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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the exponential stabilization and observation of an un-
stable heat equation in a general multi-dimensional domain by combining the finite-
dimensional spectral truncation technique and the recently developed dynamics com-
pensation approach. In contrast to the unstable one-dimensional partial differential
equation (PDE), such as the transport equation, wave equation and the heat equation,
that can be treated by the well-known PDE backstepping method, stabilization of un-
stable PDE in a general multi-dimensional domain is still a challenging problem. We
treat the stabilization and observation problems separately. A dynamical state feed-
back law is proposed firstly to stabilize the unstable heat equation exponentially and
then a state observer is designed via a boundary measurement. Both the stability of
the closed-loop system and the well-posedness of the observer are proved. Some of the

theoretical results are validated by the numerical simulations.
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1 Introduction

Since the backstepping approach was first introduced into the systems described by the partial
differential equations (PDEs) in [12], [17], and [18], the landscape of one-dimensional PDEs control

has completely changed. This can be seen from its success in stabilizing the unstable [19, 20] or
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even anti-stable wave systems [10], which are almost formidable by other approaches. However, the
backstepping approach seems only effective for one-dimensional PDEs and there is a formidable
obstacle to applying this approach to multi-dimensional PDEs except for some domains of specific
geometry.

Very recently, a new approach, called dynamics compensation approach, has been developed
to cope with the actuator and sensor dynamics compensations in the abstract framework ([3], [1]).
Interestingly, this approach can also be used to the control of unstable PDEs. As an example, the
stabilization and observation of an unstable one-dimensional heat equation have been considered
in [3] and [4], respectively. In addition to the existing backstepping method, the dynamics com-
pensation approach gives a new and completely different way to cope with the unstable PDEs. In
this paper, we will apply this new approach to the multi-dimensional unstable heat equation in a
general domain, which is commonly recognized as a longstanding puzzled problem.

Suppose that Q@ C R™(n > 2) is a bounded domain with C?-boundary T, I'; is a non-empty
connected open set in I', Tg = '\ T'; and I'y # . Let v be the unit outward normal vector of I'y

and let A be the usual Laplacian which is defined by
Afzzn:ﬁ V f € H*(Q) (1.1)
2 P2 . .

We consider the following heat equation:

we(x,t) = Aw(x, t) + pw(x,t), ze€Q, t>0,

ow(x,t)
%

y(z,t) =w(z,t), ze€ly, t>0,

w(z,t) =0, =z €Ty, =u(x,t), zely, t>0, (1.2)

where w(-,t) is the state, u > 0, u is the control and y is the output. System (1.2) is a general
heat equation with interior convection. In physics and engineering contexts, it describes the flow
of heat in a homogeneous and isotropic medium, with w(x,t) being the temperature at the point
x and time ¢t. The more detailed physical interpretation of the heat equation can be found in [6].
By a simple computation, we can see that there are some eigenvalues of the open-loop system
(1.2) (with u(-,t) = 0) in the right-half plane provided p is sufficiently large. This shows that the
open-loop system (1.2) is unstable for large p. The lower-order term pw(-,t) of (1.2) is usually
referred to as source term or unstable term. Heat equations with unstable term or source term have
been extensively studied by the method of PDE backstepping. Examples can be found in [1], [13],
[7], [3], and [19], to name just a few. The PDE backstepping method is powerful and is still valid to
other one-dimensional distributed parameter systems such as the wave equation [10], Schrodinger
equation [5], the first order hyperbolic equation [9] as well as some special Euler-Bernoulli beam
[21]. However, the application of backstepping method seems to stop in front of unstable PDEs
in the general multi-dimensional domain. There still exist formidable obstacles to applying this

approach to general multi-dimensional PDEs.



In this paper, we combine the newly developed dynamics compensation approach [3, 4] and
the finite-dimensional spectral truncation technique [2, 16] to cope with the unstable system (1.2).
The control objective is to stabilize the system exponentially by virtue of the measurement output.
Owing to the separation principle of the linear systems, the output feedback will be available once
we address the following two problems: (i), stabilize system (1.2) by a full state feedback; (ii),
design a state observer in terms of the measurement output. We will consider these two problems
separately.

We consider system (1.2) in the state space L*(9). Let

Af=Af, ¥ feD(A)= {f | fe H Q)N HE (), %\n = 0} : (13)

where H%O(Q) ={f € HY(Q)| f = 0on I'y}. Then A generates an exponentially stable analytic
semigroup on L%(Q). Tt is well known (e.g. [11, p.668]) that D((—A)'/?) = H%O(Q) and (—A)'/? is
a canonical isomorphism from H%O (€2) onto L?(2). Moreover, the following Gelfand triple compact

inclusions are valid:

H{, () = D((=A)'?) = L(Q) = [LA(Q)] = [D((-4)'/)]' = Hp (), (1.4)

where HF_OI(Q) is the dual space of H%O(Q) with the pivot space L?(Q2). An extension A €
L(H}, (), Hp, () of A is defined by

<Ax’Z>H1:01(Q),H110(Q) = —<(—A)1/2l‘, (_A)1/22>L2(Q)7 Va,z € H%‘O(Q) (1.5)

Since A is strictly negative, self-adjoint in L?(€2), and is the inverse of a compact operator, the
operator A has the infinite sequence of negative eigenvalues {\; }‘;‘;1 and a corresponding sequence
of eigenfunctions {¢;()}32; that forms an orthonormal basis for L?(). Without loss of generality,

we always assume that

Assumption 1.1. Let the operator A be given by (1.8) and p > 0. Suppose that the eigenpairs
{(6;(), A)}52 of A satisfy

0> A >X>-- > > = —00, (1.6)
and
Adp = M@k | Pxll2@) =1,
b0 Ty a(bsy(w):O’ ver, k=1,2,---. (1.7)
Suppose that N is an integer that satisfies
M +p <0, VE>N. (1.8)

Define the Neumann map Y € £(L?(T'y), H*?(Q)) ([11, p. 668]) by Tu = if and only if

Ay =0in Q,
o (1.9)
¥lry =0, E‘Fl —u



Using the Neumann map, one can write (1.2) in HI:OI(Q) as

w(t) = Aw(,t) = A+ pw(- 1) = Alw(:,t) — ) + pw(-,t)

~ B ~ (1.10)
= A(w(7 t) - 1,[)) + luw('v t) = (A + :u)w(v t) - ATU(? t)'
That is
w(,t) = (A+ pw(-,t) + Bu(-t) in Hp (%), (1.11)
where B € E(LZ(Fl),HF_O1 (€2)) is given by
Bu = —AYu, Yu e L*(T). (1.12)
Define B* € L(H}, (), L*(T'1)) by
(B*f,u)r2(ry) = ([, Bu>H%O(Q)7H;01(Q),v f € Hp (Q),u e L*(Ty). (1.13)

Then, for any f € D(A) = D(A*) and u € L*(T'y), it follows from (1.5), (1.3), (1.13) and (1.9) that

(B*f7 U>L2(F1) = <f, —ATU>H%O(Q),H;01(Q) = (A*f, —TU>L2(Q)

=(Af, =)z = (V. V) 12(0) = N f(@)u(z)dz, e
which, together with the denseness of D(A) in H%O(Q), implies that
B*f = flr,, Y f€ Hp(Q). (1.15)
Using the operators A, B and B*, the control plant (1.2) can be written abstractly
W(-,t) = (A+ p)w(-,t) + Bu(-t), t>0,
(1.16)

y(-,t) = B*w(-,t), t>0.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we give a spectral truncation
stabilizer that will be used in the full state feedback design in Section 3. The exponential stability
of the closed-loop system is also proved in Section 3. Section 4 gives some preliminary results
about the observer design. Section 5 is devoted to the observer design and its well-posedness proof.
Section 6 presents some numerical simulations, followed up conclusions in Section 7. For the sake
of readability, some results that are less relevant to the feedback or observer design are arranged
in the Appendix.

Throughout the paper, the identity matrix on the space R™ will be denoted by I,,. The space
of bounded linear operators from X; to X5 is denoted by £(X7, X2). The space of bounded linear
operators from X to itself is denoted by £(X). The spectrum, resolvent set and the domain of the
operator A are denoted by o(A), p(A), and D(A), respectively.



2 A spectral truncation stabilizer

This section is devoted to the preliminaries on the state feedback design. Suppose that p € L?(T'y)
such that

LAp@Wﬂ@W#ﬂ,szZ~wN, (2.1)

where ¢; is given by (1.7) and N is an integer that satisfies (1.8). The existence of such a function
p is trivial and is given by Lemma 8.1 in Appendix. In terms of the function p, we can define the
operator P, : R — L%(Q) by

P =¢, V 0eR, (2.2)

where ¢, is the solution of the following system:

AG =0, in Q

(2.3)
Gp(z) =0, z €Iy, 8(51(/@ =p(z), v €Ty.

Lemma 2.1. In addition to Assumption 1.1, suppose that p € L*(I'y) satisfies (2.1) and suppose
that 0 € R satisfies

Then, the operator P, defined by (2.2) satisfies

<Pp07 ¢J>L2(Q) 75 0, j=12,---,N. (25)

Proof. Tt follows from (1.7), (2.2) and (2.3) that

0 [ G@eeis = [ AGe

41U@ m—/vg )V, (x)da (2.6)

— [ sz [ Gla)osis
I Q

which yields

1 .
/ G(x)dj(z)de = / p(x)p;(x)dx #0, j=1,2,---,N. (2.7)
Q 0 — Aj N
The proof is complete due to (2.1). O

For any 6 € R, we consider the stabilization of system (A + p, P,0) that is associated with the

following system:

ze(x,t) = Az(x,t) + pz(x, t) + (Pp0)(x)u(t), =€ Q, t>0,

(2.8)
2@t o pery,
ov

z(x,t) =0, x €Ty,



where p € L*(I'1) satisfies (2.1) and u is a scalar control. Since {¢;(-) 321 defined by Assumption
1.1 forms an orthonormal basis for L?(€2), the function P,0 and the solution z(-,t) of (2.8) can be

represented respectively as

RO=3 ftrs fi= [ (BO@)ou(a)dr, k=12 (2.9)
k=1 @
and -
z(+,t) = sz(t)qﬁk(-), zk(t) = / z2(x, )op(x)de, k=1,2,---. (2.10)
k=1 @

Inspired by [2, 16] and similarly to [3], system (2.8) can be stabilized by the finite-dimensional

spectral truncation technique. Actually, by a simple computation, it follows that
alt) = [ sl toade = [ [Aet) +pz(e.0) + (BO)u(d)] on(o)ds
Q Q (2.11)
= (A +)z(t) + fru(h).

Since zj(t) is stable for all £ > N, where N is given by (1.8), it is therefore sufficient to consider
zk(t) for k < N, which satisfy the following finite-dimensional system:

ZN(t) = ANZN(t) + FNu(t), ZN(t) = (Zl(t), ce ,ZN(t))T, (2.12)
where Ay and Fi are defined by

AN = dla‘g()‘l -y 7)‘N —|—,U,),

(2.13)
Fx = (f1, far-- s IN)

In this way, the stabilization of system (2.8) amounts to stabilizing the finite-dimensional system
(2.12).

Lemma 2.2. In addition to Assumption 1.1, suppose that p € L*(I'1) satisfies (2.1) and suppose
that § € R satisfies (2.4). Then, there exists an Ly = (l1,la,--- ,ly) € LRN,R) such that
AN+FnLy is Hurwitz, where Ay and Fy are defined by (2.13). Moreover, the operator A+ pu+
(P,0)K generates an exponentially stable Co-semigroup on L?(SY), where Py0 is given by (2.2) and
K is given by

N
K:g— / g(x) [Z lquk(:E)] dx, V ge L*9Q). (2.14)
@ k=1

Proof. Owing to (2.1), it follows from Lemma 2.1 that (2.5) holds. By Lemma 8.2 in Appendix,
the pair (Ay, Fiy) is controllable and hence, there exists a vector Ly = (ly,l2, - ,Ix) such that
Ay + FyLy is Hurwitz.

Since A+ p generates an analytic semigroup e +# on L2(Q) and (P,0)K € L(L*(1)), it follows
from [15, Corollary 2.3, p.81] that A+ u + (P,0)K also generates an analytic semigroup on L?(2).
As a result, the proof will be accomplished if we can show that o(A+p+(Py0)K) C {s | Re(s) < 0}.



For any A\ € 0(A+ p+ (P,0)K), we consider the characteristic equation (A + p+ (Py0)K)g = Ag
with g # 0.
When g € Span{¢i, ¢, ,¢n}, there exist g1, 92, -+ ,gn € R such that g = Z;VZI gj¢;. The

characteristic equation becomes

N N N
D gi(A+ )+ P> giKd; =Y Agjo;. (2.15)
j=1

J=1 J=1

Since (A + p)¢p; = (Aj + p)¢; and
1 N
0 k=1
the equation (2.15) takes the form
N N N
D g+ wd+ B0 gl =D Agidy. (2.17)
j=1 j=1 j=1
Take the inner product with ¢, k =1,2,--- , N on equation (2.17) to obtain

N
j=1

which, together with (2.13), leads to

g1
92
A=Ay —FxLy) | 77 | =0. (2.19)
gN
Since (917927 e 79]\/) 75 0, we have
Det()\ — AN — FNLN) = 0. (2.20)

Hence, A € o(AN+FnLy) C {s | Re(s) < 0}, since Ay+FnLy is Hurwitz.
1

When g ¢ Span{¢1, ¢2, - ,¢n}, there exists a jo > N such that / 9(z)ojy(x)dx # 0. Take
0
the inner product with ¢;, on equation (A + p + P,0K)g = Ag to get

1 1
(o + 1) /O 9(2) 5 (2)dx = A /0 9(@) b5 (2)d, (2.21)

which implies that A = Aj; + p < 0. Therefore, A € 0(A+ p+ (Py0)K) C {s | Re(s) < 0}. The

proof is complete. U



3 State feedback

This section is devoted to the stabilization of system (1.2). Inspired by [3], we consider the following
dynamics feedback:
u(z,t) =v(x,t), =€l
t>0, (3.1)
ve(,t) = —aw(-,t) + Byuy(t) in L*(Ty),
where o > 0 is a tuning parameter, u,(t) € R is a new scalar control to be designed and the

operator B, € L(R, L*(T)) is given by
Bye=cp(-), V ceR, (3.2)

with p € L?(I'y) satisfying (2.1). Under the controller (3.1), the control plant (1.16), or equivalently

(1.2), turns to be

w(t) = (A4 pw(-,t) + Bo(-,t) in Hp'(Q), 53
ve(t) = —av(-,t) + Bouy(t) i L2(T1). '

Since (3.3) is a cascade system, the “v-part” can be regarded as the actuator dynamics of the
control plant w-system. As a result, we can stabilize system (3.3) by the newly developed actuator
dynamics compensation approach in [3]. To demonstrate the key idea of controller design clearly,

we first consider the following finite-dimensional example.

Example 3.1. Consider the following system in the state space R x R:

:ﬁl(t) = Al’l(t) + Bl’Q(t),
a >0, (3.4)
:ﬁg(t) = —Oé:Eg(t) + BQ’LL(t),
where A € R"™" B € R", By € R and u(t) is the control. By [3], if we choose S specially such that
AS + aS = B, (3.5)

then system (3.4) can be decoupled by the block-upper-triangular transformation:

CIEEY )

Hence, the controllability of the following pairs is equivalent:

Co D=6 e

Owing to the block-diagonal structure, the stabilization of the second system of (3.7) is much easier
than the first one. As a consequence of this fact, the controller u(t) in (3.4) can be designed by
stabilizing system (A, SBy):

B In S a:l(t) B " "
u(t) = (K,0) (o 1) (m(t)> = KSas(t) + Kz1(t), (3.8)



where K € R'¥" is chosen to make A + SByK Hurwitz. Under the feedback (3.8), we obtain the
closed-loop of system (3.4):

:i?l(t) = A:El(t) + B:Eg(t), (3 9)
da(t) = (BoaKS — a)as(t) + BaKa1(t), '

which is stable due to the Hurwitz matrix A + SBsK and the similarity

A B A+ SByK 0
~ . (3.10)
B2K BQKS — B2K —Q

To sum up, the feedback of system (3.4) can be designed by the following scheme: (i), solve
the equation (3.5) to get S; (ii), choose K such that A + SBoK is Hurwitz; (iii), let u(t) =
Kng(t) + le(t).

Now, we return to the feedback design of system (3.3). Inspired by Example 3.1, the controller
can be designed as
uy(t) = Kw(-,t) + KSvu(t), (3.11)

where S € L(L?(T'1), L*(Q)) solves the Sylvester equation
(A+pu)S +aS =B, (3.12)
and K € L(L*(Q),R) stabilizes system (A + i, SB,) exponentially in the sense of [22].

Lemma 3.1. Let A and B be given by (1.8) and (1.12), respectively. Suppose that B, € L(R, L*(T'1))
is given by (3.2) with p € L*(T) satisfying (2.1) and suppose that

a+p e p(—A). (3.13)
Then, the solution of Sylvester equation (3.12) satisfies
Sg=—p, € L*(), V¥ ge L*Ty), (3.14)
where pq is given by
Apg = (—a— p)pg in €,
pg(x) =0, z €Ty, 8%}533) =g(z), x €. 19
Moreover, for any c € R, we have

SByc = —cP,0 with 0 = —a — p, (3.16)

where P, : R — L*(Q) is given by (2.2).



Proof. Owing to (3.13), we solve (3.12) to get
S=(a+pu+A)'B. (3.17)

By a straightforward computation, it follows that

(a+pu+A)p, =(@+p+A)p,—ATg+ AYg
= (a+ p)pg + Alpg — Tg) + ATy
(3.18)
= (a+ 1)gpg + Alpg — Tg) + AYyg
= AYg = —By,
which, together with (3.17), leads to (3.14) easily.
By (3.2) and (3.14), we have SB,c = —c), where
AY = (—a—p)d in Q,
09(z) (3.19)

J(x) =0, xz €T, =p(x), z €T

Oov
In view of (2.3) and letting §# = —a — p, we can obtain (3.16) easily. The proof is complete. O

By Lemmas 2.2 and 3.1, the operator —K € L(L*(Q2),R) defined by (2.14) stabilizes system
(A + u, SBy) exponentially. As a result, the controller (3.11) turns to be

uy(t) = —/Q[ (2,t) = pu(x,1)] [Zlmk ] (3.20)

where
A(pv('vt) = (—Oé _M)wv(',t) in 97

Doy (x,t
%z@(m,t), zel.

By (3.20) and (3.3), we obtain the closed-loop system

(3.21)
oy(z,t) =0, = €Iy,

w(-t) = (A+ p)w(-,t)+ Bo(,t) in €Q,

N
v(,t) = —av(-,t) — By / [w(z,t) — @y(z,t)] [Z lquk(:E)] dr in T4,
@ k=1 (3.22)
A(:DU(Wt) = (—Oé - ,u)gpv(-,t) in 97

Opy(x,t)

ou(z,t) =0, = €Iy, ey =v(x,t), v €Ty.

10



Combining (3.2), (1.12) and (1.3), system (3.22) turns to be

we(z, t) = Aw(z, t) + pw(z,t), =€ Q,

w(z,t) =0, xz €Ty, w =v(z,t), zely,
N

'Ut('vt) = —OéU(-,t) —p(')/[ZU(l‘,t) - 9011(33715)] [Z lk¢k(x)] dxr in Fla (323)
Q k=1

Apy(,t) = (—a — p)py(-,t) in Q,

0oy (z,t)
ov

Theorem 3.1. In addition to Assumption 1.1, suppose that p € L*(T'1) satisfies (2.1) and

op(x,t) =0, x €T, =v(z,t), v €Ty.

a4p+A#0, j=1,2,---,N. (3.24)

Then, there exists an Ly = (I1,1a,- -+ ,1n) € L(RN,R) such that Ay+FyLy is Hurwitz, where Ay
and Fy are defined by (2.13). Moreover, for any (w(-,0),v(-,0))" € L?(Q) x L*(T), system (3.23)
admits a unique solution (w,v)T € C([0,00); L*(Q) x L%(T'1)) that decays to zero exponentially in
L?%(Q) x L?(T'y) as t — oo. Moreover, if the initial state (w(-,0),v(-,0))" € D(A) x L?(T'y), the
solution (w,v)" € C1(]0,00); L*(Q) x L*(T'1)) is classical.

Proof. Notice that (2.14), the closed-loop system (3.22) can be written as the abstract form:
d

E(w('vt)vv(ﬁt))—r = A(w(-,t),v(-,t))T, (3.25)
where the operator A : D(A) C L?(Q) x L?(T'y) — L*(Q) x L?(T';) is defined by
(At B ; _ 2
A= (—BUK _B.KS— a) with D(A) = D(A) x L*(I'y). (3.26)

As proposed in [3] and similarly to (3.6), we introduce the following transformation:

S(f.9)" = (f+Sg.9)", (f.9)" € L*(Q) x L*(T"), (3.27)

where S € L(L*(I'1), L*()) solves the Sylvester equation (3.12). By a simple computation, S €
L(L?(2) x L?(T'1)) is invertible and its inverse is

STHf9)" = (f=Sg.9)", (f.9)" € L*(Q) x L*(I'). (3.28)

Moreover, (see, e.g., [3, Theorem 5.1])

SAS™! = As, D(As) =SD(A), (3.29)
where
A+p—SB,K 0
@=<'” >, (3.30)
B, K —

11



SB, is given by (3.16) and K is given by (2.14). Since SB, = —P,0 with § = —a—p, it follows from
Lemma 2.2 that the operator A + p+ (P,0)K = A+ — SB,K generates an exponentially stable
Co-semigroup on L%(€). Owing to the block-triangle structure and [3, Lemma 3.2], the operator As
generates an exponentially stable Cp-semigroup et on L?(Q) x L?(T'1). As a result, the operator A

generates an exponentially stable Cp-semigroup on L%(Q) x L?(T'1) due to the similarity (3.29). O

4 Preliminaries on observer design

This section is devoted to the preliminaries on the observer design. Let ¢ € L?(I';) satisfy
I

where ¢; is given by (1.7) and N is an integer that satisfies (1.8). For any v € R, define the
operator Jg : L2(Q) — R by

ﬂ@»:—ﬂquxﬂmm,vgeﬁam (4.2)

where &, is given by
Afy =&y +g in €,
9y(x)
ov
Lemma 4.1. Let {(¢j,)\j)}]°-°;1 be given by (1.7) and N be an integer that satisfies (1.8). Suppose
that g € L?(T'1) satisfies (4.1) and suppose that v € R satisfies

(4.3)
§g(x) =0, z €Ty,

=0, xel.

vy#X, j=1,2,--- N. (4.4)
Then, the operator J defined by (4.2) satisfies
Proof. Let n, be a solution of the following system

Ang =ng in €,

4.6)
P (
77q(33) =0, z €Ly, ”751(/:17) = Q(ZE), xz ely.
Then, for any g € L?(2), it follows from (4.3) and (4.6) that

— (A _ 877(1(53)

7(77q,£g>L2(Q) = ( 77q7£g>L2(Q) = ng(ﬂj)dﬂj - (an,Véghz(Q)
I v
(4.7)
= [ a@)(e)dn + (€10 + (0.0
1

which yields

J[;/(qu) = <¢j7nq>L2(Q)7 ] = 1727"' 7N' (48)

12



On the other hand,
N5 g 2@ = (A, mg)r2) = —(Véyj, Vng) r2(q)

Ongy()
=— /1“1 gu ¢j(@)de + (Ang, dj)r2)  j—1,2.... N. (4.9)

_ /F q(2)¢5(x)dz +v{ng, &5) r2(0)

That is

Combining (4.8), (4.10) and (4.1), we obtain (4.5) easily. O

Next, we will find K to detect system (A + p,J]) exponentially in the sense of [22]. Define the

row vector
In = (J(91), I (¢2), -+, JJ (dN)), (4.11)

where ¢; is given by (1.7), ¢ =1,2,--- ;N and N is an integer that satisfies (1.8). By Lemma 4.1
and Lemma 8.2 in Appendix, the finite-dimensional system (A, Jy) is observable, where Ay is
given by (2.13). As a result, there exists a vector Ky = (ki,ks,--- ,ky)' such that Ay + KnJx

is Hurwitz.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the operator A is given by (1.3), the eigenpairs {(¢;(-), Aj)}32, satisfy
(1.7), q(-) € L*(T'y) satisfies (4.1), the integer N satisfies (1.8) and u > 0. For any vy € R satisfying
(4.4), let JJ : L*(2) — R be given by (4.2) and Jn be given by (4.11). Then, there exists a vector
Kn = (ki,ka, -+ ky)T such that Ay + KnJx is Hurwitz, where Ay is given by (2.18). Moreover,
the operator A + u + K.J] generates an exponentially stable Co-semigroup on L*(2), where the
operator K : R — L?(Q) is given by

N
Ke=cY» kjgi(-), VceR (4.12)
j=1
Proof. Owing to (4.1), it follows from Lemma 4.1 that (4.5) holds. By Lemma 8.2 in Appendix, the
pair (Ay, Jy) is observable and there exists a vector Ky = (k1, k2, -+ ,ky)' such that Ay +KnJx
is Hurwitz.

Since A + u generates an analytic semigroup e(At#t on L?(Q2) and K J; is bounded, it follows
from [15, Corollary 2.3, p.81] that A + u + KJ; also generates an analytic semigroup on L*(Q).
The proof will be accomplished if we can show that o(A + u + KJJ) C {s | Re(s) < 0}. For any
A€ a(A+ p+ KJJ), we consider the characteristic equation (A + p+ K.Jg)g = Ag with g # 0.

When g € Span{¢1, ¢, - ,dn}, set g = Zjvzl gj®;. The characteristic equation becomes

N N N N
SO+ gt + | Y0765 | D kidi =Y Agi;. (4.13)
j j=1 Jj=1 J=1

J=1
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Take the inner product with ¢;, i = 1,2,--- | N on equation (4.13) to obtain

N
N+ 1)gi + ki Zngg(QSj) =g, 1=1,2,--- N, (4.14)
j=1

which, together with (2.13) and (4.11), leads to

g1
92
A=Ay —EnJy) | 7 | =0 (4.15)
9N
Since (917927 e 79]\/) 75 0, we have
Det(A — Ay — KnJy) =0. (4.16)

Hence, A € o(AN+EKnJn) C {s | Re(s) < 0}, since AN+ Ky Jy is Hurwitz.
1
When g ¢ Span{¢1, ¢o, - ,dn}, there exists a jo > N such that / 9(z)pj,(x)dx # 0. Take
0
the inner product with ¢;, on equation (A + pu+ KJJ)g = Ag to get

1 1
(vo+ ) [ a@so(@ite =2 [ g(e)o (@)da, (417)
which, together with (1.8), implies that A = X\, + p < 0. Therefore, A € o(A + p+ KJj) C
{s | Re(s) < 0}. The proof is complete. O

5 Observer design

This section is devoted to the observer design by the newly proposed approach in [4]. Instead of

the system (1.2), we design the observer for the following system:

wi(z,t) = Aw(z,t) + pw(x,t), =€,

ow(x,t)
v
v(x,t) = —pPu(z,t) + QB*w(z,t), x €T}y,

yv(t):/F v(z, t)dz,

w(z,t) =0, x €Ty,

=u(z,t), xely,
(5.1)

\
where > 0 is a tuning parameter, v(-,t) is an extended state, y, is a new output, B* is given by
(1.15) and Q € L(L*(T'1)) is given by

(Qg)(x) = q(a)g(x), z €T, ¥V ge L) (5.2)
with ¢ € L?(T;) satisfying (4.1). By (1.3) and (1.12), system (5.1) can be written as
wi(-,t) = (A+ p)w(-t) + Bu(-,1),
v (-, t) = —po(-,t) + QB w(-, 1), (5.3)

yp(t) = Cyu(-,t),
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where C,, : L?(I';) — R is defined by
Cyh = / h(z)dz, Y he L*(I). (5.4)
I

Now we demonstrate the key idea of the observer design via a simple finite-dimensional example.
Example 5.1. Consider the following system in the state space R™ x R:
i (t) = Az (t) + Bult),
Ba(t) = —Baa(t) + QB m(t), >0, (5.5)
y(t) = x2(1),

where A € R™*" is the system matrix, B € R" is the control matrix, @ € R is a constant, u(t) is

the control and y(¢) is the measurement. The Luenberger observer of system (5.5) is designed as
21(t) = Ady(t) + Fi[za(t) — 22(t)] + Bul(t), 5:6)
To(t) = —Baa(t) + QB*i1(t) — Falza(t) — o(t)],

where F7 € R™ and F; € R are the gain parameters to be determined. To demonstrate the key idea
of the observer design for the infinite-dimensional system (5.1), we will find a new way to choose

F1 and F5 rather than the conventional pole placement theorem. Let
zj(t) = z;(t) — 2;(t), j=1,2, (5.7)
then the error is governed by

T1(t) = Az (t) — Fiia(t),
. (5.8)
To(t) = —BTa(t) + QB T1(t) + FaZa(t).
If we pick F} and F5 properly such that system (5.8) is stable, then (z1,z2) can be estimated in
the sense that

”(fﬂt) — (L’l(t),fi'g(t) — a:g(t))HRan —0 as t— oo. (59)

Inspired by [4], the F} and F, can be chosen easily by decoupling the system (5.8) as a cascade

system. Consider the following transformation

I, 0 A -\ (L, 0\
P 1)\oB Bm-5)\pP 1

(5.10)
- A+ F P —F
P(A+FP)+QB*— (F, — )P F,—3—PF)’
where P € R™" to be determined. If we choose
FQZPFl and PA+QB*+,8P:O, (5.11)
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then the matrix on the right side of (5.10) is reduced to

A+F1P —Fl (5 12)
0 -8’ '

which is obviously a Hurwitz matrix provided A+ F} P is Hurwitz. To sum up, the tuning parameters
F; and F, can be chosen by the following scheme: (i), solve the equation PA + QB* + P =0 to
get P; (ii), choose Fj such that A 4+ Fy P is Hurwitz; (iii), let F, = PF.

Now, we return to design an observer for system (5.3). Inspired by Example 5.1, the observer

of system (5.3) can be designed as

'lZ)t(.’L',t) = Aw(x7t) + ,Uﬂf)(ﬂl‘,t) + K[va(at) - Cvﬁ(at)L T e Qa

v(x,t
?Il(ﬂj‘,t) =0, =zely, awa(i7 ) = U(ﬂi‘,t), xely, (513)

Oy(+,t) = =pBo(,t) + QB w(-,t) — L[Cyu(-,t) — Cpo(-,t)] in Ty,
where K and L are tuning parameters that can be chosen by the following scheme:

e Solve the following equation
BP+P(A+pu)+QB* =0 (5.14)
to get P € L(L*(Q),L*(I'1));
e Find K to detect system (A + p, C,P);

e Let L = PK.
By a straightforward computation, the solution of (5.14) is found to be
P=—-QB*(B+p+ A~ e L(LA(Q), LX(Ty)). (5.15)
By (1.15), (5.4), (5.2) and (4.2), we have
CoP =J] € L(L*(Q),R) with v=—5—p. (5.16)

By Lemma 4.2, (4.11) and (2.13), the operator K can be chosen by (4.12), where (ky, ko, --- ,kn) T
is a vector such that Ay + (k1, k2, ,kn) " Jy is Hurwitz. As a result of (4.12), (5.2) and (5.15),

N
L=PK =Y kjP¢;=-— ZkQB (B+p+A)te; = ijq ©)&(x), zeTly,  (5.17)

7j=1 7j=1
where
(B+up+A)=¢; in Q
. j=1,2,---,N. (5.18)
¢i(z) =0, x €T, a%(f) —0, z €T}



Combining (4.12) and (5.17), the observer (5.13) turns to be

we(x,t) = Aw(z, t) + pw(x,t) + [Cyu(-,t Z kjoj(x), =€,
UA)(.’L',t) = 07 T € POv aw(;ijt) = ’U,(.’L',t), T € Fla (519)

N
By(x,t) = —Bi(x,t) + QB i (z,t) + Y _ kjq(x)&;(2)[Cov(-,t) — Cuis(t)], x €T,
j=1
where ¢; is given by (5.18), j =1,2,--- | N. By (4.12) and (5.17), the observer can be written as

the abstract form:

jt(w( £),0(,1)" = A(@(,1),9(~ 1)) " + (K, ~L)T Cyu(-, 1), (5.20)

where the operator A : D(A) C L?(Q) x L*(T'y) — L?*(Q) x L?*(I'y) is defined by

A —-KC,
(AT with D(A) = D(A) x LX(T). (5.21)
QB* LC,-p
Theorem 5.1. Suppose that the operator A is given by (1.8), B* is given by (1.15), the eigenpairs
{(95(-), Aj)}52, are given by (1.7) and Q is given by (5.2) with q(-) € L2('y) satisfying (4.1). Let
the integer N satisfy (1.8) and p, 5 > 0 satisfy

—B—p#X, j=12,---,N. (5.22)

Then, for any (w(-,0),v(-,0),(-,0),9(-,0))" € [L?(Q) x L*(T'1)]? and u € L2 ([0, 00); L?(T1)), the
observer (5.19) of system (5.1) admits a unique solution (,0)" € C([0,00); L2(Q) x L2(T'1)) such
that

[ (w(e1) — (1), 0, 8) — 5, )| 2(ayera(rny — 0 as £ — o0, (5.23)

where w is a positive constant that is independent of t.

Proof. For any (w(-,0),v(-,0))" € L?(Q) x L*(I'1) and u € L2 ([0,00); L?(T)), it is well known
that the control plant (5.1) admits a unique solution (w,v)" € C([0, 00); L?(Q) x L?(T'y)) such that
Yy € L2 [0,00). Let

w(z,t) = w(x,t) —w(z,t), x €,
t>0. (5.24)
(s, t) =wv(s,t) —0(s,t), seTly,
Then, the errors are governed by
wy(x,t) = Aw(z,t) + pw(x, t) Zk]qﬁj x € Q,
B(et) =0, zeTy 22D g Ler, (5.25)
v
N
@t(l"t) = —ﬁ’[)(l‘,t) + QB*’lZ)(:E,t) - Cvf)('7t) Z k‘j(](ﬂ?)fj(!l?), zel.
=1
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By (5.21), (5.17) and (4.12), system (5.25) can be written abstractly

%(@(',t),f}(-,t))—r = A(@(-,t),’f)(',t))—r. (5'26)

Inspired by [4], we introduce the following transformation

P(f,9)" =(f.g+ P, (f.9)" € L*(Q) x L*(T'y), (5.27)

where P € L£(L?*(2), L?(I'1)) is the solution of system (5.14). Then P is invertible and its inverse is
given by
PN(f.9)" = (f.a— P (£.9)7 € () x L*(T). (5.28)

Moreover, a simple computation shows that (see, e.g., [4, Theorem 6.1])
PAP~! = Ap, D(Ap) = PD(A), (5.29)

where
A+pu+ KC,P —-KC, )

Ap = < a 0 8 ) with D(Ap) = D(A) x L*(I'y). (5.30)
By Lemma 4.2 and (5.16), the operator A + pu + KC,P generates an exponentially stable Cp-
semigroup on L%(€). Thanks to the block-triangle structure and [3], the operator Ap generates
an exponentially stable Cy-semigroup e”** on L?*(Q) x L%(T';). By virtue of the similarity (5.29),
the operator A also generates an exponentially stable Cop-semigroup e on L?(Q) x L?(Ty). As a
result, the error system with initial state (@(-,0),%(-,0))" = (w(-,0) — @(-,0),v(-,0) — 5(-,0))" €
L%(Q) x L*(T';) admits a unique solution (1,9)" € C([0,00); L2(Q2) x L?(T1)) such that

el (1), 005 )l L2 @)xz2ry) = 0 as ¢ — oo, (5.31)
where w is a positive constant that is independent of ¢. Let
(ID(, t)v ’[)(7 t)) = (w(7 t) - ’LZ)(, t)v U(') t) - @(7 t)) (532)

Then, a straightforward computation shows that such a defined (i, %) " € C([0,00); L?(2) x L?(T'1))
is a solution of system (5.20) or equivalently, system (5.19). Moreover, (5.23) holds due to (5.31)
and (5.24). Owing to the linearity of system (5.19), the solution is unique. O

6 Numerical simulations

In this section, we present some numerical simulations for the closed-loop system (3.23) to demon-
strate the theoretical results visually. In order to avoid the difficulty of numerical discretization, we
consider the unstable heat system in the rectangular domain €2 = {(3:, YWeER?|0<r<1,0<y< 1}.

The actuator is installed on the boundary
I ={(z,y) ER?|2=1,0<y<1}U{(z,y) eR? |y=1,0<a < 1}.

18



The fixed boundary is
Fo={(z,y) eR* |2=0,0<y<1}U{(z,y) eR?* |y=0,0<a2 < 1}.

We adopt the finite difference scheme to discretize system (3.23) directly. The numerical results
are programmed in Matlab. Inspired by [14] where the uniform exponential decay with respect to
the mesh size is obtained by the finite difference method, the space step h and time step 7 are
taken as h = 7 = 0.05. The initial state and tuning parameters are chosen as

w(z,y,0) = xsin 27wy, v(z,y,0) =0,
(6.1)
p(z,y) =sinzsiny, p=6, a=3, N=1, [ =15.
By a simple numerical computation, the largest eigenvalue of the operator (1.3) on Q is A\ ~
—4.6947. This implies that A\; + p > 0 and hence the open-loop system (1.2) is unstable.
The the initial state and the final state of closed-loop system (3.23) are plotted in Figure 1. In
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(a) w(z,y,0). (b) w(z,y,4).

Figure 1: The initial state and the final state.
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(a) w(z,0.5,t) with control. (b) w(x,0.5,t) without control.

Figure 2: State trace with control and state trace without control.

order to demonstrate the dynamic evolution of the closed-loop system, the state trace w(zx,0.5,t) is

plotted in Figure 2(a). The same state trace without control is plotted in Figure 2(b) for comparison.
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The distributed control traces v(z,y,t) are plotted in Figure 3(a) and 3(b). To demonstrate the
decay rate, the logarithmic state norm |[w(:,t)| z2(q) decay curve and the curve of the state norm

itself are plotted in Figure 4(a) and Figure 4(b), respectively. From these Figures 1-4 we observe
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Figure 3: Controller traces.
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Figure 4: Decays of the state norm.

that the state of the control plant are stabilized effectively despite the presence of the unstable
source term pw(z,y,t). Moreover, the dynamic evolution is smooth. Figure 4 implies that the

state norm decays to zero exponentially. So all the convergence in the closed-loop system is very
fast.

7 Conclusions

In this paper, we consider the stabilization and observation for the unstable heat equation in a
general multi-dimensional domain. The newly developed dynamics compensation approach and
the finite-dimensional spectral truncation technique are exploited to treat the difficulties caused by
instability. Both the full state feedback law and the state observer are designed. The closed-loop

system and the observation error are convergent to zero exponentially as ¢t — oo. The developed
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method in this paper provides a new choice, in addition to the PDE backstepping method, for

dealing with unstable PDEs, especially for multi-dimensional unstable PDEs. It is very interesting

to extend this new method to other unstable or anti-stable PDEs such as the multi-dimensional

wave equation and Euler-Bernoulli beam equation, which are our future works.
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8 Appendix

Lemma 8.1. For any positive integer N, there ezists a function p € L*(T1) such that (2.1) holds.

Proof. Choose p1(x) = ¢1(x) for any x € T'y. Then (p1,¢1)r2r,) # 0. If (¢2, 1) r2(r,) # 0, then
let po = p1. Otherwise, let

p2(x) = pi(z) + 2(). (8.1)

Then, (pa, ¢1)r2(r,) # 0 and (pa, ¢2)r2(r,) # 0. Suppose that we have obtain py_1 such that
<pN—17¢j>L2(F1) #07 ,] - 172737”' 7N_1 (82)
If (pn—1, ¢N>L2(F1) =% 0, we choose py = py_1. Otherwise,

pN(z) = py_1(x) + von(x), (8.3)
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where v small enough such that

(PN—1,05) 2(0y) + V(ON, D) 2y # 0, j=1,2,--- ,N.

Therefore, the proof is complete due to the mathematical induction.

Lemma 8.2. For any positive integer N, define

Ay = diag(A1, A2, -+, AN)

and

By = (b1,bg, -+ ,bn) ",

where by, 20, k=1,2,--- /N and

)‘Z#)‘_ﬁ Z#]u Z7‘7:17277]\[

Then, system (A, By) is controllable.

Proof. By a simple computation, the controllability matrix of system (Ay, By) is

b1
b

R e
bn

Furthermore,
1 X\
1 X
|Pe| = biba---bn || . .
1 Ay

Mby - ATy
Aaby - AV Tby
Anby - AV loy
AN
A

1<i<j<N

N-1
)‘N

Therefore, the proof is complete due to the Kalman’s controllability rank condition.
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=biby---by [ i) #0

(8.4)
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