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SHALLOW WATER WAVES GENERATED BY A FLOATING
OBJECT: A CONTROL THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVE

PEI SU AND MARIUS TUCSNAK

ABSTRACT. We consider a control system describing the interaction of water
waves with a partially immersed rigid body constraint to move only in the
vertical direction. The fluid is modeled by the shallow water equations. The
control signal is a vertical force acting on the floating body. We first derive
the full governing equations of the fluid-body system in a water tank and re-
formulate them as an initial boundary value problem of a first-order evolution
system. We then linearize the equations around the equilibrium state and we
study its well-posedness. Finally we focus on the reachability and stabiliz-
ability of the linear system. Our main result asserts that, provided that the
floating body is situated in the middle of the tank, any symmetric waves with
appropriate regularity can be obtained from the equilibrium state by an appro-
priate control force. This implies, in particular, that we can project this system
on the subspace of states with appropriate symmetry properties to obtain a
reduced system which is approximately controllable and strongly stabilizable.
Note that, in general, this system is not controllable (even approximately).

Key words. Shallow water equations, fluid-structure interactions, reachability,
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this work we are interested in the following problem: given a rigid body
floating in a fluid at rest in a bounded container, determine the control force acting
on the body in order to obtain a prescribed wave profile. We assume that the
floating object has vertical lateral walls, with a possibly non-flat but symmetric
bottom. More precisely, we assume that the rigid body is restricted to the heave
motion (move vertically) and that it floats in a rectangular fluid domain which
fits in the shallow water regime (for this concept, please refer to Lannes [22, 24]
or Whitham [37]). Moreover, the body is actuated by a vertical control force
and in the horizontal direction it does not touch the lateral boundaries of the
container. The main contribution in this work consists in showing that, within
the linearized shallow water regime and in a spatially symmetric geometry, we can
find controls steering the system from rest to any symmetric wave profile having
an appropriate space regularity. In order to achieve this goal we pass through the
following preliminary steps:
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e Deriving the full nonlinear control model and reformulate it as a first-order
evolution system;
e Establishing the well-posedness of the linearized control system.

The system we consider is also of interest for modelling and controlling a class
of wave energy converters (WECs) where all devices are used to capture the varia-
tions of the free surface waves and convert them into electricity. The most popular
WEC s is the so-called Point Absorber, which consists of a floater on the sea sur-
face and hydraulic cylinders vertically installed below the floater (for more details,
please refer to Li et al. [25] and Cretel et al. [8]). Mathematically speaking, this
device acting from the bottom of the floating body produces a vertical force, as a
control signal, to synchronize the motion of the body and of incoming waves and
so maximize the energy production or generate a desired waves.

There are a number of works which are devoted to the subject of fluid-structure
interaction systems. For instance, the case of the body completely immersed in the
fluid is studied in Glass et al. [13], Lacave and Takahashi [21] and the corresponding
control problem is considered in Roy and Takahashi [29], Glass et al. [12]. The
case when the body is floating i.e. only partially immersed in the fluid, is setup
studied in John [18, 19] under simplified assumptions. Recently, Lannes gave in
[23] a new formulation of the governing equations and proposed a formulation of
the problem as a coupling between a standard wave model (in which the surface
elevation is free and the pressure is constrained) and a congested model containing
an object (where the pressure is free and the surface elevation is constrained);
this method can be implemented with various asytmptotic models: non-viscous 1D
shallow water model in Iguchi and Lannes [17], viscous 1D shallow water model
in Maity et al. [27], 2D radial symmetric shallow water equations in Bocchi [5],
Boussinesq equations in Bresch et al. [6] and also in Beck and Lannes [3]. We
also refer to Godlewski et al. [14] where the constraint for the equations with the
object is released, using a typical "low Mach” technique. For other interesting
formulations and asymptotic models (depending on the shallowness parameter) for
the water waves system we refer to Lannes [22, 24] and references therein. As far as
we know, all the references on floating bodies mentioned above are only concerned
with the object freely floating in the fluid and there are almost no work on the
control issue.

1.1. Notation. We introduce here, constantly referring to Figure 1, some notation
which is used throughout this paper. We take the coordinate system as in Figure
1, where the ordinate axis passes through the center of the floating object. The
set T := [—1,1], called the interior region in the remaining part of this work, is the
projection of the object on the bottom of the fluid domain Q(t). The exterior region
is denoted by € := £~ UET with £~ = (—L,—1) and €T = (I, L’). With the above
notation, we assume that the object does not touch one of the lateral boundaries
of Q(t),i.e. L# 1l and L' #1.

Let hg denote the water depth when the object is at equilibrium state. In the
same situation of equilibrium, let (0,yg cq) denote the coordinate of the center of
gravity of the object and let heq () denote the distance between the point of abscissa
x of the bottom of the object and the bottom of the fluid domain. We assume that
the bottom of the object is symmetric with respect to * = 0, which implies that
heq() is a positive single-valued even function. We denote by m the mass of the
object, by p the constant density of the fluid. We also denote by ((¢, x) the elevation
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F1GURE 1. Floating body in a tank filled with water

of the water surface with respect to the rest state, by h(t,z) = ho + ((t,z) the
total height of the water column. Moreover, we introduce the horizontal discharge,
denoted by ¢(¢,x), that is the vertical integral of the horizontal velocity of the fluid
(in shallow water regime, it is h times the velocity of the fluid). We use the notation
P to represent the pressure on the water surface. When the object moves in the
vertical direction, let (0,ys(¢)) be the position of the center of gravity at time ¢,
and §(t) = ya(t) — Yg,eq be the variation of the position of the center of mass.
Furthermore, the vertical control force acting on the object at time ¢ is denoted by
u(t).

We define the jump and the average of a function f defined on [—1,1] by [f] =
f() = f(=1) and (f) = 3(f(1)+ f(—1)), respectively. Moreover, f; = f|z stands for
the restriction of f to the interior domain Z and f, = f|¢ denotes the restriction of
f to the exterior domain &.

If k€ Nand O C R is an open set, we use the notation H*(0) for the Sobolev
space formed by the distributions f € D’(O) having the property that 9% f € L?(O)
for every integer a € [0,k]. Finally, if a function f depends on the time ¢, we
denote by f its derivative with respect to t. For a matrix M, we denote by MT the
transpose of M. We use the notation X to represent the orthogonal complement
of the space X. For a complex number o € C, we use @ to represent the complex
conjugate of a.

1.2. Main results. The departure point of our derivation of the control system
describing the interaction of the floating body with the fluid is a nonlinear model
introduced in Lannes [23], where the fluid fills an infinite strip in the horizontal
direction. Taking the control term into account, the governing equations of the
floating body system in the fluid domain Q(¢) can be obtained from the conservation
laws of the total energy and of the volume of the water. In this case, the interior
surface pressure P; is not only determined by the fluid dynamics, but also by the
external vertical force below the floater. We show that P; satisfies a second-order
elliptic equation, and its source term and boundary term are given in terms of §, {(g;)
and the exterior functions (., ¢.. Based on the nonlinear shallow water equations
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and Newton’s equation, we derive the equations for ¢ and (g;) and find that their
source terms again consist of the exterior functions, respectively. In this way, the
whole system is converted to an initial and boundary value problem defined only
in the exterior domain £. Furthermore, it can be reformulated as a first-order
evolution equation with the state z as

2=[¢ q (@) o 3]
For the derivation of the fully nonlinear model, please refer to Section 2. Using the
notations introduced above, we linearize the nonlinear model around the equilib-
rium state [( q (@) o 5}T = [0 0 00 O]T and the resulting linearized
fluid-body system, for every t > 0 and x € £, reads

atc = _ax(L
9iq = —gho 0:¢,
d g9
gy = -2 1.1
«  2pgl 2pgl 1
5= o o+ i <C>+Mu,
with the transmission conditions
(@) = (@),  [al =206, (1.2)
and boundary conditions
q(t,—L)=0=q(t,L). (1.3)

The constants @ and M in (1.1) are defined in Section 3. Let the initial data of
(1.1) be
20=1[¢0 q (@0 6 0] (1.4)
Our first result is the well-posedness of the linear system (1.1)—(1.4). For the
precise definition of the notion of solution of (1.1)—(1.4) we refer to Section 3.

Theorem 1.1. The linearized floating body system (1.1)—(1.4) forms a linear con-

trol system with the state space
x={lc a @ 5 o) e@e) x| [cwnras=o)
£

and the input space U = C. For u € L% _([0,00);U)), the initial data zy € X, the

loc

system (1.1)~(1.4) admits a unique solution z € C(]0,00); X).

Our main interest is to study the reachable space of the control system (1.1)—
(1.4), when the object is put in the middle of the fluid domain in the horizontal
direction i.e. L = L’. This space is formed of all the states that can be reached
from equilibrium by means of L? controls u. For every 7 > 0, the bounded linear
map ®, : L?([0,00); U) — X is called an input-to-state map (briefly, input map) of
the system (1.1)—(1.4) with zero initial data (i.e. zo = 0) defined by

O u=2(T) Vue L. ([0,00);0)). (1.5)

loc

Notice that when L’ = L and the initial state is an equilibrium one, the whole
floating body-fluid system preserves its symmetry for all ¢ > 0, in the sense that ¢
and ¢ satisfy

C(t,—x) =¢(t,x)  q(t,—z) = —q(t,z) VazeE.



We define the symmetry space S as follows:
e v s e e wa )
((=z) =((2), q(-z)=—q(z)
To state the result, we introduce the Hilbert space W':
— {[C g (@) § n]"eH(E)xC| [, ¢(x)da+25 =0, }
lq] = —2ln, (g)={(g) and q(—L)=0=q(L)

Theorem 1.2. Assume that the object floats in the middle of the fluid domain in

, ; ; . ;o 2(L—1)
the horizontal direction, i.e. L' = L. Then for every T > iy » we have

(WnS)CRan®,. C (X NS), (1.6)
where each inclusion is dense and with continuous embedding.

Remark 1.3. In the symmetric case described above, the average horizontal dis-
charge (g;) and the jump of the elevation [(,] are both zero, so that the state z
and the linear control system (1.1)-(1.4) can be simplified. We see from the first
inclusion in (1.6) that any symmetric state with the regularity as in W can be
reached by the control system (1.1)—(1.4) from the origin. The second inclusion
in (1.6) means that the system is not approximately controllable in X, but in its
symmetric subspace X N S. More details on this symmetric case are provided in
Section 4.2.

1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we give a detailed derivation
for the full governing equations of the floating body system in shallow water, in
particular, with a control term. Moreover, we reformulate the equations into a
first-order evolution system only defined in the exterior domain with tranmission
conditions. Then we consider in Section 3 the linearized system and establish
its well-posedness by analysing the spectral properties of the evolution operators
involved in the control model. Section 4 is devoted to studying the reachability
and stabilizability of the linear control system. In the last section, we give some
comments for the situation in the general case and introduce some open problems.

2. SOME BACKGROUND ON NONLINEAR MODELLING OF FLOATING BODY -
SHALLOW WATER INTERACTION

In this section, we derive the nonlinear governing equations describing the motion
of the floating object in Q(¢), in the presence of a control applied from the bottom of
the object. We follow the approach developed in [23, 3] with modifications to include
the external force u(t) and the presence of the vertical boundaries of the water
tank. Here we assume that the fluid fills the domain Q(t), that it is homogeneous,
incompressible, inviscid and irrotational. We also assume that we are here in a
configuration where wave motion is correctly described by the nonlinear shallow
water equations. We know from [23] that the nonlinear shallow water equations
with a floating structure are given, for every ¢ > 0 and x € R, by

atC + aa:q =0,

2

h
O + O, (‘2 > + gh0,C = —— 0,P,
p

(2.1)
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where g is the gravity acceleration. The exterior surface pressure is zero, i.e. P, =0,
while the interior pressure P; is determined by the motion of the fluid below the
object and also the control signal u. We denote by ( (¢, z) the parameterization of
the part of the bottom of the object in contact with the fluid (the subscript ”w”
represents the ”wetted” part of the object). Therefore, we have the water surface
in the interior domain Z that matches the bottom of the object, i.e.

Cw(t,z) = Gt x) Vzel. (2.2)
It is not difficult to see that we have the relation
Cw(t,x) = 6(t) + heq(z) — ho Vael. (2.3)

Moreover, we obtain from (2.3) that 0,(y = 5, which is the kinematic condition
on the water surface. We consider in what follows restricting the model (2.1) to
the interval [—L, L], —L and L’ being the horizontal coordinates of the water tank
Q(t), in particular with the control term. To this end, we observe that the following
conditions need to be satisfied:

e The conservation of the volume of the water.
We first notice that the two vertical boundary of Q(t) are impermeable,
which implies that

q(t,—L)=0=q(t, L)
Therefore, the conservation of the volume of the water implies that
¢i(t, £1) = qo(t, £l). (2.4)

e The conservation of the total energy of the fluid-structure system.
We denote by E'y and E, the mechanical energy of the fluid and the mechan-
ical energy of the solid, respectively. Because of the existence of the vertical
force u, the total energy of the floating object system Eio (t) = Ef(t)+Es(t)

should satisfy

d )
qp Bror(t) = u(t)o(t). (2.5)

Based on the conservation of the energy (2.5), we derive the boundary conditions
of the surface pressure P; at the two contact points x = £Il. To do this, we first
note that the mechanical energy of the solid F is

E (t) = mgd(t) + %mSQ(t).

Recalling the definition of the horizontal discharge ¢, the mechanical energy of the
fluid Ey is

p 'S
B = [ (s¢00)+ S00) an
2 Jeur h
Note that the object at equilibrium satisfies Archimedes’ principle, we have
1
m= p/ (ho = heq(z)) dz. (2.6)
-1

Newton’s law for the motion of the object, together with (2.6), implies that

l
mi(t) + 2p05(0) = [ (B po) da +u(t), (2.7)
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which means that the motion of the object is determined by its weight, the hydro-
dynamic force and the external force. Based on the above analysis, we give in the
following proposition the boundary condition of P;.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that the functions , q, h, § and P are smooth on T
and E. Then the total energy of the floating body system FEio is conserved if the
interior pressure P; satisfies

Bi(tv il) = P9 (Ce(t7 jil) - Ci(tv il)) + %e(ta il) - %i(tv il)a (28)
where B is defined as
2
_ Pq
B = onE (2.9)

Proof. Taking the derivative of Es and Ey and using (2.7), it is not difficult to
obtain that
d

3 ot () = [8e = &l + u(t)o(t),

where the energy flux § is

(¢, q) = q(pgl+ P +B).

Therefore, we conclude that the total energy is conserved in the sense of (2.5) if
[§e] = [Si]], which follows from the boundary values of the interior pressure given
in (2.8). O

It is worthwhile noting that actually 9B;(¢, £1) is fully determined by ¢ and (g; ).
Indeed, we denote by hy (¢, ) the height of the water column in the interior domain
Z. By the definition of h and (2.3) we know that

hyw(t, ) = ho + Cw(t, &) = heq(z) + 6(2) Vel (2.10)

Together with (2.2) and the kinematic condition d;¢,, = &, we obtain that the
system (2.1) restricted to the interior domain, for all ¢ > 0 and = € Z, reads

89;% = _Sa
2 I (2.11)
atqi + am <1> +ghw8xgw = _7am£i'
hw p
The first equation in (2.11) implies that
G(t,z) = —x8(t) + (q) Veel. (2.12)

Recalling the definition of % in (2.9) we have

o (atE) P _p ((FW+la) )
Bilh £ =5 (hw(t, il)) =3 (heq(il) +5(t)>

Up to now, we obtain the governing equations describing the dynamics of the
floating object in the bounded domain Q(¢) with the control term u. For the sake
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of convenience, we put all the equations together as follows, for all ¢ > 0,

0 +0,q=0 reZUE, (2.13a)
0:q + Oy <qh2) + gho,( = —%@B x€e€TUE, (2.13b)
P.(t,x) =0 xe&, (2.13¢)
Gi(t,x) = 8(t) + heq(x) — ho xeZ, (2.13d)
Pi(t, £0) = pg (Colt, 1) — Gi(t, 1)) + Be (1, 1) — By(t, £1), (2.13¢)
mé(t) = / l Py(t,x)dz — mg + u(t), (2.13f)
ge(t,—L) ;lo =qe(t, L"), qi(t, £1) = qo(t, £1), (2.13g)
with the given initial data
¢(0,2) = (), q(0,2) = qo(x), 6(0) =3, 8(0) =y VeeZUE.

Remark 2.2. There is another interesting formulation for the governing equations
(2.13). As in [27], we can define the Langrangian £ and the action functional S as

ﬁ(CaQ75) = (Kf + Ks) - (Uf + Us)a

S(c,m=/OT(c<<7q,5>+ua>dt Y

where Ky and Uy are the kinetic energy and the potential energy of the fluid,
respectively. Similarly, K, and U, denote the corresponding energies for the solid.
The equations (2.13) can be alternatively obtained by using Hamilton’s principle
(see, for instance, [28]) with the equations (2.13a) and (2.13d) as constraints.

We next rephrase the governing equations (2.13) as a first-order evolution system,
which will be convenient to study the control problem described in Section 3. To
do this, we first show that the pressure term P; is actually determined by a second-
order elliptic equation. Based on the formula for ¢ in (2.12), we shall derive the
equations for ¢ and (g;) by using the interior equations (2.11). We explain in the
following theorem that, for given initial data, the average horizontal discharge (g;)
and the displacement § are totally determined by the quantities in the exterior
domain &.

Theorem 2.3. For smooth solutions, equations (2.13) can be equivalently rewritten
as the following system (involving only the exterior domain £ ):

0+ 0,g=0
2

O0iq + Oy (qh) +gh0,( =0

(t=0, z€f), (2.14)

with the transmission conditions

<Q> - <Qi>a [[Q]] = 72157 (215)

and the boundary conditions

qt,—L)=0=q(t,L'). (2.16)
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Moreover, the discharge (¢;) and the displacement 6 are determined, for everyt > 0
and x € &, by

a(0) 0 + o’ ()6lar) = - Lo + B,
M(8)6 —2p1B(8)0* +2pgld - pla (9){@)* = 20 (pgC + B) +u,
where B is introduced (2.9) and «(d), o/ (), B(6) and M () (with hy in (2.10)) are

1/t 1/t
a(d) = 27/1 h—dx, () = f—/ w2 —dux (2.18)

l 2 L2
_ pa” _ L[
fm+/7[ da B0) =4 L e (2.19)

Proof. According to the conservation of the volume (2.4) and the equation for ¢; in
(2.12), we immediately obtain the transmission condition (2.15). We introduce the
hydrodynamic pressure II; defined by

I == P; + pgG;.

Taking the derivative of the second equation in (2.11) with respect to z and using
the first equation of (2.11), we derive that II; satisfies

— 0y | 20,15 | = =04+ 0% ( ),
( P ) (hw (2.20)

ILi(¢, £1) = pgCe(t, ) + Be(t, £1) — Bi(t, +1),

(2.17)

where t > 0, € Z and B is defined in (2.9). According to what we state around
(2.12), the source term and the boundary conditions of (2.20) are determined by §,
(¢:) and the exterior functions (e, ge.

Next we derive the equations for ¢ and (g;). Recalling that the function heq is
assumed to be even, we integrate the second equation of (2.11) with respect to z,
which gives

14 ¢ R
2 aa<qi> + h + L h r=—= [[Hﬂ (2.21)
We further derive from (2.21) that

04(5)%

In the above calculation, we used the formula for ¢; in (2.12) and the integration by
parts. To derive the equation for §, we first obtain from Newton’s laws presented
n (2.7), by doing an integration by parts, that

(@) + o (8)d{as) = —Qiplupgce LB

!
md + 2lpgd = 21 (II;) — / 20 ILi (¢, x)dx + u. (2.22)
-1

Taking twice integration of the first equation of (2.20) with respect to x and using
the integration by parts, we obtain the expression for the second term on the right
side of (2.22). Finally, after doing some trivial derivation we obtain from (2.22)
that

M(08)3 — 2p1B(8) 8% + 2pgld = 21 {pgCe + Be) + plo’ () (@) +u.  (2.23)
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In the above calculation, we used a similar technique as in [3], so that we omit
the details here. For given initial data of ¢, ¢, (¢), ¢ and 4, the coupled system
(2.14)—(2.17) form a closed initial boundary value problem. O

It is worthwhile noting that there is an external force u on the right side of (2.23),
which does not appear in the equations obtained in [23, 3]. According to Theorem
2.3, we can further rewrite the system (2.14)-(2.17) into a first-order evolution
system in terms of ¢, ¢, (g;), 6 and 5. This is straightforward and we omit the
details here.

Remark 2.4. The well-posedness theory for (2.14)-(2.17) is a delicate question,
due to the nonlinear couplings: the boundary conditions (2.15) of the hyperbolic
problem (2.14)—(2.16) require the knowledge of (¢;) and ¢. Conversely, the equations
(2.17) require the knowledge of the trace of ¢ and ¢ at the contact points z = =+I.
An interesting question, which lies outside the scope of the present work, is to adapt
to our case the local existence theory developed in [17], which tackles the case of
an unbounded fluid domain and without control.

3. WELL-POSEDNESS AND SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF THE LINEARIZED MODEL

In this section, we shall work on the linearized version of the first-order evolu-
tion system associated with (2.14)-(2.17). Before studying the control problem in
Section 4, we first present the linearized model and establish its well-posedness. In
the second part of this section, we focus on the spectral analysis of the semigroup
generator associated to this linearized equation.

Linearizing the system (2.14)-(2.17) in Theorem 2.3 around the equilibrium state
[C qg (@) ¢ (5]T = [O 0 00 O]T, we obtain, for all t > 0 and x € &,

815( = _8wqa

0¢rq = —gho 0:C,

d g

a, v__ 9 3.1
s 2pglo 2pgl 1

§= STa 5+—M <C>+Mu,

with transmission conditions

(@) =(a:),  [al =200,

and boundary conditions
q(t,—L) = 0=q(t, L"),
and the given initial data
(0,2) = Go(), q(0,2) = qo(x), (@)(0) = {@)o, 6(0)=Jo, &(0) = 0.

The constants o and M in (3.1) are

a=a(0) M= M), (3.2)
where a(d) and M (6) have been defined in (2.18) and (2.19), respectively.
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3.1. Well-posedness of the linearized system. Observe that our system has
been recast in the exterior domain £, so we need to rewrite the energy of the whole
system in terms of the exterior functions. Recalling that the mechanical energy
for the fluid and for the object are presented in Section 2, we decompose the total
energy of the linearized system (3.1) into the interior part E,, and the exterior
part E. as follows:

B =2 [ (Lt0) +9¢7(0.0) )

2

1 .

E, . (t) = g/z (}? (t,x) + g(z(t,x)> dz + 5m§2 + mgd.
eq

The underline in the notation E represents the corresponding energy for linear
system. Using the relation (2.3), (2.10) and (2.12), together with Archimedes’
principle (2.6), we obtain that

1. 2
Eu) =58 (mt [ 50 )ta? [ ot 2 [ (hate) - ho) o ot
s eq s eq T

Therefore, we conclude that the total energy for (3.1), denoted by E,, is

2
1 .
Eat) =5 [ (£ o)+ 96%00) ) do+ 308 + (0ol

+pglé® + %‘7/ (heq(z) — ho)*dz, (3.3)
I
where o and M are introduced in (3.2).
Based on the formula of the total energy E, , in (3.3), we introduce the Hilbert
space X defined by

X—{[C g (@) 0 n]"e(L*&) xC® /EC(x)dx+2l5—O}, (3.4)

endowed with the inner product

¢

¢
I : Py, = P YERY = M -
< (@) |, (@) > :7@7C>L2(£)+ﬁ<%Q>L2(£)+plQ<Qi><(ji>+pgl(55+?77ﬁ~
S 0
U]

X
(3.5)

Remark 3.1. We can see from (3.3) that the total energy only depends on the
functions 0, (gi), ¢ and ¢ with the space variable x € £. The condition

/((x)dx+2l(5 =0
£

in the definition of the space X is motivated by the conservation of the volume.

Equations (3.1) determine a well-posed linear control system (also called abstract
linear control system in Weiss [36] or Tucsnak and Weiss [35]), with state space X
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defined in (3.4) and control space U = C, by choosing the appropriate spaces and
operators. More precisely, let A: D(A) - X and B € L(U, X) be defined by

d
0 —dL 0 0 0 0
—gho 0 0 0 0 0
A=|-2£[] o 0o o0 of, B=|0], (3.6)
0 0 0 0 1 ?
Zpgly 0 0 —Zpgl 0 M
M M -

with
D(4) = {[4 ¢ fa) 0 n)"e (M) xC| fp(w)da+205 =0, } (3.7)
[q] = =2in, (¢) = () and q(—=L)=0=q(L)

In other words, with the above choice of spaces and operators, the initial boundary
value problem of the system (3.1) can be rewritten as

2 = Az + Bu,
{ (3.8)

2(0) = 2o,
where z and zg are
z=[¢ ¢ (@) & 6]", 2=1[C a (ao &b &]".

The well-posedness of the linearized fluid-structure system (3.8) is a direct con-
sequence of the fact that B € L(U, X) and of following result:

Proposition 3.2. The operator A : D(A) — X defined in (3.6)—(3.7) is skew-
adjoint. Therefore, it generates a group of unitary operators on the Hilbert space
X. Moreover, A has compact resolvents.

Proof. We first show that A is skew-symmetric. For the sake of simplicity the
computations leading to the property are performed looking to X as a Hilbert
space over R. For every 2= [¢ ¢ (¢) & n]' € D(A), using the inner product
defined in (3.5) we have

(Az, 20 = -2 <<jj,<> o ), I 2z<<e>n> .

By using an integration by parts, we get

(),
(8) e =Wl {age)

Note that the boundary conditions in D(A) implies that
q(t) = (g) =, q(=1) = (@) + In,
which, by a simple calculation, gives that
(Az,z)x = 0.

According to [35, Section 3.7], we thus obtain that the operator A is skew-symmetric.
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Secondly, we prove that A is onto. For every f = [fi fo f3 f1 f5]" € X,
let us solve the equation

_ d¢
¢ dﬂé f ¢
q —gho$5 f2 q
A @) | = —sL ¢ = |fs| with [(@)]| € D(A), (3.9)
) n Jfa 0
U 2PIUCe) — 3 pgld J5 U
which immediately implies that n = f4. Solving the equation from the first compo-

nent of (3.9), i.e. —g—q = f1 with the boundary conditions ¢(—L) = 0 and ¢(L") = 0,

xT
we obtain

- /_LL fi(€)d¢ Ve (-L,—I),

q(z) = . (3.10)
/ f1(&)d¢ Vae((L).
Similarly, from the second equation we get
_gz/x fO)dé 4 1= Pl@)+er  Vae(—L-1),
() = 0.J-L (3.11)

g%o/_r f2(8)dE + 2 := G(x) + 2 Vze(( L),

where the constants ¢; and ¢y are to be determined. The above formula, together
with the last component of (3.9), gives the expression for §:

1 M
= = (F(- - = s
§=5FE)+GD) +erte) 2pglf5
Moreover, we derive from the third equation of (3.9) that
- i (G() = F(~1) + ¢z — 1) = fa. (3.12)

Note that the functions ¢ and § must satisfy the condition for the conservation of
the volume

/ ((x)dx + 216 =0,
&

which implies that
M ] L
Ley+ Ly == f5 — / F(x)dx — / G(z)dx — G(l)l — F(-I)l. (3.13)
Py —-L l
Combining (3.12) and (3.13), we can determine the constants ¢; and ¢y in (3.11).
According to the continuity of the discharge (2.4) and (3.10), we have (g;) = (¢) =
$(q(l) + q(—1)). Finally, we still need to verify that [¢] = —2ln. Since f € X,
we have [, fi(z)dz + 21fs = 0, which, together with (3.10), implies that [¢] =
—2lfy = —2ln. Thus we have found 2 = [¢ ¢ (g) & n]" € D(A), so that (3.9)
holds.
According to a classical result [35, Proposition 3.7.2], we conclude that A is
skew-adjoint and 0 € p(A). By Stone’s theorem (see, for instance, [35, Theorem
3.8.6]), A generates a unitary group on X. Moreover, it is not difficult to see that
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D(A) is compactly embedded in the state space X, which implies that the operator
A has compact resolvents. ([

Based on Proposition 3.2, we denote by T = (T):er the strongly continuous
group (also called Cy-group) generated by the operator A. Note that B € L(C, X),
which is of course an admissible control operator (for this concept, see, for instance,
[35, Chapter 4]). Therefore, (A, B) forms a well-posed linear control system. Ac-
cording to the classical semigroup theory, we have the following conclusion.

Theorem 3.3. Foru € L% [0,00), the initial data 2o = [Co g {@)o do 51]T €
X, the linear system (3.8) admits a unique solution z. This solution is given by

t
2(t) = Tz —|—/ T;_,Bu(o)do,

0

and it satisfies
z € C([0,00); X).

3.2. Spectral analysis. In this part, we focus on the study of the spectral struc-
ture of the operator A introduced in (3.6)—(3.7). Note that the operator A is
skew-adjoint, the eigenvalues of A are purely imaginary, i.e. o(A) C iR. We give
in the following proposition the characteristic equation for the eigenvalues and the
formula for the corresponding eigenvectors.

Proposition 3.4. For the operator A introduced in (3.6)—(3.7), iw with w € R is
the eigenvalues of A if and only if w satisfies

\/}T [2pl2w + (Mw? — 2pgl) ] (fu(L)gw(L") + fu(L")gu(L))
0

4pgl
)t e

where a and M are given in (3.2), f,, and g, are defined as

fuw(z) = sin < gw(T) = cos <

+ 2(M‘U2 - 2pgl)fw(L)fw(L/ gw(L)gw(L/) =0, (3'14)

we it z>> , werie 1)> . (3.15)

Moreover, ¢ = [cp Y ¢ a b]T 1s an eigenvector corresponding to the eigenvalue
iw if and only if

iKl w
cos (L + ) Ve (=L, -1,
cp(x) _ \/97]:(;( (\/QT(; > (3.16)
- \/g%ocos(\/gTo(L’—zO Ve, L),
Kisin | ———(L + ) Ve (-L,-1),
W(z) = (\/cgﬁ ) (3.17)
K, sin (\/gTo(L/ —x)) Ve L),
and
c=5 () +P(=1), (3.18)
W0~ (D), b=~ ()~ $(-D),



15

where K1, Ko are not simultaneously vanishing real numbers (not necessarily inde-
pendent).

Proof. Let ¢ = [¢ ¢ ¢ a b}T € D(A) be the eigenvector of the operator A
corresponding to the eigenvalue iw with w € R. To obtain the formula of ¢, we
solve the equation

_dv

dz
—gho$2
= -l | =i
b
2 P9lw) — 3rpgla
where o and M are introduced in (3.2). Recalling the definition of D(A) in (3.7),
we have

, (3.19)

> o0 €8
>~ o0 &9

(—L)=0=1(L"), /g(p(x)dx +2la=0, (3.20)

and
[v]=-20b, () =c (3.21)

Combining the first two equations in (3.19), we obtain a second-order differential
equation for v

d2y w?
_— = v &
az = gh? TES
which, together with the boundary condition in (3.20), implies that v takes the form

(3.17). In (3.17), K7 and K5 are not simultaneously zero. Notice that —% =iwe,

we further obtain (3.16). Using the relation between ¢ and a in (3.20), we derive
that '
i

= — () — (-1
S (1) ~ (),
which further, by using the fourth equation of (3.19), implies that

a

1
b= — (D)~ ().
Taking the conditions (3.21) into account, we have
1
e = L) + (D)

This, together with the third and the last components of (3.19), imply that the
imaginary part of the eigenvalue w satisfies

39 (1) = p(=1) = (D) + (1),

law
a o (3.22)
M) + (1) = (2 = 57) (50) = w(-D),

where o and M are given in (3.2). Using the formula (3.16) and (3.17), the system
(3.22) yields that

[\/Zlalw (L) — fw(L)} K+ {\/Z@gw(y) _ fw(L’)] K»=0, (3.23)
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{\ / h%?pl%gw(fl) — (Mw? - 2pgl)fw(L)} K
|0 2000202 = [ L2y, 1)] Ka =0, (2
0

where f, and g, are introduced in (3.15). According to the knowledge of linear
algebra, the equations (3.23) and (3.24) admit non-trivial solutions [K; Ka]',
if the determinant of their coefficient matrix is zero. Therefore, we obtain the
characteristic equation (3.14). O

Since A is skew-adjoint with compact resolvents (see Proposition 3.2), according
to a classical result (see, for instance, [35, Chapter 3]), we know that A is diag-
onalizable, also called Riesz-spectral operator, for instance, in [9]. We denote by
(dk)kez+ an orthonormal basis in X consisting of eigenvectors of A and by (iwg)kez*
the corresponding purely imaginary eigenvalues. Instead of seeing the characteristic
equation (3.14), we observe that the coefficient matrix of the system (3.23)—(3.24)
can be zero, which implies that the roots of (3.14), i.e. the eigenvalues (iwy)gez+,
are not necessarily simple. We specify this situation in what follows.

Remark 3.5. Assume that x := M — 2pl3a > 0 and that the parameters L, L', [

and hg satisfy
L -1

kho 7

2pl 1 [k

(Recall that the constants M and « have been introduced in (3.2)). Then there
exist two double eigenvalues of A, denoted by iw™ and iw™, with

[2pgl
wT =+ ﬂ
K

We are not able to confirm or to inform the existence of L, L' > 0, I < min{L, L'}
and of a function heq to simultaneously satisfying the assumptions at the begin-
ning of this remark. However, it is clear that these conditions are, generically with
respect to the parameters listed above, not satisfied, so that the eigenvalues are
generically simple. Note that if there is at least one double eigenvalue then the sys-
tem cannot be controlled (even approximately) by a scalar input. The result below
provides a sufficient condition in a special case ensuring that all the eigenvalues of
A are simple.

€ Z, (3.25)

and

Proposition 3.6. Assume that the bottom of the floating object is flat. Let hg >
2\/21 and the function heq satisfies

1 8 1 8
h0>heq>2<ho+\/h§—3l2> or O<heq<2<h0—\/h%—312>. (3.27)

The all the eigenvalues of A are simple.

Proof. Recalling the definition of h.q, the flat bottom of the object implies that heq
is a positive constant function. Using (3.2), (2.18) and (2.19), it is not difficult to
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see that if heq satisfies the condition (3.27) then M — 2pi3a < 0. This excludes the
situation of the double eigenvalues discussed in Remark 3.5. (]

In order to study the reachability and stabilizability properties of the linearized
floating-body system in Section 4, it is necessary to make the inner structure of the
eigenvalues clear for the explicit decay rate of the solution of the control system
(3.8).

Proposition 3.7. Assume that the eigenvalues (iwy)rez+ of the operator A are

simple. Then (wg)kez+ form a strictly increasing sequence, i.e. lim |wg| = oo.
|k|—o0

Moreover, we assume that % is a real algebraic number of degree n with n € N
(i.e. it is a root of a non-zero polynomial of degree n in one variable with rational
coefficients), then there exists Cy > 0 such that

_ LIl L'—1  r+1 .
klélzf* |wkr1 —wi| = Co  if T €Q and T # " VrelZ, (3.28)
inf [k(wp+1 —wi)| = Co otherwise. (3.29)

keZ

Proof. Since A is skew-adjoint with compact resolvents, according to [35, Proposi-
tion 3.2.12], the imaginary part of the eigenvalues (wk)rez+ can be ordered to form

a strictly increasing sequence such that |kl‘im |wk| = co. Therefore, it suffices to
— 00

show that (3.28) and (3.29) holds for |k| large enough. Noting that the functions
fw, and g, defined in (3.15) are bounded for large values of |k|, we rewrite the
equation (3.14) as

\/hjo (?Z + 2pl2) (fare (L) geor (L) 4 fuop (L) G, (L)) e + Ty
= 2M fu (L) fur (L), (3.30)

where r,, represents the remaining bounded terms. As |k| approaches to infinity,
we observe that the right hand side of (3.30) grows faster than the left side, thus
we must have

limoo Jor (L) fu, (L) = 0.

|k]—
Based on this observation, the eigenvalues of A can be split into two subsequences
(iwm, )keze and (iwp, )kez+, which is induced by f,, (L) — 0 and f,, (L") — 0 as
|k| — oo, respectively. Therefore, there are two subsequences of Z*: (my)kez+ and
(nk)kez such that, for |k| large enough, we have

Wy, = pmm + O(em,) with lim e, =0,
[k|—soo "
wp, =vnEm + 0(Ey,) with lim €&,, =0,
' [ k| —o0
where p = Lg—_hlo and v = L-?f‘l). For large |k|, substituting the first subsequence

(Wi, )kez+ into the equation (3.30), we have

7 (M , -1 (L -1 )
] L (=12
I (la+ pl ) [EkaOS<L_lmk7" + sin 7T + O(;,,.) | Wrnae

L —1
+2M{5mksin<Ll

mkﬁ) + O(Efnk)] w2, + lower order terms = 0,
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which implies that wy,, = O(e;;,}) and thus we derive that &, = O (m; ') for
large |k|. Similarly, we also obtain that &,, = O (n; ). Notice that there is a gap
between every two elements both from the sequence (wp,, )kezx or (wn, )kez>. Now
we consider the distance between (wpm, )kez+ and (wp, )rez+. Since the eigenvalues
are strictly increasing, we estimate the difference

pm(u_VH>+O<j
v p p

where w, € (W, )kez+ and wpi1 € (wn, )kez+ correspond to different type of the
eigenvalues. If £ = % is a rational number but different with % for any k € Z*,
we see that there is a uniform gap between the eigenvalues of A. If £ = k‘}c—tl

some ko € Z*, we obtain from (3.31) that the distance between the eigenvalues is
of order % If £ is not a rational number, then it is an irrational algebraic number
of degree n > 2. According to Liouville’s approximation theorem (see, for instance,

Stolarsky’s book [30, Chapter 3]), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

C
M_Q‘>

v p|l pv

: (3.31)

|Wp+1 - C’J1v| =

for

for all rational numbers 1. Hence, we derive from (3.31) that |wpi1 — wp| > 2.
Putting all the cases together, we finish the proof. (I

Remark 3.8. We remark that the set of real algebraic numbers of degree n with
n € N contains all rational numbers and some irrational numbers. All rational
numbers form the real algebraic numbers of degree 1, and the other part of the real
algebraic numbers are irrational algebraic numbers with n > 2. In particular, the
irrational algebraic numbers of degree 2 are called quadratic irrational numbers.

Remark 3.9. In the proof of Proposition 3.4, we have obtained the specific expres-
sion for the eigenvectors ¢y = [gpk P Ck Qi bk] T, which is, for every k € Z*,
given by (3.16)—(3.18). Now we normalize ¢ in the Hilbert space X introduced
in (3.4). By using (3.16)—(3.18) and after elementary but tedious calculations, we
check that for every k € Z* we have

pla M pg
loel% = (4 +t3g 4w,zz> (K3 fur (L) + K fur (L))
n (pla M pg

2 42 2u2

) KR fun (D for (1) + g (KL~ 1)+ K3 = 0)

where a, M and f,, are defined in (3.2) and (3.15), respectively. Therefore, we

obtain the normalized engenvectors ¢y, := (Y ®k) pez~ With |érllx = 1, where v is
defined by

o _ (pla M pg

2 2 20 (K00 + K (0P)

2 412 2(4&)21) KlKwak(L)fwk(L/)

+ o (KL= 1)+ K31 = D)) (ke Z7).
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4. REACHABILITY AND STABILIZABILITY OF THE LINEARIZED SYSTEM

4.1. Some background on controllability and reachable spaces. We begin

by recalling some definitions on the controllability of general infinite dimensional

systems. We consider the abstract differential equation of the form
2(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t), (4.1)
Z(O) = 20,

where A is an infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup T =

(Tt)t>o on a Hilbert space X, and B is an admissible control operator of the system

(4.1) from the input space U to the state space X. This operator is called bounded

if B e L(U,X), which is the case of interest in this paper. At a given time ¢, the

control u(t) belongs to the input space U.

Using the semigroup T and the control operator B we can define the input maps
(®7),50 (already appearing in (1.5)) by

O u= / T,_sBu(s)ds V7 >0, ue L. ([0,00);0)). (4.2)
0

An important role in control theory is played by the range of the operators (CI)T)T>0
defined in (4.2) and denoted, for every 7 > 0, by Ran ®,. For each 7 > 0, Ran @
is called the reachable space of the system (4.1) in time 7. These spaces appear,
in particular, in the definition of exact and approximate controllability which are
recalled below (see, for instance, [35, Chapter 11] or [9, Chapter 4]).

Definition 4.1. Let 7 > 0.

(1) The system (4.1) is ezactly controllable in time 7 if every element of X can
be reached from the origin at time 7, i.e. if

Ran®.,. = X;
(2) The system (4.1) is approzimately controllable in time T if
Ran®, = X;

It is well known, see, for instance, [35, Chapter 6,8], that approximate control-
lability can be characterized by duality as follows:

Proposition 4.2. Let 7 > 0.
(1) The system (4.1) is approzimately controllable in time 7 if and only if

B'T;z=0 Vte[0,7] = z=0.

(2) Assume that A is skew-adjoint and with compact resolvents, so that there
exists an orthonormal basis (r)kez- in X consisting of eigenvectors of A
and let (iwk)kez~, with wg € R be the corresponding eigenvalues. Moreover,
assume that the eigenvalues of A are simple and that there exists m, v > 0
such that

lwp —wi| = (k, 1€ Z*, k#1, |kl =m, |l| =m).

Then the following conditions are equivalent:
e The system (4.1) is approxzimately controllable in any time T > 27”;
o B*¢ # 0 for every k € 7.
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4.2. Symmetric case. In this section we come back to the system (3.8), in the
particular case of a symmetric geometry and of initial data satisfying appropriate
symmetry conditions. We show that in this case the state trajectories of (3.8)
coincide with those of a "reduced” system whose state space is a closed subspace
of X defined in (3.4) and we study the reachable spaces of this reduced system.

Let the floating object be in the middle of the fluid domain € in the horizontal
direction, i.e. L = L', see Figure 1. We assume that, at the initial state, the floating
body system is at equilibrium state, i.e. for every = € &,

20=1[C0 @ (o db 6] =[0 0 0 0 0].

In this case, when the object moves in the vertical direction, the fluid on two sides
of the object goes in opposite directions. To describe this more clearly, we define
the Hilbert space Xgym by

Xy = {[C ¢ 05 n]"e (LX) x CP | [, Cla)do+ 205 — 0}7 W)
((=z) =C¢(z), q(—z) = —q(x)
with the inner product

¢

pg o, = M -
=5 (¢, Q) r2ey + Thoﬂl,(ﬁmw) + pgldd + =5 M

/\

S O
o © vy

\/

" Xeym
where M has been introduced in (3.2).
Proposition 4.3. The Hilbert space Xgym introduced in (4.3) is T-invariant i.e.
Tiz € Xoym Vt20, 2 € Xoym,
where T = (Tt):er is the unitary group generated by the operator A defined in (3.6).

Proof. Note that it is suffices to show that the system (3.1) preserves the symmetry
condition in the Hilbert space Xqym. Assume that the elevation ¢ and the horizontal
discharge ¢ satisfy (3.1) and have the following properties

¢(t,—x) = ((t, x), q(t,—z) = —q(t, ) Vt>0, zef. (4.4)
We define é and ¢ as
Ctx) =C(t,—2),  §(tx) = —q(t, —2) Vi>0, z €k,

which implies that
<Qi> = _<(ji>7 [[Ce]] = _[[é.e]]’ <<e> = <ée>'

It is not difficult to obtain the corresponding equation for é and ¢, which implies

that ¢ and ¢ also satisfy the system (3.1). O

Note that the symmetric property (4.4) implies
[[Ce]] =0= <qe> = <qi> and <<e> = Ce(t7l)7

which simplify the linear control system (3.8). Since Xy is a closed subspace of
X introduced in (3.4), we have the following decomposition

X = Xoym © X3 (4.5)

sym"*
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Remark 4.4. The word ”symmetric” in this section means that not only that the
object is in the center of the domain in the horizontal direction (L’ = L), but also
that the functions ¢ and ¢ satisfy the symmetry condition (4.4).

We thus obtain a new linear system on the spatial domain £. In this symmetric
case, the system (3.8) with zero initial data reduces to the following equations
defined on &, i.e. forallt >0, z € &,

W = Agymw + Bu, LG
. o
where w and wq are
w=1[¢C ¢ 0§ 5", wo=[0 0 0 0 0]".
The operator Agym : D(Asym) = Xsym is densely defined as
0 -0 0 0
—ghot 0 0 0 0
Asym - 0 0 0 0 0 ) (47)
0 0 0 0 1
wpgl() 0 0 —gpgl O

with the domain
DA )_{k ¢ 06 "€ HE) xC[C q 0 5nrexwm}
sym) — ’

[q] = —2in,  ¢(-L)=0=¢q(L)
(4.8)
where M is introduced in (3.2). The control operator B has been defined in (3.6)
and we clearly have B € L(C, Xgym)-

Note that Agym is the part of A in the closed subspace Xeym of X, so it inherits
from A the properties of being skew-adjoint and has compact resolvents. Therefore,
it is diagonalizable and generates a group of unitary operators, denoted by Tgym =
(Tsym,t)ter, on the Hilbert space X¢ym defined in (4.3). Moreover, according to [35,
Section 2.4], it is interesting to see from Proposition 4.3 that Tgyy, is the restriction
of T to Xsym. Therefore, for u € L% [0,00), the linear system (4.6) is well-posed

loc

and the solution w € C([0, 00); Xsym)-

Remark 4.5. Since B € L(C, Xsym), it is clear that the input maps of (4, B) and
of (Asym, B), the latter being defined by

q)s}’mﬂ'u = / TSymﬂ'—S BU(S) ds Vu € L120c([07 OO)? U))a
0

have the same range, i.e., that
Ran @, = Ran ®gyp - V7>0.

This means, in particular, that the orthogonal complement space Xng,m in (4.5) is

out of control, justifying the fact that we concentrate on the reachability of the pair
(Asym, B).

The spectrum of the operator Agy, can be obtained, by using the properties
(4.4), from the spectrum of A discussed in Proposition 3.4. More precisely, we
have:
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Proposition 4.6. Assume that the object is in the middle of the fluid domain
which has the symmetry geometry in the sense (4.4). The eigenvalues of the op-
erator Agym, denoted by iweym k, and the corresponding eigenvectors ¢sym i =
[apsymk Ysymk 0 Gsymk bsymyk]T € D(Asym), for all z € € and k € Z*, are

iK Wsym, k )
cos —(L+=x Vxe(—L,—1),
_ ) Vgho ( Vgho ( ) ( )
Pemala) = 3 V1 VI (19
cos | == L—x) Vae(l,L),
Vgho ( Vgho ( ) (.L)
. Wsym, k
Ksm( I (L—|—:c)> Vae (=L, 1),
vV agh
Yoy (7) = o (4.10)
— Ksin | =X L—x) Ve (L),
(St —» L)
and ) )
i
Gsym,k = w ld}sym,k(l)a bsym,k = 77¢sym,k(l)’ (411)
sym,k

where K is an arbitrary constant and the imaginary part of the eigenvalues Weym i
with k € Z* satisfies

/g
(MWSQym,k - 2pgl)fwsym,k(L) = h702pl2wsym,kgwsym,k (L)v (412)

with fo,, .., and g,,.. , introduced in (3.15). Moreover, the eigenvalues (iwsym k) ez~
are simple and (wsym)k)kez* form a strictly increasing sequence, with
vV gho

lim Wsym. k41 — Wsym k| = .
kGZ*,|k|%oo| sy sym k| L—1

Proof. Let ¢gym = [@Psym  Ysym 0 asym bsym]T € D(Asym) be an eigenvector
of Agym corresponding to the eigenvalue iwsym (Wsym € R), we solve the equation

Asym¢sym = iWsynl ¢sym-
According to Proposition 3.4, using the symmetry condition (4.4) we obtain that
¢sym take the form (4.9)—(4.11), in particular, the third component of ¢peym vanishes.
In this case, the constants K; and K5 in Proposition 3.4 have the relation K; =
—K5 = K. The equation for wsym, thus becomes

2pgl . 2p9 wsym
"7 Fsym )= - sym l )
20 (1) = (g = 5 ) )

which gives the characteristic equation (4.12). Clearly, the solutions of (4.12),
denoted by (wsym,k)kez+, form a strictly inscreasing sequence. According to the
proof of Proposition 3.7, there is one type of the eigenvalues in the symmetric case
and for large |k|

Wsym, k _ 1
\/QTO(L—Z)—kw—i—O(k). (4.13)

Moreover, (4.13) implies that there exists M > 0 such that

Jah
|Waym. k1 — Weymok| > Lg_(l’w VkeZ and |kl > M, (4.14)

which ends the proof. [
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Remark 4.7. Without using Proposition 3.7, the asymptotic behaviour of the
eigenvalues in (4.13) can be obtained in an alternative way. By using the charac-
Weym, k

teristic equation (4.12), without loss of generality, we assume that cos (Th’o(L—l))
is non-zero. It follows that

Wsym, k 2 Wsym, k 1
tan yL—l> 2l :O( ),
< Vv ghO ( ) hO Z\fwsym,}’c2 - 2091 Wsym, k
for large k € Z*. Based on the above expression, we assume that

Wsym, k
B (L) =k + 6y,
Vahy © Y ‘

with 0, — 0 as k — co. By using the fixed point method introduced in, for instance,
the book [11, Chapter 7] or [7, Lemma A.3], we derive that 6, = O(k™1).

By using (4.9)—(4.11), we do some trivial calculations and obtain for every k € Z*

that
M pg 1)
2 2 22 2
+ K L)+ —K*(L—-1
Xsym <212 Sy ,kl> wbym k( ) h() ( )5

||¢sym,k ‘

where foym,r and M are introduced in (3.15) and (3.2) respectively. Now, for every
k € Z*, we define ysym r by

_ M
(Yoymk) > = <212 + z) K22 (L) + hOK2(L—l). (4.15)

:aym k

We therefore obtain the normalized eigenvectors ($Sym7 k)kezs = (Ysym,k Psym k)
that form an orthonormal basis in Xgym,.

keZx*

Remark 4.8. As we already realized, the symmetry property (4.4) excludes the
case of the double eigenvalues discussed in Section 3.2. Based on the decomposition
(4.5), we notice that (q@sym,k)kez* is a proper subset of (q@k)kez* introduced in
Remark 3.9. Moreover, we have

Wsym,k = Wj(k) Vke Z*,
where wj(y) is the eigenvalue of A and the subscript j(k) € Z* can be easily found.

4.3. Proof of the main result. The adjoint B* € L(Xgym,C) of the control
operator B defined in (3.6) is

B*=[0 0 0 0 3]. (4.16)
We are in a position to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. According to a classical result (see, for instance, [35, Chap-
ter 4]), we know that for every 7 > 0 and every z € Xgym,

{B*']I‘:ymT .2 forte|0,7],

(@) = 1 or 1 1.

where B* is introduced in (4.16) and Teym is the Co-group generated by Agym. This
implies that for every 7 > 0 we have

| @ e agomy = [ 15" e .
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Notice that 0 € p(Asym) and the imaginary part of the eigenvalues (wsym k)kez*
is strictly increasing, there exists ¢ > 0 such that |wsym x| > ¢, which implies that
Ysym, & defined in (4.15) is lower bounded by a positive constant. Combining (4.16)
and Proposition 4.6, we have

1B (daymr)| = [P (0] > € fsim <%(L - z)) : (4.17)
for k € Z*. Putting (4.13) and (4.17) together, we obtain that
|B* (hsymi)| = % VkeZ". (4.18)
Since the operator Agym is diagonalizable and skew-adjoint on X¢ym, we have
Tsym,t 2 = Z elwsym Kt <z, QAﬁsym7k> &S\symk vV z € Xeym,

kez*

where (q@sym,k)kez*, an orthonormal basis of Xgym, is introduced around (4.15).
Hence, for every 7 > 0 we have

T - 9 T
/0 |B ’H‘Symﬁ_tzHUdt:/O

Recalling (4.14) and using the Ingham theorem (a generalization of Parseval’s equal-

ity, see, for instance, in [35, Chapter 8] or [20]), there exists 7y := % such that,

2

D et (2 G k) B Geym k| dE.
keZ*

for every 7 > 79,

/O B T o2l 4t > C S [(2, buym) 2| B G- (419)
kez*

Therefore, (4.18) and (4.19) imply that, for every 7 > 7o,
* 2 2
H(I)sym;rZH[g([Oﬂ_];U) Zc HZ”D(Asym)/ Vze Xsyrru

where D(Agym)’ is the dual of D(Agym) with respect to the pivot space Xgym.
Now we introduce the identity function on D(Asyr), denoted by idp(4,,,,), then
of course we have idp(a,,,) € L(D(Asym); Xsym). Note that, for every 7 > 0,
Dyym r € L(L*([0,7];U); Xsym), We apply next a classical consequence of the closed
graph theorem (see, for instance, [35, Proposition 12.1.2]), which follows that

Ran @gym » O D(Agym)-

Combined with Remark 4.5, we conclude that Ran ®, > D(Agy,) for every 7 >
7p. Recalling that Agym is densely defined, we immediately conclude that (1.6)
holds. (Il

5. CONCLUSIONS, COMMENTS AND OPEN QUESTIONS

In this work, we investigate a coupled PDE-ODE system describing the motion
of a floating body in a free boundary ideal fluid, within the linearized shallow water
regime. The floating body is constrained to move vertically and it is actuated by a
control force applied from the bottom of the object. Our main result asserts that,
provided that, in a symmetric geometrical configuration, the system can be steered
from rest to any smooth enough symmetric wave profile.

We give below, as a consequence of our main theorem, the following result on
the controllability and stabilizability properties of the system (4.6)—(4.8).
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Corollary 5.1. Let L' = L and the initial data {y and qo satisfy the symmetry
condition (4.4). Then the linear system defined by (4.6)—(4.8) on Xgym (briefly
designed by (Asym, B)), has the following properties

(1) (Asym,B) is not exactly controllable in time T for any finite T > 0;

(2) (1(4$y1r37B) is approzimately controllable on Xeym in time T for any 7 >
2(L=1) |
Vgho ’

(3) (Asym, B) is strongly stabilizable with the feedback operator F = —B*. More
precisely, there exists C' > 0 such that the closed-loop semigroup ']I‘gi,m gen-

erated by Agym — BB™ satisfies

TS

c
sym,

ol

Koy S

C
m”wOHD(Asym) A wo € D(Asym)a t>0. (51)
Proof. (1) Note that the operator Agym is skew-adjoint and B € £(C, Xgym ), then
the first assertion follows directly from Curtain and Zwart [9, Theorem 4.1.5] or [9,
Theorem 5.2.6] in the same book, since Agym has infinitely many unstable eigen-
values. Equivalently, we know that the system (Asym, B) is not exponentially sta-
bilizable (see, for instance, Haraux [16] and Liu [26]). Alternatively, we can apply
the main result of Gibson [10] or Guo, Guo and Zhang [15, Theorem 3.

(2) The second assertion is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2. By duality it
suffices to show that there exists 79 > 0, such that for every 7 > 7,

BT 2=0 on[0,7] = z=0. (5.2)
Let B*Tg,, 2 = 0on [0, 7] with 7 > Q(Z;i) , we obtain from (4.19) that (z, $Sym,k> =

0 for every k € Z*, which implies that z = 0. This, together with Proposition 4.2,
gives the result.

(3) The approximate controllability of the system (Agym, B) is equivalent to the
fact that the semigroup Tgﬁ,m generated by Agym — BB* is strongly stable (for this,
please refer to Benchimol [4], Batty and Vu [2]). To obtain the explicit decay rate,
we further conclude from (4.18) and (4.19) that

Y wy € D(Asym)~

sym)’

AIWW@mWﬂiﬁ>CWm%m

Hence, we have the interpolation

1

[D(Asym), D(Asym)' ]y = Xoym with 0 = 3
We apply Theorem 2.4 in [1] and conclude that the semigroup T¢., generated by
Agym — BB* satisfies (5.1). O

The main question left open in our work is the description of the reachable space
of the considered system without symmetry conditions. Using the properties of
the eigenvalues of the generator (see Subsection 3.2) this could be accomplished
provided that one has lower bounds on \B*$k|, where B* € L(X,C) is defined in
(4.16), and (@)kez* is the orthonormal basis introduced in Remark 3.9. Obtaining
such lower bounds does not seem an easy task. Indeed, combining (3.16)—(3.18)
and (4.16) we obtain that for every k € Z*,

1Bkl = 1 b (Kafu (1) ~ Koo (D) (53
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where g/b\k and 7 are introduced in Remark 3.9, f,, is defined in (3.15); with
constant K7 and K5 which we are unable to express in a simple manner in terms
of wi. We also recall from Remark 3.5 that we are, in the general case, unable to
confirm or to inform the existence of double eigenvalues.

Another open question of interest are the study of the system obtained by adding
a viscosity term in the shallow water equations, in the spirit of Maity et al. [27].
This could lead, in particular, to a description of the reachable space for nonlinear
systems in which the fluid is modeled by the nonlinear shallow water equations.
Finally, let us mention that an interesting question could be to consider the corre-
sponding boundary control problems, in the spirit of [33] (or a short version [34]),
[31] and [32].
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