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Abstract
In this paper we investigate the uniform exponential stability of the system d);(tt) = Ax(t) —
pBx(t), (o > 0), where the unbounded operator A is the infinitesimal generator of a linear Co—semigroup
of contractions S(t) in a Hilbert space X and B is a Desch-Schappacher operator. Then we give sufficient
conditions for exponential stability of the above system. The obtained stability result is then applied to
show the uniform exponential stabilization of bilinear partial differential equations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Consider the following abstract system

x(t) = Ax(t) — pBx(t), t>0 ey
x(0) = xo,

where the state x(.) takes values in a Hilbert state space X endowed with an inner product (.,.)x
with associate norm ||.||x, the unbounded operator (A, D(A)) generates a Cy—semigroup S(f)
on X. Here, B is an unbounded linear operator of X in the sense that it is bounded from X to
some extrapolating space of X. In the case of various real problems, the modeling may lead
to mathematical model of the form (1) with an operator B which is of type Desch-Schappacher.
Such a perturbation operator B appears for instance in case of control actions exercised through
the boundary or at a point of the geometrical domain of partial differential equations, and also
in many other situations of internal control (see [4] 7, 8] and the references therein). Due to the
unbounded aspect of the operator B, the solution of (I) does not exist, in general, with values
in X. Thus, to confront this difficulty the concept of admissibility is needed, which requires the
introduction of interpolating and extrapolating spaces of the state space X.

Our goal in this paper is to investigate the uniform exponential stability of the system (I).
This consists on looking for a set of parameters p for which there exists a global X —valued mild
solution x(t) of (1) and is such that ||x(t)|| < Ke 7%||xq||, Vt > O for some constants K,c > 0.
As an application, one can consider the stabilization of bilinear systems by means of switching
controllers, which leads to a closed-loop system like (). This problem has been considered in [11]
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for a bounded operator B. The case of a Miyadera-Voigt type operator has been investigated in
[15]. Moreover, in [2] the case of 1—admissibility in Banach space has been considered. However,
the 1—admissibility assumption prevents us to consider the case of Hilbert state space as in this
case the operator B will be necessary bounded (see [18]). In other words, the 1—admissibility
condition excludes several applications that are also available in Hilbert space. Moreover, in [2]
it was assumed that D((A_1 — pB)|X) = D(A_1) N D(B|X), which played an essential role in
the proofs of the stabilization results (in a technical point of view). Unfortunately, there are
several examples in which this domain condition is not fulfilled (see e.g Examples 1&2). In this
paper, we will rather use the p—admissibility property with p > 1. Then we introduce new
sufficient conditions for uniform exponential stability of system (I), which are easily checkable.
In the sequel, we proceed as follows: The main results of this paper are contained in Section
2. In Section 3, we provide applications to feedback stabilization of bilinear heat and transport
equations.

II. EXPONENTIAL STABILITY

In this section, we state and prove our two main stabilization results. We start by introducing the
necessary tools regarding the notion of admissibility in connection with the generation results
and then provide some a priori estimations of the solution.

i. Preliminary results

As pointed out in the introduction, the unbounded aspect of the operator B do not guarantee the
existence of an X—valued solution x(t) of (). However, one may extend the system at hand in a
larger (extrapolating) space X_1 of the state space X in which the existence of the solution x(t) is
ensured and then give the required admissibility conditions of B, so that the solution x(t) lies in
X. Classically, the spaces X; and X_; are defined as follows: X; := (D(A), | - ||1), where ||x||; :=
|(AI — A)x||x, x € D(A) for some A in the resolvent set p(A) of A, and X_; is the completion
of X with respect to the norm ||x||_; := ||(Al — A)~'x||x, x € X. These spaces are independent
of the choice of A and are related by the following continuous and dense embedding: X; —
X — X_1. That way the unbounded operator B becomes bounded from X to the extrapolating
space X_1, i.e, B € £(X,X_1). Thus, in order to give a meaning to solutions of (1), we have to
use the fact that the semigroup S(t) can be extended to a Cy—semigroup S_1(t) on X_1, whose
generator A_1 has D(A_1) = X as domain and is such that A_;x = Ax, for any x € D(A). By
definition, (X_1,||.]|—1) is a Banach space and one can easily show that the operator A is bounded
from (D(A), ||.||x) into the Banach space (X_1, ||.||-1), so that it can be extended to an operator
A_q € L(X,X_1), generating a Cy—semigroup S_1(t) on X_; and which is given by S_;(t) =
(A—A_1)S(t)(A — A_1)~ L. Indeed, it clear that S_1(t) is a Cy—semigroup on X_;. Moreover, to

show that its generator is A_1, we show that for all x € X, lim;_,o % = A_qx. We first show

this for x € D(A). This case follows from the fact that lim;_, % = lim;_,o S(t)#c = Ax.

Now for x € X, we use the fact that R(A, A)x € D(A) to deduce that R(A, A_1) lim;_, %‘ =
R(A, A_1)A_1x, which gives the desired result. Moreover, if the semigroup S(f) is a contraction,
then so is S_1(t). Indeed, having in mind that for all A € p(A_;) and for all x € X_4, we have
(M—A_1)"'x € X,and (Al —A_1)"'x = (A — A)"lx, Vx € X, we can see that for all x € X

we have
IS_1(H)x)l—1 = (AT = A)'S(t)x||x < [[(AT — A)tx||x = ||x]|—1,



thus, by density of X in X_1, we conclude that the semigroup S_1(t) is a contraction on X_;.
Recall that for any given initial state xo € X, a mild solution of (I} is an X—valued continuous
function x on [0, T] satisfying the following variation of parameters formula:

t
x(t) = S(t)xo—p/o S_1(t —s)Bx(s)ds, ¥t >0,

which always makes sense in X_1. The system (I) can be rewritten in the large space X_1 in the
following abstract form:

{x(t) = A_1x(t) — pBx(t), 2

x(0) = xo.

which is well-posed in X whenever A — pB is the generator of a Cy—semigroup on X (cf. [6],
Section I1.6). The well-posedeness of systems like (I) has been studied in many works using
different approaches (see e.g. [1}3, 5} 9] 13} [18]).

The next result provides sufficient conditions on a Desch-Schappacher perturbation B to guar-
antee the existence and uniqueness of the mild solution of (@) (see [1] & ([6], p. 183)).

Theorem II.1 Let A be the generator of a Co—semigroup S(t) on X and let B € L(X, X_1) be p—admissible
forsome1l < p < oo, i.e., thereisa T > 0 such that

/OT S (T —t)Bu(s)ds € X, Yu e LP(0,T;X). 3)

Then for any p, the operator (A_1 — pB)|x defined on the domain D((A_1 — pB)|x) = {x € X :
(A_1 —pB)x € X} by

(A_1 —pB)|xx :=A_1x —pBx, Vx € D((A_1 —pB)|x) 4)
is the generator of a Co—semigroup (T(t))¢>o on X, which verifies the variation of parameters formula
t
T(t)x = S(t)x —p/ S_1(t—s)BT(s)xds, YVt >0, Vx € D((A_1 — pB)|x)-
0
An operator B € £(X,X_1) satisfying the condition (@) is called a Desch-Schappacher opera-

tor or perturbation. Moreover, the operator defined by () is the part (A_1 — pB)|x of (A_1 — pB)
on X (see ([16], p. 39) and ([6], p. 147)).

Remark 1 Notice that since WP (0, T; X) is dense in L¥ (0, T; X), the range condition @) is equivalent
to the existence of some M > 0 such that

T
H/O S_1(T —s)Bu(s)ds|| < Ml[ullrr,ru), Vu € WP (0, T; X), 5)
- X

1
. T 2
aith [ulsior = () Iuto) 1) "

Remark 2 Note that if the operator B € L(X,X_1) is p—admissible in [0, T|, then it is so in [0, t] for
any t € [0, T]. In other words, if @) holds then for all t € [0, T] we have the following inequality

H/Otsl(t—r)Bu(r)dr

. < Mflullr(o,6x) (6)



Indeed, if for all t € [0, T| and u € LP (0, , we define uy € LP(0, T; X) by
forre[0,T —t]
{ (r+t—T), forre (T—tT|
then, observing that fo 1(t —7)Bu(r)dr = fOT _1(T —r)Buy(r)dr € X, it comes from the p—admissibility

of B that Hfo t—r)Bu drH < M”ut”Lp o1;x)" Thus for all t € [0,T], we have | fo 1(f—
r)Bu(r)dr||x < M||”HLP (0,4X)"

Let us now show the following lemma that will be needed in the sequel.

t
TP M ®
of the system (1) satisfies the following estimate

==

T

— [xollx, Vxo € X @)
—pT*M

() [ Leo,r:x) <

and

H/OtS_l(t—s)Bx(s)ds )

< MPHxOHXI Vt € [T,ZT}, \V/.XO € X,

1
with Mp = MT” <2+pMT?>
lprPM

Proof 1 Let xg € D((A_1 — pB)|x). From Theorem [[LT] we know that the system (1) admits a unique
mild solution x(t) which is given by

x(t) = S(#)x —p/ot S_1(t — s)Bx(s)ds, Vt > 0. ®)

Let us estimate ||x(-) || Lr(o,;x)- From (8), we get via Minkowski's inequality

IOl < ([ It >xo||§’<dt) o ()

Then from Remark [2 we derive

1
P
)dt

1(t — s)Bx(s)ds

1 1
¥ llrorx) < TPlixollx +pT» Mlx()lp,

4
ahere [xOsior = ( [ el -
Now, since the mapping xo — x(t) defines a Co—semigroup T (t) on X, the mapping xo — x(-) = T(+)xo
is continuous from X to LP (0, T; X). Then the estimate (7) holds by density for any xo € X. Let xy € X,
and let us write for any t € [T,2T)|,

t T t
./0 S_1(t—s)Bx(s)ds = ./0 S_l(t—s)Bx(s)dH—/T S_1(t—s)Bx(s)ds
= L1+



Then we consider the two terms of the sum separately. For the first one, the admissibility of B together with
the contraction property of S_1 (t) yields

T
Illx = [soa=1) [ 0T = 9Bx(e)ds| < MIxC) o ©)
X
For the second term, observing that L, = 0th S_1(t = T — 7)Bx(t + T)dt, we obtain again from the

admissibility of B
[L2llx < Ml[x(-+ T) | Lr(o,7:x)"
Based on the V.C.F (8), it follows directly from Lemma (Z) that for all t > 0, we have

1
MT?
lx(t)llx < {1+ -5 Ixollx, ¥xo € X (10)
1-TrpM
or an < p < ——. Using the last estimate, we derive the following inequalities:
y0 < p < —L—. Using the | ' derive the following inequaliti
TP M
M2T?
1 P
e+ D)l < T7 [ 1+ - | lIxollx. (1)
1—pMT?

Combining () and (I1), we obtain the desired estimate:

< Mp|[xollx-
b

H/OtS_l(t—s)Bx(s)ds

ii. A direct approach

Theorem IL.3 Let B € L(X,X_1) and let A be the infinitesimal generator of a linear Co—semigroup of
contractions S(t) on X, and assume that for some T > 0, we have

(i) there exists 1 < p < oo such that for all u € LP(0, T; X), we have
T
/ S_1(T —s)Bu(s)ds € X,
Jo

(ii) for some 6 > 0 we have
T
/ Re (S(£)x, B*S(1)x)y dt > 6]|S(T)x||%, Vx € X. (12)
0

Then there is a py > 0 such that for all p € (0, p1), the system (D) is exponentially stable on X.

Proof 2 Foe any p > 0, we set Ayp := (A_1 — pB)|x. According to assumption (i), we deduce from
Theorem 1 that the system (@) admits a unique mild solution which is given, for xo € D(A,p), by the
variation of parameters formula (see [5]):

x(t) = S(t)x —p/ot S_1(t —s)Bx(s)ds, Vit > 0. (13)

For A € p(A) (p(A) is the resolvent set of A), we consider the system (1) with By := AR(A, A_1)B
instead of B. Observing that the operator B is bounded, we deduce that the corresponding system admits
a unique mild solution denoted by x,, which satisfies the following formula

X0 (F) = S(£)xp — p./OtS,l(t — §)Byxa(s)ds, Vt >0, (14)



We claim that x, (t) converges to x(t) as A — ~+oo. Indeed, for all t > 0, we have
() —x(t) = p/ S_1(t—s)Byx(s) p/ S_1Bx(s)ds
t
= p /0 S_1(t—s)Ba(xr(s) — x(s))ds +p /0 S_1(t —s)Byx(s)ds — p/o S_1(t —s)Bx(s)ds.

Then, using (@), this yields for all t € [0, T]

4

a6 =x(0llx < pMIxal) = Ol o | [ S-a6—)Bax(s)ds— [ S-a(0—9)Bx(o)ds|

which by integrating gives for all t € [0, T

lea(t) = 2 ()1 oo 1y < T@OM)P () = 2 () oo 1) T

p

(20)? V(£ —s)Byx(s)ds — /Ots,l(t — )Bx(s)ds

X
It follows that

p

T t t
||x/\(.)—x(.)|‘l£p(0’T;X)Spcp/o H/O S_1(t—s)BAx(s)ds—/0 S_1(t—s)Bx(s)ds| dt,
X
NG
It is clear that hm)Hoo fo 1(t —s)Byx(s fo 1(t — s)Bx(s)ds in X and we have
t
H/ S,l(t—s)BAx(s)ds—/ S_1(t— s)Bx(s)ds <H/ S_1(t—s)Bax(s)ds| +
0 0 X 0 X

/ S_1(t —s)Bx(s)ds

t
’.0

Moreover, by the admissibility assumption we get

X

H/ot S-1(f —s)Byx(s)ds — /Otsfl(t—s)Bx(s)ds

. < 2Mx () ILr(0,6%)-

Then, according to the dominated convergence theorem we have

t

. p .
tim (5 () = O ) < Algrc}o (t=s)Bux(s)ds—p [ S1(t—s)Bx(s)ds | at
= 11m H / S_1(t—s)Byx(s ds—p/ S_1(t —s)Bx(s)ds|| dt

A—o0 X
= 0.
Let xo € D(A,p) be fixed. Thus for all t > 0 we have
d

Tl < —20Re(Baxa (1), xa(t))x, Yt > 0- (15)

Forall t > 0, we have the followmg equality

<BAS(t)x0,S(t)x0>X = <BAS(t)x0,S(t)x0 — x)\(t»X
+  (BAS(t)xo — Baxa(t), 22 (1)) x + (Baxa(t), xa(t)) x



which gives

(S(H)xo, BFAR* (A, A)S(H)xg)x = (S(E)xo, BAR* (A, A) (S(£)xg — x1(£))) x
+  (S(t)xo — x(t), B'AR™(A, A)x(£)) x + (Baxa(t), xa(t))

Let us estimate each term of this last expression.
We deduce from (i) that for some constant M > 0 and for all u € L¥ (0, T; X), we have

H/OT S_1(T — s)Bu(s)ds

. < Mlullr(o,1;x) (16)

The formula (I4) combined with the estimate (6, gives

150 — xa(8)1x = p H [ 51t = 9B (o)ds

K < oMllxaA () llLr(o,r:x), V't € [0, T].

Then, according to Lemma we conclude that

==

MT
1S (£)x0 — x (8)]|x < fﬁwx (17)
_p 14

For every t > 0, we have

Re (S(t)xo, B'ARY (A, A)S(x0)x < ClIS()x0llx B[l £(x_y,x) IART(A, A) [l £ () 1S (E)x0 — xa(£) [ x
+ ClUB [l gx %) IART (A, Al 2o Ix (B) [ x 1S (£) x0 — x () [ x
+

Re (Byxa(t), xA())x,

where C is a positive constant.
Using the fact that S(t) is a contraction, it comes

Re (S(t)xo, BJAR™ (A, A)S(t)x0)x - < ClIB [l £ix_y,x) %ol x[IS(£)x0 — xa(8) [ x
+  ClB* [ gix_y,x) lx(®) [ x[1S(8)x0 — x(£) [ x + Re (Baxa(t), x2(£))x -

Using ([I0) and ([I7), we deduce that for all t € (0, T] we have

1
o CLMT?
Re (S(t)xo, BAR* (A, A)S(x0)x < L= |xol%
1—-pT?M
1 1
CLMT? MT?
+ i ) ollk + Re (Baxa(6), xa(6)x,
1—pT'M 1-TrpM

with L := ||B*| z(x_, x)- Then, integrating the last inequality and using (I5) we get for all t € [0, t]

1
T . 20°CLMT?
20 | Re(S(t)xo, BAR" (4, A)S(Hx)x < Pl
0 1—pTPM
1 1
202CLMT? MT?
e 1+ 25— ) ol + ol — (D)%
1—pTVM 1-T?PpM

7



Thus, letting A — +o00, we drive

T
2736/0 Re (S(t)xo, B*S(H)xo)x dt < 20°Calxoll + ol % — [Ix(T)II%

1+1 1
with C = MCLL P (5 pMT?
1-pTP M 1—pTP M
Applying the inequality ({T2), it follows that
206]|S(T)xoll% — 20°Cillx0llk < llxolik — Ix(T) % (18)

Using Lemma we deduce via the variation of constants formula (I3) that for all t € [T,2T], we have
t
lx(®llx < IS(T)xollx + pll Jo S—1(t —s)Bx(s)ds||x

< [IS(T)xollx + oMy |l xol I x-
By reiterating the processes for t € [kT, (k+1)T],k > 1, we deduce that
lx(®)]lx < [IS(T)x(KT)|[x + pMp||x(kT)]|x-
Then for all k > 1, we have
lx((k +1)T)[I% < 2[IS(T)x(KT) % + 20Mp||x(KT)|[% (19)

Moreover, (I8) becomes

208|1S(T) (KT) % — 2*Cullx(kT) [k < [lx(kT)II% — [lx((k + D T) [k (20)
This together with ([I9) implies

p5(|x<<k+ DT —2pMp||x<kT>||§) 20 (KT) X <

e (kT)[[% = lx((k + D) T) 1%
Hence
(14 p0)|x((k+1)T)|% < (25p2Mp +2C10% + 1) |x(kT)|%, k > 0-
This implies
lx (k+DT) % < Collx(kT) %
where Cy = %&Q)H’ which is in (0,1) for p — 0.
Since ||x(t)||x decreases, we get for k = E (+) (where E(.) is the integer part function).

() 1% < (C2)*llxol1%,

which gives the following exponential decay

x(t)||x < Ke™||xo|l, WVt > 0-

where K = (Cz)‘% and o = % This estimate extends by density to all xo € X. Hence the

uniform exponential stability hold for any 0 < p < py, where py is such that 0 < p; < —— and
TV M

20%(8Mp+C1)+1

% € (0,1).



Remark 1
In the case where Range(BS(t)) C X, Vt > 0, the condition (12) is equivalent to the conventional
one (see [2] [15]):
T
/ Re (BS()x, S(£)x)y dt > 8]|S(T)x||%, Vx € X. 1)
0

Moreover, the condition (2I) can be weakened if an appropriate decomposition of Range(B) is
available. This is the aim of the next section.

iii. A range decomposition method

Let X @ X_1 be a direct sum in X_1, where X = i(X) (i being the canonical injection of X in
X_1), so we can write X = X. Then for any C € £(X, X_1) such that r¢(C) C X & X_1, we set
xC =: PxC, where Py is the projection of X according to X & X_;. Now, given a pair of operators
(K,L) € L(X,X_1) X L(X,X_1), the decomposition X & X_; is said to be admissible for (K, L) if
the three following properties hold:

(@)rg(K) CX@X_qandrg(L) CXPX_q,

(b) xK is dissipative on D((K+L)|x) := {x € X : Kx + Lx € X},

(c) xL € L:(X)

For our stabilization problem, we will be interested with admissible decompositions for the pairs
(A_1,—pB) with p > 0 small enough. Note that if the domain of the operator (Ap)|x is inde-
pendent of p > 0 (small enough), which is equivalent to D((A,p)|x) = D(A) N D(B|x), then for
the sum X & X_; to be admissible for the pairs (A_1, —pB), p > 0, it suffices to be admissible for
the pair (A_1, B).

We are ready to state our second main result.
Theorem I1.4 Let A be the infinitesimal generator of a linear Co—semigroup of contractions S(t) on X
and let B € L(X,X_1). Let X & X_q be an admissible decomposition for the pair (A_1, —pB) for any

p > 0 small enough, and assume that for some T > 0, the operator B is p—admissible for some 1 < p < oo
and satisfies the estimate:

/(;T Re (xBS(t)x, S(t)x)x dt > 8||S(T)x|%, Vx € X, (22)

for some T, 6 > 0.
Then there is a p1 > 0 such that the system (1) is exponentially stable on X for all p € (0, p1).

Proof 3 Let 0 < p < ——, and let x(t) be the unique mild solution of the system (1) given for xg €

TP M
D((ApB)Ix) by the formula (L3).
The admissibility assumption on B together with Lemma[[L.2implies the following estimate for t € [0, T] :

1
MT?

x(t) — S(£)xollx < fmwx (23)
_p 14

Moreover, observing that Appx(t) =x(App)x(t), we can write

Tx(0I% = 2Re{x (A)x(t) — p xBx(t) x(1))x, ¥t > 0



Inteqrating this last equality and using the dissipativeness of x (A_1) gives

t
ZP/S Re(xBx(1), (7)) xd7 < [[x(s)[[% — x(B)lI%, t =5 > 0. (24)
We have the following equality

(xBS(t)xo, S(t)x0)x = (xBS(t)xo— xBx(t),S(t)x0)x
+  (xBx(t),S(t)xo — x(t))x + (xBx(t), x(t))x -

Then using the fact that the operator x B is bounded, it comes

Re (xBS(t)xo, S(H)xo)x < |IxBllzx)llxollx[IS(£)x0 — x()[|x
+ xBllzoolx(®) xS (#)xo — x(t) [|x + Re (xBx(t), x(t))x

The estimate 23) combined with (D), implies

1
MT?
Re (xBS(t)xo, S(t)xo)x < |[[xBllzx) d —lIxoll%

—TroM

1 1

MTvr MT?r

+ Bl —— [ 1+ 55— | Ixolk
1-T7 oM 1-T7oM

+ Re(xBx(t),x(t))y, Vt € [0,T]-
Integrating this inequality and using the inequality 22), we deduce that

(k+1)
SISTE(KT) R — Gl kD) R < [ Re (xBa(s), x(s)) s

) g MT?
ZUZth Cl = MT lp ||XB||C(X) 2“‘ L T .
1-pTP M 1-pTP M
By using Lemma[[L.2] we derive

p5(|x<<k+ DT —2pMp||x<kT>||§) 20 (KT) X <

I (kT) 1% = llx((k+ 1)) %,
or equivalently
I (k+1)T) [[% < Collx(kT) |,

”
%&Q)H, which lies in (0,1) for p — 0.

Hence, using the decreasing of ||x(t)||x, we deduce the following exponential decay

where Cy =

lx(D)]lx < Ke™lxoll, ¥t >0,

where K = (Cz)’% and o = % This estimate extends by density to all xy € X. Thus, taking p1 > 0

such that 0 < p1 < 11 and Cy € (0,1), we get the result of the theorem.

TFM
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III. ExamMPLES

Example 1 Let Q) be an open and bounded subset of R?, d > 1, and let us consider the following bilinear
equation of diffusion type

%x:Ax+gx+v(t)(—A)%x in Qx(0,00),
x(t) =0 on 9Q) x (0,00), (25)
( X0 in Q.

where g € L™(Q)), v is a real valued bilinear control and x(t) = x({,t) € L?(Q) is the state. The system
25D is an example of fractional equation of diffusion equations type, and may describe transport processes
in complex systems which are slower than the Brownian diffusion. As practical situations displaying such
anomalous behaviour, let us mention the charge carrier transport in amorphous semiconductors, the nuclear
magnetic resonance diffusometry in percolative and porous media etc (see [13| [10, 13| [12l]). Here, we aim
to show the exponential stabilization of 25). Let us observe that system (25) can be written in the form
of @ if we close it by the switching feedback control v(t) = —plyy>q / x(+)0)- This is because we have

1{t20/x(t);é0}(—A)%x(t) = (—A)%x(t), Vt > 0.. Let us take the state space X = L2(Q) (endowed with

its natural scalar product (-, -) x), and consider the control operator B = (—A)% and the system’s operator
A = A+ glwith D(A) = H3(Q) N HY(Q). The operator A generates an analytic semigroup S(t) on X
(see [6], p. 107 and p. 176) which is given by the following variation of constants formula:

S(t)x = So(t)x + /Ot So(t — 5)g(&)S(s)xds, t>0,

where Sy(t) is the semigroup generated by A with g = 0.
Let us verify the assumptions of Theorem 2. In order to make the computation easier, we restrict our self to
the mono-dimension case, thus we consider Q) = (0,1). In this case the semigroup (So(t)) is is given by

(Hx =Y e ' (x,¢))x ¢, Vx € L*(Q)
j>1

with aj = 727, > 1is the set of eigenvalues of —A with the corresponding orthonormal basis of L(Q):
¢i(x) = V/2sin(jrx). Moreover, the semigroup S(t) is a contraction if in addition

| @A) < Iy ), ¥ € H (),

Thus, in the sequel we suppose this condition satisfied. Then the operator B can be expressed as

Bx = ];vc} (x,¢))x ¢, x € L*(Q).

Here, B is unbounded on L?(Q)) and it is bounded from L*>(Q) onto the space X_1 defined as the com-

1
pletion of L*(Q) for the norm |ly|| = () %(y, (])]->2) 2, Yy € L2(Q), which can be also interpreted as
i>1%

the dual space of D((—A)%) with respect to the L2(Q))—topology (the space L2(QY) being the pivot space).
1

2
Note also that the space D((—A)%) can be doted with the norm ||x|\D((_A)%) = ( Y ajl(x, 4>]->X2> .
jz1

1

Let p > 1, T > 0 and let u € LP(0,T; X). It follows from the fact that (—A)2 € L(X,X_1), that
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the X_1— valued integral fOT S (T — s)(—A)%u(s)ds is well-defined (see [l6]], Theorem 5.34). Moreouver,
since the semigroup (S(t))¢>o is analytic, then so is ((S—_1(t))¢=o. This implies that S_1(1:5)(—A) 2 u(s) €
T
X, Vs € [0,T) (see [l6], p. 101). Then we have / S_1(T - s)(—A)%u(s)ds € X, which gives the
0

p—admissibility of B (see [14l], Prop. 3.3 and [17]], Lemma. 4.3.9).
Forall x € L>(Q)), t > 0and j > 1, we have

|</Ot So(t —s)gS(s)xds, ¢j)X\ = /Ot<50(t —5)gS(s)x, qu)ds =| /Ot<gS(s)x, g*"‘j(tfs)q;ﬁxds‘

1 _e—ﬂé]‘f
< ||3HL°°(Q)HX||X -_—
]
We deduce that
—u;t 1 _e_ajt .
[(S(H)x, gpx| < e lxllx +lIgll () ——— llxllx, £ 20, j = 1. (26)
]

Now for any x € X, we have

x—sz ()X, ¢) 5 bj-

j=1

This combined with (26) implies that BS(t)x € X for all x € X and for any t > 0.
Now, using the series expansion of BS(t)x for x € X, we get

(BS(t)x,S(t)x)x = Zlvc (S(t)x, ¢y
]>
> |IS(tx|%
> ||S(T)x||%, Vt € [0, T].

It follows that the assumption (12) is fulfilled.
We conclude by Theorem[[L3|that for p > 0 small enough, the control v(t) = —p1 (>0, x(t) 0} guarantees
the uniform exponential stability of the system (25).

Example 2 Consider the following system

500 = Fx(g,t) —ax(g, 1) +v(Hh()x(g 1) in (0,1) x (0,00),
(So0) § x(1,t in (0
(

where X = L2(0,1),a > 0 and h € L*(0, 1) is such that h > ¢ > O for some positive constant c. Here
we can take A = EdZ — il with domain D(A) := {x € H'(0,1) : x(1) = 0}.
The operator A is the generator of a contractzon semigroup (S(t )tZO) given by

e Mx(C+t) ifg+t<1,
(S(H)x)(2) = { .

else.

According to previous theorems, the system (So) is exponentially stablilizable by the switching feedback
control v(t) = —plyy>g, x(t)£0)- Indeed, here the semigroup S(t) is a contraction (so that [[S(t)]| is
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decreasing) and the linear bounded operator By := hid is a bounded linear operator (h € L) and satisfies
the observation condition (since h > ¢ > 0). Let us now consider the following system

(S)) {x(t) = x7(t) —ax(Z,t) +v(t)h(Q)x(t) in (0,1) x (0,00)
x(1,8)+ep(x(t)) =0 in (0,00)

where ¥ : X — R is a non null linear functional of X. This may be seen as a perturbed version
of (SO) on its boundary conditions. According to Riesz representation, one can assume that p(x) =

fo s)ds, Vx € X for some f € X — (0).
We mm to show that under small valuers of € > 0, this system is still exponentially stabilizable.
The system (S1) can be reformulated as:

() {x(t) = Ax(t) + v(Hh(Q)x(t)  in (0,1) x (0,00)

x(0) = xg in (0,1
where A : D(A) C X — X is defined by:
Ax := Ax — ehx, ¥x € D(A) = {x e H'(0,1), x(1) + ep(x) = o}.

We claim that A is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup on X. In order to verify this assertion,
we will consider A as a perturbation of the generator A.

In order to write the system (Sy) in the form (D), let us consider the function 6({) = 1(¢) :=1, { € X,
which is such that A;,6 = 0, and (1) = 1, where Ay, := dig with domain D(A,,) := H'(0,1).

Let us introduce the following operator

Bx =hx —y(x)A_10, ¥Vx € X

which is a one to one operator since we have 6 ¢ D(A).

In the sequel, we will verify the assumptions of Theorem and then conclude the stabilization of the
perturbed system (Sy).

e From the boundary conditions of (S;), we can see that

Vx € X, x € D(A) < x € H'(0,1) and x + ep(x)8 € D(A)-

This together with the definition of 6 implies that for x € D(.A), we have

X>Ax = Apux—ehx
= Auw(x+ep(x)0) —ehx
= A(x+ep(x)d) —ehx
= A_i(x+ep(x)0) —ehx
= A_1x—e€Bx
= (A_1—eB)|xx

Moreover, for all x € D((A_1 — €B)|x), we have A_q (x + ey(x)0) € X, i.e. x +ep(x)f € D(A) C
H'(0,1) which implies that x € H'(0,1). Then we have (A_y — €B)|xx = Ax. In other words,

(A, D(A)) = ((A-1 —eB)|x,D(A_1 — €B)|x)).
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o The operator (A_1 — €B)x is a generator if we can show that

/01 S_1(1— r)p(u(r))A_10dr € X,
ot, equivalently
1
/O S_1(1— 1) 1()p(u(r))dr € D(A), Yu € L2(0,1; X).
We have

1 1
[ saa-mipumar = [ pu)sa-niea
- /1 e~y (u(r))dr = g(.).

Since pou € L?(0,1), this implies that ¢ € H'(0,1) and g(1) = 0. In other words, g € D(A). Hence,
for € > 0 small enough, the system (Sy) is well-posed.

® Here we can take X_1 = span(A_410), so we obtain an admissible decomposition for the pair (A_1, —€B).
Indeed, it is clear that Bx = hx, x € X, so B is a bounded operator from X to X.

Moreover, for all x € D((A_1 —€B)|x) = D((A_1 +ep(.)A_10)|x), we have

A qx=A_1(x+ep(x)0) —ep(x)A_10 = A(x + ep(x)0) — epp(x)A_16,
from which it comes that
(A_1)x = A(x+eyp(x)0), Vx € D((A_1 —€B)|x),

where
D((A_1 —€B)|x) = {x € L?(0,1) / x +ep(x)0 € D(A)}

Then for x € D((A—_1 — €B)|x), we have (A_1 — €B)x € X or equivalently x + eyp(x)0 € D(A), and

{A)xx) = (Alx+ep(x)0), x)
= (An(x+ep(x)0), x)
= (Amx, x)

! ! d 2
| ¥ )x(s)ds = alx|

2 2
(L gy~ 2e200)

IN

1/2
Thus the operator (A_1) is dissipative in D((A_1 — €B)|x) for every 0 < € < %

o Finally, the observation estimate follows from the fact that h > ¢ > 0 and that for any x € X, the
mapping t — ||S(t)x|| is decreasing.

We conclude by Theorem [L4 that for € > 0 small enough, the control v(t) = —€ly;>q. x(+)0) guarantees
the exponentially stabilization of the system (Sy).

IV. CoNcLusION
In this paper we have shown that it is possible for a linear system with dissipative dynamic, to be

exponentially stable under small Desch-Schapacher perturbations of the dynamic. The main as-
sumptions of sufficiency are formulated in terms of admissibility and observability assumptions
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of unbounded linear operators. An explicit decay rate of the stabilized state is given. The previ-
ous research on this problem concerned either bounded or Miyadera’s type perturbations [11} [15].
The main stabilization result is further applied to show the uniform exponential stabilization of
unbounded bilinear reaction diffusion and transport equations using a bang bang controller.
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