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Abstract

In this paper we study the boundary controllability for a system of two coupled
degenerate/singular parabolic equations with a control acting on only one equation.
We analyze both approximate and null boundary controllability properties. Besides,
we provide an estimate on the null-control cost. The proofs are based on the use of the
moment method by Fattorini and Russell together with some results on biorthogonal
families.
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1 Introduction

This work is devoted to the study of the boundary controllability properties of the following
controlled system:

Yt — (:anm)m - IQ{ay = Ay7 (f,(E) € Q = (OuT) X (07 1)7
y(t,1) = B, te(0,7), (1.1)
y(t,0) =0, te(0,1), '
y(O,:E) - yo(.TE), S (07 1)a

where T' > 0 is some final time, 0 < a < 1, pu < pfa) = %, yo € L2(0,1), y = (y1,y2)*

is the state variable and v = v(¢) is the control function which acts on the system by means
of the Dirichlet boundary condition at the point x = 1. Moreover, A € £(R?) and B € R?
are, respectively, a suitable coupling matrix and a control operator, chosen so that:

rank|[B|AB] = 2. (1.2)

Notice that, taking P = [B|AB], by performing the change of variables § = P!y, one
obtains the following reformulation of (1.1):

g — (@°0n)e — 2= = A7, (t,x) € (0,T) x (0,1),

g(tv 1) = Bu, te (O,T), (1 3)
g(t,0) =0, te(0,7), '
7(0,2) = P~ lyo(x), x € (0,1),

where

. 0 aq 5 o 1
A_<1 a2> and B—61—<0>.

Therefore, for simplicity, it will be assumed in the rest of the paper that A and B are given

by
o 0 aq o o 1
A= (1 a2> and B=e = <0> . (1.4)

This means that we are exerting only one control force on the system but we want to control
the corresponding state y = (y1,y2) which has two components.

The starting point of the present work is the results established in [21] for the boundary
controllability properties of the (uniformly) parabolic system:

Yt — Yza = Ayu (tu :E) S Qu

y(t,0) = Bu, te(0,7), 1.5)
(1) =0, te(0,7), (1
y(oa I) = yO(I)a T E (07 1)a

with A and B as defined previously. In fact, as shown in [21], there exists two different
situations:

1. If the matrix A in (1.5) has one double real eigenvalue or a couple of conjugate complex
eigenvalues, (1.2) is a necessary and sufficient condition for the null controllability at
any time.

2. If A has two different real eigenvalues, an additional condition is needed for null con-
trollability, independently of the considered vector B.



Since then, several other works followed extending them in various situations. See for
instance [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 16, 25].

However, all the previous cited papers deal with uniformly parabolic problems without
degeneracies or singularities. In recent years, controllability issues for degenerate and/or
singular parabolic problems by means of a locally distributed control have been investigated
in many papers, see [10, 13, 18, 22, 23, 34, 35]. For related systems of coupled degener-
ate/singular parabolic equations we refer to [2, 26, 33].

To our best knowledge, the known boundary controllability results of degenerate and/or
singular parabolic problems are in the scalar case (see for example [8, 9, 11, 12, 24, 32]).

The aim of this research is to establish general results in the case of coupled degener-
ate/singular parabolic equations. To prove our results we will use the moment method by
Fattorini and Russell, introduced in [19, 20] in the framework of the boundary controllability
of the one-dimensional scalar heat equation.

At first, we will see that for every v € L?(0,T) and yo € H,*(0,1)?, system (1.1)
admits a unique weak solution defined by transposition that satisfies

ye L*(Q)*NncC([0,T],H, *(0,1)%).

Observe that the previous regularity permits to pose the boundary controllability of the
singular system (1.1) in the space H, 1#(0,1)? (that will be defined later in section 2).

Then, we pass to analyse both approximate and null controllability issues using a bound-
ary control acting at x = 1. So, we use the following notions:

Definition 1.1. 1. It will be said that system (1.1) is approximately controllable in
H,1#(0,1)? at time T > 0 if for every yo,yqa € H, *(0,1)? and any £ > 0, there
exists a control function v € L?(0,T) such that the solution y to system (1.1) satisfies

(T, ") — yd||H;1’“(0,1)2 <e.

2. Tt will be said that system (1.1) is null controllable at time 7" > 0 if for every yo €
H_1#(0,1)?, there exists a control v € L?(0,7) such that the solution y to system
(1.1) satisfies

y(T,-)=0, in HZ"(0,1)%

We emphasize that imposing a control that acts at the nonsingular point does not imply
a simple adaptation of the previous distributed controllability results. For example, at a
first glance, one may think that our boundary controllability results can be obtained directly
by standard extension and localization arguments from the corresponding distributed con-
trollability results as in the case of scalar parabolic equations. But this is not the case and
the situation is quite different for non-scalar parabolic systems. Indeed, while the Kalman’s
rank condition (1.2) is a necessary and sufficient condition for the null controllability at any
time in the distributed case, it was proved in [21] that it is necessary, but not sufficient, for
the boundary controllability for coupled parabolic systems.

In order to get the approximate controllability result of (1.1), we will need the following
known result (see [5] or [21]).

Theorem 1.1. Let T > 0. Suppose that {A,}n>1 is a sequence of complex numbers such
that, for some &,p > 0, one has

R(A,) > O|AL], A, — Ap| > pln—m|, VYn,m>1,

1
— < 400.
2

(1.6)



Then, there exists a family {qn}n>1 C L?(0,T) biorthogonal to {e="t},>1 i.c., a family
{gn}n>1 in L?(0,T) such that

T
/ qn(t)e_Amt dt = 6pm, Vn,m > 1.
0

Moreover, for every € > 0, there exists C. > 0 for which
llgnllz20,m) < CeesRhn) Yn > 1.

It is worth mentioning that the above Theorem can also be applied to get the null
controllability result for the system (1.1). However, it does not permit to deduce the required
exponential estimate on the null-control cost.

For this reason, to obtain the null controllability result together with an estimate of the
control cost, we are going to apply the next result provided in [7].

Theorem 1.2. Let {A,},>1 be a sequence of complex numbers fulfilling the following as-
sumptions:

1. A, # Ay, for allm,m > 1 with n # m;
2. R(A,) >0 for everyn > 1;

3. for some § >0
IS(AL)] < 0VR(A,) Vi > 1;

4. {An}n>1 is nondecreasing in modulus,

[An] < [Apy1] YR 2>1;

5. {An}n>1 satisfies the following gap condition: for some o,q > 0,

|Ap — Ap| > 0ln? —m?| Vn,m:|n—m|>q,

inf |Ap — Ap| > 0; (1.7)
n#m, I[n—m|<q

6. for some p,s > 0,

IpVr =N(r)| <s, ¥r>0, (1.8)
where N is the counting function associated with the sequence {A,}n>1, that is the
function defined by

N(r)=#{n: |\, <7}, Vr > 0.

Then, there exists Ty > 0, such that for any T € (0,Ty), we can find a family {qn}n>1 C
L*(=T/2,T/2) biorthogonal to {e~*t},>1 i.e., a family {q,}n>1 in L*(=T/2,T/2) such
that
T/2
/ qn(t)e_Amt dt = Opm.-
—T/2
Moreover, there exists a positive constant C' > 0 independent of T for which

||qn||L2(,T/27T/2) < Cev §R(An)+%, Vn > 1. (1.9)
Here for z € C, R(z) and (z) denote the real and imaginary parts of z.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove the well-posedness of
the problem (1.1) in appropriate weighted spaces using the transposition method and recall
some characterizations of the controllability. In section 3, we discuss the spectral analysis
related to scalar singular operators and present a description of the spectrum associated with
system (1.1) which will be useful for developing the moment method. Section 4 is devoted
to studying the boundary approximate controllability problem for the system (1.1). Finally,
in section 5, we prove the boundary null controllability result and establish an estimate of
the control cost.



2 Preliminary results

2.1 Functional framework

In the study of degenerate/singular problems, it is by now classical that of great importance
is the following generalized Hardy inequality (see, for example, [34] or [15, Lemma 5.3.1]):
for all « € [0,2),

(1 — 04)2 ' a—2_2 ! a2 0
— [ T de < [ z%z7dz, VYze CF(0,1). (2.1)
0 0

For any pu < u(a), we introduce the functional space associated to degenerate/singular
problems:

2

1
HY0,1) := {z € L*(0,1)Nn H..((0,1]) | / (x%22 — uxj_a)d:r < +oo}
0

HL(0,1) = {z € H-1(0,1) | 2(0) = 2(1) = o}.

Further, we define H;}J’”(O, 1) the dual space of H;’)g(o, 1) with respect to the pivot space
L?(0,1), endowed with the natural norm

Wi = s im0 migo
Hi*ﬁ(o,l)_

We also define

H z
x27o¢

H(%M(O? 1) = {Z € Hi7u(07 1) N Hﬁoc((ou 1]) | (‘Tazw)lﬂ +

€ L*(0,1)}.

Notice besides that, as C2°(0,1) is dense both in L?(0,1) and in H;g(O, 1), H;’)g(o, 1) is
dense in L?(0,1).

In what follows, for simplicity, we will always denote by (-, -) the standard scalar product
of either L2(0,1) or L?(0,1)%, by (-,-)x x the duality pairing between the Hilbert space X
and its dual X’. On the other hand, we will use || - ||# (resp. || -||;1*) for denoting the norm
of H;’)g(o, 1)% (resp. H,1*(0,1)%).

2.2 Well-posedness

Now, we are ready to give some results related to the existence, uniqueness and continuous
dependence with respect to the data of the degenerate/singular problem (1.1). To this aim,
let us consider the following nonhomogeneous adjoint problem:

—(pt—(xo‘gom)m—z%acp:A*go—i—g, in Q,
©(t,0) = p(t,1) =0, t e (0,7), (2.2)
o(T, x) = po, in (0,1),

where A is given in (1.4) and ¢y and g are functions in appropriate spaces.

Let us start with a first result on existence and uniqueness of strict solutions to system
(2.2). One has (see [1] or [9, Definition 4.1]):

Proposition 2.1. Assume that po € H,'5(0,1)? and g € L2(Q)®. Then, system (2.2)
admits a unique strict solution

¢ € CO([0,T]; Hyh(0,1)%) N H(0,T; L*(0,1)%)
N L0, T; H2*(0,1) N H,5(0,1)%)



such that

H‘PHCO([O,T];H;*’g(o,l)Q) + |“PHH1(01T;L2(011)2) + H(pHLQ(O,T;Hg‘”(O,l)QmH;"ﬁ(0,1)2)

(2.3)
< O(llpolls + gl e )-

for some positive constant C.
In view of Proposition 2.1, the following definition makes sense:

Definition 2.1. Let yo € H;'#(0,1)? and v € L?*(0,T) be given. It will be said that
y € L*(Q)? is a solution by transposition to (1.1) if, for each g € L?*(Q)?, the following
identity holds

T
//Q - gdvdt = (o, p0.9) o g — | Breat Do) (2.4
’ 0

where ¢ € CO([0, T]; Hyt(0,1)2) N HY(0,75 L(0,1)2) N L2(0, 75 H2#(0,1)> N Hy'%(0,1)2) is
the solution of (2.2) associated to g and @ = 0.

With this definition we can state the result of existence and uniqueness of solution by
transposition to system (1.1).

Proposition 2.2. Assume that yo € H;*(0,1)® and v € L?(0,T). Then, system (1.1)
admits a unique solution by transposition y that satisfies
y € L*(Q)* N CO([0,T], HM#(0,1)?),

’

ye € L2(0,T5 (H21(0,1)2 N HY4(0,1)%)),

/ 2.5
Yt — (2%Y2)e — ==y = Ay in L2 (O,T; (H2+(0,1)2 N H;g(O, 1)%)), (2:5)
y(oa ) =Y%o in HQTL#(Ov 1>2
and
19llz2@2 + 19l cocrrzrey + 19ell 2 arze o.0y2nm2 5 00020 (2.6)

< C(llvllz2o,m) + llyolla**),
for a constant C = C(T) > 0.

Proof. Let yo € H_,1#(0,1)?, v € L%*0,T) and consider the following functional 7T :
L?(Q)? — R given by

T
T(9) = (Yo (0: ) v piom —/0 By (t, 1)u(t) dt,

where ¢ € C([0,T]; Hy(0,1)2) N HY(0,T5 L*(0,1)%) N L2(0,T5 H2#(0,1)> N H 4 (0,1)2) is
the solution of the adjoint system (2.2) associated to g € L*(Q)? and o = 0. From (2.3),
we can deduce the existence of a positive constant C' such that

1T(9)| < Clvllzzo,r) + llyolla ™) gl 22

for all ¢ € L?(Q)?. We infer that 7 is bounded. Hence, by Riesz-Fréchet representation
theorem, there exists a unique y € L?(Q)? satisfying (2.4), i.e., a solution by transposition
of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1. It is also clear that this solution satisfies the equality
Yt — (2%z)e — ==y = Ay in D' (Q)? and the estimate

Ioll 2@ = 1T < C(lellaom + llls ).



Next, we are going to prove that the solution y of system (1.1) is more regular. To be
precise, let us show that (2%y,), + —£=y € L*(0,T; (H2*(0,1)* N Holt’fOL(O, 1)2)') and

@ H -
[(2%Ya)a + IQ—,Qy||L2((H§*“(0,1)2mH;;g(0,1)2)/) = C(||”HL2(07T) + ||y0||a1’“)' (2.7)

To this end, let us consider two sequences {y{"} m>1 C Hi:’g((), 1)? and {v™},,,>1 C HE(0,7)
such that
Yot —yo in H Y#(0,1)* and o™ — v in L*0,T).

Now, the strategy consists in transforming our original system (1.1) (as done for instance in
[9] in the context of a scalar degenerate/singular parabolic equation) into a problem with
homogeneous boundary conditions and a source term. To this end, let us introduce the
following function:
o l1—«
V€ [0,1], p(z) =z where q" = 5 +Vp(a) — .
Formally, if 4™ is the solution of (1.1) associated to y§* and v™, then the function defined
by
gm(tv ‘T) = ym(t7 .’L‘) - Bp(x)vm(t),

is solution of

— (@G — AT = AP+ [ (), (L) €Q,
(t7 0)=g"(t,1) =0, te (0,7), (2.8)
(07 ) - ygl(a:% S (Oa 1)7

where f7(t,x) = p(z)v™(t)AB — p(x)v*(t)B € L*(Q)?>. With the previous regularity
assumptions on the data, we can apply Proposition 2.1, to deduce that system (2.8) has a
unique strict solution

g™ € C°([0,T); Hyh(0,1)%) N HY(0,T; L*(0,1)%)
N L2(0,T; H>*(0,1)2 N Hy*(0,1)2).

By setting
5" (t,3) = Bp(a)™ (1),

we observe that v satisfies

o™ e C°(0,T); HL#(0,1)%) N H(0,T; L*(0,1)%) N L?(0, T; H2"(0,1)?).
Therefore, the problem (1.1) for ™ and y§* has a unique solution

y™ € ([0, T); H*(0,1)%) N HY(0,T; L*(0,1)%) N L*(0,T; H>*(0,1)?)

which satisfies
T
// y™ g dtdr = (yg", ¢(0,2)) -1 Hn —/ B, (t, )™ (t)dt, VYm >1,
Q s 0

for all g € L?(Q)?, where ¢ is the solution of the system (2.2) associated to g and ¢g = 0.
The previous identity and (2.4) also provide:

ly™L2@2 < Cllvlle2o,r) + lyolla ) ,
y"™ =y in LQ(Q)Q and (2%y™), + Pli_aym = (2%)s + Sy WD (Q)2
(2.9)



On the other hand, integrations by parts lead to

T
// (@Y )e+ ;ia y™) Y dt = // ym- ((x%z)ﬁ%w) dt da:—/ B*,(t,1)v™(t) dt,
Q . Q r 0

for every ¢ € L*(0,T;H2*(0,1)% N Hi:g((), 1)?). From this equality we deduce that the
sequence {(z4Y")s + —#5%y™ bm>1 is bounded in L2(0,T; (H2#(0,1)2NH2%(0,1)?)). This
property together with (2.9) implies that (%Y, ), +-#y € L2(0,T; (H2#(0,1)2NH, %5 (0,1)))
and satisfies the estimate (2.7).

Combining the identity y; = (2%yz)s + —#==y + Ay and the regularity property for
(2%Ya)x + ==y, we also see that y, € L*(0,7T; (H2*(0,1)% N H;’)g(o, 1)?)") and

Iyell 2z 0. 020m8 0,12 < C 10l z20m) + lwolla ™).

for some positive constant C. Therefore y € C([0,7]; X?), where X is the interpolation
space X = [L2(0,1), (H2*(0,1)% N H;’)g(o, 1)) ]ij2 = Hy'*(0,1) (see [30, Proposition 2.1,
p. 22]). In conclusion, we get

1l ey oy < CAIlz20m) + llyolla™).

Finally, one can easily check that y(0,-) = yo in H; #(0,1)2. This ends the proof. O

2.3 Duality

Let us conside the adjoint system of (1.1) given by:

—r — (%) — = = A%p,  inQ,
@(t,0) = p(t, 1) =0, te (0,7), (2.10)
o(T, x) = o, in (0,1),

where ¢y € Holé’fOL(O, 1)2. In the sequel, the solution to (2.10) will be called the adjoint
state associated to ¢g. The controllability of system (1.1) can be characterized in terms of
appropriate properties of the solutions to (2.10). In order to provide these characterizations,
we use the following result which relates the solutions of systems (1.1) and (2.10). One has:

Proposition 2.3. Let yo € Hy#(0,1), v € L*(0,T) and gy € Hy'4(0,1)? be given. Let y
be the state associated to yo and v and let ¢ be the adjoint state associated to wo. Then:

T
/O B (@) (6, 1)0() dt = (90, 90, ) oo i — WD), g0 prov gy (211)

This result is a straightforward consequence of the properties of y stated in Proposition
2.2.

One important result that will be useful for treating the approximate controllability
of the system (1.1) is the following characterization in terms of the unique continuation
property for the corresponding adjoint system (2.10). More precisely, we have:

Theorem 2.1. Let us consider T > 0. Then, system (1.1) is approzimately controllable at
time T if and only if for all initial condition pg € Hi’fot((), 1)? the solution to system (2.10)
satisfies the unique continuation property

B*(z%0:)(,1)=0 on (0,T)=¢o=0 in (0,1) (ie, ©=0 in Q).

This result is well known. For a proof see, for instance [21], [14] and [37].



3 Spectral analysis

In order to transform the question of null controllability into a moment problem, we need to
study the eigenvalue problem of the degenerate/singular operator associated to system (1.1).
To this end, we first recall the spectral properties of scalar degenerate/singular operators.

3.1 Scalar degenerate/singular operators

In this section, we discuss some preliminary results related to a spectral analysis of the
operator y — — (%Y, ) — ==Y, i.e., the nontrivial solutions (A, ®) of

—(2%®") (z) — AF=P(x) = A\@(x), =z € (0,1), 3.1)
®(0) = ®(1) = 0, '

that will be essential for our purposes. For this reason, we first recall some results concerning
the Bessel functions that will be useful in the rest of the paper (see [36], for more details).

For a real number v € R, we denote by .J, the Bessel function of the first kind of order
v defined by the following Taylor series expansion around z = 0:

_ (=™ x
To(@) = mz>0 m!T(14+v+m) (§

)2m+u

where I'(.) is the Gamma function.
We recall that the Bessel function J, satisfies the following differential equation
2®y"(2) + 2y’ (2) + (2* = 1*)y(2) =0,  x € (0,+00).

Moreover, the function J, has an infinite number of real zeros which are simple with the
possible exception of z = 0 (see [29, 17]). We denote by (ju,n)n>1 the strictly increasing
sequence of the positive zeros of J,:

O<ju.,1<jv,2<"'<ju,n<"'

and we recall that
Jun — +00 as n — +oo

and the following bounds on the zeros j, ,, which are provided in [31]:

o Ve [0,%],%21,

1 v 1
(45~ DTS dun < (04 G = 7 52)
e Vv>—.Vn>1,
v 1 . v 1

In our analysis, we will need the following classical result (see [28, Proposition 7.8]):

Lemma 3.1. Let j,n,,n > 1 be the positive zeros of the Bessel function J,. Then, the
following hold:

1
o Ifve {O, 5}, the difference sequence (jym+1 — jun)n 1S nondecreasing and converges

tom™ as n — +00.



o Ifv>
+00.

, the sequence (jyn+1 — Jun)n @8 nonincreasing and converges to ™ as n —

N =

We also have that the Bessel functions enjoy the following integral formula (see [36]):

’

1
5nm .
| 00 Gun®) I Gm) di = 5T G, € N
0

where, d,., is the Kronecker symbol.
Next, given pu < p(a), let us introduce the quantity

(o 1) 1= 2 (1 — a)2 2 @
PR =570 2 HEo gV =R

With the previous notation, we have the following result on the expression of the eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions related to problem (3.1) that have been computed in [9]:

Proposition 3.1. Assume u < p(a). Then the admissible eigenvalues A for problem (3.1)
are given by
e

2
. 2
)‘OZ;H;W = ( 9 ) (]u(a,,u),n) s Vn > 1. (34)

and the associated normalized (in L*(0,1)) eigenfunctions are

V2—a l1—o . 2—a
Do () = . Tt (M B ) > 1. 35
() T H)(Jum,m,n)Ix 7 Ju(aw) Jv(em) n® 2 n (3.5)

Moreover, the family (94 ,n)n>1 forms an orthonormal basis of L*(0,1).
We have the following result which will be used later.

Lemma 3.2. Let (Ao, k)k>1 e the sequence of eigenvalues of the spectral problem (3.1).
Then, the following properties hold:

1. For alln,m € N*, there is a constant p > 0 such that (Ao, )k>1 Satisfies the following
gap condition: there is a constant p > 0 such that

[Aa,in — Aapym| = pln? —m?|, Vn,m > 1. (3.6)

1

2. The series E
n>1 QM

15 convergent.

Proof. 1. Let n,m € N* with n > m. We have

2—a\2?2, . .
)\a,u,n - )\a,u,m = ( 2 ) (jg(a,u),n - ]3(a,u),m)

2—a\2, . . .
= ( 9 ) (]v(a”u),n - ju(a,u),m)(]u(a,y),n +.7v(a.,,u).,m)

2—a\2/,. ) ) . . .
- ( 2 ) ((jy(a’u)’n B ‘]”(O"“)’"_l) +o Tt (]u(a,u),m-i—l - jV(Ol;H);m)) (-]V(Q)H))’ﬂ +]u(a,u)7m)'

3

N =

1
We can now distinguish the two different cases v(a,pu) € [O, 5} and v(a,p) >

depending on the parameter p.

10



1
o if v(a,p) € [O, 5} (i.e. e (%(3& - 4),u(a)D, by virtue of Lemma 3.1 we
immediately have that

Jvamyn = Jv(am)n—1 2 Ju(ap),2 = Ju(ap),1s T2 2.
Therefore,
)‘a,u,n - )‘a,u,m > (n - m)(jv(a,u),Q - jv(a,,u),l)(ju(a”u),n + ju(a”u),m)-
By using (3.2), the last inequality becomes:

7 2(2—a

2 1
)\a,u,n - )\a,u,m > gﬂ- B ) (n - m) (TL +m+ V(Oé, /L) — —). (37)

2

Moreover, we have
n—+m

2 K
and thus, that there exists p = 6l47T2 (2 — )? such that

(n—|—m—|—y(a,,u)—%) >

Aa,un — Aa,um > p(n2 - mz).

e Let us now see the case v(a, p) > % (i.e. < %(304 - 4)) Here we use the fact
that the sequence (ju(a,u),n+1 — Ju(a.u),n)n 1S NONincreasing and converges to 7.
This ensures that

Jv(a,p)n+1 — Ju(ap)n = T Vn > 1.
Therefore:
2 -«

2
)\a,,u,n - Aa,,uym > ( ) 7T(7’L - m)(jl/(a,u),n + ju(a,u),m)'

Owing to (3.3), we also have

v(a, 1
jv(a,,u),n +ju(o¢,,u),m > (7’L+ m + % - Z)ﬂ- > 7T(TL + m)

2 — an2
Combining the above last two estimates, the thesis follows with p = ( 5 a) 2.

Thus, in every case there holds
Aan = Aam > p(n® —m?).
In both cases, after reversing the roles of n and m, one has
Aapm — Aaypn = p(m? —n?).

Hence,
|)‘a,u,n - )‘a,u,m| > p|n2 - m2|a Vn,m > 1,

for a constant p > 0.

. This point follows easily form (3.2). Indeed, Vv (a, u) € (O, —}, Vn >1

1 .
(n - Z)ﬂ- < Jv(a,pm),n
Thus

11



3.2 Vectorial degenerate/singular operators

Let A be given by (1.4) and consider the degenerate/singular vectorial operator

L:D(L) c L*(0,1)* = L?(0,1)?

(3.8)
s y — Ay,

Y= _(xayz)m - 22—

with domain D(L) = H>#(0,1)? N H;g(O, 1)? and also its adjoint L*.

In the sequel, we pass to derive some properties of the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of
the operators L and L* which will be useful for developing the moment method. Let us first
analyze the spectrum of the operators L and L*:

Proposition 3.2. Let us consider the operator L given by (3.8) and its adjoint L*. Then,
1. The spectra of L and L* are given by o(L) = o(L*) = {)\((xl,)u,n, )\(()[2,)%71}”>1 with

AD = Aapn — o1, A =Aaun — a2, V> 1, (3.9)

[eNTR D)
where ay and ag are the eigenvalues of the matriz A defined by :

e Case 1: a3 + 4a; > 0,

1 1
o = 5(@2 — /a3 —|—4a1) and a9y = 5(@2 +1/d? —|—4a1). (3.10)

e Case 2: a3+ 4a; <0,

1 _ 1 .
ay = §(a2 +iy/— (a3 —|—4a1)) and g = §(a2 —iy/—(a3 —|—4a1)). (3.11)

2. For each n > 1, the corresponding eigenfunctions of L (resp., L*) associated to )\&13”1

and )\&23”1 are respectively given by

P = U1Pa jins PP = Uz ®a pupns (3.12)
with
B ai —Q2 _ [ —aa
Ul_a§+a1<1> and UQ_(l)
(resp.,
U =Vi®g pun, U = VoD pum, (3.13)
with

_ay a _ a1
= a1 — ay
Vi ( 1 ) and V5 a% T o ( 1 ) .

Proof. We will prove the result for the operator L. The same reasoning provides the proof
for its adjoint L*.

Using the fact that the function ®, ,, is the eigenfunction of the Dirichlet degener-
ate/singular operator —0,(2“0,.) — —#== associated to the eigenvalue A4, One can see
that the eigenvalues of the operator L correspond to the eigenvalues of the matrices

Aapnld— A, ¥n>1,

(Id € L(R?) is the identity matrix) and the associated eigenfunctions of L are given under
the form 9, (-) = 2,Pa,un(+), where z, € R? is the associated eigenvector of the matrix
Aa,unld — A.

12



Taking into account the expression of the characteristic polynomial of Ay ,nld — A:
P(z) = 2° = 2(2Xayun — 02) + AaunNayun —02) —a1,  n>1,

a direct computation provides the formulas (3.9) and (3.12) as eigenvalues and associated
eigenfunctions of the operator L. This ends the proof. O

Let us now check that the sequence of eigenvalues of L and L* fulfills the conditions in
Theorem 1.2. One has

Proposition 3.3. Assume that the following condition holds

Aapn — Aaypl #F 1 —ag, Vn,l e N*,  with n#L. (3.14)
Then, one can construct a family from the spectrum {)\((ll)un, Ag%L7n}n21 defined by

{Aa,,u,n}n21 = {)‘z(xl,)u,n + az, /\512,31,71 + 042}7121

(3.15)
={Aapuntoar—ar:n>1U{Aq un:n> 1},

which satisfies the hypotheses in Theorem 1.2.

Proof. We distinguish between three cases depending on the spectrum of the matrix A.

Case 1: A has two real eigenvalues «; and as, chosen such that o < as.
Let us introduce the sequence {Aa%"}nx’ where

{Aa%n in > 1} = {A&{L)n cpn

+042,)\(2) +042}n>1.

The hypothesis 1) holds true if and only if the condition (3.14) is satisfied. In addition, the
hypotheses 2) and 3) are obviously satisfied by definition.

Let us now show the hypothesis 4). Since as — ay > 0, observe that {)\((113“1 + ag}n21

2 . . e
and {)\&Ln + ag}n>1 are increasing sequences satisfying

0< /\1(123”1 +ag < )\((lan + g, Yn>1.

Thus, we deduce that the sequence {Aa, mn} can be rearranged into a positive increasing
sequence.

Let us move to prove hypothesis 5). For this purpose, we are going to give an explicit

n>1

rearrangement of the sequence {/\SLH + g, /\&23”1 + ag}n>1. Firstly, observe that there
exists an integer ng > 1 and a constant C' > 0 such that

A i <A@ <A <A@ <, Vn>ng, and
: 2 1) 1 2 (3.16)
min {0, = A1 Min = Mijn} > C.
Indeed, using (3.6), one has
)‘512731,71 - )‘Exl,L,n—l = )‘a,u,n - )‘a,u,n—l + o — o
>p2n—1)4a —az — Hoo. (3.17)

n—-+oo

From (3.17) and the fact that )\gLn - )\((an = ag — a1 > 0, we can conclude (3.16).

13



Therefore, if 1 <n < 2ny — 2, we define A, ,, » such that

{Aa,u,n}lgngzn072 = {)\SLH + o ti<n<ng—1U {Aﬁfim + aoti<n<no—1 and

Aajpn <Aapntr Yn:1<n<2ng—3.

Moreover, from (2ng — 1)-th term, we choose to arrange the sequence as follows:

Aa,,u,2n71 = )\((12))%” + o and Aa”u,Qn = AS&M" + ao, vn > ng. (318)

Since the elements of the sequence {Aa. .0}, -, are pairwise different and from (3.16), one
has: -

inf [A(), = AR 1> 0. (3.19)

n,m>1l:n#m

Hence, thanks to (3.19), the sequence {Aa%n}n>1 satisfies the second inequality in (1.7)
for every ¢ > 1. B

Our next task will be to prove the first inequality of (1.7) for appropriate ¢ > 0 and
0 > 0. To this aim, as it has been remarked in [25], it is enough to prove the existence of
g > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

Ay — Ap| > 0In® —m?| Vn,m >gq, |n—m|>q. (3.20)
We divide the proof of (3.20) into two steps.

1. Observe that, if n,m € N* are such that n,m > ng and |n — m| > ng, then by (3.18)
and using (3.6) we have

[Aapzn = Bapzm| = Mayun = Aagum| = pln® —m?| = Z[(2n)* — (2m)?|

=~

and
[Aap2n—1 = Mapzm—1| = [Aaun = Aaum| 2 pln® —m?|

> §|(2n— 1)2 — (2m - 1)2].

We obtain thus the proof of (3.20) for ¢ = ng and ¢ = §.

2. Let n,m € N* such that n,m > ng. From (3.18), by denoting 7 = 2n and m = 2m — 1
and using again (3.6), we readily see that

AL\ (@)

|A0¢>H>7~1 - thlhﬁl' = ‘ a,p,mn a,p,m
= }Aa,,u,n - Aa,,u,m + (OQ - 041)}
> pln® —m?| = (a2 — 1)
- §|ﬁ2 — (i +1)2] = (02 — o)
- §|ﬁ2 —m = 2m— 1| — (ag — ).

Now, observe that if n < m, we have

(m? _ﬁQ)(l — M)_

|Aa,u,ﬁ - Aa”uﬂﬁ| 2 p(Th2 _ ﬁz)

=D

14



Let us take an integer gy > max{2ng — 1, 4@"27;0‘1)}. Then, Vi, n > qo with | —n| >

qo, one has
Pio -9 4(ag —aq)
Aa »ﬁ_Aa mz—m—n (1— = — )
| sy sH | 4( ) p(m+n)q0
2 B(m2—'ﬁ2)(1— 2(0&2-0&1))
4 P90
> g( 72 — @?).

On the other hand, if n > m, we have

P2 -2 dag —a1) - 1
|Aa,p.,ﬁ — Aa”u.,'rﬁ| Z Z(TL —m )(1 - (7 + 2m+ 1) m)
Let us work with an integer ¢; given by
4((12 — al)

+4}.
5 }

¢1 > max{2ng — 1,

Thus, if 7, m € N* are such that 7,m > ¢; and |7 — m| > ¢1, then one has

[Aa i — Napm] > g(ﬁQ - mz)(l - (@ +2m+ 1) 2ﬁ’1qu)
> Bt — ) (1- %(M +2))
> B ).

Hence, choosing ¢ = max{qo, q1}, (3.20) follows immediately for ¢ = £.

In conclusion, we have proved the existence of a number ¢ > 1 such that (3.20) holds.
Let us now show the hypothesis 6). From the definition of {Aa%n}nn, for any r > 0,
we can write: B

N(T) = #{k : )\a,u,k +as—a; < T} + #{k : )\,u,k < T}

=#A1(r) + #A2(r) = n1 + na,

where A;(r) = {k : )‘S,)#,k + az < r}and n; = #A4;(r), i=1,2. Our purpose is to prove
suitable estimates for n, and ns.

From the definition of As(r) and na, we deduce that ng is a natural number which is

characterized by A, ;n, <7 and Mg pn,+1 > 1. We distinguish two cases depending on the

value of v,. Let us start by the case v(a, n) < % From the inequality Ay ,n, < 7 and by

(3.2), we have (ng + @ — %)27r2 < r so that
oV vlap) 1

On the other hand, from the inequality Ao, ;i n,+1 > 7, We get

vr_ovlep) T

ng > ~— — —% — —
7T

Summarizing, no is a nonnegative integer such that

vroovlep) 7 Vool 1
vy _ 2\ L <M _ Z
p 1 g <M= 5 T1 v

r>0. (3.22)
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Next we are going to estimate n;. Using arguments similar to the ones used above, we can
see that
)\a,u,nl +as —aq S T

and
)\a,,u.,nlJrl +ay—ap >r
imply that
Vrtar—as via,p) 7 Vr+ar —as v(ap) 1
— —_ - < — Z.
. 1 s~ m=s . > 1

Then, using the fact that /a — Vb<va—band Va—-0b< va provided a > b > 0, one gets

NG 7 1
VIovae—a vle) T Vvl (1o (3.23)
s s 4 8 s 2 4

Recall that N'(r) = ny 4+ na. Thus, combining (3.22) and (3.23), it follows that for v(a, u) <
1

2 = 7 2 .
7\T/F_@_V(C;M)_Z<N(r)§$_y(a7ﬂ)+§, Vr > 0,

and deduce (1.8) with

Jaz— a1 7 1. Ja—a 7
aQw o venw) | T —v(a,p)+ 5} = o vl | T

2 4 s 2 4

2
p=— and s=max{
T

The case v, > % can be treated in a similar way, but, instead of working with the bounds

(3.2), we will use (3.3) to obtain

Vo) 3 VT vl |

1
- 5 0 - . g >0, (3.24)

and

— 1

VI Yee - wle) 3 Vr vl 1 (3.25)
T T 2 4 T 4 8

From the inequalities (3.24) and (3.25), we obtain that:
2yr  Vas —a; 2vr  v(a,p) 1

3
— - < = — - 7 —
y(a,u) 5 <./\/(r) < 5 + 1 Vr > 0,

and again deduce (1.8) with

2 Vg —
™

p=— and s=max{
T

V&2 — Qg

™

v(a, p)
2

3 1 3
+u(a,u)+§, - +Z}_ —i—u(a,u)+§.

We thus obtain the last hypothesis 6) of Theorem 1.2. This ends the proof in this case.
Case 2: A has two complex eigenvalues a; and as.
In this case a3 + 4a; < 0,

alzg—i—iﬁ, and agz%—iﬁ,

2
where 3 := 3\/—(a3 + 4a1).

Now, we consider the complex sequence {Aq ;un}n>1, With

Aa,u,2n—l = /\‘(1273%" + oz = )\a,u,nu vn > 17

) (3.26)
Aayizn = A, 0 + a2 = Aaun — 208, Yn > 1.
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Let us check if the hypotheses in Theorem 1.2 hold true for {Aq, .0}
First, it is clearly that the sequence {Aq, ..}

n>1"

> always satisfies the hypothesis 1). Fur-

thermore, the hypothesis 2) follows directly from the fact that
%(Aa,an) = 8%(Aoz,,u,2n71) = )\a,,u,n > 0.

The hypothesis 3) is clearly fulfilled. Indeed, one can find 6 > 0 (which depends on ) such

that
|C‘\Y(A0¢1#12n)| = 2[3 < 5\/ %(Aa,an)
|g(AO¢7M72n—1)| =0 S 6\/ éR(Aoz,uﬂn—l)-

Let us now prove hypothesis 4). To this end, it suffices to prove that there exists an integer
nip > 1 such that for all n > ng [Aa, 20| < [Aa p2nt1]. Using (3.6), we have

and

|Aa,u,2n+1|2 - |AOZ,H,2"|2 = )‘(zjz,u,nJrl - )‘(21,#,77, - 4ﬁ2
Z ()\a,,u,nqu - /\a,,u,n)Q - 4ﬁ2
> p2|(n+ 1)2 _ n2|2 _ 4ﬂ2
- p2(2n + 1)2 - 4525
which implies that
ngr}rloo (|Aa”u,2n+l|2 - |Ao¢”u,2n|2) = +o00.
Therefore, there exists ng > 1 such that {Aa)ﬂ)n}nzgﬁo is nondecreasing in modulus. This
shows hypothesis 4).
Let us now check if the hypothesis 5) holds true. To this aim, we choose to arrange the
sequence {Aq ;5 }n>1 defined in (3.26) as follows:
{Masin}1encong—2 = PAin + a2hi<ngig—1 U AT + azhicn<io—1 and
[Aaunl < [Aapnt1] Vn:l<n<2ng-—3.
Moreover, from (279 — 1)-th term, we set:
Aa”u,2n71 = )\(2) —+ o and Aa,,u,Qn = A(l) + 9o, Vn Z flo. (327)

a,p,n a, p,n

First, observe that the second property is actually satisfied for any g. Our next objective
will be to prove the first inequality in (1.7). Arguing as done in the real case, by Lemma
3.2, there exists p > 0 such that

A —A > L2i2n)2 — 2m)?], ¥n,m >

[Aauzn = Aaizm| 2 71(20)° = (2m)7], Vn,m > no

and
Aapan—t = Aayzm-1] = £1@n =12 = @m = 12|, ¥n,m > fo.

Moreover, denoting i1 = 2n and m = 2m—1, one can prove that there exists ¢ > max{4, 27—
1} such that Vi, m > g with |n — m| > ¢, we have

2
|Ao¢,,u,ﬁ - Aa”u,rh|2 = |Aa,,u,2n - Aa,u,2m71|2 > (§|ﬁ2 - ’ﬁ’L2|) .
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Indeed, by (3.6), for n,m > 219 — 1 we have

|A0¢;H;7~1 - Aa7u7ﬁl|2 = |Ao¢,u,2n - Aa,u,2m—1|2
2
= [Xayin = Aayum|” + 452

2
Z |)\a,,u,n - )\a”u,m|
2
> (p|n2 - m2|) - (ZW — 2 — 2 — 1|)

Next, if [n — m| > 4, simple computation gives

2

|72 —m? —2m — 1] = |(A* — %) (1 — =
>

Hence, the conclusion follows by working with g given by
q > max{4,2n9 — 1}.

Finally, proceeding as in the real case, it is not difficult to obtain some suitable parameters
p and s for which the inequality (1.8) holds.
Case 3: A has a double eigenvalue.

In this case a3 + 4a; = 0. We denote by a = % € R the eigenvalue of A. Thus, the
sequence {Aa%n}n>1 is then reduced to {Aa,un}n>1. In view of Lemma 3.2, and reasoning

as in the first case, we automatically conclude that {Aa,u,n}nx fulfills all the hypotheses
in Theorem 1.2. This complete the proof of Proposition 3.3. O

We will finish this section giving a result on the set of eigenfunctions of the operators L
and L*. It reads as follows:

Proposition 3.4. Let us consider the sequences
B={ypM @, n>1} and B ={¥V, 0@ n>1}. (3.28)
Then,
1. B and B* are biorthogonal families in L*(0,1)2.
2. B and B* are complete sequences in L*(0,1)2.
3. The sequences B and B* are biorthogonal Riesz bases of L*(0,1)2.
4. The sequence B* is a basis of Holé’fOL(O, 1)% and B is its biorthogonal basis in H; *(0,1)2.
Proof. From the expressions of 1/17(3 ) and \1153 ), we can write
V9 =Ui®ppn and OO =V, .. i=12 n>1,

where U;, V; € R? and Q.0 is given in (3.5).

1. Tt is not difficult to check that {U;};—1,2 and {V;}=1 2 are biorthogonal families of R?.
Moreover, since (®q, 5 )n>1 is an orthonormal basis for L?(0, 1), we readily deduce

WD UDY = (U)TVi (@i ppms Pavpok) = 6ij0niy Ynyk>1, i j=1,2.

This proves the claim.
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2. We will use [27, Lemma 1.44]. For this purpose, let us consider f = (f1, f2)'" €
L?(0,1)? such that .
(f,py =0, Yn>1, i=1,2.
If we denote f; ,, (i = 1,2) the corresponding Fourier coefficients of the function f; €
L?(0, 1) with respect to the basis (®,,,n)n>1, then the previous equality can be written
as
(f1ns f2n)[U1|Us] = Ogz, ¥n > 1.

Using the fact that det[U;|Us] # 0, we deduce f1, = f2,, = 0, for all n > 1. This
implies that f1 = fo = 0 (since (P4, n)n>1 is an orthonormal basis in L?(0,1)) and,
therefore, f = 0 which proves the completeness of B. A similar argument can be used
for B* and the conclusion follows immediately.

3. By [27, Theorem 7.13], we know that {1/17(11),1#7(12)}”>1 is a Riesz basis for L2(0,1)? if

and only if {1/),(11), 1/17(12) }n>1 is a complete Bessel sequence and possesses a biorthogonal
system that is also a complete Bessel sequence. Using the previous properties 1) and
2), we only have to prove that the sequence {1/17(11),1#7(12)}">1 and {\119), \11512)}701 are
Bessel sequences. This amounts to prove that the series

S1H) = " [ w2 + (f,0P)?] and
n>1

So(f) =D (£ W) + (f, 92)?]

n>1
converge for any f = (f1, f2)'" € L?(0,1)2.

From the definition of the functions 1/17(f ) and \IJSf), it is easy to see that there exists
some constant C' > 0 such that

S1(f) <C Y (Ifunl* + | f2nl?) and

n>1

S2(f) < C Y~ (Ifral® + 1 f2ml?)-

n>1

Recall that f;,, is the Fourier coefficient of the function f; € L*(0,1) (i = 1,2) with
respect to @q 5. Accordingly, the series Sq(f) and Sa(f) converge since (Po,pn)n>1
is an orthonormal basis for L?(0,1). We obtain thus the proof of desired result.

4. For showing item 4) we make use of [27, Theorem 5.12]. First, by taking L?(0,1) as a
pivot space, one has

HY6(0,1) € L*(0,1) € (Hy5(0,1)) = Hy (0, 1).

Furthermore, observe that B* C H, 01[’)’0‘(0, 1)? and is complete in this space since it is in
L?(0,1)2. On the other hand, by the definition of the duality pairing, we have

WD, ) v g = @0, O) = 6500k, Wk > 1, 05 =1,2

Thus, B C H;1#(0,1)? and is biorthogonal to B*, which also yields that B* is minimal
in Hi’fé(O, 1)? thanks to [27, Lemma 5.4]. To conclude the proof, it remains to prove

that for any f = (f1, f2) € H;’)g(o, 1)%, the series

S(f) = Z [<¢7(11)7 f>H;1’I»L7Hi:*6 \11511) + <¢7(12)7 f>H;1’I»L7Hi:*6 \1157,2)}

n>1
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converges in H,%(0,1)2.

Using again the definitions of wfli) and W’, one can prove that

2
ai 2fl.n - ﬂfQ.n
1/)7(11), _1, 1, \11511) = ay /s ay 74 Do yn
< f>HQ M)ng a%+al —042f1,n+f2,n 1%

and

2
ai ﬂfl.n - ﬂf2.n
VO ) i 1, B = aJin T lan ) g
< f>HQ M)ng Oé%‘i‘al _alfl,n+f2,n 1%

where f;,, is the Fourier coefficient of the function f; € Hi’fé((), 1),i=1,2.
But, we know that the series > fi n®a,un, ¢ = 1,2 converges in Hi:g(o,l) since
n>1

(Pay,pin)n>1 is an orthogonal basis for Hi:g(O, 1) and fi, fo € Hi:g(O, 1). This implies
that, the series

Z<1/)1(11)5 f>H;1«“7H;«,g \Ilgzl) and Z@/’ff), f>H;1v“7H;:g \11512)

n>1 n>1

converge in Hi:g(O, 1)? and assure the convergence of S(f) in Hi’fé((), 1)2. This con-
cludes the proof of the result.

O

4 Boundary approximate controllability

We will devote this section to proving the approximate controllability at time 7" > 0 of
system (1.1). To this aim, we are going to use Theorem 1.1.

First of all, using Lemma 3.2 and similar techniques as in Proposition 3.3, one can prove
that the following result holds.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that condition (3.14) holds. Then, the family defined in (3.15)
satisfies (1.6).

Now, we are ready to state our first main result on approximate controllability. One has:

Theorem 4.1. Let p < p(a) and consider oy and s the eigenvalues of the matriz A.
Then, system (1.1) is approzimately controllable in H;*(0,1)? at time T > 0 if and only
if a1 and ao satisfy condition (3.14).

Proof. As said in section 2, in order to prove this theorem we will follow a duality approach
leading us to study the unique continuation property for the adjoint system.

Necessary condition: By contradiction, let us assume that condition (3.14) does not hold,
i.e., that there is ng, lop € N* with ng # [y such that

A @

@, [, m0 a,p,lo

=\

Let us see that the unique continuation property for the adjoint system (2.10) is no longer

valid. Indeed, let us take o = a'L) + b\I/l(f) € Hi"fé(O, 1)2, with a,b € R to be determined.
In this case, it is not difficult to see that the corresponding solution to the adjoint problem
(2.10) is given by

p(t,x) = (@Y (@) + b0V (2)e MY, v(t,2) € Q.
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By recalling the definition of \1153 ), we have that

no,xr

(0B VA0 (B, ] (1) 4 BB Vo (i) )(1) )N

(5 aq o _ _
= (052" @) (1) + b5 (0 (@aguay ) (1)) e,

B*(x%p,)(t,1) = B* (a\IJ(l) (1 )+b\11l(§7)m(1))67>‘(T7t)

Then, choosing
aq

= 73
aj +ap
Q2

b= —a—l (Ia(q)a,u,lo)x)(l)’

(Ia(q)a”u,no)z)(l) and

we get that B*(z%p,)(t,1) = 0 but ¢ # 0, which proves that the unique continuation
property for the adjoint system (2.10) fails to be true. This ends the proof of the necessary
part.

Sufficient condition: Let us now assume that the condition (3.14) holds and prove that
the unique continuation property for the solutions of the adjoint system (2.10) holds.

Let us consider ¢y € H, Olt';g(O, 1)? and suppose that the corresponding solution ¢ of the
adjoint problem (2.10) satisfies

B*(z%p,)(t,1) =0, Vte (0,7). (4.1)
From Proposition 3.4, we know that B* is a basis for H;;g(o, 1)? and thus ¢ € Hig (0,1)?

can be written as
po= Db+, 0,

n>1

where
b, = <¢511)7<P0>H;1’“,H;:% and ¢, = <¢7(12), 900>H;1’“,Hi’,ﬁ’ for any n > 1.

Using Proposition 3.2, the corresponding solution ¢ of system (2.10) associated to g is
given by

ot ) =Y (bn\p(l) AL @0 4o gD A n<T—t>), Vi € (0, 7).
n>1

On the other hand, direct computations show that

(2= )@
xa((l)a; ;n)lﬂ (1) = . s v(x (jl/ [e] )
( Iz ) 2|Jl a#)(]u( o )| (ov,p) (a,p),

Hence,
0= B*(z%0.)(T —t,1)
= 3 B (b W) (e 4 (e W) (1) k)

n>1
= (Ia ((I)Oumn)x) (1) (an*VleiAf"l*)“*"t + CnB*Vzef)‘Exzw)w”t)
(2 - O‘)% Jl//(oz ) (jV( NORC ) ju(a W)

N E) ay @
= — (bnage Aant 4 cp oy Ao )

2
2 n>1 Tytan Untamn)l a1 a1+a1

Ju(ap),n @ a1 —_(®@
(a,p), agt(b age~ O&hnta2)t Lo o) . e (Aa%n-kaz)t)'
| ai + ap

(Uv(aww),n)
. —Oé v(a,u (juoc,u)n)
Z| ) )

2 n>1 V(au Jv(ap)m
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From Proposition 4.1, we can apply Theorem 1.1 in order to deduce the existence of a
biorthogonal family {g\, ¢'2 }ns1 to {e~Q&hnte2t o= nte2ty o in £2(0,T). Thus,
the previous identity, in particular, implies

3 / -
T py( —a (1) (2 B Of)§ JV(O‘)H) (]U(a,u),n) Jv(a,m),n
B*(z%p,)(T =t 1)e > g (t)dt =— . - bnay
fo 2 |J1//(oz,u) (ju(a,,u),n” !
=0, Vn>1
—_a)s J (j )

T pw(a —a (2) (2 CY) v(a,p) ‘7”(0‘ w)n Jv(a,p),n a
B* (2%, ) (T —t,1) e~ 2t g, () dt = — IR ey
fo 2 |J’(a# (Gu(anm)n)l 1 a?+a;

=0, VYn>1.

Thus b, = ¢, = 0 for any n > 1. In conclusion, ¢y = 0. This proves the continuation
property for the solutions to the adjoint problem (2.10) and, thanks to Theorem 2.1, the
approximate controllability of system (1.1) at any positive time T holds. O

5 Boundary null controllability

In this section, we will address the main achievement of this work which is the boundary null
controllability result of system (1.1), providing an estimate of the control cost as a function
of T'. In this sense, one has:

Theorem 5.1. Let p < u(a) and consider by a1 and «q the eigenvalues of A satisfying
(3.14). Then, for every T > 0 and yo € H;#(0,1)? there exists a null control v € L?(0,T)
for system (1.1) which, in addition, satisfies

C
||UHL2(0,T) < O€CT+THZU0||H;1«M- (5-1)

Proof. To prove Theorem 5.1, we transform the controllability problem into a moment prob-
lem. Using Proposition 2.3, we deduce that the control v € L?(0,T) drives the solution of
(1.1) to zero at time T if and only if v € L*(0,T) fulfills

T
| B @ e ) ule) de = (0,000, 0) o g Voo € HIEO12 (52
0 “

where ¢ € CO([0, T); Hy*(0,1)?) N L2(0,T; H>#(0,1)? N Hy*(0,1)?) is the solution of the
adjoint system (2.10) associated to g.

Using Proposition 3.2, the corresponding solution ¢ of system (2.10) associated to ¢q is
given by

(D _ (2) _
o(t,x) = Z(<¢;§1)7<po>H;1’“7H;:z‘I’;(f)e MR T=0) (g ooy MHU\I,@) A2 (r t)).
k>1

From Proposition 3.4, we have that B* is a basis for Hi:g((), 1)2. In particular, we also
deduce that (t,z) = ol (x)e™ A un(T=1 5 the solution of system (2.10) corresponding to
Yo = vl e H# '5(0,1)?. Therefore, we can deduce that the identity (5.2) is equivalent to

/ B (@0, ) (1)o(t)e > hn =0 g = G*AS’)“’"T@O,‘I’S)>H;1,M7Hl,ga Vn>1,i=1,2.
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Taking into account the expressions of ol (see (3.13)), we infer that v € L?(0,T) is a null
control for system (1.1) associated to yo if and only if

(2= @)%y auin o T
— 1/ « (.]V a, ,n)B*‘/l/ U(t) QL n )dt
21J! () (MM Dl ) \Jv(a ) ;

2\ ; .
—e Aa,u,nT<y0,\1153)>H;1,“7Hi,%7 Yn>1,i=1,2

and equivalently,

T _
/ v(t)e om0 gt = C,E()a o IR0 =1,2, (5.3)
: ),
where Cy(a W) is given by
. ()
@) 21T} 00 Uy o) Je ™™

: (Y0, D) gt gy, ¥ > 1,0 = 1,2,
Vi) (2 - O‘)ZJU( ,M),n‘],//(a”u‘)(.]V(a,u),n)B*‘/i * e
Performing the change of variable s = T'/2 — ¢ in (5.3), the controllability problem reduces
then to the following moment problem: Given yo € H; 1#(0,1)? find v € L?(0,T') such that
u(s) =v(T/2 — s)e** € L*(—T/2,T/2) satisfies

T/2 .
u(s)e -9, nta2)s go C(z) ., Yn>1, i=1,2, (5.4)
T’ v(a,p),n
—T/2
with ) )
i a “ WT/2 (i
Ol/ (e,p),m 6 Ol/ (e,p),m (55)

At this stage, the strategy to solve the moment problem (5.4) is to use the concept of
biorthogonal family. In fact, Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 1.2 guarantee the ex1stence of
To > 0, such that for any T € (0,Tp), there exists a biorthogonal family {qn ,qn }n>1 to

{e=( AQL nta2)t o—(AT), nte2)ty o1 in L2(=T/2,T/2) which also satisfies

1 | L2 agyy < CeVROChnto Ty > 1 =12, (5.6)

for some positive constant C' independent of T'.
For T' < Tp, a solution to the moment problem (5.4) is then given for every t € (0,T) by

u(t) =Y (CL) a0 +CE g ).

n>1

Thus
(t) =3 (CL o nd D (T/2= 1)+ O gD (T2 —t))em02(T/270), (5.7)

n>1

The only remaining point is to prove that v € L?(0,T) and to estimate its norm with respect
to T" and yo. This can be achieved thanks to the estimate (5.6). Indeed, from the expression

of \IJSf) and )\(()f,)u,n, we can easily deduce the existence of a constant C7 > 0 such that for

i=1,2:
H\IJSLZ)H# < Cl V )‘a,u,n = Olju(a,u),nv n > 1.

From (5.5), it is easy to see that there exists a new constants C' not depending on n and
T such that
CD <Oy, ¥n 21, i= 1,2 (5.8)
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Coming back to the expression (5.7) of the null control v, taking into account the definition
of /\gfy)#yn and using the estimates (5.6) and (5.8), we get

_ (el
||UHL2(O,T) < OeCT”yOHH;LH Z e >\o¢,M,nT/2€C\/>\a,Myn+T' (59)

n>1
Moreover, Young’s inequality gives

AapnT — C2

Cyv/Aapun < ’4’ +?

for every n > 1 and T > 0, so that

el _
1ol z2(0.z) < CeCT+S 9ol =1 Ze NaunT/4.
n>1

On the other hand, by (3.2) and (3.3), it can be easily checked that there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

On2 S )\a,,u,n = jz(a7u)7n7 Vn Z 1.

Finally, for every T' < Ty, we then have

(e 2
ol 0.1y < Ce“TH lyoll g €O
n>1

e o)
< CeCT+%|\yO||H,1,M/ e~ CT ds

c
= Ce“TT HyOHH;L“ -

ek

< CGCTJF%H?/O”H;LM
where C' is independent of T'. This inequality shows that v € L?(0,T) and yields the desired
estimate on the null control in the case where T' < Tjy. The case T' > Ty is actually reduced
to the previous one. Indeed, any continuation by zero of a control on (0,7,/2) is a control
on (0,7") and the estimate follows from the decrease of the cost with respect to the time.
This completes the proof of Theorem 5.1.

O
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