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Abstract

In the present article we study the stabilization of firslerlinear integro-dferential hyperbolic equations. For
such equations we prove that the stabilization in finite timmequivalent to the exact controllability property. The
proof relies on a Fredholm transformation that maps theiralgystem into a finite-time stable target system. The
controllability assumption is used to prove the invertipibf such a transformation. Finally, using the method of
moments, we show in a particular case that the controltglislireduced to the criterion of Fattorini.
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1. Introduction and main results

The purpose of this article is the study of the stabilizatiad controllability properties of the equation

L
Ur(t, X) — Ux(t, X) = f a(x, y)u(t,y)dy, te(0,T), xe (0,L),
0
ut.L) = U(), te(0,T), (1.1)
u0,x) = u’(x), x € (0, L).
In (L), T > 0is the time of controlL > 0 the length of the domain® is the initial data andi(t, ) : [0,L] — C is
the state at timé € [0,T], g : (0,L) x (0,L) — C is a given function in_?((0, L) x (0, L)) and, finally,U(t) € C is

the boundary control at timee (0, T).
The stabilization and controllability of (1.1) started [ij.[ The authors proved that the equation

U (t, X) — ux(t, X) = fx a(x, y)u(t,y)dy+ f(xu(t,0), te (0, T), xe (0, L),
0
ut,L) = U, te (0.T),
u0,x) = uo(x), x € (0,L),

with g and f continuous, is always stabilizable in finite time (see aBjof¢r the same equation with the nonlocal
boundary condition(t, L) = fOL u(t, y)y(y) dy+ U(t) with y continuous). The proof uses the backstepping approach
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introduced and developed by M. Krstic and his co-workere,(&® particular, the pioneer articles 3,14, 5] and the
reference book [6]). This approach consists in mapging (@t the following finite-time stable target system

W (t, X) — wy(t,x) = 0O, te (0,T), xe (O,L),
w(t,L)= 0O, te (0, T),
w(0,x) = wP(X), xe(0,L),

by means of the \olterra transformation of the second kind

u(t, X) = w(t, x) — j(; k(x, y)w(t, y)dy, (1.2)

where the kernék has to satisfy some PDE in the triangle<Oy < x < L with appropriate boundary conditions, the
so-called kernel equation. Let us emphasize that the strarighis method is that the Volterra transformatibn{1.2)
is always invertible (see e.qg. [7, Chapter 2, THEOREM 6])wNibthe integral term is not anymore of Volterra type,
that is ifg in (I.J) does not satisfy

gxy)=0 x<y, 1.3)

then, the Volterra transformatiof_(1.2) can no longer baly#eere is no solution to the kernel equation which is
supported in the triangle 8 y < x < L in this case, see the equatién (2.16) below). In [8], the@sthuggested to
replace the Volterra transformatidn_({1.2) by the more galrfenredholm transformation

L
u(t, X) = w(t, X) — fo k(x, y)w(t, y)dy, (1.4)

wherek € L%((0,L) x (0,L)) is a new kernel. However, the problem is now that, unlike olterra transformation
(@.2), the Fredholm transformatidn (IL.4) is not always ititaée. In [§], the authors proved that,dfis small enough,
then the transformatio(1.4) is indeed invertible, seeTfggorem 9]. They also gave somefistient conditions in
the casay(x,y) = g(y), seel[3, Theorem 1.11]. Our main result states that we cdrafiparticular kerngk such that
the corresponding Fredholm transformationl(1.4) is ikt if we assume thaf(1.1) is exactly controllable at time
L. Finally, let us point out that Fredholm transformationséalso been used to prove the exponential stabilization
for a Korteweg-de Vries equation inl[9] and for a KuramoteaShinsky equation in_[10]. In these papers also, the
existence of the kernel and the invertibility of the asstarlgransformation were established under a controltsbili
assumption. However, our proof is of a completelffetient spirit than the one given in these articles.

1.1. Well-posedness

Multiplying formally (I.1) by the complex conjugate of a saib functiong and integrating by parts, we are lead
to the following definition of solution:

Definition 1.1. Let (f € L?(0,L) and U € L?(0, T). We say that a function u is a (weak) solution(ol) if u
C%([0, T]; L0, L)) and

fOT fOL u(t, x)(—¢t(t, X) + ¢x(t, X) — fOL a(y, X)e(t, y)dy)dxdt

L L T
- 0 - =
+ [ urnaeRox- [ PwaoHex- [ uesEDd-0 @
for everyg e CY([0, 7] x [0, L]) such thais(-, 0) = 0, and everyr € [0, T].

Let us recall that {1]1) can equivalently be rewritten indbstract form

d

_u = AU+ BU, t € (09 T)’

5t (1.6)
u() = °



where we can identify the operatgksand B through their adjoints by taking formally the scalar proafc(I.6) with
a smooth functiow and then comparing witli.(1.5). The operator D(A) c L2(0, L) — L?(0, L) is thus given by

L
Au= i+ [ gty w7
with
D(A) = {ue H'O,L) | u(L)=0}.
Clearly,Ais densely defined, and its adjoifst : D(A*) c L?(0,L) — L?(0,L) is

L—
Nz= -2+ fo g0 )y) dy, (1.8)

with
D(A") = {ze HYO.L) | Z0)=0}.
Using the Lumer-Philips’ theorem (see e!g./[11, Chapterdtpllary 4.4]), we can prove th#@ generates &€q-group
(SO)er-
In particular,A* is closed and its domaiD(A*) is then a Hilbert space, equipped with the scalar prodiscic@ated
with the graph normiizipy = (I21% + IIA*ZI%,)Y2, z€ D(A*). Observe that

[loay and ||-lluzo,) are equivalent norms d(A”). (1.9)
On the other hand, the opera®e L(C, D(A")) is
(BU, 2)p(arypeay = UZ(L). (1.10)

Note thatB is well defined sinc®U is continuous o (0, L) (by the trace theoretd (0, L) — C°([0, L])) and since
we have[(I.19). Its adjoiB* € L(D(A*),C) is
Bz =7(L). (1.11)

One can prove thd satisfies the following so-called admissibility condiffon
T
3C > 0, f IB'S(T —)'2” dt < Cl2l%q,,.  VZ€ D(A). (1.12)
o )

Note thatB*S(T - -)*zmakes sense il (1.112) sinS€T — -)*z € D(A*) for z e D(A*), while it does not in general i
is only in L2(0, L). Thus, [Z.1PR) allows us to continuously extend in a uniqag e mag — B*S(T — )*zto the
whole spacé.?(0, L) and give in particular a sense BSS(T - -)*zfor z € L2(0, L). We shall keep the same notation
to denote this extension.

Finally, we recall that, sincé generates &q-semigroup ands is admissible, for every® € L?(0, L) and every
U € L?(0, T), there exists a unique solutiore C°([0, T]; L%(0, L)) to (I.1). Moreover, there exis& > 0 (which does
not depend on® nor U) such that

lullcoqo.Ty:L201) < C(”UOHLZ(QL) + ”UHL?(O,T))'

See e.g..[12, Theorem 2.37] and|[12, Section 2.3.3.1].

4The proof is analogous to the one of LemmalC 2 in Appendix C.



1.2. Controllability and stabilization
Let us now recall the definitions of the properties we areregted in.

Definition 1.2. We say that{l1) is exactly controllable at time T if, for everyw' € L?(0, L), there exists Ue
L2(0, T) such that the corresponding solution ul) satisfies

u(T) = ut.
If the above property holds fortu= 0, we say thafL.1)is null-controllable at time T.

Remark 1. Since A generates a grouf.T)is exactly controllable at time T if, and only L. 1) is null-controllable
attime T (see e.g.[12, Theorem 2.41]).

Definition 1.3. We say thaL.J)is stabilizable in finite time T if there exists a boundeddinmapI : L?>(0,L) — C
such that, for everye L?(0, L), the solution ue CO([0, +0); L%(0, L)) to

ut(t» X) - L*IX('[» X) = \[O‘L g(X, y)U(t, y) dy’ te (07 +oo), Xe (0» L)7

ut L) = Tu), t € (0, +c0), (1.13)
u0,x) = u’(x), x e (0,L),
satisfies
ut)y =0, vt>T. (1.14)

Note that[[T.IB) is well-posed. Indeed, by the Riesz repitasien theorem, there exisgse L2(0, L) such that

L
1"u=£ u(y)y(y) dy, (1.15)

and [I.IB) with[[T.T5) is well-posed (see elg. [2, Theoret}) 2.

Remark 2. Let us recall here some links between stabilization androbfiability. Clearly, stabilization in finite
time T implies null-controllability at time T. It is also wednown that in finite dimension (that is when A and B are
matrices) controllability is equivalent to exponentiahisiization at any decay rate, see e.q.[13, PART I, Theorem
2.9]. Finally, for bounded operators B (which is not the casge though), null-controllability at some time implies
exponential stabilization, see e.qg. [13, PART IV, Theore3h 3Ve refer to[14] and the references therein for recent
results on the exponential stabilization of one-dimensisgstems generated by-@roups (including theL. 1)) and

to [15] for the exponential stabilization of systems genedeby analytic G-semigroups.

1.3. Main results
Let us introduce the triangles

T-={xyeOL)x@OL) | x>y}, To={xy)e@L)x@OL) | x<y}.
For the stabilization, we will always assume that
ge HYT) n HYT). (1.16)

This means that we allow integral terms whose kernel hagauimuity along the diagonal of the squarel(x (0, L):

X L
f ai(x y)u(t.y) dy+ f Ga(x Y)ut.y) dy.
0 X

with g1,92 € HY((0, L) x (0, L)). We gathered i Appendix |A some properties of the funatiofH(7_) N HY(77).
Our main result is then the following:
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Theorem 1.1. Assume tha{I.18) holds. Then(1.1)is stabilizable in finite time L if, and only if1.1) is exactly
controllable at time L.

(note that the necessary part is clear from Rerhrk 2 and RéBhar

Thus, we see that we have to study the controllability ofl(4tthe optimal time of control = L (we recall that,
in the caseg = 0, (I.1) is exactly controllable at timE if, and only if, T > L). We will show that this property is
characterized by the criterion of Fattorini in the partianutase

g(xy) =90, geL?Q,L). (1.17)
Indeed, the second result of this paper is

Theorem 1.2. Assume thafl.17)holds. Then{L.])is exactly controllable at time L if, and only if,
ker(d — A") nkerB* = {0}, VaeC. (1.18)
Actually, we conjecture that Theorém1l.2 remains true witlassuming(1.17).

Remark 3. In fact, (I.18)is a general necessary condition for the approximate cdiatodity. Let us recall that
we say tha(.1)is approximately controllable at time T if, for evesy> 0, for every §, u € L?(0, L), there exists
U e L?(0, T) such that the corresponding solution ul) satisfies

Ju(m) - ul”LZ(O,L) SE€

Clearly, it is a weaker property than exact controllabilitizet us also recall that this property is equivalent to the
following dual one (see e.g. [12, Theorem 2.43]):

vze L?(0,1), (B'S(t)'z=0forae.te (0,T))=>z=0. (1.19)

Thus, we see thgL.18)is nothing but the propertf.I9)only for ze ker(1—A*) since St)*z = e''z for ze ker(1-A").
This condition(T.18)is misleadingly known as the Hautus test [16] in finite diniemsdespite it has been introduced
earlier by H.O. Fattorini in [17] and in a much larger settingrinally, let us mention that it has also been proved in
[15] that (I.18)characterizes the exponential stabilization of parabsiistems.

Remark 4. We will exhibit functions g such thf.18)does not hold for an arbitrary large number &f see Remark
[7 below. On the other hand, we can check tfiail8)is satisfied for any g L?((0, L) x (0, L)) satisfying one of the
following conditions:

i) A* has no eigenvalue (as it is the case when @).

i) gis small enoughilgll,2 < %

i) gis of Volterra type (that is it satisfie.3)).

The poin{ii) follows from the invertibility of transformiahsld — G for |G|l z2) < 1. The poinfiii} follows from the
invertibility of Volterra operators.

Let us notice that we can also consider equations of the meergl form

Ui(t, X) — Uk(t, X) = fL a(x, y)u(t, y) dy+ f(u(t, 0) + d(x)uit, x), te (0,T), xe (O,L),
0
L —
Tt L) = fo Tt y)y(y) dy+ O (D). te(T),
T, x) = TO(x), x € (0,L),

wheref,d,y : (0,L) — C andd’: (0, L) x (0,L) — C are regular enough. Performing a transformation of Viadterr
type, it can actually be reduced to an equation likel (1.1¢ [$eTheorem 3.2] for more details.
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Let us conclude the introduction by pointing out that TheofE1 still holds if we consider states and controls
taking their values int@® instead ofC provided that

g(x,y) e R fora.e. & y) € (0,L) x (O,L). (1.20)

This follows from the fact that, if (1.20) holds and if the ¢ system[{1.11), with real valued states and controls, is
exactly controllable at timé&, then the function& andU constructed in the proof of Propositibn 2.4 below are real
valued functions. Concerning Theoreml1.2, it also stildsdbr real valued states and controlg if real valued (but,

of course, we still have to consider [1_(1].18) complex valfiggttions and complex).

2. Finite-time stabilization

2.1. Presentation of the method
Let us writeA = Ag + G where the unbounded linear operatgr: D(Ao) c L%(0, L) — L?(0, L) is defined by

Agu=uy, D(Ao) = D(A),
and the bounded linear opera®r. L?(0, L) — L2(0, L) is defined by

L
Gu= [ ge.yuay
Note that the adjoingy, : D(A;) c L?(0, L) — L?(0, L) of Ag is the operator

Az=-2, D(A)={zeHOL) | Z0)=0}.

We first perform some formal computations to explain the sdefeour method. We recall that the strategy is to
map the initial equation

d

—u= (A+Blu, te(0,+o),

5 ( ) (0. +c0) 2.1)
u(0)= u°

into the finite-time stable target equation

gW: Agw, te (0, +o0),

dt (2.2)
w(0) = WP,
for some operatdr and by means of a transformati®{independent of the tim®:
u=Pw.
If u= Pwwherew solves[(Z.P), then
d d d
d_tu =T (Pw) = P(aw) = PAyw, (2.3)
and
(A+ BI)u= (AP+ BI'P)w. (2.4)

As a resultu solves[[Z.11) if the right-hand sides ¢f (P.3) ahd{2.4) aneaés that is, ifP andI satisfy
PA, = AP+ BI'P.

Taking the adjoints, this is equivalent to
AP = P*A" + PT*B". (2.5)
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By (2.3), we mean that
{F’* (D(A) c D(Ag) = D(AY), (2.6)
AP'z=P*A'z+ PT'B'z  Vze D(AY). (2.7)

The following proposition gives the rigorous statement dfatvwe have just discussed (the proof is given in
[Appendix B).

Proposition 2.1. Assume that there exist a bounded linear operatorl?(0, L) — L?(0, L) and a bounded linear
formI" : L?(0, L) — C such that:

i) (2.8y@2)hold.
i) Pisinvertible.

Then, for every Yie L2(0, L), if w € C°([0, T]; L?(0, L)) denotes the solution @.2) with w® = P~u°, then u= Pw is
the solution tafI.13)and it satisfieq1.14)

Let us now "split” the equatiori_(2.7). We recall tHa¢A*) is a Hilbert space anB* is continuous for the norm
of D(A*) (see the introduction). Thus, its kernel Igris closed for this norm and we can write the orthogonal
decomposition

D(A") = kerB* @ (kerB*)*,

whereV+ denotes the orthogonal of a subspatcim D(A*). Noting thatB* is a bijection from(kerB*)* to C (with
inverse denoted byB()™1), we see thaf{217) holds if, and only if,

AP'z—-P'A'z=0, VzekerB", (2.8)

and
PT" = (AP - P'A") (B) (2.9)

It follows from this observation that it is enough to establthe existence dP such that[(ZI8) hold an® is
invertible. The mag will then be defined as the adjoint of the linear mMiap C — L2(0, L) defined by

¥ = ((P) AP - AT) (BY) (2.10)

Note thatP* : D(A*) — D(A*) is continuous by the closed graph theorem, sothdefined by[(Z2.710) is bounded.
Let us summarize the discussion:

Proposition 2.2. Let P: L?(0, L) — L?(0, L) be a bounded linear operator such th@i8) holds and P is invertible.
Then, there exists a bounded linear fofm L?(0, L) — C such that{2.7) holds if, and only if, P satisfiegZ.8).

A discussion on other expressiondathan [Z.10) is given in Sectidn 2.4 below.

2.2. Construction of the transformation
In this section, we are going to construct a nfaguch that[(ZJ6) and(2.8) hold. We look fiin the form

P=I1d-K, (2.11)
whereK : L?(0, L) — L?(0, L) is an integral operator defined by
L
ka9 = [ Kox ) dy
with k € L?((0, L) x (0, L)). Clearly, its adjoint is

L
K*z(x) = fo K (%, y)z(y) dy,
7



where we set
k' (%.y) = k(y. ).
Let us recall thak, as well aK*, is compact o.%(0, L).
For the expressiofi (Z11), (2.6) now read as

K* (D(A%)) c D(A"), (2.12)

and [Z.8) becomes
-A)K*z+ K*"Agz+ K*G'z-G'z=0, VzekerB" (2.13)

Let us now translate these properties in terms of the ké¢nel
Proposition 2.3. Assume that

k" € HY(72) n HY(72), (2.14)
and letK e L?(677) be the trace o, of the restriction of kto 7. Then,

i) 2.J12)holds if, and only if,

i) (ZI3)holds if, and only if,

L
K.(X,y) + k;(x, y) + fo aly, )k (%, 0)do —g(y,X) =0, xYye(0,L). (2.16)

Observe that ik* € HY(7_) n HY(77%), thenk, k; € L2((0, L) x (0, L)) and [2.18) is understood as an equality for
almost everyX,y) € (O, L) x (O, L).

Proof. Let us first prove the equivalence between (2.12) and(2.3Bjcek’ € HY(7_) n HY(77), we haveK*z ¢
H(0, L) for everyz e L2(0, L) with (see Proposition AlZ ii))

L
SEORN ENCHEOLY
Thus, [Z.IR) holds if, and only iK*z(0) = 0 for everyz € D(A*), which gives[[2.15) by density @(A*) in L2(0, L).

Let us now establish the equivalence betwéen {2.13)[ané)(2L&t us compute each terms in the left-hand side
of (2.I3) for anyz € D(A"). For the first term we have (see Proposifion]A-R ii))

L
A = [ ke )
L
= (kf(X, X) = Ki(x, X))Z(X) + fo K(X, y)z(y) dy,
wherek* € L2(07_) (resp. K € L?(07,)) denotes the trace ofi. (resp.7) of the restriction ok* to 7_ (resp. 7).

On the other hand, integrating by parts the second term and z(®) = O (sincez € D(A*)), we have (see Proposition
A2

L
K AX) = - fo K (xy)Z(y)dy
L
- fo K (x Y)z0y) dy = (K (x ) — K2 (% X))2(3) — K (x L)z(L).
Finally, the remaining term gives
L L L
K'G'Z¥) - Gx) = fo k*(x,y>( fo g(o,y)z(rﬂdo) dy- fo 30, ety dy

L L
=fo (fo K'(x, o)g(y, o) do - g(y, x))z(y)dy.
8




As a result, summing all the previous equalities, we have
- AGK™Z(x) + K*"Ajz(x) + K*'G"Z(X) - G"Z(x) =
L L
fo (k’;(x, y) +K(xy) + fo k*(x, o)g(y, o) do - g(y, X)) y)dy - ki(x L)z(L), (2.17)

for everyz € D(A"). In particular, we obtain thaf (Z.]13) is equivalent to

L L
[ (kx(x,y)+ky(x,y)+ [ ke dr -6 x))z(y)dy=o,

for everyz € kerB* = H}(0, L). SinceH}(0, L) is dense irL?(0, L), this is equivalent to the equatidn (2.16). O
Remark 5. In the first step of the proof we have in fact establish {al3)is equivalent to

K*(L%(0. L)) c D(A). (2.18)
We see that the operator‘ias a regularizing gect (under assumptio@.14).

2.2.1. Existence of the kernel

Viewing x as the time parameter ih (2]1%)-(2.16), it is clear thatetexguations have at least one solutiéne
CO([0, L]; L?(0, L)), if we add any artificialL? boundary condition atq 0). In this section, we fix a particular boundary
condition such that* satisfies, in addition, the final condition

k'(L,y) =0, ye(O,L). (2.19)

This property will be used to establish the invertibility thie Fredholm transformation associated with tiissee
Sectiorf Z.B below.

Proposition 2.4. Assume tha(I.) is exactly controllable at time L. Then, there existssU_2(0, L) such that the
solution K € CO([0, L]; L?(0, L)) to

L
KX, y) + Ky(%,y) + fo gy, o)k (X, 0)do —g(y,x) =0, xye(0,L),

K'(x, L) =U(x), xe(0,L), (2.20)
K'(L,y)=0, ye(OL),
satisfies
k'(0,y) =0, ye(0,L). (2.21)

Proof. Sincex plays the role of the time, let us introduce

kty) =k(L-ty).

Thus, we want to prove that there existse L2(0, L) such that the corresponding solutior C°([0, L]; L%(0, L)) to

_—~ _—~ L _—~
k(t.y) - K(ty) = fo o, Kt o)do — gy, L-1). tye (0.L),

k(t, L) =U(@), te(OL), (2.22)

k0.y)=0, ye(O.L),

satisfies _
k(L.y)=0, ye(O,L). (2.23)



This is a control problem, which has a solution by assumpfietieed, letp € CO([0, L]; L?(0, L)) be the free solution
to the nonhomogeneous equation

L
pty) - py(t.y) = fo oy, )Pt )de — gy, L~ 1), tye (O,L),
p(t,L) =0, te(O,L),
p(0,y) =0, ye(O,L),

and letq e C°([0, L]; L%(0, L)) be the controlled solution going from 0 tep(L, -):

L
a(t.y) —ay(t.y) = fo g(y,o)q(t, o)do, tye (O, L),
qt,L) = U(t), te(O,L),
a0,y)=0, q(L,y)=-p(L.y), ye(O,L).

Then, the functiork € C°([0, L]; L2(0, L)) defined by
k=p+q
satisfies[(2.22):(2.23). O

2.2.2. Regularity of the kernel
The next step is to establish the regulafify (2.14)kfoprovided by Proposition 2.4.

Proposition 2.5. Let U € L?(0,L) and let K € C°([0, L]; L?(0, L)) be the corresponding solution @.20) If k*
satisfieqZ.21)and (1.18)holds, then

UeHYO,L), Kk eHNT_)nHYT).
The proof of Proposition 215 relies on the following lemma:
Lemma 2.1. Let f € L?((0, L) x (0,L)), V € L?(0,L) and V¥ € L?(0, L).
i) The unique solution e C°([0, L]; L2(0, L)) to

Vx(X%Y) + w(x.y) = f(xy), xye(OL),
v(x, L) =V(x), xe(0,L), (2.24)

vL.y) =V(y), ye(O.L),
is given by
L+x-y
ViLex-y)- [ f(ssey-xds i (xy)eT,
V(X y) = L
W(L+y-x)— | f(ss+y-x)ds if (x,y)eT_.
X
i) If V e HL(O, L) (resp. ¥ € HY(0,L)) and f, € L%(7>) (resp. § € L(72)), then ve HY(T~) (resp. ve HY(72)).
iiiy If f, € L2(7%) and \(0,-) € H(0, L), then Ve H1(0, L).
Proof. Let us apply LemmB2l1 witkl = U € L?(0,L), v’ =0 and

f(xy) = fi(xy) + fa(x, y),
L
fi(xy) = - fo 00K (), 2% y) = 9.
10



Sincek*, g € L2((0,L) x (0, L)), we havef,, f, € L?((0, L) x (0, L)). By uniqueness, the corresponding soluticio
(2.22) is equal t*. Sinceg € HY(7_) n HY(77) by assumptior{1.16), we hav&), € L*(7%) and (f)y € L%(7-)
by definition. On the other hand, for axe< (0, L), the mapfy(X) : y — f1(x,y) belongs toH*(0, L) with derivative
(see Proposition Al ii))

L
(X' (y) = - fo 9y, DK (X, ) dom = (9-(¥:¥) = G« (¥, V)K" (%, Y)-

This shows thatfy), € L2(7-) and (f1)y € L?(7%) (see PropositionAl1). Finally, sinde satisfiesk*(0,y) = 0
for a.e. y € (0,L), by Lemma 2l i) we have) € H(0,L). Then, it follows from Lemma2l[L i) thak* e
HY(7_) N HY(T). O

2.3. Invertibility of the transformation
To conclude the whole proof of Theorédm11.1, it only remainsstablish the invertibility of the transformation
Id — K* with k* provided by Proposition 2.4. Let us start with a general lenon the injectivity of map®* for P

satisfying [2.6){(Z.8).
Lemma 2.2. Let P: L?(0, L) — L?(0, L) be a bounded linear operator such th@8)-(2.8) hold. Then, we have
kerP* = {0},

if, and only if, the following four conditions hold:

i) kerP* c D(A").

ii) kerP* c kerB*.

iii) dimkerP* < +oo.

iv) ker(1 — A*) n kerB* = {0} for everya € C.

Proof. Let us denote
N = kerP".

Assume first thdtJ),_i])L i) and i) hold. We want to proveattN = {0}. We argue by contradiction: assume that
N # {0}. Let us prove thaN is stable byA*. By[i))]we haveN c D(A*). Let thenz € N and let us show tha*z € N.
SinceN c kerB* by[ii)] we can apply[(ZI8) ta and obtain

P*A'z= AP’z
Sincez € kerP* by definition, this gives
P*A*z=0,
and shows thad"z € kerP* = N. Consequently, the restrictigki;y of A" to N is a linear operator frorM to N. Since
N is finite dimensional bj/ i) andN # {0}, A"y has at least one eigenvaldez C. Let¢ € N be a corresponding
eigenfunction. Thus,
& € ker(d — A") N kerB*,
but
E#0,
which is a contradiction with i}). As a result, we must haVe- {0}.

Conversely, assume now that I&r= {0}. Itis clear thaf i) ii) andiii) hold. Lefl € C andz € ker(1— A*) nkerB*.
We want to prove that = 0. By (2.8), we have

APz= 2Pz
thatis
(A-A)Pz=0.
Sinced — A (with domainD(Ay)) is injective and so i®* by assumption, this gives= 0. O
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Proposition 2.6. Assume thafI.1) is exactly controllable at time L and th4f.18) holds. Then, the mald — K*,
with k* provided by Propositioh 214, is invertible.

Proof. SinceK* is a compact operator, by Fredholm alternative it is eqeivielo prove that Id- K* is injective. In
addition, the Fredholm alternative also gives

dimker(ld— K*) < +co.
Since Id- K* satisfies[(Z12):(2.13), by LemrhaP.2 it is then equivalemdtablish that
ker(ld— K*) c D(A"), ker(ld— K*) c kerB".
The first inclusion follows from RemafK 5 and the second isidn follows from the fact that
B'K*z=0, VYzel?0,L),
which is equivalent to the conditioh (2]19). O

2.4. Feedback control law

The proof of Theorern 111 is by now complete but we want to giveose explicit formula fol". We recall that
its adjointT™ is given by (se€(2.10))

F* — (P*)—l (A(*)P* _ P*A*) (B*)_l.
Actually, we already computetliP*z — P*A*zfor anyz € D(A") in (Z.17) and we obtained that
AP z— P A'z=-K (-, L)Z(L).

Thus,
PTa=-K(,L)a, aeC.

Computing the adjoints, we obtain
L
Tu= —f K(L,x)Plu(x)dx ueL?0,L).
0
Itis interesting to see that the open loop contygirovided by Proposition 2.4 defines the closed loop comtfsince
k_(L, x) = U(x) for a.e.x € (O, L)).
Let us now recall thal is of the formP = Id — K and that the inverse of such an operator is also of the forrHd

(with H = —(Id — K)~*K). Moreover, since is an integral operator so i, with kernelh(-,y) = —(Id — K)7k(-, y).
We can check that inherits the regularity ok and satisfies a similar equation:

L
hx(X, ) + hy(X,y) — fo g(o, y)h(x,o)do +g(xy) =0, xye(0,L),
h(x,0)=0, h(x,L)=0, xe (0,L).

Finally, a simple computation shows tHais given by

L
Fu= fo h (L. y)u(y) d.

whereh_ € L?(#7_) denotes the trace ofii— of the restriction ohto 7_.
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3. Controllability

The aim of this section is to study the controllability projes of [1.1) at the optimal tim& = L to provide easily
checkable conditions to apply Theoréml1.1. Let us first noertthat the controllability of one-dimensional systems
generated b¥p-groups has already been investigated in a series of pab#rafd [19]. However, all these papers
do not really focus on the optimal time of controllabilityhigh is crucial to apply our stabilization theorem. Let us

also point out that the method developped.in [20] seem$dotve because of the integral tegth g(x, y)u(t,y) dyin
(I.I). Finally, let us mention the result [21, Theorem 2d]the distributed controllability of compactly perturbelt
systems (the case of the optimal time can not be treated thoug

In order to have a good spectral theory, we consider sys$telihwith periodic boundary conditions:

Ue(t, X) — Uy(t, X) = fL ag(x, Vu(t,y)dy, te(0,T), xe (0,L),
T(t, L) - T(t, 0) = Uo(t), te(0,T), (3.1)
U0, x) = TX), xe (0,L),
wherel® € L2(0, L) andU € L2(0, T). In the abstract form[{3.1) reads

d%u: AU+BU, te(0,T),

Uo)= T,
whereA is the operatoA (see [1.V)) but now with domain
D(A) = {e HY(O,L) | T(L) =T(0)}.

andBis the operatoB (see[[1.10)) but now considered as an operatdi{(&f, D(A*)'). The adjoints of these operators
also remain unchanged (s€€{1.8) dnd (1.11)), except fordbmain:

D(A") = D(A), B* e L(D(AY),Q).

Once again, we can check thﬁgerlerates €°-group B(t)),.r andB is admissible. Thus[{3.1) is well-posed, that
is, for everyl® € L2(0, L) and everyU € L?(0, T), there exists a unique solutiane C°([0, T]; L(0, L)) to (3.3) and,
in addition, there exist€ > 0 (which does not depend @f nor U) such that

[Ullcogo.ryz 00y < € (”GO”LZ(O,L) + ”U”LZ(O,T))' (3.2)

The following proposition shows that it is indeed equivalenconsider[(3]1) o {111) from a controllability point
of view.

Proposition 3.1. (L.1)is exactly controllable at time T if, and only 8.1)is exactly controllable at time T.

Roughly speaking, to prove Proposition]3.1, iffises to tak&® = u® andU (t) = T(t, 0) + U(t). We postpone the
rigorous proof t§ Appendix|C.

In addition, note that _ _
ker(d — A*) n kerB* = ker(d — A") n kerB",

for everyd € C. As a result,[(1.T8) is equivalent to

ker(1 — A*) nkerB* = {0}, VAeC. (3.3)

13



3.1. Bases and problem of moments in Hilbert spaces

Let us recall here some basic facts about bases and the prathlmoments in Hilbert spaces. We follow the
excellent textbook [22]. Leltl be a complex Hilbert space. We say thi, . is a basis irH if, for every f € H there
exists a unigque sequence of scdtag.z such thatf = 3, axfc. We say thatfi},.; is a Riesz basis iHl if it is the
image of an orthonormal basis bHfthrough an isomorphism. We can prove thia}, ., is a Riesz basis if, and only if,
{filkez is complete inH and there existn, M > 0 such that, for everil € N, for every scalarg_y;, . .., @n, We have

N
m " Jaxl’ <
k=-N

See e.g..[22, Chapter 1, Theorem 9].
A useful criterion to prove that a sequence is a Riesz batigitheorem of Bari (see e.@. [22, Chapter 1, Theorem
15]). It states thaitfy},.; is a Riesz basis dfl if {fy},; iS w-independent, that is, for every sequence of scétals 7,

N 2

Z (kak

N
<M Z lal? . (3.4)
k=—N k=—N

H

chfk=O=>(ck=0, vk e 7), (3.5)
keZ

and if { f},,, is quadratically close to some orthonormal basig.;, of H, that is
D lfic— adlf < +eo.
keZ
On the other hand, we say thdt},., is a Bessel sequenceliif, for every f € H, we have
Z |(f, fk)H|2 < +o00.
keZ

We can prove thaftfy},., is a Bessel sequencetliif, and only if, { fy},, satisfies the second inequality [N (3.4). See
e.g. [22, Chapter 2, Theorem 3].

Finally, we say thatfy},., is a Riesz-Fischer sequenceHnf, for every sequence of scalaft .7 that belongs
to £2(Z), there exists (at least) a solutiére H to the problem of moments

o = (f, foy, VkeZ.

We can prove thatfy},.; is a Riesz-Fischer sequenceHnif, and only if, { fy},,, satisfies the first inequality in(3.4).
See e.g..[22, Chapter 2, Theorem 3].

Observe then that, a Riesz basis is nothing but a completeBasd Riesz-Fischer sequence. We refer to [22,
Chapter 4] for more details on the problem of moments.

To prove Theorem 112, the idea is to write the controllapjitoblem as a problem of moments. To achieve this
goal, and to prove that the resulting problem of momentsdddes a solution, we first need to establish some spectral
properties of our operatdy'.

3.2. Spectral properties g
From now on, we assume thgtlepends only on its first variable

g(xy) =g, geL*OL). (3.6)
The first proposition gives the basic spectral propertie&‘of

Proposition 3.2. Assume thaf3.8) holds. Then,

14



i) Foreveryl e C, we have

— a
ker(d — A*) = {ae‘“ + bw,(x) l (a,b) e C?, H() [b] = O},

where we have introduced the matrix
1-ett -w; (L)

H (/l) = L L i
fo g(e > dx fo g(IW,(x) dx— 1

and the function
1-e X

X if1£0,
wWy(X) = f e - dg =
0 X if1=0.

keZ,kio}u{Aoszﬁdx}.
0

Proof. Let us provgi). Letl € C. Letz € ker(2 — A", that is,

i) We have
_ 2ikm

o(A") = {ak i

ze HYO,L), zL) = Z0),

L (3.7)
AZ(X) + Z(X) — f g(0)z(oc)do =0, xe(0,L).
0
Solving the ODE in[(3]7) yields
Z(x) = eZ(0) + w(X)1, (3.8)
with
L —
| = f 0(0)z(0) do.
0
From the boundary conditiarfL) = z(0) we obtain the relation
(1- &™) 20) - wy(L)I = 0.
To obtain a second relation, we mutiply (i3.8) ®gnd integrate over (@), so that
L L
(f g(x)e“dx) Z(0) + (f g(x)w; (x) dx — 1)I =0.
0 0
Conversely, let
z(X) = ae ™ + bwy(x),
where @, b) € C? is such that
a
H(/l)[ ] =0. (3.9)
b

Clearly,z € HY(0, L). From the first equation of (3.9) ang,(0) = 0, we havez(L) = z(0). From the second equation
of (3.9),zsolves the ODE in(317).
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Let us now turn out to the proof pfji). The map

kerH(1) —  ker(1 — AY)

a

—  ae ™+ bwy(X),

b

is an isomorphism (the injectivity can be seen usin¢d) = 0). As a result,
dimker(t — A*) = dimkerH(1), VaAeC.

In particular, _
A€ o(A") & detH(1) = 0.

Let us now compute more precisely #tl). Observe that
1-e™-aw(x) =0, VaeC,Vxelo,L].
Thus, addingl times the second column of the matH.) to its first column, we obtain
0 —-W,(L)

detH(1) =det| ~L__ L ’
fog(x)dx—/l fog(x)wl(x)dx—l

so that .
detH (1) = wy(L) (fo @dx—/l).

Finally, from the very definition o#v,, we can check that

w, (L) =O(=>/le{2|—lL<ﬂ keZ,k;&O}.
O
Remark 6. In view of the controllability, we shall always assume that
Ado# A VYk#0. (3.10)

Indeed, if (3.10) does not hold, thery is an eigenvalue of geometric multiplicity at least two a@dl) is then
impossible to control since the control operator is one-glisional. This follows from the general inequality

dimker(l — A") <dimImB*, VieC,

which is a consequence ¢8.3) (and we recall tha(3.3) is a necessary condition to the controllability, see Remark
[3). Note thai3.10)holds in particular if g is a real-valued function.

Under assumptioi (3.1L0) it is notfficult to see that the eigenspacesfdfcan be rewritten as
ker(l — A") = Span(gy},
where
1 ga—
09 =1 409 =e*+ - [ gkedx (3.11)
A= Ao Jo

Let us now write the property (3.3) more explicitely for thase [3.6) (the proof is straightforward thanks to
E.112)).
16



Proposition 3.3. Assume thaf3.8) and (3.10)hold. Then(3.3)is equivalent to

1+

L
f g(x)e**dx#0, Vk#0. (3.12)
Ak — Ao Jo

Remark 7. Actually, (312)has to be checked only for a finite number of k. Ind€8d.2) always holds for k large
enough since

1 f g(x)e % dx ——0 (3.13)
P

On the other hand, there exist functions g such (Bal2)fails for an arbitrary large number of k. Indeed, observe
that for real-valued function g, the equality

AX
/lk_/lofg(x)e dx=0,

is equivalent to (taking real and imaginary parts)

L

0Lg(x) cos(? )dx fOL g(x) dx,
j(; g(x)sin(? )dx = ?

For instance, for any @< R and any N> 1, the function

2 o 2kt \ 2 2k . (2kn
g(x) =ap + EZaocos(Tx)+Ekz;Tsm(Tx),

k=1

satisfies these equalities foekd, . . ., N.

The next and last proposition provides all the additionalcsml properties required to apply the method of mo-
ments.

Proposition 3.4. Assume thaf3.8) and (3:10)hold. Then,
i) The eigenfunctiongy},., of A+ form a Riesz basis in%(0, L).
i) If @I2)holds, therinficz |B ¢y > O.
iii) The set of exponentiale !}, is a Riesz basis in4(0, L).

Proof. i) We will use the theorem of Bari previously mentioned. Clgd lkez IS quadratically close to the

\/—¢k
orthonormal basusﬁe . To prove tha(wqﬁk}kez is w-independent, it stices to take the inner product

of the series in{(3]5) with eadTt"*.

i) From (3:13) we havd* ¢ —— landby assumptioB* ¢y # O for everyk € Z.

iii) Again, it suffices to notice tha{t e WYy is w- independent and quadratically close({%e ez
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3.3. Proof of Theorein 1.2
Let us first recall the following fondamental relation beémethe solution td (311) and its adjoint state:

(), 22 - (W, 5(1)°7) , = f ! U@®)B*S(T - t)*zdt  ¥ze L2(0,L). (3.14)
0

We have now everything we need to apply the method of momextpeve Theorem 11.2.

Proof. We are going to write the null-controllability problem as @lplem of moments. Froni (3.14) we see that
u(L) = 0if, and only if,

~{@.5(L)2), = fo ] OBS(L-t)yzdt vze L2(0,L).
Since{¢k}ez IS a basis, it is equivalent to
(@5, = fo ] OBS(L-t)dedt, VkeZ.
Sincegy are the eigenfunctions @, we haveS(r)*¢x = "¢, and, as a result,
(@, ¢k>L2 = fo ) e RT([O)B ¢edt, Vke Z.

SinceB* ¢y is a nonzero scalar, this is equivalent to

L -, —~
Ck = f eut)dt, VkeZ, (3.15)
0
where 1
Ck=—= <UO, ¢k>L2. (3.16)
B* ¢k

Now, (3.1%){3.1B) is a standard problem of moments, if tgpencecy bz, belongs tad?(Z). Sinces = infyz |§*¢k| >
0 and{¢w},.;, is a Riesz basis (in particular, a Bessel sequericg),;, indeed belongs t6*(Z):

Mol < = 3|40,
keZ keZ

Finally, since{g‘ﬂ_kt}kez is a Riesz basis (in particular, a Riesz-Fischer sequetiheg)roblem of moments (31 9)-(3116)
has a solutiotJ € L?(0, L) (see Sectiofn 311). O

2
< +o00.

Remark 8. Since{e !}, is a Riesz basis, the solutidh € L%(0, L) to the problem of momen(&.18)(3.18) is
actually unique. This shows that, at least in the c§B47) the control U € L?(0,L) given by Propositiofn 214
is unique (note the complete analogy with the case @ for which the only null-control possible in the square
(O,L) x (O,L) is U = 0). As a result, there is also only one solution to the kernelatign (Z.18) with boundary

conditions(Z.15)and (Z.19)

Appendix A. Functions of HY(7_) n HY(77)

This appendix gathers some properties of the functiont$¢f_) N H(7~,). We start with a characterization of
the spaceH’(77) (with an obvious analogous statement Ft(7~)). We recall that, by definitionf € H(77) if
f € L2(7%) andfy, fy € L3(7%), wheref, € L%(7,) means that there existse L2(77) such that

f f £, y)y(x. y) dxdy= - f f Fxy)o(xy)dxdy Y € CX(T).
T, T,

Such aF is unique and it is also denoted Ity
18



Proposition A.1. Let f € L?(77). The two following properties are equivalent:
i) fy e L3(75).

i) Fora.e. xe (0,L), the map
f(X) 1y — f(xy),

ffr £’ ()[? dydx< +oo.

With the help of Proposition Al1 it is not filicult to establish the following.

belongs to H(x, L) and

Moreover, {x)’(y) = fy(X.y).

Proposition A.2. Let f € HY(7_) n HY(7) and let us denote by fe L2(07_) (resp. f. € L?(977)) the trace or7_
(resp.77) of the restriction of f to7_ (resp.72).

i) Foreveryy € HY(0, L), for a.e. xe (0, L), we have

L L
fo (e Mdy = - fo oYM dy + (063 = F 0o — (6 0M(0) + f(x Lg(L).

ii) Foreveryp e L?(0,L), the map
L
o:xe [ ey

is in H(0, L) with derivative

L
@09 = (1000~ L0009 + [ x et oy

and traces

L L
®(0) = fo f.(0,y)p(y) dy, (L) = fo f_(L, y)e(y) dy.

Appendix B. Proof of proposition[2.1
This appendix is devoted to the proof of Proposifiod 2.1.

Proof. Let u® € L?(0, L) be fixed. Set® = P~*u € L?(0,L) and letw € C°([0, T]; L?(0, L)) be the corresponding
solution to [Z.2). Let us recall that this means tatatisfies

T L L L
fo fo w(t, X)( = vi(t, X) + x(t, X)) dxdt + fo wW(T, X)u(r, X) dx  — fo WXy, xdx = 0, (B.1)

for everyy € C1([0, 7] x [0, L]) such thaty(-,0) = 0, and everyr € [0, T]. Note that, by density, it is equivalent to
take test functiong in L2(0, 7; H(0, L)) n C%([0, 7]; L%(0, L)). Letu be defined by

u(t) = Pw(t).
Sincew e C9([0, T]; L?(0, L)), it is clear that
u e C°([0, T]; L%, L)).

Moreover, sincev(T) = 0, we also have
uT) =0.
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Let us now establish thatis the solution to[(1.13), that is it satisfies

T L L
7 [ wteonf-a9 + 0 - [ G009 e
L L T
+£ u(r,x)¢(r,x)dx—j; uo(x)q&(o,x)dx—fO Tu)e(t,L)dt=0, (B.2)

for every¢ € CY([0, 7] x [0, L]) such that(-,0) = 0, and every € [0, T]. Sinceu = Pwandu® = PwP by definition,
we have

j: <u(t), _%ﬂt) - A*¢(t)>L2 dt+ ¢u(r), ()= — (W, <13(0)>L2
= fOT <w(t), —dgtP*fﬁ(t) - F>*A*¢('E)>L2 dt+ (W(7), P*é(1)).2 — <vv°, P*¢(0)>|_2~

On the other hand, singee L%(0, 7; D(A¥)), we can use the hypothedis{2.7) so that
—P*Ag(t) = —A P ¢(t) + P'T"B ¢(t).

It follows that

I} {u.~got0 - A*¢(t)>Lz dt+ (U(), §1z — (1, 6(0)

d

= fo <w(t),—d—tp*¢(t)—A;;P*¢(t)>L2 dt+ (W(z), P*¢(r)).2 — (WP, P°¢(0)) , + fo W(t), PT*B*¢(1)), dt.

Taking the test functiogr = P*¢ in (B.1)) (note thaiy € L?(0, ; HY(0, L)) and satisfieg (-, 0) = 0 sinceP* (D(A")) c
D(A*) by assumption), we see that the second line in the abovdiggean fact equal to zero. Taking the adjoints in
the remaining term, we obtaib (B.2). O

Appendix C. Controllability of (@3.J)and controllability of (I.1)

This appendix is devoted to the proof of Proposifion 3.1. piosf will use the following two lemmas.

Lemma C.1. Assume that o _
weD(A), UeHY0,T), U)=0. (C.1)

Then, the solutiom to (3.1) belongs to H((0, T) x (0, L)) and satisfie€3.1) almost everywhere.
Proof. It follows from (C.1) and the abstract result [23, Propasit#.2.10] that
Te C}([0, T]; LAO, L)).

On the other hand, by definition, we have

T L L L T
—_— _ _ 7 N\ - ,—.0 A N _ iy YN —
fo fo u(t, x)( (L, X) + ox(t, X) fo aly, x)¢(t,y)dy)dxdt fo U (X)¢(0, X) dx fo Ut)e(t,L)dt=0, (C.2)

for everyg € C1([0, T] x [0, L]) such thatp(t, L) = ¢(t,0) andg(T, x) = 0. In particular, for every € CZ((0, T) x
(O, L)), this gives

T L T L~ T L~ L ~
—fo fo u(t,x)q&t(t,x)dxdt+f0 fo u(t,x)qﬁx(t,x)dxdt—f0 fo u(t,x)(fo g(y,x)q)(t,y)dy)dxdt_ 0. (C.3)
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On the other hand, sin@ee C*([0, T]; L?(0, L)), we have

T L - T L -
fofou(t,x)¢t(t,x)dxdt=—j(; ﬁ Ug(t, X)op(t, X) dxdt

Coming back to[{C]3) we then obtain
T L T L L
[ [ aewaesoa- [ (-G [ uemexnofacgo
o Jo 0o Jo 0

L
(%) — TH(tX) + fo (. y)g(x. ) dy.

belongs td_?((0, T) x (0, L)), this shows thaii, € L?((0, T) x (0, L)) with

Since the map

—Ux(t, X) = —ue(t, X) + fLU(t, yV)a(x,y)dy, fora.e.te (0,T), xe (O,L). (C.4)
0

Now, multiplying [C.3) byg € C*([0, T] x [0, L]) such thatp(t, L) = ¢(t, 0) andg(T, x) = 0, integrating by parts and
comparing with[[C.R), we obtain

L T L T
— YN —_— —_— _ —0 _ e —_—
fo T(0, X)$(0, X) dx + fo T(t, L)a(t, L) dt = fo (X (0, X) dx + fo U®)s(t, L) dt.

Taking¢(t, X) = ¢1(t)p2(X) with ¢1 € C=([0, T]) such that1(0) = 1 andg1(T) = 0, andg» € C(0, L), we obtain

L L
| v xER dx= [ weoER dx
0 0
SinceC (0, L) is dense irL%(0, L), this gives
T(0, x) = TW(x), fora.e.x e (O,L).

Similarly, we can prove that _
u(t,L) = U(t), fora.e.te (0, T).

Lemma C.2. Let V = D(A) x {U e HY(0,T)|U(0) = 0}. The map

\% — L%(0,T)
_ (C.5)
(@.0) +— T(.0).

wherel is the solution t3.7), has a unique continuous extension fgQ. L) x L?(0, T). We shall keep the notation
U(-, 0) to denote this extension.

Proof. In virtue of Lemm4Cl1, fo@, U) € V, the map[(C5) is well-defined arfd(B.1) is satisfied almastyavhere.
Multiplying 3.3 by (L — X)T, we obtain

Tld L _ T L 1
fo Ed_t(fo (L—x)|u(t,x)|2dx) dt—fo fO(L—x)Eax(ra(t,x)F)dxdt

- [ ' | L ( i gty dy)(L— XJT(, ) dtdx
1
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Integrating by parts, this gives

L L
%fo (L—x)FJ(T,x)|2dx—%j(;(L—x)li]o(x)|2dx

T T L T L L
+%L fo [0(t, 0) dt—% fo fo [O(t, X)|* dxdt= fo fo ( fo g(x,y)U(t,y)dy)(L—x)U(t,x)dtdx

Using the inequalityb < %az + %bz (for a,b > 0) and the Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we can estimatéstime on
the right-hand side bﬂ'éo([O,T];B(O,L))' Using then[(3.2), we obtain

T
2 —0||2 3k
[ .00 d< [0 0y 101 o)
for someC > 0 (which does not depend aff nor U). As a result, the linear map(G.5) is continousld(o, L) x
L2(0, T). SinceV is dense ir_?(0, L) x L?(0, T), we can extend this map in a unique continuous way to thisespd_
We can now give the proof of PropositibnB.1:

Proof. LetT® e L2(0,L) andU e L%(0,T). LetT e C°([0, T]; L0, L)) be the corresponding solution 0 (B.1). By
density ofD(A) in L2(0, L) and ofC(0, T) in L?(0, T), there exist sequences

WeDA), U,eCZO,T),

such that _ _
W ——TWinL20,L), Un—— Ulin L2(0,T). (C.6)

N—+o00

LetT, € C°([0, T]; L?(0, L)) be the solution to

L
(@) (6. %) — @) (8. %) = fo o YTn(ty) dy, te (0.T)xe (O,L),

Tn(t, L) = Tn(t,0) = Un(d), te(0.T), (C.7)
TUn(0,x) = TW(X), x € (0, L).

By (3.2) and[(CB), we have
Uy —— T in C°([0, T]; L%(0, L)).

On the other hand, by LemrhaC.1, we know that
Tn € HY((0,T) x (O, L)),

and that[[CJ7) is satisfied almost everywhere. tet [0, T] and¢ € C([0, 7] x [0, L]) be such thats(-,0) = 0.
Multiplying (C.7) by ¢ and integrating by parts yields

fOT fOLUn(t, x)(—¢t(t, X) + ox(t, X) — fOL a(y, X)e(t, y)dy)dxdt

+ fo Lun(f, X)e(7, X) dx— fo L’ag(x)qs(o, X) dx — fo ' (Tn(t, 0) + Un(t)) ¢, ) dt = 0. (C.8)
By LemmdC.2 and(Cl6), we know that

Un(-,0) — T(-,0) in L%(0, 7).
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Thus, passing to the limit — +co in (C.8), we obtain

T L L
7 [uen(-a0.0+ 00~ [ G009 dy)
L L T
+ fo U(r, X)é(7, X) dx — fo TW(X)p(0, X) dx — fo (T(t.0)+ U)ot Lydt = 0.
This shows thali is the (unique) solution of {21.1) with® = T andU (t) = T(t, 0) + U (t). O
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