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NULL BOUNDARY CONTROLLABILITY OF A ONE-DIMENSIONAL HEAT
EQUATION WITH INTERNAL POINT MASSES AND VARIABLE
COEFFICIENTS

KAIS AMMARI AND HEDI BOUZIDI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider a linear hybrid system which is composed of N + 1
non-homogeneous thin rods connected by N interior-point masses with a Dirichlet boundary
condition on the left end, and Dirichlet control on the right end. Using a detailed spectral
analysis and the moment theory, we prove that this system is null controllable at any positive
time T'. To this end, firstly, we implement the Wronskian technique to obtain the characteristic
equation for the eigenvalues (An)nen+ associated with this system. Secondly, we provide that
the eigenvalues (A, )nen+ interlace those of the N 4+ 1 decoupled rods with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions, and satisfy the so-called Weyl’s asymptotic formula. Finally,
we establish sharp asymptotic estimates of the eigenvalues (An)nen=. As consequence, on one
hand, we prove a uniform lower bound for the spectral gap. On another hand, we derive the
equivalence between the H-norm of the eigenfunctions and their first derivative at the right
end. As an application of our spectral analysis, we also present new controllability result for

the Schrodinger equation with an internal point mass and Dirichlet control on the left end.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction and main results

2. Characterization of the eigenelements and Well-posedness
2.1. Characterization of the eigenelements

2.2.  Well-posedness

3. Spectrum

3.1. The characteristic equation

3.2. Interlacing of eigenvalues and Weyl’s formula

3.3. Sharp asymptotics of the eigenvalues and spectral gap

EIRIEIE]E]E] &= &2 =2

4. Controllability

Date: September 3, 2021.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35K05, 93B05, 93B55, 93B60.
Key words and phrases. Boundary control, thin rods, nonhomogeneous, point masses, Wronskians, Weyl’s

formula, moments.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.13763v2

2 KATS AMMARI AND HEDI BOUZIDI
4.1. Null controllability of the heat model (ILI)-(T3)
4.2.  Exact controllability of the Schrédinger model (LI2])

Acknowledgments

EI1EIEIR]

References

1. Introduction and main results

The boundary controllability of the so-called ”hybrid systems” has been extensively investigated
for several decades. This was pioneered in [30] by the moment method for a hybrid system
composed of two vibrating strings connected by a point mass. Since then, the controllability
of hybrid models for systems of Rayleigh and Euler-Bernoulli beams with interior point masses
was considered in [20, 2], B5] [36], see also [17} 22} [34] and references therein. More recently, a
variety of other hybrid models for thin rods, quantum boxes and other elastic systems involving
point masses have been studied along similar lines. In particular, see [I6] 28] for a heat equation
with internal point masses, [5, 12, 29] for a Schrodinger equation with internal point masses,

and [1 13, [4, 6], [7, [8] @] 10} [TT], 18 [19] for networks of strings with attached masses.

In this paper, we study the boundary null controllability of the temperature of a linear hybrid
system consisting of N + 1 non-homogeneous rods connected by N point masses. Assume the
N + 1 non-homogeneous rods occupy the interval Q = (0, L), L > 0, of the z-axis and they are
connected by N masses M; > 0 at the points ¢;,7 = 1,..., N, where 0 =y < {; < ... < Iy <

{n+1 = L. We partition the domain 2 as follows:
N
Q= {Qj U{lj} UQjH}, Qj = (4j,4j41), 7=0,...N.
§=0

By means of the scalar functions
uj(t,z), t>0, 2 €Q;,j=0,...,N,
zj(t), t>0, j=1,...,N,

we describe the temperature of the rods 2;, and the temperature of the points masses ¢;,

respectively. The linear equation modeling heat flow of such a system is as follows:

(pj(x)0ruj — Oy (0j(2)0puy) + ¢ (z)uj) (t,z) =0, t>0, 2€Q;, j=0,...,N,
uj—1(t, 45) = z;(t) = uj(t, 45), t>0, 5=1,...,N,
(0j(6;)0puj — 0j—1(€;)0puj_1) (¢,£;) = M;02;(t), t>0, j=1,...,N,
uo(t, bo) = uo(t,0) =0, t>0,

(1.1)
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with the control
(1.2) un(t,fny1) = un(t,L) =h(t), t >0
and the initial conditions at ¢ = 0

IGQJ', j:O,,N

13 0 .
zj(()):zj, j=1,..,N.

In System (LI, for each j = 0, ..., N, the coefficients p;(z) and o;(x), represent respectively
the density and thermal conductivity of the rods. The potentials are denoted by the functions
g;(x), j =0, ..., N. Throughout this paper, we assume that the coefficients

(1.4) pj, 05 € H*(Q;), q; € H'(Q)), j=0,.., N,
and there exist constants p, ¢ > 0, such that
(1.5) pj(®) > p, oj(x) >0, qj(x) >0, 2€Q;, 1=0,...,N

To state our main null controllability result for system (LI)-(L3]), we need some definitions and
notations. We denote by u := (uj)jio = (ug, ..., un) the functions on Q taking their values in
C and let u;(x) be the restriction of u to Q;, j = 0,..., N. Let us define the following Hilbert

space

N
H XRN

which is endowed with the Hilbert structure

(1.6) <(%Q)T (v k Z/ ujvip;(x dI—FZMh kj,

where h = (hj)jv 1 k= (k; );V . € RY, and T denotes transposition. Hereafter, we use the

notation f(z)g(x) := fg(x). Our first main result is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that the coefficients p;(z), o;(x) and g;(x) satisfy (L4) and (LI).

T
Let T > 0, then for any initial data U° := ((uQ)N_O (zo)jv 1) € H there exists a control h €

.
H(0,T), given explicitly by the expression (&), such that the solution U := ((uj)évzo , (zj);vzl)
of the control system ([I))-(L3]) satisfies

uj(TaI):Ov Ier, ]:O,,N
z;(T) =0, j=1,..,N.

Our approach is mainly based on a precise analysis of the eigenvalue and eigenfunction asymp-
totics of the corresponding second order eigenvalue problem, and the general moment theory
[38, B9]. Firstly, we implement the Wronskian technique (e.g., [26, Chapter 1] and [40, Chapter

1]), to obtain the characteristic equation for the eigenvalues (A, )nen+ associated with System
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([CI)-@2) (see Theorem B.I]). Secondly, we provide the following interlacing property for the
eigenvalues (A, )nen+ (see Theorem B.3)),

(1.7) 0< )\ < ,LL{V’D and ,ufzv’D <A1 < ,uf::’f, Vn € N*,

where {ul-P}e = Ujvzo{ﬁ%D }9° are the eigenvalues of the N + 1 decoupled rods with homo-
geneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Then, we establish the Weyl’s type asymptotic formula

for the eigenvalues (A, )nen= :

An it pilx)
(18) nlgrgo n2r? Z/ (z)

Finally, using the interlacing property (L7) and the Weyl’s formula (L8]), we obtain sharp

asymptotic estimates of the eigenvalues (A, )nen<. Roughly speaking, we show that the set of
eigenvalues {\, }nen+ is asymptotically splits into N + 1 branches {\ },en+, 5 =0, ..., N, in the

sense that

~3,D

(1.9) Hn

1
= — f N i =0,...,N.
n or /'L 7& n+17 j ) )

As consequence, on one hand, we prove a uniform lower bound for the spectral gap (see Theorem

[B.A), namely,

o (f 3 -3
(1.10) Antl — Ap > 2y min (p3; (€J+1)2) , (pNUN(éN)Q) , as n — 00,
=0 N-1 | M1 Myw

where w¥ = [, 1/2 8 dt, j = 0,...,N. On another hand, we derive the equivalence between
J
the H-norm of the eigenfunctions (®,,),, . and their first derivative at the right end 2 = L (see

Proposition B.7), that is,

@05, [ v (pnon (En) "7
(1.11) on (D)@ (D)) ) o , as n — o0o.

Using these results, we reduce the control problem (II))-(T2]) into an equivalent moment problem

which will be solved by the general moment theory developed by Fattorini and Russell [38] [39].
As an application of our spectral analysis, we also present new controllability result for the

following Schrodinger equation with an internal point mass:

i0uj(t, ) — Opguj(t, z) =0, t>0, x € (l,li+1), 5=0,1,
uo(t, £1) = z(t) = ui(t, 1), t>0,
(1.12) (Ozur — Ogug) (£, 41) = 10s2(t), t >0,
uo(t, lo) = uo(t,0) = h(t), ur(t,l2) =0 >0,
ud = up(0,2), uf =u1(0,7), 2° = 2(0),

where 0 = fg < {1 < f5 = 1, i2 = —1 is the imaginary unit, h(¢) is the control. To this end, we

assume that

(1.13) elgz{ - :pEN*}.
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We then prove that the exact controllability of (II2) can not hold in an asymmetric control

space. Namely, we enunciate the following result:

Theorem 1.2. LetT > 0, and assume that (LI3) holds. Then, for every (u® := (u,u?), ZO)T €
H=1(0,1) x C, there exists a control h(t) € L*(0,T) such that the solution

U= (uo(t,x),ul(t,x),z(t))T of the problem ([[LI12) satisfies

uo(T, ) = ui (T, z) = 2(T) = 0.

Let us now describe the existing results on null boundary controllability of System ([TI))-(T3).
When M; = 0 for all j € {0,..., N}, we recover the continuity condition of u;(t,x) at the
points ¢;, j = 1,..., N, and the classical heat equation with variable coefficients occupying the
interval © without point masses. In this context, the null controllability of Problem (I1I)-(T3)
(for M; = 0, j = 0,...,N) has been widely studied since the pioneering works of Fattorini
and Russell [38, [39]. We refer to [14] [15], 25] for related results on null controllability of the
heat equation with variable coefficients, also [33] and references therein. In the case of a single
attached mass, the wellposedness of System ([I))-(3) with general constant coefficients was
firstly studied by Hansen and Martinez |27]. Later on, null controllability result at time 7' > 0
for System (LI)-(L3) with N =1, p,;(x) = 0;(xz) =1 and ¢;(z) =0 (j = 1,2) was proved by the
same authors in [28]. The previous controllability result has been extended in [16] to the case of
System (CI)-(L3) with N = 1. The method of the both papers is based on a precise analysis of
the eigenvalue and eigenfunction asymptotics, and the general moment theory [38 [39]. In the
case of several attached masses, under strong assumptions on the regularity of the coefficients
p;, 0 and g;, null controllability result at any positive time T' for System (I)-(L3]) has been
recently established by Avdonin et al. [I3]. Their proof uses the transmutation method (e.g;
see [25]), which relates the null controllability of System (II))-(I3) to the exact controllability
of the vibrating string with attached masses [10].

It is worth mentioning that the sharp asymptotic estimate (L.9)) was proved in the seminal paper
by Hansen and Zuazua [30] in the case of the string equation with interior point masses and
constant physical parameters. Let us also underline the reference [28], where the authors prove
the uniform lower bound (II0) of the spectral gap associated with System (LCI)-(L3) in the
case N =1, pj(z) = oj(z) =1 and g;(z) =0 (j = 1,2). Recently, Avdonin and Edwards [10]
were able to give partial answer concerns the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues (A, )nen=
of the spectral problem associated with (LI)-(L2) for p;j(z) = oj(z) = 1. They established

that the eigenvalues (\,)nen+ satisfy the asymptotes }\/)\n — % = O(%), j=0,...,N. This

result has been proved as a consequence of the mini-max argument by applying the Rouché’s

theorem to the spectral problem associated to (LI))-(L2) for p,;(x) = oj(z) =1 and ¢;(z) = 0.
1

The exact boundary controllability of the Schrodinger model (LI2) with ¢, = 5 Was studied
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by Hansen in [29]. In that paper, the author consider System (LI12)) with a Dirichlet boundary
condition on the left end ¢y = 0, and either Dirichlet or Neumann boundary control on the right
end /o = 1. In the case of Dirichlet control, the author proves that the exact controllability
space is H~1(0,1) x C. While, in the case of Neumann control, the exact controllability space
is asymmetric with respect to the point mass in the sense that the regularity is one degree
higher on the side of the point mass opposite the control. Later on, Avdonin and Edwards [12]
studied the Dirichlet boundary controllability of the Schrodinger equation with internal point
masses and various homogeneous boundary conditions at one end. Somewhat surprisingly, one
of their main results is that System (LIZ) is exactly controllable in H~!(0,1) x C if and only
if Condition (LI3) is not satisfied. Their proof uses a diophantine approximation argument.
As consequence, if (LI3)) is fulfilled, the exact controllability space is asymmetric in the sense
that the regularity is H~*(0,¢1) on the left side of the point mass and H~2 ({1, 1) to the right
of the point mass. As we will see in subsection 2] the exact controllability space does not
depend on the diophantine approximation of ¢;. In forthcoming paper [2], we consider the exact
controllability of the Schrodinger equation with internal point masses and variable coefficients.
In that paper, we assume a Dirichlet boundary condition at one end, and Neumann boundary
control on the other end. We prove that this system is exact controllable in asymmetric spaces
whose the regularity to the right of each mass exceeds the regularity to the left by one Sobolev

order from the controlled end.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2] we establish some results which will be used

along this work. In subsection21], we show that the eigenvalues (A,,) associated with System

nen~
([CI)-(@3) are simple, and we characterize the corresponding eigenfunctions. In subsection 2.2
we investigate the well-posedness of the heat model ([LI)-(3). In Section Bl we investigate
the main properties of all the eigenvalues (\,,)nen+: First, in Subsection Bl we establish the
characteristic equation for the eigenvalues (A, )nen+. SubsectionB.2] is devoted to the interlacing
property (L), and the Weyl’s formula (L8). In subsection B3] we obtain sharp asymptotic
estimates of the eigenvalues (A, )nen+. The gap condition ([I0)), and the equivalence (IIT]) are

concluded as a consequence. Finally, in Section [l we prove our main results, namely the null

controllability of System ([LI))-(L3]), and then, the exact controllability of the Schrédinger model
(L12).

2. Characterization of the eigenelements and Well-posedness

2.1. Characterization of the eigenelements. In this subsection, we establish some spectral

results which will be used along this work. First, we prove the existence and uniqueness of
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solutions for the initial value problems associated with spectral problem:

—(0j(%)¢}) + qj(x)p; = Apj(2)0;, € Qy, j=0,...,N,
pj—1(45) = ¢;(¢4;), j=1,..,N,
Uj—l(b;‘—l(gj) - Uj%(gj) = M pj—1(¢5), j=1,..., N,
#1(1) = ¢1(0) =0, dn(Un11) = ¢n(L) = 0.

(2.1) (Pn)

Then, we study the asymptotic properties of these solutions. As consequence, we show that

the eigenvalues (A,,) of Problem (Py) (Z1) are simple, and we characterize the associated

neN*
eigenfunctions. To this end, let us introduce the following Hilbert space

which endowed with the Hilbert structure
N
N
(w,v)y = Z/Q wivlps(x)de, v = (v;); ;.
=0

We consider the following closed subspace of V x RY,
. N
2:=(z;);_, = (21,---, 2N),
W:{(g,g)TEVxRN: 2= (@) = (& v) }}
Zj—1 = Uj_l(fj) = Uj(fj), j = 1, ,N

which is densely and continuously embedded in the space H. In the sequel we introduce the

operator A defined in H by setting

:
(2.2 Au—<( o @) @) (57 (aj1u;_1<ej>—oju;<ej>>)N1> 7

p;i(x) §=0

where u = (u, 2) T on the domain
D(A) = {(w,2)" eW:u=(uj)Ly, uj € H(Q;), j=1,.,N},

which is dense in H. Obviously, the spectral problem (Py) (2 is equivalent to the following
problem

N
J=1

a2 =30, @:= ((6,e.0) ) (6565,0)),) € DA,

i.e., the eigenvalues (\,),, cy-, of the operator A and Problem (Py) (2.1)) coincide together with

their multiplicities. Moreover, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the eigenfunctions,

(2.3) B, = ((¢j(a:, M)y (65005, An>)§il)T ——0, = (6j(x.\n)) Ly, n €N,

Lemma 2.1. The linear operator A is positive and self-adjoint such that A~ is compact.
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Proof. Let u = (u,2)" € D(A), then by integration by parts, we have

N N
(Avuyg = ) /Q (—(oj(@)uf) + g5 (@)uy) ujdz + Y (051w (65) = ojuf(€5)) u(6;),
=07

j=1
N

= ()| |2 () w2 de.

- ;/Qj(]<>|j| ;@) ?) d

Since ¢; > 0 and ¢; > 0, then (Au,u)y > 0 for u # 0, and hence, the linear operator A is
positive. Furthermore, it is easy to show that Ran(A — iId) = H, and this implies that A is
selfadjoint. Since the space W is continuously and compactly embedded in the space H, then

A~1is compact in H. The proof is complete. O

Let us consider the problems determined by the equation

(2.4) —(0j(2)¢5) + qj(x)p; = Apj(z)¢;, z €Qy, j=0,...,N,

and the initial conditions

(2.5) ¢0(0) = 00¢(0) — 1 =0,

(2.6) 9;(t;) = dj-1(45), j=1..N,
(2.7) 0j¢;(L;) = aj—19)_1(£;) — MjAg;-1(45), j=1,..,N,
and

(2.8) ¢N(L) = ondn(L) +1=0,

(2.9) $j-1(45) = 0;(€5), j=1,..,N,
(2.10) oj 105 (€)= 0505 (L;) + MjAg;(L;), j=1,..,N,

respectively. For each j = 0,..., N, let @;(z,\) and 1@(:10, A) are the unique solutions, up to a
multiplicative constant, of the subproblems determined by Equation (Z4)) in Q;, and the initial

conditions

(2.11) @j(éj)—lzgﬁ;(ﬁj):(), j=0,...,N,
and

(2.12) bi(ly) = oi(L)) =1 =0, j=0,..,N,

respectively. It is known (e.g., [32 Chapter 1] and [40, Chapter 1]), that ;(z, A) and @ (=, )
(resp. %— (z,\) and @(x, \)) are entire functions of A for each fixed x € Q;, 7 =0, ..., N.

Lemma 2.2. Let us fix j € {0,..., N}, and let f;(N\) and g;(N\) be two analytic functions. Then,
the subproblem determined by Fquation [24) in ﬁj, and the initial conditions

(2.13) ¢;(45) = f;(N), 005(¢5) = g;(N) (or ¢j(Lj1) = fi(N), 085 (€i11) = g;(N))



CONTROLLABILITY OF A HEAT SYSTEM 9

has a unique solution ¢;(z, ), up to a multiplicative constant,
(2.14) b3, ) = (N A) + 05N, N), # €Ty, j =0, N,

Furthermore, ¢;(x,\) and ¢} (z,\) are entire functions of A for each fived x € Q;,j=0,..,N.

Proof. By 2I1)-(2I2), the Wronskian
Aj(N) = Bioh(4) — Bhojbi(l;) =140, j=0,..., N,

and then, @;(x, A) and Jj(:zz, \) are two linearly independent solutions of Equation [24)) in Q;.
This implies that any solution ¢;(z, \) of the subproblem (24)), (ZI3)), can be written in the

form
(bj(xa /\) = Ol@j(xa /\) + 021z)\j(xa A)v S ﬁjv .] = 07 '-'7N7

for some constants C; # 0, j = 0, 1. Using this together with the initial conditions 2.I1)-(212)
and (ZI3) , we have

d)j(IaA) = fJ(/\)QJ(IaA) +gJ(/\)1ZJ(IaA)7 YIS ﬁja .] = 07 '-'7N7

is a nontrivial solution of the subproblem ([24), (ZI3]). The uniqueness of solutions follows from
the linearity of the equation ([2:4) together with standard theory of differential equations. Since
fi(A) and g;(A) are analytic functions, then from the expression 2.I4), ¢;(z,A) and ¢ (z, \)

are entire functions of A for each fixed z € Q;. O

Lemma 2.3. (a) The initial value problem @ZA)-Z7T) has a unique solution, up to a multi-

plicative constant,

(2.15) oy = (g, M) Ly, €0y, j=0,..,N,

where po(z,A) and @;(x,N), j =1,...,N, are the unique solutions (up to a scalar) of the initial
value subproblems determined by Equations 2.4)-235) in Qo, and Equations 2.4), 2.6)-2.1)
in Qj, j =1,..., N, respectively. Furthermore, EN(:E, A) and Eﬁv(:t, M) are entire functions of A
for each fized x € Q).

(b) The initial value problem (Z4), 23)-@ZI0) has a unique solution, up to a multiplicative

constant,

(2.16) by = (¢j(x,A))j,V:0, 2e€Qy, j=0,..,N,

where Yn(x,A) and ¥;(x, ), j = 0,...,N — 1, are the unique solutions (up to a scalar) of
the initial value subproblems determined by Equations Z.4),2.8) in Qn, and Equations 2.4,
@I)-@I0) in Qj, j =0, ..., N — 1, respectively. Furthermore, 1

/ .
Y (@A) and Y (z,A) are entire
functions of \ for each fized x € Q).
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Proof. For j = 0, it is known (e.g., [32, Chapter 1] and [40, Chapter 1]), that the initial value
subproblem (Z4))-(235]) has a unique solution ¢ := @0(:10, A), z € Qo, up to a multiplicative
constant, such that 1 (z, A) and 1} (z, ) are entire functions of A for each fixed z € Q. For
j=1,1let fi(\) = o(f1,)) and g1 (\) = oo (£1)) (1, A) — My (1, ). Then by Lemma 27
the subproblem determined by Equation (Z4) in Q; and the initial conditions

0101, 0) = Do (1, ) and a1 (£)@) (61, A) = 00(£)Ph (01, X) — Mydo (£, M),
has a unique solution @1 (z, A), up to a scalar,
(217)  @1(,A) = dollr, V@1 (@A) + (G0(l1) (61, 2) = MiMGo(£1, 1) ) (a, A), @ € D,

where @1 (z, A) and o (x,\) are the solutions of the subproblems [2.4]), 211) and [24), 2I2)
for j = 1, respectively. Furthermore, ¢1(z, ) and ¢} (2, \) are analytic functions of A for each
fixed ¥ € Q1. For j = 2, let f2(\) = p1(fa, A) and g2 (A) = 01 (£2) @) (£2, \) — Mo (€2, A). Again
by Lemma 22 the subproblem determined by Equation (Z4) in Q5 and the initial conditions
p2(la, N) = fa(\) and o2(l2)@h (€2, \) = g2(A), has a unique solution ¢o(x, A), up to a scalar,

such that @o(z,\) and ¢4 (z, \) are entire function of A for each fixed z € Q1. Moreover,
(218) oo, X) = 1(62, NB2(w ) + (01(2)¢) (2, ) = Mo (62, ) ol M), @ € D,

where @y (z,\) and ¥,(x, ) are the solutions of the subproblems (Z4)-@2II) and (Z4)-2I12)
for 7 = 2, respectively. Now, for each j = 3,..., N, let

Fi) = @j-1(65,7), 9;(N) = 0j-1(£;)¢_1 (€5, \) — MjApj—1(£5,N),

and iterating Lemma Then for each j, the subproblem determined by Equation (24) in ﬁj

and the initial conditions

@i (L, N) = @j—1(£;,A) and 0;(£;)5 (€5, N) = 5-1(£;) @)1 (L5, A) — MjApj_1(€;, N),

has a unique solution @;(z,A), up to a scalar, such that ¢;(z,\) and ¢(z,\) are analytic
functions of A for each fixed x € ;. Consequently, we have the following iteration formula: for

each j =2,...,N,and x € ﬁj,
(219)  p;(z,A) = i1 (l; N (2, A) + (Uj—l(gj)@}q(fja)\) — MiApj 1 (45, )\))%(%)\)a
where @;(x, \) and {/J\j (x,A) are the solutions of the initial value subproblems (2.4)-(2I1) and

E4)-@I12) for j = 2,..., N, respectively. Therefore, the function

N = .
(2.20) Py = (gaj(x,)\))jzo, ey, j=0,...,N,

is a nontrivial solution of Problem (Z4))-(@.1). Since, ¢;(z, A) and ¢(z, A) are analytic functions
of A for each fixed x € Q;, then by (Z20), @y (@A) and ¢’ (z, A) are also entire functions with

respect to A for each fixed z € Q. We now prove the uniqueness of solutions. Let g}v =
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(<pJ (x, )\)) and 2 Py (<pJ (x, /\)) are two linearly independent solutions of Problem (2:4])-
@). Then, by the linearity of the equatlons 24)-@20), the function

Dy —gaN <pN (¢j(x,\) — wj(x)\))] 0 TE€Q, j=0,..,N

is a nontrivial solution of the problem determined by Equations (24), (Z6])-(27)), and the initial
conditions, ¢o(0) = go¢((0) = 0. From this and the uniqueness theorem for the equation (24)
in Qp, we get o} (z,\) — ¢&(z, \) =0, and then, by Z.6)-(2.7), one has

@1(l1) = 0201 (£1) =0

Again by the uniqueness theorem for the equation (Z4) in Q1, ¢} (z,\) — ¢3(z, A) = 0. Iterating

this argument, one obtains
;@A) = o}z, N), €Q;, j=0,..,N

a contradiction. The second statement of the Lemma can be proved in a same way. |

We now prove an asymptotic formula for the solution ¢ (x, A) of Problem (2.4)-(2.7). Hereafter,

we use these notations

(2.21) &(x) = (pj(0)0;(2) 7T, & = &(0)€ (L), rj=kﬁ§;;,

and B

(2.22) / idt (¢j11), and = ij, Q;, j=0,..,N.
One has:

Proposition 2.4. Let A = 12, and let @ (@, A) be the solution of Problem [2.4)-2.1) constructed
in Lemma[Z3 Then, for each j = 2,...,N, and every x € §;,

Jpi(a . oIz
(2.23) o (=170, (@A) =M H sin(vw} )sin(vw; (z))[1] — 1772 H sin(vwy)[1]
T M50 (65)85 () =0
k=1
cos(vwji_y)sin(vw;(z))  sin(vwy_) cos(vw;(z))
g < ) i & (4;) ) :
and
(—1)7 &0 (x, A) R N
2.24 - = M;v? | | sin(vwy)cos(vw;(x))[1] — v? sin(vwy,)[1
@20 R < T st eostve )~ [ s
y cos(vwj_q ) cos(vw;(z)) _s1n(uwj 1) sin(vw; (z)) 1]
&_1(4) £3(¢5)

where [1] =1+ O (%), and p;j(z,\) are given in (2Z.15).
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Proof. 1t is known (e.g., [32] Chapter 1] and [40, Chapter 1]), that the solutions @;(z, \) and
1@ (z,A) of the subproblems determined by Equation (Z4]) in Q;, and the initial conditions (Z.IT))
and (Z12), satisfy respectively the asymptotics

5y ) = &() @) sy
(229) fx”géfm (z))

o307 = 2, ...,
and

Byl ) = &5(0)6, @) 202 @) 5o,
(2.26) \/@

o (@) N) = &(6) VA @) gy G,

&i(z)

as |A| = oo, where [1] =1+ O <ﬁ> Let j = 1, then from the expression (2.I7) and the

asymptotes (2.26) for j = 0, we have

COS(VWO) " SiH(VWS) " —
DD fita) + 10 2B 1, o e,

as |v| — oo, where A = 12, the quantities ¢ and w; are given by (ZZI) and ([222)), respec-
tively. Using this and (2.28)-(220) for j = 1, a straightforward calculation gives the following

o1(2,2) = M€ sin(esd) B (2)[1] + & (

asymptotics
pr(@,A) — in(vwg)sin(vwy (z
(2.27) ARG Misin(vwg)sin(vws (2)) [1]+
1 (cos(vwg)sin(vwy (z)) | sin(vwg) cos(vws (2))
(e et
and
(2.28) G (@A) = — Mjvsin(vwg )cos(vwy (z))[1]+

£561(01)

<cos(uw3)cos(yw1(:1:)) _ sin(vwg) sin(vw; (3:))> 1
£ (6) &8 (61)

In particular, with the convention H? =TI, ' = 1, the asymptotes (Z23)-ZZ) hold for j = 1.
Now, let j = 2, then by [227)-229),

@1(02,\) = =M [[;_o & sin(vw?)[1],
(2.29) cos(VAw})

!

016 (L2, N) = =My [[;_o & sin(vwg) &) (1],
and hence, from the expression (2.I8)), one gets
M = Myr? f[ sin(vw?) s (x)[1] — <ysm(yw3)cos(”‘“1> ) + ol H sin (1) >
Mi];20 & =6 ! £3(4a)
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From this together with ([2:25)-([226) for j = 2, it follows

2(, ) =Mov : in(vw?)sin(vws (2))[1] — sin(vw)[1
T Gatmat 2 Lol =
cos(vwy) sin(vwa(z))  sin(vwy) cos(vwa(x))
O -

1

£2005 (7, \) =12 M, H sin(vw?)cos(vws())[1] — vsin(vw])[1]

M TT o &5 () i !
cos(vwy) cos(vwa(z))  sin(vwy) sin(vws ()
(T )

and this implies that (223)-(2.24) hold for j = 2. For each j = 3,..., N, following the same
argument as above, by using (Z20)-(2.26]) and the iteration formula (2I9]), we get the asymptotic
formulas ([2:23)-(224). The proof is complete. O

Theorem 2.5. The eigenvalues (Ay)nen+ of System (Py) 2I) are simple and constitute a

sequence of positive real numbers:
0< AL < A2 < < Ap < e — +o0.

The corresponding eigenfunctions

.
(2.30) (@) epe = ((goj(x,)\n));vzo, (12 (£,, )\n));\;l)neN* L zeQ,, j=0,..,N,

can be chosen to constitute an orthogonal basis of H with the inner product (L), where @;(z, \),
j=0,...,N, are given by 2I5). Moreover, p;(x, ), j =2, ..., N, satisfy the asymptotes [2.23)-
@249) for A= \,.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 211 that the spectrum of the linear operator A is positive and
discrete. Since A is self-adjoint in H, then by Lemma[2.3] all the eigenvalues (A, )nen+ of Problem
(Pn) @I) are algebraically simple. By the last condition of ([2I) and Equations (Z4)-(21),
the eigenvalues (A )nen+ of Problem (Py) (2] are solutions of the equation

fN(EN-‘rlv)‘) =on(L,A) =0,
where ¢ N (x,)) is defined in Lemma [Z3] This implies that the corresponding eigenfunctions

(Qn)neN* of Problem (Py) (2I)) have the unique form, up to a scalar,

(2.31) ¢ = (pi(@. )y € €0, j=0,..,N, neN,

where ¢;(x, A) are given by (ZI5). Thus, the expression ([230) follows from ([23) and (Z31)),
which ends the proof of the theorem. O
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2.2. Well-posedness. In order to study the well-posedness of the heat model (ILI)-([L3]), we
apply the semigroup theory. Let us consider the following nonhomogeneous problem with zero

boundary conditions

(O — Ox (0j(x)02v5) + qj(x)v)) (t, ) = f;(t, x), t>0,2€Q;, j=0,..,N,
vj—1(t,45) = 2z (t) = v;(t,¢5), t>0,j=1,..,N,
(0(€;)02v5 — 05-1(£;)0pv5-1) (£, 45) = M;0,z;(t) + g;(t), t>0, j=1,...N,

vo(t, lo) = vo(t,0) =0, vn(t,€ny1) = vn(t, L) =0, t>0,

and initial conditions at ¢t = 0

v;(0,2) =09, z€Q;, j=0,..,N,

=Y,
zj(O):z?, j=1,...,N.
: N N\ N N\
By letting V = ((vj)j:(J , (Zj)j:1) and F = ((fj)j:O , (gj)j:1> , the above problem can be
rewritten in the abstract Cauchy problem
OV (t)+ AV (t) = F(t,z), t € (0,00),

(2.32)
V(0) = VO,

where A is defined in (22) and VO = ((UJQ);VZO,(ZJQ);V:JT. By virtue of Lemma 21, A
is an infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup in #. Therefore, from the
Lumer-Phillips theorem (e.g., [37]), the Cauchy problem (232) has a unique mild solution
V € C([0,T),H) provided that V° € H and F € L' ((0,T);H). Moreover, if V° € D(A)
and F' € C! ([0,7]; 1) then ([232) has a unique classical solution in the space C ([0, T],D (A)) N

>
WEL(0,T;H). If we call U = ((uj)évzo (z)Y ) the corresponding solution of (LI))-(T3]),

=1
then the function

-
N-1 o N
V= (((uj)j:() JUN — h(t)) ,(zj)jzl)
satisfies (2.32]) with
Vo — (u8, Qg U — h(O)) ,

fj =0, .7 =0, 7N -1, fN = Ll (ath(t) + QN(x)h(t))u

Y

g; =0, j=1,..,N.

Consequently, we have the following well-posedness result for the control system (LI])-(T3]).

.
Proposition 2.6. Let U° = ((u?)j,vzo , (z?)j\;) € H and h(t) € H*(0,T). Then the problem

CI)-@3) has a unique solution
T
U= (Yo ())) € Co.7)H).

j=1

Moreover, if U° € D(A), then U € C([0,T],D(A))NC*([0,T],H).

For the Schrodinger model (LI2), we recall the following well-posedness result (see [29]).
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Proposition 2.7. Let U° := (u® = (uo,u?),zo)—r € H71(0,1) x C and h(t) € L?(0,T). Then,
Problem ([[L12) has a unique weak solution (by transposition),

U= (u=(ug,uw),z)" €C([0,7), H1(0,1) x C).

3. Spectrum

In this section, we investigate the main properties of all the eigenvalues (A, )nen+ of Problem

(Pn) @).

3.1. The characteristic equation. In this subsection, we implement the Wronskian tech-
nique (e.g., [26] Chapter 1] and [40, Chapter 1]), to obtain the characteristic equation for the

eigenvalues (A, )nen+ of Problem (Py) (21)). Namely, we enunciate the following result:
Theorem 3.1. \ is an eigenvalue of Problem (Px) (1), if and only if, the Wronskians

Aj(N) = @j(@, Moy (2)9 (@, ) — ) (z, \)oj (@) (2, A) = 0, Vz € Q, Vj € {0,...,N},
where p;(x,\) and Y;(z,\) are defined by 2.10) and (216), respectively.

For the proof of this theorem, we need the following remarkable and useful property of the

wronskians Aj(A).

Lemma 3.2. One has:

(3.1) A;(N) = Ar(N), Vi, k € {0, ..., N} with j # k.

Proof. By the initial conditions (2Z.6)-(2.7) and (2.9)-(21I0l), one gets
Aja(N) = wjoiai () — 1051951 (4),
= i(l;) (o595 (£;) + MiAp;(£5)) — b (€5) (055(£5) + MjAe;(¢5))
— A0, =1, N

By Equations 24), 0;A;(A) =0, for all j € {0, ..., N}. Thus, from the above, 8) follows. O

Proof of Theorem[31. We first argue by contradiction, so let {\, ¢(x,A)} be an eigenpair of
Problem (Py) () and suppose that Aj«(A) # 0 for some j* € {0, ..., N}. Under this assump-
tion together with Lemma B.2] it follows

(3.2) A;(A)#0, j=0,..,N,

and this implies that, ¢;(z, A) and 9;(z, \) are linearly independent solutions of Equation (2.4)
in each the subintervals Q;, j = 0, ..., N. Consequently, any solution of the problem determined

by Equations (Z.4), 2.9)-@I0) may be expressed as a linear combination of p  (z,A) and
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Yy (@A) for z € ). Therefore the eigenfunction ¢(z, A) of Problem (Py) ) can be written
in the form

= N =
(3.3) ¢ := (Cip;(x,\) + Cjv5(x, /\))j:O’ z€Q;, j=0,..,N,

for some constants C; and @. Substituting this expression into the first two conditions of System

(Pn) @T0), we get

(3.4) Cio19i-1(6;) + Cimrpj1(4;) = Cipj(6) + Cibi(4), 5 =1,.., N,
and
(3.5) M A (Cj%‘(fj) + @%‘(fj)) = 0j-1 (Cj—lcpg'fl(gj) + aj—l%q(@))

—0; (CN;(@-) + ajiﬁ}(ﬁj)) ,j=1,..,N.

Using Conditions (Z.06)-(27) and (29)-(2I0) in (34)-(335), one has

(3.6) (C5 = Cs)wi(t) + (G = Cima ) 03(t5) =0, j=1,..,N,
(37) (Cj—Cj_l)O'j(p;(fj)'i‘ (CA'j—aj_l) Uj’lbé»(fj)zo, jzl,,N

By multiplying Equations (B.6) and (B.7), respectively, by o;¢}(£;) and ¢;(¢;), a simple calcu-

lations yields

(@—1 - @») (pjo0(Ly) — Lojab;(L;)) = (aj—l - @») Aj(AN)=0,j=1,...,N.
Similarly,

(Cj = Cj1) (pjo (L) — Ploj(€5)) = (C5 — Cjo1) Aj(A) =0, j=1,...,N.

From the above together with (8:2)), one has

(38) Cj :Oj,1 and aj,1 :aj, ]:1,,]\7
From (Z8) and (2.3),
(39) Al ()\) = —01 (O)¢1(0, )\) and AN()\) = UN(L)(pN(L, )\)

Substituting (B3)) into the last condition of ([2.I) and using ([3.9)), one gets

Cith1(0,0) =0=—C, il((g)) and Cyon(L,A) =0 = Cy ﬁ;v((g))'
From this together with (L)), (3:2) and B8], we get C; = @ =0 for all j € {0,..., N}. Thus
from @B.3), ¢(x,\) = 0, a contradiction. Reciprocally, if Aj(A) = 0 for all j € {0,..., N}, then
An(A) = 0. This implies that,

(3.10) pn(2,A) = Cin (2, A), = € Qn,

for some constant C' # 0, where pn(z,\) and ¢y (2, \) are defined by (ZI5) and (216, respec-
tively. Since 1y (L, A) = 0, then from (B.I0), the solution ¢ (z,A) of Problem (PY) @D-@D)
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satisfies the boundary condition ¢ (L, A) = 0. Thus by Theorem 2.5 {\, ¢, (z,A)} is an eigen-
pair of Problem (Py) (21). The Theorem is proved. O

3.2. Interlacing of eigenvalues and Weyl’s formula. In this subsection, we prove that all
the eigenvalues (A, )nen+ of Problem (P ) (Z.I)) interlace those of the N +1 decoupled rods with

homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. As consequence, we establish the Weyl’s formula

(@8). Set
N

(3.11) Ev = {un P) = Py,
=0

where (ﬁ{{D )n ene 0 J =1, N, are the eigenvalues of the N 4 1 Direchlet subproblems

(3.12) —(05(2)¢)' + q;(x)¢ = Apj(2)d, x €Q;, j=0,..,N,
¢(£j) = ¢(£j+1) =0.

One has:

N,D

” )neN* interlace in the following sense:

Theorem 3.3. The eigenvalues (A, )nen+ and (u
(3.13) 0< X <p® and pllP < Apyr <l ¥ne N*
Moreover, the eigenvalues (A, )nen+ satisfy the Weyl’s type asymptotic formula:

2
N
An p;i(x)
- N
n—oo n2mw2 ;/ﬂj O'j(I) v

(3.14) lim

To this end, let (Xn) . denote the eigenvalues of the Problem (Py_1) @2I)(i.e., Problem
neN*

~

@I) with N — 1 point masses). By virtue of Theorem 25, all the eigenvalues ()\n) are
neN*

positive and simple:

(3.15) 0<A <Ag < oo <An < oo —  00.

n—oo

Let x, A) be the solution of the initial problem - constructed in Lemma 2.3} Let us
N

introduce the variable complex function

B S () )

n=0

where @y _1(z,A) is the restriction of ¢ (z,A) to the subinterval Qn_1. From @I5), Fx_1(\)
is well-defined on all the intervals (—oo,%) and (XH,XHH), n € N*. In view of Lemma

23 Fy_1(\) is a meromorphic function. Moreover, the poles of the function Fy_1()\) are the
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eigenvalues (:\\n) of Problem (Px_1) (ZI]) and their zeros are eigenvalues of the problem

neN*
—(0;(2)8})" + q;(z)¢; = Apj(2)¢;, € Q;, j=0,....,N—1,
¢j-1(£5) = @;(£5), j=1.,N-1,
oj—195_1(4) — o595 (l5) = MjAdj—1(¢;),  j=1,.,N—1,
do(lo) = ¢0(0) =0, ¢y_,(fn) = 0.
Similarly, let 1 (x,A) be the solution of the initial problem ([2.4), [2.8)-(2.10) constructed in

Lemma 23] and let us consider the meromorphic function

(317)  Fy(y = OO (o avr) { U (Mﬁ”,uﬁﬁ)}’ mer
=0

UN(IN,A)

where ¥ (z, A) is the restriction of QN(:E, \) to the subinterval Qy. Obviously, the poles of the
of the Dirichlet problem ([B.12]) on the subinterval

function Fiy ()) are the eigenvalues (1i2P) neN-

Qn, while, their zeros are eigenvalues of the problem

—(on(2)9) +qn(7)p = AN (2)9, = € Qn,
¢'(In) = d(n+1) = 0.

Proposition 3.4. (a) Fy_1()\) is a decreasing function along each of the intervals (—oo,xl>
and (/):717/):714‘1)7 n € N*. Furthermore, it decreases from 400 to —oo.
(b) Fn(X) is an increasing function from —oo to +oo along each of the intervals ( 00 ,uiv D)

and( ND,MQQL?) n € N*.

Proof. Let ¢ (z, A) be the solution of the initial problem (PY) @2)-@7) constructed in Lemma
Let us first prove that

(318)  OzFn—1(A) =

Z/ goj :E)\dx—l—ZM]go] ;N ],

where ¢;(x, A) are given by (ZI5). To this end, let A\, u € (—oo,X1> or ()\,u € (XH,XHH)),
and let us denote by

SDN 1 fNa

o~

Aj(z) = @j(x, N)oj(2)@] (z, 1) = @z, Noj(@)p;(@, p), © € Q) j=0,..N —1,
where A # . By 24),

Nj(@) = (@M (059) (2, ) = (056) (2, N (, 1)
= (gi(x) = pp;(@)) j(z, \)pj (2, 1) — (g(x) — Ap;(2)) @;(z, N)p; (@, 1)
= (A= wpj(@)p;(z Ngj(,p), €Q;, j=0,..N -1,

and this implies that

N-—-1 N . N—-1
(3.19) > (Bt -350)) =0 -0 3 [ eite Vs i
=0 =0 7S
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From (23), Ao(fo) = 0, and then, by @17), it follows

N-1 N—-1
B20) Byl = 3 (B) - Ba@) + (-0 Y [ erla Ve

Using the initial conditions (2.6)-(21]), one gets
Njoi1(ly) = -1, Noj-1(6)5 1 (U, 1) — 05-1(€;)¢_1 (€5, Nps1 (L5, 1)
= @;i(l;,N) (0595 + Mjpe;) (i, 1) — (0595 + MiAp;) (€5, N)ei(Cs, 1)
= Dj(l) + M(n— N (L, N (4, 1), j=1,..N = 1,

and this implies that,

N-1 N-1
S (Bitt) = Bya(ly)) = (= ) 3 My (65, Mg (65, ).
j=1 j=1

From this together with ([B:20]), one has

(3.21)
AN—l(fN) go?\/*l(ﬂNaﬂ)_SD/]\ffl(gN,)\) QON—I(ENuﬂ)_SDN_l(fN,)\)
- = _ [ 7)\ o ~ E 7)\
ox 1(ln) N 1(€n, A) g Pn_1(n; ) e
1 Nl N-1
= wi(z, N, (x, p)dr + Mo (L, Nei (b, p) | .
on-1(¢n) ;/ﬂj HCRVICD) ; 03 (5, N (€5, 1)

Thus, passing to the limit as ¢ — X in (B2I) and dividing both sides by ¢4 _;({n, ), we get
(B18). We now prove that

(3.22) lim Fy_1(\) = +oo.

A——o0
Let A = —|v|?, where v € R*. By Lemma 24 one has
ilv] cos (ilv|wi_y) [1]
€& -1 (On) sin (ifvlwy ) [1)°
where [1] =1+ O (\_114)7 Vi = —1 is the imaginary unit, {x—1 and w},_, are defined by (ZZI)
and ([2:22), respectively. Since, sin(i|v|) = isinh(|v|) and cos(i|v|) = cosh(|v|), then by (B23),

one gets

(3.23) Fn_1(A) ~ as |v| — oo,

||
Fn_1(A) ~ =———,as |[V| = oo,
and this proves ([3.22). On the other hand, the poles (:\\n) . and the zeros of function Fiy_1(A)
neN*

do not coincide, since otherwise, A, would be an eigenvalue of Problem (Py_1) (2I) for which

on—1(Un, An) = @y_1(Un,An) =0, a contradiction. From this together with (3.18)), it follows

lim Fn_1(A) = —o0 and lim Fy_1(A) = 400, n € N,
A—An A=A

and this ends the proof of the statement (a) of Proposition B4l The second statement of the

proposition can be proved in a same way. The proof is complete. 0
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We are now ready to prove Theorem B.3l

Proof. Let (Xn) \. 2re the eigenvalues the problem (Py_1) (ZI)) (i.e., Problem (1)) with
neN*

N — 1 point masses). Set I' := {v,}5° {[ZND}l {Xn} , where (u'P) nen- are the
1

eigenvalues of the Dirichlet subproblem [B.12]) for z € Q. Since (:\\n)n - and ( N.D )n cne are
simple, then T" has a decomposition I' = T'* | JT'", where

(3.24) I :={y;, forsomen e N} ={y, €T : Xj = ﬁkN’D for some j, k € N*}

and

(3.25) D= {1 =T\ : 0<yf <9 <. <t < = 0.

We prove BI3)-BI4) by induction. It is known [16, Corollary 3.4], that the eigenvalues
(A )nen+ of Problem (P) (21) satisfy:

(3.26) 0< X <m?, pp? < nsa < pf, Vne N7,

and

(3.27) lim

Z .
n—o0 n27r2 Q (x)

where 2P € =1, and Z; is defined by (@II). This means that (3.I3)-(@3I4) hold in the case
N = 1. Assume that 320)-@21) hold for j < N — 1, then by induction hypothesis, the
eigenvalues (Xn)neN* of Problem (Py_1) (1)) satisfy:

(3.28) 0<Ar<py P ph =t <X <pl P, vn e N7

and

(3.29) lim

Z s
n—0o0 n27r2 Q, (x)

€ En—1, and En_1 is defined by (BII)). First, we prove the interlacing formula
B13). In view of Theorem B1]

(3.30) ONUn, An)on (En) VN (N, An) — @ (Un, An)on (En)UN (En, An) =0, n € N7,

where pN—1.P

where on(z,A) and ¢¥n(z, ) are respectively given by (ZI5) and (ZI6). Then, we have only
examine the following cases:

Case 1. If py(Un, M) # 0, n € N*| then by B30), we get ) (¢n, A\n) # 0. This means that

o0

(3.31) A €11:= {(—oo,ﬂyf)U{U (”yf;,’yiﬂ)}, yhert, nEN*},

n=0

where 't is defined by (B.28). From (2.6)-(2.71) and (B.30), one obtains

(3.32) on(Un)en—1UNEN,An) — ON—1(UN)UNPN_1(UN, An) + M AptbnoN—1(Un, An) =0,
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which can be rewritten in the form
(333) FN()\n) — FN—l()\n) = _MN)"IH )\n (S H,

where Fy_1(\) and Fy()) are respectively given by BI0) and BIZ). By B3I, we have
Y5 # Y4, n € N*. By Proposition B4l Fy()\) — Fy—1()) is an increasing function from
—o00 to +oo along each of the intervals (—oo,v{") and (v,7,7 1), n € N*. Clearly, that the
solution of the equation ([B.33]) are the eigenvalues (A, )nen- of Problem (Py) (21). Moreover, if
Fy(N) — Fn_1(X) for some X, then )\ is an eigenvalue of the problem (Py) (Z1) for My = 0.
Consequently, from the curves of the functions Fy(A) — Fxy_1(A) and —MpyA, one has

(3.34) 0< A <Ay <7 and v < A1 <Ay <75, neN,

where (X),)nen+ are the eigenvalues of Problem (Py) (@) for My = 0. Since v, # v,f, |, then
by (325), we have

6\ ~N,D ~N,D A\ . *
=A; and 71er+1 =i, (or = fiy, " and 'Y:{Jrl =), j.k €N

We may assume without loss of generality that in [3.34), ;7 = Xj and ;" = ﬁg’D. Then, by

@11, B.28) and ([B.34), one gets
(3.35) 0<h <X <pt® and p'P < N1 < Ny < pd ), ne N*,

with uN-P = pN=1P and p:7 = iy’ =", This ends the proof of (3I3) in this case.

Case 2. If on(Iy, An) = 0, for some n € N*| then by B30) , we have ¥ (fn,A,) = 0. This
implies A, € T'*, where T'* is defined by [B:24]). Consequently, \,,, n € N*| is simultaneously an
eigenvalue of the Dirichlet subproblem [BI2]) for x € Qx and Problem (Py_1) (21). Thus from

B24) and (3:28)), one has

(3.36) A1 = Vi = 0p” = MN,.4, for some n € N*,

and then ([BI3) follows in this case. This completes the proof of interlacing formula (3I3]). By
([3.29), the eigenvalues (A7), cy- of the problem (Py) 2.I) for My = 0 satisfy the asymptote

No h) (x) p(x)
3.37 =1 \ == d \ /
(3:37) n2r?  ensL n2ﬂ'2 Z /Q (z) +/N ) (x)

where (X Jnen= are the eigenvalues of Problem (Py_1) @21,

pn-1(z), = €Qn_1, on-1(x), ze€Qn 1,
p(x) = B and o(z) := -
pn (), x € Qn, on(x), x € Q.
From (3.38)-(B.34]), we have
(3.38) ) <A SN, Sl P < N SNy Sl me N

and then, by [B37) we get the Weyl’s asymptotic formula [BI4]). The proof is complete. O
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3.3. Sharp asymptotics of the eigenvalues and spectral gap. In this subsection, we estab-
lish sharp asymptotic estimates for eigenvalues (A, )nen+ of Problem (Py) (21]). As consequence,
we prove that the spectral gap ” ‘)\n+1 — )\n"’ is uniformly positive. Namely, we enunciate the

following result:
Theorem 3.5. Set A* = {n+1: NP =), = ;ngr[l) for some n € N*}, and let

. liva —0;)? _ _ 1 Y )
Q5= (*77) / <pj Ygj(x) — {p; %o ()} [om) ({os05(@)} 1) ] ) dz, j=0,..,N.
j 5
Then, the set of eigenvalues {\p }nen= of Problem (Py) ) is asymptotically splits into N + 1
branches {\ }nen+, 5 =0,..., N, such that:

(a) for large n+1 € A*,

(3.39) VA = o +2(n+1>+(9 = , 7=0,..,N,

(b) for large n + 1 € N*\A*, one has the asymptotes:

4 * 2(¢;
/XN, = g_‘_&_km_ko(#),j:oij—l,
J

2n  Mjpwinm

* 2
//\7];7+1: ”34_%4_%1\/7(61\’)4_@(%)7
Wy

*
2n Mywynm

(3.40)

where the quantities §;, v and w} are respectively given in [2.21) and [2.22).

Moreover,

2(0. 2 (¢
(3.41) Ant1l — Ap > 27y min 51 ]H)z, S N)Q , as n — 0o.
§=0,N=1 | Mjpwi™ Mywy

Remark 3.6. It should be noted that if n € A*, then at most N+1 of the eigenvalues (ﬁ%’D)neN*
of the N + 1 Dirichlet subproblems [BI2) can coincide. This follows from the simplicity of

the eigenvalues (ﬁ%D) = 0,..., N. For example, in the case of constant coefficients

nen+ o J

pj=0;=1,q=0,0 =Li1—{;, and €7 = L5, for all j € {0,...,N}. In particular, in this
case A* = N*. Conversely, if ﬁ—ﬂi € RE\Q for all j, k € {0,..., N} with j # k, then A* = (.

k
Proof. From the interlacing theorem B3] we deduce that between two consecutive eigenvalues
tn and fin4q there is only one eigenvalue A, of Problem (Py) ([21). Consequently by B.I1),

the set of eigenvalues {\, }nen+ may be decomposed as:

N

(342) {)\n}nEN* = U {/\gl}neN* : \/ A‘/Z:L+1 = ﬁ%’D + IQ{I, j = O, ceey N s

Jj=0

for some sequences (k) >0. Let n+1€ A%, ie, p'P =X, = Mivi_% then by (3:42),

neN*
we get

(3.43) VN =V, =0, N.
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Using the modified Liouville transformation (e.g., [32, Chapter 1)),

livi =4 [T [pi(t - 1 ,
t_%jj/ej S;Et;dt+£j and ¢(t) = (pjoj(z))e(z), j=0,..,N.

Problem (BI2]) can be written in the following form

R R 2
" Q _ J
—T @00 = (1 —£5)?

o(L;) = ¢(Lj41) =0,

b, t€Q;, j=0,.. N,
(3.44) ¢ i

where

Uit —0)? | i\
Qj = w (Pj_l% —{pj o5} {Uj ({Ujpj}fz) } ) , j=0,..,N.

75
It is known (e.g., [32, Chapter 1] and [40, Chapter 1]), that the eigenvalues (ﬁ{{D)neN* of the
N + 1 Dirichlet subproblems ([3.44) satisfy the asymptotics

1

n2

~j,D nm 1

(3.45) o= —+— [ Qj)dx) +0 (

,7=0,.,N.
wi o 2n Jo, ) ’
Therefore ([B39) is a simple deduction from [43) and BZ5). Now, let n 4+ 1 € N*\A*, ie.,

b £ ;Lﬁfjfl). Then by Theorem B3] (8:39) and ([B.42]), one has

- * 1 ) )
(3.46) VA = (% + % +0 (ﬁ)) + k7 with (“fz)neN* >0,75=0,..,N.
J

By Proposition 24 (Z20) (for j = 0) and [227)), we have

‘Pj(£j+1a>\) _ sz'(gj-i-l)Sin(\/Xw;‘)
(347) 0j¢;§§j+1)7\))\) VECOS(ﬁw;)
PNEN, .
- 1], =0, N1,
oNPN (N, A) A

(1],

where @;(x,A) are given in (2.I5). Similarly, let 1 (2, A) be the solution of the initial problem
24), Z3)-(2I0) constructed in Lemma 23] Then by (23],

Yn(n,A) sin(VAwg) n
(3.48) ENUn)EN S£N+1) VA ’

§N €N+1 _ §N(£N) [ ]
NN cos(vg)

and by (Z9)-(ZI0), one has

1/}j(€j+1,/\) 1 .
3.49 - 1, j=0,..N—1,
(3.49) o (L1, A) Mj+1/\[ b

where ¢;(z, \) are given by ([2.I6). From Theorem Bl and (3.42)), it follows

pillau M) i, M) j=0,..,N—1
(3.50) (L)@ (L, M) g (G )W (041, XD
PN AN) N (N, AY)

on(UN)ENUNAY) o (En)UN (N, AY)
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where gy (z, ) and ¥y (x, \) are respectively given by (2.15]) and ([2.I6]). Therefore, from (B47)-
B49) and B50), we get

sin(v/ Mhwy) & (li) .
—~[1] = A}, j=0,..N -1,
(3.51) cos(V Mhw?) J+1\/_
cos(v/AYwy) My~/AN 7

where the quantities §;, v and w? are respectively given in (Z2I) and ([222)). Hence by (3.46)
and (31,

Sin(%w;) ] = & (lj1) 0 j=0, N1
;ZI *) M A ) ) *) )
(3.52) cos{rne; gLy An
Sln('%i:[wN) [1] _ 5]2\7 (KN) [1]
cos(kNwy,) My/AN

It is easy to see that k7 — 0, as n — 0o, j = 0, ..., N. Therefore, by the Weyl’s formula (3.14),

B40) and (BE52), we get the asymptotes [B40). Now, we prove the gap condition (B4I). By
Theorem [Z.5] the eigenvalues (A, )nen+ of Problem (Px) (Z.I)) are simple, and this implies that,
if n € A*, then n+ 1 € N*\A* (or conversely). Hence, we shall examine the following cases:

Case 1. If n. € A*, then n+ 1 € N*\A*. Thus by (BEQI)—(BIII), one has

/ /’\J7D J+1 L i=0 N_1
g ;D 2nm J+1w nm’ T ’
Ay £V~ o an D 2k ()
J \JAN P MN , as n — oo.
Nw nm

Consequently,

b 2E €2 (¢
(3.53) A m 7D M d )\ﬁfﬂ _ﬁN,D v (Un)

nt1 My i 1w*2 " Myl 5, asn — o0, j=0,..,N—1
i+

Case 2. If n € N*\A*, then n+1 € N*\A* or n+1 € A*. Clearly, if n + 1 € N*\A*, then (353)
is satisfied. Now, let n +1 € A*. By (839),

(3.54) VN = \/T +(9( ) j=0,..,N.

Since n € N*\A*, then there exist sequences (n%)neN* > 0 such that /A, = A/ P - K, j =
0,...,N. As above, one has

. * 200

. *
2n Mjpwinm

J
* 2
VW = 5+ Qv _otwlty) | ().
N

2n MNw;mT

From this and (334), it follows

(3.55) /\;H—/\%_% and Afﬂrl—/\%:%@, asn— o0, j=0,..,N—1.
JH1W; NWy
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By the interlacing theorem 3.3, we have /\nle - M > )\le — iP5 =0,..,N. Thus, from
BE53) and (BEH), one gets

Ant1—An > min {A;H )\{l}

7=0,...,

20, >
>2y min l{gj(”l) gN(EN)Q},asn—M)o.

. 2
J=0,...,N— Mj+1w; Mywyy

The proof is complete. O

In the next result, we establish the equivalence between the H-norm of the eigenfunctions

(®n),cn- and their first derivative at the right end x = L .

Proposition 3.7. Let (®,,),.y. be the sequence of eigenfunctions of Problem (Py) 1)) con-
structed in Theorem[23. One has:

[Pnlly wi ¥én (L)
(3.56) ENAERBWI \/ 5 g0 48T 00

where the quantities n, v and wh are respectively given in (Z21) and ([2.22).

Proof. By the change of variables X = w;(x), one has

w

€ (0) i (VR () o = | 68(0) o R () o) = 0,

o & () sm(\/XwJ (x)) cos(\/XwJ (z))p;(x)dr = 2\/X

where [1] =14+ 0O ( ) the quantities &;, v and w; are respectively given in (Z.21) and (2.22).
From this together with (2226]) (for j = 0) and 2271,

Q;

[1], j=0,..,N,

wk . . . w*
||<P0||2Lg0 = & (fo) 5y [1] and ||801||i,§1 = (M &5& (6) sin(vw))? < 1

Similarly by (223]), we get

—— wr
”%Hiﬁj = <\/X 11854, HMkHSlIl Vw? ) TJH j=2,...,N,

where Y; are defined by (22I). Thus, by the above asymptotes,

N-1 2
(3.57) Zn%nm = llewl?; 1) = (ﬁN "Tyoién () HMk IT sin(vws) ) =)

7=0 1=0

Again by (Z23)-(224) and (226)-(227), it follows
N N N—1 2
(3.58) S M) = G tn)1] = (ﬁwrm 12 11 sm(m;>> 1]

k=1 =0

and

il = cos(VAwy)
(3.59) (—D)Nongy(L) = <\/— Tn-1&n(IN) H HSin(\/XWZ)> TL)NM'
k=1 k=0
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Thus, by 2.30), 3.57)-(3.59), one gets

[2ally, vl 8w
lon (L) (LA lon (D) (LA 2An cos?(VAnw)y)

Or equivalantly (by Theorem [B.H),

[ _ W&k (L) 10,
.12 . - )
on(L)ph (LA 2M (1 - sin®(VNwy)

It is easy to see from (B39)-(B40) that

(3.60)

sin< Aﬁgw;‘vﬂ gﬁ, j=0,..,N,
n

for some constants C; > 0. Therefore, from this and (3.60) together with the Weyl’s formula
BI4), we get the equivalence ([B56]). The proof is complete. O

4. Controllability

In this section, we prove our main results, namely the null controllability of System (L.I)-(T3)),
and then, the exact controllability of the Schrédinger model (L12)).

4.1. Null controllability of the heat model (I))-(T3). In this subsection, we prove Theo-
rem [Tl We do it by reducing the control problem to problem of moments. Then, we will solve
this problem of moments using the theory developed in [38, 39]. To this end, let us consider the

so-called adjoint problem, that is,

(pj ()0t + Oy (0j(2)0pt;) — qi(x)05) (t,x) =0, t>0, x€Q;, j=0,...,N,

(4 1) ’llj_l(t,fj):ZA’j(t)Zﬂj(t,fj), t>0,5=1,..,N,
(Ujfl(gj)azﬁjfl — O'j(éj)am’&j) (t,éj) = Mjatéj(t), t>0, j= 1,..., N,
ao(t,0) = 0, @ (t,L) =0 t>0,

with final data at ¢t =T > 0 given by

QJ(T,$)=11T LL‘EQJ‘, 7=0,...,N,

¥ )

(4.2) ) . ’
2(T) = 27, j=1,..,N.

—

By letting U= ((ﬂj)j.vzo , (éj)jvzl) , the above problem can be written as

8, U(t) =AU(t), U(T)=UT, t € (0,00),

. T
where A is defined in 22) and UT = ((ﬁT)N (2T)N ) . Then, we have the following

J/j=0"\"3Jj=1
characterization of the null-controllability property.
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Lemma 4.1. System (H)—(IEI) is null-controllable in time T > 0, if and only if, for any initial

data U° = (( 0)5\’ 0 (zo)jv 1) € H, there exists a control function h(t) € H(0,T), such that,

for any U7 = ((ﬂ;f)jvzo , (éf)j\[:l)—r et
(43) <UO, (0,207, (zj<o>>§v_1)T>H o (1) | U (s (b, Lydt

N T
where U = (( )jv o0 (% )jv 1) is the solution of the adjoint problem (&I)-(E2]).

Proof. We proceed as in the classical duality approach. We first multiply the NV + 1 equations
in (1)) by (ﬁj)jvzo, to obtain

G+ i+
/ / Opujt;dtp;(z da:—/ / 2)0pu;) — q;(x)u;)i;dtde,

. T
where U = ((ﬁj)j.vzo , (éj)jvzl) is the solution of Problem ([@I))-(@2)). Integration by parts leads

to

Nl
(44) > / i
=04

x=L; =0
I:é“ —0j(2)0; ujuj‘ ”1) dt.

da:—/ Z 0 () 0gu;t;

N~ =L
Since E 0 (2)Opuzis| — /" = E M;0,2;%(t), and

N
> oy (@)arisuyl; =fi+ ZM 0122 (t) + on (L)h(t)D,i;(t, L),
7=0

then by (@A), one gets

j+1 N . T
Z/ ’U,J )d!E + ZMijéj(t) z;g = —/ O'N(L)am’&N’uN(t, L)dt
j=1 0
Equivalently,
_ 0 _ N
(4.5) <U(T),U >H - <U ,U(O)>H /0 on(L)dyanun (¢, L)dt,
where

U@) = (@ )y )L and 00) = (0,22, (50)%,)
Now, we assume that (L3 holds. Then by ([@.3]), one has
uj(T,z) =0, VxeQ;, Vje{0,....,N},
zj(T) =0, Vie{l,..,N}.
Thus, the solution U is controllable to zero and h(t) is a control of Problem (LI)-(L3). Con-

versely, if h(t) is a control of Problem (LI)-(L3]) for which (6] holds. Thus by (@A), we get
(#3). The Lemma is proved. O

(4.6)
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We are now ready to reduce the control problem (LI))-(L.3]) to a moment problem. Let (), cx-

be the sequence of eigenfunctions of Problem (Py) (2I) constructed in Theorem [2.5] then any
. T
terminal data U7 := ((ﬁT)N (QT)jv: 1) € H for the adjoint problem I)-(#2) can be

J ) j=0"\"]
written as
. ur. &,
ur = 27< n 2>”<1>n(x),
2 ]

where the Fourier coefficients U7 = , n € N*, belong to ¢?(N). Hence, the solution

19,2
P N N . N O\ .
Ut ) = (5 (L) (556, ) of @I-E2) is given by
Ut,o) =Y Ule T D0, (2),
neN*

and we have

0.U(t, L) = dyin(t,L) = Y UFe T (L, \y),
neN*

where o (z, A) is defined by (ZI8). Using this fact in (£3)), on gets the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Problem ([LI)-({L3) is null-controllable in time T > 0 if and only if for any

U9, B
UO — < ) n (bn
2 T et

there exists a function h(t) € H'(0,T) such that

T
(4.7) e MU0 @)y = on(L)ly (L, )\n)/ h(T — t)e~*tdt, Vn € N*.
0
We are now in a position to prove Theorem [T

Proof. From the Weyl’s formula (314,

1
E — <00,
neN* )\n

and then by Theorem B.5], we deduce that there exists a biorthogonal sequence (0,,(t))nen+ to

the family of exponential functions (e=*»%),cn- (see [38,[39]) such that

1, if n=m,
0, if n#m.
Again by (BI4) together with the general theory developed in [38], it follows that there exists

T
/ 9"(t)e_)\mtdt = 5nm =
0

constants C;(T") > 0 (depending on T') and CA'j > 0 such that for any j € N,
(4.8) ||®n(t)||Hj(O,T) <Cj (T)e“™, n € N*.

Let (®,,)
2.5 then

nen+ be the sequence of eigenfunctions of Problem (Py) (2.1)) constructed in Theorem

O, (L) = @y (L, \n) #0, ¥n € N,
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where pn(x,A) is defined by 2I5). Indeed, if ®],(L) = 0, then the restriction ¢x(z, A) of @,
to Qu satisfies, on (L, An) = (L, A\n) = 0. Thus, on(z, A,) = 0, a contradiction. Therefore
from the above, we infer that an explicit formal solution of the moment problem (&) is given
by

(4.9) WT—t)=k(t)=Y_ Me’A"TGH(t)

nEN* UN@?V (Lu )‘n)

As a consequence, the task consists in showing that the series k(t) convergence in H'(0,T).

From (L8) and (£3), we obtain by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

[Pn % A T+C
4.10 h <Ci(T e ATEC DO,
(4.10) Bllz1 0.1y < C >(Z ENAERI AW (A
Therefore from Proposition B.7, the Weyl’s formula (B.14) and @I0), it follows
_nnT
Wi e
1l 0.2 < CT ren (L (L

nGN*
for some new constant C'(7') > 0, where the quantities ;, v and w} are respectively given
in (221I) and (Z22). This proves the convergence of the series h(t) and finishes the proof of
Theorem [[T1 O

4.2. Exact controllability of the Schrédinger model ([LI2). In this subsection, we prove
Theorem

Proof. By means of Lions HUM method (see [31]), controllability properties of the Schrédinger
model (CI2) can be reduced to suitable observability inequalities for the adjoint system. As
([LI2) is reversible in time, we are reduced to the same system without control. Let U =
(ao(t,x),ﬁl(t,x),é(t))T be the unique solution of Problem ([LI2) with h(¢t) = 0. It is easy to
show that
(4.11) Ult,z) = > cne™', (x) € C([0,T), Hy(0,1) x C), ¢, € A(N*),

neN-

where (A, )nn+ are the eigenvalues of the spectral problem

(4.12) — ¢ = Ay, z € (Uj,4541), j=0,1,

(4.13) Po(l1) = d1(t1), (& — 1) (&) = Ao (6),

(4.14) Po(lo) = ¢o(0) =0, ¢1(L2) = ¢1(1) =0,

and ((/ﬁn)neN* are the associated eigenfunctions, which are normalized in the Hilbert space

H = HL2(€J-,€J-+1) x C so that lim ||®,]% = 1. Consequently, the task now is to prove
n—oo
Jj=0
following observability inequality:

T
(4.15) /O |8, ti0 (£, 0)|* dt =< 1T, 2) 132 0.1y s ¥ T > 0.
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To this end, following Lemma 2.3 and Proposition[2Z.4] it easy to see that the problem determined
by Equations (II12)-(@.I3), and the initial conditions ¢(0) = ¢ (0)—1 = 0, has a unique solution

wo(z,A) = M, x €00,4],
(4.16) (@A) = Sin(\%x)
v1(z, A) = Y, sin(vV/ M) sin(vA(z — £1)), = € [£1,1].

Similarly, the problem determined by Equations (I12)-[1I3)), and the initial conditions ¢ (1) =
#p(1) + 1 =0, has a unique solution 9 (z, A) :

sin(vA(1 — z))

ir - Yoz, A) = oy —sin(vA(1 = £1)) sin(v/A(¢ — ), = €[0,41],
B (AT S

Following an argument similar to that in the proof of Theorem 25, we deduce that the eigen-

functions (®,,(x)),,cn- associated with Problem (4.12)-(4.14) taken the form

T
(q)n(x))neN* = ((‘P;(x An )) 07</71(€1;A ))HGN* y T € [€j7€1+1]7 j: 07 15
where @;(z,\) are given by ([@I6). Consequently, the eigenfunctions
3 O, (x)
4.18 P, =
s = ol

can be chosen to constitute an orthonormal basis of #, and then, the space H{(0,1) x C can be

Vn € N,

characterized as

(419)  H(0,1)xC= {um =3 dule) ¢ uldyoee = S Anlenl? <oo}-

neN* neN*

By ([@16]) and ([{.I8), a simple calculation yields

=/ . |(I)/( )l / 2 1

@j(éla /\) _ 1/)j(glv >‘)
30;(617)‘) w;(gla)‘)7

where [1] =14+ O (r) From Theorem B3]

(#18) and (I7), one has

sin(v A l1) 1 1] a sm(\/x(l—ﬂl)) _ 1
cos(vAnl1)  Vn cos(\/)\_n(l—fl)) Vn

7 = 0,1, and then by

(4.21) ).

Let {un}7 = {( ) } {(1n7r ) } . Then, under Condition (II3)) together with
Theorem [B.3]

(4.22) 0<A1<mf{<”> (

and

) }7 Mn < )\n—i-l < fn+1, Vn € N*.

(4.23) Ay ~ nr?,
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Following an argument similar to that in the proof of Theorem 23 using ({.2I)-@22) and
([#£23), we deduce that the set of eigenvalues {\, }nen+ is asymptotically splits into two branches
{M }nen+, j = 0,1, such that:

421y So—"m 1 +(9(%) and x/A}l=1m£ 7 ! +(9(i).
—t1

él 61717‘( 1 —Kl)mr

Consequently,
. 1 1
(4.25) Ang1 — Ay > 2min ¢ —5, ———— >, as n — 0o,
07 (1—4y)
and since 1 =1 — ¢ + ¢1, by (£20), one gets the equivalence

1

(4.26) |9 (0)] =< n = =0,1.

From (£22)-(@23), we find that the Beurling upper density of the eigenvalues (A, )nen-,

+
D () = tim P A o L

T—00 T n—oo N
where nt (r, \,) denotes the maximum number of terms of the sequence (A, )nen~ contained in
an interval of length r. Therefore Beurling’s Theorem (e.g., [23]) states that for any T' > 0, the
i)\nt)

family (e nen- forms a Riesz basis in L?(0,T). Furthermore, for every T' > 0,

T 2

/ ST xwe™ | dt =< 3l
0 [nen- neN~

for all sequences of complex numbers (Xn)nen+. Let xpn = ¢, ®y, (0), then by @II) and @I5),

T
/ Do (t,0)|dt <

0 neN*

—~ 2
cn®, (0)’ L, YT >0.

Therfore, from this, (A19) and (£26), we get the observability inequality (ZI5). The proof is
complete. O
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