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Abstract

We prove a Logvinenko-Sereda Theorem for vector valued functions. That is,
for an arbitrary Banach space X, all p € [1,00], all A € (0,00)¢, all f € LP(RY;X)
with supp Ff € x4 | (—A;/2,A;/2), and all thick sets E = RY we have

eflie®ax) = Cllfllee rax):

The constant is explicitly known in dependence of the geometric parameters of the
thick set and the parameter A. As an application, we study control theory for nor-
mally elliptic operators on Banach spaces whose coefficients of their symbol are
given by bounded linear operators. This includes systems of coupled parabolic
equations or problems depending on a parameter.
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1. Introduction

The paper is split into two parts. The first part concerns a generalization of the classical
Logvinenko-Sereda Theorem to vector valued functions. The second part then studies
an application to control theory.

The Logvinenko-Sereda Theorem goes back at least to the papers [Pan61, Pan62],
and has been proven independently in [Kac73, LS74]. In order to formulate its result
we introduce some notation.Let p € (0,1] and L = (L;)& ; € (0,00)9. A set E < R% is
called (p, L)-thick if E is measurable and for all x € R¢ we have

d
>p[ L (1.1)
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Here, || denotes the Lebesgue measure. For A € (0,00)4 we use the notation

M = x{1(=Ai/2,Ai/2) (1.2)
for the parallelepiped with side lengths A, i € {1,2,...,d}. For f € LP(R%) we de-
note by JFf its Fourier transform. The results of the above mentioned papers can be
summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For all p € [1,0], all A € (0,00)4, all all p > 0, all L € (0,00)9, and all
(p, L)-thick sets E < RY there exists a constant C = 1 such that for all f € LP(RY) with
supp IJf < T\ we have

[Tefl[Lrray = CllfllLpra)- (1.3)

Thus the result compares the overall LP-norm of the function f with its norm only
on a thick subset E = RY. The papers [Kac73, LS74] also show that the constant C
can be chosen as C = c1e®?* with some positive constants c¢; and c, depending only
on the space dimension and the geometric parameters p and L. This result has been
significantly improved in [Kov00, Kov01], in which it is shown that C can be chosen

as K(14+A-L)
0 .
€= (K)

with some positive constant K depending only on the dimension, which appears to be
optimal. Subsequently, the classical Logvinenko-Sereda theorem has been adapted to
various settings, e.g., to L2-functions whose Fourier-Bessel transform is supported in
an interval [GJ13], or to functions on the torus in [EV20].

In the case p = 2, the condition supp Ff < TTj is implied by f € ranP 5 (—A) where
—A denotes the negative Laplacian and P_5(—A) denotes the associated spectral pro-

jector on L2(IR9) onto energies below +/A. One can therefore ask whether Theorem 1.1
continues to hold if we assume that f € ranP, (H) for a certain self-adjoint operator H
acting on L*(R%). This is indeed the case if H = —Ag + V where g is an analytic per-
turbation of the flat metric and V : R¢ — R is analytic and decays at infinity, as shown
in [LM]. Moreover, the recent [ES21] provides a sufficient condition (a Bernstein-like
inequality) for f € ranP, (H) such that inequality (1.3) with p = 2 holds for thick obser-
vation sets E. Examples include the pure Laplacian, which is covered by Theorem 1.1,
divergence-type operators, and the harmonic oscillator.

In this paper we generalize Theorem 1.1 to vector valued functions f € LP(RY;X)
with values in an arbitrary Banach space X. It is formulated in Theorem 3.1. Let us
stress that the substantial novelty of Theorem 3.1 is that X may be of infinite dimension.
In particular, this allows to consider infinite dimensional state spaces in our application
to control theory. This is the topic of the second part of our paper which we introduce
in the following.

We consider for T > 0 the linear control problem

o)+ Apy(t) = Teu(t), y(0) = yo e XP = LP(R%X), te[0,T],  (L4)



where X is an arbitrary Banach space, p € [1,0), A, is a normally elliptic differential
operator in XP, and where E = RR¢ is a thick set. We study null-controllability in
L"([0,T]; XP) with r € [1,00], that is, for all yp € XP there exists a control function
u € L7([0,T]; XP) such that the mild solution y of (1.4) satisfies y(T) = 0. A weaker
variant of this is approximate null-controllability. This means that for all ¢ > 0 and all
Yo € XP there exists a control function u € L"([0, T]; XP) such that the mild solution y
of (1.4) satisfies |[y(T)|| < e.

Null-controllability for heat-like equations is well known in the scalar-valued case
X =Candp=r=2, see eg., [FR71, LR95, FI96, EZ11, MRR14] for bounded regions
Q < RY, and [Ter97, CMZ01, MZ01a, MZ01b, CMV04, Mil05, KO20] for unbounded
regions. We prove in Theorem 4.10 that for arbitrary (possibly infinite-dimensional)
Banach spaces X, the system (1.4) is approximately null-controllable if p = 1 and null-
controllable if p € (1,0). As a special case of our result one may consider, e.g., a
system of n coupled parabolic partial differential equations (if X = C™), or problems
depending on a parameter (here X is a function space). For example, our results apply
to strongly elliptic control systems of the form

ory(t) + (FAVV ) ™My(t) + By(t) = 1gu(t), y(0) =yo e LP(R4C™), te(0,T],

where A, B € C™™*™ are such that (~AVV )™ is strongly elliptic. For a related result,
we refer to [ABDGO09], where controllability for finite dimensional systems is studied
using a suitable Kalman rank condition. As another example we consider the follow-

ing setting: For A € [0, 1], let
d

A)\ = Z ai’j (}\)aiaj

ij=1

with a;; € C[0,1] and consider the parameter dependent linear control problem
Orz(t) + Anz(t) = 1gv(t), z(0) = zo e LP(RY), te[0,T], (1.5)

where we view A, as an unbounded operator in LP(IR¢). Concerning the question of
null-controllability, we remark that the control function v may depend on the param-
eter A. Next, we reformulate this as a single linear control problem in LP(R¢Y; C[0, 1]).
We write a; ; € £(C[0,1]) for the multiplication operator given by f — a; ;f. Consider
the operator

d
A= Z ai;j 8i6‘]-
i,j=1

acting on LP (R%; C[0,1]). Under certain assumptions on the coefficients a; j, the oper-
ator A is normally elliptic and Eq. (1.4) with A, replaced by A and X = C[0, 1] is well
posed. Therefore, the parameter dependent Eq. (1.5) can be rewritten in the form (1.4)
with, X = C[0,1], A, = A and yo = 20 ®1[p;3}- The thick set E < R¢ in Eq. (1.4) may
be chosen as in Eq. (1.5).

For the proof of Theorem 4.10 we employ the classical equivalence between (ap-
proximate) null-controllability and final state observability for the adjoint problem.



This follows from Douglas’ lemma, see [Dou66] in the case of Hilbert spaces, and
[Emb73, DR77, Har78, CP78, Car85, Car88, Forl4] for its generalization to Banach
spaces. The observability estimate is formulated in Theorem 4.8. Its proof is based
on the classical Lebeau-Robbiano strategy. For Hilbert spaces it goes back to the pa-
pers [LR95, LZ98, JL99, Mill10] and was further studied, e.g., in [TT11, WZ17, BPS18,
NTTV20, BPZ21]. Recently it has been adapted to Banach spaces in [GST20, BGST23].
The main idea of this strategy is that a so-called spectral inequality and a dissipation
estimate implies an observability estimate. While the spectral inequality is provided
by our vector-valued version of the Logvinenko-Sereda theorem, the dissipation es-
timate is derived from representing the semigroup generated by —A,, as a Fourier
multiplier with an operator-valued symbol.

2. Preliminaries

The theory of vector-valued distributions was developed by Schwartz in [Sch57] and
[Sch58]. In [Ama97], this theory was applied to study vector valued Fourier multipli-
ers. Further results in this direction can be found in [Amal9] and [HNVW16]. It turns
out that we cannot literally apply these results for our purpose, we present in this
section some basic properties of vector-valued distributions and Fourier multipliers.

Let X be a Banach space with norm ||-||x. We denote by D(RY;X), §(R%;X) and
&(RY4; X) the spaces of X-valued test functions, Schwartz functions and smooth func-
tions with the usual topologies, and by D'(R¢; X), 8'(R¢; X) and &'(R¢Y; X) the spaces of
X-valued distributions, tempered distributions and compactly supported distributions
respectively. Note that 7 (R%;X) = £(F(R%);X) where T € {D,8,€}. We denote by
Om(R4; X) the space of slowly increasing X-valued functions, that is ¢ € Om(RY; X)
if for each multi-index « there exist constants C,, m, such that

[0%@(x)[Ix < Co(l+ )™, (xeRY).
Forve X and ¢ € D(RY), we denote by ¢ ®v the element of D(IRY; X) given by

(P ®V)(x) = @(x)v.

The set of these functions is called the set of elementary tensors. The set of finite linear
combinations of elementary tensors is dense in F(R¢; X) where F € {D,D’,§,8’,¢,€’,
Om}-

In the usual fashion, we may extend the operations of differentiation, multiplication
by smooth functions and Fourier transform to the appropriate classes of distributions
by duality. In the case of the Fourier transform, this can be done as follows. We
define for z,x € C% the Fourier character e, (x) = e**. Note that e, € £(RY) and that
z + e,(x) is entire. We define the Fourier transform J : §(R¢; X) — 8§(R¢Y; X) by

(Fo)(&) = Jea@dx.

Rd



It is an automorphism of §(R¢; X) with inverse given by

(1) (x) = # f e odE,

Rd
If f € 8'(RY; X), then we define the Fourier transform J : §'(R¢; X) — §'(R¢%; X) by

(FF)(@) = f(Fp), (¢ eSRY))

and obtain an automorphism of 8’ (RY; X).
If ue &(RY;X), ie. uhas compact support, then T u e €(RY;X). Thus we may
define the inverse Fourier-Laplace transform £ : &'(R9;X) — C*(C4; X) by

(Lu)(z) = (F ' (eim-w))(Rez).

By checking that the Cauchy-Riemann differential equations hold for Lu, it follows
that £u is an entire function. It follows that if f € 8'(R¢; X) is such that Ff € &'(R¢; X),
then f can be extended to an entire function f: C4 — X given by LJf. In particular f
is analytic on R9.

Fori=0,1,2 let X; be a Banach space with norm ||-||x,. By a multiplication we mean
a bilinear continuous map

o: X1 x X2 = Xo, (x1,X2) = X1 0%

such that
X1 @ x2lx, < [IX1]lx; [1x2]Ix,-

In particular, we will be interested in the cases where
(i) X1 =C, X, =Xpand Aex = Ax,
(i) X; =X}, Xo=C and x' e x = (X, x),

(iii) X7 = £(X2,Xp) and A e x = Ax.

Note that the first two cases can be seen as special cases of the third case.
From [Ama97], we infer that any multiplication gives rise to a unique hypocontinu-
ous bilinear map

B:&(RY;X;) x D'(RY; Xp) — D'(RY; Xg), 1 x fa — B(fy, f2)
such that for all @1, @3 € D(RY), x1 € X1, x2 € X we have
B(p1®@x1, 92 ®%2) = (@192) ® (X1 @ X2).

Here, hypocontinuous means that it is continuous in each variable, and uniformly
continuous if one of the variables is restricted a bounded set. Furthermore, the restric-
tion By, (Ra;x,)x s/ (R4;X,) 1S hypocontinuous as well. We write B(f, f2) = 1 o f2 in the
following.



Set D = —iV. Given m € Opm (RY; X;), we define the Fourier multiplier
m(D) : 8'(R%; X,) — 8'(RY; Xg), > F1(m e FFf).
We note that in the special case of Xy = Xo = X, X; = £(X), we have
my(D)my(D) = (mymy)(D).

With respect to the above multiplication e, we define the convolution *, of two ele-
mentary tensors @1 ®x; and @2 @x2 (with @1, @2 € D(RY), x; € X1, and x2 € X2),
by

(91 ®%1) #¢ (92 ®%2) = (91 92) @ (x1 #X2),

where = denotes the usual convolution of scalar-valued functions. Theorem 3.1 in
[Ama97] implies that =, extends to bilinear, hypocontinuous maps:

¢ S(RY; Xp) x 8’ (R Xp) — 8'(RY; Xo),
¥ 1 D'(RY; X1) x &'(RY; X)) — D'(RY; Xo).

Moreover, according to [Ama97, Theorem 3.5], for 1 < p < o, there is a third extension

xo : LH(RY X1) x LP(RY; Xp) — LP(R%; Xp),  (f,g) > Jf(~ —y)eg(y)dy,
IRd

satisfying Young’s inequality

[ e gllirraixy) < Ifllirwaix)ll9llir rax,)-

In the following, we will suppress the symbol e if it is clear from the context which
multiplication is being employed.
Combining [Ama97, Theorem 4.1] and [Ama97, Corollary 4.4] we obtain

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ > 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that for all w > 0 and all m €
wWa+Leo (R4, X)) satisfying

| m|[ywasie + max  sup [E1*FE0m(E)||x, < 1< o
al<sd+ £cR4

we have
1T L R, < Che
In particular, it follows from Young's inequality that m(D) e L(LP(RY;X,), LP(R%; Xp))
with
ImD)] < Cu.



Following [Ama97, Theorem 2.3], we can define a hypocontinuous bilinear mapping
[, Je : 8'(RY; X1) x 8(RY; X2) — Xp by setting

[f®x1, 0 ®x2], = {f, @)g/(Ra)xs(RI)X1 ® X2
(R4)x8(R4)

for elementary tensors given by f € §'(R%), @ € 8§(R%),x; € X1,x2 € X, and extending
by density. As before, we will suppress the notation of e when it is clear from the
context which multiplication is being employed. It follows that

[Ff, @] = [f,Te], (2.1)

i.e. the Fourier transform is symmetric with respect to this form. If f € L (R%;X)
and @ € D(R%;X,), we have

(0] = [ f090mdx
R4

In the following, we specialize to the case X, = X, X; = X' and x; e xo = {(x1,X2).
Suppose that m € Opm (R4; £(X)) and consider m(D) : §(R%; X) — §(RY;X). It is clear
that the symbol m/(—-) given by R9 5 & > m(—&)’ € £(X’) belongs to Opm (RY; £(X)).
Here, m(—¢§)" denotes the adjoint operator of m(—¢§). For any Banach space Y and
f e 8'(RYY), ¢ € S(RY;Y), we set Rp = @(—-) and define Rf € 8'(RY;Y) by Rf({) =
f(Rp) where P € 8§(RY;Y). Using that F~1f = (271)"4FRf for f € §'(RY; X), we deduce
from (2.1) that

[m'(—D)f, o] = [f, m(D)e].

In particular, if f € LP(R%; X’) where 1 < p < 0 and ¢ € D(R?) we deduce

f< (x)ydx = f (f(x) ) (x))dx.

We may therefore deduce the following result, which will be important when relating
our observability estimate to null controllability:

Proposition 2.2. Let q be such that p~' + q~! = 1. Let X be a Banach space such that X' has
the Radon-Nikodym property and 1 < p < oo. Let m € Oz (£(X)) such that

1T~ mlps ra;z (x)) < o0
Then m(D) = m/(—-D) € £(L9(R%; X') with

Im(D)|| < 1F m| 11 ra,e (x))-



Before we proceed with the proof, let us recall that, as in the scalar case, we have
the convolution identity

F(f+g) = FfFg, (fel'(RY;L(X)),gelP(RY;X)).

This identity can be verified first on elementary tensors and then established in the
general case by a density argument. Thus, it follows from Fourier inversion, the above
identity and Young’s inequality that

Im(D)|lgrr®rax)) < I1F Mllpira e -
Proof. From the Radon-Nikodym property of X’ we have that LP (R9; X)" ~ L9(R¢; X’)
and
<f, 9>Lq(1Rd,‘X’)>< Lr (]Rd;X) = f<f(X), g(x)>X’><del (f, g) € ]_CI (IRd,- X/) X ]_P (IRd; X)
R4

In particular, if ¢ € D(RY;X) it holds that
M (=D)f, @)rara;x)«1rre;x) = £ MD)@)Lare;x e (RX)-
Now, let (f,g) € L9(R%; X') x LP(R¢; X). Since §(RY; X) is dense in LP(R¢;X), we can
choose a sequence (y)¥_, € S(RY; X)N such that
lox — 9||Lv(]Rd;X) —0 (k— o).
Thus, m(D)ey — m(D)g in LP(R¢;X) as k — o and since

(M (=D)f, g)raxrr = {f, m(D)@x)raxir + (M'(=D)f, g — @i raxir
it follows that
(m/(=D)f, gyraxrr = {f,m(D)g)raxLr

which proves m(D)" = m/(—D).
Let x € R4, It follows that for ({,v) € X’ x X

1
2n)d

@m0 v) = < (T m) (v) = f €%, m(E)v)de

R4
_ (2711) _ f % (m(£)/L, v)dE
R4

= ((F ') (%)L, V).

Therefore, since m(D)’ = m/(—D) we obtain

1F 7 m (=)l rae ooy = 1EF M) ey = 1F 7 mligee o) < k

and the result follows. O



3. Logvinenko-Sereda theorem for vector-valued functions

Let X be a Banach space with norm |-||x. In order to formulate our main result
we recall the notion of a (p,L)-thick subset E of R¢, and the notation TT, for the
parallelepiped with side lengths A;, i € {1,2,...,d}, cf. Egs. (1.1) and (1.2) in the
introduction. For f € LP(IR4; X) we denote by Ff its Fourier transform, cf. Section 2.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a constant Cpg > 1 such that for all p € [1,00], all A € (0,0)4,

all f e LP(RY;X) with suppFf < My, all p > 0, all L € (0,00)9, and all (p,L)-thick sets
E < RY we have

P

ITefllLr rax) = <C—LS e re)-

) Crs(d+L-A)

In the case where X = C this theorem was originally proven by Logvinenko and
Sereda in [LS74] and significantly improved by Kovrijkine in [Kov00, Kov01]. For
further references concerning the case X = C we refer to the introduction. Let us
stress that the essential improvement of Theorem 3.1 is reflected in the (possible) infi-
nite dimensionality of the Banach space X. To this end, let us consider the following
example.

Example 3.2. Let I be a countable index set, and consider for i € I the functions
f; € LP(RY) with supp Ff; < TT, for some A € (0,0). Thus, the classical Logvinenko-
Sereda theorem (i.e. X = C) applies to each f; separately. Now we assume that the
pointwise supremum g : R4 — R,

g(x) = sup{lfi(x)[: ie I}

is in LP(RY). Then, Theorem 1.1 with X = £*(I) applied to the function f : R¢ — ¢*(I),
(f(x))i = fi(x), gives

1/p 0 Crs(d+L-A)
eglise = ([ 100 x) > (&) T

Indeed, if the index set I is finite, it is feasible to conclude this estimate directly from
the classical Logvinenko-Sereda theorem (X = C) with a constant depending on the
cardinality of I. If the cardinality of I is infinite, our Theorem 3.1 applies.

For the proof of Theorem 3.1 we will follow the main strategy given in [Kov00].
However, in order to deal with Banach space valued functions instead of C-valued
functions we shall need two preparatory results, i.e. Proposition 3.3 and Proposi-
tion 3.4, which we formulate next. The final proof of Theorem 3.1 is postponed to
the appendix.

For z € C and r > 0 we denote by D(z,1) < C the open disc of radius r centered at
z. As well, let B(x, 1) < R4 be the ball of radius r centered at x e RY. If z=0or x = 0,
respectively, we simply write D(r) or B(r).



Proposition 3.3. There exists a constant C1 = 1 such that for all closed intervals I = R with
0 € Land |I| = 1, all analytic functions f : D(6) — X satisfying

sup [[f(z)||lx <M and supl/f(x)||x =1
zeD(5) xel

for some M > 0, and all measurable A < 1 we have

AL B
sup[[f(x)[x = { = supl||f(x)]|x- (3.1)
XEA 1 xel

Proposition 3.4. There exists a constant Co > 0 such that for all A € (0,0)94, all p € [1, 0],
all f € LP(RY; X) with supp Ff < Ty and all o € N§ we have

[ex|
10°FlILp Rax) < Co " A¥[F]l Lo (ra:x)-

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Without loss of generality we assume that |A| > 0. Since I is
closed and ||f(-)||x is continuous on I, there exists xg € I such that sup, _|f(x)||x =
[f(x0)|/x- By a consequence of the Hahn-Banach theorem, we can find x’ € X’ such that
¥/ [lxs = 1 and

& f(x0)) = [If(x0)lIx-

The function ¢ : D(5) — C given by ¢ = (x/,f(- + x¢)) is analytic and we have

[ (0)] = [[f(xo)lIx =1

as well as
lo(2)l < [f(z+x0)Ix <M

for all z € D(4). Moreover, the sets [ —xp and A — xg are such that A —xyg < [ — xq,
A —xg is of positive measure by assumption and 0 € I — xo. Applying Lemma 1 in
[Kov01] with ¢ as above as well as I and A replaced by I —xp and A — x( respectively,
we obtain that there exists a constant C; > 0 such that

In(M)

A\ 2
sup [o(x)| = c, sup [@(x)l-

XEA*XO XEI*XO

Inequality (3.1) now follows from

sup|[f(x)[[x = supl(x’, f(x))l = sup |o(x)|

XEA XEA XEA—X(
(M) In(M)
In

In(M
AN B Al T
> ¢ (0)] = sup[f(x)llx. O
C1 Cy

xel

Proof of Proposition 3.4. The proof is an adaption of the classical proof, as it can be
found for example in [Wol03], to the vector-valued setting. We only prove the assertion
in the case |«| = 1. The case |x| = 0 is trivial, and the case |x| > 1 follows by induction.

10



We choose a real-valued function ¢ € §(IRY) such that 0 < ¢ < 1 as well as ¢ = 1 on
[~1/2,1/2]¢ and define @) = @(Ty-) where

T)\Zleﬁle, (xl,...,xd)+—>(xl/?\l,...,xd/?\d).

Clearly, x = 1 on TTy, Flox = M2 ..?\d(’J'"_l(p)(T)\*l.). Moreover, since the usual
convolution identity also holds in the vector-valued setting, we have f = F~1(Ff) =
(F~1@a) = f. From Young’s inequality we conclude for all j € {1,2,...,d} that

105 Flltr Raxy = 1(05F @A) * Fll Lo ras) < 105F @l eyl IFll Lo (rax)-
Since

165F  @alltiray = AjlAA2 - Aa (G5 @) (T )l ray = A 165F " @l ray,

4. Control theory for normally elliptic operators on Banach spaces

4.1. Normally elliptic operators and their semigroups

In [Ama01], the notion of normal ellipticity has been introduced for operators with
variable, £(X)-valued, non-smooth coefficients and it was shown that their negatives
generate analytic semigroups on LP(IR4;X). This general framework is technically
challenging and involves, for example, Besov spaces of vector-valued functions. In
what follows, we consider normally elliptic operator A with constant coefficients only.
As a consequence, certain proofs of [Ama01] simplify and we obtain stronger results.
In particular, using ideas from [Ama97, Ama0l, Amal9] we show that:

(i) —Ap, the part of A in LP (RY; X), is a semigroup generator and one can represent
the resulting semigroup as a Fourier multiplier. This is suggested by [Ama97,
Remark 7.5]. Here, we give a full proof of this result.

(ii) The derivatives of the symbol of this multiplier decay exponentially. This is the
content of Lemma 4.4 which is the crucial result of this section for our application
to control theory. In Proposition 3.5.7 of [Amal9] a similar estimate is given, but
with polynomial decay.

Let X be a Banach space and d,m € IN. For given coefficients a, € £(X) where «
ranges over all multi-indices with |x| < m, consider the polynomial a : R — £(X),

a(‘i): Z aa«i“-

[x|<m

We suppose that a has degree m, meaning there exists a multi-index o € IN§ such
that |[x] = m and a, # 0. The set of all polynomials of this type is denoted by
Pm(R%; £(X)). The associated Fourier multiplier A = a(D) is a differential operator

11



acting on 8’(R%; X), see Section 2. The principal symbol of A is the polynomial a, :
R4 — £(X),

Letk > 1,9 € [0,7m) and w € R. We write
Lyw = {z€ C:larg(z — w)| < 9} U {0}.

Given a linear operator T € £(X), we denote its resolvent set by p(T). We say that a
differential operator A is (k, 9, w)-elliptic if for all & € R4Y with |&] = 1 it holds that

p(—am(&)) 2 Lo

and forall A e Ly ,

We say that A is normally elliptic (with symbol a) if it is (k, 7t/2, 0)-elliptic and call k a
ellipticity constant of A.
Let 1 < p < c0. We denote by A, the part of A in [P (RY; X), that is

dom(A,) = {f e LP(R%X) : Af e LP(R%; X)),  Apf = Af.

Remark 4.1. Suppose that A is (k, 9, w)-elliptic. By homogeneity we obtain for all £ # 0
and A € p(—am(§))

A+ am(&)™ = A+ 18™am(E/E)) ™ = 1ET™(E ™A + am (§/1E])

Therefore, if £ # 0, and A € [E[™ Ly, = Ly |z m, then

K
[EI™ + A — w[E™]

I+ am (&) 71| <

Proposition 4.2. If A is normally elliptic with ellipticity constant x, there exist ¢ > /2
and M > 0 as well as p < 0 such that A is (M, @, w)-elliptic. Moreover, we can choose
(M, @, 1) = (2k + 1, m — arctan(2k), —1/(2k)).

Proof. Suppose that T € £(X) and K > 0, z€ p(—T) are such that
lz+T)7 ! <K

Then it follows from the usual Neumann series argument that D(z, K™!) < p(—T) and
we have for all w € D(z,K™1) that

(W+T)7l = (z—w)“(erT)*l*“,

B

n=0

12



which leads to the estimate

0
K
T) ! <KE —wW"Kt = ————,
Iow + 1)~ [z = wl 1—|z—w[K

n=0
In particular, if w € D(z, (2K)~1) we get
[(w+T)7 1| < 2K,

Now, let A be normally elliptic. Fix 0 € R and t € [0, (1 + |o])/(2k)]. Clearly, we
have —t +1io in D(io, (1 + |o])/(2k)). Let [E] = 1. Applying the above considerations to
T = am (&), we obtain

2K
_ i -1 <«
(= +io+ am(@) 7 < 715,
Furthermore, since
. 1 1 1 2k + 1
- —|<1+|-T+— <14+ — <
1+ T+10‘+2K| 1+ T+2K|+|O'| 1+2K(1+|GI)+|G| e (1+1o])
we obtain
2K 2k + 1

< — .
L+lol ~ 1+ |-t+io+ 5=
Moreover, we have

ar —’t—i—ia—ki < |ar —@—Fia
& 2k )| & 2K

where the argument of a complex number has to be understood as an element of
[—7t, 7r). Since

< 7t — arctan(2k),

1
-1 N{AeCiRe(A) <0} = {_THG: ceR, Te [0, erKlal]}

Z7r—arctan(2|<

we conclude that for all A € £, ctan(2x),—1/(2¢) M {A € C : Re(A) < 0} we have

2k +1

A+ am(8) 71 < Tr AT 1/

It is easy to see that this estimate also holds if Re(A) > 0. The latter inequality implies
that A is (2 + 1, T — arctan(2k), —1/(2k))-elliptic. O

Foralln >0, all p € P, (RY; £(X)), and all multi-indices « e lNé1 we define

2P ()]
N - _ N PASI
P R T e P

where for multi-indices «, B € ]N(‘j1 we write B < aif B3 < oy forallie {1,2,...,d}.

13



Proposition 4.3. Suppose that A is normally elliptic with ellipticity constant k. Then there
exist ©,y, w, M > 0 such that for all & e RY, and all A € , g m 1o we have

M
EI™ + N+ ylE™

1A+ a(e) 7| <

The parameters @,y depend only on a., while w depends on a.;, and No(a — aw, ). Moreover,
we can choose
M = 4k + 2.

Proof. We employ the following well-known perturbation result based on the Neu-
mann series: If T, S € £(X) such that

IST=HI <

N~

then T + S is invertible and
1T+ S)~H < 2|[T].

We infer from Proposition 4.2 that there exist constants C, ¢,y > 0 depending only on
am such that forallA e L, |z m

C
E™ + A+ ylE™]

1A+ am (€))7l <

We note that a — a,,, has degree m — 1. For a sufficiently large w > 0, we obtain for all

AE Ly yigmtw

“1y _ CNo(a—am)@ +[E)™F 1
[(a(&) —am(&)A +am(&) 7| < M A+ YIE™ <3

From the perturbation result and Proposition 4.2, we obtain the claimed inequality. [

Let A be a normally elliptic operator. The above Proposition implies that for all
geR%andallAe X, gm o We have

1 M

-1
10+ @)™ < Gy R e T

(4.1)

This can be seen as follows: Using the notation A +y|E|™ —w = rel¥, where r > 0 and
P € [—, @] we find

A+ vIE™ —wl A+ VIE™ — w|
€™ + N ylE™ T A+ YIE™ —w + €T+ wl
<sup sup - re™
0 el p,] T8V +IE™ + wl
T 1

< : <——.
Im([ref¥ + [E]™ + w|) ~ sin(@)

14



This implies Ineq. (4.1). Thus, —a(§) is a sectorial operator in the sense of [Lun95,
Definition 2.0.1]. Hence, —a(&) generates for all & € R an analytic semigroup on X
which we denote by (S¢(&))t>0. Consequently, there exists a C > 0 such that for all
£eR% and all t > 0 we have

IS¢ (&)]| < Cewt=YIE™L, (4.2)

Note that the constant C is independent of & since M and ¢ in Ineq. (4.1) are indepen-
dent of &.

Lemma 4.4. Let A be a normally elliptic operator with symbol a and denote for each & € RY
the semigroup generated by —a(&) by (S¢(&))t=0. Then there exist u, w > 0 depending only
0Ny such that for each multi-index o there exists a constant Ko > 0 such that for all & € R¢
and t > 0 it holds that

[0S e ()] < Koe®tTHIEM, (4.3)

The constant K can be chosen to depend only on the principal symbol ay, and Ny (a).

Proof. Let & € RY. Since A is normally elliptic, Proposition 4.2 implies that there exist
M, A,y > 0and o € (7/2,7) such that

M

- m —1
A =vIE™ +w+a(&) ] < A, .t

(Ae Zeo). (4.4)
We set b(&) = —a(&) +vIE]™ — w. Due to A+ w| = sin(@)[A| for A € £, and setting
M = M(sin(@))! it follows that

M

I =0 = IO =yI&™ + w + a(&) | < ey

(}\ € Z-(p,O)-

Write (T¢(&))t>0 for the semigroup generated by b(&). It is clear that
Ty (&) = e @HYHETS (&), (4.5)
Let « be a multi-index. We show that there exists a constant M, > 0 such that
[0°Te(E)] < Ma(t(+leh)™ "t + 6@+ jghm V) (g eRLt=0)  (46)

holds. For |« = 0 this is straightforward by Ineq. (4.2). Therefore, we assume that
|| > 1 in the following.
Let r > 0. Consider the contour

= ei“’[r, 0)u (T NnZepo)u e_i‘p[r, o0).
with positive orientation, where T denotes the unit circle in C. Let « be a multi-index.
For every t > 0, we consider the functions

[0 4 (04 1 (04 -
TR S L0, TV(E) = 5z [ et b(e) dn
r
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For the sake of simplicity we will write b instead of b(¢&). Since
(A =b)" = (A—b) " (b)(A—b)"!

it follows by induction on the length of o that 0*(A —b)~! is a finite sum of terms
having the form

QB1, B2 .-, Bv,B,A) = A=b) P B)A=b) L(@P2b)... A= Db) L (@PD)(A —Db) !

where 1 < v < || and B4, 32,..., B+ are nonzero multi-indices of length < m such
that B1 4+ B2 + -+ + Bv = «, see Eq. (7.4) in [Ama97]. We have the estimate

IQ(B1, B2y, By, DN < [A =) Y [ N1+l

nu=1
N(x(b)MV+l v

S T5m o vt
qem+ v L

N “(b)MVJrl (1 + |<z_‘|)vmf|od

(1 +|£|)m—\[3u\

< 4.7
CRETE 47
Now, for A = pet'¥ with p > 0 and 1V € [~ @, @] it follows that
N (b)MYFL(1  [g[)ym -l
R
Thus, it follows that
HJe”‘Q(cxl,cxz,...,cxy,b,?\)d?\H
. o < tpcos 2(pre
< No(D)MY (1 + Jg)Yme 2J |£|m+p vr1d (|£| )Vl
T
2etT cos() 2(pTetT
< v+1 vm—|«|
ch(b)M (1 + |E1|) <t|COS((p)|(|E,|m + T)V+1 + (|£|m + T)V+1)

Choosing v = 1/t and noting that

1 tY tY

t(E™ + )v+1 tvFL(E™ + )v+1 (g™ + 1)v+L
we obtain that there exists a constant C, > 0 depending only on ¢ such that

V(l + |<z_‘|)vmf|od
(tIE)™ +1)v+1

H e?Q (o, ocz,...,ocv,b,x)dAH < CoN (DM 1L

< CoNg(b)MYFLYY (1 + |g)y¥ym-lod,
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Denote by C a generic constant depending only on d and m whose value may change

from line to line. Since TJE“)((E) is a finite sum of terms such as the one above with
1 < v < |¢f it follows that there exists a constant C such that if we set

Ko = CoMI®FING (b),
we obtain for all £ e RYand t > 0
[ TE(E)]] < CRo(b(1 + (€)™ + £ (1 + gy (m=Dled), (4.8)
In particular, in view of the Dunford-Riesz representation

T (&) = % e™M(A —b(&))1dA.
r

the above calculations imply that we may differentiate under the integral sign and

obtain T,E“) = 0%T¢. Thus (4.6) follows. To deduce (4.3) from (4.6), we merely need to
observe that by (4.5) and the Leibniz rule, we obtain that there exists a constant C,, > 0
such that if we set K; = C, Ky, we obtain

[0S (&)
< Ce®t Y|P e HET)[|o* P T8
B<a
< CKpewt-vHea™ Z (1+ (ytl&l(m_l)lﬁl)(t(l + |£|)m—l —i—t“"l(l + |£|)(m—1)\cx|)

P<a

< CKpe®t - YHEm2,

By the triangle inequality we have that Ny (b) < C, oN«(a). Thus, we obtain the
statement of the lemma with pu = vy/2 and

Ko = Copyw,dmM*FING (a). 0

Remark 4.5. By inspecting the proof of Lemma 4.4, in particular the estimate (4.7), we
note that the constant M appearing in (4.3) may be chosen such that it depends only
on the parameters appearing in (4.4) and

max |[ay]|,
[x|<m

where ay € £L(X) are the coefficients of a. From this, we see that the estimate (4.3) is
stable under certain perturbations. Let for example (Ar)¢[o1] be a family of differen-
tial operators such that their symbols (ac)ejo,1] take the form

ar(E) = am(@)+ D) aw<l®,  (EeR%YTE(0,1)),

lo|<m
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where a, (&) is homogeneous of degree m and satisfies the normal ellipticity condition
and there exists a constant K such that

lag~l <K, (lal <m,tel0,1]).

Applying the perturbation argument of Lemma 4.3 we see that there exist ¢, v, w, M >
0 independent of T such that

M
™+ A+ yIE™

[+ ax(&) 7 < (EeRE MLy yigmiw)

Let (S¢,<(&))t=0 be the semigroup generated by —a.(&). Under these conditions, it
follows that for each multi-index « there exists a constant M, independent of T such
that

10%Ste(E)]] < Mae® HIETY,

Lemma 4.6. Let A be a normally elliptic differential operator with symbol a, denote for each
& € RY the semigroup generated by —a(&) by (S¢(&))i=0, and let f € S(RY; X). Forall t = 0
we define Sif : RY — X, & > Sy (E)f(E). Then we have Sif € $(RY; X) and

(S¢f—f) =0, 4.9)

and .

in the topology of S(RY; X) as t — 0.
Proof. To show (4.9), we need to prove that for all multi-indices o and 3 we have

sup [[£P 0% (S¢(£)f(€) — (€)= 0 (t —0).

£eRd

Using the Leibniz rule, it is easy to see that we need to show that for each multi-index
o and t > 0, there exists @4 (t) > 0 and N > 0 such that ®4(t) - 0ast — 0 and

10%(Se(8) = 1)|| < D(t)(L+[ENN, (e RY).
In fact, by another application of the Leibniz rule, we may reduce matters to proving
10%(Te(&) = DIl < D)1 + )N, (£ €RY),

where T¢(&) is (as in the proof of Lemma 4.4) the semigroup generated by b(§) =
—a(&) + y[EI™ — w with y as in Proposition 4.3. Suppose that B is a sectorial operator
on X and (Vi)t=o the associated semigroup. Then we have

t
thzBJVTdT, (tZO)
0

18



Applying this with B = b(&) where & € RY, we obtain by the Leibniz rule and (4.3)
that there exist C > 0 and C, > 0 such that

0%(Tu€) = 1l < € 3] 1% Pbe ||fuT e

B<a
Call+ |a|)mfd1 < Cot(l+[E)™

To show (4.10), we need to prove that for all multi-indices « and 3 we have

sup
EeRd

B o E (St()1(&) — 1(8)) + a<5>f(5)] H e

as t tends to zero. Again, we may reduce matters to proving that for each multi-index
o there exist @ (t) = 0 and N > 0 such that for all £ € RY we have

H%aa(ma 1) - a“b(&)H < D (B)(1+ )N, (@11)

i

by the mean value theorem for integrals, we have that

Therefore, we obtain

L6~ 1)~ b(©)| < Ceb©OIP < Ctl1 + e

Since

f-c-|>—\

1
¥(Tt(<5) -1) -

t

f Te(8) —1d1|| < sup [To(8) — 1] <

0<s<t

< Ctb(&)]. (412)

o 1o

0

Iy
o

This proves (4.11) in the case that « = 0. If x > 0, we may write
1 & [0
(T (E) 1) — 0D ()

(0%D)(

r+|»—\
] =

B<x

OJTT —1dT+Z<>a“ Bb) (&)

t
fTéf” (£)dr.
0

We obtain from (4.12) that

t

o1 [ - e

0

< Cat[|0b(E)[IIb(E)]] < Cat(l +[g])?™ %
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If 0 < t < 1, then it follows from (4.8) that

TP (&) < Cat(l + [&))m-DIBI

which shows that

t

f T (£)dr

0

* =

(CaIe

t
< Co(1+1e) ™ VIFoxPo(e)] [
0

< Copt(1 +[E))MVIBI(1 4 gyl

where we have used in the second line that m — | — | = m — m + |B| = [B]. Summing
up, we obtain

which concludes the proof. O

16 1) = %b()]| < Catl1 + P

Let A : §'(R%;X) — §'(R¢; X) be a normally elliptic differential operator with symbol
a and for each & € R4, denote by (S¢(&))t=0 the semigroup generated by —a(&) and
by Si : R4 — £(X) the mapping & — S¢(&). As a consequence of (4.3), we obtain that
for all t > 0 we have that S; € §(R%; £(X)) € Om(RY; £(X)). Therefore, the Fourier
multiplier
Vi = S¢(D): 8'(RY; X) — 8'(RY; X), o F IS T

is well defined. Let 1 < p < oo. From Lemma 2.1 with m = S¢ we obtain that there
exist constants K and w such that

HVtHLv(Rd;x)HLp(Rd;X) < Ke'?,
and by checking on elementary tensors, we see that the semigroup property
ViVs = Viys, (s,£=0)

holds. Thus, (VJEP))J@O = (Vit|rr(ra;x))t=0 is a bounded semigroup. If p < oo, then it
follows from the density of §(R9; X) in LP(IR¢; X) and the first statement of Lemma 4.6
that VJEP) is a Cp-semigroup. We denote the negative of the generator of Vép) by Ap.

Lemma 4.7. We have A, = A,. In particular, —A,, generates a semigroup given by
St(D)|rr (ra)-

Proof. Let us start by showing the inclusion A, = A,,. Using the second statement of
Lemma 4.6 we have

%(V,Ep)f —f) - —Af

in the topology of 8(R%;X) as t — 0, and thus /Z\pf = Af = Apf for f S(RY;X).
Moreover, $(RY;X) is dense in dom(A;) since §(RY;X) is dense in LP(RY;X) and
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§(R¢;X) is invariant under VJEP). Hence, using the notation XP = LP(R%;X), we
conclude

~ — XP x XP
Graph(A,) = {(f,Apf) : f € §(RY; X)}

XPxX
}

PP

— (AT FeSREX)] . < Graph(Ap)

Since the embedding J : LP(RY; X) < 8/(R¢Y;X) is continuous and Graph(A) is closed,
Graph(Ap) = (J x J)"'Graph(A) is closed.
Now, observe that it follows directly from Lemma 2.5.5 in [HNVW16] that

Graph(A,) = [(T,Af) : fe DIRE X)) .

Note that in [HNVW16], it is assumed that the coefficients of A are scalar. However,
the proof given there generalizes to operator coefficients without change. Since

[(LAD Te DREX) 0 (AN FeSREX) " = Graph(A,),

we obtain ;\p = Ap. O

4.2. Observability estimate

Letme N and A : §'(R%; X) — §'(R¢;X) is a normally elliptic differential operator of
order m with symbol a € P, (RY; X). Set

St :RY = £(X), &— S¢(&)

where (S¢(&))t=0 denotes the analytic semigroup generated by —a(§). Furthermore,
for t = 0 we define V; = S¢(D) : §(R%X) — 8'(R%;X) the Fourier multiplier
with symbol S;. Let p € [1,00]. Then the restriction (V:Ep))tgo = (Vit|rp(ra;x))t=0 is @
bounded semigroup on LP(RY;X). If p < oo, the semigroup (V,"’)>0 is strongly con-
tinuous and we denote its generator by A,,. In the following, we will write V; = th
when there’s no risk of confusion.

Theorem 4.8. Let p, T >0, L€ (0,00)4, E < R% a (p, L)-thick set, and 1 < p,v < 0. Then
there exists a constant Cgps > 0 such that for all f € LP(R9; X) it holds that

[Vrfllir rax) < Cobsl Ve FllLr (o, 13,10 (£:x))-
We choose a function ¢ € CF(R) such that 0 < ¢ < 1, suppe < B(0,1) and ¢ =1
on B(0,1/2). For £ € R we set x» (&) = @(|&|/A) and define Py = xA (D).

Lemma 4.9. There exist constants c1,cz, Ao > 0 depending only on a such that for all t > 0

and A = Ao we have
1771 (1 = x)Stlliraex)) < cre” 2.
Moreover, for all p € [1,00], t = 0 and A\ = Ay we have

(I = PA)VellLo Rax) 1o (rajx) < 16”2

21



Proof. We consider 3 separate cases.
Case 1: t > 1. Let ¢ > 0. By Lemma 2.1, it suffices to show that

(1 —xA)St|lwa+ie + max sup |£I|“‘+£H8°‘((1 —xA)(&)Se(&))]] < cre A"t (4.13)

for some constants cy, c;. For this, we observe that by the Leibniz rule, for each multi-
index «, there exists a constant C, such that

10°((1 = xA(E)St(E))I] < Ca D, 10P (1= xA)(E)I[I0*PSe(&)]]-

B<co
Observe that if A > 1, there exists an absolute constant Cg > 0 such that
Therefore, by (4.3), it follows that there exist K, w, i such that
10%(1 = XA (E))SL(E)| < KacLjgmnpet HETE,

Choosing Aj* = max{1, 2m+1 =1}, we obtain for all multi-indices « such that || <
d+land A=A o
[0%((1 = Xa())St(E))]| < Koe™#2 AT,

This shows that there exist constants, ¢/, ¢; such that
(1 —xA)Stllwarieo < cjem A"
Moreover, observe that

B ((1 = XA E)SUEN | < Kagl ML g petHETE,
and thus, employing that t > 1, it follows that there exists K/, such that
E 0% (1 = xa) (E)Se(E))]] < KT g pe® RIS,
Arguing as before, we find cf, c¢j such that
€% )10%(1 = xa(€))Se(£)]| < cie™HA™,

We now obtain (4.13) by summing up.
Case 2: 0 <t <1, tVYmA > 1. We begin with two easy observations. Firstly, if
m: R4 — £(X) is such that H”J"*lmHLl(Rd,.L(X)) < o, then for any pu > 0, we have

15 () o ey = 0= U@ M) () o gy = 1T Ml ra)- (4.14)

Secondly, if (Wy)i>0 is a Cop-semigroup with generator B, then for any p > 0 the
rescaled semigroup defined by (W)= = (Wyit)t0 is associated to puB. Denote by
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(Tet)x=0 the semigroup on X associated to —ta(t™%™.) € £(X). We consider the
rescaled symbol

e = (1=Xx)Se) (™) = (1= xump)Se(t™™) = (1 —xpmp) Tur.

It follows from (4.14) that it suffices to show that there exist constants ¢1,c; > 0 such
that

][&"_1th7\ I < cre C2tA™

Observe that ‘

ta(t_l/mé) =am(§) + Z tl_% as &%,

|x|<m

and therefore No(am, (&) — ta(t~/™&)) < K for some constant K independent of t. It
thus follows from Lemma 4.4 and Remark 4.5 that for each multi-index « there exist
constants K4, it > 0 such that

[0%Ty (£)]] < Koe ™E™,

Moreover, since t//™A > 1, we have that for each multi-index  there exist constants
Cp > 0 such that

108 (1 —xma) (&)l < Celigj>u/mas-
By the Leibniz rule, it therefore follows that there exist constants C > 0 such that

H&“Gt,y\(E)H < C(xl‘a‘z.tl/my\/zewt_ma‘ .

Let ¢ > 0. Arguing as in Case 1, we see that there exist Ag > 0 and constants c{, cﬁ and
¢y, ¢y such that for all A > Ag

l0% oA (E)]| < cjemc2A”

and
" m
|(t_,|m+£||a(x0't,)\” < C{/efc2t7\

for all multi-indices o with || < d + 1. We can thus apply Lemma 2.1 also in this case.
Case 3: 0 <t < 1,0 < tY/™\ < 1. Employing the notation of Case 2, we see from
(4.2) and Lemma 2.1 that there exists A > 0 such that

177 el < A
Again by (4.14) it follows that there exists B > 0 such that
17711 = xm)ll < B.
It thus follows from Young’s inequality that
|F ol < AB.
Since we have due to the restriction 0 < t'/™\ < 1 for any ¢ > 0 that
AB < ABe®e "

the result also follows in this case. O
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Proof of Theorem 4.8. We apply Theorem A.1 from [BGST23] to the semigroup (VJEP) )t=0
acting on the Banach space LP(IR¢; X) and the family of quasi-projections (P )a=o. We
only need to verify that there exist positive constants Ag, do, di, d2, d3 such that for all
fe LP(RY;X), all A > Ag and all t € [0, T/2] we have

IPAllLp (Rax) < doe M LEPAT] Lp (rax)
and
(1= Pa)Viefll o reyx) < d2e” SN f] Lo rayx),s

and that the mapping @ : [0, T] 5t — [|1g Vif|[{»(ra;g) is measurable. The first inequal-
ity is satisfied by Theorem 3.1, whereas the second inequality follows from Lemma 4.9.
Measurability of @ follows from the strong continuity of V; if p < c0. Suppose now
that p = co. By Proposition 1.3.1 of [HNVW16], we have that the linear subspace

{f — j<g(x),f(x)>xlxxdx: ge Ll(le; X/)} - (LOO(IRd;X))'
R4
is norming for L°(RY; X), meaning that

O(t) = [[1e Vif| Lo (ra;x) = sup { f<9(x)/1Eth(X)>x'xde3 9l raxy = 1} :
Rd

By the strong continuity of Vi, the map
t— j <9(X), lEth(X)>X/ deX
R4
is continuous for each g € L'(R%;X’). Thus, @ is lower semicontinuous as it is the
supremum of continuous functions and therefore measurable. O
4.3. Null-controllability

Let E € RY be measurable, p € [1,0) and T > 0. Set XP = LP(RR¢; X) and consider the
controlled system

Gy + Apy(t) = Teu(t), y(0) =yoeX?, telo,T. (4.15)

Let r € [1,00]. Given a control function u € L ([0, T]; XP), the mild solution of (4.15) is
given by

t
y(t) = Viyo + fvtleU(S)ds.
0
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We say that the system (4.15) is null-controllable in L"([0, T]; XP) in time T if for any
Yo € XP there exists an u € L7([0, T]; XP) such that y(T) = 0. Setting

:
By 17([0, T XP) — uHJVt Apu(s
0

we see that (4.15) is null-controllable in L7 ([0, T]; XP) at time T if and only if ran(V7) <
ran(Bt1). Moreover, we define (4.15) to be approximately null-controllable at time T if
ran(Vr) < ran(Bt) with the bar denoting the norm closure of the set ran(B) in XP.
Thus, (4.15) is approximately null-controllable at time T if and only if for all ¢ > 0 and all
Yo € XP there exists uwe L7([0, T]; XP) such that |[y(T)||xr < e.

Theorem 4.10. Let p > 0, L € (0,00)% and E (p, L)-thick, and assume that X' has the Radon-
Nikodym property. Then,

(a) if p € (1,0), the system (4.15) is null-controllable in L7 ([0, T]; XP) at time T.
(b) if p =1, the system (4.15) is approximately null-controllable in L™ ([0, T]; XP) at time T.

Proof. Let q be such thatp~!+q~! = 1and ssuch that =1 + s~ = 1. Write Y9 = (XP)".
It holds that Y9 = L9(R4; X’) due to the Radon-Nikodym property of X'. For t > 0 we
set Wi = V{. By Douglas’” Lemma, the statement of the theorem is equivalent to the
fact that there exists a constant Cgps such for every f € Y9 we have the observability
estimate

W fllya < Copsl| B fllLr(fo, 000y - (4.16)
By [Vie05, Theorem 2.1] it holds

1Bl o rracry = W) FllLs o, 39)

Recall that St is the symbol of V;. To obtain (4.16), we note that due to Proposition 2.2
and Lemma 4.9 we obtain for all A > A the dissipation estimate

(1= Pa)We| < [|F71Se (1= xa) L (reso(x)) < c1€ ST

Since the uncertainty principle also holds for functions with values in X’, we obtain
the observability estimate as in the proof of Theorem 4.8. O

A. Proof of Theorem 3.1

First we assume L = (1,1,...,1), and fix A € (0,0)4, p > 0, a (p,1)-thick set E,
and f € LP(RY; X) with suppFf < Tl as in the assumptions of the theorem. Note
that f is analytic since supp Ff is compact, see Section 2. For k € Z¢ we denote by
Ay = (—=1/2,1/2)4 + k < R¢ the open unit cube centered at k. Let

1

A G (3/2,2), (A1)
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and C, > 0 be the absolute constant from Proposition 3.4. We call k € Z4 bad if there
exists o« € lNé1 with « = 0 such that

1A O%F[| Lp (ra;x) = 2dA|od(C27\)“||1/\kﬂ|Lv(sz,-X)-
Otherwise we call k € Z4 good. Moreover, we will use the notation

Apad = U Ax and Agood = U Ak

kezd: kezd:
k is bad k is good

Lemma A.1. (i) We have

1A gooa fllLr (mex) = CallfllLr(ra;x),

d 1/p
Cyim Ca(A) = 1— (2% [(111/A) —1D € (0,1)

ifpe[l,),and C3=1ifp=c0.

where

(i) There exists B > A such that for all good k € Z there exists x € Ay such that for all
o € N¢ we have

10%F(x)[[x < 49B'(CaA) X[ 1A, FllLr (R x)-

Proof. 1t follows by definition that for all p € [1, o)

1TA 0%l s Re.

P _ P (R9;X)

Mol ma) = 2 Madllomex < 2 2 Fapasmiicpgea
kGZdﬁ/\bad kezd N Apad (xeNd

o= O

. Z Hl/\baola fH]_v IRdX Z Hao‘fHLp(]RdX)
B 2dp APl (CoA) P < 2dp APl (CoA )P

d.
chIN0 :
=0

By Proposition 3.4, and since A > 1 we conclude for all p € [1,%0) that

P d
1A FIPs e < Z Hf””ﬂ - L # = .
bad " IILP(R4;X) 4 2dp Apl«l 2dp 1— 1/Ap LP(R4;X)

ocEINO :
=0

1 1 d
— P
< 2_d [(11/A) ] HJFHLV’(]Rd ;X) (17C3)p||ﬂ|]~p(]Rd;X)-

For p € [1,%0) it follows that

1T A gooa FllLr Rax) = CallfllLr Ra;)-
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By (A.1) we have C3 € (0,1). This proves the first claim in the case p € [1,00). If p = ©
the proof is even easier. By the definition of bad and Proposition 3.4 we have

LA, 0% oo (R;x)
[TApafllierax) < sup :
T “6%;1: 24Al(CoA)>

a=0

[

Since the prefactor in the last inequality is strictly smaller than one, we conclude that

[l ra;x)-

1A gooa Lo RE;x) = [IfllLoe (RA;x)-
In order to prove part (ii) we consider the contraposition, that is, for all B > A there
exists a good k € Z¢ such that for all x € Ay there is « € N§ with

10%6(x)[x > 49BI¥(CA) ¥ [1n, FllLo (rasx)-

This and the definition of good implies that there exists a good k € Z4 such that we
have

1AL O FllLr (s, A\

d k (R4;X)

25 A Ap rax) < ;\Td 24Blxl(CyA) < Z <§> 1A Fllee (Rex)-
x€WNg

d
xeNg

Choosing, for instance, B = 3A we obtain

. d
24 1A Fllirrax) < <W> 1A Fllr (Ra;x)/

a contradiction. O

Let s = 1if p € [1,00) or some arbitrary number s € (0,1) if p = o0, k € Z4 be good
and y € Ay be such that [[f(y)|[x > s|[1a,fllLp(ra;x). Furthermore, let Q < Ay be a
measurable set to be chosen later. Then, using spherical coordinates, we have

T(9)
Q| = J 10 (x)dx = j j 1o (y + d)rd-tdrdo(®),
Ax Sd=1 Jr=0

where r(9) = sup{t > 0: y+td < Ay}, and where o denotes the surface measure.
There exists a 9y € S9! such that

T(do)
Q] < G(Sd_l)f 1o (y + 19)rd—1dr. (A.2)
0

Indeed, if the converse inequality to (A.2) would hold for all ¥ € S4-1 then averaging
over S9! would give a contradiction. Let now Iy = {y + 9: 7 > 0, y + 9 € Ay} be
the largest line segment in Ay starting in y in the direction of §y. Since r(9g) < d'/?

27



we conclude from (A.2) that [Q] < G(Sd_l)d(d_l)/ZIQ n Iy|, where, with some abuse of

notation, we use the notation |Q N Ig| = SS (%) 1a(y + rdo)dr.
Now we define the function F: C4 — X by

1
< (LFN Y +wiloldo),

F(w) = N

where £ denotes the inverse Fourier-Laplace transform, cf. Section 2, and where N de-
notes the normalization N = s|[1x, f[| p(ra;x). Note that F is an entire function which

extends (1/N)f(y + -|Io[9) to C¢, see Section 2. Thus we have for all w € C¢ and
x € R¢

f
[[F(w N > [0l HX [ [Iw +wioldo —x)i

aeNg i=1
By Lemma A.1 there exists xg € Ay such that for all w e cd

X 1 P
N

d
o ) [ TIty +wilolo — xo)|

aeNg i=1
Since for all w € D(5) we have
d
y —xo +wllld € X D(6Vd),
i=1

we conclude for all w e D(5)

‘ B/ (CoN)*[[1n, .
[Fw)lix < 2 Z (C2)%[[1A, HLP(]Rd,X)(6\/E)‘“|

o!
aeNg

4d 1/2 d 1/2
= < IAFlrma exp( 6dV/ BC2|7\|> — 49 exp (6d/ BC2|7\|> —M

We recall that by assumption on y we have ||[F(0)||x = N7!||f(y)||x = 1. By Proposi-
tion 3.3 we have for all closed intervals I € R with 0 € I and |I| = 1, and all measurable
A C I that

A
sup[[F()lix = | = sup|[F(x)||x.
XEA 1 xel

with some absolute constant C; > 1. Choose I = [0,1] and A = {t € [0,1]: y+tdy €
Q n Iy}, then

QA Tl W
N 1p n
sup (100l > () ™ suplcol.

xeQ NIy x€ly
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By our choice of y we have that sup, | [[f(x)[[x = [[f(y)llx = sl fllrrex)- More-
over, we have shown above that |Q] < G(Sd_l)d(d_l)/ 210 ~ Ip|. Hence, we conclude

In(M)

Q| ()
igg\lf(x)llx > <C1G(Sd1)d(d1)/2 sl11a, Fll Lo (rax)-

Recall that s = 1if p € [1, ), and that the above inequality holds for arbitrary s € (0, 1)
if p = oo. By taking limits we obtain

In(M)

f > Q) " 1A T A3
igg” (X)HX = C]G(Sd_l)d(d_l)/z H Ak HLP(]Rd;X)' (A.3)

Now we choose

|E N Axl
2C,0(Sa1)dl

2y
O=<xe€ Ak: ( d—l)/2> Hl/\kaLp(]Rd;)Q > ||f(X)HX

By Ineq. (A.3) and the definition of (), we obtain

In(M) In(M)

[E Ayl o |E Ayl n(2)

( 210 iﬁg”f(")”x > \2C o(sa Dya@ 172 1A Fllee (Rex)
= sup||f(x)],
xeQ)
and thus [Q < [E n Ay]/2. The definition of Q implies
HlEm/\kaLp(]Rd,-x) = ||1Em/\k1ch||Lp(]Rd;X)
|E N Ak| L

= <2C1|Sd_1|d(dl)/z Hl/\kaLP(]Rd;X)HlEﬂ/\kaCHLp(Rd).

Moreover, since [Q| < [E n Ay|/2, we have

|E N Ak|
5 .

Since E is thick, we have that 1 > [E n Ay| > 0, thus E n A n Q€ has positive measure
as well. We conclude

ENnAn QY =EnAd—EnAN Q= |EnAx| —1Q] =

[E N Al
1TEnA~Qcllirra) = > :

Hence, using Cy := 2C1|S9-1d(d=D/2 > 2 the fact that [E n Ax| = p by the definition
of the thick set E, and p/C4 < 1 we can conclude

In(M)

IE N Ayl m(2)
H]-Em/\kaLp(]Rd X) 2C |Sd l|d(d 1)/2

In(M) +1

P In(2)
(C—4) 1At e

|E N Axl
[
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Since k € Z4 was arbitrary but good, we can either sum over all good cubes (if p €
[1,00)), or take the supremum over all good cubes (if p = o), and obtain by using

Lemma A.1
1{‘(7\24))_,’_1
p n
el i > [Tenn el ino > Cs (C—4) il e

By the definitions of M, C3 and C4 and using that p < 1, we find that there exists a
constant C4 > 1 depending only on the dimension d such that for all p € [1, 0] we
have

Cd(1+|)\\1)
) T,

P
el men > (&

This proves the statement in the case L = (1,1,...,1). Letnow L € [0, ©)4 be arbitrary.
Theorem 3.1 follows by applying the result for L = (1,1,...,1) to the function fo Ty
where Tp : R¢ — R9 is given by Ty x = (kak)ﬂzl.

Acknowledgments. Both authors thank Thomas Kalmes and Christian Seifert for
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