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Chapter 1

Introduction

Following part of the work iniciated by A. Agrachev and A. Sarychev in [3]
we study controllability, by means of low modes forcing, of incompressible 2D
Navier-Stokes (NS) Equations on the two dimensional rectangle with tangent
velocity on the boundary.

In the present paper we deal with the 2D NS system

ug + (u-Viu+ Vp =vAu+ F(xy,22) + v(t, x1,22) (1.0.1)

V-u=0 on R (1.0.2)

u-n=0 on OR; (1.0.3)

Vt.u=0 on OR (1.0.4)
__9

Where R := {(z1,22) € R? | a1 < 21 < ag; by < 22 < by} and V+ := < %)
Oxq

and n is the unit normal to the boundary. In the equation ([CILTI) w is the velocity
of the fluid “particle”; p is the pressure; the only nonlinear term of the equation
— (u-V)u — is called the inertial term; vAu is called the viscosity term, v > 0
is the coeficient of viscosity; F is an external force and; v is a control at our
disposal. We are interested in the case where v is a degenerate forcing, i.e., v is
a finite sum of harmonics — v = >, ;1 v (t) Ex, where E}, are eigenfunctions
of the Stokes operator. So the components vk (t), k € K, t € [0, T] are our
controls which are measurable essentially bounded functions. We shall study
Galerkin approximations, say, big enough to contain a set of modes we want to
observe.

A natural way to study the NSE is to study its evolution on subspaces of
Sobolev spaces; such subspaces depend on the boundary conditions.

We shall note by L?(R) the space of Lebesgue measurable square integrable
real functions defined on R and by L?(R) the product space L?(R)?2. Similarly
H':={f € L*(R)| 3L € L*(R), j = 1,2} and, H'(R) := H'(R)?.

The most studied boundary conditions are the full Dirichlet (v = 0 on the
boundary, also called no-slip) and periodic (u; and ug are periodic). For the
full Dirichlet conditions the study is done in the spaces

Hp = {u€l?R)|V-u=0 & u-n=00ndR}
Vp = {ueH'R)|V-u=0 & u=00ndR}

5



6 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

and for the periodic boundary conditions the study is done in

Hp = {uecLl (R)|V-u=0}
Vp = {ueH}, (R)|V- -u=0}

In the periodic case sometimes the special case of zero average space — || pudr =
0 — is considered, in this case we have to take this new condition into account in
the definition of the spaces Hp and Vp. For more information on the boundary
conditions above see for example [15] or [14].

For the boundary conditions (L), (CI4) the spaces

H = {ucel?R)|V-u=0 & u-n=00ndR};
V = closure of D;(R) on H'(R); (1.0.5)
D(A) = {ucH*(R)|V-u=0 & (u-n=0AV"* u=0)ondR};

where D1(R) ;== {u € C*(R) | V-u=0 & (u-n=0A V! -u=0)ondR},
are those where we shall consider the evolution of the NSE on.

In Chapter Bl we prove the existence of weak and strong solutions for (LILT)-
[T, as well as its uniqueness and continuous dependence in the initial data.
For the case of weak solutions we proceed as in [I5] for the case of no-slip
boundary conditions. To obtain strong solutions we just have to ask for some
regularity on the initial data.

In Chapter B, for strong solutions, we prove controllability, by means of low

modes forcing, of Galerkin approximations of the infinite-dimensional system
associated with (CILTI)- (CTL4).
In Chapter Bl we prove the so called controllability in observed component, again
by means of low modes forcing. In other words we prove that the projection,
onto any finite dimensional subspace (the space spanned by the modes we want
to observe), of the attainable set from any point is surjective.

Finally, we end with Chapter B and with the prove of L2- Approzimate Con-
trollability the is a straightforward corollary of some tools we have presented in
Chapter Bl

The author is gratefull to A. Agrachev and A. Sarychev for the inspiring and
helpfull discussions on the subject and, for the sugestions in the improvement
of the text.

The author would like to thank FCT (Portuguese Foundation for Science
and Tecnology) for financial support and, SISSA-ISAS (International School for
Advanced Studies) for hospitality.



Chapter 2

Existence, Continuity and
Uniqueness.

2.1 The Spaces.

2.1.1 Recollection of Auxiliary Material on the Spaces
L?(R) and H!(R).

Recall that since L?(R) is a Hilbert space for the scalar product

(u, v)1 = / uv dz, (2.1.1)
R
then L2(R) is a Hilbert space for the product topology and the scalar product
is
(u, v) :z/ u-vdx. (2.1.2)
R

We note that

2
(u, v):/u-vdgc:Z/uiviclx:(ul,vl)l—i—(uQ7 v2)1.
R ‘=R

The norms associated with the previous scalar products shall be represented by

|u|% = (U, u)l
[u* == (u, )
We note that
ul? := fua [f + Juzf}
so, the norm |- | is the product norm |- |; x | -|;. Similarly, the Sobolev space

H(R) is a Hilbert space for the scalar product

((u, v))o1 = (u, v) 1+Z g;‘ 88;’1 = (u, v)1 + (Vu, Vo). (2.1.5)
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then H'(R) is a Hilbert space for the product topology and the scalar product

1S
2

2
((u, v))o := Z((Uja vj))o1 = (u, v) + Z(Vui, Vv;) (2.1.6)

j=1 i=1

The norms associated with the previous scalar products shall be represented by

fulldy = ((u, w)or (2.1.7)
ullg = ((u, w))o (2.1.8)
We note that
ullg = lluall§y + luzllsy
so, the norm || - ||o is the product norm || - [lo1 % || - [o1-

2.1.2 Some Properties of the Spaces VV and H.
Lemma 2.1.1. H coincides with the closure of D1(R) in L?(R).

Proof. 1t is well known from the study of the NSE with full Dirichlet boundary
conditions that H is the closure of D(R) in L?*(R), where D(R) is the set of
solenoidal (or divergence free) smooth functions with support in R. Since

D(R) C Di(R)C H
we conclude that H coincides with the closure of D;(R) in L2(R). O
We use the same argument, since D; C V C H to conclude that
Corollary 2.1.2. H is the closure of V in L?. 1

In the study of NSE some classical imbedding and compactness theorems
are frequently used, we start by presenting some of them which we shall need
(for our particular equation).

Proposition 2.1.3. For all u € HY(R) and for all ¢, 1 < q¢ < oo we have
[ullLacry < C1(q)]|ullos-
Corollary 2.1.4. For all u € H*(R) and for all ¢, 1 < q < 0o we have
lullLacry < C1(@)lullo-
Proposition 2.1.5. The imbedding

H'(R) — L*(R)
U= u

is compact.

Corollary 2.1.6. The imbedding
H'(R) — L*(R)

U — u

18 compact.

1In other words V is dense in the closed space H
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Corollary 2.1.7. The inclusion

i:V > H (2.1.9)
U = u

is continuous and compact.

Proof. By CorollaryZT4 inclusion (I3 is continuous and, by Corollary ZT.0]
it is compact. O

2.1.3 Poincaré Inequality. Equivalent Norms.
We have the following Lemma: 2

Lemma 2.1.8.

e For any seminorm p in HY(R) satisfying “(p(a) =0Na € R?) = a=0"
we have
jul < (| Vullgamye +p(u)),  Vu e HY(R)

and,
o The seminorm
p(u) = / |u-n|dl
r
satisfies the required condition.

Remark 1. The product space L?(R)? is a Hilbert space for the scalar product

V)= (O Who + (@ Vi, U= (1), = (1) e B2

iy _ (VW 2 2
and, V(V2) = (VVg) YV € L*(R)*.

A consequence of this lemma is a Poincaré-like inequality:
Vu € V[|u| < c||VullLz(r)2 . (2.1.10)
Corollary 2.1.9. The norms |[ul| := ||VullL2(r)2 and || - [|o are equivalent in

V.3

2.2 The Duals of V and H.

From now we shall consider the space V' endowed with the norm | - |. From
Corollaries ET2 EZT and ZT we obtain that the inclusion (I3 (considering
V endowed with || - ||) is dense continuous and compact.

Since H is an Hilbert Space due to the Riesz Representation Theorem we
can identify H with its dual H’. In this way we arrive to the inclusions
VCH=H cV' (2.2.1)

2See [I3] subsections I1.1.4 and II1.2.2
*Note that [| - flo = [+ - [I
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where both inclusions are linear, dense and continuous. Indeed we already know
that the first inclusion has these properties. In the second inclusion we consider
the map #’, dual to the map ¢ defined in [ZT3),

i H =V
<i(v), h > =<w, i (h) >,
that is linear and continuous — we consider V’ endowed with the classical norm

[fIl == supjy=1| < f,v > |. The density of H' in V' is a corollary of the
following Lemma, which one can find in [, section (I1.6),

Lemma 2.2.1. Let G : D(G) C E — F be a (nonbounded) closed operator
with D(G) = E. Then

(i)  N(G)=RG);
(i)  N(G')=R(G)
(i)  N(G)* D R(G");
(iv)  N(G)* =R(G).

Where X means closure of X; N(G) stays for the Kernel of G and R(G)
for the image of G. Applying this Lemma to our inclusions the injectivity of
the first inclusion implies the density of the second — (i). Moreover we also
see that, since the first inclusion is dense, it follows the injectivity of the second

(it).
Remark 2. The domain D(i) of i is V. By the continuity of i we conclude its
closedness. Recall that a operator G : E — F is said closed if for any sequence

(un) in D(G) such that Un = U m we have 4 € (G)
Au, — f in F Au = f

2.3 Fourier Series. A Basis in D;(R) for H and
V.

We start by noting that if in the case of the general rectangle R := [a1, ag] X
[b1, b2] a1 < ag, by < by we make the change of variables

Z1 =X —ay, Z9 = xg—bl,

since the differential operators V, A are invariant under tranlations, the Navier-
Stokes Equation does not change in the variables (21, z2). To simplify the
exposition from now we shall deal with the rectanlge

R:={(z1,22) €ER* |0 < 21 <a; 0 <y <D}

First we note that under the condition u-n = 0 on OR, the condition V*-u =0
on JR equivals g—g; = g—gf = 0 on JR, because on the left and right faces we

have ‘g—;‘; = 0 and, on the top and botton faces g—gf = 0. It is well known that

{sin(222) | n € No} is a basis for the functions in L?([0, L]) vanishing on 0
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and L and, {cos(2F2) | n € N} is a basis for the functions in L?([0, L]) with
vanishing velocity on the boundary points 0 and L.* So

{sin<@> cos(m> | n €Ny, me N}
a b

is a basis for L?(R) vanishing on the right and left faces of the rectangle and,

{cos<?) sin(?) | neN, me No}

is a basis for L?(R) vanishing on the botton and top faces of the rectangle.
Now consider a function u € H, this function, being an element of L?(R),
can be written as

meN
Z:’zleel\ll% U2k COS(nTgl ) Sin(mng )

(u1> > neNg Uik Sin(’”;ml ) Cos(mgwg)
u == p—

Since v is solenoidal — V - u = 0, we conclude that

- (a) _ (ZkeNg wi sin (22 cos(’”’;“)) |

2 D keng U2k cos Rz gin (kamea )

o

and that for each k € NZ we have

ki kot
U —— + Ugp—— = 0.
a b
This means that % = 2Lt =i uy, and, we arrive to
—kom _: kimxy koo
-y _ (T sin(BER) cos(£2522)
u = Uka, Wk Ca ( kim COS(klﬂgwl) Sin(kzng) .
kEN2 a a
0

We put

W= {W, | ke N3} (2.3.1)

2.3.1 Fourier Characterization of H and V.

We start by computing the scalar product (Wy, W.) between two elements of
W:

(Wk,WZ):/Wk-Wzdx

R
B kozom? | kima komxzo. . 21X 29T X2
_/R 2T sin(P ) cos (702 sin (T ) cos (2772 d

k2172 kimx . komx Z2TX ., ZoTE
—l—/R 1a12 cos( 1a 1)sm( 2b 2)005( 1@ 1)5111( 2b 2)al;zc

_Jo ifk # 2
| k2 k=2 °

4Here N is the set of natural numbers and Np := N\ {0}
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where k := —7 (kl + 5 ) Hence the square of the L2(R) norm of each element

in the orthogonal family W equals —k%b.
Given u, v € H the scalar product between them is then

—ab
(w,v) = —k%ukvk,

keN
where
u = Z uka; v = Z Uka.
keNg keNg
The norm of v in H results
b _
uf? = % 3 ku} (2.3.2)
keNg
and v € H means that -
Z —kui < +o0.

keNZ
If u, v € V we want to compute the scalar product
((u, v)) = (Vui, Vo)) + (Vuz, Vug)).

First we note that

vul _ <ZkeN2 U:k(—kQTﬂ-kl—ﬂ-) COS(M) COS(%)) |

SUNEEE SENC SENC: =y

Vug = (ZkeNg uk(% —k1 7 ) Sln(k”ml ) Sin(kwbwz ))

— a
EkeNg uk(k?TTr kT) Cos(klml ) Cos(kzng)

and we obtain analogous expressions for Vv; and Vuy. Hence, doing the com-
putations, we arrive to

Z k2—ukvk.

keN2
The norm of v in V results
b _
Jul? = ‘LZ 3 R (2.3.3)
keNZ
and u € V means that -
Z E*u} < +oo.

keNZ

From caracterizations [23.2) and ([Z333) we can see easily, as referred in Corol-
lary 2229 that the norms || - ||o and || - || are equivalent in V. Indeed, —k goes

5This follows from the fact that the family of sines is orthogonal in L2([0, 7]), as well is
the family of cosines.
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to +0o when max{ky, ko} does® so, there is N € Ny and a constant C' > 1 such
that if max{k1, k2} > N we have —k > 1 and,

> -k<Cc ) k2. (2.3.4)

max {k1, k2 }<N max {k1, k2 } <N

Therefore |u| < C|lul| and then || - ||o and || - || are equivalent.
When u € V we can not guarantee, in general, neither Au € H nor Au € L.
Anyway if we compute (Au, v) for u, v € V we obtain

(Au, v) = Y Kuj < +oo = —((u, v)). (2.3.5)
keNg

Hence the result of (Au, v) is finite and is properly defined even if Au ¢ L? and

so the operation (Awu, v) seems to have no sense in itself. Below we will give a
sense to it.

2.4 The Operators A and B.

2.4.1 The Operator A.

First we note that a consequence of the identifications ([Z2ZT]), the scalar product
in H of f € H and u € V is the same as the scalar product of f and u in the
duality between V and V'

Ve HVu e V[< f,u>=(f, u)]. (2.4.1)
For each u € V', the form

V 5 R (2.4.2)
v = ((u, v))

is linear and continuous on V. Therefore there is an element of V’/ we shall
denote by Au satisfying

< Au, v >= ((u, v)), YweV (2.4.3)

and A is clearly linear and continuous; we can also see that A is an isomorphism
between V' and V’. Indeed the form a(u, v) := ((u, v)) is bilinear, continuous
and coersive on V' x V so, by Lax-Milgram Theorem we can conclude that A is
an isomorphism between V and V.

By equation [23H) we see that

< Au, v >= (—Au,v) Yu,veV. (2.4.4)

_ 2 2
SFor M := max{k1, ka} and m := maxz{a?, b*}, we have —k = 7'('2(2—% + k—2) > 7r2M72 that

b2/ =
goes to oo when M does.
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Further Properties of A.

As we have said above for v € V, Av can be not in L?. Now we define a subset
D(A) of V, we shall call the domain of A, such that

A:D(A) — H.
The domain of A is defined by

D(A):={veBH?|veV & V*-v=00nT}
={veH? | V-v=0& (v-n=0AV+.-v=00nT)}
= closure of Dy (R) in H?.

Where T := R and H? is the Sobolev space H?> = (W??)? where
olely
L2
Oz €L
which is a Hilbert space for the scalar product
ey, aloly, dlely  glaly
(1, v)z:= Z ( Oz’ Oxo 1= Z(axa’ Oz )

ie{1,2} la|<2
|| <2

W22 .= {u e L? |

Vla| <2}

The norm corresponding to this scalar product is defined by
[ul3 = Jul® + lull® + Julfy,

with

olely
ultym = D 15 P = X (10ul? + 03uf® + 107 ul?)

|a|=2 || =2

We can see that the norm | - |2 is equivalent to that | - |24 coming from the
scalar product defined by

(u, ’U)2+ = (u7 U)Q + (8%,2’“7 61272’0)'

Indeed |ul3 < |ul3, < 2Jul3.
Now we look for a Fourier caracterization of the elements on D(A): For that
we need to write down the expressions for the second order derivatives of u:

— g7 (137 ) T o (b1 ) sin (hagzs

2. u = E u b b ;
1,2 - k i (_kim | kom Sin(klﬂ'zl) COS(k27TI2) ’
kEN% a a a a b
2
k27T 17T <3 klrrzl - kQﬂ'zQ
) B (87 ) sin (B2 ) cos(L2722)
81U - Z Uk 7 [ kim 2 kimx komx
1 1 < kimxa ) o 2T L2
i\~ (M) cos(Bgm) sin(Am)
2
k27T k27T <3 klrrzl - kQﬂ'zQ
9 b(b 51“( a )COb( b )
Jdsu = E U, 9
i\ (M) cos(Bgme) sin(A)
2 2
78]2. stays for a%f and, 8%2 stays for ﬁ
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Computing (u, v)a4 for u, v € D(A) we obtain

ab . ab =9
(u, v)oy = T Z —kugvy + T Z k ugvg
keNg keNg
ab 6o k312 kika\2 | (kok?\2
T2 ) ) (G
+ 4 T l b2a + a?b + ba?
keNg

(Y () ()] e

(—k + k% — E®)ugvg.
keNg

ab

Hence for an element u of D(A):

b o
w3, = 5 0 (k4R = k.
keN

Using the constants C and N of the equation [Z34]) and choosing C such that
> <0y > —k3, (2.4.5)
max{ky, k2 }<N max{ki, k2 } <N

we conclude that

S B> (kP -E) < (C+1DC+1) Y~k

keNZ keNZ keNZ
We define

(u, V) = (u, V)1 + (97 pu, O ).

Then all the norms |ulzy; |ulo; |u|jg)— and |u[f are equivalent. Moreover for
the last one we have the nice representations:

ab .
(u, v)p2) = 7 > —Eugv;
keNZ

ab .
=2 Y Fud
keNZ

Now we compute
V(V-u)+ VY w), u= (Zl> :
2

V(V . u) + VL(Vl . u) :V(81u1 + 82U2) + VL(—%ul + (911,(,2)

_ 612u1 + ({912’211,2 8%11,1 — ({912’211,2
o 6%’2u1 + 8%112 —612’2u1 + 612u2
_ (0%uy + 93wy

- (612ug + 822u2>
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SO
Au=V(V-u)+VHVE w) (2.4.6)

and, for u solenoidal we have Au = V4 (V= - u). Moreover for each u € D(A)
we have

V-Au=V-VHVt. u)=0;
n-Au=n-V+(V*t-u)=0onT;
AueH. 8 (2.4.7)

The operator A coincides with —A in D(A) because, due to [ZZ1]) and to the
definition of A we have

< Au, v >= ((u, v)) = (—Au, v) =< —Au, v >, YveV.

2.4.2 The Operator B.
We define the form
b: (HY(R))® - R
2
(u, v, w) — Z / u; (0;v5)w; de. (2.4.8)
ij=1"R

Lemma 2.4.1. The form b defined in [ZZLY) is trilinear and continuous on the
product space (H*(R))3.

Proof. The trilinearity is clear: b(u, v, w) = ((u - V)v, w). For the continuity
we start to compute | [, u;(d;v;)w; dx|: Since u, v, w € H'(R), by proposition
T3 we have that

Ui, Wy € L4(R) & 81'11]‘ S LQ(R)

By Holder Inequality we obtain that w;(0;v;)w; € L*(R) and that

|/ ui(aivj)wj d(El S / |ui(({9¢’l}j)w]‘| dx S |ui|L4|8in|Lz|wj|L4.
R R

Therefore
b(u, v, w)| < |ulpa|Vo|rz)2|wlpa.

So, by Corollaries ZT.4 and ZZT.9
[b(u, v, w)| < Cllull[[v]|[|w]-
([l

The form b, being continuous in (H!(R))3, is continuous in V3 and, for each
pair (u, v) € V2 we define the operator B(u, v) € V' by

B(u,v): V=R (2.4.9)
w —< B(u, v), w >= b(u, v, w) (2.4.10)

and we set
B(u) := B(u,u) € V' Yu€eV.

8Since u € H?, Au € L2.
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2.5 Classical and Weak Formulations.
Classicaly the existence problem for (ICILT)-(CI4), renaming F := F + v
amounts to finding a vector function

u: R x [0, T] — R?

and a scalar function .
p:Rx[0,T] =R,

such that
us 4 (u-Vyu+ Vp=vAu+ F in  Rx]0, T[; (2.5.1)
Vou=0 in Rx]0, T]; (2.5.2)
u-n=0 on ORx]0, T; (2.5.3)
V+t.ou=0 on ARx]0, T|; (2.5.4)
u(z, 0) = up(z) in R. (2.5.5)

Where F and ug are given and defined in R x [07] and R respectively. ug is
the position at time 0 of the system.

Lemma 2.5.1. For u, v € V we have (Au, v) = —((u, v)).

Proof. First we note that (Au, v) = —(AZu, A2v) where A? is the linear map
defined by
A%u = A% Z uka = Z (—E)%uka
keNZ keNZ
It is clear that A% maps V onto H continuously. Indeed for u € V
b o
Abu? = 237 <R(=R)uf = [|u]® < oo
keNZ
and, the continuity follows from the linearity and from |A2 (u—v)|? = |lu—v]|2.

Therefore it is enough to prove the Lemma for u, v € D;(R), by continuity it
will be true for u, v € V.

2 2 2
(Au, v) = Z/ Auv; de = — Z/ Vu; - Vu; de + Z/ V- (Vuv,) dz
i=1 /R i=1 VR i=1 YR

2
=—((u, v)) + ;/FviVui -ndl.

Now we compute

/mVul-ndF:/vlalulnl dI‘—f—/vl@gulnng
T T T

The first term vanishes because v; vanishes where n; does not? so we have

/mVul -ndl’ =0 +/ Ulagulng dr
r foUfe

=/ O1ugving dI' = 0. [by V- u=0on I,
foUfe

9n; vanishes on the top and botton faces of the rectangle and vy vanishes on the left and

right ones.
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where fp, f; and (below) f;, f. stay for the botton, top, left and right faces of
R.

Analogously we conclude that

/ ’UQVU,Q -ndl’ = / v282u1n1 dl' = 0.
r fiufr

Therefore

(Au, v) = —((u, v)) for u, v € D1 (R).

Lemma 2.5.2. For u, v € V we have (Au, v) = —(V* -u, V* - 0).

Proof. Again it is enough to prove the Lemma for u, v € D;(R). By [(ZZd)

/Au-vdx:/VJ‘(VJ‘-u)-vdx
R R

_ /R(VJ‘-U)(VJ‘-v)dx—i—/RVJ‘-((VL-u)v) da

Corollary 2.5.3. The norms u + ||u|| and u — |V -u| coincide in D1 (R) and
then in V.

If u and p are classical solutions of [EZEI)-@ET) — u e C*(Rx [0, T]), p €
CY(R x [0, T)). Then clearly u € L*(0, T, V) and if we fix v € D1(R), take the
scalar product and use Lemma 20l obtain

d .
a(u, v) +v((u, v)) + b(u, u, v) = (F, v). (2.5.6)

By continuity the previous expression holds for each v € V.10 So is natural to
define the following weak formulation of problem Z5I)—(E5H):

Oy —wvin ||-|| = v = vin|-]|. (u, -) continuous in | - | and ((u, -)) continuous in | - ||
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Problem 2.5.1. Given

FeL*0,T, V) (2.5.7)
&
uy € H (2.5.8)
to find
ue L*0,T,V) (2.5.9)

satisfying  (in the distribution sense)

%(u, v) 4 v((u, v)) + b(u, u, v) =< F, v >, Yov e V,(2.5.10)

and
u(0) = up. (2.5.11)

Remark 3. Note that ZE3) is not sufficient to give sense to (ZRII). But we
will show that if we have in addition [ZXI0) then u coincides almost everywhere
with a continuous function giving a meaning to [Z5IT).

Now we present a proplem equivalent to Problem EZRTE
Problem 2.5.2. Given

FeL*0,T, V'), (2.5.12)
&
uo € H, (2.5.13)
to find
u€ L*0, T, V), u' € LY0, T, V') (2.5.14)
satisfying
u' +vAu+Bu=F on |0,T], (2.5.15)
and
u(0) = uo. (2.5.16)

To verify this equivalence we will need the following lemmas

Lemma 2.5.4. Let X be a Banach space with dual X' and let u and g be
two functions belonging to L (a, b, X). Then the following three conditions are
equivalent

1. u is a.e. equal to a primitive function of g,

¢
u(t) =£—|—/0 g(s)ds, €€ X, ae.té€]la, bl

2. For each test function ¢ € D(la, b[),

/abu(t)d(t) it — — /ab g(t)o(t) dt (¢,/ _ %);
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3. For each n € X',

d
—<u,n>=<g,n>
dt u, m g, 7

in the scalar distribution sense, on |a, b]

In particular ifIHA is satisfied, u is a.e. equal to a continuous function [a, b] —
X.

The proof of Lemma Z5A can be found in [T5] section 3.1.
Lemma 2.5.5. Ifu € L?(0, T, V), the function Bu defined by
< Bu(t), v >=b(u(t), u(t), v), Yv eV, aetecl0,T],
belongs to L1(0, T, V').

Proof. For almost all ¢, Bu(t) is an element of V’. The measurability of the
function

[0, T] >t~ Bu(t)e V',

is easy to check. Indeed it follows from the measurability of ¢t — u(t) € V and
from the continuity of uw — B(u) € V’. By the continuity and trilinearity of b
on V we have

|Bwl|y: < Clw|? VYweV, CecR". (2.5.17)

Hence

T T
/ 1Bu(t)||y- dt < c/ ()| dt < +o0.
0 0

O

Now let u satisfy both (ZE0) and ZETI0) then, due to the identity (ZZT),
to definition of A (given in [ZZ3)) and to the previous lemma we can write

EZ5T0) as

%<U,U>=<F—VA’LL—BU,U>, Yv e V.

By the linearity and continuity of A : V — V' we have that
Au € L*(0, T; V) (2.5.18)
so, F—vAu— Bu € LY(0, T; V'). Therefore, by Lemma 254! and

u' € LY 0, T; V')
v = f — vAu — Bu,

u is a.e. equal to a continuous function [0, T| — V'. Therefore Z2II) is
meaningful and any solution of Problem EZ5T] is a solution of Problem
Since any solution of Problem is clearly a solution of Problem ZGH] we
conclude that these two problems are equivalent.

1INote that V, being a Hilbert space, is reflexive.
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2.6 Existence

2.6.1 Fourier Transform. Fractional Derivatives.

We want to prove the existence of a solution for Problem EZBT] for that we
will need another compactness theorem envolving fractional derivatives of a
function. Given a function f from R into a Hilbert space X; we denote its

Fourier Transform by
—+oo

f:/ e~ 2T £ (1) dt.

— 00

The derivative (in ¢) of order 5 of f is the Fourier Transform of (2ir7)Y f or
D] f(r) = (2n7)" f(7).
Now let Xy, X, X7 be Hilbert spaces such that
X() c X C X1

where, the injections are continuous and the first injection is in addiction com-
pact. Given v > 0, we define the space

HY(R, Xo, X1) = {v e L*(R, Xo) | Djve L*R, X1)}.

HY (R, Xo, X1) in a Hilbert space for the norm || - ||, x,, x,) defined by

HU”'Qm(R, Xo,X1) = HU||2L2(R7X0) 70l L2, x,)-
For any set K C R we define the space
Hi (R, Xo, X1) = {u € H"(R, Xy, X1) | suppu C K}.
Now we can state the compactness theorem we will need:

Theorem 2.6.1. Let Xo C X C X; be Hilbert spaces with both inclusions being
continuous and the first one being also compact. Then for any bounded set K
and any vy > 0 the injection of H}; (R, Xo, X1) into L*(R, X) is compact.

The proof can be found in [T5] section 3.2.3.

2.6.2 The Existence Theorem.
In the proof of the Existence Theorem 2264 we will need the following Lemma:

Lemma 2.6.2. Fizing the first variable in V, the form b defined in [ZZX)
results skew-symmetric in the last two variables, i.e.,

Yu € Vo, w € H[b(u, v, w) = —b(u, w, v)].

Due to the trilinearity of b the previous Lemma is equivalent to the following
corollary

Corollary 2.6.3. Fizing the first variable in V, we have
Yu € Vv € H'[b(u, v, v) = 0].
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Proof. We prove the statement for v € C°°(R). Then by the continuity of b it
holds for v € H'. .
For u € V and v € C*°(R) we have

b(u, v, v) Z/ulav]vjdx— Z/ 8

1,j=1 1,7=1

AG ”21/

—Z/V dx—Z/V u)
:Z/UL.ndp_o:Z/Lu-ndrzo.
= 2 = 2

Theorem 2.6.4. Given F and ug satisfying @512) and @5I3). There is at
least one function u satysfying (EE14)-E5T0H).

Remark 4. The proof that follows is completely analogous to that for the case
of full Dirichlet conditions that can be found in [15].

Proof. We start by defining, for each m € Ny, an approximate solution u" of

EX2T0) as follows:

u™ = Z ul (6)W; (2.6.1)
max{i1,i2 }<m
(™)' (), W)+ v((@™ (1), Wy)) +b(u™ (1), u™(t), Wy) =< F(t), W; >,
(2.6.2)
te [0, T], max{jl, ]2} <m,
u™(0) = ug'. (2.6.3)

Where ug" is the orthogonal projection of ug onto span{W; | max{i1, iz} < m}.
From (ZB2) we obtain the nonlinear system of differential equations in the
functions u*, max{i, iz} < m:

Yoo @OWL W) +v > u (Wi, W)
max{i1, iz }<m max{ii, is}<m
+ > ururh(Wh, Wi, W) =< F(t), W; >, (2.6.4)

max{ii, i} <m
max{l1,la}<m
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that reduces to the ODE’s system?!2

m _ab oo @b
WY (1) (7)) + vl P

+Y D uu (W, Wy, W) =< F(t), Wy >;
max{ii, is}<m
max{l1,l2}<m

max{ji, ja} <m. (2.6.5)
Now we note that ZE3]) is the same as the m scalar conditions

u}"(0) = the projection of ug onto span{W;} = ug;. ' (2.6.6)

Therefore system [ZG) with initial condition (6.8 has a maximal solution
defined in [0, tyqx[ and, we will see that t;,q, = T. Indeed, if ¢4, < T then
|u™(t)| should tend to +o0o as t goes t0 tpq.. Below we show that |u™(¢)]
remains bounded in [0, T'] so we have that the maximal solution is defined in
[0, T7.

A PRIORI ESTIMATES: We multiply G2 by u7*, max{ji, jo} <m and add
the equations obtained. Taking Corollary 263 into account, we arrive to

(™)' (), w™(#)) + vl (@®)]> =< F(t), w™(t) > .
Hence

d .
%|um(t)|2 + 2V||um(t)||2 =2 < F(t), u™(t) >
. . . 1 -
S2E@) v llu™ @)l < viu™ ()] + ;||F(t)||%// 14
S0,

d. . m 1, =
S OF + vl @1 < S F@I (2.6.7)

In particular <4 |u™(t)|? < %”F(f)”%/, and, integrating on [0, s] we obtain

1 [ - 1 (T
WO < P4y [ IFOR < uoP 4y [ IFOR . (263)
0 0
Therefore

the sequence (u™) remains in a bounded set of L*°(0, T, H). (2.6.9)

Now we integrate ZG1) over [0, T and obtain:
2 T 2 2 1 T 2
TRy [ @R P [ IR @

2 1 r I 2
<ol + 5 [ 1PN

121n section we have seen that the family W is orthogonal in both H and V.
131f we write ug = ZieNg wg; Wi.

4By expanded (v/va — \%b)Q > 0 with a = [|[u™(¢)|| and b= ||F(t)|y-.
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Therefore
the sequence (u™) remains in a bounded set of L*(0, T, V). (2.6.10)

Now we extend u™ to the entire real line putting

o fum) ifteo, T)
anE) = {o it ¢ [0, T]

and the Fourier transform of 4™ will be denoted by 4™.
APPLICATION OF THEOREM EZBG.Tl We start by computing the integral

—+oo
/ 2 [ (1) 2 dr- (2.6.11)

— 00

Equation ZG.2) with u™ replaced by @™ results in

am(t), W) =< fm, Wy > +(ug, Wy)do — (w™(T), W;)or;
max{j1, jo} <m (2.6.12)

where dg, 07 are the Dirac distributions at 0 and 7" and,

™ = F—vAu™ — Bu™,
oo ™) onlo, T)
) = {0 outside[0, T

Using the Fourier Transform [ZB.12) becomes

2mir (W™ (1), W) =< f™(7), W; >
+ (ug', Wj) — (u™(T), W;) exp(—2miTT). (2.6.13)

Multiplying Z6I3) by §(7) and adding the obtained m equations we arrive
to

+ (uf’, @™(1)) — (W™(T), ™ (7)) exp(—2miTT). (2.6.14)
By ([ZEI7) we have
L™y < IE@)llve + vlu™ @) + Cllu™(8)]%; so

T T
[ 1@l de< [ 1E@ + @) + Clum @ @26.15)
0 0

by @EIA) and ([ZFEI0) the integral [FI15) remains bounded. Hence !5

sup || f™(7)|lv» < const, Vm € Ny.
TER

151t is known that |f(7)| < C [ |f(t)| dt. See for example [T2].
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By @83) both |u™(0)| and |u™(T")| are finite. Then by Z6.1I4)
[r|la™ (r)]* < Culla™ (7)]| + Col@™ ()] < Dfja™(r)]. ' (2.6.16)

Fix v < § and define the real function Q(z) := zilzr, z € [0, +oof. Q is

continuous and bounded,!” then we can find a constant D; € RT such that for
all T e R:

Q(I7]) < Dy
1+ |7]
T+ =2

Therefore the integral [Z6.11l) is bounded by

—+oo
o[ R e

e T
by ([EZ5I6)

—+oo +oo 9
D/ 1+| |1 27d +D/ IR dr.

The integral D3 f |@™(7)||? dr, by the Parseval Equality and (ZB.10), there
is a constant Dy such that

= |T|2’Y SDl

+o0
Dy [ la@lPdr<Di vm (2:6.17)

— 00

For the integral Dy [ _+§:) % dr we apply Schwartz Inequality and Parseval
Equality to obtain

p, [Ny, ([ : d (r ()| dt
oo T TP wmE )

and, this product is finite and bounded as m — —+o0, i.e., there is a constant
D5 such that

1

2

+oo
D, / 1+ | |1 27 dr < Ds, Vm. (2.6.18)
By ZE&T7) and ZEIX) we conclude that the integral 6Tl is finite:

+oo
[ R ar < Dyt s =5

— 0o

The finiteness of ZGTIT) with ZEI0) implies that
the sequence (u™) remains in a bounded set of HY(R, V, H). (2.6.19)
THE LIMIT. We now need the following lemmas that can be found in ] section

I11.6:

16Cq, Cy and D are constants.
Mimg 400 Q(z) = 1, Q(0) =
18Since v <

1 9 . 1 _

T T € LPR). Indeed [ gy = 2[5 T
2~y
Puttlng x = 1+ 71727 we see that the last integral equals 2[ ° iz 1—127 (z —1)T-2v <
>y < %.

1*27 fl 127 and the last integral converges if

2
x 1—2~

18
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Lemma 2.6.5. Let E be a reflexive Banach space and let (x,,) a bounded se-
quence in E. Then there is a subsequence (Zy(n)) of (xn) such that x40,y — z,
for some x € E. 19

Lemma 2.6.6. Let E be a separable Banach space and let (f,) a bounded
sequence in E'. Then there is a subsequence (fy(n)) of (fn) such that fo(n) —« f,
for some f € E'.

Lemma ZZ6.6 and ([Z63) implies the existence of a subsequence (u”(™)) of
u™ and u € L*°(0, T, H) such that

TRAUQINYA inL>(0, T, H). 20

Analogously, Lemma X6 and (Z6.10) implies the existence of a subsequence
(u®@m)y of u?(m) and v € L*(0, T, V) such that

u®le(m) v, ian(O, T, V).

The sequence (u™) is in the space M, 4(R, V, H) which injection in L*(R, H)
is compact due to Theorem EZG11?" Then (ZHIJ) implies the existence of a

subsequence B(a(o(m))) of a(o(m)) and w € L?(0, T, H) satisfying
uPe@m)) o in L*(0, T, H).
We put 7 := S oaooc and we obtain

uw=v=wée L*0, T, H)NL*0, T, V)N L>(0, T, H)

and
uw"™ . u, in L0, T, H); (2.6.20)
u™ — o, in L0, T, V); (2.6.21)
u™™ =, in L2(0, T, H). (2.6.22)

Indeed L>=(0, T, H) = (L*(0, T, H)) and L?(0, T, H) C L'(0, T, H). So for
each f € L%(0, T, H):

ut™(f) = u(f)

ut™(f) = o(f).

Since both w, v € L*(0, T, H) = (L*(0, T, H))', we can rewrite the previous
expressions as

Vf e (L300, T, H)) {

Then u=v € L*(0, T, H).

On the other side (L2(0, T, H)) C (L*(0, T, V))" because a converging se-
quence in L?(0, T, V') converges in L?(0, T, H) too.

So for each f € (L?(0, T, H))" we have

Fnm™y = f)
F™) = f(w).
19We shall use the symbols: — for weak convergence; —. for weak-star convergence and,
— for strong convergence.

201f wanted, without lack of generality we may assume u™ — u, in L>°(0, T, H).
2AWith V = Xg, & H=X = X;.
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But since both w, v € L?(0, T, H) we have that v = w.??
ENDING. To complete the proof we will need the following Lemma:

Lemma 2.6.7. If a sequence (u") satisfies u™ — w in L*(0, T, V) and u™ = u
in L*(0, T, H), then for any vector function w with components in C'(R x
[0, TY),

T T
/ b(u™ (1), u"(t), w(t)) dt — / bu(t), u(t), w(t)) dt.
0 0

Proof. From
b(u™, u”, w) — b(u, u, w) = bu" —u, u", w) + b(u, u" — u, w)

we obtain

T
[ b 0. 00, w(0) = b0, u(e), w(o)

T T
< [ @) = (o), o), wo)lde+ [ bule), w@) - u(o), wie)]de

0 0

(using 7T) below, and Lemma 2G2)
T

<c / [l (@) = u(@)] (1) = w01 @) o]

)1 ) (8) = ut) Hlur(2) = w2 lw]] @t

T 1
<Gi( [ w0 = @)l () = o)) @) o Ol 0, .1,

T 1
+ Cullu®)l 20,7, v / [ (1) = u(®)llla” (¢) — u(®)] dt) "
but u" is bounded in L?(0, T, V), because u™ — u in L?(0, T, V'), then
T
[ 8 0. 0. w0(0) = b0, u(e), w(e)

1
<Collu"(t) — u(t)||[2,2(0,T, H)

Hence UOT b(u™(t), u™(t), w(t)) — b(u(t), u(t), w(t)) dt‘ goes to 0 as n goes to
+00. |

22Note that since both L2(0, T, V') and L?(0, T, H) are both Hilbert spaces then each of
them coincide with its dual. But we can not do these identifications here if we want to compare
their duals, because the spaces H and V' the norms are different. If we do the identifications
we will obtain (L2(0, T, H))' D (L?(0, T, V))’" and that is not true.
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Multiplying 83) by a function ¢ € C1([0, T]) and, integrating we obtain:
T T
/mewxmwmw+/z«wwxmmet
0 0
T T
+/0 b(u™(t), u™ (1), Wj¢(t)) dt :/0 < F(t), Wj¢(t) > dt
T T
@#—A(M%%WMﬁDﬁ+VA(wmwﬂﬂwmmt
T
*}A b(u™ (£), u™ (£), W) dt = (ul, Wy)o(£)(0) — (u™(T), W;)$(t)(T)
T

+ /0 < F(t), W;o(t) > dt.

Due to Lemma 6 we can take the limite in the nonlinear term and, by (Z5.21))
we can take the limite in the linear terms.?* Hence

T T
—/(mewv»ﬁ+g/«wmwwwnw

0 0

T

+/bW@ﬂM%Wm@Mt
0
T

= (uo, Wj)¢(0) — (u(T), Wj)¢(T) —1—/0 < F(t), Wj¢(t) > dt (2.6.23)

Equation ([Z623) being true for all W; by linearity will be true for any finite
combination of functions in W and by continuity will be true for all v € V.
Then taking a test function ¢ € D(]0, T'[) in ZEZ3)) we conclude that

T

T T
-—/ waxvd@»dr+v/‘«uawiw»dﬁ+/‘bwamuaxv¢@»m
0 0 0

=(ug, v)$(0) — (u(T), v)d(T)+ < ﬁ'(t), vp(t) > dt; (2.6.24)
then

T T T
= [ e v @)+ v [ (o, o) de+ [ b, uo, o) d
0 0 0
= < F(t), vo(t) > dt (2.6.25)
what means that
Equation @XI0) is satisfied in the distribution sense.

Multiplying EI0) by ¢ € C1([0, T]) such that ¢(0) = 1, ¢(T) = 0 we obtain

T T T
—/'wmm@w»ﬁ+u/(www@m»ﬁ+/’wwxwmvamm
0 0 0

T
=(u(0), v)+/ < F(t), Wp(t) > dt. (2.6.26)
0

23Note that @B2T) implies that w(™) — v in L2(0, T, H).
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The equation resulting from ([Z6.24]) with the same ¢ as in G20 is

T T T
- / (ult), v (1)) dt + v / (u(t), vo(t))) dt + / b(u(t), u(t), vo(t)) dt
0 0 0

=(ug, v)+ < F(t), vo(t) > dt (2.6.27)
From [ZE20) and Z6E27) we conclude that ZETI) is satisfied (and, we have
finished the proof of theorem EGA). O

2.7 Uniqueness.

Lemma 2.7.1.
Ib(u, v, w)| < clul? |l ]| Jw] 2 [|w][2,  Yu, v, w € HY(R). (2.7.1)

If u belongs to L*(0, T, V)N L*>(0, T, H), then Bu belongs to L*(0, T, V') and

|1 Bull 20,7, vy < clul (o, 7, my [l L2(0, T, V). (2.7.2)

See [13] section III 3.2. for ZT). Then L) is a corollary of EZLT).
Indeed

b, w, w)| = [b(u, w, w)| < Clul? ||ul|2 [u] 2 ||u 2 [|w]

= Clulllulll|wl,  w,ueV. (2.7.3)
In the case u € L(0, T, V)N L>(0, T, H) we obtain that

T T
/ |Bu(t)|[2 dt < C / o] dt
0 0

T
<Cllull o, 11 / lu®)2 dt = Cllul2 0.1 a0 6ll32(0, 7, v < +00
0

Theorem 2.7.2. The solution of Problems[ZZ2IHZAA given by Theorem [2-6-4)
is unique. Moreover it is a.e. equal to a continuous function from [0, T| into H
and,

u(t) = u(ty), mH ast—t1 ¢ €][0,T]. (2.7.4)

In particular

u(t) = uo, inH ast—0;
u(t) = uw(T), inH ast—T.

For the proof we need the following lemma from [I5]:

Lemma 2.7.3. Let V, H, V' three Hilbert spaces satisfying V. C H C V' with
dense and continuous inclusions. If

we L?0,T,V) & u' € L*0, T, V')
then u is a.e. equal to a continuous function from [0, T] into H and
£|u|2=2<u’u> (2.7.5)
p ) .

holds in the distribution sense on (0, T).
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Remark 5. Note that [ZZH) is meaningful because both
t u(t)]? & t<d/(t), ut) >
are integrable on [0, T'.

Proof of Theorem [2.7.34 By ZILId), @hIH), @LI) and ZTA) we have that
uw' € L?(0, T, V'). Then by [Z520), 621), and Lemma EZ73 we have that

ue C([0, T, H).

Therefore Z7C3) is satisfied.
To prove the uniqueness we consider two solutions u, v of the problems and put
w :=u — v. Then
w =u' —v' = F —vAu — Bu— (F — vAv — Bv)
=—vAw — Bu+ Bv

w(0) =0.

Now we take the scalar product with w in the duality between V and V' and
obtain

<w,w>+v < Aw, w >=< Bv, w > — < Bu, w > .
We note that since u, v € L2(0, T, V) & u',v" € L*(0,T, V') then w €
L?(0,T,V) & w' € L0, T, V'). Hence we can apply [ZH) and obtain

%Iw(t)l2 +20[w(®)[|* = 2b(v(t), v(t) w(t)) — 2b(u(t), u(t), w(t))
= —2b(w(t), v(t), w(t)) = 2b(w(t), w(t), v(t)).

Hence using ZZ73)

%Iw(t)l2 +2v]w(®)]* < 2(Clw®)w®)|l[v®)]])

2

C
< 2|w(t)|* + =—

— (@) o) >

Threfore p o2

- 2 -2 2 2.

L) < S @) Po()]

Since t — Llw(t)]? = 2 < w/'(t), w(t) >, t — |[w(t)]> =< w(t), w(t) > and
t — |lv(®)||* =< v(t), v(t) > are integrable, by Gronwall Inequality (see EZLH)

below)
| ||v<7>||2d7)
0
T

g|w<o>|2exp(§—y / ||v<f>||2df>=o, tef0.7]

2
w(t)P? < |w<o>|2exp<§—y
2

2p(w, v, w) = —b(v, v, w) + blu, v, w) = —b(v, v, w) + blu, w, w) + blu, u, w) =
—b(v, v, w) + b(u, u, w).

25By expanded (v2va — \/%b)z > 0 with a = ||lw(t)]| and b = |w(t)|||v(t)]-
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(using the fact that w(0) = 0). Hence
u=v
concluding the uniqueness of the solution. O

Lemma 2.7.4 (Gronwall Inequality). Let g, h, y, % be locally integrable
functions sattisfying

d
d—‘z <gy+h fort>to. (2.7.6)

Then
y(t) < y(to)exp(/ttg(T) dT) + /tt h(s)exp(— /ts g(7) dT) ds, t>to.

[The proof can be found in [13]].

2.8 Continuity on Initial Data.
Theorem 2.8.1. The map
S: H x L*(0, T, V')x]0, +oc[ — C([0, T], H)
(uo, F, V) u

is continuous. Here uw € C([0, T|, H) is the unique solution of Problems E22 1+
222 (see Theorem [27.9).

Proof. Fix a triple (ug, F, v) € H x L?(0, T, V')x]0, +oo[ and consider the
solution of Theorem induced by this triple. Then u satisfies

uw +vAu+ Bu=F, u(0) = uo.

Now consider another triple (vo, G, n) € H x L*(0, T, V')x]0, +oo|. The solu-
tion associated with this triple satisfies

v' +nAv+ Bv =G, v(0) = vy.

We put

wWi=v—u
and see that w satisfies the equation
w' =G — F —nAw + (v — n)Au — Bv + Bu.
Taking the scalar product with w we obtain
<w,w>=<G—-F,w>-n|w|®+ (¥ -n)((u, w)) +bw, w, u)

d .
Elwlz <2||G = Fllv|Jw]l = 2nllw]|® + 2|v = pl||ullllw]| + 2C w|[lw]||u]l.
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Expanding
(/2wl = 216 - Five)” 20
(/21ol =y i)’ =
(2l =1 =ty )" 2 0
we obtain

ol el < 216 = Pl + v =2 Jul + C2 2l ful?.  (251)
By ([ZZ0) we have
w (o)
< |w(0) exp / l|lu(7)|)? dT

v t(5||G<s> )3+ - n|25||u<s>||2) oxo(- 55 [ (e ar) as

< eXp(CQS /OT ||u(T)||2dT) (|w(0)|2
+ /OT(§||G(S) —F(s)||3 + v — 77|2%||U(s)||2) ds)_

Now if [v —n| < %, i.e., n €]%, 3], we have
6 T
P e [l ar) (juo)P
vJo
T
6 [ 2 26 2
[ (1606 = O + b= P (o)) ds ).

Fix e > 0.
Now if we put Fy := exp (ng fOT llu(7)||? dT) and choose the triple (vo, G, 1)

such that

e 1
—FE) ? =:ay;

V3

[vo = uo| = [w(0)] <

. T o VT -
G —F|- N = G — F ,d < — :
IG = Fllsazv = [ 166 - Pl ds ) < 2B <,
lv—n| < min{g, 0} =
6\/; T 2 _% _1
h b=—"= d E;?, 26
where 5= ([ uts)|Pas)

we obtain
lw(t)]* < % & |Jw(t)] <e, tel0, T
26Since u € L? (0, T, V) we have that a,, and ay, are finite. We can also see that o, ag, ayy
depend only on the (fixed) triple (uo, F, V).
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and, we have the continuity of S. O
Theorem 2.8.2. The map

Se: H x L*(0, T, V')x]0, +00[ = L*(0, T, V)

(up, F', v) —u

is continuous. Here u € L*(0, T, V') is the unique solution of Problems EZ 1+
[Z2A (see Theorem [2_7.3).

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem EZRl we fix ¢ > 0 and a triple (ug, F, v) €
H x L?(0, T, V')x]0, +o0o[ and consider the solution of Theorem EZ7.2 induced
by this triple. Now consider another triple (vo, G, ) € HxL*(0, T, V')x]0, +o0|
and the solution associated with this triple. Put

w:=v—-u

and taking the scalar product with w we arrive to (Z&1]). Integrating over [0, T
we obtain

1 1 T 3 _
(D) = () + / ) dt < G = Pl v

2 3 2 3C 2
+ v =l FHUHLz(o,T, vyt n—2||w||c([0,T],H)||U||L2(0,T, V)

and, if [v — 7| < § we have

T ) 12 . G121

; lw®l” dt < G = Fllza0, 7, vy + v = nl" 5 llullze, 7, v)
12C? 4
(7”““%2(0,T7V) + ;)||w||20(o7:r, H)

Using Theorem EZR] there is 6 > 0 such that if (vg, G, 1) satisfies

lvo — uol <0, |G — F”LQ(O,T,V’) <4, ln—v| <4,

=

2,1 2 _
then [lwllcq, 7, m) < (5)° (12u€_||u||%2(0,T, vy T 7).
2

Hence for
. [V e2\3/12\"3 /e 12,5 -3
01 = mm{g, 0, (3) (;) ) (3) (;HUHH(O,T,V)) }’

we have ||[w||r2(0,7,v) < €. Therefore the map S, is continuous. O

Nl=

2.9 Some More Estimates for the Form b.
We present here some estimates we shall need later. We have?”

[b(u, v, w)| < CK.

27These estimates can be found in [[3] section II1.3.2.. They can be obtained by interpola-
tion ([9]), generalized Sobolev inequalities ([I0]) and by a theorem by S.Agmon ([1). See [14]
for indications how to obtain them.
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where C' is a constant and K is one of the following products

[[ull[[o][|w] u, v, w € H'(R), (2.9.1)
ful (|| ]| % 012 o] uweHY(R), v e H*(R), w e L2(R),  (2.9.2)
[ ]l o] we H2(R), v € H'(R), w e L3(R),  (2.9.3)
full[ollfeo]? o]} ueL*(R), ve H'(R), w e H*(R),  (2.9.4)
Jul? [ull? oll[w]? wl> w0, we HY(R). (2.9.5)

2.10 Strong Formulation.

Sometimes we want more regularity for the solutions of problem ([CILTl)—(TA).
Instead of Problems ([Z5J)-EE2) where we ask for weak solutions we consider
the following equivalent problems where we look for solutions more regular than
weak.

Problem 2.10.1. Given

FeL?0,T, H) (2.10.1)
&
ug €V (2.10.2)
to find
uw e L?(0, T, D(A)NL®(0, T, V) (2.10.3)

satisfying  (in the distribution sense)

%(u, v) + v((u, v) +blu, u, v) = (F,v), YveV, (2.10.4)

and
u(0) = ug. (2.10.5)

Problem 2.10.2. Given

FeL*0,T, H), (2.10.6)
&
ug €V, (2.10.7)
to find
u € L*(0, T, D(A)NL>®0, T, V), and
u' € L*(0, T, H) (2.10.8)
satisfying
u' +vAu+Bu=F on ]0,T], (2.10.9)
and
u(0) = up. (2.10.10)

The equivalence of these problems follows from

1. A solution of Problem is a solution of Problem E-TOLTE
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2. For a solution u of Problem ZI0.1] we have

Bu(t)] < Clu@| lu@}  ae. t by @I, so
r 4 r 6 2 r 2
/0 Bu()|* < C / lu(@®)u(t)]2 < Cy / lu(®)]3 < oo.

Hence

(a) Bue L*0, T, H).
Since u € L?(0, T, D(A)) and fOT [Au(t) fo lu(®)]3 < oo we
have

(b) Au e L?*(0, T, H).
From a)) and 1) we have that
f—vAu— Bue L*0, T, H) C L*(0, T, V).

Since u € L2(0, T, D(A)) C L?(0, T, V), by Lemma Z54) and EZI0A),
we have that

v =f—vAu— Buae. and u € C(0, T, V')“a.e
Hence

3. wu is a solution of Problem LT

Lemma 2.10.1. The inclusions
DA CVCH
are both dense continuous and compact.

Proof. We have already seen in Corollary ZZT.9 and beginning of section 222 that
the inclusion V' C H has the required properties. For the first inclusion we have
that V, respectively D(A), are the closure of D;(R) in H!, respectively in H2.
From the density, continuity and compactness of the inclusion H?> C H' come
the same properties for the inclusion D(A) C V. O

2.11 Existence.

Theorem 2.11.1. Given F and ug satisfying (m) and @IOD). There is
at least one function u satisfying [EI0X)-

Remark 6. The proof that follows is completely analogous to that for the case
of weak solutions and for no-slip boundary conditions that can be found in [15].

Proof. Outlines: We define an approximate solution u™, for each m € Ny like

n [ZEI)-E63), and arrive to the estimate [ZE) and conclusions ZE)

and ([ZGIM) exactly in the same way. For Theorem we need only some more
estimates: If we multiply B by ju" and add the obtained equations we arrive
to

((u™ ()", Au™ (1)) + v((u™ (1), Au™ (1)) + Bu™ ()(Au™ (t)) = (F(t), Au™(t)),
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ie.,

(@™ (@), u™ () + v(u™(t), w™ (1)) + Bu™(t)(Au™ (1)) = (F(t), Au™(t)),
or

SO+ A (0 < 1B () (Au™ ()] + [F()]| 4w (1)

(by @) < Clu™ ()] [um Ol ™ ()1, + FOll 1)
(by Young Inequalities)?®

< 2w @l + Oy s Clum @ [ ©)])*

v m

+ 1w Oy + Cy 2l @)
14 m % 1 m 4

< o (ju ()|[21)3+—(C|u @ lu™ @)1l
Vi 1

+Z|U (t)|[2}+;|F(t)| :

9
IIumII + vu™ |[2]<+ CQIu ()|2||um(t)||4+;lF(t)l2- (2.11.1)

From equation [ZI1TI) and from Gronwall Inequality we can derive for s € [0, T

(using (Z659) and ZET10))
[u™ ()]
T3 2 2 2y T2 =00
<exn( [ mscumoPlan ol a) (11 + [ 2 F0R )
0 <V oV
<K,
for some constant K7 (independent of m). Hence
the sequence (u™) remains in a bounded set of L*°(0, T, V). (2.11.2)

Now we integrate [ZITT) over [0, T'] and obtain:
T
[u™(T)I* = [lu™ (0)]* + V/O |u™ (8)|Fy dt
T g3 2, =
< [ pRCH O [ @)+ 21 de < Ky
0

with K3 being a constant (independent of m, using (Z6.9), ZIT2) and ZI04)).

Therefore

the sequence (u™) remains in a bounded set of L*(0, T, D(A)).  (2.11.3)

28Young Inequality: ab < eaP + Cgfpbp/. Where a,b> 0,1 <p < oo,e>0, % + p—l, =1 and
Y _ p—1

() (7))
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By E1T2 and Lemmas 2261 and 6.6 we conclude the existence of a
subsequence u?("™) such that

u’ (™ — g in L2(0, T, D(A))
u’™ .y in L0, T, V)

This limit is a solution for problems O

2.12 Uniqueness.
Lemma 2.12.1. The inclusions

D(A) CV C D(A)
are both dense and continuous.

Proof. We have just seen in Lemma LTl that the inclusion D(A) C V has the
required properties. For the second inclusion we proceed as in the beginning of
section We identify V' with V’.2? The continuity of the second inclusion
follows from the continuity of the first one. The density of the second inclusion
follows from Lemma 221l and the injectivity of the first one. O

Theorem 2.12.2. The solution of problems 2L MZI0A is unique. Moreover
it is a.e. equal to a continuous function from [0, T into V.

Proof. A solution of problems EETILIHZTT A is a solution of problems
as well, which is unique by Theorem EZTA By u € L%(0, T, D(A)),

u' € L*(0, T, H) C L*(0, T, V') € L*(0, T, D(A)')

and by lemmas T2 and we conclude that v € C([0, T, V). O

2.13 Continuity on Initial Data.
Theorem 2.13.1. The map
Se: V x L*(0, T, H)x]0, +oo[ — C([0, T], V)
(uo, F, v)—=u

is continuous. Wherew € C([0, T, V') is the unique solution of ProblemsZIILI-
[Z102 (see Theorem [ZI1Z2).

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0 and a triple (ug, F, v) € V x L?*(0, T, H)x]0, +o0[ and,
consider the solution of Theorem induced by this triple. Then u satisfies

v +vAu+ Bu=F, u(0) = up.

Now consider another triple (vy, G, ) € V x L?(0, T, H)x]0, +oo[. The solu-
tion associated with this triple satisfies

v' +nAv+ Bv =G, v(0) = vp.

29Note that here H is not present. We are doing only one identification.
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We put
wi=v—u

and see that w satisfies the equation
w' =G — F —nAw + (v — n)Au — Bv + Bu.

Taking the scalar product with Aw we obtain

d -

%HwH? + 2n|w|[22] <2(G = F, Aw) 4 2|v — n|(u, w)[g) + 2(Bu — Bv)(Aw).
Choosing 7 such that [v — 7| < §:

d .
E||w||2—|—l/|w|[22] < 2(G—F, Aw) +2|v —n|(u, w)[g +2(Bu— Bv)(Aw). (2.13.1)
The last term is the more complicated so we work it a bit:

(Bu — Bv)(Aw) = b(u, u, Aw) — b(v, v, Aw)
=b(u — v, u, Aw) + b(v, u, Aw) — b(v, v, Aw)
= —b(w, u, Aw) — b(v, w, Aw)
= —b(w, u, Aw) — b(w, w, Aw) — b(u, w, Aw)

By [Z32) we have
1
[b(w, u, Aw)| < Clwl|?||w] > ul?ul ) [l
< Chljwl[|ulgwl )
and, by ZI3)
1 1 1 1
[b(w, w, Aw) + b(u, w, Aw)| < Cluw|? [w]&||w] [z + ClulZlul? [[w]|[w]g
1 3 1 1
< Clwl? [|wl[wl gy + Clul3ylul? [[w]|[w|g

Hence from ZI3) we have

d
Sl + vwly
<2|G = Fl|wliz) + 2|v — nllulpzy|wlg) + 2C1[|w| |l w] 2
1 3 1 1
20wl wllfwl d) + 2C Tl ful? o]l
Applying Young inequalities with suitable exponents and constants we arrive to
d
Sl + vwly
2B 10 ~o V. 9 10 9 19
§1—0|w|[2] + 7|G - FI"+ 1—0|w|[2] + 7|V —n|"luliy

Vo2 10 5 20,12
+1—0|w|[2] + 701 ([wl*ulfy

(10 - 3)3

v 10
W(QO)4|W|2||W||4 + E|w|[22] + 7CQ|U||U|[2]||W||2-

Yoz
—|—1—0|w|[2] +
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Then
d v
%H@UH2 + §|w|[22]
10 ~ 10 10
§7|G - FP+ 7|’/ —n*lulfy + 7012||w||2|u|[22]

10
+D1fwl?[lw]|* + —C?ullulg [lw]?, (2.13.2)

4 3
where Dy = (%) (%) . By Gronwall Inequality 78] we have for ¢t € [0, T

lw(®)lI?

T
<exp( | S CHu R + Dafu(s) Pl + 32 C3ule) [u(s)] )
. w 2 TE S)— 3 S 2 E vV — 2U S 2 S
(1@ + [ 24606) = B+ 2 = Pl ds). 2133

By theorems L&l and and from u € L?(0, T, D(A)) N L>=(0, T, V) the
argument of the exponential is bounded, say less than a constant E, if we choose
the triple (vo, G, 1) such that both |vg — uol, |G — 1:"||L2(0,T) vy and |v —n| are
less than § for some J > 0 sufficiently small.

Now put

6, =(expE)"*

10\ -3 1
\/?—) _) (GXpE) 2,

€
’ ﬁ( v
\/ig(l—VOHuH%z(o,T,D(A))

01 := min{g,

1
2

(exp E)*%}.

It is clear from ZIZ3) that if both |vg — ugl, |G — F||L2(O)T’ vy and |[v —n)| are
less than d7, we have [|w(t)|| less than € and, we have the continuity of S5. O

Theorem 2.13.2. The map
Ses : V x L0, T, H)x]0, +oo[ — L*(0, T, D(A))
(uo, F, V) —u

is continuous. Where u € L*(0, T, D(A)) is the unique solution of Problems
EIIMZTIA (see Theorem [Z1Z2).

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem EZT3T] we fix € > 0 and a triple (ug, F, v) €
H x L*(0, T, V')x]0, +oo[ and consider the solution of Theorem EZTZZ induced
by this triple. Now consider another triple (vo, G, ) € HxL?(0, T, V') x]0, 4+o0|
and the solution associated with this triple. Put

w:=v—-u

and taking the scalar product with Aw we arrive to (ZI32). Integrating over
[0, T] we obtain
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2 2 v 2

T = @I+ [ Gl
10 ~ 10
S;HG - F||%2(o, T, 1) T 7”“”%2(0, T, DAV — n|?

10
+7012||U||2L2(0,T, peanlwlEo, 1. vy + TPillwlE o, 1, i 1wl & o, 71, v

10
+702||U||2c([o,T], mllullzz, 7, peaplwliZ o, 71, v)- (2.13.4)

By Theorem EZT3T] for a small enough 6 > 0 we have that if both vy — uql,
|F = GllL2(0, 7, 1), and |n — v| are less than 0, then [|w|c (o, 77,v) < 1. Thus

from &IZE) we have

T
[l
/O 2

20 - 20
S;HG - F||2L2(0,T, o T

§||U||%2(0,T,D(A))|V - 77|2

4 20 2
+(; + ﬁC%HUH%z(o,T,D(A)) + ;TDIHU’HQC([O,T],H)
20

+ ﬁcznu”%([O,T],H)”uH%?(O,T,D(A))) ||w||20([o,T],V)
20 ~
SEHG — Fl 20,7, 1) + D2lv — 1> + Ds|lwllZ (0. 77, v
for some constants Ds, D3 and all triples (vo, G, 1) satisfying

|vg — up| < 4, ||1:"— Gllr20, 7, 1) <9, In—v| <.

Then for some §; smaller than § we have that if both |vo —ug|, | F— Gl 20, 7, i)
and | — v| are less than §;, we obtain

(/ Cluly)’ <

Therefore the map Sy, is continuous O



Chapter 3

Controllability of Galerkin
Approximations.

3.1 The FCE Procedure.

In this section we present the FCE Procedure, i.e., a procedure of Factoriza-
tion+ Convezification+ Extraction:

3.1.1 A Lemma from Linear Algebra.

A result from Linear Algebra we will need is the following:

Lemma 3.1.1. Fiz a linear space X of dimension N > n + m. Given two
families V :={v; | i=1,...n} and W :={w; | j =1, ... m} satisfying: The
vectors in 'V are linearly independent and the vectors in tW = {mw; | w; € W}
are linearly independent as well, where 7 is the projection onto some space V°
transversal to span(V), (X = span(V)@® V). Then the family VUW is linearly
independent.

3.1.2 Factorization.

Consider a control-affine system

g=f(@)+Y vi(t)gile) q€R", v; €R (3.1.1)
i=1
where f, g; are smooth vector fields and [g;, g;] =0 i=1,...,r.

In [2] it is proven that if we decompose the flow of system (B as
t t r
@b [ (f+gelrir =@ [ (4 Y wlgar  (312)
0 0 i=1
¢ ¢
exp / (Ad G, f dr o G,y = exp / (e ), fdro Gl (3.1.3)
0 0

41
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where g := (g1, g2, , 9r),v := (v1, v2, -+, v.)T and Gf)(t) stays for the flow
eﬁfot gu(T)dT = 9D w(t) = fo 7) dr, then
Ago (f + gv)(t) = Ago ((e79V). ) (t) 0 {GL ) [ v(t) eR7} (3.1.4)

Here A, (y)(t) stays for the attainable set at time ¢ from z following the vector
fields y.
Similarly if we rewrite system @Il as

+Z Ngi(@) ¢eR™ v/ eR
we arrive to

AT+ 900 = Ay (e V) ) (1) 0 {Glay [ 2D €RTY (3.15)

where f1(q) == f(q)+ >, v} (t)gi(q) and where v', v? and V2 are independent.
The system ¢ = (e’gv2)*f1 (q) is called factorized system.

Lemma 3.1.2. With (e=9V"), f, and G'. as in equation BIH) we have

Aoy (@ 7)) (D) 0 (Gl | 02(0) € BT
D Ay (@ 97N F)(D) 0 {Glagy | 02(1) € R

Proof. Let © € Ag,((e79V%). f1)(t) 0 {Glz(,y | v*(t) € R"}. Then there are
y € Ay ((e79V?), f1)(t) and a control u(t) € R" ¢ € [0, T such that x = yOGf(t)
Let yp, — vy, yn € Aqo((efgv2)*f1)(t). Hence x,, = yy 0 Gf(t) is a sequence
on Ay, ((e79V7), f1)(t) o G, that converges to z. O

So system (BT is approximately controllable in time ¢ if

A (@) f1)(0) 0 {Glagyy | V(1) €ERTYy =R" Vg e R™. (3.1.6)

If g; are constant vector fields — ¢;(¢) = ¢g; ¢ =1,...7 ¢q € R® — they
commute and the systems ¢ = (e79X®), fi(q) and ¢ = f1(q + gX(t)) coincide.
A corollary of this is

Corollary 3.1.3. System Bl (with g constant) is approximately controllable
in time t if
A(Fx)t) o fe?" W} =R" VgeR". 2
Where

fix(@) = filg +9X (1) = fla+ gX(t) + g(g + gX ())v*
= fx(q) +gv' X(t) €R".
In particular it is approximately controllable in time t if
A (fix)(t) =R™ Vg e R™

1Here V is independent of v.
2Here, for more precision, we should write {egvz(t) | V2(t) € R™}.
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3.1.3 Convexification.

If for some constant vector v € R™, f(q)+y belong to the convex set Conv{fx |
X € R"}, then for every u! € R"

f(q) +~+ gu' € Conv{fx | X € R"} + span(g)
C Conv{fx +gv'| X, v' €R"}3

This means that we can follow any of the vector fields f(q) + v + gv! without
changing the closure of the attainable set at time ¢ (recall that convexification
does not change the closure of attainable set at time ¢ — see [§]). In particular
system BITl) is approximately controllable at time ¢ if

Aq(f(@) +7+gvh)(t) =R" Vg eR"™

3.1.4 Extraction.

Let C be a cone and suppose that
fl@+C CConv{fx| X eR"}.
Then putting G := span(g)

fl@+C+GC f(q)+ Conv(C)+G C Conv{fx(q) + G| X eR"}
=Conv{fix(q) | X e R"}.

Now from Conv(C) 4+ G we extract the linear space
G! := (G + Conv(C)) N (G — Conv(C)).

We shall call the directions on G “extracted” directions. Since clearly G C G'
because 0 € C, those directions in G will be called “old” directions and, those
in G*\ G “new” directions.

Adding new directions does not change the closure of attainable sets so, we can
say that system I is appoximately controllable in time ¢ if the “bigger”
system ¢ = f(q) + giv* is, where v! € R™ 7y (> r) is the dimension of G' and
g1 is a matrix whose r; columns are vectors spanning G*.

3.1.5 Iterating FCEs.

Iterating FCE Procedures we obtain an increasing sequence
G=G'CG'C...CGC...

of subspaces of controlled directions without changing the closure of the attain-
able set at time t. Obviously if for some p € N we have GP = R", then the
controllability in time ¢ is an immediate consequence of Corollary (note
that in such a case we can set for V(t) any vector from R™).

3Here span(g) means the span of the columns of g. Conv(A) stays for convexification of
the set A.
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3.2 The Projection onto H.
Let L%(R); the subspace of L(R) defined by
L*(R); :={v € L*(R) | v-n=0onT}.

Let v € L%(R);. We can write v as

<3 klﬂrl kQﬂ'zQ
Y (m) [ Zkemoxn U1k 51“( a ) Cos\ ™%
- B kimx : komax
2 2 _keNxN, U2k COS( o 1) sin{ =2
Now we want to write v as a sum of an element v € H (a solenoidal element)

and a gradient of a function ¢ € L?(R) — v = u + Vg.
We put

: kimxy komaxo
ZkeNoxNvlksm( . )cos 5

klrrzl <3 kQﬂ'zQ
S ety vk cos( B2 ) sin (L

k k
U= Z up Wi q:= Z qk cos( lle) cos( 27:62).

keNZ keNz\{(0,0)}

=u+ Vg; (3.2.1)

Then

kim : kimx | kamx
) keN2 — o qksm( L 1)(:05 =2
kom | kimx s komax
S pere — 45 gy cos( 11222 ) sin (Lagzz

For k € N? \ N2 we find

Vq =

—qkk}T’T = U1k, for ke Ny x {0}
—qkaT” = vog, for ke {0} xNg

or,

o = —leﬂ_Ulk, k € Ny x {0}
—kziﬂvgk, ke {0} x Np

and, for k € N3 we obtain

ki ko

_%Qk =V1g + QTuk (3.2.2)
k k

—QTﬂQk =U2g — %Uk- (3.2.3)

Multiplying 8Z2) by —%2% and Z3) by 2T and then adding the products
we obtain

obtaining in this way u from v.
Similarly we can obtain
kom\ 2 kimy2 ki ko
(57 @ = (=) o

= —V1k + 0
b a q Uik U2k
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or L L
7 17 2T

kqx = —v1gx + ——v2x.

a b

Therefore, given

<3 klrrzl kgﬂ'zQ
vy > _keNoxN Vik 51“( P ) cos| =, 9

v= ()] = kimx ko eL (R)t

2 LW 1 Ra7T2

> _keNxNo Y2k COS( ) S =,

a

we can write it, in a unique way, as a sum v = u + Vq, where u € H and
q € L?(R). So the projection map onto the solenoidal (divergence free) space H

PV :L*(R); — H

v
is well defined and we have
1 kgﬂ' k17r
— PVy = Z (XD _ 2.4
u v Z k( b U1k a U2k) (3 )
keN
q=4q1+q
k b k
a== 3 wupeos(ZTE) = 30 vmpcos( )
keNox {0} 1 ke {0} xNo 2
(3.2.5)
1 k k k k
q2 = Z z <U1k177r + vzszW) cos( lle) cos( 27:62). (3.2.6)
keNg

It remains to show that w € H and q1, go € L?(R). That follows from the fact
that both v; and vy are in L?:

b
< D (ol + loael)* T < (lownllze + oanlz2) s
keNg

a \2a b \20b
lqull7> < Z (Ule)ﬁ—F Z ('U2kk2—ﬂ_)§

keNox {0} T ke{0}xNg
a® + b? a b
= 2 ( Z (U%kg + Z U%zﬁ)
keNox{0} ke{0} xNg
a® + b?

< T(Hvlkﬂiz + |Jvarl|Z2);

92 = Z L2 b ) 4
keN2
1 b 1
< Z _Z(|v1k| + |U2k|)2aZ < _:(HUU@HLZ + ||”2kHL2)2'
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3.3 Spectral Method.

We want to use Spectral Algorithm, i.e.,we want to study NS equation in coor-
dinates corresponding to the basis of eigenfunctions W defined in ([Z3]).

We consider the equation

ur+ (u-Viu+Vp=Au+ F + v;

and write

u = Z uka.

keNZ

_ (u-Vur)
Then we compute (u - V)u = <u : Vuz) '

_kom\Eim [ kimxy koo
D enz uk(—F5) SE cos( o )cos( . )

Vu1:
_kamy( ko i [ Kam@y | ooy [ K2mze
S en un(—547)(~ 147 sin B2z ) sin (L2ge2)
Y rene kBT (—H17) sin(—’ﬂgfl) sin(—k2’gf2)
VUQ: ’ kim ko kimx komx
m ~R27 LAWY ~2T L2
e 5 con () o 552)
Then
u - Vuq

B Z u u( TLQTF)( mgﬂ')mlﬂ'sin(nlﬂ'ﬂil)COS(TLQT('xQ)
N mER Ty N a a

m,nENg

+ Z umun%(_%)(_mgw)ws(mwm)Sin(ngzxg)

. mi1maIy . momTIo
X Sin Sin
a b

2 s . ((n1 4+ mq)may . ((n1—my)ma;
= Z UmUnp ———F11N271TN2 [Sln<7) +Sln(7)}
4ab b a a

mmGNg

m,nENg
y |:COS((TLQ + mg)ﬂ'ajg) . COS((nQ — ma) Ty )]
b b
2

O oo () g (e

oot mTED (0= M)z )
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We then arrive to

47

u - Vug
2 T . (n1 + ml)mcl (ng + mg)ﬂ'xg
= Z U Unp, mina—(ma — na) sm( ) cos( )
4ab b a b
mmGNg
2 _
+ Z umun&mmgg(mg + ng) sin( (m + le)m;l) cos( (n2 7:2)773:2)
mmGNg
2
T T . ny — mi)nx No + Me)Tx
+ Z umunﬁmmgg(mg — ng)sm(( ! " ) 1) cos(( 2 5 2) 2)
m,nEN%
71'2 s . (n1 — m1)7rac1 (ng — mg)ﬂ'xg
+ Z umunmmmgz(mg + ng) sm( , ) cos( 2 )
m,nEN%
(3.3.1)
Similarly:
u - Vg
NomT M1 maqm . n1m™I, NomTI2
= ) Unmtn(———) (— )sm( ) cos( )
b a a a
m nEN%
. (mlwxl) . (mg’frﬁg)
X sin sin
a b
N1mTMIT MM (nlmcl) . (ngﬂ'xg)
U Uy, —— 0S sin
+ Z e a b a b
mmGNg
(mlﬂxl) (’rTLQTFJJQ)
X COS cos
a b
2 s (n1 + mq)may (ny — mq)mxy
= Z Uy, Uy, —— M1 N2 — MM {— cos(i) +cos( )}
4ab a a a

m,nENg

ng + mao) Ty

X {sin(( b

[cos((
ng + mao) T

X {sin(( b

)

2 ™
—minz2—ny
a

4ab a

)

ny + my)ma;

Ng — M) Mo

—sin( )]
) + cos(i(nl — )
Ng — Mag)TTo

S e ]

)

a
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and then,
u - Vug
2 s (n1 + ml)mcl . (ng + mg)ﬂ'xg
= Z Uy —M1n2— (N1 — M1) cos( ) sm( )
4ab a a b
m,neNg

2
+ Z umun%d)mlngg(ml—nl)cos((

ny + ml)ﬂ'ajl) .
si

( (ng — mo)mas )

n
a b
m,neNg
2 T (n1 —my)mx1\ . [(ng + mo)mas
+ Z Uy, —mM1n2— (M1 + n1) cos sin
4ab a a b
m,nGN%
71'2 ™ (nl — ml)mcl . (ng — mg)ﬂ'xg
+ Z Uy, —M1N2—(—m1 — n1) cos sin .
4ab a a b
m,nGN%

(3.3.2)

Grouping the terms in sum B3 and B32) envolving the product w,,u, we
obtain

u - Vug
2
= Z uﬂlu”%@bm A n%(m2 —ng) Sin( (n1 + le)mcl ) cos( (no + Z@g)wxg)
m,neNg
m<n

72 T . /(
+ Z u,nun—m\/n—(m2+n2)s1n<

ny + m)mry ) ((ng - mg)ﬂ'ajg)
cos

4ab b a b
m,nENg
m<n
2
s s . ((ny —my)Tz (ng + mo)mas
+ UmUp—m NV n— (Mo — N sm( )cos( )
D um " dab p (M2 = nz) a b
mmENg
m<n

ny — mq)mr, ) COS( (ng — mg)wxg)

2
+ Z umun%“bm/\n%(mg—i—ng) sin(( , 2

mmENg
m<n

+ Z u? W—inngz@ng) sin(
"4ab b

neN?2

2n17rx1) 4

; (3.3.3)
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n14—nn)wx1) ) ((n2+-nm)wx2)
S11n

™ T (
= Z umunmm/\ng(nl—ml)cos( ” 2

+ Z umun%“bm \Y ng(m1 —ny) COS((m + le)ﬂm) Sm((ng — ran)m;Q)

2 s
+ Z umunﬁm\/ng(m1+n1)cos(
2

(ny — ;nl)ﬂxl ) sin( (ng + 7bng)7m:2)

(n1 — ml)wxl) sin( (ng — mg)mcg)
a b

T s
+ Z umun—4abm/\ng(—m1 —Tll)COb(
2
+ Z ui%‘bnlngg@nl)sin(%). (3.3.4)

Where the order under the sum sign, in 33)) and B33, is the lexycographical
one and, by definition:

mVn:=minga + nimsa; mAN :=Mming —NiMms.
Put
Y 2 & o 72
C =—mVn = —mAn.
™ 4ab ™ 4ab

We rewrite®

u - Vup
= 3 @ T ms ) sin (LTI g (112 4 sl
m,nGNg ¢
m<n
+ Z U Uy, C n%(mQ + n2) Sm(m) COS(M)
, a
m,neNg
m<n
. ny—m € no +m X
+ Z u'rnu’lLC'r\){L,n%(mQ — ’I’lg) Sln(%) COS(%)
m,neNg
m<n
T . /|n1 —ma|mx Ny — M |TT
+ Z U7nUnC7¢1,n3(m2 +n2) sm(%) cos(%)
m,nENg
m<n
Py 5 T2 T (9ng) si (2nlwx1) (3.3.5)
u; —nina—(2n9) sin| —— |; e
™ 4ab 1 2b 2 a ’
nENS

4This last sum cooresponds to the sum over the diagonal {(m, n) € (N2)? | m = n}.
Sm<n implies m1 < nj.
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and
u - Vug
AT |n1 + m1|7rx1 . |n2 + m2|7mc2
= g U UnC, n—(nl —ml)cos —— | sin| —
, a a b
m,neNg
m<n
s ni + mi|mey . N9 — Mo |TT2
+ g UmUn CY, = (my — nq) cos(¥ sin %
, a a b
m,neNg
m<n
ma<mz

|TL1 =+ m1|7rx1) . (|TL2 — m2|7rx2)
Sin

™
m nc\/ -\ (
+ Z U U m’"a( my + nq) cos . 2

m,nENg

m<n
mo>nsg

+ Z umunC,\,/L’ng(ml +n1) cos(

m,nENg
m<n

+ Z UmunCy nz(—ml —ny) cos( I = m1|7T9€1) sin( In2 = 1;12|mc2)
"a a

|n1—m1|7m:1) . (|n2+m2|7rx2)
— s
a

m,nENg
m<n
mo<ng

s
+ Z umunC,’,\L’nE(m1+n1)cos(

m,nENg
m<n
ma>ng2

|nq —m1|ﬂ'm1) ) (|n2 —m2|7rx2)
—  )sin(————=
a b

2 2n27mc2) (3 3 6)

2 i (2 sin
+ Z un4abn1n2a(2n1)sm 2

neN2
Now we project (u- V)u in H: First we put

(—+)
n(+—)m = (n1 + mq,ne — ma); n(++)m = (n1 + mq, ne + ma);
(a,0)" :=(lal, b)), a,beZ 7

n(——)m = (n1 — my,ng — ma); n m = (n3 — my,n2 + ma);

and then the projection can be written as

6See section
77 represents the set of integer numbers.
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PYV(u-V)u]
3 U un O, Dol
m,neN? (n(++)m)+
m’<n 0
umun
+ DLW<n<+—>m>+
m nEN2
m<n
mo<ng
umun
+ D17W<n<+—>m>+
m nEN2
m<n
mo>ng
umun
+ Z —-l-VV(n(——Q—)m)+
m nEN2
m<n
U U, C),
+ :mD£7W(n(__)7n)+
ZN (n(——)m)*
m’<n 0
mo<ng
umun
+ ) = Wn——ymy+;
m nEN2 )
m<n
ma>naz
where
n(++)m)fr n(++)m)fr
D++: ( ( b) )2 E(mz_n2)_ ( a) )1 a(nl 1)
n(+=)m)ir +—)m)ir
D-li-— —_ ( ( b) )2 E(m2+n2) ( ( - )1 (ml _nl)
n(+=)m)ir +—)m)ir
Di,:( ( b) )2 E(m2+n2) ( ( - )1 _(nl ml)
n(—+)m)irn n(—+)m)
D,Jr: ( ( b) )2 E(mz_n2)_ ( a )1 (m1+n1)
n{— m Jr7'1' s — m Jr7'1' ™
Dif:( ( b) )2 b(mg—l—ng) ( ( CL) )1 ( ml—nl)
n{i—)m Jr7'1'7'1' ——)m Jr7'('
p2 b) )z T s+ m2) - (n( a) )1 L

o1

(3.3.7)
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Equation B37) can be reduced to

PY[(u-V)ul
Z U unCp, ) (7 — W)W,
= (N —m (n(++)m)+
2 Tarm)
m<n
U Un Cyy
2 T
m<n
mo<no
U Un Oy
+ — (1 = )Win(—ym)+
,MZGNz (n(+=)m)*
m<n
mo>nsg
U U CY
+ === (1 — 1) W (—gym) +
2 T
m<n
Um U CD
+ —— ( Win(——ymy+
2 T
m<n
mo<no
UmunCh
+ — (1 = M) Win(——ym)+
2 T
m<n
mo>no
Hence
[(u-V)u]
Z UmnunCy, ) W
= - (n(++)m)
o Tom)
m<n
ununCpy
—+ Z :+(n — m)SIgn(ng — mQ)W(n(+_)m)+
mn€N2 m)
m<n
umunCV o
+ Z (n—m)W(,L(_+),n)+
mn€N2 )
m<n
U U C1
+ — (0 — m)sign(nz — m2) W, (——)m)+
mg;‘Nz i m)®



3.4. THE INFINITE ODE SYSTEM. 93

or, what is the same

Pv[(u - V)u)

Z U unCyy, 4, (7 — W)W,

= (N —m n m

, (n(+-H)m)* e
m,neNg

m<n

UnunC
+ Z :(n—m)&gn(ng—mg)W(n(+_)m)+

m, n€N2
m<n

U UnC, _ .
+ Z (n —m)sign(ny — m1) W (—4ym)+

€N2
m<n

UnunCl .
+ Z :(n —m)sign(ny — mq)sign(na — ma) W~ _ym)+

m, n€N2
m<n

(3.3.8)

3.4 The Infinite ODE System.

We are now able to write an infinite system of ODEs related with the N-S
Equation (L)
ur+ (u-Vi)u+ Vp=vAu+ F +v.

As we can seen in the strong formulation of the N-S Problem (Problem EZT0LT),
at each time 7 the last equality is an equality between elements of V. However
if we project this equality onto the solenoidal space H we obtain

Pv(ut + (u- V)u—!—Vp) = Pv(uAu+F—|—v)
and, by [(ZZ1) and the fact that 7 € D(A) a.e., we obtain
ug (1) = =PV Bu(7) + vAu(r) + F + v(7). (3.4.1)

We suppose F' is solenoidal, otherwise we just take its solenoidal part.

From
u = E uka
keNg

we derive

Ut = Z (Uk)th
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Therefore we may write (BZZT]) in the form of the infinite system of ODEs:

A
. umu?’bcm,n _ _
U = E _T (Tl — m)
m,nENg
m<n

(n(++)m)t=k

umunCﬁl’n _ . .
+ Z T(n — m)sign(ny — mq)sign(ng — mo)
;neNg
man
(n(=—)m)* =k
U Un CY

+ Z — TR (5 — n)signng — my

mmENg &

m<n
(n(—+)m)* =k

u’mu’ﬂOXz n .
+ Z — = (A — m)sign(ng — mg)
mmENg
m<n
(n(+—)m) =k

+ vkuy, + Fy, + vg. (3.4.2)

3.4.1 Galerkin Approximations and G-Saturating Sets.

Trying to make the writting simpler we introduce some notation referring to the
coeficients appearing in system ([BZ2):

Definition 3.4.1.

72 mAn

" 3 Tt

__ w2 mAn N .
Con = mﬁ(n — m)sign(ny — my)sign(ng — mo)

2 vn
C,;J;:—W—m:ﬁ—ﬁ”LSlnn —m
= T 7 s )
2

C;L_n = Lm:WL(ﬁ — m)sign(ng — ma).

dab n(+—)n)*

Let g be a set of (coordinates of) r linearly independent vectors in H. Write
also g for the matrix whose columns are those r vectors.

Rewriting system (BZ2) with the directions in g as the controlled ones, we
obtain

U= f(u)+gv veR"

or, equivalently

U = (f(u)k + (gv)k vER", ke N2
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where

(fw)e = > Umtn Gt
m,nGNg
m<n
(n(++Hym)* =k

+ Z UmunCyy oy

m,nENg
m<n
(n(==)m)* =k

+ E umunCﬂfj;l
m,nENg
m<n
(n(=+)m)* =k

+ Z umunC;;fn

m,nGNg

m<n

(n(+=)m)* =k
+ vkug + F

= Bp(u, u) + vkuy + Fy,

defining By (u, u) := (f(u))r — (vkug + F)). Let us apply a FCE Procedure
to this infinite system. Applying factorization to this system we obtain,® the
factorized system

(fix)e = (fx@)k+gv" = (f(u)k + Be(u, 9X) + Bi(9X, u)
+ vk(gX)k + Bi((9X), (9X)) + gv' (3.4.3)

Now we put

VolgXNe == (f(w)k +gv';
WVi(gX)e = Brlu, gX) + Be(gX, u) + vk(gX)s; (3.4.4)
WV2(9 X))k == Bi((9X), (¢X));

and we note that Vy, V1, and Vs are respectively, independent, linear and bilin-
ear on gX vector fields.
Now, ginen X € R" we have

Vo(9(=X)) =Vo(9X);  Vi(g(=X)) = =Vi(9X) and Va(g(—X)) = Va(gX).

So,
f(u) + B(gX, gX) = %(fx(u) +f7X(u)) € Conv{fx(u)| X eR"}.
The set
{B(gX, 9X)| X e R} ={B(Y,Y)| Y € span(g)}
is a cone.

8See section Bl
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Next, from
Conv({B(9X, 9X)| X eR"}+G={B({Y,Y)| Y € span(g)}) + G,
where G := span(g), we extract the subspace
Gl = (G +Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € G}) N (G — Comv{B(Y,Y)| Y € G}).
Now we present two definitions:

Definition 3.4.2. A finite set of vectors g C D(A) 9 is said Saturating for
system BAD) if the sequence (G?)nen of subspaces of H defined recursively by

GY := G = span(y);
G+l = (Gj + Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € Gj})
N (Gj — Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € Gj}) ND(A); 10

satisfies

UG =H

ieN
We say that g is G-Saturating for system BZD) if span(g) = span{Wy |
k € Kt} for some finite set of modes K' € FP(N2), and there exists a sequence
of subspaces H’ such that H° := span(g) and

Hi+l C (Hj + Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € Hj}) N (Hj — Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € Hj});
UH =H
1€N

and, besides there exists a finite subset K372 € FP(N3) such that HI*1 =
span{Wy, | k € KJT2}.

Remark 7. In the previuos definition the condition

(4 |JUpi=H

ieN

s equivalent to
(B) Vo € H[j — oo only if |x — ITjz| — 0]

where D* stays for either G* or H'. Indeed if (B) is satisfied and x € H, we
have I;z € D* and so, (IL;z);en is a sequence in |, . D? converging to x. Thus
Uien D' 2 H.

Conversely if (A) is satisfied and x € H, we can find jo € N such that
|20 — GIo| < 1 and, for each n € Ng we can find j, € N and x™ € DI such that
Jn > jn—1 and |[z—z™| < +1’ then also |x—11;, x| < n+1 1 So (|lo—1L, 2|)nen
(that is a subsequence of (|Jx —I1;x|)jen) converges to zero. Since the sequence
(D")ien is increasing (in the inclusion sense), the sequence (|x — IL;z|)jen is
decreasing so, it converges to zero (as does its subsequence (| — IL;, x|)nen)-

9Recall that D(A) C H has been defined in (CIL3).
10We intersect with D(A) because, it is helpful for the study of controllability issues of the

infinite system.
HBecause |z — I, z| = min{|z —y| | y € GIn}.

ieN
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Definition 3.4.3. A Galerkin approximation of system BZ2) is the same
system with the additional condition

k,n,m € Ge FP(N3).

From now we shall look for the existence of a G-Saturating set k! for system
BZ3). The existence of such a set means that for any given finite set of modes
O C N2, we want to observe, there exists p € N such that O C HP.

For j < p the construction of H/*! depends only on vectors of H? C HP.
Therefore from the KP+1-Galerkin approximation with K7 (1 < j < p) as set
of controlled modes, i.e., with H7~! as set of controlled directions, we can arrive
by a FCE Procedure to the same Galerkin approximation with X/*! as set of
controlled modes.

Iterating FCE procedures, after p steps (starting with ! as set of controlled
modes), we arrive to the KP*1-Galerkin approximation with KPT! as set of
controlled modes and, the approximate controllability at time ¢ of such system
is an immediate consequence of Corollary B3 The approximate controllability
at time ¢ of the P T!-Galerkin approximation with ! as set of controlled modes
follows from the fact that a FCE Procedure does not change closure of attainable
set at time ¢.

Hence the controlling of the modes in X' in the K?T!-Galerkin approximation
we “observe” approximate controllability in the state space HP = span(KP+!)
and so also in the “O-space”.

3.5 Looking for Saturating Sets.

We still working in the rectangle [0, a] x [0, b]. We set two elements n, m € N2
such that m < n. We have that

2 2 2 2

o mi  m3 ni n3
i—m=0 & —4-2=_142
a? b2 a? b2

and, in this equation m; = n; <= mo = ngy. So since m < n we have that
n —m = 0 implies my; # n1 & msg # ny. Then

2 2,2 _
A-m=0 > — =11 _ (1 = ma)(ny +ma), (3.5.1)
b m3 —n3  (mg —nz2)(ma + na)
Now since my < nj which, from X&), implies ms > ny we obtain
n—m=0& m<n = ny>m & ng <ms. (3.5.2)

By (B52) we obtain

Corollary 3.5.1. Under the condition m < n A (m1 =ny V ng > mg) we have
Chit =0 mAn=0 < C,,=0

and

Coh #0#CH.
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Proposition 3.5.2. The set K := {(n1, n2) € N3 | ny, na < 3}\ {(3,3)} is
G-Saturating for system ([B22).12

Proof. For any j € Ny put
K7 = {(n1, n2) € N§ | na, n2 < j+ 20\ {(j + 2,5 +2)}-

We shall prove that the directions in H/~! := span(K’) can be obtained by a
suitable FCE Procedure from the directions in H'=2 (j > 2).

For every pair (n, m) € K, n # m and for every A € RT we define the
vectors v)) ., wy, , € R" defined by

n,m>

(Uréz,n)n =N
(UrAn,n)m = 17
(’U,Ann)k =0, keK'\{n, m};
and
(w?n,n)ﬂ = )\a
(wi\n,n)m = _17
(w%‘ln)k =0, keK'\{n, m}.
The vector fields
ka n(u) + f—vf;l n(u)
9 ) = f(u) + )\%’mn
and,
fw* (u) + ffwm n(u)
9 - = f(u’) - A’}/m,,,“
where
Ymn = CrnnOmn(=—ym)+ + Con hOn(—+ym)+

+ CrnOm(r—ymy+ + Co O (+ym)y+

belong to Conv{fi . faus,, | A€ BT m.ne Kl n#m).
Now we shall extract from {fx ) | X(t) € R"} a family as follows:
First we define for each pair (m, n) € K, n # m the vector &,,,, in RY by:

(S'rnnn = C;"_ne(n(——)m)‘*' + C,;;e(n(__,_)my,
+ Chneme—ymt + Clhemrsymy (3.5.3)

Now we select the subfamily Fs, := {§mn | (m,n) € S1 C (K')?} of this
vectors, where

S1={((1,2),(2,1));((1,1),(2,3)); ((1,2), (2,2));
((1,1),(3,2)); ((2,1),(2,2)); (1, 1), (1,3)); (1, 1), (3, 1))} (3.5.4)

12We take (3,3) off only because a writting reason. We shall apply a induction procedure
in the proof and without these “corners” it becomes simpler.
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The vectors of this family are precisely

9n2(h? — a?) 1572(a? — 1?)
5(1’2)7(2’1) = 4ab(a2 + b2) 6(1’1) + 4ab(9a2 + bQ) 6(1’3)
15m2(a? — b2 2 (b? — a?)

)

dab(a? + 96%) ‘D T dap(a® +2) G
72(3b% + 8a?) 572 (8a? + 3b?)

O0.0,28) = 4ab(4a® + b?) ca2)~ 4ab(16a? + b?) cay

5m%(8a? 4 3b?) 72 (3b? + 8a?)
ﬁe@’ﬂ) T A16.2 - o2 €(3.4)
ab(4a? + 9b?) 4ab(16a? + 9b?)
9brr? 3bm2
201:2):22) = ~ 3577602 17 52) “09  Sa(T6a2 1 952) Y
72(8b2 + 3a?) 572 (3a? + 8b?)
S, 32 =~ 4ab(a? + 4b?) f@1 ~ 4ab(9a? + 4b?) 2:3)
512(3a2 + 8b> w2 (8b% 4 3a?
4 ( 2 2)6(471) ( 2 Z 6(473)
ab(a? + 16b2?) 4ab(9a? + 16b2?)
9am? 3an?
2022 = ~gpriem 1 a2) 4 T 35168 + 9a2) )
2am? am?
5(1’1)7(1’3) = b(b2 _|_ aQ) 6(2’2) - b(bQ + 4@2)6(274)
2bm2 b2

5(1’1)7(3’1) = _a(bQ + a2)6(272) + a(aQ + 4b2) 6(4’2)7

Projecting the vectors in this subfamily on the space span{ey | k € K2\ K'}
we obtain

2 (b2 — a?)

16(1,2),(2,1) = 1ab(@ + 07 b2)€(373) (3.5.5)
572 (8a% + 3b?) 72(3b2 4 8a?)

M0a.0.2:9) = = Japiiea? + 52) “09 ™ Tab(16a 1 962) ">

9br? 3bm?
Hoa.e = =506, 152909 + 5501642 1 op2) 9

5m%(3a” 4 8b?) 72 (8b? + 3a?)

00,62 = Japia 7 1662) “40 ¥ Tab(0a? + 1602) 4

9am? 3am?
Mioe)..2) = = gprgmE 1 a2) “40 ~ 25(1652 1 9a2) "4

2

aTm

10(1,1),1,3) = —me(m)
br?

A B TEIR( ()

Now we consider the case a # b, i. e., if our rectangle R is not a square
(the case of the square will be considered below in Remark [). If a # b these
projections are linearly independent so, by Lemma BTl the 15 vectors of the
family {ey | k € K'}UFg, are linearly independent in span(K?) = H! and then
they span span{ey | k € K*} C H.
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Now we extract the linear space

H' = (HO + Conv{Aom.n | (M, n) € S1, A € R})

N (HO — Conv{Aomn | (M, n) € S1, A€ ]R})
from the space

(HO +Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € HO}) N (HO — Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € HO}).

Since Conv{\dm.n | (m, n) € S1, A € ]R}) coincides with span{Adm n | (m, n) €
Si, A€ ]R}), we have that
H' = span(K* U {6mn | (m, n) € S1}) = span(K?) = H.
The following proposition completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.5.3. From the directions in‘Hj = span(KiT1), (5 > 1) we
can obtain the directions in H'*! = span(K+2) by a FOE Procedure.

Proof. We consider two cases “j even” and “j odd”.
e j even: In this case

KT = {(n1, n2) € NZ | ny,me <5 +33\{(G+3,5+3)}
can be written as
K7 = {(n1, n2) € Ng | 1, n2 < 2p+ 13\ {(2p + 1,2p + 1)},
setting p = % Then p > 2.
As we did before in the case “j = 0 — j = 1”7, we extract a subfamily Fys, , :=

{0mn | (myn) € Sjy1 C (K92} of {B(Y,Y) | Y € H’} where now the
“selection” is

Sj+1 ={((1,2),(2p,2p - 1))}
U{((1,1),(2z,2p+1)) | z=1,...,pt U{((L,p+1)(2,p + 1))}
U{((1,1),(2p+1,22)) | z=1,..., pp U{((p+1,1), (p+ 1, 2))}
u{((s,1),(s,2p+1)) | s=1,...,p}
u{((1,s),2p+1,8) | s=1,...,p}

If we write explicitely the vectors of Fis, , we obtain quite long expressions, for
equals

example we have that C(172),(2p,2p—1)

(a®(=3+2p) 4+ b*(—1 + 2p)) (7 + 2pr)?sign(—3 + 2p)sign(—1 + 2p)
4ab(b?|1 — 2p|? + a?|3 — 2p|?) ’

13The case j = 0 was already seen in the proof of proposition BZnal
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so, here we will not write those vectores explicitely. Anyway, those vectors are

0(1,2),(2p,2p-1) 206,;),(2p,2p—1)e(217*172p*3) + OaZ),(Zp,Qp—l)6(2P*172P+1)
+— ++ .
+C(1,2),(2p,2p—1)6(2p+1,2p73) + 0(1,2),(2p,2p—1)6(2p+172p+1)’
o —+
0(1,1),(22,2p+1) _0(1,1),(2z,2p+1)6(2»2—1,217) + C(1,1),(2z,2p+1)6(2z—1,2(p+1))
+— ++
+C(1,1),(2z,2p+1)6(2Z+1>2p) + C(l,l),(22,2p+1)e(22+112(p+1))
z=1,...,p;
4] =C;t e +cCit e ;
(1,p+1),(2,p+1) (1,p+1),(2,p+1) ©(1,2(p+1)) (1,p+1),(2,p+1) ¢ (3,2(p+1))>
- —+
0(1,1),(2p+1,22) _C(l,l),(2p+l,2z)6(210722*1) + O(l,l),(2p+1,2z)6(2P72Z+1)
+— ++
+C(1,1),(2p+1,22)6(2(P+1)72271) + O(l,l),(2p+l,2z)6(2(P+1)722+1)
z=1,...,p
1) =Cr e +Crr e ;
(r+1,1),(p+1,2) (p+1,1),(p+1,2) “(2(p+1),1) (p+1,1),(p+1,2) ©(2(p+1),3)
- ++
5(5,1),(5,2p+1 C (s,1),(s,2p+1) €(25,2p) + C(s,l),(s,2p+l)e(2572(17+1))
s=1,...,p;

O(1,5),(2p+1,9) 071 5),(2pt1,5)€(2p,25) T C(JE,J;),(2p+1,s)e(2(p+1))2s)
s=1,...,p;

And, projecting them onto the space span{ey | k € K772\ KIT1} we arrive to
the family 1141 Fs,,, whose elements are

I1118(1.2),2p20-1) =C 15 (2p.2p- 1) E@p+1,2p41)

Ir18(11),@222041) =C0hy (22.2p11)€@o—120041)) + Oy (22.0p11) €@ 41,20041))

z=1,...,p; (3.5.6)

181 p11),20+1) =Cq b i) @21 €020+1) + Cllbin) 21 1)€3.20041)
(3.5.7)
Ir18(11),@2p+1,22) =CH 0y (2pr1,22)€@0+1).20-1) + Oy (api1 92y €@011) ,2041)
z=1...,p; (3.5.8)

I 10(p41,1),(p41,2) C(p:rl 1),(p+1,2)€2p+1),1) C(J;rail,l),(p+1,2)6(2(p+1),3)?
(3.5.9)
Hj+15(s,l),(s,2p+l) :C(J;’Jrl)’(s’?erl)6(25’2(p+1))7 s=1,...,p (3510)
Hj+15(1,s),(2p+1,s) :O(Ji,t),(zpﬂ,s)6(2(p+1),2s)a s=1,...,p (3.5.11)

No one of the coeficients appearing in these expressions vanishes because all
pairs (m,n) satisfy m < n A (m1 = ny Vng > my) and because no one of the
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following expressions vanish

(LL2) A(2p,2p—1) = —1—2p;

(LOA@2z,2p4+1)=142p—22, z=1,...,p;

(Lp+1)A@2p+1)=—(1+p);

(LHA@2p+1,22)=—-1—-2p+2z, z=1,...,p;

P+L1A(p+1,2)=1+p;

(s, DA(s,2p+1)=2ps, s=1,...,p;
) =

(Ls)A(2p+1,8)=—2ps, s=1,...,p.

Hence we can see that these vectors are linearly independent. Indeed it suffices
to prove that:

L] The vectors Hj+15(1,1),(2,2p+1)7 (Z =1in (m)) and Hj+15(1,p+1),(2,p+1)
are linearly independent; and

e The vectors Hj+1(5(1’1),(2p+1’2), (Z =1lin (BIS)) and Hj+15(p+1,1),(p+1,2)
are linearly independent;

But that comes from

C_l 1.22p+1) (34 2p)(3b% 4 4a®p(1 + p))

Catbinprn) 9*(1 + p)
L 1)@+ 40p(1+p)  Ciearn
30%(1 + p) Clpinpy)
and
0(171) (2p+1,22) (3 + 2p)(3a® 4 40%p(1 + p))
Clorin),(p+1.2) 9a*(1+p)
4 (=14 2p)(3a® + 4b?p(1 +p)) C 1J5) 22p41)
3a2(1+p) C+:;+1) @.p+1)

By Lemma BT the (2(p + 1))* — 1 of Fs,,, U{ex | k € K7} are linearly
independent and then they span

spanfex | 1< ko ks < 20+ 1))\ {20 + 1), 20+ 1)}
= span{ex | k € ICj+2}.

Since with &y, also Ad,, , belongs to {B(Y,Y) | Y € H7} for every A € R, we
can select the linear space H/*! defined by

it .= (Hj + Conv{Aomn | (m, n) € Sjy1, A€ R})
N (H] _ Conv{)\(smﬂl | (m, TL) S Sj+17 A€ R})
from the space

(Hj +Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € Hj}) N (Hj — Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € HJ’}).
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Since Conv{Adpmn | (m,n) € Sjt1, A € R}) coincides with span{Adm. n |
(m,n) € Sjt1, A€ R}), we have that

HITY = span(KITV U {6 | (m, n) € Sj11}) = span(Kit?) = HITL

Now we study the other case
e j odd: In this case

K7t i= {(n1, na) € N§ [ n1, ng <5+ 33\ {(j +3,j +3)}.
can be written as

K7t = {(n1, n2) € N§ | n1, na < 2p}\ {(2p,2p)},

setting p = # Then p > 2.
We extract the subfamily Fs, ., = {dmn | (m,n) € Sjy1 C (K7T1)2} of
{B(Y,Y) | Y € H} where now the “selection” is

Sj+1={(1,2p-1),2p—1,1))}

U{((1,1),(22 = 1,2p)) | z=2, ..., pp U{((L,p)(3,p + 1))}
U{((1,1),@2p,22 = 1) [ 2=2,..., p} U{((p, 1), (p+1,3))}
U{((1,1),(2s,2p)) | s=1,..., p =13 U{((1,p), (2,p + 1))}
U{((1,1),2p,2s) | s=1, ..., p =11 U{((p, 1), (p+ 1,2))}.

Those vectors are

0(1,2p—1),(2p—1,1) :C(Egp 1),(2p—1,1)€(2(p—1),2(p—1))
+0(1 2p—1),(2p—1,1)€(2(p—1),2p)
O(—ii_Qp 1),(2p—1,1)€@2p.2(p-1)) T C(J;Ep—l),@p—l,l)e(%ﬁp)
8(1,1),25-1,20) =C(1 1) (22 -1.2) €2G-1)20-1) F O ) (221,29 2= 1),2p+1)
+C(<ii,71)7(2271721))6(22122‘7_1) + C(+1:F1),(2z71,2p)6(2z’2p+1)
z2=2,...,p
O1p)3.p+1) =C py3pen €21 + C(_].;)(B,p+1)e(2’2p+1)
O eean + Ol ep )
0(1,1),(2p,22—1) 0(171) (2p,22—1)€(2p—1,2(z—1)) T Caﬁ),(zp,Qz—l)e(2pfl72Z)
+C(1,1),(2p,2z—1)e(2p+1»2(z*1)) + C(t:ii),(Qp,Zz—l)e(Qerlvzz)

z2=2,...,p
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O(p,1),(p+1,3) :C(_p,_l),(p+1,3)e(172) + C(_p:q),(p—i-l,B)e(lA)
0, 11,8 ¢0r112) + Co ) 13 €ep1)
0(1,1),(25,2p) :C(EH),(25,2p)e(2s—1,2p—1) + C(Eﬁ),(2s,2p)e(2s—l,2p+1)
O 1), 20,2m) €5 1.2p-1) T O (20,20 €25 4+1,2p41)
s=1,...,p—1
31p),20+1) =C1p) 2ty 1) T+ Clihy 2. p11)€(1,2041)
+C{ ) €6 T Ol 1) e6.2mt)
8(1,1),2p.25) =C 11, (2.2 €@p—1.25-1) + C 1) (9p 20 €2p—1,2641)
+C(+13),(2p,2s)e(2p+1125_1) + C(JE,JE),(QP,2S)€(2P+1’25+1)
s=1,...,p—1
8(p,1,0+1,2) =C 1), (p11.2) €00 T Cily (pr1.2)€013)

+— ++ )
+C(p,l),(p+l,2)e(2p+1’l) + C(p,l),(p+1,2)6(219+1,3)7

And, projecting them onto the space span{ey | k € K72\ KT} we arrive to

the family 11,1 Fs +1 Which elements are

ot
I+ 10(1,2p—1),(2p-1,1) _0(1,2;771),(2p71,1)6(2p,2p)
Hj+15(171),(2zfl,2p) :Oaﬁ),(zz—1,2p)e(2(271)’2p+1) + O(Jfl),(zz—l,zp)e(%,?wl)
2=2,...,p (3.5.12)
L 11013041 =C e@2p+1) T O F e
p)(3, (1,p)(3,p+1) ©(2,2p+1) (1,p)(3,p+1) ¢ (4:2p+1)

+-— ++
Hj+15(1’1),(2p72271) :O(l,l),(Zp,Qz—l)6(2P+1»2(z*1)) + 0(1,1),(2p,2z—1)e(2p+1,22)

2=2,...,p (3.5.13)
1,116 =CT e +Crt e
J+19%p,1),(p+1,3) (p,1),(p+1,3)“(2p+1,2) (p,1),(p+1,3)“(2p+1,4)
TL410(1,0),25.20) =C(11) (2620 € 25— 1.2041) T Oy (25 2p) €25 +1,2041)
s=1,...,p—1 (3.5.14)
ILj118(1,p),@p+1) =C(1 by (2p41)€20+1) T O (2p41)€3,20+1)
ILi18011),20.2) =CH 1) (2p.28) €@t 1,25-1) + Oy (2p 20y €04 1,254 1)

s=1,...,p—-1 (3.5.15)

I +10(p,1),(4+1.2) =Ch1), (1,26 Cp+11) T Cloly (pr1,2)C2pr1,3)8 (3:5.16)

No one of the coeficients appearing in these expressions vanishes because all
pairs (m,n) satisfy m < n A (m1 = ny Vny > my) and because no one of the



3.5. LOOKING FOR SATURATING SETS.

following expressions vanish

(L2p—1)A@p-1,1)=1-(2p— 1%

) =

(LHAQRz—1,2p)=142(p—2), z2=2,...,Dp;
(Lp)A@B,p+1)=1-2p;
(LHA@2p,2z—-1)=—-1-2(p—2), 2=2,...,p;
(e DA(P+1,3)=2p—-1

(L) A(2s,2p)=2(p—3s), s=1,...,p—1;
(Lp)A(@2,p+1)=1—p;

(L) A(2p,2s)=2(s—p), s=1,...,p—1
) A(p+1,2)=p—1

65

Hence we can see that these vectors are linearly independent. To see this is

enough to see that:

e The vectors IT;110(1,1),(3,2p), (z = 2in (EETD)) and 111161, p)(3,p+1) are

linearly independent;

e The vectors Hj+15(1’1)7(2p’3), (Z = 2in (m» and Hj+15(p’1)7(p+173)

are linearly independent;

o The vectors ITj 1 10(1,1),(2,2p), (s = 1in BETI)) and I 10(1 p)(2,p+1) are

linearly independent;

e The vectors Hj+15(1’1)7(2p’2), (8 =1lin (Bm» and Hj+15(p’1)7(p+172) are

linearly independent;

But that comes from

Cueen _ (3+20)(86° +a*(4p* — 1)

Cabyspry  (L+4p)(80° +a?(2p+1))
4o 2p—3)(82 +a2(4p2 — 1)) _ Ciy.com) |
Cp-DEE+a?2p+1))  CiT
ch (1,1),(2p.3) _ (3 +2p)(8a? + b2(4p® — 1))
Cotypirs  (1H4p)(Ba® +0(2p+1))
4o (2p — 3)(Ba? + b2 (4p2 — 1)) Clill) 23

(2p—1)(8a2 +02(2p+1))  ClLL s
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Caleon 20+ )3 +a?(4p® — 1)

O(_la—;)(Q,p+1) Bp+1)(3b%2+a?(2p+ 1))

L, 2P 1) Clh).com
302 +a2(2p+1) C(JrJr ’

L,p)(2,p+1)
and
C(Jflx(zpz) 2(1 4 p)(3a® + b2(4p® — 1))
C(J::;l),(erl,Q)  (3p+1)(3a2 +b2(2p + 1))
£ 23a2 + 02(4p2 — 1)) Ol on2)

2 2 - '
3V +a(2p+1) O i)

By Lemma BTl the (2p + 1)2 — 1 of Fg

o Ufer | k€ K7t} are linearly
independent and then they span

span{ey | 1 < ki, ko <2p+ 13\ {(2p+1,2p+ 1)} = spanfey | k € K72}

Again, since with &,,., also A, belongs to {B(Y,Y) | Y € H’} for every
A € R, we can select the linear space H/*! defined by

it . (Hﬂ' + Conv{Adm,5 | (m, n) € Sjy1, A € R})
|l (HJ — COTLU{)\(Sm,n | (m7 n) € Sj+17 A€ R})
from the space

(Hj +Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € Hj}) N (Hj — Conv{B(Y,Y)| Y € Hj}).

Since Conv{Adpmn | (m,n) € Sjt1, A € ]R}) coincides with span{Adm . |
(m,n) € Sjt1, A€ ]R}), we have that

HIH = span(KIT U {6 | (m, n) € Sji1}) = span(KiH?) = HITL
[l

Remark 8. Starting with span(K?), by Proposition I3, we can obtain the
directions on span(K7), (j > 2) iterating FCE procedures. Since that Propo-
sition is valid for any rectangle (including the square) we can say that K2 is
G-Saturating for all rectangles.

Remark 9. We can show that K' is saturating for the square too and so com-
plete the proof of Proposition[Z23. The only step that is not clear in the square,
is how to arrive to span(K?) (or to a superspace of its) from span(K'). In the
case of the square the extracted family in the end of proof of Proposition [Z.22
(Case jeven: j =0 in our present case) does not lead to a family of linearly in-
dependent vectors when projected in span{ex | k ¢ K'} because 115(1,2)2,1) = 0.
Then we proceed as follows: First we select the family Fs, \ {(1,2),(2,1)}. Pro-
jecting this family onto span(K?\ ({(3,3)} UK?)) we obtain a family of linearly
independent vectors. So “adding” the vectors in {ey | k € K'} to those Fs, we
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obtain a family of 4> — 1 — 1 linearly independent vectors spanning the space
span{er | k € K2\ {(3,3)}}. So proceeding as before we reach the directions
span(K?\ {(3,3)}). Then we select the family

3m2(5a® + b?) 9712(5a® + b?)
5000 @ Zu5(007 1 2) 09~ 2ap(25a? — 1) 0

72 (5a? + b?) 372 (5a% + b?)

Sahla2 2 (33 T 5 o5 1 gp2y ©(3,5)

2ab(a? + b?) 2ab(25a? 4 9b2)

7% (5a® + 3b?) 7m2(5a% + 3b?)

202,28 = = opraE ) “00 T Iap(zsa? 1 52) )

7r2 (502 + 3b2) 72(5a% + 3b2)

——— 5 3, T T oo 6(3.5)

4ab(a? 4+ 9b2) 4ab(25a% 4+ 9b2)

2172(b? — 5a?) 2772 (5a2 — b?)
50,00 =003 52) “09 T absar 50 0

3n2(5a? — b?) 2172 (b? — 5a?)

dab(a® + 02) @ T Lab(25a2 + 92) )
Projecting in span{er, | k € K3\ (K*\ {(3,3)}) } we obtain

972 (5a% + b?)
Moa0.4 = = 5052507 — 52) €

72(5a% + bQ) 372 (5a% + b?)
2 p2)€633) T 2 2y €(3,5)
2ab(a? + b2) 2ab(25a% 4 9b2)
5 7% (5a” + 3b?) n?(5a? + 3b%)
o022 = = opmat 1 52 09 + Tap(asat 1 0970
2772 (5a2 — b?)
Lo0.@n = 4ab(25a2 +p7) D
3n2(5a% — b?) 2172(b? — 5a?)

1ab(a 1 07) “C3 ¥ Lapasa? 1 op2) G

Since we are working in the square a = b and no one of the coeficients appearing
in the last expressions vanish. We compute

C_ljri) 2,4) o 1_1) 2,4) 0(1111),(2,4)
Det C(l 2),(2,3) 0 0(1,2),(2,3)
—4 ++

Cameny  Chmen  Clilhen
1572(125a° + 75a*b? — 5a?b* — 32b5)
164363 (a2 + b2) (2502 + b2)(25a2 + 90%)

(since a = b)
2880a’ 45

=~ 282880 ~ 12246 7 "

Hence the vectors are linearly independent. If we joint to the three d,y, , vectors
the vectors in {ex | k € K2\ {(3,3)} } we obtain a family of 4% + 1 linearly
independent vectors spanning the space {ey | k € K? U {(1,5),(3,3),(3,5)} }.
We arrive in this way to span(K? U {(1,5),(3,3),(3,5)}) D span(K?). Since
K? is G-Saturating for the square so is K2 U {(1,5),(3,3),(3,5)}. Hence K! is
saturating for the square.
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3.6 Exact Controllability of Galerkin Approxi-
mations.

Write the KV -Galerkin approximation of the NSE system ((Z2), with K! as
set of excited modes, in the concise form

iLkZBk(u)—FVAuk—FFk—I—’Uk ke Kt
N : < 4y, = Bi(u) + vAuy, + F, ke \’Cl (3.6.1)
u € RN,

In [T6] E. Weinam and J. Mattingly proved the Full Lie Rank Property for the
2D NSE with periodic conditions and for some class of few low modes controls.
Similarly we prove that our equation also is “full Lie rank”, i.e., Lie brackets at
each point span the ambient space R*~ .

Before we have proved that for all N € Ny and all ¢ > 0 the system [[BET]).N]
is time-t approximately controllable:

Yu € R™ A, (Fy)(t) = R
where Fy is the family of vector fields of system [B6G]).N], i.e.,
Fn ={B()+vA()+F*N +v| veR"}
Next we prove the (exact) controllability of system [[BE).N]. For that we need
to compute some Lie brackets.
3.6.1 Lie Brackets. Full Lie Rank Property.

From Fjp, we set the vector fields

VOi=B4+vA+F™, X'i= V0+8i
Uq

where F"V is the projection of F' onto R%, and ky = #ICV and, compute

0 ove o ovo

01 _ —
6ui’v]_ o

Vs VA= o = ou

SO

k=(n+-+i)* k=(n+—i)*
<n <n
+ Y wC e Y uan;) + 6k,
k=(n—-+i)" k=(n——i)T
<n <n

1 ifk=1

where 6% is the Kronecker delta function: §i = . .
0 ifk#i

%

Vi = X0, V] = 0, X V) = G
J
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SO,
VIt =i § >

At each given point % € RN the family of brackets'4

10 oy 1o
W (04 L0 o I ne R () e 51)
span a superspace of R"?. Indeed, % =(Vo+ %%) - (V0= %%) -

Now we have a technical difficulty, the vector fields have coeficients with
not so nice expressions and, if we compute Lie brackets envolving them we
will obtain even more complicated expressions. To avoid these expressions we
prove by (finite) induction on ¢ € {1, ..., Ky} that each constant vector fied

8%7 n € K is a linear combination of brackets:

e For i = 1 we take the family H?!.

e Inductive Step: The induction hypothesis is:
“There is a family of brackets HP~! = {W7J | j = 1,..., M,_1} such
that every constant vector field 8%1»’ i € KP~! can be written as a linear
combination of its elements:

o oL
B Z oW, ol eR;
1 .
Jj=1

Then for all 5 € kP!

Vi::[8

o’ VO} € span{[(W;, V]| j=1,..., Mp_1}

and, for each i, n € KP~1:

Viii= [, Vi = i € span{(WE, (W5, VO b j =1, My}

Since the vectors in {%, Yim | k € KP7Y, (i, n) € Sp—1} span R*» and
can be written as a linear combination of brackets, then also the vector
fields %, i € KP\ KP~1 are linear combinations of brackets. The wanted

family is HP~ LU {[WF, [W;, VO | k, j=1, ..., Mp_1}.

Therefore, for all N € Ny, system [BEG0).N] is a full-rank bracket generating
system. From that and from its approximate controllability'® we conclude its
controllability. Unfortunately for fixed time the bracket generating property is
not suficient to conclude controllability from approximate controllability. To
achieve controllability at time ¢ we shall need some lemmas which proofs can be
found in [§].

MIncluding the elements of F we consider brackets of “length” 0.
15Recall that S1 has been chosen so that {en, & ; | n € K, (i, j) € S1} span R*2.
16 Approximate controllability at time ¢ implies, trivialy approximate controllability.
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3.6.2 Zero Orbits and Zero Ideal.

Definition 3.6.1. A zero-time orbit Ny, through u of a family of vector fields
F is the set

P
Now :={uoeVio ... 0e"? | pe Ny, V; € F, tiER,Ztl‘:O}
i=1

Definition 3.6.2. The derived algebra of F, denoted D.,.(F), is the set of
all linear combinations of iterated brackets'”

The zero-time ideal, denoted Z(F), is the span of elements in De,.(F) and
differences of the form X —Y with X and Y in F.

Lemma 3.6.1. Let F be any family of analytic vector fields on an analytic
manifold M. Let N be an orbit of F and, Ny be a zero orbit of F contained in
N. Then we have the following:

e FEach connected component of Ny is an orbit of T(F);

e For each u € Ny, the tangent space of Ny at u is equal to the evaluation
of Z(F) at u;

o The dimension of I, (F) is constant as u varies on N. It is equal either
to dim(Lie,(F)) — 1 or to dim(Liey(F));

o dim(Lie,(F)) = dim(Z,(F)) iff X(u) € Z,(F) for some X € F.

Lemma 3.6.2. Suppose that F is a family of vector fields on M such that
both F and its zero-time ideal Z(F) are Lie-determined (the evaluation of Lie
brackets at each point span the tangent space to the orbit). In addiction, assume
that F contains a complete vector field. Then

o A, (F)(t) is a connected subset of some zero orbit Ny, through some ele-
ment z € M.

o A, (F)(t) has a nonempty interior in the manifold topology of the zero-
orbit where it is contained. Moreover, the set of interior points is dense

in Ay (F)(t).

Coming back to our system [([BE1).N], by Lemma BGl and due to the fact
that V9(0) = 0 € Z(F), we have

dim(Lieo(Fy)) = dim(Zo(Fn)) = kn;

which means that the zero-time orbit Ny through 0 has dimension xy and, since
that dimension is constant in all points in the unique orbit R*~ of the system,
we conclude that Ny is a union of connected components of dimension x . Since
the dimension of that components is ky their topology coincide with that of
RAN and, from the fact that the zero-time orbits form a partition of R*N we
conclude that R*Y is a union of connected open sets. Therefore there is only
one zero-orbit, it is the whole state space R*V.

17Brackets of “length” > 1, considering the elements of F brackets of length 0.



3.6. EXACT CONTROLLABILITY OF GALERKIN APPROXIMATIONS.71

By Lemma 6.2 and by the fact that V¥ is a complete vector field which
follows from the estimate |u(s)| < [u(0)] + £||F||3, (see estimate [ZER) with
F = F), the interior intA,(Fn)(t) of the attainable set from u at time ¢ is
dense in A, (F)(t), where the interior and density are relative to the topology
of R®N because that is the topology of the zero-orbit. Hence we arrive to the
equality

intAy(Fn)(t) = Au(Fn)(t) =R

for all t > 0.

Now we can prove the controllability at time ¢ of system [[BG1]).N]: Let u, z
be two elements in R*~. Since the intersection of two open dense sets stills open
and dense, we may take a point

w € int A, (Fn)(t/2) Nint A, (—Fn)(t/2).

[Note that the family —Fy := {-=V | V € F} satisfies the requirements of
lemmas Bl and BT6A |

Then we can write

n
t
w=uoeV o ... oelnVn ViG}'N,tiZOaZtizi;
i=1
— t
w=zoe *Wio...oesmWm, Wi € Fn, SiZO,Ztizﬁ;
i=1

So, z is reachable from « in time t:

Z:uoetlvlo Oetnvnoesmwnzo Oelel,
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Chapter 4

Controllability in Observed
Component.

4.1 Controlled N-S Problem. Existence, Unique-
ness and Continuity.

In chapter Bl we have presented the classical, weak and strong formulations of
EEI)-@5H). So for the controlled version with F' + v in the place of F we
have existence, unicity and continuity in the data (ug, F' + v, v), because our
control is an essencially bounded function, so that F +v will belong where F did:
(L2(0, T, V') or L?(0, T, H)). If we consider the initial data as (ug, F, v, v/),
by Theorems EE6.4 P28 and we easily conclude that (considering again
the external force depending on time):

Corollary 4.1.1. Given

(ug, F, v, v) € Hx L*0, T, V') x L>=(0, T, V')x]0, +o0|,

there is at least one weak solution u € C([0, T, H) for Problem 221l with F+u
in the place of F.

and,
Corollary 4.1.2. The maps
S: H x L*(0, T, V") x L>(0, T, V')x]0, +oo] — C([0, T], H)
(uo, F, v, V) —u
and

Se: H x L*(0, T, V') x L>=(0, T, V')x]0, +oo[ — L*(0, T, V)

(uo, F', v, v) = u

are continuous.

Similarly, by Theorems EETTIl EET3] and EET3A we can easily see that

73
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Corollary 4.1.3. Given

(uo, F, v, v) €V x L*(0, T, H) x L>=(0, T, H)x]0, +o0],

there is at least one weak solution u € C([0, T], V') for Problem ZII1l with
F + v in the place of F.

and,
Corollary 4.1.4. The maps

Ss: V x L0, T, V') x L*(0, T, H)x]0, 4+o00[ — C([0, T], V)

(uo, F, v, v) = u
and

Ses: V x L*(0, T, V') x L>=(0, T, H)x]0, +oco[ — L*(0, T, D(A))

(Uo,F,U,V)HU

are continuous.

4.2 Change of Variables.

If we make the change of variables
u=y+1v
where I is the primitive operator — [Iv](t) = fot v(7) dr from
W = —vAu— Bu+F +v
we arrive to the equation
y = —vA(y+Tv) — B(y +Iv) + F.
Note that the function v appears only implicitly in the last equation. Now we
forget that v is a primitive of an essentially bounded function and replace it
by P in the equation. Since v is a low modes forcing it takes value in a finite-

dimensional space and, Iv being a primitive we have Iv € C([0, T], D(A)). But
we take P in the larger space L*(0, T, D(A)).

4.3 Weak Case.

We want to study the following equivalent problems EE31] and
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Problem 4.3.1. Given

FeL?0,T,V"), PelL*0,T, D(A)) (4.3.1)
&

yo € H (4.3.2)
to find

ye L0, T, V) (4.3.3)
satisfying (in the distribution sense)

YvoeV:

%(y, V) +v((y+P,v) +by+P,y+ P v)=<F,v>, (4.3.4)
and

y(0) = o. (4.3.5)

Problem 4.3.2. Given

FeL?0,T,V",, PelL*0,T, D(A)) (4.3.6)

&

Yo € H, (4.3.7)
to find

y € L*0,T,V), y € L*0, T, V) (4.3.8)
satisfying

Y +vAly+P)+Bly+P)=F on |0,T] (4.3.9)
and

y(0) = yo. (4.3.10)

Remark 10. The equivalence of these problems can be shown the way we proved
the equivalence of problems EZdl and Z22A (see chapter @). This equivalence
follows from

e Fe L0, T, V'),
o Aly + P) € L2(0, T, V).
Indeed |A(y + P)|lv: < |ly+ P|| and y+ P € L*(0, T, V);
o B(y+ P) € L'(0, T, V).
Indeed |B(y + P)|lv: < Clly+ P||* and y + P € L*(0, T, V).

So that F —vA(y + P) — B(y + P) € L'(0, T, V').

4.4 Existence.

We have the Theorem

Theorem 4.4.1. Given F, P and yo satisfying @30) and @EZQ). There is
at least one function y satisfying [E3)-E3I0).
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The proof is analogous to that of Theorem XG4l Basically it differs only in
some estimates we compute now: Following the proof of Theorem L6 presented
in chapter Bl with the suitable adaptations to problems EEXTHII 2 we define an

approximate solution
yr= > oW
max{i1, i2}<m

for each m € Ny and arrive to the equation
<@y > 4r <AW"+ P, y" >
+ < Bly™+P"), Yy >=<F,y">. 1 (44.1)
We note that

o <A™ +P™),y" >= |y + (P, y™)
o b(y"+ P y"+ P y™)
=by™+ P™, y" + P y™ + P™) —b(y™ + P™, y" + P, P™)
= —b(y™ + P™, y™ + P™, P™)
= —b(y™ + P™, y™, P™) — b(y™ + P™, P™, P™)
==b(y™ +P™, y", P™) = =by™, y™, P™) = b(P™, y™, P™).

Hence from Tl we have
d m |2 mi|2 m m
pri i 2v]ly™|* = =2v((P™, y™))
—b(y™, P™, y™) +b(P™, y", P™M)+ < F,y™ >:
hence

d m m m m m m I m
prlL] 2+2v)y™ (12 < 2v]| PllIly™+Cly™ [Ily™ N PI+CIPIy™ 1+ 1 Ellv- ™ I

thus
d m|2 mi|2 2 02 m|2 2 CQ 4 L = 2
Ly 4ol < PP+ PP+ P FI. (442)

From equation ([EZ2) and from Gronwall Inequality we can derive the estimates

EZL) and EZLT) below:

T

2
P <o [ ek
’ 2 c? 4 l n 2
+ [ a(por + SIPoI + 170 )dt). (4.4.3)

Since P € L*(0, T, D(A)) ¢ L*(0, T, V) C L?(0, T, V) and F € L0, T, V),
EZ3) shows that

y™ remains in a bounded set of L*(0, T, H). (4.4.4)

IWhere P™ is the projection of P onto span{W; | max{i1, ia} < m}.
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From

T
ly™ (D) = ly™(0)] + V/O ly™ (£)]I° dt

g 2, C° 4, Loz T e 2
< (4V||P(t)|| +—POI" + —[[F@) )dt+ —I[y™ @O IP@)]" dt.
0 14 14 0 14
(4.4.5)
By EZD) the last integral is finite. Then ZH) shows that
y™ remains in a bounded set of L*(0, T, V). (4.4.6)

The rest of the proof is completely analogous.

Remark 11. As we can see in the estimates @A) and L), considering
P e L*0, T, V) is sufficient to guarantee existence of weak solutions.

4.5 Uniqueness.

Theorem 4.5.1. The solution of Problems[-3-1H{-3-3 given by Theorem {1
is unique. Moreover it is a.e. equal to a continuous function from [0, T into

H.
The continuity follows from

e A(y+P)eL?*0,T, V)
o FelIL?0,T,V
e B(y+P)ecL*0,T, V).

Indeed these expressions imply
ye L*(0,T,V) & y' € L*(0, T, V').
The first two expressions we already know to be true. The last one follows from

IB(y + P)|| < ClylllP[| + C|| P
P e LY0,T, D(A)) Cc L*(0, T, V); yeL>®0,T, H).

To conclude the uniqueness we consider two solutions y and z of problems

EZT)-E32). The difference w := y — z satisfies
w' = —vAw — B(y+ P) + B(z + P)
from which we derive

d
Tl +2vwl < 20wl + P]

d 2 02 2 2

_ <

o w|* < 2Vlwl 2+ P
Tc

2
w(s)|* < |w(0)|26><ID/0 o5 120 + PO dt = 0.
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4.6 Continuity.
Theorem 4.6.1. The map
Y: H x L*0, T, V') x L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, +oo[ — C([0, T], H)
(Yo, F', P,v) =y

is continuous. Where y is the unique solution of problems [EZT)-EZZ) corre-
sponding to the data (yo, F, P, v).

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem We fix a quadruple
(yo, F, P,v) € H x L*(0, T, V') x L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, +o0]

and € > 0. Then consider another quadruple
(20, G, Q, n) € H x L*(0, T, V') x L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, +oc].

Put

y:=Y(yo, F, Pv) & z:=Y(20, G, Q, 1)
so that
Y +vA(y+P)+By+P)=F & 2 +nA(z+ Q)+ B(z+Q) =G.
Putting w := z — y we obtain
w =G —F —nAw —nA(Q — P)+ (v —n)A(y + P) — B(z + Q) + B(y + P).
Taking the scalar product with w we obtain

<w,w>=<G—-F,w>—n||w|*-n(Q - P, w))

+w=-n{(y+P,w)+by+P y+ P w) —bz+Q, 2+ Q, w).
(4.6.1)

Now we estimate the last term of the last equality:

=b(y, y, w) +b(y, P, w) +b(P, y, w) + b(P, P, w)

—b(z, z, w) = b(z, Q, w) = b(Q, z, w) —b(Q, Q, w)
= (y7 Y, ’LU) - b(za 2 U)) +b(y7 Pa U)) - b(za Qa ’LU)
+b(P7 Y, ’LU) - b(Qa Y, U)) +b(P7 Pv U)) - b(Qa Qa U))
We put
Z1 :=by, y, w) — b(z, z, w)
Zy = by, P, w) —b(z, Q, w)
Z3 = b(Pa Y, UJ) - b(Q7 Z, UJ)
Z4 = b(Pa Pa UJ) b(Q7 Q7 UJ)
Then

b(y + P,y + P, w) =b(z+Q, 2+ Q, w)| < |Z1] + 22| + | Zs] + |24 (4.6.2)
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Since

|Z1] = by, y, w) = b(z, 2, w)| = | = b(w, y, w)|

< Clwlllwlllyll, by EIF) (4.6.3)
|Zo| = [b(y, P, w) —b(z, Q, w)| = [by, P, w) — by, Q, w) — b(w, Q, w)|

= [b(y, P — Q, w) = b(w, Q, w)| < [b(y, w, P — Q)| + [b(w, Q, w)|

< Clylllwll|P - QI*|P - Qlé} + Clw|llw|[|Q] by @XI) and ZILI),

< Cilylllwl[[P = Qlpz) + Clwlllwl|Qf, by [-| <[~ [|2 (4.6.4)
|Z3] = [b(P, y, w) = b(Q, 2, w)| = [b(P, y, w) = b(Q, y, w) —b(Q, w, w)|

=|—b(P-Q,w, y)| <CIP-Q||P - Qlé]llwIIIyl by @33)

<GP = Qlllwlllyl, (4.6.5)
|Z4] = |b(P, P, w) —b(Q, Q, w)| = |b(P—Q, P, w) +b(Q, P, w) (4.6.6)

—b(Q, Q, w)| < [B(P—Q, P, w)| +[b(Q, P —Q, w)]

<P =QlIP(lwl+clQllP - Qlllw] by EXI). (4.6.7)

From @G3), @G3)-[ERD) and L) we obtain

d .
Elwl2 <2||G = Fllv|lwl| = 2nllwl|® + 20[|Q — Plw] + 2[v — nllly + P|||[w]|

+2C w|[[wlllyll + 2C1 |yllw][|P = Qlpz + 2C|wl[[w]l| Q]|
+2C1|P = Qlplwllyl + 21 P = QI P[llwll + 2CQIIIP — Q[ |wll;

Hence

d 8 ~ 8
Wl +nlwl < ;HG — FlI% +8nllQ — PII* + ;IV —n?lly + PI?

8 8 8
+ EOQIwIQ(IIyIIQﬂL Q1%+ 54012|y|2|P—QI[22] + ;OZIIP—QIIQ(IIPII{‘?L 1Q11%).

Now if n satisfies

14
—_ < —_
lv —mnl 5

we have 7 €], 37”[ Hence, from the last equation we obtain

d v 16 ~ 16
E|w|2 + §||w||2 < 7||G — Fl% +1Q — PIZ(120Cy + 74012|y|2)

16 16 16
+— p=nlPlly+ PP+ —C*wl(ly I+ Q%)+ —-C*IIP=QI*(IPI*+Q1%)-
(4.6.8)
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By the Gronwall Inequality:

T
(o) < oo [ %?ngyﬁm2+HQ@HF%#><W4®P
T
+ [ [F160 - POl +100 - POy 20C + 4CHP)

+ %IV —nl*[ly(t) + P(1)[* + %C’QIIP(U —QW)I(IPW)II* + I\Q(t)IIQ)} dt) -
(4.6.9)

Now we consider two cases P =0 & P #0.
If P # 0 and if @ satisfies

P
|P = QllL10,7,p(a)) < ”H“(O%(A))

and since ||yl (0,7, m) =3 D < +00 we have that

IM@F<M%G<Aﬂywﬁﬁ+(éﬂwwwﬁf>}OMWQ

T T 1
was] [ 160 - Falae ([ 100 - Pl @)’
T T % T %
= [+ poa ([ 1p-eta) ([ ieta)’])
0 0 0
Thus
lw(t)]* < Cs <|w(0)|2 + G = FlZ20,17,vy + 1Q = Pllia0. 1. peay)
o=l 4 1Q = Pl by )
We rewrite the last equation as
lw(t)]* < C3 <|w(0)|2 + G- FH%%O,T, vy HIIQ— PH%‘*(O,T,D(A)) + v - 77|2>-

Then (in the case P # 0), if the quadruple (29, G, @, 1) satisfies

lv—n| < min{g, —226};
P
1P @l 1oy < min EIEGT2D, 2,
3 ~ 9
70 = yol = [w(O)] < 55|l lz2.mvn) < 5503

we have that |w(s)| < . Therefore we have the continuity of Y in all quadruples
such that P # 0. Note that Cs depends only in the fixed quadruple (yo, F, P, v)
where we are studying the continuity. 2

2Cg depends in R and T too, but T and R are fixed in the statement of the Theorem.
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In the case P = 0 we can start from a bound for @, say that @ satisfies
1QllLao, 7, p(ay) < C7 (s0 that the argument of the exponential is bounded by

a constant depending only on C7 and (yo, F, P, v), but not on Q). Then from
(L) we can conclude that

w(®)]? < Cs (|w<o>|2 STTCT T,

+ QN7 40,7, payy + v —nl* + ||Q||%4(O,T7D(A))>'

If |QllLa0, 7, p(a)) < 1 we can rewrite the last equation obtaining

lw(t)|* < C§ (|w(0)|2 + G = Fliz0, 7, v) + 1QlF a0, 7, eay + IV — 77|2)

So in the case P = 0 we choose, for the quadruple (29, G, @, 1), the bounds

v

v —nl <min{3, 553 1QlLso.7, pay < minl, 55);

€ ~ €
— =|w(0)| < —; ||G—F N < —
|20 — yo| = [w(0)] 5y [ 20,7, v) 50

and Y is continuous in this case too. O

Theorem 4.6.2. The map
Yo : H x L?(0, T, V') x L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, +oo[ — L*([0, T], V)
(y07F7P7V)’_>y

is continuous. Where y is the unique solution of problems [EZIN)-E3IZ) corre-
sponding to the data (yo, F, P, v).

(y
Proof. WeFixe >0, (yo, F, P, v) € HxL?(0, T, V')xL*(0, T, D(A))x]0, +o0[
and put y := Yo (yo, F, P, v).
Let (20, G, @, n) be another quadruple in the product H x L?(0, T, V') x
L40, T, D(A))x]0, +oo[. Put z := Ya(z0, G, Q, 1) and w := 2z — y and like in
the proof of Theorem ELG.l we arrive to ([EES):
d v 1 ~ 1
Ll + Ll < D16 — IR+ 1@ ~ P30 +4031yP)
+E|V_ 2 P2 ECQ 2 2 2 EC@P— 201 P12 2
a2y I P (>4 Q1)+ 2o P~ QIP(IPIP+ Q1)

Integrating over [0, T']

T T
()P - o)+ [ fle@las [ Rice - Fol

£ 22Q() ~ POIRA -+ 4Gy (0 + =l — Ply(t) + PP

+1—V602Iw(t)lz(lly(t)||2+||Q(t)||2)+1—V602IIP(t)—Q(t)||2(||P(t)||2+||Q(t)||2) dt.
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Looking at the last two terms we see that

T T T
AIM@W+MQ@Wd#=A M@M%ﬁ+A Q)2 dt
< D1+ D2||QlIF a0, 7, p(ay)

and
T T
/OIIP(f)—62(75)||2||P(75)||2dt+/0 I1P(t) = Q)1 Q(1)]|> dt

<D3||P = Q|7+, 7, p(ay) <||P||%4(O,T7D(A)) + ||Q||%4(O,T7D(A)))

so, we arrive to

T
| 1)1 e < CIG = Pl 1.+ Call@ = Pl r. pi
+ Cslv —n* + C4|U’|20([o7 ), m (1 + ||Q||%4(O,T7D(A))
+ Cs||P — Q||%4(07 T,D(A)(||P||%4(O7 T,D(A) T ||Q||%4(07 T, D(A))

where the constants do not depend on the quadruple (z9, G, @, 7).
If we choose @ close to P, say ||P — Q| rao, 7, pa) < 1 we have

T
AIWwwﬁﬁCﬂG—ﬂ@@nw+CﬂQ—H@@nmm
2
+ Cslv = n* + Dalw[Z o, 79, ) (1 + ||P||L4(O,T,D(A)>

2
+ Ds[|P = Q|7+, 7, p(a) (1 + ||P||L4(O,T7D(A)> :

or

T
| @< C6 = Pz
+ Dgl|lQ = Pll7a(0, 7, p(ay + Cslv = n* + Drlwlg o, 71, 1)
(where the constants do not depend on the quadruple (20, G, Q, 1))
By Theorem EEG Tl there is a 0 > 0 such that if both |yo — 20], [|G = F| 20, 7, vy
|P—=Qll L0, 7, D(a) and [n—v| are less than §, then |w|c (o, 17, o) < 1D, - Hence
for some §; smaller that § we have that if both |yo — 20, |G — F||L2(07 vy,
1

[P = QllL4(0, T, p(a) and [ — v| are less than d;, then (foT [|w(t)? dt) T<e
Therefore the map Y, is continuous. O

Remark 12. As said in Remark [0 considering P € L?(0, T, V) is enough
to guarantee the existence of weak solutions but, to have the continuity of Y
or Yo we have to consider P wvarying in L*(0, T, D(A))-norm. Variation in
L2(0, T, V)-norm seems to be not stronger enough.
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4.7 Strong Case.

Consider the equivalent problems EEZT] and
Problem 4.7.1. Given
F e L*0,T, H), PelL*0,T, D(A)
&
ywev
to find
y € L*0, T, D(A)NL>®0,T,V)
satisfying (in the distribution sense)
YoeV:

Ly v) +ully + P v) + by + Py + P, v) = (F, v),

and
y(0) = vo-
Problem 4.7.2. Given

F e L*0,T, H),, PelL*0,T, D(A))

&

yo €V,
to find

y e L*(0, T, D(A))NL*>®(0, T, V), y € L?(0, T, H)
satisfying

y +vA(y+P)+B(y+P)=F on |0,T]
and

Z/(O) = Yo-

The equivalence of these problems follows from

e A solution of Problem is a solution of Problem EETTE
e Given a solution of Problem EETT]

—— FeL*0,T, H);

— — A(y+P) € L0, T, H).

—— By+P)e L*0,T, H).
See Remark [[3] below.

83

(4.7.1)

(4.7.2)

(4.7.3)

(4.7.4)

(4.7.5)

(4.7.6)

(4.7.7)

(4.7.8)

(4.7.9)

(4.7.10)

Indeed ||A(y + P)||? = |y + P|[22] and y + P € L?(0, T, D(A));

So that F' —vA(y+ P) — B(y+ P) € L2(0, T, H) C L*(0, T, V'). ByEETAl and
y € L*(0, T, V) wehavey’ = F—vA(y+P)—B(y+P) a.e.,and y € C([0, T], V')

“a.e.”.

Remark 13. By definition and trilinearity we have

B(y+ P)(h)=0by+ P, y+ P, h)

=0b(y,y, h) +b(y, P, h) +b(P, y, h) + b(P, P, h)
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B(y + P) = B(y, y) + B(y, P) + B(P, y) + B(P, P). (4.7.11)

From 32) we obtain

1By, v)| < Clyllyllylpy:

[B(y, P)| < Clylllyll* 1 P|1*|PI3y:
[B(y. P)| < CIP||P| [yl uly: and
|B(P, P)| < C|P|*|[P||P}.

Thus for some constant Cy

B(y, y)|* < Cillyl®lylty € L0, T, R);

Bly, P)|* < Cilly|*|Py € L'(0, T R);

B(y, P)]? < Ci|Plyllylllyliz) € L (0, T, R); and
B(P, P)]* < C1|P|ly € L'(0, T, R).

So, B(y, y) and B(y, P) are elements of L*(0, T, H) and, B(P, y) and B(P, P)
are elements of L*(0, T, H) thus, by @ZIN), B(y+ P) is a sum of elements of
L2(0, T, H).

4.7.1 Existence.

Theorem 4.7.1. Given F, P and uq satisfying EZT8) and EZZQ). There is
at least one function y satisfying L) -EZI).

Proof. As we have done for Theorem EEZTl starting from approximate solutions
we arrive to the conclusions 44l and [EZT).
An approximate solution y™ := Zmax{il iny<m Vi (t)W; satisfy

(™), v) +v(AQy™ + P™), 0) + (By™ + P™), v) = (F,v), veV,
setting yI"2W, for v and summing up we arrive to

(™), Ay™) + v(A(y™ + P™), Ay™) + (B(y™ + P™), Ay™) = (F, Ay™).
(4.7.12)
We have that
m\/ m m\/ m 1d m||2
(™), Ay™) = (™), v™) = 5 5 lv™ 1%
(A(y™ + P™), Ay™) = [y % + (P™, y™));

and for the term with B we have
(By™ +P™), Ay™)
=b(y™ + P™, y™ + P™, Ay™)
=b(y™, P™, Ay™) +b(y™, y", Ay™) + b(P™, P™, Ay™) + b(P™, y™, Ay™).
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By Z33) we have
b(y™, P™, Ay™)| < Cly™ Fly™ |4 1 Plly™ |z = Cly™ 2 IPIy™ |5,
bl™, 5™, Ay™)| < Cly™ ™ g Iy ™ e = Cly™ 1y ™,
b(P™, P, Ay™)| < C|P|3 |P|[2]||P|||ym|
b(P™, Y™, Ay™)| < C|P|> IPl[z]llymlllyml
From [ZZTA) we obtain
L™ + 2y By < 201Plealy™ iy + 21l
+200y™ (| Pllly™ | 4 + 2C1y™ 1* Iy ™ lly™ |
+2C1P}[PIZ I Plly™ 2 + 2C1 P PIE ly™ ™ o
by Young inequalities
Sl + ™y < O1PRy + GrIFP:

+Caoly™ PP + Caly™ Plly™1*
+ Cs| PPy | PII* + Cs|P|| Pl lly™ 1. (4.7.13)

By Gronwall Inequality
T
@ < exp [ Gl @RI P + PR as) (o)1

T
+/0 C1lP(s)[ty + C1lF(s)]” + Caly™ (s) P P(s)]|* + C5| P(s) [y d8>~

By @EZ3), @EZD), P € L*(0, T, D(A)) and F € L?(0, T, H) we have
ly™®)||> < Ky for some constant K.

Hence
y™ remains in a bounded set of L*°(0, T, V). (4.7.14)

Integrating ([EZZIF) over [0, T we obtain

T T
L™ (D) — g™ ()] + v / ()2 dt < / CHP() + CrlE ()2 de
T
+ / Coly™ PP + Caly™ 2 ly™ | + C5| PLY, + Col Py g™ dt.

Again, by @Z4), EZH), @), P € L*(0, T, D(A)) and F € L*(0, T, H)

we arrive to

T
/ |ym(t)|[22} < Ko for some constant K.
0

Hence
y™ remains in a bounded set of L*(0, T, D(A)). (4.7.15)
The rest of the proof is analogous to that of Corollary EETT1 O
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Remark 14. Contrary to the case of weak solutios (see Remark[dl), we can not
guarantee from the previous sketch that considering P € L?(0, T, V') is enough
to guarantee the existence of a strong solution.

4.7.2 Uniqueness.
Theorem 4.7.2. The solution of Problems[-7IH{-7-3 given by Theorem [{_71]

is unique. Moreover it is a.e. equal to a continuous function from [0, T] into
V.

Proof. The uniqueness follows from Theorem EERT and from the fact that a
solution of problems is a solution of problems
By v/ € L?(0, T, H) we have y' € L*(0, T, D(A)’). Since y € L?(0, T, D(A))
and the inclusions

D(A) CV C DA

are dense and continuous we have that y € C([0, T], V). [See Lemma 1.2 in [T5]
section ITL.1]. n

4.7.3 Continuity.
Theorem 4.7.3. The map
Ys: V x L3(0, T, H) x L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, +oo[ — C([0, T], V)
(yo, F', P, v) =y

is continuous. Where y is the unique solution of problems [EZI)-ELA) corre-

sponding to the data (yo, F, P, v).
Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem LGl We fix a quadruple
(yo, F, P, v) € V x L?(0, T, H) x L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, 400[

3

and € > 0. Then consider another quadruple
(20, G, Q,n) € V x L*(0, T, H) x L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, +ocl.
Put .
Yy = Ys(yf)a Fa P7 V) & Z = YS(Z07 G7 QJ 77)
Putting w := z — y we obtain
w' =G —F —nAw —nAQ — P)+ (v —n)A(y + P) — B(z + Q) + B(y + P).
Taking the scalar product with Aw we obtain
(W', Aw) =< G — F, Aw > —77|w|[22] —n(Q — P, w)j3

+ W=y +Pwy+by+Py+Pw—-bz+Q,z+Q, w).
(4.7.16)

Now we estimate the last difference:

b(y+Pa y+P7 ’LU)—b(Z+Q, Z+Qa ’LU)
=b(y, y, Aw) + b(y, P, Aw) + b(P, y, Aw) + b(P, P, Aw)
- b(za Z, A’U}) - b(Z, Qa AU}) - b(Qa Z, A’U}) - b(Q7 Q7 Aw)
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We put

Z1 = by, y, Aw) — b(z, z, Aw)
= by, y, Aw) — (b(w, 2, Aw) + b(y, 2, Aw))
= b(y, y, Aw) = (bw, w, Aw) +blw, y, Aw) + by, w, Aw) +b(y, y, Aw))
= —b(w, w, Aw) = b(w, y, Aw) = b(y, w, Aw);
Zy = bly, P, Aw) — b(z, Q, Aw)
= by, P, Aw) — (b(w, Q. Aw) +b(y, Q. Aw))
= by, P, Aw) — (b(w, Q, Aw) +b(y, Q — P, Aw) + b(y, P, Aw))
= ~b(w, Q. Aw) —b(y, Q ~ P, Aw);
Zs = b(P, y, Aw) — b(Q, z, Aw)
= (P, y, Aw) = (B(Q, w, Aw) +b(Q, y, Aw))
= b(P, y, Aw) — (B(Q, w, Aw) +b(Q — P, y, Aw) + b(P, y, Aw))

= _b(Qv w, AU}) - b(Q - P7 Y, AU)),
Zy = b(P, P, Aw) — b(Q, Q, Aw)

=b(P = Q, P, Aw) + (b(Q, P, Aw) — b(Q, Q, Aw))
=b(P - Q. P, Aw) + b(Q, P — Q, Aw);

We have

bly+ P, y+ P, w)—blz+Q, 2+ Q, w)| <|Z1|+ |Za| + | Zs| + | Z4] (4.7.17)

and, by [Z33)
1Z1] < Chol el llwllwlizy + Clul ol lylllwlg + Clyl# [yl el
(4.7.18)
2] < Cloo| ool 1QN lwl + ClulH 1y 1P — QI lwl. (4.7.19)
1Z5] < CIQIF QI lwlllwlzy + CIP ~ QIFIP — QU Illlwlia. (4.7.20)
1Z4] < CIP = QI*IP — QI | Plllwlig + ClQIFIQIZIP — Qlllwlz.  (4.7.21)

From ([LZI7) and @ZIH) we obtain

d 5
£||w||2 < 2|G — Fl|wlpy — 2n|wlty + 2n|Q — Pljwly

4
+2[v = nlly + Pliglwlg +2> | Zil.
=1
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If n satisfies [n — v| < %, i.e., ¥ < n < 32 we obtain

d -
%lel2 +vfwlty < 2|G = Fllwlpg + 3v|Q — Pl |w|py

4
+2lv = nlly + Plylwly +2>_ 12
i=1

so, applying Young inequalities, for appropriate constants (independent of the
quadruple (20, G, @, n)) we have

d v .
EHWH2 + §|w|[22] < GG = F|? + C2|Q — Py + Cslv — nl?|y + Pliy
+ Cy <|w|2||w||4 +wllyl* + yllylllwl® + w2 1QI* + lyllylg 1P — QI

+IQIIQI[21||w||2+IP—Q|IP—QI[Q}||y||2+IP—C2IIP—QI[21||P||2+IQ|IQI[2}IIP—QIIQ)~
(4.7.22)

By the Gronwall Inequality:
lw(s)[I?
T
<exr></ Ca(lw@®)P[lw®)]* + ly@®)ly(®)]2) + 1QMQ®)]12) dt) <||w(0)||2
0
T

+Cs/0 lIQ(t) ~ P(t)[%y <1+|y(t)||y(t)l[z] +ly@)? (4.7.23)
+HIP@I* + IQ(t)IIQ(t)Im) +IG(E) = FO))? + v = nlP[y(t) + P(1)[y
@) Plly@)I* + Iw(t)|2||Q(t)||4] dt)- (4.7.24)

Given a constant F > 0, by Theorems EEG.T], and by the existence of a
constant C' such that?

la| < Cllall & | fllz2c0,7, vy < Cllfllz200, 1, )
foralla € V, f € L*(0, T, H).

there is 6 > 0 such that if both ||yo— 20|, ||G—F||L2(07 7, 1), |1P=Q|l L0, 7, D(A))
and |n — v| are less than § we have

T
lwllco, ), 1) < E and / ||w(t)||2 dt < E.
0

Therefore, if we choose in addition J < 5, we have

3The existence of such a constant comes from the continuity of the inclusions V. C H C V',
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lw(s)||? < Dy [HUJ(O)H2 +1G = Flliz0,1,m)
' —P@))%(1 P(t)| 21)d
+ A 1Q(t) — P()]iz (1 + [yl + [Pz + 1Q)[1z ) dt
+ v =1l + lwlEo, o1, A + 1@l 2o, 7, D(A)))‘|

and, because

T
| 100 = POR (14 00z + [P0y + Q1) o

<IQ = Pl 240, 7, p(ay <||1||L2(0, r.®) + 1Yllz2(0, 7, D(4))
+1PlZ 0.7, Day) + ||Q||2L4(0,T,D(A))>

2
<K1]|Q = P10, 7, p(a)) <1 + (5 + ||P||L4(O,T,D(A))) )

<Ks[|Q = PllZa(0, 7, p(a))-

we have

lw(s)II?

< K3 ||w(0)||2+||G—F||2L2(o,T, H)+||Q_P||%4(O,T,D(A))+|V_77|2+||w||%‘([0,T],H)}
(4.7.25)

(with K3 independent of the quadruple (zq, G, @, 7)).

Then for some §; smaller than §, and using Theorem ELETL we have [|w(s)|| < e
if both ||yo — 20|, |F — Gllz2(0, 7, &1)s IP — QllL20, 7, D(a)) and |n — v| are less
than 6;. Thus the map Y, is continuous. O

Theorem 4.7.4. The map

Yoo : V x L0, T, H) x L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, 00| — L*([0, T], D(A))
(y07F7P7V)'_>y

is continuous. Where y is the unique solution of problems EZL))-EZD) corre-

sponding to the data (yo, F, P, v).

Proof. We fix (yo, F, P, v) € Vx L2(0, T, H)x L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, +oc|, € > 0
and, put y := You(yo, F, P, v).

Let (20, G, Q, n) be another quadruple in the product space V x L2(0, T, H) x
L*(0, T, D(A))x]0, +00[. Put z := Ya,(20, G, @Q, ) and w := z — y and like in
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the proof of Theorem we arrive to [ZL22):

d v -
Dl + Ljuffy < C1lG — I+ Cal@ — Pl + Caly — ni?ly + Pl
+ Ca <|w|2||w||4 + wlllyl* + yllylllwl® + [w?[|QI*
+ [yllyl 1P = QI + 1QIIQlz [wl* + [P — QIIP — QliyllylI?

+1P = QIIP - Q|1 PII* + QI QI | P — Q||2>-

or,

d v -
EHU’H2 + §|w|[22] < C1|G = FI? 4+ C2|Q — Plfy + Cslv — n*|ly + Py

+Cs (IIwII6 +lwll* + lylEy llwll + wl*1Q1* + QI lwl®

+w—ma0+wm+ma+@&n

(where the constants are independent of the quadruple (zq, G, @, 7)).
Integrating over [0, T

T
/0 |w(t)|fy dt < D [Hw“%([o,:r]y) +F = Glli20, 7,y + 1Q = PllZe(o, 7, p(ay)

+lv—n+ ||w||2c([o,:r],v> <||w||4C([O,T],V) +1+ ||y||%2(O,T,D(A))
+ QU a0, 7, peay + 1@ 40,7, bay)

+ P = Ql 70,7, p(ay (1 + 1yl L2(0, 7, D(4)

+ 1P 740, 7, pay) + 1Rl 740, T,D(A))>‘|

By Theorem EET3 given a constant £ > 0, there is a § > 0 such that, if both
llyo — 2zoll, |1P — Qllz20, 7, D(A))> |F — Gllz2(0, 7, 1), and | — v| are less than §
we have

lwllc(o, 71, v) < E-
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Thus,

T
/0 lw(t)[ty dt < Di|IF =Gz, 7, 1y + 1Q = PllEao, 7, pray + v —nl?

+ o, 73, (100, 73,y + 1+ 1913200, 7, Dy

4 2
+ (54— 1P| (o, T,D(A))) + (5 + ||P||L4(O,T7D(A)))
+ 1P = Q70,7 p(ay (1 + llz2(0, 7, D(4)

2
+ P12 40,7, p(ayy + (8 + 1Pl Lsco, 7. p(ay) )1

or

T
/0 lw(t)|ty dt < Do | |F = GlIZ20. 7, ) + 1Q = Pll7a0, 7, pray

+ v —n*+ |w||2c([0,T],V)‘|

(with Dy independent of the quadruple (zg, G, @, 1)).
Hence for some ¢; smaller than ¢ we have fOT |w|[22] < €2 if both ||yo — 20,

| F— Gllr20, 7, mys |IP = QllLaco, 7, p(ay) and |n — v| are less than ;. Thus the
map Yas is continuous. O
4.8 Continuity in Relaxation Metric.

We begin with a definition:

Definition 4.8.1. The relaxation metric in L'([0, T], R?) is defined by the

norm
to
‘= max T)ydr| 4.8.1
lolhe =, e | [y (181)
where || - ||ga is the Iy norm in RY.

If nothing in contrary is stated we consider the spaces R? (d € Ny) endowed
with li-norm — [|z||ga = |Jz]l1, := 20, |-

Remark 15. It is easy to check that @RI is a semi-norm and, since functions
in L1([0, T], RY) coinciding on a set of measure T are identified we can conclude

that @XT) is a norm.

Consider, also, the w-relaxation metric on L'([0, 7], RY) defined by the

norm
t
/ o(r) dr
0

(4.8.2)

[9llwre == max

€0, T R
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Remark 16. The identity map

(£, T R, 11+ e ) = (E1(10, T3 R, - )
18 continuous.

Now we fix a finite subset F C N2, put F := #F and define the space
Sy = span{Wj, | k € F}. From the fact that the dimension of Sy is finite,
we conclude the equivalence of all norms defined in it. In particular the norms
| - lr7 and |- |[z) are equivalent on Sp. From this equivalence we have the
following:

Proposition 4.8.1. The map

I:L2

wrx

([0, T], R”) = C([0, T, Sr)
(Vk (t) ) ker = ZH'Uk(t)Wk

keF

is continuous. Where Tvg(t) := fg vi(T) dT and the subscript “wrz” means that
we are considering relaxation metric on the set L>=([0,T], R).

Proof. The continuity of the map

I:L2°

wrx

([0, T], RF) = C([o, T], RT)
(v () ker = (lok(t))ker

is trivial. O

Recall that by definition, the map S of Corollary gives us the weak
solution, belonging to C([0, T], H), of the NSE for an initial data in II :=
H x L*(0, T, V') x L>=([0, T}, Sr) x R*. Changing the topology on the third
factor of the previous product to the w-relaxation one we arrive to the space
L2 ([0, T], R7) and we define the function Sy, as the function defined in the
product [y, := H x L2(0, T, V') x L. .([0, T],R”) x RT and taking the same
values as S.

Proposition 4.8.2. The map Syrz 1 continuous.

Proof. As in the beginning of section we put Yoy,p := Syrz — L. But
here we want an equality between functions defined on Il,,., so, we just put

Io(uo, F, v, v) := .
By Proposition E8 Tl and Theorem EEG.] the map
Y?,UT’ZE : H"JJT‘I % O([07 T]’ H)
(up, F, v, v) = Y(uo, F, T, v) =Y oI°(u, F, v, V)

is continuous. Where I°(uq, F., v, v) := (uo, F, v, v).
By the equality Syre = Yure + Lo we conclude the continuity of Sy.z. O

Analogously, using Proposition E8T] and theorems EEG.2, and EETA we
can prove the continuity on relaxation metric of the maps Ss, S and Sy arriving
to the Proposition



4.9. A REMARK ON FINITE SYSTEM VERSUS INFINITE SYSTEM. 93

Proposition 4.8.3. The maps Swre, Sowre, Sswrz Soswre are all continuous.

By Remark [[@ we obtain

Corollary 4.8.4. The maps Srz, Sorz, Ssra Sosrs are all continuous. *

Remark 17. If, instead of a subspace spanned by a finite number of eigen-
functions, we consider any (with either finite or infinite dimension) subspace
F C D(A) and, instead of defining the relazation metric using the ly-norm we
define it on L1 (0, T, F) using the norm induced by D(A):

/:2 g(T)dr

re = max 5
91l 2121 t, toelo. 7] o

and, its corresponding weak form by

lollorets = o,

t
[t
0

we still to have the continuity of the corresponding maps S,y[2), S2rz[2], Ssraj2)
Sografz], i-€., the solutions of the NSE vary continuously when the control varies
continuously in rz[2]-metric.

The reason why we have considered a finite space is that we are interested in the
case where the control in a space spanned by a finite number of eigenfunctions
and, the reason to consider li-metric in the definition of relazation metric is
that it will be convenient later.

(2]

4.9 A Remark on Finite System versus Infinite
System.

From now we consider only strong solutions and, the external force F' and the
coefficient of viscosity v are fixed.

Definition 4.9.1. Given T > 0, we say that the N-S system is time-T ap-
proximately controllable in observed component if for any ¢Z eV and
any finite subset of modes O C N2, the projection of the closure of the attainable
set at time T from ¢ € V onto span{Wy, | k € O} is surjective. It is time-T
controllable in observed component if the projection of the attainable set
at time T from ¢ € V on span{Wy, | k € O} is surjective.

In this section we ask ourselves if can we prove approximate controllability
in observed component similarly as we have proved approximated controllability
of Galerkin approximations.

As we have seen in ([BZ2) from the N-S equation

u +vAu+ PVBu=F +v °

4These “rx”-maps are defined similarly as the “wrx” ones, just considering the “rx”-

topology in the factor of essentially bounded functions.
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we can derive the infinite ODE system

. umuﬂcr/r\L,n _ _
U = E B S— (n—m)
m,nENg
m<n
(n(++)m)* =k

U UnCH
+ Z —————(n — m)sign(n; — mq)sign(ny — msa)

k

mmENg

m<n

(n(=—)m)* =k

\%
UumunCpy
+ E 5 (7 — m)signng — my

mmENg

m<n

(n(—+)m)* =k

UnunCY
+ D I (7 — s -
2 z (7 — m)sign(ng — mo)

m,neNg

m<n

(n(+—)ym)* =k

+ vkug + Fy + v (4.9.1)

Now consider the subset K! = {(n1, n2) € N2 | n1, na < 3}\{(3, 3)} as the set
of forced modes. Put r1 := #KCL.
If we put y := u — v we can write u in the form

u=y+Iv (4.9.2)

and y satisfies
yi = —vA(y+Tv) — PVB(y + v) + F.

Writing system @XLI) (with K as set of controlled modes) in the form

Uy = Br(u) + vkuy, + Fj, + v ke k! (4.9.3)
deBk(u)+V/%uk+Fk /€¢/C1 e
in the new variable “y” the system becomes
Uk = Br(y + Iv) + VE(yk + wg) + Fy, v =0if k ¢ Kt (4.9.4)

For any time 7" > 0 the closure of the attainable set at time T' of system

ET3)— Ay, (u)(T) — and the closure of the attainable set at time T of system

ETA) —A,, (y)(T) —C are related by

Aug (u)(T) = Auy (y)(T) X Rt = Ay (y)(T) x R

Indeed the inclusion Ay, (u)(T) € Au, (y)(T) x R# follows from ([EELZ) and the
reverse one follows from the density of the map

L>=([0, T], R™) 3 v+ (Iv, In(T)) € L*(0, T, R**) x R

5Recall that PV is the projection on the space of divergence free functions.
6Note that, by @33), at initial time we have ug = yo.
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and from the continuity of the map
L0, T, R") 3 P — Y,(uo, F, P, v)(T) € V

for fixed ug that is a consequence of Theorem Similarly if we rewrite the
NS Equation as
up + vAu+ PVBu=F + o' + ¢?

we obtain

Ao (u)(T') = Auo (y)(T) x R
where A, (y1)(T) stays for the attainable set at time T from wug of the system
y = —vA(y +Tw?) — PVB(y + Tw?) + F + vl

So Factorization works like in the finite dimensional case.
In the step of convexification a problem arises: In bection we obtained the

new vector fields vy, , from the vector fields U?,‘Ln and wm » and from the ex-
pressions
fvg1 n(u) + ffv,*n n(u)
Y 2 ’ = f(u) + Mm.n
and
fup, (W) + fwy ()
- = f(u) - )\A/m,na

2

i.e., we have extracted a vector field from the convexification of the vector
ﬁelds Jron " and fi,» ~and, in the finite dimensional case we know that we
can convex without changmg the closure of attainable set at time ¢. From
Factorization we know that we can follow the vector fields fi,» . and fi,
without changing closure of attainable set but, in the infinite dimensional case
we do not know if we can convex these new vector fields without changing the
closure of attainable set.

If using the vector fields f(w)+ AV, and f(w) — AYpm,, we would not change
closure of attainable set then we could add these new directions to the old ones
— span(K') — without changing the closure of attainable set.

It is known that any control vg € span{dm », ex | (m,n) € S1, k € K'} 7 can
be approximated in relaxation metric by controls taking values on {adm, n, ey |
(m,n) € S1, k € K'} where a € R is a positive constant depending on vy (as we
will see in Lemma EETTLH below). By the continuity of S, we do not change the
closure of attainable set using controls in span{dm n, ex | (m,n) € S1, k € K'}.
We have just applied a step of Convexification. Note that this last procedure of
Convexification is quite different from that after Factorization Procedure that is
more complicated: For example setting m := (1, 1), n := (2, 1) and considering
the vector field fyx (u) = f(u) + M. +Vi(u, v), ,,) (see L)), we see that
the candidate to new control — Ay, n + Vi (u, ”7)7\1771)7 contrary to what happens
in the last step of Convexification depends on uw and does not take values on a
compact subset, indeed if we put u" :=rW,, 7 € R we obtain

AYmon + V1 (u", U?n,n)
=X — Ar[PYB(W,, Wy,) + PV B(Wy,, W,)] + rvm.

"See @A) for the definition of Sj.
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Since Ay, — Ar[PY B(Wp,, Wy,) + PV B(W,,,, W,,)] takes values on

Span{W(l,Q)a W(s,z)}

we obtain rv(1, 1) for the projection of Ay, » + V1 (u, vf;%n) onto span{ W, 1)}
So, the projection goes to oo as r does.

Without compactness we are not able to use the Approximation Lemma ELTOH
below.

In the case of Galerkin approximations from approximate controllability we
could derive (exact) controllability using the bracket generating property of the
system but, in the infinite case we do not have a property like that so, we would
not be able to conclude controllability in observed component immediately from
approximate controllability (in the case we could somehow prove approximate
controllability).

In the next Section, using some more tools, we prove the so called solid control-
lability in observed component for system ([E93]) which implies controllability in
observed component.

4.10 Solid Controllability in Observed Compo-
nent

Definition 4.10.1. Let ¢° : M' — M? be a continuous map between two finite
dimensional C°-manifolds, 2 C M?' be an open subset with compact closure
and, S C M? be any subset. We say that ¢°(Q)) covers S solidly, if for some
C°-neighborhood N of ¢° |5 there holds: S C ¢(€2).

Let O C NZ be the finite set of modes we want to observe and, IIo be the
projection map from V onto span{Wj, | k € O}. Define, for each T > 0 and
each finite subset F C N3, the “end point” map

Er: V x L>=([0, T], R¥F) - O
(U(), U) — HO OSS(UOa F7 v, V)(T)

For any N € Ny define, also, the system

o 1. . N
N:{uk—Bk(u)-f—l/kuk-f—Fk-i-vk, ke (4.10'1)

deBk(u)—l—VEuk—l—Fk; k%KN.
that is the same as system ([EZ93) with KV as the finite set of controlled modes.

Definition 4.10.2. We shall say that system [[EI0T).N] is time-T solidly
controllable in observed component if for any ug € V and R > 0 there
exists a family

Vo, :={vp € L=([0, T],R"™) | b € Byy,r}

such that Er(uo, Buy,r) = Er(uo, Vuy,r) covers 53(11#0) solidly. Where, by
y#© we mean the projection of y onto_]R#O = O; By,,r s an open relatively
compact subset of a C°-manifold and; Og(y) is the closed ball

{r€ O] llz—yln <R} :={z eR*? | ||z —yll, <R}
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Below we will need also open balls we define them by
Or(y) ={z €O | |z —yln < R} :={z € R*? | [lz — y[ln, <R}

Proposition 4.10.1. System [EIL).1] is time-T solidly controllable in ob-
served component.

Remark 18. Proposition [{-10.1] implies controllability in observed component
and, it follows from Proposition [{-10.9 (with N = 1) below. Indeed given R >0
and ug € V, if T < TO it is included in the statement of Proposition 109
(with N = 1), otherwise if T > T° we apply any control v € L>([0, T],R"1)
(for example v = 0 — no control) up to time T — T arriving to some point
y € V. Put R:= R+ ||y* —ug'||. Then apply first part of Proposition [[-10.9
(with N =1 and T =T°) to the pair (y, R) € Vx]0, +oo[. The family V, g ov
will do.

Proposition 4.10.2.

1. For some T° > 0, every 0 < T < T° and every N € Ny the system
[EETT). N 4s time-T solid controllable in observed component;

2. For each pair (ug, R) € V x [0, +o0o[ the family
Vug,R = {Ub | be Bug,R}

can be chosen satisfying:

e The map b+ vy is (B, L2(0, T, R*N))-continuous and;

e The controls vyp(t) are uniformly (w.r.t. b and t) l1-bounded:
lve(t)]l1, < A= A(T, R, uq).

Since K! is saturating we have O C KM from some M € Ny. Fix M with
this property. We shall prove Proposition in two steps. Prove it in the
case N > M and prove the “back-induction” step it holds for N implies it
holds for N — 1”7 (N = 2, ..., M). These steps are the following subsections
ET0T and

4.10.1 First Step. Proposition .10.2k N Big

In this subsection we shall prove that the statement of Proposition EETOL2 holds
for N > M.

Decompose u € V as u = u™N + U"N where u"N := P"Nu, i.e., u"V is the
projection of u onto R*~. So U*N = P~*Ny is the projection of u onto (R*V)i.
Now write system [[EILI).N] as

ufN = PN (—yAu — PV Bu + F + )
UN = P~"N(—vAu — PV Bu + F +v),



98 CHAPTER 4. CONTROLLABILITY IN OBSERVED COMPONENT.

ie.,
ufN = —pAu™N — PFNPY By + PPNF 4+ v =: g(u) +v
UN = —vAU"™ — P~"PVBu + P™"F =: G(u).
Concisely we have
N =g(u) + v, U = G(u) t e 0, T). (4.10.2)

Let (ug, R) be an element of V'x]0, +oo[. Fix v > 1. Let T' > 0 be a positive
real number.
For each p € yOg(0) C R*~ define, on [0, T'] the constant control

vp(t) =T 'p.

Since v > 1 we have that Og(0) C yOg(0) and, fOT vp(t) dt = fOT T~ 'pdt =p.
The family V, := {v, | p € YOgr(0)} is parametrized continuously in L¢-norm
(¢ > 0), i.e., the map p — v, is (I3, L9(0, T, R#?))-continuous. Indeed for
q>0:

T
1T pe =T 'p1||%e = /O T~ p2 = pallf, = T p2 — alf,

Hence -
1T e =T *'pillpa =T 7 |lp2 — p1li,-

For g = oo: [T p2 = T p1fle =T [p2 — pulls-
We can also see that ||v,(¢)];, < T~'yR. To prove that the family V), is

the one we are looking for it remains to check that Er(ug, V) covers @R(u# 9)

solidly.
By the (I3, L?)-continuity of p + v, and (L2, C([0, T, V))-continuity of v
Ss(uo, F, v, v) we conclude the (I, {1)-continuity of

p = Ilp o Ss(uo, F, vp, v)(T') = Er(uo, vp).
Rescaling time: t = T¢, £ € [0, 1]. From ILZ) we obtain the system
ug™ =T(g(u) +v) U =TG(u) u(0) = ug, £ €0, 1]. (4.10.3)
which solutions, for v = v,,, will be compared with those of the following system:
yeN=p YN =0, y(0) =y, £€[0,1]. (4.10.4)
Put z = u — y. Then =z satisfies
SN =T(gw)+vy)—p 2N =TG) €€, 1],

ie.,
1
ngN = —vAuN — P"NPV By + PN F

1
FLEN = v AU — P~"NPVBu+ P rVE.
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which is equivalent to

1
ng = —vAu—PVBu+F.

Multiplying by z we arrive to

o7 gl < vl 2) + [PV B, 2) + |Fle
< vzl = v((y, 2)) + [(Bu, 2)| + C1|F]|||
and, since
b(u, u, z) =bly+z,y+22)=bly+ 2,9, 2)
=b(y,y,2) +b(z, 9, 2)
we arrive to

1 d

2 %2 2 2
2ngl»ZI < —vllz)° = v((y, 2)) + Cllyl*llzll + Clzlllzllllyll + C1| Fll|=]

from which we obtain
1d

T d§|2|2 +v]l2l* < Callyll® + Callyll* + Calz|lyl* + Ca| FI*.

By Gronwall inequality:

1 1
(67 < on{TCa [ @1 ach () +7Ca [ 1@ + (@ + 1 e
< exp(T)D1(|2(0)|* + TD2)

where D; and Dy depend only on v, R and ||yo||. Indeed y(¢) = yo + p€ and
o + P&l < llyoll + Cllpglli, and, [[p€ll;, < ~R. In particular we have (for fixed
ug, v and R):

Corollary 4.10.3.
1. If yo = ug then |u —y| < [Texp(T)]2 K

2. For “bounded” T and yo, say T <T1 and ||yo — uo| < B we have

1
=yl < K (Juo — yol> +1)”
with K independent of T (K depends only on v, R and ||yol|)-

Note that
]ET(U'Ov U;D) = HO o (bT(an p)(l)
where ®7 (uq, p) is the solution of system ([EI0.3).
Represent by ®°(ug, p) the solution of system @I0). Then Ipo®°(ug, p)(1) =
#0
uy - tp
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Now we compute
Mo o @ (uo, p)(1) — o 0 ©°(uo, p)(1)]i.

<|[Mo o @ (uo, p)(1) — o 0 ®°(uo, p)(1)]1,

<C||@" (uo, p)(1) = @°(uo, p)()|lm < C||@7 (w0, p) — °(uo, P)llc(o, 1), ).
By item [ of of corollary ELTO}

[Tlo 0 &7 (up, p)(1) ~Tlo © 8 (ug, p)(1)|li.. < CK [T exp(T)]?

where K is independent of T" and p. Thus

[Tl 0 " (uo, -)(1) — o © ®°(uo, ')(1)||C(VOR(O)7R:QN) = CK[TeXP(T)]% s
or, defining in yORr(0):

Gr(p) = Er(uo,p);  Go(p) :=Tlo 0 ®°(uo, p)(1);

1
0 _ : : 0 0y — ((=DR 2
Put T° = the unique solution of TV exp(T") sgocrk ) - Lhen
Riy—-1)
0
vT 6]0, T ] |:||GT - GO”C(’YOR(O),RfOO) S 2#&70} . (4106)

Note that the map Gy is just the restriction of a translation in R#*© — Gg(p) =
u#o + p — restricted to yOr(0) = O,z(0). By the Degree Theory” we have
that

[P ¢ 9(Ca0,5(0)) = 90, r(uf)]
= [deg(Go, 0,1(0), p) = deg(Ir, O-r(0), p— u®) = 1] (4.10.7)

Where I, is the identity function on O,g(0).
Yet by the Degree Theory we know that for every p ¢ 00, R(u# ) and every
continuous function ¢ : O, r(0) — R#© such that

[ = Goll oo, n(o), x20) < I = O, R (). |
= |deg(v), Oyr(0), p) = deg(Go, O4r(0), P)} 0 (4.10.8)

We claim that for T < T° we have that Gr(O4g(0)) covers 63(11#0) solidly.
Indeed, given 7' < T° and a continuous function ¢ : O,(0) — R#© such that

“1)R .
Il — G1llo(o, (), rES) < (72#(; we have, using (ET0LH),

16 = Golleo, n(o), x20) < 19 = Grlleo, n(0), x20) + IGT = Gollc(o, (). rE)

- (7—1)R+(7—1)R_ (y-1DR
2#0O 2HO  H#O

8Where the subscript “co” means that we are considering the “max”-norm — loo.
9See, for example, [6].

10Where ||p, A|| means the distance from the element p to the set A, i.e., ||p, Al := inf{||p—
all | a € A}.
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For w € Op(uif®) we have:

1 y—1R
o= 00 )l > s e = 905 (uf ), > T8

S0,
(@]
6= Gollo(o, 0, a2yl < 0 = 00, Ol

By E@I07) and IIR) we conclude that
deg(6, Oy (0), w) = 1.

which means, in particular, that the equation ¢(y) = w has a solution on
O,r(0), ie., 3(O,r(0)) covers Og(ul®).

4.10.2 Second Step. Proposition 102k “Back-Induction”.

In this subsection we “imitate” a driving using controls on R*¥ by a driving
using controls on R*¥-1, N = 2, ... M, M is fixed and satisfies O C KM.
Both drivings leading to the same projection onto R®*N-1 at final time but,
possibly going by paths with projections “far from each other” in the middle.
The projection onto the orthogonal space (R~ )J‘; of the paths will be H-close to
each other so, at time T' the two drivings lead to points close in H-metric. Hence
the end points of the projection onto the finite dimensional observed space O
are close. Solid controllability will follow from this closeness and (again) from
a Degree Theory argument.
Such imitation is then the key for the prove that if the system [[EII).N] is
solid controllable in observed component then so is system [[EEILI).N-1].
After we prove this “N — N — 1”7 step it will be clear, from the fact that
[T . M] is solid controllable in observed component (see subsection ELTOLT),
that system ([O3) is solid controllable in observed component, we just note
that the systems [[EILI).1] and @I3) are the same system.

To prove the “back-induction” step “N — N —1" we shall need some lemmas:
For the next Lemma we may consider again the case where the external force
depend on time:

Lemma 4.10.4. Given:
o A finite subset J C N3; J := span{Wj, | k € J}
o A function g € Wh°([t;, t¢], 1), such that q(t;) = ¢;

o An element Q; € J‘l/, the orthogonal space to J in V.

Then there exists a control v/ (q,Q;) € L>([t;, t¢], J) depending on q and Q;
such that the projection onto J of the solution of the NSE

up = —vAu — PYBu+ F + v‘](q, Qi), u(t;) = ¢ + Q

equals q on [t;, ty].
Moreover the map v” : (g, Qi) — v’ (g, Qi) is W12xJIi, L2(t;, tf, J)-continuous.
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Proof. Let q, qi, Q; and J be like in the statement of the Lemma. Consider the
(non controlled) NSE: u; = —vAu — PV Bu + F with initial condition u(t;) =
¢; + Q; =: u; and split it into
P’ (uy) = P/ (—vAu — PYBu + F)
P~ (u;) = P~/ (—vAu— PVBu + F)
’U,(tl) = U;
with the same initial condition, where P” (resp. P~7) is the projection H — J

(resp. H — J3). If we put v’/ := P/u and U’/ := P~/u we arrive to the
systems

J _ J _ pJpV JE
uf] = —vAu P’PVBu+ P’'F (4.10.9)
u(t) =gq

J _ J_ p—JpVv —J T
U; = —vAU P~"PVBu+ P~ 'F (4.10.10)
U’(t;) = Q.

In the system (EIOIW), for each k € J replace ug(t) by gx(t) arriving, in this
way, to the (closed) system

U/ = —vAU’ — P~/PVB(U’ PF
{ L= U740+ (4.10.11)

U’(t;) = Q.
We can prove existence and uniqueness of a strong solution for this system as

we prove existence and uniqueness for the “full” equation. We indicate only
how to find some estimates: Starting from approximate solutions

U= 3" Ultw

kekt\g
Jckk

(UE, W) = — v(AUE, W) — (P=7PYB(UYE + q), Wi) + (P~ F, Wy)
= —v((UPE, W) — (B(UE 4 q), W) + (F, Wy) (4.10.12)
Vk € KX\ (4.10.13)
U”L(t;) = Q7+~ = projection of Q; onto R*:~7,

from which we obtain the ODE
_ab - _.ab —ab ~
—k%U,;]’L _ _y/&%U;jL — 3wl (Wi, Wi, W) — k%Fk
m,nekk

J,L —J
Ui = Q;‘“

that has a maximal solution defined on [t;, tymqex[- Now we compute some esti-
mates that, in particular, imply t,q. = ty:
Multiplying, for each k, the equation [EIIIZ) by U,;] L and summing up we
obtain:

1d

S SR < —p UM 4 [(BUIE + ), U)] + |FlU
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and, after simplify the term with B, using some estimates from section and
Young inequalities, we obtain

d ~
FIUPEP + v UPH2 < ClUm 2 Plall* + Clgll* + ClFP?

from which we can conclude that for every s € [t;, t£]:

oIt <o [ ClaoPa(iQR+0 [ ool + 1FoRa)
<D ([|QilI* + 1)

where D; can be taken depending only in [|q||c(t,,¢,),1) . So for a constant
Cy depending only in ||glc,, ¢,],7) and [|Q;] we have

1O ety ¢, 54y < Ci- (4.10.14)

We also have

ty ty
[ 0@ de < Do e, (14 [ e a)

t; t;

tf _
+Ds [ laOl + P .
t

i

Hence for a constant Cy depending only in ||q||c(ft,, ¢,),5) and [|Qil| we have
||UJ’L||L2(ti,tf,J¢) < (. (41015)

From [EI0TA) and EIIIH) we have that

{(UJ’L)L remains in a bounded subset of L*°([t;, t¢], H)

4.10.16
(U7L) [, remains in a bounded subset of L2(t;, tf, V). ( )

Analogously if we multiply, for each k, the equation [EIILIZ) by —kU ,‘! L and
summing up we obtain:

d -
TNUPEI? < —o|UPE Gy + [(BU + @), AU + [FI| U |y

N =

and,
d .
%IIU‘]’LII2 + UMy < CIUPEPIUPE|* + Claliy + Claliy lUH)1? + CIF?

from which, using EIIT) and EIIIH), we conclude that for some constants
Cg and 04 depending Only in ||Q||C([ti,tf],,]]) and ||Qz||

||UJ7L||Lm(t,i,tf,J¢) < Cs; (4.10.17)
||UJ’L||L2(ti>tf>JE(A)) < Cy. (41018)

LE s fixed.
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{(UJ’L)L remains in a bounded subset of L*([t;, tf], V') (4.10.19)

(U7L) [, remains in a bounded subset of L2(t;, t7, D(A))

The existence of a strong solution follows some classical compactness theorems.
For the uniqueness we consider the difference w of two solutions V7’ =
V7 (q, Q;) and U’ = (¢, Q;) — w := V7’ —U’. Then from

wy = —vAw — P~/PYB(V' +q)+ P~/ PVB(U’ +¢),

multiplying by w, using some estimates from section 20 and appropriate in-
equalities, we obtain

d
Sl + vl < CluP (U7 + 4l

So, |w(s)]? < |w(t;)]? exp f:f C|\U”(t) 4+ q(t)||dt = 0. Then a weak solution is
unique and, so is the strong one.

We have just proved that the map (q, Q;) — U”(q, Q;) is well defined.
We claim that it is (L*(t;, ty, J) x (J), X)-continuous, where X is either
L= ([ti, tg], JF) or L2(t;, tg, JJ[-)(A)). To prove these continuities we proceed

as usually: Fix a pair (¢, Q;) € (W"* x Ji7) and consider another one (p, P;)
in the same product space. Define w := U”(q, Q;) —U”(p, P;). Then we obtain
the equation for w:

w=—vAw— P 'PVB(U’(¢q, Qi) +q) + P~/ PVB(U’ (p, P;) + p).
To simplify the writing we put Q := U’(q, Q;) and P := U”’(p, P;) so,
W =—vAw - P PYB(Q+q)+ P 'PVB(P +p) (4.10.20)
and, multiplying by w:
S w? <= v|w|® + [b(P; P, w) = b(Q, Q, w)| + [b(P, p, w) = b(Q, g, w)|
+[b(p, P, w) —b(q, Q, w)| + [b(p, p, w) = blg, g, w)]
< — vljwl? + fbw, w, Q)+ {Ib(~w, p. w) + b(@Q, p— ¢, w)||
6o — 0, @ w)| + { oo — ¢, b, w) + b(g, p— g, w)|}
from which we obtain
%lez +vflw]? < ClwQII* + ClIRQIIp — al” + Clw|*|p|?
+C(plI1* + gl — gl*. (4.10.21)

Then by Gronwall Inequality

ty
Jl2 155, < oxB[C / 1QE)I? + (1) d] (|w<m|2
t

i

0 [ o= aPUQWIP + @)1 + a1 dt),



4.10. SOLID CONTROLLABILITY IN OBSERVED COMPONENT 105

For ||p — q||z+ < 1 we obtain'?
||w||2c([ti)tf],3ﬁ) < CIHQi - Pi”2 + ClHP - Q||2L4 (4.10.22)

and conclude that the map U7 is (L* x Ji, C([ti, t¢], J3;))-continuous.

From T2 we obtain
ty ty
TR < ol .05, (1+ [ 1QEIE + o) P )
+ Collp = all2« (I1QIZ + )3 + lall3. )
< C2||w||2c([o,:r]7j§) + Callp — QH%M
for ||[p — ¢||pa < 1. Hence by EIIL2Z) we arrive to
Ip=alls <1 = [l ,.50) < CollQi = P+ Callp = qllf . (4.10.23)

and conclude that the map U7 is (L* x Ji;, L?(t;, tg, J{-))-continuous.
Now from equation ([EI020), multiplying it by Aw, we obtain

Sl + vl < (B +p), Aw) — (B(@ +q), Au)
< [b(P, P, Aw) = b(Q, Q, Aw)| + [b(P, p, Aw) —b(Q, q, Aw)|
+ |b(p, P, Aw) — b(q, Q, Aw)| + |b(p, p, Aw) — b(q, q, Aw)|. (4.10.24)
Note that
b(P, P, Aw) — b(Q, Q, Aw) = b(w, w, Aw) — b(w, Q, Aw) — b(Q, w, Aw)
b(P, p, Aw) — b(Q, q, Aw) = —b(w, p, Aw) +b(Q, p — ¢, Aw)
b(p, P, Aw) — b(q, Q, Aw) = —b(p, w, Aw) +b(p — ¢, Q, Aw)
b(p, p, Aw) —b(g, ¢, Aw)  =b(p—q, p, Aw) +b(g, p — ¢, Aw).

Hence from EIO24), from the estimates of section ZZ3 and from the continuity
of the inclusions D(A) — V +— H we arrive to

Sl + vful?y < O (lwlt il + ol 1@l i)
+C(Jlllplar i + QU= alileoliy ) +C (1l wl [l + Ip— gl | QN o
+0(Ip—allIpllwlzy + lallp = gl e )
By appropriate Young inequalities:
L + vl
<D([wPllw|* + wl21Q11*) + D(lwl?lply + QI — alf)

+D(Iplyllwl® + I = aly1Q17) + D(Ip = alfy Ipl> + lial*lp — affy ).
(4.10.25)

120f course we could ask for ||p — q|| 4 < D for any D > 0. What we need is a first bound
for |lplla-
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Thus

ty
HW&WMwymP/hWMMMﬂWNWHW%WKWWW
t;

ty

+D |MU—%U@GW@M”H@@W+W%UWMQ-

t;

Then using ETO2Z) and EETOLZ)
lp—alls <1 [ 2 2 2
N < D1||Q; — Pi||? + Dillp — }.
{ 1P = Qillj <1 lwlle e, e1,00) < Dl I+ D1llp — allz4

(4.10.26)
and conclude that the map U7 is (L* x (J), C([t:, t¢], Ji))-continuous.

From [EI0ZH) we can also obtain

ty
[ i ai

t;

ty
gmw%mmw0+[hmwwmwwmwuwm@@

+ Dallp = all3s (IQU3 + l1plI3s + llall3).

Hence by EI022) and EIN23) we have
lp—qlls <1
1P — Qill;p <1

= 10220, 0y, 55, ) < Dallwl, o1, 5) + Dsllp = all
and, by ([EEI20) we obtain

lp—qllrs <1
{ < Dul Qi = P2 + Dallp — a2

2
| P — QiHJJ‘; <1 = [Hw||L2(ti>tf’J$(A>)
(4.10.27)
and conclude that the map U7 is (L* x (J), L%(t;, tf, D(A)))-continuous.

Now we define another map on the product Wh*°([t;, ts], J) x Ji: taking
values on H:

I’ (g, Qi) —~ —vA(U(q, Qi) +q) — PVB(U’(q, Qi) +q) + F

Fix (q, Q;) € WY2([t, ts], J)xJ¢ and, consider another pair (p, P;) in the same
space. Again, as we have done before put Q = U’(q, Q;) and P = U”’(p, P;).
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We compute the norm of the difference

Therefore

T7(q, Qi) — T (p, P,)|

[vA(P +p) + PYB(P +p) —vA(Q +q) — PV B(Q +q)|
<WAP +p—Q—q)|+ |PY[B(P +p) — B(Q+ )l
<[vA(P+p—Q—q)|+|B(P+p)— B(Q+q)|

<v|P — Qliz +vIp — qljg + |BP — BQ)|

+|B(P, p) — B(Q, ¢)| + |B(p, P) — B(q, Q)| + |Bp — Byq|
<v|P = Qlz) + vIp — dlig + CIP = Qlpp ([|1P]l + [ QIl)
+C(1P = Qlarllall + 1Plp - alr)

+C(I1PIlp = alizy + 1P = Qlpylal
+Clp = gl (lpll + llal):

IT7(q, Qi) =T (p, )|
<uIP = Qliz + vlp — dlzy + C1IP = Qly (I1PIl + Q1 + )
+Cilp = alp (IP1 + 12l + llal )
<ColP = Qay (1 + IPII + QI + llall) + Colp — alioy (1 + 121l + lpl + ).

For [p—q|z+ < 1, and || P~ Qi < 1, using ([EEIIL2G) we obtain || P(t) - Q(¢)||* <
2D; and then |P(¢)]| < +/2D1 + ||Q(t)]]. So we can arrive to

07 (g Q) =T (p, P,)| < Cal P = Qliay + Calp — aliay (1 + IIpl)

107

(4.10.28)

Note that we have used the fact that ¢ € W1 and so, ||q|| is bounded. But we
can not “replace” ||p|| by a constant in the last member because, unlike as ¢, p
is not fixed and we are considering that p varying in L* topology.

t
/ ' |PJ(q7 Ql) - PJ(pv -P1)|2 dt

ti

ty ty 2
<20} [ 1P - QRydr+263 [ oty (14 ol at
t t;

7

ty
§2022||P - Q||%2(ti7tf,D(A)) + 2022/t lp — Q|[22]2(1 + ||p||2) dt

<CullP = Qlli2(s,.1,. peay) + Callp — allfa (1 + llplIZa).

Therefore,

using (EILZN):

{ lp—gllps <1

1P

= Qillgg <1

= IT7(q, Qi) =T7 (0, P) L2t ¢, my dt < Cs|Pi = Qill* + Cslp — a1
(4.10.29)
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and we conclude the (L* x (J), L%(t;, ty, H))-continuity of I'/.
Now we can indicate which is the control v/ appearing in the statement of
the proposition: In fact

UJ(Q) QZ) = q - PJFJ(qv Ql)

satisfies the statement. Indeed its (W'2([t;, ts], J)x (Ji:), L2(t;, ts, J)-continuity
follows from the (L* x (Ji#), L%(t;, ty, H)-continuity of I'/ and from the
(WL2([t;, tf], ), L2(t;, tg, J)-continuity of g — g.

To prove that the projection of the solution of the system

uy = —vAu — Bu+ F +v7 (¢, Qy), u; = q(t;) + Qi (4.10.30)
coincides with ¢ we differentiate ¢ + U7 (q, Q;) obtaining

la+U”(a, Qe = 4 —vAU’ (¢, Q) = P~'PVB(U” (¢, Qi) +¢) + P~/ F
= —vA(q+U’(q, Q) = PYBlg+U”(q, Q) + F
+¢— (—vAq—P'PYB(¢+U’(q, Qi) + P'F)
= —vA(g+U"(g, Qi) = PYB(g+U”(g, Q) + F +v”(g, Q1)
showing that ¢ + U”(q, Q;) is the (unique) solution of EIIL30).
To finish the prove remains to verify that v/ € L°([t;, t¢], J). Since g €
Whee([t;, t¢], J) we have ¢ € L>([t;, tf], J) and by
IT7 (g, Q)llv: < vI|Q +qll + 1Q + gll* + [ Fllv
<c(IQ+all +1Q+al* +|F]) < Cu. (410.31)
Hence I' (q, Q;) € L>=([t;, t¢], V') and then, P/T7(q, Q;) € L>=([t;, t¢], P7V’),
i.e., P‘]F‘](q, QZ) S Lm([ti, tf], J).lg
Moreover we can see that
o7 (q, QillLoo(its, 50,3 SNdllLoe (s, ¢1,3) + IT7 (@ Qa)ll Lo (it ¢41,1)
<Nl zoo (gts, ¢1,3) + DalIT (@ Qi)ll oo (s, 21, v

and, by [EII3T), we obtain
07 (q, Qi)llLoo(its,t,0,5) < D2 (4.10.32)

where Dy depends only on the norms ||q|| zoe(it,, ¢,1, 1), |2/l Lo (it,, 41, 5) and
QI Lo (it,,¢,1,54)- Then using EIIID) the constant Dy can be chosen depend-

ing only on [|gllw.(1t,,¢,, 1) and || Q. u

Definition 4.10.3. We call 6-metric the function defined on the product space
(L>([0, T],R%))? by

§(u, v) :=meas{t € [0, T] | u(t) #v(t)}.

3By the equivalence of V/-norm and l1-norm in J. One can check that V'’ coincides with the

1 1
domain D(A™ 2) of the operator A~ 2 and its Fourier characterization is V' = {ZkeNg upWy |

b
EkeNg uf < 4oo}. Forve V', ||y = £ EkeNg u?.
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Remark 19. The §-metric is the restriction, to the space of ordinary controls,
of the strong metric defined on the space of relazed controls (see [7]).

In [7 (Chapter 3) we can find the so called Approzimation Lemma that
says that a strongly continuous family of relaxed controls can be weakly ap-
proximated with arbitrary accuracy by a strongly continuous family of ordinary
controls. At the end of that chapter we can find a “Remark on the Terminology”
leading us to the following Lemma:

Lemma 4.10.5 (Approximation Lemma; [7]). Let A C R? be the converi-
fication of a finite set of points:

A := Conv{p1, p2, ..., Dr}

and, V := {v(t,b) € L>=([0,T]), A) | b € B} be a L'-continuous family of
A-valued functions. Then for each ¢ > 0 one can construct a family V¢ =

{ve(t, b) € L>=([0, T], {p1, ---, pr}) | b € B} of {p1, p2, --., pr}-valued func-
tions such that

e V¢ is §-continuous, i.e., b ve(-, b) is (B, §)-continuous;

o V¢ ec-approximates, uniformly w.r.t. b, the family V in relazation metric,
i.e., Vb€ B ||Jv°(+, b) — v (-, b)||rz < € and;

e The elements of V° are piecewise constant and the number of intervals of
constancy is the same for all b € B.

Remark 20. Note that §-metric and L?-metric (1 < ¢ < 400) are equivalent
in the subset of piecewise constant functions taking values on a fized finite set.
Also, since the controls take values on a finite set, the d-continuity of V¢ is
equivallent to the continuity of the lengths of the intervals of constancy of the
controls.

In Lemma EETOH is said that the intervals of constancy can be taken the
same for all b € B but, looking at [[7]; ch. 3] some of those intervals may
degenerate to a single point. We claim that we can suppose non-degeneracy of
the intervals,'*. We may even suppose that there exists a lower bound 6° for
the lengths of the intervals of constancy of the family V¢, i.e., for all b € B none
ve(+, b) has an interval of constancy with length less than 6°.

Looking at [[7; ch. 3] we see that the intervals of constancy are (or can be)
constructed in the following way: First we subdivide the interval [0, T into n?
intervals — L;, i=1,..., n? — with the same length — 5. Then subdivide
each one of these intervals L; into r subintervals — L;; j =1, ..., r — which
lengths length(Lq;) = [ v;(7, b)dr,  w(, b) =377_, v;(-, b)py, vi(t, b) € [0, 1],
depend (continuously) on b and the interval L;;, lays on the left of L;;, if j1 < ja.
To this partition is associated the piecewise constant control v,z(-, b) defined
by:

te Ljj = v,2(t, b) =pj; i=1,...,n% j=1,...,r
i.e., in each interval L; we use all the controls from {p1, ..., p,} using p;, before

pj, if j1 < jo. Note that as we have said before some control may be used for
time zero.

14Note that it is not enough to eliminate the degenerate intervals because the number of
intervals would not be the same for all b € B.
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Each v*(+, b) € V¢ have the form v® = v,2 for some n depending only on e.
We shall need the following strong result without non degeneracy of the
intervals of constancy:

Corollary 4.10.6 (Approximation Corollary). Let A C R be the convexi-
fication of a finite set of points:

A = Conv{p1, p2, ..., Dr}

and, V := {v(t, b) € L>=([0, T], A) | b € B} be a L'-continuous family of A-
valued functions. Then for each € > 0 there is ° > 0 and a family Z° :=

{z5(t, b) € L>=([0, T], {p1, p2, ---» pr}) | b € B} of {p1, p2, ..., pr}-valued
functions such that

e Z¢ is §-continuous;

o Z° c-approrimates, uniformly w.r.t. b, the family V in relaxation metric,
i.e, Vo€ B ||z°(-, b) — v(-, b)||rz < &

o The elements of Z¢ are piecewise constant and the number of intervals of
constancy is the same for all b € B and,

e For all b € B all the intervals of constancy of z°(-, b) have a length not
less than 6° > 0.

Before the proof consider the following Lemma:

Lemma 4.10.7. Given K >0, v > 0 and L € Ny. Define the sets

L
POZZ{(xl,...,xL)ERL|xizoazxi:K}

=1

L
Po={(a1, ..., ar) RV | 2, >0, Y 2 = K}

i=1
where 6 > 0.
Choose n € Ny such that (L:Zr# <7 and put
K
0= = 15 (4.10.33)
n

Then the map Py g = (Polﬂ7 e P(fg), defined on Py by:

1 K K

P&e(x) = (1 — E)(CC@ - f) + f,

is continuous, take its values on Py and, satisfies |P§ o(x) — zi| <.

The Approximation Corollary follows from the Approximation Lemma and
from the last Lemma. Indeed let € > 0 be a positive real number, put D :=

~{Ipill}, take K =1, L =r, v < 575-, n € Ny such that 2t < 5

.....

1580, 6 depends on both K, L and ~.
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and 0 = L.
The continuity of Py ¢ implies the continuity of the map

Zvjt b)pj > 2(t, b) = ZPge (t, b))
j=1

and then the family of the controls z(-, b) = Z;Zl Pg)e(v(t, b)) is parametrized
in L?(0, T, Conv{p, ..., pr})-norm.
The family Z $-approximates the family V in relaxation metric. Indeed

||Z(, b) - ’U('v b)HTﬂC
T
S/o |z(T, b) — (Tb|d7'—/ |sztb Zvjtbpj|d7'

(t, b) —v;(t, b)|Dd TvD -
<[ |Z|zj IDdr < TyDr < 5

Now apply Approximation lemma to the family Z and find a family Z% that
S-approximates Z in relaxation metric. Hence

122 (5 ) = v, B)llra < (122 0) = 2(, B)llra + [12(:, B) = 0, B) |1 < &

Therefore the family Z% e-approximates V in relaxation metric.

From the Approximation Lemma the number of intervals of constancy of
2% (-, b) is the same for all b € B and, the L;; interval of 22 (-, b) has length
fLi zj(1, b)dr > L6 for that n € Ny such that z2(-, b)) = z,2(-, b). Thus
all intervals have a length not smaller than %9 > 0 — a positive constant
depending only in €.

Proof of Lemma I The continuity of each Fj ,, and then of Py, is clear.

From ; ;
, 1 K, K
S Rip@) =Y [(1-)@wi- )+ T]|=K
i=1 i=1
and ) K K
Poox) = (l_ﬁ)xr’_n_LZ n—L=9

we conclude that P ¢ takes its values on Py.

It remais to estimate | P§ (x) — 24:

:}_E+K‘_K KS(L+1)K<
nL

[P o(@) —
O

Now, we are ready to start the proof of the induction step. Fix ug € V. By
“back-induction” hypothesis system [[EZI0T).N] is time-T solid controllable in
observed component so, there is a family V := {v(-, b) € L>([0, T], R"¥) | b €
B} parametrized continuously in L?-metric such that

Er(uo, V) covers OR(uO ) solidly. (4.10.34)
lo(t, B)lli, €S0 ¥t b) € [0, T] x B. (4.10.35)
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Note that, by [EI03H) we obtain
V(t,b) € [0, T] x B w(t, b) € Conv{+Zpey | k€ KN} 16
Then there exists = > 0 such that
Y(t, b) € [0, T] x B
v(t, b) € Conv{£Zey, £Z0mn | k € KN 7Y (m, n) € Sy_1} =: Cny  (4.10.36)

Now fix ¢ > 0 and e-approximate the family V taking values on Cn by a
family Z° := {z°(t, b) €| b € B} taking values on {£Zey, £Z0,,, | k €
KN=1 (m, n) € Sy_1} like in Corollary EIIA 7

Choose a real number 7 such that

0 <~ < |[uf® — OBr (ug, V)||;, — R.

Remark 21. It is clear that ||ulf® — OBz (uo, V)|, > R because of EEILIA).
To see that the inequality is, in fact, strict we suppose not and then, there is
p € OEr(ug, V) such that ||u#o —plli, = R. For the sequence of continuous
functions ¢, defined in B by

dn(b) == (1 - %) (ET(UO, (-, b)) — uzf@) + O

we have
1. zo

||¢n - ET”c(&ngff) = EHET”C(RRL‘@O) + E”u# ||loo —0;

1 1

¢n(V) = (1 — E)]ET(UO, V) + EU#O

1 1
- 2o+ g g

n n

Therefore

1 o
=(1-— —) —ut < R.
z ( - lp—ud |l <

1

1 1 2o
(1 - 5)p+ ~uff® € 09,(V) N Or(uf 0)
and then, for all n € Ng, ¢,(V) does not cover 53@#0) which contradicts
EID3A).
Now note that for z € Og(u®) we obtain ||u® — OEr(uo, V)|, < R+
|z — 0BT (ug, V)||iy, i€ ¥ < ||z — OB (uo, V)||;, and then

#7—0 < |z — OEp(uo, V)| (4.10.37)
By the continuity of S, there is £ > 0 such that
lv —wl|,e < &=

||HO OSS(’U/Oa Fa w, I/)(T) - HO OSS(’U/Oa Fa v, V)(T)HC(B,]R’;O < %LO

16Note that the norm used in ([EIL34) is the /1 one.

17Recall that Sy_; has been defined, in the proof of Proposition for N > 2 and in
the proof of Proposition BB for N = 2, as the set of “extracted” pairs of modes associated
with the new directions.
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Fix € < € and put
B (uo, 2°(b)) := I 0 Sy(uo, F, 2°(b), v)(T)

and consider ¢ defined on B such that
~
[90) = B, 2Ol 20 < 376

Hence

Y
||¢ - ET”c(B,RfOO < ||¢ - E%”c(B,Rfoo + ||]E§“ - ET”c(B,RfOO < %

and, by [IL37) we conclude

Vr € 63(11#(’)) [deg(¢, B, z) = deg(Er, B, z) # 0}

so, ¢(B) covers 53(11#0). Therefore E5.(ug, Z°) covers Or (u#(’)) solidly for all
positive e < & Moreover, for all pairs (¢, b) we have ||2°(¢t, b)||;; < Z. Therefore
for e < & system [[EIT).N] is is solid controllable by means of the family Z¢.

Now we fix € €]0, &[ and define Z := Z°;  z(t, b) := 2°(t, b). We shall com-
pare the trajectories generated by a control z(t, b) € Z with another generated
by some “appropriated” control taking values on R~-1,

To the control z(-, b) is associated a partition X (b) of [0, 7] into m non-
degenerated intervals of lengths xz; > 6 > O:

X() = (x1, z2, ..., Tm) € R™, m € Ny, le =T,
i=1
where m and 6 are independent of the parameter b. We put

AbD)={(0=ag, a1, ...,y =T)}

for the end points of the intervals in X (b). So,
A(D) € Ag :={(a, a1, ..., am) ER™ | g =0, ayy =T,

a—ai1 >0,y (;—a;1) =T}
i=1

Let w e R, w > 3. Now in [0, T] we want to define a function ¢, (-, b) associ-
ated to X (b) with the following properties

e ¢y (-, b) vanishes at the points o;, =0, ..., m;
e (-, b) € WEeo([0, T], R) with

w(l+6)

6w (-, O)llcqo, 11,r) < 1; | (- )| Los (0, 7, R) < 7

e 5(¢u(t, b), sin(wt)) < 2L and;
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e For fixed w, the map A(b) — ¢ (-, b) is (Ag, WH2(0, T, R))-continuous
(where Ay is endowed with the topology induced by R™+1).

We proceed with the construction of ¢, (-, b): For each ¢ € {1,..., m} put
pi = . Then subdivide each interval [a;_1, o] into
(i1, o] = i1, a1 + pilU[asio1 + piy i — pilUley — pi, o). 18
Foreacht =1, ..., m put
W(t —oi1) if tefou, a1+ pils
o (t, b) = < sin(wt) if telai—1+ pi, o — pils
%ﬂii_’”))(t—ai) it te o —pi, ]

Then the graph of the restriction of ¢ (-, b) to an interval [o;_1, ;] is a
concatenation of a straight line, a piece of the graph of sin(wt) and another
straight line. From the construction is clear that ¢, (-, b) vanishes at the points
a;, i=0,..., mand that ¢,(-, b) is continuous with |[¢, (-, b)|lc(j0, 7], r) < 1.
In the subintervals o1 +p;i, a—p;[ we have ¢y (£, b) = w cos(wt) 50,|d (¢, b)| <
w < w. In the subintervals Ja;_1, ai—1 + p;i[ and ]Ja; — p;i, ;[ we have
|¢w(t, b)| < i = Iﬂ < WL @. Hence we have ||<;5w(, b)|| Lo (0, 7], R) <

0
w00 Therefore ¢, (-, b) € Wh([0, T], R) and

w(l+0)
0

We see that ¢, (¢, b) differs from sin(wt) only in the intervals [o;—1, c;i—1 + pi|
and |a; — p;, ;] so,

l[éw (5 O)lwroo (o, 77, R) < 1+

, - ~ox 2T
0w (t, ), sin(wt)) = ZZM = Z2E < —.

It remains to check the continuity property. For that fix w > 3 and A € Ay.
Let v > 0 and B € Ay such that |A— B||;, <. Let A = (ao, a1, ..., o) and
B = (Bo, B, -- -, Bm) be the coordinates of A and B. Then we have |a; — ;] < v
fori=1,....,m—1,a0=0=0and a, =B, =T. For small v (y< %)19,
putting ¢4 and ¢p for the functions ¢,, associated with A and B, we have that
¢4 and ¢p differ only in the the following union of subintervals

0, min{pi', pt'} U min{p{, pi’}, max{p?, pi'}]

min{a; — p', Bi — p’}, max{a; — pf', B — p/’}]

max{a; — pf', Bi — p'}, min{ay, B;}]

min{«;, 5}, max{a;, 5;}]

max{a;, B;}, min{es + py 1, Bi + pli1 )]

Ulmin{a,; + py, Bi + piha b max{as + py, Bi + piia}]

Umin{T — pjp, T = pp}, max{T — pjn,, T = pn}]

Ulmax{T — pin, T — pB}, T7. (4.10.38)

U
U

C C

[
[
[
[
[
[
[
[

18Note that, since w > 3 we have pi < % and the subdivision is well defined.
19Note that for v < % we have v < pf‘ and v < p? forallz € {1, ..., m}.
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Now we prove that |[¢4 — éBllc(o,7],r) goes to zero as v does. For that is

enough to prove that (¢4 — ¢Bl|c(1,r) goes to zero as y does for every interval
I of the union

e For I = [0, min{pf, pP}:

sin(wpf) | sin(wpP)

lpa — ¢Bllcr,r) = max{ t}
BT pf ?
sin(wpy!) sin(wpP) .
== = min{pt, pi'} - 5 == min{pf!, pr} >
1 1

e For I = [min{pf', pP}, max{pf', pP}:
_ < A By _ s A B _
¢4 — ¢Bllcr,r) <(max{py, p } —min{py, py' }ll¢a — ¢Bllcqo, 1, ®)
1
<2fpt — pP| =2~ |2y — | <27
w w
e Fori=1,..., m—1and
— For I = [min{a; — pf, Bi — pP}, max{a; — pi*, B — pP}:

l6a —dBllca,r
<(max{a; — p;*, B; — pP} — min{a; — pi*, Bi — pP})da — dBllco
<2/(es — pi) — (B — pP)| < 2l — Bil +2lpi* — pP|

1 2 2
<oy 42w — | < 2y 4251 = 29(1 4+ ).
w w w

— For I = [max{a; — pf, Bi — pP}, min{a, B;}]:
lpa—  oBlloa,r

[0 =)
tel

— )
= max{ W(mw{{% - Pfa Bi — P?} — @)

 sin(w(B — pP))
—p¥

‘sin(w(ai —ph)

(max{a; — pi*, B — pP} — Bi)

3

A (min{ay, Bi} — a;)

sin(w(B; — pP))

—p?

(min{ay, Bi} — Bi)

}

l#a — dBllca,r) < (max{a;, B;} —min{ay, Bi})l|¢pa — dBllco < 27.

20Note that the maximum is attained at one of the end points of the interval I, because the
functions ¢4 and ¢p are affine in I.

— For I = [min{ay, Bi}, max{a;, B;}]:
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— For I = [max{a;, £;}, min{a; + pﬁl, Bi + pgl}]:

l¢a—  dBllow,r)
sin(c;vl(oli + o) sin(w(B; + pfiy))
k1 S e e R e U
: LA
:max{ ‘Sm(w(oz%m(max{ai, Bi} — i)

sin(w(: + pfa)

(max{ay, Bi} — Bi)

pf ’
sin(w(os + o)
‘p—AH(mm{ai + pﬁl, Bi + pr} — ;)
sin(w(f; + pPi))
- B L2 (min{a; + Pfﬂa Bi + PEH} — Bi)

— For I = [min{a; + pﬁi_l, Bi + pﬁ_l}, max{a; + pﬁi_l, Bi + pg_l}]:

l¢a — oo, r)
<(max{a; + py 1, Bi + 1} — minfai + phy, Bi + pPa )64 — b5l co
<2[(evi + Pﬁu) — (Bi + /-)51” < 2la; — Bl + 2|P§11 - PEH|

1 2 2
<2v 4+ 2—|{Ei+1 — yi+l| <2y + 2l = 2’)/(1 + —)
w w w
For I = [min{T — p2, T — pB}, max{T — p2A T — pB}]:

lpa — dBllcr,r)
A B . A B
<(max{T — py,, T — pp, } — min{T — p;,, T — pi }lloa — ¢Blloqo, 1, ®)

2 2y
§2|pﬁb _p7B;L| = E'xm _ym| < E

For I = [max{T — p2A, T — pB} T):

lpa — dBllc,r)

in(w(T — p in(w(T - py,
:Tglx{ W(t_ﬂ—wg—ﬂ‘}
sin(w(T — pA
:}W(max{T —pi, T —pBY—1)
in(w(T — pB
_ W(max{jj— pfl, T — pﬁ} - T)‘

Therefore since §; — o; and p2 — pA as v — 0 we have that for every interval

I in the union [EII3Y)
l¢a — ¢Bllca,ry =0 as v —0.

Hence
64 — d5llcor.) =0 as B— A (4.10.39)
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For the derivatives we have

T . .
/0 16a(t) — du(t)? di

min{p{', o7} . ) max{py', p7'} . )
2 / 1alt) — du(t)2dt + / 16a(t) — i (t)? di
0

min{pf, o7}

m—1 max{ari*P?7Bifp?} . . 2
S / [Ga(t) = ()] dt
i1 min{a;—p, Bi—pZ}

min{a;, B;} . .
+ / 16a(t) — du(t)? di

max{a;—pf, Bi—pP}
max{a;, Bi} | . 9
+f 9a(t) — I (D) di
min{a;, B;}

/min{ai+pf‘+1, Bitpr,}

+ |¢A(t) _(Z;B(t)|2dt
max{a;, Bi}
max{aﬂrp?_*_l,ﬁﬂrpi-l} . . 9
+/ |pa(t) — op(t)|° dt
min{a;+pfy 1, Bi+pP }
max{T—pa,T—pE1 . .
min{T—pa , T—pE}
T . .
+/ [¢a(t) — dp(t)|* dt. (4.10.41)
max{T—pfn,T—Pﬁ}

Now we prove that each one of the intervals on the right-hand side of ([EIZT)
goes to zero when v does:

min{p{, p7} . )
/ 1a(t) — d(t)? di
0
2
min{p{', pi’}.

sin(wpi)  sin(wp?)
< A - B
P P1

max{pf', p¥} .
/ 1a(t) — du(t)? di

min{pf, o7}
A : A ] ]
<(max{pi’, pi'} —min{pi', pTPl¢a — ¢5l1~0 7.8

B|(2M)2:(2M)21 (1+9)2,

A
— — — <4
|p1 P1 0 0 U)|m1 y1| > awy

21Recall that out of the intervals of @IIRR) ¢4 and ¢ coincide.
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Fori=1,...,m—1:

max{o;—ps*, Bi—p2} . . 9
/ |da(t) — d(t)[ dt

min{e;—pf, Bi—pP}

IN

(max{o; — p', Bi — pP'} — min{a; — p', Bi — p’P)l|da — ¢80, 1. m)

2 (14072 A B 2 (14072 A B
= - - N (B — pP) < - - . _ B, A _ 5l
dw? (=) I(ei = o) = (8 = pP)| < 4w (—=) (lai = Bl + o = F])

34“}2(#)2(7 + %m —yil) < 4w2(#)2(’y + %7)

ot (5000 2),

min{a, Bi } . .
/ [6a(t) = 50"

max{a;—pf, Bi—pP
. . 2
_ {sm(w(ai ) sin(w(Bi — pf))
—pit -pf
- (min{ay, B} — max{o; — Pf, Bi — P?})§

max{ai, Bi} . 9

/ 9a(t) — (1) dt
min{a;, B}

, . 14042

<(max{e;, f;} — min{ai;, Bi})da — G810, 1. 7) < 4w2(T) s

min{ei+p 1, Bitoa} . 2
/ |pa(t) — op(t)|” dt

max{a;, Bi}

_ {Sm(w(ai +pfy1))  sin(w(B; + Pﬁl))} ?
- A - B
Piy1 Pit1
! (min{ai + pﬁi—la Bl + pﬁ-l} - max{ozlv, ﬁl})v

max{ai+pf‘+1,5i+p?+1} . . 9
/ balt) - du®)dt
min{e;+p2 |, BitpB }
<(max{a; + pfy 1, Bi + pia} — min{as + phy, Bi + PP Dllda — éll7
> 4 i+1s Mi i % i1 M i (0, T,R)

1+46 1+46 2

§4w2( ! )2|(ai+pf+1)—(ﬁi+p§rl)|§47w2(7)2(1+a);

max{T—p},, T=pp} ,
/ 16a(6) — du () dt

min{T—p/,, T—pJ}
<(max{T — pp, T — pi} = min{T — pj},, T = p5 1) éa — d5ll7~0.1.5)

1 (15) ot~ 81 = 107 (F50) Lo — yml < o (F50)'

IN
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Finally for the last integral of IO we have

T . .
/ 16a(t) — da(0) dt

max{T—pf, T—pB}

in(w(T — pA in(w(T — pB) 12
[T ) ST ]y g, 7 o)

Since B; — a; and p2 — pA as v — 0 we have that all the intervals on the
right-hand side of (I go to zero as v does, i.e.,

|pa — d5lr20, 1k =0 as B — A (4.10.42)

Hence from (EEI39) and @I042) follows the (Ag, W2(0, T, R))-continuity
of A ¢A-

Now from the (B, Ap)-continuity of the map b — A(b) (which is equivalent
to the d-continuity of the family Z) and, from the (Ap, W1 ?)-continuity of
A — ¢4 we have the following corollary

Corollary 4.10.8. The map b+ ¢y, (-, b) is (B, W12(0, T, R))-continuous.

Imitation.

Now we “imitate” the control z(-, b) € Z taking values in {+Zex, £Z0,, | k €
KN=1 (m, n) € Sy_1} by a control 2% (-, b) taking values in R*~¥-1,
Take the solution u®(-, b) of the equation

u®(s, b) = —vAu™® — Bu® + F + z(-, b), u(0) =ug
and, consider its projection onto RN -1:
g (-, b) = P"™N=1u>(-, b).
Let {0 = ap < a3 < -+ < @y = T} be the end-points of the intervals of

constancy of z(-, b). For w > 3 define the control z*(-, b) by recursion in the
following way:

e In the first interval of constancy [, aq]:

z(-,b) if z(-, b) € {£Zex | k € KN}
(B = 0GR b) + VEESU(, D) em £ en), Uo) 72
if z(-, b) € {£E0mn | (m, n) € Sv_1}.

where Uy is the projection of ug onto J{ = (R*¥){z — the orthogonal
space to R*¥-* in V and, ¢7°(-, b) is the restriction of ¢* (-, b) to [ag, a1];

e If the control z*(-, b) is already defined in the first p — 1 intervals of
constancy (up to a,_1), we define it in the p* interval [a,_1, ] by:

z(-,b) if z(-, b) € {£Zex | k€ KN}
290, 0)i= 9 vV (, b) + V2ESU (-, b)(em £ en), UM (0p-1))
if z(-, b) € {£Edmn | (m, n) € Sn_1}.
22Here v*N-1 is the control given by Lemma BI04 for J = KN 1.
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where U" is the projection onto (R"~)i: of the solution of the equation
ul (-, b) = —vAu” — PV Bu™ + F 4+ 2"(-, b), u(0) = ug, t € [0, ap_1]
and, ¢;°(+, b) is the restriction of ¢>°(-, b) to [ap—1, ap).

We shall prove that at time T, «*(T) goes, uniformly w.r.t. b, to u*(T) in
L2-norm as w goes to oo, i.e.,

Lemma 4.10.9. For any € > 0 there exists w. > 3 such that
Vb e BYw > w:  |u"(T, b) — u>™(T, b)| < e.

We claim that if the statement of the previous Lemma is true and, if we put

v = %(H@ET(uO, Z), uwolli, — R) then, Er(ug, 2"¢) with e = 255 and C'is a

constant such that ||z[|;, < Cl|lz||lg (v € R¥©), covers Or(up) solidly. Indeed,
let ¢ be a continuous function defined on the closure of B such that

We i
¢ — Ez(uo, Z )Hc(Bfooo) < #0’

then
l¢ — Er(uo, Z)HC(B,RiiO)
<ll¢ —Ex(uo, Z°)llp gzoy + |Er(uo, 2°) — Ex(uo, Z)llo(p rzo)

Y Y
— 2—.
<#O+Os< 70

For z € Og(up) we obtain

1 1
¢ — E(uo, Z)llo(p rzo) <#—O||ET(UO, Z), uoll, —R < %”ET(U'Oa Z), i,

SH]ET(U(), Z)a x”lao

Hence deg(¢, B, z) = deg(Er, B, x) # 0 and so, ¢(B) coversOg(uo).

Therefore what remains to conclude the proof of the back-induction step and
then, the solid controllability in Observed Component of system (3] is the
proof of Lemma EETOLA that we present in the next section.

4.11 Proof of Lemma 4. 1T0.9l

First we note that at the times «; we have that the projections of u™ (v, b)
and u"(a;, b) onto R*N-1 coincide. In fact, denoting the projection of u* (-, b)
by ¢* (-, b) we have

qw(.’ b) = qoo(_, b) + Z %,n('v b)
(m,n)eESN_1

where

w o (t, b) == 0 it o(t, b) € {£Zey | ke KN}
T\ VIRt b)(em £ en) i 2(t D) € {£Zdmn | (m. n) € Sy}
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Since ¢* (-, b) vanishes at the points a; also ¢y, ,(t, b) does. Hence ¢>(a;, b) =
q“(a;, b) for all t =0, 1, ..., m. In particular for i = m we obtain ¢*° (7, b) =
q“ (T, b) and so, we need only to compare the projections onto (R*¥-1)%. For
that we shall need some lemmas:

Lemma 4.11.1. The solution of the controlled NSE
u = —vAu — PYBu+ F + v, u(0) =wug, te][0,T]

satisfies
lluell20, 7, 1y < Co

where C,, is a constant depending only on the norm ||v|| 2, 1, my->*

Moreover for a given family of controls {vg | B € B} bounded in L*(0, T, H)-
norm, i.e., if there is a constant K > 0 such that for all € B ||vg| 1200, 1, 1) <
K, then we can find a constant Cx depending only on K such that

HutB”LQ(Q 1) < Ck
where u” is the solution of
ul = —vAu® — PYBuP + F 4 vg, u(0) = ug, te€0,T].

Proof. Multiplying the equation by u; we obtain

vd
lug|* = —§E||u||2 — (PY Bu, ug) + (F + v, uz)
vd 9
< =5 el + Cllullluliglue] + o] + Jolfue]
S0,
Liul? < — L L ull? + CullulPluf?y + CoIFP? + Crfof?
5 Ut S 5 dt u 1| u 2] 1 1|V
T T
| o e < Collui om0+ [ (o)l an (411.1)
T
+2C,T|F? +2Cl/ |v|? dt. (4.11.2)
0

Multiplying the equation by u and Au, analogously as we have obtained the
“a priori” estimates in the proofs of existence of weak and strong solutions, we
obtain the inequalities

lullco, 11, 1) < luol® + CLllF + vllZ20. 7, vy

lull 220, 7, v) < 2llulleo, 11, 7y + CrvllF +vllZ20, 7, vy

lulleqo, . vy < exp(Calulleqo,m, m lull 20,7, v)) (ol
+ GollF + 00,7, )

[ull 20,7, D(ay) < 2lulloqo, 11, v) + C3HUH%)([O7T]7H)HuHé‘([QTLV)
+ C3|F + 0200, 7, 11)- (4.11.3)

23Recall that we have fixed v, F, T and ug. Otherwise the constant would depend on them.
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from which, looking at ([EITZ), we conclude that |[u¢||z2(0, 7, 7y < Cy for some
constant C, depending only on ||v|| 20, 7, m)-

The statement relative to the family vg is also clearly true from the previous
expressions:

In each one of the previous estimates if we “replace ||vgl| 120, 7, &)
by the bound K” we obtain bounds independent of . (4.11.4)

O
Corollary 4.11.2. There is a constant Cs, > 0 such that
Ve B |lu(, b)llr2, 7, 1) < Coo-
Proof. For allt € [0, T, b € B we have
lott, Bl < Emax{ [lzll, | € {ex, dmn | k€ KV (m, n) € Sy-1} }
so, we have that for some constant Ko
lv(-, D)l Lo (o, 7, 1y < Ka.

The result follows by the last part of Lemma EETTIl and the continuity of the
inclusion L>(0, T, H) — L*(0, T, H). O

If u(t, b) € {£Zex | k € KV71} in the interval of constancy [a;—1, a;] let us
call this interval of the first kind. Otherwise, if z(¢, b) € {£EZd.n | (m, n) €
Sn_1} on [a;—1, a;] we call the interval of the second kind.

Now we note that for u*(-, b) we can not find a bound for |[u{’| 20, 7, &)
independent of the parameter w because the projection ¢ (-, b) in an interval
of constancy I = [a;—1, ;] of the second kind, say v(t,b) = 0., on I, reads

qw(tﬂ b) =q~ (t, b) + (;5%7”(15, b)

and,

16120, 7, ®)

> / 162 ()2 dt = w? / cos2(wt) dt
laioi+L,a;—L [oio1i+L,a;—L

- w?Tt w

=w? B(L — 25) + ﬁ (sin(2w(ai — g)) — sin(2w(a;—1 + g)))} .

where L is the length of I. Since w > 3 (and L > 0) we obtain

. L 1. L. . L
168 00,7 = 0 + g (sin2utas = )~ sin2u(enr-+ ) |

Then we see that when w goes to oo also [|¢}’[| 120, 7, ) does and then, so does
ui’lL2(0, 7, m)-
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If we consider the projection U™(-,b) of u*(-,b) onto (R*~¥-1)%;, there holds
that we can find a bound for [|U*(-,b)|[12(0, 7, (r=v-1)+) independent of both
parameters b and w. If fact multiplying by U (-, b) the equation

Utw(7b) = —Z/AUw(',b) _ PiNNilpouw(Hb) 4 PN

that is satisfied by U" we obtain

U0 < 5 SN0 @D+ |FIITE (1, 0)

+ CIIU™(t,b) + ¢ (&, D)[[[U (2, b) + ¢ (¢, b) |12 U (£,0)]. (4.11.5)

After using appropriate Young Inequalities and integrating

T
/ U (1, b)) dt
0
SClHU (,b ”c ([0, T], (RFN=1)L) +Cl|F|

)
+Cl||Uw( ’b) ( )”C [O T] V)HUw( )+q ( )||%2(0,T,D(A))
SC”UM( 7b)||C( 0,77, (RN %) + T|F|

+O 10D o1, gy + 1O, v

X |:||Uw(, b)H%?(O,T, (REN=1)% ) + lg (-, b)”%ﬂ(O,T, RHN—1):| .
(4.11.6)

Multiplying the equation by U%(-,b) and by AUY(-,b) we obtain that U% (-, b)
satisfy the estimates (EI014), (ETLIY), (EIDI]) and EILIR) with U7F re-
placed by U™ (-, b) and we can easily see that there is a constant C,, ; depending
only on [|¢* (-, 0)|l¢(jo, 7], R*~-1) such that

U0, 71, ®on ) < Cuwp & U 0)]p2(0, 7, ®~v-0E ) S Cupe
(4.11.7)
Moreover the family {U;*(-,b)} is uniformly bounded, w.r.t. b and w, in the norm
of L2(0, T, H) because, in the “a priori”-like estimates above and in [IL0) we
can take bounds independent of the parameters depending only in the bound

Mazr(y, wye Bx 3,407 (- 0)llc(p0, 77, REN -1y }

<Dl v + | X dat )

(m,n)€Sn—1 c([0,T],RFN=1)

where C' does not depend neither on b nor on w. Indeed by [EEI3H) the
family v(-, b) is uniformly bounded in L?(0, T, R*~-1)-norm which implies that
¢ (-, b) is uniformly bounded in C([0, T], R"¥-1)-norm. Indeed replacing u
by u®(-, b) in the equations [EEITL3) we see that, since the family of controls
{v(-,b)} is uniformly bounded in L?(0, T, H) norm, we can find a uniform bound
D for the solutions u™(, b) in anyone of the norms C([0, T, H), L*(0, T, V),
C([0, T], V) and L*(0, T, D(A)). In particular
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4> C, D)l (o, 1), rev—1) < Dif[u™(:, b)llcqo, 1, 1y < DiD.
On the other hand || 2, yesy , Pmn( Dllc(o, 77, ron—1)} never exceeds the

value 2v/2Z. The we can the write:

Corollary 4.11.3. There is a constant C > 0 such that for all (w, b) in the
product [3, +oo0[x B:

102 B0, (1)) < C.
Another Lemma we shall use is the following:

Lemma 4.11.4. Let {z(-,0) € WY2([t;, t5], R) | o € X} be a uniformly
bounded, w.r.t. o, family, i.e.,

dC > 0Vo € & ||Z(7 0)||W1‘2([ti,tf],R) <C.

Then there is a constant D1 depending only in C' and in the length t; —t; of the
interval [t;, ty] and so, independent of o and w, such that

| sin(wt)z(t, 0)|lre < Diw™", and | cos(wt)z(t, 0)||re < Dyw™!
Proof. The Lemma follows by direct computation: Let s, r belong to [t;, ty]:
/ sin(wt)z(t, o) dt

= —w ! / —wsin(wt)z(t, o) dt = w™

—_
:N}
—
=
(@)
@]
w0
—~
g
~+
~—"
S~—
I
—
=
Q
~—
U
~

T

=—w! ([cos(wt)z(t, O’)]: - cos(wt)(%z(t, 0)) dt)
]

S

< —w ! eos(wr)z(r, o) — cos(ws)z(s, o)

! (/ cos?(wt) dt) : (/ ||%z(t, a)||2dt)%

_ _ 1
<202t o)l e, m) +w T = 52 C.

By the continuity of the embedding W2 — C° there is a constant C such that
[lu|lco < Chllullwr.2. Putting Co = max{C, C1C'} we obtain

[l sin(wt)2(t, o) dt <w 0y (2+ (ty —t;)2).

Analogously we arrive to

/Tcos(wt) (t, o)dt < w™ 102(2+(tf—t)%)

Hence

)
)-

[

Yo € BVs, r € [ti, t/] Ji sin(wt)z(t, o) dt <w™'Ca(2+ (tg —t)
g iy
q 7 cos(wt)z(t, o) dt < w'Co(2+ (t; — ;)

Therefore

)
)-

). O

| sin(wt)z(t, 0)|lre < w ' Co(2+ (tf —t;)
o e {|| cos(wt)z(t, 0)|lre < w1 Co(2+ (L — t:)

wl= NI=

=

Choose Dy = Cg( + (ty —t;)
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Corollary 4.11.5. Let {z(-, o) € W'2([0, T], R) | o € X} be a uniformly
bounded, w.r.t. o, family:

3C > 0Vo € & ||Z(, U)||W1v2([O,T]7R) <C.

Then there is a constant Do depending only in C and so, independent of o and
of the parameter b of our controls, such that

H(bw('ﬂ b)Z(-, G)H”C < D2w_1'
Proof. Let s, r be in [0, T] and suppose without loss of generality that s < r.
Put D:={t €0, T]| duw(t, b) # sin(wt)}.

/ "t D)2(t, o) dt = /D L fult DRt )+ / sin(wt)z(t, o) dt

[s,7\D
T
<2-C1C+mw T Cy(2+ T%)

< w_102(2T+ 2m + T%m). 24

Choose Dy = C2(2T + 2m + T%m). O
Now we compare the projections U% (-, b) and U (-, b) of respectively u* (-, b)
and u™(-, b) onto (R*¥-1)%. We claim that at time a;, (i =1, ..., m) there

holds o
|U™ (i, b) — U™ (s, b)| < Cjw ™! (4.11.8)

where Cj is a constant independent of the parameters w and b. In particular at
time T there holds

|U™(T, b) — U>(T, b)| < Cryw*. (4.11.9)

Note that (@I implies Lemma ETTY because as we have seen at time T
we have ¢“(T, b) = ¢*°(T, b). To prove EILT) we shall compare U* (-, b) and
U (-, b) in each interval of constancy:

e In an interval of the first kind U¥(-, b) and U®(-, b) satisfy the same
equation

U, b) = —vAU>(-, b) — ]3—;~c1v_1PV(U<><>(,7 b) 4+ ¢ (-, b)) + P"N 1 F;
Ugu(7 b) = —I/AUw(.’ b) _ P*K/N—IPV(U’W(.’ b) _|_qoo(.’ b)) + P RN-1F

e In an interval of the second kind, say v(-, b) = £26,,,, (m,n) € Sy_1,
U¥(-, b) and U™ (-, b) satisfy the equations

U(-, b) = —vAU™(, b) = P71 PY (U (-, b) + ¢>(+, b)) + PT"¥ 1 F;
U(, b) = =vAU"(, ) = P~ PY [U(, b) 4 ¢7(, B)

+VES (-, b)(em en)} + PN £,

24Note that m being the number of intervals of constancy, then [s, r] \ D is a union of at
most m intervals.
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Define the difference
n* (- b) :==U"(, b)) =U>(:, b).
For an interval [a;—1, ;] of second kind we find
W (s, ) = = vAR" (-, b) + PN PY U ) + ¢, b))
= PTNPY[U (e ) + g7 B) + VIEG" (- )(em £ en))
L EPTN1G,
Multiplying by n* (-, b) we obtain

(s, b
== vl (s, D)2+ [P PY (U(s, ) + 6% (s, 1), 0" (s, b)]
= [P P (U (s, B) + g (s, B) + VRS (5, )(em £ en)), (s, )]

+ (EP*”Nflam,n, 7 (s, b))

1d 2 2
S0 (s, D+ vln”(s, B

< (P ”Nfva(Uw(s, b) +4%(s, 1), 0" (s, b))
+ (P7FN- 1PV(U°° (s, b) + g™ (s, b)),nw(s, b))

U™ (s, b) + 0% (s, b), V226" (5, b) e % €0)), (5, 1))
Z6" (s, b)(em £ e), U™ (s, ) + (5, ), 1(s, b))
26" (5, b)(em £ a)), 1" (5, b))
EP N6, 0 1 (s, b))
=A:(s) + As(s) + As(s) + Aa(s) (4.11.10)
where we define
Ax(s) == (P72 PY (U (s, b) + 4 (s, b), 0" (5. 1))
+ (PN PY (UG, b) 4 4™ (s, ), (s, b))
As(s) =
(P PY (U (5, 8) + 0% (5. B), VEEG (s, b)(em £ en)). (5, D))
As(s) =
(P PV (VIEG" (s, b em £ en), U (s, ) +a%(5, 1), 0" (5, b))

(
PRN- 1PV(
(

ﬁﬁ

Au(s) == — (P—RN—lpv(\/ﬁw(s, b)(em £ €0)), 1 (s, b))

+ (EP*”NWW, 7 (s, b)).



4.11. PROOF OF LEMMA ?7. 127

To estimate [ (z, b)|> 2 € [ai_1, o] we will integrate ((ETLI0). In the second
member, for A; we have:

[Ax| < Cln“(z, D)l (z, BIIIIU (2, b) + ¢ (2, D) (4.11.11)

and by Young Inequality we arrive to

L (e P + vl (2, )P

4
<Dl (2, BT (2 b) + ¢ (= B +2 3 A,(2)
r=2

and, by Gronwall Inequality we obtain
a;

1 P <l D exp(D [ U5, 8)+ (s, b)| ds)

1—1

+2Z A, (s)E(s)ds (4.11.12)

i—1

with E(s) :=exp [] —Dl[[u™(t, b)||* dt. For r = 2 we have

/ As(s)E(s)ds =

—V22 ’ o" (s, b) ( RN 1Pv (U™ (s, b) + ¢ (s, b), em), 1" (s, b))E(s)ds

Qj—1
:F\/ZH/ o" (s, b) (P AN PY(UY(s, b) 4 ¢ (s, b), €n), 1(s, b))E(s) ds.
(4.11.13)
Now we estimate the derivative of the product

(P2 PY (U"(s, B) + 4™ (s, b), em), 0" (5, b)) Es)

C;i(P_"N 1pVv (Uw(s b) + q*(s, b), em), n"(s, b))

=(PN= P (U (5, ) + 67 (5, 1), em), 0" (5, b))
+ (P PY (U (s, b) + (s, b), em), 717(5, D))

<C|U™ (s, b) + (s, b)llemlizln* (s, b)|
+CU (s, b) + 4 (s, b)l[emlz 7" (s, b)]
<DIU™ (s, b) +4>(s, b)l[n* (s, )l + DU (s, b) + 4> (s, b)[||* (s, b)|

S0,

= d
/a IE(P*“N*PV(U“’(& b) + (s, b), em), 0" (s, b))|2ds

<D, / 107 (s, b) + ¢ (s, )| (s, )| ds

i—1

D, / U™ (s, b) + (s, )12l (s, b)[2 ds

i—
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and, for

(P—KN_lpV (U™ (s, b)+q>(s, b), em), n°(s, b))‘ we obtain the bound
‘(P*“NAPV(UW(S, b) +¢>(s, b), em), n" (s, b))‘
<CIU*(s, b) + a7 (s, b)l[[lemlIn (s, )| < DIU* (s, b) +¢> (s, D)l (s, b)||-

Hence, by IT4) and @ITD) and Corollaries EETT2, we conclude that
the family

{ (P"“N—lPV (U™ (s, b) + ¢ (s, b), em), 0" (s, b)) }

is uniformly bounded, w.r.t. w and b, in W2 ([o;_1, ;])-norm.
For E(s) we find

|E(s)] < exp(TD[[u>(-, b)llc(o, 11, v)) < Ci (4.11.14)

d
[ EG) < [u™(, D)lleqo,m,v)Cr < Co (4.11.15)

where C7 and Cs do not depend neither on b nor on s. In particular F is
uniformly bounded in W1 ([a;_1, a;], R)-norm and then also the family

{(Py=PY (U (5, 0) + 4% (5, 1), em), 0" (s, b)) E(s) }

is uniformly bounded in W1’2([o<¢_1, a;], R)-norm.
Therefore by EEITI3) and Corollary EETT.H there is a constant K7, indepen-
dent of z and of the parameters w and b, such that

z

6" (s, b) (P~ P¥ (U"(s, 1) + 4™ (s, b), em), 0" (s, ) ) E(s) ds

Qj—1

SKlw_l

If we replace m by n we obtain a similar estimate and then, we conclude that
for some constant K5 independent of z, w and b:

/ A2 dS

Analogously we conclude that for some constant K3 independent of z, w and b:

/ A3 dS

Recalling equation (E3H) and supposing without loss of generality that m < n,
we have

< Kyw™ . (4.11.16)

< Ksw™ . (4.11.17)

PYB[V2E4" (s, b)(em + €4)] = 22(¢" (s, b)) PV B[(em + €4)]
£25(6(s, 1))
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Therefore

_ / CF2E( (5, D) £ ] (PN 005, ) Els) ds

I
)
[\
[1]
—
©-

S
CIJ
@‘

\_/

} (5m,na n" (s, b))E(s) ds
2(6" (5, )" = 1] (mns 1 (s 1)) E(s) ds

cos( 2wt Om,ns M (8, b))E(s) ds

[I]

IN
-+
[1

|(Om.ns 1™ (s, D)||E(s)] ds.
[aiz1,2]\I
where I = a1, 2] N [o;—1 + %, o — %]

By [ITTA) we have that

and Ll =0 — OG-

/ (Brnms 1 (s, D)|E(s)]ds
[0‘1 1 Z]\I

w 2L; _ w
<CilOmn, 1 (5, W)loqo, 1,3 =~ < w Lol (s, )l e (o, 71, @en-1)4)

where the constant K can be taken independent of (m, n) € Sy_1, because
Sn_1 is finite.
For the derivative of the product (§pm.n, 7% (s, b)) we find

d
dt(
so, by [EILE), @EITM) and corollaries and we conclude that for
some constant Cy independent of w and b: ||(6m.n, 7 (-, 0))llwr2(o, 71, 7) <
Cs. So by the uniform boudedness of E(-) in W([0, T}, R) we conclude the
uniform boudedness of (8., n% (s, b))E(s) in WH2([0, T], R).
By Lemma EETT Al there is a constant C, independent of w and b, such that

Smns (8, ) = (6mn, 1(s, b)) < K[ (s, b)|

S 01(211))71

/1 cos(2wt) (S, 1 (s, ) E(s) ds

/ Aq(s)E(s)ds

and, again by @IT4) and EIL) we arrive to

/ A4 dS

where K is independent of b and w.

Hence

C, _ _ w
S Y w T Ko|n® (s, D)oo, 1, mev-1)%)

< Kyw™ . (4.11.18)
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By equation @ILIZ) and estimates EILIH), EILIN) and EILIR) we

obtain

[n* (2, b)|?

T 4 z
<l D exp(D [ (s, 0P ds) 4230 [ A(s)EGs) ds
0 r=2"Y -1

<D |’I7w (041;1, b)|2 + Dg’w_l.

In an interval of the first kind we just have As = A3 = A4 = 0 on (EILIN) and
then we obtain

" (2, b)?
T

<l (@i WP exp(D [0, 8)+ (s, B ds) < Dila(asor, B
0

Therefore in any interval of constancy (either of first or second kind) we have
7 (2, b)|* < Diln* (i1, b)|* + Dow™" (4.11.19)

where Dy and D5 are independent of z € [a;—1, a;], of the parameters w and b
and of ¢ € {1, 2, ..., m}, i.e., of the interval of constancy.
We prove ILH) by induction on i:

e i =1: At time oy, by [EILIJ), we have
U™ (a1, b) = U (a1, b < Dyw™" 2

Choose C; = Ds.

e Induction Step: Suppose that at time «;_1; we have
U (a1, b) — U (i1, b)|* < Ci_qw™t.
Then by EITTY), we have
U (i1, b) = U™ (i1, b)[?
<D (ﬁw‘l)Q + Dow ! = [D1m2w_l + DQ]w_l

< [ch¢,12% + Dg}wfl.

Choose C; = DlCi_lzé + D,.
Therefore (ILH) holds.

25Remember that both u® and u¥ start at ug at time 0.



Chapter 5

L2- Approximate
Controllability.

The following Proposition says that for any 7" > 0, system (33 is time-T
approximately controllable in L2-norm.

Proposition 5.0.6. For any ugp € V and T > 0, the attainable set at time T
from ug of system B is dense in H.

Proof. Fix e > 0, ug € V, 1 € H and T > 0. We prove that it is possible to
drive the system from ug to the ball {y € H | |y — 21| < ¢}. For that, first
we set M € Ng such that |xy — P*™ x| < 5, where P" is the projection map
onto R"™ and, consider the system [[ZI0).M]. As we have seen in the first
step of the proof of Proposition (section EETTL)), there is a control vys
taking values on R*™ and driving the system from wug to some point u# such

that P*vyu} = Py g, Moreover by item [I of Corollary we have
[udl — PrvyM| < KT exp(T)]>.

Now (see Lemma ELTOLO) we imitate vas by another control vys—; taking values
in R®"™-1 and driving the system to a point quyjfl € V such that

M—1 M €
— <
g up | < oM

Repeating this procedure of imitation, at each step we find a control v;_; taking
values in R"~! and driving the system to a point u%?l € V such that

up ' —ui| <

£
~2M’

2
Let T' < Ty where T} equals the unique solution of T} exp(Ty) = (ﬁ) . The

control v! takes its values on R*' and drives the system to a point u}. € V
satisfying

M
jub — 1] < Y fult — |+ [l — Prrad | [Pl - ).
1=2

131
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Since P*My}!l = PrMz; we have
juh — 1| < 5 (M = 1)+ K[Texp(T)]} + 5 <.

Hence the Proposition is proved for T' < Ty. If T > T} we apply an arbitrary
control up to time 7' — T} arriving to some point yp € V and then drive the
system in time T3 from yo to the ball {y € H | |y — z1| < e}. O
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