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Abstract

Let A be the Dirichlet Laplacian on the interval (0,7). The null controllability
properties of the equation

ug + A%u 4 p(A)*uy = F(x,t)

are studied. Let 7' > 0, and assume initial conditions (u®,u') € Dom(A) x L%(0,7).
We first prove finite dimensional null control results: suppose F(z,t) = f1(t)h'(x) +
f2(t)h%(z) with h' h? given functions. For a € [0,3/2), we prove that there exist
h',h? € L?(0,7) such that for any (u®,u'), there exist L? null controls (f!, f?). For
a < 1 and p < 2, we prove null controllability with f2 = 0 and h! belonging to a
large class of functions. For a € [3/2,2), we prove spectral and null controllability
both generally fail, but two dimensional weak controllability holds. Our second set
of results pertains to F(z,t) = xq(x)f(x,t), with Q any open subset of (0,7). For
any «a € [0,3/2), we prove there exists a null control f € L?(2 x (0,T)) To prove our
main results, we use the Fourier method to rewrite the control problems as moment
problems. These are then solved by constructing biorthogonal sets to the associated
exponential families. These constructions seem to be non-standard and may be of
independent interest.

1 Introduction

Let A be the Laplacian: A = —@?, with operator domain H?*(0,7) N H}(0,7). It is well
known that this operator is self-adjoint with positive spectrum, and hence A® is defined by
the Spectral Theorem for all a. We will study control problems for the equation

Uy + Azu + p(A)aUt = Bf, T e (O,ﬂ'), t> 0,

with a positive constant p, a € [0, 2], and where B is the control operator.

This system is actuated through a control mechanism prescribed by the operator B
(possibly unbounded to take into account trace operators prescribing the boundary value
of distributed states). Throughout this paper, controllability will always mean the ability
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of steering any initial state (u(x,0),us(x,0)) to zero over a finite time by some appropriate
input function f (i.e. exact controllability to zero or null controllability).

The term (A)®u; models a specific dissipative effect, known as structural damping, when
a € (0,2). To the best of our knowledge, this was introduced in [5] assuming o = 1: “The
basic property of structural damping, which is said to be consistent with empirical studies,
is that the amplitudes of the normal modes of vibration are attenuated at rates which are
proportional to the oscillation frequencies.” This model was also studied under the name
“proportional damping” (cf. [3]). The quite different case o = 2 is known as “Kelvin—Voigt”
damping. When B is the identity and a € (0, 2], this is the first class of parabolic-like control
models considered in [10],[15], see also [1].

The paper consists of two parts. In this first part we consider interior controllability, and
in the second part boundary controllability.

First, we consider two-dimensional interior control:

u + A%u+ p(A)*u, = fH O () + ()R (),
x € (0,m), t >0, (1.1)
w(0,1) = Uy (0,1) = Uga(m,t) = u(m,t) = 0,
u(z,0) = u’(z), u(z,0) = u'(z).

Here h', h? will be fixed functions (profiles), and f!, f? would serve as controls.
Throughout this paper, we will denote X? = Dom(A?/?), so X° = L?(0,7), etc. In the
theorem below,
C'/T a<l
< ) e — Y
Q) < { C'TYVE=2) e (1,3/2).

where the constant C” depends on « and p only.

(1.4)

Theorem 1 Consider the system (11), with boundary conditions (1.3) and initial conditions
(I3). Suppose (u°,u') € X? x X° and T > 0.

A) (One dimensional control.) Suppose a = 0, or a € (0,1] and p < 2. Set h* = 0.
Suppose the Fourier coefficients {h}} of h* € L?(0, ) satisfy |hl| < 1/nP for some constant
p > 1/2. Then there exists f' € L*(0,T) such that the solution u to the system above solves

w(z, T) = uy(z, T) =0,

with
£l e20my < Ce®D(|[ul, 200 + [0 £2(07))-

Here the constant C' is depends only on a, p.

B) (Two dimensional control.) Suppose o € (0,1] and p > 2, or a € (1,3/2). Then there
exist h', h? € L?(0,1) such that for any pair (u®,u'), there exist f1, f> € L*(0,T) such that
the solution u to the system above solves

u(x, T) = uy(z,T) =0,

with
1 N 2oy + 112 200 < Ce¥ T (ulyllzom + 1t 2o.m)-

Here the constant C' is depends only on a,p, and h*,h?.
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C) If o > 3/2, then the system is neither null controllable nor spectrally controllable with
two dimensional (or with any finite dimensional) control.

D) (Two dimensional weak controllability.) Suppose a € [3/2,2). Then there exist
ht,h? € L*(0,1) such that for any pair (¢°,q') € X? x X° and any € > 0, there exist
fL, f?2 € L*(0,T) such that the solution u to the system above satisfies

[t (2, T £20,) + Nlwa (2, T)[ 20, <€

Remark 1 Recall that spectral null-controllability is equivalent to the fact that jgfor all the
initial data (u®,u'), where u® and u' are eigenfunctions or zero, the system can be steered
to rest and equilitbrium.

To prove this result, we first apply the Fourier method, i.e. find the solution as

3 an(t)e Mgy (),

where k£ runs over K := Z\0, the sequence A consists of the frequencies Ay arising in this
method and ¢, are the eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator. Then we rewrite the associ-
ated control problem as a moment problem.

For part A, we need to distinguish the case p < 2 from all other cases. In this case,
the frequencies are separated. Hence the associated exponential family, {h‘lk|eit)‘k, k € K},
is minimal on L?(0,T), and hence the moment problem has a (formal) solution via the
biorthogonal elements. The separation condition, together with the asymptotics of {\;},
allow us to use a result in [I3] to conclude the biorthogonal functions satisfy an exponential
estimate that implies the formal solution converges in L?(0,T).

For the case p = 2 and o = 1 the family has the form & = {e*M teith . p € N}
We show that the family & is also minimal, and the elements of the biorthogonal family
satisfy the necessary estimates to prove the theorem. The construction of the biorthogonal
family, an adaptation of the argument of [13], is formulated in Proposition [Il and might be
of independent interest. In this context, we note that the construction of, and estimates on,
sets of functions biorthogonal to {e“)‘k} have been a subject of considerable research, see for
instance [4] and references therein.

For p = 2 and a < 1, we have a single double frequency. This can be treated similarly
top=2and a = 1.

For the part B, the frequency set {\,} no longer necessarily satisfies the separation
condition. Moreover it is possible for some p that two elements (no more!) can coincide and
one dimensional control fails. Associated to the moment problem in this case is the ‘vector’

exponential family
hi\
E= { ( Lk)el)"“t, ke K} : (1.5)
i

where R, are the Fourier coefficients of the profiles /. This family € can be made minimal
by carefully choosing the Fourier coefficients of ht, h?. Roughly speaking we split our vector
exponential family into two orthogonal families, and thus the original moment problem is
split into two solvable moment problems, one for f; and one for f;.



The proof of part C follows from the theory of moment problems, because the frequency
set does not satisfy the Blaschke condition. The proof of part D uses an adaptation of the
splitting argument from part B, together with the following sufficient condition for weak

linear independence of a family of exponentials {e)‘”t; n € N} on L?(0,T), where we assume
An > O:

|
lim n(n)

n—o0 )\n

= 0.

The next control problem is the following. Let 2 be an open subset of (0,7). Suppose
we have the initial boundary value problem (IBVP)

Uyt + A2U + P(A aut = Xﬂf(tax)> LS (Oaﬂ-)> t> Oa (16)
w(0,t) = Uy (0,t) = upy(m,t) = u(m,t) = 0
= u

t .
u(z,0) = u’(z), w(z,0) Y(z). (1.8)

Here xgq is the characteristic function of €.

Theorem 2 Let o € [0,3/2). Given (u’,u') € X? x X° and T > 0, there exists f €
L2(Q x (0,T)) such that the solution u to the system (I1.0)-(1.38) solves

u(z,T) = u(z,T) =0,

with
£l z2@x 0,y < Ce® T (ulyllz20,m) + lutllz20.m)-
Here Q(T) is as in Theorem 1, and the constant C' depends on « and p.

For the proof, we again reduce the control problem to the moment one, now with respect
to the exponential family

E = {ei)‘k‘tgpw(x)}ﬂ, k € K}.

For the case of non-separated spectrum we split the the family using the fact that the angle
between the eigenfunctions o, and ¢,, in L*(a,b) is separated from zero.

In the Part 2 of the paper, to be published separately, we will deal with boundary
controllability. We will study the dynamical system of the same form and discuss several
approaches to treat non-homogeneous boundary conditions

u(0,1) = uae(0,8) = 0, (1.9)
ulmt) = f), (1.10)
Uz (T,8) = g(1). (1.11)

We will then prove null controllability for this system.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next subsection, we compare our results with
the literature. In Section 2.1, we discuss the spectral solution of the uncontrolled system,
discussing how «, p determine the separation properties of the frequencies {\,}. In Section
2.2, we adapt an argument from [I3] to prove a existence of a biorthogonal to {e)‘zt, te)‘It}
family of functions, with the norms satisfying an exponential estimate, that will be used to
solve the moment problems associated to Theorems 2 and [Il Theorem [ is proven in Section

and Theorem [l is proven in Section [4] .



1.1 Literature review

We first compare our Theorem [2] to the relevant literature. Lasiecka and Triggiani, in [10],
considered the case an abstract system which, for dimension 1, can be reduced to the beam
equation with control distributed throughout the interval, and a € [1,2). Excepting the case
a = 1,p = 2, they prove null controllability. An important ingredient in their calculations
is Parseval’s Formula, which requires 2 = (0, 7). The well-posedness and regularity of the
equation, and also for plate equations in higher dimensions, is discussed in [14] using the
theory of analytic semigroups, but assuming « is an integer.

Miller [11] considered (L.6)) in a bounded domain of R”, with distributed controls sup-
ported on a subset of the interior, which for n = 1 could a arbitrary open subset  C (0, 7).
Miller proves null-controllability for a € (1/2,3/2) when € is a proper subset, and for any
a < 1if Q = (0,7). In place of Parseval’s Formula, he uses the inequality (which follows
from a Carleman estimate due to Lebeau and Robiano)
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along with the natural damping properties of the system. Here {wj;, ¢;} are the spectrum
and corresponding orthonormal eigenfunctions for the Laplacian. Edward [6] considered also
interior control for o < 1/2, and for o = 1/2 with small p, and proved null controllability.
More recently, Mitra [I2] considered the case o« = 1 on the interval with periodic boundary
conditions. Using a Carleman estimate, null controllability is proven for controls supported
on an open subset of (0,1).

Since our Theorem [2 covers « € [0, 3/2) for all p, this theorem can be viewed as comple-
mentary to the results of Miller, Edward and Mitra. And compared with Edward’s result,
our Theorem [2 has the advantage of the estimate on the cost blowup rate.

As a final remark about Theorem 2 the case o > 3/2, for Q a proper subset of (0,7),
remains open. If Q@ = (0, 7), null controllabilty was proven in [10].

Regarding our Theorem [I, we are unaware of any related papers for the structurally
damped beam equation with finite dimensional interior control. Well-posedness and regu-
larity for one dimensional control is discussed in [14].

We conclude this section with a brief discussion on the function Q(7"), which appears in
our upper bound, Ce®™) | on the cost of control. The rate at which the cost of a control blows
up as T'— 0" has been the subject of interest, motivated by problems in non-linear partial
differential equations and stochastic differential equations. Recall we showed the estimate
(TF) for some constant C’, which follows from the construction of @ given in [I3]. Miller
also estimates Q(7), and comparing his Corollary 1 with our Theorem [2 one sees that his
result for interior control is sharper for the power of T. The problem was also studied in
[1]. The results there are given in an abstract setting, but restricting to the 1-dimensional
beam equation, the control function is assumed to be distributed throughout the interior,
and under this strong hypothesis the control cost has the much smaller upper bound C/T?,
where [ is determined by p, a.



2 Frequency set and biorthogonal functions

2.1 Frequency set

Consider the eigenvalue problem
Ap = Ap, ¢(0) = p(r) = 0.

Clearly an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions is {¢,; n € N}, ¢, (z) = \/g sin(nx), with

corresponding eigenvalues n?. Obviously the (A)® has the same eigenfunctions, with corre-
sponding eigenvalues n?“.
Consider the IBVP | whose solution we will refer to as the “free” wave,

wy + A% + p(A)*w, = 0, (2.12)
w(0,t) = w(m,t) = Wy (0, 1) = Wy (m,t) = 0, (2.13)
w(z,0) = w'(z), (2.14)
w(x,0) = w'(x). (2.15)
Set w =3 """ an(t)p,(x). Then ([2I2) implies
> (ay + papn® + ann®)pn(x) = 0,
hence
al + pn**al, +n'a, =0, ¥n €N. (2.16)
Solving A% 4+ pn* A +n* = 0, we get
\_ _pn2a + /p2n4a — 4nt . >\:|:
5 S
Thus, if \* # A7,
N ANt o~ At
w(z,t) =Y (cfe™ +c e g, (x), (2.17)

1
with coefficients ¢ determined by the initial conditions:

0

n?

+ + - _ 1
)\ncn +)‘ncn - wn?

+ - _
c, +tc, = w

where w? and w! are the Fourier coefficients of w" and w'. This gives the following expression

= (w, — A wp)/an, (2.18)
= (—wy + Ajwp)/qn, (2.19)

n

where
T = \D =\, = /pPnie —dnt. (2.20)
If for some n we have AT = A~ then we change the corresponding term in w to
+
t

+
(cFeMnt 4 crte (),
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with
)
o wn’

= (wy, — Aywy) /(A +1).

C

SIS R

C

We now examine the gap properties of {\X}. In what follows we will use the frequency

set
B B =i, k>0,
A= {Arex, K=2\{0}, A = { I (2.21)

Thus it is easy to see A C C*. We need (following [13]) to introduce a function v : [0, 00)
[0, 00) which describes the density of A

F#{A € A\ Nt [Ay — M| <7} < w(r), VE.
We will require that A satisfies
v(r) =0, r < Ry, (2.22)

for a positive R. This assumption is equivalent to

inf [y — | > 0,
k#n

which we well refer to as separability of A.
Example 1. It is not hard to see that for A\, = sgn(n)|n|’, with p > 1 and n € N, we

have
v(r) < i/, (2.23)

for large 7, see also [13].

Thus, if one assumes a € [0,3/2), then the asymptotics below will show that both
sequences {\; : k < 0} and {\; : k > 0} satisfy (2.22)), 2.23)) with p = 2 for « < 1 and
p = 2a for a > 1.

Lemma 1
(1) For a € [0,1] and p < 2, the frequency set is separable,
(2) For (a, p) = (1,2), we have
A=A,
for all n. Also, for p =2 and any o > 0, we have \] = \|.
(8) For (i) « =1 and p > 2, or (ii) a« > 1, there are an infinite number of p such that
the sequence A contains two equal elements, i.e. for some m and n with m # n we have
A=A, (2.24)

m n

(4) For a>3/2, the frequency set does not satisfy the Blashke condition [9], in other

words,
1
Qi
>

(5) For a =2, we have X} = O(1).

=




Proof: (1) (i) For a < 1 we have the following asymptotics:
1
AE = —§pn2°‘(1 +0(1)) £ in*(1 + o(1)).

From here we see that the frequency set is separable for large n. Also for p < 2 the set A
has no coinciding elements because the real parts of the branches A\ are strictly increasing
in n while two branches have opposite signs of the imaginary parts.

(2) This is easily verified.

(3) (i) Let @« =1, and p > 2. Then

(=p/2+~/p?*/4-1) (=p/2=~/p?*/4—1).

Setting r = (p + /p? — 4)/2, and we have
A= —;m2, A, = —=n’. (2.25)

Take m < n. Then ([2.28) implies that we can find p satisfying (2.24]).
(ii) Let o € (1,3/2). Then
n4—2a
A= ; <1 + 0(1)) and A\, = —pnza(l + 0(1)). (2.26)

The situation is similar to 3(i). Fix m and n. If p runs (0,00) the main terms of the
branches in (2.20) change from —oo to 0 and from 0 to —oo, This means that we can find p

satisfying (Z.24).
(4) The statement can be checked directly.
(5) Follows immediately from (2.26]). O

Remark 2 The case a = 2 is known as Kelvin-Voight damping, and because of part (5) of
the lemma, the methods of this paper mostly cannot be used. In the case of controls distributed
n (0,7), this case is discussed in [10], also see [2].

Finally, we discuss the properties of the solution to the IBVP (212)-(2.15). By (2.17)
and the asymptotics of {\*}, we have

Lemma 2 The mapping (w°, w') — w is a continuous map
X?2x X% C(0,T; X2 x X°)nC*0,T; X).

Proof: Assume (w° w') € X% x X x L?(0,7), so that
Sl < e, ol

Now w(-,t) € X2 x X0 iff
Zn2|c+e)‘”t - c_e)‘ n? < oo.

Because all )\,f have a negative real part, it is enough to check that

S22 + e ?) < oo
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By (218),([2.19), and (2:20), it suffices to show that
> ([(wn)® + (AT 2 + 1AL 1) wh ) /i < oo (2.27)

It is easy to see that for a € [0,2], n/g, and A\f/g, are bounded and (Z27) is correct.
Because the series converges uniformly in ¢, we have w € C'(0,T; X? x X?).
The rest of the lemma can be proved similarly. O

2.2 Biorthogonal Functions

An important part of our proof is to construct suitable sets of biorthogonal functions asso-
+
clated to {eMt : n € N}.
For completeness, we begin by providing results from [13]. Let L be a subset of Z.

Theorem 3 ([15]) Suppose A = {p; : 1 € L} C C*. Let Ry > 0.
A- Suppose there ezists a function v(r) such that for alll € L, A satisfies

#{w € AN\ p = [pu — pm| <} < w(r)
with v(r) =0 for r < Ry, and v(r)/r* integrable. Then for any § > 0, Ty > 0, there exists a
constant C' = C(6,To) such that for any sequence {a;}, we have

ZI|CL16W”§|2 S C/ |Zlal6zmt|2dt.
0

B- Suppose T =6 = Ty. If v(r) < r'/P for large r, then the constant C satisfies
C < Cyexp(Cy /TP,

with constants C, Cy independent of T.

In what follows, we will often have {u;1 € L} = {\;k € K} , with A\ given by (221]).
Assuming « < 3/2, the following estimates follow from Section 2. There exist positive
constants depending on p, a such that one can choose v(r) satisfying

Cor” <wv(r) < Cir”, (2.28)

where x =1/2fora<lora=1,p<2 x=1/2a for a € (1,3/2).
Proposition [I below, is a generalization of a result proven in [13], which in turn gener-
alizes a result in [7]. Recall

T
(o) = | s,

0

where the bar denotes complex conjugation.

Proposition 1 Let T > 0. Suppose there ezists a function v(r) satisfying the estimates
(2.28) (2.23). Then there exists a family of functions {gm j(t);m € L, j = 1,2} in L*(0,T)
satisfying

<gm,17 tei)\nt> = 07 <gm,17 ei)mt) = 5m,n7 <gm,27 tei)\nt> = 5m,n7 <gm,27 6i)\nt> = 0.
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Furthermore, there exist positive constants Cy, Cs depending only on Ry, T, Cy, Cy such for
j=12,
||gm7j||L2(0,T) < 6’2603(%‘0%))%7

where all constants are defined in (228) or Theorem [3.
An immediate consequence of the proposition is:

Corollary 1 Assume the hypotheses of Proposition[dl. Then there exists a family of functions
{g;(t) : 5 € K} in L*(0,T) satisfying

<gj7 ei)\nt> = 5jn-

Furthermore, there exist positive constants Cy, C3 depending only on Ry, T, Cy, Cy such
lgillzzor) < Cae G, (2.29)

Proof of Proposition [It We adapt the construction used in [13]. We define

o125 e

F’j,l(>\k> = 05k, F_;,l()‘k) = 07 j7 ke N7
and by (2.28)) and [13, Lemma 3], F}(2) is entire of exponential type zero with

Then

|Fji(\ +2)| < XD for 2 € C,

9(5):2/000@ S ar

r o s247r2

where

Thus @ is a positive increasing function with
0(s) < s*, s — 0. (2.30)

We now define

Then for all 5,k € N, we have
Fja(M) = 0, Fj5(Ar) = 0k
Furthermore, by increasing # slightly, we have
|Fjo(\ +2)| < ¥ 2 eC, jeN. (2.31)

Indeed, we can replace 0(s) by 6(s)+log(s+1) —logmin |\;|. In what follows, we will employ
this slightly larger . In what follows, it will be convenient to set o; = R(\;), 5; = J(N;),
so 3; > 0.
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By [13l Theorem 2] there exists an entire function P having the following properties
(i) |P(2)] <1for z € Cy, and P(0) =1,
(ii) P(is) is real and positive for s > 0, and there exists a positive constant Cy with

P(is) > e 9" 5 >0, (2.32)

(iii)
|P(s)| < Qe300 5 e R, (2.33)

with Q(T') a constant,
(iv) P(2)e~*T/2 is of exponential type T'/2.
Furthermore, we have

Lemma 3 Forr > 0, there exists Cp > 0 such that

|P'(ir)] < Cp.
Proof: We recall some facts from [13].
P = T[ L0+ )
n=0 2 7

with {a,} a positive sequence satisfying »  a, = /2 for some § > 0. Since P'(z) =
P(2)(log P(z))" and |P(z)| <1 in the upper half plane,

Tor(ir i)

<)Y a4, <Cp. O

|P'(ir)| < |(log P(ir) '

—anT
<

—a;e

We now continue with the proof of the proposition. Define, for n = 1,2

Fin(2)P(z — a;)

P@ig;)
By 231) and [233), G;.(s) € L?*(—00, 00). Furthermore, for all j, k € N, we have G, 1(\.) =
dik, and Gj2(A;) = 0. By (2.34), we have

Gjn(z) = jeN. (2.34)

FLy (D) PN — o) + Fja(M) PP\ — o) 5. P

G = PG = BiA,
d
o , FLOM) PO — a3) + Fia(A) P/ (s — a)
Gj,2()‘k) = : P(Zﬁ) = Ojk-
J
Define

gj 2 / GJ 2 ZStdS



and

310 = 3= [ (Galo) = A G
with 5 € N.
Then,
<gj,1(t>vei)\kt>L2(0,T) =ik, (g2(t), ei)\kt>L2(0,T) =0, Vk e N.
Also,
A
<gj,1(t)>tei>\kt> = —id%\@j,l(t), 6i>‘t>|>\:)\k = —i(G) 1 (A\r) — l;((zgj)) Gia(A)) =0, n=1,

<gj72(t), te )\kt> = _Zﬁ@jg(t)’ (& )\t>‘)\:)\k = _Zan’”()\ﬂ)\:)\k = 5jk7 n = 2.

Furthermore, F},(z) is entire of exponential type zero, and e *7/2P(z — 3,) is entire
of exponential type 7//2 in both halfspaces, and so by the Paley-Wiener Theorem, g;, €
L2(0,7).

We see {gjn, j € N, n = 1,2} is a biorthogonal set to {eiAkt,teiAkt;k € N}. We now
estimate the elements of this set. By (2.31),[230), (232), and ([Z33)), we have for s € R

|Fj2(Nj+ s —1if;)P(s)/P(iB;)]
£20(15-1851) QD) 30(11) o ~C (5,

QUT)~Csls|+(1+Ca) (8,)*

|Gja(s + aj)

IAINA

e

Since the Fourier transform is unitary,

g2l < CeltHCDE)”,

with with C' depending only on 7', Ry, €, C;, 7 = 1 — 5. Similarly, we estimate g;; where we
must use Lemma [3}

P'(ip;)

G < CeUFHCIBY 4 0,0 e(1+2C1)85
P(Zﬁg) 3,2(3))H > e +CpCe

g2l = 11(G5a(s) =

3 Proof of Theorem [

Fix h', h* € L*(0,7). We consider the following initial boundary value problem on (0, 7) X
(0,T)

uy + A%+ p(A)*u, = b)) + h3(z) f2(L), (3.35)
u(0,t) = u(m,t) =tz (0,t) = uge(m, 1) = 0, (3.36)
w(z,0) = u’(z), u(z,0) = u'(z). (3.37)

Here (u°, u;) € X? x X% We wish to prove null-controllability.
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We can represent the solution to (3.30)-(3.37) as a sum of a “free wave, corresponding
to f! = f2 =0, and a “controlled” wave, corresponding to u° = u' = 0. Let us express the
free wave, u/m¢, as a Fourier series. Suppose for j = 0, 1, the initial conditions have Fourier
coefficients {ul}, {ul} respectively. Then, similarly to (ZI7)-(@Z20), if we assume A\ # A~
for all n,

ufree(x,t) _ Z(C—l—e)\nt +c; e)\nt> (ZL’),

with

b Mt — Uy Mgty — Uy
_ Mot = Un
st

In the calculations below, we will assume AT # A_. In the cases where A\ = )\, the

C

+ - + +
calculations below can be adapted by replacing e)‘"t, eAnt by e)‘nt, teMnt, The details of the
adaptation are left to the reader, but also see the paragraph at the end of the proof of part
A below. Thus

.
W, T) = 3 hpale) == D (efeM T+ et g o), (3.39)

ul" (@, T) = 3" en(@) == Y (et + X et (@), (3.39)
We now derive a formula for the controlled wave, denoted u/ with f = (f!, f?), and setting
u® = u! = 0. Let hJ are the Fourier coefficients of h?, hi = (h/,¢,), and let u/(x,t) =
> a,(t)pn(x). Putting this into ([B.35]), we get the following family of ODE:
al + pn**al, + n'a, = f1(s)hy, + f2(s)h2, a,(0) = a,(t) =0, Vn € N.

Then the solution to the ODE above is
N _
= ——/ s)hy, + f2(s)h?) (e)‘”(t_s) — e)‘”(t_s)> ds, n € N.

Comparing this with (3.39]), we see that null controllability in time 7" is equivalent to

_ _/ hl + f2( ) ) (6)\:(T_8) . 6)\7:(T_8)) dS,

=— / s)hy, + f*(s)h2) (A:e)‘: (T=5) _ \=eAn <T—S>) ds,
or, equivalently,
_
1_. n A ’ 1 1 2 2\ A, (T—s)
Gy = I~ (f*(s)hy, + f2(s)hi)e ds, n €N, (3.40)
(-1+5%) 70
A
7 — T
n R +
¢ =: qni)\)\f = / (f1(s)hy, + fQ(S)hi)e)‘"(T_S)ds, n € N. (3.41)
(1—22) 0
A
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We set ¢, = ¢l for k > 0, ¢ = (2, for k < 0. For j = 1,2, we extend hi to K by hl := h/

k|
Recall
N, = —iNS, k>0,
T =N, k<O,

Hence system (3.40)),([3.41]) can be rewritten in terms of i\,:

T
o= / (f'(s)hk + F2(s)B2) M T s, | € K. (3.42)
0

Remark 3 Relating the above formula for our discussion in the introduction leading to
(13), we have obtained the moment problem in L2((O, T) x (Cz) with respect to the solution

F(t) = (;;g:g) and the exponential family complex conjugate to (1.5).
Proof of part A.
In this case, set f2 = 0. Assume for the moment 0 < o < 1, p < 2. The other cases will
be addressed at the end of the paragraph. We have

2« 2«

(14 0(1)), AT = in*(1+0(1)) = 75

pn

A = —in*(1+o0(1)) — 5

(14 0(1)).

We see that the set A satisfies the hypotheses of Corollary[Il, and hence {ei)‘kt, k € K} admits
a biorthogonal family {g, k¥ € K} satisfying ([2.29)). It follows from (3.42]) that

Z ng]

j€K J

formally satisfies the moment problem. Recall the hypothesis that |h}| < |k|7? for some

positive constant p. Combining this with (229) (with »~ = 1/2), 338), (339), 340),
B.410), we get f1 e L*(0,T).

We now discuss the case a = 1. If p < 2 the frequency set satisfies the hypotheses of
Corollary [I, and we can argue the same as the case o < 1,p < 2. If p = 2, then we have
M= XA for all n € N. In this case, we can represent the control problem as a moment

problem using the family {et)‘:,tet)‘: : n € N}. Then by Proposition [ there exists a
biorthogonal family of functions which can be used to solve the moment problem. The
details are left to the reader.

Finally, suppose @ = 0. A simple calculation shows multiple frequencies only arise when
p = 2n. For p # 2n, we can argue as in the case a € (0,1), p < 2 to prove the theorem. For
p = 2ng for some ny € N, we have A} = X\ if and only if m = n = ng, and in this case we
can still apply Proposition [Ilto obtain a biorthogonal family of functions which can be used
to solve the moment problem.

Remark 4 If p > 2 and o < 1, the frequency set will have multiplicities for various values
of p and «, in which case Proposition [1 won’t apply, so we are in the situation Part B.
Indeed, the sets {\x}r<o and { A }rso separately satisfy the Proposition [1, and the clusters
(if any!) consist of two points.
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Proof of part B

We will present the proof for o € (1,3/2); it will be easy to see that the case a < 1,p > 2
can be covered by the same argument.

Recall that, for a@ > 1,

A< —pn®) AT < —1n4_2°‘.

p
The difficulty in solving the moment problem, ([B:42]), is that we do not know whether the
sequence {\ : k > 0} is separated from {\; : k < 0}. We address this as follows.

For € > 0, we will refer to the pair (A7, ;) as an e cluster if |\ — )| < e. Let
¢ > 0 be sufficiently small that any e clusters involving element of {\'}, {\;} will involve
only two elements. Let ¢ be the bijection within the set of € clusters that maps A to its
cluster-counterpart A\, . Let

Nt ={n e N:3l =un)such that [\} — )| < ¢} = domain(:), and N'~ = range(r).
(3.43)
It is worth noting that if N™ NN~ = ), then the construction of {hl, h2} is easy: it suffices
to define

hl=1/n,h2 =0ifn € N\N ™, and h) =0,h2 =1/nifn e N". (3.44)

Indeed, the moment equalities (3.40) and (3.41I)) then take the form of the moment equalities
with respect to two separated sets of exponentials

¢ (%eA"t, 7). ne N\AN* (3.45)

n

n

€2 — (%eA:t, fa), ne Nt (3.46)

Here E(t) = f;(T —t), and the set {¢/} is the renumbered set {¢7}

Let us consider the general case: N& := N’ NN~ is not empty. The goal is to obtain
also in this case two moment problems with respect to separated sets of exponentials. The
first step is the first step in (3.44]):

hl =1/n,h2 =0if n € N\NT.

At this moment we have the moment equalities for (8.45) or for a part of (8:40). Evidently,
the set {\, fnemar+ is separated.
The second step is close to the second step in (3.44):

hl=0h2=1/nif ne NT\NE.

The corresponding moment equalities are the part N*\N* of (B:486). The set {\} }oen+\ =
is separated.
Because of the asymptotics of A, there exists M > 0 such that n > M implies

n > u(n). (3.47)

In the calculations that follow, we will assume (B:47)) holds for all n, leaving the simple
adaptations for the general case to the reader.
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The third step will involve an induction in which we define h? for n € N=. Let m the
smallest element in N% and let [ = «(m). Because | < m, we have

le NT\NFCN\NT,
Hence h} = 0,h} = 1/1. Thus we choose
hy, = 1/m, b2, = 0.
For n € N'* for n > m, we carry out the following inductive step:
if hZ,) = 0 then set h, = 0,h2 = 1/n, (3.48)

and if hbl(n) = 0 then set h} = 1/n,h% = 0. (3.49)

In the first case, the corresponding moment equality has the same form as in (3.46]), and in
the second case, the moment equality has the same form as in ([8.45]). The key point is that
we never have A7, A(ny Poth appearing in one of (3.45),([3.46). In the other words, similarly
to (B.43), (3.46) we obtain moment problem with respect to f; and fo with two sets of
”scalar 7 exponentials. Moreover, each set is a separated subset of all (Af, \;) and satisfy
the Proposition 1.

Proof of part C

Here, we will use the theory of the moment problem and its application to control prob-
lems, ([2, Ch. I, V]). If o > 3/2, then by Lemma [l the sequence {\!} fails the Blaschke
condition, and hence the exponential family is not minimal. Thus both null controllability
and spectral controllability will fail.

Proof of part D
We now prove the weak controllability for a € [3/2,2). Recall

n4—2a

= (1 + 0(1)) and AT = —pnzo‘(l + 0(1)).

It is easy to see that the sets {\'} and {\} are each simple, and

. In(n)
S ZE T 0

Hence, by ([2], Theorem I1.6.3 and ), the families {e)‘:t}, {e)‘nt} are each weakly linearly
independent. But their union might not be, due to multiple frequencies. For this reason, we
need to use two dimensional control.

We will present the proof for p > 2, in which case A} > A~ for all n. The adaptations
for cases p = 2 and p < 2 will be indicated at the end of the proof.

We express the controllability problem using moment problems (3.40), (3.41]):

T _
¢ = / (F1()hL + f2(s)h2)eM T ds, n e N,
0
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T +
¢2 :/ (F1(s)hl + F2(s)h2)eM T9)ds, n € N.
0

We now adapt the construction of h', h? from part B. Recall that any multiple frequency
will have multiplicity at most 2. Let ¢ be the bijection within the set of double frequencies
that maps A\ to its counterpart ;. Because of the asymptotics of )\Ti” there exists M > 0
such that n > M implies

n > u(n). (3.50)

In the calculations that follow, we will assume (3.50) holds for all n, leaving the simple
adaptations for the general case to the reader. Let

* ={n e N:3l =(n)such that \} = A\, } = domain(¢), and N~ = range(s).

We can now argue exactly as in the proof for two dimensional null-controllability for o €
(1,3/2) to construct, from N, the functions h!, h?. As in part B, the moment problem turns
into two distinct moment problems, one each for f! and f?, and in each the frequency set
is simple, so the associated exponential families are weakly linearly independent. By ([2],
Thm. II1.3.3), weak controllability follows.

Finally, if p < 2, than it is possible that there exists m such that A\ = )\~ and also
possibly a finite number of complex frequencies. Thus we must extend our exponential

family to {e)‘: t te)‘jnt, n € N}, with a finite number of distinct non-real frequencies. A
careful reading of the proof of ([2], Theorem I1.6.3) shows that this extended family remains
weakly linearly independent. The remaining adaptations of the proof of above are left to the
reader.

Our proof of weak controllability is complete.O

4 Interior control of structurally damped beam. The
proof of Theorem 2

Let ©Q C (0,7) be a proper open subset. We consider:

uy + A%u+ p(A)*u, = xo(z)f(z,t), 2 € (0,7), t >0, (4.51)
u(0,1) = u(m,t) = gz (0, 1) = ug(m, 1) = 0, (4.52)
w(z,0) = u’(z), u(z,0) = u'(z). (4.53)

Here v’ € H*N H}, u' € L2
First, we represent the solution to (A.51])-(453) using the calculations and notation from
the previous section, see ([3.35),(339). In this section, we will assume A} # . for all n,

leaving the simple adaptations in the other case to the reader. Thus at t = T, we have the
free wave satisfying

N
free [L’ T Z,yn(pn — Z( -‘r )\ —I—C 6)\ )(pn(l')a
N .
(0, T) = 3 2pu(a) = Z(A;c:em AT Mo (). (4.54)
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We now adapt the argument of the previous section to derive a formula for the controlled
wave, denoted u/. Let f,(t) are the Fourier coefficients of yq(z)f(z,t), so

n == ' 5 n dr = s n d ,
R = [ xale)f@00,(e) do = [ fa.00,(0) do
and let u/ (x,t) = Y a,(t)¢n(x). We have the set of ODEs

al + pn**al, +n'a, = f.(t), a,(0) =a,(t) =0, ¥n € N.

Hence

1 t + _
a,(t) = ——/ fn(s) <e>‘n (t=5) _ An (t_s)) ds, n € N.
dn 0

Comparing this with (£54]), we see that null controllability in time T is equivalent to

1 [T + -
= [l (MO AT
Qn 0

I + -
”yi = —/ fn(s> <>\:€)\n (T_s) — A;e)\n (T—S)) d87
qn Jo
or, equivalently,
2
Yn — % T _
(o = qnﬁ = | fu(8)eMT9ds, neN, (4.55)
—1 + = 0
An
1_ 7
777/ N T +
r= qnijf = / fals)e?MT=)ds n e N. (4.56)
(1—22) 0

We set ¢, = ¢} for k > 0, ¢ = (%, for k < 0. Recall we have \;, = —i)\} for k > 0, and
Ak = —idy, for k < 0. We extend f, to K by fi, := fjx, and similarly ¢y(z) = ¢j. Then

system (4.50), (£56]) can be rewritten

T
G =/0 /Qf<x,t>sok<x>em<“> duds, k € K. (4.57)

The remainder of this section will be devoted to solving this moment problem on L*(£2 x

(0,7")) by constructing a suitably bounded biorthogonal set to {@k(az)eMk(T_s), k e K}. We
assume first that for all n, A\t # A~ which is equivalent to p/2 # n?72*. At the section’s

n’

end, we briefly discuss the adaptations necessary in the other case.
Lemma 4 The infimum of the angles between p, and @,, in L*(a,b) is positive.

The elementary proof of this lemma is deferred to the appendix.
Let ¢, be the restrictions of the eigenfunctions ¢, to (a,b), normalized in the space
L?(a,b).
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Proposition 2 Let T > 0. Suppose o € [0,3/2). Assume N # X~ for all n. Then there
exists a set {hy(x,t) : k € K} biorthogonal to {¢p(x) exp(iXet), k € K} in L*((a,b) x (0,T)).
Furthermore, there exist positive constants Cy, C3, depending, on a,b,’T’, such that

T b
/ / \hge(z, )| dedt < Cyexp(Cs(ImAg)”). (4.58)
0 a

Here 6 =1/2 fora <1 ora=1,p<2, and x =3 — 2« for a € (1,3/2).

Proof: First, if we assume a < 1 and p < 2, then the frequency set is separated, so by
Proposition [l we can use hy(x,t) = gi(t)or(x). Next, note p = 2 is ruled out because we
assume A\ # \;. In the remainder of the proof, we consider the harder cases o € (1,3/2),
or a < 1and p > 2, so that the union {\'} U {\,} is not necessarily separated.

Recall that the cardinality of any cluster of frequencies can be at most two. We use the
notation introduced in the previous section, in the proof of Theorem [Il In particular, there
exists € > 0 such that the set N, of e-close frequencies can be parametrized as

Ne = {{ln, mn) e

Thus (I,,m,) € N, means |\, — \p,,,| < €. We introduce now two reduced sets of the
indices: K. := K\ {m,}, where {m,} is the set of the second indices of pairs from N, and
K. := K \{l,.}, where {l,} is the set of the first indices of pairs from N,. Then {\; : k € K}
is separated, and so by Proposition [Il there exists {0y, k € K.}, a family biorthogonal to
{expiMt, k € K.}, in the space L?(0,T), and the following estimate holds

10kl z20.7) < C5 exp(Cs(SAx)7), (4.59)

with C5, Cg positive constants that depend only on T, «, p. Now we construct the family
{hi(z,t),k € K} in the following way. For k € K, we set

hi(z,t) = dr()0k(t).

For k ¢ K., there exist n,l,, m, such that (I,,m,) € N. and either I, = k or m, = k.
Assume the latter; the argument in the other case is similar. By Lemma [l there exist a pair
M, (), N, (z) of functions biorthogonal to ¢y, (), ¢, (x) on L?(a,b), and furthermore there
exists a positive constant C, independent of n, such that

b
/ 1, ()2 + [t (@) < € (4.60)

Let
It is then easy to check that

T b
/ / hj(x,t) exp(idt)pr(z) dedt = 61, Vi, k € K.
0 a

Finally, by (£59) and (£60), the estimate (L58) follows. O
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We now complete the proof of Theorem 2l Assume for the moment A\ # A\ for any n.
Recall for a < 1, p < 2 we have S\ < |k|?**, while for a € [1,3/2), we have

|k,|4—2a
P

S\, = (1 + o(1)), k>0, and Shy, = p|k|?® (1 + 0(1)), k<0,

The moment problem (457 is formally solved by

Z Ckhk(l’, t).

keK

It suffices to prove convergence of this series. By (@.55),([#.50),([d.54), there exist positive
constants C3, Cy such that

Gl < Cye M) Wk € K.

Since s < 1, by (458) and the asymptotics of {3\;z}, the series converges in L?((a,b) X
(0,7)).
Finally, suppose A} = X\~ for some n. It is easy to see this n will be unique. Here,

we need to replace the pair (e)‘:t, e)‘nt) by the pair (eA:t,teA:t). The construction of the
biorthogonal set {0;(¢)} can now proceed same as in the previous section, and then the
construction of {hy(x,t)} can now proceed as above in this section. The details are left to
the reader. This finishes the proof of Theorem 20

5 Conclusion

Our results on finite dimensional control (Theorem [Il) are in some sense definitive. One
possible extension would be to consider perturbations of the Laplacian, replacing u,, by
(r(z)uz). + q(z)u(z). Another possible extension would be to replace Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions by Neumann or Robin boundary conditions. In all these cases, provided
the Sturm-Liouville problem is regular, the spectrum would remain simple, with the same
asymptotics as in this paper. Thus the frequency set will have multiplicity at most two,
and two dimensional null-controllabilty will always be possible for o < 3/2, and will fail for
a>3/2.

In the case of controls distributed on an open proper subset of (0,7), Theorem [2 the
case a > 3/2 remains open. In case the associated Sturm-Liouville problem is perturbed
regularly, as in the previous problem, the methods of this paper will apply. For o € (1,3/2),
one would need to generalize Lemma [4]

Acknowledgements. The research of Sergei Avdonin was supported in part by the
National Science Foundation, grants DMS 1909869 and 2308377.

6 Appendix

Proof of Lemma 4t Denote by ®(n, m) the angle between ¢,, and ¢,, in L?(a,b), ®(n,m) €
[0,7/2]. Evidently, for m # n, the functions sin mx and sinnzx are linearly independent on
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(a,b), which implies ®(n,m) > 0. Therefore we can restrict to the large m, n. In what
follows we suppose m > n. By the definition

cos ®(n,m) = [Pns o) 20 )
’ l2nll £2(ap) |€mll L2 (ap)

Further,

/b _ _ 1 [sin(n —m)x  sin(n+ m)z] b
sin mx sinnx dr = — — )
o 2 n—m n+m u

This gives the asymptotic relation

2 |1 1
(Spm me)LQ(a,b) = m sin [5 (m - TL) (b - CL):| COS |:§ (m - n)(b + CL):| + O(l/(m + n))
Similarly .
||g0m||%2(a7b) = %/ sin? mx dr = b—Ta +O(1/m).
Then
2 |1 1
cos ®(n,m) = b= am—n) sin [i(m —n)(b— a)] cos {§(m —n)(b+ a)] +0(1/n) <

2 .1
< b= am—n) sin [§(m —n)(b— a)] +O(1/n)

The function 2sin(z/2)
sin(z
flx) = ———,

T
defined on a semiaxis (€, 00) with a positive e satisfies

sup f < 1.

Indeed, f(z) < 1 and this functions goes to zero as x goes to infinity,
Thus,
sup cos (n,m) < 1.

m#n
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