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Abstract

The paper deals with the controllability properties of the linear Kawahara equation posed

on a periodic domain. We show that the equation is null-controllable by means of a control

depending only on time and acting on the system through a given shape function in space.

The method we apply is based on Fourier expansion of solutions and the analysis of a

biorthogonal sequence to a family of complex exponential functions.
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1 Introduction

The study of wave phenomena arising in dispersive media is of broad scientific interest and
pertains to a modern line of research which is important both scientifically and for potential
applications. Progress in the development of mathematical models has made it possible to
understand such phenomena in quite distinct fields and to solve problems that come to the fore.
Within this context, the Korteweg-de Vries equation (KdV) has been derived as a model for
the unidirectional propagation of nonlinear, dispersive waves in an impressive array of physical
situations. In most cases when it is derived from more complex systems, the KdV equation
appears in the form

ut + ux + εuux + δuxxx = 0,

where the small positive parameters ε and δ are related to a small-amplitude and a long-
wavelength assumption, respectively. The unknown u is a real valued functions of the variables
x and t and subscripts indicate partial differentiation.

Another relevant dispersive wave model is the Kawahara equation [8], also referred as fifth-
order KdV equation. The Kawahara equation occurs in the theory of magneto-acoustic waves in
a plasma and in the theory of shallow water waves with surface tension. In order to balance the
nonlinear effect, Kawahara took into account the higher order effect of dispersion and established
the following equation to describe solitary-wave propagation in media:

(1) ut + γux + αuxxx + βuxxxxx + ρuux = 0.

The parameters γ, α, β, ρ ∈ R with β 6= 0, and α and β represent the effect of dispersion.
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There is a vast literature devoted to the study of water waves ranging from coastal engineering
preoccupations to a very theoretical mathematical analysis of the equations. For instance, a
large body of literature has been concerned with the questions of existence, uniqueness and
continuous dependence of solutions corresponding to initial data. However, there are many
issues still open that deserves further attention. In this work, the goal is to advance the study
of the initial-boundary value problems exploring the dynamics of dispersive equations by using
mathematical analysis from the controllability point of view. Due to the rapid development of
new mathematical tools, since the late 1980s control theory of nonlinear dispersive wave equations
have attracted a lot of attention. Particularly, control properties of the KdV equation has been
intensively studied and significant progresses have been made. In contrast, there are relative few
works on the Kawahara equation for its control theory.

Without loss of generality, we assume that the parameters given in (1) are such that γ = α = 1
and β = −1. Thus, our attention is given to the following control system described by the
linearized Kawahara equation posed on a periodic domain:

(2)





ut − u5x + u3x + ux = f(x)v(t), in (0, T )× (0, 2π),

∂
j
xu(t, 0) = ∂

j
xu(t, 2π), in (0, T ),

u(0, x) = u0(x), in (0, 2π),

for j = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4. The goal is to drive the initial data u0 to rest by using a control v(t),
depending only on time and acting on the system through a given function in space f(x). This
type of control is often used and sometimes called lumped or bilinear.

To be more precise, considerations will be given to the following null-controllability problem:

Given T > 0, an initial state u0 and a profile f in a certain Hilbert space, find an appropriate

control v ∈ L2(0, T ), so that system (2) admits a solution u which satisfies u(T, x) = 0.
If one can always find a control input to guide the system described by (2) from any given

initial state to zero, then the system is said to be null-controllable.

In order to make more precise the tools we employ to study this question, we introduce some
notations: Given any v ∈ L2(0, 2π) and k ∈ Z, we denote by v̂k the k−Fourier coefficient of v,

v̂k =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
v(x)e−ikx dx.

Then, for any s ∈ R, we define the Hilbert space

(3) Hs
p(0, 2π) =

{
v =

∑

k∈Z

v̂ke
ikx ∈ L2(0, 2π)

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

k∈Z

|v̂k|2(1 + k2)s < ∞
}

endowed with the inner product

(4) (v,w)s =
∑

k∈Z

v̂kŵk(1 + k2)s.

We denote by ‖·‖s the norm corresponding to the inner product given by (4). Then, we consider
the following operator associated to the space variable:

(5)




(D(A), A), where D(A) = H5

p (0, 2π) and

A : D(A) ⊂ L2
p(0, 2π) → L2

p(0, 2π), such that Au = ∂5
xu− ∂3

xu− ∂xu.
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Controllability properties of linear systems have been studied for a long time with the aid of
Fourier techniques. In what concerns system (2), we employ Fourier series expansion to reduce
the null control problem to a equivalent moment problem, whose solution is given in terms of an
explicit biorthogonal sequence to a family of exponential (eλmt)m∈Z in L2(0, T ). Here, λm are
the eigenvalues of the differential operator A defined in (5). We recall that a family of functions
(φm)m∈Z ⊂ L2(0, T ) with the property that

∫ T

0
φm(t)eλmtdt = δmn, ∀m,n ∈ Z,

where δmn is the Kronecker symbol, is a biorthogonal sequence to (eλmt)m∈Z. In order to obtain
this sequence, we introduce a family Ψm(z) of entire functions of exponential type (see, for
instance, [14]), such that Ψm(iλn) = δmn. Then, by applying Paley–Wiener Theorem we obtain
φm as the inverse Fourier transform of Ψm. Each Ψm is obtained from a Weierstrass product
Pm multiplied by an appropriate function Mm with rapid decay on the real axis. Such a method
was used for the first time by Paley and Wiener [13] and, in the context of control problems, by
Fattorini and Russell [3, 4].

Once such family (φm)m∈Z is given, the control v(t) for (2) is obtained by considering a
linear combinations of functions φm. Indeed, if we consider u0(x) =

∑
m∈Z û0meimx and f(x) =∑

m∈Z f̂meimx, f̂m 6= 0, the Fourier expansions of u0 and f , respectively, the function

v(t) =
∑

m∈Z

û0m

f̂m
eTλmφm (T − t) , t ∈ (0, T ),(6)

is a control for (2) in time T , if the series converges in L2(0, T ). The convergence depends on
some uniform boundedness, with respect to m, of the the family (φm)m∈Z in L2(0, T ), which
are obtained by applying Plancherel Theorem. In additon, some assumptions on f and u0 are
necessary. More precisely, let f ∈ L2(0, 2π) be, such that

f(x) =
∑

k∈Z

f̂ke
ikx, with f̂k 6= 0, ∀ k ∈ Z.(7)

Assuming (7), for a given constant β > 0 define the space

(8) H =



h ∈ L2

p(0, 2π) :
∑

k∈Z

∣∣∣∣∣
ĥk

f̂k

∣∣∣∣∣

2

eβk
6

< ∞



 .

If u0 ∈ H and f̂k satisfies (7), the convergence of (6) holds in L2
p(0, 2π) and v(t) is a control

for (2). We remark that the choice of the space H defined in (8) is related to the form of the
eigenvalues of the operator A defined in (5) and the growth of φm in L2(0, T ). Indeed, the
eigenvalues of the state operator corresponding to (2) are given by λm = −im(m4 + m2 − 1)
and ||φm||L2(0,T ) increases exponentially with m, i. e., ||φm||L2(0,T ) ≤ ceνm

6t, where c and ν

are positive constants. The choice of the initial data in H compensates the growth of φm and
ensure the converge of (6) in L2(0, T ). When considering models in which the corresponding
state operator has eigenvalues with negative real part, we can take β = 0 in (8).

The technique we describe above was used in the study of several control problems, being the
pioneering articles of Fattorini and Russell [3, 4] one of the most relevant examples in the context
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of scalar parabolic equations. This method is very efficient in the one-dimensional space setting
and has also been successfully applied in [2, 6, 12]. In particular, our analysis was inspired by
the results obtained in [2, 11, 12] of the which we borrow some ideas.

Concerning the Kawahara equation posed on a periodic domain, the internal controllability
and the stabilization problems were studied in [16, 17]. Particularly, in [17], the authors use the
same approach as that developed in [10] to obtain the global exact control and global exponential
stability for periodic solutions in Hs, for s ≥ 0. Bourgain spaces associated to the Kawahara
equation, propagation of compactness and propagation of regularity for the linear Kawahara
equation are three key ingredients in their proofs. More recently, in [5], the authors establish
local exact control and local exponential stability of periodic solutions of fifth order Korteweg-
de Vries type equations in Hs, for s > 2. A dissipative term is incorporated into the control
which, along with a propagation of regularity property, yields a smoothing effect permitting the
application of the contraction principle. It is important to emphasize that the results obtained
in all papers mentioned above [5, 16, 17] do not give an answer to the null control problem
addressed here. Moreover, they have been proved employing a different approach with a control
input supported in a given open set ω ⊂ (0, 2π). To the best of our knowledge, the study we
develop for the linear Kawahara equation has not been addressed in the literature yet. Moreover,
the available results do not give an immediate answer to it.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we present the well-posedness
of the system and give an equivalent characterization of the controllability problem in terms of
the moment problem. Section 3 is devoted to the construction of a biorthogonal sequence and
in Section 4 we prove our main result. Finally, in Section 5, we present some open problems.

2 The Moment Problem

Let us first present a well-posedness result for system (2).

Theorem 2.1. Given any T > 0, F ∈ L1(0, T ;L2(0, 2π)) and u0 ∈ L2(0, 2π), there exists a

unique weak solution u ∈ C([0, T ];L2(0, 2π)) of the problem

(9)





ut − u5x + u3x + ux = F (t, x), in (0, T )× (0, 2π),

∂
j
xu(t, 0) = ∂

j
xu(t, 2π), in (0, T ),

u(0, x) = u0(x), in (0, 2π),

for j = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4.

Proof. According to [16], the operator A defined in (5) generates a group of isometries in
L2
p(0, 2π). Hence, the result follows from the semigroup theory.

Having the well-posedness of (2) in hands, we can give now the characterization of the
controllability property in terms of a moment problem. We refer to [1, 9, 15] for a detailed
discussion of the subject.

Theorem 2.2. Let T > 0, f ∈ L2(0, 2π) and u0 ∈ L2
p(0, 2π), such that

u0(x) =
∑

n∈Z

û0ne
inx and f(x) =

∑

n∈Z

f̂ne
inx.
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Then, there exists a control v ∈ L2(0, T ) such that the solution u of (2) verifies u(T, x) = 0 if,

and only if, v ∈ L2(0, T ) satisfies

(10) f̂n

∫ T

0
v(T − s)eλnsds = −û0ne

Tλn ,

where λn = −in(n4 + n2 − 1) are the eigenvalues of the operator A defined in (5).

Proof. We consider the “adjoint” system

(11)





ϕt − ϕ5x + ϕ3x + ϕx = 0, in (0, T ) × (0, 2π),

∂
j
xϕ(t, 0) = ∂

j
xϕ(t, 2π), in (0, T ),

ϕ(T, x) = ϕT (x), in (0, 2π),

for j = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4. If we multiply the equation in (2) by ϕ and integrate for parts in (0, T ) ×
(0, 2π), we deduce that v ∈ L2(0, T ) is a control for (2) if, and only if, it verifies

(12)

∫ T

0
v(t)

∫ 2π

0
f(x)ϕ(t, x)dxdt = −

∫ 2π

0
u0(x)ϕ(0, x)dx,

for any solution ϕ of (11). Since (e−inx)n∈Z is a basis for L2
p(0, 2π), it is sufficient to check (12)

for solutions of (11) of the form ϕ(t, x) = e(t−T )λne−inx, n ∈ Z. Thus, it is straightforward to
deduce that (10) holds.

3 A Biorthogonal Sequence

This section is devoted to construct a biorthogonal sequence (Φm)m∈Z mentioned in the previous
sections. By using Paley-Wiener Theorem, it is obtained as the inverse Fourier transform of
a family Ψm of entire functions of exponential type, such that Ψm(iλn) = δmn, where δmn is
the Kronecker symbol. Each Φm is obtained from a Weierstrass product Pm multiplied by an
appropriate function Mm with rapid decay on the real axis. Therefore, for any m ∈ Z

∗, we first
introduce the function

Pm(z) =
∏

n∈Z∗,n 6=m

(
1 +

iz

λn

)(
λn

λn − λm

)
,(13)

where λm are the eigenvalues of the operator A defined in (5). Since λ−m = λm, we prove the
following result:

Lemma 3.1. Pm is an entire function of the exponential type, such that

Pm(iλn) = δmn, m ∈ Z
∗,

where δmn is the Kronecker symbol.

Proof. We obtain the result by analyzing the following products:

Em(z) =
∏

n∈Z∗,n 6=m

∣∣∣∣1 +
iz

λn

∣∣∣∣ and Qm =
∏

n∈Z∗,n 6=m

∣∣∣∣
λn

λn − λm

∣∣∣∣ .(14)
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First, observe that, for any z ∈ C,

Em(z) =
∏

n∈Z+,n 6=m

∣∣∣∣1 +
iz

λn

∣∣∣∣
∏

n∈Z−,n 6=m

∣∣∣∣1 +
iz

λn

∣∣∣∣ =
∏

n∈N∗,n 6=m

∣∣∣∣1 +
iz

λn

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣1 +

iz

λn

∣∣∣∣

= exp

(
∞∑

n=1

ln

∣∣∣∣1−
z2

|λn|2
+ 2izR

(
1

λn

)∣∣∣∣

)
= exp

(
∞∑

n=1

ln

∣∣∣∣1−
z2

|λn|2
∣∣∣∣

)
.

Since

∞∑

n=1

ln

∣∣∣∣1−
z2

|λn|2
∣∣∣∣ ≤

∞∑

n=1

ln

(
1 + 2

|z|2
|λn|2

)
≤

∞∑

n=1

ln

(
1 + 2

|z|2
n2

)
≤
∫ ∞

0
ln

(
1 + 2

|z|2
x2

)
dx,

=
√
2π|z|,

we get

(15) Em(z) ≤ exp(
√
2π|z|).

For Qm have that:

Qm =
∏

n∈Z∗,n 6=m

∣∣∣∣
λn

λn − λm

∣∣∣∣ =
1

2

∏

n∈N∗,n 6=m

|λn|2
|λn − λm||λn + λm|

=
1

2

∏

n∈N∗,n 6=m

|λn|2
|λn−m||λn+m|

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Q1

m

∏

n∈N∗,n 6=m

|λn−m||λn+m|
|λn − λm||λn + λm|

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Q2

m

.

Then, the next steps are devoted to estimate Q1
m and Q2

m.

Q1
m =

∏

n∈N∗,n 6=m

|λn|2
|λn−m||λn+m| ≤

|λ1|2|λ2|2 · · · |λm−1|2|λm+1|2 · · · |λ2m−1|2|λ2m|2|λ2m+1|2 · · ·

|λm−1| · · · |λ1||λm+1| · · · |λ2m−1|
∞∏

n=1

|λn|
∞∏

n=2m+1

|λn|

≤ |λ2m|
|λm| =

|32m5 + 8m3 − 2m|
|m5 +m3 −m| ≤ C,

where C is a positive constant.
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To evaluate Q2
m, we proceed as follows:

Q2
m =

∏

n∈N∗,n 6=m

|λn−m||λn+m|
|λn − λm||λn + λm| =

∏

n∈N∗,n 6=m

(
1 +

|λn−m||λn+m| − |λn − λm||λn + λm|
|λn − λm||λn + λm|

)

=
∏

n∈N∗,n 6=m

(
1 +

|λn−mλn+m| − |(λn − λm)(λn + λm)|
|λn − λm||λn + λm|

)

≤
∏

n∈N∗,n 6=m

(
1 +

|λn−mλn+m − (λn − λm)(λn + λm)|
|λn − λm||λn + λm|

)

= exp




∞∑

n=1,n 6=m

ln

(
1 +

|λn−mλn+m − (λn − λm)(λn + λm)|
|λn − λm||λn + λm|

)


≤ exp




∞∑

n=1,n 6=m

( |λn−mλn+m − (λn − λm)(λn + λm)|
|λn − λm||λn + λm|

)


≤ exp




∞∑

n=1,n 6=m

5m8f( n
m) + 4m6g( n

m ) + 13m4h( n
m )

α(m,n)


 ,

where

f(t) = t6 − t4 + t2, g(t) = t4 + t2, h(t) = t2,

α(m,n) = (n4 + n3m+ n2m2 + nm3 +m4 + n2 + nm+m2 − 1)×
|n4 − n3m+ n2m2 − nm3 +m4 + n2 − nm+m2 − 1|.

In the remaining part of the proof C will denote a positive constant that may change from
one estimate to another, but it is independent of m.

Observe that the function f(t) satisfy

f(t) ≤
{

t2, if 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
t6, if t ≥ 1.

Then, if n ≤ m,

m−1∑

n=1

5m8f( n
m)

α(m,n)
≤ 5m8

m−1∑

n=1

n2

m2

n4
≤ 5m6

m−1∑

n=1

1

n2
≤ 5m6

∫ m−1

1

1

t2
dt = 5m6m− 2

m− 1
≤ 5m6.

If n ≥ m,

∞∑

n=m+1

5m8f( n
m)

α(m,n)
≤ 5m8

∞∑

n=m+1

n6

m6

n4(n−m)4
≤ 5m2

∞∑

n=m+1

n2

(n−m)4
≤ 5m2

∞∑

k=1

(k +m)2

k4
≤ Cm4.

(16)

In what concerns the function g(t), have that

g(t) ≤
{

(t+ 1)2, if 0 ≤ t ≤ 1,
2t6, if t ≥ 1.
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When n ≤ m,

m−1∑

n=1

2m6g( n
m )

α(m,n)
≤ 2m6

m−1∑

n=1

( n
m + 1)2

n4
≤ 2m4

m−1∑

n=1

(n+m)2

n4
≤ 2m4

m−1∑

n=1

n2 + 2nm+m2

n4

≤ 2m4

∫ m−1

1

(
1

t2
+

2m

t3
+

m2

t4

)
dt ≤ Cm6.

If n ≥ m, we proceed as in (16). In this case, we use the fact that g(t) ≤ 4t6, for t ≥ 1. Finally,
to estimate the term involving the function h, we also proceed as before using the following
estimate:

h(t) ≤
{

t2, if 0 ≤ t ≤ 1,
t6, if t ≥ 1.

Combining the estimates above, we deduce that

Qm = Q1
mQ2

m ≤ exp(Cm6).

From (14), (15) and the above estimate we conclude the proof.

Remark 3.1. Lemma 3.1 remains valid if we consider the following linear equation equation

associated to (1): ut + γux + αuxxx − βuxxxxx = 0. In fact, the differential operator associated

to the space variable is given by A1 := β∂5
xu − α∂3

xu − γ∂xu : H5
p(0, 2π) → L2(0, 2π), whose

eigenvalues are

λk = −ik(βk4 + αk2 − γ), k ∈ Z.

Hence, it may occur that not all eigenvalues are different. If we count only the distinct eigen-

values, we get a sequence {λk}k∈I, where I ⊂ Z have a property of λk1 6= λk2 for any k1, k2 ∈ I.

Then, for all k1 ∈ Z, we define

I(k1) = {k ∈ Z : k(βk4 + αk2 − γ) = k1(βk
4
1 + αk21 − γ)}

and |I(k1)| = m(k1), which has the following properties:

• m(k1) ≤ 5. This is a consequence of the fact that the polynomial p(x) = x(βx4 + αx2 − γ)
has a maximum of 5 distinct roots.

• λk → ±∞, as k → ±∞. Then, there exists k∗ ∈ N, such that m(k) = 1, for all |k| ≥ k∗.

To prove Lemma 3.1, we have assumed that I(k1) is a unitary set. This is due to the fact that,

in the original model, we have assumed that α = β = γ = 1. If this is not the case, we can

also prove the result by using the same approach. Indeed, following the notation introduced in the

proof of the lemma, we have that

Q1
m =

∏

n∈N∗,n/∈I(m)

|λn|2
|λn−m||λn+m|

=

m1−1∏

n=1

|λn|2
|λn−m||λn+m|

m2−1∏

m1+1

|λn|2
|λn−m||λn+m| · · ·

∞∏

m5+1

|λn|2
|λn−m||λn+m| .

Then, proceeding in a similar way, we can estimate each term of the product above. For Q2
m, we

use a similar argument.
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From Lemma 3.1 we obtain the following estimate for Pm, defined in (13):

|Pm(z)| ≤ exp(Cπ(|z| +m6),

where C is a positive constant. Consequently, on the real axis, it follows that

|Pm(x)| ≤ exp(C1(|x|+m6),(17)

for some C1 > 0.
The next proposition guarantees the existence of a entire function (of exponential type) which

plays an important role in the construction of the biorthogonal sequence. It is an appropriate
multiplier that compensates the growth of Pm on the real axis. In order to prove the proposition,
the following technical lemma is needed.

Lemma 3.2. If x ≥ m6, then

[x]∑

j=m6

ln

∣∣∣∣
j

x

∣∣∣∣ = −
∫ x

m6

B(u)−m6 + 1

u
du,(18)

where B(u) = #{n : n ≤ u}.

Proof. Firstly, we remark that the function B has the following properties:

• If j ≤ u < j + 1, we have B(u) = j.

• If [x] ≤ u ≤ x, then B(u) = [x] and B(u) ≥ x− 1.

Hence, we have that

−
∫ x

m6

B(u)

u
du = −

[x]−1∑

j=m6

∫ j+1

j

B(u)

u
du−

∫ x

[x]

B(u)

u
du

= −
[x]−1∑

j=m6

∫ j+1

j

j

u
du−

∫ x

[x]

[x]

u
du

=

[x]−1∑

j=m6

j ln

∣∣∣∣
j

j + 1

∣∣∣∣+ [x] ln

∣∣∣∣
[x]

x

∣∣∣∣ = ln

∣∣∣∣∣∣

[x]−1∏

j=m6

(j)j

(j + 1)j
([x])[x]

(x)[x]

∣∣∣∣∣∣

= ln

∣∣∣∣∣
(m6)m

6

(m6 + 1)m6

(m6 + 1)m
6+1

(m6 + 2)m6+1
· · · ([x]− 1)[x]−1

([x])[x]−1

([x])[x]

(x)[x]

∣∣∣∣∣

= ln

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(m6)m

6−1

([x])m6−1

[x]−1∏

j=m6

j

x

∣∣∣∣∣∣
= −

∫ x

m6

m6 − 1

u
du+

[x]∑

j=m6

ln

∣∣∣∣
j

x

∣∣∣∣ .

As remarked above, Lemma 3.2 allows us to prove the following result, inspired in [7]:

Proposition 3.1. For each m ≥ 1, there exists a function Mm : C → C and positive constants

K1,K2 > 0, such that:
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• Mm is a function of the exponential type,

• |Mm(x)| ≤ exp(K1(m
6 − |x|)),∀x ∈ R,

• |Mm(iλm)| ≥ exp(−K2m
6),

where λm = −im(m4 +m2 − 1) are the eigenvalues of the operator A defined in (5).

Proof. We follow the ideas introduced in [7] and define a function Mm : C → C as follows:

Mm(z) =

∞∏

n=m3

sin( z
n2 )

z
n2

.(19)

Since

∞∑

n=1

1

n2
< ∞, the first property is a consequence of the following estimate:

N∏

n=m3

∣∣∣∣
sin( z

n2 )
z
n2

∣∣∣∣ ≤
N∏

n=m3

exp
(∣∣∣ z

n2

∣∣∣
)
= exp(|z|

N∑

n=m3

1

n2
) ≤ exp(C|z|),

for some C > 0.
To prove the second property, we proceed in two steps, as follows:

• If |x| ≤ m6, then

|Mm(x)| =
∞∏

n=m3

∣∣∣∣
sin( x

n2 )
x
n2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1 ≤ exp(m6 − |x|).

• If |x| > m6, we apply Lemma 3.2 to deduce that

|Mm(x)| =
∞∏

n=m3

∣∣∣∣
sin( x

n2 )
x
n2

∣∣∣∣ ≤
[|x|

1
2 ]∏

n=m3

n2

|x| = exp




[|x|
1
2 ]∑

n=m3

ln
n2

|x|


 ≤ exp




[|x|]∑

n=m6

ln
n2

|x|




= exp

(
−
∫ |x|

m6

B(u)−m6 + 1

u
du

)
.

Since m6 ≤ [|x|], from the estimate above, we obtain a positive constant satisfying

|Mm(x)| ≤ exp

(
−
∫ |x|

[|x|]

B(u)−m6 + 1

u
du

)
≤ exp

(
−
∫ |x|

[|x|]

|x| − 1−m6 + 1

u
du

)

= exp

(
(m6 − |x|) ln |x|

[|x|]

)
≤ C exp(m6 − |x|),

where C is a positive constant.
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In what concerns the third property, we observe that m6 ≥ |λm|, i. e.,

∣∣∣∣
λm

n2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1. Then,

|Mm(iλm)| =
∞∏

n=m3

∣∣∣∣∣
sin
(
iλm

n2

)

iλm

n2

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∞∏

n=m3

sin( |λm|
n2 )

|λm|
n2

≥
∞∏

n=m3

∣∣∣∣1−
1

6

|λm|2
n4

∣∣∣∣

= exp

(
∞∑

n=m3

ln

(
1− 1

6

|λm|2
n4

))
≥ exp

(
−|λm|2

30

∞∑

n=m3

1

n4

)

≥ exp

(
−m6

30

∞∑

n=m3

1

n2

)
≥ exp

(
−m6

30
C

)
,

for some C > 0.

Now we have the tools we need to construct a biorthogonal sequence to the family (eλnt)n∈Z∗

in L2(−T
2 ,

T
2 ), T > 0.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a constant T1 > 0 and a biorthogonal sequence (Θm)m∈Z∗ to the

family (e−λnt)n∈Z∗ in L2(−T1

2 , T1

2 ). Moreover,

‖Θm‖
L2(−

T1
2
,
T1
2
)
≤ C exp(bm6),(20)

where C and b are positive constants.

Proof. For all m ∈ Z
∗, let Pm and Mm be the functions defined in (13) and (19), respectively.

We also define the function

Ψm(z) = Pm(z)

(
M|m|(z)

M|m|(iλm)

) C1
K1 sin(δ(z − iλm))

δ(z − iλm)
,

where δ > 0 is an arbitrary constant, C1 is given in (17) and K1 in Proposition 3.1. Let

Θm(t) =
1

2π

∫

R

Ψm(x)eitxdx.(21)

From Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.1, we deduce that there exists T̃ > 0, such that Ψm is an

entire function of the exponential type T̃
2 . Moreover, from the estimates for Pm and Mm on the

real axis (see (17) and Proposition 3.1) we obtain

(22)

∫

R

|Ψm(x)|2dx ≤ Ce
2(2C1+

C1K2
K1

)m6
∫

R

∣∣∣∣
sin(δ(x − iλm))

δ(x− iλm)

∣∣∣∣
2

dx

≤ C

δ
e
2(2C1+

C1K2
K1

)m6
∫

R

∣∣∣∣
sin t

t

∣∣∣∣
2

dt ≤ C1e
bm6

,

where b = 2
(
2C1 +

C1K2

K1

)
. Taking into account the properties of Ψm and applying Paley-

Wiener Theorem, we deduce that Θ̂m has support included in
(
− T̃

2 ,
T̃
2

)
and Θm ∈ L2(− T̃

2 ,
T̃
2 ).

Moreover, from the properties of the inverse Fourier transform we have that the sequence Θm is
biorthogonal to (e−λmt)m∈Z in L2(−T̃ , T̃ ). In fact,

∫ T̃

2

− T̃

2

Θm(t)eλntdt =

∫ T̃

2

− T̃

2

Θm(t)e−i(iλn)tdt = Ψm(iλn) = Pm(iλn)
sin(δi(λn − λm))

δi(λn − λm)
= δnm.

Finally, the estimative (20) follows from (22) by using Plancherel Theorem.
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Remark 3.2. Let Θm be given by (21). From the proof of Theorem 3.1, it follows that Θ̂m has

support included in (− T̃
2 ,

T̃
2 ) and

‖Θ̂m‖L∞(R) ≤ C exp(bm6).

The following result gives the existence of a new biorthogonal sequence with better norm
properties than the one from Theorem 3.1. In order to prove it, for a > 0, we define the
following auxiliary functions:

κa =

√
2π

a2
(χa ∗ χa) and ρm(x) = exλmκa(x),(23)

where χa is the characteristic function of the interval [−a
2 ,

a
2 ]. Observe that κa and ρm satisfy

the following properties:

• supp(κa) ⊂ [−a, a],

• κ̂a(ξ) =
4
a2

sin2((a
2
)ξ)

ξ2
,

• κ̂a(0) = 1,

• supp(ρm) ⊂ [−a, a],

• ρ̂m(x) = κ̂a(x− λm).

Then, we have the following result:

Theorem 3.2. There exist positive constants T > 2π, b and C and a biorthogonal sequence

(ζm)m∈Z to the family (e−λmt)m∈Z in L2(−T
2 ,

T
2 ), with the property

∫ T

2

−T

2

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n∈Z∗

cmζm(t)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dt ≤ C
∑

n∈Z∗

|cn|2e2bm
6

,

for any sequence (cn)n∈N.

Proof. Let (Θm)m∈Z∗ ⊂ L2(−T̃ , T̃ ) be the biorthogonal sequence given by Theorem 3.1. Define

ζm(t) =
1

2πρ̂m(iλm)
(Θm ∗ ρm)(t), m ∈ Z

∗,

where ρ̂m is the Fourier transform of ρm defined in (23). Since ζm ∈ L2(−T̃ − a, T̃ + a), take
T
2 = T̃+a. Then, applying the properties of convolution, it follows that (ζm)m∈Z is a biorthogonal
sequence to (e−λmt)m∈Z. In fact,

∫ T

2

−T

2

ζm(t)eλntdt =

∫ T

2

−T

2

ζm(t)e−i(iλn)tdt = 2πζ̂m(iλn) =
2π

2πρ̂m(iλm)
Θ̂m(iλn)ρ̂m(iλn)

=
1

ρ̂m(iλm)
Ψm(iλn)ρ̂m(iλn) = δnm.
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Moreover,

∫ T

2

−T

2

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

m∈Z∗

cmζm(t)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dt =

∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

m∈Z∗

cmΘ̂m(x)ρ̂m(x)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dx

≤
∫ ∞

−∞

(∑

m∈Z∗

|cm|‖Θ̂m‖L∞(R)|κ̂a(x− λm)|
)2

dx

=

∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

m∈Z∗

|cm|‖Θ̂m‖L∞(R)κa(t)e
iλmt

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dt

≤
∫ a

−a

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

m∈Z∗

|cm|‖Θ̂m‖L∞(R)e
iλmt

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dt.

Remark that |λm+1 − λm| > 1, for all m ∈ Z
∗. Hence, from Ingham inequality and Remark 3.2,

we get

∫ a

−a

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

m∈Z∗

|cm|‖Θ̂m‖L∞(R)e
iλmt

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dt ≤
∑

m∈Z∗

|cm|2‖Θ̂m‖2L∞(R) ≤
∑

m∈Z∗

|cm|2ebm6

.(24)

4 Controllability

This section is devoted to prove the main result of the paper. In order to do that, for any β ≥ b,
where b is given by Theorem 3.2, and f as in (7), we define the space

(25) H̃ =



h ∈ L2(0, 2π) :

∑

k∈Z

∣∣∣∣∣
ĥk

f̂k

∣∣∣∣∣

2

eβk
6

< ∞



 .

Then, our main result reads as follows:

Theorem 4.1. Let f ∈ L2(0, 2π) a function verifying (7) and H̃ defined by (25). There exists

T > 0, such that, for any initial data u0 ∈ H̃, there exist a control v ∈ L2(0, T ) for which the

solution of (2) satisfies u(T, x) = 0.

Proof. Let T > 2π and (ζm)m∈Z∗ given by Theorem 3.2. For u0 ∈ H̃, such that u0(x) =∑

k∈Z∗

û0ke
ikx, define v as follows:

v(t) = −
∑

m∈Z∗

û0m

f̂m
e

T

2
λmζm

(
t− T

2

)
, t ∈ (0, T ).(26)

From the properties of the biorthogonal sequence (ζm)m∈Z, we deduce that v is a control that
satisfies (10), i. e., leads the solution to zero. Moreover, v ∈ L2(0, T ). In fact, from Theorem
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3.2,

∫ T

0
|v(t)|2dt =

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣−
∑

m∈Z∗

û0m

f̂m
e

T

2
λmζm

(
t− T

2

)∣∣∣∣∣

2

dt ≤ C
∑

m∈Z∗

|û0m|2

|f̂m|2
ebm

6 ≤ C,(27)

for some C > 0.

5 Comments and Open Problems

We close this paper with some comments and open problems:

• Employing the same approach, Theorem 4.1 can be proved for the KdV equation with
similar statements. In this case, our analysis can be simplified due to the absence of the
fifth order dispersive term.

• In [12], the authors consider the following parabolic type control system





ut + i(−∂2
xx)

1

2u− ε∂2
xxu = f(x)vε(t), in (0, T )× (0, π),

u(t, 0) = u(t, π) = 0 in (0, T ),

u(0, x) = u0(x), in (0, π),

where vε is a control and f is a given profile. For ε = 0 the system is of hyperbolic
type and the authors show that the control steering the hyperbolic system to rest can be
approximated by a sequence (vε)ε>0 of controls of the parabolic system when ε → 0. The
proof is based on the moment problem with respect to the nonharmonic Fourier family
(eλn)n∈N, where λn = in− εn2, n ≥ 1, are the eigenvalues of the corresponding differential
state operator. More recently, in [2], the same problem was studied for the linear wave
equation by introducing a viscous term which contains a fractional power of the Dirichlet
Laplace operator. It is a difficult problem that remains unanswered for the Kawahara
equation.
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