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Sharp control time for viscoelastic bodys*
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Abstract: It is now well understood that equations of viscoelasticity
can be seen as perturbation of wave type equations. This observation can be
exploited in several different ways and it turns out that it is a usefull tool
when studying controllability. Here we compare a viscoelastic system which
fills a surface of a solid region (the string case has already been studied) with
its memoryless counterpart (which is a generalized telegraph equation) in
order to prove exact controllability of the viscoelastic body at precisely the
same times at which the telegraph equation is controllable.

The comparison is done using a moment method approach to controlla-
bility and we prove, using the perturbations theorems of Paley-Wiener and
Bari, that a new sequence derived from the viscoelastic system is a Riesz
sequence, a fact that implies controllability of the viscoelastic system.

The results so obtained generalize existing controllability results and fur-
thermore show that the “sharp” control time for the telegraph equation and
the viscoelastic system coincide.

Keywords: Controllability and observability, integral equations, linear
systems, partial differential equations, heat equations with memory, vis-
coelasticity.

1 Introduction

We consider a control problem for the following equation:
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wy = 2cwy + V- (a(x)Vw) + q(x)w

+/0 M(t —s) (V- (a(z)Vw(s)) + q(x)w(s)) ds+ F(z,t). (1.1)

Here ¢ > 0 and w € IR denotes a function w(z,t), x € Q where Q is the
region occupied by the body. We assume that it is a bounded region with
a smooth (C?) boundary and dimQ = d < 3. In this case, the physical
meaning of the problem can be explained as follows: when Q C IR? with
d =1 or d = 2, then w represents the vertical displacement of the point
in position x at time ¢ of a viscoelastic string or membrane in the linear
approximation. If d = 3 then the relations of Eq. (1)) with viscoelasticity
are less stringent, since in this case the displacement is a three dimensional
vector whose components in general are not independent so that Eq. (L))
represents one of the components of the deformation only in quite special
cases.
Eq. (1) has to be supplemented with the initial condition

w(+,0) =wo, w-,0)=w.
The control f acts in the Dirichlet boundary condition:
w(z,t) = f(z,t) zel CoOQ, w(z,t)=0 ze€dQ\T.

We stress the fact that the control f is real valued and we assume that it
belongs to L (0, +o0; L*(9)).

Note that the arguments of w = w(x, t) are not explicitly indicated unless
needed for clarity. According to the convenience, we shall write w(z,t) or
w(t) or simply w. Furthermore, w does depend on f but also this dependence
is not indicated.

It is well known that (when the boundary control f is square integrable)

a natural space for the evolution of the system is
L*(Q) x HY(Q)

as in the corresponding memoryless case (i.e. M(t) = 0). We choose the
initial data in this space.
The affine term F'(x,t) depends on the history of the body for ¢ < 0.



We will study controllability of system (I.1]), i.e. we study whether, start-
ing from every initial condition, is it possible to force (w(-,t),w(-,t)) to hit
any prescribed target (&,7n) € L*(Q) x H71(Q) at some time T > 0. It is
easily seen that this property does not depend on the initial condition or on
the affine term. So, when studying controllability, we can assume

w(z,0) =0, wy(z,0) =0, F(x,t) =0 (1.2)

and the problem we are studying is as follows: to investigate whether there
exists a “control time” T such that for every £ € L*(Q) and n € H'(Q)
there exists f € L?(0,T; L*(T")) such that

w-T) =€ L¥Q), w,(.T)=ne H Q).

This problem has already been studied with the methods in this paper
when d = 1.

Note that if controllability holds at time 7', it holds also at larger times.
So, we would like to study also the infimum of the control times (the “sharp
control time”). This is done in Section [ where it is proves that it coincides
with the sharp control time of the (generalized) telegraph equation. This is
the special case obtained when M (t) = 0:

{ wy = 2cw, + V - (a(z)Vw) + q(z)w (1.3)

w(z,t) = f(z,t) zel, w(z,t) =0 xzedQ\TI.

Under the assumptions above on the region {2 and standard assumptions
on I' which we don’t need to recall here, controllability holds for the tele-
graph equation with L?-boundary control, as proved in [32] (the definition
of controllability is the same as above. See also [31] for controllability under
distributed controls).

A T'-dependent value for the control time 7" of Eq. (L.3)) is identified in [32].
So, we shall study controllability of the viscoelastic body when the subset
[' € 092 is so chosen that the telegraph equation is controllable at a certain
time T', using real controls f € L*(0,T]; L*(T")). The reason of the stress
posed on the (obvious) property that the control is real will be seen below.

The result we are going to prove is the following theorem:

Theorem 1 We assume:

o d<3and Qe R is a bounded region with C* boundary.
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e M(t) € H2.(0,+00)
e q(x) € C(Q) and a(z) € CY(Q), with a(x) > ag > 0 for every x € Q.

If the telegraph equation (I1.3) is controllable in time T, then Eq. (I1) is
controllable at the same time T. Furthermore, Eq. (IL1) and (I.3) have the
same sharp control time.

Among the different ways in which controllability can be proved, possibly
the oldest one is the reduction of a control problem to a moment problem.
Theorem [I] has been proved using this idea when d = 1 (see references below)
and we are going to prove that moment methods can be used in general.

Note that once the controllability property in Theorem [l has been proved,
the technique in [28] can be applied to our system, for the identification of
external distributed sources.

Notations. We shall use the following notations. The term “locally
bounded” denotes a sequence of (usually continuous) functions which is
bounded on every compact interval (of [0, 4+00)). We shall use {M, } and
{M,(t)} to denote respectively a bounded sequence of positive numbers and
a locally bounded sequence of positive functions (not the same at every oc-
currence).

Let {a,} and {b,} be two sequences (in any normed space). the notation
{a,} < {b,} indicates the existence of my > 0 and m; such that for every n
we have

molay| < [bn] < mylay .

The numbers my > 0 and m; depend on the sequences.
We shall use * to denote convolution,

(fxg) :/0 f(t—s)g(s) ds.

We mentioned already that we don’t indicate the space or time variables in
w (or related functions, as £, n and f) unless needed for clarity. Furthermore,
for every ¢t > 0 we introduce the notations

Q=0 x(0,t), G=Tx(0,t), %= (00) x(0,t).
Finally, 0/0v denotes normal derivative and
9¢

Yo = a(:c)% on 0f) (in particular on I').



1.1 References and known results

It seems that the first nontrivial results on controllability of viscoelastic sys-
tems are due to Lasiecka and Leugering (see for example [16] I8 19]) then
followed by several contribution. Among them, we consider in particular the
results in [9, 22, 25]. The paper [22] proves Theorem [ (even for a noncon-
volution kernel) in the case ¢(x) = 0 and a(x) = 1. More important, it
explicitly assumes that the control acts on the whole boundary of 2, I" = 0€2
(used in the proof of Lemma 4.1).

Under these conditions the paper [22], relaying on multiplier techniques,
proves controllability when 7" > Tj, where T is explicitly identified.

A similar controllability result is proved in [9] where the proof is based
on Carleman estimates. In this paper the control is distributed in a sub-
region close to J€2. An idea in [5] can then be used to derive boundary
controllability in a smaller region, using controls which acts on the whole
boundary. Note that in this paper the memory kernel can be space depen-
dent. We believe that the techniques we are going to use cannot be extended
to space-dependent kernels.

The paper [25] uses a different idea. The equation with memory is con-
sidered as a perturbation of a wave equation and its solutions are then repre-
sented using cosine operator theory (this idea is implicit in previous papers,
for example by Leugering). It is proved in [25] that controllability holds for
the equation with memory provided that the control acts in a part of the
boundary chosen so to have controllability of the corresponding wave equa-
tion. However, the argument is based on category arguments and the control
time is not identified.

We mention that the paper [0, 25] are concerned with the heat equation
with memory, i.e. with an equation of first order in time, so that they study
only the controllability of the component w(t), not of the velocity, but at least
the arguments in [25] are easily extended to the pair (deformation/velocity).

In conclusion, Theorem [ extends and completes the results in [9, 22] 25]
and furthermore it uses completely different techniques, which have their
independent interest: the proof uses moment methods and extends to higher
space dimension the techniques and results developed in [I], 3, 4, 211 26, 27,
28, 29].



1.2 Preliminary information

We report the following result (see for example [15]):

Theorem 2 for every f € L*(Gr) = L*(0,T; L*(T")) and every initial con-
dition w(-,0) = & € L*Q), w(-,0) = n € HYQ), Eq. (1) admits a
unique solution w(-,t) € C(0,T; L*()) with wy(-;t) € C(0,T; H1(Q)). The

transformation

(é-vnvf) = (wth)

18 linear and continuous in the indicated spaces.
Let A be the operator in L?(2),
dom A = H*(Q) N Hy(Q), Aw =V - (a(x)Vw) + q(z)w . (1.4)

This operator is selfadjoint with compact resolvent. So, it has a normalized
sequence {¢,(x)} of eigenvectors, which is an orthonormal basis of L?(£2).
We define:

—A2 is the eigenvalue of ¢,.

Note the sign and the exponent, but this does not imply that —\? is real
negative. This property does depend on the sign of ¢(z). But, —A2 is real
negative for large n. Moreover, the eigenvalues might not be distinct. The
multiplicity of each eigenvalue is finite. A known fact is that

—A\2 =< p?/d where d = dim €.
L.e., there exists mg > 0 and m; > 0 and N such that

n>N = men??< )\i < mlnz/d,

see [24, p. 192]. So,
Lemma 3 Ifd < 3 then we have Y 1/\} < 4o00.

This Lemma will be explicitly used in our proof.



2 Riesz sequences and moment methods

Linear control systems can be reduced to the solution of suitable moment
problems: given a sequence {e,} in a Hilbert space H (inner product is (-, -)
and the norm is | - |) and a sequence {c,} € [?, it is required to solve

(fen) =cn (2.1)

for every index n.
In general, {(f,e,)} & [> and so we have an operator J on H, whose
domain is

domJ={feH: {{fe)}e€l’}, sothatJ: Hw [%

In our case however, it will be domJ = H and J € £L(H,[?).The adjoint

J*: 1?2 — H is given by
I ({va}) = entn (2.2)

The moment problem is to understand whether J is surjective.

It turns out that, when J € £L(H,?), J is surjective if and only if {e,}
is a Riesz sequence, see [2l Theorem 1.2.1], which is defined as follows: we
first define a Riesz basis. A Riesz basis of H is a complete sequence which is
the image of an orthonormal basis under a linear, bounded and boundedly
invertible transformation in H.

A sequence which is a Riesz basis in its closed span is a Riesz sequence.

The following holds (see [33, Th. 9]):

Lemma 4 The sequence {e,} is a Riesz sequence if and only if there exist
numbers mg > 0 and mq > 0 such that

mo »_Jag|* < ’Z ney

for every finite sequence {a,}. If furthermore the sequence {e,} is complete,
then it is a Riesz basis.

2
2
LS mi Yy |an] (2.3)

Every Riesz sequence admits biorthogonal sequences {1} i.e. sequences

such that
1 if n=k

<¢k,€n>: n7k:{0 1f n#k



One (and only one) of these biorthogonal sequence belongs to the closed
space spanned by {e,}. This biorthogonal sequence is a Riesz sequence too,
and the solution of the moment problem (ZT]) is

f:ZCn’QDn

Let {e,} and {z,} be two sequences in H. We say that they are quadrat-

cally close if
Z len — zn|? < +o00
and we use the following test (see [33]):

Theorem 5 Let {e,} be a Riesz sequence in H and let {z,} be quadratically
close to {e,}. Then we have

e Paley-Wiener Theorem: there exists N such that {z,},~n is a Riesz
sequence in H;

e Bari Theorem: the sequence {z,} is a Riesz sequence if, furthermore,
it is w-independent, i.e. if (here {a,} is a sequence of numbers)

Zanznzo = {a,} =0.

A usefull observation is as follows: if {z,} is quadratically close to a Riesz
sequence then Y a2, converges in H if and only if {«,} € [*.

The concrete case we are interested in, is the case H = L*(0,T; K) where
K is a second Hilbert space (it will be K = L?(I")). In this context, we need
two special results.

Theorem 6 Let Z' = Z \ {0} and let {B,}nez, {kn}tnez be such that
B_p = =0, k,=k_, €K, |Zm B,| < L. (2.4)

for e suitable number L. If the sequence {e 'k, }nez is a Riesz sequence in
L*(=T,T,K), then the sequences

{kn cos But},oq {knsin But}, <o (2.5)

are Riesz sequences in L*(0,T; K).



Proof. The assumption is that (Z3) holds for the sequence {e®"k,},cz in
L*(=T,T; K). We prove that a similar property holds for the sequences (2.5])
in L?(0,T; K). We consider the cosine sequence. The sine sequence is treated
analogously.

Let {a,} be any finite sequence of complex numbers. Then we have

2 2
1 . )
Z anky, cos Byt =1 Z anknert + Z ayk, et
n>0 L2(0,T;K) n>0 n>0 L2(0,T;K)
2
1 . .
=3 Z a,k, et + Z ap ket
n>0 n>0 L2(~T,T;K)
1 2
=3 Z nkpePrt
= L2(~T,T;K)

In the last equality we used we used —f, = B, k_, = k,, and a,, = a_,, (in
the case of the sine sequence we have —a,, = a_,).

Inequalities (23]) hold by assumption for the last series, hence also for
the first one.

This proof has been adapted from [12], where it is proved that the opposite
implication is false.
Nothing that the transformation

> ane®th, > ape e TR, 0 LA(=T, T K) — L*(0,2T; K)
is bounded and boundedly invertible (use |Zm (3,,| bounded), we have also:

Corollary 7 Let conditions (24) hold. If the sequence {€P 'k, }nez is a
Riesz sequence in L*(0,2T, K), then the sequences in (23) are Riesz se-
quences in L*(0,T; K).

Now we consider a Riesz basis {e,} in L*(0,T; K) and a time Ty < T.
Then {e,} is complete in L?(0,Tp; K) but it is not a Riesz sequence since
every element of L?(0,Ty; K) has infinitely many representation as a se-
ries Y ape, (one such representation for every extension which belongs to
L?*(0,T; K)).

Let Jy be the operator from L?(0,Ty; K) to I? given by

Jof = {<fa en>L2(0,To;K)} :
We prove:



Lemma 8 The codimension of the range of the operator Jq is infinite.

Proof. We know that
(im Jo) " = ker Jj, = {{cn} cl?: chen =0 in L*(0, Ty; K) }

Every sequence {c,} such that 3" c,e, = 0 in L*(0,Tp; K) while Y ¢ e, # 0
in L*(Tp, T; K) belongs to ker J5, and conversely (a part the null element).
If ker Ji; where finite dimensional then its image under the map

{cn} — chen : > — L*(0,T; K)

would be finite dimensional, which is not true. This ends the proof.

3 Preliminaries on the telegraph equation

We called (generalized) telegraph equation the equation (I.3)), obtained from
Eq. (L) when M(t) = 0. Of course, Theorem [2 holds in particular for the
telegraph equation and the definition of controllability can be applied to the
telegraph equation too.

Controllability, using real valued controls, of the telegraph equation at a
certain time 7' (and so also at larger times) has been proved in [32] under
standard assumption on I'. Here we don’t make any use of the explicit
assumptions on ', we just use controllability of the telegraph equation, but
it is known that controllability of a wave type equation imposes conditions
on the “size” of the active part I' of 9, see [0, [17].

A trivial observation is as follows: we can change at will the value of ¢
without affecting controllability. In fact, u(x,t) = etw(x,t) solves a tele-
graph equation like the one of w, but with

¢, q(z) replaced with ¢ + b and ¢(z) — b* — cb

while a(x) remains unchanged. The eigenvalues depends on this transforma-
tion, but the asymptotic estimate and Lemma [3 are not affected.

So, we might choose b = —c and cancel the velocity term but we shall
see that a different choice is more usefull when studying controllability of the
viscoelastic system.

Controllability in time 7' is equivalent to surjectivity of the map f —
(w,w;) (acting from L*(G7) to L?(Q) x H=(2)). Using standard arguments,
it is easy to see that this is equivalent to the following property:
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Lemma 9 The telegraph equation is controllable in time T iff there exist
m=mr >0, M = My > 0 such that the following inequality holds:

m (1160l @) + 91l ) < /G Iadll? aGr < M (I160l3s(q) + 16111320y ) -
T

(3.1)
Here ¢ denotes the solution of the adjoint system

b = 2¢; + V- (a(r)Vo) + q(z)9,
(25(,0) = ¢0($) S H&(Q)v ¢t(70) = ¢1($) € L2(Q)7 ¢\ag =0.

The inequality from above holds for every 7', even when the system is non
controllable. Controllability instead is crucial for the inequality from below.
Lemma [0 is the starting point of the HUM method (see [20]). The proof
in [I5] essentially extends similar inequalities to the case that the kernel is
not zero.
Now we list three consequences which we shall use below:

(3.2)

Lemma 10 Let I' be so chosen that controllability holds for the telegraph
equation at some time T'. Let Ap = 0. If v,¢ = 0 then we have ¢ = 0.

Proof. In fact, ¢(x,t) = e*¢(z) solves (B2) with ¢(z,0) = ¢(x) and
¢¢(x,0) = 2¢cop(x). The choice of ' implies that the left inequality in (B.1I)
holds for 7" sufficiently large, and the integral is zero. Hence ¢ = 0. 1

We can extend Lemma [I0] to nonzero eigenvalues:

Lemma 11 Let I be so chosen that controllability holds for the telegraph
equation at some time T'. Let A¢p = N\,¢. If v, = 0 then ¢ = 0.

Proof. For the proof, we apply the left inequality in (8.1 (which holds for

T sufficiently large). Let
ﬁn =V )\% — 2. (33)

We distinguish the case 3, # 0 and the case 5, = 0. In the first case, the
inequality is applied to the solution ¢(z,t) = e“¢(x)sin ,t. Otherwisewe
use the solution ¢(z,t) = e“¢(x) cos fut. ¥

We recall that a sequence {1} in a Hilbert space is almost normalized
(or almost normal) when there exist m > 0 and M such that

m < ||| < M.

11



Lemma 12 [fT is so chosen that controllability holds for the telegraph equa-
tion at time T, then the sequence {(Va®n)/An} is almost normalized in L*(T)
(here ¢, are the normalized eigenfunctions af A whose eigenvalue is not zero).

Proof. We solve Eq. (B2) with initial conditions
¢(x>0) :0> ¢t($a0) :¢n(x)
The solution is (f3,, is defined in (B.3))
1
o(z,t) = ﬁ—eC%n(x) sin f3,,t

(we might have 3, = 0 for a finite set of indices. We disregard these elements
without affecting the result). Using ||¢,||12(q) = 1, inequality (B.I)) gives

2

)\n 2 ay¥rn
m < / (—e“ sin ﬁnt) Ya? dGr < M .
Gr ﬁn )\n
The result follows since, when ¢ # 0,
lim ﬁ =1 lim ! e*sin? B,t dt = 1 (ezCT — 1)
n——+00 ﬁn ’ n——+o0o 0 " 4C '
Instead, if c =0
T 1
lim sin? Bt dt = =T.
n—-+4oo 0 2

See [14] for the idea of this proof.

3.1 Moment method for the telegraph equation

The following computations make sense for smooth controls and are then
extended to square integrable controls by continuity. Let

wp(t) = /Qw(:)s,t)qbn(x) dx

({¢n} is the orthonormal basis of L*()), of eigenvectors of the operator A
in (L4)). Then, w,(t) solves

w;; = QC’LU;L — )\iwn - /(’}/aQSn)f(l’a t) dr.

T

12



So, with
ﬁn = )\% —c? )

we have

n

wn(t) = — /G cs m’" it B s } fla,t —s) dG, (3.4)

if 8, # 0. We might have (3, = 0 for a finite number of indices and in this
case (3.4]) has to be replaced with

wy(t) = —/G s€% [Yatn] f(z,t — 5) dG} . (3.5)

So, we have

Z On(x /G cs PZ;?" sin 3,5 } flz,t —s) dGy, (3.6)

— wy(z,t) Z Bntn(x / cs’YZ;i)n {E sin 3,5 + cos 3, } flz,t —s)dG;.
(3.7)

If 5, = 0 then the corresponding term in (B.0]) is replaced with ([B.5]) while
in (3.7) it is replaced with

/G (1+ ¢5)e* (radh) f(,t — 5) dG, . (3.9)

For any k > 0 such that k7 — A is positive, the sequence {¢,(1/k + A2)7'}
is an orthonormal basis of (dom (kI — A)Y/?) and so {¢,\/k+ A2} is an

orthonormal basis of (dom (kI — A)Y 2)/. This space is unitary equivalent to
H=Y(Q) since (from [10, Theorem 1-D])

(dom (kI — A)Y?) = H}(2).
Hence, every x € H~(Q) is represented as
v =% (VE+2Z) 6
for an arbitrary {x,} € [>. Then we have also
VEk+ A2
Bn:O Bn;’éo "

13



It follows that the sequence {f,¢,} is a Riesz basis of H~1(2) (in this se-
quence the term f,¢, has to be replaced with ¢, if 5, = 0).

Equalities (3:6)—(31) show that controllability at time 7" of the telegraph
equation is equivalent to solvability of the following moment problem

/ e {%(én sin ﬁns} flz, T —s) dGr =&, (3.9)

GT BTL

/ e Yafn [i sin 3,5 + cos ﬂns} flx, T —s)dGr =n, (3.10)
GT /Bn 571

where {&,} and {n,} belong to I%.

We noted that when 3, = 0 the corresponding terms in (3.9) and (B.10)
have to be replaced respectively with ([8.3]) or (8.8]). In order to have a unified
formulation, we introduce

J=4{n: B,=0}

(a finite set of indices) and ¢, = 0, + i§,. Then, {c,} is an arbitrary (com-
plex valued) [? sequence. The moment problem (3.9)-(BI0) reduces to the
following;:

Bn Bn

(1+cs+1is) (Vatn) (e“f(x, T —3s)) dGr =¢,, neJ
Gr

[ (Y [ L] (e -5 a6 = g
Gt

(3.11)
where f is real valued. Now we introduce, for n < 0,

B = _(5—11) s O =0n, A=A,
Then we consider the moment problem (B.I1]) with
nelZ =7-{0}, {c.}el@)

with complex valued controls. The next formula proves that the moment
problem in Z' and complex control f is solvable if and only if the moment
problem (BI1)) is solvable in [*(N), with real valued control. In fact, let

14



f(s) = h(s) +ik(s) and put (for n ¢ J . Obvious modification for n € J)

VaPn c .
/GT 5, { <cos Bns + 5 sin an) h(s)

—(sin B,5)k(s) + i {(cos Bns + % sin ﬁns) k(s) + h(s)sin ﬂns} } dGr

=w, +iv, = A, + B, +1C, +1iD,

We sum the terms with n > 0 with the corresponding terms with —n of
the conjugate equality. Using the parity of the functions we find the moment
problem (B.I1]) for n > 0, f = h/2 and the right hand side

(Wn +w_pn) +i(vy —v_y),

which can be arbitrarily assigned. Conversely, let us assume that the moment
problem (B.IT]) is solvable for n > 0, and real valued control and consider the
previous equalities for n € Z'. The sequences {4, }, {B.}, {Cn}, {Dn} can
be arbitrarily assigned in [?(Z’) when the moment problem (Z.IT]) is solvable,
with the conditions

An:A—na Bn:_B—rH Cn:C—na D, =-D_,.
Now we fix {n, +i&,} in [>(Z') and we see that the equalities

A, + B, +1iC, +iD, =n, +1&,,

>0
Ay — By +iCy —iDy = 1y + i,

can be realized. Hence, our assumption that the telegraph equation is solv-
able in time T" with real valued controls can be rephrased as follows:

Theorem 13 The telegraph equation is controllable in time T if and only
if the moment problem (311) is solvable for every complex sequence {c,} €
I12(Z)), with complex valued control functions f € L*(Gr).

It has an interest to note that when {&,} and {n,} are arbitrary in 2, the
same holds for the sequence {n, + &, — (7v/5,)& }, for every number v. So,
we have also:

Theorem 14 The telegraph equation is controllable in time T if and only if
the moment problem (311) with ¢ replaced with any number v (in particular
with v = 0) is solvable for every complex sequence {c,} € I*(Z).

15



Using [2, p. 34] we then get:

Theorem 15 Let us consider the sequence whose elements are

(W 2 snﬁn)”f" ng . (L4 (i+7)s) b ned

where v is any fixed complexr number. If the telegraph equation is controllable
in time T', then this sequence is a Riesz sequence in L*(Gr) = L*(0,T; L*(T))
and conversely.

4 Moment problem and controllability of vis-
coelastic systems

The computations are simplified if we perform first a transformation intro-
duced in [26]. This transformation is more transparent if we integrate both
the sides of (ILT]). We recall that we can assume zero initial conditions (and
affine term) without restriction so that we get

wy(t) = 2ew(t /Nt—s (@) V(s)) + g(@)w(s)) ds
with conditions

w(0) =0,  wp(t) = f(t), wye(t) =0

Nt):1+/t]\/[(s)ds

O(z,t) = e*w(z, 1), v=-M(0)/2=—-N'(0)/2.

and

We introduce

We see that 6 solves the following equation, where

a=c+y:

0, = 2a0(t / N(t—s) (V- (a(x)VO(s)) + q(x)0(s)) ds (4.1)
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and
0(0) =0 e\r(t) = 62’th(t) ) e\an\r (t) =0

(the functions e? f(t) will be renamed f(t)) and
N(t) = e N(t) so that N(0) =1 and N'(0) =0 .
The condition N’(0) = 0 simplifies the following computations.

Noting that
wy = e~ (6, — 290)

controllability of the pair (w,w;) is equivalent to controllability of the pair
(0,6:). So, from now on we study the controllability of the pairs (6(t), 8;(t))
where 6 solves Eq. (@1]).

Remark 16 Computing the derivative of both the sides of Eq. (L)) we get
t

Oy = 2a9t+V-(a(x)V9)+q(:c)9+/ N(t—s) (V- (a(zx)VO(s)) + q(x)0(s)) ds.
0

The telegraph equation which corresponds to this system is
Oy = 200, + V - (a(z)VEO) + q(x)0 (4.2)

We shall prove controllability of the viscoelastic system comparing it with
the telegraph equation (A2]). n

We project (t) along the eigenvector ¢,. Let
0u(t) = [ Bz, )6, (+) da
Q
so that
t t
0 = 2a8, — )\i/ N(t—5)0,(s) ds —/ N(t—s) {/(%gbn)f(:z, s) df} ds.
0 0 r
For every n we introduce the functions z,(t) which solve

t
2 =20z, — Ai/ N(t —8)z,(s) ds, 2,(0) = 1. (4.3)
0

17



Then we have:

)=~ [ =) [ N7 =5) [atmstes)ar ds ar

-/ { R df} (raton) (2,1 — 5) G,

(4.4)

-~ [zn<s> + [ V=) df] (tatoe) f2,t — 8) dG,
(4.5)

Note that these computations are justified thanks to Theorem 2] (see also [25],
Appendix]), which justify also the following equalities, respectively in L?(£2)
and H1(Q):

= Ou(t)ou(z),  O(t) =D 0,()n()

Let {&,} € 1? and {n,} € [? be the sequence of the coefficients of the ex-
pansions of the targets & and 7 in series of, respectively, {¢,} and {5,¢,}
(Bnon replaced with ¢, if 5, = 0). We see that controllability at time 7" is
equivalent to the solvability of the following moment problem:

/ Zn(t)%gbnf(:c,T—s) dGr = ¢, = —(nn + 1) , n¢J
G b (4.6)
o Zn(t)(7a¢n)f(x>T - S) dGT =Cn = _(nn + Zgn) ) n e j

where, for n > 0,

/N’t—szn( ds—l—zﬁn/Nt—szn() s, n¢ J,

/N/t—szn ds+z/Nt—szn ds, neJ

(4.7)
(we recall that if n € J then the element (3,¢, of the basis of H~!(Q) has to
be replaced with ¢,,).
It is convenient to reformulate the moment problem with n € Z'. This is
done using the following definitions:

Zn(t) =

18



w(t) =20(t), On(2) =0¢-n(z), Boa=—Fu, Aw=X, negJ.
These inequalities imply

Z_a(t) = Zp(t), n¢J.
We impose an analogous condition also if n € J:

Z_n(t) = Z,(t) ifneJ.

So, we can consider the moment problem (L) with n € Z' = Z \ {0},
extending the definition of J as the set of positive or negative indices for
which 3, = 0.

In order to prove Theorem [Il we must prove:

Theorem 17 Let the telegraph equation (4.2) be controllable at time T'. Let,
forn eZ,

xyn:72¢" né¢J, b, neJ. (4.8)

Then, the sequence { Z,(t)¥,} is a Riesz sequence in L*(Gr) = L*(0,T; L*(T")).

The remaining part of this section is devoted to the proof of theorem [I7

4.1 The functions Z,(t)
Let
Ko(t) = N'(O)+iBuN(t) if ngJ, Kn(t)=N({@)+iN@G i ned.

The right hand side of the equality (7)) is a variation of constants formula,
so that (compare ([A3]) Z,(t) solves

t
7! =2aZ, — Ai/ N(t —8)Z,(s) ds + K,(t), Z,(0)=1. (4.9
0
Hence also

¢
7! =207 — N7, — )\i/ N'(t — 8)Zu(s) ds + K| (),
0

2.(0) (4.10)
Z,(0)

17
20+ (ngT), Z4(0)=2a+i(neJ).
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Then we have the following representation formulas, where now

ﬁn: )\%_a2

if n ¢ J then
Z,(t) = e™ePrt 1 eatﬁg sin Bt

n

i ' a(t—s) o . |i / )2 ° oo :|
+Bn/0 e sin 5, (t — s) | K),(s) An/o N'(s —r)Z,(r) dr| ds,

if n € J then
Zn(t) = e (1 + (a +i)t)
+ /0 =3 (t — g) [(N”(s) +iN'(s)) — a2/0 N'(r — 8)Z,(s) ds] dr.
We introduce
Sp(t) = e *Z,(t)

and we see that, for n ¢ 7,
2

Sp(t) = G(t) — %/0 sin 3, (t — s) /08 (e "IN (s — 1)) S, (r) dr ds

n

Gn(t) = et + < sin Bt + L /t e [N"(s) + i, N'(s)] sin 3, (t — s) ds
0

B B
) — N’ t )
”—l—aism Wt + t—s)e” VTV e —i—gsmnt—s s
ezﬁ t B (O) : B N’ a(t—s) | ,iBn(t—s) B : ﬁ d
n 0 n
ifnt o . ' / —a(t—s) ifns o .
= e —i-ﬁ—smﬁnt—l— N'(t —s)e e'’n —i-ﬁ—smﬁns ds (4.11)
n 0 n

(in the last step we used N’(0) = 0).
Instead, for n € J we have

Gn(t) =1+ (a+i)t+ /t e USIN(t — 8) [1 4 (o +1)s] ds.
0
Using the fact that the linear transformation
y—y(t)+ /t e USIN(t — 5)y(s) ds
0
is bounded with bounded inverse, we get, using Theorem [I5k
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Theorem 18 Let the telegraph equation ({{.3) be controllable at time T'. The,
the sequence {G,(t)W,} is Riesz in L*(Gr).

We shall need asymptotic estimates of S, (¢) which holds for large n. So,
when deriving these estimates, we can work with n ¢ J.
We introduce the notations

)\2

Ni(t) = e “N'(t) so that N;(0) =0, Hn = B2

Then, an integration by parts gives
t
Sp(t) = Gp(t) — ,un/ Ni(t —7)S,(r) dr
0

+lin /t (/t—r Ni(t —r — s)cosfB,s ds) Sp(r) dr. (4.12)
o \Jo

Gronwall inequality shows:

Lemma 19 For every T > 0 there exists M = My such that for every
t €[0,T] and every n we have:

[Sn(8)] < M

We integrate by parts again the last integral in (£I12)) and we get
t
Sp(t) = Gp(t) — ,un/ Ni(t —7r)S,(r) dr
0

Hn ' / . _ t—r o ‘
+ 5n/o (M(O) sin 3, (t r)+/0 N{(t —r —s)sin f,s ds) SZ(T) C)lr.
4.13

We note that

Qn
e

and we rewite the previous equality as

(Sn = En) + Nyx (S, — En) = Al /t sin B3, (t — 7)S,(r) dr
Bn Jo
1 ' " s . o i
+E/o Ny (8)/0 sin B, (t — s —1)S,(r) dr ds + 53Mn(t). (4.14)
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Here

= —« / Ni(t —7)S,(r) dr
+ﬁ_/ [N’( )sin B, (t — r) + / N{(t—r —s)sinf,s ds| dr.
Using the definition of F,,(t) we see that

Theorem 20 There ezists a sequence {M,(t)} of continuous functions de-
fined fort > 0, bounded on bounded intervals and such that

, M, (t
S,(t) = et 4 M (t) : (4.15)
Bn
Now we compute:

/Ot S, (r)sin B (t —r) dr = /Ot <eiﬁn’“ + Mg—m) sin B3, (t — ) dr

n

T 1
— __telﬁnt +

5 2. sin Bt + — / M, (r)sin B, (t — r) dr (4.16)

We observe

N 1 K 1
 teifnt = —/ sePn ds + — > (e Bt 1) = —/ sEn(s) ds + — My(t) .
BTL 0 B 0 ﬁn

1.e.
1 4t

]' ! ) z t
E/OSn(r)smﬁn(t—r)dr: e +52M()
1 t

1

We replace this expression in (£14]) and we rewrite the equality as
(Sp— En) + N+ (S, — E,)
N/ t 1 t t—s 1
= &/ sE,(s) ds + —/ N{/(s)/ rE,(r) dr ds + —M,(t)
2 Jo 2 Jo 0 o

I 1
- /0 Ni(t =B, (r) dr+ M (1)
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(as usual, the functions M, (t) are not the same at every step).
Let L(t) be the resolvent kernel of Ni(t) so that L(0) = 0 and L(t) is
twice differentiable. We have

t

Su(t) = E,(t) + %/0 Ni(t — s)sE,(s) ds

. t(SEn(s)) t L(t —s—r)Ni(r) dr ds+i2Mn(t).
s esen]] oz

In conclusion,

U,S,(t) =V, E,(t)+

3 [ s[me-o- [Tre-s—onie o] wame) as+ S

(4.17)

(note that we can replace W, M, (t) with M,(t) since {¥,} is bounded in
L*(T")). The sequence whose elements are

WE0)+ /0 s {N{(t—s)— /0 Ll — s — N ) dr] W, By (s) ds

is the image of a Riesz sequence of L?(Gr) under a linear bounded and
boundedly invertible transformation. Hence, it is a Riesz sequence too so
that, using Theorem [l and Lemma [3, we get:

Theorem 21 Let the telegraph equation ({4-3) be controllable at time T'. The
following hold:

o There exists N such that {S,(t)¥, }n=n is @ Riesz sequence in L*(Gr);

o the sequence {S,(t)V,, }nez is a Riesz sequence in L*(Gr) if and only
if we can prove that it is w-independent.

Our final goal is the proof that {S,(t)¥, },ez is w-independent in L?(Gr),
which will finish the proof of Theorem [
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4.2 w-independence

In this section we prove that the sequence {5, (t)¥,} (hence also {Z,,(t)V,})
is w-independent in L?*(G7) when the telegraph equation is controllable at
time 7. We consider the equality

anSy(W, =0 in L(Gyr) (4.18)
2.

and we show that {a,} = 0. Theorem Il implies that {a,} € [* and we
proceed in several steps, whose key points are:

e the sequence {a,} is “regular”. In particular, o, = v, /3> with {~,} €
12,

e The series ([AI8]) is termwise differentiable.
We use these properties in order to prove that the sequence {S,(t)¥, }

satisfies an equality similar to (ZI8]), but with one term removed.

e Hence, we can iterate the procedure, and after a finite number of steps

we get
D @S, ()T, =0.

[n|>N

The coefficient &, is zero if and only if the original coefficient «,, is
ZEro.

We proved that {S,(t)¥, }, >~ is a Riesz sequence and so for every n
with |n| > N we have &, = 0, hence a,, = 0.

e So, the series in (£I8)) is in fact a finite sum, and this implies a,, = 0
since we shall prove that the sequence {5, (t)V,} is linearly indepen-
dent.

Now we proceed to realize this program.
We state a lemma which will be repeatedly used.

Lemma 22 Let
O(z,t) = Z e, € HY(0,T; L*(T)).

nez’
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Then, there exists {0,} € [* such that
On

Ap = —

B

For completeness, we give a proof in Appendix
We single out from the series ([AI8) those terms which correspond to
indices in J (if any). Let

- Z a, S, (W, T #0, F(t) =0 otherwise.

neJ

This sum is finite and for the indices in this sum we have
Sn(t) =1+ (v +i)t+ /t(t — r){e_o” (N"(r) +iN'(r)) (4.19)
0
-« / Ni(r —s) )ds} dr. (4.20)
So, S,(t) does not depend on n when n € J and it is of class H3. Hence,
using N € H3, F(t) is a fixed H? function (possibly zero).

When, in the next equalities, the index of the series is not explicitly
indicated, we intend that it belongs to the set Z'\ J.

Using (EI1)) and (@I3) we rewrite (£I8) as
— @, e, = F(t) + a %\Dn sin 3t
> () +a),
/ Ni(t—s Zan < Z5”s+6—smﬂn ) v, ds
/Nlt—r Zanunn Y, dr
+N7(0 Z/ Qnlln in Bn(t —7)Su(r)¥,, dr
" O‘n,un
—I—/ N{(s) / sin B, (t —s — 1) Sy(r)V,, dr ds. (4.21)
0

We prove that every term on the right hand side is of class H'(0,T; L*(T)).

Thanks to the fact that {¥,, sin 3,,s} and {¢,, cos 3,,s} are Riesz sequences
in L?(Gr) (see Corollary[T) each series on the right hand side, a part possibly
the two last rows, is differentiable.
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The series ([£.22]) below is the series at the second last row. If it is differ-
entiable, then also the series at the last row is differentiable. So, we prove
differentiability of

52 [ e = )80 (122
n 0

Convergence of this series is clear, using ([EIH) and d < 3.
Now we prove that the following series, obtained by formal termwise
differentiation, converges in L*(Gr):

t
0

> anpin / cos B (t — 1) S (r)T,, dr. (4.23)

We replace S, (r) with its expression (??7) and we get the following series:

t
0

S ot / 08 Bt — ) En(5)0, ds
! % ! . iBn s
iN (O)Zﬁn/o scos [ (t — s)e"*V,, ds
an |
+Zﬁ_§/0 M, (s)cos B,(t —s) ds. (4.24)

The last series converges since d < 3 and the first and second series converge,
thanks to Corollary [7, because the convolution integrals are combinations of
cos But, sin fB,t and et

So, we have

On
B’

We replace this expression of {«,, } in (Z.2]]) and we equate the derivatives
of both the sides. We get

> apetu, e W0, T, LAT)), o = {6,} 2.
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—4 Z 5P, = F'(t) + a Z g—n\lfn cos fpt

' / 5n i3 a
+ Nl(t — s) 7 e + a sin B,s | ¥, ds

/ Ni( t—r 5%“"5 (r)w,, dr
+ N1 (0 /Z nhin o8 fBp(t — r)S,(r)¥,, dr
/ N{(s /t SZ el cos B (t — s —1)S,(r)¥,, dr ds. (4.25)

Arguments similar to the previous ones show that every series on the right
hand side can be differentiated once more. The term in the second last line
is the one that deserves a bit of attention. Its derivative is the sum of the
two series

N0y 5%“"5 ()T,

- N{(()) Z 5n,un/0 sin Bn(t - T)Sn(r)\lln dr.

The first series converges thanks to the first statement in Theorem 2]
We insert (??) in the second series and we get

Z(Sn,unllfn/otsinﬁn(t—r) {En(r) —irN'(O)ﬁln et 4 62M (7 )} dr.

Convergence of this series is seen as in the first step of differentiation.
Hence we get

Tn Tn - 9
o ==, Qp=—, nt €l”.
8. o U

Now we iterate this process: we replace §,, with 4, /3, and we equate the
derivatives. We get
- Tn n
Tn = 5 ha
Bn o
Details of the computations are in Appendix
So, we have:

Le. a,, =

{m}tel®. (4.26)
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Theorem 23 If the telegraph equation is controllable in time T then there
exists a sequence {v,} € I such that

a, =7, if neJg, an:%, it n¢J

where o, are the coefficients in the series ([{.18).

We recall the definition of S,(¢) in terms of Z,,(t) and we rewrite (LIS
as
Y U Za(t) =Y 2,2, (1) = 0 (4.27)

33
The series ([L21) converges uniformly so that, computing with ¢ = 0, we get:

> o, —Z \If —=0. (4.28)

nez’ nEZ’

nez’ neZ’

Here 7,,/B2 has to be replaced with v, inn € J. We implicitly intend this
substitutions also in the next series.

Using 32 < A2, the first statement in Theorem 21l and the form of K, (t)
and d < 3, we get

Corollary 24 The series [4.27) is termwise differentiable.

Hence we have:

Zanllln{ Az/Nt—s )ds+K()} 0

We can distribute the series on the sum and we get

/tN(t—s) 7"?“ ()T, ds = @K ()T, (4.29)

nez! T neZ!
Using [£28)) and K,,(t) = N'(t) +i3,N(t) we get
R

and so

/tN(t—s) 7"??1 ()0, ds = iN() Y 2w,
0 B

neZ’ n neZ’
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Computing with ¢ = 0 and using N(0) = 1 # 0 we see that {a,} has a

further property:
Tn
nez’ "M nez’
and so the right hand side of (£29) vanishes.
Using again N(0) # 0 in ([4.29), we get

2
3 @ Z, ()Y, = %én Zy(t), = 0. (4.31)

nez’ nez’

We recall equality (£27): >, ., 0nZy(t)¥,, = 0.We introduce the finite
(possibly empty) set of indices

O={n: X\, =0}.

~

Note that if n € O then Z,(t) = Z(t), the same for every n. We rewrite (£31])
and ([A27) as (the sum on the right side is zero if O = ):

S 0 Zy( OV == 0, Zy(O)Ts, Y N Z ()T, =0.  (4.32)

n¢O neO ng¢O

Let k1 ¢ O be an index (of minimal absolute value) for which ay, # 0.
Combining the equalities in ({.32) we get

5 (o= 25) 20— S,

ng¢o k1 neo

Note that the right hand side is the same as in the first equality of (£.32)).
Let \2
1) (1 _ _")
ay, ay,
A7,
and note that

M 2. o)) = 0if A = A,
{an } €l ) . (1)
if \p # A, then o’ =0 <= oy, =0.

So,
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> anZy ()W, € Xy = clspan {Z, ()T, n & O, Ay # A, }

neo W (4.33)
S o o Za(t)V, = =3 o Zn ()W, .

AnF iy

Thanks to {ag)} € [2, we can start a bootstrap argument and repeat this
procedure: we find that {)\iagl)} € . We fix a second element ko (of

minimal absolute value) such that oz,(é) # 0 and, acting as above, we get

Z O‘nZn(t)\I]n € X2 =cl span {Zn(t)\ljna n ¢ O> )\n ¢ {)\kl ) )\k2}}

neO

Y e AP Z,OV, =Y o anZ (D), .
An@{ Nk, s Aky

(4.34)
The new sequence {ag)} € [? has the property that

Oél(f) =0if \, € {)\kl , )\k2}
if Ay & { Ay Ay} then o =0 <= a, =0.

Repeating this argument, we find

> 0 Z, ()0, € Xp =clspan{Z,()Un, n & O, Ay & {Mys My s Mg} )

neO

for every R, i.e.

Lemma 25 We have:

> anZy ()0, €[ Xk = {0}

neQ

and, after at most 2N iteration of the process, we find

> oMz, (), =0.

[n|>N
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If N is large enough, as specified in the first statement of Theorem 2], we
see that
o™ =0 foralln> N

and the original equality (A.27) involves a finite sum. We rewrite it as
> anZu(H) ¥, =0. (4.35)
Inl<K
n¢O
This equality implies «,, = 0 for every n ¢ O since

Lemma 26 The sequence {Z,(1)Vs(2)},40 is linearly independent.

Proof. Lemmas [0 and [l show that ¥,(z) # 0 so that we can confine
ourselves to prove that {Z,(¢)} is linearly independent. The proof is similar
to the proof of the corresponding result in [3], 0] and is omitted. n

In conclusion, Equality ([£.27) is in fact

0=> 0 Z,()00 =Z(t) Y Wy,  Z(t) #0.

neQ neO

Zan\lfnzo.

neO

So,

Finally we prove:
Lemma 27 Ifn € O then o, = 0.

Proof. We introduce

d(x) = Z an®, ()

neO

which is an eigenfunction of the operator A whose eigenvalue is 0
Ad(z) =0.

Note that if A\,, = 0 then (3, = ia does not depend on n and so

Ya®n  Ya®n .
v, = 5 " ia if a#0
Ya®n if a=0.
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So, in both the cases, we get
AP =0, Ya® = 0.

Using Lemma [T1] we see that

0=20(x) =) a,®,(x) =0.

The condition «,, = 0 follows, since {®,,} is an orthonormal sequence. 1

5 Sharp control time

It is clear that we can’t control every system of the form (L)) at a “small”
time Tp, at which the corresponding telegraph equation is not controllable,
since M(t) = 0 is a possible choice of the kernel. In this section we are
going to improve this obvious observation, in that non controllability of the
viscoelastic system implies non controllability of the corresponding telegraph
equation, regardless of the relaxation kernel M (t).

Theorem 28 Let the telegraph equation ({{.3) be non controllable at time
To. Then, Eq. (11) is not controllable at time Ty, for every choice of the
H2 (0, +00) kernel M(t).

loc

Proof. We proceed by contradiction: let Eq. (II) be controllable at time
T. Then, the moment problem (8] is solvable in [? and then the sequence
{Z,.(t)¥,} is a Riesz sequence in L?(0,T; L*(T)). Using the first statement
of Theorem [2]] the converse way around, we get that there exists a number
N such that the sequence whose elements are described in Theorem [I3], and
index n such that |n| > N, is Riesz in L*(0, Ty; L*(T)).

This implies that the moment problem (B.9)-@I0) for the telegraph equa-
tion is solvable for {&,,n,} € L, where L has finite codimension, see[ll]
p. 323] Le., the reachable set at time Ty for the telegraph equation wuold
have finite codimension.We use Lemma [§] in order to prove that this is not
the case.

Let T' > Ty be any time at which the telegraph equation ({{.3) is control-
lable.

Let us denote e, the elements of the sequence described in Theorem [I5]
Adding elements of (cIspan {e,})", we complete the sequence {e,} to a Riesz
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basis of L?(0,T; L*(T")). We denote k, the added elements, so that the Riesz
basis of L%(0,T; L*(T")) is {e,} U {k,}.
We consider the operator Jo: L*(0, Tp; L*(T')) + [* given by

Jof = {(f,en) 202y } U {{f, kn) L20m0iL2(0y) } -

Lemma [§ shows that the codimension of its image is not finite and so we
have also

. : J_
dim L+ = dim {<f7 en>L2(0,To;L2(F))} = 100,

So, the index N cannot exists and the viscoelastic system cannot be control-
lable at a time T where the telegraph equation is not controllable.

The previous negative result has a clear relation with the following fact,
that the speed of propagotion of waves in a viscoelastic material is equal to
the speed of propagation in the corresponding memoryless elastic material,

see [, 8].

6 Appendix: proofs

in this appendix we prove Lemma and the last step of differentiation.

6.1 Appendix 1: the proof of Lemma 22

We first note that Theorem Il implies {c,} € [? and that in order to prove
the formula for {«,} it is sufficient that we prove that it holds for |n| suffi-
ciently large. So, we consider the new function

Clz,t) = Y ane™ W, € WH(0,T; L*(I)) (6.1)

In|>N

where N is the number specified in Theorem 21l It is known that C’(z,t) =
Ci(z,t) is the L*(0,T; L*(T')) limit of the incremental quotient respect to the
variable ¢:

t h — t iﬁnh_l .
Ct(:):" t) _ }l}_}n% C(I7 _'_ }2[ C( 7:(:) _ }llli)rg_) Z ane h 67/B7Lt\:[]n .
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Thanks to the choice of N, there exists mg > 0 such that
2
Clz,t+h)—C(x,t
- (@t +1) = Ca,)

h
[n|>N

eibnh _ 1 2

Bnh

an By

L2(0,T;L*(T))

< 2|22 0122 () -
The last equality holds for h “small”, |h| < hy. We consider 0 < h < hy.
Let s be real. There exists sy > 0 such that:

- 2 2 . 2
e —1 coss — 1 sin s 1
=(—) + > — for0< s < sg.
S S 2

s
Then we have, for every h € (0, hg),

1 eibnh — 117

5 Z |O‘n5n|2 < Z anﬁnW < m_HC,H%?(O,T;L?(F)) :
B\n\<>N/h In|>N n 0
n<S0

The limit for h — 07 gives the result.

6.2 Appendix 2: end of the proof of formula (4.26])

We insert 0, = 7,/0, in ([A£27) and we equate the derivatives of both the
sides. We get

3 5, = P60, — Y 200, sin Bt
Tn ; o .
+ N/ (0 — WU, <elﬁ”t + —sin B,J)
t ;)'/ ) a
+ / N{(t—s) Z 5—2‘11” (elﬁ”s - 5 sin 5ns) ds
0 n n

-~ t -~
SN0 S Dt g () — /0 Nt =) S g g 6 dr

B2 B2
: Yabn v [N Tkt B
+M(0) 30 10,5, - M0 /0 37 2 i (0 = 1) 9, S,(0) dr
+ /0 N(t — s) 72—‘;@”5”(5) ds
_/ N{’(s)/_sz%'un sin B, (t —s — r)¥,S,(r) dr ds.
0 0 571
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The integrals which do not contain S, (t) can be differentiated (use the
substitution ¢t — s = r to remove the variable ¢ from N7 ()).

We cancel similar terms with opposite sign and we consider the remaining
terms which contains S, (%), i.e.

| 0)/0 Z %g:" sin 3, (t — r)V,,S,(r) dr

t t—s ;}'/ /«L
/ N{’(s)/ 2L sin B, (t — s — r)0,S,(r) dr ds.
0 0 5n
We compute the derivative of the first series termwise and we see that
the series so obtained is L2-convergent:

=00 ar = [ s (=S b

Convergence of a series of this kind has already been proved, see the proof
of the convergence of the series (£.23]).

The convergence of this series implies also that the last integral can be
differentiated.
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