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EXACT CONTROLLABILITY OF ANISOTROPIC 1D PARTIAL
DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS IN SPACES OF ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS

CAMILLE LAURENT, IVONNE RIVAS, AND LIONEL ROSIER

ABSTRACT. In this article, we prove a local controllability result for a general class of 1D

partial

differential equations on the interval (0,1). The PDEs we consider take the form

Ny = CudMy + f(z,y,0:y,...,00 "1y) where 1 < N < M, ¢ € C*, and f is some linear or
nonlinear term of lower order. In this context, we prove a local controllability result between
states that are analytic functions. If some boundary conditions are prescribed, a similar local
controllability result holds between analytic functions satisfying some compatibility conditions
that are natural for the existence of smooth solutions of the considered PDE. The proof is per-
formed by studying a nonlinear Cauchy problem in the spatial variable with data in some spaces
of Gevrey functions and by investigating the relationship between the jet of space derivatives and
the jet of time derivatives. We give various examples of applications, including the (good and
bad) Boussinesq equation, the Ginzburg-Landau equation, the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation
and the Korteweg-de Vries equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION
For M, N € N* := N\ {0} fixed with M > N and y a function defined on [0,1] x [0, 7], with

value in R, we consider the abstract dynamical system
ONy=Py+ f(z,y,0uy,...,0M Yy),  xe€]0,1], t €[0,T], (1.1)
BY*(0,t) =0, t€0,77,
YH(z,0) =Yy(z), z€]0,1],
with
Y¥(x,t) = (y(z,1), 0py(2,1), ..., OM "y (x, 1)), (1.4)
Yi(x,t) = (y(z,t),dy(z,t),...,00 Ly(z,t)),

M
=0

where ¢; € R for 0 < j < M and (y # 0, Yo € C([0,1])V, B € R"™M is a fixed real matrix
of size v x M, and v € N is the number of boundary conditions that we require to be equal to
zero. (If v =0, it indicates that there is no boundary condition at = 0.) Finally, we assume
f € C®(RM+LR) and f is analytic with respect to all its arguments in a neighborhood of 6RM+1.
More precisely, we assume that

F(@,0,...,0) =0, Vae (—4,4), (1.7)
and
fa, )= > agdfa"= > apylt. e (1.8)
(Fr)eNM 1 (Pr)eNM+1

M+1

with ?7 = (yanla--"nyl)a (x’gj) € (_4?4) , and ﬁ = (pOa---aprl) € NM where the

coefficients a, are such that

Cyq " M
L <z .
lag,r| < oD vVreN, Vpe NV, (1.9)
for some constants
C, >0, b>4, andby >4 (1.10)

Note that ag, = 0 for all r € N by (7). For p€ N¥, we define

Ay(zx) == Za@rxr, |z| < ba.
reN



EXACT CONTROLLABILITY OF ANISOTROPIC 1D PDE 3

We infer from (L&) and (L9) that

fla,9) = Z Ap@)i = Y Ayt b (1.11)
pe FeNY
|71 Ip1 >0
Cq
2

Among the many physically relevant instances of (L)) satisfying (L7))-(LI0), we can mention
(1) the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation

Oy = 03y + Ouy + yOuy;
(2) the “good” (=) or “bad” (+) Boussinesq equation
Ofy = £,y + 03y — 02 (4°);
(3) the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky (KS) equation
Oy + Opy + 07y + yOsy = 0.

With a few modifications in the framework, we can also treat

(4) the complex Ginzburg-Landau (GL) equation
Ay = 0%y + e¥|y|?y where 6,p e R.

The exact controllability result has to be stated in a space of analytic functions (see [25] for the
linear heat equation). For given R > 1 and C' > 0, we denote by N ¢ and Rp ¢ the sets

n!
Nrc = {(an)nzo e CYan| < C g 0> o} ccN, (1.13)

Rrc = { :[=1,1] = C: 3(an)n>0 € Nr,c with z(z Zan ok Vo e [—-1 ]} . (1.14)

Let us denote by H () the space of holomorphic functions in Q, and let us introduce the Hardy
space Hg' := H(B(0, R)) N L>(B(0, R)), which is a Banach space for the norm || - ||z (B(0,r))
(see [33]). Let
Brc={z:[-1,1 = C; 3f € HF, [|fllz~B0,r) < C: fl-1,1 = 2}
Observe that
BR,C C RR,C - Bnc(l,%)—l forl<r < Rand C > 0.

For the proof, see below Lemma [6.1]

We say that a function h € C*®([t1,t2]) is Gevrey of order s > 0 on [t1,t2], and we write
h € G5([t1,t2]), if there exist some positive constants C, R such that

s
orn) < 0B vie ) e
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Similarly, we say that a function y € C*°([z1, x2] X [t1,12]) is Gevrey of order s1 in x and s2 in t,
with s1, 82 > 0, and we write y € G*V%2([z1, x2] X [t1,t2]), if there exist some positive constants

C, R, Ry such that

P Py (e, 1)) < PP t1,t], ¥ N? 1.15
’ z Yt y(xv )‘ = Wa (.%', )G [1‘1,1‘2] X [ 1, 2]7 (p17p2) S : ( : )
The suitable time Gevrey regularity in our situation is
M
Ai=—>1
N
Before giving our results, we need to define a set of compatibility conditions. The initial data
need to belong to a specific set to ensure the existence of smooth solutions issuing from these
initial data. Indeed, the equation imposes some relations between the time derivatives of the
solutions and the space derivatives of the initial data. Namely, we have the following property
whose proof is constructive and mainly consists in taking derivatives in the PDE.

Lemma 1.1. For any |l € N, there exist a number m = m(l) € N and a smooth application
Jp s [=1,1] x (RM)ymO+L 5 RM gych that for any solution y € C®([—1,1] x [t1,t]) of 0Ny =
Py + f(x’y’a:vy, ---aaé‘/[_ly), we have

Y™ = Jy(z, Y, 0, Y., 0mY"))  on [—1,1] X [t1, ta]. (1.16)

Definition 1. Let J;, | € N, be the vector functions defined in Lemma [T We define the
following compatibility set

C = {Yo e 02(0,1)N; Bz, Yo,0:Y0,...0"0Yy)| =0, wie N} . (1.17)

=0
The compatibility set C plays an important role in the exact controllability of system (L])-(L3]).
Since the PDE ([LLT)) is time-invariant, we can check that the condition (LIT) is the same at any
time. In particular
e for any smooth solution y of (LI)-(L2), we have that Y*(¢) € C for any t € [0,T]. (See
below Lemma [4.4])
e if y is a smooth solution to (LI]) such that Y*(¢) € C for any t € [0,T], then y satisfies
the boundary condition (L2). (See below Lemma [.5])
If we want to consider the boundary controllability of the PDE (ILI]) subject to the boundary
conditions (L.2]), it is therefore very natural to consider initial and final data in the space C. We
will derive a controllability result by considering small amplitude analytic functions in C.
The main result in this paper is the following local exact controllability result.

Theorem 1.2. Let f = f(x,7) be as in (0)-(I0) with b,by > R := AMe*® ™ Let R > R
and T > 0. Then there exists some number C > 0 such that for all Yy,Y; € (RR,C')N nce,
there exists a smooth solution y of (LI)-(L3) defined for all (x,t) € [0,1] x [0,T] and satisfying
Yi(z,T) = Yi(z) for all x € [0,1]. Furthermore, we have y € G**([0,1] x [0,T]).

We stress that Theorem can be applied to any PDE with less derivatives in time than
in space, even if the corresponding initial boundary value problem is not well-posed. For
instance, the backward heat equation 0;y = —0%y and the bad Boussinesq equation 97y =
Oty + 02y — 02(y?) are concerned.
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It is difficult in general to describe explicitly C (see Section 2.1 for the KdV equation). However,
the set C can be precisely described in the following cases:

e If B =0 (i.e. no boundary conditions at x = 0), then C = C*°([0,1])" (i.e. all smooth
initial data are allowed)
e If f =0 (linear PDE with constant coefficients), then the compatibility set reads

C = {YO = W0, Y1, s Ul - - yN—1) € CP([0,1])N such that BPTY"(0) = 0,
WeN,vz:o,...,N—1}

when we denoted Yox’l(x) = (y(x),...,0M 1y (x)) as in (). We refer to Proposition
2.8 for a precise statement and for the proof.

o if M € 2N and P = Zj]‘i/OZ @pﬁj (i.e. P contains only even derivatives), some parity
arguments can be used under some symmetry assumptions about the non-linearity, as it
is shown in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.3. Assume that M € 2N and P = Zjﬂi/(? ng@%j.
(1) If the boundary conditions BY*(0,t) = 0 reduce to 8§jy(0,t) =0 for2j <M —1, and if
for all x € [—1,1] and all (yo, ...,ynr) € (—4,4)M+1 we have

f(_x’ —Y0,---, (_1)i+1yi’ ce ’nyl) = _f(xa Yo, - .- anyl) (118)
then

C = {Yo= (Y0, y1, - yn—1) € C=([0,1); 0¥y (0)=0 VjeN, VI =0,...N —1}

(2) If the boundary conditions BY*(0,t) = 0 reduce to 92 y(0,t) =0 for 2j +1 < M — 1,
and if for all x € [-1,1] and all (yo,...,ynr) € (—4, 4™ we have

f(—.%', Yo, -+ (_1)22/17 ey _yM—l) - f(xa Yo, - - - 7yM—1) (119)
then

C={Yo = (Wo.y1, - yn—1) € C=([0,1)Y; 0¥y (0)=0, VjeN,VI=0,..,N—1}.

Note that in the last two cases, the intersection of C with the set of analytic functions is a
set of functions that admit odd (respectively even) extensions. Note also that the “good” and
“bad” Boussinesq equations satisfy only (ILI9]), while the Ginzburg-Landau equation satisfies

both (LI8) and (LI9).

Remark 1. (1) The constant R = 4MeP9™" s probably not optimal, but we aimed to
provide an explicit (reasonable) constant. For the linear heat equation, it is known that
the optimal constant is R := 1 with a diamond-shaped domain of analyticity (see [4, 13|
14]).

(2) If f is linear in the variables § = (yo,...,Yn—1), then the PDE (1)) is linear and the
smallness assumption on the amplitude of the initial and final data can be removed, as
longas YO, Y1 € (RRO)NQC for some C' € (0,+00). In particular, for f(x,y) = V(x)yo,
Theorem T2 applies for any equation of the form 0Ny = Py+V (x)y where V is analytic
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in a sufficiently large ball. The compatibility set C may depend on V. Note however that
both conditions (LI8) and (LI9) are satisfied if V is even (i.e. V(zx) = V(—z) for
all x € [-1,1]). Theorem applies for instance for the linear heat equation Oyy =
02y + V(x)y without any smallness assumption about the potential V (x), giving that the
reachable space from zero contains functions that are analytic in some sufficiently large
ball. See [8] for a more precise result about the reachable space, but under a smallness
assumption about the potential.

Note also that the most relevant term of P is actually the higher order term (oM,
since linear lower order terms can be put either in P or in f(x,y,0py,...,0M~1y). Yet,
we have chosen to keep this form because C is easily determined for a linear PDE with
constant coefficients.

(8) The definition of C seems to depend on some choice of the functions Jlk. Howewver, the
proof of Lemmall 1l is constructive and therefore it provides an algorithm to define these
functions. Moreover, it is possible (see Lemma[{.17 below) to prove that if two functions
Jlk satisfy the property (LI for all solution y of (L)), then they coincide in the product
of [-1,1] and some small ball B(0,e) of (RN)™O+1 which is the domain where we are
going to use it. In any case, the previous property implies that the functions Jl’l‘C are
unique in the class of analytic functions.

(4) The paper has been written for a quite general PDE. However, it might certainly be
possible to consider more general PDFEs, containing for instance time derivatives in the
lower order terms, or in the nonlinearity, or some time-dependent coefficients. We
did not consider these cases because it would render the proof more technical and more
difficult to read.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we apply our main results to the Korteweg de-
Vries equation, the Boussinesq equation, the Ginzbourg-Landau equation, and the Kuramoto-
Sivashinsky equation. Section [B]is concerned with the existence and uniqueness results for the
Cauchy problem in the z-variable (Theorem B.I]). The relationship between the jet of space
derivatives and the jet of time derivatives at some point (jet analysis) for a solution of (I.1J) is
studied in Section Ml In particular, we show that the nonlinear equation (LII) can be (locally)
solved forward and backward if the initial data Yy can be extended as an analytic function in
some ball of C (Proposition [ 11]). Finally, the proofs of Theorem and Proposition [[.3] are
displayed in Section (Bl

2. EXAMPLES

In this section, we list a few examples of equations coming from physical models for which our
general result applies. The list is of course not exhaustive. Also, we limited ourselves to some
models that contain a regularizing effect coming from a parabolic behavior or from smoothing
boundary conditions. It is not that Theorem [[.2] is limited to this kind of problems, but for
conservative equations (like nonlinear Schrodinger equations, KdV with some specific boundary
conditions as in [31], [3] among other works), it is quite likely (and very often it has already
been proved) that the controllability can be obtained in much lower regularity. Notice that even
in this context, our result can be interesting if we are looking for a very regular control since
the control we build is in some Gevrey class.
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2.1. The Korteweg-de Vries equation. In this section, we are concerned with the control-
lability of the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation:

Oy =y + 0wy +ydpy, x€[0,1], tel0,T), (2.1)
y(1,t) = h(t), tel0,T], (2.2)

y(0,t) =0, t 0,7, (2.3)

0.y(0,t) =0, t€]0,7], (2.4)

y(@,0) =y (x), =z €[0,1], (2.5)

which adapts to our abstract setting (LI))-(L3]) with N = 1, M = 3 (hence A = 3), P =
03 + 0, and f(x,y,0.y,0%y) = yOyy. Thus Y = y and Y* = (y,0,y,0%y). Note that the
change of variables z — 1 — z transforms (2.I)) into the classical form of the KdV equation
Oy + O3y + Oy + ydpy = 0, and ([22)-(24) into the boundary conditions y(0,t) = h(t) and
y(1,t) = Oxy(1,t) = 0.

It is well-known [I0, B31] that system (2J))-(25) is null controllable, and also controllable to
the trajectories. Due to the smoothing effect, an exact controllability cannot hold in L?(0,1).
The reachable space for the linearized KdV equation d;y = 02y + 0,y supplemented with the
boundary conditions ([2.2))-(2.4]) was described in [22].

By Theorem 2 for any T > 0 and any R > R := 126(36)_1, there is some number C' > 0
such that for any y",7° € Rpe NC, there exists a solution y € G13(]0,1] x [0,T)) of (2T)-

235) satistying y(z,T) = y°(z) for all z € [0,1]. Let us now describe more precisely the set
C defined in (LIT). Denote J; = (Ji1,Ji2,J13). Recall that C is given by the conditions

BJl(x,yO,&,;yo,....,agb(l)yo) o 0 for all I > 0, where B = (1) (1) 8 > The following

Lemma provides a more precise version of Lemma [Tl adapted to KdV.

Lemma 2.1. For anyl € N, m(l) = 31 4+ 2 and there exists a smooth map H; : R¥*~1 — R such
that

Ji1 = yu+ Hyo,y1, - Y31-2), (2.6)
312
0H,
Ji2 = ysi41+ Z o (Y0, Y1, -+ Y31—-2)Yit1, (2.7)
i=0 7
312 312
OH, 0*H,
J] = s Y31—2) Y ey Y31—2) Y i+1- (2.8
1,3 y31+2+z o0, (Y05 Y1, -+, Y31-2)Yi2, + 35,0, (Y0s Y15 s Y31-2)Yj+1Yit1- (2.8)

i=0 i,j=0

Proof. Clearly Jo1 = yo, Jo2 = y1, Jo3 = y2, so that m(0) = 2 and Hy = 0. From (21, we
infer that

Ohdpy = Oy + 03y +ydoy + (9zy)?,
oy = Oy+ Oy +ydly +30:y03y.
Therefore m(1) = 5 with

Jii=ys+y1+yov, Ji2=vs+ye+voy2 +yi, Ji3=ys+ Y3+ Yoys + 3yive.
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Thus Hi(yo,y1) = y1 + yYoy1. Assume now that m(l) = 3l + 2 and that ([2.6)-(2.8]) hold. Then

aiJrly = atJl,l(x,y’axya ""a§l+2y)
= 8t(8£ly+ Hl(y78$y7“'78£l_2y))
3l—-2

OH, . i
= 0y + ) a—y,l(y,@xy, s O3 2 Y) 004y
i=0 7'

Since
2 i+1 .
. 1Y 1 1+ 1 i+1—
a;<yaxy>:a;“<3>:52( k )35?@/32“ ‘v,
k=0

we obtain

3141

1 3l+1 _

oty = 933y 4 <8§l+1y+§ ( ;— >8§y8§.l+1 ky

k=0

3l—2 aH 1 i+1 Z+ 1
. - : 4 o
+D 50y, YOy + Oy + 5 ) ( . > Opyo,+! ky)) -(2.9)
i—o “Yi k=0
It follows that Jiy11 = Y3143 + Hiw1(Yo, Y1, -+ Y3141) With

3l+1
k YkY3i+1—k

31—2 i+l
0H, 1 1+ 1
+ ;:0 —3yi (vo,y1, ---ay3172)(yz+3 + Yir1 + 5 kE_O ( k > ykyhtlfk)-

Thus (2.6]) holds at the step [ 4+ 1. Taking the derivative in z in ([2.9]) gives [2.7) and (28] at
the rank [ 4 1. Finally m(l +1) = 3l + 5. O

1 3l+1
Hiyw = y3i41+ 3 1;)

Thus C is the set of the functions yo € C°°([0,1]) such that J;; = J;2 =0 for all [ > 0, i.e.
y(0) = day(0) = 0,

32y (0) = —Hy(y, Opy, ..., 021 2y) o vl € N*,
r=
31—2
0H, ,
9y (0) = - (Z ﬁ(y,@y, ...,ail‘zwa;“y) ., Vien.
i=0 ~7* -
Writing yo(z) = >_,2, O‘N%7 we obtain the following conditions for the coefficients c,:
ap = o1 = 0, (210)
Qg = —Hl(Oé070417 ...,0431,2), Vi e N*, (211)
31-2
OH, X
Qg4 = — Z f(ao,al, coa32)aipr,  VIEe N (2.12)

i=0 v
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We conclude that
RpenC = {z [=1,1] = C: (an)n>0 € N ¢ such that ([210)-(ZI2) hold and

z(x) = Zan%, Vo € [—1,1]} )
n=0 )

Remark 2. The condition

n!
R
has to be satisfied for all n € N. 1t is likely (but still to be proved) that if (ZI3) is satisfied
for the subsequence (aiy2)1>0, eventually for a small constant C, it is also satisfied for the

whole sequence (o, )n>0 (the two other subsequences (as;);>0 and (azi+1)1>0 being defined due to

RI0)-@I2) ). If it is indeed the case, then the coefficients aziyo (I € N) can be chosen “freely”
provided that they satisfy 2.13), and hence the set Ry, » NC looks like a nonlinear submanifold.

la,| < C (2.13)

Theorem 2.2. Let R > R := 12¢39)"" and T > 0. Then there exists some number C > 0
such that for all functions y°, 3° € Ry 5 NC, there exist functions y € G3([0,1] x [0,T]) and

h € G3([0,T)) satisfying ZI)-3F) together with y(z,T) = 3°(x) for all x € [0,1].

2.2. Boussinesq equation. We consider the issue of the exact controllability of two systems
involving the (good or bad) Boussinesq equation.

2.2.1. Neumann boundary conditions. We first consider the system

( Oy =+0py+ 0y —03(y%), w01, telo,T]
0,y(0,t) =0, te[0,T7],
oy(1,t) =wv(t), te[0,T7],
A3y(0,t) =0, t € [0,77, (2.14)
By(1,t) =w(t), te[0,T7],
y(z,0) =1y%=x), x € [0,1],
ye(2,0) =yl(x), x € 10,1].

If the sign in + is +, the first equation in (2.14]) is called the bad Boussinesq equation which
is known to be severely ill-posed, even for the linear part. It would therefore be difficult to
obtain any controllability result with the standard methods. We shall obtain the following exact
controllability result.

Theorem 2.3. Let R > R := 16e?9™" and T > 0. Then there exists some number C > 0
such that for all pairs of functions (y°,y'), (¥°,9') € (RR,0)2 which are even with respect to 0,
there exist functions y € G42([0,1] x [0,T]) and v,w € G*([0,T)) satisfying ZI4) together with
y(z,T) =y (x) and yi(x, T) = y*(x) for all x € [0,1].

Proof of Theorem [Z.3. We apply Theorem together with Proposition [[3] with A = 4/2 =
2. Note that the control inputs v,w are just taken as traces of the constructed solution y €
G12([0,1] x [0,T]). The regularity of v,w then follows from (CI5).
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We need to check that the non-linearity satisfies the right assumption. Since 92(y?) = 2 (y@%y + ((9:,33/)2),
the non-linearity reads f(z,vo,¥1,¥2,y3) = —2(voy2 + y?). As

(=2, 90, —y1, Y2, —y3) = —2(voy2 + (=v1)?) = (2,90, Y1, Y2, ¥3),

we see that condition (LI9) in Proposition [L.3]is fulfilled. Finally, we notice that for any function
h € Ry e, his even if and only if 97 h(0) = 0 for any j € N. O

2.2.2. Dirichlet boundary conditions. If we keep the non-linearity f(z,y, 0.y, 0%y, 03y) = —02(y?),
then

(=2, Y0, 91, —Y2,93) = —2(yoy2 + y1) = f(,Y0, Y1, Y2, ¥3),

so that condition (ILI8]) in Proposition [[3]is not fulfilled. Theorem [[22] may be applied, but the
determination of the compatibility set C is not obvious.

We consider instead a different non-linearity, namely f(z,y, 0.y, 0%y, d3y) = —0,(y?). More
precisely, we consider the system
( Oy ==x0y+ 0%y —d(y?), «€[0,1], tel0,T],
y(0,t) =0, telo,T],
y(1,t) =o(t), t€10,77],
a:%y(oat) =0, te [OaT]’ (215)
Ey(1t) = wlb) teo,T],
y(z,0) =1%=x), x € [0,1],
yt($, 0) = yl(x)a UAS [0’ 1]

Theorem 2.4. Let R > R := 16297 and T > 0. Then there exists some number C' > 0
such that for all pairs of functions (y°,y'), (3°,9") € (Rp #)? which are odd with respect to 0,

there exist functions y € G*2([0,1] x [0, T]) and v,w € G%([0,T)) satisfying ZI5) together with
y(w,T) = 7°(x) and y(x, T) = §(x) for all z € [0,1]

Proof of Theorem [27). The proof is the same as for Theorem 23l Since 9,(y?) = 2yd,y, the
non-linearity reads f(x,yo,v1,¥2,y3) = —2yoy1. From

f(=2, —yo,y1, =2, y3) = 2%0y1 = — (2, Y0, Y1, Y2, Y3),

we infer that condition (LI8) in Proposition [L3]is fulfilled. As a function h € R, 4 is odd if
and only if o h(0) = 0 for any j € N, the conclusion follows at once. (|

2.3. The complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. We are concerned with the controllability
of the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation with parameters 6, p € R. We begin with the control
problem with Dirichlet boundary conditions:

Oy =02y +e¥ly?y, x€l0,1], telo,T],
y(07 t) = 07 t e [07 T]7
y(1,1) = o(t), t€[0,7], (219
1]

y(@,0) =y°() z € [0,
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Theorem 2.5. Let R > R := 827" and T > 0. Then there exists some number C > 0
such that for all functions y°, 7° € Ry & which are odd with respect to 0, there exist y €

G12([0,1] x [0,T]) and v € G2([0,T)) satisfying ZI6) together with y(z,T) = 3°(x) for all
€ [0,1].

The control problem with Neumann boundary conditions reads

Oy =0y +e®lylPy, wel01], tel0,T]

9zy(0,) =0, te[0,7),
3;;(17'5) = v(t), t e [0,7], (2.17)
y(@,0) =y°() z € [0,1].

Theorem 2.6. Let R > R := 829" and T > 0. Then there exists some number C' > 0

such that for all functions y°, y° € Ry & which are even with respect to 0, there exist y €

GY2([0,1] x [0,T)) and v € G*([0,T)) satisfying @IT) together with y(z,T) = y°(x) for all
€ [0,1].

The proof follows the previous cases closely, except that they are complex-valued functions
and the nonlinearity |y|?y = 3?7 cannot be written as a sum (finite or infinite) of powers of
the variable y. We describe in Section [7] the modifications that must be performed to get the
expected result.

Remark 3. It might seem problematic to use the nonlinearity f(z) = |z|*2 which is not holo-
morphic. The solution we construct satisfies y(-,t) € RR,C" which means that it is real ana-
lytic on [—1,1] for any t € [0,T], in the sense that it agrees with its Taylor expansion at 0,
which is enough for the proof we are doing. Indeed, as noticed in Lemma [G1), it implies that
it has a holomorphic extension z — y(z,t) for z € B(C(O,E) for some R > 0. The application

€ [-1,1] = |y(z,t)|?y(x,t) is also real analytic and also has a holomorphic extension. Yet,
this extension does not coincide with |y(z,t)|*y(z,t). In particular, the solution can be extended
to BC(O,}NE) X [0,T] but it is not clear what equation it satisfies on this set. We only know that
the solution satisfies the Ginzburg-Landau equation on [—1,1] x [0,T].

2.4. The Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation. We investigate the controllability of the Kuramoto-
Sivashinsky (KS) equation with boundary conditions of Dirichlet type:

Oy = —0%y — 0%y — y0O,y, xz €[0,1], tel0,T],
y(0,t) =0, t e 0,7,
y(1,t) =o(t), t €1[0,7),
2y(0,) =0, t € [0,77, (2.18)
2y(1,t) = w(t), t €1[0,7],
(56,0) =y%(x), z € [0,1].

Theorem 2.7. Let R > R = 16e49™" and T > 0. Then there exists some number C' > 0
such that for all functions 3°, y° € Ry & which are odd with respect to 0, there exist functions
y € GH4([0,1] x [0,T]) and v,w € G*([0,T]) satisfying EIR) together with y(z,T) = §°(z) for
all x € [0, 1].
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Proof of Theorem [2.7 For A = 4/1 = 4, and the non-linearity reads as f(z,vo,y1,%2,y3) =
—yoy1. It satisfies

f(=2,—yo,y1, —Y2,¥3) = voy1 = —f(z,Y0,Y1,Y2,Y3),
which is condition (ILI9) in Proposition [[L3 O
The null controllability for the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation has been already studied in [T,
2, 12, [18], for different combinations of boundary data, and in the cases where boundary setting
agrees with the setting of (L2), our results are consistent with the known results. However, the

critical set of parameters of diffusion appears only in cases when only one control is considered,
which is not the case in this paper.

2.5. The case of a linear PDE with constant coefficients.

Proposition 2.8. Assume f =0 (linear PDE with constant coefficients). Then
C— {Yo — (Y0, Y1, yn—1) € CZ([0,1)N;  (BP*Y®)(0) =0, VkeN, VI =0,...,N — 1}

where we have denoted Y := (y;,...,0M~1y;) as in (TF) .

Proof. Using Euclidian division, we are led to compute the application Jyjy; defined in Lemma
(CI) for any ke Nand [ =0,...,N — 1.

We infer from (LI]) that 8§Vk+l8;y = PFOloLy for any k € N, 1 =0,..,N —1andi € N. In
particular, 8tNk+lY”3 = Pk9lY® for any k € N, [ = 0,...,N — 1, we can define a linear map
Inkgr : (RV)EFDM _ RM guch that

TNt (Yo(0), -+, 8FFDM=1y0)) = (Pry,, PEaLy,, . .., PEFOM~1y;)(0),

for any Yo = (yo,y1, - yn—1) € C([0,1])" (denoting yo = y, y = Jjyo for 1 <1 < N —1).
Moreover, for a solution of the equation with initial datum Yy, we have

(PFy, PROLy, . .., PROM1y)(0) = PFY=4(0). (2.19)

The previous computation gives 87 7Y*(0) = Jyp14(Yo(0), - -- ,8§3k+1)M_1Y0(0)). Therefore,
the application Jyk; by (219]) satisfies the property (ILI)) for all solutions. Then, using the
uniqueness of the operators J; (up to adding unnecessary variables) proved in Lemma .17, we
conclude that it is the expected application.

In particular, BJnk1(Yo(0),- - ,aékJrl)M*lYO(O)) = 0 is equivalent to BP*Y®!(0) = 0 for any
keNandl=0,...,N — 1. O

3. CAUCHY PROBLEM IN THE SPACE VARIABLE

3.1. Statement of the global wellposedness result. Let f = f(z,y0,%1, "+ ,ym—1) be as
in (L7)-(TI0). We are concerned with the wellposedness of the Cauchy problem:
{ Oy =Py+ f(w,y,..0) 1y), we[-11],t€ [t,ta],

Diy(0,t) = kq(t), 0<i<M—1, telt,b) (3.1)
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for some given functions ko, ..., ky—1 € GN([t1,t2]). We denote Ko = (ko, ..., kar—1). Note that
the initial conditions of (B.]) can be written as Y*(0,t) = Ko(t).

The goal of this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Let P be as in (LO) and f = f(z,¥) be as in (L1)-CI0). Let —oo < t1 <ty <
400 and R > (4N)*, where A\ = M/N. Then there exists some numbers C >0, Q@ > 0, Ry, Ry
with 4Me=M < Ry < Ry satisfying that for all Ko = (ko, ... ky—1) € GM([t1,t2])™ with

1/N\"
|kz(n)(t)| SC(%) (n!)Aa izo’la---,M_ly TLZO, te [tlatQ]a (32)
there exists a solution y € G ([—1,1] x [t1,t2]) of BI) satisfying,
+ Ap2)!
|05 0y (, ¢)] SQ%KMV’W, (z,t) € [=1,1] x [t1,t2], (p1,p2) €N2  (3.3)
1 12

The proof of Theorem BT will be given after that some preliminary results are established. We
use the notation z! = I'(z + 1) even if x is not an integer.

Remark 4. It is sufficient to prove Theorem [31 for the unidimensional system ([B.1)), i.e Con-
sidering |Car| = 1 and [t1,ts] = [0,t3]. Indeed, the equation ONy = Py + f(z,y,...,0M 1y)
is invariant by translation in time, so that we can assume that [t1,ts] = [0,t2]. On the other
hand if [Cu| € (0,+00) \ {1}, we can use the following scaling argument. Set Car == Car /)l
= |Cu|7'P and f = |Cu|7'f. Note that P and f satisfy the expected assumptions with
‘CM‘ = 1. For Ky satisfying 32) on [0,ts], define Ko(t) := Ko(|Cpr|"Y/Nt). Then Ky satisfies
@B2) with |Cy| = 1, that is \%fn) )] < C(%# on [0,|Car|V/Nty]. This allows to define a solution
J(x,t) of @) for x € [-1,1] and t € [0, |Car|"YNto] associated with P, f and Ko. Then the
function
y(w,t) =G |GV, we[-L1], t€ 0.t
is a solution of BI)) associated with P, f and Kj.
3.2. Abstract existence theorem. We consider a family of Banach spaces (Xs),c(o,1] satisfy-
ing for 0 < ¢ <s <1,
Xs C Xy, (3.4)
1 llx, < fllx, 3 (3.5)

that is, the embedding X C X for s’ < s.
We are concerned with an abstract Cauchy problem:

0, U(x) =T(z)U(z), —1<z<1,
U(0) =U"°

where UY € X; and (T())

derivatives.

The following result, taken from [20, Theorem 2.2}, is a global wellposedness result. It extends
the abstract result in [28] 29] which gives only local solutions.

ve[—1,1] is a family of nonlinear operators with possible loss of
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Theorem 3.2. Let e € (0,1/4), D > 0 and a family (T(x)),e(-1,1) of nonlinear maps from X
to Xy for 0 < s < s <1 satisfying
€
MU, <~ U, (3.0
€

IT@)U - T@)V]y, <

U =V, (3.7)

s—g
for0 <8 <s<1,zel[-11] and UV € X5 with Ul x, < D, |[[Vlx, < D. Then there
exists a number 0 < n < D such that for any U° € X, with HUOHX1 <, there exists a solution
U e C([-1,1], Xs,) for some so € (0,1) of the integral equation

Uz)=U"+ /0m T(r)U(7)dr. (3.8)

Moreover, we have the estimate

alz|

-1
Qoo
U ()|, <Ci (1 - )> U], for 0<s <1, fol < =21 -9),

(1 —s
where a € (0,1), an € (a,1) and Cy > 0 are some constants. In particular, we have

2 \ o 1 @

o0
If, in addition, we assume that

for all Uy € X5 with ||Up||x, < D, the map 7 € [—1,1] = T(7)Up € Xy s continuous, (3.9)

then U is the classical solution of

{ 0. U(x) = T(x)U(x), —-1<z<1,

U(0) - (3.10)

Note that we slightly changed the order of the quantifiers for D to the original statement in [20]
Theorem 2.2]. The result is a direct consequence of [20, Proposition 2.3.] where the quantifiers
are written this way.

3.3. Gevrey type functional spaces. We define several A Gevrey spaces for A > 1 (see
[16] 35]) and we follow closely the ideas developed in [20] for the heat equation. We shall take
A= M/N, but for the moment we stay in the generality.

We introduce a variant of the Gamma function of Euler with a parameter a € R given by

275k +1—a)*(1+k)"2, keN, k>la|+1,
ra(k) = (3.11)
(k) keN, 0<k<|a+1
with
(k) = 272 () (1 + k)72, (3.12)

and I' being the usual Gamma function of Euler which is increasing on [2, +00).
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Clearly, I'y o = I'y. Note that for £ > |a| + 1, we have k+1—a > 2 and k£ + 1 > 2, so we are in
an interval where I' is increasing. Thus we have for all £k € N

Iyo(k) <Ta(k), ifa>0, (3.13)

Ia(k) <Tyqe(k), ifa<O. (3.14)

For any L > 0, we consider the intermediate space of functions in C*°(K) (where K = [t1, 2]
with —oo < t] < t9 < 00) such that

u [ )]
ulp = Sup —p———
L, tek ken LIF “'F/\,a(k’)

Note that for a = 0, we recover the spaces defined earlier in [35], and |u|; o = |u].

< 0.

Definition 2. We consider the norm defined in [35] by Yamanaka

Jull = e {29 ful oy 2°L o], }

and similarly, we define for a € R

el 5= masx { 2% ] oo ey, 2° L7 o], } -
For L > 0 and 0 < a1 < a9, we have
[ull .0y < C(Lyar, a9, M[|ull e, Vo € GF g, (3.15)

Indeed, for £ > as + 1, we have Kk +1—a1 > k+ 1 — as > 2 where I is increasing so that
T(k+1—ay) <T(k+1—ap), and therefore LI*~o2ITy . (k) < L@~z lk=ailT, (k). We can
obtain a similar inequality for k¥ < as 4+ 1 with different constant which gives then (3.15]).

We define the Banach spaces Gi , and G% as
Gl ={ueC™(K) suchthat |ul,, < oo} (3.16)
and
G} =={u € C®(K) suchthat [ul; <oo}. (3.17)

The space G% ., can be seen as the space of functions Gevrey A with radius L~ with a derivatives.
Roughly, we could think that u € Gi o if D% e G?, even if it is not completely true if a ¢ N.
Note that, as a direct consequence of (3.13)-(3.I4]), we have the embeddings G} , C G} if a > 0
and G% C G% . if a <0, together with the inequalities

Jull, < max(L, L™ [Jull 4, if a 20, (3.18)

el o < max(L%, L) ul,, i a <0, (3.19)
Furthermore, for any a € R and 0 < L < L', we have the embedding G% o C G, . With

[l o < Nlullzq - (3.20)

The following result [36, Theorem 5.4] will be used several times in the sequel.
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Lemma 3.3. (Algebra property) For L > 0
luvlly, < llullp ol Vu,v € G- (3.21)

The following result [20, Lemma 2.6] is a variant of [16, Proposition 2.3] with spaces containing
non-integer “derivatives”.

Lemma 3.4 (Cost of derivatives for Gevrey spaces containing derivatives). Let A > 0 and
6 >0. Let q € Nand a,b € R withd = q—a-+b > 0. Then there exists some number
C = C(\6,a,b,q) >0 such that for all L >0, a > 1 and u € G} ,, we have

\d Ad
‘u(q) o< <C(L—d + LY + (1 4 0)aLd (elna) ) lulp, (3.22)
and hence
d C brd Ad M
], = (c@ s @+ araart () ) . (3.23)

where we denote (x) := 1+ 22 for z € R.
3.4. Application to the semi-linear PDE. We write our system in the equivalent form

{aé\/lu = Cﬁ (agvu - Z]JM:BI Cjag:u - f(:c,u, amu,-'-aaé\/[_lu)) , T E [_1’1]’ te [tlyt2],

(3.24)
UJC(O,t) :Ko(t), t e [tl,tg],

recalling U”(z,t) = (u(z,t), dpu(z,t), ..., 08 " u(z,t)) and Ko := (ko(t), ..., kym—1(t)). [Cul =1
will be considered in this section, for more detailed see Remark [l

We write (3.24)) as a first-order system

0,U = AU+ F(z,U), (3.25)
U®0) = K (3.26)

with U = U® = (u, Opu, - -+ ,0M~1u),

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
A= : : : : , (3.27)
0 0 0 1
GrON =) —GiG o G —Cf
and
0
F(x,u) = ,

G ()
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where the current vector 4 := (ug,u1,...,up—1) will contain the derivatives. We decompose A
as
A = Ag+Ag
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
= : S B : : : :
0 o 0 ... 1 0 0 0 e 0
oY 0 - 000 il GG Gl =G
Let L > 0, we define the space
Xy, o= {U = (ug,u1, ..., upr—1) € Gg,$ X ... X Gg% x G} (3.28)
with the norm
M-1
Ul = l(uos uns -y unr—1)ll e, = lluollp sy + o+ fluar—ill, = > sl pemg=r
j=0

where the norms are those defined in Definition 2l with A = M/N. Note that ug is more regular
than uy of ”1/X derivative”. In particular, using that |(y/| = 1, we have that

M—-1

140U, = D Nl s + [0 wol |
j=1

In the following result, L; stands for the inverse of the radius R of the initial datum.

Theorem 3.5. Pick any L1 with 0 < L1 < W. Then there exists a number n > 0 such that
for any Ko € X, with HKOHXLl <, there ezists a solution to B24)in C([—1,1], XL,) for some
Ly > 0.

Proof. In order to apply Theorem [3.2] we introduce a scale of Banach spaces (Xs)sc(o,1) as
follows, for s € [0,1], we set

U1 x,
L(s) = &=L, (3.30)

677—(1*5) ”U”XL(s) for U € X, := XL(s) (329)

where

r=1/N
and 7 > 0 will be chosen thereafter. Note that (8.5 is satisfied from (3.20) and the fact that
L(s") > L(s) for s’ < s. Additionally, we have that

Uy, < e Uy, - (3.31)

The use of Lemmas B.6] B.7 and B.8 will allow us to select the parameters such that T =
A + F satisfies the assumptions of Theorem Then, we only need to notice that ||Kol|y, =
”KOHXLI < D for n = D small. O
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Remark 5. It is interesting to notice that for Theorem [3.0, we use the analytic reqularity of
f in the wvariables ug,...,upr—1, but only the continuity of f in x. The analyticity of f in
T, U, ..., Upr—1 will be used to prove the additional reqularity of the solution in the variable x.
Also, as noticed in Section [7 concerning the Ginzburg-Landau equation, the same result holds
for a polynomial function of ug,ug ..., up—1,Uni—1.- The crucial part for the existence is the
composition of Gevrey functions.

Lemma 3.6. Let [ < W. There exist 7o > 0 (large enough) and ey < 1/4 such that we

have the estimates
€0

1Ullx,, YU € X,

lAUllx, <

s—s
for all 7> 1y (as in B29)) and all s,s" with 0 < s < s <1.

Proof. By assumption, NI&/)‘ < 1/4. Pick 6 > 0 small enough such that

(14 6)NLY* < 1/4, (3.32)

applying Lemma .41 to the M — 1-first terms of AgU (namely uy,...,up—1) for A = M/N and
taking ¢ = 0, b = @ and a = M=0=L 5o that d = + > 0, we obtain the existence of some
number C' = Cs > 0 such that for j=1,... M — 1

1406

eln o

1] g 222 < (C(L% (L)) + (XN[)\ILl/A> lujll g, fora>1 and L>0.

For the last term of AgU (namely ¢;;'0Nug) with A = M/N and 6 > 0, [3.32) is satisfied, and
considering now ¢ = N, b =0, a = #, sod= % > (0, we obtain the existence of some number

C = Cs > 0 such that

_1 1+9
ool < (€0 + 0+ 02 ol s

elna

It gives after summation

eln o

1+06 -
AU, < (0<L% L+ L aM»lLW) 1UlLy, - (3.33)
uniformly for &« > 1 and L > 0.

Therefore, from equation (3.29)), (8:30]), (8.31]) and considering the estimate ([8.33]) with L = L(s),

o= LL((‘ZI)) —¢575) > 1 and s’ < s. Hence, for 0 < s’ < s <1,
M-—1 v 1—s 1/)\
_ o _1 C e /\T’(S S)eT‘/\L
140Ul < e (C(Ll PHEL)T) + () | Ul
<

(s—s') (7% c Ny L
—T(S—S L A T 1 T
Ce (Ly* +e™)+ (1 +0)e (s —5) U]l x,

671 1 o erNL}/A
- L A 's 1 -1 ) 4
T O e e s U, (3:34)
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where we have used 0 < s — s’ <1,0< Ly < 1/4 and

, _ N\ p—T(s—5") -1
grls—s) _ T(s = e << (3.35)
T(s—¢) T(s—s)

since te™* < e~ ! for t > 0. Minimizing the constant in the second term of the right hand side of
([B34)) leads to the choice r = 1/N. (Note that the initial space X7 = X, is independent of the
choice of r.) We arrive at the estimate

1

1
Ce (L, > 4 eC/N /)
& R T e e

T

lAUllx, <

_1
Ce1 (L A +eC/N)

By (8.32)), selecting 1y large enough so that gy := +(1+ 5)NL1/>‘ < 1/4. This

70

completes the proof of Lemma O
Lemma 3.7. Lete >0, r = % and Ly > 0. There exists 79 > 0 such that we have the estimates
€
4RIy, < ——=IUlx, YUeX,

for all T > 19 and all s,s" with 0 < s’ < s < 1.

Proof. Using ([B.I8]), we first get that there exists C' > 0 (depending on all the previous constants
Ly, M,...) such that for L € [Ly,e"L1], (|Car] = 1),

M—-1 M-1 M-1
14U, = 16 |32 Gusl| < 0 MGl <€ gl smams = C U, - (3:36)
j=0 j=0 j=0

L
Applying the previous estimate to L = L(s’) and using (3:29) and (3.35]), we obtain
4RV, = 0= | ARUlly, , <
—1
e
— ||U]|x. -
T(S _ S/) H HXS

It gives the result for 7y large enough. O

Lemma 3.8. Let f be as in (L1)-(LI0), and let F(z,U) = < F,u uO wunr 1) > for
- s U0y WLy« vy WM—1

€ [-1,1] and U = (ug,u1,...,up—1) € LEK)M with sup;_q_ 1 (|uillpeorey) < 4. Let
r=1/N, L1 >0, and € > 0. Then there exists 1o > 0 (large enough) such that for any T > 79,
there exists D > 0 (small enough) such that we have the estimates

3
IF@ Uy, < 1, (3.37)

Ce~T(1=5") ”UHXL(S/) — CeT(5—5) ”U”Xs/ <C

- s—¢
€

1F(z,U) = F(z,V)llx, < IU = Vlix, (3.38)

s—s
for0<s' <s<1, and U = (ug,u1,...,up—1) € X5,V = (vo,v1,...,0p-1) € Xs with
IUllx, <D, [[Vlx, < D. (3.39)
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Furthermore, for 0 < s <1 and U € X with ||U||x, < D, the map x € [-1,1] — F(z,U) € X
18 continuous.

Proof. The assumption (7)) gives F'(x,0) = 0 and therefore (331) follows from (B38]). Thus it
is sufficient to prove (B38). Pick 0 < s’ <s <1, D >0 and U,V € X, satisfying (3:39). Then,
the definition (LII]) of f gives

0
F(z,U) — F(z,V)|x, -
|EF(z,U) (z, V)l x, H <f(x,U)—f(l“,V)> X,
= e ") (2, U) — f(a, V)HL "
M— M-—1
< T Y A H = 1 ol
|p1>0 7= =0
-1
< (1= Z Az ‘ Hupf—vf’HL(SI)H<”ui|!’f(s')+“”i|’ii(s’)>
|p]>0 Jj= #J

where we used the triangle inequality, Lemma [B.3] and an iteration argument. Note that, by
(B8], we have for a constant C = C(L1, M) > 1 and any 0 < &' < 1

M-—1
> iy <€ Z; lill gy, =1 < Ce™ U], < CDeT, (3.40)

~

and similarly "M [vill (7 < C'De". Using again Lemma[3.3] for j = 0,..., M —1, we obtain

s = oy = s = o)W ey 4o ey
1 i—1
< g = vl (sl + g 1505 sl + - + )
< pi(CDE )P uj = vjll e

It follows that

M-1
IF(z,U) = F(z,V)|x, < 2M7'e ™00 3" A45(2)] Y pjlluj — vjll g (CDe™) P
71>0 =0

M-
< C(Ly, N, MU = Vlx, Y Az Z (CDem)P1-1
|p]>0 =0
=: C(Ll,N,M)”U— VHXS,S. (341)
where we have used (B3.I8]). Let us estimate the term

M-1

S—Z|A Z:p]C'De)Iml

|p]>0 j=0
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set C! := C,/(1 — by'). Estimate (LIZ) becomes

Co 1 C!
—4 <
450l € G o < g forlal <2

so that we have
S < Z aymCDe \7311<ZZ aRCDe
|p1>0 R=1 |p|= R

Using the fact that > 5 p1 < C(R+ 1)™=1 and that for 0 < p < 1,

i R41)---(R+ M)p" ﬂiﬁw:ﬂﬂ:ﬂp)(l—p)’”l
ot dpM = dpM 1 —p ’

for some P € R[X]. We obtain

= cper !
< ' b M 1)M-1 ¢
s < ccnan Sy e

IN

~ R
CDe™
' b, M) 1) M
C(C!,b, REZ:RJF (R+ )( ; >

—M-1
D
< C(C,b, M) ( g e) < C(Cl,b, M),

provided that
be™"

< ——
2C(L1, M)
Therefore, using (3.31]), B35) and (3:41)), we infer that (3.42]) implies
”F(.%',U) - F(xv V)HXS/ < C(C(,Nbv M, N7L1)HU - VHXS/
C(Cc/w b, M, N,Ll)eiq—(s*s,)HU - VHXS
C(Cl,b,M,N, Ly) 1

e T(s—s')

(3.42)

IN

IN

U= Vlx.-

!
C(Ca7b7M7N7L1) < €

eTo —

To complete the proof of ([B.38)), it is sufficient to pick 7 > 79 with 7y such that

and D as in (3.42]).

For given 0 < s < 1 and U = (ug,u1,...,up—1) € X5 with |U||x, < D, let us prove that the
map z € [—1,1] = F(z,U) € X, is continuous. Pick any z, 2’ € [—1,1]. From the mean value
theorem, we have for r € N such that |2® — 2/f| < R|z — 2/| with R € N,

1 -2
[Ap(a) - Ag(a’ '<'$‘$'mebﬁ s (1-5) -2
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We infer that

1F(2,U) = F@ U)|x, = e " f(w,u0, - suni—1) = f(@ w0, unr-1) )
< > [ Ap(@) = Ap(a)ugul’ s uhi o )
|p1>0
. Iz
Ca 1 -2 (C(Lla M)DBT)
< —(1-= |z — 2| Z )
by ba blP!
P1>0
due to Lemma B3] and (B.40]), the last series being convergent when (B.42]) is fulfilled. This
proves the continuity of the map = € [-1,1] — F(z,U) € X;. O

We are in a position to prove Theorem [B.11

Proof of Theorem [3l. By Remark [, we can assume |(y/| = 1. Let f = f(z,¥) be as in (LL1)-
(CI0), —co < t; <ty < +00and R > (4N)*. Pick ko, k1, -+ ,kyr—1 € G ([t1,t2]) such that (3:2)
holds. We will show that Theorem can be applied provided that C' is small enough. Pick
Ly € (1/R,1/(4N)*). Let n = n(L1) > 0 be as in Theorem B Let Ko = (ko,k1,--- ,kar—1)-
We have to show that

M-1
1Kolle, = 3 kil =it <,
7=0

for C' small enough. Thanks to (310 and up to a change of n(L1) by a smaller constant, it is
sufficient to have for any ¢ =0,--- ;M — 1,

n
HkiHLh% S 5 (3.43)
Recall that
- f @)
HfHLl,M/\_l = max 26||f||L°°([t1,t2Da 23L1 ! sup n— M1 ) (344)
teltutalne€N L1 A0y wea (n)
A
where
F ot { 2O By s 2
S 275(nHA (1 +n)72, ifo<n<M=lyq
Then, if follows that ([3.43)) is satisfied provided that
Hki”LC’o([h,tQD < 2_7777 (345)
_ M-—1
”klgn—i_l)”Loo([tl,tg}) < 2_477L1+‘n A IF)\ %(n), Vn € N. (3.46)

Since F(’I’L—}—l—%) ~ F(n—}—l)/n% ~ n'/n% as n — +00, we have that (F(n+1—M>\’1))>‘ -

_M-1
(n)A/nM=1. Thus, the r.h.s. of ([3:48]) is equivalent to 2’977L11%Ll A ()M MFD as s 400,
Using (3:2) and L; > 1/R, we have that ([3.40]) holds if C' is small enough. The same is true for

B.45).
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We infer from Theorem [3.5] the existence of a solution U = (y, 0y, - - ,0M1y) € C([~1,1], Xs,)
(for some sg € (0,1)) of [B24]). Let us check that y € C*°([—1,1] X [t1,t2]). To this end, we
prove by induction on n € N the following statement

U e C™([—1,1],C¥([t1, t2])™), VkeN. (3.47)

The assertion ([B.47) is true for n = 0, since X,, C CF([t1,t2]) for all k € N. Assume that
(B47) is true for some n € N. Since A is a continuous linear map from C*+¥([ty,t5])M into
Ck([t1,t2))M for all k € N, we have that

AU € C™([-1,1], C*([t1, t2)™), Vk eN.
On the other hand, as f is analytic and hence of class C*°, we infer from (34T that F(z,U) €
C™([~1,1], C¥([t1,t2])M) for all k € N. Since 9,U = AU + F(x,U), we obtain that (347) is
true with n replaced by n + 1. Therefore, y € C*°([—1,1] x [t1,to]). Finally, the proof that

y € G"M[~1,1] x [t1,ts]), is given in Appendix B.I, which uses some estimates of the next
section, with eventually a stronger smallness assumption on the initial data. O

4. CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN THE SPACE DERIVATIVES AND THE TIME DERIVATIVES

We would like to know the relationship between the time derivatives and the space derivatives
of any solution of a general nonlinear equation given by
0y = Py + f(z,Y") (4.1)

where f = f(z,Y?®) is of class C* on RM+1,

When f =0 and Py = 0My, then it is easy to see that

Nty r — grMpiy® i e {0,..,N —1}, Vn € N. (4.2)
It follows that for any (xo,fp) the determination of the jet (97Y*(zo,%0))n>0 is equivalent
to the determination of the jet (02Y*(z0,t0))n>0- In the general case (f = f(z,Y") and
Py = Zj]\/io (j0%y), the relation (£2) may not be true. Nevertheless, there is still a one-to-

one correspondence between the jet (07Y®(xg,to))n>0 and the jet (02Y(zq,0))n>0-
Introduce some notations. For given —oco < t; < 7 <ty < 400, we set

S = {yeC®(-1,1] x [t1,t2]) : y satisfies (LT]) on [—1,1] X [t1, 2]}, (4.3)
jt = {(afym(ovT))nZO P YT = (y,axy, --vaj:uily)v ye S} C (RM)N’ (4'4)
T* = {000, 7))o Y= (y,0,...0) "y), yeSc RV (4.5)

The set J! (resp. J%), which stands for the set of sequences of time derivatives (resp. space
derivatives) at (0,7) of Y* (resp. Y*) for smooth solutions y of (&I)), is a subset of (RM)N (resp.
(RV)NY that we will not determine explicitly.

Proposition 4.1. Let —0o0 < t; < 7 < ty < 400 and assume that f € C®°(RM*1). Then
there exists a map A : (RV)N — (RMN whose restriction (still denoted by A) A : J* — J!
is a bijection such that for any y € C([—1,1] x [t1,t2]) satisfying @I) on [—1,1] x [t1,t2],
we have (7Y*(0,7))n>0 = A ((02Y(0,7))n>0), where Y = (y,0py,...,0M y) and Y' =

(y7 at% eevy 815]\7_1:[/)



24 C. LAURENT, I. RIVAS, AND L. ROSIER

Proof. Proposition 1] is a consequence of Lemma (see below) which, roughly speaking,
consists in taking sufficiently many derivatives in (4.). O

Notation 4.1. The space (R¥T1)PTL wjill be denoted E, . The current vector in E, 4 will be
denoted Y, 4 € E,, when a confusion may occur, but very often merely Y to make notations
easter.

Fory € C®([—1,1]x[t1,t2]) and p,q € N, we denote the vector Y,y (y) := (Y}, 0.Y,,...,00Y)) €
Eypq with Y} (x,t) = (y(x,t), Oy(x,t), ..., 00y(x,t)) as it was defined in (LT). Most of the time,
when only one function y is concerned, we will write ngfét.

Lemma 4.2. Let f € C®RM*Y) and I,k € N with | = Nn + j for some 0 < j < N and
n € N. Then there exists a smooth function Hl’l‘C R X Epnpyk—1,N—1 — R such that any solution
y € C([0,1] x [t1,t2]) of @I) satisfies

&0y = Pnagalajy + Hlk(% Yj\giffz+k—171v—1) (4.6)
where we have used the Notations [{.1]

We introduce first some definitions, notations, and lemmas that will be needed for the proof of
Lemmal432l To apply Leibniz formula for z in a formal way, we have to see how the derivations
0, and 0; operate in E, ,. This leads us to define the following operators.

Notation 4.2. There is a linear operator D, from Ej, .11 to E,, such that we can write
Y = Dt(Y;fl’Ll) for any smooth function.

Similarly, we define the operator D, from E,114 to E,, by the shift 5x(Y0,Y1,...,Yp+1) =
(Y1,..., Y1) s0 that for any y € C=([—1,1] x [t1,t2]), Yoy being as in Notation [}, we have

= mt t
Dkam-i-l,N—l = axYijN—l' (4.7)

Note that D; can also be seen as a shift, but after a proper identification between E, , and E .

The operator 59@ depends of course on p and ¢ but, since the definition is similar for each p, g,
it should not lead to any confusion.

Notation 4.3. For Y = (Y°,...,Y? ..., Y*) € Ex y_1, we denote
IYV) = (YO, .. (=D, ... (=1)FYH).

Strictly speaking, the operator I depends on k, but since it takes the same form on each space,
we will keep the same notation. The interest of this operator is that fory € C°([—1,1] x [t1,t2])
and Y = ka}f,_l(y) as in Notation [{.1], we have

I(Y (y) = Y (y)(—2), (4.8)
where y_ is the reflected function y_(t,x) = y(t, —x).
We notice that
DY) = I(DY), (4.9)
D,I(Y) = —I(D,Y). (4.10)
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Lemma 4.3. Let p,q € N and let M : R x E, , = R be a smooth function. Then there exist
two smooth functions M : [—1,1] x Ep 441 — R and M, : [—1,1] x Ep11 4 — R such that for
any y € C®([—1,1] x [t1,t2]) (not necessarily solution of @I)), Y;y being as in Notation [{.1)
we have

atM($7 sz,&t) = Mt (1’, pr,;]t_i-l)a (411)
t
O M (2,Y,) = My(2, Y, ) (4.12)

Moreover, if we assume that for some w,o € {—1,1}, M(—z,wI(Y)) = cM(x,Y), then we
have

Mi(—z,wI(Y)) = o My(z,Y), (4.13)
My(—z,wI(Y)) = —oMy(z,Y). (4.14)
Proof. By the chain rule, we have
0
Tty Tty |
3tM(xa Yp,q ) VM(.%', Y;Lq ) < atY}f(’]t ) . (415)

Using the operator D, introduced in Notation 432 we can define M; as

0
Dy(Ypq+1)
For Y, g+1 = (Y0, Y1,...,Y,) € Ep 441, we have denoted Y, , the vector in E, , obtained by se-

lecting the ¢ + 1 first components of each vector Y; for 0 < i < p. With this definition, (@11 is
true for any smooth function y.

Mt(xvyp,iﬁ-l) = VM(%Y;LQ) ’ ( > , Vzel[-1,1], VYpg+1 € Epgr- (4.16)

Similarly, we define the function M, by

1
59&(Yp+1,q)
and it can be seen that ([£I2]) is true for any smooth function y.

To prove (£13)), we take the derivative w.r.t. Y in the relation M (—z,@wI(Y)) = oM(x,Y) to
obtain for any Z € E, 4,

My (%, Ypy1,4) := VM(2,Ypq) - < ) ; Vo e[=1L1], VY14 € Epr1g,  (417)

VM (=2, wI(Y)) - < wIO(Z) ) — oVM(z,Y)- ( ) >

Let Yp 441 € Epgq1. Taking Y =Y, , and Z = ﬁt(Yp,qul) and noticing that I(f)t(Y},’qH)) =
Di(I(Ypq+1)) by [@3), we obtain

0 0
VM(—z,@wI(Y,,) [ =~ — oVM(z,Y, ) [ ~ :
( (o) < @Di(I(Yp,q+1)) > @ Ypa) ( Di(Ypq+1) )
which is exactly (£I3). The proof of (£I4) is similar and is omitted. O

Proof of Lemma [{.3. We will actually prove the slightly stronger result that for £ € N and
Il = Nn+jforsome0 < j < N andn € N, each Hl’l‘C is actually a function of zx and Y € Epppip—1,;
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so that (AB) is satisfied with HJ(z, Y]\?fz—l—k—l ~N_1) replaced by Hf(ﬂ:,Yj\gj[’fHk_l i)
The case n =0, 0 < j < N is trivial since we can take Hlk = 0.
For some technical reasons, we will also need to deal with the case n = 1. Letting fo(z, Y ;) ==
f(z, Y% ), we apply the operator & in (&I]) for 0 < j < N to get
Nt : .
0f Ty =Poly+ 0] f(x, Yy o) (4.18)

We want to define functions f; so that for any y € C*°([—1,1] X [t1,t2]), we have

Fila, Y3ty ) =0l fo(x, Vit ) for 0<j < N. (4.19)
Using Notation we can define f; iteratively by

fj(x,YM_Lj) = ij_l(m,YM_Lj_l) . < Et(yj\ilj) ) s (4.20)

so that by Lemma [£3] ([£I9) is true for any y € C*°([—1,1] x [t1,t2]). Now that the f; are
defined, we see that any solution y of (AI]) satisfies (£LI8]) and also

N ,
0f Uy =Poly+ fi(z, Yyl ). (4.21)

In particular, defining HRH_j := fj, we see that the case k = 0, [ = N 4+ j with 0 < j < N is
treated.

Applying 0% in ([@21)) and using Lemmad.3] we can find some smooth functions HY, , ; such that

oy oky = Pojoky + HE (2,37 ). (4.22)
The H ]Iﬁ, 4; are defined by the iteration formula
_ 1
Hiy (@, Yar—14k) = VH]lif.i_lj(anM—l—l—k—Lj)' ( Da(Varrins) ) ; (4.23)
z - 5]

this is the case n = 1 of the Lemma.

Now, we construct the functions H¥, +; by induction on n. Assume that the (L0) is satisfied
for some n € N*, for all | = Nn + j with 0 < j < N and all k¥ € N. Applying the operator o}

in (40) yields

oyt Noky = Projoko)y + o) HE (x,Yyjn j1): (4.24)
Using equation (4.I]), we obtain
optNoky = PrJoky+ Protol fa Vi) + 0N HF (0 Y ) (425)

So, we are led to prove that the last two terms P"@ﬁ@gf(x, Yi_)+ 8§VH;“($,Y]§[’Z+,€_1 ;) can

be written as Hf, (z, Y]\an 11)44_1,)- Concerning the first one, due to (L.IJ) we can write

POkl (2, Yy 1) = P Ok fi(2. Yty ). (4.26)
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Since P"9F is a differential operator of order Mn + k in x, we see by successive applications
of Lemma.3] that the previous term can be written as a smooth function of z and Y]\f[’zn ko1
By iterative applications of Lemma 3] the second term 81{\7 Hf(x,Y]\f[fL +k_17j) can be written
as F(m,YJ@’fl h—1j+ y) for some smooth function F. But thanks to the case n = 1, namely

[@22), for each 0 < p < Mn+k — 1, 8} 7oLy can be written as J]%+j(x,YAJj[’ipj) for some
t

ntk—1,N+j CAN be written as a smooth function of x

7t - N k? 7t _ 7t 2
and Yl\gjl+Mn+k—1,j' It follows that 0;* H}'(x, Y]\ﬁ[n+k_17j) = F(x, Yl‘fln+k_1’j+N) can be written as

a smooth function of z and Y]\f[f

smooth function J% 4 In particular, YJ\:Z’

b 1)tk Going back to ([£25]) and summing up the expression

of the last two terms as functions of z and YAI/IZ we can write

n+1)+k—1,5
N(n+1)+j j t
o] (n+1) Ja’;y = Pn+18§8!§y + H]lif(n-',-l)-f—j(x’ Y]\Z(n+1)+k_17j) (4.27)
for some smooth function H]’%(HJFI)H. This is the expected result at step n + 1. O

We present a few consequences of Lemma

Notation 4.4. Let k € N and | = Nn + j for some 0 < j < N and n € N. Noticing that
P"@f@’;y can be expressed as a linear combination of variables in Yﬂgjf:wk N_1; we can define a

smooth function JF : [—=1,1] X Epppirn—1 — R such that

it j )t
i (@, Yj\gifn+k7N—1) = 0,04y = P”@Z@fy + Hf (x, Y]\f[n—i—k—l,N—l) (4.28)

for any solution y of [@I]). We define also the vector-valued functions
Jp 1,1 X Eppgvr—1,n—1 — RM
with Jy = (J, Jt, ..., M.

These definitions will mainly be used at x = 0 and ¢t = 0. Since the knowledge of the initial
datum Yy and all its z-derivatives are sufficient to know YJ\?Z EN—1 for t = 0, J; has to be
thought as the function that, from a sufficient amount of x-derivatives of the initial datum,
provides (8;Y*)(0,0), that is the [ time derivative of the boundary data. More precisely, if y is
a solution of (@.J]), we have for any t,x

OY" = Ji(2, Yy n—1n—1)- (4.29)
In particular, this definition of J; provides a proof for Lemma [[.T] with the appropriate choice
of m(l) = Mn+ M —1ifl=Nn+ j for some 0 < j < N and n € N.
The two following Lemmas are almost tautological with the definitions, but they are important

to justify the relevance of the set C.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that y is a smooth solution of (LI)-{L3). Then Y'(.,t) € C for all
te[0,T].
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Proof. From (L2)), we have BY*(0,t) = 0 for all t € [0,T]. Applying the operator 9! in
that equation yields BOlY®(0,t) = 0 for all t € [0,T]. Writing [ = Nn + j, with 0 <
j < N, n € N, and using the fundamental property (£29) of the function .J;, we obtain
BJy(x, Y10, Y, ... oMt M=1yt) . It means that Y!(.,t) € C for all t € [0, T]. a

Lemma 4.5. Let y be a smooth solution to 0y = Py + f(z,y,0.y,...,0M~1y) such that
Y*(0,t) € C for some t € [0,T]. Then Y* satisfies the boundary condition BY*(0,t) = 0.

Proof. We have Y*(0,t) € C, which implies, with the choice [ =0

BJo(z, Y, 0,V ..., oMt M=lyty _,=o0.
Using property (£.29) at time ¢ and with z = 0 and [ = n = 0, one obtains BY*(0,¢t) =0. O
The following Lemma is needed to prove Proposition [[31

Lemma 4.6. Assume that M is even and that

M/2
P=Y" (0. (4.30)
=0
(1) If (II8)) holds, then for all l,k € N we have
Hf (2, —1(Y)) = (-1)*HF (2,Y), Vae€[-1,1], VY € Exrpir1n-1, (4.31)
JF (=, —I(Y)) = (=) Jf (2, Y), Vae[-1,1], VY € Exnirn_1. (4.32)
(2) If (LI9) holds, then for all I,k € N we have
Hf (2, I(Y)) = (-1)*Hf(2,Y), Vo€ [-1,1], VY € Expir1n-1, (4.33)
JF (2, 1(Y)) = (~1)*Jf(2,Y), VYae€[-1,1], VY € ExnikN-1- (4.34)

Proof. To treat both cases simultaneously, we define w as w = —1 (resp w = 1) if (L.I8]) holds
(resp. (L.I9) holds). Therefore, we want to prove

Hf (—2,wI(Y)) = w(-1)"H(z,Y) VY € Expir1.n-1, (4.35)
JF(—z,wl(Y)) = w(-D)*Jf(,Y) VY € Eyvpirn_i. (4.36)
We still denote [ = Nn + j, where n € N and 0 < j < N. We first prove (4.35]) by induction on

n. If n = 0, then (&35)) is obvious since Hf® = 0.
Assume that n = 1 so that [ = N 4 j. Assume first that £ = 0. We claim that

fi(—z,@wl(Yy—1;)) = wfi(e,Yr—1;5), YYm-1; € En—1j (4.37)

We proceed by induction. For j = 0, fo = f, so it follows from assumption (LI8]) or (LI9)
thanks to the choice of w. If (437 is true for j — 1, taking derivatives with respect to Y, we
also have, for any Z € Eyr—1 j—1,

YDijfl(—x,wI(YM,Ljfl)) . ( I(OZ) ) == wijfl(x,YM,Ljfl) . ( g ) . (438)
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By (49), (£20) and (4.38]), we have

fil=w,@l(Yar-15)) = Vija(—w,@l(Yar-1;-1)) - ( jjt(w[(ng_lj)) >

= wVfji(—z,wl(Yy-1,-1))- ( [(51&(19]‘/[—1 i) )

0
= @Vfj-(@, Yr-1,-1)- ( 5t(YM—1 i) )

= @fj(@ Yar1;)-
Assume now that (£35) is true for 0 < j < N and at step k — 1, i.e.
Hy (—a, @I (YVaro1k-15)) = @(— D HY S (2, Yaro1gn-1).

Taking derivatives with respect to x and Y, it gives for any Z € En—14x—1,5,

VHN (—2, @I (Yar-14k-1,5)) - < =I(2) ) = w(-)" I VH (@ Yaroieke1) < Z ) '

Combined with (£.23]) and (4.10), this gives

i 1
Hyss(r = i) = VA =100010) ( by 1) )
= VHS (—z, @I (Ya—140-14)) - 50
M-, M—1+k-1,j ~@I(Dy(Yar-14k5))
) 1
— w(—l)kVHf(‘,ﬁj(x,YM—1+k—17j)' ( De(Yar_11k4) )
x - 2]

= (=D HN (2, Y 14kg)-
Thus (435]) is proved for n = 1. Assume that (£35) is true for | = Nn+ j, with 0 < j < N and
n € N*, and for & € N. Let us prove that (4.35]) is also true for [ + N and k. From (4.25])-(4.20)),
we have that

k ,t _ k ,t N rrk ,t
HE @ Y1) = PROE @ Yoty )+ 0N HE (2, Y7 1) (4.39)

By Lemma 3] (£30) and (@37, we infer that the first term PO f;(z, Yl\f[’t_l ;) can be written

as G(%Yz\?fnﬂnkq,j) where G satisfies G(—z,wI(Y)) = (—1)*@wG(z,Y).

The second term ;¥ Hlk(x,Yj\:Z’fL ko1 j)’ by an application of Lemma (3] can be written as

F(Yl\gjffwk—l,N-yj) for a smooth function F' that satisfies the same parity property as Hlk, that is

F(—z,@wI(Y)) = w(-1)FF(z,Y).

But the case n = 1 (see (£22])) gives that, for each 0 < p < Mn + k — 1, aivﬂagy can be

written as JJIi/Jrj(YJ\?ipj) for some smooth function Jy, ; that satisfies J3 (-2, @wI(Y)) =
w(-1)PJR

. t . ,t
N+j(@,Y). In particular, Yl\gj[n+k_17N+j can be written as K(x,YAQj[+Mn+k_1’N_1) (the
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components of K are the J]%H(x,Y)). Therefore, the symmetry properties of Jf,ﬂ. imply
K(—z,wI(Y)) =wl(K(z,Y)). In particular, we can write

O HE @, Vi 1,) = F@ Yl on) = F@ K@Y a1y -1):
Summarizing the symmetry properties of K and F', we obtain
F(=a, K (~2,@I(Y))) = F(=2,@I(K(2,Y)) = @(~ )} F(z, K (2,Y)).

This is the expected result, and it completes the proof of (4.35]).
To prove (A.36), we use (£.28)) and (4.35). Thus it remains to establish the symmetry property
for the term P"d) 9%y for any smooth function y. This follows at once from (X)) and @30). O

Next, we relate the behaviors as n — 400 of the jets (92Y*(0,7))n>0 and (97Y*(0,7))n>0-
To do that, we assume that in (4] the nonlinear term reads

F(, 90, Y15 o Yyrr—1) = Z ag eyt yﬁ” " Y(z,yo, ..., ym—1) € (—4,4)M+1,
(ﬁ,T‘)EN]M+1
(4.40)
where the coefficients a;,., (5,7) € N+ satisfy (L9)-(LI0).
For z € (—1,400), we denote ! = I'(z+1), where I'(z) = [~ t*~'e 'dt is the Gamma function.

Then (z + 1)! = (x 4+ 1)(z!) for z > —1. We also set < z ) = #l:r)' fory >ax > 0.

Proposition 4.7. Let —oo < t1 < 7 <ty < 400 and f = f(x,y0,y1,---,ym—1) be as in (L1)-

(L) with the coefficients ag,, (.r) € c NM+1 satisfying (LI)-@LI0). Assume that |Cpr| = 1.
Let R>4, R,R € R with4 < R < R < mm(R ba), and p > M + 1. Then there exists some

number C' > 0 such that for any C € (0,C], one can find a number C' = C'(C,R, R, ) > 0
with limg_,o+ C'(C, R, R', 1) = 0 such that

(1) for any function y € C*°([—1,1] x [t1,t2]) satisfying (EI]) on [—1,1] X [t1,t2] and
0 k
x
Yixz,7) = Yy(z) = ZA,%, Vo € [-1,1] (4.41)
k=0

for some Yy € (RE,(J)N’ we have

(An + k)!

okory(0,7) < C’
|020;"y(0,7)| < RFRM 1 (An + k + 1)K

Vk,n € N; (4.42)

(2) there exists an application
A (Ak)kzo S (NR,C)N — (dZ)(n,k)GNQ S RN2

such that if there exists a solutiony of @) on [~1,1]x [t1, ta] with Y (z,7) = 37450 Ak%,
then 90 y(0,7) = d~ for all (n, k) € N? (without knowing a priori the existence of such
solution). Moreover, we have

(An + k)!

dé| < ¢’
] < O R R G 1 kT D

Vk,n € N. (4.43)
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(8) The application A>° satisfies the following property: Assume y is a smooth solution of
(&) such that there exists (dlfz)(n,k)eNQ = AP ((Ag)k>0) for some (Ag)k>o0 € (NR,C)N 50
that 0%0py(0,7) = d* for k=0,...,M —1 and n € N. Then 0%00'y(0,7) = d~ for all
(n, k) € N2,

We shall need several lemmas and give the proof of Proposition 7] later.

Lemma 4.8. (see [17, Lemma A.1]) For all k,q € N and a € {0, ...,k + ¢}, we have

= (5)G)-)

j+p
0<y
0<p

ININA +
INIA I
Q R

Lemma 4.9. For all A € [1,+00) and all k,j,n,i € N with k > j and n > i, we have

(D)= ()

Proof of Lemma[4.9. Recall the relationship (see e.g. [32]) between the Gamma function I" and
the Beta function B defined by B(z,y) = fol t*=1(1 — t)¥~1dt for Re x > 0 and Re y > 0:

I'(@)l(y)

B(z,y) = —2- ) 4.45
(@) = s (1.49)
In particular, we have for z,y € [0, +00)
( T4y ) _ TI(@+y+1)
x Fz+1D)C(y+1)
~1
D(z+y+1) _1 ( /1 )
=—— 2 ‘Bx+1y+1 = +y+1 t*(1 —t)¥dt
Tty @byl (wry+1) | #(01—t)
Taking = j + Xi, y = k — 7 + A(n — ©), this yields
-1
k+dn\ _ (" e k—j+A(n—i)
(k+)\n+1)<j+)\i>_</ot (1—1) dt . (4.46)
As the right-hand side of (£.40]) is a non-decreasing function of A, we infer that for A > 1

k+4+n k+ A\n
< .
(k:+n+1)< iti >_(k‘+)\n+1)< Iy >

Therefore, using Lemma [4.8)]
EN(n )< (Ftn ) Efdntl fhtdny o\ (kdAn
J vt )=\ J+t )7 k+n+1 JHXN ) J+ N

The following result gives the algebra property for the mixed Gevrey spaces G'A([—1, 1] x [t1, ta]).

O
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Lemma 4.10. Let —oo < t1 < to < 00, (zg,t9) € [—1,1] x [t1,t2], R, R € (0,40), ¢ € N,
A€ [l,40), p € (qg+2,+0), ko,ng € N, C1,Co € (0,+00), and y1,y2 € C°([—1,1] X [t1,t2])
be such that

(An+k+q)!

kan,, . < .
‘a:vat yz($07t0)’ = CZRkR/An()\n + k+ 1)M

Vi=1,2, Vke{0,.., ko}, Vne{0,..,no}.

(4.47)
Then we have
(A +k+q)

k qn < K
lamat (?hyz)(ﬂﬁoato)’ > WLClCQ R’“R’A"()\n T+ k4 1)u

Vk € {0,....,ko}, Vn € {0,...,no},
(4.48)

where
1
Kgp =AM (14 )% > > ( < o0.

. Ni+j+1)pa

Proof of Lemma[{.10;: Using (An +k +q)? < (1 +¢)? (1 + An + k)?, we obtain

(Mn+k+q)! = (An+k)! ﬁ()\n—i-k:—i-j) < (Wn+k)!An+k+q)? < (1+9)?(An+k)! (1 + M+ k)7,
=1

<

So, denoting i := 4 — g > 2 and C; = (14 ¢)4C;, we have

- n+k)!
OE My, (w0, t0)| < C; ( =5
030 yi(o, to)| < RkR/An()\n+k;+1)M

Vi=1,2, Vke{0,...ko}, Yne{0,...,no}.

(4.49)
We infer from the Leibniz rule that

|a§a?(y1y2)(~"3o,to)|

=12 2 (f ) (7})<a;‘azy1><xo,to><a§—ja;‘—iy2><xo,to>

0<j<k 0<i<n

k n Ci(Xi + 5)! Co(M(n — i) + k — j)!
Z Z ( J ) ( i ) RIRX(Xi + j + 1)E Rk=IRA=)(X(n — i) + k — j + 1)A

0<j<k 0<i<n

s s (D)

NG DE A =) R —j+ D

IN

0<j<k 0<i<

I
We infer from Lemma [£.9] that

() (rr) =

Finally, by the convexity of z — ¥ on [0, 4+00), we have that



EXACT CONTROLLABILITY OF ANISOTROPIC 1D PDE 33
Ni+j+ DA —i)+k—j+ 1)

0<j<k 0<i<n
1 1 z
>y it 1) S
0<j<k0<i<n v+ (n—i)+k—j+

= 1 1
2 Z Z <(Ai—|—j+1)ﬁ+(A(n—i)+k—j+1)ﬁ>S

0<j<k0<i<n
~ 1
2¢ e <00,
S G

J=20 120

where we used the fact that g =p —q > 2.
It follows that

. 1 1
I < 2°) _ _
< PMNLL G G
_ 1 (An +k +2)1
— ona) :
;O;WHJA)WJ (An+k+2)»

and hence the proof of Lemma[.T0lis complete once we have noticed that (An+k)!(An+k+2)7 <
2(An + k + q)!. (We used the fact that (z +2)7 < 21_[3»11(3: +j) for all x > 0, ¢ € N*.) O

Remark 6. Lemmal[f.10) can also be written as the existence of an application m : RFo+1)xmo+1) 5
Rkot1)x(no+1) s Rko+1)x(no+1) gyeh that, if for some di,dy € RFotDx0+D) gnd two smooth
functions y1, yo satisfying OFOPy:(xo,ty) = dﬁﬂ- , i = 1,2 for all k € {0,....,ko}, for all
n € {0,..,n0}, then O8O (y1y2)(z0,t0) = (ﬂ(dl,dg))ﬁ. The definition of w(dy,ds) is given
inside of the proof by the Leibniz formula. The Lemma gives then that the estimates

(An+k+q)!

<
— 'RERM(An+ k+ 1)~

k
dn,i

Vi=1,2, Vke{0,...k}, Yne{0,..,no} (4.50)

imply

(A +k+q)!
RERA(An + k + 1)»
This equivalent way of writing the same result is consistent with the second part of Proposition

47

We are now ready to complete the proof of Proposition 471

~\ k
<7r(d, d)) ‘ < K, 010, Yk € {0,....ko}, Yn € {0,...,mo}.  (4.51)

Proof of Proposition [{.7. We will prove the first part of the proposition. The construction of
the application A in the second part of the proposition will appear along the proof.
Pick any number @ > M + 1. We shall prove by induction on n € N that

(An + k)!

814:811 0 <Cn
10207 y(0,7)| < RFR™ 1 (An + k + 1)#’

Vk € N, (4.52)



34 C. LAURENT, I. RIVAS, AND L. ROSIER

where 0 < C), < Cpi1 < €' < +00. The value of the constant C’ will appear along the proof.
Assume first that n = 0. Recall that Y(z,7) = Yo(z) = > rey Ak”k—:c with [|Aglleo < C%.
Denote A = (Ag, ...,Aév_l). Using the fact that R < R, we have that for 0 <n < N — 1,
(An + k)!

RERA™(An + k + 1)m

k!
0507 y(0,7)| = |AF| < OxpsCD

where
R k!
D= su VRO + kE+ 1D P— | < .
(keN,ognpgN—l(R) ( ) (An +k)!

11 follows that ([4£.52]) holds for 0 < n < N — 1 for some constants Cy,...,Cny_1 < CD.
Assume now that (£52]) is true up to the rank n — 1 for some n > N. Let us show that (452])
is also true at the rank n for some constant C,, > 0. Then, by (L)) and (L.II]), we have that

M
okory(0,7) = kPN Galy(0,7)+ ) ko (Ap()yPo (Opy)Pt - (02 y)PM 1) (0, 7)
i=0 A0
Let us estimate I; first. For 0 < j < M, we have that
AMn—=N)+k+j)!
RFHIRA=N)(X(n — N) + k + j + 1)~
(Mm+k+j—M)!
REFIRAN=M(An 4+ k45— M + 1)*’

GO0 N y(0,7)] < |¢1C-N

IN

GlCr—n

where we have used AN = M. It follows that

L] < |C s M+MZ_1 161G R o+ k+1 g
= Cn (5 S ki M1 (Wt k) B \An+k+j—M+1
(A + k)!
X
RERM(An + k + 1)~
N M M-—1 ’C‘C R/M
< |C,— _ Jjl1~n—N (M 1P
- N<R> +§0<An+j—M+1)---An o M+
(A + k)! s

X .
RERA(An + k + 1)»
where we have used k,j5 > 0 and An 4+ k > M so that #ﬁ%“ < M + 1. Let us estimate

I. Since A; does not depend on ¢, we have that O¥0" Az = 0 for m > 1 and k > 0. Next, for
k > 0, we have that

C, k! C k!
kA = Ekllg=-.| < =& <
lamAp(O)’ k! ’a’lhk‘ = bmbé — b\ﬁ] (k + 1)uRk’

for some constant C' > 0 depending on R, by, i, since R < by.
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Note that, still by the iteration assumption ([{.52]) at step n — 1, for 0 < j < M — 1 the function
8%3/ satisfies the estimate
(Am + k + j)!
RFIRA™(Am + k + j 4+ 1)#
Crm, (Am+k+M—1)!

= R RFRAM(Am +k + 1)+
Let = M — 1. Since > M + 1 = g+ 2, it follows from iterated applications of Lemma .10l
that

0507 (29)(0,7)] < Cn

Vk €N, Vm € {0,...,n — 1}.

OLO; N (A D) - (021 (0,7)|

K 7 E+M—1)
<7 (Kl (Aln — N) + + 11 (4.55)
b Rk R (n— N)()\( +k;+1 M i RJ
where K = K, ,, > 0. If, for some number 6 € (0,1), we have
bR
< 4.
Cn-n < 50<]H<uz\r} 1 K (4:56)
then
KC, y\P'NS 1 KCy_y . u MK
< 1—90 e+ (1-96 < ————Ch_nN.
Z( b > H(R])pj— p (=07 e+ (=070 < r—mr oy
P#0 Jj=0
(We considered the subcases (1) pp > 1 and p1 = ... = ppr—1 = 0; (2) po > 0, p1 > 1 and
pr=...=pym-1=0;(3) po >0,p1 >0,ps >1and p3s =... =py—1 =0 etc.). Gathering the
previous estimates and noticing that AN = M, it follows that
— (An+k—1)! MK
L < C Ch_
Bl < RERA=M(\p — M + k + 1)» b(1 — )M N
CMKR™M A+k+1 \* (An + k)!
< X Cn—n (4.57)
b(1—H)MMn+k) \An—M+k+1 RERA™(An 4+ k + 1)»
CMKR™M (An +k)!
—_—— (M + )" Crn_n- 4.58
- (1 —5)M)\n( DT RFRA(An+ k+ 1) "N (4.58)
where we have used again % < M + 1. We set C,, := max(\,, 1)C,—n, where
RA\M = 141 RM CMER"M
— (M + 1) ——— (M +1)".
KM’< > +Z:()\n—|-j—M—|—1)...)\n R (M+1) +b(1—6)M)\n( +1

M
Then (£52) holds. Since (%) < 1 and || = 1, it is clear that |A,| <1 for n > 1, say for

n > ng > N. This yields C,, < C,,_n for all n > ny > N, provided that ([£56]) holds for n < ny.
To ensure (L50) for n < nyg, it is sufficient to choose C' small enough (or, equivalently, C' small
enough). The proof by induction of ([£52) is achieved. The proof of the first part of Proposition



36 C. LAURENT, I. RIVAS, AND L. ROSIER

47 is complete. For the second part of Proposition .7, we follow the proof of the first part and
define the coefficients d* by induction on n.

Forn=0,...,N—1land k € N, if we denote A, = (Ag, A,lﬁ, - A]kv_l), then we have 9897y (0, 7) =
A} for any solution satisfying (d.41]). So we are led to define dt = AL
For n > N, following the proof of the previous estimates, we obtain using the notations intro-

duced in (£353]) and Leibniz’ rule

M
L= ) GoFtor Ny, ) (4.59)

k! (n — N)!
I = Z Z Z Kyl |n1!7?.. !

k ! n !
A0 kit-tkypi1=k nit-tnyp1=n—N M+1 M+1

(0507 (A5) 0207 (y7°) D20 (Ou) -+ O+ 0+ (9M 1 y)Pi1) (0, 7) (4.60)

with, for 0 <i < M —1,

8§i+23tni+2 (8;y)10i (O, T) _ Z Z
l1+"'+lpi=k¢+2 mi+--+mp, =n;42

k0! Niyo! T I

51!"'lpi!m1!'--mpi!8$ O y(0,7) - 079, Py(0,7). (4.61)

We define some I; and I by replacing in @5J) 057orNy(0,7) by dn > and in (ZGI)
8l +’a’”ﬂ y(0,7) by dj+ , where m; < n;19 <n — N. For instance, I, writes

Z C] dk‘+j

and I, is defined similarly. We see that
dfl =11 + I

is uniquely defined in terms of the d.,’s for m < n — N, [ € N. Thus the sequence (dﬁ)(n,k)ew
can be defined by induction on n and the same estimates as before allow us to obtain ([£.43]), see
also Remark [6l

For the third part of Proposition E7] we prove by iteration on k that 9597y (0,7) = d* for all
n € N. By assumption, the result is true for all K =0,..., M — 1. We assume that the result is
true until the rank £ + M — 1 and we prove it at rank k 4+ M. Let n > N. We know that we
have

M
akatny 0,7) Zg@kﬂan N y(0,7) + Ia, (4.62)
7=0
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where I, is defined by @B60) and @B6I). The d* have been defined by iteration on n by the

formula
Z GdiH 4+ 1o (4.63)

where I, has been obtained by replacing aif H(?Zn Ty(0,7) by dlyiljl in the formula of Is. Since it
only involves some terms with 0 <i < M —1and 0 <[; <k, we have [; +17 < k+ M — 1 for

these terms and the iteration property gives 8’ —Hamjy(O, T) = dffﬂj_z In particular, L =I. So,
(463) can be written as

M-1
Cudi N = di = > Gdity - I,

Again, for 0 < 5 < M — 1, the iteration assumption gives d]:LJ”N = okti 8{‘_N y(0,7) and d¥ =
okory(0,7). So, we obtain

M-1
CudE A = aFary(0,7) — ¢TI Ny(0,7) — I
j=0

After comparison with [@62) and since (s # 0, we obtain d*T3 = 9E+Mgn—Ny(0,7). Since
n > N is arbitrary, it gives the result at step k + M. U

Remark 7. We note that even if we do not know a priori whether Yy will give rise to a solution,
the algorithm is still well-defined. Our proof will show a posteriori that any initial data Yy which
is analytic (with an appropriate radius) and small enough will produce a solution making this
detail not so relevant. But this fact is not obvious at this moment of the proof.

Note that at that moment, both Proposition .1l and Proposition [4.7] seem to give two relations
between the space derivatives of Yy and the time derivatives of an eventual solution. If there
exists a solution y starting from Y{ at time ¢t = 0, that relation should be unique (but this claim
is not proved yet).

The following result will show the existence of a solution. It will allow us clarifying the relation
between the d,, ;, and the functions Jrlf in Corollary .14l There is likely a direct way to prove
this relation, but it might be quite computational. The difference between Lemma and
Proposition 4.7 is only the order in which we apply time and space derivatives to the equation.

Proposition 4.11 (Existence of solution without boundary condition). Let —oco < t; < 7 <

toy < 400 and f = f(z,y0,Y1s---»ynm—1) be as in (L1)-(L8) with the coeﬂiczents g (p, r) €

NMHL - satisfying (L9)- (LI0). Assume in addition that by > R:=4NXe®) ™" Let R > R. Then
there exists some number C > 0 such that for any C € (0, C'] and any numbers Ry, with R <
Ry < min(R, by) there exists a number C" = C"(C, R, Ry) > 0 with limg_,o+ C"(C, R, Rz) = 0
such that for any Yy € (RE,C)N’ we can pick a function y € GYN[—1,1] x [t1,ts]) satisfying
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@&J) for (z,t) € [—1,1] x [t1,t2] and
Yi(z,7) = Yo(z) = ZA'?E7 Vo € [-1,1], (4.64)
k=0

and such that for all t € [t1,12]

(4.65)

ni

D 1/M

1970, 1)l < C"(n))* (—’CM’ ) :
Ry,

with D = Xe@P9)™"
Proof. We assume first that |(37| = 1, dealing with the general case at the end of the proof.
Note that the scaling in time affects only (Z.65]).

Let R := 4N )\ey‘e)_l, we will need some intermediate radii R, R', R” with R< R, < R'<
R’ < R < min(R,by). Pick C,C as in Proposition 7] and pick any Y; € (R
y as in Proposition B 1T] does exists, then both sequences of numbers

7 o). If a function

d* = 9roky(0,7), neN, keN

can be computed inductively in terms of the coefficients A, = 0%Y;(0), k € N, according to
Proposition 7], that is (dﬁ)(n7k)eN2 = A®(Ag)ren. Note that the sequence (dlfz)(n,k)eNQ can
be defined in terms of the coefficients Aj’s, even if the existence of the solution y is not yet
established, according to Proposition [4.7] (2). Furthermore, it follows from Proposition 7] that
we have for some constant ¢’ = C'(C, R, R’) > 0,

(M + k)!
i < O e, YneN. Vke{0... M1}
Since R” € (R, R'), there exists some constant P = P(R, R', R") > 0 such that we have also
(An)!
k| < C/P(R//))\n’ vneN, Vkec{0,...,M —1}.

The following lemma is a consequence of [25, Proposition 3.6]. The proof that [25, Proposition
3.6] implies Lemma will be done later.

Lemma 4.12. Let A > 1. Let (dq)q>0 be a sequence of real numbers such that
|dg| < CH%(Ag)! Vg >0

for some H > 0 and C > 0. Then for all H > e H there exists a function f € C*(R) such
that

F90) = d, Yg>0, (4.66)
IFf@Q@)| < CHY(\)! Yg>0, VteR. (4.67)
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Pick H := 1/(R")* and Hy, := ¢¢ ' /(R)*. Since R < Ry < R", we have ¢¢ H < Hj <
1/(4NX)*. Then by Lemma EI2] there exist M functions hg, h1,...,hy—1 € G ([t1,t2]) such
that for k=0,...,M — 1,

@) < CPHIO), n>0, te€lt, b (4.69)

It follows at once from Stirling’s formula that (An)! < C A (n!)* for some universal constant
Cs >0, so that for k=0,...,M — 1,

@ < CPCHL) (), n>0, tE [t ta), (4.70)

Note that MHy < 1/(4N)*. So, if C is sufficiently small, then C’ is as small as desired,
and it follows then from Theorem Bl that we can pick a function y € GUN([—1,1] X [t1,t2])
satisfying (B.I)) with k; := h; for 0 < i < M — 1. In particular, for all n € N and k =
0,...,M — 1, we have 900ky(0,7) = hgl)(T) = dF. Using the third Item of Proposition
@7 we infer that 07'0%y(0,7) = df for n € N and k € N. Moreover, we can check in
the proof of Proposition 7] (case 0 < n < N — 1) that if (dﬁ)(n,k)eNQ = A>®(Ag)ken, then
di = A% for k € Nand 0 < n < N — 1. In particular, 0/0%y(0,7) = A} = 0kyp(0) for
ke€Nand 0 <n < N —1, where Yj = (43,8, 40 '), and hence ([@B4) holds. Since
Y*(0,t) = (ho(t),...,har—1(t)) by construction, the estimate (LGH) follow from (A70) with
_ A

C" .= C'PCy and M H}, = <)\e(Ae) 1/RL> . The proof of Proposition .11 is complete for the
case |(y| = 1.

In the general case, assuming 7 = 0 without loss of generality, we proceed as in Remark [ and
define P = |Car| ™' P and f: |Car| 1 f for which the result is proved for any interval in time. We
have therefore a solution 3 of 0¥y = |(y |1 Py + |CM|_1f(x,}7}) on [—1,1] x [|Car| =M, [Car|~ o)
with Y*(z,0) = Yy(z). Moreover, ¥ satisfies (@B5) with (7| = 1. Now, we define y(z,t) =
7z, |G |YNt) which is a solution of 0Ny = Py + f(x,Y") on [—1,1] x [t1,to] with Y(z,0) =
Yo(z). By scaling, Y* satisfies

N D nA
oy (0,01 < fou™ @V 0o 0| <l e (£1)
U
Proof of Lemma[£.12 We want to apply [25], Proposition 3.6] (stated below in Proposition [£.13])

with the choice ap = 1 and k becoming k — 1 so that M, = (Ag)! a;, = ()‘((f;);!))! =T\ 'B\(k—
D+ 1,2 =T\t fol AE=1 (1 — $)>~1dt for k > 1. All the terms being positive, we obtain for




40 C. LAURENT, I. RIVAS, AND L. ROSIER

ar = D)™ 1(1—75)A*1( AME=1) gt
> / >

k>p k>p
1 AP 1
— r(,\)—l/ (1—t)M! oyt < F(/\)—l/ (1 — )\ 2tPat
0 - 0
Ap ! A1 Ap—1 A
= — = | a-plgp< =
oD/, 4 oo s

where we have used twice t* < t for t € [0,1] and A > 1, and performed an integration by
parts. In particular, the three conditions of Proposition [£.13] are fulfilled with A := ﬁ +1 and
M, = (Ag)!. This completes the proof of Lemma .12l U

For the convenience of the reader, we state the following proposition that we used before to
construct the suitable Gevrey functions.

Proposition 4.13 (Proposition 3.6 of [25]). Pick any sequence (aq)qen satisfying
el=qgy>a>a>--->0
° Zkzl ap < 400
e pap+ 4,0k < Apay, Vp =1,

for some constant A € (0,+00). Let My := (ap---aq)~! for ¢ > 0. Then for any sequence of
real numbers (dq)q>0 such that

\d,| < CH'M,, Yq>0

for some H > 0 and C' > 0, and for any H > ¢ 'H, there exists a function f € C*°(R) such
that

F90)=d; Vg=>0,
|f9D(x)| < CHIM, Vq>0,YzeR.

Corollary 4.14. Let Y, satisfying the assumptions of Proposition[{.7 and let (dﬁ)(n,k)eNQ be the
sequence introduced in Proposition[4.7] (2). Then we have the relationship

dyy = Ju(0, Ao, A, o, Apgioiik) (4.72)

where the J¥ are the functions defined in (E28).
Moreover, if Yy € C and if we set Dy, := (d9,d),...,d™=1), then BD, =0 for all n € N.

ny “n>

Proof. Let y be a solution given by Proposition L7l Then (472]) holds since both sides of the
equality agree with 920%y(0,7), according to ([@E28) for the right-hand side and to Proposition
471 (2) for the left-hand side. Moreover if Yy € C, then BD,, = BJ,, = 0 by (L.I7). O

Proposition 4.15 (Existence of solution with boundary condition). Consider the same assump-
N
tions and constants as in Proposition [{.11. Then, for any Y° € (RR C) NC, we can find a

solution of (LIN)-(L2) for (z,t) € [—1,1] x [t1,t2] satisfying [E6A) and ([E65).
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Proof. The proof is similar to those of Proposition [£.11l The modifications to ensure the bound-
ary conditions are the following.

The sequence (D,,),>0 defined in Corollary .14l satisfies BD,, = 0 for all n € N. We can
then proceed as in the proof of Proposition .11}, replacing Lemma by Lemma (see
below). The advantage of using Lemma [L.T6]is that the condition BH(t) = 0 is satisfied by the
function Hy = (hg, ..., har—1) € G*([t1,t2])M it provides. Then, using Theorem B1] again with
that boundary condition Hy, the equation [BI)) gives Y*(0,t) = Hy(t), so that the boundary
condition BY*(0,t) = 0 is satisfied, as expected. This gives a solution of the system (LT)-(T2)).
The conditions (£.64]) and ([4.65])) are fulfilled for the same reasons as in Proposition 111 O

Lemma 4.16. Let (Dy),>0 be a sequence in CM such that

[Dglls < CHI(Ag)! Vg >0,
BD, = 0 VYq>0

for some H > 0 and C > 0. Then for all H > ee_lH, there exists a function F € C*®(R)M such
that

F90) = D, VYg>0, (4.73)
IF@ ()| < CHI(Ag)! Vgq>0, VteR, (4.74)
BFY(t) = 0 VYg>0, VteR. (4.75)

Proof. Let e; € CM i =1,---  dim(ker(B)), be the vectors of a basis of ker(B). In particular, we
can write Dy = ). D, ;e;. By assumption, the real sequence (Dy;)qen satisfies the assumptions

of Lemma [A12] so that there are some functions f; € C*°(R) satisfying fl-(q)(O) = Dgy; and

|fi(q)(t)| < CHI(\g)! for all ¢ > 0, t € R. The function F = Y, fie; satisfies the requested
properties. U

We also infer from the existence of solutions given by Proposition [£11] the following uniqueness
result for the functions Jlk.

Lemma 4.17. Let | € N. Then there exists some number € > 0 such that if two applications
JinJp s [=1,1] x (RN)ymO+L 5 RM satisfy (ILI6) for any smooth solution y of @), then they
coincide on [—1,1] x B(0,¢). In particular, if both functions are analytic, then they are equal.

Proof. Since (LI6]) is assumed to be satisfied, it is sufficient to prove that for any
(w0, Y0, Y1, , Yi)) € [=1,1] x B(0, ¢), there exists one solution of y € C*°([—1, 1] x [t1, t2]) so-
lution of (&T) with (Yo, Y1, -+, V@) = (Y4, 0. Y (w0, 7), ..., af(l)Yt(xo,T))). Thanks to Propo-
sition LTl it suffices to find YO € (R o) so that (Y(z(), - - ,Bgn(l)YO(mo)) = (Yo, Y1, , Yiuy)-

This is simple analytic interpolation if € is chosen small enough with respect to R, C. U

5. PROOFS OF THEOREM AND ProprosITION [I.3]

Proof of Theorem[L.2. Let R > R:=4NXe®™" and let C be the constant given by Proposition
BTN Let YO, Y € (R, 5)Y NC. We infer from Proposition applied with [t1, 2] = [0, T
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and 7 = 0 (resp. 7 = T the existence of two functions 7,7 € G*([~1,1] x [0,T]) satisfying
(LI)-([T2) and such that

Yt(z,0) = Y%(x) and Yi(z,T)=Y'(z), Vze[-1,1].
Let p € C*°(R) be such that

1oife< I
p(t) =
{ 0 ift>3L
and pjjo,1) € G%([O,T]). (Note that (A+1)/2 > 1.) Let
Ko(t) = pt)Y*(0,) + (1 —p(t))Y*(0,1), te[0,T].
Then Ky € G*([0,T])™ by [25, Lemma 3.7], and assuming Y°, Y'! € (RRﬁ)N NC with 0 < C <

C , C small enough, we can assume that (B.2]) is satisfied. It follows then from Theorem B.1] that
there exists a solution y € GY*([~1,1] x [0,T]) of BJ). Then y satisfies (LI)-(L2) together
with Y(z,T) = Y!(z) for x € [-1,1].

Indeed, since p(t) = 0 for t > 3T/4, we have

oy (0,7) = K{"(T) = arve(0,T), VneN,

It follows then from Proposition Bl that 02Y*(0,T) = 82Y*(0,T) = 7Y 1(0) for all n € N, and
hence Y(.,T) = Y!. We can prove in the same way that Y?(.,0) = Y. The proof of Theorem
is achieved. U

Let us now proceed to the proof of Proposition [[.3] describing the compatibility set in cases
where parity arguments can be used.

Proof of Proposition [1.3. We first consider the Dirichlet case. We will give the modifications of
the proof for the Neumann case after. A

Consider first the Dirichlet case when BY*(0,t) = 0 reduces to 827y(0,) = 0 for 2j < M — 1.
It means that, following the definition (LI7) and denoting J; the ith component of the vector
J; € RM we have

¢ ={¥o e C=(0,1)"; (0, Y0, 0¥, 08 V¥p)omg = 0, VO<2j < M —1,¥ €NJ

So, we need to show C = C~, where
5 = {Yb = (yanl""anyl) GCOO([O? 1])N’ aijyl(o) :0’ v.] GN’ VZZO,,N—l}
= {Yo e C=([0,1)N; 0¥Yy(0) =0,Vj € N}.
We first prove that Ccc.
The set C is the set of smooth functions that admit a smooth odd extension to [—1,1]. We still
denote Yy € C*([—1,1])" this extension. We use the notation (Yp)¥ for the vector (Yp)¥ =
(Yo, 02 Y0, ..., O%Yy) € Ex y_1. A vectorial variant of property (A is then
I(Yo)i) () = (Yo, )i (—=) (5.1)
where Y _ is the reflected application Yy —(z) = Yo(—x).
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The derivatives at zero are not modified, so we need to prove that Jle (0, (Yo), (l))x:O = 0 for
this extension. Using Lemma 6] and property (5.1])

T (=2, = (Yo )y (=2)) = I (=2, = 1(Yo)s ) (@) = (=) JTf (2, Y0 )my (2)) - (5.2)

But since Yp is odd, Yo - = =Yg and (Yo )7, ;) = —(Yo);, ), which gives

Jlk(_x7 —(YO,—)%(I))(_”U))) = Jlk(_x7 (Yo)fn(l)(—x))-

In particular, thanks to (5.2]), the function z Jl2j (, (Yo)ﬁl(l)(x)) is odd and Jl2j (0, (YO)%(Z)(O)) =
0.

Next we prove that C C C. Let Yy € C. We prove by induction on k the following equivalent
fact: I((Yo)7) = —(Yo)7 at  =0.

For £k < M — 1, we notice from the proof of Lemma that for 0 <1 < N, we have H* =0
so that for Yy = (yo,y1,..-,ynN—1), We have Jlk(x,Yo,...,(?’;Yo) = 0Fy,. So the assumption
Jlk(x,Yo, e, 0FY)p=0 = 0 for k even, k < M — 1 implies 0¥y, = 0 for k even, k < M — 1.

Now, assume that I((Yp)3,_,) = —(Y0)5,_, at = 0 for some k € N with 2k —1 > M —1. Write
2k = Mn + i with 0 <14 < M (necessarily even) and pick any | = Nn + j, where j is arbitrary
with 0 < j < N.

By (&31)), since i is even, we have H/(0,—I(Y)) = —H}(0,Y) for all Y. We have by the
inductive hypothesis I((Y0)3/,45—1) = —(Y0)3n4i—1 at @ = 0, so that H}(0,(Y0)3,,,1:_1(0)) =
—HZ(O7 (Y0)3/nti—1(0)), and hence Hj (0, (%)ﬁnﬂq(o)) = 0. Now, using the definition (428
of J; and the assumption Yy € C which gives Jj(z, (Y0)3;,,)z=0 = 0 (since i is even), we obtain
P9ly; = 0 if we denote Yy = (yo,...,yn—1). By the structure of P, this gives the result at

step 2k = Mn + 1 since 0 < j < N is arbitrary. This implies that the result is also true at step
2k + 1.

For the Neumann case, we modify the proof as follows. .
This time, we are in the case when BY?*(0,¢) = 0 reduces to 927 T14(0,2) = 0 for 2j +1 < M —1,
and using (LI7), we have

C= {Yo e C=([0,1)N;  J7TH0,Y0, 8: Y0, ., 0P DYg)eo =0, YO<2j+1<M—1,¥l¢€ N}.

So, we have to show that C = C with
C = {Yo=(yo,y1,yn_1) € C([0,1)Y; ¥+ y0)=0, VjeN, vi=0,..,N -1}
= {Yoec™(0,1)"; 92%Y,(0) =0,Vj € N}.
We first prove that C C C. In this case, the set C is the set of smooth functions that admit a

smooth even extension to [—1, 1]. So we need to prove that Jl2j+1(0, Yo, 0. Yo, ..., &zn(l)YO)z:O =0
for this extension. Using the second part of Lemma and property (5.1))

T (=, (Yo, iy (=) = I (=2, H(Yo)i ) ) (@) = (=) If (2, (Yo (2). (5:3)
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But since Yj is even, Y — =Y and (Yo,,)fn(l) = (Yo)fn(l), which gives this time
T (=2, (Yo, )iy (=) = Jf (=2, (Yo by (—2)).
In particular, thanks to (5.3)), the function x — lejﬂ(x, (Yo)ﬁb(l) (x)) is odd and
2j+1 p
T 0, (Yo (0) = 0.

In order to prove that C C C, we prove by induction on k that for all k € N, I ((Yo)7) = (Yo)7 at
z=0.

For k < M — 1, we still have H, lk = 0 and the same arguments as in the Dirichlet case gives
aﬁyl = 0 for k odd in the range we consider.

Assume that I((Yy)3,) = (Yo)5, at © = 0 for some k € N with 2k > M —1. Write 2k+1 = Mn+i
with 0 < i < M (necessarily odd), and pick [ = Nn + j where j is arbitrary with 0 < j < N.

By (&33), since i is odd, we have H;(0,1(Y)) = —Hj(0,Y) for all Y. But we have from
the inductive hypothesis I((YO)%’Wn}ifl) = (Y0)% paiq at @ = 0, so that H} (0, (Y0)%/,1i_1) =
—H; (0, (Yo) 3 rnyi1) and hence H}(0,(Y0)%4i-1) = 0. Now, using the definition @28)) of J;
and the assumption Jj(z, (Y0)3;,4i)z=0 = 0 (since i is odd), we obtain P"d,y; = 0 if Yy =
(Yo, ---,yn—1). Since 0 < j < N is arbitrary, this gives the result at step 2k + 1 and also at step
2k + 2. U

APPENDIX

6. A LEMMA OF COMPLEX ANALYSIS

Lemma 6.1. Consider
BR,C = {Z . [—1, 1] — (C, Elf S H}O%O, ||f||L°°(B(O,R)) S C, f‘[,l 1} = Z} .

Then, for any 1 <r < R and C >0

BR,C C RR,C C Bnc(l,%)—l.

Proof. For given z € Brc, if f denotes its analytic extension to B(0,R), writing f(§) =
Yoo an% for || < R, we have by Cauchy’s formula that for any n € N and any r < R:

n! f(§)
% /gzr £n+1 d£

and hence |a,| < ”f”Loo(B(O’R))RL,!L by letting 7 — R™. On the other hand, if z € R ¢ is given
by z(&) = f(§) == 200, an% for € € [-1,1] and 1 < r < R, then for [{| < r we have that
IFOI < CEnio(R)"=CL—F)7! < o0

n n!
| = |F™(0)] = < T_n”fHL"O(B(O,R)),

O
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6.1. Gevrey regularity of the solution of (3.I) provided in Theorem [3.I} Assume that
f satisfies (IL7)-([LI0), still under the assumptlon |Car| = 1. Let us show that y € GMA([—1,1] x

[t1,t2]). Let Lo = L(sg) = e wY ‘L < o N)A where sg € [0,1] and L; are given in the proof of
Theorem 3.1l Then, we can pick some numbers Ry, Ry such that % < Ry < Ry < T- Let

eM L)\
us prove that there exists some constant ) > 0 such that (3.3]) holds. To this end, picking any
u > M + 1, we prove by induction on k € N that

|
DFary, ) < Cpo R

V(z,t) € [-1,1] x [t1,t2], Vn €N, 6.1
- RIfR%n()\n"i‘k—i-l)“ (1‘ ) [ ] [1 2] n ( )

with sup,ey Cr < 00, the sequence Cj, being nondecreasing. Let us start with k£ € {0, ..., M —1}.
We already know that y € C*°([—1,1] x [t1,t2]) and that U = (y, 0y, ..., 0 1) € C([~1,1], X5,)
for some sp € (0,1), the space XSO belng defined in [B.:29)); that is, U € C(]-1,1], XL,) with

Lo = L(sp) = erl=so), = ¢ L1 < eNL1 Thus, we have for some constant C > 0 and for
all n € N and all (z,t) € [-1,1] x [t1, t2]

M-1-k

|n7 Mf)\lfk|
C L, Fn+1- 3

0507y (a,t)] - <
Ok y(a,t) < G
<

020y (a, t) CLy(n)*(1+n) 72,

1 4n)72,

for 0 <k <M—1,n<|¥FL] 41,

We readily infer from Stirling’s formula I'(z +1) ~ (£)"v/27z that I'(x4a) ~ I'(z)z® as © — oo,
for any a € R, and that (n!)* ~ (27m)¥)\_% (An)!/A. Tt follows that for some constant C' > 0

_M-1-k 1 an)! -
0Fortly(a,t)| < CLELy * [pln+ 1) "3 Pn+1)"2 < CLE (AA) (n + 1)~ M=1-k)p 252

for 0 <k < M — 1. Thus there are some positive constants Cy, 0 < k < M — 1, such that (&1
1
holds, provided that Ry < A/Lg.

Assume now that (6.1)) is true for k € {0,...,l + M — 1} for some | € N. Let us show that (6.1])
is true for k =1+ M; that is, for all n > 0 and all (z,t) € [—1,1] x [t1, t2]

(M + 1+ M)!
REMPRA(An 41+ M + 1)#’

0 Moy, )| < Crenr



46 C. LAURENT, I. RIVAS, AND L. ROSIER

for some constant Cjipr > 0. Since |(p7| = 1, using (B.1]), we have that

5 Mapyl = 10407 (Cmdy )
M-1
= ‘alan C] ;vy f(l' y7 $y7"'7a ly)‘
7=0
M-1
S |al 8n+Ny| + |al 825 Z Cj y | + |al at (x,y,axy,”.’aiwfly”
7=0
= L +1Lh+ 1.

Then using directly the iteration assumption and AN = M, we have

;- (An + AN +1)! c <31>M (An+1+ M)!
L < o (B

"RIR"™ N+ AN + 1+ 1)n Ry) RUMRM(An+1+M+ 16

On the other hand, we have that

M-—1 )
I < 1651 105 07yl
j=0
§ M*I‘ Cin. (An+ 1+ j)!
= 1Chs RMYRY (An+ 1+ j + 1)
=0 1 2 J
< M71|<.|c | Ry An 1+ M+ 1"
< ‘ j l+j()\n—|—l—|—j+1)“‘()‘n+l+M) m+l+7+1

o

j:
. (M + 1+ M)!
RAEMRA(An 41+ M + 1)#

Finally, as in the proof of Proposition .7 (see estimate (L55]) iterating Lemma [£10]), we have
that for some positive constant C'

Iy < (0007 D Ay (@ay) - (02 )P
P#0
C (Mn+1+M-1) el
< ; " PE,EM(MHH Gy IZI {
Note that Ry > 1. If, for some constant § € (0,1), we have
Cram—1 K <, 6.2)

b =
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this yields

_ M —1)! 1\

I < §C (l)\n)\—i-l—i- ) < >
RiRy™(An+ 1+ 1)+ \1-0

SCRM (An+l+M+1>“ (An+1+ M)!

(A +1+ M)(1—5M An+1+1 RUM RN (A 41+ M + 1)~

It follows that

A+ 1+ M)!
AFMary(x,t)| < C ( , 6.3
| Fy(@ bl < PN REM pAn(An + 1+ M + 1)k (6.3)
with
R M
Clyn = max (Cl+M—1, Ci (R_1>
2
MY M=j M4+ 1+ M1\
LS (nrtrarsy
par M+l+j+1) - On+l+M) \ M+l+j+1
N SCRM An 14+ M+ 1M\
An+l+M(A =M\ An+i+1

Then, using the fact that Ry < Rp, if CJI')K < for j =0,1,....,l + M — 1, then Cl++K <4

provided that [ is large enough, say [ > [y. It is then sufficient to impose that

0b
maX(COa ey Clo+M—1) < ?a

and this is the case provided that the constant C' in ([3.2]) is small enough.

7. ON THE COMPLEX GINZBURG-LANDAU EQUATION
Theorem 7.1. Theorem [31] holds true for the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation.

Proof. The fact that the equation is complex-valued does not change the proof. The only slight
difference is for Lemma B.8 where the nonlinearity contains some conjugate. The proof is even
simpler since the sum is finite. We give a simpler proof for the convenience of the reader. In that

case, M =2, N =1and A =2. If U = (ug,u1) € L°(K)?, and F(z,U) = < ew|g 20 )
- ol“uo

then

0
F 7U - F 7V / =
1 (2, U) = F(a, V)], ”( [uo[*uo = [vo[*vg >HX

_ o
= O g g — fooPuollz )

e (g — o) (o + v0) 5 + v (W — ) (s

3 —7(1—¢'
< 5e =l wg — vo| (s <||UOH%(5’)+||UOH%(S’)>'
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We used the algebra property of Lemma [3.3] and the fact that the norm is invariant by conju-
gation. Using (B.I8) and ([3.31), we get, for a constant C' depending on Ly, M and N,

HUOHL(s/) < CHUO”L(S,),$ <(C ”U”XL(S/) = CeT(l—s) HU”XS, < Cere—T(s—s )HU”XS-
The same estimate is true for ug — vy, and therefore we obtain

HF(I',U) - F(x7V)HXS/ S
, C3 —1_37
Cre =N U= Vi, (101, +IVIE,) £ == D*IU — Vi, -

s s s T(S — s ) s
where we have used ([335]). For fixed 7, it can be made arbitrarily small when D is chosen
small enough. The proof finishes the same way for the existence of the solution. Concerning
the estimates given in Section [6.1] the only difference concerns the term I3 that becomes I3 =
|e°0L 0 (y27)|. In this part of the proof the induction argument (6.1I)) is valid for k& € {0, ...,1 +
M —1} for some [ € N. The derivatives of ¥ have the same bounds as those of y in (1), namely

(2n+k)!
RYRI"(2n + k + 1)~

We can apply similarly Lemma ATI0] twice to get

0507y (x, )] < Gy

V(m,t) € [—1,1] X [tl,tg], Vn € N. (71)

2 ! ~ 2 I+2)!
Iy = 35;8?@2?)‘ < K*CP— 2( ntl) < Bi+2Ci— (@n +1+2)
RIR3"(2n+ 14+ 1)# RT°R2'(2n +1+2+ 1)+
LS K2C?R2 (2n41+24+1)H K2C?2R2 . .
with G412 = sup,en (2n+l+1)A(f2n1|—l+2) (gn+l+1)“ < (l+1)(ll+§) 3#. The rest of the estimate being
the same, we can make the ;9 arbitrarily small in a similar way. This completes the inductive
step. U

Proposition 7.2. Proposition [4.7] holds true for the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation.

Proof. The reconstruction is exactly the same working in C instead of R. The modifications of
the estimates of the nonlinear term are done in the same way as in Theorem [Z.I] noticing that
7 satisfies the same estimates as y. O

Proof of Theorem [23 and [2.6. This is the same as before with A = 2/1 = 2. It only remains
to check the condition about the non-linearity. We have f(x,y0,y1) = €“°|yo|?yo. It satisfies
f(=z,—yo,y1) = —€*|yo|*vo = —f(x,%0,y1) which is condition (LIR) for system (ZI6), and
f(—=z,90, —y1) = €*|yo|*vo = f(z,y0,y1) which is condition (LIJ)) for system (217). O
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