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ABSTRACT. Shell models of turbulence are representation of turbulence equa-
tions in Fourier domain. Various shell models are studied for their mathemati-
cal relevance and the numerical simulations which exhibit at most resemblance
with turbulent flows. One of the mathematically well studied shell model of
turbulence is called sabra shell model. This work concerns with two important
issues related to shell model namely feedback stabilization and robust stabi-
lization. We first address stabilization problem related to sabra shell model of
turbulence and prove that the system can be stabilized via finite dimensional
controller. Thus only finitely many modes of the shell model would suffice to
stabilize the system. Later we study robust stabilization in the presence of the
unknown disturbance and corresponding control problem by solving an infinite
time horizon max-min control problem. We first prove the H° stabilization of
the associated linearized system and characterize the optimal control in terms
of a feedback operator by solving an algebraic riccati equation. Using the same
riccati operator we establish asymptotic stability of the nonlinear system.

1. INTRODUCTION

Mathematical modelling of turbulence is complicated, yet various theories and
models are proposed in the literature for example [1], [27], [20], [23]. Turbulent
flows show large interactions at local levels/nodes. Hence it is suitable to model
them in frequency domain or what is commonly known as Fourier domain. Shell
models of turbulence are simplified caricatures of equations of fluid mechanics in
wave-vector representation. They exhibit anomalous scaling and local non-linear
interactions in wave number space. Shell models are well known as they retain
certain features of Navier Stokes Equations. The spectral form of Navier Stokes
Equations is the motivation to study shell models. But, unlike spectral model of
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Navier Stokes Equations, shell models contain local interaction between the modes,
that is interaction in the short range which is important in modeling turbulent
phenomena. However the governing equations are derived by the necessity that
the helicity and energy are conserved as in the case of Navier Stokes Equations.
Several shell models have been proposed in literature; refer to [17] for more details.
The most popular and well studied shell model was proposed by Gledzer and was
investigated numerically by Yamada and Okhitani, which is referred as the Gledzer-
Okhitani -Yamada or GOY model in short [22], [29]. The numerical experiments
performed by them showed that the model exhibits an enstrophy cascade and chaotic
dynamics. In this work we consider a model known as sabra shell model, introduced
in [26]. The Sabra shell model of turbulence shows similar energy cascade as in
the GOY model and is also suitable for therotical study of the model. In [13],
Constantin, Levant and Titi have studied this model analytically and have obtained
existence and uniqueness of the strong and weak solutions for the equations in
appropriate spaces. In [14], the same authors have studied the global existence of
weak solutions of the inviscid sabra shell model and have shown that these solutions
are unique for some short interval of time. Moreover, they give a Beal-Kato-Majda
type criterion for the blowup of solutions of the inviscid sabra shell model and show
the global regularity of the solutions in the two-dimensional parameters regime. We
now brief the model used in this paper and describe the problem of interest.

1.1. Spectral form of NSE and shell model. The spectral form of Navier Stokes
Equations is a starting point of shell models. Consider the incompressible Navier
Stokes Equation which is given by

d
d—?—l—(u-V)u:—Vp—i—VAu—l—f

with the continuity equation
div u = 0.

in the domain Q C R? where d = 2 or 3. Here, u denotes the velocity of the fluid,
p is the pressure and f is the forcing term. To rewrite Navier Stokes Equations in
spectral form we take Fourier transform of equation to get,

dusto) _ (2%> Yy <5 - ”7;’;3> wi( Y (n — ') — vkZu;(n) + f(n) (1.1)

’

n

where n and n’ are vectors in R¢,

1 —ikx
uj(k) = @y /exp uj(z)dx
and the wave vectors k(n) are given by k(n) = 272 [see [17]].
To describe the shell model, the spectral spaces are divided into concentric spheres
of exponentially growing radius,

kn = koA” (1.2)

with fixed A > 1 and kg > 0. The one dimensional wave numbers are denoted
by kp’s such that k,—1 < |k| < k,. The set of wave numbers contained in the
nt" sphere is called n*" shell and X is called shell spacing parameter. The spectral
velocity u,, is a kind of mean velocity, of the complex Fourier coefficients of the
velocity in the n'” shell.
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The equations of motion for the sabra shell model are given by

du ) N
d—tn = i(akn1Ung2uy g + bkt 1ty | — Chp_1Up_1Un_2) — vkZu, + f, (1.3)
forn=1,2,3, -, with the convention that u_; = up = 0. The kinematic viscosity

is represented by v > 0 and f,,’s are the Fourier components of the forcing term.
The nonlinear term defines the nonlinear interaction between the nearest nodes.
The constants a, b, ¢ are chosen such that a + b+ ¢ = 0. For more details one can
refer to Chapter 3 of [17].

Control problems associated with turbulence equations in general and shell mod-
els in particular, have not been studied widely. To our knowledge, there were no
known results for the control problems associated with shell models of turbulence
until in [11], we have studied optimal control problems and invariant subspaces for
the sabra shell model. However, stabilization results for shell models are completely
open. In the current work our aim is to design a finite dimensional controller in the
feedback form which will exponentially stabilize sabra shell model of turbulence.
Further we will study robust stabilization which will stabilize sabra shell model in
the presence of unknown disturbance.

Stabilization results for the nonlinear parabolic partial differential equations have
been actively studied for the past two decades. The stabilization problem for Navier-
Stokes equations have been studied for the case of control acting as a distributed
parameter using infinite dimensional controller in [3], [34] and using finite dimen-
sional controllers in [7], [2], [4]. Moreover, boundary stabilization of fluid flow prob-
lems have been extensively studied in [21], [33], [34], [30] using infinite dimensional
feedback controller. The robust stabilization for finite-dimensional control system
are detailed in [18] and for infinite dimensional system is developed in [31], [5], [35].
Robust stabilization using frequency domain approach has been introduced in [37]
for a finite dimensional system and also discussed in [19], [15]. The H stabiliza-
tion for abstract parabolic systems with internal control is studied in [10], [8], [12],
[28] and for Navier Stokes’ systems in [6]. In [16] authors study the H* boundary
stabilization for Navier-Stokes equations.

In the current work we extend results of [5], [7] for stabilization and [6] for
H*° stabilization of sabra shell model of turbulence. The novelty of the work
lies in finding finite dimensional controller which in the particular case of shell
model translates to proving that only finitely many modes will suffice to stabilize
the system. Moreover, stabilization problem and H> stabilization for turbulence
models and/or shell models are treated in this paper for the first time as per our
knowledge.

The paper is organized as follows: We discuss the functional setting of the prob-
lem, important properties of the operators involved and the existence result from
[13] in the next section. We are reiterating few of the properties and important
theorems from [13] and [14]. In section 3, we first prove existence of solution for
steady state equation corresponding to sabra shell model and later part is devoted
to prove internal stabilization of sabra shell model via finite dimensional feedback
controller. In section 4 we study the robust stabilization of the model. For, we first
consider linearized system and prove robust stabilization of it. Further we prove
for nonlinear system, results hold provided initial data and disturbance are small
enough.



4 TANIA BISWAS AND SHEETAL DHARMATTI

2. FUNCTIONAL SETTING

In this section we consider the functional framework considered in [13] so that
equation (1.3) can be written in operator form in infinite dimensional Hilbert space.
We look at {u,} as an element of H = [?(C) and rewrite the equation (1.3) in the
following functional form by appropriately defining operators A and B,

% + vAu + B(u,u) = f u(0) = u°. (2.1)

For defining operators A and B we introduce certain functional spaces below. For
every u,v € H the scalar product (-,-) and the corresponding norm |- | are defined

as,
oo oo

1

(w,0) = D unvyy, [ul = (D [unl*)?.
n=1 n=1

Let (¢;)72; be the standard canonical orthonormal basis of H. The linear operator
A: D(A) — H is defined through its action on the elements of the canonical basis
of H as

Ad; = ki ¢;,
where the eigenvalues k]2 satisfy relation (1.2). The domain of A contains all those
elements of H for which |Au| is finite. It is denoted by D(A) and is a dense subset
of H. Moreover, it is a Hilbert space when equipped with graph norm

llull pay = |Au| Yu € D(A).

The bilinear operator B(u,v) will be defined in the following way. Let u,v € H
be of the form u = 7" | up¢, and v = > 7 | v, ¢y,. Then,
o0
B(u,v) = —i Z(akn+1vn+2uz+1+bknvn+1u;,l—i—akn_1un_1vn_2+bkn_1vn_1un_2)¢n.
n=1
With the assumption v = u_; = v9 = v_; = 0 and together with the energy
conservation condition a + b+ ¢ = 0, we can simplify and rewrite B(u,v) as
o0
B(u,u) = —i Z(akn+1un+2U;+1 + bkpupiru), 1 — ckp_1Un—1Un—2)dy
n=1

With above definitions of A and B, (1.3) can be written in the form
d
d_z; + vAu+ B(u,u) = f, u(0) = u°.

We now give some properties of A and B.

Clearly, A is positive definite, diagonal operator. Since A is a positive definite
operator, the powers of A can be defined for every s € R. For u = (u,u2,...) € H,
define A%u = (k¥*uq, k3*us, ...).

Furthermore we define the spaces

Veim DUAT) = = ) | 3K < o)

Jj=1

which are Hilbert spaces equipped with the following scalar product and norm,

(u,v)s = (A% u, A2%0) Yu,v € Vs, ||ul| = (u,u)s Yu € V.
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Using above definition of the norm we can show that V, C Vo = H C V_, Vs >
0. Moreover, it can be shown that the dual space of Vj is given by V_s. Do-
main of A2 is denoted by V and is equipped with scalar product ((u,v)) =
(AY2u, AY20) Yu,v € D(AY?). Thus we get the inclusion

VcH=H cV/

where V', the dual space of V which is identified with D(A~'/?). The norm in V
is denoted by || - ||. We denote by (-,-) the action of the functionals from V’ on the
elements of V. Hence for every u € V, the H scalar product of f € H and u € V
is same as the action of f on u as a functional in V.

viif,u)yv = (f,u)g Vf € H, VueV.

So for every u € D(A) and for every v € V, we have ((u,v)) = (Au,v) = (Au,v) .
Since D(A) is dense in V we can extend the definition of the operator A : V — V'
in such a way that (Au,v) = ((u,v)) Vu,v € V.

In particular it follows that

[Auwllv: = ||u|ly Yue V.

Theorem 2.1. (Properties of bilinear operator B )

(1) B:HXxV — H and B:V x H — H are bounded, bilinear operators.
Specifically
(a) |B(u,v)| < Cilul||v|| Yue HyveV
(b) |B(u,v)| < Calv|||lu]| YueV,ve H
where
Cr = (Jal(A"+2) + [bl(A + 1))
Co = (2|a| + 2\b]).

(2) B:Hx H— V' is a bounded bilinear operator and
|| B(u,v)||v: < Cqlul|lv| Yu,ve H.

(8) B: Hx D(A) — V is a bounded bilinear operator and for every u € H
and v € D(A)
[ B(u, )| < Cslul| Av|
Cs = (lal(A® + A7%) + [B|(A + A72)).

(4) For everyuw € H and v € V, Re(B(u,v),v) = 0.

(5) Let u,v,w € V. Denote b(u,v,w) = (B(u,v),w). Then
(a) b(u,v,w) = —b(v,u,w)
(b) b(v,u,w) = —b(v,w,u).
(¢) blu,v,v) =0.

(6) Let us denote B(u) = B(u,u). Then the map B : V. — V' which takes
u — B(u) is Gateauz differentiable. Moreover, for eachu € V' the Gateauz
derivative of B in the direction of v € V is denoted by B'(u)v : V. — V'
and is given by

B'(u)v = B(u,v) + B(v,u), YveV. (2.2)
and (B'(u)v,w) v vy = b(u,v,w) + b(v,u,w) Vu,v,we V.
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(7) Let B'(u)* denote the adjoint of B'(u). Therefore for each v € V, we have
(B'(w)v,w) vy = (v, B'(u)*w)v,yry YweV.
Hence, B'(u)*w : V — V' is given by

B'(u)*w = —B(u,w) — B(w,u) Yw e V.

Proof. The proofs 1.-4. are given in [13]. Refer Theorem 2.1.1 of [11] for the proof
of 5.6..7. 0

The existence and uniqueness for shell model of turbulence (2.1) are studied in
[13] mainly using Galerkin approximation and Aubin’s Compactness lemma. We
state these theorems below. For proofs see [13] Theorem 2 and Theorem 4.

Theorem 2.2. Let f € L?(0,T;V') and u® € H. Then there exists a unique weak
solution u € L*([0,T],H) N L*([0,T],V) to (2.1). Moreover the weak solution
uwe C([0,T)],H).

Theorem 2.3. Let f € L>®([0,T],H) and u® € V. Then there exists a unique
strong solution u € C([0,T],V) N L2([0,T], D(A)) to (2.1).
3. INTERNAL STABILIZATION
Consider the controlled sabra shell model of turbulence
d
d—?—l—l/Au—i—B(u) = f+ BU, u(0) =°, (3.1)

where A, B are as defined in the previous section and By € L(H, H) and U is the
control variable. Further we have A and B satisfy the following properties,

Assumption 3.1. (1) —A generates a Cy-semigroup on H.

(2) B is Géteaux differentiable on D(A), i.e.,

B'(u)z = lim BlutAz) = Bw)
A—0 A

exist in H for all u,z € D(A). [see 6, 7 of Theorem (2.1)]

Now we will study the internal stabilization of (3.1) via finite dimensional feed-
back controller. For that let us consider the steady state equation given by

vAue + B(ue, ue) = f. (3.2)
We prove the following existence theorem of the steady state system (3.2).

Theorem 3.2. Let f € V'. Then there exists a weak solution u. € V' for the steady
state system (3.2) with the weak formulation

V{Ate, v) + (B(te, ue), vy = {f,v). (3.3)

forallveV.
Moreover if we take f € H, then u. € D(A).

Proof. The proof follows as in the case of steady state Navier-Stokes equations by
using Galerkin approximation technique, see [32]. We construct an approximate
solution of (3.2) and then pass to the limit.

Let {e;}32; be the eigen functions of the operator A, as a Galerkin basis of V.
Let us take the m-dimensional subspace V;, as the span of {e;}"" ;. Consider the
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orthogonal projector of V,,, in H as P,, = Py,,. Then we can write u* = P,u. in

the form
m
mo__ m, .
ul' = E aj'e;,
j=1

which satisfies the following m-dimensional ordinary differential equation
v(Aul',v) + (P, Bl ul),v) = (P f,v), Y € V. (3.4)
The existence of solution to (3.4) will follow from the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3 ([32], Lemma 1.4). Let X be a finite dimensional Hilbert space with
scalar product [-,-] and norm [-] and let T be a continuous mapping X into itself
such that

[T'(£),€] > 0 for [§] = k > 0.
Then there exists £ € X, [€] < k, such that
T(€) =0,
In our problem let us take X as V,, and T defined as
[T (), 0] = v(AYV2u, AY20) 4+ (P Bu ul),v) = (P, v).
Therefore,
[T (), uf'] = v| AVl P + (P Bul ul"), ul') = (P f,ul)
> v 12 = [ v |
> [lu @ llue || = [1fllv)-
So if we choose k = |[ul|| > L||f|lv', we will get [T (ue),u™] > 0.
Thus by the Lemma (3.3) we prove that there exists a solution of the Galerkin
approximated system (3.4). Now let us take v = u* in (3.4) to get
o I e A P

m 1
g1 < 5 1 F1-
Since " is uniformly bounded in V', using Banach-Alaoglu theorem, we can extract
a subsequence, still denoted by u]" such that
ul' ~u, in 'V, (3.5)
and by using compact embedding of V' in H we get
ul' = ue in H. (3.6)
Now we have to show that u. solves the weak formulation (3.3). By using (3.5) we
get (Aul",v) = (Aue,v), Yve V.
To show (P, B(ul",ul"),v) — (P B(ue,ue),v), let us denote P, = (I — Pp,).
We have

|<P7TLB(UZL7 u:ﬁn)v U> - <PmB(ueu ue)a 'U>|
o
- | —1 Z (akn+1uevn+2u:,n+lv:« + bknu:ﬁl—i_lu:,nflv; - Cknflue,nflue,n72v:)¢n|
n=m-+1
< |Povll|Pruel® < [Jolllue — Pruel* = 0.
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Thus we have convergence of each term in (3.3) which implies u® satisfies weak
formulation (3.3).
Now if we take f € H. By taking v as Au, in (3.3) we can derive

V|A’U,e|2 = —b(ue, e, Aue) + (f, Aue)
< Cilluell|ue||Aue| + | f|] Aue]

202 v 2
Auel® + = e ?lucl® + 7| Auel* + = | f|?
v 4 v
Therefore we get

4C? 4
[ Aue < S Pl + 5112 < o0,

I — 42, where u and u are the solution of

e’

For the uniqueness let us define 4 = u,
(3.2). So u satisfies
vAl+ B(ul,ul) — B(u?,u?) = 0. (3.7)
Now taking inner product of (3.7) with @ we get
vlal]? + b(ul, ul, @) + b(uZ,uZ,a) =0
v|a)|* + b(ul, @, @) + b(u, u?, @) = 0
v|a|]? + b(u, u?, @) =0

2
e’
2

For any solution of (3.2) by taking duality with u. we get

1
Juell < 5171,
which implies
vlal* < Cyflug|ll|a)®
< Cflug
(v* = Gillfllv)llal* < o.
So we can conclude that if v? > C4|| f||y+, then the stationary solution is unique. [

Now let us linearize the system (3.1) around the solution u. of steady state
system. The linearized system is given by

(fl—u-l—AU—BlU u(0) = u°. (3.8)
Here for each u € D(A), the operator
A=A+ B'(u.), with D(A) = D(A) (3.9)

is closed, densely defined and —A generates a Cy-semigroup on H.

Lemma 3.4. —A generates a Cy-analytic semigroup and the resolvant (A — A)~!
of the operator A is compact in H.

Proof. For the proof we refer Proposition 3.1, [4]. O
Therefore by Fredlhom-Riesz Theorem, A has a countable set of eigenvalues A;
and corresponding eigenvectors ¢y, i.e.
Apj = Njpj, 7=1,2,--
We know Au = Au+B'(u.)u = Au+B(u, ue)+B(u., u) where the linear operator

A: D(A) — H is defined through its action on the elements of the canonical basis
of H as

Apj = k3 ¢;
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where the eigenvalues k7 satisfy relation (1.2).
For w,u. € H of the form u = > °°  uy¢, and ue = Y.~ vy, the bilinear
operator B(u,u.) is defined as
o0

B(”a ue) =—1 Z(akn+lvn+2uz+1+bknvn+lu:,fl'i_akn—lun—lvn—2+bkn—lvn—lun—2)¢n7

n=1
with the assumption ug = u_1 =v9g =v_1 = 0.
Therefore it can be seen easily that the eigenvalues of A are given by
Aj = kJ2 — i(aknJrlanrQu:LJrl + bknvn+1u;71 + azknflunflvn72 + bknflvnflunfg)
- i(akn+1un+2v;§+1 + bknun-i—lv:;fl + akn—lvn—lun—2 + bkn—lun—lvn—Z)-
(3.10)

Observe that for each j = 1,2,---, the kf are distinct and hence \; are distinct
too and o(A) is semisimple. Moreover we denote the distinct eigenvectors ¢; cor-
responding to \; as ;.
Let A* be the dual operator of A. The eigenvalues of A* are {); 1321 As before
{2 }32, are distinct and the corresponding eigenvectors are
A i =Ny, J=1,2,---.

Since A; are distinct, for a given 8 > 0, there exist only finite number of eigenvalues
such that

<o+ > ReAnyy1 > B> RedAy > -+ > Rely < Rel. (3.11)
Thus above discussion leads to following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. Since the spectrum o(A) is semi-simple, so there exists a bi-
orthogonal system of eigenfunctions {p;}5%, {¢;}52, such that

and

Proof. From the properties of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of A and A* proved
above, proposition follows. g

In the next section our aim is to show that there exists a finite dimensional
controller in the feedback form which will stabilize the linearized system.

3.1. Internal Stabilization of linearized system. Let us denote by C the fol-
lowing N x N matrix

C = [(Brj, ¢Dlita tns (3.14)

which will be useful in the proof of next Theorem. The precise characterization of
finite dimensional controller which stabilizes the system is proved in the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Let u® € H. Then there exists a controller U(t) of the form

N
Ut) =Y a;j(t)e;,  a; € L*(0,00), (3.15)
j=1
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which stabilizes the system (3.8) with the exponent decay —f. Moreover the con-
troller a = {a; };VZI can be chosen in the feedback form

aj(t)=—<Blcp;-,'Rou*(t)>, jzl, ,N,tZO, (316)

where Ro : D(Ro) C H — H is a riccati operator such that Ry = R§, Ro > 0 and
solves the riccati equation given in Theorem 3.8.

Proof. Since the eigen values of A are semi-simple and distinct, so we can easily
show that det C = [[(B1}, ©})[IiL, )2, # 0. So by Theorem 2.1 of [4] we conclude
that there exists a controller of the form (3.15).

Let 3 be the set of all eigen values of A and En = {); }é\le Now we decompose
the system (3.8) into two systems, one related to the unstable modes ¥y and the
other to the stable modes ¥ \ X. For, we write the space H as the direct sum
of two invariant subspaces of A related to Xy and ¥\ X . Let T'y be a positively
oriented curve enclosing ¥y but no other point of the spectrum of A. Now let us
take,

Hy =lin spcm{(pj}j»vzl.
The operator

PN tH — HN
is defined by
1
Py=— [ (M —A)'d),
27

where 'y is a closed curve encloses the eigenvalues Y.

We write the solution of the system (3.8) as v = un + uy, where uxy = Pyu,
uy = (I — Pn)u and the operator A as Ay = Py A, Ay = (I — Pn)A (see chapter
3, [24] for the decomposition). Now, we rewrite the system (3.8) with the controller
(3.15) by taking projection on Hy as finite dimensional part,

du
d—tN + Ayuny = Z aj(t)PNBlcp;, uN(O) = PNUO, (3.17)

and on its orthogonal compliment as infinite dimensional part

duN

-+ Ayu ;V_Zaj )(I = Px)Bi1g}, uy(0) = (I — Py)u’. (3.18)

=1

Since the spaces Hy = PyH and Hy = (I — Py)H are invariant under A, so we
have o(An) = {A;} L, and o(Ay) = {X}52 v

We know from (3.11) that —Ay generates a Cp-analytic semigroup on Hy and
o(Ay) = {A: ReX > B}. This implies that

e A5 ommy < Ce™, vt > 0. (3.19)

Now we write the solution of the finite dimensional system (3.17) as

N
(t) = Z u;(t)ep;
j=1
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Therefore by taking duality pairing with ¢} for ¢ = 1,--- | N with all the terms of
the system (3.17) we get, for i =1,--- | N

3

dui t % «
(A o)+ (o) 00) Zag (Bigs, #0), wl(0) = (,07),  (3:20)
where A is the diagonal matrix
[<A(p.77 Pi >] i,j=1
A0 ... 0
0 X ... O
0 0 ... An
So we have
d—v + Av(t) = Ca(t), v(0) =", (3.21)

where v(t) = {ui(t)},, vo = {u}Xy, a(t) = {ai(t)}[L, and C = [(Br], o7)[Z1 0
In the next Lemma 3.7 we will show that (3.17) is exactly null controllable which
implies it is exponentially stable i.e.

lun (t)| < Ce P Py (u®)| < Ce Pt ul, vt > 0. (3.22)

Hence by Kalman controllability Theorem (see Theorem 2.1, [9]) there exists a
vector a = {a;}}L, € L?(0,T;C") such that

UnN (T) = 0,
where T > 0 is a fixed time. Without loss of generality, we can assume that a;(t) =

0, Vt > T. Now, from (3.18) by substituting the controller U (¢t) = E;V 14 (D))

and using the fact that o(Ay) = {\;}72y,; and —Ay generates a Cp-semigroup
we can deduce that

T N
quv(t)léleANtII(I—sz)uolﬂL/0 eI Y las(s)] | ds
j=1

T N
< Ce Pul| + C’/ e Plt=9) Z la;(s)] | ds
0 =

< C@iﬁt|uo| + C@iﬁt”a”L%O’T;CN), Vit > 0,

which can be made less than C’e’ﬁt|u0| by choosing the controller
T
/ la(t)]?dt < C|Pyul* < C|u°)?. (3.23)
0

Finally we obtain
luy ()] < Ce PHul|, vt >o. (3.24)

Therefore from (3.22) and (3.24) by adding the finite dimensional and infinite di-
mensional system we get

lu(t)| < Ce Pul|,  Vt>0. (3.25)
0
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Now we will prove the lemma which we have used in the proof of the Theorem
(3.6).

Lemma 3.7. The system (3.21) is exactly null controllable. i.e. there exists a
controller a = {a;}_; € L*(0,T;CN) such that u;(T) =0, i =1,--- , N for a fived
T>0.

Proof. We know that by the Kalman controllability Theorem (Theorem 2.1, [9])
finite dimensional system (3.20) is exactly controllable iff

Cefz=0, Vt>0=2=0. (3.26)
From the definition of C in (3.14) we have C* = [¢7, Bi‘@‘]f;ljj\il and
M0 ... 0
0 M .0 .
—  Z=
6 O o e)‘.Nt AN L ixn

Therefore from (3.26) we get for each i =1,--- | N,
cineMiz 4 cpe™tzg + o ez =0, VE>0,
where c¢;; = (¢}, Bi1gj). This implies for each i = 1,--- | N,
cinz1 + Cioza + -+ cyven =0, VE>0.

Since we know that C is a diagonal matrix we get ¢;;z; = 0, Vi = 1,---  N.
Therefore we can conclude that z; =0, Vi=1,--- N, which implies z =0. O

Now our aim is to write the controller in a feedback form which will stabilize the
system (3.8).

Theorem 3.8. Let 5> 0 and N be as defined in Theorem (3.6). Then there exists
a linear self-adjoint operator Ro : D(Ro) C H — H where Rg = R, Ro > 0 such
that

bi|u’)? < (Rou,u®) < bo|ul?, Vu® € H, (3.27)
for some constants by, bs > 0. Moreover
[Rou| < Cllull, Yu eV, (3.28)
(Au, Rou) + E i(Blgo* Rou)? = 1|Al/2u|2 u € D(A) (3.29)
b 2 ]:1 J? 2 b) . M
The feedback controller
N
U(t) = Z(BlsD;,Rou(t))@; (3.30)
j=1

exponentially stabilizes the linearized system (3.8), i.e., the solution u to correspond-
ing closed loop system satisfies

T
/ 20| AV 2u(t)|2dt < C|ul?. (3.31)
0

Moreover

lu(t)| < Ce P AY4P|,  w e H, a.e t>0. (3.32)
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Proof. The proof is similar to [4], [7] which deals with stabilization of Navier Stokes
equations. We associate a finite time horizon minimization problem as below:

T
inf AV 20012 + (U (4)|% dt 3.33
el / AV2u(t)? 4 U ()3, (3.33)

p(u’) =
du a
subject to, — + Au — Bu = ; U;Big}, u(0) =u’, (3.34)
where a; is denoted by U; for j =1,--- , N.

Let us define SU := Zjvzl U; By} We will first show that Vu® € H, p(u”) < co.
For, from the Theorem (3.6) there exists an admissible pair (u,U) € (C([0,T); H)N
L% (0,T; D(A))) x L%(0,T; CY) which solves above optimal control problem. Thus
(u,U) is the optimal pair which solves (3.33).

By taking inner product of (3.34) with « and using the fact that Au = vAu +
B(u,ue) + B(ue,u) we get

1d
5l A2 ul < Blul® + b(u, ue, u) + (SU, w)

1 1
< Blul® + Cslull| Auc || A" ?u] + 1T + 7 lul?
1d

2
2z 2 YAz < 203 2 1 2 l 2
201t|u| +2|A ul® < <ﬂ+ > |Aue| +t3 lu(s)] +4|U(t)|.

Integrating over 0 to T" we get

T
lu(t)|* + V/ |A1/2u(s)|2ds
0

02 g a3 2 1 2 e 2
< |u)F + 20+ —=|Auc|* + = | |lu(s)|“ds + = |U(s)|“ds.
0 v 2 2 Jo

Using Gronwall’s Lemma we get

1 /7T
lu(t)]? < eCTul? + 5/0 e |U(s)|?ds < Clu®)?, ¥t € [0,T].

So we have
o(u®) < by [ul?, vu’ € H. (3.35)

Moreover by using the property (Au®,u®) > C|u’|?; V u° € H, we can prove that

T
]2 < / (A 2u()? + [U()[3,)dt.
0

Thus,
bi|u’)? < p(u), vul € H. (3.36)
Combining (3.35) and (3.36) we conclude
biul? < @(u?) < bolu®|?, vu® € H. (3.37)

Therefore by using Theorem 3.1, [9] we can conclude that there exists a linear self
adjoint operator Rg : D(Ro) C H — H which is the Gateaux derivative of the
function ¢(u") on H such that

1
p(u”) = 5(Rou’uf),  Vu’ € H. (3.38)
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Let us take u® € V. So we have by Theorem 4, [13] the solution v € C([0,T]; V) N
L?(0,T; D(A)) for any T > 0. By dynamic programming principle (see Barbu [ I,
Theorem 2.1), we know that for each T' > 0, the solution of (3.33)-(3.34) i.e. (u*,U%)
is also the optimal solution to the minmiization problem

s [ AR 4 ORI+ (), subject 10 (331

Therefore by Pontryagin maximum principle we get

UeL2 o T ;CN) 2

U*(t) = {(pr(t), Blgoj) j=1, ae t€(0,7), (3.39)
where pr is the solution of
d
—d—‘tz + Az — Bz = —Au*, 2(T) = —Rou*(T). (3.40)
We further conclude that
Rou*(t) = —pr(t), vt > [0, T]. (3.41)

Hence from (3.39)
U*(t) = —{(Rou*(t), Bi})} Ly, Vi > [0,T]. (3.42)

Now we will prove (3.28). For, if we take u® € V then by existence theorem (see
[13], Theorem 4) we can conclude that the optimal control U* € L*(0,T; H) and
u* € C([0,T); V) N L?(0,T; D(A)). Notice that (3.40) is a linear system. So an
easy calculation gives that z € C([0,7]; H) N L>(0,T; V). Thus 2z(0) = Rou® € H.
Therefore by closed graph theorem we get

[Rou| < ||ul], uweV.

Now it is left to show that the operator R satisfies the algebraic riccati equation
(3.29). By dynamic programming principle and (3.38) we have

1m,%w*@><%m3/?mw*<W+wwn%d >0
2 OU ,u —(P’LL —2 u s SN S7 = 5

t (3.43)

where u*(t) € H. Now differentiating (3.43) and using self adjoint property of Ry
on H we get

vy dut(t
(Rou* (1), 210

Using (3.34) and (3.39) we get

1 * 1 *
) = —5lAVu @ - S0

1 1
(Row" (), —Au* + Bu+U") + S| AV2u (1) + S{U* ()3 =0

N

1 1
(Rou™(t), —Au™ + pu* +U") + §|Al/2u*(7§)|2 + 3 Z(Rou*(t), Blgp;.‘)2 =0
j=1
1 & 1
(Rou’ (1), Au” + fu”) + 5 ; Rou*(t), Bip;)? = 5|Al/2u*(t)|2ols, (3.44)
for all ¢ > 0. To prove (3.31) and (3.32) let us take the closed loop system
du al
= A= But Y (Rou, Bigi) Big; = 0, u(0) = u’. (3.45)

j=1
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Taking inner product of (3.45) with Rou and using the riccati equation (3.44) we
get

1d du
QE(ROU’ u) = (Rou, dt)
1 1
= (Rou, fu) — (Rou, B(u)) — 5 Z(Rou,Blgo;)2 - §|A1/2u|2.
j=1
(3.46)
This implies
d N
E(Rou, u) — 2B(Rou, u) + |AY?u|? + Z(Rou, Big})? < 0. (3.47)
j=1
Integrating over 0 to ¢ we get
t
(Rou(t), u(t)) —|—/ e 283 A 2y (s5)2ds < (Rou®, u®) < bo|u®|%. (3.48)
0
Therefore we conclude
t
/ ¢~283| AM2y(s)2ds < C|uP]2, ¥t € [0, ). (3.49)
0
From (3.48) we further get
1
lu(t)|* < b—(Rou(t),u(t)) < Ce™?PYul?, vt € [0,T). (3.50)
1
This completes the proof. O
3.2. Internal stabilization of Nonlinear system.
Theorem 3.9. The feedback controller
N
Ut) =— Z(Blgo;,Ro(u — ue))go; (3.51)
j=1

will exponentially stabilize the system (3.1) to the solution u® of the steady state
system (3.2) in a neighbourhood of u®:

X={ueH: [u—u<p}

of ue for some p > 0. Moreover if p is sufficiently small, then for each u® € X, the
solution u € C([0,T); H) N L*(0,T; V) to corresponding closed loop system

N
du N
q + Au+ B(u) + Z B1¢}, Ro(u— ue))e; = f, u(0) = u’ (3.52)
j=1
satisfies
T
/ 2P A2 (u(t) — )2t < Cl(u® — uo)[?, (3.53)
0
and

|(u(t) — ue)| < Ce P (u® —u.)), u’ € H. (3.54)
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Proof. The proof is similar to Theorem 3.4 [4], Theorem 2.2 [7]. Consider the system
satisfied by (u — e, u® — u.) but still denoted by (u, u’) we get

du al 0

pn +vAu+ B'(ue)u + B(u) + Z Rou, Bip;)Biyp; =0, u(0) =u".  (3.55)

Jj=1
The problem reduces to proving the stability of the null solution of the closed loop
system (3.55). Next our aim is to show that ¢(u) = $(Rou,u) is a Lyapunov
function for the system (3.55) in a neighborhood of the origin.
By the Theorem 1.18, [4] the system (3.55) has at least one weak solution u

which is the limit of the strong solution uy to the system

du
d—tN +vAuy + B (ue)uN + BN uN + Zl RQUN,BlgDJ)BlipJ =0, 'u,N(O) 07
J
(3.56)
where By is the truncated operator By(:) : V — V',
B(u) if Juf < N
Br() =19/ n )2 .
(m) B(uw)  if |[ul > N.

Similarly from Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 of [11] we can show that if u° €
D(A) then un € NW,22°(0,00; H) N L2.(0,00; D(A)) and if u® € V then uy €
Wige (0, 00 H) 11 L, (0, 00: D(4)) N C([0, T]; V).

Now from Theorem 1.18, [4] we conclude uxy — u strongly in L?(0,T; H) and
weakly in L?(0,T; V). Using the riccati equation (3.45) in (3.56) we obtain

1d duN

2dt(ROUNaUN) (Roun, —— 7 )

1 1
=~ B(Roun, un) = (B (un), Roun) — 3 > (Roun, Big})* — §|A1/2UN|2~
j=1

(3.57)

Now we have for all £ > 0,

. N?
(Bn(un), Roun) = b(un, un, Rouy) < min (17 W) Crlun|lunl[Roun|
< Clun|||lun|f*. (3.58)
By using (3.27) we further get for each ¢ > 0,
(By(un), Roun) < C(Roun, un)"?|un|?. (3.59)
Using (3.59) in (3.57) we get

d

1 1
7 (RQUN,’U,N) + 2ﬁ(RouN, UN) §|A1/2UN|2 < (C(RQUN, UN)1/2 — 5) |A1/2’U,N|2.

(3.60)

Now if we choose p < (g5)?, then (Roun,un) < p. Then from (3.27) we conclude
|AY 4402 < p, and from (3.60) we get

d

1
i (RouN,uN) + Zﬁ(RouN,uN) §|Al/2u]\[|2 <0. (361)
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By integrating over 0 to t we have
1 t
?PH(Roun (t), un(t)) + 5/ 25| AV 2y (s)2ds < (Rou®, u®) < Cu®)?, (3.62)
0

for all ¢ € [0,T]. So we have
T
/ %5 | AV 2un (s)|2ds < Clul)? < p. (3.63)
0

So we will get a convergent subsequence uy,, such that ux ,, — uin L?(0,T; D(AY?).
By using the fact that uy — u strongly in L?(0,T; H), we can say A1/2uN,n —
A2y Therefore we have

T
/ %% AV 2y (s)|2ds < liminf 2P AV 2upy, (1)[> < C|u)?. (3.64)
0 n

Further from (3.62) and (3.27) we get for all ¢ € [0, T7,

(Rou(t),u(t)) < Ce P! |u?
lu(t)| < Ce_ﬂt|u0|.

This completes the proof. 0

4. H* STABILIZATION

In this section we study the H° stabilization problem for the sabra shell model
namely,

d
d_z; +vAu+ B(u) = B1U + Bow, u(0) = u°, (4.1)

where A and B are the operators as defined in section 2. Note that the linear
operator A on H = [?(C) is closed and densely defined with domain D(A) and B :
H — H is a nonlinear operator. Let us assume By € L(H,H) and By € L(H, H).
The linearised system around the steady state system u. is given by

du

7 + Au = B1U + Byw, u(0) = u". (4.2)

In this work our aim is to study the H> control problem corresponding to (4.1)
which can be defined as finding a feedback operator K € L(H, H) such that A+ K B,
is the infinitesimal generator of an exponentially stable semigroup on H. Moreover
for a given v > 0 and for all w € L2(0, 00; H) the solution to the closed loop system

d
d—lt‘ + Au+ B(u) = BiKu + Byw, u(0) = u° (4.3)
obeys,
/ (ul + [ Kul]?) dt <~ / Je|2dt + ¢ (4.4)
0 0

for a given v > 0 and forall w € L2(0, 00; H).
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4.1. Robust stabilization of the linearized equation: To study the robust
feedback stabilization for the nonlinear system (4.1), we are first going to study ro-
bust feedback stabilization of corresponding linearized system (4.2). To find robust
feedback law for (4.2) we have to solve folllowing control problem,

SUP e £2(0,00;H) infyer2(0,00;m){T (u, U,w) | (u, U, w) satisfies (4.2)}  (4.5)

where
Tw =2 [ e L [ oea—2 [ jw)?a 4
FuUw) =5 [ iP5 [ qoiPar=1 [ jular (1.6)
0 0 0

Remark 4.1. Note that in this section we consider infinite time horizon problem
problem. The stabilization of the finite time horizon problem proved in earlier
section and the corresponding riccati operator Ry can be extended to infinite time
horizon case using dynamic programming principle. For more details please see
Theorem 4.1 in [30] and lemma 3.5 in [16]. For notational convenience we denote
riccati operator obtained for the infinite time horizon problem again by Ry.

We divide our problem in two steps, first we study the problem for a fixed

w € L*(0,00; H). We denote this minimization problem with initial condition u°
and with w as disturbance, by P(u’, w) i.e.
inf  {J(u,U,w) | (u,U,w) satisfies (4.2)}. (4.7)

u€L?(0,00;H)

and then varing w, we take supremum over w. In particular if we take w = 0, we
have the following theorem from the previous section.

Theorem 4.1. Let w = 0 and u® € H. Then there exists a controller U(t) which
stabilizes the system (3.8) with the exponent decay —B. Moreover the controller can
be chosen in the feedback form

U(t) = —Roult), Yt >0, (4.8)

where Ro is a riccati operator Ro : D(Ro) C H — H such that Ro = R, Ro > 0.
The operator Rg is the solution to the algebraic riccati equation

ARy + RoA—RoB1B{Ro + 1 =0. (4.9)
Furthermore, The optimal cost is given by
1
P(u°,0) = 3 (uO,Rouo) .
Let us denote the optimal pair for the problem P(u°,0) by (ug,Up) and recall
Up = —BiRoug. Now we want to study the problem P(u°, w) for a fixed w.

Theorem 4.2. Let the initial data u’ € H and w € L?(0,T; H). Then there exists
a unique optimal pair (Uyo ., Uyo o) such that the functional J(u,U,w) attains its
minimum at (o 4, Uyo 4p)-

Proof. We can easily prove it with arguments similar as in section 4 of [11]. O
To characterize the control U,o ,, we proceed as follows:
Theorem 4.3. Let us define the operator Ar, : D(Ar,) C H — H by
D(Ag,) ={u € H|(A— B1BiRo)u € H} (4.10)
Ar,u = Au — B1BiRou, Yu € D(Ag,). (4.11)
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Then Agr, is the infinitesimal generator of an exponentially stable semigroup. The
adjoint operator ((Ar,)*, D((Ar,)*)) is given by,

D((Ar,)*) = D(A*) and (Ar,)*u = A"u — RoByBiu Yu € D(A").

Proof. Since from Lemma 3.4 we know that A generates a Cy analytic semigroup
and Bj is a linear operator, using Proposition 10 of [2] we have Ag, is the infini-
tesimal generator of an exponentially stable semigroup.

Further we also get from Proposition 2.4, Part2, [9] that A% is the infinitesimal
generator of an exponentially stable semigroup. 0

Now let us consider the coupled system,

d
d—? + Aryu = B1Bp + Bow, u(0) = u°, (4.12)
dp .

—% + AROP = ROBQU), p(oo) =0. (413)

We prove the existence and uniqueness of the system (4.12)-(4.13).

Theorem 4.4. For all u® € H, the system (4.12)-(4.13) has a unique solution
(U, pw) € L2(0,00; V) N C([0, 00); H).

Proof. A% generates an exponentially stable Cy semigroup and Ro € L(H,H), Baw €
L?(0,T; H), so using Proposition 3.1 of [9] we get
12wl 2(0,00:v )" ([0,00); 1) < ClIRoBaw|| 200,71y < Cllwlz2(0,18)- (4.14)

Therefore using the fact that Ag, generates Cp analytic semigroup, we conclude
solution u,, to (4.12) satisfies

[t || 220,005 )00 (0,000 < C[u°] + |wll£2(0,7:m))- (4.15)

Adding (4.14) and (4.15) we get

[t [l 2 0,005y (0,000 1) F I1Pw | £2(0,00:v )0 (0,000 1) < C(Ju] + ||w|\L2(o,T;1(1))- :
4.16

Moreover it can be easily seen that the solution is unique. O

Now we will study the problem P(u°, w) given by (4.7) for a fixed w € L?(0, 0o0; H).
Our aim is to prove that (B} Rouw + Bipyw) will be the minimizer of the problem
P(u®, w).

Theorem 4.5. Let, (uy,pyw) be the solution of the system (4.12)-(4.13). Then the
solution of the optimal control problem (4.7) is given by (uy, Bf Rotyw + Bipw).
Moreover 10 , = RoUw + pu satisfies the system,
dr

A A=, 1) =0 (4.17)

Proof. Let us consider all pairs (u, U) that satisfy,

du

s Au = B1U + Bow, u(0) = u°. (4.18)
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Using algebric riccati equation (4.9) in the cost functional (4.6) we get,
27 (u, U, w) = / lull® + U1 = yllwl*dt
0

—- | 2(Rou A+ [ BiRaul + [ UlPat- [P
0 0 0 0
From (4.18) we have

2j(u,U,w):/ 2<R0u,u’>dt+/ 2(R0u,—BlU—ng)dt+/ | BiRoul |2
0 0 0

+/ WW&—/ w2t
0 0

:2(R0u0,u0)—2/ (BiRou, U)—2/ (u,ROBQw)—I—/ | By Roul)?
0 0 0

+/ HUHth—/ y||lwl*dt. (4.19)
0 0

From (4.13), putting the value of RgBaw we get

oo

27 (u, U,w):2(R0u0,u0)—2/ (B Rou, U)—2/ (u,—p;u+,4;;0pw)+/ | By Roul|?
0 0 0

+/ HUH?dt—/ ] 2t (4.20)
0 0

Now by integration by parts we get
2j(u7 U7 ’LU) = 2(R0u07 uO) - 2/ (BIRO’UH U) - 2/ (u/vp’w) - (uo,pw(O))
0 0
2 [ rgup) + [ IR+ [ U [yl
0 0 0 0
(4.21)

Using the fact that Ag, = A — B1 B} Ro and (4.18) we have

=2(Rou, u’) — 2/

0
2 [ BiBRewp) + [ IBRaul+ [0 [ ulPar
0 0 0 0

(o]

o0

(BiRow,U) = (0, pu0) =2 [ (pu) =2 [ (Aupa)
0 0
—2(Rguu®) =2 [ (BiRow,U) = (pul0) 2 [ (U.Bipa) =2 [ (Bawpa)
0 0 0
2 [ BiRu Bip) + [ IBRaulP+ [ UPa - [P
0 0 0 0

Now,

oo

/IW—ERW—EMW&i/HEMW&ZQ/,@BWW)
0 0 0

—2/ (U,prw)+2/ (B;‘ROU,B;‘pw)+/ ||U||2dt+/ | BiRoul|* (4.22)
0 0 0 0
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Therefore we get,

2 (.U, w) = (Ra i) + [ U = BiRou = BipalPdt = [ [Bipl”
0 0

_z(uo,pw(()))—2/000(Bzw,pw)dt—/ooo~y|w||2dt (4.23)

So we get the optimal control for the problem (4.7) as U = BfRou. + Bipw (see
Part 4, Lemma 4.4, [306]).
Let us take r,0 ,, = RoUw + pw, then easy calculation shows that 7,0 ,, solves

- % + A'r = uy, r(c0)=0. (4.24)

O

By substituting the value of the optimal control and optimal state from the
Theorem 4.5, in (4.6), we can write optimal cost corresponding to fixed w as,

P’ w) = 5/ [l ||2dt + 5/ | By Rotw + Bipw|dt — 5/ [|w||?dt
0 0 0

1 oo 1 o0 oo
-1 / a2t + & / |Birao e — 2 / jwl?dt (4.25)
2 Jo 2 Jo ’ 2 Jo

The equations satisfied by u,, and 7,0 ,,, lead to following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. For all w € L?(0,00; H),

/ ||uw|\2dt—|—/ ||B;‘ruo,w||2dt=/ (Botw, 1o ) + (1m0 0 (0)). (4.26)
0 0 0

Proof. We know that

OOU/ T.,0 OOU 7"/() :—'LLOTO . .
/O<w,u,w>+/0 (1 70.) = (1, g0, (0)) (4.27)

If we put r,0 ,, = Rolw + Pw in (4.12) we get

dty,
% + Aty = B1Bioo 4 + Bow, 14, (0) = 1. (4.28)

From (4.28) we can write

/ (T ) = — / (At rao.0) + / (BLB} 10 10s o) + / (Byw, o ).
0 0 0 0
(4.29)

From (4.24) we have

/ (s 70 ) = / (1t A0 1) — / (th 1. (4.30)
0 0 0

Therefore using (4.29) and (4.30) in (4.27) we get,

/ ||uw|\2dt—|—/ |\Bfruoﬁw||2dt:/ (Bow, 740 1) + (u°, 740 4, (0)).
0 0 0
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We now split u,, in two parts, one solves homogeneous uncontrolled problem
without disturbance with initial data u" and other solves inhomogeneous equation
with non zero disturbance but zero initial data. Let us denote u,, = yo + ¥, where

Yo solves
dy B 0

E + Anoy = 0, y(O) =u-, (4.31)
and 1, solves

d

d—i + Aryy = BiBpw + Baw, y(0) =0, (4.32)
where p,, is the solution of (4.13). Let us set o = Royo and ¢y = RoYw + Dw-
Therefore from (4.24) we can write 7,0, = @o + @w. Now above notation along

with (4.25) and lemma 4.6 gives,

1 oo o
(uO, ruo,w(O)) + —/0 (BQ'(U,Tu07w) — %/0 Hw||2dt

P(u°,w) = 5

N = N

(. 0) + 50 pul0) + 5 [ (Bw)

1 o0 o0
+s / (Bow,pu) 1 / |t (4.33)
0 0

Our aim is to write this optimal cost as addition of optimal cost for problem with non
zero initial data plus optimal cost for problem with zero initial data. Towards this
aim, to estimate second and third term in the above equation we use the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.7. For all w € L?(0,00; H) we have

(W, u0) = [ (. B, (4.34)
where gy solves
d
_d_j + A"z = yo, z(c0) = 0. (4.35)

Proof. We have from (4.13) and (4.31)
| it = [ pmimidt [T (RoBaw o)
= /Ow(@wvARoyo)dt— /OOO(Bzw,SDO)
—— [ wsiat = [ (Bavgu)

Therefore integration by parts gives,

(40, 0 (0)) = / " (w, Bigo).

Let us define the operator T': H x L?(0,00; H) — C as

1 > .
/ (waB2<p0)'
0

T’ w) = 5 (u’,u(0) +
Therefore by Lemma 4.7 we can write T'(u®, w) = (u°, 04, (0)) = [~ (w, B3 o).

N =

2
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Lemma 4.8. The operator w — T'(u®, w) is linear and we have
T (u®, w)| < Clu’ w2 0,00:m)- (4.36)

Proof. Recall that from Theorem 4.1 we know that ¢9 = Royo and the map from the
initial data ug to the solution of (4.12) is continuous i.e. yg is continuous function
of initial data. Therefore we have

H@%MS/IWBWMS/IW%%WS/IM%
0 0 0

< Clu®llwl| 20, 7:)- (4.37)

o0

O

Therefore we can rewrite P(u”, w) in (4.33) from Lemma 4.7 and above definition
of operator T as

1 1 o0 . o0
P(u®,w) = §(u0,cp0(0))+T(u0,w)+§/o (w,B2cpw)—%/0 Jwldt. (4.38)

Moreover, note that, ¢o(0) = Rou’ and our characterisation in theorem 4.1 allows
us to write,

P, w) = P(u°,0) + T(u’,w) + P(0,w), (4.39)

where, P(0,w) = %fom(w,Bg%) — %fooo [|wl|?dt.
Now we characterise P(0,w). For, let us define the operator Q : L*(0,00; H) —
L?(0,00; H) by

Qw) = Bigw,  Vw € L2(0, 001 H).
Lemma 4.9. [Properties of Q]

(1) The operator Q is linear and continuous.
(2) The operator @ is positive and symmetric.

Proof. (1) Since ¢, satisfies the linear system (4.13). So from Theorem (4.4),
it follows that @ is linear and continuous. Moreover,

1 B50wllL2(0,00:) < 19wl 22(0,00:) < 1w £2(0,00: 1) - (4.40)

Therefore @ is a bounded operator.
(2) Let us define vy = SUD ol 2 0. oy =1 (w, Qw) .
Observe that the term P(0,w) can be written as

1 o0 /y oo
POw) =5 [ wQu -7 [l (.41)
0 0
First we will show that @ is positive. If we take u’ = 0, then 4.31

implies that yo = 0 and hence ¢y = Rug = 0. Thus by putting u® = 0 in
the Lemma (4.6), we get,

/’WQMZ/’WBWM:/|mwa+/H&%wwzo (4.42)
0 0 0 0
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Next to show that @ is symmetric, let us take w,v € L%(0,00; H) and ¢y, @y
be the corresponding solution of (4.13). We have

| o= [Cwsie) = [ B

:/ (B2w7ROuv +pv) :/ (B2w7ROUU) +/ (B2wapv)
0 0 0

:/ (R032w7uv)+/ (B2w7p’u)

0 0

- / (=t + Ay, pusta) + / (Baw, py)
0 0

- / (Puos ) + Arg) + / (Bi Bipu,py) + / (Baw, py)
0 0 0

- / (pw, Bav) + / (Bipw, Bipy) + / (Bow,py).  (4.43)
0 0 0

Interchanging v and w we get

[ waw = [ @b+ [ BipeBip)+ [ (B @i
0 0 0 0
Therefore we get from (4.43) and (4.44)

| w.an = [“equ,

Hence @ is symmetric.

Now we will study the problem by taking supremum over w of P(u’, w) i.e.
P(u°) = sup P(u®, w). (4.45)
weL2(0,00;H)
First we will prove the existence of optimal w and characterize the w in terms of
$0-
Theorem 4.10. There exists o > 0 such that if v > 7o, then the problem (4.45)
admits a unique solution. If v < ~o, then we have
sup  P(u’,w) = co.
weL2(0,00;H)
Proof. If w = 0, then by Theorem 4.1 there exists an optimal control for the problem
I(u® w). Therefore the set {I(u°, w)| w € L*(0,00; H)} is nonempty.
Let us recall 79 = SUD o] 2 0. ooy =1 (w, Q).

Therefore using Lemma (4.8) and Lemma (4.9) in (4.38) we have
1 o0 oo
P(UO,’U}) S C|u0|2 + C|u0|||wHL2(O,OO;H) + 5’}/0/ |’U}|2dt — %/ |’U}|2dt
0 0

Yo—7) [T
< CluP + Ol roran + 22 [
0

Let us choose v > 7o then we get P(u®,w) goes to —o00 as ||wl|2(0,00;1) —> 00
Also we can see that as a function of w, P(u’, w) is a concave function and hence
supremum over w exists. This ensures the existence of solution of the problem
(4.45), when v > 5p.
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Let us consider v < 7. Then by the definition of 79 = SUP || 12,0 sy =1 (w, Qw),
there exists w € L?(0,00; H) such that

Y+
2

Now set w,, = nw, ¥n > 1. Using Lemma (4.8) and Lemma (4.9) we deduce

< (w, Qw) < 7Yp. (4.46)

Pu®,wy,) = P(u’,0) + T(u’,w,) + P(0,w,)

= P00 + T ) + 5 [ Qu) =3 [ w0l

- 0 o TL_2 [e’e] B @ [e’e] 5
= P0)+ T w,) + o [ (. Qu) =T [ o) P

n2(vo — o
> Ol = nClu |l o + S5 [T uan @an
0

From (4.47) as n — oo we can conclude that P(u°, w,,) goes to oc. O

Next our aim is to characterize the optimal disturbance.

Theorem 4.11. Let us assume that v > ~g. Let w be an optimal disturbance for
the problem (4.45), then W can be characterized as

— By + yw + By = 0,
where g is the solution of the adjoint system

d
— A2 =0, (o) =0, (4.48)

Proof. . Let w be the optimal value for P(u°). Then, for A € [0,1], we can deduce
P(u®, 4+ Mw) — P(u, )

= 100, 0(0)) + T(O, 0+ Aw) + l/Oo(w + O, Qi + Mw))
2 2/,
> 1
=3 [l Al = S 0(0) - T

1 o0 o0
-3 | @i+ [k
= T(u®, Mw) + %/0 (W + 2w, Q(w + \w)) — %/0 (0, Q(w + \w))

1 [/, . . L[>~ .
+§/O (w,Q(w—i—)\w))—E/O (10, Q)

)\2 (e’ (e’
-3 [ el —o [ o),

which implies

P’ + Mw) — P(u®, ) = T(u’, \w) + % /OOO()\w,Q(uD + \w)) + %/Ooo(u?, (Aw))

YA2 [

> | el [ o),
0
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dividing by A and taking limit as \ goes to zero we get,
Pl + Mw) — P(u®, )

) ) =0
—
o 1 oo R 1 o0 R o0 R
0 0 0

= [CwBien+ [ o) [Cwayzo @)

where we have used the fact that the operator @ is symmetric. Now by taking the
Gateaux derivative in the direction of —w we further get

| B+ [Cw.Qiy—q [ <o (4,50)
Combining (4.49) and (4.50) we get
| @B+ [ Qi) = [ wi) o (451)

Since (4.51) is true for all w € L?(0,00; H) we get

—Qu + yw = B3 po. (4.52)
Let us define the operator L : L?(0,00; H) — L?(0, 00; H) by
Lw = —Quw + yw, Yw € L*(0, 00; H). (4.53)

Since,
(w, Lw) = (0, =Qu +yw) = (=70 + )Wl Z2(0,00;11) = 0,
L is an isomorphism. Therefore from (4.52) the optimal disturbance is given by @
as
o = L (Bypo), (4.54)
where ¢g solves (4.48). O

Now if we substitute @ in the system (4.12)-(4.13), we get the solution (uy, Py )-
The corresponding optimal control is given by U= B (Rouyo 4 + pi) = Biryo -
Let us denote 7,0 4 as 7,0 for simplicity, since it only depends on the system with
w = 0. Therefore we get U = Bir, and w = —%35(900 + Qo) = —%Bé‘ruo.

Let us introduce the operator R € L£(H) defined by

R :ul = r,0(0).

Moreover, the optimal cost maximised over all disturbances is given by
1
P(u’, ) = 5(uO,RuO). (4.55)
Lemma 4.12. The operator R € L(H, H) is symmetric and positive.

Proof. To prove that R is positive we need to show that Vu’ € H, (Ru®,u°) > 0.
But we have from (4.55) that (Ru®,u°) = 2P(u°, ). Since w is the solution of the
supremum problem (4.45), we have P(u", 1) > 0. Hence R is positive.

Now we will prove that R is symmetric. Let 7,0 and 7,0 be the solutions of
(4.13) corresponding to initial conditions u" and v°. From the definition of R we
get,

(’Ruo,vo) = (’Rouo, vo) + (ryo0 (O),vo) = (uo, Rovo) + (ry0 (O),vo),
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since Ry is symmetric. We know that,
o0 o0
0 / /
(000 == [ Clougit = [ (o)
0 0
o0 o0
= / (—Aj;zoruo + ROBwaO , uvo)dt + / (Tuo, ARO’LL,UO)
0 0

= / (RoBawy,, uyo)dt = / (Bawy,, Rouyo)dt
0 0

_ / (g, Bipwo)dt (4.56)
Since @ is symmetric v?fe get

(a0 %) = [ (B w)t = (12, 00) (457)
Thus R is positive and symmetrig. 0

Lemma 4.13. For allt > 0 we have
ro(t) = Ra(t). (4.58)
Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 6.11.1 and Theorem 6.12.1 of [25]. O
Now onwards, for simplicity let us denote, (uy0,7,0) by (u,r).

Theorem 4.14. Let u® € H. Then the following system

d 1

d_itl + Au = Bir — ;B;T, u(0) = u®
—ﬁ-i-A*r—u r(c0) =0

dt ’ B

has a unique solution
(u,7) € (L™(0,00; H) N L*(0,00;V)) x (C([0,00]; H) N L*(0,00;V)) .
It satisfies
[l Los (0,00 )2 0,000v) + 7l (10,000 ) NL2 (0,0007) < Clut®)-

Proof. By substituting the optimal control and the optimal disturbance in (4.12)-

(4.13), the theorem follows. O
Theorem 4.15. For u® € H the following equation

d 1

d—lt‘ + Au= BiBiRu~ B, BiRu, u(0) = u°, (4.59)

admits a unique solution in L°°(0,00; H) N L?(0,00; V).
Next we have the following lemma where we will show that R satisfies the alge-

braic riccati equation.

Lemma 4.16. The operator R € L(H) is the unique solution of the following
algebric riccati equation

R* =R,
for all u® € H we have Ru® € H and |Ru’| < Cu°,

1
A"R+RA+RB1BiR — ;RBQB;R—I: 0 (4.60)
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Proof. We have shown in Lemma 4.12 that R is symmetric.
Next we show the second condition. From (4.55) we get

HUH%Z([O,T],H) + HUH%Q([O,T],H) - 7Hw||%2([o,T].,H) < C|UO|2
HUH%Q([O,T],H) + ||U||%2([0,T],H) < 7Hw||%2([o,T],H) + Clu®
Il o.01.2ry + U Z 20,77,y < Clull

The last inequality follows from the fact that optimal disturbance is linearly depen-
dent on u°. The riccati equation satisfied by R follows from Theorem 4.14. 0

| 2

Now we consider the unbounded operator (Ag, D(Ar)) defined by
D(Ag) = {u]Au — BB Ru € H},
Aru = Au — B1B{Ru for all u € D(AR).

Proposition 4.17. The linear operator (Ar, D(Ar)) generates an analytic and
exponentially stable semigroup on H.

Proof. Let us take the derivative of (Ru(t),u(t)) and integrating from 0 to T', we
have

(Ru(T), w(T)) — (Ru®, u°) :/0 (RAu(t),u(t))dt—i—/O (u(t), A"Ru(t))dt

T T
+2 /0 (RBLU(t), u(t)) + 2 /O (RByw(t), u(t))dt.

Using the fact that R satisfies the algebric riccati equation (4.60) we get

T 1 T
(Ru(T),u(T)) — (Ru®,u’) = — / (RB1BfRu(t), u(t))dt + - / (RB2BsRu(t), u(t))dt
0 Y Jo
T T
+/0 |u(t)|2dt+2/0 (RB1U(t),u(t))

+2 / T(RBQw(t),u(t))dt.
0

We obatain
T

T 1
(Ru(T),u(T))—(RuO,uo)—/O |U(t)—Bi‘Ru(t)|2dt+7/0 |w(t)+;B§Ru(t)|2dt

T T T
— w(t)|?dt — 2 w(t)|?de.
/O|<t>| at /O|U<t>| dtﬂ/o ()2

Let us choose U = BfRu and w = 0, therefore we can see that u is the solution of

d
d—? = Au— B1B{Ru on (0,T) x €, u(0) = u°, (4.61)

and we have
T T

T
(Ru(T),u(T))—I—/O |B>fRu(t)|2dt—%/0 |B§Ru|2dt+/0 lu(t)|?dt = (Ru®, u?).

Now taking the limit 7" goes to oo we finally obtain,

o0 1 oo o0
/ | By Ru(t)|*dt — = / | Byu|*dt +/ lu(t)?dt < Clu’|?.
0 7 Jo 0

This completes the proof. O
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Theorem 4.18. Let u® € H. Then the following system

d 1

=+ Aru = ~ BoB§Ru, u(0) = (4.62)
d

- d—: +A'r=u, r(co) =0 (4.63)

has a unique solution
(u, ) € (L>(0,00; H) N L*(0,00;V)) x (C([0,00], H) N L*(0,00;V)) . (4.64)
It satisfies
llull 20,0057y + 1711 22(0,005v) < Clu|. (4.65)
Proof. Observe that

| —
I - ;BszRUHN(O,oo;H)) < Oy l|ullr2(0,005v)) - (4.66)

We know that from Proposition (4.1) that Ag generates a exponentially stable
semigroup. It yields

1 o0
> / e~ AR(E=9) By BxRu(s)ds. (4.67)
0

Therefore from the first equation of (4.62), using Proposition 3.1 of [9] we get

u(t) = e ARy —

”u||C([0,oo],H)ﬁL2(O,oo;V) < C’y||u||L2(O,oo;V) < C|u0| (468)

Similarly we get from (4.63)

)l (10,00], YN E2(0,00:v) < CJu’ (4.69)
Adding (4.68) and (4.69) we get
HU’HL2(O,OO;V) + ||THL2(O,OO;V) < C|u0|

O

4.2. Robust stabilization of the linearized system. Consider the following
system
du

T + Aru = Bow, u(0) = u°. (4.70)

Theorem 4.19. Ifw € L?(0,00; H) and u® € H, then the unique solution of (4.70)
satisfies the following inequality,
/ lu(t) 2t +/ \BIRu(t)Pdt < Clu®|? + y]w?. (4.71)
0 0

Proof. Let us take the derivative of (Ru(t),u(t)) and integrating from 0 to oo, we
have

— 'LLO 'LLO = - u u
(Ru®, ) / (ARu(t), u(t))dt + /

o0

(u(t), RA*u(t))dt — 2 /OOO | By Ru(t)|*dt

+2 /0 S (Bow(t), u(t))dt.
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Using the algebric riccati equation of R, we obtain
o0 1 o0 oo
(R, ) = —/ B Ru(t)|2dt — —/ | Blul2dt —/ lu(t)|2dt
0 7 Jo 0

+ 2/Oo(w(t),B§Ru(t))dt.
0

Further we obtain,
(Ru®,u”) = / |B>1“Ru(t)|2dt+’y/
0 0

—y / (1) 2.

Finally we can deduce that,

o0

1 o0
|w — ;B;Ru(t)|2dt+/ lu(t)|*dt
0

/ |u(t)|2dt+/ BIRu(t)dt < Clu®|? + y]w].
0 0
]

4.3. Robust stabilization of the nonlinear system. Next our aim is to show
that the optimal control U will stabilize the nonlinear system (4.1). We will first
prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.20. Let us take g € L?(0,00; H). The system
du

T + Aru = Bow + g, u(0) = ug (4.72)
d
—d—:—i—.A*r:u, r(oc0) =0

has a unique solution
(u,7) € (L>(0,00; H) N L*(0,00;V)) x (C([0,00], H) N L*(0,00; V)) ,
for all u® € H and w € L?(0,00; H). Moreover it satisfies
]| Lov (0,001 "L2 (0,00:v) + 17| L0 (0,000 N L2 (0,00:v) < C[U°] + 1wl 22(0,00:8) + 191l 220,001 )-

Proof. 1t follows from the Theorem 4.18. O

Theorem 4.21. There exist kg > 0 and a nondecreasing function = : Rt — RT
such that if 0 < k < ko and |yo| + ||w|| £2(0,00;1) < T(K), then the nonlinear system

d

d_itl + Agu + B(u) = Baw, u(0) = ug (4.73)
has a unique solution

u € (C([0,00], H) N L*(0,00; V)) . (4.74)

and the solution v € X, = {u € L>(0,00;H) N L*(0,00; V); [[ul| Lo (0,00;1) <
R, ||u||L2(0,oo;V) < H}v vt > 0.

Proof. Let u® € H be arbitary. Let us denote Y : L?(0,00; H) — L?(0,00; H) and
defined by

Y(g) = u,
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where u is the solution of the system (4.72). From the Theorem 4.20 we know that
T is Lipschitz function from L?(0,00; H) to (C([0, 0c], H) N L?(0,00;V)). We can
write the solution of the nonlinear system (4.1) as

u="T(—=B(u)).
Let us set
I(u) = —B(u), A=7ToT.

Now our aim is to show that A maps 3, to itself and it is a contraction map. We
have

[B(u)| < Cilulllull, VueV.
[B(u) = B(v)] < C1 (lulllu — vl + lu = vll]v]), Vu,veV. (4.75)
Integrating (4.75) over 0 to co we get,
|B(u) = B(v)|£2(0,00:1) < C1 (lull oo 0,005 1ll £2(0,003v) + 101|220 (0,00:80) 0] £2(0,00:v))
||u_UHLOO(O,OO;H)HU'_UHLQ(O,OO;V)' (476)
Therefore from (4.76) we get
IT () = T(0)[| 22 (0,003 1) x £2(0,00:) < C1 (ull £oo 0,005 20) 1ll £2(0,003v7) + 01| L 0,00 0] £2(0,00:v))
||u - UHLO"(O,OO;H)HU - UHLQ(O,OO;V)v (477)
for all u,v € L>(0,00; H) N L?(0,00; V). Moreover we have
1T (W)l 2(0,00:1) < Cillull Loe(0,00;m) Ul L2(0,005v), (4.78)
for all u € L°(0,00; H) N L*(0,00; V). Now let us take X = (L>(0,00;H) N
L?(0,00; V), it implies
En = {u S X; ||u||L°°(O,oo;H) < R, ||u||L2(O,oo;V) < fi}-

Let us choose 7(k) = 55 and k < ko where ko = ﬁ Using the Lemma 4.20 and
(4.78) we derive

A @) £2(0,00:m) < Cu°] + [[w]| 2(0,00500) + 1T ()| 2(0,00: )
< C(|u0| + ||w||L2(0,oo;H) + Ol||u||L°°(O,oo;H)||u||L2(0,oo;V))
< Cn(k) + CCh|[ul| Los(0,00;H)NL2(0,00:V)
< COr(k) + CC1K* < k.
So we proved that A maps X, to itself. Now we are left to show that A is a

contraction map.
From the Lemma 4.20 and (4.77) we get

[A(u) = A) | L2(0,00:2r) < ClIT (1) = T(0)]| £2(0,00:1)
< CO ([lull oo 0,00:m0) 12l 20,0007y + (91| £o% (0,00:2) 101 £2 (0,001 )
l[w — vl Loe (0,002 [0 = V][ L2(0,00:v) (4.79)
< 200K ||t = ]| Lo (0,001 H)NL2 (0,005V) - (4.80)

The operator A is a contradiction in X,. Therefore the system (4.73) has a unique
solution u € Y. O
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Theorem 4.22. [fw € L?(0,00; H) and u® € H, then the unique solution of (4.73)
satisfies the following inequality,

/ lu(t)[*dt +/ | By Ru(t)|?dt < Clu’|* 4+ |w|* + 201> (4.81)
0 0
Proof. We know that wu is the solution of

d

d—? = Aru+ Bow + B(u), in (0,00), u(0) = u’. (4.82)

Let us take the derivative of (Ru(t), u(t)) and integrating from 0 to oo, we have

— UO UO = - u u
(Ru®, u0) / (ARu(t), u(t))dt + /

o0

(u(t), RA*u(t))dt — 2/000 | By Ru(t)|>dt

+2 /O (Baw(t), u(t))dt + 2 /O (B(u)(t), u(t))dt.

Using the algebric riccati equation of R, we obtain

o0 1 oo o0
—(Ru®, u®) :_/ |B1‘Ru(t)|2dt—;/ |B;u|2dt_/ lu(t)|2dt
0 0 0

+2/0 (w(t),BgRu(t))dt+2/O (B(u)(t), u(t))dt.

Further we obtain,
(Ru®,u%) = / |Bf7€u(t)|2dt+7/
0 0

o0 ) 00
_"Y/O |U}(t)| dt+2/0 (B(U)(t),u(t))dt

o0

2q¢

1 (e o)
|w — ;B;Ru(tﬂ?dt +/ [u(t)
0

We have

oo o0 1
/ |B’1*Ru(t)|2dt+7/ |w — —B;Ru(t)|2dt+/
0 0 Y 0

o0

fu(#)|2dt — / ()

< IRl caam e + 2 / B @)@), u(t))ld.

Finally we can deduce that,

o0

| utoPar+ [T BRuOR < CUOP 4P +2 [ B0, a0
0 0 0

< C|UO|2 + 7|w|2 + 201|U|L°°(0,00;H)HUH%Z(O,OO;V)
< Ol +~|w|? + 2C1£>.
This completes the proof. 0
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