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Abstract. In this paper, we study the control system associated with the incom-
pressible 3D Euler system. We show that the velocity field and pressure of the fluid are
exactly controllable in projections by the same finite-dimensional control. Moreover,
the velocity is approximately controllable. We also prove that 3D Euler system is not
exactly controllable by a finite-dimensional external force.

1 Introduction
Let us consider the controlled incompressible 3D Euler system:

4+ (u,Vyu+Vp=h+n, divu =0, (1.1)
u(0,2) = up(x). (1.2)

where u = (u1,us2,us3) and p are unknown velocity field and pressure of the fluid,
h is a given function, ug is an initial condition, 7 is the control taking values in
a finite-dimensional space F, and

3

{(u, Vv = Z u;(t, az)aixlv

=1

We assume that space variable x = (z1, 22, 23) belongs to the 3D torus T =
R3/277Z3.

The question of global well-posedness of 3D Euler system continues to be
one of the most challenging problems of fluid mechanics. However, the local
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existence of solutions is well known (e.g., see [15, [16]). Moreover, Beale, Kato
and A. Majda |3] proved that under the condition

T
/ | vt u(t)]|| Leedt < 00
0

the smooth solution exists up to time T'.

In this paper, we show that for an appropriate choice of E, the problem
is exactly controllable in projections, i.e., for any finite-dimensional subspaces
F,G c H* and for any & € F,p € G there is an E-valued control 1 such
that problem (L), (I2)) has a solution (u,p) on [0,7] whose projection onto
F x G coincides with (4, p) at time T. We also prove that the velocity w is
approximately controllable, i.e., u(T) is arbitrarily close to 4. From Eq. (L)) it
follows that the pressure can be expressed in terms of the velocity, so we can not
expect to control approximately the pressure and the velocity simultaneously.
The proofs of these results are based on a development of some ideas from
(L, 12,112, 113].

Let us mention some earlier results on the controllability of the Euler and
Navier—Stokes systems. The exact controllability of Euler and Navier—Stokes
systems with control supported by a given domain was studied by Coron [5],
Fursikov and Imanuvilov [§], Glass 9], and Ferndndez-Cara et al. [7]. Agrachev
and Sarychev [1, 2] were first to study controllability properties of some PDE’s
of fluid dynamics by finite-dimensional external force. They proved the con-
trollability of 2D Navier—Stokes and 2D Euler equations. Rodrigues [11] used
Agrachev—Sarychev method to prove controllability of 2D Navier—Stokes equa-
tion on the rectangle with Lions boundary condition. Later Shirikyan [13] gen-
eralized this method to the case of not well-posed equations. In particular, the
controllability of 3D Navier—Stokes equation is proved.

Notice that the above papers concern the problem of controllability of the
velocity. In this paper, we first develop the ideas of these works to get the
controllability of the velocity of 3D Euler system. One of the main difficulties
comes from the fact that the resolving operator of the system is not Lipschitz
continues in the phase space. We next deduce the controllability of the pressure
from that of the velocity with the help of an appropriate correction of the control
function.

We also treat the question of exact controllability of 3D Euler equation. In
[14], Shirikyan shows that the set of attainability Ar(ug) of 2D Euler equation
from initial data ug € C*® at time T' > 0 cannot contain a ball of C*. We show
that the ideas of [14] can be generalized to prove that the set A(ug) = Ur A (uo)
also does not contain a ball in 3D case. In particular, 3D Euler equation is not
exactly controllable.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we give a perturbative result
for 3D Euler system. In Sections[Bland @] we formulate the main results of this
paper, which are proved in Sections[Band[Gl Section[7lis devoted to the problem
of exact controllability.
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Notation. We set

H={uecL?:divu =0, / u(z)dz = 0}.
T3

Let us denote by II the orthogonal projection onto H in L?. Let H* be the
space of vector functions u = (u1,us2,u3) with components in the Sobolev space
of order k, and let || - || be the corresponding norm. Define H* := H* N H.
The Stokes operator is denoted by L := —IIA, D(L) = H2. For any vector
n = (n1,n2,n3) € R3 we denote |n| := |n1| + |na| + |ns].

Let Jr :=[0,7] and X be a Banach space endowed with the norm || - || x.
For 1 <p < oo let LP(Jr, X) be the space of measurable functions u : Jp — X
such that

1

T »
lulle(rr,x) = (/o |u|§<ds) < 0.

The space of continuous functions u : Jp — X is denoted by C(Jr, X).

2 Perturbative result on solvability of the 3D
Euler system

Let us consider the Cauchy problem for Euler system on the 3D torus:

U+ (u, Viu+ Vp= f(t), divu =0, (2.1)
u(0,2) = ug(x).
System (21]), (Z2)) is equivalent to the problem (see [15, Chapter 17])
0+ B(v) = 11f(?),
v(0,z) = Tup(x),

where v = Ilu, B(a,b) = II{{a, V)b} and B(a) = B(a,a). We shall need the

following standard estimates for the bilinear form B:
[B(a,b)|[x < Cllallxllbllx+1  for k> 2, (2.3)
|(B(a,b), L*b)| < Cllallul[bll7  for k >3, (2.4)

for any a € H* and b € HE* (see |4]).
Let us consider the problem
i+ Blu+ Q) = f(t), (2.5)
u(0,x) = up(x).



Theorem 2.1. Let T > 0 and k > 4. Suppose that for some functions vo € H¥,
€€ L*(Jr, HEY) and g € LY (J7, HY) problem (Z3), (Z.8) with ug = vo, ( = £
and f = g has a solution v € C(Jp, HX). Then there are positive constants §
and C depending only on the quantity

lollerr,mey + 1€l L2 rp, e
such that the following statements hold.
(i) If ug € HE, ¢ € L2(Jr, HE*Y) and f € LY(Jr, HY) satisfy the inequalities
llvo —uollk—1 < 6, ||C—§||L2(JT,Hk) <9, Hf_gHLl(JT,Hk*l) <0, (2.7)
then problem (2.3), (2.8) has a unique solution u € C(Jr, HE).
(i) Let
R: HY x L2(Jp, HYY x LY (Jp, HY) = C(Jr, HY)
be the operator that takes each triple (uo,C, f) satisfying (2-7) to the solu-
tion u of (Z3), (2Z:8). Then
IR (uo,¢, f) = R(vo, & 9)le(p,mi-1) < C(|lvo — uollr—1
+11¢ =&l 2 (p,m%) +ILf = gHLl(JT,H’C*l))-

(iii) Let ¢ € C(Jr, H*) and f € C(Jr, H*™1), and let Ry be the restriction of
R to the time t. Then R. is Lipschitz-continuous in time, i.e.,

||Rt(u07 Cv f) - RS(”Ou Ca f)”kf—l < M|t - S|7
where M depends on ||R(uo, C, f)llc(rr,mx), [Clle(rr, mry and |l me-1y-

Proof. We seek a solution of (23)), (2:6) in the form v = v+w. Substituting this
into (23], 2.6) and performing some transformations, we obtain the following
problem for w:

w4+ Blw+nv+&)+ Bv+&w+n)+ B(w+n) =qt,z), (2.8)
w(0, ) = wo(x), (2.9)

where wg = ug —vg, n = ¢ — & and ¢ = f — g. By bilinearity of B, [23) is
equivalent to the equation

W+ B(w) + B(w,n) + B(w,v) + B(w,£) = q(t,x) — (B(n) + B(v,n) + B((fﬂ?);,
2.10

where B(u,v) = B(u,v) + B(v,u). It follows from (21) that we can choose
0 > 0 such that the right-hand side of [2I0) and initial data wy are small
in LY(Jp, H 1) and HF~1, respectively. Hence, by the standard theorem



of existence (see [15], [16]), system (ZI0), @J) has a unique solution w €
C(Jr, H*=1). From the embedding H2 < L™ we deduce that

sup || rotu(t,)||Le < oo. (2.11)
t€(0,T]

In view of ug € HY, ¢ € L?(Jp, H¥Y), f € LY(Jp, HY) and (2I0), the Beale-
Kato-Majda theorem (see é]) implies u € C(Jr, HY).

To prove (ii), let us get an a priori estimate for w. Multiplying (ZI0) by
LF~ 1w and using (Z3), (Z4), we obtain

1d
s lellioa < C(H?ﬂlli_l +llwli—y (Il + lolle + [1€]1%)

+ lwlle-1 (lalle—1 + InlleClnlle—1 + ol + ||€||k))>' (2.12)
Integrating (2.12]), we obtain

)2 prsy < Cllwlleq, e

x [A+/O (||w||z_1+||w||k_1(||n||k+||v||k+Ilé‘llk))df]=
(2.13)

T o
where A = [lwollk—1 + [y [llalls—1 + [Illx(nlle—1 + l[ollx + [[€]lx)]ds. Dividing
@13) by [[w|c(s, mr-1) and using the Gronwall inequality, we get

t
lwllies < 4y + Oy / (s, )2y ds,
0

where A} = C1 A and C} is a constant depending on [|v|| (s, g+ + 1€l L2 1%)-
Another application of Gronwall inequality gives that

A
@l < 7=

— - < 2A, f t <
e 1 for any ¢t <

. 2.14
201A1 ( )

We can choose § > 0 such that 5zt > T From the definition of A; and ZI4)
we deduce that

”wHC(JT,H’“*l) < C(Jlwoll gr—1 + ||77||L2(JT,Hk) + ||Q||L1(JT,H’C*1))' (2.15)

Statement (i) is a straightforward consequence of ([21H).
Let us prove (ii7). Integrating (Z3]) over (s,t) and using 23)), we get

[u(t) = u(s)llk—1 < / 1f(m) = B(u(r) + ¢(7))lk—1dr < Mt — 5.

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1 O



3 Controllability of the velocity
Let us consider the controlled Euler system:

i+ B(u) = h(t) + (1), (3.1)
u(0,2) = uo(x),

where h € C°°([0,00), H¥*2) and ug € HY are given functions, and 7 is the
control taking values in a finite-dimensional subspace £ C H**2. We denote
by ©(h,ug) the set of functions n € L'(Jr, HY) for which @), B2) has a
unique solution in C(Jr, HY). By Theorem Il ©(h,ug) is an open subset of
LY(Jr, HE). To simplify the notation, we write R(-,0,-) = R(-,-). Let us recall
the definition of controllability. Suppose X C L!(Jr, HE) is an arbitrary vector
space.

Definition 3.1. Fq. (31) with n € X is said to be controllable at time T if
for any € > 0, for any finite-dimensional subspace F C HY, for any projection
Pr : HY — H* onto F and for any functions ug € HE, 4 € HE there is a
control n € ©(h,up) N X such that

PFRT(UOW) = PF’EL,
R (uo,n) — 0|k <e.

Let us recall some notation introduced in [1], [2] and [12]. For any finite-
dimensional subspace E C H**2 we denote by F(E) the largest vector space
F C HF*2 such that for any 7, € F there are vectors n,¢!,...,(" € E and

positive constants as, ..., o, satisfying the relation
n
m=n-y aB(C) (3.3)
i=1

The space F(E) is well defined. Indeed, as E is a finite-dimensional subspace
and B is a bilinear operator, then F(FE) is contained in a finite-dimensional
space. It is easy to see that if subspaces G1 and G2 satisfy (B3], then so does
G1 + Go. Thus, F(FE) is well defined. Obviously, E C F(E). We define Ej by
the rule

Ey=FE, E,=F(FE,_1) for n>1, Eoo:UEn-
n=1

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.2. Let h € C>([0,00), H¥*?). If E C H 2 is a finite-dimensional
subspace such that E is dense in HE, then Eq. (31) with n € C=(Jr,E) is
controllable at any time T'.

Ezxample 3.3. Let us introduce the functions

em(x) = 1(m) cos(m, x), sm(x) = I(m) sin{m, z), (3.4)



where m € Z3 and
{I(m),l1(—m)} is an orthonormal basis in m* := {z € R®, (z,m) = 0}. (3.5)
It is shown in [12] that if
E = span{cm, $m, |m| < 3},

then E. is dense in H*. We emphasise for what follows that the space E does
not depend on the choice of the basis {I(m),l(—m)}.

The proof of Theorem[3.2]is based on the uniform approximate controllability
of the Euler system.

Definition 3.4. Eq. (1) with n € X is said to be uniformly approzimately
controllable at time T if for any ¢ > 0, any ug € HF and any compact set
K C HY there is a continuous function ¥ : K — O(h,uo) N X such that

su};; 1R (uo, U (@) — ||k < e, (3.6)
ae

where O(h,uo) N X is endowed with the norm of L*(Jr, H).

Lemma 3.5. If for any compact subset K C HETY there is a continuous func-
tion ¥ : K — ©(h,up) N X such that (30) holds, then FEq. (31) with n € X is

uniformly approximately controllable at time T.

Proof. For any compact set K C HY there is a small constant § > 0 such that
€
sup |le°Fa — dl < =.
acK 2
As K| := e LK is compact in H!*1 by assumption, there is a continuous
mapping ¥ : K1 — O(h, ug) N C*>°(Jr, X) such that
€

sup [|Rr(uo, ¥(a)) —aflx < 5.
uweKy

Therefore the continuous mapping ® : K — O(h,uo) N X, @ — ¥(e %Fa)
satisfies the inequality

sup || Rz (ug, (1)) — 4l|x < &.
weK

O

The following lemma shows that the uniform approximate controllability is
stronger than controllability.

Lemma 3.6. If Eq. (1) with n € X is uniformly approximately controllable
at time T, then it is also controllable.



Proof. Suppose F' C HF is a finite-dimensional subspace and Pr is a projection
onto F, ug € H¥ and @& € F. Let Br(R) be the closed ball in F of radius
R centred at origin with R > Me, where M is the norm of Pr and € > 0
is an arbitrary constant. Since Bp(R) is a compact subset of HX, there is a
continuous mapping ¥ : Bp(R) — O(h,up) N X such that

sup  ||Rr(uo, ¥(4)) — 4k < e. (3.7)
a4€BFr(R)

Therefore the continuous mapping ® : Brp(R) — F, @ — PpRr(ug, V(1))
satisfies the inequality

sup ||®(a) — 4|l < Me.
4€Br(R)

Fixing v € Br(R — Me) and applying the Brouwer theorem to the mapping
u—v+u—®(u): Bp(R) = Br(R), we get

Brp(R — Me) C ®(Bp(R)). (3.8)

Let & € F. By (B.8), for sufficiently large R there is a function uq € Bp(R)
such that

PFRT(UQ,\IJ(’U,l)) = qu. (39)

Using B.7) and (39), we obtain
Rz (uo, W(u1)) = allx < [Re(uo, ¥(u1)) — uallx
+ Hu1 — PFRT(U(), \I/(’U,l))Hk < e+ Me.
Since € > 0 was arbitrary, this completes the proof. O

Lemma implies that Theorem is an immediate consequence of the
following result, which will be proved in Sections 5 and 6.

Theorem 3.7. Let h € C>([0,00), H¥*2). If E C H 2 is a finite-dimensional
subspace such that E is dense in HE, then Eq. (31) with n € C=(Jr,E) is
uniformly approximately controllable at any time T.

4 Controllability of finite-dimensional projections
of the velocity and pressure

In this section, we are interested in controllability properties of pressure in Euler
system. We consider the problem (1)), (L2). If u € C(Jr, H*) is a solution of

@1, 32D, then (u,p) will be the solution of (ILTl), (L2), where

3
p = Ail(divh — Z 8jui8iuj). (41)

4,j=1



Here the function p is defined up to the an additive constant and A~! is the
inverse of A : H¥ —: H¥~2. In what fallows we normalise p by the condition that
its mean value on T? is zero. Denote by (R(ug,n), P(ug,n)) the solution of (I.1]),
([T2) and by (R:(uo,n), Pe(uo,n)) its restriction to the time ¢. Eq. (A1) implies
that (L), (I2) is not approximately controllable, so we will be interested in
exact controllability in projections.

Definition 4.1. Eq. (I1) with n € X is said to be exactly controllable in
projections at time T if for any finite-dimensional subspaces F C H*, G ¢ H*
and for any functions ug € HF, 4 € F and p € G there is a control n €
O(h,up) N X such that

PrRr(uo,n) = 1,

PaPr(uo,n) = p.
Theorem 4.2. If E C H*2 is a finite-dimensional subspace such that E..

is dense in HY, then Eq. (1) with n € C*®(Jr, E) is ezactly controllable in
projections at any time T > 0.

Proof. To simplify the proof, we shall assume that A = 0. The proof remains
literally the same in the case h # 0. An argument similar to that used in the
proof of Lemma [3.6]shows that it suffices to establish the following property: for
any compact set K C H¥ x H* and for any constant £ > 0 there is a continuous
function ¥ : K — ©(h,up) N X such that

sup ||RT(U’05 \I/(ﬂ,ﬁ)) - ’&Hk <eg,
(a,p)eK

sup HPGPT(UOa\I/(’&vﬁ))_ﬁHk <e.
(u,p)eK

We introduce the spaces
Fy, = span{cy, sn, |n| <m, n € Z3},
G : = span{sin{n, ), cos(n, x),|n| <m, n € Z3},

where the functions ¢, s, are defined in (B4), (B3). By an approximation
argument, it suffices to construct ¥ for any compact set K C F,, X G,,,. For an
integer m > 1, we introduce the symmetric quadratic form

3
A(u,v) = —PGMA_I Z 8jui8ivj

ij=1
and set A(u) = A(u,u). Clearly, we have the following inequality
[A(u) = A(v)[lk < Cllu— ]|k, (4.2)
where u,v € H¥ and C is constant depending on ||ul|x, + ||v||x. Eq. (&) implies
Pa,, Pi(uo,n) = A(Re(uo,n))- (4.3)

We admit for the moment the following lemma.



Lemma 4.3. For any i € F,, and p € Gy, there is v € F- N HE such that
p= Al + v), (4.4)

where F:- is the orthogonal complement of F,, in the space H. Moreover, the
mapping (4, p) — v is continuous from Fy, x Gy, to Fi-, where Fy,, Gy, and Fi-
are endowed with the norm of H*.

By Theorem B.7] there is a continuous mapping ¥ such that

sup ||Rr(uo, ¥(@, p)) — (4 + )|k <e,
(a,p)eK

where v satisfies (44). From [@2]), (£3) and (@), we have

sup || Pg,, Pr(uo, ¥(4,p)) — pllx < sup [[A(Rr(uo, ¥(a,p))) — A(d+ )|k
(a,p)eK (a,p)eK

<C sup [Rr(uo, ¥(a,p)) — (@ + )|k
(a,p)eK

This completes the proof of Theorem

Proof of Lemma[{.3 It is easy to see that (L) is equivalent to

A(v) + 2A(0,v) = p — A(Q) =: Z (Cp sin(n, ) + D, cos(n, z)). (4.5)

[n|<m

For all n € Z2, |n| < m let us take {k}}, {k2}, {k2} and {k%} in Z2 such
that |k%| > 2m and

(a) k7 =k =k =k =,
(b) min{|k;, + K[, |k}, £ K|, [& — K3l ky — k) > m,

(c) kL and k3 are not parallel to k2 and &, respectively,

for all 4,5 = 1,2,3,4, d = 1,2, |r| < m and n # r. This choice is possible.
Indeed, let ¢ : Z2 — N, be an injection and let

ky, = 86(n)m(n), ky, = (86(n) + 4)m(n),
k% = 8¢(n)m(n) +n, kb = (8¢(n) + 4)m(n) + n, (4.6)

where m(n) € Z2 is not parallel to n and [m(n)| = m. It is easy to see that {kJ}
satisfy (a) — (¢). We seek v in the form

v="2_ (Cusu, + Digers + Crysiy + Crysiy).

Inl<m

10



Substituting this expression of v into (@3] and using the construction of k% , we
obtain

> (A(Ck; ki + Dyzepz ) + A(Cya sps + Ckgsk;ll))
[n|<m

= Z (Cp sin(n, x) + D, cos(n, z)).

[n|<m

On the other hand,

3
A(Cry sy + Dizcrz) = A1) Lk} ) (k) 15(k2) (K7)iCry Dyz sin(n, )
ij=1
Cht, Diy

n%—l—n%—kn%

(1K), k) (1(K7), k) sin(n, @),

where 1;(k%) and (k!); are j-th coordinates of I(k) and k!, respectively. As
k! is not parallel to k2, we can choose I(k}) and I(k2) not perpendicular to k2

n’

and k!, respectively, i.e.,

(1K), k) (U(k7), ) # 0.

Hence, there are constants C1, D2 continuously depending on C),, and there-
fore on (4, p), such that

A(Cha 831 + Dy2cy2) = Cpsin(n, ).
In the same way, we can choose Cys, Cya such that

A(Cys sps + Craspa ) = Dy cos(n, z).
Thus we have ([@.4]).

5 Proof of Theorem 3.7

Let us fix a constant € > 0, an initial point ug € H¥, a compact set K C HF
and a vector subspace X C L'(Jr, H¥). Eq. (3I) with n € X is said to be
uniformly (g, ug, K)-controllable at time T' > 0 if there is a continuous mapping

U: K —O(hu)NX
such that

sup ||Rr(uo, ¥(4)) — al|x < ¢,
weK

where O(h,ug) N X is endowed with the norm of L'(Jr, HF).
Theorem 37 is deduced from the following result, which is established in
next section.

11



Theorem 5.1. Let E C H*2 be a finite-dimensional subspace. If Eq. (31)
with n € C®(Jr,F(E)) is uniformly (e,uo, K)-controllable, then it is also
(g, ug, K)-controllable with n € C*°(Jr, E).

Proof of Theorem [3.7 We first prove that there is an integer N > 1 depending
only on €, ug and K such that Eq. (31 with n € C(Jr, Ex) is uniformly
(€, ug, K)-controllable at time T'. Let us define a continuous operator defined
on Jr x K by

u,, s(t, @) = T (te'la + (T — t)eFug)

It is easy to see that u, s satisfies Eq. (8] with
N5 = Up,s + Buus) — h(t).
As K is a compact set in H”, we have
sup ||up,s(T, @) — llx — 0 as p — 0,
a€K

sup |[up,5(0,%) — uollx — 0 as d — 0.
ack

The fact that E., is dense in H¥ implies
||PE‘N77#75 — 77#,5||L1(JT,H’€) — 0 as N — oc.
By Theorem [Z1] we can chose N, u and ¢ such that

sup [|R(uo, Prynpu,s(0)) — allk < e.
weEK

We note that the mapping Prynu,s(-, ) : %@ = Prynus(-,4) is continuous from
K to C(Jr, HF). Hence Eq. (B.0)) is uniformly (e, ug, K )-controllable with 1 €
C(Jr, En). Applying N times Theorem 5. we complete the proof of Theorem

O

6 Proof of Theorem [5.1]

The proof of Theorem [5.1]is inspired by ideas from [1, 12,12, 13]. Let us consider
the following control system:

4+ Bu+¢)=h+n, (6.1)

where 7,( are E-valued controls. Let @(uo,h) be the set of pairs (n,() €
LY(Jr, HE) x L?(Jr, H¥+1) for which problem (6.1)), (3:2) has a unique solution
in C(Jr, H¥). Bq @) with (n,¢) € X € L*(Jr, HY) x L*(Jr, H¥1) is said to
be uniformly (g, ug, K)-controllable if there is a continuous mapping

U: K —O(hu)NX

12



such that

sup ||Rr(ug, U(4)) — 4|k < e, (6.2)

acK

where ©(h,up) N X is endowed with the norm of L'(Jr, H¥) x L2(Jp, H¥+1).
We claim that, when proving Theorem [5.1] it suffices to assume ug € HE2.

Suppose that for any vg € H**2 and for any continuous mapping ® : K —

O(h,v9) N C*(Jr, Eq) there is a continuous mapping

$: K — O(h,v9) NC>®(Jr, E)

such that
N PN &
sup || Rr(vo, ®()) — R (vo, ®())x < 3
ueK

Let us show that for any ug € H¥ and for any continuous mapping ¥ : K —
O(h,vg) N C*®(Jp, E71) there is a continuous mapping ¢ : K — ©O(h,v) N
C>(Jr, E) such that

sup |[Re (o, ¥(@)) — R (uo U(@))ls <e.

By Theorem 2.1} there is vg € H 2 such that

sup [[R (w0, ¥(8)) = R(wo, W(@))llcrr,m) < 5 (6.3)
By our assumption, as vg € H, 5*2, there is a continuous mapping
U, : K — O(h,up) NC>®(Jp, E)
such that
sup [ R (v0, W(8)) = Rer(vo, B=(@) e < 5. (6.4)
By Theorem 2.1} we have
[ R (vo, Ue(@)) = Rer (wo, e (@))[|1 < Cllvo — uol, (6.5)

where C' is a constant not depending on . Choosing vy sufficiently close to ug
and using inequalities ([6.3)), (64) and ([63), we get

R (uo, (@) — R (uo, ¥e(@))[[x <e.

From now on, we assume that ug € Hf,”‘?. In this case, Theorem [5.1]is deduced
from the following two propositions.

Proposition 6.1. Eq. (31) with n € C>®(Jp, E) is uniformly (e, ug, K)-con-
trollable if and only if so is Eq. (61) with (n,¢) € C*(Jr,E x E).
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Proposition 6.2. Eq. [6.1) with (n,¢) € C(Jp, EXE) is uniformly (¢, ug, K)-
controllable if and only if so is Eq. (1) with my € C*(Jr, Ey).
(

Proof of Proposition 61l We show that if (61) with (n,¢{) € C>*°(Jr, E x E)
is uniformly (e, ug, K)-controllable, then so is B1]) with n € C*(Jr, E). Let

U: K = O(h,u) NC®(Jp, Ex E),  W(i) = (n(t,a),{(t@))
be such that

£:= sup IR (uo, ¥ (@) — @l < e (6.6)
ue

Let us choose ¢, (-, %) € C*(Jr, E) such that (,(0) = (,(T) = 0, the mapping
Ca(ey0) 1@ = Go(-, @) from K to C(Jp, HET) is continuous and
160 = CllL2(gg, x40y — 0 @S m — 00,

By Theorem 2.1} for sufficiently large n we have

Sup IR (w0, o (@), m) = Rer(uo, U (@) ||k < & —&. (6.7)

Define W, (t, %) = n(t, @) — (o (L, 0). It is easy to see that W,,(-,-) : & — ¥, (-, a)
is a continuous mapping from K to L(Jr, HY). Clearly,

R(an Cn(ﬁ’)a 77) = R(”Oa \I]n(a)) - Cn(ﬁ’)
Using the fact that (,(T) = 0, (67) and (6.6]), we derive

sup | R (uo, W (@), 1) = allx < & — &+ sup [Re(uo, ¥ (@) — il <,
WEK ack

which completes the proof of Proposition O

Proof of Proposition[6.3. By Proposition [6.1] and the fact £ C Eq, if Eq. (6.1)
is uniformly (e, ug, K)-controllable, then so is Eq. B with n € C*(Jr, E1).
We need to prove the converse assertion. We assume that there is a continuous
mapping

Uy K — O(h,uo) N L' (Jr, Ey)

such that
€ := sup [|Rr(uo, V1(a)) — 4l|x <e.
aEK

We approximate Ry (ug, U1 (%)) by a solution u(t, @) of problem (61]), (32) with
some 7(t, @), ((t,u) € C*(Jr, E) such that (n(t,a),{(t,4)) depends continu-
ously on 4 € K.

Step 1. We first approximate ¥;(a) by a family of piecewise constant
controls. Let us introduce a finite set A = {n} € Ey,l = 1,...,m}. For any
integer s, we denote by Ps(Jr, A) the set of functions

14



m(t)=> @it} for tel0,T],
=1

where ¢; are non-negative functions such that >°;" | ¢ (¢) =1,

s—1
oi(t) = ch7TIT7s(t) for t e (0,7,
r=0

and I, 5 is the indicator function of the interval [t,, ¢,41) with ¢, = 7T/s.
We define a metric in Ps(Jr, A) by

dp(n,¢1) = Y _ller = Gillzoe ey m, ¢ € Pa(Jr, A),
=1

where {¢;} and {¢;} are the functions corresponding to n; and (3, respectively.
We shall need the following lemmas, which are proved at the end of this section.

Lemma 6.3. If Fq. (31) withn € C*°(Jp, E1) is uniformly (¢, ug, K)-controllable,
then there is a finite set A = {n},1 =1,...,m} C Ey, an integer s > 1 and a
mapping ¥y : K — Ps(Jr, A) continuous with respect to the metric of Ps(Jr, A)
such that U4 (K) C O(ug, h) and

sup ||RT(UO, \I/S(ﬁ)) — ’&Hk <E.
uweK

Lemma 6.4. Let E C HE? be a finite-dimensional space and Ey = F(E).
Then for any n1 € Ey there are vectors 1,...,(P,n € E and positive constants
ALy ..., Ap whose sum is equal to 1 such that

P
B(u) —m = Z)\jB(u—i-Cj) —n foranyu € H'.

j=1

Let ¥, be the function constructed in Lemma
m
=1

Asn} € By, by Lemmal6.4 there are vectors ¢!, ... (P, n! € E and positive

constants A 1,..., A, whose sum is equal to 1 such that
p .
B(u) —n} =ZAl7jB(u+§l’])—nl for any u € H'. (6.8)
j=1

Let u; = R(uo, ¥s(@)). It follow from (6.8]) that u satisfies the equation

i+ YD Aot @) Blur + ¢ = h(t) + ) @it ' (6.9)
=1

j=11=1

15



We can rewrite Eq. (69) in the form
q
i+ 3 Wl ) Blun + C) = h(t) + n(t, ), (6.10)
i=1

where (' € E fori=1,...,q, n(t,4) = >~ wui(t, @)n' such that

s—1 q
Gilt, i) = dip(@)](t), > dip =1
r=0 )

for some non-negative functions d; , € C(K).

Step 2. We approximate u; by a solution of problem (€1]), B2]). First we
assume s = 1. In this case (610) becomes

i+ 30 (@) Blus + ) = () + (). (6.1)
i=1
where d; € C(K) and n € C(K, E). Let (u(t,0) = ((%,a), where ((¢,4) is a
1-periodic function such that
C(s,0) = ¢ for 0 < s — (dy (@) + ...+ dj_1(2) < d;(a), j=1,...,q,
where dy(4) = 0. Eq. (GII) is equivalent to the equation
1 + B(uy + Cu(t,4)) = h(t) + n(t, 4) + fau(t, @),

where
q

fu(t,0) = Bluy + Cu(t, @) = > di(@) B(uy + ). (6.12)
=1
Let us define

t
Kolt) = [ g(s)ds.

0
Then v, = u; — Kf,, is a solution of the problem

n + Blvn + Cu(t, @) + K fn(t, @) = h(t) +n(t, @),

Unp = UQ.
Suppose we have shown that

§l€12 (1K frt, ﬂ)|‘c(JT7Hk+1) — 0. (6.13)

Then v,, satisfies
||’Un — ul||C(JT,H"+1) —0asn — oo.

There is an integer ng > 1 such that if n > ng

§u2 ||R(u07 Cn(ﬁ)v 17(’&)) - ul('? a)"C(JT,H’C) <e-—E&.
ue
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Then the operator
\i/n K — Ll(JTaE) X L2(JT7E)5 U — (W(ﬁ)aCn(ﬁ))
satisfies (6.2).

To finish the proof of Proposition in the case s = 1, it suffices to prove
(ET13). Suppose we have shown that

(1 fr(t, ’ll)||c(JT7Hk+1) — 0 for any 4 € K. (6.14)

To prove ([613]), by the Arzela—Ascoli theorem, it suffices to show that the family
{0 — Kfn(-,4)} is uniformly equicontinuous from K to C(Jr, H1). By (6.12),
it suffices to show that so is @ — (, () from K to L'(Jr, H**2). The definition
of ¢, implies

nt

T
N . nt N
G ) = G 82) 3 g prieay < / ¢ (1) = (o ) ot

L etti) — ¢ttt < 03 (i) — diaa).

- Jo i=1
The uniform continuity of d; over K gives us the required result.

Step 3. To complete the proof of Proposition[6.2in the case s = 1, it remains
to prove (6.14)). If we show that for any piecewise constant H**2-valued function
uy on Jr, the sequence {K f,} converges to zero in the space C(Jr, H¥*1), then
an approximation argument shows (6.14) for any uy € C(Jp, HE2).

The family {Kf,} is relatively compact in the space C(J, HE*1) for any
piecewise constant function w;. Indeed, the set f,(t),¢ € Jr is contained in
a finite subset of H**! not depending on n. Thus, there is a compact set
G C HE*! such that

Kfn(t) € Gforallt € Jp,n> 1.

As
sup ||fn||c(JT,Hk+1) < 09,
n>1

the family {Kf,} is uniformly equicontinuous on Jp. Thus, by the Arzela—
Ascoli theorem, {Kf,,} is relatively compact. Therefore convergence (6.14) will
be established if we show that

Kfn(t) — 0in H* for any t € Jyp. (6.15)

To prove (6.I5), we first assume that u(t) = b € H¥*2 for all t € Jr. Let
t=t+7, where t; = L | € Nand 7 € [0,Z). From the definition of (,(t) we
have

/015 Fa(s)ds = /OT (B(b+ Cn(t))) ds — %T iAJB("* Gy=o,
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SO

Kfa(t) = _TZA B(b+¢7) — / B(b+ Cu(s))ds
- 0
Since 7 — 0 as n — oo, we arrive at ([@I5). In the same way, we can show that
(E13) holds for any piecewise constant function wu.
The case s > 2 is deduced from the case s = 1 exactly in the same way as
n [13, section 3.3]. O

Proof of Lemmal63. Let {e1,...,eq} be an orthonormal basis in E; with re-
spect to scalar product (-,-) and & (¢, 4) := (U1 (¢,4d),e;) for I =1,...,d. Let us
define for M = max; ;4 & (¢, @) and m = 2d the vectors

nllszel fori=1,...,d, nllz—dMel forl=d+1,...,m

We can see that the functions

G(t,a) = 2—1d(1+ 5;(;\:,4@))7 Erva(t, @) = 2—1d(1 - %’ﬁ)) forl=1,...,d

are non-negative, their sum is equal to 1, and they satisfy the relation

Let us define an operator ¥, : K — Py(Jr, A) with A= {n}, 1 =1,...,m} as

T T
Zfl 771 for t € [TS ,(T—’—%)

Since & € C(Jp x K) and K € H¥2 is compact, we have

sup ||y (¢, 4)—Ws(t, @)|| g2 = sup I Z &t ))77[1||k+2 — 0 as s — oo.
aeK

Thus for sufficiently large s, we have U4(K) C O(h,uo), and

sup [[Rer(uo, Ws(@)) = Rer (uo, W1.(@))lx < .

Hence (61) is uniformly (e, ug, K)-controllable with n € Ps(Jr, A).
O

Proof of Lemma[6.4] By the definition of F(F), for any n € F(E) there are
& ..., &" n € E and positive constants o, . .., a, such that

n

m=n-y aB().

=1
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Letusset p=2n, a=a1 + ... + an,

Qg i i+n i ;
/\i:)\prn:g, <:—<+ :\/55, ’L:L...,TL.

Then we have

P
B(u) —m = Z)\jB(u—i-Cj) —n foranyu € HL.

Jj=1

7 Non controllability result

Let us denote by Az (ug, h, ) the set of attainability at time T from ug € H¥
by FE-valued controls, i.e.,

Ar(ug,h, E) = {t € H¥ : 4 = Ry (ug,n) for some n € O(ug, h)}.

In this section, we show that the ideas of |14] can be generalized to prove that
the set A(uo, h, E) = Ure[o,00) AT (U0, h, E) does not contain a ball of HE,
v < 2 in the three-dimensional case.

Let us recall the definition of Kolmogorov e-entropy (see [10]). For any € > 0,
we denote by N (K) the minimal number of sets of diameters not exceeding 2¢

that are needed to cover K. The Kolmogorov e-entropy of K is defined as
H.(K)=1InN.(K).
Let us consider the equation

o+ B(v+2) = h. (7.1)

We fix an integer k¥ > 4 and denote by ©O:(h,ug) the set of functions n €
LY(Jy, HY) for which (7)), (3.2) with z(t) = fot n(s)ds has a unique solution
v € C(Jy, HY). We note that

Ri(uo,n) = v(t) + 2(t),
where z(t) = fot n(s)ds. The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 7.1. Let k > 4, ug € HY, h € C([0,00), HY) and E C HF be any
finite-dimensional subspace. For any~ € [0,2) and any ball Q@ C H¥Y, we have

Ac(u07 h’a E) N Q # @7
where A°(uo, h, E) is the complement of A(ug, h, E) in the space HE.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that A(ug, h, E) contains a closed
ball Q C H**7. Let {t;} be a dense sequence in [0, >0) and let

Dy = {(2,y) € WH(Jy, HF) 0O, (w0, h) x B+ [|2llwra g, ey < 1, [yl < 0},
By, = {0 € H*: 4 =R(ug, 2,h) +y for some (2,y) € Dy n,t €[0,4]}.
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It is easy to see that J,,, Bin O A(uo,h, E). By the Baire theorem, there

are integers p and m such that B, ,, is dense in a ball Q with respect to the
metric of H¥+7. Let us denote by K : [0,00) x L1([0,00), E) x E — HE~! the
continuous operator that takes the triple (¢, z,y) € Ji, X Dp m to Re(uo, 2, h)+y.
As K(Ji, X Dpm) C By, is closed in H¥*7 1 By, ,,,, then Q C By.m. We have
from 6]
1\ *
Ha(Qsz) ~ <_> ) (72)

€

where @ is a ball in H*. To obtain (7.2) for any Q C HF, we follow the ideas
of [14, Proposition 2.2]. Let us denote by ¥* the closure in H* of the set of
functions u = (9av, —01v,0) € H¥, where v € H**! is a scalar function. Since
¥* is closed subspace of HY, it suffices to prove (Z.2)) any ball Q C ¥*. Let us

introduce the set of scalar functions

. 2

H*(T3) := {u € H*(T3) : / u(z1,2")dx; = 0 for any 2’ € T?}.
0
As .
H(T9) = H*(19) 4 HA(T2),

we get ([.2)) for any ball Q C H*(T3). Finally, if I, is the projection Iy (w1, ug, ug) —
ug, then Iy X% = H*(T3). Thus (Z.2)) holds for any Q C HX. Hence

@i~ (1)) (73)

€

where @ is a ball in H**7 and a = % > 1. On the other hand, from [14,
(3.10)] it follows that

1.1
H. (Jtp X Dy, R x L*(J, E) x E) < <In-. (7.4)

As h € C([0,00), HY), by Theorem 2], the operator K : J;, X Dy, — H" "1 is
Lipschitz-continuous. Then (4] implies

1.1
H.(Bpm, H* 1) < =In ~. (7.5)
e €
Combining this with relation (73], we see that
Ho(Q,H* ') = " Ho(Bpm, H* ),
where v > 0, which contradicts the inclusion Q C By . O
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