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ON WIENER’S VIOLENT OSCILLATIONS, POPOV’S CURVES AND HOPEF’S
SUPERCRITICAL BIFURCATION FOR A SCALAR HEAT EQUATION

PATRICK GUIDOTTI AND SANDRO MERINO

ABSTRACT. A parameter dependent perturbation of the spectrum of the scalar Laplacian is studied for
a class of nonlocal and non-self-adjoint rank one perturbations. A detailed description of the perturbed
spectrum is obtained both for Dirichlet boundary conditions on a bounded interval as well as for the
problem on the full real line. The perturbation results are applied to the study of a related parameter
dependent nonlinear and nonlocal parabolic equation. The equation models a feedback system that
e.g. can be interpreted as a thermostat device or in the context of an agent based price formation
model for a market. The existence and the stability of periodic self-oscillations of the related nonlinear
and nonlocal heat equation that arise from a Hopf bifurcation is proved. The bifurcation and stability
results are obtained both for the nonlinear parabolic equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions and
for a related problem with nonlinear Neumann boundary conditions that model feedback boundary
control. The bifurcation and stability results follow from a Popov criterion for integral equations after
reducing the stability analysis for the nonlinear parabolic equation to the study of a related nonlinear
Volterra integral equation. While the problem is studied in the scalar case only it can be extended
naturally to arbitrary euclidean dimension and to manifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [I4] the authors consider a simple model of a one-dimensional temperature control system given
by

Ut — Ugy = 0 in (0,00) x (0,7),

(11) U (t,0) = tanh(Bu(t,)) for ¢ € (0,00),
ug(t,m) =0 for t € (0, 00),
u(0,-) = ug in (0,m),

where heat is injected /removed from the interval [0, 7] at the left endpoint = 0 based on a temper-
ature measurement taken at the other endpoint x = w. The system is controlled by the parameter
B > 0 which models the intensity of the heat injection/removal. The trivial solution u = 0 represents
the desired equilibrium state of the system. As it turns out, it can only be obtained with certainty
(and independently of the initial state) up to the critical parameter value 5y &~ 5.6655, at which a Hopf
bifurcation occurs causing the loss of linear stability of the trivial steady-state and the appearance of
periodic solutions. The problem first introduced in [14] was inspired by a remark in N. Wiener’s book
“Cybernetics” on possible violent temperature oscillations for a badly designed thermostat device that
is quoted in [I4]. Subsequently the problem received attention in a series of papers [9], [7], [8], [17],
[18], [19], [23] mainly due to its novelty and the interesting properties hidden behind its apparent
simplicity.

The Hopf bifurcation phenomenon engendered by the nonlocal nature of the boundary condition has
also inspired an application, presented in [13], to a market price formation model introduced by J.M.
Lasry and P.L. Lions. In particular, in that specific context a similar Hopf bifurcation scenario shows
that “demand” and “supply” do not simply lead to unique equilibrium prices but can produce price
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oscillations. The phenomenon emerges on the basis of the modelled behaviour of the population den-
sities of buyers and sellers positioned in a liquid market over a continuum of prospective transaction
prices.
Problem (|1.1)) can be conventiently weakly formulated as the abstract Cauchy problem

w4+ Au = —tanh(,@’u(t, 77))(50, t >0,

u(0) = uo,
in the space H™! = H'(0,7)’, where the unbounded operator A defined on H™! and with domain
dom(A) = H'(0,7) is the one induced by the Dirichlet form a(u,v) = [ uzvy dz defined on the

product space H(0, ) x H(0, 7). We refer to [14] and [I5] for additional details.
In this paper, taking inspiration from that model we consider the following heat conduction problem

(1.2) ug + Apu = —f(B{0aq,u)) b0, t>0,
' u(0) = uo,

for the unbounded operator Ay, : H} ¢ H;' — H; ', where it holds that H} := H}((—L, L)) and that
H!':= Hi((—L, L)), =H'((—L, L)), and where Ay, is the operator induced by the Dirichlet form

L
a:H: xH} SR, (u,v) — a(u,v) = / Ug Uy dT
—L

on the interval (—L, L) with L € (0, 00| and for a smooth bounded globally Lipschitz non-linearity f
satisfying the conditions f(0) = 0, f’(0) = 1, and sign(f) = sign(idg). We also assume, without loss
of any generality, that z¢ € (0, L). The Cauchy problem can be thought of as a heat conduction
model with a source placed in the origin which is controlled by a temperature measurement at another
point x( in the domain.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sections 2 and 3 are devoted to the study of the
linear problems for L = oo and L < oo, respectively. In particular, a detailed understanding of the
dependence of the spectrum of Agr = Ay + ﬂégé;ro on the parameter [ is obtained. The main results
of this paper require the preparatory ground work of Section 4 on the instrumental Volterra integral
equation associated with . They are given in Section |5, Theorem for the Volterra integral
equation and, in Sectio Theorems and for the nonlinear heat equation . In Section |§|
we also state Theorem that settles a conjecture of [I4] and that motivates the approach described
in [I6] and the analysis performed in the present article. The main results are valid for L < oo
only. The case when L = oo poses additional difficulties and may be the subject of further research.
One difficulty incurred when L = oo is the fact that the continuous spectrum of the linearization is
not bounded away from the imaginary axis. Nevertheless a partial investigation of the case L = oo
is included since it is simpler, in certain aspects, and contributes to the understanding of the case
L < 0.

2. THE LINEAR PROBLEM ON THE REAL LINE

We first consider the linearized problem obtained by choosing f = idg. This amounts to under-
standing the operator

(2.1) Apg=Ap+ Bood,,  Hp c Hy' — H ',

where we use the suggestive notation 5;0 for the trace/evaluation operator 7y,, at the point z9. The

T

o> for which it is well-

operator Ay g is a relatively bounded rank one perturbation of Az, by B = 304
known that —Aj, generates an analytic cg-semigroup T (t) = e tAL on Hzl. When the case L = oo is

considered, the index will be dropped for simplicity so that, e.g., A and H*' will be used instead of
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Ay and HE! if a more consistent notation were to be applied. When L = oo, it is well-known that
1 -1
—tA - 1
e ug = e 4 xug, ug € L' (R
vart ’ (&)

whereas the case L < oo will be discussed in more detail later. The perturbation B satisfies

1 _1_
BeL(H: ™ H, ),
1
for any € € (0,1] and any L € (0,00], due to the embedding Hi+€ — BUC(-L,L) and due to
_1_
dp € H;? °. The notation BUC(—L, L) refers to the space of bounded and uniformly continuous
real-valued functions defined on (—L, L). The following simple remark is useful for the case L = co.

Remark 2.1. It holds that H' < Co(R). This follows from the fact that (1 + |- [2)24 € L2(R) by the
definition of H', which, in turn yields

Jranas < [ @+ el as)*| [ o) <l

The Riemann-Lebesque Lemma then gives the claimed embedding since

—

u=F(a) = F(a),
where f(z) = f(—z) and f(w) = F(f)(w) = [ e~ f(z) dx is the standard Fourier transform.

Returning to the operator B, we see that it is indeed a relatively bounded perturbation thanks to
the interpolation inequality for Bessel potential spaces which yields

i+25 %—25
[Bullg 1 < ¢lu(zo)] < CIIUIIHL%+E < cllullg-rllully, — < dllullay + esllully;,

which is valid for any § > 0 by appropriate choice of the constant ¢s > 0. It then follows from a
classical perturbation result for generators of analytic semigroups (see [21, Theorem 2.4 on page 499)])
that Ag also generates such a semigroup on Hzl for any 5 € R. In [10], Desch and Schappacher
show directly that relatively bounded rank one perturbations of generators of analytic cg-semigroups
preserve the generation property. They also show that this is not the case for non-analytic semigroups
and, in fact, leads to an alternative characterization of analyticity of a semigroup. Later in [5], Arendt
and Randy show that positive rank one perturbations of the generator of a holomorphic semigroup
preserve not only the generation property but also positivity. They approach the problem via resolvent
positivity which, for a given linear operator C' : dom(C) C F — E amounts to the validity of

(A= C) : dom(C) — E is bijective and (A — C)~! is positive for A\ > w,

for some w € R and characterizes positivity of the corresponding semigroup T (t). This clearly requires
E to be a Banach lattice, see [5]. As it is known that —A generates a positive semigroup, we see that
the same remains true for —Ag for any 8 < 0. We are, however, interested in the parameter range
B > 0. It is therefore natural to ask whether the semigroups remains positive for any parameter value
in this regime.

Proposition 2.2. Let 8 > 0. Then —Ag is not resolvent positive and, consequently, the corresponding
semigroup TAﬂ 1s not positive.
Proof. The space H! becomes a Banach lattice if one defines

u >0 iff u(z) >0 for z € R.

This follows from the continuity of any u € H'. One can then make H™! into a Banach lattice as well
by defining
T > 0iff (T,u) > 0 for every u > 0,
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for any given T'€ H™!. Next notice that the resolvent equation for —Apg, given by
(s + Ag)u = (s + A)u + pu(zg)do = f,

can be solved for u by observing that
u=(s+ A" f — Bu(zo)(s + A) 1.

Then, evaluating the last expression at z, solving for u(xg), and reinserting the result back into the
formula above, one obtains

[(s +A) " f] (o)
14 B[(s + A) =] (o)

for any s > 0. More precisely, this holds for s € p(—A) N p(—Ag), where p(—A) and p(—Ag) denote
the resolvent set of —A and —Ag, respectively. It will be shown later that

p(=A) N p(—=Ag) = p(—=Ag) > (0,00).
Also observe that (s + A)™! = “(s — 0,,) 1" is given by convolution with the kernel

u=(s+Ag) f=(s+A)f-B (s + A)~1og,

(2.2) Gs(x) = 2\1/5 e~ Valel

whenever the convolution makes sense. Now take f = J, for y € R to be determined later. Then the
solution of (s + Ag)u = f is given by

B Gs(zo—y)
(2.3) u(z) = Gs(z —y) 61 3G (20) Gs(x), z € R,
so that
1 \f' | 2\1[67\/§|x0*y|
u(0) = —=e VU — 2 .
=3 E—
Setting y = x(¢ one gets that
1 e\/g‘xo‘
w(0) = ——eVolzol (] — .
0) N ( 61 + ﬁge—\/glxol)

As long as 3 > 0, it follows that u(0) < 0 for s > sg > 0 and some sq > 0 and, since v € H!, also that
u # 0, showing that

(s + A) 716, £ 0 for s > s,
and the claim follows since 6,, > 0 in H™L. O

Remark 2.3. We will analyze the operator Ar g (L < 0o) later, in which case the above proposition
remains valid. In that case, however, a weaker positivity property holds up to a critical value B4 > 0.

By providing a careful spectral analysis of the operator Ag, it will be shown below that, not only
positivity is lost but, in fact, (1.2)) possesses oscillatory solutions.

Remark 2.4. While —Ap, g (L € (0,00]) generates a holomoprhic semigroup, the solutions of the linear
Cauchy problem are not smooth, since any solution u will clearly have non-differentiable derivatives
whenever u(xo) # 0, as follows from the fact that

Ut — Uy = —BU(JT())(S().
Analyticity of the semigroup entails that e tAL.8 (HEI) C dom(Az,ﬁ) fort >0 andn € N (see [26,12] ).

This shows that the singularity of a solution e *48.Lvy does not deteriorate as more derivatives are
taken in the sense that

u € Hp, Apu+ Bu(wo)dy € HE,
Ap[Apu + Bu(w)do] + B[ALu + Bu(zo)do] (z0)do € Hy, ...



A PARABOLIC OSCILLATOR 5

and that w € H™(R\ {0}) for any m € N. Thus u(t,-) € C®°(R \ {0}) for any t > 0 and for any
ug € H™', and, consequently also u € C®((0,00) x (R\ {0})).

For the case L = oo we obtain the following result on the sprectrum of the perturbed operator.
Again the case L < oo will be considered later. However, for finite L the results of our analysis will
not be equally explicit as for L = oo. We shall use the notation ¢}, and o, for the point and continuous
spectrum, respectively.

Proposition 2.5. There is a critical value By = 7 such that
0(=Ap) = 0c(=Ap) = (—00,0], op(—Ap) =0

for B €[0,5p). There is a further critical value By > By, whose value can be determined explicitely as
b1 = %63”/4 such that for any B € (Bo, f1) the continous spectrum remains unchanged, i.e.,

oc(—Ag) = (—00,0],
whereas the point spectrum is genuinely complex

Up(—Ag) = {)\1’5, . 7)\n5,6} C C\R

and varies with B € (5o, B1). The point spectrum is never empty for f € (Bo, S1) and consists of
finitely many, genuinely complex, isolated eigenvalues that form conjugate pairs in the interior of the
left complex half plane.

For B = (1, a first pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues reaches the imaginary axis. The pair crosses
into the right complex half plane for B > 1, yet never reaches the positive real axis as  — oo.

As B increases beyond B1, additional pairs of complex conjugate eigenvalues are ejected from the real
continuous spectrum into the left complex half-plane and migrate towards the imaginary azis, eventually
crossing it, pair after pair. For any finite 5 > 0, there is only a finite number of conjugate eigenvalue
pairs. None of the pairs ever reunites on the positive real axis as f — oo.

Proof. As previously mentioned, it holds that
(s + A)~1f](20)
1+ ,8[(8 + A)_lfs()] (:L’o)

This shows that, if s € p(—A) = p(—Apg=¢) = C\ (—00,0], then s € p(—Ag) unless it so happens that
1+ B[(s+ A)~180] (zo) = 0. The latter equation is equivalent to

(S + A)_ICS().

(s+Ag) ' f=(s+A)7'f-8

(2.4) 2V/s + e TVE =0

thanks to (2.2). Zeros of this equation in C\ (—o0, 0] are simple poles of the resolvent and, as such,
are eigenvalues of —Ag. This follows from a classical result found e.g. in [28, Theorem 3 on page 229].
Before tracing the path of the complex conjugate pairs in more detail, we provide a qualitative de-
scription of the consequences of varying 5. The function is holomorphic in the open domain
G :=C\ (—00,0] and can be written as f + g for f = Be~*°V" and g = 2y/-. Since f never vanishes
for 8 # 0 and since g is bounded on any compact subset K of G, it is clear that |g| can be dominated
by | f| on any such K by making |3| sufficiently large. It follows from Rouché’s Theorem that, for any
compact K C G with smooth boundary, there exists a S(K) > 0 such that has no zeros in K for
any 8 > B(K). An analogous statement for 5 < 0 clearly also holds. Thus, increasing or decreasing
B, all eigenvalues of Ag exit from any given compact subset of G.

The solutions of with s = —|s| € (—o0, 0] and, consequently, with Re(y/s) = 0 can immediately
be obtained from the validity of

Re(e™20V%) = 0 and 2Im(+y/s) + S Im(e~™V®) = 0.
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A separate discussion for positive and negative values of S produces all negative real solutions of ([2.4))
for 8 # 0. They are given by

4k +1)%72 4k +1
sz:—% forﬁ;:uandkzo,l,l...
4z oy
and ( 5 o ( )
_ 4k + 3)°m _ 4k + 3)m
Sy :_47:10(2) for 3, :—T and k=0,1,2,...

In Section [5], the discussion of the Popov criterion will again reveal this pattern, however along the
imaginary axis, where zeros are found in an alternating order and they induce a sequence of increasing
positive and decreasing negative values of the parameter 5. This reflects the fact, that for increasingly
positive values of 5 or decreasingly negative values of 8, complex conjugate solution pairs of
migrate away from the negative real axis, where they originate at specific locations, towards the
imaginary axis.

We now return to a more precise account of the trajectory traced by the (genuinely) complex conjugate
solutions of equation in terms of the parameter 5. To that end, we write /s = a + 7, where
a > 0 and v > 0. We can restrict our search in this way since we know that o — i~y is also a solution
and since we are interested in solutions such that s ¢ (—o0,0], in which case Re(y/s) > 0. Equation
can then be rewritten as the system

2a+ fe % cos(y) =0,
2y — Be"*sin(y) = 0.

We now fix zp = 1 in the rest of the calculation. If 0 # z¢ # 1, the same qualitative behavior is
observed for any 8 # 0 simply with different numerical values. It follows from the above system that

-
L= _4
" an(y),

and we look for solutions on lines of the form v/a = m, i.e. on lines a4 ima with parameter o where
m € [0,00]. In the extreme case when m = 0, the equation reads 2« + Se™® = 0 and has no solutions
for any 8 > 0. Next let’s fix 2 = m, in which case

v = —arctan(m) + k7
for any integer k such that v > 0. As m € (0, 00|, one has that —arctan(m) € [-7,0) and thus
v = —arctan(m) + 7, — arctan(m) + 27, - -+ = Y0, %0 + T, Y0 + 27, - = Y0, V1, V25 - - -

Yo
where yo € [§, 7). With v in hand and o = v/m we arrive at

27 — Be /™ sin(y) = 0,

from which we see that we need only to consider even k > 0 due to sin(yp + 7) < 0 and the periodicity
of sin. This shows that no solution exists unless 8 > fy > 0, where 8y = 2y9e/™ /sin(7). Notice
that, if 7 is not a solution, then so aren’t o for & > 1 since

279k > 279 > Be*%/m sin(yg) > 56772’“/7” sin(yax ),

and since sin(yzx) = sin(7o).

The limiting case m = oo corresponds to looking for real negative solutions of and was discussed
above separately. In that case the equation for 7y reduces to 2yy = Bsin(7p) and it has no solution
unless § > 27, i.e. unless § > 7 since 79 = 7/2 for m = co. We can also conclude that no solution
exists for any m < oo unless § > w. Next take the case when m = 1, which corresponds to looking
for purely imaginary eigenvalues. The equation then reads

20 = Be 7 sin(7o)
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for 9 = 3w /4, which requires
3
2.5 > B = “=&¥ ~ 70.3134
(25) 8> p NG

for a solution to exist. For 8 = 1 only one solution is found on the line v = a.. Let us finally consider
the case m > m, > 1 for some fixed m,. The equation is

299 = Be 7%/ sin(y0) = 0,
where 79 = m — arctan(m) < 7 — arctan(m.) = 7 satisfies 70 € (5,7:] and 7, < %”. Under these
circumstances, there is no solution until § becomes larger or equal than 2vpe?/™ /sin(vy) for m fixed.
Clearly o can be thought of as a function 7o (m) of m, which is decreasing. It follows that the function
=2 sin(r0m)
is also decreasing in m. Thus, when considering the equation § = ®(m) < ®(m. ), we see that, for any

given 8 < ®(m.), there exists a unique m = m(8) = ®~(3). It can be verified that ®'(1) ~ —254
and that

®(m)

n%gnoo O(m) = .

We conclude that o(—Ag) = (—00,0] for B < m. We observe that all negative real solutions are also
recovered in this more detailed discussion of the case of interest (5 > 0). Indeed, for 5 = 7 and
+ - T

m = oo, one has the appearance of the solution s| = (15)2 = —%2 of (2.4) on the negative real axis

(note that v = 7). The next solution to appear from m = oo satisfies 2(yo + 27) = Ssin(yo) yielding

B = 57 and the solution s = —% of . It follows that more and more solutions of appear
on the negative real axis (with increasing absolute value) as /3 increases, and, due to the monotonicity
properties of the function ®, they all migrate towards the imaginary axis along complex conjugate
curves which cross and move beyond it.

It remains to verify that the continuous spectrum persists. This follows from general spectral results
which are found in Kato’s book |20, Theorem 5.35 in Chapter IV]. For the specific operator of interest
here, it is also possible to give a direct proof, which also produces generalized eigenfunctions.

Consider A\ = 0 first and notice that G = A — |z|/2 is, for any A € R, a fundamental solution for
—0,, and therefore it holds that

—8MG + ﬁG(wo)(S() = (1 + BA - |:UQ|/2)50.

Setting A = |20|/2—1/f one obtains G € N(—8y,+8806,,). While G ¢ H', it can be approximated by
such functions, showing that A = 0 is indeed still in the spectrum of Ag when 3 > 0. For A = —a? and
a > 0, one similarly observes that G, = G4 + Ae'®® 4+ Be™'? ig a fundamental solution of —0,, — o
provided
1 _iax
5 0
Golz) = {2110[6 ) xr <\,

—iax
2ia © , x>0,

since Ae'™* + Be~ " ¢ N(—0u; — @?). One computes that
Agéa = Oz2éa -+ [1 + 5@,1(330)] do.
Since it is always possible to choose A and B so that Gy = —1 /B, the claim follows as for A =0. O

The asymptotic behavior of the semigroup generated by —Ag and the long time behavior of solutions
to the Cauchy problem ([1.2)) is the focus of the remainder of this section. As in the rest of the section
we consider the linear case and, again, postpone the discussion of the case when L < oo to a later
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section. Equation (2.3)) gives an explicit formula for the Green’s function G 5 of the operator s + Ag,
so that the Laplace transform £(u) = @ of a solution u of the linear version of (1.2)) is given by

1 fe_\/g‘xo_y‘uo(y)dy 1
2.6 7 = —/slz—y| dy — —Vsla|
(2.6) (s, x) 2\/5/6 uo(y) dy — B 2 /5 1 pe— ol NEH
It holds in particular that
1 1
(s, o) = /e_ﬁxo_yuo y) dy.
1+ 72%6*\/5”30‘ 2\/5 (

2
=]

Also notice the classical fact that .C(
fact of semigroup theory [4] that

</ e_StTAB(t)uo dt) () =(s+ Ag)_l’U() = /Gs,g(-,y)ug(y) dy,
0
so that the kernel ka,(t) of Ta,(t) is given by

kay()(2,y) = LG 5(2,9))-

Proposition 2.6. For any uy € LY(R), so in particular for any ug € HY, it holds, for any B < f1,
that

ﬁe—?)(s) = ﬁe*ﬁm for s € C\ (=00, 0]. It is a well-known

u(t,xo) = O(%) ast — oo,
and that )
u(t,z) = O(—=) ast — oo,

Vit

for the corresponding solution of the linear Cauchy problem and for x # xg.

Proof. Define

N 1 —V/slzo—
F(s) :=a(s,xg) = 9v/5 + Be—volaol /6 Veleo=vlug (y) dy

and observe that the abscissa of convergence abs[u(-, zo)] of u(-,z¢) is 0, i.e. the integral defining the
Laplace transform converges for Re(s) > 0, by the explicit representation of @. Then the well-known
inversion theorem for the Laplace transform yields that
1 d+ioco .
u(t,rg) = — e”'F(z)dz, t > 0,
(tao) = 5= | (2

—100

where 0 > 0. Since 5 < 1, F' is holomorphic in a sector
[10] < 6] \ {0} for 65 > g—i—’y and some 7y > 0,
as follows from Proposition [2.5] The path of integration can therefore be deformed into

I'. = (—o0,—g)e 2ty {eew 0 € [_g - g + V]} U (e, 00)e! (27

Ce

J/

without changing the value of the integral. The contribution from the integration over the circular arc
C. is easily seen to vanish as ¢ — 0+, so that we can simply integrate along the rays (—oo, 0)e¥"(%+7).
The estimates of the integrals along both rays can be handled similarly and we therefore only consider
one of them. Let z = 7€' (2™ for r € (0,00), so that

Vz = \/?[cos(% + %) + isin(% + %)}
and therefore that

’€Zt’ ~ e—'r'yt’
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since cos(§ +7) ~ —v. Next notice that

1
‘F(z)‘ = ‘2\/5+5€_\/5x0“/6_ﬁ|x0_y|u0(y)dy’ < C/’“O(y”dy

since 2/z + BeVZl7ol has zeros which are a positive distance away from the path of integration and
that —/z < —@. The assumption that ug € L' (R) therefore yields that

‘u(t,xoﬂ < C/ e " dr = g, t>0.
0 ty

Notice that the decay is slower, i.e. like % for § = 0, where we have an explicit representation of the
kernel. It therefore follows from ([2.6)) that
1
u(t,z) = O(—=) for x # xo,
(t.2) = O( ) for = # 70

as claimed. 0O

The above proof shows that the decay of solutions varies with location. It is easily seen that the
decay is slowest for x = 0.

3. THE LINEAR DIRICHLET PROBLEM ON AN INTERVAL

We now focus our attention on the case of a finite interval [—L, L] with L > x with homogeneous
Dirichlet condition

ut + Apu = — {0z, u)dp in Hzl for t > 0,
u(0) = o,

where Hzl was defined in the precending section as the dual of H} = H{ ((—L, L)) This captures the
problem with homogeneous Dirichlet data u(FL) = 0 in weak form. Using the orthonormal basis of
eigenfuctions of Ay, that, for kK =1,2,3,..., is given by

Sok,L_\/len ™ 27, )

it is seen that

_ = _ km
(3.1) e AL = Ze % (-, 0n,L) Pr,L, for A = o
k=1
and therefore that
oo 2,2
A E e Ve O z+L
(3.2) e do = Z( 1) exp< tiﬁle )L s1n<(2k‘ + ) 5T )

k=0
This series can also be written in terms of classical functions by reducing the Dirichlet problem to the
4 L-periodic one by extension
—u(—2L —x), x€(—2L,—L),
(3.3) ext(u)(z) = < u(x), x € [—-L, L],
—u(2L —z), xe€(L,2L].

For the periodic problem it is know that the heat kernel can be described by the theta function

o
(3.4) 0(z,q) = Z T ) Z i cos(2nz)
keZ k=1
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and the Dirichlet heat kernel takes the form

(3.5) kit z) = ﬁ{e(%,e*%) _9(7T(9322L>7eit)}_

Using the variation of constant formula for the new operator Ay and evaluating it at x = xg, the
initial boundary value problem is therefore reduced to the integral equation

t
(3.6) y(t) = (e~ Atup) (zo) — B /0 y(r)kw(t — 7, 20) dr,

where y plays the role of u(-,z9). As is the case on the line, the problem can actually be solved by
Laplace transform methods. Reproducing the calculation of the previous section, one arrives at

u(s) = (s+ AL)_luo — Ba(s,zo)(s + AL)_150,
from which one deduces that
. ((s 4+ AL) uo) (z0)
(s, o) = ; .
1+ B((s + AL)_ (50)(.7}0)

The Green’s function GL of the Dirichlet problem which is given by (s 4+ Ar)~!6, can be obtained
explicitly by computing the general solution of the ODE sz — 2" = §,, y € (—L, L), given by

2(z) = sinh ((y — 2)v/s) H(z — y) + Ae™*V* 4+ Be™v",

where H is the Heaviside function, and determining the coefficients A, B by imposing the boundary
conditions z(+L) = 0. Doing so yields

sinh (\/E(Lfy)) sinh(\/E(L+x))
L _ 2/scosh(y/sL)sinh(y/sL) -7 =

(37) Gy (l" y) sinh \/E(Ler)) Sinh(\/E(szv))
24/scosh(y/sL)sinh(y/sL)

for y € (=L, L). From this, it is seen that, as L — oo,

L e
Gh(z,y) — GX(2,y) = 57" Velr=ul — G (x — y)

for y € (—00,00). The resolvent of Ay g = Ar + 6506;0 is given by
[(s + Ar)~"e](20)

LA ) le=(s+A;) e— + Ar) "1,
o) e = ) S T A (a0
where e is a stand-in for the argument and has kernel
L
(38) GEP(w.y) = G(ag) — o200 (2,0),

1+ BGE(20,0)

The operator Ay, o has positive spectrum and a principal eigenvalue with positive eigenfunction. This
remains true for the non-selfadjoint operator Az, g up to a critical value 54 > 0.

Proposition 3.1. The operator —Ar, g generates an analytic co-semigroup. This semigroup is positive
if and only if B < 0. There is, however, a value B+ > 0, below which the first eigenfunctions of the
operator and of the adjoint operator both remain positive. In the parameter range (0, 84.), the semigroup
is individually eventually positive in the sense of [8, [T].

Proof. We compute the first eigenvalue of the operator Az, g by observing that its eigenfunction ¢ is
smooth away from x = 0. We can therefore assume that

o(z) = Axsin(Ax) + By cos(Az), 2 > 0.
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The First Eigenfunction (pl} of AL, g

1.0 4

0.8 1

0.6 -

0.4 A

0.2 A

0.0 A

FIGURE 1. The first eigenfunction of Ay g as the parameter 3 increases for L = 4 and
zo = 1.

The function ¢ needs to satisfy the boundary conditions ¢(£L) = 0, is continuous in the origin
©(0—) = ¢(0+), where it enjoys the jump condition

—2(0=) + ¢z (0+) = Bep(x0),

in order for the eigenvalue equation —@., + Bp(x9)dg = A2 to hold. Continuity across the origin
implies that B_ = B, whereas the other conditions lead to the system

—sin(A\L) 0 cos(AL) A_ 0
0 sin(AL) cos(AL) Ayl =10
- A — Bsin(Axg) —Bcos(Azg)| |B- 0

A necessary condition for the existence of nontrivial solutions is given by the vanishing of the deter-
minant which yields the equation

sin(A(L — zo)) } _o

(3.9) sin()\L){2 cos(\L) + f8 5

72

For 8 = 0, the first zero is )le’O = 57 and yields the eigenvalue ,ulL’O = ()\6)2 = 47z- The associated

eigenfunction ¢! . is given by ¢} (z) = —=sin(7%). Continuous dependence on S of the equation
L0 L,0 VL 2L

(3.9), shows that the first eigenvalue ulL’ 3 will be located near ,ule and that the associated eigenfunction
cpi P will be close to LplL’O. Due to the heat sink at x = 0, it will develop a kink, which, with increasing [,

will eventually make the eigenfunction negative in and near x = 0. The eigenfunction golL 518 depicted
in Figure [1] for several values of the parameter 8. The eigenfunctions are obtained numerically by a
spectral discretization that is presented in Section [7]
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Next we observe that the operator A'Lﬁ adjoint to Ar g = A + 5505;0 is given by Ay, + 864,64 as
immediately follows from

(Ar gu,v) = ar(u,v) + Bu(xo)v(0) = ar(v,u) + Bv(0)u(zg) = <U7A3:,B"U>7 u,v € HlL

These operators share their eigenvalues and, if we denote their eigenfunctions by golz 8 for Ay, g, and
by wf 4 for the adjoint operator, we obtain the spectral resolution given by

o0
Arpg = Z M]Zﬁ(@bf,ﬁa '>90]Z,,3,
=1

and the associated semigroup is explicitly given by

00
e~ tALs — Z exp(—tugﬁ) <77Z)]kj’ﬁa '>9012,,8
k=1

e Sok
= eXp(—tN}:,g)SO}:ﬂRw}J,g, D+ Z GXP(—t [Mlz,g - MlL,,B] ) <¢1’§,5, ) gofﬁ },
k=2 L3

where the second equality holds provided aplL 3 > 0. Notice that, in that case, the quotients golz 3 / golL 3

are well defined up to the boundary thanks to L’Hopital’s rule and to (gplL 6)/(:tL) # 0. The latter is
seen either by using the maximum principle or by direct inspection of the form of the eigenfunctions.
Now the first eigenfunction @bi’ﬁ of A’L’ 5 is also positive for small 8. This can be seen either by a
direct computation similar to the one we preformed above for go};v 5 or by observing that the adjoint
operator has the same structure as the original one. It follows that, given any positive initial datum
up € HE, or even in Hzl, one necessarily has that <u0, wi /3> > 0 and the corresponding solution will
eventually be positive in (—L, L). The actual time at which this happens will depend on ug, leading to
individual eventual positivity. This positivity holds as long as both gplL’ s and 1@7 5 are positive, which
is the case for § < B4 and some Sy > 0. Figure |2 depicts the first eigenfunction of AL 3 for several
values of . O

Remark 3.2. Notice that equation , which determines the eigenvalues of Ay, g shows that “half”
of the eigenvalues, those arising as zeros of sin(AL), do not in fact depend on B at all. In the limit
as L — oo they contribute to the continuous spectrum of Ag, which we already observed remains
unchanged as B increases.

The eigenvalues of Ay, g generated by the zeros of the second factor in (3.9) are partly responsible
for the onset of complex spectrum, but mostly contribute to the real spectrum.

Proposition 3.3. The zeros of the second factor of (3.9) located in C\ (—o0,0] coincide with those
of 1+ BGE(x0,0) appearing in (3.8). For any finite B > 0 and any L > xo > 0 large enough, there is
only a finite number of them and they are close to the zeros of 1 + BGs(xp).

Proof. First notice that the function cosh(AL) only vanishes for A = (57 + Tk)i, k € Z. This means
that, when looking for zeros of
sinh(A(L — z0))

KuQ) =1+6—3 cosh(AL)

leading to eigenvalues A\? € C\ (—oo, 0], we can safely consider the equation Jy()\) = 0 instead, where

sinh(A(L — o))
A

Jr(A) = 2cosh(AL) + = 2cosh(AL)K1()\),
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The First Eigenfunction wé of ALB

1.0 4

0.8 A

0.6 A

0.4 A

0.2 A

0.0 A

FI1GURE 2. The first eigenfunction of A’L7 5 as the parameter [ increases for L = 4 and
o = 1.

when looking for eigenvalues with non-trivial imaginary part. Zeros of Jr, in C\ (—o0,0] therefore
account for all and any non-real eigenvalues of Ay, 3. We already know that the second factor in ([3.9)
is the only possible source of non-real eigenvalues of Ay, g, as well. We use the notation

sin (A(L — z0))
A
for that factor. Direct computation shows that, for these functions, it holds that

Hp(A\) =2cos(A\L) +

Hp(A) =Hr(A), JL(A) = JL(A), A €C,

and that Hr(—\) = Hp(\), Jp(=A) = Jr(A). This shows, unsurprisingly, that complex zeros come in
complex conjugate pairs. Well-known trigonometric (or hyperbolic) identities show that

Jr(N) = Hp(iN), Jp(iX) = Hp(—=\) = Hp(\).
It follows that

(3.10) Jr(a +ima) = Hp(ic — ma) = Hp(—ic — ma) = Hp,(ma + i), a € [0,00).

Varying m € [0, 00) allows for the search of complex zeros on rays emanating from the origin covering
the first quadrant (with the exception of the positive imaginary axis), and leads to the determination
of all complex eigenvalues in the upper-half plane. In view of the stated properties of the functions
of interest, this is sufficient in order to locate all eigenvalues in C\ (—o0,0]. Identity readily
implies that eigenvalues on (0, 00), which are obtained searching for zeros with m = 1, correspond
to the shared zeros of Jp and K, on the ray (1 + ¢)(0,00). For the other rays in the first quadrant,
i.e. for m € (0,00) \ {1}, zeros of Jr, on (1,m)(0,00) correspond to zeros of Hy, on (m,4)(0,00) and
vice-versa. We conclude that, while the equations for the zeros of Jr, and of Hy are not equivalent,
these two functions have identical zero sets in the open first quadrant.

Next observe that K.(\) = 1+ BG(x0,0) and that K, — 1+ BGx(z0) =: K(\) as L — oo,
uniformly in subsets which are a positive distance away from C \ (—oo, 0]. Uniform convergence holds
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also for the first derivative of these functions. The zeros with non-trivial imaginary part of the limiting
function have been fully characterized in Proposition It therefore follows that, for any fixed 3 > 0
and for L large enough, the zero set of K in the interior of the first quadrant is close to that of K,
which was fully understood in Proposition [2.5] This is true due to the fact that these zeros are non-
degenerate, a fact that will follow from a later more detailed discussion (see the proof of Proposition
below). To be more precise, in the limit, the countable simple eigenvalues on the imaginary axis
do not accuumulate and are non-degenerate as they are generated by the zeros of the function z.,
appearing in . As the parameter 3 is dialed back down, these zeros move on smooth curves that
do not cross until they reach the real line for L = oco. Due to the uniform convergence mentioned
above the same has to remain true away from the real line for any large L, as well. ([l

Remark 3.4. While it is not possible to carry out calculations as explicitly as it was the case for Ag,
i.e. for the full line, the fast convergence of the resolvent/kernel as L — oo allows one to conclude
that the zeros of 1+ BGE(xg,0) located in the interior of the first quadrant are very close to those of
14 BGs(x0,0) already for modest values of L (even for L =2 and xy = 1). In particular, the complex
eigenvalues of Ar g (situated outside a neighborhood of the origin, and they all are) do behave in a
manner very close to those of Ag. The eigenvalues on the negative real azis essentially only contribute
to the continuous spectrum in the limit. This is even true for discretizations of Ay, g for the first few
crossings, which can be captured with relatively few grid points. We refer to Figure[]] for a plot of the
curve traced by the first pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues parametrized by B from the moment they
leave the real line (for L = 4,8,16 and xo = 1) and to the last section for details about the numerical
discretization used in the computations. Notice that the imaginary axis is crossed at B ~ 70 ~ [y,
regardless of the value of L.

Proposition 3.5. For L large enough, there are critical values Bor, > 0 and 51,1, > Po,r., so that at
Bo,. > 0 genuinely complex eigenvalues appear in the spectrum of Ag 1 and so that at 51,1, a complex
conjugate eigenvalue pair crosses the imaginary axis.

Proof. This follows again from the uniform convergence of corresponding functions determining the
non-real eigenvalues of Ay, 3 and the complete knowledge of the limiting case L = oc. O

Remark 3.6. The parameter value at which pairs of real eigenvalues merge and become complex con-
jugate with non-trivial imaginary part appears to have a non-straightfoward relation to the parameter
L. As for the parameter 31,1, more can be said analyzing the equation 1 + BGE(xz0,0) more closely.
To shorten the formule, we use the notation c, s, ch, sh, and th for the functions cos, sin, cosh, sinh,
and tanh, respectively. Morever Ly will denote L — xqg. As observed earlier, looking for eigenvalues on
the imaginary axis amounts to looking for zeros of the form /s = A = a + ia, a > 0. Decomposing

the function GL(xg,0) = % into real and complex parts yields

1 e~ @ _i_e(lfQL)a 1
Re(GE(zp,0)) = — .
e( s(x(] )) 4o 1+e—2La CZ(La)+th2(La)82(La)

{ c(La) th(Loa) ¢(Loa) + s(Loa) (L) + s(Loa) th(La) s(La) — th(Lea) c(Loa) s(La) th(La)},

and

1 e 4 ¢(1-20)ax 1
Im(G{ (0,0)) = — '
m(G (20,0)) 4o 1+e e ¢2(La) + th*(La) s?(La)

{ s(Loa) ¢(La) — ¢(Lo) th(Loa) ¢(La) — th(Loa) ¢(Loa) s(La) th(La) — s(Loa) th(La) s(La)}.

Since the term c?(La) +th?(La) s?(La) never vanishes as follows from the fact that it takes the value
1in o« = 0 and that zeros would otherwise (o # 0) satisfy tanh?(La) = — cot?(La), the imaginary
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The graph of the functions z (a) and z.., The critical value B;,, as a function of L
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FIGURE 3. The behavior of the function zr(«) as L grows for zp = 1.

part of 1+ BGE(xg,0) can only vanish if the term in the curly brackets vanishes, equivalently iff
z(a) = s(Lo) [¢(Lar) — th(La) s(Lar)| — th(Loe) ¢(Loa) [s(La) + th(La) s(La)] = 0.

Now, for a > ag > 0 and L >> 1, using the trigonometric addition formule to expand the terms with
argument Ly = L — xg and observing that tanh(Loa) ~ 1 ~ tanh(L«) in this regime, it can be verified
that

(3.11) zp(a) ~ — cos(axg) — sin(axg) = zoo(@).

The convergence is quite fast as can be seen in Figure [3 For the first zero of interest, the curves
are almost identical even for small L, and even more so for subsequent zeros. Once the zeros of the
imaginary part are known (the first one is the one we care about), the corresponding value of 3 can be
recovered by setting

Re (1 + G (x0,0)) =0,

and solving for B. A similar asymptotic analysis of the behavior of the real part of G (x0,0) as that
performed for the imaginary part, reveals that

—

Re(GsL(xo,O)) o~ 64—& [cos(axg) — sin(azg)| for L ~ co.

Again the convergence is very fast and the above approximation delivers a good estimate of the critical
value for moderately sized L. It is interesting to observe that B1 1 does not exhibit monotone behavior
in L, see Figure[3

Remark 3.7. The behavior of the real spectrum for L < oo as a function of L is harder to pinpoint
analytically. “Half” the eigenvalues do not depend on B and just “fill” the negative real axis in the
limit as L — 0o. As for the other half, an increasingly small fraction (as L increases) of them merge
and become complex as B gets larger. This we know since only a finite number of non-real simple
eigenvalues appears with increasing 5 (and for large L). A numerical calculation of the zeros of the
second term in the explicit equation confirms this theoretical prediction and can be seen in Figure

&
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Curves Traced by the First Complex Eigenvalue of A. g
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FIGURE 4. The curve traced by the first pair of complex eigenvalues of Aé for interval
half-lenghts L = 4,8,16 and S € [3.0,73.0).

Merging Pattern of the Real Eigenvalues Merging Pattern of the Real Eigenvalues
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FIGURE 5. The merging pattern of “half” of the real eigenvalues of Ag 1, observed when
5 is increased for different values of L: left L = 4, right L = 8.

4. THE NONLINEAR EQUATION

Using the analytic semigroup generated by A on H™!, solutions of the nonlinear equation (1.2)) can
be looked for as fixed points of the equation

(4.1) u(t) = e g — /t f(Bult, xo))e_(t_T)Adg dr.
0



A PARABOLIC OSCILLATOR 17

We consider ug € H' and look for a solution u € C([0,00),H'). Evaluating at = z yields the
Volterra integral equation

u(t,xp) = \/Z%/ezouy uo(y) dy—/o f(ﬂu(T, xo))

(4.2) = goo(t, x0) — /0 f(Bu(r,20)) koo (t — 7, 20) dT.

An analogous equation can be obtained for the solution of the nonlinear problem on the interval
[—L, L] for L > xy simply replacing the forcing function g, and the kernel ko, with

(4.3) gr(t, x0) = (e "L ug)(20) and ki (t, o),

respectively, where kj, was defined in (3.5). The main difference between these two kernels is that
ki € Ll([O,oo)), due to the exponential decay of the semigroup while k only decays like 1/v/t for
large ¢ and initial data in H'. We will denote by 1, the corresponding nonlinear equation on the
interval [—L, L] with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition with the same nonlinearity f and
initial condition in H:. To simplify the combined treatment of the Dirichlet problem on [—L, L] and
the problem on the line we will stipulate again that Hi = H! for L = co. Existence and uniqueness
are a straightforward application of classical results about nonlinear Volterra integral equations.

v
Aw(t — )

6713/4(7&77) dr

Proposition 4.1. Let L € (x9,00] and ug € H} be given. Then
(i) The Volterra integral equation with forcing term gr, and kernel kr(-,xo) with L € (z9,00) has a
unique global solution.

(ii) The initial value problem (L.2)1, has a unique global solution u € C([0,00),H}) C C([0,00),H')
to any given ug € H}: and, therefore, generates a global continuous semiflow on H}:

Proof. (i) First notice that gr(t,-) = e *4Luq is continuous with values in H' for all L in the given
range since HlL < H! for any L by simply extending functions trivially. Since H' < C, it follows that
gr.(-,z0) € C([O, oo)), and, in view of the decay properties of the semigroups, lim; o g1.(t, z¢o) = 0.
As we are keeping x fixed in this argument, we remove it from the notation from now on. Existence
is obtained by the standard iterative procedure starting with yo = ¢r,(¢) and recursively defining

un(t) = gr(t) — /0 F(Bynr (7)) ki (¢ — ) dr.

Setting ¢, = yn — Yn—1 and po = g1, we can write y, = Y ,_, ¢, and a simple use of the global
Lipschitz continuity of the nonlinearity f yields

‘ CcT)"
o] <€ [ onanldr < < lonloosom' S € 0,71

It follows that y(-) = Y_,~, ¢k exists and is continuous on [0, 7] for any 7' > 0. Writing

(o.)
Y=Unt Y Ok =Y+ A,
k=n+1

it is easily seen that

®) = 90 = 8ult) = 91— [ katt =07 (8ur) = A7),
from which one obtains that
y(t) = gr(t) +/ kit = 7)f (By(r)) dr| < |2u(0) +O/ A ()] dr
0 0
< ‘An(t)‘ + CTHAn—lHoo,[O,T}-
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The terms after the last inequality converge to zero uniformly in ¢ € [0, T] for any fixed T > 0, showing
that y indeed satisfies the Volterra integral equation. Uniqueness follows from similar estimates for
the difference of two solutions. We refer to |24, Chapter 4] for missing details.

(ii) Once a solution yz, € C([0,00)) is known, the right-hand-side of is completely determined
and the unique mild solution of ([1.2)) is obtained. It follows from semigroup theory (see e.g. [26, [12])
that the right-hand-side of is in C([O, 00), HIL) The equation 1. therefore generates a global

continuous semiflow on the space Hi for any L > xq. O

5. ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY FOR SOLUTIONS OF THE NONLINEAR VOLTERRA INTEGRAL EQUATION

In this section we will adapt the stability analysis presented in [16, Section 4] that builds on results
in [25)] to the integral equation obtained from the nonlinear thermostat problem ; with Dirichlet
boundary conditions. The nonlinear Volterra integral equation is obtained from the global continous
semiflow (QB,Hi) induced by L for arbitrary fixed parameters L, 5 € (0,00) and z¢ € (0,L). In

fact, let ®3(-,up) be any orbit of the continuous semiflow (<I>5, Hi) , then

u(t) = @g(t, uo)(z = o)
solves the nonlinear, convolution-kernel, Volterra integral equation of the second kind

(5.1) y(t) = gut) + /0 ar(t— ) f (By(r)) dr, t >0,

where the forcing function g;, = gr(ug) and the convolution kernel k;, = —ay, are defined in (4.3)) in
the discussion at the beginning of the previous section.

Remark 5.1. In this and the following sections we always assume that the nonlinearity f : R — R
has the following properties:

(i) f is bounded, has a contmuous derivative, and is globally Lipschitz continous.

(if) f(0) =0 and f'(0) =

i) f
(iii) f(fw)(w f(gw)) > O for w#0 and B € R\{0}.
)

(iv) For the statements on the bifurcation and the stability of periodic solutions we additionally
assume that f € C*(R, R).

It may be helpful to think of f(w) as the specific example tanh(w) that satisfies the above conditions.

The main objective of this section is to prove the following result. Its proof will be given at the end
of the section.

Theorem 5.2. Assume that either

L>xy>0and € (0, Bl(xo, L)), for some constant Bl(wo, L)>0
or
3 ™
B € (0,B1(xo) ) with B1(xo) := C—ﬂ, Cr = 77%637 and L > C(xq) for some constant C(x¢) > xo > 0
Zo
holds. Then for arbitrary ug € HL any solution y € BC((O, oo),R) of the integral equation (5.1) with
parameters 3, L, xo satisfies limy_o0 y(t) = 0.

The above constants (i (xo, L) and C(xg) will be constructed in the proof of the theorem. We
proceed by adapting the steps of the proof of the analogous result in [I6] to the present situation.
First we introduce the following slightly modified auxiliary function.

Definition 5.3. For 8,q € (0,00) and y € BC([O 00),R) set

Wp.q(y ZW ), t>0,
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where

Vde)@):ZNA f(ﬁy@ﬂ)@KT)-f(ﬁyCﬂ)}dT,

3
Waly)(t) == g Fs (u(t)) for Fa(z) := Oz £(8¢)dc .

Note that, in the sequel, we will at times suppress the dependence on 3, q, and on the function y in
the notation and simply write W and W; for i =1,2.

The proof of the following lemma is identical to the one given in [I6, Lemma 4.3] and is thus
omitted.

Lemma 5.4. Let 3,q € (0,00) and y € BC([0,00),R). Then
Wi(t)>0,t>0,i=1,2
It therefore also holds that Wg 4(t) > 0 fort > 0.

The following decomposition of the auxiliary function W(y)(t) along solutions y(¢) of the integral
equation (b.1) follows by a simple verification that is carried out in [16, Lemma 4.4] in full detail. We
therefore do not reproduce the proof here.

Lemma 5.5. Fiz L > 0,z € (0,L) and B,q € (0,00). Lety € BC((0,00),R) be a solution of the
integral equation (5.1) with parameters L, xo, 8 and ug € HlL . Then

where
Vi glt) = / £(By(m) [g1(7) + agi,(7)] dr + aF5 (4(0)

and

Roat) = R0 := [ 70u){ [ fostr =)+ aai(r = )] 1(80(0)) dor - ACTAR

Using convolutions, the last expression can be written more concisely as

t
Roat) = [ £(50(7)) Jsa(r) dr
where Jg 4 is defined for 7 >0 by

6:3) Tnalr) = fan + aat] £ (390 ) - LU0

To apply the Parseval-Plancherel Theorem as in [16, Lemma 4.5] we first collect some properties of
the Fourier transform of the kernel ar(t) and of its derivative a’ (t).

Remarks 5.6. (a) For L >0 and zo € (0, L) the kernel ar, of the Volterra integral equation is
given by ar(t) = —kr(t, o), i.e. it holds that
1 o0
(5.4) ar(t) = -7 (_1)ksm[
k=0
for A1, = ]2% according to ,
The kernel ar, can be extended to a C*-function on R by setting ar(t) :== 0 for t < 0. When no
confusion seems likely we will not use a different notation for this extension.

@k + 1)r

5T (zo + L)] et /\gk+17L, t>0,
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Besides the convolution kernel ay,, the forcing term gr, can also be expressed in terms of the basis of
etgenfunctions to give

o
2
(5.5) = (uo, pr.L) e (wo)e L.
k=1

(b) For ug € H! the forcing function gr and its n-th derivative are in BUC>((0,0)).

(c) As already observed in (3.5) the Dirichlet heat kernel can be obtained from the heat kernel on the
whole real line and can be expressed in terms of the theta function. The (general) theta function 6y is
defined as

01(7, 2) Ze”Zk2T 2mikz 2 e C, Im(7) > 0,

keZ
or in less symmetric form by modifying the order of summation
oo
01(7,2) = 22(—1)"@(%)2 sin((2k +1)2), 7,2 € C, Im(7) > 0, q := ™"
k=0

By setting oL, xo) = 57 (w0 + L), it is directly verified from (5.4) and the definition of 61 that

~ar(t) = kit w0) = [e7408) (z0) = %91 (igt,a(L,xo)).

(d) The kernel ar,(t) satisfies
lim ar(t) =0 and lima(t) =0.

t—00 t\0

The limit for t — oo is obtained directly from (|5 . To determine the one-sided limit we observe that

—ar(t) = 2L91< L2t a(L, :r;o)>
and therefore the limit fort 0 follows from known properties of the heat kernel and the theta function.
(e) The kernel ar(t) (extended by 0 for t < 0) satisfies
ar, € BC*(R,R)
and its derivatives satisfy
al € LP(R), p € [1,00], n > 1.
This again follows from the kernel’s representation .

(f) The series representation of the Fourier transforms of ar, and its derivate o', will be needed in the
sequel to recover the Popov stability criterion for the Volterra integral equation. They are given by

1 & Sin[(2k+l)7r (5E0 —|—L)]

5.6 ar(w)=——Y (~-1)F—2L
(56) D s veY
and by

00 (2k+1)m

- iw sin [“5-" (20 + L)

5.7 ! == 1)k ,
(5:7) @ (w) = iwiy (w L kZ:: W+ Aokt 1L
respectively.
This follows from elementary properties of the Fourier transform similarly as discussed in [16, Remarks
2.2 (g)].
(g) The Laplace transform L(ar) of ar(t) is given by

o0 gin [@R4DT (o
ﬁ(aL)(S>:—% (—1)k [ (z0 + L))

5+ Aoky1,1
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for s e {z € (C| Re(z) > O}. It also has the explicit representation

sinh(y/s(L — zo))
2y/scosh(y/sL)

The series representation of the Laplace transform is obtained from (5.4) by elementary integrations.
The explicit representation follows from (3.7). A direct verification that the explicit form is represented
by the above series is also given in [6] by a partial fraction expansion and by determination of the

residuals of the poles of (5.8)).

(h) We note that, for given parameters L > xo > 0, the associated transfer function

sinh(y/s(L — o))

2y/scosh(y/sL) ’
can be expressed in terms of the Fourier transforms of ar, and that of a; . In fact, for w € R\{0}, it
holds that

(5.8) Llar)(s) = —

(5.9) GrLao(s) = —L(ar)(s) =

RG(GL@O (zw)) = — Re(dL(w))

and

wIm (G a(iw)) = Re(a] (w)).
The inequality

(5.10) Re(ag (@) + gRe(d) () — ; <0, w e R\{0},
1s then equivalent to
(5.11) Re(GL 20 (iw)) — qwIm (G g (iw)) > —;, w € R\{0}.

We will use this relationship between G, z,(s) and ar and ;Z to verify that the stability condition
(5.10) (which we will obtain below from the analysis of the integral equation (5.1)) is equivalent to the
well-known Popov stability criterion (5.11) when applied to the transfer function Gy, 4, .

In the next lemma we apply the Parseval-Plancherel Theorem to derive an alternative representation
of Rg,. It will reveal a condition, expressed in terms of the Fourier transforms of ar(t) and a/ (t),
which implies Rg4(t) < 0. The nonnegativity of the quantity Wjs , will then allow to bound Vj3 4 from
above. The proof is straightforward and can be found in [16, Lemma 4.5].

Lemma 5.7. Let 3,q,L € (0,00) and g € (0,L). Lety € BC((O, oo),R) be a solution of the integral
equation (5.1)) with parameters L,xq, 3 and ug € H}. Then

1 [ —~ 1
Roal) = 57 [ o @as(e) + adiw) = 5] do. ¢ 20

where
fﬁ,@t (7—) = f(ﬂy(T))et(T)7 TER, >0,

_J1, Telo,t],
bu(r) = {0, 7 eR\[0,1]

with

and y(1):=0 for T < 0.

The Fourier transforms of ay, and @/ were discussed in Remarks Since fzp, € L'(R) N L%(R)
for each ¢t > 0, its Fourier transform is defined classically.

After these clarifications we can formulate a lemma showing that controlling the sign of Rg, 1,(t)
for t > 0 leads to a bound for V3, 1.(t). The proof of this lemma is simpler than its counterpart in [16)
Lemma 4.10] for the case of Neumann boundary conditions and boundary control. This is due to the
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fact that the semigroup associated with the heat equation on (—L, L) subject to Dirichlet boundary
conditions decays to the trivial solution exponentially for any initial state ug € H}J

Lemma 5.8. Let 5,L € (0,00) and ¢ € (0,L). Lety € BC((O, oo),R) be a solution of the integral
equation with parameters L, xq, 8 and ug € H}; Then, if for some q > 0 it holds that
Rgq1(t) <0 fort >0,
then the function V (t) = Vp q.1.(t) defined in Lemma satisfies
0<V(t)<e t>0,
for a constant ¢ > 0 independent of t > 0.
Proof. As R(t) <0 and by the definition of V' and W, it holds that

0<V(t) = /0 £(8y(0) [a2(7) + a9 ()] dr + Wa()(0), £ > 0,

and therefore

/!f By(r))| |gn(r \dr+q/ F(Bu(n)| g (7)] dr + Wa)(0), £ > 0.

The assertion now follows from the assumed boundedness of f(3-) and from the exponential decay and
analyticity of the semigroup e *AL associated with the heat equation on (—L, L) subject to Dirichlet
boundary conditions. Namely, in order to bound V(¢) by a constant independent of ¢ we use the
estimate

l9(T)] = [ (7™ uo) (z0)| < clle™ ™ ugll < ce™ ™ ug|ly
and the estimate

|92.(T)] = [(Are ™ ug) (wo)| < clle™™** Apuol| e S ‘
L

3¢
it3

—ar T
R [Aruollg 1
which are valid for 7 > 0, ¢ € (0, ) and by the choice of an appropriate constant ay, > 0. We refer

to [12] or [26] for these standard est1mates on analytic semigroups in interpolation spaces.
O

Next we verify that bounded and continuous solutions of the Volterra integral equation (5.1f) are
also uniformly continuous. As for the previous lemma, the proof turns out to be simpler than its
counterpart [16, Lemma 4.11] in the case of Neumann boundary conditions.

Proposition 5.9. Let 3,L € (0,00) and xg € (0,L). Let y € BC( ,R) be a solution of the
integral equation (5.1)) with parameters L, xo, 8 and ug € H:. Then y € BUC((O, 00), ))

Proof. Since y solves (j5.1]), we have that

y(t) = gut) + /0 ar(t —7)f (By(r)) dr, £ >0,

where gr(t) = (e7Lug)(zg) is the forcing function induced by ug. It suffices to verify that both
terms in the above sum are uniformly continuous. Uniform continuity of the first term holds on any
finite interval and the derivative of y is bounded for ¢ > 1 by the standard smoothing effect of analytic
semigroups. Hence gy, is uniformly continuous on (0, c0) .

The second term can be written as a convolution

[ aste=n)1(6u(r)) dr = = (0 ()] @) £ 2 0.

Since ar, € L' ([0,00)) and fo(By) € L°([0,00)) by the assumed boundedness of f, well-known results
on the regularity properties of convolutions imply the uniform continuity of the second term (see e.g.
[3] or [11]). O
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We will now show the following statement: if, for a given fixed choice of the parameters (3, L, xg
and ug € HJ, a constant ¢ > 0 can be determined, such that Rg, (t) < 0 along the solution y(t) of
, then this implies the convergence of y(t) to zero.

By Lemma [5.7] a suitable constant ¢ > 0 is found if it verifies the inequality

4L (w) + ¢, () — ; <0 for w € R\{0}.

If such a ¢ > 0 can be found, then it does not depend on the initial state ug € HlL , since ug does not
appear in the above inequality. However, the choice of such a suitable ¢ > 0 may and does depend
on the choice of the parameters 3, L, zg, as will be discussed below. By the relationship between
the transfer function G (s) and the Fourier transform of the kernel ar,(t) discussed in Remarks
the search of ¢ can be reinterpreted as the task of finding a straight line in the complex plane with
positive slope % that intersects the real axis at —% such that the so-called Popov curve associated

with the kernel ay, lies to the right of that straight line. We refer to [16, Section 3] for a sketch
of this relationship to feedback control problems and the celebrated Popov criterion. The following
proposition is a slight adaptation of the proof of [16, Proposition 4.1].

Proposition 5.10. Fiz §,L € (0,00) and z9 € (0,L). Lety € BC((0,00),R) be a solution of the
integral equation (5.1)) with parameters L, xo, 8 and ug € HlL If for some q > 0 it holds that

then
lim y(t) = 0.

t—00
Proof. By assumption there exists ¢ > 0 such that
Rgq1(t) <0 for t >0,
By Lemma ther exists ¢ > 0 such that
¢ 2 VpqrL(t) 2 Wpo(t) = Wis(t) 20,
for t > 0, i.e. such that

t T t
wist) = [ 1)) - L8 ar = [ o) ar << o,

for t > 0. As shown in [16, Lemma 4.12] the function H(y) is non-negative, only vanishes if y = 0,
and is uniformly continuous. Assume next by contradiction that y(t) 4 0 as ¢ — oo. Then, since
H(&) > 0 for 0 # € € R, there is a sequence (t,)men in R with ¢, — oo and a constant € > 0 such
that

H(y(tm)) > 2¢ for all m € N.
Since H oy € BUC([0,00)), a 6 > 0 can be found such that
H(y(t)) > cfor t € [tm — 0,tm + 0],
and all m € N. It follows that

tm m—1 446
Wi (tm) = / H(y(r))dr =) / H(y(r)) dr > (m —1)20e,
0 k—1 tp—0
which contradicts the boundedness of W7 on [0, 00) since m can be chosen arbitrarily large. O

In order to complete the proof of Theorem it remains to show that, for suitably constructed
constants (31 (zg, L) > 0 and C(xg), either the assumption

B € (0, Bl(xo, L)) and arbitrary L > xg > 0,
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or the assumption
B e (0,ﬁ1(x0)) and L > C(l‘o) > xg > 0,
are sufficient to find a ¢ = ¢(xg, 8) > 0 such that

— 1
ap(w) + qa (w) — 3 < 0 for w € R\{0}.
We note that, by symmetry, it suffices to verify the above inequality for w > 0. The following discussion
of the limit of the transfer function Gy, 4,(s) for large L is an important element of the proof.

Remark 5.11. Fiz zo > 0 and consider the transfer function G, z,(s) for L € (xo,00). Then
sinh(y/s(L — zo)) e VsTo

5.12 Grae(s) = G (s) =

(5.12) Lan (5) 2y/scosh(y/sL) = G 9) 2y/s

uniformly on compact subsets of C\(—o0,0]. The convergence is also uniform for s in (unbounded)
subsets of the imaginary azis of the form i (]R\ (—e, 5)).

as L — oo,

Proof. Note that by expanding sinh(z; 4 2z2) we obtain

Grno(s) = 2\1/§ [cosh(v/5z) tanh(v/5L) — sinh(v/3z0)].

Also note that whenever Re(y/s) > 0 < s € C\(—o0,0] it holds that
lim tanh(y/sL) =1,
L—o0

and the convergence is uniform on compact subsets of C\(—o0,0]. Since % is bounded on such

subsets and cosh(y/5z) — sinh(y/szg) = e~ V*?0 the first assertion follows. Observe that we write /z
for the principal branch of the complex square root. Hence v/£i = —-(1 £ i) and Re(y/%i) = % > 0.

V2 V2
Therefore tanh(viwL) converges to 1 as L — oo uniformly for w over any set of the form R\ (—¢,¢).
Since ﬁ is bounded on sets of that form the second assertion follows. O

In analogy to [16, Proposition 4.2.] we introduce the Popov set corresponding to a given transfer
function. The set contains the frequencies w at which the Popov curve in the complex plane

Re[Gz, (iw)] + i w Im[G, (iw)], w > 0,

intersects the imaginary axis. Describing the structure of the Popov set will help finding a parameter
range for § that guarantees the asymptotic stability of the trivial solution of ([1.2)) for given parameters
L > x> 0.

Definition 5.12. For L > zg > 0 we set
QPor .= {w > 0‘ Im( Re |Gy, (iw)] + iw Im[Gly, (m)}) - o} = {w > 0] Tm[Gyy (iw)] = 0}
and

Qfor .= {w > 0‘ Im(Re[GLJO(iw)] + iw Im[G’L@O(iw)]) = 0} = {w > 0] Im[G 4, (iw)] = 0}.

L,xo

In the next proposition we show that the Popov set of the limiting transfer function G, can be
described explicitly. By determining the first zero wy ~ 11.1033 of 1 + tan(\/gxo) for the sensor
location xp = 1 we recover the constant /1 ~ 70.3134, found above in (2.5)), by using the relationship

(5.13) 1+ B81GrLz, (iwy) = 0.

This relationship between the Popov set and the critical parameter values of [ is understood by
observing that

Im[1 + B GL g (iw)] = Im[Gp 4, (iw)].
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This entails that the locations where the imaginary part of (5.13) vanishes are independent of .
Once the zeros w of the imaginary part of the transfer function Gy ;, are found, one recovers the
corresponding critical values for 8 by simply equating the real part to zero, i.e. by solving

Re[l + B Gz (iw)] =0,

for 8. The smallest positive solution arising in the above procedure is precisely (1. This relationship
between the Popov set QESP and the corresponding parameter values for S that correspond to the
existence of a pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues of the operator —Ag lying on the imaginary axis
is also discussed in more detail in the remarks following [16, Proposition 4.9].

Proposition 5.13. For zo > 0, the Popov set of Gy, is given as the solution set
Po (4k — 1)27T2
(5.14) QLP = {w > 0|1+ tan(zov/w/2) =0} = {wp = T |k=1,2,3,...}.
Zo

Hence Qf(fp is an infinite countable set that consists of positive, non-degenerate (simple) roots of the
function 1+ tan(xoy/w/2).
Proof. Setting r := —xp/w < 0 we observe that
erVi
Vi
and since it holds that e™? = e cos(ra) +ie™ sin(ra), with a = sin(%) = cos(§) = %, we find that
erVi
Vi
and thus, for w > 0, the assertion

Im([G, (iw) | =0 <= 1+ tan(zoy/w/2) =0

follows. The other statements follow from elementary properties of tan(zx) . O

Im|[ G4, (iw) | = 0 < Im| | =0,

Im[ ] =0 <= Im|Vicos(ra) + \fisin(ra)} = 0 <= cos(ra) = sin(ra),

We note that the Popov set Qmp(? P also contains values wy, that lead to positive values of Gy, (iwy)
and thus to negative critical values 5(wy). More precisely, if we set

QLoP T = {w € QL% | Gy (iw) < 0} and QL™ = {w € QL | Gy (iw) > 0},
then
—1)272 _1)2,-2
QLoPt = {wy, = M\kem\l—l} and QP = {wy, = M\kem}”
8z 8z

where N :={1,2,3,...}. This is analogous to the discussion in [16] and in Section [3{and also captures
that pairs of conjugate complex eigenvalues in the spectrum of Ag do cross the imaginary axis for
certain negative values of 3, which are determined by

1
———F 1 Qbor -,
G (i) orw e il

The positive values of 8 where a crossing occurs are found by

1 Pop +
G i) for w € Q, P,
Thus the Popov set Qgg P = QE(? Py Qgg P~ captures both the positive and negative values of 3 where
complex conjugate eigenvalue pairs of Ag cross the imaginary axis. By the positivity of the semigroup
for § < 0 the stability of the trivial solution is determined by the (real) principal eigenvalue and not by
a Hopf bifurcation induced by a complex conjugate pair of eigenvalues first crossing into the unstable
complex half plane. In that sense, for negative values of 3, the problem has positivity properties that
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lead to a more familiar behavior which is well-studied in the context of semilinear parabolic equations.
We also refer to [I5] for a discussion of positivity aspects.

5.1. The Popov criterion in the Limit L = co. Next we show that the stability criterion (5.11))
can be verified for the limiting transfer function G, (s).

Proposition 5.14. For any zo > 0 there exists f1(xg) = <= > 0 for ¢y = 3% e%, such that, for

0 - V2
B € (0,B1(x0)), there exists q(xg) > 0 which satisfies the Popov criterion, i.e. such that the inequality
1
(5.15) Re [Gxo(iw)] — q(zo)wIm [Gxo (zw)] > 3

holds for all w € R\ {0}.
Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that the Popov curve parametrized as
Doy (W) == (z(w),y(w)) = (Re(GIO(iw)), w Im(GmO(iw))>

lies in the half-plane
H

0.5 = {(2,y) € R?| Fyp(z,y) < 0}
that is defined by the functional

1 1
Fogr,y) =y——o2——
wplBy) =y = w— s

for given ¢, 8 > 0. Thus verifying the Popov criterion ([5.15) is equivalent to showing that
(5.16) Fu5(Tge(w)) <0, w > 0.
A somewhat tedious but elementary computation yields
(5.17) Fup(Ta(w)) =— a\feaxo*/a [sin(azov/w) + cos(azgv/w)]

(0% —azgy/w . 1

- ——e cos(axoyv/w) — sin(azgy/w)] — — ,

where o 1= % . Next, for each xg > 0, we fix 81(zp) as follows
1
p1(xo) ==~
(20) Re(Gy, (iw1))
where, using (5.14]), we can express w; explicitly as a function of xg as
2r? 3
wi(xg) := minQi‘fp = L;, r = arctan(—1) + 7 = —m,
x§ 4
i.e.
br 972
5.18 =—, b= —.
( ) w1 (.’170) {L'% T 3

We also note that inserting the explicit expression for wi(zg) into G5, we easily obtain

c 37 sx
Bi(mo) = =, cn=—=e4.

0 V2
By the definition of Fj, g, I'y, and wi(x() or by a simple direct verification using ([5.17)), it follows that

Fq,ﬂl(mo)(rxo (w1 (mo)) =0,¢>0,
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holds for any xg > 0. Given xg, we set ﬁ to be the slope of the curve I'y,(w) at the point where

it intersects the real axis for w = wy(xp). The first such intersection occurs for the parameter value
w = wi(z0) . In other words, we use the parametrization I'y,(w) = (z(w),y(w)) of the curve to define

. Q‘
q(.%'()) T lw=w; (zo)

In order to find an explicit formula for —~—, we first rewrite the coordinates z(w) and y(w) as follows

q(z0)”’
[0

z(w) = Re(Gqy(iw)) = ﬁeﬂoaﬁ[cos(xoa\/@) - sin(moa\@)}

and
y(w) = wIm(Gyy (iw)) = _04\2/56:]5004\/5 [cos(xoa\@) + sin(:cga\/c;)}

When differentiating and evaluating these expressions at w = wj(z¢) in order to compute & and ¢, we

use that
sin(zoay/wi (20)) + cos(zoar/wi(z0)) =0

d

@ w=w1(x0)

and that

[sin(zoav/w) — cos(zpav/w)] =0.
An elementary calculation then shows that

r 2r3 _d 93

5.19 - _i7dﬂ::7.
( ) q(wo)  23(1+ %) x? & + %

To complete the proof we need to show that for arbitrary g > 0 the inequality

Fy(wo), (on (W)) <0

holds for w > 0. To that end, note that, for g € (0, 51 (330)), it clearly holds that —% < —m and,
therefore, making use of (5.17)), we see that

FQ(Io)ﬁ (Ffﬁo (w)) < Fq(u’vo)ﬁl(ﬂﬁo)(rlo (w)), w € (0, 00).

Hence it remains to prove that the inequality

E(@0),81 (o) (Fxo (W)) <0
is satisfied for w € (0, 00). To do so, we first use ([5.19) to get
d

0 o (ay L2081 a0) (T () = 0,
and

d2

% w=w1(zo)
From (5.17)) we also see immediately that

lm Fy(g0),81 (20) (Tzo (W) = —00

w0 1

FQ($0)751($0)(F330 (w)) < 0.

and
1

li F, x T Fﬂc = @By <V
Jm Fatao)a(ao) (T (W) = =

This shows that Fq(mo),ﬁl(mo)(rxo (w)) achieves its maximum in the interior of a compact subset of
(0,00). Now we prove the assertion by showing that

max Fyag). 1 (vo) (T (@) <0
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We do this by verifying that F ) 8 (20) (FIO (w)) is nonpositive in any of its critical points. In other

words, we show that for any @ > 0 where
d
% ‘w:an(‘ro)ngl(ﬂfo) (Fxo ((JJ)) = 0’

it holds that Fy(u0) g, (ne) (Czo(@)) < 0. An elementary differentiation shows that a critical point @
needs to be a solution of

(5.20) tan (y(@)) = T(y(@)), ¥(@) := 20/3/2,
where, for y > 0, the function T is given by

2 d
Y~ —dry — 5

(5.21) T(y) == y
20—yt = F

The cubic polynomial in the denominator of T has only one real root ys ~ 1.4399094, which generates
a real pole of T'. A discussion of the graph of T'(y) for y € (0,ys) and y € (ys,00) and the fact that
ys < m/2 yield that all positive solutions of tan(y) = T'(y) satisfy y > ys. Hence any critical point
W > 0 of Fy(z),8 (o) (FIO (w)) enjoys the relationship

sin(y(@)) = T (y(@)) cos(y(@)) and y(@) > ys.

Inserting this into the expression (5.17), the verification that Fj ) 8, (z) (T (@)) < 0 is easily seen
to be equivalent to the verification that, for y > ys,

2 cos(y)y? [1+T(y)] + drcos(y)[1 — T(y)] + %yey > 0.

Cr
This follows by plotting this function or by an analytic discussion using the fact that the expression
in the left-hand side of the above inequality vanishes at y = /w1 (1)/2 = \/bz/2 = 3T . O

5.2. The Popov criterion for the Dirichlet problem. In contrast to the case for L = oo just
discussed in Proposition a direct rigorous verification of the Popov criterion for the transfer
function Gy, ., associated with the Dirichlet problem is more involved analytically. To simplify the
discussion in the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions for a fixed but arbitrary L > 0, we may assume
without loss of generality that L = 1 by rescaling units of length. For notational convenience we
parametrize the location of xg as

xo(8) :=1—14, for § € (0,1).
This leads to considering the one-parameter family of transfer functions

Gs(s) = Gr—12(5)(8) = m7 6€(0,1),

and its associated one-parameter family of Popov curves
Ts(w) = (2(w), y(w)) = (Re[G(g(iw)], w Im[G(;(iw)]), we (0,00), 8 € (0,1).

In order to more conveniently deal with the limits as § — 0 and as § — 1 we consider 65 :=Gs/d, so
that )
Go(s) = lim Gs(s) = ————
o(s) 530 o(5) 2 cosh(v/s)

and

G (s) = lim Gs(s) = W — Gils).

Also note that, since

lim —Smh(m) =lim —————— = lim tanh(V'i) =1

w—0 \/izcosh(\/i;) C w0 cosh(\/iz) w=0  iw ’
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we find that

S 1 . . 1
ul;lg%) Gs(iw) = 3 and ul}u_rr}b G1(iw) = 3

We denote the corresponding asymptotic (rescaled for 6 — 0) Popov curves accordingly by IO (w) and
I''(w). Without giving a proof, we note that

[5(w) = [s(w)/6 — I as § — 0 uniformly in [0, o)

and
[s(w) — I'(w) as § — 1 uniformly in intervals of the form (0, M) .

Similarly as in the proof of Proposition for the case L = oo, the relevant parameters that determine
the stability and bifurcation properties associated with I's(w) for § ~ 0 can be determined explicitly
by studying the corresponding properties of its rescaled limit I'°(w).

Remark 5.15. The Popov set of fo(w) is given by
05 = {w >0 In([°w) = 0} = {wy = 2W27* [k =1,2,...},

In particular, the first intersection of IO with the real axis occurs at the frequency

w? = min §§0p =
and the corresponding period is given by T} = 3—75 = % We obtain the critical parameter for Gs in
1

the limit as 6 — 0 from the value of Re (fo (w?)) = Re (édiw?)), i.e.

ﬁo L 1 B e +e T
P 6G(iw?) 5

Finally, the slope of IO at its first intersection point with the real azis, which occurs at w = w?, can
be determined explicitly. In fact, using the parametrization I'’ = (2z(w),y(w)) it holds that

io = Q L= 272,

q1 T lw=wy
Proof. The proof follows from somewhat lengthy but elementary calculations that begin with splitting
the function m into its real and imaginary part. O

The verification of the Popov criterion for given parameter values § > 0 and § € (0,1) can be

interpreted geometrically. It amounts to showing that it is possible to choose a straight line in the
complex plane with positive slope such that it intersects the real axis at —% and such that the entire
Popov curve lies to the right of that straight line. In our case, the choice of a tangent to the Popov
curve at its most negative intersection point with the negative real axis is a possible choice of such a
straight line. The choice of the tangent, as a particular separating straight line, corresponds to the
critical parameter 81 at which a change of stability takes place and this choice leads to a “maximal”
interval of stability (0,51). In applied problems, e.g. in electrical engineering, the verification of the
Popov stability criterion is often simply reduced to plotting the Popov curve and to checking whether
such a tangential (optimal) line, or any separating line, can be fitted into the Popov plot. In Figure |§|
we plot the rescaled Popov curves I's (w) for different choices of 6. The two asymptotes I'! (w), which is
confined to the right complex halfplane, and fo(w), which orginates at (%, 0) and spirals to the origin
as w — 00, are both depicted as dotted lines.
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The Popov curves Fg for6=0 The Popov curves s for 6 =1
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FIGURE 6. The Popov curves close to the limiting cases § = 0, 1.

The shape of the Popov curves found by the parameter study shown in Figure [6] suggests that to
each § € (0,1) we can associate the uniquely determined line in R? = C that is tangent to I's(w) at
its most negative intersection point with the real axis, i.e. where

m (G (i1 (6)) ) = 0.

That line is obviously given by

1 1
Fawo0 o) = =065 5w
where, using the coordinates
(5.22) Ds(w) == (z(w),y(w)) = (Re(Gg(iw)), w Im(Gg(iw))),

we set

1 1 Y
PO =~ gme) ™ @ T ‘w:m@)'
In spite of this numerical graphical evidence, which shows the existence of an optimal straight line satis-
fying the Popov criterion up to the maximal choice for the constant 31 (o, L) = —1/G, 4, (iw (L, z0)),
we chose to state Theorem in a weaker form that does not rely on any numerical or graphical ver-
ification.

5.3. Numerical verification of the Popov criterion for 5 € (0, ﬁ(5)] in the case L < co. Before
giving the proof of Theorem we discuss how a numerical verification of the Popov criterion can be
performed to see that (0, I6; (5)] is the maximal interval of global stability for the trivial equilibrium of
. Here we again rescale units of length so that for 6 € (0,1) we can consider the transfer function

sinh(0v/iw)
2V/iw cosh(Viw)’ w0

While we proceed in the spirit of the proof of Proposition [5.14], we need to resort to numerical
computations to check the sign of the resulting elementary function. In order to express the imaginary
and the real part of Gs(iw) explicitly in a concise manner we set

Ay = Ay(6,w) = cosh(d/w/2) sin(&@) and Ay := Ay(6,w) = cos(d1/w/2) sinh(d/w/2)

Gs(iw) =
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as well as
(5.23) By := Bi(w) = cos(y/w/2) cosh(y/w/2) + sin(y/w/2) sinh(y/w/2)

(5.24) By := By(w) = cos(y/w/2) cosh(y/w/2) —sin(y/w/2) sinh(y/w/2)
and

D :=D(w) = \/ﬂ[cos(\/ﬂ) + COSh(\/%)} .
The one can write

Re[Gs(iw)] = —=(A, B), Im[Gs(iw)] = %det(A,B),

1
ot
with

<A, B> = A1 By + A3 Bs and det(A, B) = A1By — A3 Bj.
Using the coordinate representation (5.22]) of the Popov curve, an explicit representation of

1 '_g)‘

q((S) T w=w1(J)
can be found in the form
1 ( ){ det(A, B) + det(A, B) H
—— =w . : . .
9©®) " VVAB) 1+ (A, B) — (A, BYD/DJ lumwi(6)
The dotted quantities are differentiated with respect to w and evaluated at wy(d). This representation
is not fully explicit since a numerical root finding procedure needs to be used in order to locate the
first positive solution w(8) of Im[Gs(iw)] = & det(A, B) = 0. In principle, for any given ¢ € (0, 1),
the zero w1 (d) can be determined with arbitrary (finite) precision. Therefore, for each § € (0,1), the
verification of the Popov criterion
1 1

(5.26) Fao)p0W) = yw) = 252W@) = 2555

up to the numerical determination of wj(J), consists in verifying that the following combination of the
elementary functions A;, B;, D is nonpositive, i.e., that

(5.25)

<0 for w > 0,

(5.27)
1
Fq((;)”g((;)(w) =wdet(A,B)/D — m [(A, B)/D — <A(w1(6)),B(wl(é)»/D(wl(d))} <0 for w >0,
where ﬁ is given by (5.25)). It is clear by the definition of F ) (5), as well as directly by inspection

of the above formula, that Fy) 5(s) (w1(5 )) = 0 which reflects the tangency condition. The verification
of condition can thus be performed by evaluation of the above expression over a finite range for
w. This follows from the fact that we know that the curve I's(+) spirals into the origin of the complex
plane exponentially fast. Clearly the statement of nonpositivity requires a parametric study for § in
(0,1). It can be verified analytically that

b, 3m+4

li =1 li =— = .

lim w; (8)g(6) = 1 and lim w;(8)q(9) i 3

Thus the limit § — 1 corresponds to the case L = oo, which is intuitively clear. In fact, observe that,

owing to (5.18)) and to (5.19)), the product
by 3m+4

w1 (20)q(o) = i 3
is an invariant of the one-parameter family of Popov curves {FIO ‘ To > 0}. By contrast, for L < oo,
the product wi(d)q(d) depends on § but has the two known limits given above.

Based on the parameter study in Figure[7], we formulate the following conjecture. In order to safeguard
rigour we are, somewhat reluctantly, forced to formulate the numerical result merely as a conjecture,
since it must be conceded that any parameter study cannot replace a rigorous proof of the validity of
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Graphical Verification of the Popov Criterion
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FIGURE 7. Depicted is the function appearing in the Popov criterion (5.27)) for various
values of 6 € (0,1)

(5.27) for arbitrary 6 € (0,1) in spite of the fact that the criterion could be checked up to arbitrary
finite precision for any given specific 6 € (0,1).

Conjecture 5.16. For any § € (0,1), let B(8) :== —1/Gs(iw1(8)). Then, for any B € (0,5(0)], the
pair B and q(6) > 0, given by (5.25)), satisfies the Popov criterion, i.e. the inequality

(5.28) Re[Gs(iw)] — q(6)wTm[G(iw)] > —;

for allw € R\ {0}.

We finally prove the theorem as it was formulated at the beginning of this section, i.e. without
making any reference to the conjecture above.

Proof of Theorem The proof relies on the application of the criterion derived in Proposition
For arbitrary fixed L > xy > 0 we look for a parameter value (1(zg, L) > 0 such that, for any
RS (0, B1(zo, L)), it is possible to find ¢(zp) > 0 such that

—~ 1
ar,(w) + q(zo) a (w) — = < 0 for w > 0.

B
This then entails that all solutions of the Volterra integral equation (5.1) with arbitrary parameters
xg > 0 and L > xy converge to zero as t — oo as long as 3 € (0, B1(xo, L)) If this is the case, we call

(O, Bl (xo, L)) an interval of stability for the integral equation with parameters L > xg > 0. We define
the Popov curve associated with zg and L by

Fyon(w) = (a:(w),y(w)) = (Re[GzO,L(iw)], w Im[GmO,L(iw)D.

By introducing the functional
T 1
Foplzy) =y————,
@7 q¢ qf
the verification of the stability criterion reduces to showing that suitable choices of the parameters
and g lead to

Fu5(Tgp,r(w)) <0, w>0.
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For arbitrary zg > 0 and L > xy we set

~ 1
5.29 r9, L) = ——
(5.29) Pr(zo, L) M (zo, L) q(0)
where ) 5
% B 9
Q(xO) - dw’ i S+ %
and

M(xo, L) := r“r}gé({w Im |Gy, (iw)] — q(io) Re |Gy, (iw)] }

To show that the above maximum exists and that it is positive, observe that, by definition, the Popov
set QEOQE’O contains a minimal element w; > 0 such that

Im[Gay,z(iw1)] = 0 and Re[Gay, 1 (iwr)] < 0.

This shows that 31 (o, L) > 0, if the maximum exists. In order to obtain the existence of the maximum
a simple calculation yields that

b
Q(iﬂo)

(5.30) ‘/2‘; Im [ Vi { cosh(zoViw) tanh(Lv/iw) — sinh(xm/a)}}
_ 2:0%71@ Re { Vi { cosh(zoV/iw) tanh(Lv/iw) — sinh(wo\/a)}} :

Then notice that lim,,_,o+ H(w) exists and that

H(w) :=w Im [Gmo,L(iW)] — Im [GmO,L(iw)] =

lim H(w) <0.
w—0t
One also has that
lim H(w) =0,
wW—00

which is verified by using
lim tanh(LViw) =1,

w—0o0

and that
ILm \@[cosh(xm/a) tanh(LV/iw) — sinh(a:m/ﬁ)] =0.

To study lim,,_,q+ H(w), one observes that

lim ﬁ [cosh(xm/ iw) tanh(LViw) — sinh(xoviw)] > 0.
w—0*t \/(;
Since H (w) is negative for sufficiently small arguments, converges to zero as w — oo, and has positive
values, the maximum must be attained and be positive. Now for any 5 € (0, B1(xo, L)), we obtain the
estimate

F(I(*TO)vﬁ (Fx()’L(w)) < Fq(mo),é\l(xo,[/) (Fx()?L(w))’ w > O

It only remains to verify that
Fy(w0),Bi (w0,L) (Tap,L(w)) = H(w) — m <0, w>0,

which follows from the definition of ,6/’\1(m0, L) since

(Tapr (@) < max H(w) — ———+—— = M(zo,L) - ———~—— —0.

F ~ —
9(z0).f1(zo.L) w>0 q(x0)B1(x0, L) q(xo) p1 (o, L)
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Next we present the argument producing the alternative interval of stability (07 Jost (:co)) = (0, ;—g) for

any xg > 0 and all sufficiently large L > xg. For fixed zg > 0, we have shown in Remark that
Gao,1(1w) = Ggy(iw) as L — oo,
uniformly for w in intervals of the form (¢, 00) with arbitrary ¢ > 0. This also implies that
Iy r(w) = Ty(w) in C as L — oo,
and that
Fy(a0).81(20) (D0, L)) = Foao) 1 (@o) (T (@) a5 L = o0,

uniformly for w in (¢,00) with arbitrary ¢ > 0. Hence, for any ¢ > 0 and any ¢ > 0, there exists
C(e, ) > 0 such that

Fy(ao) b1 (o) (Lo, 1 (W) < Fy(ag) 8y (o) (Fao (W) + € for L > C(e,¢),

and w € (¢,00). For any € (O,Bl(xo)) we can choose §(8) := q(fco) [% - ﬁl(lmo)]’ 0 € (0,1), to obtain

Fatao)8(Tao, (W) +6(8) < Fytao). g1 (ao) (Ta,1(w)) for w > 0.
Thus, for L > C(6(8),¢) and for w € (¢, 00) we have that
Fo(ao),8 (Lo, () +6(B) < Fyag),1(0) (o, (9)) < Fyan) 1 (ao) (Lo (@) + 3(B).
Consequently, by Proposition it holds that
Fia0), (Teo.L (@) < Fyag). b1 ao) (Mo (w)) <0
for L > C(6(8),¢) and w € (¢, 00). Since we know from the first part of the proof that

: 1
lim Fy0)8(Faon(w)) < ~Balwn) 0,

w—0t

and ¢ > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small, the inequality
Fq(xo)w@ (F»’me(w)) <0,

holds for w € (0,00) and L > C(zo) for a large enough C(xg) > 0. O

6. GLOBAL STABILITY AND HOPF BIFURCATION RESULTS FOR THE NONLINEAR PDE

The stability result obtained in the previous section for the Volterra integral equation will now be
applied to the nonlinear partial differential equation . It will be instrumental to infer the decay
of the solutions of the PDE from the decay of the associated solutions of the integral equation. The
following proposition is proved in [16, Proposition 2.3.] in a slightly different setting, yet its proof can
readily be adapted to the present situation.

Proposition 6.1. For fized parameters 3, L € (0,00) and xo € (0,L) consider orbits ®3(-,ug) of the
semiflow (<I>/3, H}:) associated with (1.2). Then, as t — oo, for any ug € H}:, it holds that

Dg(t,ug) — 0 in Hp <= (g(t, uo))(zo) — 0 in R.

Proof. “=7: If ®g(t,ug) — 0 as t — oo, then the operation of “taking the trace” defines a bounded
linear operator v, € £L(H},R) and therefore its continuity implies

Yao (Ps(t,w0)) = (®a(t, uo))(z0) — 0 as ¢t — oo.
“=: If y(t) == (Pp(t,uo)) (zo) — 0 as t — oo, then by (5.1)) we have that

t—o00

lim y(t) = lim [gL(t) +/0 ar(t = 7)f(Bu(r, z0)) dT} =0
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which entails
t

lim [ a(t—7)f(Bu(r,z0))dr =0,

t—o00 0

since we know by the properties of the semigroup e 4% that lim; .o, g7,(t) = 0. Next notice that, for
arbitrary = € (—L, L), it holds that

t
u(t,x) == Pg(t,up)(x) = (e*tALuo) (2) +/ kr(t — T,m)f(ﬂu(r, wo)) dr,
0
where, by definition (5.4, it holds that
kp(t,z) = —ar(t,z) = —(eftALéo)(a:).

Again from limg_ (e_tAL uo) (z) = 0 we obtain

t
(6.1) lim u(t,z) = — lim | kp(t — 7, 2)f(Bu(r, 20)) dr, z # 0.

t—o00 t—o00 0

Since we know by assumption that lim .o f(,BU(T, xo)) = 0 and, by inserting the spectral decom-
position (3.2) of kz in (6.1), we conclude similarly as in [16] that for arbitrary = € (—L,L) and
t — 00

lim u(t,z) =0,

t—r00
i.e. we obtain the pointwise convergence of ®3(t,u0) to the zero function.

To prove that convergence to zero also occurs in the topology of H}: we use (4.1)) to derive the equation
satisfied by 4, (t), which is the n-th coefficient in the spectral basis expansion of the solution

u(t,w) = (u(t,), pr)pr(@) = > n(t)pk(@).
k=1 k=1

Observe that the H! norm of a function u(t,-) of x obtained for fixed ¢ is equivalent to
o0
e, V2 = S0+ Bl
k=1

This is seen by extending u(t,-) to a periodic function (t,-) by reflection as described in and
noticing the direct relation between the standard Fourier series of 4 and the spectral basis expansion
of u. We also use the fact that v € H} if and only if & € HL(—2L,2L), where the index indicates
periodicity.

Next look at the evolution of the single modes of the solution, which is determined by

t
n(t) = e (4g, OLn) — / f(Bu(r, xo))ef(tff)xi,n dr.
0

A simple calculation exploiting the boundedness of f then yields
c

X (1+n?), n>1.
Ln

(1+n2)|an(t)]” < e(1 + n?)|don| +

This, together with the fact that ug € H! and that Xi?n ~n* as n — oo, implies that the series
(6.2) D (14 n?)an(t)
n>1

converges uniformly in ¢ > 0. This shows that the tail of the Fourier representation of the solution can
be made smaller than any given € > 0 independently of ¢ > 0. For the remaining finitely many terms,
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a direct estimate of the integral yields smallness. It namely follows from the solution representation
that

te t
in(t)] < et 4+ [ dr b e £ (Bu(r )| [ e odr
0 TZle te

St N2 [~ 1
<e ts)’\L,O{|uon| + SUI } + c¢max \f(ﬁu(T, xo)| <e
L0 T2te

for ¢ large enough. This shows that
> (14 n?)an () — 0 as t — oo,
n>1
or, in other words that u(t) — 0 in H. O

We can now proceed to summarize the main results of our analysis.

Theorem 6.2. For arbitrary choice of the paramters L > xo > 0 the following assertions hold:
(i) There exsist € > 0 such that for any 3 € (61 (o, L), B1(x0, L) + E), with

1
Ao L) = = (L a0))

the semiflow (@5, HlL) associated with (1.2))1, , possesses a non-trivial periodic orbit.

(ii) For f € (O,ﬁAl(xo,L)) where Bl(l’o,L) > 0 is defined in (5.29)), every (semi-)orbit of the
semiflow (@BaHi) associated with (1.2))1, , converges to zero ast — 0.
(iii) If we assume that L > C(xg) for some sufficiently large constant C(xg), then for any B €

(O,Bl(aco)) = (0, ;—g), for cx = %e%, every (semi-)orbit of the semiflow (<I>5,H}:) associated

with (1.2)1, 2, converges to zero ast — oo.

QPOP

and w1 (L, z9) = min Q0 7,

Proof. The second and third assertion follows directly from our main result on the Volterra integral
equation, Theorem [6.1 and from Proposition [5.2

The first statement is a consequence of the general results obtained in [2 Theorem 1],[22) Theorem
1.8.2.], or [27]. They can be applied analogously as in [I4]. We have shown in Proposition and in
our discussion of the Popov set that

U(A51($07L)) NiR = { + iwl(L, 1}0)}

The non-degeneracy condition for the crossing of the imaginary axis by the complex conjugate pair of

eigenvalues of the operator —Ag needs to be checked to conclude the proof. We need to verify that
d
= Re[A(8)] | >0,
dp AB) B=p1(0,L)

where, for some € > 0, there exists

A (51(1‘0,[1) — 6,,31(.%‘0,[1) + 5) — C with )\(ﬁl(l‘o,L)) = +iUJ1(L,ZEO),

i.e. a local parametrization of the eigenvalue’s path as it crosses the imaginary axis in the complex
upper halfplane as 3 increases. This follows from Proposition and Remark O

Remark 6.3. Supported by numerical evidence, we conjecture that the definition (5.29) leads to

N 1
Pulao, L) = P, L) = = Tao))

We note that one inequality ,6/’\1(m0,L) < Bi(zo, L) follows from the knowledge that the asymptotic
stability of the equilbrium uw = 0 is lost at $1(xo, L) due to the Hopf bifurcation. Thus proving this

QPop

with wi (L, xg) = min Q7 7.

conjecture reduces to showing f1(xo, L) > P1(xo, L). This, in turn, would follow if we could verify that
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the value of M(xq, L) in the definition is achieved by wi(L,xo) as a maximizer. Clearly, if one
were able to prove this statement then Conjecture [5.16] would no longer be needed. In that case the
parameter range of global stability (0,/6/’\1(3;0,L)) would be maximal due to [SAl(xo,L) = Bi(zo, L), i.e.
the interval of stability constructed for the Volterra integral equation then extends up to the critical
parameter value where the Hopf bifurcation occurs.

To discuss the stability of the bifurcating periodic solutions for the one-parameter family of semi-
flows (<I>5,H1L), B > 0, observe that the Ljapunov-Schmidt reduction used in [1] to discuss the Hopf
bifurcation phenomenon in the finite dimensional case leads to more precise statements about the
structure of the bifurcating periodic solutions. In particular, the local uniqueness of the bifurcating
solutions can be described in more detail and is made explicit in the next remark. As highlighted in [I]
the Liapunov-Schmidt reduction, which the author applies to ODEs, can often be extended naturally
to semi-flows in infinite dimensional phase spaces stemming from reaction-diffusions problems. We
refrain from executing that approach here and refer to [2]. Instead we prefer to apply the results on the
existence of a center manifold in the infinite dimensional situation. In fact, our problem, for L < oo,
formulated in the Sobolev space HlL falls into the rather general class of quasilinear parabolic systems
discussed in [27]. The possibility to restrict our semiflow to its finite dimensional center manifold,
allows us to discuss the stability of the bifurcating solutions by studying the ODE that governs the
dynamics on the center manifold.

Remark 6.4. For the stability analysis of the bifurcating periodic solutions the results in [I, Theorems
26.21 and 27.11] provide a more precise description of the local structure at the bifurcation locus. There
exists € > 0 and a map

2T

s 7 (), T(), 5(6)] € C((=2,2), 8B4y (0) X BBr( ") x OB (B (w0, 1))
with )
(u(0). 7(0), 5(0)) = (0, =7 61 (w0, 1)) € H, x (0,00) x (0,00),

for some suitably chosen factor § > 0, that shrinks the open unit balls appropriately. The above map
has the property that, for 0 < s < e, the orbit of u(s) under ®g, denoted by

A(s) 1= { (et uls)) |t = 0}

s a noncritical periodic orbit of the semiflow (q)ﬁ(s), HlL) with period T(s) passing through the point
u(s) € 0By1 (0) and with

(6.3) v(s1) # (s2),

for 0 < s1 < s9 < . Bvery noncritical periodic orbit of the semiflow ((I)B(S)v H}—J) mn a sufficiently small
neighbourhood of (0, %, Bi(zo, L)) in the cartesian product H} x (0,00) x (0,00) is contained in
the family
{7(s)|0<s<e}.

The map

[s = B(s)] : (0,) = (0,00)
is injective. This follows directly from , since otherwise identical noncritical periodic orbits for
s1 # sa could be obtained from [(s1) = B(s2) and the identity of the semiflows ((I)B(Si)v Hi), i=1,2.

Theorem 6.5. Fix arbitrary L > xg > 0 and assume that, for any B € (0,,6’1(:170,L)), the trivial
solution of the semiflow (<I>5, HlL) 1s globally asymptotically stable. Then the noncritical periodic orbits
of the semiflow (CIJB, HlL) originating from the Hopf bifurcation at 51(xo, L) > 0 are (orbitally) stable
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for any B € (Bl(:zo, L), 51(xo, L) + (5) for some 6 > 0. In fact, using the map [s — B(s)} discussed in
Remark[6.4), it holds that .

B(s) >0,
for 0 < s < €(d), which means that the Hopf bifuration at pi(xo, L) is supercritical.

Proof. The map [s — B(s)] : (0,e) = (0,00) is continuous and injective for 0 < s < e. Hence it
is strictly monotone on (0,¢). Since §(-) is differentiable either 3(s) < 0 or 4(s) > 0 must hold for
s € (0,e). The case $(s) < 0 can be excluded since it implies the existence of a noncritical periodic
orbit of the semiflow (@/g, H}J) for f < B1(zo, L). Since this cannot happen by Theorem and by the
assumption that (O, B1(xo, L)) is an interval of global stability for the trivial equilibrium, we conclude
that 3 (s) > 0 and that the bifurcating noncritical periodic orbits are stable. O

Remark 6.6. The assumption that the trivial solution of the semiflow (q)g, HIL) is globally asymptot-
ically stable for any B € (O,/Bl (xo, L)) can be dropped if either C’onjecture were shown to be true
or if the condition 3\1(330, L) = Bi(xo, L) discussed in Remark were shown to hold.

The next result settles a conjecture formulated in [14, Remarks 4.4. (c)] for the problem (L.I)). It
was not stated in [16] even though, in the light of the above results, it is an immediate corollary to
[16, Theorem 5.1.]. We add the result here for the sake of completeness and due to the fact that the
conjecture in [I4] provided the initial motivation for both [16] and the present paper.

Theorem 6.7. The noncritical periodic orbits of the semiflow (ég,Hl(O,w)) associated with (|1.1))
that originate from the Hopf bifurcation at By ~ 5.6655 are (orbitally) stable for 5 € (Bo, Bo + ) for
some § > 0. In other words, the Hopf bifuration from the trivial solution at B = By is supercritical.

Proof. The statement follows analogously as in the proof of Theorem since the trivial critical point
of the semiflow (<1>/3, HY(0, 71')) is shown to be globally attractive on the maximal interval of stability,
i.e. for B € (0, Fp) in [16, Theorem 5.1.]. O

7. IMPLEMENTATION USED IN THE NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS

In order to generate Figures and [4, we made used of a discretization of the operator Aé which
is described in this section. As for Figures [3] and [} the computations are based on the zeros of the
spectrum determining functions z; found in inside the proof of Proposition and on ,
respectively. Since A 3 = A + /8505;—0 and A7, = Ar o has an explicit spectral resolution in terms of

%?227 k € N, and eigenfunctions ¢y 1, = % sin(kw I;LL ), we opt for a spectral

discretization. In order to obtain it, we introduce the grid of equidistant points ™ = (2}")x=1,..2m 1
given by

its eigenvalues ,u’z 0=

2L
:c};”:—L—i—k2—m, k=1,...,2™ -1,
and the discrete sine transform matrix S, with entries
Sm(k,J) = or,r(z]").
Then we approximate Ay, spectrally by
2L +
AT'=—25

= Sm Om

k272

diag[ A2 ]k:l,...,2m—1

Sm,

where S;,E = S and the scalar factor amounts to the application of the quadrature rule (the trape-
zoidal rule in this case) required in the discrete transform to approximate the corresponding continuous
integral. The Dirac distribution supported at y € (—L, L) is also discretized spectrally as
2m_1
o, = Z ok, L(Y) ek, (™).
k=1
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This yields a spectral approximation through

2L T
<5y7u>HZI,Hi o~ Q—m((S;n) u™,

if ¥™ is the vector approximating u € Hi Again the scalar factor is dictated by the quadrature rule
used to approximate the duality pairing. Finally the operator Ay, ,, of interest is approximated by

2L
ALy = AT + By (0)

and its adjoint by the transpose (AZ‘ B)T. Again, this discretization is used for the spectral calculations

leading to Figures and [4
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