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REACHABILITY OF NONNEGATIVE EQUILIBRIUM STATES
FOR THE SEMILINEAR VIBRATING STRING BY VARYING ITS AXIAL
LOAD AND THE GAIN OF DAMPING *

ALEXANDER Y. KHAPALOV!

Abstract. We show that the set of nonnegative equilibrium-like states, namely, like (yq4,0) of the
semilinear vibrating string that can be reached from any non-zero initial state (yo,y1) € Hg(0,1) x
L?(0,1), by varying its axial load and the gain of damping, is dense in the “nonnegative” part of the
subspace L?(0,1) x {0} of L?(0,1) x H~'(0,1). Our main results deal with nonlinear terms which
admit at most the linear growth at infinity in y and satisfy certain restriction on their total impact
on (0, 00) with respect to the time-variable.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Problem setting

In this paper we consider the following initial and boundary-value problem for the semilinear one dimensional
wave equation:

Ytt :yzz+U(Zat)y*7(t)yt7F(xatay)v T e (Ovl)a t> 0; (S)

y(O,t) = y(lvt) =0, y(ma O) = yO(x)a yt(xv 0) = yl(x)
In (S) the functions v € L>((0,1) x (0,00)) and v € L>(0, 00) are regarded as bilinear or multiplicative controls
(which we “can choose”). The nonlinear term F is assumed to be fixed but not necessarily known. We regard
it as a “disturbance” from a certain class of functions whose properties are described below. Our goal is to
investigate the reachability (or controllability) properties of model (S). Namely:
Given any non-zero initial state (yo,y1) € HE(0,1)x L%(0,1), we would like to know what states (y(-,t), y:(+, 1))
can be reached by system (S) at times t > 0 by applying various aforementioned bilinear controls v and ~.

Remark 1.1. One can easily notice that, if F(z,t,0) = 0, then the zero state (yo,y1) = (0,0) is a fixed point
for the solution mapping of system (S), regardless of the choice of controls v and . Hence, it cannot be
steered anywhere from this state.
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If (S) models the oscillations of vibrating string with clapped ends, then v(x,t) can be regarded as an
axial load at point z and time ¢ (having in mind that v changes the natural frequency response of the string),
and ~(¢) as the gain of viscous (motion-activated) damping, acting upon the string at time ¢. More generally, a
reachability problem like (S) may arise in the context of so-called “smart materials”, whose properties can be
altered by applying various external factors, such as temperature, electrical current, or magnetic field.

To our knowledge, the problem of bilinear controllability was addressed for the first time in [4] for the linear
version of system like (S) and with no damping present, that is, with F' = 0,y = 0, namely, as follows:

Wit = Way + 0w, x € (0,1), t>0 (S*)

U)(O,t) - w(lat) =0, w(:c, 0) = ’LUO(IL'), U}t(CL', 0) - U}l(ﬂ?)
Assuming that all the modes in the initial datum are active:

2 2

1
/wo sin rkxdx + /w1 sin mkaxdx 0 Vk=1,...,
0 0

1

it was shown in [4] that the set of all states which system (S*) can achieve at times ¢ > 1, making use of controls
v e L"(0,00),r > 1, is dense in H{(0,1) x L?(0,1).

The methods of [4], based on the non-harmonic analysis and dealing with the Riesz bases of exponential
time-functions, are not of explicit nature and do not immediately apply to a semilinear problem like S. (More
references are provided in the end of this section.)

1.2. Main result

In this paper we investigate the reachability/controllability properties of the semilinear system (S) from an
arbitrary non-zero initial state. Our methods are quite different from those of the aforementioned work [4] and
allow us to employ explicit bilinear controls v and <. On the other hand, our main results deal only with
the steering properties of system (S) to, what we call, “non-negative target states of equilibrium type”’ (or just
“non-negative equilibrium states”) like

(Y4,0),  ya(z) >0 a.e.in (0,1). (1.1a)

Remark 1.2. To justify this name, let us note first of all that the actual equilibrium states of (S) (if such
exists) look like (1.1a). It can also be shown (see, e.g., [12]) that the set of equilibrium states of truncated
version of (S) with F' = 0 and v = 0, namely, such that

Ydzx + ’D(x)yd =0, z¢€ (07 1) (1'1b)

for some v € L>(0,1), is dense in Hg(0,1).
Our main results deal with the following classes functions v,~, and F in (S).

Structural and regularity assumptions on v,y, and F':

v=u(x)+h(t), v.€L0,1), vi(xr) <p<0 a.e. in (0,1); (1.2a)

_ h1 for t € (O,tl),
h(t) = {h2 for £> 1y, (1.2b)
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where p < 0,hy <0, t; > 0, and hy > 0 are some real numbers;

[0 for t€(0,t1),
v(t) = {’y for t > t1, (1.3)

where v is some positive number.

Throughout the paper we assume that F(z,t,u) is measurable in z,¢t € (0,1) x (0,T) for all T > 0,
continuous in u € R and

| F(x,t,u) | < G)(A+ |u]) for a.a. x,t € (0,1) x (0,00), Yu € R, (1.4a)

where G € L>(0,00) () L'(0, 00) is some positive-valued function.
We use below (1.4a) in a different form, namely, we assume that G can be represented as

G(t) = q(t)g(t), g(t),q(t) >0 fora.a.te (0,00),

(for example, ¢ = g = G'/?) and
¢,9 € L>(0,00) [ L*(0,00).

In other words, we assume that F' admits the following representation:

F($,t,y($,t)) = Q(t)f(xat’y(x7t)) (f(matvy(xvt)) =

q(t)
where
| fz,t,u) | < g@®)(1+ | u]) fora.a.z,t € (0,1) x (0,00), Yu € R. (1.4Db)
Denote:
19 lze©00= K, 19 1720.000= Ls | ¢ lze0.000= B, Il € 1132(0,00)= D- (1.5)

Conditions (1.2 a-b)-(1.5) ensure that system (S) has a unique solution y € C([0,T]; H3(0,1)) (N C*([0,T];
L?(0,1)) for every pair (yo,y1) € H3(0,1) x L?(0,1) and every T > 0.

Remark 1.3. Denote by A\ and wg, k= 1,... respectively the eigenvalues and the orthonormal in L2(0,1)
eigenfunctions associated with the spectral problem

Wer +0x(2)w = dw, w € HF(0,1). (1.6a)

Then (1.2a) implies that
0> > X >... (16b)

Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let (1.2a-b)—(1.5) hold. Consider an arbitrary non-zero initial state (yo,y1) € HJ(0,1) x
L?(0,1), (yo,y1) # (0,0), and any non-negative target equilibrium-like state (y4,0), ya(x) > 0, yqa € L*(0,1).
Then for every e > 0 there are a time T = T (g, Yo, Y1, Yd, L, K, B, D) > 0 and piecewise constant-in-time controls
(v,7) of the form (1.2a-b)—(1.3) such that

lva —y(,T) 200y + 19 T) [[H-100,1) < € (1.7)

(In the above H=1(0,1) = (H}(0,1))".)
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As the reader noticed, in Theorem 1.1 we require the initial datum in (S) be of a higher regularity compared
to that of the target state. This “discrepancy” arises within the framework of our method due to the presence
of nonlinear term F in (S).

Our approach to prove Theorem 1.1 is to try first to find bilinear controls v and v of the form (1.2a-b)—(1.3),
which steer the homogeneous truncated version of (S), namely,

Upt = Ugg + v(x, t)u — y(t)uy, x € (0,1), t >0, (1.8)

U(O,t) - U(].,t) =0, U(CL’,O) - yO(x)a ut(CL',O) = yl(m)a

from the same initial state (yo,y1) toward the same target (yq,0). While doing this, we intend to select the
aforementioned pair (v,~) in such a way that they would generate a trajectory of the original system (S) that
follows “closely” to that of (1.8). We will use the following auxiliary result.

Theorem 1.2. Consider an arbitrary non-zero initial state (yo,y1) € Hg(0,1) x L?(0,1) and any non-negative
target equilibrium-like state (ya,0), ya(z) > 0, yg € L?(0,1). Then for every ¢ > 0 there are a time T =
T(e,y0,Y1,Yd) > 0 and piecewise constant-in-time controls (v,7y) of the form (1.2a-b)—(1.3) such that

| ya —u(T) 220,01y + Il we(T) lg-1000) < €. (1.9)

As a matter of fact, in the recent work [12] we already established the controllability result of Theorem 1.2 in the
stronger energy space HJ(0,1) x L2(0,1), which yields (1.9), even for the case of not-necessarily non-negative
equilibrium target states. (In [13] we obtained a similar result by making use of a single, more complex, bilinear
control v.) However, the methods of [12,13] do not directly apply to the semilinear version of (S). In particular,
in [12,13] the corresponding controllability results were achieved by applying “relatively small” (i.e., “more
practical”) multiplicative controls for “relatively long” periods of time.

In the present paper such approach will not work due to the presence of the nonlinear term, because the
latter would “corrupt” the dynamics of the system at hand over a “long” period of time. Therefore, making use
of the qualitative ideas of [12], in the present paper we will try to achieve the desirable controllability results
by applying “relatively large” controls either for “very short” or for suitably selected “large” periods of time,
which will allow us to overcome the presence of the additive nonlinear term. However, this will result in the
change to a weaker space L2(0,1) x H=1(0,1) in (1.7).

In this paper we give a new, quite different proof of Theorem 1.2, compared to [12], specifically tailored as
an auxiliary step to prove Theorem 1.1 (to ensure, e.g., (4.14), (4.15) in the proof below).

Remark 1.4 (more references on bilinear controllability).

e In [14] the methods of [4] were applied in the context of simultaneous control of the rod equation and
Schrédinger equation.

e In recent works [7—11] several global approximate controllability results were obtained for rather general
semilinear parabolic equation with nonlinear terms admitting superlinear growth.

e Aside from bilinear controllability, a very close issue is stabilization by means of bilinear controls. We
can point out only at a very limited number of publications in this area in terms of pde’s, see [2,3,6,18].

e Regarding the issue of optimal control for bilinear systems, we refer to [5,15-17] and the references
therein.

e An extensive and thorough bibliography on controllability on bilinear ode’s is available, see, e.g., the
survey in [1].
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1.3. Some useful observations and notations

Assuming that (1.2a) holds, introduce the following norm equivalent to the standard one in H{ (0, 1):

2\ 1/2 1 1/2

16 o= | (=00 / gudz - /wiw*(x)&)dx
k=1 0 0

Accordingly, we will use the following norm in H~1(0, 1) dual of H}(0,1):

1/2
1 2\ 1/

| & le-1(0,1) = Z(*M)fl /d)wkdz

k=1 0

We introduce next the following energy norm:

1/2 1 2 1 2 Y2
B0 0) = (31618 +3 1610 )

Note that (1.7) deals with a weaker energy norm, namely, as follows:

EY260,1) = (2116 12a0n +2 | 6112 v
* ’ - 9 L2(0,1) 2 H-1(0,1) :

2. SOLUTION FORMULAS FOR (S)

Consider any 7' > 0, (yo,y1) € H3(0,1) x L?(0,1) and any v,~,q, and f satisfying conditions (1.2a-b)—(1.5).
Denote

p(:c,t) = F(l‘,t, y(xat)) - Q(t)f(xatay(xvt))' (21)
Note that, due to (1.4)-(1.5), we have p € L?(Q;) and for any ¢ > 0:

1

//p2d:cdt < BQ//f2d:L'dt <2LB? |1+ I’Il[%X] /yQ(:c,T)d:c , (2.2a)
7€(0,t
Qt Qt 0
1
2 2 2 2 2 2
//p dxdt < B //f dadt <2K*B“t | 1+ m[%x] /y (x,7)dx , (2.2b)
T7€(0,t
Qt Qt 0
1 1 1
sup /p2d£L' = sup /q2(7')f2(l‘,7',y(l‘,7'))d££ < 2K%B? | 1+ max /yQ(l‘,T)dIC (2.2¢)
Te0) 4 Te0) 4 T€[0,¢] A

Consider any v(z) = v.(z) + h, where v, is as in (1.2a) and h is any real number. Then the eigenvalues and the
orthonormalized (in L?(0, 1)) eigenfunctions, associated with the spectral problem

Wer +v(2)w = I, we Hy(0,1),

are respectively A\ +h > Ay +h > ... and wy,ws,... (see (1.6a-b)).
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We have the following classical formula for solutions to the boundary problem (S) with this v(z)

= ch(t)wk(ac), r€(0,1), t>0,
k=1

(2.3a)
where
d? v
C Ck
ETE R M+ h)ex — 7@ +/( p(z, t))wg(x)dz, t>0,
0
1 1
cx(0) yowrdx,  ¢,(0) ywrde. (2.3b)

0 0

Solving the system of ordinary differential equations (2.3a-b) yields
For the index k such that 2 + 4(\; + h) = 0:

t

cr(t) = e 2t (0) + ¢ (ek(0)+ @) e 3l 4 /ev@*f)/?(tw)
0

For all ks such that 2 + 4(\, + h) >

cu(t) = eCETVI/AEAAR) ¢r(0) — er(0)(~3

T =V /A+ M+ h)
24+ 4\ +h)
o~ 3y —6k(0) + i ><3+v72/4+%+h>+/ o~ F VA (1) 1
v2+ 4\ + h) A v2+ 4\, + h)
1
AT AR (- 7) !

NZEETTOYE)) / (=p(z,7))wi (z)dzdr;  (2.3d)

Gelt) = o —FVEIENER (LD L Sa T T ¢ (0) —ck(0)(=3 — V7?/4+ A+ 1)
’72 + 4()\k + h)
—¢,(0 0)(—2 2/4+ M h
’72 + 4()\k + h)
SNy ey vy NG ERVARIEER VDI !
2 2+ 4k + h)

3T (]

t

+ <; 2/4+)\k+h> (Z2 =V /At (=)

v +4 )\k+h

] (z)dzdr. (2.3¢)



BILINEAR REACHABILITY FOR THE SEMILINEAR STRING 237

For all k’s such that 72 4+ 4(\x + h) < 0:

er(t) = er(0)e” 2t cos (t —v2/4 — A —h) + e 2tsin (t —v2/4 — g —h) ék(0)+’yck(0)/2

/=2 )4 — N —
t

y(t—7) sin ((t - _72/4 Ak — !
+ / e 2 DR / wg(z)dz;  (2.3f)
/,,y . —

0 0

én(t) = — cr(0)e™2/—42/4— A\, — h sin (t —72/4—)\k—h)

+ jefgtsin (t 772/4—)\kfh) ¢ (0) +yer(0)/2
2 V=A== h
Y st sin ((t—r)«/—72/4—)\k —h)
V=A== h

t
+ e 2%,(0) cos (t —72/4—)\k—h> + /
0

+e 5 cos ((t— 1)V =AM~ h) ] / (—p(@,7))wr (z)dzdr,  (2.3)

where p(z,t) = F(x,t,y(z,t)).
The series (2.3a-i) converges in C([0,T]; H}(0,1)) N C([0,T]; L?(0,1)) for every T > 0.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Step 1 (the set of target states). Note that, to prove Theorem 1.2, it is sufficient to do it for any set of
non-negative target state y4 which is dense in the non-negative part of the space HJ(0,1). To this end, we will
further consider only:

(A) non-negative continuously differentiable functions yq = ya(x),x € [0, 1] that
(B) vanish at © = 0,z =1, i.e., y4(0) = yq(1) = 0, and

(C) whose second derivatives are piecewise continuous with finitely many discontinuities of the first kind (hence,
ya € H?(0,1)( H(0,1) € C'[0,1]) and are such that

(D)

ya(z) >0 in (0,1) and % e L>(0,1). (3.1)

To ensure the last condition in (3.1), it is sufficient to select yq such that, in addition to the prior conditions,
yq is linear near the endpoints x = 0, 1. This would guarantee that ¢4, = 0 near x = 0, 1, while elsewhere, due
to the first condition in (3.1), the denominator in (3.1) is strictly separated from 0. (In [12] we showed how it
can done in detail.)

Further control strategy. We intend to apply the following strategy to prove Theorem 1.2:
e First of all, given the target state y4 (selected arbitrarily within the set outlined in Step 1), in Step 2
we intend to choose v, as in (1.2a) such that the first eigenfunction wy, associated with the spectral
problem (1.6a-b), will be co-linear with y4 and the first eigenvalue \; will be negative.
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e Then, in Step 3, we intend to apply control v, + hy of the form (1.2a-b) with any h; < 0 and to show
that for some t; = t1(h1) we can have

ui(t1) € (0, [ ya |l z20,1))

where uq(t)w; stands for the first term in the solution expansion of the form (2.3a) for system (1.8).
The key observation here, allowing us to achieve this goal, is the fact that the solution formulas (2.3f-1)
with F' = 0 describe the ellipsoidal motion of the point (uq(t),41(t)) in the associated two dimensional
space when the aforementioned constant controls are used.

e After that, given the selection of v, hi, and t1, we will simply evaluate the difference between (yq,0)
and (u(t),us(t)) in the space L%(0,1) x H~1(0,1) for t > t;. Our goal here is,

(a) making use of a specific choice of the value for hy as given in (1.2a-b)—(1.3);

(b) to apply the effect of carefully designed damping gain 7 to ensure that;

(c) the above difference can be made as small as we wish at some carefully selected moments of time.
The choice of the above parameters is rather technical and is tailored specifically to do it so that the
proof of Theorem 1.2 can later be extended to prove Theorem 1.1. Namely, we need to make sure that
the corresponding terms in the expansion (2.3a-1) containing F' can be suppressed (see, e.g., the key
estimates (4.14) and (4.15)).

Step 2 (selection of v.(z)). Consider any initial state (yo,y1) € HE(0,1) x L?(0,1), (yo,y1) # (0,0) and
any non-negative target equilibrium state (y4,0), ya(z) > 0,y4 € HZ(0,1), satisfying the aforementioned
conditions (A)—(D).

Select
yda:a:(x) ‘ Ydzx
ve(x) = — -2 , x€(0,1). (3.2)
yd(x) Ya L>(0,1)
(Note that the inequality in (1.2a) is satisfied for our choice.)
Since yq(x) > 0 in (0,1) (see (3.1)), condition (3.2) implies that
Yd
—_— = w 3.3
Mooy )
(see also, e.g., [9] for more details) and that
2 2 Ydxz
AL = /(_Wu +vwi)dr = —2‘ , < 0. (3.4)
Yd |lpe(0,1)

Remark 3.1. Without loss of generality, we further assume that

2 2

1

/ydyodx + /ydyldx £ 0.

0 0

1

(Indeed, otherwise, we just replace yq with an alternative “arbitrarily close” to it target function for which this
inequality holds.)

Step 3. (selection of ¢; for any h(t) = hy < 0 in (1.2b)). Given the initial datum (yo,y1), our goal is to select
a control pair (hy < 0,7 = 0) in such way that at some time ¢ = ¢; the solution expansion for system (1.8) will
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look like (see (2.3a)):

o0

u(z,t1) = ui(t1)wi(x) + Zuk(tl)wk(x), where ui(t1) € (0, | ya [l£2(0,1)); (3.5a)
ue(w,tr) = k(b )wp (). (3.5b)
k=1

(Recall that || yq || £2(0,1) w1(®) = Ya-)
Consider any h; < 0. Then the eigenvalues of the corresponding spectral problem w,, +vw = Aw, associated
with v(z) = v (z) + hq, are as follows:

0>)\1+h1>>\2+h1>...,

while the respective eigenfunctions wy’s will remain the same as in the case when v = v, (see (1.6a-b),

(3.3), (3.4)).
Then (2.3f-i), applied to the solution of (1.8) with v(x) = wv.(x) + hy and v = 0, yield that the point

(u1(t), 11 (t)) moves with period 27/(—h; — A1)*/? in the associated two dimensional space around the origin
along the ellipse

| A+ b [ uf(t) +43(t) = [ A1+ ha | u3(0) + 43 (0). (3.6)
Hence, we can find a t; such that ui(t1) € (0, || ya |2(0,1)) as in (3.5a), within one rotation around the origin,
that is,
t e {0 27%} . (3.7)
Nar=n
Step 4 (steering for ¢ > ¢1). In this step we intend to steer the system (1.8) from the state (3.5a-b), (3.7)
“arbitrarily close” in L?(0,1) x H~1(0,1) to our desirable target state

(yd(x)vo)a (38)

by making use of the following pair of controls of the form (1.2a-b), (1.3):
he ==X +7r, ¥>0, where r € (0,0.5min{l,A\; — A2}) (3.9)

and v is “large enough.” In other words, we intend to apply damping to all the terms in the expansion (3.5a-b),
except for the first term in (3.5a), which we intend to steer to our target y4. Our argument is split below into
several steps.

3.4.1. Selection of v >0

We will now select a special sequence {~;}22,,v; > 0 for the values of damping ~.
Recall that

. k iy
lim —— = a positive constant.

This means, in particular, that there exists a sequence {k;}5°, such that
Me; — Ajj+1 — 00 as i — oo. (3.10a)
This allows us to select 72 € (—4(Ak, — A1), —4(Ag, 41 — A1)) such that

72 + 40 = A0) 1|72+ 40041 — A1) | = o0 (3.10D)



240 A.Y. KHAPALOV

as ; — 0o by choosing ~2’s as the “midpoints” of the aforementioned intervals:

= \/_4@,% M)+ g (A1 = M) — (4O, )

=AM = 2(N\ja1 + M), i=1,.
Denote

b(~) = inf a0 = .
('7) k:l,m;TG(O,OI.?min{l,Alf)\g}) | v ( k ! +T) |

Conditions (3.10a-b) ensure that
b(vi) — oo as i— oo.
Below we deal only with ’s from the sequence in (3.11), denoting them just by ~.

3.4.2. Ewaluation of || u(-,t) — yq ||2L2(071)

We often use below the following formulas:

e — A1 +71
Y24V A+ Ok — M+ 1)

*%4‘\/’}/2/44‘()\]@7)\14’7’):

(I TV /A2 (t—t) (A= M) S

— )

for all t > t; whenever 72/4 + (A, — A1 +7) >0 and A\y — A\ +7 < 0.

(3.11)

(3.12a)

(3.12b)

(3.13a)

(3.13b)

Denote Q2 = (0,1) x (t1,t) and let N(v,7) be the largest positive integer k such that 42 +4(A\x — A1 +7) >0

(when this set is nonempty).

Then, the solution formulas (2.3d,f) (applied for ¢ > ¢; with the initial datum (3.5a-b) and the aforementioned

pair of controls (v = v, + (—=A1 + ),y > 0) along with (1.4), (1.5), (3.9) and (3.11) yield as vy — oc:

(- t) = ya 2200y = I wCt)= I wa lzzo,0) w1 IZ20,1)

2
” t—t t
M(me > “1;1) ( 7 +1>| Ya ||L2(O,1)>

NoEwT

IN

fo ug (s, t1)wi (s)ds)? s,t1)w1(s)ds)?

+ Meo- a+m 7 + Me—fy(t—tl) fO

V4 Ar (V2 +4r)(v/2 + /2[4 +1)?

N(v,r) s ~2 ! ?
2(A A1+r 1
M Z 2(Ak—A1+r) (72 TV — + 1) </u(s,t1)wk(s)ds>
=2 0

B Y] o ()

k>N (v,r)

where M > 0 is some constant.

2

(3.14)
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Here we used (2.3d) and (3.13a-b) to evaluate the first N(y,7) terms in the expansion like in (3.5a) for the
solution to (1.8) for t > t; (i.e., when 42 +4(A\x — A1 +7) > 0), and (2.3f) for the remaining terms (the case (2.3c)
is excluded due to (3.9), (3.10b), (3.11), and (3.12Db)).

The difference in the appearance of the first three terms in (3.14), evaluating the first term in this expansion,
reflects the fact that only for £ = 1 the expression Ay — A1 + r is positive (due to (3.9)) and equal to 7, while it
is negative for k > 2.

We want to show that with v as in (3.11) we can select ¢t > ¢; and r in (3.9) which will make the right-hand
side of (3.14) as small as we wish.

Selection of the duration for control action. From now on, given the sequence of values for v as in (3.11), we
will deal with the following specially selected sequence of values for the duration of the control time-intervals
(t1,t) (we will explain why later):

1

t=t
PO ATKB)(B+ (M 10521 BK

)'ylnfy. (3.15)

Then for any r as in (3.9) the 3rd, 5th, and the 6th terms in (3.14) converge to zero as v — oo along (3.11),
(3.12b), and (3.15) uniformly over r as in (3.9). For the 5th term we also use the fact that

e 712 0 as v — o0

and t —t; — oo along (3.11) and (3.15).
Next we select r = r(y) to make the 1st term on the right in (3.14) to be zero, namely, from the condition

- =ty
TR ”lcl(tl)< - +1>

2 V2 +4Ar

7(),5+\/(),T25+7v/72 FaEm BT e clt) ( ! + 1) =|l ya llz2(0,1) - (3.16a)

> \VITae

Such 7(7y) exists for any v > 1 (recall here (3.11)), because the left-hand side of (3.16a) for » = 0 is equal
to c1(t1) lying in the interval (0, || ya [/z2(0,1)) (as in (3.5a)) and it tends to co as r — oo. Moreover, for any
r > 0 the left-hand side of (3.16a) tends to co as 7 — oco. Hence, this r = r(7y) can be selected to satisfy (3.9),
more precisely,

r=r(y) —0as v — o0 (3.16b)
along (3.11) and ¢ calculated as in (3.15).
We intend now to show that
2
2(Ap—A1+r)i=h g
sup e g — 0, 3.17
k=2,...,N(~,r) 72 + 4(>‘k — A1+ T) ( )
1 2r t=ty
—eostVossE AT T () (3.18)
v

under the conditions (3.9), (3.11), (3.15), and (3.16a-b), which will allow us to make the remaining 2nd and 4th
terms in (3.14) as small as we wish.
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3.4.3. Derivation of (3.18)
Note that for any 8 € (0,1) we have:

2r t—ty 2r 1
e05+1/0.25+r/72 7 — 70.5+\/0.25+r/72 0.5+C* (1+K)(B+(—X1+0.5)2+KB) < f}/ﬁ as y — 00 (3]_9)

for large 4’s in (3.11), due to (3.15),(3.16b), which yields (3.18).

3.4.4. Deriation of (3.17)

To show that the right-hand side of (3.17) tend to zero along the conditions (3.9), (3.11), (3.15), and (3.16a-b),
note first that for k =2,..., N(v,r):

Y2+ 4(A\p — M +7) >0,
and

_ 2 2(A—A1+7) 2
t—t k=M1
sup eQ(AkalJrr) - gl _ sup ,yC*(1+KB)(B+(—)\1+O,5)2+BK) v .

k=2,....N(v,r) YV AHAMe =M +T) k=2 N Y2+4Me — A+ )

Furthermore, for all the aforementioned k’s such that

2()\k — A1+ 7“)
2<0
G-I+ KB)(B+ (M 1052 +BEK)  ~ =0

we have:

2(A g —A1+7) , ’)’2 1 3 20
C*(14+4KB)(B+(—X1+40.5)+BK) < .
v BT Y s o (3.20)

For the remaining no more than finitely many k’s, say, k = 2,..., k. < N(v,r) such that

2(>\k — A+ 7’)

2
C-A+KB) B+ (M r052sBR) 1270

(note that k., if such exists, is bounded above by a number which does not depend on r and 7), we have

2N —A1+7) ’)’2 ,yl(r)
fyC*(1+KB)(B+(—X1+0.5)2+BK> <
YV2+4Me =M +7r) T 24+ 4(Ag, — A1+ 1)

— 0 as vy —o0 Vk=2,... ki,

(3.21)
where

I(r) = max ( 200 = A1 +7) + 2)
k=2,....k. \C*(1+ KB)(B+ (—\1 +0.5)2 + BK)
( 2()\2 - )\1 + 0.5 min{l, )\1 — )\2}) + 2) < 9
C*(14+ KB)(B + (—A\1 +0.5)2 + BK) ’

because Az — A1 + 0.5 min{1, \; — A2} < 0. Combining (3.20)—(3.21) yields (3.17).
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This completes the proof that the right-hand side of (3.14) tends to zero along the relations (3.11), (3.15),
(3.9), and (3.16a-b).

3.4.5. Buvaluation of || us(-,t)) ||g-1(0,1)

Analogously, using the formulas (2.3e, i), we obtain for ¢ > ¢;:

2
2 1 r2 — . th y
H Ut(-,t) ||H’1(O,1) S Mf—)\lny +4T60A5+\/0,25+7v/7 /U(S,tl)(ﬂl(s)ds
0
2
N(v,r) 1
1 | A — AL+ 7 | /
M — t d
+ ];2 o) W u(s, t1)wg(s)ds
- 0
1 2
+ M 1 1 0 Um/oz;w /~2 t;tl r / t
_— ©0-5+/0.25++ wi(s, 11 )wr (s)ds
=12 +4r 0.5v + 025y +r (st
0

2

+M Y L( | Ak — A+ >2 /U(St)w (5)ds
= =X b(y) \0.57 + 0257 + X — A +7 / t(s,t1)wk

2 1
1 2 2 1
- Mﬁ—)\1 (e(g\/l”)(t“) <% - VZ +r>> P /m(s,t1)w1(s)ds

0
2
N(v,r) 1 1 \/ 1
M (3= FHre—A+r)(t—t1) \/_ A — A / t1)
i, —Akbm(e e e
— 0
1 2
i 1 ol
+ M Z — et tl)( +|)\k>\1+r|+W) /U‘Stlwk
k=N (y,r)+1 k v 0
) 2
M i 1 e~ Y(t—t1) L /u s, tg w1 ds (3 22)
k=N =k b(’V t , .
=N(~v,r)+1 0

where M > 0 is some positive constant.

An argument similar to that we applied to evaluate (3.14) implies that the right-hand side in (3.22) tends to
zero as 7y — oo under the conditions (3.11), (3.15), (3.9), and (3.16a-b).

In particular, (3.18) can be used to evaluate the Ist and the 3rd terms.

To evaluate the 2nd and the 4th terms we can use (3.12b) along with the following observations.

Recalling that u(-,t1) € H}(0,1), we have:

00 1
S Dl | [uts.entsias | <o
k=1 o
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and, hence, we can evaluate the 2nd term as

)

N(y,r 1 |)\ A\ +7"|2 1
M — ok AT Lo /u s, t1)wi(s)ds

To evaluate the 4-th term, note that, uniformly over k = 2,..., N(v,r),

=k b(7)

2
1 1 ( | Ak — A+ 7 | ) < 1 ((_)\k)l/2+|_)\1+7a|(_)\k)—1/2)2

0.57 + /02572 + Mg — Ay +7 b(7) 0.5

1 ((0.2572 M) P At (—>\1c)1/2)2 0

< —
~ b(v) 0.5y

as 7 — 00, because
0< =X <0.2572 =\ +7

forour k=2,...,N(y,r).
To evaluate the remaining 5th, 6th, 7th, and 8th terms, we can use the fact that

e Yt 0 as v — 00 and t —t; — 00

along (3.11) and (3.15) for any x > 0 (and also the fact that A\, — Ay + 7 < 0 for the 6th term).
Therefore, there is a pair of controls (v,7) and time T > 0 described in Theorem 1.2 such that (1.9) holds.
This ends the proof of Theorem 1.2.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Our plan is simply to show that we can further modify the control pair (v,~y) within the restrictions imposed
on it in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in such a way that they would generate a trajectory of the original system (S)
that follows “closely” to that of (1.8), and, thus, system (S) will arrive to the same desirable target (yq4,0)
as (1.8) as well.

The key observation here is that the evaluation of the difference between (y,y:) and (u,u:) can be reduced
to the evaluation of the terms in (2.3a-i) containing F.

4.1. Some preliminary estimates
Lemma 4.1. Let h > 0 and v > 0 be given real numbers. Then the following estimate holds for system (S),
(1.4a-b), (1.5) and (1.2a) with constant h(t) = h for all t > 0:

1

/ V() < 20" E(y(,1)) < 207 (B(y(,0)) + SLB)erC CHEBI vy > %(B +R24+KB), (41
0

where C* is a positive constant from Poincare’s inequality (see (4.3) below) and K, L, and B are from (1.5).
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Proof. Note first that, due to the inequality ab < pa?/2 + b%/(2p) (Vp > 0),
p o, h o,
hyy, < = —
YYt = 2y + prta

and, due to (1.5),

P 1 P K
//(1+ ly g |y | dedr < §L+// (2—pyf+K§y2+ 2—py§> dzdr,
Q1 Q1

where Q; = (0,1) x (0,¢).
Multiply the equation in (S) by y; and integrate the resulting expression over @;. Then, after standard
calculations and making use of the above inequalities, we obtain the following:

By ) < B(.0) + 1 [ [yndaar —o [ [spasar+ [ [Ba+1y g w | dsar
Q1 Q1 Qt

< E(y(-,0)) + %)LB + g(l + KB)//de:ch + <2ip(B +h?+ KB) - fy) //yfd:ch
Qt Qt

t
1
< (B(,0)+ 5LB)+ C'p(1+ KB) [ By, 7dr ¥y 2 o (B4 + KB), (12
A P
where C* is the constant in Poincare’s inequality:

1
¢*(z)dz < C*/qbi(:c)dx Vo € Hi(0,1). (4.3)
0

oS — =

Applying Gronwall-Bellman inequality to (4.2) yields the 2nd inequality in (4.1). To complete the proof of
Lemma 4.1, note that the 1st inequality in (4.1) is just an immediate consequence of (4.3). O

Lemma 4.2. Let t > 0 be given. Then the following estimate holds for system (S), (1.4a-b), (1.5) and (1.2a)
with any constant h(t) = h <0 and v = 0:

1 1
LB
[ e < e o)+ S5+ [ s
0 0
LB
1 .
+ B(1+ K +C*K)t (—hE(y(-,O)) =t /yﬁ(x)d:c eBUHKHCTI vy e [0,4],  (4.4)
0

where C* is from (4.8) and L, K, and B are from (1.5).
Proof. Indeed, similar to (4.2) (but with p = 1) for any 7 € [0, ¢]:

1

E(y(-, 7)) — h/yQ(l‘,T)dlL' < <E(y(,0)) + %) fh/yg(x)d:ch B(1+K+C*K)/E(y(~,s)ds. (4.5)
0
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Applying Gronwall-Bellman inequality to (4.5) yields:

LB .
B(y(7) < | Bw(,0)+ 55 —h [i(e)ds | 50K o e o, (4.6)
0
Dividing (4.5) by —h > 0 and making use of (4.6) yields (4.4). This ends the proof of Lemma 4.2. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Step 1 (steering on (0,¢;) and selection of h1). In Step 3 in the proof of Theorem 1.2 we showed that, given
yq and the initial datum (yo, y1), for any control pair (hy,y = 0), where hy is an arbitrary negative number, we
can find the moment ¢ = ¢; as in (3.7) such that (3.5a-b) holds.

Noting now that the solution expansion (2.3a) for (S) at time ¢ = ¢; looks like

y(z,t1) = cr(t)wi(z) + ch(tl)wk(x)v ye(z, t1) = Zék(tl)wk(x)a (4.7)
k=2 k=1

we will now try to select the value for h; such that the solution of (S) would follow “closely” the corresponding
solution to (1.8) when the same controls v = v, + hy,y = 0 are applied.
To this end, we will evaluate the difference between (uq(t),4:1(¢)) and (¢1(¢),¢é1(¢)) on [0, 2t7], where

21
Ny

is the period of one rotation of the point (u1(t), @1(¢)) about the origin as in (3.6).
First of all, note that the function

7 =

z(z,t) = y(z,t) — u(x,t)
satisfies the following mixed problem:

zit = Zax + (0x(2) + )z = ()2 — q(O) f (2,8, y(2, 1), (2,1) € Qai; = (0,1) x (0,2¢7), (4.8)

2(0,t) = z(1,t) =0, z(x,0) =0, z(z,0)=0.
Applying (2.3f-1) now to (4.8), we obtain the following chain of inequalities for every ¢ € [0, 2t7]:

% (1A ] (ea(t) = ua()? + (e (t) = (1))?)
<3|/ Sm(“# / F sty 7)) e ()l |
k=1 0 1 o
2t} 1 2
+ %Z / cos ( (t—7)\/—h1 — )\k / Vf(z,t,y(z,7)))wk (z)da | dr
k=1 \ "o b

< 2t} B? / / f2dxdt.  (4.9)

Qavy
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In turn, (1.4, (1.5), (2.2b), and (4.4) yield:

1
1 LB
//dexdt < 4K2 1+—hE(y(-,O))+2—h+/y8(x)dac
e —
Q2t’1‘ 0
1

+/y§($)dx eBUFKFCTR2L 8 (4.10)
0

1
+B(1+ K + C*"K)2t] _—hlE(y(-,O)) + on;

Due to (4.10), with hy — —oo, the right-hand side of (4.9) tends to zero uniformly over ¢ € [0,2¢;]. In
other words, the point (c;(t), ¢1(¢)) follows “arbitrarily closely” the two subsequent periodic elliptic motions of
the point (uq(t),1(t)) around the origin in the associated two dimensional space. Hence, there exists a pair
(h1 < 0,t; > 0) such that (3.5a-b) holds for the corresponding solution to (S) as well, namely,

ci(t1) € (0, ya llz2(0,1))- (4.11)

Step 2 (steering for t > ¢;).

4.2.1. Fwvaluation of || y(-,t) — ya ||%2(071)

Denote by u(z,t,y(x,t1)) solution to (1.8) with the initial datum the same as for (S) at t = t1, namely,
(4.7), (4.11).

Remark 4.1. From now on when we will be referring to the results in section 3 for ¢ > t; we will assume that
we deal with the just-introduced initial conditions for u at time t = ¢;.

The solution formulas (2.3d, f), applied for ¢ > ¢; with the initial datum (4.7), (4.11) and the aforementioned

pair of controls v = v, + (—A1 +7),7 > 0 as in the proof of Theorem 1.2 (see (3.9)), along with (1.4), (1.5),
and (3.11) yield as v — oo:

[ y(t) — ya ||%2(0 1) = [y, )= 1l ya HL2(0 1) Wi ||%2(0 1)

<ly(t) = ule ty(, 1) a0 + et yC )=l ya ez wi 7200
1 t t1
< MD7—e0°+v025+7/7 R //f x, 7, y(x T))dacdr—i—M—//f x, 7, y(x, 7))dzdr

+1l U(:E,t,y(wtl)F lya 2o, wi 20,1y, (412)

where M > 0 is some constant.
Indeed, to evaluate

|| y(7t) - u(ac,t,y(-,h)) ||%2(O,1)

in (4.12) we just need to evaluate the contribution of the terms containing F' in (2.3d, f).



248 A.Y. KHAPALOV

For example, for k = 1, (2.3d) yields with our h = —A; + r from (3.9):

t
/ o~ F /IR TR (t-7) !
v2+ 4\, + h)

_ o(CF VR /ANt (7))

V214 )\k+h

{ )dxdT)

t
e(*%”w““)(t*tl)/q(ﬂ /f(xmy(xﬁ))wl(:v)dx dr
t1 0

IN

1
NS

2

+ 2 \/ﬁ/q(r) /f(x,r,y(x,r))wl(ac)dx dr

1 t—ty
<2D (?eo"+\/02o+7/v T mm{ }) //f z, 7, y(x, 7))dzdr, (4.13)

which, in view of (3.13a-b) and (3.12a), provides the 1-st term on the right in (4.12).

Analogously, making use of (2.3d) for k = 2,..., N(v,r) when 42 + 4(A\x — A1 +7) > 0, and of (2.3f), we can
obtain the 2nd term on the right in (4.12).

Then, exactly, as in the proof of Theorem 1.2 beginning from Section 3.4.2, but now with the initial condition
as in (4.7), 4.11) at time ¢t = ¢, we obtain that the last term on the right of (4.12) tends to zero along the
relations (3.11), (3.15), (3.9), and (3.16a-b).

To show that the remaining two terms containing f also converge to zero, it is sufficient to show that along
the relations (3.11), (3.15), (3.9), and (3.16a-b) the value of || f ||z2(q,) is uniformly bounded, e.g., as follows:

4 1
//fQ(x7T7y(x,T))d,deT S 2L <1 —+ 8 || Yd HL2(071) +m <E(y(7t1) —+ 5)) s (414)
Q2
and that
1 t—ty
?e‘)”v(’%*’/7 K //f x,7,y(z,7))dedr — 0 (4.15)

along the same relations.

4.2.2. Derivation of (4.15)
We make use of (4.1) from Lemma 2.1 and of (2.2a), (1.4), (1.5):

1 t
//f x, 7, y(z, 7))dadr < 2// 7)dadr + 2 m[ax} /dex /92(T)d7
TE[t1,t
0 t

< 2L + 4LCY(By( 1)) + ELB))er P vyt >y
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and for p = %(B + (=X +7)? + KB). Hence,

//f2(I,T,y(I,T))dxdT <
Q2

1 " t—tq
2L +4LC* (E(y(-, t1)) + HLB(B + (=M +7)%+ KB)) O (I+KB)(B+(M+0.5)"+KB) 5,

1
< 2L +4LC* (E(y(-, t1)) + HLB(B + (=M + 1)+ KB)) y1/2
as v — oo along (3.11), due to the formula (recall (3.15))

t—ty 1
e v = 70*<1+KB><B+<—A1+0.5>2+BK),

This yields (4.15), by making use of (3.19).

4.2.3. Derivation of (4.14)

Note first that (3.16a-b), (3.18) and already established (4.15) mean, as it follows from the first three terms
n (3.14) (rewritten for our new initial datum (4.7), (4.11)) and the estimates (4.13) (combined with (4.15)),
evaluating | c1(t)— || ya ||2(0,1)] in (4.12), that the value of | ¢1(¢) | will be bounded as long as we select r,¢
and v — oo from (3.9), (3.11), (3.15) and (3.16a-b). Without loss of generality, we can assume that starting
with some 74,

i) | <2 yallzzc,) - (4.16)
Multiplying equations (2.3b) by ¢x(t)’s, then integrating them over (¢1,t¢) and summing the results, we obtain:

o

Zci( lz (=g 4+ A1 —7)ci(t) Zc Z —Mi)ci(ty)
k=1 2=

k=2 k=1
— 7//yt2dacd7' + //Bg(r)(l—i— [y 1) |y | dedr.  (4.17)
Q2 Q2

N
[N}
N

Note that, for any v > 0,

v 1
| [ Bos 1y 1wt doar <3 [ [ Bamar 1yl dodr+ 50 [ [ yidodr
Q2 Q2 Q2
1
< g//QBQQQ(T)dIdT-i-g//QBQQQ(T)dexdT-‘r Z//yfdacdr
Q2 Q2 Q2

1
1
< vLB? + vLB? max /yQ(ac,T)dx—l— Z//yfdxdr (4.18)

Te[tl,t]

Hence, making use of (4.16) and (4.18), and selecting

. X+ A\ —7

L5 (we will need this next)
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and v > 5, to get rid of the terms containing y; in (4.17)-(4.18), we obtain from (4.17) that:

1
Gqt) + Y ) = /Z/Q(xvt)dx < 4l yallZz0) I VI W D (=X 4 A =) (t)
k=2 0 2T A k=2
1
2
< 4 2 —FE(y(-,t — vLB?*|1 / 2 d
< 4| ya 7200, L vy v (y( ta) + s wa—_ + max [y (2, 7)dz
0
Therefore, for v > % and our selected v we will have
1
[t < 81y oy +— 5 (WGt +3 ) (119)
’ - L2(0.1) Ao+ A —r ’ 2
0

This, similar to (2.2a), yields (4.14).

4.2.4. Bvaluation of || y:(-,t)) |z-1(0,1)

Making use of the formulas (2.3e, i), similar to the derivation of (4.12), we obtain for ¢ > #;:

t\" %171(0,1) >~ t\" — Wl by il %{71(071) IANERZ) i1 %{71(071)
e, ) |l <N yest) —ue( 2,y 61)) |l + ety t) |l
M >, B? MB? 2 t-u
< sup | f(my(T) |7 — + eosVo2t? 7 sup || f(my(T) |17
b() et Loy kz::g —Ae Pt TE(t1,t) FHo
1 1 ) = B? )
+M by Toz) s I fCmyCm) 2000 Z VR | we(s b, y(5 1)) 1001y (4:20)
(7) Y7/ re(ti,t) k> Npr)

where M > 0 is some positive constant.
In (4.20), to evaluate the terms in (2.3e,i) the containing f, we also employed the following estimates:

t
/ae“(t_T)dT =1—e*tt) <1 vt > t1, a <0,

t1

t
0< /ae“(t*T)dT ==t 1 V> ¢y, a >0,

t1
1 1 /2 4 1/2 1 1/2
flz, Hwg(x)de| < f2(z,t)dx Wi (x)dxr = f(x, t)da
/ / / [
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For example (see (2.31) on (¢1,1)):

1 ¢ N _at-n) sin ((th)\/fny/élf)\kfh)
— —e 2
e / 2 /ey v—

t1
2

e o (0= 1y TAIER) | [plarm el
0

¢ 2

2 B? 9 Y o_at=7)
o ) o | (-3 e

TE(t1,t) f
1

¢ 2
—2B2 =) 8 o 2 1 1
+ sup fe,my,T 2 /e_ 7 dr < —_B? sup fly(,T — ).
Xk re(tr) II7( (7)) Iz20,1) J N e 1) 122000 () A2
1

Again, as in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in Section 3.4.5, but now with the initial condition as in (4.7), 4.11) at
time ¢ = t1, we obtain that the last term on the right of (4.20) tends to zero along the relations (3.11), (3.15),
(3.9), and (3.16a-b).

It remains to notice that, due to (4.19), (1.4) and (1.5) (similar to (2.2¢)),

sup || f(,7,9( 7)) I220,1)
Te(tl,t)

is uniformly bounded for ¢ > 0 as in (3.15), and to use (3.18) and (3.12b)) to show that the first three terms in
the right-hand side of (4.19) converge to zero as v — oo under the conditions (3.11), (3.15), (3.9), and (3.16a-b).

Combining this with the above evaluation of (4.12) yields that there is a pair of controls (v,7) and time
T > 0 described in Theorem 1.1 such that (1.7) holds. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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