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THE WELL-POSEDNESS AND CONTROLLABILITY OF THE GENERALIZED
SYMMETRIC REGULARIZED LONG WAVE SYSTEM

F.A. GALLEGO AND A.M. MONTES

ABSTRACT. The symmetric regularized long wave system (SRLW) is a model for the weakly nonlin-
ear ion acoustic and space-charge waves, which was introduced by C. Seyler and D. Fenstermacher.
In this paper, we investigated the wellposedness and controllability properties of the generalized
symmetric regularized long wave system (g-SRLW) in different structures (periodic and bounded do-
mains). Firstly, the wellposedness and the exact controllability results for both linear and nonlinear
g-SRLW system posed on the one-dimensional torus are obtained under the effect of a distributed
moving control. Second, we consider the g-SRLW system in a bounded interval with some Dirichlet-
Neumann conditions and we show that the system is not spectrally controllable (No finite linear
combination of eigenfunctions associated with the state equations, other than zero, can be steered
to zero). Although the system is not spectrally controllable, it can be shown that it is approximately
controllable.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Setting of the Problem. The Symmetric Regularized Long Wave (SRLW) model was first
derived by C. Seyler and D. Fenstermacher in [30] to describe the propagation of the weakly nonlin-
ear ion acoustic and space-charge waves, shallow water waves and solitary waves with bidirectional
propagation, where a weakly nonlinear analysis of the cold-electron fluid equation is made:

{&gu — at(?%u + ulpu — 9pv =0,

1.1
(1.1) 0y — Ogu = 0,

where u = u(z,t) and v = v(z,t) are the fluid velocity and the density, respectively. In this work
we are concerned with the generalized Symmetric Regularized Long Wave (g-SRLW) system, more
precisely,

Oyt — 010U + uPOyu — Opv = 0,
(1.2) O — Ozu = 0,

u(z,0) = up(z), v(x,0)=vo(x).
The density function can be removed from (L2) and then the equations turn to a single nonlinear

equation for the velocity function. Thus, eliminating v from (2], we get a class of g-SRLW
equation:

(1.3) OFu — 02u — 020%u +

1

+ 18t8$(up+1) =0.

Equation ([I13]) is explicitly symmetric in the 2 and ¢ derivatives and is very similar to the regularized
long wave equation that describes shallow water waves and plasma drift waves [1, [30]. The SRLW
equation (L2) or (3] arises also in many other areas of mathematical physics.

Our main aim is to address two mathematical issues connected with the initial-value problem
(L2) posed in different structures: The well-posedness and controllability properties. The main
difficulty in this context comes from the structure of nonlinearities and the lack of regularity of the
solutions we are dealing with. In the literature there are some papers about the SRLW equation
from the mathematical point of view. It is a special case of a broad class of nonlinear evolution
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equations for which the well-posedness theory associated with the pure initial value problem posed
on the whole real line R, or on a finite interval with periodic boundary conditions, has been
intensively investigated. In the work [12], by using semigroup theory, the author showed that the
initial value problem associated to the system (I.J]) is global well-posed in the Sobolev type space
H'(R) x L?*(R). Later on, in [2] improved this result, establishing the global well-posedness in
the space H'(R) x H*"1(R) for s > 0. On the periodic case, in [2], using a estimative obtained
by D. Roumégoux in [26], the proved that system (LI)) with initial data (uo,vo) € Hp,,.([0,77]) %
H3,1([0,T)) is globally well-posed for s > 0.

By contrast, the mathematical theory pertaining to the study of the controllability properties
is considerably less advanced to the equation (IJ). The program of this work was carried out
for a particular choice of controls functions and appropriated domains to establish interesting
controllability properties. As far as we know there are no results for the controllability of the
g-SRLW system ([2]). In this direction, we can refer the work [10], where the authors analyze the
controllability properties of the improved Boussinesq equation posed on a bounded interval and
one-dimensional torus, respectively. From the mathematical point of view, the improve Boussinesq
and the SWRL equation (L3]) are similar, since both equations have the same linear system around
zero. However, in general, it is not clear that the solution of linear equation associated to (I3])
is also solution of the linear system associated to (L2]) at least in some structures, for instance
on bounded domains with certain boundary conditions. Then, we are concern directly with the
well-posedness and controllability properties of the system ([2)) and not in equation (I3]). Thus,
this work is devoted to prove a series of results concerning the controllability properties of the
g-SRLW equation (I.2]) in different environments. The purpose is to see whether one can force
the solutions of those systems to have certain desired properties by choosing appropriate control
inputs. Consideration will be given to the following fundamental problems that arises in control
and wellposedness theories:

Problem A: Initially, we consider the g-SRLW equation posed in a periodic domain, under
effect of internal control posed on the torus. More precisely, we want to answer the following
question: Can we find a kind control f = f(x,t) such that the solution of system

Oy — O20iu + uPOyu — Opv = f, rzeT, tekR,
(1.4) Oyv — Ozu = 0, zeT, teR,

u(z,0) = up(z), v(z,0) = vo(x), zeT
is exactly controllable?, it means one can always find control inputs to guide the system from any
given initial state (ug,vo) to any given terminal state (up,vr) in time T > 0, i.e, given initial and

final data (ug,vg) and (up,vr), respectively, there exists a control f in some appropriated space
such that the corresponding solution (u,v) of (L4 satisfies

w(z, T) =up(zr) and v(z,T)=vp(x).

Moreover, to complete the analysis, we study the case of the initial boundary value problem
related to the controllability in a bounded interval with some boundary condition:

Problem B: Second, we are interesting to study controllability aspects for the g-SRLW equa-
tion ([L2)) posed in a bounded interval. Is there some kind of boundary controllability for the g-SRLW
in a bounded domain?, More precisely, for any (ug,vo) and (up,vr), is there exist a control h in
some appropiated spaces such that the solution of:

Opu — 0;0%u + uPOpu — v = 0, (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,7,

0w — Oyu = 0, (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,7,
(1.5) w(0,8) =0, wu(l,t) = h(t), te(0,7),

9,v(0,t) =0, 0yv(l,t) =0, te(0,7),

u(z,0) = up(z), v(z,0)=v9(z), x€(0,1),
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satisfies

w(z,T) =ur(z) and v(z,T)=vp(x)?
Before presenting an answer for problems 4 and B, it is necessary to investigate the wellposedness
of the full system (IL4) and/or (LA]). Thus, the following issue appears naturally:

Problem C: Are the Nonhomogeneous Generalized Symmetric Long Wave Equation well-posed
in time in the structures of problems A and/or B, respectively?

Whit the above information in hand and following the ideas contained in [10} 22| 25], we get
some answers to problems A, B and C, respectively.

1.2. Main Results and Notations. We are now in position to present our main results. Hence,
we will consider two cases corresponding to above problems, the system posed in the torus and a
bounded interval with some boundary condition, respectively.

1.2.1. Periodic Case. In order to give an answers to problems A and C, respectively, we establish
a moving local controllability for the system ([L4]). Thus, let us introduce some Hilbert spaces. We
denote by X*® = X*(T') the space defined on the torus T = R/(2nZ), such that for any s € R and
T > 0 fixed, we use the notation X* := H*(T) x H*~2(T), where the periodic Sobolev space H*(T)
is given by

H(T) = {u(@) = 3 we™ ol = SO0+ A il < +oo},

k€eZ kEZ

where up, = u(k) denotes the k-Fourier coefficient with respect to the spatial variable x. Thus, X*
is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

1/2
(1.6) o)l i= (lullgecry + I00rm2qry) -

In order to give answer to problem A, we shall consider several control problems in a periodic
domain related to the moving controllability. The bad control properties from g-SRLW system
come from the existence of a finite accumulation point in the spectrum of the differential operator
associated to equation. Note that the bad control properties come from the term —020;u, hence it
is natural to ask whether better control properties for g-SRLW system could be obtained by using
a moving control. Such a phenomenon was noticed first by D. Russell in [28] for the beam equation
with internal damping, by G. Leugering and E. J. P. G. Schmidt in [I6] for the plate equation
with internal damping, and by S. Micu in [21] for the linearized Benjamin-Bona-Mahony (BBM)
equation. The concept of moving point control was introduced by J. L. Lions in [I§] for the wave
equation. One important motivation for this kind of control is that the exact controllability of the
wave equation with a pointwise control and Dirichlet boundary conditions fails if the point is a zero
of some eigenfunction of the Dirichlet Laplacian, while it holds when the point is moving under
some (much more stable) conditions easy to check (see e.g. [5]).

Initially, we are concern with the exact controllability with the moving distributed control of
the nonlinear system posed on a periodic domain and it read as

Opu — 020pu + uPOyu — Opv = b(x + ct)h(z, t), xeT, teR,
(1.7) O — Ozu = 0, zeT, teR,

u(z,0) = up(z), v(z,0) =vo(x), zeT.
where ¢ € R\ {0}, b = b(z) € C°°(T) and h is the control function. This control time has to be
chosen in such a way that the support of the control, which is moving at the constant velocity c,

can visit all the domain T. More precisely, in terms of controllability of system (7)), we have the
following definition:

Definition 1.1. Let 7' > 0. System (2.19)) is exact controllable in time 7" if for any initial and final
data (ug,vo) and (ur,vr) in X*, there exists control function h in L2(0,T; H*~2(T)), such that the
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solution satisfies
(1.8) u(z,T) =ur(z) and v(z,T)=vp(zx).

The main result of the exact controllability of system (L.7)) is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose s > 0 if p=1and s > 1 ifp > 1. Let b = b(z) € C°°(T) be such that
w={zeT:b(x)#0}#0, |c| >2 and T > 2F where
R + + K|
A:hkrglor;f(/%le —,uk), 1y, :cki\/ﬁ.
Then, there exists a § > 0 such that if

[[(uo, vo)llxs + [[(ur, vr)llxs <6,

one can find a control input h € L* (0,T; H*"*(T)) such that the system (1) admits a unique
solution (u,v) € C([0,T], X®) satisfying

(1.9) u(z,T) =up(z) and v(z,T)=vr(x).

This controllability result is based in a spectral analysis of the differential operator associated
to the model in direction to resolve a moment problem for the linear SRLW system. Next, we
prove the exact controllability results for the full nonlinear system guarantying the existence of a
bounded linear operator ® from the initial/end state pair (ug,vg), (up,vr), each in the space X*,
to the corresponding control in the space L2([0,7], H*~2(T)), by imposing smallness of the initial
and terminal states.

Moreover, we turn our attention to some internal control acting on a single moving point:

Oy — 020 — Opv = g(t)8(z + ct), zeT, teR,
(1.10) O — Ozu = 0, zeT, teR,
u(z,0) = uo(z), v(z,0) = vo(), reT.

where § (x — x) represents the Dirac measure at xg, defined by (§ (x — z¢),p) = ¢ (x¢) for any
test function . Here and in what follows, (-,-) stands for the duality pairing (:,-)p/ () p(r)- In
particular, (f,¢) = [ f(z)¢(z)dz for any f € LY(T) and any ¢ € C°°(T). Then, we will obtain
the following result related to the exact controllability of the system (LI0]).

Theorem 1.3. For any time T > 21 and any (ug,vo), (ur,vr) € H-Y(T) x L?(T), there exists a
control g € L?(0,T) such that the solution of (LI0) satisfies

uw(T,z) =up(x) and o(T,x)=vp(x).

Again, the exact controllability of the linearized system (L10) are proved by using the moment
method and spectral analysis. In order to get the same result for the nonlinear equation, we use
a fixed point argument in Hilbert spaces. Finally, in order to give answer to problem C, the well-
posedness of the two problems is also established. Indeed, we prove the local well-posedness of the
nonlinear nonhomegeneus system in X®, by using the Banach fixed point Theorem and appropriate
linear and nonlinear estimates with the bilinear estimative obtained by D. Roumégoux in [26].

1.2.2. Bounded Case. In this part, we address the problems described in the previous subsection
and our main results provide a answer for the problem B. In this sense, the approximate controlla-
bility and the lack of exact controllability are proved. Hence, we are concerned with the boundary
controllability properties of the linearized symmetric regularized long wave system posed on the
finite interval [0, 1]. Given a time 7" > 0, we consider linear problem:

Opu — 0;0%u — O,v = 0, (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,7),
(1.11) 0w — Opu =0, x,t) € (0,1) x (0,7,
u(m,O) = u0($), v(m,O) = UO(x)a T € (Oa 1)5
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with Diriclhet-Neumann boundary conditions

w(0,t) =0, u(l,t)=nh(t), tec(0,T),
(1.12) {amv(o,t) =0, Oyu(l,t)=0, te(0,7).

Hence, in order to establish some controllability aspects, we would like to found a control function
h = h(t) on an adequate space.

We begin our analysis by providing a negative result for the problem B introduced above:
The system ([LII)-(LI2) is not spectrally controllable if (ug,vo) € H(0,1) x L?(0,1). This means
that no finite linear nontrivial combinations of eigenvector of the differential operator associated to
(LII) can be driven to zero in finite time by using a control h. Thus, the lack controllability of the
system ([LIT))-(.I2]) breaches the controllability principle. As it will become clear during our proofs,
the bad control property comes from the existence of a limit point in the spectrum of the operator
associated with the state equations. To obtain the results, we make use of the careful spectral
analysis developed in next section, which provides important developments to justify the use of
eigenvector expansions for the solutions, as well as, the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues.

Thus, we establish the following result related to the lack controlalbility of the linear SRLW
system posed in a bounded interval:

Theorem 1.4. The control system (LII))-(T12) is not spectrally controllable in HE(0,1) x L*(0,1).

Nevertheless, in spite of the lack of exact controllability from the boundary, we will prove that
system (LII]) is approximately controllable, i,e the set of reachable states

R(T, (ug,vg)) = {(u(T,x),v(T,x)) che Hl(O,T)}

is dense in L?(0,1) x L?(0,1) for any (ug,vo) € H~1(0,1) x L?(0,1) and T > 0. This property is
equivalent to a unique continuation property for the adjoint system associated. In [31], the author
proved the UCP for the g-SRLW equation. As in the above problem, to obtain the results, we
rely strongly on the carefully spectral analysis developed for the operator associated with the state
equations. The main idea is to use the series expansion of the solution in terms of the eigenvectors of
the operator in order to reduce the problem to a unique continuation problem (of the eigenvectors).

Theorem 1.5. The System (L) is approzimately controllable in H(0,1) x L2(0,1) for any time
T >0.

Observe that exact controllability is essentially stronger notion than approximate controllabil-
ity. In other words, exact controllability always implies approximate controllability. The converse
statement is generally false

The paper is organized as follows. Then Section 2 is dedicated to study the well posedness and
the moving exact controllability of the g-RSLW equation posed in a periodic domain, respectively,
by using a Banach fixed point Theorem, spectral analysis and the moment method. Here, we impose
smallness of the initial and terminal states. In section 3, we consider the linearized SRLW system
posed on a bounded domain with a boundary control. Firstly, by using the spectral properties of
the differential operator associated to (ILI1]) and the asymptotic behavior of its eigenvalues, we will
able to guaranties the wellposedness in H'(0,1) x L2(0,1). Finally, the lack of exact controllability
and the approximate controllability are proved.

2. ExacT CONTROLLABILITY ON A PERIODIC DOMAIN.

Before to present the above controllability results, we show the well-posedness of the systems
(C7) and (LI0Q), respectively.

2.1. Well-posedness. In this section we establish the well-posedness of the initial value problem
of the forcing generalized long wave model on the periodic domain T,

Ou — 020 +uPou — Opv =f, w€T, teR,
(2.1)
O — Oyu =0,
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with the initial condition
(2.2) u(z,0) = ugp(z), v(z,0)=uv(x),

via the contraction principle approach. Indeed, we see that the system (2. can be rewritten as

(2.3) U =AU —GU)+F, U= (u,v),
where
0 (1-2)a, (1-82) " o (hurt) (1 =037
A= , GU) = , F=
Oy 0 0 0

Now, if we consider the Sobolev type space X* = H*(T) x H*~!(T) with norm given by
1w 0) s = Nl + vl Freeas
then A : X% — X*® is a bounded linear operator. In fact, for U = (u,v) € X*® we see that
IAU X = 100ull7pe—r + (1 = 87) " sl
< llulldrs + ol 7o
= |U%-
We also have the following estimates on G.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose s >0 if p=1 and s > % if p > 1, then there are constants Cy,C3 > 0 such
that

(1) 1GW)lIxs < C2|UNIR

(2) IGWU) = G(V)llxs < Cs([Ulxs + [VIIx)? [U =V x-.
Proof. The proof is achieved using the following result obtained by D. Roumegoux in [26]: if s > 0
then there exists a constant Cs > 0 such that for all u,v € H*(T),

(I = 82) 0 (uo) | sy < Csllull sy vl 72 (1)
O

Now, in order to consider the initial value problem we need to describe the semigroup S(t)
associated with the linear problem

U+ AU = 0.

A simple calculation shows that the unique solution of the previous linear problem with the initial
condition

(2.4) U(0,-) = (u(0,),v(0,-)) = (uo,v0) = Up € X,
is given by
U(t) = (u(t), v(t)) = S(#)Vo,
where S(t) is defined as
- cos(p(b)t) iz sin(p(b)E)\
(2.5) SHWU) (k) = U(k),
iV 1+ k2 sin (p(k)t) cos (p(k)t)

and the function p is given by

It is convenient to set



CONTROLLABILITY OF A LONG WAVE SYSTEM 7

where

[Q1(t)(w, )] (k) = cos (p(k)t) u + ﬁ sin(p(k)t)o
[Q2(t)(w,0)] (k) =iV 1+ k2sin (p(k)t) T + cos (p(k)t) v.

Then we have that

(2.6) SHU) = (Z[Ql(t)(ﬁ e, > Q0T )]6””) )

kEZ keZ

and it is easy to prove the following result on S(t).

Lemma 2.2. Suppose s € R. Then for all t € R, S(t) is a bounded linear operator from X* into
X3, Moreover, there exists Cy > 0 such that for allt € R,

I1SOO)lxs < C1lIU | x-

Next, using the Banach Fixed Point Theorem, we establish the well-posedness of the initial
value problem of the forcing regularized long wave model.

Theorem 2.3. Let T* > 0 be given. Suppose s > 0 if p = 1 and s > % if p > 1, then for
all (ug,vo) € X° and f € L* (O,T*;HS_Q(']I‘)) there exists a time T > 0 which depends only
on |[(uo,vo)llxs and || fllz1.1+; ms—2(r)) such that the problem (2.1)-(2.2) has a unique solution
(u,v) € C([0,T],X?®). Moreover, for all 0 < Ty < T there exists a neighborhood V of (ug,vo, f) in
X x LY (0,T* H**(T)) such that the correspondence (i, Do, f) — (u(-),0(-)), that associates
to (tig, To, f) the solution (a(-),5(-)) of the Cauchy problem (21) with initial condition (i, 0y) and
control f, is a Lipschitz mapping from V in C([0,Ty], X#).

Proof. Remember that the initial value problem (2J)-(22)) can be written as the equivalent first

order evolution system (23))-(24]). It is known that the Duhamel’s principle implies that if U is a
solution of (2:3)) with the initial condition (24]), then this solution satisfies the integral equation

t
(2.7) U(t):S(t)UO—/ St —1)G( d7'+/ S(t —1)F(r)dr.
Now, given T" > 0 we define the Banach space Y*(T) = C([0,T], X*), equipped with the norm
defined by
(25) 10y = e 0D

Let Br(T') be the closed ball of radius R centered at the origin in Y*(7), i.e.
BR {U € YS( ) : HUHYS(T) < R} .
For fixed Uy = (ug,vo) € X* and f eL! ([O,T*], HS*Q(S)), we define the map

(2.9) U(U(t) = S(t)Uy — /0 S(t—7)GWU(r))dr +/0 S(t —7)F(r)dr,

where U = (u,v) € Y*(T'). We will show that the correspondence U(t) — V(U (t)) maps Br(T)
into itself and is a contraction if R and T are well chosen. In fact, if ¢t € [0,7] and U € Br(T),
then using Lemma and statement (1) of Lemma 2] we have that

HW(M%<@O%MHWWMWWQ+@/HU\wa

< C1 (I10ollxs + 11l 1 (.1 s1s-2) + CoRPFIT) .
Choosing R = 2C1 (||Uollxs + | fll£1 0,7+ m+—2)) and 0 < T' < T* such that
(2.10) 20,CoRPT < 1,
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we obtain that
(U )xs < C1 (10ollxs + 11l 0,0%; me-2)) (1 4+ 2C1C2RPT) = R.

So that ¥ maps Br(T) to itself. Let us prove that ¥ is a contraction. If U,V € Br(T), then by
the definition of ¥ we have that

U(U(t) —w(V(t) = —/0 Sit—7)[GU(r) - G(V(r))]dr.
Then using the statement (2) of Lemma [2.1] we see that for ¢ € [0, T,
U #) =TV )llxs < 0103/0 U@ lxs + IV O)lx)P U (7) = V(7)llxs dr

< CiC32RYPTU = Vlys(7y)-
We choose T enough small so that (2I0]) holds and

(2.11) C1C5(2R)P T <

DN | =

So, we conclude that

1
) = ¥V)llys(r) < 51U = Vliysn)-

Therefore ¥ is a contraction. Thus, there exists a unique fixed point of ¥ in Br(7T), which is
a solution of the integral equation ([2.7). Now, if (u(t),v(t)) € C([0,T],X?) is a solution of the
integral equation (Z7)), obviously (u(0),v(0)) = (ug,v9). Moreover, differentiating the equation
1) with respect to t, there appears the relation ([23]). Then (u(t),v(t)) is a solution of the
considered problem.

The uniqueness of the solution and the local Lipschitz continuity are consequence of the
following standard argument. Let U(t) = (u(t),v(t)), V(t) = (a(t),v(t)) be two solutions of the
equation (2.3)) with condition Uy = (ug, vg, f) and Vy = (g, 0o, f ) respectively, satisfying

UV eC(0,T], X?).

Then, if t € [0,T] we see that
1U@ = V©llxr < (10 = Volllxe + 11 = Fllzrore; o)
+ 0y [ QU@ V@l 10() -Vl dr
< C1 (100 = Vollxs +11f = Fllzore; o))
+ NP [ 10 -Vl dr

where we assume that
Ul x5y IV x5y < N.
Then, taking Cy = 2P C;C5 and using Gronwall’s inequality, we have for all ¢ € [0, 7] that

(2.12) 10() = VO)lxe < Cre®N" T (U6 = Vollxe + 11 = Fllos o)) -

Now, if Uy = Vp and f = f then we conclude that |U = Vlys(r) = 0, which yields the uniqueness.

On the other hand, from the discussion of the existence of solutions for the problem (2.3)-(2.4)),
for (Uo, f) € X* x L' (0,T*; H**(T)) we have that the existence time 7" of the associated solution
is characterized by the inequalities (2.10)-(2II). Then, if 0 < T} < T we define

V= {(h, ) € X* x L1 (0, 7% H*(T)) + Vo = Upllxe + If = Fllirore; memsy < €}
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i — (1 _ _1 ) / ; 1 1 : s
with € = <T11/” T1/P> ¢ and 0 < ¢ < min { 261 @O TP 401(20103)1/p} . Note that if (Vp, f) € V
then we see that
(2.13) IVollxs + 1 fllpr o, re-2) < €+ 10ollxs + 11l p2 0,7+ mrs-2)-

Hence we have that
(2.14) 2C1CH(RYP Ty <1, 2C1C3(2RP Ty < 1,

where R’ = 201 <”‘/0”Xs + |’f~HL1(O,T*;H572)>' In fact,

2C1C2(R/)p < 2C1Cy (2016 + R)p

1 1
< <201 (2C,C5) P (

Tll/P N Tl/p

p 1
>6/+(2C102)1/pR> < —.
T

In a similar way we have the other inequality. Then from (2I4]) we conclude that for any

(Vo, f) = (g, %0, f) € V there exists a unique solution V(t) = (a(t),o(t)) € C([0,T1],X?) of
the problem (23) with initial condition Vj and control f; moreover, V' € Bpg/(Ty) with R =

2C (HVOHXS + ”f”Ll([O’T*LHsf2)>. Then using 2.13), for (Vo, f), (Wo, g) € V with associated so-
lutions V' and W respectively, we have that

[V {lysery + [[Wllysr) <2C1 (HVOHXS + ”fNHLl(O,T*;HS*Q) + [[Wollxs + ”g”Ll(O,T*;HS*?))
<AC (e + Uollxs + 1 f 1 ors; mo-2))

2 1 1
= - 401 ([Tollx= + 1111 (0.1: o2
(20102)1/p <T11/P Tl/p) ( L1(0,T*; H ))
2
(20,CoTy) P

Then using (212 with N =2 (201CQT1)_1/p we obtain that for all ¢ € [0, T1],
V() = W (t)llys < Cre®N Vo — Wollys < C[Vo — Wollys
where C' = 01622p03(202)_1, and the proof is complete. O

Now, with the Theorem [2.3]in hands, we turn to establish the wellposednes of the linear system
(LI0) via transposition, i.e, the equation (ILI0) has to be understood in a weak sense. For instance,
the respective solution can be defined by transpositions (see [19], [20]). Let us briefly recall how
can this be done.

Consider f € LY(0,7,H X(T)), g € L'(0,7,L*(T))and (p,7) the solution of the adjoint
equation

8t@_8§at(p_8$w:f7 x€T7 t€R7
(2.15) O — Opp = g, zeT, tek,
oz, T) =0, Y(z,T) =0, z e T.
The wellposedness of system (2.15)) is guaranties by using a similar argument to the Theorem 2.3

Thus, there exists a unique solution (y,) belongs to C([0,7]; X'). To establish the solution via
transposition, we multiply (LIQ0) by (¢, 1) and integrating by parts (formally)

(2.16) /OT/Tufdxdt—l—/OT/Tvgdxdt—/Tuo(x)cp(x,O) —/Tawuo(x)@xap(m,O)dx
—/Tvo(x)l/}(x,O)dx :/T/g(t)ap(x,t)é(m—i—ct)dxdt.
0o Jr
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Therefore, we can say that (u,v) is the solution of (LI0) if and only if

T

T
(2.17) /0 (ult), f(£)) ooyt + /0 (0(t), g(8)) 2yt

T
= (u0, #(0)) =11y, 11 (1) — (v0,¥(0)) 21y = /0 g(t)p(—ct,t)dt

for all f € LY(0,T; HX(T)), g € L*(0,T; L*(T)) and (¢,) the solution of 2.IH). As in [19], [20] it
can be proved that for any initial data (ug,vo) € H~!(T) x L?(T), the identity (ZI7) has a unique
solution (u.v) € C([0,T]; H~1(T) x L?(T)).

2.2. Spectral Analysis. We analyze the linear operator related to the g-SRLW system and study
its spectral structure, eigenvalues and eigenfunctions, which will play an important role in the
characterization of the solutions. Then, in this section we perform the spectral analysis for the
operator

0 (I-0%71o,

A= ;

Oy 0
defined in the space X*. The result in this analysis will be the basis to transfer the exact control-
lability of the associated linear system to the nonlinear system. Let us define

ez'lm: 0
El,k; = < 0 ) ) EQ,k‘ = (kezkm> 3
for k € Z* = Z \ {0}. If we set
0 ik>
Ek=<. 1+k2>, keZ”,
) 0

then we see directly that
A(Ey g, Eor) = (Big, Bo )X, k€2

Moreover, we have that the eigenvalues for ¥ are

" ] k? _ ) k2 .
)\k:’b m, )\k:—l m, kGZ,

with corresponding eigenvector

N 1 B 1 .
€ = | a+rnr | € = | awrdn; | KeZT
k2 k2
Thus, we have that

A(Eyk, Bog) (&, 6, ) = (B1 g, Bag)Sk(E) . €,)
= (Mk(Brg, Bo)él, Ao g (B, Eog)éy ), k € 2%,

meaning that )\Z and ), are the eigenvalues for the operator A with corresponding eigenvectors

772: = (El,k‘,EQ,k;)ézza k € Z7

_ - 1 . 0 1 0
imsmn 5= a=()r 5= mm()

On the other hand, we see that
1 1
lim (&},¢6;) =
ACELY (1 _1>

lim det(&,é,)=—2#0.

k—*+o0

where

and also that
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In other words, {v;, vy, u,j, v, : k€ Z*} forms a Riesz basis for X, with

+
g 1 x
Moreover, we also have that I/]gl)’:t = b,feikx with
(2.18) 0<Cy < 65| <Oy, kel

From the above discussion we have the following result.

Theorem 2.4. Let )\f = +iug and gbf be given by

L+E2 14k ’
ot = v, k=0,1,2,3,... o = v, k=1,2,3,...
oy, k=-1,-2,-3,..., =\ vy, k=0,-1,-2,-3,...,

then we have that

a) The spectrum of the operator A is o(A) = {)\f : k € Z}, in which each )\f is a double eigenvalue
with eigenvectors (ﬁ;r and ¢, for k € Z.

b) The set {(bf, : k € Z} forms an orthonormal basis for the space X°. Thus, any U € X* has
the following Fourier expansion

U= (adf +aydy), ai =(U.di5)y., kel
keZ

2.3. Moving distributed controllability of the Linear System. In this subsection, we con-
sider the exact controllability problem for the linear system associated to (L7):

Opu — 920pu — Oyv = b(x + ct)h(z, t), zeT, tel0,T],
(2.19) O — Opu = 0, xeT, tel0,T],
(i, 0) = (), v(i,0) = vo(a), e,

Let us first deduce a necessary and sufficient condition for the exact controllability property
of (2I9) holds. By (:,-), we denote the duality product between X* and its dual X 5. For
(o7, r) € X%, consider the following backward homogeneous equation

Opp — 020yp — Optp = 0, zeT, tek,
(2.20) o — 0o = 0, zeT, tekR,
oz, T) = pr(z), ¥(2,T) =¢r(x), =zeT.
Let (p,1) € C([0,T],X~*) be the unique weak solution of (2:20]).
Lemma 2.5. Let b= b(x) € C*>(T), be such that
(2.21) w={xeT:b(x)#0} #0.
Then, the control h(x,t) € L? (0,T; H**(T)) drives the inital data (ug,vo) € X* of the system

@19) to (ur,vr) € X* in time T if and only if
T

@22) [ [ b tple + ct)pto, dndt = (ur.or = Oor) + (ur. i)
o Jr

— (u0,(0) + 07(0)) — (vo,%(0))
for all (o, 1) € X5, where (p,1)) is the corresponding solution of (2.20).
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Proof. Let us first suppose that (ug,vo) and (@7, 1) belong to D(T) x D(T) and h € D((0,7) x T)
and let (u,v) and (p,%) be the (regular) solutions of (ZI9) and ([220). We recall that D(M)
denotes the set of C°°(M) functions with compact support in M. By multiplying the equation of
(u,v) by (p,7) and by integrating by parts one obtains,

T
= ulx X)) — 2 X X vlx X
(2.23) /0 /T B, Ob(z + ct)p(, t)ddt = /T (. T)(pr(x) — Repr(x))de + /T (2, TYprd
—/Tuo(ac)(go(x,O) +3§<p(x,0))dac—/vo(x)w(x,O)dx.

T

From a density argument we deduce, by passing to the limit in (2.23)), that for any (ug,v9) € X*
and (SOT7¢T) € X787

T
(2.24) /0 /Th(x, t)b(z + ct)p(z, t)dadt = (u(T), o7 — O2¢r) + (v(T), ¥r)

— (u0,9(0) + 92(0)) — (v0,3(0))

Now, from (2.24]), it follows immediately that (222]) holds if and only if (ug,v) is controllable to
(up,vr) and h is the corresponding control. This completes the proof. O

Remark 1. Without any loss of generality, we shall consider only the case ug = vgp = 0. Indeed,
let (ug,v0), (ur,vr) in X* and h in L?(0,T; H*~2(T)) be the control which lead the solution ()
of [I9) from the zero initial data to the final state (u”,v”) — (u(T),v(T)), where (u,v) is the
mild solution corresponding to (2.19) with initial data (ug,vp). It follows immediately that these
controls also lead to the solution (u,v) + (u,v) of (2I9]) from (ug,vg) to the final state (up,vr).

We have the following exact controllability result.
Theorem 2.6. Let T > 0, |c| > 2 and s > 0 be given. Let b= b(z) € C*°(T) be such that
(2.25) w={zeT:b(x)#0}#0.
Then, for all T > %’r with
R + + K|
A =liminf (pcyy —pi) s pe =ck+ AT

and for any (ur,vr) € X°, there exists a function h € L? (O,T; HS_Q(']I‘)) such that the system
@I9) with null initial data admits a unique solution (u,v) € C ([0,T], X®) satisfying

(2.26) (u(z,0),v(z,0)) = (0,0) and (u(z,T),v(z,T)) = (up(z),vr(x)).
Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on s and T such that
(2.27) Al 20,7552 (1)) < Cll(ur, vr)| x-

Proof. Firstly, note that the adjoin system associated to ([2.19)) is given by

(2.28) Opp — 0200 — Op1p = 0, reT, tekR,
' op — Dpp = 0, zeT, teR.
with final data
Note that if (u,v) is the solution of ([ZI9) with h = 0, then ¢(z,t) = uw(2r — z,T —t) and
Y(x,t) = v(2r—x,T —t) is the solution of adjoin system (2.28]). Thus, from the semigroup approach
([2.6]) the solution takes the form

o(x,t) = ez (ak cos (\/%(T — t)) + \/%—kzﬂk sin (\/%(T - t))) e—ika

V(@) =D ez <ﬁk cos “/%(T — t)) +iv/1 + K2ay, sin (\/%(T _ t))) o—ika

(2.29)
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Let us multiply the first equation of the system (2.19)) by ¢, the second one by ¢ and integrating
by parts on T x [0,T7], it follows that

T
(2.30) /11‘ [up — udiep + mb]gd:c = /0 /Th(:c, tb(z + ct)p(z, t)dzdt.

:l:‘ k2 Tt
Now, taking k € Z, if %f(:ﬂ,t) — . i Tz (1)

e~ then ¢]f(x,t) = i‘/1+k2801f(x’t) or if

diy [ K2 (T—t)
¢]f(g;,t) —e rez )e_”“, then gpf(m,t) = :I:ﬁ%f(m,t). It is easy to see that any case we
get the same moment problem. Thus, from (230), it follows that

T +iy [ K2 (T—t)
/ /h(:c,t)b(:c+ct)e R )e_lk“”dxdt
o Jr
. 2 . 2
— 1i’“2T{(1+1€2)/6_’A’”C [ejFZV 1i’“QTU(x,T)
T
k2
e 1+k2TU(1‘,T)

dz

i\/l—i—k:Z/eikm
T

dx} .
By a simple change of variables, we obtain
T diy | 2 (T—t) . diy | 22 (T—t)
/ /h(x,t)b(x +ct)e w10 ik g gy :/ /h(m,t)b(x)e Tz )eﬂk(mfcﬂdxdt,
0 T 0 T

where E(x, t) = h(z — ct,t). Then, the moment problem consists in finding a control h such that

for all k € Z,
. 2
e~ the [ey\/ 1j€'TTU(QJ,T)

T ~ i| kc 1/L t .
(2.31) / /h(m,t)b(x)e( i 1*’“2) e R drdt = (l—l—k2)/
o Jr
, iy 2251
i\/l—i—kz/em [eqt Ly (2, T)
T

dzx

T

dz.

Now, we choose {¢5},,cz+ C L*(0,T) as a biorthogonal family to the set

o {ei(kc:ﬁ / kgil)t}

kEZ
It means that,

T i kery /2= )t T i ket /K2 )t
/ a=(t)e ( i '“2“) dt = Ogm, and / = (t)e ( k2+1) dt =0, Vm,k€Z,
0 0

where i, is Kronecker’s delta. The existence of this biorthogonal family can be established as

explained in [I0, Remark 16] under the hypoteshis |c| > 2 and T > ZF. The condition |c| > 2

guaranties that A is positive and to avoid the existence of different & and m such that

k| Im|
V1+Ek2 V1+m?

with it is necessary to solve the moment problem with no additional compatibility conditions on
the initial and final data, [10, Lemma 12]. We can cite |27, section 2] for more details. Following

[25], we look for a control h(x,t) of the form
(2:32) hia,t) = 3 (it + Frugm(®) €™,

meZ

ck +
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where {gh } ez € L?(0,T) is a biorthogonal family of S and the functions fi are to be determined
later to satisfy the moment problem (2.31). Thus, we obtain

e*i\/ %T / 2
(2.33) fif= T b(m)d1+k [\/ k;2/ —ikz,, d,l?—}—/’]; kaUT(x)dx}
T
and
i,/%T R
(2.34) fr = c ) ;;— K [\/ k2/ —ikay, dﬂc—/T kavT(m)dm]
T

where fT x)dx # 0 by hypothesis. Now, The result will be proved if we prove that the control
function h belong to L2(0,T; H*=2(T)). From now on, we will denote by C' > 0 a general constant
which may vary from line to line. Note that

2

12z 0.7 re-2(my) = / S (Har o+ f7am)e” dt
0 Jljez enr)
s 2 o 2
<C/ > 1+ ‘f+ ()—i—quj(t)‘ dt
JEZ

< C (Ilurlrery + lorlgo-in) ) -

Thus, from Lemma the function h(z,t) = h(z + ct,t) given by 232) - (Z34) is the desired
control that drives the system from (0,0) to (ur,vr). O

Nonlinear System. We turn to the nonlinear system and we prove the exact controllability for
the full system;j. Firstly, we introduce the linear (bounded) operator

(2.35) d: X x X5 — L2(0,T; H(T))
defined by
(2'36) ® ((u()? UO)? (uT7 UT)) (t) = h(t)v

where h is given by (232) and f: is the solution of ([Z:33))-(Z34) with (o), (90)x) and ((47)k, (07))
substituted to ((ax)(0), (0x)(0)) and ((ax)(T), (0x)(T)), respectively. Thus, h = ® ((ug, vo), (ur,vr))
is a control driving the solution (u,v) of ([ZI9]) from (ug,vg) at t =0 to (up,vr) at t =T.

Proof of Theorem [1.2. Pick any time 7' > 27 /A, and any (ug,vo), (ur,vr) € X°* (Ifp=1,s=1
and if p > 1, s > 1/2) satisfying

(2.37) [[(uo, vo)llxs + [l (ur, vr)|lxs <6,

with 6 to be determined later. Recall that we can rewrite (2.19) as the first order evolution system

U, = AU — G(U) + Bh,
(2.38)

where

G(U): , Bh = )
0 0

with b(x) = b(z + ct). Consider the operator

T
w(U,T):/O S(T —1)GU)dr.
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Note that Lemma 2.1 implies that
(2.39) |w(U,T) —w(V,T)||xs < 1T (HUHLOO(O,T;XS) + ||VHL°°(O,T;XS))p U - VHLOO(O,T;XS)

for some positive constant C';. We are led to consider the nonlinear map
t ¢
(2.40) W(U)=S{t)Uy— / S(t—71)GU)(r)dr + / St —T) [B@(Uo, Ur + w(U, T))] (1) dr.
0 0

Note that

(U, if t =0,
(2.41) Y(U)(t) = {—w(U, T)+ (Ur +w(U,T)) =Uyp ift="T.

Thus, in order to obtain the exact controllability result of the nonlinear system we need to prove
that the operator W(U) is a contraction in a appropriate space. For any R > 0, let

Ba(T) = {U € L¥(0,T:X*) + |Ullpeqorxs) < R}
So, it follows that
[ E)lx- < Co (IUsllxe + 18 (U0, U + (U, T)) 1 o, o) + CLR?'T, U € Br(T),
for some positive constant Cy. From (2.27]), we deduce that
19U E)lxe < Co (Ul + Uzl + (U, T)lxs) + RFITC,
< Ca (|Uollx+ + Uzl x=) + RPFIT(C2 +1)C1,
< Cyd + RPPIT(Cy + 1)C.
On the other hand, note that

(2.42) w(U@) - ¥ V(1)) =/O St =7)(G(V)(r) - GU)(T))dr

+/ S(t—71)[B2(0,w(U,T) — w(V,T))](r) dr.
0

Hence, there exists a positive constant C5 = C5(7T") such that

1w (U(t) = TV #)llxs < Co ([w(V.T) = w(U, T)lxs + [@U0, w(U,T) = w(V,T))ll 11 jo,1; +-2))
< 2Cs]|w(V,T) — w(U,T)| xs
< 2C1G5T (|U||zos0,m5x5) + IV | 2o 0/m:x5))” 1 = V| oo o,7,x)
< P CLCSTRP U — V| 1o (0.7 x5)

- . LI 1 Hp R .
PlelIlg R = min [W} s [m] and § = 2—@, we obtain for UO, UT €

X? satisfying
1Uollxs + 1Ur|[xs <6
and U,V € Br(T') such that

19U @)L 0,m;x) < R,
1

(WU t) =WV ) e or:x5) < 511U = Vlizeoo1,x5)-

2

It follows from the contraction mapping theorem that ¥ has a unique fixed point U in Br(T).
Then U satisfies (L17)-(L3) with h = ®(Up, Ur — w(U,T)) and U(T) = Ur, as desired. The proof
of Theorem is complete.

O



16 GALLEGO AND MONTES

2.4. Point Control for the Linear System. In this subsection, we turn to the pointwise con-
tolabillity problem of the linear system (LI0). As was done with the exact controllability of (L7,
we could establish a necessary and sufficient condition to obtain the controllability result.

Lemma 2.7. There exist control functions g € L?(0,T) drives the inital data (ug,vo) € H1(T) x
L3(T) to (ur,vr) € X* in time T of the systems (LIQ) if and only if

T
/0 g(@)p(—ct,t)dt = (ur, 1) g1(1), 11 (1) T (01, ¥1) L2(T)
— {uo, 90(0)>H*1(’E),H1(’E) - (UO,T/)(O))L?(T)
for all (¢7,v7) € HY(T) x L*(T), where (p,) is the corresponding solution of (2.20).

Thus, we can present the proof of Theorem [L3t

Proof of Theorem [1.3. The general identity (Z.30) can be applied to the case of system (LI0),
taking the form

T T
(2.43) /11‘ [up — udie + M/J] dx = /0 g1(t) (6(x + ct), (b)) dt = /0 g1(t)p(—ct, t)dt

From (2.29), if follows that

(2.44) / Tg(t)ei(CM\/E)td (1+ k2) / —ike | T \/ET (x,T)—uo(x)] dw
0 T

+v1+ k:Q/Te_“m [ \/ET (x,T) — vo(x)] dx

Thus, the result will be proved if we can construct a control function g € L(0,T) fulfilling ([2.44)).
In fact, we consider the same biorthogonal family as in the proof of Theorem and the function

(2.45) =Y {ahagh(t) + angn ()} € L*(0,7).
meZ

where the coefficients ot , . are given by

=(1+ ]{:2)/Teikx [ei i TuT(x) - uo(az)] dx

+ V1 + k2 / [ \/ETUT(-W) - vo(m)] dx

- =1+ ]{:2)/1Teikx [64\/ETUT(x) - uo(x)] dx
—V1+ k2/ ke [ '\/H?TUT(-W) - vo(m)] dx

Hence, from Lemma 27 the function g(t) given by (2.45]) is the desired control that drives the
system from (ug, vg) to (urp,vr).
U
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3. ANOTHER CONTROLLABILITY ASPECTS ON A BOUNDED INTERVAL

In this section, we are concerned with the of the linearized symmetric regularized long wave
system posed on the finite interval [0,1]. Given a time 7' > 0, we consider an initial condition
(up, vp) and a target condition (up,vr) on an appropriate space. We would like to found a control
functions h = h(t) also on an adequate space, such that the solution of the problem (ILIT]) with the
Direchlet - Neumann boundary (I.12)) has some controllability property.

3.0.1. The homogeneous System. We establish the wellposedness of the nonhomegenous SRLW
System

Opu — 0;0%u — 0,v = 0, (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,7T),

(3.1) 0w — Oyu = 0, (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,7,
' w(0,t) = u(1,t) = 0,v(0,t) = Ov(1,t) =0, t <€ (0,T),
u(z,0) = up(z), v(z,0)=vy(z), z e (0,1).

We will establish the wellposedness results by using spectral methods. Indeed, we can rewrite the
homogeneous system (B.1]) as follows,

(32) {gt((—; iUU: 0,
where U = (u,v)T, Uy = (ug,v0)” and for

D(A) = {(u,v) € Hj(0,1) x H(0,1) : 9,v(0) = 0,v(1) =0},
we can define the operator
(3.3) A:D(A) C H}0,1) x L*(0,1) — H(0,1) x L*(0,1),
given by

0 B (I - 8%)71 Oy
(3.4) A= ,
—0y 0

Proposition 1. A is a compact, skew-adjoint operator in H}(0,1) x L%(0,1).

Proof. Firstly, note that the operator (I — 92)71d, : H}(0,1) — H(0,1) and 9, : H}(0,1) —

L?(0,1). It is easy to see that the operator 9, is compact in L?(0,1). Due to the regularizing effect

of the operator (I —92)~1, it follows that (I — 92)~10, takes values in H%(0,1) N HE(0,1) which is

compactly embedded in H{(0,1). Hence (I — 82)719, is compact, thus A is compact as well.
Consider in H}(0,1) x L?(0,1) the inner product given by

1 1
(35 (@O gge = @Dy + 00 = [ (rpa +wp)dat [ vode
0 0
For any (u,v)”, (¢,9)T in [Hé(O, 1) N H%(0, 1)] x V', where
V ={ve Hj0,1) N H*0,1) : 9,v(0) = dyv(1) = 0},
we have that

(AW 0)", (0 gawrz = (= (1= ) oo, —0) (0)) |
1

— (0,000) 12 / Deu (1= 02) ™ (I = 02) v,
0

therefore,
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1 1
(A(u? U)T? (SD, TJZ)))H%xLQ = (U, am@)ﬂ - / 833” (I - ai)il ¢d$ + / 833” (I - ai)il a§¢d$
0 0
= (u’ (I - ag)il 8331,[)) + (’U, a:IJSD)L2

Hg

= ((ua U)T7 ((I B 89%)_1 1), 83&90))H = ((ua U)Tv (=A4) (o ¢))H3Xp

1 2
oxL

By density, it follows that (A(u,v)T,(c;),zp))lqéxL2 = ((u,v),(—A)(gp,z/})T)HéxLQ, for all u,p €
HE(0,1) and v, € L?(0,1).
]

From above proposition, ([B.2]) can be treated like an ordinary differential equation in the
Hilbert space H{(0,1) x L%(0,1). By using Cauchy-Lipschitz—Picard [8, pag 104] and since A is
skew-adjoint, the following result holds immediately.

Proposition 2. The equation [B3.2) has a unique solution U € C'([0,00); H}(0,1) x L?(0,1)).
Moreover

1 1 1
(3.6) /|u(m,t)|2dx—i—/ |(9xu(a:,t)|2dx—i—/ lv(z, t)|?dx
0 0 0
1 1 1
:/ |u0(x)|2dx+/ |8mu0(x)|2dx+/ oo () 2 da
0 0 0

Proof. The existence and uniqueness follow from Cauchy-Lipschitz—Picard theorem [8, pag 104].
To see (3.6, note that the HE(0,1) x L?(0,1) norm is conserved. Indeed,

10 10
sl ) e = 55 (Il + 1ol ) = Re (), (~A)(w0)7) 2 = 0.

O
We need to analyze the spectral decomposition of the operator A. The next proposition give
us the behavior of the eigenvalues and eigenfunction of operator A.

Proposition 3. A has a sequence of purely imaginary eigenvalues (A )nez,

nmi
3.7 Ap = sgn(n)————, n€Z".
(3.7) n = sgn(n) e

Moreover, to each eigenvalue )\, corresponds an unique eigenfunction U, (z) = (un(z), v, (z))T,
where

iv?2 V2sgn(n)
2V'1 4 n2n? 2
The family (Up)nez+ forms an orthonormal basis in H}(0,1) x L%(0,1).

(3.8) up(x) = sin(nwz), and wvy(z) = cos(nmx).

Proof. We are looking for A € C and U = (u,v)T € H}(0,1) x L%(0,1), such that AU = AU, which
is equivalent to
(I — 03710 = I,
(3.9) Ozt = Av,
u(0) = u(1) = 0,v(0) = dzv(1) = 0.
Thus, it yields

2 2,
(3.10) {(1+)\)um Nu=0

u(0) = u(1) = 0.
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BY __ I\
Hence, u(z) = c1e 2" 4 cye Vit From the boundary condition, it follows that

c1+ e =0,
(3.11) 1Al I

creVvVita? 4 cge ViHa? = (.

2|7
Then, c; = —c; and eV1+** = 1. Thus, we have a sequence {\, },ez+ such that
A

(3.12) LT nmi, n € Z*.

V1I+A2
Therefore,
(3.13) A = sg(n)——e—— n e Z".

V1 + n272’

To each )\, associated to (8.I0]), corresponds an eigenfunction w,, where

(3.14) up (z) = 2icy sin(nmz).

. o . 1 2icinm
Coming back to system ([3.9), we consider v, () = 5-tno(z) = " cos(nmx). Hence, we have
(3.15)

vp(x) = 2¢1 sgn(n)V'1+ n?n?cos(nrxr) and vy, z(z) = —2cinmsgn(n)v/ 1+ n?r? sin(nrz),

implying that vy, ;(0) = v, (0) = 0. Thus, we have that {\,},ez+ forms the set of eigenvalues
of A, whose eigenfunction are given by U, = (u,,v,)?, where u,, and v, are given by (3.I14) and
([B.15), respectively. Now, we choose the constant c; such that [|(un, vn)l|g1 2> = 1. Indeed, let us

consider the norm of Uy as |[Unll g1 (0,1)x22(0,1) = lunllmi(0,1) + lvnllz2(0,1)- Note that
1 . 1
1 4 1
I COS(WT”U)H%%OJ) = /0 cos®(2nmx)dr = [im + W} ) =3
and
I sin(nwx)H%{é(OJ) = sin(mrx)H%Q(O,l) + ||nm cos(nwx)”%z(m)
1 sin(4nmz) ] P 1 sin(dnmz)]' 1+ n2r2
=|-0— —— n°n’ |-x = .
2 8nm 0 2 8nm 0 2

Thus, we obtain that
1Unll 2 0)x22(0,1) = [12ic1 sin(nmz)|| 2 0,1y + [12¢1 sgn(n) V1 4 nw? cos(nmz) | £2(0,1)

4 5

_ V2
4/ 14n272”

V() = < V2 V2sgn(n)

Hence, choosing c; = we have that

i ), =

As A is a compact and skew-adkjoint operator in H}(0,1) x H{(0,1), the eigenfunction {U,, }nez+
forms an orthonormal basis in H}(0,1) x H(0,1). O

COS(’I’LT('CC)) and  [|Unl g1y 2 = 1.

Remark 2. We have obtained that lim, o |n| = 1. This is due to the compactness of the
operator A. Thus, the spectrum of A admits a finite limit point and will have some very important
consequences for the controllability properties of the generalized SRLW equation.
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Wiht the spectral analysis of A and the asymptotic behavior of A\; in hands, we are able to
obtain the explicit solution in the space H&(O7 1) x L?(0,1). Indeed, if we consider a initial data
Up € Hg(0,1) x L2(0,1), Uy = 3,,cz anUn, the corresponding solution of equation ([B.2) is given
by

(3.16) Uz, t) = Z anUpe= Pt
nez*

The next result is a directly consequence of the previous spectral analysis and ensures the
well-posedness of the system (B.1]).

Proposition 4. For any Uy = (ug,vo) € H(0,1) x L?(0,1) initial data given by
Uo = Z anUp,
nezL*

for some constants a,, where {Uy,}nezs is a orthonormal basis of H(0,1) x L?(0,1) forms by the
eigenfunctions of operator A. Then, there exists a unique solution of

Ui+ AU =0,
U(0) = Uy,
belongs to C(R, H}(0,1) x L2(0,1)) and it is given by
(3.17) Uz, t) = Z apUpe~ At
nez*

where U(x,t) = (u(z,t),v(z,t))T,
(3.18)

iv2a, . it V2sgn(n)ay, it
u(z,t) = E ————sin(nwz)e” " and v(x,t) = g ————— cos(nmx)e """
22
.2Vl +nin 2

where A, = %, forn e Z*.

Remark 3. From the cosine and sine functions, we see that there is no gain of regularity for the
linear RSLW equation. Moreover, from the asymptotic behavior of eingenvalues A, we see that
the fact that the position (u,v) and the velocity (u,v;) have the same regularity.

nez*

3.0.2. The Nonhomogeneous System. Now, we are concerned with the initial boundary value

problem (LI1)) - (TI2]).

Theorem 3.1. Let (ug,vo) € H'(0,1) x L?*(0,1) and h(t) € H'(0,T). Then, there exists a unique
mild solution (u,v) of problem (LII)-(LIZ) in C([0,T); H*(0,1) x L(0,1)).

Proof. If (u,v) is solution of (LII))-(II2]), then p(x,t) := u(z,t) + zh(t) and ¥(z,t) := v(x,t) are
solutions of system,

(010 — 0,020 — 0p0 =l (1), (z,t) € (0,1) x (0,T),

8151/} - 83[:‘10 = _h(t)a (.%',t) S (07 1) X (OaT)7
(3.19) ©(0,t) =0, ¢(1,t) =0, te (0,7),
0,9(0,t) =0, 0,3(1,t) =0, te(0,T)
o(x,0) = ug(x) — zh(0), ®(x,0) :=vo(x), z€(0,1).

Considering W = (i, )7, the system ([B3.19) takes the form

(320) {WH—AW:F,

W(0) = Wy
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where A is given by ([B8.4]) and
(I—82)"" (zh/(2)) uo(x) — zh(0)
(3.21) F = , and Wy(z) =
(I —02)"" (=h(t)) vo()
The term F belongs to L2(0,T;[L?(0,1)]?). Thus, by using a classical result, we obtain a well-
posedness result for ([3.20)-(B21) giving solutions in C*([0,7]; L?(0,1)). Going back to (u,v) we

obtain the desired result (see [I5 pag 9] for a similar argument). O

3.0.3. Lack of Controllability. In this part, we study the exact controllability properties of the
linearized system

(0,u — 0102u — Opv = 0, (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,7),

0w — Ozu =0, (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,7),
(3.22) u(0,t) =0, u(l,t) = h(t), te(0,T),
8,0(0,t) =0, dyv(l,t) =0, te(0,7),
u(z,0) = up(z), wv(z,0)=uwvo(x), z€(0,1),

where h is the control belongs to H(0,T), and the initial data (ug,vo) € H(0,1) x L?(0,1).
Let (p,%) the solution of the adjoint system associated to (3.22]) given by

at‘P - 8158%()0 - 3x¢ = O, (1‘, t) € (07 1) X (07 T),

Op — Opp = 0, (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,7),
(3.23) ©(0,t) = ¢(1,t) =0, t € (0,7),

0,16(0,1) = D,(1,1) = 0, te(0,T),

o(@,T) =pr(z), ¥@T)=1vr(x), xec(01),

where (o7, %) belongs to H2(0,1) N HE(0,1) x H}(0,1).
The following lemma gives a relation between the null controllability of ([8.:22]) with a control
problem into a moment problem.

Lemma 3.2. The initial data (ug,vo) € H(0,1) x L2(0,1) is controllable to zero in time T > 0,
with controls h(-) in HY(0,T), if and only if

T
(3'24) (uo(')7(p('70))Hé(0,1) + (UO(')v(P('7O))L2(O,1) = _/0 h(t) (3xat<p(1,t) +¢(17t)) dt,

for any solution (p,) of B23) and initial data (or,v7) belongs to H}(0,1) x L?(0,1).

Proof. Multiplying the first and second equation of the system ([3:22]) by ¢ and 1 solution of (3:23)),
respectively and integrating over (0,1) x (0,7), it follows that

T /1 T ,1
/ / (@u — at(?gu — amv) pdzxdt + / / (Opv — Opu) Ydxdt =0
0o Jo 0o Jo
Thus, integrating by parts, we have
T ,1 T /1
0=— / / U (Bﬂp — 920 — wa) dxdt — / / v (Opp — Opip) dadt
0o Jo 0o Jo

1 T
+ / [ugp — Pup + mb]gdx — / [Vp + w0y Opp — Orudrp + m/)](l) dt.
0 0

Thus, we deduce that

1 T
/ [ugp — QPup + mb]gdx = / [V + D, Orp — Opudsp + m/)](l) dt.
0 0
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Then,
1
/0 (u(@, T)er(x) + Opule, T)dppr(x) + v(z, T)yr(x)) de — [Byu(z, T)er(x)]
1
- /0 (uo()¢(x,0) + Byuo(2)dzp(, 0) + vo(2)9(x,0)) da + [Dyuo(2)¢(x,0)]g

_ /  h(0)0.000(L.1) + h(EYB(L, 1)) dt.
0

thus, it follows that
(Wl D)1 s oy + 00T 0 20y — (00 000 g0y — @0 9+ 0)) 20
-/ " ht) (@uBip (1, 1)+ 6(1, 1)) di
0

for all (pr,¥r) € HE(0,1) x L2(0,1). Then, (ug,vo) € H}(0,1) x L?(0,1) is controllable to zero in
time 7' > 0 if and only if (3.:24)) is satisfied. O

Lemma 3.3. Let us consider initial data Uy := (ug,vo) belongs to H}(0,1) x L?(0,1) such that
Up= > anlUy
nez*

Then, Uy is controllable to zero in time T > 0, with controls h(-) in H'(0,T), if and only if

T 22

, —1)"v/2

(3‘25) / h(t)e—v\ntdt — ( ) \/_n mTa

0 2V1 4+ n2m2(nw, + sgn(n)v1 + n?n?)

Proof. Let us put Vi := (o7, ¢r) € Hj(0,1) x L*(0,1) such that Vi =3, ;. b,U, and we use
(B:24)). By using the spectral properties of the differential operator A and the Proposition [, we
have that

U(z,t) = (u(x,t), Z anUpe™ Pt
nezL*

V(z,t) := (o(x,t), Z by Upe*n(T=0
nez*

such that

(3.26) u(w,t) = Z Lan Sin(mr:c)e‘””t, v(z,t) = Z Man cos(nwx)e‘“‘"t,

2V 1 4 nPr? = 2
and
(3.27)
iv?2 . A (T— V2sgn(n) S (T
,I,t b si(nnmx BZ)\n(T t)’ ,I,t = - =2 * 7p, cos(nmx eZAn(T t),
@()ng*m/m() ) = 32 5 cosma)
where A\, = \S/g%, for n € Z*. It follows that
—1 X T 1 AT
(UO('),QO(WO))HOl(O,l) + (UO(')aSO('7O))L2(0,1) = Z manbnez + Z ganbnel

nez* nez*

Z n2r2a,b, eiAnT
nez* 201w
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and
T
/ h(t) (.00 (L, 1) + (L, 1)) dt
0

T V2nmA ; V2sgn(n) 4
= [ — by cos(nm)e M (T 4 N 222, cos(nr) e T | dt
[ 10| X e cntomyen ) 5 R i

An A
== Z bpen T / h(t) [\/% + sgn(n )] cos(nm)e et
nez* n

nez*

From (3:24]) we deduce that

n*ma ~
3.28 bpernT o+ \/_/ [ + sgn(n ] cos(nm e_”‘”tdt> =0
L <1+22 L+ sen(n)| cos(onm)

for any {by }nz0 in 2. O
In the next result, we will establish that the system (3.22]) is not spectrally controllable. This
means that no finite linear nontrivial combination of eigenvectors of the differential operator A can

be driven to zero in finite time by using a control h € H'(0,7). Thus, from above lemmas the
following negative result can be easily proved.

Proof of Theorem [1.4l With the above results in hands, it is sufficently prove the following
claim

Claim 3.1. No eigenfunction of the differential operator A can be driven to zero in finite time.

In fact, from Lemma B3] the null controllability of U,, = (um,vn) is equivalent to find
h € HY(0,T) such that

(-1)"v2n?r%a,
(3.29) / D tye- it =  2VIF T (A £ sgn(n)v1+n?n?)
0

n=m,

0 Vn € Z*, n # m.

. . s o . . 1 T T
S}lppose that there exists a function h(-) satisfying (3.29). Consider the function f(-) € H' (=%, %)
given by

T T T
(3.30) flt)=nh <5 - t) almost everywhere in (—5, 5) .

Then, it yields

Z : T '
/ D f(t)ettdt = eT (n=Am) / h(t)ertdt
— 0

Sl

(—1)”\/5712772
2V1 + n?m2(nmw, + sgn(n)v1 + n?n?)

0 Vn € Z*, n # m.

Thus, considering f,,(t) = ¢, f(t), where
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it follows that
1 n=m,

2 fm(t)ei)\ntdt —

Sl

0 VneZ* n#m.

It is a contradiction. Indeed, one can see that is not possible due the following Theorem [3.4] which
shows a negative property related with the existence of a biorthogonal family.

O
Theorem 3.4. Let T > 0 and m € Z*. There is not function f,, € L*(=T,T) such that

T .
(3.31) / Fm(t)etdt = ifm=m,

_T 0 ifneZ*n+#m,
where {i\,}, n € Z* are the eigenvalues of the differential operator A.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a function f,, belongs to L?(—T,T) for some m € Z*, such that
B31) is satisfied. Thus, let us define F,,, : C — C by

T
F(z):= /T fim(t)etdt

By using the Paley—Wiener theorem, it follows that F), is an entire function and from (B.31]), it
yields

(3.32) F(Am) = 1.

Since -\, = \/ml—gﬂ, we have that limj, . An = 1. Then, I is zero on a set with a finite
accumulation point. Therefore F' = 0 which contradicts (3.32]). Hence, there is no function f,, €
L?*(=T,T) such that (331)). O

3.1. Approximated Controllability. In spite of the lack of exact controllability from the bound-
ary of system, we will prove that system (3.22]) is approximately controllable, i,e the set of reachable
states

(3.33) R(T, (ug,v0)) = {(w(T,z),v(T,z)) : h € H'(0,T)}

is dense in H}(0,1) x L?(0,1) for any (ug,vo) € H(0,1) x L*(0,1) and T > 0. This property is
equivalent to a unique continuation property for the adjoint system associated. The main idea is
to use the series expansion of the solution in terms of the eigenvectors of the operator in order to
reduce the problem to a unique continuation problem (of the eigenvectors).

Proof of Theorem Due to the linearity of the system under consideration, it is sufficient to
prove the result for any 7" > 0 and (ug, vg) = (0,0). Thus, we are going to prove that the set (3.33])
is dense in H(0,1) x L?(0,1).

Let (u,v) € C([0,T); H'(0,1) x L?(0,1)) the corresponding solution of the system (3.22]) given
by Theorem Bl and (¢, 1) solution of the adjoint system (B3.23]). Then, it follows that

T
(331) (T, ) erO)mon + @), 0r()) ) = /0 B(t) (Dsdhp(1,8) +(1,1)) dt.

Suppose that R(T, (ug,vo)) is not dense in H{(0,1) x L?(0,1). In this case, there exists (o7, 1%7) #
(0,0) belongs to H(0,1) x L*(0,1) such that

(u(T,), @T('))Hé(o,l) + (o(T, ), QDT('))LQ(O,l) =0, Vhe H' (0,7).
Consequently, from (3.34]), we obtain

(3.35) /OT h(t) (Dudep(1,8) +(1,8)) dt =0, he HY0,T).
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Thus,
0:0ip(1,t) +(1,t) =0, Vte[0,T].

On the other hand, since A is a skew-adjoint operator in H{(0,1) x L?(0,1), it has a sequence
of eigenvalues {\, }nez+ C iR and the corresponding eigenfunctions {Uy, }nez+ form a orthonormal
basis of (H}(0,1) x L%(0,1). Then, if V7 := (pr,97) belongs to H(0,1) x L(0,1), we have

Vi= > bulUp
nez*
and the corresponding solution (¢, ) of the adjoint system can be written as
V(z,t) := ((x,1), Z b U () (T =)
nez*

thus, it follows that

= 3 b UL @) (T = iv2 S sin(nma)eitn (T 1)
nEZ* 2 neZ* " \/m

= Z ang( Mn T—t) Z by sgn COS nﬂm) idn (T—t)
nez* ez

Then, we obtain that

V2 Z N (= 1)1 A (T=1)
v by

axat(p(lat) = 9 m

nez*

and

0= 22 5 busen (e

nez*
Thus, it yields,
nwAp .
0= 0,0p(1,t) +9(1,1) E (=), <7 + sen >eun(T—t>_
t@( ) 1/} ez 1+ 7’L2 2 Sg ( )

Since ¢ and v are an analytic function (see Theorem 2.1), we can integrate the identity above over
(=S,S), for any S > 0. Then, for each m € Z*, we deduce that

0= lim —/ D, 0rp(1, 1) + (1, el

S—00 S

Thus,

S p)lni nmTAn I (T—t) | At gy
SlggoS/ by, < ﬁ%—n%ﬁ—ksgn( ))e ]e dt = 0.

Hence, it follows that b, = 0 for all m € Z* and therefore Vp := (¢, 9¥7) = (0,0) , which represents
a contradiction. Then, R(T, (ug,vp)) is dense in H{(0,1) x L?(0,1). O
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