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CONTROLLABILITY OF SURFACE GRAVITY WAVES AND THE SLOSHING
PROBLEM

M. A. FONTELOS AND J. LOPEZ-RIOS

ABSTRACT. We study the problem of controlling the free surface for a two dimensional solid container in the
context of the gravity waves and the sloshing problem. By using conformal maps and the Dirichlet—Neumann
operator, the problem is formulated as a second order evolutionary equation on the free surface involving a
self-adjoint operator. We present then the appropriate Sobolev spaces where having solutions for the system
and study the exact controllability through an observability inequality for the adjoint problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

Finding and controlling the frequencies for the oscillations of the free boundary in the context of gravity
waves and studying related spectral problems is a classical, well known problem in the literature [11], 14} 15,
31]. Roughly speaking, controlling a system consist not only in testing that its behavior is satisfactory, but
also in putting things in order to guarantee that it behaves as desired. In mathematical terms, controlling
the state y, ruled by the state equation

Aly) = f(v),
where v is the control, consists in finding v € U,q, the set of admissible controls, such that the solution to
the equation gets close to a desired prescribed state, .

In this paper, we study controllability of a Partial Differential Equation (PDE), in the context of con-
trolling the oscillations of a liquid free surface in a two-dimensional bounded container and the so-called
sloshing problem. We formulate the geometrical problem in terms of an integrodifferential equation by us-
ing the Hilbert transform, then we establish the appropriate Sobolev spaces to study existence of solutions
for the eigenvalue problem and, finally, we set up an observability inequality for the homogeneous adjoint
problem. The sloshing problem adduces to an important difference with respect to the classical water-waves
formulation: the presence of vertical walls and the contact with the free surface. Inspired in the develop-
ments for the classical wave equation, we introduce analytical tools to prove that it is possible to control
the oscillations of the free surface, by injecting fluid on the rigid side walls.

The main strengths of our method lie in the use of the Hilbert transform to formulate the problem as
an evolutionary equation involving a self-adjoint operator. This is known as the boundary integral method
and has proved to be very fruitful in the study of water waves problems (see [13] and references therein, for
instance). Moreover, the use of Tchebyshev polynomials provides an explicit orthogonal basis which allows
to study, analytically, the associated eigenvalue problem. Then, an observability inequality arises naturally.

Generally speaking, the water-waves problem for an ideal liquid consists of describing the motion of a
layer of incompressible, inviscid fluid, delimited below by a solid bottom, and above by a free surface under
the influence of gravity. In mathematical terms, if u(z,y) is the fluid velocity and ¢ is the velocity potential
such that u = Vi, by the conservation laws [19]

Ap =0, O,

Nt + NzPa = Py, y=n,
1 (1)

ot 5(es+ @) +an=0, y=n,

an(p:()a y:ba

where 1 and b are the free boundary and bottom parametrization, respectively, g is the acceleration due to
gravity and Q; = {(z,y) € R? : b(z) < y < n(t,)}. We put ourselves in the general situation described
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in . However, we consider the case of a bounded domain and the sloshing problem of describing the
contact line between the free surface and the solid walls [14]. Two conditions are customary, the pinned—end
boundary condition where the contact line is always pinned to the solid surface, as considered in |7, [16], and
the free—end condition where the contact angle between the fluid—air interface and the side walls is fixed and
the contact line is allowed to move [24]. We will consider both and will impose conditions on the Cauchy
problem to deal with it, accordingly.

Controlling the surface by different methods is of practical interest in oceanography, controllability and
inverse problems theory. We mention, for example, the work by Reid and Russell [26] where the authors
dealt with the linear conservation laws and the null-controllability in infinite time of the free surface, by a
source control, in a two dimensional domain with flat side walls. Also, the work by Reid, [25], where the
capillary version and the control in finite time is considered. Concerning nonlinear water-waves, there is the
recent work by Alazard [3], for a two dimensional rectangular domain, where the stabilization through an
external pressure acting on a small part of the free surface is studied. Also [4], where the author studied
the boundary observability problem in a three dimensional rectangular domain; namely, an estimate for the
energy of the system in terms of the surface velocity at the contact line with a vertical wall. Finally, in [5],
Alazard et al. addressed the local exact controllability of the two dimensional full water-waves system, by
controlling a localized portion of the free surface, through the external pressure. On the literature concerning
the generation of waves by wave-makers, controllability and stability properties in the water-waves context,
we refer to [22, 27, [28]. From the optimal control point of view, we mention [23], where the authors designed
the ‘best” moving solid bottom generating a prescribed wave under the context of a BBM-type equation.
We mention also the possibility of studying the inverse problem of detecting the source where jets originate,
denoted as J, by measuring the free surface as in [20].

When we talk about the controllability by fluid injection, for instance, we mean the condition

Op

on
for a given function J = J(t,x), with n being the outward normal vector. This boundary condition lead
to think of a boundary control of the gravity waves problem; nevertheless, we will restate the problem
as an integrodifferential equation on the free surface and the boundary condition becomes a source term.
Then, we may use the classical approach of interior controllability by means of the adjoint problem and the
observability inequality [21, 30].

By addressing this problem, we give an answer to a practical question raised in [9] and numerically
studied in [I5]; namely, the problem of controlling undesirable splashing appearing in a cooper converter
when air is injected into the molten matte. In [I5], the authors studied the problem by using triangular
finite elements to mesh a half-ball bounded domain, on a damped linear gravity waves model. Our approach
allows to consider any general simply connected two dimensional domain, through a conformal mapping into
the lower half-plane. Moreover, if f represents such a conformal mapping, the geometry is characterized
explicitly by the term 1/|f’| appearing as a factor in the evolution problem (see below). On this matter,
see [14], where oscillations are numerically computed for bottoms with rectangular even distributions.

Following the methods introduced in [14], after linearizing , the problem is restated through a conformal
map into the lower half—plane. We link the normal derivative to the specific conformal map and rewrite the
problem as a second order evolution equation on the interval [—1, 1], where the Hilbert transform is involved.
In [14], we used this approach to propose an efficient computational method to find the sloshing frequencies
on general 2d domains. We mention [18] where the capillary version of the problem is developed, under the
context of the oscillations in a nozzle of an inkjet printer. In these works, two possibilities for the contact
line were considered: the ‘pinned-end edge condition’, where the contact line is always pinned to the solid
surface, and the ‘free-end condition’ where the contact angle between the fluid—air interface and the side
walls is fixed and the contact line is allowed to move, with contact angle 7/2.

With the present work, we have completed the numerical analysis started in [14]. Namely, we establish
a Sobolev frame where the Cauchy problem is well-posed and study the eigenvalue associated problem. We
also prove an observability inequality for the adjoint problem and explore the possibility of finding explicit
controls taking the oscillations at the free surface to zero.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In section [2| we formulate the general equations to be
considered, the linearization approach and corresponding formulation on the half-plane by the conformal
mapping. In section [3| we use the Hilbert transform to state a second order evolutionary PDE modeling the
dynamics of the fluid interface on the bounded domain [—1, 1]. In section 4] we make use of the Tchebyshev

J,
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polynomials to study the stationary adjoint problem in suitable Sobolev spaces. In section [b| we prove an
observability inequality for the adjoint problem. Finally, in section [6] we establish the controllability of the
problem and explore the possibility of determining possible control functions, explicitly.

2. FORMULATION

Let us consider a two dimensional container, filled with water, bounded from above by a free surface. In
this context, the motion is governed by the incompressible Euler equations with zero surface tension:

V-u=0,
0
p [altl—i-(u-V)u} = —Vp — gea,

with —ges being the constant acceleration of gravity, g > 0, and es the unit upward vector in the vertical
direction, p is the (constant) density of the fluid and p is the pressure inside. We use the classical notation
(z,y) € R? and z = x + iy for complex numbers.

By considering the potential function ¢ of u, so that u = V:

Ap =0, (2)
9y
ot

We complement system above with the nonzero Neumann condition at the solid walls, u-n = J(t, z), and
a kinematic condition on the free boundary. In terms of ¢:

1 1
+ 51Vl + P+ gy = const. (3)

0
8—5 = J(t,z), at the solid boundary (4)
0

2.1. Linearized equations. Next, we are going to linearize Euler’s system around the zero state. This
will allow us to obtain a single, explicit, evolutionary conservation law on the free surface modeling the fluid
dynamics of the free surface side bounded by vertical solid walls. This equation must be complemented with
boundary conditions at the contact line, as explained in section
Even if we consider the reference domain Q = {(z,y) € D : ¥ < 0}, other domains can be considered
though. Let
n(tv .CU) = EC(t7 1‘)7
and
J(t,x) =€j(t, ).
Then if
p = const. + €,
conditions — in terms of ¢, at the first order for e << 1, become (after re-scaling to make g = 1)

Ap =0, (6)
pt+(¢=0, aty=0, |ZL‘|§1, (7)
9¢
E—— = <
Ct on’ at y 07 ‘JJ‘ = 17 (8)
o9 .
B j(t,x), on the solid walls. (9)

System above is complemented with initial conditions ¢g, (p such that the following mass conservation is
satisfied:

1
/ Co(z)dz = 0. (10)
-1
Therefore, from —, on the free boundary and for |z| <1,

¢tt+g% =0. (11)

We remark that the motion of the fluid interface may also be affected by external forces such as electric
and magnetic fields (cf. [10]), vibrational forces of the container (cf. [2]), etc. In those cases, the pressure
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0@ =J/|f|
- 1 1
ApBF =0

Onp =J

FIGURE 1. Geometry of the problem.

p at the interface is not constant, and this results in a nontrivial right hand side of equation , and hence
in a nonhomogeneous version of ([11)):

2.2. Conformal transplants. As is explained in [0} [14], let U be a real-valued function written as
e (2,y) = U(a,y) = U(2)
be defined in a domain D. Also, let U be defined in D as follows: for any w € D we have
V(w) = V(W) = U(a(a,y), y(2',y)).
Then the following relation between the normal derivatives holds:

oV |dz| oV 1 o

o7 |dw|on PG on (13)

2.3. Reformulation as an integrodifferential PDE. In the particular case of the half-cylinder geometry,

), we use the conformal map
1
w=f(2)= 11y
2 (z43)
into the half plane Q' := {(2',7) € R*:y' < 0}.
From , equations @, @D, and , in variables w = 2’ + iy’ become (see Figure [1)

qu =0, fory <O, (14)
e 1ot % _ ’_ /
S +1f(@)l5= =0, aty =0, 2] <1, (15)
o6 Gt
i |j§’(ac’))|’ aty =0, |2'| > 1, (16)

where j = jo f. That is, for |2/| > 1, 2/ = f().
By relation 1} and since |f'(z)] — oo, we complement system above with the following boundary
zZ—r—1

conditions at infinity:

81/5, By/<$—> 0, asy — —ooor |2/| = .

By taking the Fourier transform in , in the variable z’; using notation ® and the convention
1 I
d(k) = / 2 ek gy
() = = | ol

By — K2 =0,

we have

which implies
O(t, k,y') = B(t, k,0)el* (17)
—\/§y’

= %(t,k,@)m.
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By taking inverse Fourier transform

e ro ! oo (frgtufuo
e e e

T
Since we want to establish properties on the normal derivative, ggy/, taking the ¢/ derivative in instead,
and evaluating at 3’ = 0 we find

de.

B (1, k,0) = % sen(k)(ik)B(t, &, 0),

—

- \/{5«&’ (t, k,0). (18)

) 19

Lpy Mdg = —1P.V./ (t & ) d¢. (20)

y=0 S m oo x—f

Then, taking inverse Fourier transform

1,y /+°° Gr(6€0) ye _ (%
™ oo ! —

ay’ 5

Since HH = —1I (see [117]):

y'=0

az’

2.4. The Dirichlet-Neumann operator. Let us con51der in this section the basic situation when g¢ =

on the solid walls of the domain 2. The value of 2 % at the fluid interface may be viewed as the result of
an operator (the so-called Dirichlet-Neumann operator) acting on the function ¢ restricted to the interface.
We are going to deduce a few simple consequences obtained from the properties of this operator. Keeping
in mind the equation , we can easily deduce the following mass conservation relation:

d ! a¢
— dr = — V =0. 21
Notice then that, in the mapped coordinates, by
964 [ ) 22 90,
0= = —dx 22
r= /\f Naren =5 2
and hence, from and
d '~ dx’
— C — = 0.
dt ‘ f/ /
Next, since 8 = 0 at the solid boundaries of Q we have

op . 99 ,
/_1w%dx_ agwan

for any harmonic function v also vanishing at the solid boundaries of 2, and therefore by Green’s identity
we deduce ¢ ¢
[ v s = [ (A6~ 68v) =0,
o9 Q
which implies

0
w¢—¢

[t [ 8

showing that the Dirichlet-Neumann operator, mapping (b at the free surface into 2 a , is formally selfadjoint.
The details on the approprlate functional space where the operator is self-adjoint w111 be given in section [4]
Finally, from (/7] . , and the mass conservation property .

/_1¢tdx: —/_lgdx:o, (23)

3¢

or, equivalently,
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d 1
dt/_l (l)(t,l‘)dl’z

Therefore, by choosing ¢(0, x) such that f_ll #(0,x)dx = 0 (this can always be achieved by adding a suitable
constant to a given ¢), we have
1
/ o(t,x)dr =
1

1 . , di[‘/
|9 ey =0 24

3. AN ASSOCIATED CAUCHY PROBLEM

which implies

implying

As in the last section, let 2 an = 0 on the solid walls of the domain €). Then, from the integrodifferential
formulation , we obtaln

- _lpy L oy(t:60) 04
y'=0 ™ 1 @ =¢

gx’

dg. (25)

We observe two properties of ¢,. Firstly, by making use of the identity (see section 4.3 of [29])

da’'

1
;PV /_1 ﬁr_g = 0, for 5 € (—17 1), (26)

we prove

' ow(a) Py ,
\/7 / \/7/2 (P.V. » x/_§d§> da (27)

R ETICT
=0

Secondly, by the mass conservation fil {Zy/ (&)d€ =0 (see ), and using (see , for r=1)

1 dz’
—P.V. _
@ V/l\/l—x’2$/—§

=1, for £ € (—1,1),

we also have

]2 (] ) .
= _i/_ﬁy/(@ (P.V. /_11 \/ﬁl@,_g)dﬁ') dg

1 ~
- [ avoic=o

By using the inverse transform instead, from (25) we have, for |2/| < 1,

¢x t f 0 C
= PV. 2 , 29
yo™ T /v O )
where C' is an arbitrary constant (see [17], Chapter 5.2, Example 13 on the airfoil equation). In order for
to be the general solution to the integral equation it suffices to require ¢,/ (¢, 2’,0) to satisfy (see

[17])

ng’

~ 1 o~
HQZ)x’(tvx,’O)H%Q = / V1 _$/2|¢x’(tv$/70)|2d$/ < 00. (30)
—1

(171/2>1/2



CONTROL OF SURFACE GRAVITY WAVES 7

Finally, due to mass conservation and using , the constant must be chosen to be zero:

—1 1—a?a' =¢
=nC.
If, instead of , one assumes the stronger condition
b |6 (t,2',0) 2
t,z’,0 = P20 0 gy < , 31
qux ( “ )HLZ 2/2)=1/2 /_1 1— 72 x o0 ( )

together with , then (cf. [17], Chapter 5.2, Example 13)

B ~1 L1 gu(t,€,0)
y'—o_\/l_ﬂwp'v’/l\/@ a3

As a consequence of the computations above, it is possible to state the following.

ay’

Lemma 1. Given <Ex/ € L?/m(—l,l), let q~5y/ be satisfying and the mass conservation condition

fil ay/ (&)d§ = 0. Then, the following relations hold,

- 0
o=t [ 52¢ L (2)

t 5, )
= Dy \/1—:5/2 P.V. de | . 33

_$,2)_1/2(—1, 1) C Lh(—l, 1) then ¢y/ may also be given by the equivalent expres-

Moreover, if ggx/ € L%l

sion

gy’

B ~1 L1 gu(t,€,0)
:0—\/1—x27TP.V./1m P d€. (34)

Proof. We present a proof based on expansions in terms of Tchebyshev polynomials in the Appendix[A] O

yl

Expression was used in our previous article [14], while expression will be more convenient in the
present work. We present next an alternative deduction of . We introduce the function y defined by

¢:Xz’

_ /: 3(s,y/)ds

(note that integrability at —oo is guarantied by the decay of qz~5 from after integration by parts and the
mass conservation (22))) and

so that

Ax = 0.
We have then
’ / O, .17/ ~ —1,
0 G = [ dz' = l<a' <1
Xy/—a—y/ pdx’ = (Xy)aerdr” = ¢ xy, —1<a' <1,
o - 0, ' >1
Since Ax = 0, by we have
1 1
Yo (2) = — =PV, / Xy © e (35)
Q =€

Therefore, inverting Hilbert transform

~Vis x’2 PV, <E)d£, (36)
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and taking x’ derivative

e (\/1—1}’2 PV/ \/@x _f) dg) (37)

which, by , yields the following evolution problem

b = — | ()] Oy (\/l—m’Q PV/

(38)

\/@x_ d5>

The equation (38) may be rewritten as an identical equation for C after taking an additional time derivative

and writing qbf —C We remark again that the formulation is equivalent to the formulation given in
[14] (see Appendix |A).
We need to complement with suitable initial and boundary conditions, namely

$(0,2) = do(’),
¢t(07$):¢1(x)7

1 7 o 1 Fro
o1(2') ., / ¢(z') ’
dx’ = — dx’ = 0. 39
IR L @) )
Moreover, from , , we impose on the initial data:
! QNSO,x’ (ZL‘/)
1V 1-— l‘/2

3’5(5096( )
VL

which are automatically fulfilled by defining an initial normal derivative 50 a(x’) with vanishing mean value
(25)

where, by equation

dz’ =0, (40)

————da = (41)

n [—1, 1] and the corresponding tangential derivative 507I/($, ) defined by (25
In the case when |f/(2')] is a symmetric function (corresponding to a symmetric domain 2) it is useful to
think of ¢(t,2’) as decomposed into symmetric and antisymmetric part; that is

o(t, ') = S(t,2') + N(t,2)

with N - . )
St z) = 2:2) +2¢(’f» %) Ng) = D) —2¢(t, —2)
and the initial data decomposed accordingly
So(x) = ¢o() +2¢0(—a:)7 No(z) = bo(z) —2¢0(_x)7
Sy (x) = ¢1(x) +2¢1($)7 Ni(z) = ¢1(7) 2¢1(:c)'

Then, one can consider the evolution problem for symmetric and antisymmetric functions separately.
For symmetric functions the initial data need to satisfy (3 , while for antisymmetric functions the
conditions are . Finally, we remark that . . do not only hold initially, but for any time
by replacing (¢>o( ) o1(x")) by (6(t, '), u(t,2")).

We discuss now on boundary conditions for . Two kind of conditions are customary: pinned end and
free end boundary conditions. In pinned end conditions one imposes ((t,£1) = 0, and since ¢; = —(, this
implies

o(t,+1) = 0 (pinned-end boundary condition). (42)

In the case of free-end boundary conditions one imposes @/ (t,£1) = 0 and since ggx/t = Zx/ this translates
into the condition
¢o(t,£1) =0 (free-end boundary condition). (43)
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We discuss now the case with fluid injection, i.e. with the condition (16 where the flux j is such
that f Tdeall f da: = 0 (in order to preserve the total fluid mass). Then, by equation needs to be
replaced by

Lpv. %(tw)d +— / ) g,
y’=0 7T @ =¢ r\[-1,1] [ ()€ = 2)
Inverting as in (32), (33)) we get the following formula for the normal derivative:

= Oy (\/l—m’Q PV/ m xtg())d&)

Vi-g 52 ita)
L/m (=8 sy [FEIE— 2% (44)

gx/

d)y’
y :

which leads to the evolution equatlon

T (g , g l ! g(t,f) 7 2
b= — | ['(2")] 0 (\/1 27rP-V- . \/@(x’—g)%)Jrh(t’ ), (45)

Bt a') = !f’ L/‘ \/£2d/

/27‘(

where

j(t,z) »
i FE — )2 (46)

Notice that x,, = ff;o qzy/da: implies expression (46)) can be obtained by replacing 1) with
1 Y xy 1
() = —P.V./ Xy (©) ge — P.V./ ‘,]@) de
T 1 =€ T R\[-1,1] ¥ — &

where J is the primitive of /| f’ \ inverting the Hilbert transform (restricted to [—1,1]) in the first term at
the right hand side as in . and using ﬁnally . .

As mentioned above, equatlon 1.’ for given h(t x'), is also valid in situations where the interface is
actuated by means of external forces such as electric and magnetic ones, external container vibration, etc.

Hence, we will present a general discussion on controllability for general %(t,:n’ ) and will only specify for
boundary injection in the final section.

4. SPECTRUM OF THE SLOSHING PROBLEM

From now on, from equation (45) and to summarize the computations from the preceding sections, we
are concerned with the following Initial Value Problem,

fj:fl +Ad=h(t.a'),  (t,2') € (0,00) x (—1,1),
(B( ) ¢B< ) z’ € <_17 1)7 (47)
(0, 2") = ¢1(2), e (-1,1),

where A is the integral, non-local operator

A = 0y (W PV/ \/752 d§>

Following [21], to study the interior controllability problem (47 ., we need to consider the homogeneous
(backward in time) adjoint version in (0,7) as that given in (38]). For that purpose, let us consider first the
eigenvalue problem

¢ /
M| = (\/1—x2PV/ 1—6293— dg)

Let T, (x), Up(x), with n € NU {O}, be the Tchebyshev polynomials of the first and second kind respec-
tively. They are defined as the polynomial solutions of the equations (see [1] for details)

T, (cos ) = cos(nb),
sin((n + 1)9)'

sin 0

(48)

Un(cosf) =
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They satisfy the following orthogonality relations in L?(—1, 1) with the corresponding inner products (f, g) =

fl fg ~dz, ,g>:f_11fg\/1—x2d:c:
0, if n # m,

1 dz
Th(z)Th (1) —— = ifn=m=0,
[ @@ s = it =m
5 ifn=m#0,
! 0, if
/ Un(2)Up () V1 — 22dx = {ﬂ’ ,1 n#m
_1 5 ifn=m.
Moreover, for n > 1, we have relations
V./ ° —Up_1(2),
e £ (@)

By writing

o g) = Z anTn(€>
n=0
and using the identities above, we find
> T (x))
1—z72= PV/ = Ny ————te .

We use now the fact that fil o) |f,(x =0 (see (12 ) to deduce

w [ T +Z“"/ e =

T D) Za”/ e

If’ I n=1

S () T )
Z:
(f To(z m) =1
L—a? io: cnTn ().

f'@) =
Then, by the orthogonality of the Tchebyshev polynomials,

1 ! T()(a?,) / 2 ! Tn(x/) /
_ 2 dr', == | 2 ldd.
€ w/l 7@ w/l @]

So that

and conclude the estimate

2
0<

Now, let ¢, be such that

Therefore
1o _ g
/_1 |f’(9c’)|2\/7 n;f"c’"/ mx @ty Z
namely
1 ! ndx R L ,
w(/_lT‘J(“w:ﬂ)) %;U“ e > / \f’

which implies

(49)

(50)

(51)
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Let
. [o¢]
b= b Tn(a). (55)
n=0
We consider now the scalar product
- 1 _9¢
= —d /’
(46.0)1 = [ 952
and find

(A¢¢L2:/ (Zb T ><Zn an ) Znan . (56)

so that, (@Z, .A(;~5) 12 = (.Aw, qb) 12, implying the selfadjoint character of the operator .A, a fact already shown
in a previous section.
We study the problem

A¢ = u, (57)
where u € L2, with w = v/1 — 2/2 and

1
L%UE{UI/ \/1—:p’2]u|2dx/<oo}.
-1

oo
Since {T n(@)/V1 = x’Q} . form an orthogonal base for L2, given u € L2 we can expand
n=

“‘E: VEiQE

and hence, assuming

1
ug = / u(z’)dx’ = 0, (58)

-1
write the following weak version of

(Aga {/;)L2 = (u7 J)L% (59)
to be satisfied for any 1’/; in

nla= {5

such that, in addition,

~;4+§¥([;2fgiwwﬁz<m} (60)

1 , da’ B
[ i = oy

By using the preceding functional framework, we can state a result on existence of weak solutions for

problem .

Lemma 2. Let u € L? satisfying @ Then, there exists a unique weak solution % € Hi)/i for problem
)

Proof. We can write the equation in the form
oo o0
Z Nayby, = Z Upbn, (62)
n=1 n=1

1
making it clear that (.A¢ 7,/}) 12 defines a continuous bilinear form on H?_,. Indeed,

—1

Remark 1. By using the orthogonality property (@) on (ﬂ) we have, forn > 1,

n,)N//_En
wj¥ﬂ_wme—2f%

in (/_11 %J(m’)dm’)z _ Tgmbnp.

n=1

or, equivalently,
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Notice, from this last equality and @) that H 1/2 1 can be written as

= {3 |3l

Thus from and the last remark, we have

5 (A < oo}

S t\.’)h—‘

1/2 1/2

‘(Aav 1Z)L2’ = g Znanbn < g Zn|an|2 ZTZV)”‘Q
2

n>1 n>1 n>1
< *II¢H vz 11, v -

(Acb w) 12 is also coercive (the L2 » -1 part of the norm of qﬁ is trivially bounded by Y 7, na2, except for
ao that is also bounded by ( .
Remark 2. By using the orthogonality property (@) on @

1 2
2 _ 4] _
H¢HL2UJ_1— %:c 7ra0+ Za

a f 1 /2 /) nZO?
" 2 1 1” ’)d:v’, n>1.

Then, from the last remark and , coerciveness holds as follows:

Za + = Za +— Zna] (63)

Moreover,

(Agf;, ;Zg)L2 = gzn|an|2 >C

n>1

~ .
= O |l1913: | +5(46.9)]
= ClI3I2z .

for a constant C' > 0.
Finally, u € L2, defines a linear continuous functional on H 1/,2 :

‘/ ugda’ / \/7%\\/7

<l 1902

< Jull 3 16y
1

~ 1
Hence, by Lax-Milgram’s theorem, there exists a unique weak solution ¢ to (57)) that belongs to H?_ [l

If we consider now u = Tdeall ( 3l then the problem

~ v
Ag =
|/ (2]
where v is such that . )
!
V1- x’QLﬂ:)?dxl < o0 (64)
-1 If’(ﬂf’)l

1

has also a unique solution gb € H?_,. Note that is satisfied if v € L‘ ()| provided there exists a

constant C' such that
|f(@)| = CV1—a?, o €[-1,1], (65)
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because . .
/ NGO x / @)
i PP T e ) Vi
or )
2 2
HUHLz S ¢ lulzz
We define now the operator 7 such that ¢ Tv. If we view T as an operator from L| 1 to L‘ fIRE

since H 2_1 c L? 1 C L? we can see that 7 is a selfadjoint operator (due to the selfadjoint character of

L=
1
A) and also a compact operator (due to the compact embedding H?_, C qu,l (see Appendix [B) and the

continuous inclusion L? _; C L| - 1) . Moreover, ker(7) = {0} and

(T’U U)LQ (57 |f/|A$)L2 = (57 -’Al;g)L2 > 07

lf1—1
for any v € L? s Therefore, by the spectral decomp051t10n theorem, L| -1 admits a Hilbert basis {e,}
formed by eigenvectors of T, with eigenvalues pu,, such that u, > 0 and p, — 0 as n — co. We have then
1
Ten = pnen, en € H2_;, and thus
~ 1 ~ 1 1
(e D)o = = (ATen) Dy = o (S00) L dorany G e M) (66)
n

This implies e, is a weak solution to the eigenvalue problem (48) with A = \,, = u,;!. The base can be

made orthonormal, i.e.
/ RGP
x = d;;.
1 (@) Y

Let us remark that condition is satisfied provided the angles o 2 between the fluid interface and the
solid container satisfy

T
9 > —,
2’

since |f'(2')| has a singularity weaker (i.e. with larger exponent) than |z + 1|
We summarize the results above in the following theorem.

1/2 otherwise [6].

Theorem 1. Let ) be a domain such that the interior angles between the free liquid interface and the solid
are greater or equal than 7/2, so that @) is fulfilled. There exist a Hilbert basis {en}n>1 ofL -1 and a

sequence {\p}n>1 of real numbers with A\, > 0 Vn and \,, — +00 such that

1
en € H;},l,
Aey, = \y—2
en = Ap——cr.
T ()]

We will show next that the eigenfunctions e, possess further regularity. From —, if ey(2) =
oo amTm(2'), by using we have

1 o0
_ 2 250 T 2 2
/1\/1 x'? | Aey,| dﬂz—2 g m-a;,
m=1
Therefore, by using condition ,

/ V1 — 22 | Ae,|* dao’ —/\2/ V1 ’n|

e
<c/ Inl :cn||en\|§2_1,

we have that Y 0o, m?a2, is bounded by [e,[|?, . On the other hand, since dT;l"x(,x/) = mUpy_1(2'), from
w 1

the orthogonality property (b0)) we deduce

1
de
1— 2|22
/_1” "

7_(00
2: 2 2
= — m-a
2 m
m=1
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which is bounded by ||€n||%2 . Hence, e, € Hllu,1 implying, by Sobolev embeddings, that e,(z’) is a
—1

continuous function in (—1, lw) Moreover, it is bounded at x = +1 since:

SR ) ([ v »dw)

sup [en(2) = enl= <C’/ VAl xQ‘e ‘ dx,

—1<a/<-1+6 11+ x’|2

en(z) — en(—1) :/_xl ¢! ()dz < </

So that

/

and hence
len(a’) — en(~1)| < C |1+ /|1

Identical estimate may be obtained in the neighborhood of 2/ = 1.

Note that no condition has been imposed on the eigenfunctions at 2’ = 41. The eigenfunctions correspond
to free-end boundary conditions. We can also consider the pinned-end boundary condition by writing the
same Weak formulatlon . but assuming that @ZJ belongs to the closure of C°(—1,1) in the topology defined

by the Hi},l norm and satisfying . We denote such space as Huer o- The same arguments as for the
free-end case lead to the existence of a complete set of eigenfunctions as in the Theorem above.

As a final remark, notice that for bounded symmetric |f/(z’)|, one has L|2f, @)t © L? and hence vectors in
L|2f,‘,1 may be expanded in trigonometric basis of L2. Using the base {sin(nmz’ )}.2; one can approximate an-
tisymmetric eigenfunctions (solutions to ) with pinned contact lines while the set {cos ((n + %) ! ) }ZO:()
(with the extra mass conservation condition also imposed) allows to approximate symmetric eigenfunctions.
Likewise, the sets {sin ((n + %) ! )}OO: and {cos(nmz')} >~ allow to find antisymmetric and symmetric
eigenfunctions with free-end condition. This approach was followed in [14], in order to compute eigenvalues

and eigenfunctions numerically for various domains.

5. OBSERVABILITY AND ENERGY ESTIMATES

We will consider next the control problem consisting of finding ﬁ(t, 2') in equation such that for given
initial data the solution vanishes at some time 7. As it is customary in controllability theory, we need to
consider first the homogeneous adjoint problem and obtain observability estimates.

The analysis presented above allows us to consider the solution in (0,7") of the following homogeneous

adjoint problem (see )

Su
17

with suitable initial conditions 5(0) = 50, ¢~5’ (0) = 51, whose solution we can write as

+Ad =0, (67)

¢ = Z (Ay, cos(0nt) + By, sin(0,t)) en, (68)
n=1

where 60,, = v/\,, and

%—ZAnen, 1 = Ze Byen,

n=1

with

= 1 50617, " — (& Cblen ! 1 ~
An = /—1 |f/(x/)|d$ - (¢D’en)\f/|—17 B, / |f/ %((blaen)‘fﬂ—l.
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~ 2
Hence ||¢”%2(L‘2f/|71) = foT fi1 %d;p/dt can be bounded from below by

T
/ Z (A2 cos®(nt) + B2 sin?(0,t) + 24, By, sin(0,t) cos(O,t)) dt (69)
A2 sin(260,,T) B2 sin(260,,T) 1 — cos(26,T)
> 3 (e ) (1) o
A2 sin(260,,T) B2 sin(26,,T) A% + B21 — cos(20,7)
> n e S -_n _ _n n
;[2 <T+ %, >+ 2 <T %, ) 2 %, }

T 1 sin(260,T)  cos(20,T)
= — A2 (1=
2 Zn: [ n ( 20,7 20,7 < 20,T

+BQ< 1 sin(20,7) cos(29nT))]

20,T  20,T 20,T
T
302; (A% + Bi]

for some positive C' > 0 and T' > 2.42/2min(6,,) = 2.42/20;.
From the orthogonality of the Hilbert basis {e,},

1
B0l = / i ZAQ. (70)

Moreover, from , the decomposition given in , and l.b we conclude A, = #2 and thus

= 1 1 en 1 en , ?
ZB:Z( [ 5 ) -5, (/ o W)' ()

Let us define, accordingly, the space

~_1 ! d’en /2
AN T e (/ 7 >|d$> =

~%_ ! ¢€n /2
H2 = Z)\ (/ e )|dx> < 00

Note that, by and definition of A, and e,,

b -/ e5) (/) - f346- 5w~ 1ol -

From 7, we conclude then for some C' > 0 and T suﬂimently large,

A B A = (A W Y

This proves the following theorern.

and its dual space

(Y

Theorem 2. The equation @ is observable in time T > Ty for some Ty sufficiently large. That is, there
exists a positive constant C > 0 such that for T sufficiently large
L\Qf = 1)

[
i + AP = B (72)

We consider next the nonhomogeneous problem (as in )
1f] 1

|f, jpda’dt > CT (H¢1H~l + Hqﬁo‘
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It will be convenient the following energy estimate:
1d (b 7 P = by
—— dx’ +/ Y Apda’ = / dx’. 73
2ai ) ™ )L L TF@) (%)
If we let
b = Z Cn€n,
n=1
then

! Jen /
n — d )
¢ / (@ '>| !

Jt ch t€n - / |f, Z ZL
=1

n=1

Noticing that

L 1
/ AT / 1 <§njcn,ten> (Z o T f,>

= § Ancn,tcn
n

is equivalent to the following inequality

dE 1

h Ez,
o <Ihlee,

for the energy defined as
1 Z 2 1 Z 2
Ezi 8 Cn7t+§ a )\ncn.

Hence, the natural initial data for which the problem is well-posed is (1;0, Jl) € H2 x L| i1 and, the
energy is bounded provided f(;f H%Hiz dt < oo, i.e. h € L*(0,T; L‘f - 1). Namely, we have the following:
It

Theorem 3. Given f a conformal mapping that satisfies condition @ for any he L?(0,T; L|f,| 1) and
(1/)0,1#1) € H2 x L|f,‘,1 equation has a unique weak solution

(6, 9) € C(0, T} HE, x L),

6. CONTROLLABILITY

Once we have studied in the previous sections the forward evolution equation and the backward ho-

mogeneous system, given by and respectively, we are in position of comparing them to get the
controllability condition on the system.
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That is, if we assume the control drives the initial data of system to zero, by multiplying the source
term in by the solution to the adjoint problem , we obtain

[ L=

1f]

S [ St [ i

+ Ay | dda’dt

¢t¢’od / ¢¢t’od bt da'd
/ 7 I +// (] +AG| da'dt
¢1¢0 / ! ¢0¢1 /
— d d
RIS  BRTTR

N[

where (o, ¢1) = (4(0),:(0)) € Hz x L\2f’|*1‘ So that h can be chosen as the minimizer of the functional

L {/;1;50 / L {/;0;51 /
, @ dx'd da’ — de'.
Tl60, 1) = / / TRl T I B

Notice that

T BT

As it is customary in controllability theory, coerciveness of the functional J is guaranteed if the adjoint
problem is observable in time 7', that is:

" f,dfﬂ C (llg(0 )HLz + GO, ) (74)
—1 |f] -2

a fact that was proved in the previous section. Hence, we have proved the following controllability theorem:

<lollz,  Inllzz, , + 161l 53 ol -

/ll

‘ llzldjod/ 1J0¢1 o

Theorem 4. The system is exactly controllable in time T. That is, for any initial data (150,1;1) €

H? x L2 there exist h € L2(0,T; L\2f’| 1) and T' > 0 such that

1]

H

£t
=0, fort>T.

—1

£

The fact that the control h € L2((0,7); L i f’\ ;) implies that one can write

2) = hn(t)en,
with

/TZ Bon () 2dt < 0.
0 n

We are going to discuss next on how to approach the control function ﬁ, defined at the fluid interface
by means of a function j defined at the solid boundaries. This function j will represent a fluid injection at
certain points {z/, x5, ..., 2’y } of the solid boundary with a flow rate {ji(t), j2(t), ..., jn(t)} and under the
mass conservation condition

N
> dit) =0
i=1
More precisely,

8¢ Zyz (' —xb). (75)
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We replace the expression for }(t, z,0) in by the right hand side of at the solid side walls and obtain
@D \/ — &2 j(t,z,0)
=P P
V1—a? /27r iﬂ—f R\[-1,1] (2 ( z)
—Z O W61, Vi@
|f'(@)] V1 = 22 w2 1 (@ =9 — )

=2 teriHQPV/ VImE | g

" -Gz 1
’/f 22 Z 7r2|f/ )(| ) x — SU;’ (76)

dg

with

T =

Hence, the challenge is to approximate the control function h by . One possibility is to approximate
the first N — 1 modes so that

L e,
— " _dx' =hi(t), i=1,..,N—1,
| e (¥

(z})—G(=)

or, denoting m;; = Wz‘f/ Al f 1 m( )

e;dz’ and including the mass conservation condition, solving

the system

N
> miggi(t) = hi(t), i=1,.,N -1,
j=1

N
Y Gty =0
=1

The fact that h;(t) € L? (0,T) implies 5;(¢t) € L?(0,T).

Let us summarize what we have achieved so far in connection with the injection of fluid problem and
the control of splashing appearing 1n a cooper converter [9, [I5]. First, the main relation between the inner
source h and the injection of fluids j at the solid boundary of the half-plane, is given by . Second, by
the computations above, we found the source h given in , which corresponds to the fluid 1nJect10n of jets
7 on a finite number of points. Third, once fjv is known on the half-plane, we can recover j, on the cylindrical
container, from . Of course this procedure is directly connected to the controllability, through Theorem

Finally, it is important to highlight that, although we used the case of the cylinder as a reference, all the
computations are valid for any simply connected domain through the conformal mapping term |f’|, which
appears as a factor on the main operator for the Cauchy problem.

As far as the three-dimensional case is concerned, the conformal mapping strategy cannot be replicated
directly., While it is true that the integral equations can be formulated in an equivalent frame in the 3d case
(see [18] for more details).
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APPENDIX A. EQUIVALENT EXPRESSIONS OF THE OPERATOR A

We discuss in this appendix the relation between different expressions of the operator A based on ex-
pansions in Tchebyshev polynomials. We remind that the Tchebyshev polynomials {T},(z")} 7, form an

orthogonal basis in L?px@)*l 2(—1,1) and the Tchebyshev polynomials {U,(z')},~, form an orthogonal

basis in L?1_$,2)1 ;2(—=1,1). Remind that tangential and normal derivatives of 5 in the interval (—1,1) are
related by

'y ()

~ 1
(z") = —=P.V. dg.
bula) =~ PV, [ D%l (77)
Let
= anTy, (78)
n=0
and observe the following well-known identities
drly,
I = "Un-1, (79)
1 ! T,
Vs = PV [ S — (50)
i ew -
1 ' V1= 8U(9)
T,(2') = —P.V. dg, 81
(@)= PV [ Ve (31)
T, (2’
4 (T=2,(w)) = (2)
1— a7
Since, by ,
Sor =Y nanUn_1(2'), (83)
n=1
we have
1 ~
/ V1 = 22| (2)|?da’ = 5 Zn%%
-1 n=1
By writing
> T, (x)
=Y b
and using

To(z)Ta(a")
/¢y dx—g by, \/7/2 =by =0,
together with (77)), we conclude b, = na,. By using , one can write
- 11 ' )
(2') = P.V./\/1—2z d
which is equivalent, by (78], and (82), to

3y (@ (VLﬂWPV/‘ gx5>%)

If we expand, instead of , in the form
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with a,, such that

|¢az( )| ' 2 T o 2
————dx =may+ — a, < 09,
/ V1— a2 0 2;

then, b, = a,, and using one can write

=V1-—22= PV/ ””'(g)dg
V1-— 52 x —
Note that the mass conservation condition f_ll gy/ (z')dz’ = 0 implies by = 0 which yields a; = 0 implying
1 $’qgr/(x’)dx’ 0
- ) -

and the absence of Ty(2') term in implies
/1 ngl(x/)dl', o
1 V1= o

1
APPENDIX B. THE COMPACT EMBEDDING OF_Hi_lINTO Li_l

1
Since the spaces H?_, and L? _; can be defined in terms of an orthogonal basis, following [§], let us prove
w w

the more general result RY/2 & 02 for sequence spaces
[e.e] [e.e]
h'? = (ap) : Zn\an|2 <oop, 2:={(an): Z |an|? < oo
Consider M C h'/2 a bounded set in h'/2. Then, given a €/2,

oo oo
lallf = an < nap = Ja)?, < K
n=1 n=1

where K is such that HaHh% < K, Va € M. We take now Y. = span {e1, es, ...,eny} where N will be chosen

later as a function of ¢, and e; is the vector in ¢? with all components zero except the i-th component that
is 1. We write x = aje; + a2 e + ... + ayey so that x € Y. € £2, x = (ay, a2, ...,an_1,0,0,...) and

2 E 2 _ E - E 2
||)c_a||é2 - ap = nna < na, S N <
n=N n=N

which implies N = O(1/e). Let x €M. There exists x,, € M such that x,, — x in the ¢2 topology. For
n sufficiently large, [x, —x[[,» < § and all x,, are at distance § of Y; then by the triangle inequality x is
within ¢ of Y and the closure of M in ¢? is compact by Proposition 7.4 in [I2] or Proposition 2.1 in [§].

Hence h'/2 is compactly embedded in ¢2.

I

Do ™
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