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Boundary controllability of a one-dimensional phase-field
system with one control force

Manuel GONZALEZ-BURGOS? Gilcenio R. Sousa-NETO!

Abstract

In this paper, we present some controllability results for linear and nonlinear phase-field
systems of Caginalp type considered in a bounded interval of R when the scalar control force
acts on the temperature equation of the system by means of the Dirichlet condition on one
of the endpoints of the interval. In order to prove the linear result we use the moment
method providing an estimate of the cost of fast controls. Using this estimate and following
the methodology developed in [19], we prove a local exact boundary controllability result to
constant trajectories of the nonlinear phase-field system. To the authors’ knowledge, this is
the first nonlinear boundary controllability result in the framework of non-scalar parabolic
systems, framework in which some “hyperbolic” behaviors could arise.

Keywords. Phase-field system, boundary controllability.

1 Introduction

This work deals with the boundary controllability properties of a phase-field system of Caginalp
type (see [9]) which is a model describing the transition between the solid and liquid phases in
solidification/melting processes of a material occupying an interval:

ét - gémm + %pg(gwm + gé = fl((;;) in QT = (07 7T) X (OaT)a

Gt — Edua — %é = f2(0) in Qr, (1.1)
0(0,-) =v, 6(0,) = ¢, (m,+) =0, §(m,-) = ¢ on (0,T),

9(50) = 905 d)(vo) = ¢0 in (O,ﬂ').

Here, T > 0 is some final time, 6 = é(:z:, t) denotes the temperature of the material, b= g?)(:z:, t) is
the phase-field function used to identify the solidification level of the material, ¢ € {—1,0,1} and
the functions f; and f> are the nonlinear terms which come from the derivative of the classical
regular double-well potential W and are defined by

RO =L (6-8) md pd)= 5 (6-).

Besides, p > 0 is the latent heat, 7 > 0 represents the relaxation time and & > 0 is the thermal
diffusivity. Finally, v € L*(0,T) is the control force, which is exerted at point x = 0 by means of
the boundary Dirichlet condition, and the initial data 6y, ¢o are given functions.

The phase function ¢ describes the phase transition of the material (solid or liquid) in such
a way that ¢ = 1 means that the material is in solid state and ¢ = —1 in liquid state. Observe
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that the temperature 6 of the material could be zero and this could occur with the material in
solid or liquid phase. On the other hand, the phase-field variable (;3 does not have a direct physical
meaning. This is the reason way we control the temperature 6 which, in fact, is the unique variable
with physical meaning.

The objective of this paper is to prove a null controllability result at time T for the temperature
variable 6 of system (1.1). If we consider the transition region associated to the temperature, i.e.,

the set i
mw:{xemmymaw:o}

then, the problem under consideration consists of proving that there exists a control v such that
the transition region associated to the temperature § satisfies I(T) = (0,7). It is interesting
to underline that in this case the material could be in solid phase (¢Z(,T) = 1), liquid phase
(¢(-,T) = —1) or in an intermediate phase (mushy) which corresponds to ¢(-,T) = 0. In this
work we are interested in showing the null controllability result at time T for the temperature 6
but keeping the material in solid state, ¢ = 1, or liquid state, ¢ = —1, at time T', that is to say,
proving that there exists a control v € L*(0, T) such that system (1. 1) has a solution § = (6, ¢)
(in an appropriate space) such that

6(.T)=0 and ¢(-,T)=c in (0,7). (1.2)

We give a complementary analysis and results in the Appendix B, where we deal with the case
where ¢ = 0.

As said before, the objective of this work is to study the controllability properties of sys-
tem (1.1). Let us observe that we are exerting only one control force on the system (a boundary
control) but we want to control the corresponding state § = (9 (b) which has two components. In
fact, the second equation in (1.1) is indirectly controlled by means of the term —26/7. On the
other hand, (1.1) is a nonlinear system with nonlinearities with a super-linear behavior at infinity.
Therefore, we can expect a local controllability result at time 7" for this system, that is to say, an
exact controllability result to the trajectory (0,¢) when the initial datum (fy, ¢o) is sufficiently
close to (0,¢) in an appropriate norm (see for instance [17, 11] for similar results in the scalar
parabolic framework).

System (1.1) is a particular class of more general n X n nonlinear parabolic control systems of
the form:

— DAy + Ay = F(y)+ Bvl, in Qr:=Qx(0,7),
y = Culp,, on Xr =00 x (0,7), (1.3)
y(-,0) = yo in 0,

where w and T are, respectively, open subsets of the smooth bounded domain @ ¢ RY and of
its boundary 99, D € L(R™), with n > 1, is a positive definite matrix, B,C € L(R™, R"), with
m <n, and A = (ai;), <, j<, € L(R") are given matrices. In (1.3), F' € C°(R™;R™) is a nonlinear
given function. Unlike the scalar case, even in the linear case F' = 0, new difficulties arise in the
study of the controllability properties of (1.3). When m < n, the issue for this system is to control
the whole components of the system with a control function acting, locally in space or on a part of
the boundary, only on some of them. We refer to [4] for a review of results for the controllability
problem of system (1.3).

The controllability properties of system (1.1) has been analyzed before in the N-dimensional
case (N > 1) when a distributed control supported in an open subset of the domain is exerted
on the system. The first local controllability results for a nonlinear phase-field system controlled
by one distributed control force are proved in [3] under certain restrictions on the dimension N.
In [18], the authors introduce a new approach to deal with the distributed null controllability of
some linear coupled parabolic systems that makes possible to generalize the results in [3] to more
general phase-field systems such as (1.1). Finally, in [16] the authors study the controllability
of some (linear and semilinear) non-diagonalizable parabolic systems of PDEs and provide some
Kalman rank conditions which characterize the controllability properties in the linear case. In



these previous works the null controllability result for the linear and nonlinear problem uses in a
fundamental way global Carleman inequalities for scalar parabolic problems. To our knowledge,
this is the first time that the boundary controllability properties of a nonlinear phase-field system
are analyzed.

It is important to underline that in this work we are considering a boundary controllability
problem for a non-scalar parabolic system. As said before, in the study of these boundary con-
trollability problems new phenomena and technical difficulties arise. Let us briefly describe them.
In the linear case (F' = 0), it is well-known (see [15, 5, 6]) that the distributed (C' = 0) and
boundary (B = 0) controllability properties of system (1.3) are different and not equivalent. In
fact, the boundary controllability of system (1.3) could present “hyperbolic” behaviors such as the
non-equivalence between the approximate and null controllability or the existence of a minimal
time of controllability, i.e., the existence of Ty € [0, 00| such that the system is null controllable at
time T if T' > Ty and it is not if T' < Tp (see [6], [7] and the references therein for more details).
On the other hand, global Carleman inequalities seem not to be too useful when we deal with
boundary controllability properties of non-scalar parabolic systems (see [5]) and this creates a
new technical difficulty: we want to obtain a nonlinear boundary controllability result without
having global Carleman estimates for the corresponding adjoint systems to linearized versions of
system (1.1).

As noted above, the decision of exerting the control force on the temperature variable 0 was
taken because it is the only variable in (1.1) with physical meaning. Indeed, the values of q~5
determine the material phase and, consequently, imposing a boundary control for q~5 would mean
that specific phases for the material on the boundary are maintained throughout the solidification
process (which is not an usual situation in practice). On the other hand, exerting the control on
the boundary in the temperature variable can be seen as having a regulable external source which
heats/cools down the material at point 2 = 0. From the physical point of view, this boundary
control is more interesting than a distributed control supported on an open subset of the domain
(internal source).

The main objective of this work is to provide an exact controllability result of system (1.1) to
the constant trajectory (0,c¢) with ¢ = +1 (the case ¢ = 0 follows the same structure of the case
¢ = %1, so it will be dealt with in Appendix B). Observe that the nonlinearities f1 and f2 in (1.1)
can be written as

7o) =-Lo-6)=Lw-at Lo+ Lo
Fa) = 560~ %) =~ (6~ ) F (0~ — 56— )"

and therefore, performing the change of variable (8, $) = (A, ¢ — ¢), system (1.1) becomes

PP

1~ Ere + 50600e — L6+ L0=01(0) i Qr,

1 2
0(05 ) =, ¢(07 ) = 9(71-7 ) = ¢(7Ta ) =0 on (Oa T)a
9(70) = 907 ¢(70) = ¢0 in (O,ﬂ'),

where (8o, ¢o) = (B0, do — ¢) and the functions g; and g are given by

3 3 1
91(0) = £ 26"+ L6* and g2(0) = F5-* — —o". (L5)

With the previous change of variables in mind, the exact controllability to the trajectory
(0,¢) of system (1.1) at time T > 0 is equivalent to the null controllability at the same time
T of system (1.4). In order to prove the null controllability at time T > 0 of system (1.4),
we will rewrite the controllability problem as a fixed-point problem for a convenient operator in



appropriate spaces. To perform this fixed-point strategy, we will first study the controllability
properties of the following autonomous linear system:

O — 00 + 20600 — Lo+ L0=0 i Q,
21 0 2T T
¢t _§¢mm+ ;¢_ ;6‘:0 in QT7 (16)
9(07 ) =, ¢(0, ) = 9(71—7 ) = ¢(7T7 ) =0 on (07 T)u
9('7 O) = 907 ¢(7 O) = ¢0 in (va)a

which is a linearization of system (1.4) around the equilibrium (0,0). System (1.6) can also be
written in the vectorial form

yt_Dyzz+Ay:f in QT7
y(0,) = Bv, y(m,-)=0 on (0,7), (1.7)
y('u O) = Yo, in (va)v

with yo = (6o, ¢0), f = (0,0) and

1 po_ P
p=| & %) a- |, B= ( 1 ) (1.8)
0 ¢ =z

We will see that, for every v € L?(0,T), f € L*(Qr; R?) and yo € H (0, 7;R?), system (1.7)
possesses a unique solution defined by transposition which satisfies

y € L*(Qr;R*) nC? ([0, T); H (0, m R?))

and depends continuously on the data v, f and yo. Observe that the previous regularity permits
to pose the boundary controllability of system (1.6) in the space H (0, w;R?).

Let us present our first main result: the boundary approximate controllability at time 7" > 0
of system (1.6). One has:

Theorem 1.1. Let us consider €, p and T three positive real numbers and let us fiz T > 0. Then,
system (1.6) is approzimately controllable in H~(0,7;R?) at time T if and only if one has

202 — k)2 —2pr(1P + k%) —=2p—1#0, Vk(>1, 0>k (1.9)

Remark 1.1. Condition (1.9) characterizes the approximate controllability property of sys-
tem (1.6). Thus, (1.9) is a necessary condition for the null controllability of this system at time
T > 0. Observe that this condition is independent of the final time 7. We will also see that
condition (1.9) is equivalent to the following property (see Proposition 3.2): “The eigenvalues of
the vectorial operators

L=-D3,,+A and L*=—D*0y,+ A", (1.10)

with domains D(L) = D(L*) = H*(0,m;R?) N H(0,m;R?), have geometric multiplicity equal
to one”. Thus, condition (1.9) is a Fattorini-Hautus criterium for the boundary approximate
controllability of the linear system (1.6) (see [12]).

In this work, we will also analyze the null controllability properties of system (1.6). In this
sense, one has:

Theorem 1.2. Let us us fit T > 0 and consider &, p and T, positive real numbers satisfying (1.9)
and

1p
2T

3 Vi > 1. (1.11)



Then, system (1.6) is exactly controllable to zero in H*(0,m;R?) at time T > 0. Moreover, there
exist two positive constants Cy and M, only depending on &, p and 7, such that for any T > 0,
there is a bounded linear operator

e H=10,mR?) — L*(0,T)

satisfying
Hegg)HL(H*l(O,ﬂ-;]R?),L?(O,T)) < CoeM/T, (1.12)

and such that the solution
y=(0,0) € L*(Qr;R*) N C([0,T); H (0, m;R?))

of system (1.6) associated to yo = (0o, ¢o) € H (0, m;R?) and v = Gg) (yo) satisfies y(-,T) = 0.

Remark 1.2. From the results stated in [3] and [18], it is well known that the linear system (1.6)
is approximate and null controllable at any time 7" > 0 and any positive &, p and 7, when the scalar
control v € L*(Q7) acts on the temperature equation of (1.1) as a right-hand side source supported
on an open subset w of the domain. These distributed controllability results are independent of
condition (1.9) and only use the cascade structure of system (1.6). Nevertheless, this cascade
structure is not enough when one deals with the boundary controllability of non-scalar problems
(see for example [15], [5], [6], ... ). Again, the approximate and null controllability results stated
in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 show the different nature of the controllability problem of scalar or
non-scalar parabolic systems.

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.2 also provides an estimate of the cost of the control for system (1.6)
that drives the system from an initial datum yo = (6o, ¢o) € H (0, m;R?) to the equilibrium at
time T' > 0. To be precise, under assumption (1.9) and (1.11), Theorem 1.2 implies that the set

Zr(yo) := {v € L*(0,T) : y = (6, ¢) solution of (1.6) associated to yo satisfies y(-,T) = 0},

is nonempty for any 7' > 0 and any yo = (6o, do) € H (0, 7; R?). We can then define the control
cost for system (1.6) as

X(T) = sup ( inf |U||L2(O,T)> , VT >0.

llyoll=1 \v€Z7(v0)

Observe that as a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2 and inequality (1.12), we can obtain the
following estimate of this cost for system (1.6) at time T' > 0:

K(T) < Coe™, VT >0, (1.13)

where Cy and M are positive constants only depending on the parameters in system (1.6) (see [21]
and [14] for similar results in the scalar parabolic framework).

Remark 1.4. As said before, condition (1.9) is equivalent to the simplicity of the spectrum of L
and L*. We will see in Proposition 3.2 that condition (1.11) implies a stronger property of the
spectra of L and L*: If we denote {Ax}r>1 C (0,00) the sequence of eigenvalues of the operator
L, with Ay < Ak for any k > 1, then, there exist § > 0 and an integer ¢ > 1 such that

Ak — Ap| = 6[k* =n?®|, VkneN, |k—n|>q. (1.14)

This gap condition for the spectrum of L is crucial to prove the null controllability at any positive
time T of system (1.6) with control cost satisfying the estimate (1.13) for positive constants Cy
and M only depending on &, p and 7 (for similar results, see [13] and [20]).

In the case in which assumption (1.11) does not hold, that is to say, if for some integer j > 1
one has 1

N

)

ot



then, the eigenvalues of L (and L*) concentrate (see Remark 3.2) and the gap condition (1.14) is
not valid. In fact, one has
inf |A1C — Ag| =0.
k>, k0

In [6], the authors proved that when the eigenvalues {Aj}r>1 of the operator L = —D3,, + A
concentrate, the controllability problem for system (1.7) (f = 0) has a minimal time Ty € [0, 0]
of null controllability which is related to the condensation index of the sequence. Even in the case
To = 0 (and therefore, system (1.6) is null controllable for any T > 0), without the separability
assumption (1.14), providing an estimate of the control cost X(T") with respect to T > 0 is an
open problem.

Remark 1.5. In order to prove Theorem 1.2 we will use the moment method, introduced in [13]
in the framework of the boundary controllability of the one-dimensional scalar heat equation. To
this end, we will carry out an analysis of the properties of the eigenvalues of L which will imply
inequality (1.12) and estimate (1.13) for the control cost of system (1.6). These two inequalities
are essential in the proof of the controllability property of the nonlinear system (1.1).

Let us now present the local exact controllability result to the trajectory (0,¢) (¢ = %1) for
the nonlinear system (1.1). This is our third main result. One has:

Theorem 1.3. Let us consider £, 7 and p three positive numbers satisfying (1.9) and (1.11), and
let us fit T > 0 and ¢ = —1 or ¢ = 1. Then, there exists € > 0 such that, for any (6o, Po) €
H™Y0,7) x (c+ H}(0,7)) fulfilling

160l -1 + b0 — cllay <e, (1.15)
there exists v € L*(0,T) for which system (1.1) has a unique solution
(0,) € [L2(Qr) N CO([0.T); H1(0,m R?))] x C°(Qr)
which satisfies (1.2).

Theorem 1.3 establishes a local exact boundary controllability result at time 7' for the non-
linear system (1.1) when the parameters &, p and 7 satisfy (1.9) and (1.11). Similar distributed
controllability results! have been proved in the N-dimensional case, without any assumption on
the parameters, using the cascade structure of the system (see [3] and [18]). As in the linear
case (1.6), this cascade structure is not enough for dealing with the boundary controllability of
system (1.1).

We end the presentation of our main results with some remarks.

Remark 1.6. Following [19], Theorem 1.3 will be proved using a point-fixed strategy. The
key point in its proof will be a boundary null controllability result for the non-homogeneous
system (1.7) when the function f is in an appropriate weighted-L? space. In turn, this null
controllability result for (1.7) will use in a crucial way the estimates (1.12) and (1.13).

Remark 1.7. The main results established in this paper only deal with the boundary controlla-
bility of linear or nonlinear systems in space dimension one. This restriction is mainly due to the
fact that in its proofs we will use the moment method. In general, the boundary controllability of
parabolic systems in higher space dimension remains widely open and only some partial answers
are known in the linear setting. To our knowledge, the only results on this issue are those of [1],
[2] and [8]. In the two first articles, the results for parabolic systems are deduced from the study
of the boundary control problem of two coupled wave equations using transmutation techniques.
As a result they rely on some geometric constraints on the control domain. In [8], the author
characterize the boundary null-controllability of system (1.3) in the linear case (B = 0 and F' = 0)
when € is a cylindrical domains of the form Q = (0,7) x Q5 (Q3 is a smooth domain of RV ™1,

IThe distributed control acts as a source in the temperature equation.



N > 1) and I'g := {0} X w2 (w2 is an open subset of (3) without imposing geometric constraints on
wa. It is important to highlight that these results use that the diffusion matrix D is a multiple of
the identity matrix. The boundary controllability of systems (1.1) and (1.6) in the N-dimensional
case is completely open.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we give some existence and unique-
ness results for the linearized versions of the phase-field system (1.1) and we recall some known
results on existence and bounds on biorthogonal families to complex exponentials. Section 3 is
devoted to studying the spectral properties of the parabolic operators L and L* given in (1.10).
In Section 4 we prove the controllability results for the linear problem (1.6): In Subsection 4.1 we
prove the approximate controllability result at time 7" for system (1.6) (Theorem 1.1) and in Sub-
section 4.2 the corresponding null controllability result (Theorem 1.2). Theorem 1.3 is proved in
Section 5. Before (Subsection 5.1), we prove a null controllability result for the non-homogeneous
system (1.7) when f belongs to appropriate spaces. As a consequence, we provide a proof of The-
orem 1.3 in Subsection 5.2. We finish this paper with two appendices. In Appendix A, we prove
the existence and uniqueness result for the linearized system (1.7) and for its backward formula-
tion. In Appendix B we give some additional results on the null controllability of the phase-field
system (1.1), that is to say, we deal with the case ¢ = 0 (see (1.2)).

2 Preliminary results

In this paper we will use the following notations for norms. If X is a Banach space, the norms of
the spaces L*(0,T; X) and C°([0, T]; X) will be respectively denoted by ||||r2(x) and ||-||co(x). We
will also work with the spaces L?(0,m; R?), H} (0, m;R?) and H (0, m;RY), with norms denoted
by || - [[z2s || - [z and || - [[z-1. On the other hand, we will use (-,-) as notation for the usual
duality pairing between H~'(0,1;R?) and H} (0, 1;R?).

Finally, throughout the paper C' will stand for a generic positive constant that only depends
on the coefficients &, 7 and p in system (1.1), whose value may change from one line to another.
Frequently, we will use the notation Cp when it is convenient to specify the dependence of the
generic constant with respect to the final time 7.

In this section we will give some results related to the existence, uniqueness and continuous
dependence with respect to the data of the linear problem (1.7). To this aim, let us consider the
linear backwards in time problem:

—¢t = D*ppe + A" =g in Qr,
90(07 ) = w(ﬂa ) =0 on (Oa T)a (21)
SD(WT) = %o in (va)v

where D and A are given in (1.8) and ¢y and g are functions in appropriate spaces.
Let us start with a first result on existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to system (2.1).
One has:

Proposition 2.1. Let us assume that o € Hg(0,7;R?) and g € L*(Qr;R?). Then, system (2.1)
has a unique strong solution

€ C°((0,T1; Hg (0,mR*)) N L*(0, T3 H?(0, 7 R*) N H (0, 75 R?)).
In addition, there exists a positive constant C, only depending on D and A, such that
Iellcogas) + 19l 2y < €T (lgllawe) + ol ) - (2:2)

In view of Proposition 2.1, we can define solution by transposition to system (1.7).



Definition 2.1. Let yo € H *(0,m;R?), v € L*(0,T) and f € L*(Qr;R?) be given. It will be
said that y € L?(Qr;R?) is a solution by transposition to (1.7) if, for each g € L*(Q7;R?), one
has

T
// y - gdxdt = (yo, p(-,0)) —/O B*D*p,(0,t)v(t) dt + /Q f - pdzdt, (2.3)

where o € C°([0, T]; H3 (0, 73 R?*)) N L*(0, T; H?(0, 73 R?*) N Hy (0, 7; R?)) is the solution of (2.1) as-
sociated to g and g = 0 (recall that (-, -) stands for the usual duality pairing between H (0, 1; R?)
and H}(0,1;R?)).

With this definition we have:
Proposition 2.2. Let us assume that yo = (6o, ¢0) € H '(0,m;R?), v € L*(0,T) and f €
L*(Q7;R?). Then, system (1.7) admits a unique solution by transposition y = (0, ¢) that satisfies
y € L*(Qr;R*) nC°([0,T); H (0, R?)), € L*(0,T; (H?(0,m;R?*) N Hy (0, 73 R?))),
Yt = Dyaw + Ay = f in L*(0,T; (H*(0,m;R?) N Hy (0, m;R?))),
y(-,0) = yo in H (0, m;R?),

and

IyllL2z2) + lyllcor-1y + el pacrznmyy < Ce“ (lyolla—r + ol 2oy + 1f22) » (24)
or a constant C > 0 only depending on the parameters £, p and T in system (1.7). Moreover
Y g p Y

(a) If ¢o € L*(0,7), then ¢ € L*(0,T; H(0,7)) N C°([0,T); L*(0,7)) and, for a new constant
C > 0 (only depending on &, p and 7), one has

18]l L2cmyy + [8llcorzy < C (lyllzzwey + N¢ollnz + [1fll2e2)) - (2.5)

(b) If ¢o € H(0,7), then ¢ € L*(0,T; H*(0,7) N Hy(0,7)) N C°([0,T]; Hy (0, 7)) and, for a new
constant C' > 0 (only depending on &, p and 7), one has

160l eqarnmgy + I6llcocry < € (Iwllzs + lollag + 1 fliees) . (26)

and, in particular, y = (0, ¢) € L*(Qr) x C’O(@T).

One can prove Propositions 2.1 and 2.2 using, for instance, the well-known Galerkin method.
For the sake of completeness we present an idea of the proof of this two propositions in Appendix A.
Observe that, when g = 0, the backward problem (2.1) is the corresponding adjoint system
to (1.6):
—pr =D ppe + A% =0 in Qr,
©(0,) =¢(m,-) =0 on (0,7T), (2.7)
(-, T) = ¢o in (0, ).

The controllability properties of system (1.6) can be characterized in terms of appropriate
properties of the solutions to (2.7). In order to provide these characterizations, we need a new
result which relates the solutions of systems (1.6) and (2.7). One has:

Proposition 2.3. Let us consider yo = (6o, ¢0) € H ' (0,m;R?) and v € L*(0,T). Then, the
solution y = (0,¢) of system (1.6) associated to yo and v, and the solution ¢ of the adjoint
system (2.7) associated to oo € HJ(0,m;R?) satisfy

T
/0 B D", (0, t)u(t) dt = (y(-. ). 00) — (o, (-, 0))- (2.8)



Proof. The proof is a consequence of Proposition 2.2. Observe that is enough to prove that (2.8)
holds under the regularity assumption yo € C§(0,7;R?) and v € C§([0,7]). Indeed, using den-
sity arguments, the estimates of Proposition 2.2 and the linearity of (1.6), it follows that the
identity (2.8) is valid for all yo € H~'(0,7m;R?) and v € L*(0,T).

On the other hand, when yo € C5(0,m;R?), v € C*([0,7]) and ¢y € H}(0,7;R?), after some
integrations by parts, it is not difficult to prove that the corresponding solution y of (1.6) and ¢,
solution of the adjoint system (2.7), satisfy equality (2.8). This ends the proof. O

One important consequence of the previous result is the characterization of the approximate
and null controllability properties of the linear system (1.6) in terms of suitable properties of the
solutions of the adjoint system (2.7). One has:

Theorem 2.1. Let us consider T' > 0. Then,

1. System (1.6) is approzimately controllable at time T > 0 if and only if the following unique
continuation property holds:

“Let g € H& (0, W;RQ) be given and let @ be the corresponding solution of the
adjoint problem (2.7). Then, if B*D*,(0,t) =0 on (0,T), one has oo =0 in
(0,7).”

2. System (1.6) is null controllable at time T if and only if there exists a constant Cp > 0 such
that, for any @o = (0o, do) € Hy(0,m;R?), the corresponding solution of (2.7) satisfies the
observability inequality

T
oG- T3y < Cr [ 1B D" 0.0 ar

This result is well known. For a proof see, for instance [10], [22] and [23].

Remark 2.1. The constant Cp appearing in the observability inequality for the adjoint sys-
tem (2.7) is closely related to the cost K(T) for system (1.6) (see Remark 1.3). To be precise, if
the observability inequality holds, then Z(T') # @, for any yo = (Ao, do) € H (0, 7;R?), and

K(T) < \/Cr.

On the other hand, assume that Z(T') # 0, for any yo = (6o, po) € H™*(0,7;R?), and define K(T)
as in Remark 1.3. Then, the previous observability inequality for (2.7) holds with Cp = X(T)>.

For a proof of the previous properties, see for example [10] (see Theorem 2.44, p. 56), [23]
or [22].

We will finish this section giving two known results which will be used later. They are related
to the existence and bounds of biorthogonal families to real exponentials. One has:

Lemma 2.1. Let us consider a sequence {Ar}r>1 C Ry satisfying A # Ay, for any k,n € N
with k # n, and

> 1. (2.9)

A
E>1 0k

Then, there exists a family {qi}x>1 C L*(0,T) biorthogonal to {e ™'} p>1, i.e., a family {qi}r>1
in L*(0,T) such that

T
/ qr(t)e Nitdt = 6y, Vk,j > 1.
0

We also have:



Lemma 2.2. Let us consider a sequence {Ax}r>1 C Ry such that Ay # Ay, for any k,n € N with
k #n. Let us also assume that there exist an integer ¢ > 1 and positive constants p, § and « such
that

inf  |Ag —An| >0, (2.10)

{ Ak — Ap| = 6|k* =n?|, VEkneN, |k—n|>gq,
k#n, |k—n|<q

and
Ipvr =N(r)| <o, Vr>0. (2.11)

(In (2.11), N(r) is the counting function associated to {Ax}k>1, defined by N(r) = #{k : A, < r}).
Then, there exists Ty > 0 such that, for any T € (0,Ty), we can find a family {qx}x>1 C L*(0,T)
biorthogonal to {e”**'}x>1 which in addition satisfies

C
laxllzz0.1) < CeCVRtT vk > 1,

for a positive constant C' independent of T'.

A proof of Lemma 2.1 can be found in [13] and [5]. On the other hand, Lemma 2.2 is a
particular case of a more general result proved in [8] (see Theorem 1.5 in pages 2974-2975).

3 Spectral properties of the operators L and L*
Let us consider the vectorial operators L and L* given in (1.10), with domains
D(L) = D(L*) = H?*(0,m;R?) N H} (0, 7; R?).

This section will be devoted to giving some spectral properties of the operators L and L* which
will be used below. Recall that the matrices D and A are given in (1.8).
In what follows, for simplicity, we will use the notation

2
Py = \/5_Pk2+ (p+1> CVE> L (3.1)
T 2T

On the other hand, it is well-known that the operator —0d,, with homogeneous Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions admits a sequence of positive eigenvalues, given by {kQ}kzl, and a sequence of
normalized eigenfunctions {ny }x>1, which is a Hilbert basis of L?(0, ), given by

2
() = \/jsin kx, € (0,m). (3.2)
T
With the previous notation, we have the following result:

Proposition 3.1. Let us consider the operators L and L™ given in (1.10) (the matrices D and A
are given in (1.8)). Then,

1. The spectra of L and L* are given by o(L) = (L") = {)\;(Cl),)\;(f)}kzl with

pt1_
2T

1
re, AP —a2 e P s, (3.3)

)\](Cl) _ §k2 + 5

where ry, is given in (3.1).

2. Foreach k > 1, the eigenspaces of L (resp., L* ) corresponding to /\Egl) and /\Ef) are respectively
generated by

1 1 _ + 2 1 1 — p — 27'Tk
o) = p4 Tk e, WP = M (3.4)
477 477 4
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(resp.,

) = b e, @) = ! ! k) (3.5)
k 4./tri p—1+271ry ’ k 4/TTy p—1—271r; : :

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

We look for a complex A and a function ¢ € H?(0,7; C?) N H} (0, m; C?) such that ¢ # 0 and
L(¢) = Xp. Using that the function 7 is the normalized eigenfunction of the Dirichlet-Laplace
operator in (0,7) associated to the eigenvalue k2, we can find ¢ as

p(x) =) anm(z), Vo e (0,m),

n>1

where {an}n>1 C C? and, for some k > 1, ax # 0. From the identity L(p) = Ay we deduce

Z (n°D + A= \) apnn(z) =0, Vz € (0,m),

n>1

(I, € £(C?) is the identity matrix). From this identity, it is clear that the eigenvalues of the
operator L correspond to the eigenvalues of the matrices

KD+ A, Vk>1.

and an associated eigenfunction of L is given choosing a,, = 20kn, for any n > 1, where zj, € C?
is an associated eigenvector of kD + A, that is to say, ¥ (-) = zxme(-).
Taking into account the expression of the characteristic polynomial of k%D + A:

£

1
p(z) = 2% — (2£k2 + i) v+ K+ 2k k> 1,
T T

a direct computation provides the formulae (3.3) and (3.4) as eigenvalues and associated eigen-
functions of the operator L. This finishes the proof. O

Let us now analyze some properties of the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the operators L
and L*. These properties will be used below. We start with some properties of the sequences
(A st and (AP}, One has

Proposition 3.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, the following properties hold:

(P1) {)\](cl)}k21 and {)\](62)};@21 (see (3.3)) are increasing sequences satisfying

0< A < AP vk >,

P2) The spectrum of L and L* is simple, i.e., A2 #* )\(1), for all k,¢ > 1 if and only if the
k ¢
parameters &, p and T satisfy condition (1.9).

(P3) Assume that the parameters £, p and T satisfy (1.11), i.e., there exists j > 0 such that

1 0 1p

- == 3.6

Gripr “¢ S 5.9)

Then, there exists an integer ko = ko(&, p,7,7) > 1 and a constant C = C(&, p,7,7) > 0 such
that

1) (2) 1) (2) : (2) (1) (@) (2)
AL x® < xM < d® < W > ko, and ]gla{Ak SR IRV RVl el
(3.7)



(P4) Assume now that the parameters &, p and 7 satisfy (1.9) and (1.11). Then, one has:

: (2) _ (@)
k}?zfl I\ =N >0, (3.8)
and there exists a positive integer k1 € N, depending on &, p and T, such that

min { A = A" A -

Af)‘} > §|k2—£2|, VE > 1, k=0 > k1. (3.9)

Proof. Let us start proving property (P1). From the expressions of /\](61) and /\](62) (see (3.3)), we

directly get /\g)

2 2
1 1 1 1
o= Lr2 4 (251 o fept poge L L (PELY g et sy
T 2T 2T 2T

< /\f) for any £ > 1. On the other hand, using the inequality

2T

we also deduce 0 < )\,(cl) for any k£ > 1.

Let us now prove that {/\](61)};@21 and {)\,(62)};@21 are increasing sequences. Indeed,

2
M) A = gk 1)+ \/g—pku(%l) \/5”(k+1) (pZ—tl)

=+ 1) - &L 2

T\/ﬁ?ka p+1 \/Ep k—i—l p+1)

as k — oo. Moreover,

2 2
+1 +1 +1 +1
oy (PH1Y §p(k+1)+ P >PTo PP
T 27 27 2T 2T T
which implies )‘k+1 - )\,(Cl) > 0, for any k > 1. Thus, {)\,(Cl)};pl is a positive increasing sequence.
@ _ /\(2)

Clearly {)\,(c }i>1 is also a positive increasing sequence and A1 — o0, as k — oo. This
proves property (P1).

Let us now see property (P2). Using property (P1), one has that, for any integers k,£ > 1
with ¢ < k, clearly )\gl) < )\,(cl) < )\,(62). Therefore, in order to prove the equivalence we can assume

that ¢ > k. We have ¢
1
AD @ _SP 2 gy (T '
0 k 7_( ) o re—7k

Thus, A2 #+ AL for any k,£ > 1, with £ > k, if and only if
k ¢
2
r? £ (rk+3) . VE>1, >k
-

From the expression of r; (see (3.1)) we readily deduce 2rj > L and ET(? —k*) —p+ 2715 > 0
T
(£ > k). So,

2 _p _p (@ =k —p)’ — a7}
T%_(Tk_'—_) _;[ )_2Tk}_ﬁ ET(2 — k%) — p+ 271,
_ P (2 — k%) — 267p(¢% — K?) — p* — AgTpk® —2p— 1
2

ET(02 = k2) — p+ 2773
p G k) = 281p(F + k%) —2p—1
2 ET(0? — k2) — p+ 2711y, ’

12



and we get that A\* # A" for any k,£ > 1, with £ > k, if and only if condition (1.9) holds. This
finishes the proof of property (P2).

In order to prove property (P3), we are going to use the expressions

1 1
1):§k2+%— %pk—%, Af’:gk%%ﬂ/%pm%, VE>1,  (3.10)

Wthh can be easily deduced from the expressions of )\ , i =1,2, and r (see (3.3) and (3.1)).
n (3.10), {ex}r>1 is a new positive increasing sequence satlsfying

1 1\?
lim e, = = (2 - (3.11)
k—o0 2\ 27 &p
Using (3.10), we will prove that, for any ¢ > 1, the difference )\,(Cljzz — )\(2) behaves at infinity as
A )\(2)
lim TR 3.12
el &i(2k + 1) 12 {7’ 70 (312)

Indeed, a simple computation gives

(1) (2 , - 1§p N Ckyi € . 1 p

+1 1

where {Eg)} k>1 is a sequence converging to zero. From assumption (1.11) we can conclude (3.12).
We will obtain the proof of property (P3) from (3.12). Observe that assumption (1.11) implies
that the parameters &, p and 7 satisfies (3.6) for an appropriate integer j > 0. Therefore, if

j = 0, then, & > P and (3.12) implies lim ()\,(izl - )\(2)> = oo. On the other hand, one has
T
lim ()\(2) )\(1)> = hm 2r, = oo. Thus, there exists an integer kg > 1 and a constant C' > 0

k—o0

such that (3.7) holds for j=0.
If j > 1, again, the property (3.12) implies

lim ()\(1 —/\2)) —oo0, ifi<j and klin;o(Ak+z

) @ DY) =0, izl
— 00

We can also conclude the existence of an integer ko > 1 and a positive constant C' such that (3.7)
holds. This shows property (P3).

Let us finalize the proof showing property (P4). First, inequality (3.8) is a direct consequence
of property (P2) and (3.7). Secondly, if we take k,¢ > 1, from (3.10), one deduces:

1 [§p 1 €k n €r
Tk+0  E(k2—-10%)  L(k%—1?)

> |k -2 l1_<\/§>+|€k|+|6€|>k41—£

Observe that {e;}r>1 is a convergent sequence and k + ¢ > |k — |, for any k, ¢ € N. Hence, there
exists a integer ¢ > 1 (depending on the parameters of system (1.6)) such that

AL 0] = a2

A ) > g 2= 2|, VkCEN, |k—f>q.

A similar inequality can be deduced for a new ¢» € N if we change ‘)\,(61) — )\gl)‘ by ’)\,(62) — )\f)’.

13



Finally, if we repeat the previous reasoning, we can write

ép 1 €k €2
1 20
N T T —e

1 1 1
> 2 _ g2 _ Ep 1 : - |
> ¢k £|[1 <\/ — g lerl + Sled 7]

Again, from this inequality we conclude the existence of g3 = ¢3(&, p, 7) € N such that

A 0] = a2

A =] = g k> = 2], VkLeN, |k—{ > gs.

This proves inequality (3.9) if we take k1 = max{qi, g2, ¢3}. This completes the proof of (P4) and
the proof of the result. o

Remark 3.1. From the previous proof we can give more information about condition (1.9). To
be precise, let us see that, in fact, this condition only has to be checked for a finite number of
positive integers k and ¢, with k£ < ¢. To this end, let us consider 7 > 0 such that

1 p 1p
- << - 3.14
Groir “fEET 1
(1f = < &, then j = 0). Taking into account that {ex}r>1 is a positive increasing sequence

(see (3.10)), identity (3.13) for ¢ = j implies

A\

2 1
W< AP and A

2
kg1 < )‘l(cJZlv VE > 1.

On the other hand, using again (3.13) for ¢ = j and the expression of {e,C te>1, we can write

0 (A0 @)Y _
Jim (A0 =) = oc.

Therefore, there exists kg > 1 (only depending on &, p and 7) such that

M <A <Al <Al < VE > k.
In particular, we can assure that /\](62) #+ /\El), for all kK > kg and £ > kg + 7.

In fact, the previous reasoning provides a stronger property for the spectrum of L and L*: if
for some k,¢ > 1 one has )\(2) = )\(1) then k < ko and £ =k + j+ 1, with j > 0 given in (3.14).
That is to say, condition (1. 9) only has to be checked for k < kg and £ =k + j + 1.

We can also provide an estimate of kg. Indeed, coming back to formula (3.13) with ¢ = j + 1,

we infer the following expression of the sequence {E{kj +1)} E>1

S+D) _ 1 [ €kt jt1 5_k:| < €htjtr1 + €k
k EGHDRk+5+1) |[E+5+1 TG+ 1EQE+j+1)

<(5) Vag
Ep&(j+ 1)k 2k—|—j+1)

In the previous inequality we have used that {e;}r>1 is a positive increasing sequence satisfy-
ing (3.11). Thus, using once again (3.13), it is easy to see that if we take ko > 1 such that

<p+1> 1 L p
<-|1-
\/7§j+1k02k0+]+1)_2 (j+1) §T

/\</\

we have

W VE>ko.
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Remark 3.2. If condition (1.11) does not hold, i.e., if for some integer j > 1 one has
1

5232

RERS)

)

then, the gap condition (3.8) is not valid. Indeed, from (3.10) we deduce

D) @ _ ki €k
M= A _—(mjuz), Vi > 1.

In particular ({ex}r>1 is a positive sequence), )\,(Cl_zj < /\Ef) for any k> 1 and

: 1) )Y _
tim, (A =2 =0
In this case, we can rearrange the sequence {)\,(cl), )\,(62) }i>1 as follows: there exists an integer ko > 1
such that

AL <AL <A VE > ko

The previous inequality can be directly deduced from (3.12).

Let us now check that the sequence of eigenvalues of L and L* fulfills the conditions in
Lemma 2.2. We will do it in the next result:

Proposition 3.3. Let us assume that the parameters &, p and T satisfy (1.9). Then, the sequence
{)\;(Cl),)\;(f)}kzl, given by (3.3), can be rearranged into an increasing sequence A = {Ap}r>1 that
satisfies (2.9) and A, # Ay, for all k,n € N with k # n. In addition, if (1.11) holds, the sequence
{Ak}rk>1 also satisfies (2.10) and (2.11).

Proof. As a consequence of property (P1) in Proposition 3.2, we deduce that the sequence of
eiegenvalues {)\,(cl), )\,(62)};@21 can be rearranged into a positive increasing sequence A = {Ag}r>1
that satisfies (2.9). Under assumption (1.9), we can also apply property (P2) of the same propo-
sition and conclude that the elements of the sequence A are pairwise different.

Let us now assume that, in addition, the parameters £, p and 7 also fulfill condition (1.11). In
this case, we can give an explicit rearrangement of the sequence {)\,(61), )\,(62)} k>1. Indeed, if j > 0 is
such that the parameters satisfy (3.6), property (P3) in Proposition 3.2 provides an integer ko > 1
for which one has (3.7). Thus, if 1 <k < 2ko+ j — 2, we define A such that

{Ak}1<k<2kotj—2 = {)\](gl)}lgkgko-i-j—lU{)\g)}lgkgko—l and Ay < App1, Ve:1 <k <2ky+j-3.

From the (2ko 4+ j — 1)-th term, we define

1
{ T = )‘1(60)+j+k7 vk 20, (3.15)

Clearly, A = {Ar}r>1 is an increasing sequence and {Ax}r>1 = {/\g),/\f)}kzl- Furthermore,
thanks to (3.8) in Proposition 3.2, the sequence A also satisfies the second inequality in (2.10) for
every q > 1.

Our next task will be to prove the first inequality of (2.10) for appropriate ¢ > 1 and § > 0.
It is interesting to underline that it is enough to prove the existence of ¢ € N and & > 0 such that

one has _
[Ar — Ayl > 5’k2 —n?

, Vk,n>gq, |k—n|>gq (3.16)

Indeed, let us see that the first inequality in (2.10) is valid for ¢ > 1 and a new positive constant 9.
Observe that we can assume that £ > n > 1. Hence, it is sufficient to prove (2.10) with k > n > 1,
with n < ¢—1 and k —n > ¢. First, it is clear that if in addition k¥ < 2¢, thanks to (1.9), we can
conclude inequality (2.10) for an appropriate positive constant dg.
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Let us now take k > n > 1, with n < ¢—1 and k > 2¢ (and therefore, k —n > ¢). From (3.16)
and using k > qg+n>qg+1,1<n<g—1and k—q > q, we have

_ " 2 _ 2
e = Al = A= Ay 2 Ay = 8y 2 30 = 2 =582 - ] |1 L0
T2 2 ¢ —n? N ¢ -1 2 2
>5[k —n![l—m]ﬂ[“mw -
_0(2¢+1) k2 — n2|
(g+1)2-1

Summarizing, assuming (3.16), we have deduced the first inequality in (2.10) for ¢ > 1 and

. 5 (2¢+1)
d = mln{50, m} > 0.

Let us show (3.16) for suitable & > 0 and ¢ € N. To this aim, we will use the properties (3.7)
and (3.9), in Proposition 3.2, and the expression of Ay for k > 2ko + j — 1 (see (3.15); recall that
j >0 is such that the parameters £, p and 7 satisfy (3.6)). We will work with ¢ € N given by

q > max{2ko+j — 1,2k, + 25+ 1,65 + 3} (3.17)

Thus, if k,n € N are such that k,n > ¢ and |k —n| > ¢, then Ay and A,, are given by (3.15).
Depending on the expressions of k and n, we will divide the proof of (3.16) into three steps:

1. Assume that k:2k0—|—j+2E— 1 and n =2ko+ j +2n — 1, for %,ﬁz 0. Since
T e 1 q
|(ko+3+F) = (ko++7)| = 5 Ik —nl > & >y,
from (3.15) and (3.9), we can write

_ @D (1)
|Ak o A"| - ’AkoJerrE o /\ko-‘rj-i-ﬁ

>§}(k0+j+E)2—(kO+j+ﬁ)2
:%’(kz+1+j)2—(n+1+j)2‘:§|k2—n2+2(k—n)(1+j)\Zé\kz—nﬂ.

We obtain thus the proof of (3.16) for & = £/8 and ¢ given by (3.17).

2. The case k = 2ko + j + 2k and n = 2ko + j + 2n, with E, n € N, can be treated in the same
way deducing (3.16) for § = ¢/8 and ¢ (see (3.17)).

3. Let us analyze the last case k = 2kg + j + 2k and n = 2ko + j +2n — 1 (with E,ﬁ € N),
k,n > q and |k — n| > q, with ¢ satisfying (3.17). In this case, one has

~ _ 1 1.1 1 1 1
— 1 =2 (k—-n)—j—=|>Zlk—n|l—(j+Z)>Zg—(j+=])>
‘(ko-i-k) (ko+3+n)} ‘2(k n) —j 2‘_2|/€ n| <J+2>_2q <J+2>_k1,
whence
(A = Al = A2 =20 > & k+7é)2—(k+’+ﬁ)2—§\(k—')2—(n+1+')2\
k n| — ko-‘r‘kv: k0+j+ﬁ—2 0 0 j _8 .7 .7

— % k2 = n® = [2j(k+1) + 2n(1 4 5) +1]].

Observe that if £ < n, from the previous inequality, we conclude (3.16) for for 5= £/8 and q given
by (3.17). Let us now see the case k > n (and then, k —n = |k —n| > ¢q). The previous inequality
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allows us to write

Ak — Ay |_§] 2—n® —[25(k+ 1)+ 2n(1+j) + 1]
Zg(kz—nz) —[2j(k+ 1)+ 2n(1 +j) + 1]
:g(k2_n2) '1_ 2j(k+1)kan7£21+j)+l}
Zg(kg_ng) _1 2j(k+1);€2ﬁ%+j)+l}
> & (k2 - n2) '1_%_%_% > £ (k2 - n).

Let us remark that the last inequality is valid thanks to (3.17).

In conclusion, we have proved the existence of a natural number ¢ > 1, depending on the
parameters in (1.6), such that (3.16) holds for § = £/16 and ¢ provided by formula (3.17). As a
consequence, one also has (2.10) for a new § > 0 and the same q.

Let us now show the estimate (2.11) for the sequence A = {Ag}tr>1 = {)\(1 )\(2 }i>1. From
the definition of the sequence A, for any r > 0, we can write:

N = #{k: Ap <1} = #{k W < r} +#{k @ < r} — # A (1) + #A2(F) = 11 + na,

where A;(r) = {k : /\Ej) < r} and n; = #A;(r), i« = 1,2. Our next objective will be to give
appropriate bounds for n; and ne.
From the definition of A;(r) and n;, we deduce that n; is a natural number which is char-

acterized by )‘5111) < r and )\5111) 41 > 7. Let us first work with the inequality )\5111) < r. From the

definition of )\,(cl) (see (3.3)), one gets
1 1 1
en?+ 22 <y 5p2+ pxl Sr—i—\/gp 2
2T T 2T T 2T
The previous inequality also implies
&ng — ngnl—r<0

0<m < <\/7 \/m><_<\@+\/?).

From the inequality )\5111) 11 > 7 we also deduce,

2
r<§(n1+1)2+p;1 \/ng( +1)+(p2—+71) <€y +1)2,

and

that is to say, ny > \/F/\/E — 1. Summarizing, n; is a nonnegative integer such that

N TV N
VE 1< 1§\/Z+ o Vr > 0. (3.18)

We can repeat the previous arguments to obtain upper and lower bounds for ns. Indeed, from
the definition of As(r) and na, we get that ns is a natural number that satisfies )\5122) < r and

)\512) 41 > 7. The first inequality provides the estimate

. r
> )\5122) >¢én3, e, ng < i

- Ve
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On the other hand, ns is such that

+1
O</\mﬂ—7“§§(n2—|—1)2—l-\/57_—/)(712—1-1)4_p__r7

T

(i)

whence

n2—|—1>—[ \/7 \/§p+4g >
ZWZG\/;_\/E_\/@)'

In the last inequality we have used that va —b > va — Vb provided a,b > 0 and a > b. In
conclusion, we have proved that no is a nonnegative integer such that

_g_—< 1/3p+4>—1<n2 % Vr > 0. (3.19)

Recall that N(r) = ny + ny. Thus, from inequalities (3.18) and (3.19), we can write

% - <\/7 \/m>_2<3\f 7f+\/7, Vr >0,

and deduce (2.11) with

_ 2 _ (e 3t L
p—\/g and a—max{2\/g<\/:+ . )—1—2,\/;}.

This ends the proof. O

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

Proposition 3.4. Let us consider the sequences F = {\If,(cl),\llgf)}kzl and F* = {@;ﬂl),@f)}kzl
given in Proposition 3.1. Then,

i) F and F* are biorthogonal sequences.

ii) span (F) and span (F*) are dense in H~'(0,m;R?), L?(0,m;R?) and Hy(0,7;R?).
iii) F and F* are unconditional bases® for H~*(0,m;R?), L*(0,7;R?) and Hj(0,7;R?).
Proof. From the expressions of \I/,(Cj) and @;ﬂj) (see (3.4) and (3.5)) we can write

V) = Viem(), and @9 =Via(), j=1,2, k>1,

where Vj ., V') € R? (the function 7y, is given in (3.2)).

Item i) is simple to deduce, since {ng}r>1 is an orthogonal basis for H'(0,x), Ha(0,)
and L*(0,7) (in this last case, an orthonormal basis) and {Vi k, Va,x k=1 and {Viy, Vo' br=1 are
biorthogonal basis of R?. Indeed, if My = [V1x|Va] and Ny = [Vi" |V, ], then,

MI"N, = MyN}" = Id, Vk>1.

2A countable sequence {Zn}n>1 in a Banach space X is an unconditional basis for X if for every x € X there

exist unique scalars an (z) such that x = Z an(z)xn, where the series converges unconditionally for each z € X.
n>1
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This proves item ¢).

For showing item i) we only need to assure that span (F) and span (F*) are dense in H (0, 7; R?),
since Hy (0,7;R?) is dense in L*(0,7;R?) and in H (0, 7;R?). Let us consider f = (f1, fo)" €
H~'(0,7;R?) such that

<f,x1:§j>> -0, VE>1, i=1,2.

(Recall that (-,-) stands for the usual duality pairing between H~'(0,1;R?) and H; (0, 1;R?)). If
we denote fix (i = 1,2) the corresponding Fourier coefficients of the distribution f; € H~*(0,7)
with respect to the sinus basis {nx(-)}x>1, then the previous equality can be written under the
form

(fig, fo ) M, =0, Vk>1.

Using that det M), # 0 for any k > 1, we deduce fi = for = 0, for all £ > 1 and, therefore,
f = 0. This proves the density of F in H& (0, m;R?). A similar argument can be used for *. This
shows item ii).

Let us now prove item #ii). As before, we will only prove that F is an unconditional basis for
HL(0,7;R?). This amounts to prove that, for any f = (f1, f2)"" € H(0,7;R?), the series

sy = 3 (00 1) 0+ (0. 1) )

is unconditionally convergent in Hj (0, 7; R?). From the definition of the functions \I/,(:) and <I),(j)
(see (3.4) and (3.5)), it is easy to see that

st =5 (14 ).

k>1

where f; ;. is the Fourier coefficient of the function f; € Hy(0,7) (i = 1,2). Accordingly, this series
converges unconditionally in H(} (0, 7;R?) (recall that {ny}r>1 is an orthogonal basis for H} (0, )
and f1, fo € H3(0,7)). This concludes the proof of the result. O

4 Approximate and null controllability of the linear sys-
tem (1.6)

We will devote this section to proving the approximate and null controllability at time 7" > 0 of
system (1.6). To this aim, we will use in a fundamental way the properties of the spectrum of the
operator L (see (1.10)) established in Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3. Firstly, we will show the result
on approximate controllability of the linear system (Theorem 1.1) and then the null controllability
at time T of the same system (Theorem 1.2).

4.1 Approximate controllability: Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let us fix T > 0 and consider system (1.6) with &, p,7 > 0 given. Let us first assume that
system (1.6) is approximate controllable at time 7. In this case, condition (1.9) holds. Indeed,
otherwise, thanks to property (P2) of Proposition 3.2, the spectrum of the operator L is not

simple, i.e., there exist k, ¢ > 1 such that )\,(62) = )\gl) = A\g. Thus, if we take a,b € R, it is easy to
see that the function

o(z,t) = (a @El)(:v) + b@](f)(x)) e I (g t) € Qr,
is the solution of the adjoint system (2.7) associated to the initial condition

0o = ad) + bd'?.
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This function satisfies (see (1.8) and (3.5))

B*D*p,(0,t) = 5,/ (a——b )e_’\O(T_t), vt € (0,T).
k

k
a=—— and b= d

v Ve
we have that B*D*p,(0,-) = 0 but ¢ # 0, contradicting the unique continuation property stated
in the first point of Theorem 2.1. In conclusion, system (1.6) is not approximately controllable at
time 7" > 0.

Let us now suppose that condition (1.9) holds and prove the unique continuation property for
system (2.7). Again, from the first point of Theorem 2.1 we infer the approximate controllability
property of system (1.6).

Let us consider ¢y € H}(0,7) and assume that the corresponding solution ¢ to the adjoint
problem (2.7) satisfies

Choosing

B*D*p,(0,t) =0, Vte (0,7).
Observe that, thanks to Proposition 2.1
¢ € C°([0,T); Hy (0, R?)) N L*(0, T; H*(0, m; R?) N H (0, m5 R?)),

and then, B*D*¢,(0,-) € L*(0,T).
From Proposition 3.4 we deduce that F and F* are biorthogonal bases for H~*(0, m; R?) and

H3(0,7;R?). In particular, pg € HE(0,m;R?) can be written as @y = Z (akfb,(cl) —i—bk@,(f)) ,
k>1

ar = <\IJ§€1),900>, b = <\I/,(€2),<p0>, vk > 1.

Using Proposition 3.1, the corresponding solution ¢ of system (2.7) associated to ¢g is given by

where

o(,t) = Z (akq);gl)e*AS)(T*t) + bkq);f)e*A;f)(T*t)) , Vte(0,T),
k>1

where )\,(:), \If,(f) and <I>,(f) (k> 1, i=1,2) are given in Proposition 3.1. Therefore,

2 kg
0=B"D"p,(0,t)=>
k>1 VTT

From Proposition 3.3, we can apply Lemma 2.1 in order to deduce the existence of a biorthog-
2
A t)}k21 in L?(0,T). Then, the previous identity, in

( *Ail)(T*”—bke*Ai2)<T*t>), vt € (0,T).

1
onal family {q,(cl),q,(f)}kzl to {e*)‘k1 e
particular, implies

2
\/>\/77ak— B*D*0,(0,t)¢\"(t)dt =0, Vk>1,
2 k¢
T A/TTL

and ay = b, = 0 for any k£ > 1. In conclusion, ¢y = 0 and we have proved the unique continuation
property for the solutions of system (2.7). This ends the proof of Theorem 1.1.

T
—/ B*D*0,(0,4) ¢ 2 (t)dt =0, Vk>1,
0
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4.2 Null controllability: Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let us now prove the null controllability result stated in Theorem 1.2. To this aim, we consider
&, p and 7 three positive real numbers satisfying assumptions (1.9) and (1.11). We will obtain the
proof writing the controllability problem for system (1.6) as a moment problem (see [13]).

Let us take yo = (Ao, ¢0) € H'(0,m;R?). As a consequence of Proposition 2.3, we have
that the control v € L?*(0,T) is such that the solution y = (8,¢) € C°([0,T]; H (0, m;R?)) of
system (1.6) satisfies y(-,T) = 0 if and only if v € L?(0,T) fulfills

T
/ B*D* (0, t)v(t) dt = —(yo, (- 0)), Yoy € HE(0,7;R?),
0

where ¢ € C°([0,T]; H3(0,m;R?)) is the solution of the adjoint system (2.7) associated to .
Using again Proposition 3.4, we deduce that F* is a basis of Hj(0,7;R?). In particular, we also
deduce that the previous equality is equivalent to

T ‘ ‘
/ B*D o) (0,)(t) dt = — <y0,sp§j>(-,0)>, VE>1, j=1,2,
0

where cp(J)( 1) = e_’\gvj)(T_t)@,(c 7 is the solution of system (2.7) corresponding to pg = <I>(J) Taking

into account the expressions of B, D and <I>,(€) (see (1.8) and (3.5)), we infer that v € LQ(O,T) is
a null control for system (1.6) associated to yo if and only if

2 T ) ) ;
J“\/7 e MW TDy(T —t)dt = e T <y0 q><”> VeE>1, j=1,2.
W y Tk 9 - 4 9

Summarizing, we have transformed the null-controllability problem at time 7" > 0 for sys-
tem (1.6) into the following moment problem: given yo = (6o, ) € H (0, m;R?), find v €
L*(0,T) such that the function u(t) := v(T —t) € L?(0,T) satisfies

T )
/ N tu(t)dt = ey, VE>1, j=1,2, (4.1)
0

where c¢i; = cx;(yo) is given by
J+1\/; VITk A0T <y07q)]<€j>>, VE>1, j=1,2. (4.2)

Our next task will be to solve problem (4.1). The assumptions (1.9) and (1.11), Proposition 3.3
and Lemma 2.2 guarantee the existence of Ty > 0 such that for any 7' € (0,Tp) there exists a

biorthogonal family {q](gl), q,(f)}kzl to {e*)‘l(cl)t, e*Af)t}kZl in L?(0,T) which satisfies

(J) < CCVNHE k>, j=1,2 (4.3)

L2(0,T)

Jo

for a positive constant C' independent of T'.
Let us first prove the result when 7' € (0,Tp). Then, a formal solution to the moment prob-
lem (4.1) is given by
1 2
u(t) :=v(T —t) = Z (Cmq,(C = Ckzq;(C )> : (4.4)
k>1
Let us now prove that u € L?*(0,T) and, consequently, that v € L*(0,T). From the expressions

of rg, )\,(Cj) and <I>,(€j) (see (3.1), (3.3) and (3.5)) we can easily deduce the existence of constants
C,C1,Cy > 0 such that

Cik <1y < Cok, Cik?< ‘A,ﬁ” <CR2, WE>1, j=1,2,

2 (49)
LR H(I)’“ H}
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(OENG) ;
x| < —= e Ty oy

vk

Coming back to the expression of the null control v (see (4.4)) and taking into account (4.3)
and the previous inequality, we get

(1) (2)
”UHLQ(O,T) < Ce%”yOHH*l Z (60 )\kl e_)\ECI)T + eC )\kz 6_>\§C2)T>

@ .
[P L SCke T ol s VE>1, j=1,2.
0

k>1
< Coffpalla 3 (AT | F T AT
k>1
c —CTk? c > —CTs? c T <
< CeTyollg—1 Y e <CeTllyollu-+ [ e ds = -/ == eT lyoll -1
= 0 2V CT

< Coe™ |lyollm—r,

(4.5)
for positive constants Cp and M independent of T'. This inequality shows that v € L?*(0,T) and
proves the first part of Theorem 1.2.

The second part is a direct consequence of the expression of the null control v (see (4.4))

and (4.5). Indeed, if we define the operator (‘359) : H710,m;R?) — L?(0,T) by

e (yo) = Z (Cm(yo)q](cl)(T — ) + cra(yo)a? (T — )) , Vyo € HH(0,mR?),
k>1

with ¢x; = cxj(yo) given by (4.2), it is not difficult to see that Gg)) is a linear operator which
satisfies (1.12) for a positive constants Cy and M. This ends the proof of Theorem 1.2 when
T € (0,Tp).

Let us now assume that T" > To. We will obtain the proof as a consequence of the previous

case. Indeed, if T > T, we can construct a null control at time 7' for system (1.6) associated to
Yo € H1(0,m;R?) as

T
e, (wo) (1) ifte (0.5,
u(t) = ¥ (yo) (t) == .
0 ift e 70,11 .

Clearly €Y € £ (H™'(0,m;R?), L*(0,T))

< Cy eQM/TOHyoHHfl = C1llyol g1

0
Hegf) (yo)‘ L2(0,T)

with C; a new positive constant independent of T'. So, we can conclude (1.12) for a new positive
constant Cp (only depending on the parameters in system (1.6)) and the same constant M > 0 as
before. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

5 Boundary controllability of the phase-field system

In this section we will prove the exact controllability at time 7' > 0 of the phase-field system (1.1)
to the constant trajectory (0, c¢), with ¢ = 1. To this end, we will perform a fixed-point strategy
which will use in a fundamental way a null controllability result for the non-homogeneous linear
system (1.6) (f € LQ(O,TF;R2) is a given function in an appropriate weighted-Lebesgue space;
see (5.2)).
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5.1 Null controllability of the non-homogeneous system (1.6)

As said before, our next objective will be to show a null controllability result for non-homogeneous
system (1.6) when yo = (6o, ¢o) € H (0, 7;R?) and f is a given function satisfying appropriate
assumptions. To this end, we will follow some ideas from [19].

Let us consider &, p and 7 three positive real numbers satisfying hypotheses (1.9) and (1.11).
The starting point is Theorem 1.2 and Remark 1.3. As a consequence, we obtain an estimate for
the cost of the null control of system (1.6). With the notations of Remark 1.3, one has

M
K(T) < CoeT, VT >0,

with Cy and M two positive constants only depending on &, p and 7.
In order to provide a null controllability result for the non-homogeneous problem (1.7) at time

M
T > 0, we will introduce the functions y(t) := et , ¥Vt > 0, and, for ¢ € [0, 7],

Y (a+HM __aM 1
pr(t):i=e O-DIT=1)  po(t):=e G-DT-H) V¢ {T <1 - b_2> ,T} ) (5.1)

extended to [O, T(1-— 1/b2)] in a constant way. Here a,b > 1 are constants that will be chosen
later. Observe that ~, ps and pg are continuous and non increasing functions in [0, T] and p5(T) =

po(T) =0.
With the previous functions, we also introduce the weighted normed spaces
7= {f erQrry): L e L2<QT;R2>}, V= { €L2(0,T): — € L2(07T>}’
pPF Po
hoi= {v e QR L e 20t ). (5.2)

Y= {y € L*(Qr;R?) : p—yo € L*(Qr) x CO@T)} .
It is clear that &, V and Y, are Hilbert spaces. For instance, the inner product in ¥ is given by
(hotds = [[ o 0h@t) falet)dodt, Vi, fa€ 5.
Qr

A similar definition can be made for (-,-)y and (-,)y,. On the other hand, Y is a Banach space
with the norm

1/2
HyH‘zﬂ = (”yl/pOH%Q(QT) + ”y?/pOHéO(aT)) , Vy= (y17y2) €Y.

With the previous notation, one has:

Theorem 5.1. Let us consider £, p and 7 three positive real numbers satisfying (1.9) and (1.11).
Then, for every T > 0, there exist two bounded linear operators

eV H N 0,mR) xF -V and EY :H(0,mR%) x F— Y

such that
(i) HG(T” < 0eCTH4) gnd HE(TO)H < ceCTH4) for g
L(H-1(0,m;R2)xF,V) L(H=1(0,mR2)xF,Yo)

positive constant C' independent of T .

(i) E(Tl) = E(TO) ’Hfl(oyﬂ-)XH%(Oﬁﬂ-)XEF € L(H™Y(0,7) x Hy(0,7) x F,Y) and, for a new constant

C > 0 independent of T, one has HE(TI)HL(H (00m) HE (0o ) < CeC(TJF%).
—1(0,m)x H} (0,m)x F,
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(i4) For any (yo,f) € H *(0,mR?) x F (resp., (yo,f) € H *(0,7) x Hy(0,7) x F), y =
E(TO)(yo,f) € Yo (resp. y = E(Tl)(yo,f) € Y) is the solution of (1.7) associated to (yo, f)
and v = G(Tl)(yo,f).

Remark 5.1. Before giving the proof of this result, let us underline that Proposition 5.1 provides

a null controllability result for the non-homogeneous system (1.7) when yo € H (0, 7;R?) and
f € F. Indeed, since pg is a continuous function on [0, T| satisfying po(T) = 0, it is clear that

y = E® (yo, f) € Yo N CO((0, T); H1(0, 7 R2)),
solves (1.7) and satisfies y(-,T) = 0 in H~1(0,7;R?).

Proof of Theorem 5.1. In order to prove Theorem 5.1, we adapt to system (1.7) a general technique
developed in [19] that permits to prove a null controllability result for a non-homogenous linear
problem from the corresponding controllability result for the homogenous problem.

Let us consider a,b > 1 and T > 0. With the previous definitions and notations, we define the
sequence

T, =T — vk > 0.

b_k )
From the definition of the functions pg and ps (see (5.1)) and the expression of Ty, one has
M
po(T;H_g) = pg(Ti)e k+2"Tkt1 Yk > 0. (5.3)

This formula will be used in what follows.

Let us take yo = (0o, po) € H (0, m;R?) (resp., yo € H (0,7) x Hy(0,7)) and f € F. Thus,
we introduce the sequence {ax}r>0 C H '(0,m;R?) (resp. {ax}r>0 C H *(0,7) x Hy(0,7) if
yo € H1(0,7) x H}(0,7)) defined by

ao =Yo, ak+1=k(Thyy), VE=>0,
where g, is the solution to the linear system

ngm +A§ - f n (O,ﬂ') X (Tvak+1) = Qk;

<

§50,) = §(m,) =0 on (T, Trs1) (5.4)
9, T7) =0 in (0,7),

(the matrices D and A are given in (1.8)). From Proposition 2.1, it is clear that this system admits
a unique solution

Gk € L*(Tk, Tiy1; H*(0,7) N Hg (0, 7)) N CO([Tk, Ths1]; Hy (0, m; R?))
which satisfies (2.2). In particular, g € C°(Qy;R?) and axy1 € Hg (0, 7;R?), for any k > 0, and
19l o, + Nawsilli < T Flpa@uzey,  Vh 20, (5.5)

where C' is a positive constant only depending on the coefficients of D and A.
For k > 0, we also consider the controlled autonomous problem

Gt — Dz + Ay =0 in Q,
?J(O, ) = ka7 :lj(’ﬂ" ) =0 on (TkaTk-‘rl) (56)
y('uT]:r):aku g(uT];Jrl):O in (077T)7

where the control vy is given by v = GE,E?H_TIC (ar) € L? (T, Ti+1) (the linear operator GE,E?H_TIC is

given in Theorem 1.2). Thanks to Proposition 2.2, the solution g of the previous system satisfies

9o € L*(Qo; R?)  (resp., o € L*(Qo; R?*) N C°([0, T1]; H1(0,7) x H(0,7)),
Ok € L*(Qp; R N CO([Ty, Trya); H (0, 7) x Hy (0,7)), Vk>1
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and, from (2.4) (resp., (2.6)), (5.5) and Theorem 1.2,

M
190l L2(Qoir2) < T (llyoll -1 + llvollL20,1)) < Co e“Te™ ||yo|l g

M
(resp., ||y0||L2(Q0)ch@O) < CoeTe™ ||yol| - xHY )

and, for any k > 1,

M
9kl 1200y xco@,) < e“r (”ak”H*le(} + ||Uk||L2(Tk,Tk+1)) < Coe e H =T | fl L2(Qum2)-
If we set Yy := g + g in Qx = (0,7) X (T, T+1), then

Yo € L*(Qo; R?)  (resp., Yy € L*(Qo; R*) N C°([0, T1); H~'(0,7) x Hy (0, 7)),
Yi € L*(Qr; R?) N O[T, Trya]; H (0, 7) x Hy (0, 7)), Vk>1

and u
1Yol 2(qor2) < Ce“Te™ (llyollg-1 + £l L2 (Qoir2))
M
(vesp., Vo] 2 (guyxco@y < C e (lolla-txmy + 1 Iz2qums ) ) (5.7)
M
||Yk||L2(Qk)><CU(§k) < C eCT eTht1—Tx ||f||L2(Qk;R2)a vk > 1.
Let us divide the proof into two cases: the case k = 0 and the case k > 1.
Case k = 0. First, from Theorem 1.2, we can use that b7y = T'(b — 1) to obtain (recall that
0
vo = €5 (o))
M Mb(a+1)
[vollLz(0.1y) < Coe™ [|yol| -1 = Co e =T po(T1)||yollm-1-

Using now that pg is a positive continuous non-increasing function, from the previous estimate,
we deduce the existence of a positive constant C such that

Vo

< CeFllyoll 1. (5.8)
Po

L2(0,TY)

On the other hand, from (5.7),

M
IYoll2(@osre) < Ce“Te™ (llyollm—1 + [1f ]l 2(qoir2))
Mb(a+1)

=Ce“T e 0T po(Th) (lyoll -2 + 1 £ £2(Qow2)) »

Mb(a+1)
(resp., ||YO||L2(Q0)><CO(§0) S OECTe =T pO(Tl) (”yO”H*leé + ||f||L2(Q0;R2)))'

Observe that || f|| L2(gr2) < || f|l# (see the expression of pg in (5.1)). Hence, repeating the previous
argument, we get

Y: 1
‘ Py < ) (lyoll g + |1 fll5)
pO Lz(Qo;Rz) (5 9)
(esp. |2 < 01 (ol cmy + 1fll5))
Pollz2(Qo)xco@@y)

. L 0
Case k > 1. Again, taking into account formula v, = (i’gpk)H_Tk (ar), Theorem 1.2, (5.5)
and (5.3), we infer

M M
||vk||L2(Tk,Tk+1) < Cefwti™™ ”a‘kHH*1 < CeCTeTk+17Tk ||f||L2(Qk—1;R2)

po(Tk+1)
= CBCT m ||f||L2(Qk—1;R2)'

25



As in the case k = 0, using the fact that py and ps are non-increasing functions, from the previous
inequality, we deduce

Vg

Po

f

PF

S CGCT
L2(Tk,Try1)

. V> 1. (5.10)
L2(Qi—1iR?)

We can also repeat the previous argument to obtain an estimate for Y3, when & > 1. From (5.7),

M
HYk“L?(Qk)xCU(@k) < Ce“TeT T I fll2(Quir2) =

po(Tht1)
<CeT WH]BHL%QMR%,

Thit1)
C CT po(Tht _
€ p(]'(Tk—l) Hf||L2(Qk,R2)

what implies

Y;
‘—’“ <cer|L . VE>1. (5.11)
POTIL2(Qu)xC0(@y) PI1lL2(Quir?)
With the functions vy and Yy, k > 0, defined above, we define
e (yo, f) ==v = > vkl ., and EY (o, f) =Y = > Vil 1) (5.12)
k>0 k>0

where 1; is the characteristic function on the set I. Let us first remark that, by construction, Ggpl )

and EFEFO) are linear operators. On the other hand, recall that Yi = yi + g%, £ > 0, where g; and
Ui are respectively the solution to systems (5.4) and (5.6). So,

Yk(Tkjrl) = Q41 = yk-i-l(TkJrJrl) =Yi (Tktrl)v Vk >0,

which implies that the function Y is continuous at time T}, for any k£ > 1, and is the solution of
system (1.7) associated to (yo, f,v).

Finally, thanks to (5.8)—(5.11), we also deduce that (?(Tl)(yo, f) €V and E(TO) (Yo, f) € Yo (resp.,
E(TO) (yo, f) € Y) for any (yo, f) € H (0, 7;R?) x F (resp., for any (yo, f) € H~*(0,7) x Hy(0,7) x
F) and

|0, D, = lelly < €T+ ol + 1l

HE(TO)(yO’ﬂHyo =Yy, < CeC(T+4) (wollzr— + 1fll¥) . V(yo, f) € H'(0,mR?) x &,

(resp.,
1 _
|E o, )|, = 1¥lly < T (ol + 11715 Yoo, £) € H™H(0,m)x H (0, ) <),
The above estimates provide the proof of Proposition 5.1. This ends the proof. o

5.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

We will devote this section to proving the local exact controllability at time T > 0 of the phase-field
system (1.1) stated in Theorem 1.3. To this objective, let us take

o = (00, d0) € H™1(0,7) x (¢ + HZ(0,7))

(¢ ==+1). As we saw in Section 1, the local exact controllability of system (1.1) at time T to the
constant trajectory (0, c) is equivalent to the local null controllability of system (1.4) at time T

with yo = (0o, ¢0) = (0o, b0 — ¢) € H™(0,m) x H}(0,7) (the nonlinear functions g; and g, are
given in (1.5)).

26



Let us take a,b > 1 (which will be determined below) and consider the functions psy and
po, defined in (5.1), and the spaces F, V and Y given in (5.2). In order to prove the local null
controllability result at time 7" for system (1.4) we will perform a fixed-point strategy in the space
Y which, in particular, will prove the existence of a control v € V such that system (1.4) has a
solution y € Y associated to (v,yp). The condition y € Y will imply the null controllability result
for this system.

Let us fix € > 0 (to be determined bellow). With the previous data and notations, we consider
the closed ball in the space &F

B.={feF:|fly <<}

Observe that if the initial datum go € H™Y0,7) x (c + Hy(0,7)) satisfies (1.15), then yo =
(60, 0) = (0o, o — c) € H(0,7) x H3(0,7) satisfies

190511 + I dolly < . (5.13)

For each f € B. C ¥, we denote vy = G(Tl)(yo,f) € Vand yr = (05, ¢5) := E(Tl)(yo,f) €y,
where the operators G(Tl ) and E(Tl) are given in Theorem 5.1. As a consequence of this result
and (5.13), one has

i 1 =
luslly + loslly < Ce“TH) (lyoll gy + 1) < CeOT+H) e, vpeB.,  (5.14)

for a positive constant C' = C(, p,7). Thus, we define the nonlinear operator N : B, —
C%(Qr;R?) given by (see (1.5))

3
+-L6% + o)
N(f) = 3 1 (5.15)
Foo07 — 597

or I 277

It is clear that the operator N is well-defined. On the other hand, if N admits a fixed point f € F,
then y; € Y, together with vy € V, provides a solution of the system (1.4) associated to the
initial datum yo = (6, ¢o). In fact, from Proposition 2.2, y; € C°([0,T]; H'(0,7; R?)). Finally,
condition y; € C°([0,T]; H~'(0,m;R?)) NY in particular implies the null controllability result for
system (1.4). This would prove Theorem 1.3.

The next task is to prove that the operator N has a fixed-point in the complete metric space
B. C F. To this end, we will apply the Banach Fixed-Point Theorem. Before, let us select any

a > 1 and b such that
2
b e (1_> |
a+1

With this choice, the functions p2/ps and p3/pg are uniformly bounded in [0, T], i.e., there exists
a constant Cp > 0, depending on 7', such that

Let us now check the assumptions of the Banach Fixed-Point Theorem:
1. N(B:) C B.: Indeed, if f € B, then, from (5.14), we obtain

I
PF

I
PF

< Cr.
€[0T

< Cr and ‘

€[0T

N(f oy o
NIy < or | 2D <o (|2 o
Prlleo@pme) Preo@y 117 lloo@m
2 2 3 3
SOT‘& or L2 or
PTllco@yp) Il PO llco@yy  ITPTFHlco@y) 11 PO Tlco@r)

2 3 1
< Cr (Ilysly +llyslly) < Cre®U+H) (2 42%) <&
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for € = ¢(T) small enough.

2. N is a contraction mapping: Let us take fi,fo € B. C F and denote y; = (0;,¢;) =

Egpl)(yo,fi) €Y, i = 1,2. Firstly, observe that the non linearity (g1,¢92), given in (1.5), satis-

fies

lg;(51) — g;(s2)] < C(Is1|* + |s2]* + [s1] + [s2])]s1 — s2|, Vs1,s2 €R, j=1,2.

Thus, using again (5.14) and Theorem 5.1, we have

INGR) = N(f)llg < O

9i(¢1) — gj(¢2)

j=1 PF Cco@r)
p o1 — ¢
< Or |22 (1622 + 162 + n + 10a]) =22
= Po Cco@Qr)
2 2 3 2 _
SOT(@ +ﬁ>&+<ﬁ+ﬁ)ﬂ_o H¢ 02
Po Po PF Po po |/ PF @) Po Co(@y)

1 1
< Cr (lnlfy + 25 + oy + loelly ) [ 2570, 1) = 57 (w0, £2)

< CreCTH) (2 4 8) |1 — foll-

From this inequality it is clear that we can choose ¢ = ¢(T') (small enough) in such a way that N
is a contraction mapping.

In conclusion, we can apply the Banach Fixed-Point Theorem. This proves that the operator
N has a fixed-point and provides the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Appendices

Appendix A

This appendix will be devoted to dealing with the existence and uniqueness of solution of the
linear systems (2.1) and (1.7). To be precise, we will prove Propositions 2.1 and 2.2.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Let us assume that ¢y € Hj(0,m;R?) and g € L*(Qr;R?). Let us
denote pg = (0o, ¢o) and g = (g1, g2). Then the system (2.1) can be write as

=0+ L0 25— g in Qr,
T T
1 Ebra + gplbae — L0+ T = Qr,
T T
9(07 ) = ¢(07 ) = 9(71-7 ) = ¢(7Ta ) =0 on (OvT)v
9('5 T) = 907 ¢(7T) = (bo in (Oa 7T)7

2
where ¢ = (6, $). On the other hand, £0,, = —6; + Py —¢ — g1. Thus, the previous system
T T

becomes

0, €0, 26+ Lo= g, in Qr.
T T
-1 -1
R Y (A1)
9(07 ) = ¢(07 ) = 9(71-7 ) = ¢(7Ta ) =0 on (Oa T)a
9(,T) = 907 ¢(7T) = (bo in (Oaﬂ-)v
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Then, Proposition 2.1 is equivalent to prove that the system (A.1) has a unique strong solution
(0, ¢) satistying
0, ¢ € C°([0,T); H3(0,7)) N L*(0,T; H*(0,7) N Hy(0,7))

and
10lcocazy + Dllcocazy + 101 L2(a2nmsy + 192 (m2nmy)

cT (A.2)
< T (lgallzeeee + lgallzaces) + 10lly + ol ) -

for a positive constant C', only depending on &, p and 7.

We will use the well-known Faedo-Galerkin method. First, let us consider the orthonormal
basis {7, }nen of L*(0,7) (1, is the normalized eigenfunction of the Dirichlet-Laplace operator,
see (3.2)). For each m € N, we consider V;,, = [1,72, -+ ,1m], the subspace generated by the
first m vectors of {n, }nen. Let us also consider P,,, the orthogonal projection operator onto the
finite-dimensional space V,,, in L?(0, 7). If we define

96n = Pm00; ¢6n = ngbo, g{n(a t) = ngl(vt) and gsn(ta ) = ng?(ta ')a (A?’)
one has 05", 5" € Vy, and g7, g5* € L*(0,T; Vi), for any m € N, and
05 — 0y, O — ¢ in HY(0,7), and ¢ — g1, g5 — goin L*(Qr), asm — oco. (A.4)

We want an approximate solution (6™, ¢™) € C°([0,T]; V;2) of the approximate problem

2 .
07— €07, — Z¢™ + o™ = g1 in Qr,
T T
_(bt - §¢mm - §0t - T ¢ + 2 0" = 591 =+ 9o mn QTv (A5)
em(O, ) = ¢m(07 ) = em(ﬂ, ) = (bm(ﬂa ) =0 on (OvT)v
em(vT) = 96717 ¢m(7T) = ¢6n in (va)a

under the form
0" (z,t) = Zajm(t)nj (z), ¢"(x,t) = Zﬂjm(t)nj (z), (x,1) € Qr.
j=1 j=1

It is clear that, for any m > 1, system (A.5) is equivalent to a Cauchy problem for a linear ordi-
nary differential system for the variables o, and Bjm,, 1 < j < m. In consequence, system (A.5)
admits a unique solution (8™, ¢™) € C°([0,T]; V,2) with (6", ¢i") € L*(0,T;V;2).

The proof of Proposition 2.1 can be easily deduced from appropriate estimates of the approx-
imate solution (6™, ¢™) of system (A.5).

If we multiply the first equation in (A.5) by —£6;", the second one by %¢m, we integrate on
the interval (0,7) and we add both equalities, we get,

T Piom |2 1d m|2 P om ym /ﬂ' pfd m |2 25 m|2
Blom2 - == - Ly d 520 = d
| (Giere - 2 500mp) - Lopon Y ans [T (<L S qorR)+ Eior?) o
4 2(p—1 i 2 -1
o \T T 0 27 T

P mm 2 (TP m | m\ m
:_5/0 gletdx_;/o (591 +92)¢ dx.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the previous equality, we obtain

Py am 28 m d (1. ., P\ om Py am
§|I9t (-,t)||2L2+7H¢m (wt)l\%z—a <;|I¢ (-J)H%HZH% 0T ) < S Gz

+C (107 CONZ: + 1™ C Ol + 191 (5L + 195" (L O]1Z:) . ae. t €(0,T),
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for a constant C' > 0 depending on the parameters £, p and 7. Using Poincaré inequality, it follows

m m d m m
167" (72 + 165 (5 DIz — 7 (167 ¢ Ol72 + 1165 (5 D)172)
< C(le™ 5 DllZe + 107 CONL + g7 CONL + 195" (- 0)1Z2)

for a new constant C' > 0. Multiplying the previous inequality by e~ ¢TI and integrating in the
interval [t, T], with ¢t < T, we have

T
/ e CE (107 (. 8)l[72 + (165 (o )l 72) ds + e CTD (0™ (Ol T2 + 103 (. 1))

t
T
< llgg Mz + 11066172 +/t e T (|lgi" (-, 8)lIFe + 1195 (- )l 72) ds.

C(T—t)

Finally, multiplying the previous inequality by e and taking maximum with ¢ € [0,T], we

can deduce
167172 @q) + ||¢m||2L2(H(}) + 6™ 20 r2y + ||9m||2cf>(Hg)
< e (1165132 + 168713 + 97" 1320y + 19571320 (A6)
< e (ligoll3 + 160l13 + 1911320 + 920132 -

Observe that in the previous inequalities we have used (A.3).
Let us notice that, from the first equation in (A.5),

1

2 p
o™ = 2 ||—pm — Zgm 4 Egm _
|| wm”Lz(QT) é- t 7_¢ + - g1

L2(Qr) (A.7)
< e (ool + 90l + 1 2o + ol

From (A.6) and (A.7), we get that the sequences {60 },,en and {6} }en are respectively bounded
in L2(0,T; H2(0, 7)NHE (0, 7))NC° ([0, T]; HE (0, 7)) and L?(Qr). Then, there exist a subsequence,
still denoted {6™},,en, and a function 6 € L>°(0,T; Hy (0, 7)) N L*(0,T; H*(0,7) N Hy (0, 7)) such
that 0, € LZ(QT) and

{ O™ 59 weakly-* in L0, T; HL(0,7)), 67 — 6, weakly in L2(Qr), A8

0™ — 0 weakly in L?(0,T; H*(0,7) N Hy(0,7)).
Observe that the previous regularity for function @ also implies 8 € C°([0, T]; Hy (0, 7)).

In order to deal with ¢, let us multiply the second equation in (A.5) by —¢}" and integrate
on the interval (0, 7). After an integration by parts, we deduce

m 1d m p T m m p_l T m m
o7 Ol = 57107 Ol = 5 [ ooy e 2= [T omop an
_p(p—l) /ﬂ- m m /ﬂ- B m m m
T, 0" ¢ dv + | (291 +92>¢t de.

Using again Cauchy-Scharwz inequality, we also obtain
m d m m m
167 )1z = 165 C D)2 < O (17 OlIZ2 + 167 ()72
+ 163 Ol1Z2 + g G OlI72 + 1195 )lI72) , ace. t € (0,T).

Reasoning as before, using inequality (A.6) and again the second equation in (A.5), we deduce
o, o € L*(Qr), 9™ € C°([0,T); Hy(0, 7)) and

167 | 2@y 1™ L2 arznmy) H 8™ lcocyy < e (Ilsboll?{g 100l + lgullZ2(or) + IIQQIIiz@T))
(A.9)
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As before, inequality (A.9) allows us to extract a new subsequence (still denoted with the index
m) and a function ¢ € L*(0,T; H*(0,7) N Hy(0,7)) N C°([0, T); Hy (0, 7)) such that ¢; € L*(Qr)
and

{ o™ 5 ¢ weakly-* in L®°(0,T; HL(0,7)), ¢ — ¢, weakly in L2(Q7), (A.10)

¢™ — ¢ weakly in L2(0,T; H*(0, ) N Hy(0,7)).
Finally, using the convergences in (A.4), (A.8) and (A.10), we can verify standardly that (6, ¢)

is a strong solution of the system (A.1). In addition, inequality (A.2) can be obtained combining
the inequalities (A.6), (A.7) and (A.9). This proves the proposition. O

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Let us take yo € H '(0,7), v € L*(0,T) and f € L*(Qr;R?) and
consider the functional G : L*(Qr;R?) — R given by

T
5(9) = (o, (- 0)) — / B* D", (0, tyu(t) dt + / [ topdsar

where o € C°([0,T]; H(0,7;R?)) N L2(0, T; H*(0, m; R?) N H (0, 7;R?)) is the solution of (2.1)
associated to g and ¢y = 0. From Proposition 2.1, we infer that G is bounded. In fact, from (2.2)
we can deduce the existence of a positive constant C, only depending on D and A, such that

15(9)] < e (lyollm-2 + Ivllz20r) + I fllL2ce2)) lgllzzzey,

for all g € LQ(QT; Rz). Then, by the Riesz Representation Theorem, there exists a unique func-
tion y € L*(Qr;R?) satisfying (2.3), i.e., a solution by transposition of (1.7) in the sense of
Definition 2.1. Moreover,

lyllz2zzy = 1S < €T (lyoller— + [vllz2o,m) + I1fllz2z2y) 5
and y satisfies the equality y; — Dy.. + Ay = f in D'(Qr; R?).
Let us now see that the solution y of the system (1.7) is more regular. To be precise, let us see
that y., € L*(0,T; (H*(0,m;R?) N Hy (0, 7;R?))’) and
Yzl 2rrzamyy < €T (lvolla—r + vl 2.y + 1F 1 222)) » (A.11)

for a new constant C' > 0 (only depending on D and A). To this end, let us take two sequences
{ypdns1 € Hy(0,m;R?) and {v"},>1 € H}(0,T) such that
Yy = yo in H'(0,m;R?) and " — vin L*(0,T).

With the previous regularity assumption it is possible to show that system (1.7) for yg, v" and
f has a unique strong solution y,, € C°([0,T]; Hg (0, m;R?)) N L2(0, T; H*(0, m; R?) N Hy (0, 7; R?))
which satisfies

T
// Yn - gdz dt = (y{, o(-,0)) —/ B*D*p,(0,t)v™(t) dt —|—/ frodxdt, Yn>1,
Qr 0 Qr

for any g € L*(Qr;R?), where ¢ is the solution of the system (2.1) associated to g and g = 0.
Indeed, if we take the new function 4, (-,t) = yn(-,T —t) — (v (T — 1), 0), one has that g, satisfies
a system like (2.1) with regular data. Proposition 2.1 provides the regularity and the previous
formula. In fact, the previous equality and (2.3) also provide

{ ||ynHL2(L2) < GCT (||y0HH71 + H'UHL2(O,T) + HfHL2(L2)) ’ (A12)

Yn — yin L2(Q7r;R?)  and v zx — Yur in D'(Qr; R?),

for a new constant C = C(D, A) > 0.
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On the other hand, one has

//QT ynm'lﬂdwdt://QT yn-wmdxdt—/oT B*9,(0,t)o"™(t) dt,

for every ¢ € L*(0,T; H*(0,m;R*) N H}(0,m;R?)). From this equality we deduce that the se-
quence {Yn zz}n>1 is bounded in L?(0,T; (H*(0,7;R?) N Hy (0, 7; R?))"). This property together
with (A.12) gives y.. € L*(0,T; (H?(0,m;R?) N Hy (0, m;R?))) and (A.11).

Combining the identity y+ = Dyz» — Ay + f and the regularity property for y,., we also see
that y; € L*(0,T; (H?(0,m;R?) N HE (0, m;R?))’) and

lvellL2aznmzyy < e (lyoll g1 + lvll 20,y + 11l 22(22)) »
for a constant C' = C(D, A) > 0. Therefore, y € C°([0,7]; X), where X is the interpolation space

X = [L*(0,m;R?), (H?(0,m;R?) N Hy (0, R?))'], ,, = H (0, m; R?).

1/
In conclusion, we have proved (2.4). Finally, it is not difficult to check that y(-,0) = yo in
H~(0,7;R?). This ends the proof. O

Appendix B

In this appendix we will provide a positive answer on the null controllability of the phase-field
system (1.1) in the case ¢ = 0. The computations and ideas used for obtaining this controllability
result follow the ideas developed for the cases c =1 and ¢ = —1.

Let us recall that § = é(m,t) denotes the temperature of the material and the phase-field
function ¢ = é(x, t) describes the phase transition of the material (solid or liquid) in such a way
that q~5 = 1 means that the material is in solid state, ¢Z = —1 in liquid state and ¢Z = 0 is an
intermediate (mushy) phase.

In Theorem 1.3, we proposed a local exact controllability result for the phase-field system (1.1)
to the trajectories (0, —1) or (0,1). Our objective here is to prove a local null controllability result
for the same system.

Let us consider the phase-field system (1.1) with ¢ = 0, that is to say, the system

b~ €l + e + L= 11(3) in Qr.

By = Ehra — 20 = 12(9) in Qr. B.1)
é(oa ) =, (5(05 ) = Oa é(ﬂa ) = 07 d;(ﬂ-v ) =0 on (Oa T)a

9(70) = ~07 é(uo) = ¢ZO n (O,ﬂ').

where &, p and T are positive parameters and the nonlinear terms f1(¢) and f2(¢) are given by
N_ P (7 73 o L o
1) ==L (6-6%) and f2d) =5 (6-6°).

For this system, a linearization around the equilibrium (0, 0) provides the following linear problem
in vectorial form:

Yt — Dy + Ay =0 in Qr,
y(0,-) = Bv, y(m,-)=0 on (0,7), (B.2)
y(uo) = Yo, in (Oaﬂ-)u
with yo = (0o, ¢0) , y = (0, ¢) and
1 p P
po (€ ) as| n, w B_((1)>. (B.3)
0 ¢ 2=
T 27
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Following the same ideas used in the Appendix A, we can prove that, for every yo € H (0, 7; R?)
and v € L*(0,T), system (B.2) has a unique solution by transposition (see Definition 2.1)
y € L*(Qr; R*) N C°([0,T); H (0, 7;R?)) which depends continuously on the data:

lyllz2 2y + lyllcor—1y < CeC” (HyOHH*l + ||UHL2(0,T)) ;

for a constant C' > 0 only depending on the parameters £, p and 7 in system (B.1).
In order to state the null controllability result for systems (B.1) and (B.2), let us consider the
vectorial operators
L=-Ddwy+A and L*=-D*0,, + A", (B.4)
with domains D(L) = D(L*) = H?(0,m; R?) N H (0, 7; R?).
The first result in this appendix establishes the approximate controllability of system (B.2) at
time T" > 0. One has:

Theorem B.1. Let us consider £, p and T three positive real numbers and let us fir T > 0. Then,
system (B.2) is approzimately controllable in H™~ L(0,7;R?) at time T if and only if the eigenvalues
of the operators L and L* are simple. Moreover, this equivalence amounts to the condition

4772 (02 — k?)? = 8€pr(* + k%) —dp—1#0, VEL>1, >k (B.5)

The second result in this appendix establishes the null controllability result at time 7' > 0 of
system (B.2) and reads as follows:

Theorem B.2. Let us us fit T > 0 and consider &, p and T positive real numbers satisfying (B.5)
and 1
p .
==, Vj>1. B.6
3 = iz (B.6)

Then, system (B.2) is exactly controllable to zero in H~'(0,m;R?) at time T > 0. Moreover, there
exist two positive constants Cy and M, only depending on £, p and T, such that for any T > 0,
there is a bounded linear operator G(TO) : H71(0,m;R?) — L*(0,T) satisfying

||e(0)||L L (0.mr2), 2(0,7y) < Co /T,

and such that the solution
y = (0,0) € L*(Qr;R*) N C°([0, T]; H (0, m R?))

of system (B.2) associated to yo = (6o, po) € H (0, 7;R?) and v = Ggpo) (yo) satisfies y(-,T) = 0.

Remark B.1. Observe that assumptions (B.5) and (B.6) play the role in Theorems B.1 and B.2
of conditions (1.9) and (1.11) in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

The local null controllability result for the nonlinear system (B.1) is given in the next result:

Theorem B.3. Let us consider £, 7 and p three positive numbers satzsfymg (B.5) and (B.6), and
let us fir T > 0. Then, there exist ¢ > 0 such that, for any (8, ¢o) € H1(0,7) x HE (0, 7) fulfilling

1ol + ol <,

there exists v € L*(0,T) for which system (B.1) has a unique solution

0,9) € [L*(Qr) N C([0,T]; H~1(0,mR?))] x C°(@Qr)

which satisfies

0(\T)=0 and ¢(-,T)=0 in (0,7).
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The proofs of Theorems B.1, B.2 and B.3 follow the same reasoning and ideas of the proofs
of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. They are based on an exhaustive study of the eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of the operators L and L*. In this sense, the properties of these eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions are very close to the properties of the spectra of the operators L and L* (see (1.10).
Indeed, we have the following result.

Proposition B.1. Let us consider the operators L and L* given in (B.4) (the matrices D and A
are given in (B.3)). Then,

1. The spectra of L and L* are given by o(L) = o(L*) = {5‘1(:)7 5\,(62)}@1 with

20+1 2(2) 9  2p4+1
= [ELAS— > .
47 Tk, )‘k Ek* + i + 7, Vk>1, (B 7)

2 +1\°
fk:—\/g—pk2+< s ) .
T 4T
2. Foreach k > 1, the eigenspaces ofi/ (resp., ﬁ*) corresponding to 5‘1(:) and 5‘1(3) are respectively
generated by

. 1 1—-2p+4rr N 1 1—2p—4r7
\IJS) —< 1Y TTk)nk, \1122)_—A< P T?‘k)nk7

MWD = er? +

where

NG 8 8

(resp.,

o= e (e ) =1 (s )
8Tk \ 2p— 1+ 477y 4T \ 2p— 1 — 4717y
(The function ny is given in (3.2)).
3. The sequences F = {\i/g), ¢’§€2)}k21 and F* = {‘ig), fi),(f)}kzl are such that
i) F and F* are biorthogonal sequences.
i) span (i’;") and span (f;"*) are dense in H'(0,m;R?), L*(0,m;R?) and Hy (0, 7;R?).
iii) F and F* are unconditional bases for H=1(0,m;R?), L*(0,m;R?) and HE (0, ;R?).

The proof of Proposition B.1 follows the same ideas of the proofs of Propositions 3.1 and 3.4.
The details are left to the reader.

Observe that the expressions of the eigenvalues of L and L* (see (B.7)) are close to those of
operators L and L* (see (3.3)). In fact, replacing (p,7) by (2p,27) in (3.3), we obtain (B.7). So,
we can repeat the computations of the proof of Proposition 3.2 in order to proof the following

results concerning the spectral analysis for o(L) = o(L*) = {5‘1(:)7 5\,(62)}1621:
Proposition B.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition B.1, the following properties hold:

(P1) {5‘1(:)}7@21 and {5\](62)};@21 (see (B.7)) are increasing sequences satisfying

0< AV <A® vk >1.

e spectrum o L and L* is sitmple, i.e., A A , for all k, ¢ > 1 if and only if the
P2) Th L and L ! A2 2 AW 0kt > 1 d only if th
parameters &, p and T satisfy condition (B.5).
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(P3) Assume that the parameters £, p and T satisfy (B.6), i.e., there exists j > 0 such that

1 0 1p
Grer S e
Then, there exists an integer ko = ko(&, p,7,7) > 1 and a constant C = C(&, p,7,7) > 0 such
that
3D NG 1(2) o L3@ 5@ 5 1(2)
AL <A <Al < AR <o VR > ko, and min PP =AM AL AP >

(P4) Assume now that the parameters &, p and T satisfy (B.5) and (B.6). Then, one has:
: 32 _ 3@
k}?zfl A=A >0,
and there exists a positive integer k1 € N, depending on &, p and 7, such that

mm{\x;”_xgw\,\x,gm_x;2>\,\xg>_xgl>\}2§|k2_e2|, V(> 1, |k— 0] > ki

We also have:

Proposition B.3. Let us assume that the parameters &, p, 7 satisfy (B.5). Then, the sequence
{5\1((}1)75\1(62)}]6217 given by (B.7), can be rearranged into an increasing sequence A = {Ay}r>1 that
satisfies (2.9) and Ag # Ay, for all k,n € N with k # n. In addition, if (B.6) holds, the sequence
{Ar}r>1 also satisfies (2.10) and (2.11).

As said before, the proofs of Theorems B.1 and B.2 follow the same ideas of the proofs of The-
orems 1.1 and 1.2. To be precise, Theorem B.1 can be deduce from item (P2) in Proposition B.2.
On the other hand, Theorem B.2 can be proved combining Proposition B.2, Proposition B.3 and
Lemma 2.2, and following the same reasoning of Theorem 1.2.

Finally, the same proof presented in Section 5.2 can be easily adapted to Theorem B.3, with
the observation that the operator N in (5.15), that represents the nonlinearity of the system (1.1)
with ¢ = %1, can be defined as follows:

N =

=1 ",
2T

The proof of Theorem B.3 can be deduced applying the Banach Fixed-Point Theorem. The details

are left to the reader.
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