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QUADRATIC BEHAVIORS OF THE 1D LINEAR SCHRODINGER
EQUATION WITH BILINEAR CONTROL

MEGANE BOURNISSOU*

ABSTRACT. We consider a 1D linear Schrodinger equation, on a bounded interval, with
Dirichlet boundary conditions and bilinear control. We study its controllability around
the ground state when the linearized system is not controllable and wonder whether the
quadratic term can help to recover the directions lost at the first order. More precisely,
in this paper, we formulate assumptions under which the quadratic term induces a drift
which prevents the small-time local controllability (STLC) of the system in appropriate
spaces.

For finite-dimensional systems, quadratic terms induce coercive drifts in the dynamic,
quantified by integer negative Sobolev norms, along explicit Lie brackets which prevent
STLC.

In the context of the bilinear Schrédinger equation, the first drift, quantified by the
H ™ '-norm of the control, was already observed in [§] and used to deny STLC with
controls small in L. In this article, we improve this result by denying STLC with
controls small in W12,

Furthermore, for any positive integer n, we formulate assumptions under which one
may observe a quadratic drift quantified by the H~"-norm of the control and we use it
to deny STLC in suitable spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Description of the control system. Let 7" > 0. In this paper, we consider the 1D
linear Schrodinger equation given by,

{ i8t¢(t’x) = _a:%¢(t7$) - u(t)u(:r)q,[)(t,a:), (t,.’L‘) € (O’T) X (0’ 1)’ (1)
U(t,0) =(t, 1) =0, te(0,7).

Such an equation arises in quantum physics to describe a quantum particle stuck in an
infinite potential well and subjected to a uniform electric field whose amplitude is given
by u(t). The function p : (0,1) — R depicts the dipolar moment of the particle. This
equation is a bilinear control system where the state is the wave function v such that for
all time |9 (¢) z2(01) = 1 and w : (0,7") — R denotes a scalar control.

1.2. Functional setting. Unless otherwise specified, in space, we will work with complex
valued functions. The Lebesgue space L?(0,1) is equipped with the hermitian scalar
product given by

/ f@)g@)dr,  f,g€ L2(0,1).
Let S be the unit-sphere of L2(0,1). The operator A is defined by

2
Dom(A) == H2(0,1) N H1(0,1), Ay := —37*5.
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Its eigenvalues and eigenvectors are respectively given by
Vi e N*, X\ :=(jm)? and ;= V2sin(jm).
The family of eigenvectors (¢;)jen+ is an orthonormal basis of L?(0,1). We denote by,
Vi€ N*, it x) = pj(x)e”™ V(t,x) € R x [0,1],

the solutions of the Schrédinger equation () with u = 0 and initial data ¢; at time ¢t = 0.
When k£ = 1, ¢ is called the ground state. We also introduce the normed spaces linked
to the operator A, given by, for all s > 0,

2

“+oo
s . . 2
H{;)(0,1) := Dom(A?)  endowed with the norm ngHH(SO)(OJ) = Z 17° (e, ©5)]
j=1
Finally, for T > 0 and v € L'(0,7), the family (u,)nen of the iterated primitives of u is
defined by induction as,

t
up:=u and Vn €N, uppq(t) ::/ up(T)dr, te€l0,T].
0

1.3. Hypotheses on the dipolar moment. Let us make precise the assumptions on
the dipolar moment o we shall consider in the following. In all this paper, we will consider
a dipolar moment p at least in H3((0,1),R). Let n € N*. The functional setting under
which the n-th quadratic obstruction occurs in the vicinity of the ground state for the
Schrodinger equation () is the following.

(H1)x There exists K € N* such that (ue1, pr) = 0.
(H2) k,n The sequence (¢; := (1, 95)(uprc; 05)) o satisfies

“+00
> i el < oo, (2)
j=1
= AL+ Ak
AR = (—1)P ! Z <Aj — T) Ak = XN)P Oy = M)P ey =0, Vpe {1,...,n—1},
j=1
(3)
= AL+ Ak
= (=Dm Y <>\j - T) Ak = A)" Ty = M) ey #0. (4)

j=1
Notice that by (2]), all the series considered in ([B) and (@) converge absolutely. Moreover,
the existence of a function u satisfying (H1)x-(H2) g, is proved in Appendix [Al

Remark 1.1. For smooth vector fields X,Y in C°°(RP,RP), the Lie bracket [X,Y] is
defined as the following smooth vector field: [X,Y](z) := X'(z)Y (x) — Y'(2)X (z). We
also define by induction

ad(Y):=Y and VkeN, adi(V):=[X,ad% (V).

With fy := —iA and f1 :=iu, @) and (@) can be written formally in terms of Lie brackets
as

Vp=1,...,n—1, ([ad} " (f1),ad} (f)le1, ox) =0 and ([ad}, " (f1),ad}, (f1)]e1, k) # 0.

These Lie brackets are exactly those along which the quadratic order adds a drift, denying
W2n=3:2_STLC (see Definition [[Z) for finite-dimensional systems & = fo(z) + ufi(z) in
[6, Theorem 3]. The previous formal computations can become rigorous for instance when,
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for some p € N*, p is in H?P(0,1) with its p — 1 first odd derivatives vanishing at x = 0
and 1. Indeed, in this case, we get

(-1t

AP — Tqadg—l(u),ad{'g(u)]sol,som,

where the iterated Lie brackets are well-defined (for all & € N*, to compute ad¥ (1), one
needs to check that ad% '(u) is in Dom A) and denote commutators of operators (see
Proposition for more details).

At a heuristic level, assumptions (H1)g-(H2)g , correspond to the fact that, in the
asymptotic of small controls, the solution ¢ of the Schrodinger equation (II) satisfies

I((T), pre™™MT) ~ _A?{HUTLH%Q(O,T)'

1.4. Main result. First, we define the notion of small-time local controllability (STLC)
used in this paper, stressing the regularity imposed on the control as it plays a crucial role
in the validity of controllability results.

Definition 1.2. Let (E7,| - ||g,) be a family of normed vector spaces of real functions
defined on [0, 7] for T' > 0. The system () is said to be E-STLC around the ground state
if there exists s € N such that for every T > 0, for every € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that

for every ¢y € S with ||y — 1/)1(T)||H(s0)(071) < 6, there exists u € L%((0,T),R) N Er with

|lu|| g, < € such that the solution ¢ of (Il) associated to the initial condition ¢; satisfies
Y(T) = oy

Often, to prove STLC, one can use the linear test: if the linearized system is controllable,
one can hope to prove the STLC of the nonlinear system through a fixed-point theorem.
When the linearized system misses some directions, one can wonder whether the following
term in the expansion of the solution can help to recover controllability along the lost
direction.

For the Schrodinger equation (), since [8], it is known that when one of the coefficients
(o1, @) vanishes, one can give explicit impossible motions in small time, due to a drift
quantified by the H '-norm of the control which denies L>°-STLC. However, Beauchard
and Marbach highlighted in [6] that for control-affine systems in finite dimension, to ob-
serve the first drift, the optimal norm for the smallness assumption on the control is the
W1 one. Hence, the goal was to improve the result of [§] and show that the first
drift can be used to deny W ~1*-STLC instead. Moreover, we give assumptions on g un-
der which one may observe a quadratic drift quantified by any H ~"-norm of the control,
allowing to deny H?"~3-STLC.

Theorem 1.3. Let (K,n) € N*2. Assume that p satisfies (H1)x-(H2)k ., . If n > 2 (resp.
n = 1), then the Schrédinger equation () is not H**3-STLC (resp. W—1*°_STLC).

More precisely, there exists C > 0 such that for every A € (0, LEA), there exists T* > 0
such that for every T € (0,T%), there exists n > 0 such that for every u € H?*"3(0,T)
(resp. u € L*(0,T)) with lull frzn—s0,0y < (resp. |[utllpe(o,r) < n); the solution ¢ of ()
with initial data o1 satisfies

— sign(A})S (D), oxce ™) = Alun| 2oz — Ol = 60D a0y (3)

Remark 1.4. Theorem [[3] entails that, under hypotheses (H1)x-(H2)g ,, , there exists
R > 0 such that the following targets cannot be reached by the solution of (),

Vée (0,R), 5= (\/ 1 -2, +z’sign(A?<)5g0K) e~ T
Indeed, if there exists a control u such that ¢(T") = ¢, then (@) leads to
—6 > Aljuy |32 — 2062,
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which doesn’t hold for small d.

Example 1.5. For u(x) =z — %, one can compute that {(u1,¢1) = 0 and Al = 1. Hence,
p satisfies (H1)1-(H2); 1 and Theorem applies. Thus, for the negative STLC result
presented by Coron in [I7], for a quantum particle in a moving one-dimensional infinite
square potential well, the control does not need to be small in L* but rather small in
W—1oeo,

The main ideas of this paper are presented on a toy-model in finite dimension in Sec-
tion 21 Then, we recall the well-posedness of the Schrédinger equation in Section Bl In
Section [4] error estimates on the expansion of the solution are given. The coercivity of the
second-order term of the expansion is studied in Section Bl Finally, Theorem [[.3]is proved
in Section [6

1.5. State of the art.

Local exact controllability results. First, Turinici in [31] deduced a negative control result
for the Schrodinger equation () from the work [I] of Ball, Marsden and Slemrod on the
controllability of bilinear control systems. This result was later completed by Boussaid,
Caponigro and Chambrion in [12].

However, these negative results are due to an ‘unfortunate’ choice of functional setting
in which controllability doesn’t hold. It may not be due to a deep non-controllability.
Thus, exact local controllability results for 1D models have been proven under a more
appropriate functional setting by Beauchard in [2| [3], later improved by Beauchard and
Laurent in [5].

Morancey and Nersesyan also proved the controllability of one Schrédinger equation with
a polarizability term [25] and of a finite number of equations with one control [24, 26]. Puel
[30] also proved the local exact controllability for a Schrédinger equation, in a bounded
regular domain of dimension N < 3, in a neighborhood of an eigenfunction corresponding
to a simple eigenvalue, for controls u = u(t, x).

Global approzimate results. Chambrion, Mason, Sigalotti and Boscain proved in [I5] the
approximate controllability of Schrédinger in L2, using Galerkin approximations, under
hypotheses later refined by Boscain, Caponigro, Chambrion and Sigalotti in [9]. Similar
results were proved for one [I2] or a finite number of equations [I0] in more regular Sobolev
spaces. Such results can also stem from exact controllability results in infinite time [28] or
from variational arguments [27].

About quadratic obstructions. When the linearized system is not controllable, the strategy
of performing a power series expansion of the solution, presented in [I8, Chap. 8] for
finite-dimensional control system, can be used to prove positive controllability results as
in [3, 8, 13, 14} 19] or stabilization results as in [16], 211 22].

It can also be used to deny STLC. In [6], the authors proved that, in finite dimension,
for scalar-input differential systems, when the linear test fails, STLC cannot be recovered
from the quadratic term. Indeed, the second-order term adds a drift quantified by the
H~"-norm of the control, along an explicit Lie bracket, denying W?"~3>_.STLC for the
nonlinear system. This phenomenon was already observed in infinite dimension, for a
Schrodinger equation, by Coron in [I7] and by Beauchard and Morancey in [8]. Indeed, the
authors proved a coercivity type inequality, similar to (@), to explicit impossible motions
in small time. In that case, those motions were given, at least formally, by the same Lie
brackets as in [6]. In [23], for a Burgers equation, those Lie brackets vanish and don’t
lead to obstruction. However, STLC is still denied proving an inequality analogous to ([l)
but involving a fractional Sobolev norm of the control instead. In [7], obstructions caused
by both quadratic integer and fractional drifts are proven on a scalar-input parabolic
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equation. Finally, a similar result has also been proved on a KdV system, for boundary
controls in [20] by Coron, Koenig and Nguyen.

2. A FINITE-DIMENSIONAL COUNTERPART

Let p € N* and Hy, H; € M,(R) symmetric matrices. Consider Schrédinger control
systems of the form

iX'(t) = HoX (t) — u(t) H1 X (t), (6)
where the state is X(¢) € CP and the control is u(t) € R. We write (¢1,...,¢,) for
an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of Hy, (A1,...,A,) for its eigenvalues and denote

by X1(t) := e~ We take X(0) = ¢; as initial data for (@). In this section, the
commutator of Hy and H; is denoted by [Hy, H1] :== HoH; — H1Hy and (-,-) denotes the
classical hermitian scalar product on CP.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that there exists K € {1,...,p} such that Hy and H; satisfy
(Hip1, k) =0 and  ay := ([Hy, [Ho, Hi]] o1, oK) # 0. (7)

Then the system (@) is not W—1°_STLC: there exists C > 0 such that for all a € (0, ‘aéd )

there exists T* > 0 such that for oll T € (0,7%), there exists n > 0 such that for all
u € LY0,T) with |utl[ oo (0,7) < m, the solution X of (6) with initial data @1 satisfies

— sign(ag )X (T), pe”™M7) > allurlfF2 o7y — CIX = X0)(T)]1*. (8)

Remark 2.2. This result is contained in [0, Theorem 3| where the authors gave Lie
brackets along which the quadratic order induces a drift, denying STLC of the nonlinear
system. However, the proof is still done here in the easier setting of Schrodinger ODEs
as it provides a guideline to study obstructions for the Schrodinger PDE (). Moreover,
a new tool, introduced in [], called the Magnus expansion in the interaction picture,
could also be used to prove this result. However, this tool seems to not be suitable for an
infinite-dimensional framework, thus is not discussed here.

Theorem 2. T]relies on the power series expansion of the solution of (@) around the trajectory
(X1,u =0). The first and second-order terms of the expansion are respectively solutions
of,

iX7 = HoXp —u(t)H; X;, with Xp(0)=0, (9)

and iXgo = HoXq —u(t)H1 X, with Xg(0)=0. (10)

We prove that the solution of the linearized system misses the K-th direction and that
the second-order term is, up to some negligible terms, a quadratic form, with a coercivity
quantified by the H~!-norm of the control. We also prove estimates on the cubic remainder

of the expansion to show that the quadratic term allows to deny STLC for the full nonlinear
equation.

2.1. Error estimates on the expansion of the solution. The goal of this section is
to give a rigorous meaning to the following expansion

XR'JXl—I—XL—I—XQ. (11)
In this section, we consider the following asymptotic.

Definition 2.3. Given two scalar quantities A(7,u) and B(T,u), we write A(T,u) =
O (B(T,w)) if there exists C,T* > 0 such that for any 7" € (0,7), there exists n > 0 such
that for all u € L*(0,T) with |[u1]| o,y < 1, we have |A(T,u)| < C|B(T,u)|.
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Thus, the notation O refers to the convergence ||u1| (o) — 0 but with controls u in

L'(0,T) to ensure the well-posedness of (@) and all the equations considered. Moreover,
this convergence holds uniformly with respect to the final time on a small time interval
[0,T%].

2.1.1. Error estimates for the auziliary system. We need sharp error estimates to prove
that the cubic remainder of the expansion ([[I]) can be neglected in front of the drift [ju;[|7..
Therefore, classical error estimates involving the L?-norm of the control u are not enough.
One can compute estimates involving rather the L?-norm of the time-primitive u; of the
control by introducing the new state

X(t) := e Hu® x(4). (12)

Such an idea was introduced in [I7] and later used in [§] for the Schrédinger equation. This
strategy can also be found in [6] to study the quadratic behavior of differential systems or
in [] to give refined error estimates for various expansions of scalar-input affine control

systems. The new state X solves the following ODE, called the auxiliary system,

+oo . k
- : , ~ —iug (t -
() = —ie= 0 et 50 =~y SOy Ry, (s)
k=0 '
Remark 2.4. Taking | - || a sub-multiplicative norm on M,(R), one gets
t)k 2Jur (8)] | Ha|])"
Vi € [O,T], ulli') ad];ill(HO) < ”HOH ( |U1( )ll'H IH) ’

proving the absolute convergence of the series given in (I3]). The second equality of (I3])
is obtained showing that the matrices on both sides satisfy the following Cauchy problem

M'(t) = —iu(t)adpy, (M(t)) with  M(0) = Hy,
giving that e~ *H1u(®) Foetui®) = exp(—iuq (t) adg, ) Ho.

By the Duhamel formula, the solution of the auxiliary system satisfies

> Lo X (—iug (r)E >
X(t) = Xy (t) —i /0 e (=) N " % adfy, (Ho) X (7)dr. (14)
k=1

The first-order term X 1, and the second-order term )N(Q of the expansion of X around the
trajectory (X1,u = 0) are given by, for all ¢ € [0,T],

Xp(t)=— /O t e~ 0=y (1) ad};, (Ho) X1 (1)dr, (15)

iul (T)2

Xo(t) = /O t e~ tHo(t=7) (—ul(f) adly, (Ho) X1 (1) + ad%h(Ho)Xl(T)> dr. (16)

In the following, for a function f : [0,7] — CP, we denote by || f|loc := supycpor £ (?)]]-

Proposition 2.5. The following error estimates on the expansion of the auxiliary system

@) hold
HX Xl =0 (”ulHLl(O,T)) ) (17)
1 = X1 = Xelloe = O (Jur o ) (18)

1% = X1 - X1 Zollow = O (30 - (19)
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Proof. Bound on the solution. Taking the scalar product of (@) with X and then the
imaginary part of the corresponding equality, one gets

d
EHX(t)H2 =0 andthus Vi€ [0,T], [ X(@)] = [leull-

Thus, as H; is symmetric and u is real-valued, the definition (I2) of the auxiliary system
entails that, for all ¢ € [0, T, [| X ()|l = ||¢1]|-

Proof of (7). With () and the boundness of X, one directly has,
t ~
| e 0 () X r)dr
0

Proof of (I8). Putting together (I4]) and (IX), one gets

IX = X1)(@)ll = = O (lullzrom) -

(X — X1 — X)(t) = — /0 t e"Ho =Ty (1) ad};, (Ho)(X — X1)(7)dr

+oo

_Z'/ —iHo(t—7 Z Zul dHl(HO)X( )dT
0

k=2
=00mmwx—xmvaﬁmmm)

Thus, the boundness of X and estimate [I7) of X — X lead to (IX).
Proof of (I9)). The proof is similar using equations (I4)-(I6]) and estimates (I7)-{8). O

2.1.2. Error estimates for the initial system.

Proposition 2.6. The following error estimates on the expansion of the initial system

@) hold
(X = X1) (D) = O (Jluallzr + [ua (D)),
I(X = X1 = Xp) (D)l = O (Jur]| 72 + [ua(T) ) ,
(X = X1 = X = Xo) (D) = O (Jurllzs + lur (T)]?) .

Proof. As the proofs of the three estimates are similar, we only prove here the second one.
Identifying the expansions of the initial and auxiliary systems in (I2), one gets,

Xp(T) = Xp(T) + duy (T)H1 X1(T). (20)
Thus, the relations (I2]) and (20]) lead to,
(X = X0 = Xp) ()] < [l (X - X1 = Xp)(T)
+ ([ @ — DXL (T)|| + [|(eH1 ) — 1 — iHyun (T) X1 (T)]|.
The first term of the right-hand side is estimated by |lu1 |3, using estimate (I8). Doing an
expansion of the exponential, the last term is estimated by |uy(T)|? and the second term

is estimated by || X (T)||Jui(T)|. Finally, looking at (I3, the norm of X ,(T) is estimated
by [lurllzr 0

To conclude the estimate of the cubic remainder, it only remains to show that the
boundary term wu1(7) can be neglected. This can be done by noticing that such a term
appears in the dynamic of the linearized system.

Proposition 2.7. If Hy and H; satisfy a}< # 0, then the solution X of (@) with initial
data p1 satisfies

()| = O (V|2 + (X = X)(T)]) - (21)
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Proof. Notice that the assumption a}< # 0 on Hp and Hp entails the existence of j €
{1,...,p} such that (Hy¢1,¢;) # 0 (indeed, if Hyp; = 0 then [Hy, [Hy, Hi]J¢1 = 0). Set
such j. Solving (@), straightforward computations give,

T
(X = X1) (T), pje~™T) = i(HlsDMOﬁ/O u(t)e D G0 ([(X = X1 = X)(T)]) -

Yet, if j # 1, doing one integration by parts and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one
gets

T
/ u(t)e AT gt = g (T) + O(VT|Jwr || L2 0.17))-
0

This also holds if j = 1. Therefore, using Proposition to estimate (X — X7 — Xp)(7T),
one gets

[ur(T)| = O (VT w2 + a2 + fer (T) 2 + (X = X0)(@)]]) -

By definition of the notation O, those estimates are done under the asymptotic ||uy||z
going to zero. Thus, such estimate entails (21]). O

Corollary 2.8. If Hy and Hy satisfy a}( % 0, the following error estimate holds on the
expansion of the solution of (@),

I(X — X1 — X1~ X) (D] = O ([ + (X — X1)(T)[) - (22)

2.2. Study of the quadratic term. The goal of this section is to prove that the second-
order term of the expansion ([II]) has a drift. First, notice that the solution of the linearized
system (@) is given by,

p t
Xp(t)y=iy <<H1901790j>/ U(T)ei“j_h”d7> pje= Nt e (0,T). (23)
=1 0

Therefore, plugging this expression into the second-order system (I0), one has

(Xq(T), prce™™T)

p T t
Z Hip1, ;) H1¢K7¢]>/ u(t)/ u(7)e N (TR TN (T=7) gz gt
j=1 0 0

The coercivity quantified by the H~'-norm of the control u is revealed by integrations by
parts as follows,

$(XQ(T), pre™T) = Q(u)

T
+U1(T)Z<[H07H1]801790j><H190K790j>/0 uy (1) cos[(A; — Ar)(7 — T)]dr,
j=1

where @ is a quadratic form on L?(0,T) given by,
1 (T

p
Q(u1) = _GTK ; ur(t)? cos[(Ax — M) (¢ — T)]dt + Y ([Ho, Hilp1, ¢;)([Ho, Hiloj, oK)
j=1

T t
« /0 (1) /0 wr(7)sin O (7 — £) + Ak (t = T) + A\ (T — 7)) drdt. (24)

Using Proposition 27 to neglect the boundary term u (7") and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
one gets,

3(Xq(T), pre” ™) = Q(ur) + O (Tlur |72 + (X = X)(T)I?) - (25)
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Moreover, as stated below, the quadratic form Q has a coercivity quantified by the L?-norm
of uy.

Lemma 2.9. There exists T* > 0 such that for every T € (0,T*) and uy € L*(0,T),

1 T
~ sign(ak)Q(uy) > % /0 wy (1)2dt.

Proof. Assume a}; > 0 (the case a}, < 0 is similar). Let T € (0,7*) with T* to be
determined and u; € L?(0,T).
Upper negative bound on the first term of Q. If T* < m, as cosine is decreasing on

[0, Z], one gets,

T T
-2 [ w02 eoslue - wte = i < =5 [ aao (26)

Estimate of the second term of (). If we denote by

p
Ck =Y [([Ho, Hilp1,05)([Ho, Hilp;, o) ,
=1

by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the absolute value of the second term in (24)) is bounded
by,

T CLl T
C}(T/O uy (t)2dt < %/0 uy (t)%dt, (27)

1
if we choose T™* < aKl .
sCL

Conclusion. Putting together (26)), (27) with the definition of @ (24)), the proof follows
with
1
T = @, f K=1 and 7T":=min
8CY

lag|,
8CL 3\ — A1)

>, if K # 1.
O

2.3. Proof of the first quadratic obstruction on Schrodinger ODEs. First, using
the explicit form of X, given in (23]), when (Hip1,¢x) = 0, one notices that the K-th
direction is lost at the linear level in the sense that

(Xc(T), o) = 0.

Thus, using the work on the quadratic term (25)) and the estimate on the cubic remainder
[22)), one has

H(X(T), pree™™7T) = S(XQ(T), pre™™7T) + O (|(X = X1 — X1 — Xo)(T)]))
= Q(u1) + O (Tlu 72 + lual7s + [I(X = X0)(T)|?) -
Expanding the notation O (see Definition 23]), this means that there exists C,77 > 0
such that for all T € (0,7}), there exists 71 > 0 such that for all u € L'(0,T) with
lu1 | oo 0,7y < M1, one has,

[SEX(T), pree™™T) = Q(un)| < € (Tur I3 + Il [ + 1 (X = X2)(T)]2).

1 1 1
Let a € (0, ‘aé(‘), T* := min(T7, % —36), T €(0,T*) and n := min(n, % —5¢)- Then,

for all w € L'(0,T) with [|u1||ze(o.7) < 7, one has,

al
(@) pre ™) - Q)| < (1]~ a) s + €x - XD

Together with the coercivity of @ given in Lemma 2.9 this concludes the proof of Theo-
rem 211
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3. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE SCHRODINGER EQUATION

In this section, we recall the result about the well-posedness of the following Cauchy
problem, given in [5, Proposition 2] and later extended in [I1],

Zatw(tax) = _a£¢(t7$) - u(t)u(m)z/;(t,x) - f(t,.’E), (tax) € (07T) X (07 1)7

1/1(?5, 0) = ¢(t7 1) =0, te (O,T), (28)

¥(0,z) = o(z), z € (0,1).
Proposition 3.1. Let T > 0, u € H3((0,1),R), ¢ € H?O)(o, 1), f € L*(0,T), H* N HY)
and u € L?((0,T),R). There exists a unique weak solution of @8) i.e a function 1) €
C’O([O,T],H?O)) such that the following equality holds in H?o) (0,1) for every t € [0,T],

60 = M+ [N () + 1) )i

Moreover, for every R > 0, there exists C' = C (T, pu, R) > 0 such that if [Jul 21y < R
then this weak solution satisfies

1Nl coqo,m,m3, (0,1)) < C <|W0|’Hgo)(o,1) + HfHLQ((O,T),H3OH&(O,1))) :

If f =0, then

(0)

() 20,1) = Yol 2201y, Yt € 0, T7.

Therefore, from now on, we will always work with controls u at least in L?(0,7") and
with p at least in H3(0,1) to ensure the well-posedness of all the equations considered.
We will also always take o1 as the initial condition of (II). Besides, as highlighted in [I1],
the solution of (28 and more precisely its regularity, relies strongly on the control and
the dipolar moment. However, for sake of simplicity, in the following, we will not mention
this dependency.

4. ERROR ESTIMATES ON THE EXPANSION OF THE SOLUTION

4.1. Formal expansion of the solution. The main tool to prove Theorem [[.3] is the
power series expansion of the solution of the Schrédinger equation (1) around the ground
state. By Proposition B1], for v € L?(0,T) and p € H?(0,1), one may consider,

e the first-order term ¥, in C°([0, T, H (30)) solution of the linearized equation given

by,
100 = —02W — u(t) ()1,
U(t,0) = ¥(t,1) =0, (29)
v (0,z) =0,
which can be explicitly computed as,
+00 t
0 =13 (twen e [ ume®ar) v, e (30)
= 0

e and the second-order term, & in CY([0, 7], H (0)) which is the solution of,

10,6 = —026 — u(t) ()P,
§(t,0) = £(£,1) = 0, (31)
£(0,z) =0.

The proof of Theorem is in two steps.

e First, we understand in which way the following expansion holds rigorously:

Y+ U HE.



QUADRATIC BEHAVIORS OF THE SCHRODINGER EQUATION 11

e Then, we prove that the quadratic term entails a drift, quantified by the H~"-
norm of the control, preventing H?"~3-STLC when n > 2 and W~1*°-STLC when
n = 1, for the full nonlinear system.

First, we specify the smallness assumption on the controls that we use in all the following.

Definition 4.1. Given two scalar quantities A(7,u) and B(T,u), we write A(T,u) =
O (B(T,w)) if there exists C,T* > 0 such that for any 7" € (0,7), there exists n > 0 such
that for all u € L*(0,T) with |[u1]| o,y < 1, we have |A(T,u)| < C|B(T,u)|.

As in Definition .3} this notation refers to the convergence ||u1l|ze () — 0 uniformly
with respect to the final time. However, to ensure the well-posedness of the Schrodinger
equation (), one asks for the controls u to be at least in L?(0,T") and not just in L'(0,T)
as in finite dimension.

4.2. The auxiliary system. As discussed in Section 2.1.], to prove that the behavior
of the nonlinear solution is driven by the quadratic term of the expansion, one needs
to compute sharp error estimates, not quantified with respect to the control u but with
respect to the time-primitive u; of the control. This is done again by the means of an
auxiliary system: if ¢ is a solution of (II), we consider a new state 1 given by,

O(t, ) =Pt x)e ™M OR@ ¢ ) e [0,T] x [0, 1], (32)
which is a weak solution of
100 = =02 — iua (£) (24 (2)Dut) + 1" (2)9) + ua ()20 ()0,

1[)(t, 0) = ¢(tv 1) =0, (33)

¥(0,2) = ¢1(x).
The well-posedness of this equation is stated below as in [8, Proposition 2].

Proposition 4.2. Let T >0, u € H3((0,1),R), uy € H((0,T),R) with u1(0) = 0. There
exists a unique weak solution v € C°([0,T], H3 N HE(0,1)) of B3). Moreover, for every
R > 0, there exists C = C(T,pu, R) > 0 such that, if |uillg o) < R, then this weak
solution satisfies

||7Z||CO([0,T],H30H3(0,1)) =C.

Remark 4.3. Because of the term 8961; in (33]), it does not seem possible to use a fixed-
point theorem to prove directly the well-posedness of ([B3) when u; € L2((0,7),R). Thus,
up to now, the solution of ([B3)) is only understood through its link ([32]) with the Schrédinger
equation (). Thus, the regularity and the bound on 1Z stated in Proposition follow
from Proposition Bl and therefore hold under assumptions on «) and not just on u;.

Furthermore, when u; is in H((0,T),R), 1 is a weak solution of ([33)) in the sense that
the following equality holds in H}(0,1) for every t € 0,77,

9 = a(t) — [ ) (wn(r) (200, + ") 97 + ina (PP )

0
Notice that the right-hand side of the equality is indeed in H}(0, 1) thanks to the smoothing
effect stated below in Lemma 4] which was highlighted in [5] and later used in [11].
Moreover, when u; is in C1([0,7],R), ¢ and thus 1 are in C*([0, 7], L2(0,1)) and the
first equation of (B3] is satisfied in L?(0,1) at every time.

Lemma 4.4. There exists a nondecreasing function C' : Ry — R such that for all
T > 0 and f in L*((0,T),H'(0,1)), the function G : t fote_iA(t_T)f(T)dT is in
CO([0, ], HY(0,1)) with

1Gllcogo,m,m20,1)) < CONSlL20,7),51(0,1))-
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Now, we want to study the expansion around the ground state of the solution 1,; of the
auxiliary system (B3)).

First-order term. Linearizing (B2]), the first-order term T of the expansion of 1Z is given
by

U(t, x) = U(t,2) — dur () () (t, ), (34)
where U is the solution of 23). Thus, ¥ is in C°([0,T], H* N H}) and is a weak solution
of

0,0 = —92U — juy (t) (20 0pthr + pW'1b1)

U(t,0) =W(t,1) =0, (35)

U(0,2) = 0.

Second-order term. Doing an expansion of order 2 of ([B2]), the second-order term E is given

by,
_ _ wn ()2
E(t,x) =&(t,x) —iug () pu(x)V(t, z) + %u(wﬁzﬁl(t,x), (36)

where ¢ is the solution of [BI). Notice that £ is in C°([0,T], H* N H}) and is a weak
solution of,

10,8 = =026 — i (1) (20 0,V + W) + un (6)2 1%,

g(t’ 0) = g(t’ 1) =0, (37)

£(0,z) = 0.
Proposition 4.5. The first and second-order terms of the expansion ofzz satisfy
||‘T’||Loo((o,T),H5(o,1)) = O (Jutllz2)  and  |€llqor).r201) = O (luall72) . (38)

Proof. First, solving (35, the following equality holds in H{ (0, 1),

U(t) = — /0 t e ATy (1) (20 By + ") i (T)dr, ¢ € [0,T].

As the function 7+ uy (1) (200, + ") 11 (7) is in L2((0,T), H(0,1)), by Lemmal4, one
gets the existence of C'= C(T") > 0 such that

H‘T’HCO([O,T},Hg) < C(D)lJur (2005 + 1) 1l 2oy, 11y < CD) el s o, 1wl 20,1y

also using the algebra structure of H3(0,1). As the constant is nondecreasing with respect
to the final time, one gets the first estimate of ([38]). Moreover, solving ([37), one gets

£(t) = _/0 e~ tAt=T) (ul(T) (2;/890 + ,u") \T/(T) + iul(T)Q,u'Qq[)l(T)) dr, tel0,T].

Therefore, using the triangular inequality together with the fact that for all s € R, 4% is
an isometry from L?(0,1) to L%(0, 1), one gets,

~ t ~
1€ L2(0,1) < /0 (Im(T)III (2000 + ") U (T) || L20,1) + IU1(T)|2||u’2¢1(T)IIL2(o,1>) dr
< lell s a0y N2l poe o,y 3y + 1% e Nl 720 7y 160 s 0.1 22

Thus, the estimate on ¥ allows to conclude the proof of the second estimate of By). O
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4.3. Energy estimates on the auxiliary system. One of our goals is to prove that the
first obstruction can occur assuming only that |juj||z~ is small. Hence, we seek to prove

estimates on 1,; not assuming the boundness of u1 in H'(0, T') as required in Proposition 2

Lemma 4.6. For every T > 0, i € H3((0,1),R) and uy € H*((0,T),R), the solution 1
of the auziliary system ([B3)) satisfies

¥t € [0,7], [¢®)llr20 = 1. (39)

This first result follows directly from the definition of the auxiliary system (B2)) and
the conservation of the L%-norm of the solution of the Schrodinger equation given in
Proposition 311

Proposition 4.7. For every € H3((0,1),R), the solution ¢ of the auziliary system (33)
satisfies

19 = 1]l oo oy, 2201y = © (lutllz2om)) - (40)

Proof. The estimate is computed first for regular controls so that the equation (B3] holds
in L?(0,1) at every time (see Remark @3] and then deduced by density. Denote by

=1 — 1. Looking at ([B3]), R is the solution of
iR = —92R —iui(t) (200 + ") R — iur (t) (200 + ") o1 +ua (8)2'%p,  (41)

with Dirichlet boundary conditions and initial condition R(0,-) = 0. Let ¢ € [0,7]. The
proof consists in taking the L%-scalar product of {I)) with R, integrating over [0,¢] and
taking the imaginary part. First, notice that

o~ o~ 1 [td
%(z/o (@R(T),R(T»dT) = 5/0 %H ( )”L2 0,1) dr = 3 ”R( )”2LQ(0,1)' (42)

Moreover, as for every 7 € [0, T, ]5;(7') is in H}(0,1), one integration by parts gives,

(- t(@ﬁﬁl(f),ﬁ(mm =< t|]8z]§(7)|]%2(071)dr =0. (43)
(- )=2(] )

Besides, as the operator 24/, + " is skew-Hermitian on H}(0,1) and wu; is real-valued,

S <z /0 tu1(7)<(2,u’8x +u") R(7), E(7)>d7> =0. (44)

Moreover, using Young and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities, for every control such that
[uillLe <1,

/0 (—iug (1) (2405 + 1) 1 (7) + ur (7)?W*(r), R(7))dr

1
§||u1||L2+ <||(2,u'8 +M)¢1||L00(L2 +||//2¢||L°°(L2 /HR ||L2d7' (45)

Thus, the equation (I) together with estimates [@2)-@5) and estimate [@J) on ¢, one
gets the existence of C'= C'(u) > 0 such that, for all u; such that ||ui||fe <1,

~ t o~
IR < Clluall2 +C /0 VR 220,y

Therefore, Gronwall’s Lemma leads to ([0), as the definition of O means that we work in
the asymptotic ||u|/z small (see Definition [T]). O
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4.4. Error estimates for the auxiliary system.

Proposition 4.8. For every p € H3((0,1),R) and p € N*, the following scalar error
estimates hold

(D — gy = B)(T), ) = O (20 ) (46)
(TG — oy — T = E(T), 0p) = O (s lzo.m)) - (47)

Proof. Proof of [{@8)). Solving (B3] and (BH), the following equality holds in Hg (0, 1),
(W =1 = O)(T) = - / AT (un(t) (200, + 1) (1 = 1) (8) + iua (121 20(0) ) .

0
N N (48)
Thus, (™7 (¢ — by — W)(T), gp) = I + Iz, where

T . .
I = — / ur () (e AT (200, + 1) (P — ) (1), e D) dt,
0

T - .
Iy := —i/ ur (£)* (e ATD 2 (), e 1 T, )t
0

Using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, that 'A% : L? — L2 is an isometry and estimate (39)

on v, one gets

T ~ .
L2 S/O wr (02| W2G )| 2o,y lle™ TP ppll 20,1t < [l [0l [72-

Moreover, using that the operator 24/d,+ " is skew-Hermitian on H} and Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, one gets

T ~ . .
11| = /0 wr (((% = 1) (1), 200y + ") AT 7t T ¢p>dt‘

< 1501 e 00| 20 N AT DDy 2y = O (VT )
using estimate (40]) on 1,; — 1) and because, for all time ¢,
1210, + ") AT et || o < Bl g fle™ ™ Ty | g

= 3l azs |l T (@, — tur (T)'pp) 22 = O(1),  (49)

using that ¢* : H}(0,1) — HZ(0,1) is an isometry and recalling that we work with
|[u1]| o small and thus bounded by definition of O.

Proof of (@T). Solving (B3), B5) and (F7), one gets (™1 MH() — oy — T — £)(T), ) =
Ji + Jo, where

T ~ ~ .
Jy = / ur ()(e AT (200 + ") (1 — 1 — V)(8), e D)t
0

T _ ,
Jo = —i/ up (8)% (e AT 2 (h — ) (t), e D) dt.
0

As before, using ([@0) to estimate 1,; — 1)1, one gets,
[ Ja| < i 7 luallF2lle = Pl zooo,m),02) = O (luall32) - (50)

Moreover, as the operator 2u'0, + " is skew-Hermitian on H}, Jj is given by

T - ~ ; ;
= /0 w (D = 1 = O)(8), (240, + ") [P AT D= Mg ).
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Recalling the computation of 1,;— P — v given in (A8)), one can write J; = Jy 1 + Ji 2 with

Ty = —/OTul(t) /Otul(T)X

(€A (208, + 1) (§ — 1) (1), (20D + ") [eAT D et Dy 1y drdt,
T t " ) )
JLz::-—ijﬁ u1u>j£ uy ()2 (e AT 124 (1), (24 D, + ") [ AT =D e Dk T drdt.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in L2(0,1), estimate (39) on ¢ and estimate (@), one
gets

|J12| =0 <”U1HL1(0,T)”U1H%2(0,T)WHLOO((O,T),L?(O,l))) =0 (ﬁﬂul\\?ﬁz) . (51)
Besides, for all (¢,7) € [0, 7], using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and estimate ([@3J]), one gets

uy (t)ul(T)<e—iA(t—T) (2//8x + M”) ({)[;_ Q,Z)l)('r), (2/.L/8x + /L”)[eiA(T_t)e_iul(T)uQDpD‘

= O (Ju @l AW = w0)(Dly0) € L(O.T) x (0,1)),

as uy is in L2(0,T) and (¢ — ¢y) is in C°([0,T], H® N HL(0,1)). Thus, one can apply
Fubini’s theorem to write Ji 1 as

T —~
AJ:—/ﬂumﬂ@M%+MQW—wMﬂJWWW

T
with F(T) — / 67LA(t—7')ul (t)(2u'8x + /L”)[eiA(T_t)e_iul(T)ugop]dt.

t=1
As in estimate ([@9), for all time ¢, HeiA(T—t)e_i“l(T)“gopHH(zo) = O (1). Thus, the function
ur () (20 0y + p")[eAT e (Mrg 1 is in L2((0,T), H'). So, by Lemma 4] F is in
C9([0, 7], H}) with
IF Nl oo, a2y < Cllua (200 + p")[e AT e 1 b || ooy, 11y = O ([ua [l 2) - (52)

Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and that 2p/0, + y” is skew-Hermitian, (E0)
and (52)) lead to

| Jia] < Cllua g9 — V1l Lo (0,1),02) 1F [l oo 0,1y, 12y = O <ﬁ|’U1H?i2) . (53)
Estimates (B0), (5I) and (B3) conclude the proof of (7). O

4.5. Error estimates for the Schrédinger equation. Now, from estimates on the
auxiliary system, one can deduce estimates for the Schrodinger equation.

Proposition 4.9. For every € H3((0,1),R) and p € N*, the following error estimates
hold

% — 1l Lo (0,1),2(0,1)) = O (lwall 2 + [ua (T)])
(¥ =1 = OYT), 0p) = O (Jlua]l72 + |ua (T)]?)
(=1 =¥ =E)(T),0p) = O (lurll 3z + lua (T)[?) .

Proof. As the proof of the three estimates is similar, we give here only the proof of the
last estimate. Using the links ([32), (34)) and (B6]) between the several systems, we have,

(== €)(T) = (& Oty ()4 2 () (6 Oty (1)) ()

+ (eiul(T)M _ 1)E(T) + eiu1(T)M(,(z; - — {Ivj - g)(T)
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We conclude as in the proof of Proposition doing an expansion of etk the p-th
coordinate of the first term (resp. second and third term) can be estimated by |ui(T)?

(resp. by |u1(T)|?||¥||z2 and by |uy(T)|||€]|z2). Then, using @8) to estimate ¥(T) and

&(T) and ([{T) to estimate the last term, one concludes the proof. O

To conclude the error estimate of the cubic remainder, one needs to be able to neglect
the boundary term w;(7"). As in Proposition 2.7] it can be done by noticing that such a
term arises in the dynamic of the linearized system. The proof is exactly the same with
the L?(0,1)-scalar product instead of the CP-one and with 4 instead of H; and thus is left
to the reader.

Proposition 4.10. If u satisfies @), then the solution ¢ of () with initial data ¢,
satisfies

w(T) = O (VTutll 2or) + 1% = 00) (Dl 20y - (54)

Corollary 4.11. For every u € H?((0,1),R) satisfying @) and p € N*, the following
error estimates hold

(6 =61 = O)T), 00 = O (It Bagoiry + 10 = ) Dl3ae) s (55)
(=1 =9 = D)) = O (Ilurlaory + 10 = 6)(Dan) - (56)

5. COERCIVITY OF THE QUADRATIC TERM

Most objects defined in this section have a dependency with respect to the final time
T, the index K of the lost direction and the index n of the obstruction considered. To
lighten the notations, we will only mention the dependency with respect to n. The goal of
this section is to prove that, under (H2)g ,, in an appropriate sense, the quadratic term
has the following drift

SET), oxe”™MT) ~ — ?{HUTLH%Q(O,T)'

Plugging the explicit form of the first-order term ¥ (30]) into the second-order system (31I),
computations lead to

T t
e~MTy = U u(T T)dT
(E(T), preMT) /0 (t) /0 ()h(t, 7)drdt, (57)

where the quadratic kernel A is given by

—+00

h(t,7) i= =Y (porc, @) (pepr, )P TN C=OFMT=DL (¢ 7) € 0,77, (58)
j=1

By the assumption () on p, h is bounded in C?"(R?,C). This regularity is the key to
perform integrations by parts to reveal coercive drifts, quantified by any integer negative
Sobolev norm.

Proposition 5.1. Let n € N and H € C?*"(R?,C). There exists a quadratic form @n on
C?" such that for all T >0 and u € L*(0,T),

T t n T
/0 u(t) /0 w(r)Ht,7)drdt =Y /O ()2 (%%(8{’_185_1H(t,t))—8{’85_1H(t,t)> dt
p=1

T t _
4 / n(t) / wn(TVROGE (1, 7)drdt + O (T .. tun(T) A A1),
0 0

where, for allp=0...n — 1, we denote by v, = fOT Uy (7)07 08 H (T, 7)dr.
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Proof. This result is proved by induction on m € {0,...,n}. The equality is clear for

m = 0 with the convention that the sum is empty and taking Qo = 0. Assume it holds for
m € {0,...,n — 1}. Integrations by parts show that

T t T
/ (1) / iy (F) OO H (¢, 7)dtdr = i1 (T) / U (VO OE H (T, ) dr
0 0 0

H%H(T) T 2 +1
+ T@{”@%”H(T, T)+ / Um+1(t) 5 dt(a’fq’ (t,t)) — 07" 0y H(t,t) | dt
0

T t
+ / U1 (8) / 1 (PO H (8, 7)drdt.
0 0

The conclusion of the induction follows after noticing that, doing once again integrations
by parts, ‘
Vi :0)"')m_ 1) ’YZmJ :um-i-l(T)aiagLH(T’T) _’YZ'n-i_l'
0

With the expression of h (G8) and the definition of the coefficients A% (@), one computes
that,

1d
Vpe{l,...,n}, o

Therefore, applying Proposition 51 to (57)), under hypothesis (H2)x ,, on 1, one gets

— (R Rt ) — OOE T h(t,t) = —i A AT,

2

n T
S(E(T), e ™7 = Qulun) + O Z\up<:r’>|2+\ | wtmetognr.nar] |, o9)
p=1

where @Q,, is the following quadratic form defined by, for s in L2(0,7),

T T t
On(s) 1= — A /O s(t)2 cos[(Ak — A1) (t — T)dt + /O s(t) /O s(F)kn(t, T)drdt,  (60)

and where the real quadratic kernel k,, is given by,

o (£, 7) ”HZ Ak = 2)" (N = A" (ek, ©5) (e, ©5)

X sin ()\K(t - T) + )\j(T — t) + )\1(T — T)) . (61)
The following lemma states the coercivity of the quadratic form Q.

Lemma 5.2. Assuming @) and @) on u, there exists T* > 0 such that for every T €
(0,7%) and s € L*(0,T),

~ sign(A%)Qn(s) > K] /
Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Lemma 2.9 with
ATl (1A% ™ ,
T = fK=1 d T*:= fTK#1
e i an min i ; 0% =) i #1,

where the constant C bounds the kernel £,, and is given by

O =Y 1Ak = )" (N = A)"ejl
j=1
where (¢j);jen+ is defined in (H2)g ,,. Notice that C} is finite by () and non-vanishing by

@). O
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As in Proposition EI0, the boundary terms (u,(T"))p=1,...»n arising in (BJ)) can be ne-
glected. To that end, we prove first that the linearized system can move in at least n
directions.

Lemma 5.3. Under (H2)k p, there exists at least n values of j in N* such that c; # 0,
where the sequence (c;)jen+ is defined in (H2)x .

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there exists at most n — 1 values of j in N* such that
¢; # 0. Let denote by (¢;,)i=1,..n—1 such values. Then, for all p € {1,...,n},

A1+ A _
1)p-1 Z < 1t K) vi lcjia where v; := (Ax — Aj) (A — A1), (62)

Our goal is to prove that in that case,

— A% = ZO'pA?{_p where Vp=1,...,n—1, o,:= Z Vji, - Vg, 5 (63)

1<ii<..<ip<n—1

which leads to an absurdity thanks to ([B]) and (@) and thus concludes the proof. Plugging
([62)) into the right-hand side of (G3]), one gets,

n—1 n—1

n— n A + )‘K n—p—
E:UPAKP_ - 1§:< 1 >Cji E (=D)Popvj, o
p=1

p=1

Yet, Vieta’s formulas give that, for all x € R,

n—1
(x—vj)...(x—v;, ,)=2"""+ Z(—l)papmn_l_p.
p=1
Using this formula for z = v;, for every ¢ € {1,...,n — 1}, one gets,
n—1
- AL+ A
S oA = (1) lz (= 2 g gy =
p=1
using once again (62]), which concludes the proof of (63]) and thus the proof. O

Proposition 5.4. Under (H1)k-(H2)k n, the solution ¢ of ([dl) with initial data @1 sat-
isfies,

S lup(T)] = O (VT llnll 2oy + ot Bozry + 108 = 90Tl z20y) -

p=1

Proof. By Lemma [5.3] there exists J C N* of cardinal n such that for all j € J, ¢; # 0.
Besides, thanks to (H1)g, J C N* — {1, K}. Using the explicit form of ¥ (B0), one gets,
for j € J,

T
(= o)D) T) = g ios) [ ()T
0
+0(sup (= v1 = W)(T), 25| ).
JjeJ
Yet, as j # 1, doing n integrations by parts and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one gets

n

/T u(t)e D = (—ilAy = M) () + O(VT || 12).

0 p:1
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Using (BA)) to estimate the linear remainder ¢ — ¢y — ¥ (as J is finite), writing U :=
(up(T))p=1..n and V := ((—i[A; — Al])p_l)(m)ej «{1,...n}» the first equation can be written
as

VU = O (VT unllzz + llun |z + 1 = 1)l z2) -
The invertibility of the Vandermonde matrix V concludes the proof. U

Therefore, in (B9), neglecting the boundary terms (uy(7"))p=1,..n thanks to Proposi-
tion [£.4] and neglecting the other boundary terms thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and the boundness of h, one gets,

SET), pree™™MT) = Qn(un) + O (Tlunll7z + llurl72 + [[(& = 1)(T)|72) (64)
where @, is the quadratic form (60]), which is coercive as stated in Lemma [5.2]

6. PROOF OF THE OBSTRUCTIONS CAUSED BY QUADRATIC INTEGER DRIFTS

From now on, we assume that (H1)x-(H2)g , hold and we work in the asymptotic u
small in W12 if n = 1 and small in H?>"3 if n > 2. The proof of Theorem [[-3 consists
in describing what happens at each order of the expansion of the solution. Under (H1),
recalling the explicit computation of ¥ given in (B0]), we have

(U(T), prce™T) = 0.

Thus, the study of the quadratic term given by (64) and estimate (Bl of the cubic re-
mainder entail

S (T), pree™™T) = SET), pre™™T) + O (¥ = 1 = ¥ = (1), px))
= Qu(un) + O (TllunllZ> + luallz> + 1 =) (D) . (65)
thanks to Definition BTl of O.
First obstruction. When n = 1, one directly gets that

SW(T), pre™ ™M) = Ql(m)( = O ((T + l[uallzoe) lur |z + 1% = w1)(T)|72) -

As in Section 23] expanding the notation of O, this leads to the existence of C' > 0 such

that for all A € (0, ‘AT}(l), there exists 7% > 0 such that for all T € (0,7*), there exists
1 > 0 such that for all u € L*(0,T) with [lu1|ze0 0,7y < 7,

. 1
ST pre ™)~ Qa(un)| < (8] = 4) a2 + €l = oD

This inequality, together with the coercivity of Q1 given in Lemmal5.2] concludes the proof
of Theorem for n = 1.

Second obstruction and the following. When n > 2, it remains to prove that the cubic
term ||u1||?}ﬂ can be, in a good functional setting, neglected in front of the drift ||’LLn||%2
This is done thanks to Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities [29, Theorem p.125].

Lemma 6.1. Let n € N,n > 2. There exists C > 0 such that for all T > 0 and
v E H3(”_1)(0,T), we have,

v D200y < CIPP D2 omy 10172000y + CT 2 Vol320.1)-
Applying this inequality to u,, we have

Hulﬂ?iz(o,:r) <C (Hu(%_g)”L?(O,T) + T_2n+3Hu”L2(O,T)) HUHH%Q(O,T)'
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So, this Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, together with (G5]) gives,

(D), pre” ™M) — Qulun)

= O ([T + 1= g2 + T2 ul 2] w32 + 1 = 1)z )

As before, expanding the notation of O, it means that there exists C,T; > 0 such that for
all T € (0,T1), there exists 11 > 0 such that for all uw € H?"~3(0,T) with w1l oo 0,7y < M5

‘%(w(T)a pre” M) — Qn(un)

< C ([T + 6Pz + T2 a2 | llunl22 + 16 = 00) (D32 -

Let A € (0, lAf‘), T* := min(Ty, ‘g‘él — %), T € (0,7%) and n := min(n;, lg}é‘ =

%, (‘g%‘ - %) T?"=3). Then, for all u € H**~3(0,T) with [Ju|| g2n-3( 1) < 7, one has

[A%|

§<———A>MM§+CW¢—%Xﬂﬁ%

W), e T) = Qulun)| < (=

This inequality, together with the coercivity of @, given in Lemma [5.2] concludes the proof
of Theorem for n > 2.

Remark 6.2. Notice that for n > 2, the smallness assumption on the control depends on
the final time 7', which is not the case for n = 1. Such a phenomenon already appears in
finite dimension (see [0, Section 2.4.4] for example).

APPENDIX A. EXISTENCE OF p SATISFYING (H1)x-(H2)g

The goal of this appendix is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem A.1l. For all K € N*, K > 2 and n € N*, there exists p € C2°(0,1) satisfying
(H1)k-(H2)K n.

Notice that in all this section, the coefficients (A%, )yen+ given in (@) and (@) are seen as
quadratic forms with respect to u.

A.1. Strategy of the proof. The existence of u € Cg°(0,1) satisfying (H1)x-(H2)g
can be brought down to three steps.

e First, instead of working with the series given in (3] and (), we prove that the
coefficients (A% ) en+ can be namely written as a sum of L?(0, 1)-scalar products
of two derivatives of p with @1k

e Then, putting together the terms of the same order, we prove that the quadratic
forms AZI?( can be written as

Ab () m (WP D% 01 o).

e Therefore, one can construct oscillating functions p such that

({uor, ox), A (), -, Afc () = (0,0,...,0,£1).

The negligible terms are dealt with a Brouwer fixed-point theorem.
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A.2. Computations on Lie brackets. In this appendix, we work with p in C2°(0,1) to
ensure the well-posedness of all the Lie brackets considered and also to not worry about
boundary terms when performing integrations by parts. However, the following results
hold with weaker regularity and fewer boundary conditions on pu.

Proposition A.2. For all p € N*, the quadratic form A%, defined in @) can be written

as
- —1)p~t _
Vne CR0.0), () = S (ot (), 0 lprpr).(66)
Proof. First, one can prove by induction on ¢ in N that for all a,b € N*,
(Aa = X)X 1tpas 0v) = (= 1) (ad’y (1) Pas pb)- (67)

Indeed, it holds for ¢ = 0 by definition of ad (). Moreover, as the functions p; are the
eigenvectors of A which is a symmetric operator, the heredity follows after noticing that

(ad" (1)pas pv) = (A = Ao 1d) ad’y (1)¢a, 9) = —(Aa = o) (ad% (1) as o).
Therefore, from (@) and (@7), one deduces that 2(—1)P~! AL, is given by

+00 +oo

D0 = MK = AP e = Dy = AP Ok = )P

j=1 Jj=1
+00 too

= (0P Y (adh (wen, 05 (adh T (e w5) + D tadhy (1) er, @) (adh (e, ;)
j=1 Jj=1

= (=17 ((ad ()pr, ady (w)pxe) + (ady (1)pr, ad?y (W) i) )
which gives (G0) using the symmetry/skew-symmetry of the operators ad’jx (). O

Proposition A.3. For all p € N*, there exists a constant C > 0 and Q) a quadratic form
such that for all p € C°(0,1),

_1)2 .
AD () = (P01 o) + Qpln)  with  |Qp(i)] < Cllul3zr2i01y-  (68)
Proof. Let p € C°(0,1).

Step 1: Computations of the Lie brackets (ad’(pn))pen. First, one can prove by induction
on p € N that

Vfeo=(0,1]), adi(u Zap @p=k) p(k), (69)

where the coefficients (ai) k=o0,...p are defined by induction as ag := 1 and for all p € N*,

p+1 P p+1 | D _ p+1 |
ay  =—ap, o,y c=—2ap and Vk=1,...,p, o : =—af —2d8 ;. (70)

Indeed, (B3) holds for p = 0 by definition of ad%(x). Moreover, if (@) is true for some
p € N*, then

p p
_ 2) _
ad’y () = [A,ad ()] = = 30 af (uCr 9 f0) 7 4 > afulr gt

p
- _ Z OZZM(QP_HQ)f(k 2Zap (2p—k+1) (k:+1)’
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using Leibniz formula. And the heredity holds after a shift of indexes in the second sum
by definition (Z0) of the (o )k—o,..p. Moreover, one can also prove by induction that for
all p e N,

zp:(—l)kaz =1 (71)
k=0

Indeed, it is true for p = 0 by definition of a. Moreover, if (TI) is true for some p € N*,
then

p+1 p

k p+1 _ +1 k +1
S DR =™ =Y (D] + 208 _y) + (1)l
k=0 k=1

= o™ — (1—af) +2(1 - (=1)Pab) + (-1)P el t] =1,
using the definition (T0) of the coefficients (o )k=0,.., and the statement (ZI]) for p.

Step 2: Semi-explicit formula for the Lie brackets ([adi_l(u),adi(u)])pew. Using the
explicit formula (69) and Leibniz formula, one can compute that

k

p—1 p
adi_l(,u),adp ]f ZZ Z ( > p— lap (2p=2-k) ), (2p—n-tk—m) f(n+m)
k=0 m=0
p—

n=0

p 1

o Z Z Z < > ap—l'u(2p—k)'u(2p—2—n+k—m)f(n+m)‘ (72)
k=0n=0m=0

Many terms in these sums can be neglected. Indeed, for all a,b € N, for all f € C*°([0, 1]),
there exists C' > 0 such that

1@, £)| < Clll? g (73)

As for all (n,m) # (0,0), LWJ < 2p—2, thanks to (73)), every term of the two sums
linked to some (k,n, m) such that (n,m) # (0,0) can be bounded by ||1|32,—. Therefore,
one gets the existence of C' > 0 such that

p—1
([ (), adty )] 1. 0mc) =30 ok M iuC? 2 Ul Dy o)
k=0
L 1
3 el U2y, 1) < g (74)
k=0

. . . 2
Moreover, every remaining scalar product in (74)) can be written as £ (u**~Yp1, o) up
to some negligible terms, as stated by the following estimates,

_9_ _1\2
Vk=—p,...,p—1, ‘(u@p 220 R o) o) — (—1)k (2 801780K>‘ < C||pl|Fr2p-2-

These estimates are proved by integrations by parts and using (73). Therefore, one gets
the existence of C' > 0 such that

‘<[ dp ' M)aad (M)] 901,90K>

p—1 p

_1\2

- (aé’ (—D)F el —af Ty (—1)FH ”) (%01, oK) < Cllul2zp-2. (75)
k=0 k=0
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Using (1)) and that oy = (—1)P by the first equality of (70), one gets that
p—1
ag ( 1)k+1 p—1 p—1 Z k-‘,—l p _ 2( 1)p—1’
k=0
which concludes the proof of (68]) using (GGI). O

A.3. Proof of the existence of ;1 satisfying (H1)x-(H2)g .

Theorem A.4. Let K e N*, K > 2 and T € (0,1) such that sin(KnZ) = 0. There exists
§ > 0 such that for every n € N*, for every J* (resp. J~ ) open interval of (T,T+0) (resp.
(T —0,T)), there exists p;; (resp. w,, ) in C°(0,1) supported on J* (resp. J~ ) such that

(i1 ox) = A () = .. = Af () =0 and AR (uy) = +1.

Proof. As o1 > 0 on (0,1), by definition of T and by continuity, there exists 6 > 0 such
that p1px > 0 on (7,74 9) and p19x < 0 on (T —0,7) (or conversely, but it works the
same). Let us prove the statement by induction on n.

Initialization. Let J* be an open interval of (Z,Z+4). One can construct :“1 75 0 supported
on J T such that (4] ¢1, pr) = 0. Moreover, looking at ([G8]), AL (1) = ((17)%¢1,¢K) > 0
and thus after rescaling satisfies AL (1) = 1. One can construct pj similarly.

Heredity. Assume that the statement of the theorem holds for 1,...,n and we prove it
for n + 1. Let J (resp. J~) open interval of (Z,T + d) (resp. (T — §,7)). There exists

(Ii:t)i:O,...,n open intervals of J&, two by two disjoints. By induction, for all i = 1,...,n,

there exists ,u;-t supported on [ Zi such that
(Wien o) = Ag(pi) = ... = At (i) =0 and  Aj(u;) =+ (76)

If needed, we denote by ,u? = 0 for all « = 1,...,n. Moreover, one can also choose i
supported on ISE such that
(Hop1, v ) = 1. (77)

We prove that F' : u+— ({(ug1, o), Ak (p), ..., A% (1)) is onto and thereby prove the
heredity.

Step 1: Surjectivity of the first n + 1-components of F. Let a = (ag,a1, ...,a,) € R*"L,
As pp and (,uf[)zzln have all disjoint supports and satisfy respectively (7)) and (7G]), the
function

fla == aopo + Z |ai(a)|ﬂiign(ai(a))
i=1

where the coefficients (;)i=1,... n are fitted in the following way,
ai(a):==a; and Vp € {2,...,n}, ap(a) := ap—ad Al ( Z |ovi(a)| AL ( Slgn(%(a))) ,

is supported on U} I + and satisfies

F(jig) = (ao,al,...,an,A”H(,ua)) (78)
Besides, the last component of F(ji,) can be estimated as

A”H( a) = (a%,\aﬂ,...,\an\) . (79)

Moreover, one can check that a — F(fi,) is continuous on R**!. Indeed, by induction on
p € {1,...,n}, the functions a — «a,(a) are continuous and thus the functions sign(oy(-))
are locally constant.
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Step 2: Surjectivity of the last component of F. Let a € R*. Define,

~ la?n—! x—xz(a)
fia () = g :
ViIei(a(a))ex (v(a))] lal

where g is in C2°(0,1) such that fl g D(y)2dy = 1 and z(a) is defined by z(a) =
2+ 150 + 27 lacq, Where 2 are in J* \ UL I such that g (zF) > 0 (and @ (z7) < 0).
First, i, is supported on (z~ —a,27) if a < 0 and (z*, 2" +a) if @ > 0. Thus, for a small
enough, the support of fi, is in J*\ Ui ol £ Then, for example when a > 0, a change of
variables and a Taylor expansion with respect to a give,

a ’ o1(xz M) (xt) Jor a
1
_ mfo 02D ()21 (& + ay)or (@ + ay)dy
= a+ O(|al)’.
Moreover, for all £k =0,...,2n — 2, similarly, one gets
% ||L2 0,1 |a|4" - / = O(|al?).
@ 12200 = 15 wla)) o (a(a))

Hence, by Proposition[A.3|giving a seml—exphclt formula for the quadratic forms (A%')pGN*a
one gets

F(fig) = (0,...,0,a) + O(|al*). (80)
Moreover, the previous computations prove the continuity of a — F(i,) on R*. Besides,
by [®Q), F(jq) — 0 when a — 0 so the map can be extended continuously at 0.

Step 3: F is onto by Brouwer. By Step 1 and Step 2, and more precisely with (78]), (79)
and (B0), there exists § > 0 such that, for all a € R"*2 such that a # 0 and |a| < J, one
gets the existence of C' > 0 such that

|F (pa) — (ag, . - -, ans1)| < Clag, ..., anpa1|> with pig = fiag....a, +'Ean+1—A’Z<+l(ﬂa)‘ (81)
Let p > 0 such that Cp? < 1 and @ € R"*2 such that |z| < 5. Then, the map
Gy:ar—a—F(ug)+x

maps the ball B(0, p) to itself and is continuous. Therefore, Brouwer’s fixed-point theorem
entails the existence of a such that F(p,) = @. This holds for every x such that |z < £.
Thus, taking z = (0,...,0, §), one gets the existence of y* such that F'(u*) = (0,...,0,%).
Hence, the function p, ; := ﬁ;ﬁ satisfies F/(u,t 1) = (0,...,0,1). The function s, ,
is constructed similarly. And this ends the proof. U
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