ed o)
X2€[poB=0(B+) 7 (1),6(0)) i=0
n—2

_ N
_ x1e[0,¢oﬁsi€ﬁ+)_1(l))ﬂ)’F((a) )

n—1
i s F((a7) ool ) )|
x2€[¢0B=0(8+) 1 (1),6(0)) E) ‘ (( ) 9 )’

Finally, we get

||Q()||L2 0),8(6) = CH(ﬁv@”%?(O,l) sup PYn-1(X)
XE[¢oB~o(5+) 7" (1).6(0))

+C H(ﬁaa)H%?(O,l) sup 77bn—1(X)
XE[0,¢08~0(8+) 71 (1))

C||(p7®||%2 0,1 sup Y (X)-
(0,1)
X€E[poB~o(B1)71(1),6(0))

Case 2: t € [(B%) 1 ogll(1), (8%) o gl o gt 0 (57) 7 (0)).
As previously, ¢ might involve the values of gan, G2n+1, gont2
Gon(t, x), if ze [a(t),f[n](l) — t) ,
gt.x) = | @mii(to), if e |gP1) — o gt o(3) 7 (0) 1),
Gnsa(t,2), i @€ [0 Yo (57)7(0) — 1 B(1))

In the same way, the following estimate holds

la@ 2@y < CI@ D201y sup Yn-1(x)
e X€[0,60B~0(8+) 71 (1))

+C H(ﬁa @H[L%o,l)]? sup 1/1n—1(X)
X€E[poBo(B) 71 (1),6(0))

+C H(ﬁa@”[ﬂ(gg)ﬁ sup Un(x)-
x€[0,608-0(8+)71 (1))

From (4.55),(4.57),(4.64) and (4.66), we deduce that

sup (1) — 0= (2, Q) ()l [12(a 2 — 0,
7€[0,0(0)) ( )n—>oo [L2(a(®):B()]” ¢ o0
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which finishes the proof of the first statement of Theorem 53. The proof of the second and the third
statements are just a consequences of (4.67). By definition of the regions X5, %% n > 0, given in (4.25)-
(4.32), we can see that letting ¢ —» oo is the same as ¢["(1) — oo, V7 € [0, $(0)), so, if there exists a
positive function g such that

Cg (6M(r)) ~_tnlr), v7 € [0,6(0)),

n—oo
then obviously (4.18) holds. In particular, exponential stability follows immediately from
In 1y,
sup bu(r) = sup exp o) ()]
7€[0,6(0)) 7€[0,6(0)) Ptmi(7)
The proof of the necessary part is straightforward. Without loss of generality, assume that the limit of

[%an(o))wn(T) is not zero. From (4.45),(4.46) and (4.54), we obtain
T7€]|0,

/ P2ns1(t, @)* do + / P2nt2(t, z)|” dz
(t,$)625n+1 (taz)ezgpn+2

. e _\—1 — 1\ [4] _
> Clilzon, oty TLP(@) e @) a-n)
- 1 il
~ . —\— —1\ Lz
Oz oty TI|F (@) (07 =)
> O (Mall 2o + 1Bz X
inf U (1) + inf @bn(r)] ,
ref0,a=o(at) (1)) r€lamo(at) " (1),4(0))

therefore, if (4.16) is not satisfied then clearly stability cannot occur.

Let us prove the second claim of Theorem 53. If f = 1 then F' = 0. In this case, we infer from the
exact formula of solutions given in (4.35),(4.36) and (4.40) that we have p; = 0 while ¢; # 0, and since ¢
is constant along the characteristic lines, ¢ is identically zero from the time that ¢o will be zero, that is
t>T*=(a™) " oBT o ()" (0) which is the same time for boundary controllability of System (4.1).
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Chapter 5

Boundary controllability of two coupled
wave equations with space-time first
order coupling in 1 — D

This Chapter is taken from [14].

5.1 Introduction

We are interested in the boundary controllability of the following system of two strongly coupled 1 — D
wave equations

Ytt = Yzz + M((ay)t + (by)x)7 in Qr:= (O7T) X (07 1)7
y(t,0) = Bu(t), y(t,1) =0, in (0,7), (5.1)
y((),ac) = yO(w)7 yt(07x) = yl(‘r)’ in (07 1),

where y = (y1,y2)! is a vector function and
M = (mij)lsi,jgz el (RQ) , B = (bl,bg)t € RQ, a,b S Cl(@; R), (5.2)

and u a is scalar control function acting at = = 0.

This work is motivated by some previous papers. One of them is the result of Zhang [130]: a single
wave equation in any space dimension with lower order terms is proved to be exactly controllable by a
control acting on part of the boundary under a suitable geometric condition and independently from the
lower terms. The author extended earlier Carleman inequalities proved by Fursikov-Imanuvilov [53] for
the wave equation without these lower order terms.

The same issue arises for systems of n (> 2) coupled wave equations with boundary or distributed
controls. In [1], Alabau-Boussouira studied the controllability of 2-coupled wave equations with zero order
coupling operator with constant coeflicients. Later, this result has been generalized by Alabau-Boussouira
and Léautaud in [2], [3], for coupling coefficients depending on the space variable under the geometric
control condition introduced in [21]. In these works, one of the coupling coefficients is supposed to be
small.

Dehman, Le Rousseau and Léautaud [16] studied distributed controllability of 2-coupled wave equations
on a Riemannian manifold without boundary (periodic boundary conditions in the 1 — D case) with a
particular zero order coupling operator of cascade type. They proved that exact controllability holds
provided that the Geometric Control Condition is satisfied. Further, they gave a characterization of the
minimal time of control. An abstract result on the exact controllability of cascade systems is due to
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Alabau-Boussouira [1] (abstract setting with application to various coupled second order PDEs). In all
these cited works, it has been assumed that the coupling functions are of constant sign.

A boundary controllability result has been established without the sign or the smallness conditions by
Bennour et al. [24] for 2-coupled wave equations in 1 — D with cascade type coupling through velocity.

Concerning the constant case, Avdonin and De Tereza gave a complete answer for the exact boundary
controllability issue for 2-coupled wave equations by zero order operator in 1 — D. The same authors came
back in [18] and generalized their result to n (> 2) coupled wave equations in 1 — D but always with
constant coupling coefficients under a Kalman rank condition. The same condition appears for distributed
controllability of n (> 2)-coupled multidimensional wave equations with zero order coupling matrix with
constant coefficients. It has been proved by Liard and Lissy in [81] that it is necessary and sufficient for the
exact controllability in more regular energy space. An extension of this result can be found in Duprez and
Olive [18] for cascade systems with zero order coupling operator whose coefficients depend on the space
variable. However, boundary controllability has not been treated yet.

Recently, in [11], Cui et al. studied distributed controllability of n (> 2)-coupled wave equations with
zero and first order coupling operator whose coefficients depend on both space and time variables on a
compact Riemannian manifold without boundary (periodic boundary conditions in the 1-D case). It has
been shown that the exact controllability issue can be reduced to the controllability of a finite dimensional
system along the associated Hamiltonian flow. The authors also gave a unique continuation results in the
autonomous case under classical support and sign assumptions. The same idea appears in [5] by Alabau-
Boussouira et al. where distributed controllability of 1 — D first order system with periodic boundary
conditions is considered. The authors proved that exact controllability is reduced to the controllability of
parametrized non-autonomous finite dimensional system.

In light of all of the cited works, we can see that the main issue that has to be solved is to figure out
the optimal assumptions the coupling coefficients (or operators) of such systems must satisfy so that exact
or approximate controllability hold.

In this article, we give a necessary and sufficient condition for the boundary exact controllability of
System (5.1) in high frequency for a general matrix M. We shall also propose a criterion for the unique
continuation property in the cascade case. Actually, we will prove that the unique continuation property
is equivalent to solving a system a 2-coupled Fredholm integral equations of the third kind. We apply this
criterion to nontrivial examples.

This paper is organized as follows: after some preliminaries fixing some notations, well-posedness and
equivalence with a first order symmetric hyperbolic system gathered in Section 5.2, we present the main
results of exact controllability of System (5.1) in high frequency (weak observability) in Section 5.3. Section
5.4 is devoted to the unique continuation issue for System (5.1). Appendix 5.5 contains the proof of some
technical lemmas used in the previous sections.

5.2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some results about well-posedness which can be proved exactly as in the scalar
case. For the proof of these results in the scalar case, we refer for instance to [130] and the references
therein.

Proposition 71 Let T' > 0. Under the assumption (5.2), suppose that:
(Yo, y1,u) € L*(0,1)* x H~1(0,1)* x L?(0,T).
Then there exists a unique weak solution y to System (5.1) such that

(y, 1) € C ([O,T] JL2(0,1)2 x HL (0, 1)2> ,
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Moreover, there exists a constant C = C (T, a,b) > 0 such that:

HyHC([O,T],L?(O,l)Q><H*1(0,1)2) <C (||BUHL2(O,T)2 + H(yOyyl)HL2(O,1)2><H—1(O,1)2) .

The adjoint problem associated with (5.1) writes:
ott = pzz — M*(apr +bp,), in (0,7) x (0,1),
Ple=0,1 = 0, in (0,7), (5.3)
(@, 1) =1 = (¥0, ¢1) , in (0,1).
Proposition 72 Let T' > 0. Under the assumption (5.2), suppose that:
(0, p1) € Hy (0,1)* x L*(0,1)%.
Then there exists a unique weak solution ¢ to System (5.3) such that
(o) € C (10,71, H} (0,1)” x L2 (0,1)°) .
Moreover, ¢ .—0,1 € L? (O,T)2 and there exists a constant C = C (T, a,b) > 0 such that:
(0, th)HC([07T]7H&(071)2><L2(071)2> + HSO;U|J::0,1HL2(0,T)2 < Cll(po, 1)l 0,12 x £2(0,1)2 -
We are interested in the controllability issue for System (5.1). Recall that:
e System (5.1) is said to be
1. ezactly controllable at time T > 0 if for any
(%0, 91), (10,m) € L* (0, 1)* x H™'(0,1)?,
there exists u € L? (0, T) such that the associated solution y to (5.1) satisfies
(s ve)r = (r0,71) , in (0,1).
2. approximately controllable at time T > 0 if for any
(Yo, y1) » (70, 1) € L*(0,1)* x H~1(0,1)*,
and any & > 0, there exists u € L? (0,7 such that the associated solution g to (5.1) satisfies:

<E.
L2(0,1)2x H-1(0,1)2

| @90 = (0.7

These controllability concepts are known to be connected with the observability properties of the adjoint
system (5.3) (see [129, Part 4, Chapter 2 ]). Namely:

e System (5.1) is exactly controllable at time 7' > 0 if, and only if, there exists C' = Cp > 0 such that
for any (o, 1) € HE (0,1)* x L?(0,1)?, the associated solution ¢ to (5.3) satisfies the observability
nequality:

T
H(goo,¢1>\|§{5(071)W(071)2 < C/O |B* o, (t,0) % dt. (5.4)

In this case, the adjoint system is said exactly observable.
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e System (5.1) is approximately controllable at time T’ > 0 if, and only if, for any (¢, 1) € Ha (0,1)* x
L? (0, 1)2, the associated solution ¢ to (5.3) satisfies the unique continuation property:

(B*p, (t,0) =0, t € (0,T)) = ¢ =0in Q. (5.5)

To study the observability inequality (5.4) for solutions to (5.3), we transform this system into a
hyperbolic system of order one. Introduce the Riemann invariants:

P=¢t— Yz, q=Pt+ Pa, in QT‘ (56)

We will have, under the assumptions of Proposition 72:

dpo dpo
Pt =¢1— > =p0 € L*(0,1), qur =1+ > =0 € L*(0,1)°.
T dx

Thus, (po,q0) € L? (0, 1)2 x L2 (0, 1)2 . Moreover, since ¢g € HE (0,1) and go — po = 2¢,, we must have:
1
| =m0 (57)
0

It is readily seen that System (5.3) writes:

P+ pe+ M (aip+a2q) =0, in Qr,
Gt — Gz + M* (1p + a2q) =0, in Qr,

; 5.8
(P + @)jz=0,1 = Oge, in (0,7), (5:8)
(P, @) i1 = (1, q1); in (0,1),
where: ) o
a— a
a1 =5 02 = 5, (5.9)
(a,b and M being defined in (5.2)). From which it appears in particular that
o1, 03 € CH(Qr3R). (5.10)

Thanks to Proposition 72, we have

(p,q) € C ([O,T] L L2(0,1)2 x L2 (0, 1)2) ,

(¢ — p)p;:o,l € L*(0, T>2 )

1 Dl o320 x22000%) + || @ = Pjacon
< Cll(pry an)llr2(0,1)2 % 12(0,1)2 -

L2(0,T)*

Conversely, if (p,q) is a solution to (5.8) associated with (pg,qo) satisfying (5.7), then there exists
© € H' (Qr) such that:
q+p

Yt N\ _ | 9
er )\ 4ZP |”

2

since in Qr, from System (5.8), the scalar curl of ( gi—g > is:

(¢+p),—(@—p); = Pz +pt) — (@ — qz) = 0.

87



Moreover, taking into account the definition of a; and ag in (5.9), it is straightforward that:

Ptt — Prz = —M* (aSOt + bgom) , in Qp.

We note moreover that

_4-P _ [Ta-p
o= s o) = [ @d+c

From (5.8), it appears that

(¢—p)=(a+p),= </01(q—p)> ZO:‘/Ol(q—p):O,

t

the last equality coming from (5.7) and the continuity in time of (p,q). It follows that:
Plz=0,1 = 0, in (OvT) :

To summarize, let us introduce the space:

1

H= {(f,g) e L?(0,1)? x L% (0,1)%, /

0

(f—g):()}. (5.11)

This is clearly a closed subspace of L2 (0,1)? x L2 (0,1)%*and thus a Hilbert space with the usual norm (and
scalar product) of L2 (0,1)* x L2 (0,1)?. In view of the previous considerations, we have:

Proposition 73 Let T > 0 and H defined in (5.11).

1. For any (pr,qr) € H, there exists a unique weak solution (p, q) to (5.8) such that (p,q) € C ([0,T],H).
Moreover (p — q)jy—01 € L2(0,T)? and there exists a constant C = C (T, a1, c0) > 0 such that:

I, 0 exgoirn) + ||~ Diamoa |y g e < O Moo -
2. The observability inequality (5.4) is equivalent to
2 4 2
0ol < Cr [ 1B O (512)

We will need in an essential way the block diagonal system associated with System (5.8):

pt+ps + Map=0, in Qr,
qt — Gz + M*a2q¢=0, in Qr,
(p + Q)\x:O,l = Ogz, in (07 T)a
(0, @)jp=r = (pr>qr),  in (0,1).

(5.13)
System (5.8) is a perturbation of System (5.13) by the multiplication operator defined on H by:
p O2x2  aalaxs P
P = . 5.14
< q > < ajloxs  O2x2 > ( q > (5.14)

1. In a first step (Section 5.3), we will give necessary and sufficient condition for the solution to the
diagonal system (5.13) to satisfy the observability inequality (5.12).

The plan now is the following:
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2. In a second step and in the same section (Subsection 5.3.5), starting from a compactness result due
to [111], we will prove that if the solutions of (5.13) satisfy (5.12), then up to a finite dimensional
subspace of initial data in H, the same is true for solutions to System (5.8). More precisely, we
will prove that there exists a compact operator N : H — L?(0,T), such that the following weak
observability inequality

T
(P, @)1=l < CT/o |B*p (t,0)* dt + N (pr, a7) | 207 (5.15)
holds. Actually, we will see that N := p(¢,0) — pg(t,0) where p and pg are the solutions of Systems

(5.8) and (5.13) respectively.

3. The last step (Section 5.4) will provide a necessary and sufficient condition for the unique continuation
property to be satisfied for some particular matrix M and functions oy and ao. Nontrivial examples
will be developed at the end the section.

5.3 Weak observability

In the block diagonal system (5.13), the change of variables t = T'— t (we keep the same notations) leads
to a system of the from
petpe—M'mp=0, in Qr,

qt — 4z — M*TDQ = 0) iIl QT7
. 5.16
(p + Q)|CE:0,1 = Ope, m (07 T)7 ( )
(pa Q)|t:O = (p07 QO)a in (07 l)a
where
m(t,z) =ca (T —t,x), n2(t,z) =1 (T —t,x), (t,x)€ Qp. (5.17)

Note that the observed component does not change since (p + q)j,—o = Oge.
In this subsection, for any numbers s, T such that 0 < s < T', we compute the explicit solution Z = (p, q)
to the system
pet+pe—Mmp=0, in Qr,
qt — qu — M*Zﬂ] =0, in Qr, (5.18)
(p + Q)|x:0,1 = Ogz, m (07 T)7
(p7 Q)|t:s = (psa QS)a in (O’ 1)'

For given real numbers s, such that 0 < s < ¢, the function Z(t,z) = Z(t,x;s,Zs) = (p,q)(t, z; s, Zs) for
t € (s,T) and z € (0,1) will denote the solution to (5.18) with its dependence on the starting time s > 0
and the initial data Z; = (ps,qs) € H.

When s = 0, we simply write Z(¢,z) = Z(t,x; Zp) but unless necessary, all along this section, Z = (p, q)
will denote the solution to (5.16).

The following assumption is fixed and is assumed in all the results of this section:

n € C(Qr,R), i=1,2.

It is simply derived from the assumption on a,b in (5.2).
Notice that the exact observability property of System (5.16) amounts to the observability inequality:

T
307 > 0, [|(po, o)l < Cr / B*p (1,02 dt. ¥ (po, o) € H.
0
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To express more compactly the formulas for the solutions to (5.18), we introduce the function ¢ :
R; xR4 — R defined by

0, if t<s,
¢(t78> - max{s,t—1} t (519)
fmax{s,;72} m (T7 T = (t - 2))d7_ + fmax{s,t—l} 772(7—, t— T)d']—, if ¢ > S,

and the sequence of functions:

fu(tys) = i o(t —2k,s), n>0. (5.20)

k=0
When s = 0, we simply write:

gb(t,O) = ¢(t)a fn(ta 0) = fn(t)a teR, n=>0.

At this level, it is useful to clarify the geometric meaning of the function ¢. Actually the characteristic
curves associated with the hyperbolic systems (5.13), (5.16) are the lines

r+t=c" x—t=c"

Introduce the vector field F = (%ﬂ, M) and let v; (j =1,2) the two directions y1 = (1,1) and
72 = (1,—1) of the characteristic lines. For the canonical scalar product in R2, one has F - Yi = 1j,
(j =1,2) and for t > 0, ¢ (t) is then the line integral of the vector field F' along the line I'; defined by the
function:
(r,7—(t—2)), if max{0,t—2} <7 <max{0,t— 1},
Ve (T) = (5.21)
(r,t—7), if max{0,t—1} <7 <t.

As a consequence, for t > 0 and n > 0, the function function f, (¢) is the line integral of the vector field F'
along the lines Uj<g<p4+10—2r with the convention that if ¢ — 2k < 0, T';_o; = (0 (see the figure below for
the representation of these lines).

t—3 t—1

T =1

t—2 t
Figure 5.1: Uj<p<ol'y_9k is represented by the union of the reflected red lines on the boundary.

5.3.1 Main results

As pointed out above, observability inequality for System (5.8) will hold modulo compact operator. A
classical functional analysis result shows that the space of invisible target is finite codimension and it
might be reduced to zero if approximate controllability (or the unique continuation property) holds (See
Section 5.4).

Henceforth, we denote by X(,4) the characteristic function of the interval (a,b), namely, if a < b,
X(ap)(z) = 1 when z € (a,b) and 0 otherwise. We start by a negative controllability result:

Theorem 74 If T' < 4, the weak observability inequality (5.15) doesn’t hold. More precisely, there is an
infinite dimensional space of unreachable target states.

90



Now, we present a positive controllability results.
Denote by A1, Ao the eigenvalues of M* if it is diagonalizable and by p the multiple eigenvalue of M*
if it is not. We have the following controllability result:

Theorem 75 Let n > 2 be an integer.

o If2n <T < 2n+1. Then System (5.8) is weakly observable (see (5.15)) if, and only if the following
three conditions are satisfied:

1. rank [B| MB] = 2.
2. For any x € [0,1], there exists 1 <k <mn —1 such that:

$(2k+2—x)#0, if AM,X2 €R oro(M)={u},
G2k +2-0) ¢ ofZ if Mo €C\R

3. For any x € [0,T — 2n) and z* € [T — 2n,1), there exist 1 < k < n and1 < k* <n-—1
respectively such that:

O(x+2k)#0,0(x* +2k*)£0, if A, €Roro(M)={u},
O(x+2k),6 (2" +2K) ¢ gisZ, if M he € C\R.

o If2n+1 < T < 2n+ 2. Then System (5.8) is weakly observable (see (5.15)) if, and only if the
following three conditions are satisfied:

1. rank [B | MB] = 2.
2. Foranyx € 2n+2—T,1) and z* € [0,2n +2 —T), there exist 1 <k <nand 1 <k*<n-—1

respectively such that:

P2k +2—1x)#0,0 2k +2—2%) #0, if AM,\€R oro(M)={u},
d2k+2—1x),0(2k*+2—2a%) ¢ sog L, i A1, A€ C\R.

3. For any x € [0,1], there exists 1 < k <n such that:

¢ (r+2k) #0, if A,A€R oro(M)={u},
Let us make several observations:

Remark 76 7To illustrate geometrically the assertions of the above Theorem, we recall that from each point
(0,x) (with x € [0,1]) come two characteristics which stop at some point of the line t = T. If for example
2n < T < 2n+ 1 with n > 2, these characteristics touch the observability boundary [0,T] x {0} at least
two times at points of the form (2k — z,0) for one of them and of the form (2l + x,0) for the other. The
conditions on ¢ means that there exist at least two consecutive points of the form (2k — x,0) and two
consecutive points of the form (21 + x,0) such that the line integrals of the vector field F = (MT”Z, 7”2;7’2) ,

namely fr(2(5+1)+x,o) F -~ and fF(Q(k+1)—x,0) F'-~, are not, depending on the coupling matriz nature, zero or
(20+x,0) (2k—x,0)
are not in some discrete set.
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Remark 77 Let us first recall that for any t > 2, the function ¢ defined in (5.19) is given by

—2 t—1

t—1 t
o (t) = /t m(r, 7 —(t — 2))d7'~l—/ no(7,t — 7)dT.

Then, by (5.17) and (5.10) we get

1

1 1
¢(t):2/0 (a—|—b)(T—T—|—t—2,T)dT+;/O (a—b) (T -t +7,7)dr.

Observe that in the autonomous case (a and b are time independent) the above formulas becomes

qﬁ(t):/o a(s)ds. (5.22)

Hence, the coupling with first order derivative in space doesn’t have any influence on the controllability of
System (5.16) in high frequency unless b depends on time. More precisely, if we let a = 0 and b = b(z),
then the weak observability inequality (5.15) doesn’t hold in any time and for any b since ¢ will be zero.
The situation is not the same for parabolic systems. In [/9], boundary controllability of a cascade system
of two parabolic equations in 1 — D has been studied with coupling acting on first order component. It has
been shown that the underlying system is exactly controllable if the coupling function satisfies a moment
assumption for the low frequency part and an average assumption like (5.22) for the high frequency. This
shows that differences between hyperbolic and parabolic systems are not limited to the geometric control
condition introduced in [21] or the minimal time of control.

Remark 78 All the results stated above can be generalized to n X n matriz M with a slight modifications.
The minimal time of control becomes 2n rather than 4 and the assumption rank [B | M B] = 2 should be

replaced by
rank [B | MB | M?B|--- | M"'B] = n.

5.3.2 Construction of the solution to the diagonal system

Given (t,z) € Qr, the value of p(¢, z) and ¢(¢, x) is determined either by (ps, gs) or by their values at x = 0
or x = 1. More precisely, we have by the characteristics method:

exp (M* ftt_x m(r,7m—(t— x))d7> p(t —x,0), if t—x>s,
p(t,x) = (5.23)
exp (M*fstm(T,T—(t—x))dT)ps(a:—t—i-s), it t—x<s,

and
eXp(M*f;+t717]2(7',t+$—7')d7')q(t—l—ﬂ?—l,l), it t+2-1>s,

a(t,z) = (5.24)
exp(M*fstng(T,t+x—7')dT>qs(:v—l—t—s), it t+r—-1<s.
Thus, computing p(t,x) and ¢(t,x) amounts to evaluate p(t,0) and ¢(¢,1) (respectively) as functions of

the initial data (pg, qo), keeping in mind the boundary conditions. The following lemma can be proved by
induction:

Lemma 79 Let n > 0 be an integer and Zs = (ps,qs) € H. Then if Z = (p,q) is the solution to System

(5.18), one has:
p(t,0) = —efnEIM g (1 g o), if 2n <t—s<2n+1, (5.25)
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p(t,0) = " EIM (9 42 —t+5), if 2n4+1<t—s5<2n+2. (5.26)

AS a consequence:
q(t,1) = M (Js ’71(7’7_(t_1))dT)ps(t —s—2n), if0<t—s<1, (5.27)
q(t,1) = —eM imEr==1)dr)y 1 0), if t — s > 1. (5.28)

Proof. We give the proof for s = 0, and a simple change of variable t = t — s leads to the formulas of the
lemma.

Assume n = 0 in (5.25)-(5.26). For 0 < t < 1, the characteristics method, the boundary conditions and
(5.19)-(5.20) give:

q(t,0) = M Iy nz(T,t—T)quo(t)
= POM (1)
For 1 <t < 2, as previously:
q(t,O) _ eM* ftt—lm(T’t_T)dTQ(t —1, 1)

_eM* fttfl nQ(T’t_T)dTp(t _ 1’ 1)
—eM W po(2 - 1)
—efoOMpi(2 —¢).

Thus (5.25)-(5.26) are verified for n = 0.
Given n > 0, let us assume (5.25) and (5.26). Let 2n+2 < ¢ < 2n+3. Then, by the same computations

using the characteristics method:
q(t,0) = —e?OM (¢ —2,0). (5.29)

Since 2n <t —2 < 2n + 1, formula (5.25) applies and gives
p(t —2,0) = /=DM g0t — 2(n +1)). (5.30)

Now, from (5.20)

fult=2) = > ¢(t—2-2k)
k=0

n+1
= ) ¢(t—2k)
k=1
= far1 (t) =0 (1) (5.31)

Thus, inserting (5.30)-(5.31) in (5.29) leads to:
I+2<t<2n+3=q(t0) =e1OM gt _9(n+1)),

and (5.25) is proved with n replaced by n + 1.
The proof by induction of (5.26) can be performed in the same way. |

Remark 80

1. System (5.18) defines an evolution family (Ugiag(t, 5))g<sey 0N H (see [111], [117] for instance) which
is explicitly computed by mean of formulas (5.23)-(5.24)-(5.25)-(5.26):

Udiag(tv S)ZO = (pa Q)(ta ';5720)7 0<s< t, ZO € H. (532)
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2. From (5.25)-(5.26), the following formula follows: if Z = (p,q) is a solution to System (5.16)
associated with an initial data Zs = (ps,qs) , then

—BrefrtIM g (+ — 5 — 2p), if 2n<t—s<2n+1,
B*p(t,0;s,Zs) = (5.33)
Bren &My (9n 42 —t+35), if 2n+1<t—s5<2n+2

for m > 0. Formula (5.33) will be used in the next subsection in the study of the observability issue
for System (5.16).

5.3.3 Some technical results on multiplication operators

In order to make clear the proof of our exact observability results, we will need some preliminary results
on multiplications operators defined from L? (0,1)° in L?(0,1)" for some positive integers s, n.
Let M = (mij);<; j<, & n X n matrix whose entries satisfies m;; € C'([0,1],R). The multiplication

operator M : L? (0,1)® — L?(0,1)" associated with M is defined by:
(Mh) (z) = M (x) h(z), € (0,1), h € L*(0,1)".

Clearly M is a bounded operator. When s = n, the following characterization of the invertibility of M is
derived from [55, Proposition 2.2]:

Proposition 81 The operator M : L? (0,1)° — L?(0,1)° is invertible if, and only if:

inf |det M (z)| > 0.
z€[0,1]

We are now interested by the case s < n .
Proposition 82 Let s <n and M : L?(0,1)® — L?(0,1)". The following properties are equivalent:
1. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that
17l 20,1y < C M2 1yn > V€ L?(0,1)".
2. For all x € [0,1], there exists a s X s matric My, extracted from M, such that

det Mext (l‘) 7é 0.
Proof. For the proof, see Appendix 5.5. =

5.3.4 Observability results

Let us start with the following Lemma:
Lemma 83 Let T > 0 and (p,q) be the solution to (5.16) associated with Zy = (po,qo) € H. Then:

o If 2n <T < 2n+1 for somen > 0, one has:

T T . 2
/ 1B*p (t,0)|2dt:/ ’B*efo(@M go(x)| dz, if n=0, (5.34)
0 0
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and for anyn > 1
2
’ d (5.35)

T n-1 .1
[ impeora = 3 [ peneneonyy
k=0

2
‘dx

n—1 .1
2 [ fpeeaa
k=0"0

T—2n ; 2
+/ ‘B*ef"($+2”)M qo(x)‘ dx.
0

o If 2n+1<T < 2n+ 2 for somen >0, then forn =10

T T—1 . 9 1 . 9
/ |B*p (t,0)[ dt = / \B*ef0<2—x>M po(m)‘ dz + / )B*efO(’“")M qo(x)( dz, (5.36)
0 0 0

and for anyn > 1

2
’ dz (5.37)

T 0o
/ |B*p (t,())‘2 dt = Z/ ’efk(wrzk)M 0 ()
0 =0"0

n—1 .1
+Z/ ‘efk(2k+2—:p)M*p0(x)
k=0 "0

1 ) 9
+/2 , T‘ef”(2n+2fz)M po(m)‘ dx.
n+2—

2
‘de‘

Proof. Let n > 0 be an integer and suppose that 2n < T < 2n + 1. Then, if n = 0,we have from (5.25):

T T ) 9
/ 1B (t,0)|2 dt = / ]B*eﬂ)(t)M qo(t)’ dt.
0 0

2k+1 2k+2 T
</ +/ )|B*p(t,0)|2dt+/ |B*p (t,0)|? dt
2k 2k+1 2n

n T

= (Ik+Jk)+/ |B*p (t,0)|? dt. (5.38)
k= 2n

Iftn>1:
n—1

T
/ B (1,0)2dt =
0 k=0

[y

Using (5.33) leads to:
2k+1
o= [ o
2k

T—2k+1 . 9
= / ‘B*ef’“(t)M qo(t — 2]4:)‘ dt
T—2k

1 . 9
= / ‘B*ef’“(H%)M qo(x)‘ dx.
0

For the second integral, in the same way:

2k+2
Beo= [ B0
2k+1
2k+2 . 9
_ / B OM py(2k +2— )|t
2k+1

1 ) 9
_ / ‘B*efk(Qk—‘rQ—m)M po(l,)‘ dt.
0
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And last:

T T X 2
/ |B*p (t,0)dt = / B*efn(OM qo(t—Qn)‘ dt
2 2

n n

/T—Qn
0

Inserting the last formula in (5.38), we get (5.35).
If 2n+1 < T < 2n + 2, exactly as in the previous computations, if n = 0, we get:

T 1 T
| peora = [ Epeopas [ Epeo)fa
0 0 1

B*efn(ar—‘rQn)M* dr.

2
QO(x)‘

1 ) 9 T—1 . 9

= / ‘B*efo(z)M qo(x)‘ dm—|—/ ‘B*ef(’@_x)M po(x)‘ dx,

0 0
andifn>1:
T n o p2k+1l =l nok4o T
[imeopda = (Y [+ [ ) Epeopas [ ppeol
0 o 2k o J 2k+1 2n+1

n 1 X 9 n—1 1 X 9

— Z/ efk(x+2k)M QO(«T)‘ dx+Z/ efk(2k+27:v)M pO(«T) dx
k=00 k=0 "0
1

2
‘ dzx,

+/ ‘efn(2n+27:v)M*pO(x)
2n+2-T

which is exactly (5.37). This ends the proof of the lemma. m
As an immediate consequence, we have:

Corollary 84 Letn > 1.

o If 2n < T < 2n+ 1, a necessary and sufficient condition for exact observability of System (5.16) is
that:

1 n—1 .1 9
Cr >0 / lpo(x)|* dz < Cr Z/ ‘B*ef’“(2k+2_r)M po(:p)‘ dz, ¥py € L?(0,1)%, (5.39)
0 —Jo

and

n-1 .1 . 9 T—2n X 9
Z/ ‘B*ef’“(x"'Zk)M qo(x)‘ dx—i—C'T/ ‘B*ef"(x"’%)M qo(z)| dx (5.40)
k=00 0

1
< CT/ lqo(x)|?, Yqo € L?(0,1)2.
0

o If 2n+1 < T < 2n+2, a necessary and sufficient condition for exact observability of System (5.16)
18:

1

n—1 .1 X 2 X 9
Z/ ‘B*ef’“(%H*x)M po(aj)‘ da:+/ ’B*ef”(Z"H*x)M po(x)| dx (5.41)
k=0"0 2

1
> CT/ lpo(x)|* dz, Vpo € L?(0,1)?,
0

n+2—T

and
1 noopel i 9
/ lqo(2)* do < Cp > / ‘B*efm“k)M qo(a:)‘ dx, Ygo € L*(0,1)%. (5.42)
0 k=0 0
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Remark 85 Let n > 2. For 2n < T < 2n + 1, introduce the matrices:

B*efO(Z—Z‘)M* B*efo(z)M*
B*€f0(4f:v)M*
P2n ($7T> = . ; Q2n (x7T) =

B*efn,1(2n—x)M*

B*efnfl(x"‘r?(n—l))M* ) (5.43)

X(O,T_Qn) (gp)B*efn(x+2n)M*

and their associated multiplication operators Pay, : L? (0,1)* — L? (0,1)" and Qo,, : L? (0,1)* — L?(0,1)" ™.
With these notations, (5.39) and (5.40) respectively write:

1
Jor > 0, / Ipo(2)? do < Cr [PapolZao.ye » Voo € L2 (0,1)%, (5.44)

0

1
iCr > 0, / lq0(2)* dz < Cr HQ%QOHqu Pt s V4o € L?(0,1)%. (5.45)

0 b
For2n+1 <T < 2n+ 2, introduce the matrices:
B*efo(Qfm)M* B*efo(z)M*
P2n+1 (:U’ T) - B*efnfl&Qn—"E)M* ; Q2n+1 (l‘, T) - B*efn—l(x-'i-Q(n—l))M* ’ (5'46)
X(1,2n+2-T) (z) BrefnZnt2=m)M” Brelnlzr2m M

and their associated multiplication operators Pa,.1 : L* (0, 1)2 — L?(0, 1)"Jrl and Qg : L? (0, 1)2 —
L2(0,1)" . With these notations, (5.41) and (5.42) respectively write:

1
ICr > 0, / Ipo(2)[* dz < Cr [|Pan1pol72(g 1y Vo € L (0, 1), (5.47)
0

1
icr > 0, / l0(2)[* dz < OF |Qans1p0]1 72 gymt1 > Va0 € L2 (0, 1) (5.48)
0

We are ready to state our first (negative) results on the controllability of System (5.16).

Lemma 86 For T < 4, there exists an infinite dimensional subspace of initial data (po,qo) € H for which
the exact observability inequalities (5.39)-(5.42) are not satisfied by the associated solution (p,q) to System
(5.16).

Proof. If 0 <T < 1, from (5.34), one has:

T T . )
/ |B*p(t,0)\2dt—/ ’B*efO(I)M qo(:c)‘ dz,
0 0

and clearly the observability inequality (5.4) does not hold for all (pg,qo) € H x Vi where
Vi = {qo €H:qp-eB=0in (o,T)}.
If 1<T <2, from (5.36):
T T-1 ) 2 1 . 2
/ |B*p (t,0))* dt = / ’B*efO(Q_x)M po(x)‘ dx +/ ‘B*efo(x)M qo(:r)‘ dx.
0 0 0
The observability inequality (5.4) does not hold for all nontrivial (pg, qo) € Up x H (for instance) where

Ur = {po €H:py- e IMB=0in (0,7 - 1)}.
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If 2<T <3, from (5.35) follows the equality:
T 1 . 2
/ |B*p (t,0))*dt = / ‘B*efo(Q*x)M po(m)‘ dx
0 0

1 . 2
—|—/ ‘B*efo(x)M qo(a:)’ dx +
0
2

T—2 )
+/ ‘B*efl(mH)M qo(:c)’ dz,
0

and again (5.4) does not hold for all (pg,qo) € Ur=1 x H.
Last, for 3 < T < 4, from (5.37):

T n—1 .1 9
| ipeota = 3 [ Bt on @) i
0 k=00
T-3 .
—i—/ )B*ef1(4_x)M po(z)| dz
0

1 1
o [ g
k=070

and (5.4) does not hold for all (pg,qo) € W x H where

‘2
2
‘ dx,
W =Ur—1N{po € H : supp (po) C (T —3,1)}.

All the introduced subspaces of non-observable initial data are actually infinite dimensional.

In these spaces can be found initial data (pg,qp) for which approximate observability does not hold
too: if 0 < T' < 4, there exists (po,qo) € H x H such that ||(po, qo)|/ ;7 = 1 and for which the associated
solution (p, q) satisfies:

B*p(t,0) =0, t € (0,T).

]
It has to be pointed out that the previous negative observability result does not depend of the choice
of m1,m2 and M.
Before going one in the analysis, let us give a necessary condition for the exact observability to hold:
Lemma 87 Let T > 0. A necessary condition for the exact observability of System (5.16) is
rank [B | MB| = 2. (5.49)

Proof. If (5.49) does not hold, there exists A € R such that M B = AB (in other worlds, B is an eigenvector
to M). Tt follows that for any r € R, "™ B = "B (<:> BrerM® = e”‘B*) . Thus, in this case, (5.35) writes:

T 1 /n—1
/ ]B*p (t, 0)|2 dt — / (Z e2fk(2k+2:c))\> |B*p0(a;)|2 dx
0 0 k=0
1 /n—1
+ / (Z le“”Q’“”) B qo(@)|” da
0 \&=0

T—-2n
+/ e?fn(a:—‘rQn))\ ‘B*QO($)|2 dz.
0
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Clearly, the exact observability property will not hold for initial data of the form py = aB* and ¢y = 3B~
where o, 3 € L? (0,1) and B+ denotes any orthogonal vector to B. The same conclusion is achieved starting
from (5.37). m

The purpose in the sequel is to give answers for the exact controllability when T' > 4. We begin by the
limit case T' = 4. As a first step, we have the following necessary and sufficient condition for observability:

Proposition 88 For T =4, System (5.16) is exactly observable if, and only if:

inf ’det [B* | B*e¢<t>M*H >0. (5.50)
te(2,4]

Proof. Let (po,qo) € H and (p,q) the associated solution to System (5.16). For n = 2, the matrices P
and Q4 defined in (5.43) write:

Brofol2—- Brefol@
P4 (l‘) = |: B*ef1(4_x)M* :| ; 4(.'1;) = |: B*efl(a?-i-Q)M* :|

From Remark 85, System (5.16) is exactly observable if, and only if, the conditions (5.44)-(5.45) are satisfied
with n = 2 and T' = 4. From Proposition 81, (5.44)-(5.45) are equivalent to

inf |det Py (z)| >0 and inf |det Q4 (z)| > 0.
z€[0,1] z€[0,1]

But since the multiplication operator on L? (0,1)? whose matrix is e/02=2)M" (resp, efo@M") (1 € (0,1))
is invertible, the two last conditions are equivalent to the following:

infxE[O,l] ‘det (P4 ((1;) e—fO(Q—x)M*)
and
infze[o,q ‘det (Q4 () e—fo(a:)M*)‘ 0.

>0

Now:
Py () e oM — g | prelhdmn—foma)ar]

_B* | B*e¢(4—m)M*} ’

and

Qu (z) e fo@M — [pr| B*e(f1(w+2)—fo(:v))M*}

= [Br | preer].

This leads to the desired inequalities (5.50) after noting that 3 <4—x <4and2<zx+2<3for0 <z < 1.
[ ]

Denote by A1, A2 the eigenvalues of M* if it is diagonalizable and by p the multiple eigenvalue if it is
not. The next lemma will provide an equivalent condition to (5.50).

Lemma 89 Let r € R. Then det [B* | B*e’"M*] % 0 if, and only if:
r#0, if A, A2 €R oro(M*) = {u},

rank [B | M B] = 2 and (5.51)
r ¢ ofeZ, if M e € C\R.
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Proof. Let P a 2 x 2 invertible matrix and set B = P~1B. Then
[B|eMB] = [PB|eMPE|
- P[§|P4JMP§}
_ plBlerirn).
But
det [B* | B*eTM*} # 0 < det P x det [E | eTP_lMPE] # 0.

If M is diagonalizable in R then it admits a basis {Vi,Va} of real eigenvectors associated with the real
eigenvalues {\1, \o}. If P = [V} | V3] is the eigenvectors matrix, we get

_ ~ Arr ~
TPTIMP R _ < eo egﬂ >B.

So that, if B = ( gl ) (so that B = 81 Vi + [2V42), then:
2

det [é | erP*1MP§] = 5152 <e>\1r _ e/\27“> )
Thus, in this case:

) B152 # 0,
det [B* | B*e™™M } #0< (162 (e’\” — e)‘Q’") #0& and
eMT — ereT £ (),

The condition /31 32 # 0 expresses that B is not an eigenvector for M and this is equivalent to rank [B | M B] =
2. For the second condition, one has:

7“7&0, if A, A2 € R,
M7 eher £0<
r ¢ %Z, if )\1,)\2 S C\R

If M is not diagonalizable, then there exists a 2 x 2 invertible matrix P such that
M:P(“1>P1
0 nu

then

rPIMP R _ et rel” B
€ - 0 et

and in this case: - L~
det [B | et MPB} = —Baret.

The proof follows immediately. (32 # 0 says that B is not an eigenvector to M ). m
An immediate consequence of Proposition 88 and Lemma 89 is the following

Corollary 90 For T =4, System (5.16) is exactly observable if, and only if, for any t € [2,4]:
¢(t)7é07 if A, A2 €R OTU(M*):{M}7

rank [B | MB] = 2 and
¢(t) & s6yZ, if M, d2 € C\R.
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Now, we deal with the case T > 4 :

Proposition 91 Let n > 2 be an integer and 2n < T < 2n+ 1. Then System (5.16) is exactly observable
if, and only if the following three conditions are satisfied:

1. rank [B| MB] = 2.
2. For any x € [0,1], there exists 2 < k < n such that:

¢ (2k —x) #0, if A,A€R oro(M)={un},
¢(2k—x) ¢ 5h5% i A A € C\R.

3. For any x € [0,T—2n) and x* € [T —2n,1), there exist 1 <k <n and 1 < k* <n—1 such that:

d(x+2k)#0,0 (" +2k*)#0, if M, A2 €Roro(M)={u},
O(x+2k),0 (2" +2k) ¢ oimZ i A A €C\R

Proof. From Remark 85, System (5.16) is exactly observable if, and only if the conditions (5.44)-(5.45)
are satisfied where we recall that for x € [0,1] :

B*efo(2—z)M* B*efol@)M*
B*efo(4—:c)M*
Py, (l‘,T) = . ; QQn (l‘,T) =

: B*efnfl(f-.i-Z(n—l))M*
B*efn_l(anz)M*

X(OvT—Zn) ('I)B*@f" (ar;+2n)M*

From Proposition 82 with s = 2 and n given in the lemma, (5.44)-(5.45) amount to say that for any
x € [0,1], there exist 2 x 2 matrices P5X* and QS respectively extracted from Py, and Qg such that

det PSX* (2, T) # 0 and det QS (x, T) # 0.

Fix z € [0,1] and let us first deal with Py, (x,T). We are going to prove that P, satisfies the required
property if, and only if, the following matrix satisfies it too:
B*
_ B*e¢>(4f:p)M*
Pgn (l’, T) = .
B*€¢(2n—x)M*
The proof of this last point is based on the identity:
fe@k+1)—2)— fro12k—2)=0¢(2(k+1)—2), k>1, z €]0,1], (5.52)

which is easily derived from the definitions of the function ¢ and the sequence (f,) in (5.19) and (5.20).
Assume first that there exists xo € [0, 1] such that for any 2 x 2 matrices Pfﬁt extracted from P, one
has: B
det PsX* (29, T) = 0.

It follows that

p(4—x9) =0, if M, e€Roro(M)={u},
det [B* | B*e¢(4—$0>M*} —0e
¢(4 — $0) S %Z, if A, A9 € C\R

Ny

101



by the equivalence given by Lemma 89. By induction, we get that if for k > 1, ¢ (2k — x¢) = 0 then
det | B*e?(k—z0)M™ | B*e¢<2<k+1>*xo>M*} = det [B* | B*e?@k+)—z0)M™| _ o

)
¢ (2(k+1)—x0) =0, if A,A2 € Roro(M)={u},

In view of (5.52), it readily follows that in this case:
B*
P (20, T) = | 1 | e?270)
B*

and thus for this g, any 2 x 2 matrices P§X' extracted from Ps, satisfies: det Psx* (zg,T) = 0.
Conversely, if we assume there exists zg € [0, 1] such that for any 2 x 2 matrices P$X' extracted from
Py, one has:
det PS** (20, T) = 0,

then again using (5.52), it is easily deduced that for any 1 <k <mn:
¢ (2k —x0) =0, if M, e€Roro(M)={u},

10} (2k‘ - $0) S ﬁz, if A, A9 € C\R
The same considerations hold for (02, and this proves the proposition. m

Proposition 92 Let n > 2 be an integer and 2n+1 < T < 2n+ 2. System (5.16) is exactly observable if,
and only if the following three conditions are satisfied :

1. rank [B| MB] =2.

2. Foranyx € 2n+2—T,1) and z* € [0,2n+2 —T), there exist 2 < k <n+1 and 2 < k* <n
respectively such that:

¢ (2k —x), ¢ (2k* —x*) #£0, if A,\€Roro(M)={u},
&2k —x), 0 (2k* —z*) ¢ som s i A Ag€ C\R.

3. For any x € [0,1], there exists 1 < k < n such that:

¢ (x+2k) #0, if A,A€R oro(M)={u},
O(x+2K) ¢ BsZ, if M €C\R.

Proof. Exactly as previously, it suffices to develop the same arguments for the matrices

B*efO(Q_I)M* B*efo(z)M*
P = B*efnil(.gn_x)M* Qo (1) = B*efn—l(ﬂfﬁ"Q(nfl))M*
X(2n+2—T 1) (x)B*efn(Qnﬁ’int)M* B*ef"(erQ”)M*

|
The proof of Theorems 75 is a straightforward consequences of Lemma 89 and Propositions 91 and 92.
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5.3.5 Compactness

In section 5.3, we have, after the change of variable t = T — ¢, considered the System (5.16) that we recall
here:
pt+pz —M'mp=0, in Qr,
G — gz — M*2q¢ =0, in Qr,

i 5.53
(b4 @omos = Oge. i (0,7), (5.53)
(p7 Q)‘t:O = (p()u q0)7 in (07 ]-)
The associated whole system obtained by the same change of variable from (5.8) is:

pt+pz — M*mp — M*n2¢ =0, in Qr,

Gt — Ge — M*mp — M*n2g =0, in Qr, (5.54)

(p + Q>|x:0,1 = Ope, in (Oa T): ’

(pa Q)‘tzo = (p07 q0)7 in (07 1)

In the sequel, we denote by Z = Z (t,-, s;po, q0) = (p,q) (t,-, 8;p0,qo) the solution to (5.53) and by Z; =
Zq (t, -5 8,00,q0) = (pd, qa) (t,+, $; 0, qo) the solution to the diagonal system (5.54).
This section is devoted to the proof of the compactness of the following operator:

Dy : H - L?(0,7)
(P0,20)" = B* (P~ pa)—o -

In fact, we have:
Proposition 93 Let T > 0. Then the operator Dt is compact.

The proof of Theorem 93 will need some preliminaries. Recall that the solution to System (5.53) can
be expressed in terms of the evolution family (Uqa(t, s)),<, as

Ua(t, s)Zo = (pa, aa)(t, 5 8, Zo), 0 < s <t, Zg € H.
Therefore, there exist two operators (Sdi(t, 5))S<t € H — L?(0,1)? such that
pd(t7 58, ZO) = Sd_(ta S)ZO(')a Qd(ta ) S7Z0) = S;(t,S)ZO(), 0 <s< tv ZO € H.

Since System (5.54) is a bounded perturbation of System (5.53), then by [112, Chapter 5, Theorem 2.3,
there exists a unique evolution family associated with System (5.54) defined by

Ul(t,s)Zo = (p,q)(t,;8,20), 0<s<t, Zyg€ H.
Similarly, there exist two operators (ST (¢, 5))s<y € H = L*(0,1)? such that
p(t, 8, 20) = S~ (t,8)Zo, q(t,s,Z0) =S (t,8)Zy, 0<s<t, Zy€ H.
With these new notations, the operator Dp takes the form
DrZy=C (5 (t,s) — S, (t,s)) Zo, 0< s <t, Zy€ H,
where C is the operator

C: C(0,T;L*0,1)?) — L2(0,T)
v — B*'le:o.
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Since (S(t,8)),<; 1s a perturbation of (Su(t,s)),<; by a multiplication operators with multiplier
Pr(s) = Pp(T — s), it is clear that the two evolutions families are linked by the Duhamel formula:

t
U(t, O)Zo = Ud(t, O)Zo +/ Ud(t, S)PT(S)U(S, O)Zods, Zy € H.
0

Therefore,
(U(1,0) — Ua(t,0)) Zy = /0 Uat, sYPr(s) (U(5,0) — Ua(s,0)) Zods

—|-/0 Ud(t, S)PT(S)Ud(S,O)ZodS.

Consequently,

(S7(t,s) = S;(t,8)) Zo = /0 S, (t,s)Pr(s) (U(s,0) — Ua(s,0)) Zods
+/0 S, (t,s)Pr(s)Uq(s,0) Zods
= \Ijl(tv o) ZO) + \PQ(ta ) ZO)
Thus,

DT(po, qQ)t = C\Ifl(t, ° Zo) + C\Ifg(t, N Zo), Zop € H.

So, proving that Dy is compact amounts to prove the compactness of the operators CW,(t, -, Zp), i = 1, 2.

Since (Uq(t,0))g<4<p is completely known, the compactness will be just a consequence of the explicit
formula of the operator CWs(t,-, Zg). To deal with CWy(t,-, Zg) we use the following lemma inspired
from ([48]) which has been used also in ([56]) in the same context to deal with more general autonomous
hyperbolic systems.

Lemma 94 For any f € C([0,T],H), there exists Cr > 0 such that

T
/
Proof. For the time being, let f = (f1, f2) € C([0,T],Co(0,1)? x Cy(0,1)?). By using the characteristics
method, we have by (5.25) and (5.26) for any n > 0 :

2

t
¢ [ it anres| it < Ol (5.55)

—R,(t,x;8) fa(s,t —x — s — 2n), if t—xz—se2n,2n+1),

(S5 (t,8)f(s)) (z) = (5.56)
R, (t,z;8)fi(s,2n+2—t+xz+s), if t—xz—se€2n+1,2n+2),

where ,
Rn(t, T 8) _ efn(t—ac,s)M + [ m(r,r—t+ax)dr M . n > 0.

In particular, if t — z € (0,1) :

_eliamrrthe)dr [T mnteondr ey p o) i s € [0, — a),

(S; (t, s)f(s)) () =

efst 771(Tv7'—t+x)d‘ff1(5, s—t+ :L‘)7 if s S [t — X, t)

104



Consider first the case t — z € [0,1). Since f is a continuous function, the trace operator makes sense and
thus we obtain

c/ot ST (1, 5)f(s)ds
= 5 ([ sieores) o

= Bl m(mt=T)dT ) (g ¢ — 5)ds.

Therefore . ) .
B (/0 Sd_(t,s)f(s)ds> (0) gc/o ot — 5, 8)[2 ds.

By integrating over (0,7") the above inequality we obtain for any 7" <1 :

r

2

t T t
c/o STt s)f(s)ds| dt < 0/0 /Ofg(t—s,s)\2dsdt (5.57)

IN

T
C/O /0fg(t—s,s)\z—i-\fl(t—s,s)lzdsdt

IN

T 1

c / / oty ) + 11 (8, ) dsdt
0 0

= O

Now, we deal with the case T'> 1. Let t — x € [2n — 1,2n), n > 1. We write

</Dt Sq (t, 3)f<8)ds) (z)

_ </Ot—m—2n+1+7§/t::zk+1+Z/t::::+/t;) (S5 (t,8)f(s)ds) (z)

k=1 k=0

t
— / efet m(rt—x—71)dTM* f]_(sv s—t+ ﬂj‘)dS
t—x

n—1 —g—2k4+1
Z/ Ri_1(t,z;8) f1(s,2k —t+x + s)ds
=1 Jt—z—2k

n—1 .tz 9k
—Z/ Ry (t,x;8) fa(s,t — x — s — 2k)ds
o Jt—r—2k—1

t—z—2n+1
—i—/ Ry_1(t,x;8)fi(s,2n —t + = + s)ds.
0

105



A simple variable substitution yields

([ sieores) @

X
= / eJori—gm(rt=o-T)drM* fi(s+t—x,s)ds
0
n—1 .1
—I—Z/ Ry 1(t,x;s+t—a—2k)fi(s+t—x— 2k, sds
k=170

n—1 .1
—Z/ Ri(t,x;t — o — s —2k) fa(t —x — s — 2k, s)ds
k=0"0

1
+/ Ry1(t,z;s+t—x—2n)fi(s+t—x—2n,s)ds.
2n—t+x

Again, since f is a continuous function, the trace operator makes sense and we obtain:

([ sateossas)

- ([ sissea) o)

Lo
= Z/ B*Rj_1(t,0;s+t —2k)f1(s +t — 2k, s)ds
k=170
n—1 .1
- Z/ B*Ry(t,0;t — s — 2k) fa(t — s — 2k, s)ds
k=0"0

1
- / B*Ry,_1(t,0;5s +t —2n) fi(s +t — 2n, s)ds.
2

n—t

Since 711,12 are bounded, we get, using Cauchy-Shwarz inequality:

’c /0 S (k) f(s)ds

2 n—1 1
< cn,tz/ fi(s + 1 — 2k, 5)[2 ds (5.58)
k=170

n—1 1
+Ch Z/ | fa(t — s — 2k, s)\2 ds
k=00

1
+Ch ¢ / |fi(s+t—2n, s)|2 ds,
2n—t

where C),; is a positive constant depending on ¢ and n. Taking the integral of (5.58) over (0,7") for
T € [2n—1,2n), n > 1, and using the fact

T 1 T 1

/ / \fi(s +t— 2k, s)>dsdt < / / |f1(t, ) |* dsdt, Vk € {1,....n — 1},
0 0 0 0
T 1 T 1

/ / | fot — s — 2k, s)|* dsdt / / |fo(t, s)|? dsdt, Yk € {0,...,n — 1},
0 0 0 0

r

IN

yields
2

dt <n ”f”%%o,T;H) . (5.59)

/ S, (t,s)f(s)ds
0
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Similarly, we obtain the following estimate for T' € (2n,2n+ 1), n > 1

/Sts s)ds

which ends the proof. The estimates (5.57), (5.59) and (5.60) can be extended for any f € C(0,7; H) by
using a standard density argument. m

dt < (n+ D f 120, » (5.60)

Proposition 95 The operator Zy — CV1(t,-, Zy) acting from H to L*(0,T) is compact.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 95 is a direct consequence of the result proved in [111] (and an extension
of this result in [ 1] to the case where some wave speeds are equal) which asserts that the difference of the
evolution operators defined by systems (5.54) and (5.53) are compact) and Lemma 94. More precisely, by
letting

f(s) =Pr(s)(U(s,0) — Uq(s,0)) Zo, Zy € H, s <t,

n (5.55), we obtain

2
”Clpl(ta'7Z0)HL2(0,T) = / /S tSPT )( (,0)—Ud<3,0>)Z()dS dt

< Cr|U(,0) = Ua(, ))ZOHLQOTH)

which is a compact operator by the result in [11]. It remains to deal with the operator CWy(t,-, Zy). m
Proposition 96 The operator Zy — CVUs(t, -, Zy) acting from H to L?(0,T) is compact.

Proof. The proof is purely constructive. First, we find the solution q(t,-; s, Zy) = ST (¢, ) Zp.
Let (po,qo) € Co(0,1)? x Cy(0,1)2. By using the characteristics method, we compute (5.56) for z = 1
by (5.27 and (5.28) we obtain:

N(t,z;s)fa(s,x +t — s —2n), if x+t—s€2n,2n+1),
(S (t.)%0) (2) = (5.61)
—N(t,xz;s)fi(s,2n+2—xz—t+s), if x+t—se€2n+1,2n+2),

where \
Nu(t,2;8) = Ry_1(z +t — 1,1; 8) 4 elorea mmmmHtda)dr o, 5 g

The aim now is to compute Wy(t, -, Zy) explicitly. We recall that
t
Wt 20) = [, (69Pr(s)Uals.0)Zds, < T,
0

where Uy(s,0)Zy = (S5 (s,0)Zo, S5 (s, O)Zo)t, 0<s<t and (Sdi(t, s))
Applying Pr(-) yields

s<i<T ATe given in (5.56) and (5.61).

Pr(s)Ua(s,0) = (12(5)S (5,0)Zo, 1 (5)S; (5,0)20)", s < t.

Therefore,

CUy(t,-, Zo) = C/Ot S5 (t,s) (n2(s)S (s,0),m(s)S; (s, 0))t Zods, t <T. (5.62)
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Let us start by computing the integrand in (5.62). We have for any n > 0

t,5) (112(5) S (,0)Zo, m(5)S; (3,00 %0)" ()

Sa (
M (t,z;8) (S7(s,0)Z0) (t —x — s — 2n), if t—xz—se2n,2n+1),
My

(t,z;8) (S5 (5,00Z0) 2n+2—t+z+s), if t—z—s€2n+1,2n+2),

where

—Ry,(t,x; 8)m (s, t—x—s€2n,2n+1), n>0,
R, (t,z;s)ne(s,2n+2 —t+az+s), t—x—se€2n+1,2n+2), n > 0.

t—x—s—2n),

x;s) =
x;s) =
Now, by using (5.56) and (5.61) for s = 0 we get for any n,k >0
(S7(7,0)Zo) (t —x — 7 — 2n)

—Ri(1,t —x — 7 —2n;0)X
%(27' —t+ao+ 2(” - k))?

k—n)+t—z 2(k—n)+t—z+1

if 7 (At 2o iatly o (g ¢),

Ry(1,t —x — 7 —2n;0)x

po(2(k—n+1) =27+t —x), N 0,9),

if 7 e (onhttootl 2kon) ooty

and

ST(t,0)Zo(2n+2—t+x+7)
Ni(t,2n+2 —t+z+ 1;0)%
o2n—k+1)—t+ax+27),

2(k—n—1)—t—x 2(k—n)—t—z—1 )

if e ( 5 , 5 N (0,1%),

—Ng(1,2n+2—t+ 2+ 7;0)x
po(2(k —n) +t—x —27),

(k—n)—t—x—1 2(k—n)—t—2x

if 7e (2 ,2EZZETY A (0, 1),

Therefore, we obtain for any k,n > 0

2(k— n)+f z+1

- Z /2(k n)+t x

k,n>0

Uo(t,-, Zy) = 1(7')(07t)P,§7n(t, x;7)qo(2T —t+x 4+ 2(n — k))dr

2(k— n)+t r+2

+ Z S, 1(7')(07t)Pkl’n(t, z;T)po(2(k —n+1) =27+t — x)dr

k,n>0
2(k—n)—t—xz—1 n) t—xz—1

o

k,n>0
2(k—n)—t—xz—1 n) t—x—1

2/

1(7) (o, t)Pk Wtz T)po(2(k —n) +t —x — 27)dT,

k,n>0
where
Pla(tx;7) = My(t,a;7)Ry(s, t —x — s — 2n;0),
Pkl,n(t, x;T) = Mg(t, x;T)Ni(s,2n 4+ 2 —t + = + 7;0).
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Consequently

C\I’Q(ta Yy ZO)

2(k—n)4t+1

2

= -B" Y — 1(7) (0.0 Phn(t,0; 7)o (27 — £+ 2(n — k))dr

kn>0Y " 2
2(k—n)+t+2

+B" ) / 1M P (0 T)po(2(k — n + 1) — 27 + t)dr

2(k—n)+t+1
k,n>0 2

2(k—n)—t—1

20omot

By /m_n_n—t 1(7) 0.y P2 (£, 05 7)o (2(n — k + 1) — t + 27)dr

kn>0” " 2
2(k—n)—t—1

* 2 2
-B Z 1yt (1) 0,6 P (t,0;7)po(2(k — n) +t — 27)dT.
kn>0" " 2

The proof follows by [I11, Lemma 4] which allows to conclude that CUsy(t,-, Zp) is a compact operator
from H to L?(0,T) since it is a finite sum of such operators. m

5.4 Unique continuation

In this section, we deal with two particular cases for which we prove the unique continuation property
holds true for System (5.1). The first one corresponds to constant coupling parameters a, b, and the second
for matrices M in a cascade form with coupling functions a, b depending both on space and time.

5.4.1 The constant case

Here, we assume that a,b € R. Recall that the adjoint system of System (5.1) is given by

Pt = pzz — M*(apr +bpg), in (0,T) % (0,1),
Pla=0,1 = 0, in (0,7), (5.65)
(0, 00) = = (0, 1), in (0,1).

The correspond unique continuation property reads:
B*p,(t,0) =0, Vt € (0,T) = (po,¢1) = (0,0), ¥ (0, 1) € Hy(0,1)* x L*(0, 1), (5.66)
For the sake of simplicity, we set e M o(z) = p(x). Then ¢ is the solution of the following system

Gt = Pux — 02 (M*)? @ —aM*@;, in (0,T) x (0,1),
Ple=0,1 = 0, in (0,7),
(@, @) =1 = (%0, ¢1) ; in (0,1).

By using a standard spectral decomposition of the solution to System (5.65) (See for instance [17, 24]
in the hyperbolic context or [19, 12] in the parabolic one), we can see that proving that (5.66) holds in a
time T > 4 amounts to proving that all the eigenvalues of the corresponding spectral problem

{ Np(x) = " (x) — (ib2 (1\4*)2 + aM*/\) o(x), = € (0,1), (5.67)
$(0) =9(1) =0, ¢ = (p1,92),

are simple. First, let us assume first that M* is diagonalizable.
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Proposition 97 Assume that M* has 2 distinct eigenvalues p1, po. Then, all the eigenvalues of the Sturm-
Liouville problem (5.67) are simple if, and only if

2
a® (py — p) (po&h, — m&l,) # (&, - &,)", Vni,ng € Z, (5.68)
where &,, = $b*u? + (nym)?, i=1,2.
Proof. Since M* is diagonalizable, there exists a diagonal matrix D = diag(p1, p2) and 2 x 2 invertible

matrix P such that M* = PDP~!. Letting z = P~'¢ with z = (21,22) in (5.67) yields the following
Sturm-Liouville problem

2 (x) = ()\2 + ap; + %bQ,u?) zi(x), = € (0,1),
ZZ(O) = Zz(l) = 0, 1= 1,2.

In order to prove that the eigenvalues of the above problem are simple we have to check that the following
polynomial equations

1
A2+ Nap; + ZbQ,u? + (nm)2 =0, n€Z, 1=1,2,

don’t have a common roots which is equivalent to check that the following Sylvester matrix is invertible

1 au ibQ;ﬁ + (n17r)2 0
0 1 ajiy 102 + (mam)?
S = 4 ! 9y ) e Z’
T ape 3023+ (nam)? 0 B
0 1 e W ()

which is the case if, and only if (5.68) is satisfied. m
Remark 98 In particular, if py = —pe = p, assumption (5.68) becomes
—20%u? (&2, + €2,) # (6, - €2,)", Vninz €2,
which might occur only if, and only if p € iR.
Now, we consider the case where M* is not diagonalizable.

Proposition 99 Assume that M* is not diagonalizable and let u be its eigenvalue. Then, all the eigen-
values of the Sturm-Liouville problem (5.67) are simple if, and only if

1
§b2,u +a#0. (5.69)

Proof. In this case, we write M* in the Jordan form: there exists a matrix J and a 2 x 2 invertible matrix
P such that M* = PJP~!, where
_ (1
(5 1)

Letting z = P~'® in (5.67) yields the following coupled Sturm-Liouville problem

2 (z) = (A2 + ap + %bQ,uQ) z1(z) + (30%1 + a) 22,
2 (x) = (A2 + aph + 3b%p?) 22(2),

y(0) =y(1) =0,
z(0) = 2(1) = 0.
By the same reasoning as in [12, 19, Proposition 2.1], it can be seen that the above system has non-trivial

solution if, and only if %bz u~+a # 0 with A fulfills the following second order polynomial equation for some
newr:

1
M4 aph + ZbQ,u2 + (nm)? = 0.

It is clear that the above equation has simple roots for any n € Z. This finishes the proof. m
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Remark 100 As it is shown, if we let a = 0, the coupling parameter b affects controllability in low
frequency. Actually, conditions (5.68) and (5.69) become respectively

P oo 2 Z andb#0
* wM%_M%, ni,No € and b # 0.

However, b doesn’t affect controllability in high frequency unless it is time dependent. (See Remark 77).

5.4.2 Cascade coupling

In this subsection we prove the unique continuation property for a particular class of System (5.16). We
assume in the sequel that the matrix M and the vector B have the following form:

we(30)a- (1)

With this in mind, and by decomposing the system by writing p = (p~,p™), ¢ = (¢~,¢"), the unique
continuation problem of System (5.16) reads

;

pt_ +p; = 07 in QT:

9% —4qz =0, in Qr,

pi +ps —mp —mq =0, in Qr,

g —q¢F —mp —mq =0, in Qr, = (py,pg.%49) = Om, (5.70)
(P~ + 4 )01 = (P + 4 ) jpm01 =0, in (0,7,

p;:’—:O = 0’ in <O7 T)7

P rt 47,4 ) im0 = 0 P0 90,90 ) » in (0,1),

for any (pa,pg,qa, qar) € H where

H= {(p_,p+,q‘,q+) e H'(0, )% (07 +a%) 9, = 0}, (5.71)

is the associted operator.

Observe that the first and the third equations of the above system are free. The idea is to solve these
equations explicitly and then considering their solution as a second member for the second and the fourth
equations. Let us start by solving the homogeneous part of System (5.70). i.e.

p;+p; :Oa in QT,
9% —4q; =0, in Qr,
(P +4") a0 = 0, in (0,7), (5.72)
(P™3q o = (o4 )» i (0,1).
Lemma 101 The solution (p~,q~) to System (5.72) are given by
- _ po(w—t+2n), if m-1<t—a<2m,
P (t’x)_{—qo_(t—x—%), it on<i—az<on+1, "0 (5.73)
_ _ qp (x +t —2n), if 2n<z+t<2n+1, .
CE { —po2n+2—a—1t), if 2n+1<a+t<2n+2, n =0 (5.74)

Proof. The proof follows immediately by using the characteristics method. m
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Now, we focus on the nonhomogeneous par of System (5.70) where boundary condition q\j;:o =0 has

been removed, i.e.

p;r +pp = I in Qr,
qy_ - qj = fa in QTa
(Pt + ") jp1 =Py =0, In (0, 7),
a0 = o 20 ). n (0,1).

(5.75)

Observe that the function f = m1p~ 4+ n2¢~ plays the role of a second member. The explicit solution

to (5.75) is given in the following lemma:
Lemma 102 The solution (p*,q") to System (5.75) are given by

par(x—t)+fgf(7,7+w—t)d7', if 0<xz—-t<1

p+(t,l‘):
ftt_xf(T,T—t—f-H?)dT, if t—z>1,
and .
(qf (z+t)+ [ f(r,x+t—71)dr, if 0<z+t<l,
t - . + . .
N fx+€c__&tf1(7,x+t T)dT —pg (2— 2 — 1) fol<oit<o
gt (t,x) = —Jo f(ry7+2—x—t)dr

ft+t_1 flr,—T +x+t)dr

x if +t>2,
flr,7+2—t—x)dr, o -

. r+t—1
r+t—2

Proof. By using the characteristics method, it follows
¢
p(t, ) :par(:c—t)—F/ frr+axz—t)dr, f 0<z—1t<1,
0

and .
q+(t,:1:):qar(1:+t)+/ friz+t—1)dr, f 0<z+t<1
0

Now, at x = 1 we obtain
pt(t,1) :pg(l—t)+/0tf(7,7+1—t)d7, if0<1-t<1.
Using the boundary condition, ¢* (s,1) = —p™ (s,1), s > 0, entails
q+(3,1):—pg(l—s)—/osf(f,wrl—s)dr, f0<1-s<1.
Solving the second equation of System (5.75) along the characteristic x(t) = —t + s+ 1 we get
¢ (t,—t+s+1) = q"(s,1)+ /tf(T,s—i— 1—7)dr
s

= —pa'(l—s)—/Osf(T,T—i—l—s)dT—l—/Stf(T,s—l—l—T)dT.

Letting x = —t 4+ s+ 1 yields forany 0 <2 —x —t < 1:

t

r+t—1
q+(t,x):—pg(2—x—t)—/ f(T,T+2—x—t)dT+/ flryx+t—71)dr.
0 r+t—1
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Now, since p(s,0) =0, s > 0, we have for any t —z > 1

pt(tz) = t f(r, 7 —t+x)dr. (5.77)

t—x

By taking x = 1 in (5.77), the using the boundary conditions ¢* (s,1) = —p™ (s,1), s > 0, we get

q+@$)—/ﬁ F(ra+t—r)dr.

+t-1
Similarly, we obtain for any = + ¢ > 2

t

r4+t—1
q+(t,x):—/ f(T,T—i-Q—t—x)dT—i—/ f(r, =T +x + t)dr,
r4+t—2 r+t—1
which ends the proof. m
To satisfy the remained boundary condition g|,—o = 0, it suffices to replace x by zero in (5.76). This
gives the following system of equations

t
o:qg(t)+/f(7,t7)d7, if 0<t<1, (5.78)
0
t—1 t
0=-pi(2—t)— f(r,7+2—t)dr + flrt—71)dr =0, if 1 <t <2, (5.79)
0 t—1
t—1 t
0=— f(r,7+2—t)dr+ flr,—T7+t)dr =0, if t > 2. (5.80)

t—2 t—1

As a consequence, we have:

Proposition 103 The unique continuation property (5.70) holds true if, and only if the solution (po, qo)
to System (5.78)-(5.80) is the null one.

The strategy is the following: We solve Equation (5.80) which depends only on the initial states p; , ¢,
since f does. Then, we prove that p, = g, = 0 which entails that f = 0 since it depends linearly on py
and ¢; . This leads to pf = gf =0 by (5.78) and (5.79).

Let t > 2. Recall that f = n1p~ 4+ n2¢~. Equation (5.80) becomes

t

t—1
0 = —Zﬁ(myx@7+2—wm=514mwwwﬁ¢+w¢-

t—1 t
—/ (n2q ) (T, 7+ 2 —t)dT—i—/ (mp ) (7, —7 + t)dr
t—2 t—1

= I (t) + Io(t) + I3(t) + (1)

Since p~ (resp. ¢~ ) is defined on the characteristics of slope 1 (resp. —1), I;(+) (resp. I3(+)) can be easily
computed. Indeed, by using the expressions of p~ and ¢~ given in (5.73) and (5.74) respectively, we obtain

t—1
L) = —Z;<myxﬂ7+2—ow (5.81)

t—1
= —(/ 7’/1(T,T+2—t)d7’>><
t—2

po(d+2n—1t), if 2m+3<t<2m+4,
= el . n >0,
—qy (t—=2—-2n), if 2n4+2<t<2n+3, T
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and

Iy(t) = /tt1 (mq™ )(T,—T + t)dr (5.82)

- (/ttlm —T—l—t)dT)
- {

qat—Qn if 2n<t<2n+41, n>1
—po2n+2—1t), if 2n+1<t<2n+2, 7

It can be seen that I;(-) and I(-) are the high frequency part of the solution. Now, we deal with the

compact terms I3(-) and I4(+).
By using the expression of ¢~ given in (5.74), we obtain for any n > 0

t—1
I3(t) = —/t (2™ ) (7,7 4+ 2 — t)dr (5.83)

)
— ftt__; (T, T +2—1t)gy 2T +2 -t —2n)dr, if 7€ (w, W) N (0,t),

Ji- o (T, T +2 = tpg (2n — 27 + t)dr, it re ()00,

o If t € [2n—1,2n), n > 2 : In this case, the interval (¢t — 2, — 1) can be decomposed as

2n—4+t 2n—4+t 2n—3 -+t 2n—3+t
(t-2,t-1)=f—2, o (P S G (),

Therefore, by using (5.83) we get
2n—4+t
2
Is(t) = / (T, 7+ 2—1t)p, (2n — 4+t —27)dr
t—2

2n—3+t
2

—/Qn » (T, 7+ 2—1t)qy (27 +4 -t —2n)dr

t—1
—I—/ (T, 7+ 2—1t)py, (2n — 2+t — 27)dr.
2

n—34+t
2

And after a change of variables, we obtain

1 [t n—4+t—s 2n—t—s, _
Is3(t) = 2/ n2( 5 , 5 )pg (s)ds (5.84)

0

1 1 s4+t—4+2n s—t+2n

—= T(s)d
1 ! 2n—24t—s 2n+2—-t—s_ _

+2/ s ( 5 : 5 )po (5)ds.

2n—t

e Ifte2n,2n+1),n>1:
The interval [t —2,¢ — 1) can be written as

2n—3+t 2n—3+t 2n—2 -+t 2n—2+t
S (T ) U (),

(t—2,t—1)=(t—2,
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Similarly, we obtain

2n— 3+t

/ T+2—1t)qy (27 +4—t—2n)dr
fai

2n— 2+t

_— (T, 7+ 2—1t)py (2n — 2+t —27)dr

-1
/ n2(T, T+ 2—1t)qy (27 + 2 —t — 2n)dr.
n2+t

And after a change of variables we get

1/1 s+2n+t—4 s+2n—t
t2n

, 5 )40 (s)ds (5.85)
1
nN+t—2—s 2n—t+2—s

= ~(s)d
oy | m R 2 g

1 (72 4t —2+4s 2n—t+2+s.
5 [ R AR s

0

Now, we deal with I(-). In the same way, we have for any n > 0

t
0o = [ o -r o (5.36)
t—1
ftt—l m (T, —7 +t)py (=27 + t + 2n)dr, if TE (W,%) N (0,1),
— Ly —7 + t)qy (21 — t — 2n)dr, it 7e (It ) 0 (0, 1)
Consider the first case:
o Ift € 2n,2n+ 1), n > 1 : In this case, we write
t+2n—1 t+2n—1 t+2n t+2n
t—1,t)=(t—1 U U t
( ? ) ( Y 2 ) ( 2 ? 2 ) ( 2 i )7
t+2n—1
2
Ii(t) = m(m,—7 +t)qy (27 —t — 2n + 2)dr
t—1
t42n
2
- m (7, —7 +t)py (=27 +t 4+ 2n)dr
. 2
- / (T, —7 +t)qy (27 — t — 2n)dr,
t4+2n
2
which yields after a change of variables
1t s+t+2n—2 t—2n—s5+2
L(t) = —2/ 1 ( 5 , 5 )qo (s)ds (5.87)
t—2n
1 [t n+t—s t+s—2n
— o (s)d
oy | m = e (s
1 (72" on+4t4+s t—2n—s, _
_2/ m(* L g (s)ds.
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o Ifte[2n+1,2n+2), n > 1: In the same way,
t+2n t+2n t4+2n+1 t+2n+1
)U( 7t)7

(t—1,t) = (t—1, 5 YU ( 5 5 5
so, we obtain
t+2n
L) = / S (r, —7 + Opg (—27 + t + 2n)dr
t—1 s
- M2 m(r,—7 +t)qy (27 —t — 2n)dr
t2
+ /HQn+1 m (T, —7 4+ t)pg (=27 + t + 2n + 2)dr,
2

and after a change of variables we obtain

1 [t m+t—s —2n+t+s, _
L(t) = 2/ m( 5 , 5 )pg (s)ds (5.88)
0
1 /! 2n+t+s t—2n—s
—— 5 (s)d
1 /! n+2+t—s t+s—2n—2, _
+/ m( , )pg (s)ds.
2 Jonsas 2 2

To summarize, the initial states p,, g, are solutions of the following two equations:

e lfte2n,2n+1),n>1:
By gathering (5.81), (5.82), (5.85), and (5.87) we get

t—1 t
0 = (/ m(T,T+2—t)dT+/ m(T,—TH)dT) g (t = 2n)
t—2 t—1
1 /! s+t+2n—2 t—2n—s+2 s+2n+t—4 s+2n—t _

— = d
[, [ s (R SR s
1 /! 2n+t—s t+s—2n n+t—2—s 2n—t+2—s _

+= 0 771( 9 ) 9 )+772( 2 ’ 2 ) Po (S)ds

2
1 [t2n n+t+s t—2n—s n+t—2+4+s 2n—t+2+s _
0 771( ; )+772( 2 3 9 ) 4o (S)dS.

2 2 2

Letting x =t — 2n yields

1
d(x +2n)qy (x) — /0 (K2 (s,z)py (s) + K22 (s,2)qy (s))ds =0, z € (0,1), (5.89)

where ¢ is defined in (5.19) and the kernels K2!(-,-), K2?(-,-), are given by

1 4dn+4+2x—s z+s 1 dn+zxr—-2—-—5 2—s—=x
K?ll(sax) = _5771( 2 ) 2 ) - 5772( 2 ) 2 )7 (va) € (07 1)27 (590)
771(4n+a:+s T— s) + o (4n—22+a:+57 2+§—1’)’ if 0 S s S z,
K*2(s,x) = 3 (5.91)
771(471 22-1—54-:5 r— s+2) + o (4n 4+s+z 5555), if = <s< 1.

Observe that when ¢ varies in [2n,2n + 1) the z varies in [0,7 — 2n).
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e lfte2n+1,2n+2),n>1:
Gathering (5.81), (5.82), 5.84, and (5.88) yields

t—1 t
0 = —(/ n1(7,7+2—t)d7+/ 7]1(T,—T—|—t)d7‘>pa(2n+2—t)
t

-2 t—1
1 [t n+t—s —2n+t+s 2n—24+t—s 2n+2—t—s
— o (s)d
sy [ R P 2R R s
1 /! 2n+2+t—s t+s—2n—2 2n+t—s 2n+4—t—s _
— d
I e e e P e | IO
1 /! n+t+s t—2n—s s+t—242n s—t+2n+ 2 _
_5 771( 2 ) 9 )+772( 9 ) 2 ) ) (S)ds'
0

Letting 2n 4+ 2 — t = x yields
1
d(2n+2—x)py (x) — / (K2 (s, 2)pg (s) + K2 (s, @)qp (s)] ds =0, x € (0,1), n>1,  (5.92)
0

where ¢ is defined in (5.19) and the kernels K}! (-,-), K}?(.,-), are given by

1 771(4n+227m787 2*.54‘8) + 772(4717%’ 153)7 it 0 ss< Z
KM(s,x) = 5 (5.93)
i (P S5 oy (AR B0 i p < s <1,

1 n+2—x+s8s 2—x—3s 1 s+4dn—x s+
K%Q(va) :_5771( 9 ) 9 )_5772( 9 ' 9

Similarly, when ¢ varies [2n + 1,2n + 2) then x varies (2n + 2 — T\, 1].

), (s,z) € (0,1)%  (5.94)

Observe that equations (5.89) and (5.92) form a system of Fredholm Integral equations of third kind.
Indeed, if ¢t € [2n,2n + 1), the interval [2,¢) can be written as

2,t) = (U5 [20, 20 + 1)) U (URZ1[2k + 1,2k + 2])) U [2n,1),

In this case, we have to solve Equation (5.89) (resp. Equation (5.92)) in intervals of the form [2[,2]+1)
(resp. [2k + 1,20+ 2)) for some k,l > 1. In the same way, for ¢ € [2n + 1,2n + 2), the interval [2,¢) can be
written as

2,8) = (UL (20,20 + 1)) U (URZ{ 2k + 1,2k + 2]))) U [2n + 1, T).

Similarly, we have to solve Equation (5.89) (resp. Equation (5.92)) in the intervals of the form [2,2] + 1)
(resp. [2k + 1,20+ 2)) for some k,l > 1. More precisely, introduce the kernels Kfz,k,l('v ), 1<i<2,n>2,
k,l > 1, by

Kpi(s,z), 1<k<n-1,1<1<n, if x€l0,T—2n),
K}l,k,l(s7aj) =
Kii(s,z), 1<k<n-1,1<1<n-1, if ze€l[T-2n,1],
Kii(s,z), 1<k<n, 1<l<n, if z€[0,2n+2-T),
Ki,k,z(s,w) =
Kpi(s,z), 1<k<n+1,1<1<n, if ze€2n+2-T,1],
where
62k +2 — ) 0
pu— >
ate) = (P 0 ) ee bl kiz
K;1(8,$) K]i2(87.73) 2
= >
Kk,l(s’x) ( Kl21(5,$) Kl22(57$) 5 (57x) € [O’ 1] ) kvl > 1,
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associated with the third kind Fredholm integral equations

A (P ) = [t (200 ) s (5.95)
Apy(z) < zggg ) = /01 K2, (s,7) < zgg; )ds. (5.96)

Now, we come to the main theorem of this section:
Theorem 104 Let n > 2 be an integer.

e I[f2n < T < 2n+1: Then the unique continuation property for (5.70) holds true at time T if, and
only if, there exist k,1 > 1 such that the unique solution (pg, qo_) to Equation (5.95) is the null one.

e If2n+1<T < 2n+2: Then the unique continuation property for (5.70) holds true at time T if,
and only if, there exist k,1 > 1 such that the unique solution (pa, qo_) to Equation (5.96) is the null
one.

Now, let us assume that the weak observability holds, i.e

e lf2n<T <2n+1:

1. There exist 1 <k <n—1,1 <1 <n, such that
pRk+2—2x)#0, ¢(2l +x) #0, Yz € [0,T — 2n). (5.97)
2. There exist 1 <k <n—1,1<1[<n-—1, such that
d2k+2—2)#0, ¢(2l+x) #0, Yz € [T — 2n,1]. (5.98)
e f2n4+1<T <2n+2:
1. There exist 1 <k <n—1,1 <1 <n, such that
dRk+2—2)#0, (2l +x) #0, Ve € 2n+2—-T,0). (5.99)
2. There exist 1 < k <n, 1 <[ < n, such that
p2k+2—x)#0, ¢(2l+x) #0, Ve € 2n+2—-T,1]. (5.100)

Under assumptions (5.97) and (5.98) (resp. (5.99) and (5.100)), Equations (5.95) and (5.96) write

(Zgg; ) = /01 Ap @)K (s, @) < Zggi; >ds = K, ( Z’@ > (@), i =1,2, (5.101)

which are a second kind Fredholm integral equations. The following corollary is a straightforward conse-
quence of the above theorem:

Corollary 105 Let n > 2 be an integer.

o [f2n <T < 2n+1: Assume that (5.97) and (5.98) hold for some k,l > 1. The unique continuation
property for (5.70) holds at time T if, and only if 1 ¢ o (lC,lc7l>

118



o [f2n+1 < T < 2n+ 2 : Assume that (5.99) and (5.100) hold for some k,l > 1. The unique
continuation property (5.70) holds at time T if, and only if 1 ¢ o (IC% l)'

Proof. By assumptions (4.19)-(5.100), the Equations (5.101) are Fredholm integral equations of second
kind. By the Fredholm alternative, they possess a unique solution if, and only if 1 ¢ o (IC};J) ,1=1,2, for
some [,k>1. =m

Remark 106 Since the component of the kernel A;}()K; pi(), 1 =1,2, k1> 1, are completely known,

we can always prove that 1 ¢ o (IC}'CJ) .1 =1,2, by assuming that ||le,l||5(L2(0 1:Ma o (R))) < 1. Notice that
this is mot necessarily a smallness assumption on the coupling coefficients since the kernel involves the
matriz Ay} (+).

Remark 107 [t is not difficult to see that if n1 and ny are time independent, the compact operator IC}'CJ =K,
1s symmetric. Therefore, its spectrum consists of real eigenvalues. However, giving a characterization of
the spectrum meeds more care.

Remark 108 In [2/], it has been shown that the unique continuation property for a(t,z) = a(x) and b =0
holds at time T > 0 for System (5.70) if, and only if T > 4, and

/1 a(s)sin®(mns)ds # 0, ¥n > 1. (5.102)
0

It is natural to expect that condition (5.102) is equivalent to the uniqueness of the solution to Equation
(5,95) (07“ (5.96)) for Kn,k,l =K.

Remark 109 With a simple change of variable (see [/, Remark 15]), we can deduce that all the results
proved for cascade system with velocity coupling (a # 0) hold true for zero order coupling (replace ap; by
ap in System (5.3)) in the space

HY(0,1) x L*(0,1) x L?(0,1) x H~1(0,1).

5.4.3 Examples

Here, we will provide some illustrations of Theorem 104. For the sake of simplicity, we will use both
coupling functions a and b, also, we will choose the time of control to be T' = 2n for some n > 2.

The case 71 (t,z) = a(t — x), n2(t,x) = B(t + x)

Set 1 (t,z) = a(t—x) and 1, (t,z) = B(t+x) for some smooth functions a and § in Q7. After performing a
simple computations, the components K,i’z (), Kl2’z (,)),i=1,2, k,1 > 1, given in (5.90), (5.91), (5.93)
and (5.94) and the function ¢ defined in (5.19) take the form

2K}%(s,x) = —a(2k + s) — B(2k + 5), s € (0,1).

2K7 (s, 2) = —a(2l — s) — B(21 — ), s € (0,1).

1 | a2k —s)+ B2k —s), if 0<s<u,
2K, (S’x)_{a(2k:+2—s)+ﬁ(2k:+2—s), if xr<s<1,

99 a2+ s)+ B2+ 9), if 0<s<u,
2K (S’$)_{a(2l2+s)+ﬁ(2l2+s), if r<s<1.
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t—1 t
o) = /t_2 a(t=2dr + [ pltyr
~ a(t—2) 1 B), t> 2.

Next, we define the functions S;, i=1,2o0n [0,1] for any 7 > 1 by

. - ~2¢/(2j +2—5) —a(2j +2—s)
Si(s) = (26(2j +2 )" ( +B(2j_S§_5(2j+2—8§+a(2j—s) )

and
$(6) = (29(25 + ) ( R AR SR S h )

We have the following unique continuation result:

Proposition 110 Let n > 2. Assume that A,;ll() exists on [0,1] for some 1 < k,l < n — 1. Then the
unique continuation property (5.70) holds true in time T = 2n if

1 1
/ Si(s)ds # / S?(s)ds,
0 0
Proof. For T' = 2n, the system of integral equations (5.95) writes:
26(2k +2 — 2)py () = / (a(2k — 5) + B(2k — 5)) pg (s)ds (5.103)
0
1
+/ (a(2k+2—5)+ B2k +2—s))p, (s)ds
T

1
/0 (a(2k + ) + B(2k + 5)) qg (5)ds,

2021+ x)qy () = /Ox (a2l + s) + B2l + 5)) q (s)ds (5.104)
+/1 (a2l =2+ 5)+ B2l —2+5)) gy (s)ds

1
—/0 (a2l — 5) + B2 — ) py (s)ds.

Taking the derivative of (5.103) and (5.104) yields
A —2¢'(k+2—2)—a2k+2—x) _
20(2k +2 =) (py (v)) = < +B(2k — ) — B2k +2 — ) + a2k — 2) ) Py (%), (5.105)

—¢' (2 + 2) + a2l + ) + B2 + ) ) (). (5.106)

20(21 + x) (qa(x))/ = ( —a2l—2+x)— B2 -2+ 1)

Now, we devide by 2¢(2k 4+ 2 — z) and 2¢(2] + x) the equations (5.105) and (5.106) and integrating the
later two systems to get

P (@) = exp ( I s}<s>ds) p5(0), g () = exp ( I s,%<s>ds) @ (0).

where
B _ —2¢'(k+2—3s)—al2k+2—5s)
Sk(s) = (26(2k +2 =)™ < +B(2k — ) — B2k +2 — 5) — a2k — 5) >
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and
S7(0) = oot oy TEOCLE Lal2le ) o) )

Since p, and ¢, lie in H , they are linked by the boundary conditions (p, + ¢, )je=0,1, We get the system

P (0) + ¢4 (0) =0,
Py (x) = exp (fol S,i(s)ds) Py (0) + exp (fol S?(s)ds) q (0) =0,

which has a unique solution if, and only if

/01 S(s)ds + /01 S2(s)ds.

The case 771(’57 Q?) = O[(t + x)v 772(t737) = ﬂ(t - .Z')

This time set n1(t,2) = a(t + x) and n2(t, ) = B(t — =) for some smooth functions o and 3 in Q7. The
components K, (-,-), K (-,-), 5 = 1,2, k, 1 > 1, given in (5.90), (5.91), (5.93) and (5.94) and the function
¢ defined in (5.19) take the form

2K (z) = —2K%(2) =ak+2— )+ B(2k —x), 2 € [0,1],
2K () = —2K'(2)=a(2+2)+ B2l —2+2), = €[0,1],

t—1 t
6 (1) :/t arr—(—2)dr+ [ Bt —1)dr

—2 t—1

t—1 t
= / a2t — (t —2))dr + B2T —t)dr
t—2 t—1

1

t
_ 2/t_2 (als) + B(s)) ds, t > 2.

At time T' = 2n, the integral equation (5.101) turns to

1
(Kii®) (2) = A7 (2) Koo () / (s)ds, ® € L2(0,1), k1> 1, z€[0,1],
’ 0

where
K}'(2) K}'(2)
P(2k+2—x) 6(2k+2—1)
A (0) Ky (7)) = , 1<ki<n—1,2z€]0,1].
’ K72 () K72 ()
T o) $(2l+)

We have the following unique continuation result:

Proposition 111 Let n > 2. Assume that A; | (-) ewists on [0,1] for some 1 < k,I < n — 1. Then the
unique continuation property (5.70) holds true in time T = 2n if, and only if

1¢o ( /0 1 Al (x)Kn,k,l(x)dx> .

The proof of the above proposition is an immediate consequence of combining Corollary 105 and the
following lemma:
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Lemma 112 Let J : L?(0,1)" — L2(0,1)" be the compact operator
(1) () /f )ds, z € (0,1),

where M € C ([0,1], Mpxn (R)). Then 1 € o(J) if, and only if 1 € o (f01 M) .

Proof. See Appendix 5.5.2. =

Remark 113 In the above two examples, we have used both a and b to simplify computations. Dealing
with the integral equation (5.95) and (5.96) with only one of them seems to be not accessible unless they
are in a very particular class of simple functions (for instance a(t,x) = kot + K12+ Ko, K € R, i =1,2,3).

5.5 Appendix

5.5.1 Proof of Proposition 81

We start by proving that 1 = 2.
Suppose there exists z¢ € [0, 1] such for any sx s matrix My, extracted from M, we have det My (xg) =
0. Denote by My, Ms, ..., M, the s— dimensional row vector functions of the matrix M so that:

M,y
M,
M = .
M,
Then from our assumption, the vector space spanned by the M; (zg) is at most of dimension s — 1. Thus
there exists V' € R?® such that

[Vlgs =1 and M; (o) -V =0, 1 <i<n.

Let u € C§° (R) with [ u? () dz = 1 and (for example) supp(u) = [—1,1]. We are going to prove that the
sequence:
= Viju(j(z =)V, j > jo, z €R,

is a singular sequence for the multlphcatlon operator My, on L? (0,1)° whose matrix is some s x s matrix
My, extracted from M. If zp € (0,1) (we leave to the reader to check that the proof works with zo = 0
by choosing hj (z) = /ju (jo — 1)V and with zo = 1 by choosing h; (z) = v/Ju (j (x — 1) +1) V), we see
from the definition of u that for jy sufficiently large

1 1 . .
supp (1) = [l’o—j?woJrj} c1, §2 o

Moreover, for all j > jp.

1
2 .
/0 hi (r)dr = j



Since supp(h;j) — {zo} as j — oo, (h;) has no convergent subsequence in L2 (0,1)". On the other hand:
Mo a0y = / Mt (2) hy (2)? da

x0+f
= / "2 ( (& — o)) | Mo () V2

o—1
i

1
— / u? (€) | Mexs (a:g + 1§) 174
-1 J

Thus, from Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we get:

2
dz.

. 2
Jimn M 112 0,1y = 0
Since, in particular, the choice of V' and the continuity of Myt give:

1
lim Mext <$0 + ]€> V= Mext (Ilfo) V=0

Jj—00

Ifn=ds+qgwithd>1and 0 <qg<s—1, we form the s X s extracted matrices:

[ Msi1
My Mg-1)s+1 M
d . d
Melxt : gy M : ’ Mezgl = MTIL
Ms Mds :
L Ms_q
We then have:
n
2 2
||th||L2(0,1)" = Z HMk : hj||L2(071)
k=1
< ZHMext J‘

L2(0,1)°

It readily follows that:
. 12 B
jliglo HMhJHLQ(OJ)n = 0.

This proves that 1 = 2.

To prove that 2 = 1, we assume that for all = € [0, 1], there exists a s X s matrix My, extracted from
M, such that
det Moyt (x) # 0.

Each one of the functions |det My ()| is uniformly continuous on [0, 1] :
Ve > 0, I, >0, |z —y| < nar, = ||det Moy ()] — |det Mo ()| < &, ¥ (,9) € [0,1]%.

In the sequel, we set n = min {nas,,, Mext extracted s x s matrix}. Let 0 < j <m—1and§; € [%, il] .

m

There exists a s X s matrix M7,

det ngt (5]) = (5j > 0.
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Choosing m such that % <n,weget withe < min 6; =6

0<j<m-1
' i1
‘detMejXt (ZL')‘ >0—e¢, Vx e [‘7, ‘H_} .
m’ m
. . . S
From Proposition 81, this ensures that for each 0 < j < m — 1, M/_, is invertible on L? (%, ﬁf) . Now,
we can write for any h € L?(0,1)° :
n
2 2
||Mh||L2(0,1)" = Z [ M, - hHLQ(o,l)
k=1
m—1 n %
= 357 M) b s
7=0 k=1 #
molo i 2
> 3 7 @) )] da
7=0 %
m—1 ,itl
> ¢ /_ymwﬁm
=0 7
1
> c/|mmﬁm
0
This ends the proof.
5.5.2 Proof of Lemma 112
Proof of =: If 1 € o(J), there will exist a non-zero f € L?(0,1)" such that
1
f@gzjw@g/'f@yw,xe(q1y (5.107)
0

Integrating (5.107) over (0, 1) yields

AV@@:KM@@AV@@

This shows that fol f is an eigenvector of the matrix fol M associated with the eigenvalue 1.

Proof of «: If 1 € o (fol M) , then there exists an eigenvector of fol M denoted by V € R" such that

V:(AUﬂ@@)V

A4@ﬂf:ﬂ4@)<[fwuxnam),xe[mu.

applying the matrix M(-) yields

This shows that the vector M (-)V is an eigenvector of J associated with the eigenvalue 1.
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