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RAPID STABILIZATION AND FINITE TIME STABILIZATION OF THE
BILINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION

HOAI-MINH NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. We propose a method to establish the rapid stabilization of the bilinear Schrédinger
control system and its linearized system, and the finite time stabilization of the linearized system
using the Grammian operators. The analysis of the rapid stabilization involves a new quantity
(variable) which is inspired by the adjoint state in the optimal control theory and is proposed in
our recent work on control systems associated with strongly continuous group. The analysis of
the finite time stabilization follows the strategy introduced by Coron and Nguyen in the study of
the finite time stabilization of the heat equation and incorporate a new ingredient involving the
estimate of the cost of controls of the linearized system in small time derived in this paper.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the main results. We consider the following bilinear control Schrédinger
system, with I = (0,1),
iUy = —AV —u(t)pu(z)P(t,z) in Ry x I,
(1.1) U(t,0)="(t1) =0 in Ry,
U (0) =V in I,
where ¥ is the initial data,

the control u is real,

and p is a given real function, around the fundamental state. Here ¥ is the complex-valued wave
function of a particle confined in a 1d infinite square potential well. The particle is subjected
1
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to an electric field inside the domain with the amplitude u, and u is the dipolar moment of the
particle. For detailed approximations leading to this first-order interaction Hamiltonian we refer
for example to [25, Chapter 2].

Let Ay < Ao < ..., Ap < ... be the set of eigenvalues of the Laplace equation in I with the zero
Dirichlet boundary condition and let (@) be the standard orthogonal basis in L?(I) formed by
the corresponding eigenfunctions. Thus

—Ap = Ao in 1,
=0 on 0I.
Explicitly, for & > 1,

(1.2) Me = m2k% and  @p(z) = V2sin(rkz) in 1.
It is clear that
(1.3) e~ Mty s a solution of (ITI) with u = 0 and ¥y = ;.

We are interested in the stabilization of the system (I.I)) around the state e~**1*p;. To this end,
it is convenient to introduce

(1.4) U(t,z) = eMU(t ) in Ry x I and  Ug(z) = Uo(z) in 1.
We then have, by (I.II),

(L5) iUy = =AU — \U — u(t)p(a)V(t,z) inRy x I,
' T(t,0) = T(t,1) = 0 in R,
The linearized system of (L5) when W is closed to ¢y, i.e., U(t,z) is closed to e=™1tpy s

iUy = =AU — MU —u(t)u(z)pr(z) in Ry x I,
(0 { U(t,0) = U(t,1) =0 in R,.
In what follows, we always assume that
(L.7) pe H3(I,R).

The following condition on u is repeated used later:

C
(1.8) Kuspr, enpran| = 15 for ke Ny,

for some positive constant ¢ unless stated diﬁerentlyﬁ We are interested in the solutions of the above
Schridinger systems with controls u in L7 ([0, +00);R) (we insist again that we are interested in
the controls which are real).

The condition (L.§)]) is a sufficient condition to have the exact controllability of the linearized
systems in small time and this implies the local exact controllability of the nonlinear systems, as
shown by Beauchard and Laurent [6]. This condition is also a necessary condition to ensure that
the nonlinear systems are locally exactly controllable in small time, see the work of Beauchard and
Morancey [§]. The condition (L8] is generic, see [0, Appendix A].

As in previous works, see, e.g., [0, [8, [I8], we are interested in the solutions in the space H (for
each time t) defined by

(1.9) H = {W e BY(I;C); Y, KW, giypaqn 2 <+,
k=1

1Hereafter, given a Hilbert space H, we denote (-, -)3 its scalar product.
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and
(1.10) H,; = {\I/ € H such that RV, 01)r2(p) = 0},

Here and in what follows, for a complex number z, we denote its real part, its complex part, and
its complex conjugate by Rz, Sz, and Zz, respectively. We equip the following scalar product for
the spaces H and Hy y:

(1.11) (U, Uyg = (U, Ty g ::J (q@+ VY 4+ U+ 0" )ds for 4.7 € H,
I

and

(1.12) (U, ¥y, , = {y,Pu for T, ¥ e Hyy.

One can show that, for the linearized system (L0,

(1.13) U(t) e H, fort = 0if ¥g e Hy ;.

This property does not hold for the nonlinear system. Note that the exact controllability has
been established for solutions in C'([0,7]; H), which requires roughly three derivatives in the space
variable of the solutions. It is known from a general result of Ball, Marsden, and Slemrod [2]
that the Schrédinger system (L) is not exactly controllable for solutions in C([0,T]; H}(I)) or in
C([0,T); H(I) n H?(I)) when p is smooth since the control operator is bounded in this case.

It is convenient to consider the real part and the imaginary part of ] separately. Assume that

\T’:\Tfl—i-i\ffg in Ry x 1,
where \T/l and \T’g are the real and the imaginary parts of 0. System (LH) can be written under

the form

(1.14) { W= —ATs — N Uy —u(t)p(e) ¥y in Ry x 1,

\i’2,t = AUy + MUy +u()p(@)P; in Ry x T,

and system (6] can be written under the form

\I’l,t = —A\T’g — )\1&/2 in R+ X I,
(1.15) - ~ ~
Woy = AUy + MUy +u(t)p(z)er  in Ry x 1.
Denote
2
(1.16) H = {y = (yl,yg) € HO I ]R2 Z Z |k3<yg,<pk>L2(1)|2 < +OO},
(=1k>1
and
(1.17) Hyy = {y = (y1,y2)" € H such that 1, 010021 = 0},

and we equip with the following scalar products for the spaces H and Hj j:
(1.18)

"~

2
Y, P ==Y, Pus(ry = L Z yelie + Yo + viue + yi' v ) ds for y = (y1,52)", 7 = (0, %2)" € H,
=1

and

(119) <y7 @Huj = <y7 @H for y,y e Hl,ﬁ-

It is clear that
¥ € H if and only if (U1, ¥y)" € H
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and
U e H,y 4 if and only if (¥, \I’Q)T € Hy g,

where ¥y and W, are the real part and the imaginary part of U, respectively.
One can check, see e.g., [18], that

(1.20) H = {y = (y1,12)" € H¥(L;R?);51(2) = yo(e) = i (z) = y5(x) = 0 on 51}

and

(121) Hy, = {y = (y1,12)T € H3(I;R?);

y1(z) = yo(z) = y{(x) = y5(x) = 0 on oI and Y1, 010120 = 0},

Note that Hj 4 is not a subspace of H (with respect to the scalar field C) whilst H 4 is a subspace
of H (with respect to the scalar field R).
Consider A : D(A) ¢ H — H defined by

—Ays — A
(1.22) Ay = o A and D(A) = {y eH; Ay e H}
Ay + My

Then D(A) is dense in H and A is skew-adjoint (see Lemmas2.I]and 2.2]). We equip D(A) with the
standard scalar product for the graph-norm and denote D(A)" the dual space of D(A). It is worth
noting that our definition of A and the domain D(A) are different from [0, [I8]. Our definitions are
motivated by the theory of stabilization developed for control systems associated with a strongly
continuous group [48] and will be clear later when the feedback operator is introduced (see, e.g.,

(I34), see also (L.3))).
Let (A*,D(A*)) denote the adjoint of (A, D(A)) and let

B:R — H3(I;R?) n HY(I;R?) < D(A*)
be defined by, with y = (y1,2)T € D(A*),

(1.23)  (Bu,y)paxy pax) = u<<M9017y2>H3(1) — (1) 22 (L)y2,222(1) + (M%)m(o)yz,mx(o))-

The linear system (I.I5) can be written under the form

(1.24) y = Ay + Buin R,

and the nonlinear system ([LI4]) can be written under the form

(1.25) Yy = Ay + Bu+uF(y — ®1) in Ry,
where

(1.26) ®) = (p1,0)"  and  F(y) = (—pya, pn)",

and, for all p € D(A*),

(1.27)  (uF(y), ©)p(axy Diax)

— w(CF) 2m(1) — (P @)D Para (D2 + (F())aa(0), G (0))z2
(see Lemmas B.3] and [3.7]).

One cannot extend B as a bounded operator from R into H. This is the main source of the
difficulties in the study of the stabilization using feedback of the linearized system (L.24]) and more
critical in the study of the nonlinear system (IL25]) since uF(y) ¢ L'((0,T);H). Nevertheless, B



STABILIZATION OF BILINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION 5

is an admissible control operator with respect to the semi-group (etA)

sense that, for all u € L2([0,T];R), it holds that

o generated by A in the

t
(1.28) y € C([0,T]; H) where y(t) := J )4 Bu(s) ds
0
(see Lemmas and 3.3). As a consequence of the closed graph theorem, see e.g., [13], one has
(1.29) Iyllcqorm < Crlullpzqo,r):r)-
Thus, see e.g., [16] 54], that, for T' > 0, there exists Cr > 0 such that
T
(1.30) j |B*e™*4% 2|2 < Cp||z|} for all z € H,
0
where B* is the adjoint of B, and (e'4"),cr is the group generated by A* (recall that A is skew-
adjoint).
Note that
B* : D(A*) - R.
and, with v = (vy,v2)T € D(A*), which is also D(A) since A is skew-adjoint,
(1'31) B*v = <N9017”2>H3(I) - (/Mpl)xx(l)lexx(l) + (/’1/(101)2:1‘(0)71)2,1‘2:1‘(0)
since
(1.32) (Bu, vy = {u, B¥v)R.

This paper is devoted to the stabilization of the nonlinear system ([L5]) and its linearized system
(I6). The rapid stabilization of the linearized control system (L6 was established by Coron,
Gagnon, and Morancey [I8] using techniques related to backstepping methods. The idea is to
transform the original system into a damping one for which the stabilization is an easier task.
Their transformations are of Fredholm type and different from the standard Volterra ones in the
backstepping method. The existence of these transformations is ensured by the controllability
of the linearized system, which follows from (L.8). The main technical difficulty in the work of
Coron, Gagnon, and Morancey [I§] is to deal with a control operator that is only admissible
but not bounded. It is worth noting that the backstepping technique and its extended versions
are useful tools to stabilize various equations in one-dimensional space such as heat equations
[38], Schrodinger equations [31], KAV equations [14], 20], hyperbolic systems [24] 22] 23] and the
reference therein. The backstepping can be also used to get finite-time stabilization for heat
equations, see [2I]. A concise introduction to the backstepping technique can be found in [32].
At this stage, to our knowledge, [I8] is the only work dealing with the rapid stabilization of
the linearized Schrodinger system using bilinear controls, and the analysis in [I8] has not been
successfully extended to the nonlinear system.

The goal of this paper is to present another method to obtain the rapid stabilization of the
linearized control system (LG and of the bilinear control system (LL3]), and the finite time sta-
bilization of the linearized control system (L.6). Our approach is inspired by our recent work
[48] in which we study the stabilization of systems associated with a strongly continuous group
for unbounded control operators using Gramian operators. For control systems associated with a
strongly continuous group, under the assumption that the systems are exactly controllable, it is
shown in [48] that one can obtain rapid stabilization using static feedback in a trajectory sense or
using dynamic feedback. The static trajectory feedback has its roots in the linear quadratic optimal
control theory, as developed in Flandoli, Lasiecka, and Triggiani [27] (see also [33] 57, [59], 511 [53]).
It is known from the optimal control theory that there exists static feedback in a weak sense to
rapidly stabilize the system. Such feedback is understood in a weak sense since it is defined only
on a dense set of the space state depending on the feedback operator (see [48, Proposition 4.1]).
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The use of Gramian operators to rapidly stabilize exactly controllable systems associated with a
strongly continuous group has been previously considered in [28| [55] [56] via the optimal control
theory, and the feedback is thus understood in the weak sense. One cannot use Gramian operators
to stabilize nonlinear settings using the theories developed in [28, 55, [56] as discussed in [48] (see
also [I8]). In this paper, we show that, for the considered bilinear control Schrédinger systems,
even if the control operator is unbounded one can still obtain static feedback in the usual sense, the
feedback is defined for all elements in the state space, to achieve the rapid stabilization. Moreover,
we construct piecewise constant feedback to reach the stabilization in finite time for the linearized
system.

Before introducing the feedback, we state the observability inequality for the exact controllability
of the linearized system (LLG) as a consequence of the exact controllability result of Beauchard and
Laurent [6] and Lemmas B.2] 3.3 and B.7] (see also Proposition [5.4] for a more quantitative version
for small T').

Lemma 1.1. Let e H3(I;R) verify (L8) and let T > 0. We have

T
(1.33) j B*e A 22 > 2|2 for all = € Hyy,
0

for some positive constant Cr independent of z.

We are ready to introduce the Gramian operator to stabilize the linearized system (L6 and the
nonlinear system (LF). Let u e H3(I;R) and A > 0. Define Q = Q(\) : H — H by

0
(1.34) (Qz,Zym = j e (B e 2, B*e A Hp ds for 2,7 € H.
0

Since A is skew-adjoint by Lemma in Section [2 it follows from (.30) that @ is well-defined
and is symmetric in H. We also have, by [48, Proposition 5.1] (see also [28], [55]),

(1.35) AQ + QA* —BB* +2)\Q =0
in the following sense
(1.36) (Qz, A"y + (A*2, Q2 — (B*2, B*Z)m + 2XQz, )y for z,Z € D(A™).

Moreover, if the condition (L8] on u holds then, by Lemma [I],
(1.37)  Q:=projy,, ©Q: Hyy — Hyy is positive, ie., (Qz,2)n, , = C|z|u,, for all z € Hy .
Concerning the rapid stabilization of (I.I5]), we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let y € H3(I,R) be such that ([L8) holds and let X > 0. Given yo € Hyy, let
y e C([0,T]; H) be the unique weak solution of the system

(1.38) { y' = Ay + Bu in R,
y(0) = wo,

with

(1.39) u = —B*Q_lpijl’uy.

Then y(t) e Hyy fort =0, and

197 y(t) |z = e Q Yyo|m for t = 0.
Consequently, there exist two positive constants C,Cy independent of yo such that

(1.40) Cre M yollm < y()m < Coe™*|yolu for t = 0.
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Remark 1.1. The meaning of the weak solutions are given in Definition [A.1l in Appendix [Al for
which one considers Bu as a source term. The well-posedness of (L38]) is a part of the conclusion
of Theorem [Tl Note that B*z is also well-defined for z € H by (IL31]).

As a consequence of Theorem [I.T] the linearized system (I.I5]) is rapidly stabilizable by feedback
controls. Equivalently, the linearized system (LL6]) is rapidly stabilizable by feedback controls.

Remark 1.2. Note that y(t) € Hy for ¢ > 0. One can hence replace the term projy, Y by y in
Theorem [L11

Concerning the non-linear system (L.I4]), which is equivalent to system (LI]), we have the fol-
lowing result.

Theorem 1.2. Let p € H3(I,R) be such that (LR) holds and let X\ > 0. For 0 < X\ < X, there
exist two positive constants g > 0 and C > 0 such that

(1.41) ly(t, ) = 1l < Ce™[y(0,) = Brm fort >0,

for all yo € Hyy with |yo| 2y = 1 and yo — ®1u < o, where y(t,-) € C([0,T];H) is the unique
weak solution of the system

y = Ay + Bu+ uF(y — ®1) in Ry,
1.42) { (y —®1) in Ry

y(0) = vo,
with
u=—B* Qilproj[ﬁhyu (y — ®1).

Remark 1.3. The meaning of the weak solutions are given in Definition [A.1l in Appendix [Al for
which one considers Bu + uF'(y — ®1) as the source term.

As a consequence of Theorem [I.2] the nonlinear bilinear control system (L.I4]) is locally rapidly
stabilizable by feedback controls. Equivalently, the nonlinear bilinear control system (LL6]) is locally
rapidly stabilizable by feedback controls.

Concerning the finite time stabilization, we have the following result on the linearized bilinear
control system (L.24]).

Theorem 1.3. Let u € H3(I,R) be such that (L&) holds and let T > 0. There exists K :
[0,7) x H — R such that K is piecewise constant with respect to the first variable and linear
continuous with respect to the second variable, and for every yo € Hyy, there exists a unique
solution y € C([0,T);H) of the system

(1.43) { y' = Ay + Bu in [0,T)
y(0) = yo,

with

(1.44) u(t) = K(t, y(t,-)).

Moreover,

(1.45) y(t,-) > 0inHast - T_

and

(1.46) u(t,”) >0ast—T-_.
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1.2. Ideas of the proof. The approach used in this paper is inspired by our recent work [48].
We first discuss the analysis of Theorem [L.T] and Theorem Concerning the linearized system
(LE) (whose results are given in Theorem [I1]), one of the main parts of the analysis is to de-
velop the theory in [48] to take into account the intrinsic constraint (LI3]). Concerning the rapid
stabilization of the nonlinear system (L5 (whose results are given in Theorem [L.2]), in addition
to the ingredients used for the linearized system, we essentially use the fact that the solutions
of the Schrodinger system conserve the L?-norm. This fact is used to control the component of
the solution which is orthogonal to Hj 4 with respect to the L?(I)-scalar product (or the H-scalar
product). Additional technical ingredients for all the stabilization results are the well-posedness of
the nonlinear feedback control systems, which are of nonlinear, nonlocal, and non-bounded nature
(see Section [3]), and the way to translate the results between the original systems (5] and (L.6l)
and the corresponding systems written under in the semi-group language ([.24) and (I.25]) (see
Lemma [377 and Appendix [Al).

To take one step further from the rapid stabilization to obtain the finite time stabilization
(Theorem [[3]) for the linearized system, we follow the strategy of Coron and Nguyen [21]. The
idea is to stabilize the system more and more as the time ¢ goes to T_. More precisely, we use
Q = Qn := Q(\,) in the time interval [t,,t,.+1) for a suitable positive sequence (\,) — +o
and for a suitable increasing sequence (t,) — T. To be able to apply the strategy in [2I], one
needs to understand the size of | Q;/lH‘C(HLu) B as a function of A, (a good bound for the size of
|Qn] £y follows from the admissibility of the control operator B, see (L30))). This is given in
Lemma [B.1] after establishing the cost of the control for small time (see Proposition [5.4]). This
result is interesting in itself and its proof uses similar techniques as in [52]. The way to gain
suitable information in each time interval [t,,¢,+1) here is different from the one in [2I] for which
precise estimates of kernels of transformations from the backstepping technique are derived using
the information of the kernels. Our new way to get appropriate information to be able to apply the
strategy in [21] is quite robust and can be used in different contexts where the size of the control
cost is understood for small time. An application of this approach will be given in [49] to study
the finite-time stabilization of a KdV control system.

1.3. Previous related results. The controllability properties for the Schrédinger equation were
mostly studied in the usual linear setting (in contrast to the bilinear control problems considered
here). For the control of the linear Schrédinger equation with internal control (localized on a
subdomain), we refer to [35] B9], the survey [34], and the references therein. In this setting, we
mention [40] for the stabilization. The first local controllability results on the bilinear Schrédinger
equation appear in [3, 4]. These local controllability results have been extended under weaker
assumptions in [0, 8], in a more general setting in infinite time [45], and also in the case of simul-
taneous controllability of a finite number of particles [42], and the references therein. Note that,
despite the infinite speed of propagation, it was proved that a minimal amount of time is required
for the controllability of some bilinear Schrodinger equations, see [16 5, [§] (see also [42] [12]) and
the references therein. In addition to the exact controllability and the stabilization, various aspects
of the controllability of the bilinear Schrodinger systems have been investigated. Concerning the
approximative controllability, this has been studied by the geometric control techniques via ap-
propriate Galerkin approximations, see e.g., [15, [I0 [IT] and the references therein. The Lyapunov
technique has been used to obtain the global controllability results, see, e.g., [41] [7, [43] 44] though
no indication of the convergence rate is given.

1.4. The organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we estab-
lish several results on A and D(A). In particular, we prove that A is skew-adjoint in Lemma

2Hereafter, given a Hilbert space H, we denote L£(H) the space of all continuous linear applications from H to H
equipped with the standard norm.
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In Section B we establish the well-posedness and the stability of various linear and nonlinear
Schrédinger systems. These results will be used in the proof of the main theorems mentioned
above. Section Ml is devoted to the rapid stabilization, in particular, we prove Theorems [L.1]
and there. In Section [5, we study the finite time stabilization. We prove Theorem [L.3] using
estimates on the cost of controls for the linearized system established there (see Propositions [5.1]
and [5.3]). The analysis of the upper bound (Proposition [5.1]) is based on the moment method. The
analysis of the lower bound (Proposition [5.3]) is based on a lower bound of the cost of a singular
perturbation control problem (Proposition [5.2]). In Appendix[Al we discuss a well-posedness result
on control systems associated with operator semi-groups, which is used throughout the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will prove some properties related to A defined in ([L.22]) and @ defined in
(L34). We begin with

Lemma 2.1. Let y1,72 € R and let A: D(A) c H — H be defined by

—Ayzs +my

(2.1) Ay — PTRN it DlA) = {yem Ayen),
Ay + 201

We have

i) The set D(A®) is dense in H.
ii) The set D(A®) nH,y is dense in Hy .
ili) The set D(A*) nH,y is dense in D(A) nHy g equipped the graph-norm of D(A).
Recall that
D(A®) = (] D(A").
k=1

Proof. We first prove i). Let y = (y1,%2)" € H. Then

[ee} 0
(2.2) y1= Y arpr  and  yo = > bpgr,
k=1 k=1
for some (ag), (by) < R such that >}, o, A2 (|ag|? + |bk|?) < +00. Denote
(2.3) Yin = > appr  and  yon = > by,
k=1 k=1
and set
Yn = (yl,my2,n)—r'
Since
(2.4) O =—Xprinl and ¢ =0ondl,
it follows from (L.20]) that
(2.5) yn € D(A™).

It is clear that

(2.6) Yn = (Y1 y2,n) " =y in H.
Assertion i) now follows from (2.5]) and (2.6]).
We next deal with i7). We first note that

D(A%) A Hyy = {y = (o) € DA [ ior = o}
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Let y = (y1,y2)" € Hy 4 and define y,, by (23) using (2.2). Then

(2.7) yn € D(A*) and vy, — yin H.

Define ¢, = (J1,n, Y2,n) by

(2.8) Yin =Y — Yzl and  fon = Yon,
and denote

Yn = (Zjl,mgln)—r-
It follows from (2.4]) that

(2.9) Un € D(A®) n Hy 4.
Using the fact

eH
(2.10) s 11201y = YO =0,

we derive from (2.7) and (2.8]) that
Un — vy in H.
Assertion i) is proved.

We finally establish 4ii). Let y = (y1,y2)" € D(A) n Hyy and define y,, by (Z3) using 2.2).
Then

(2.11) yn € D(A®) and y, — yin D(A).
Define g, = (§1.n,J2,n)" by @8). Then, by ),
in € D(A®) A Hy .
Using (2.10]), we derive from (2IT]) that
Un — y in D(A).

Assertion iii) is established.

The proof is complete. O

We next establish a result which implies that A is skew-adjoint.
Lemma 2.2. Let ye€ R and let A: D(A) c H — H be defined by
(2.12) Ay = ( ~A =W ) and  D(A) = {y e H; Ay e H}.

Ay + vy

Then A is skew-adjoint, i.e., D(A*) = D(A) and A* = —A in D(A).

We recall, by Lemma 2.1], that D(.A) is dense in H.

Proof. Since
Ph = — Ak in 1,
we derive from the definition of H that y = (y1,y2) € D(A) if and only if

(2.13) ye [H (D),
(2.14) yo(z) = yj(z) =y () =0 for x € 01,0 = 1,2,

Using this fact, we derive, by integration by parts, for y = (y1,%2)" € D(A) and z = (21, 29) € D(A),
that

(2.15) —f Ayszy = —f y2Az, —f Ayyz) = —f Yo A2y,
I I I I



STABILIZATION OF BILINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION 11

(216) - | dugat = - [ wad, - [ Aug - | s,
I I I I
(217) f Ay1z2 = f ylAZQ, f Ay'lzé = f yiAzé,
1 I 1 1
(218) [ auteg = [ wasg [ avrer = | sy,

It follows that, for y € D(A) and z € D(A),
(Ay, 2)m = {y, —Az)u.
It remains to show that D(A*) < D(A). This is equivalent to establish that if z € H is such that
(2.19) KAy, 2u] < Clyls for all y € D(A)

for some positive constant C' = C'(z) independent of y, then z € D(A).
Indeed, fix such a z. From (2I9), we deduce from (2.I5]) and (2.I6]) that, for y € D(A),

(2.20) - [ ugatr+ [ sutag] <l

By taking y; = 0 in ([2.20), we obtain that, for yo € H?(I) with y3 = y5 = 34" = 0 on 0I, it holds
(221) - | Autet] < Clualms

Given ¢ € C®(I;R), define, for z € I,

(222) 6(x) = () — 50 (V2 + 50 (0)(1 ~ 2,

T 1 T
ea(a) = L £3(s) ds — L Ea(s) ds,  €(x) = L ea(s) ds,
and
X 1
(2.23) o) = L 1(s)ds — x fo 1(s) ds.

Simple computations give, for x € I,

1 1
Yy = &1 — JO G(s)ds, yy==E, yy =E&— fo &3(s)ds, yy =@ —¢'(N)z—¢"(0)(1 - ).

One can then check that y, € H?(I) with y2 = 345 = 34" = 0 on 0I. It follows from (2.21]) applied
to y2 given by (2.23) that

‘_L (Ap —¢'(1) + ¢'(0)) 2"

where &3 is defined by ([2:22). Since z{ = 0 on 01, we deduce that

‘— j Apzy
I
where &3 is defined by ([Z22). By first considering ¢ € C®(I) and then using ¢ € C®(I) with
¢ =0 on 0I, we obtain
(2.24) e H¥(I) and 2" =0on al.
Similarly, by taking yo = 0 in (2.:20]), we derive that
(2.25) 2 e H*(I) and 2 =0 on oI.

< C|l&s|lp2(ry for ¢ € C™(I),

< C&3] p2(ry for ¢ € C(I),
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Combining (2.24) and (2.25]) yields
2eD(A).
The proof is complete. U

3. WELL-POSEDNESS AND STABILITY OF SCHRODINGER SYSTEMS

In this section, we establish the well-posedness and the stability of various systems related
to the linear system (6] and the nonlinear system (L5]). The main goal is to formulate and
establish results which are compatible with the theory of control systems associated with semi-
group. Without the language of semi-group, some related results can be found in [6].

We first introduce A : D(A) € H — H defined by

(3.1) AU —iAV and D(A)={VeH;AVeH}.
We have
Lemma 3.1. We have

D(A) is dense in H and A is skew-adjoint.

Proof. The conclusion is a consequence of Lemmas 2.1] and with v = 0 after considering the
real part and the imaginary part of ¥ and AW. O

We next introduce a useful operator related to the definitions of B in (I.23]) and uF'(y) in (L27).
Definition 3.1. Given T > 0. Define
T 2 L2((0,7); H*(I;€) n HY(I5C)) — L}((0,T); D(A*))
by, for all p € D(A*),
(3.2) (T(f)E ) erpaxy pax) = (), 0ms ) — fea(t D) (1) + fru(t, 0)0z22(0),
for f e L*((0,T); H*(I;C) n H}(I;C)).

We next discuss the well-posedness and the stability of linear systems.

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 <T < Ty and A€ R. Let &g € H and f € L'((0,T); D(A*)). There exists a
unique weak solution ® € C([0,T]; D(A*)) to the system

O = —AD—\b+f in (0,T) x 1,

(3.3) B(t,0) = d(t,1) =0 in (0,T),
3(0,-) = B in I,
i.e.
. d .
(3.4) ZE<(I)7 \I/>H = —<(I>, A\I’>H — )\<(I), \I/>H + <f, \Il>D(A*)’,D(A*) m (O, T)

in the distributional sense for all ¥ € D(A*). Let f € L*((0,T); H*(I) n H(I)). Define f =
T(f) e L'((0,T); D(A*)). Then the weak solution ¥ of [B.3)) satisfies ¥ e C([0,T]; H) and

(3.5) 1Dt ) 3y < C(H%HHS(I) + ”fHL2((O,t);H3(I))> in [0,T],

for some positive constant C depending only on Tj.
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Proof of Lemma[3.2. The existence and uniqueness of solutions in C([0,T]; D(A*)’) follows from
Proposition[Ad]in the appendix. It then suffices to show the existence of a solution ¥ € C'([0,T]; H)

satisfying (3.3)).
We first deal with the system
1Py = —Ad+f in (0,7) x I,
(3.6) B(t,0) = B(t,1) =0 in (0,T),
(0, -) = By in I
instead of (B3], i.e., we consider (B3) with A = 0. We search ® € C([0,7]; H) under the form

Ot,x) = ¥ ar(t)pr(x) in (0,7) x .

k=1
Using (B.16]) with A = 0 and ¢ = ¢, we obtain

(3.7) i1+ A+ 22+ 2D a), = Me(1+ M + A2+ M\D)ag + ¢ in (0,7),
where
(38) Ck(t) = <f(t7 ')7 9019>H3(I) - f:vw(ta 1)9019,:0:(::(:(1) + fmw(ta 0)‘;01@,:(::0:0(0) in (07 T)
We derive from (B.71) that
. S Ck
ay, = —i\pag — iby in (0,T) where by = T+ o+ 24 A
We then get
. t .
(3.9) ar(t) = e~y (0) — i f e—IM=5) (5) in (0,T).
0

Combining (3.8]) and (3.9) yields

(3.10) . KSfar(t)]® < C|@olsy +C D, )\3j [ oryms (| dt
k=1 k>1

+CZ‘I Z’\’ﬂsj"mslals —i—CZ‘j Z’\’ﬂsfmsOds )

k=1 k>1

Here and in what follows in this proof, C' denotes a positive constant depending only on Ty. We
have

(3.11) > Agf [Fs erpmsn | dt < Cf 1 (s, )2 o103y -
k>1

Applying Ingham’s inequality (see, e.g., [29, Theorem 4.3 on page 59]) and using the properties of
Riesz basis, see, e.g., [68, Theorem 9 on page 32|, we obtain

(3.12) Z ‘f e fo(s,1) ds < f | fow(s, 1)|? ds
k=1

and

(3.13) Z ’f €S (s, 0) ds Cf | fuu(s,0)]? ds.

k=1
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Combining (3.10), B.11), B.12), and B.13)) yields

t
9 0) 2psgp) < C (||‘I)0§{3(1) + [ 156 M ds) in [0,

One can also check that ® € C([0,T]; H) is also a weak solution of ([3.3]). The conclusion in the
case A = 0 follows.

To obtain the conclusion for (33]) for a general A, one first notes that if ® is a solution of
B8) then ®(t,x)e~* is a solution of (B:3) with the same initial condition and with the source
e~ f(t,z) and then apply the result in the case A = 0 to reach the conclusion.

The proof is complete. O

The following simple result is useful to compare with previous results and motivates the definition
of the operator T in (3.2)).

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < T < Ty and A\ € R. Let &y € H and let f € L2((0,T); H*(I) n Hi(I)).
Define £ = T(f) € L'((0,T); D(A*)). Then ® € C([0,T];H) is a unique weak solution to the
system

(iD= —AD - N\O+f in (0,T) x I,
(3.14) { O(t,0) =P(t,1) =0 in(0,7),
8(0,-) = By in I,

if and only if ® € C([0,T]; H) is a (weak) solution of the system
i®=—-AD - X0+ f in(0,T)x 1,
(3.15) O(t,0) = ®(t,1) =0 in (0,T),
3(0,-) = ®y in I,

in the sense that
. d .
(3.16) Z%@), ryr2ay = AR, @2y — MP, wryr2 () + {fs k2 in (0,7)
in the distributional sense for all k = 1.
Proof. Let ¢ € H3(I;C) n H}(I;C). We have

(1 + A + )‘i + )\z)@% Spk>L2(I) = <()07 Spk>H3(I) - (Pxx(l)(pk,mmm<l) + @xa}(o)ﬁpxwx(o)
One can thus rewrite (3:9) under the form

. d .
(3.17) ZE<(I)’QDI€>L2(I) = (@, Apryr2ry + {fs ko2 in (0,7).
The conclusion follows in the case A = 0. The general case follows similarly. g

We next make a connection with the definition of weak solutions used in [6]. Let €'t :
L*(I;C) — L?(I;C) be defined by, for p € L*(I;C),

o0
(3.18) " = Y o e M,
k=1
and, for y € R, let /A4t . [2(I:C) — L?(I;C) be defined by, for ¢ € L*(I;C),
o0
(3.19) "B o = Lo, oryraye T gy
k=1

We have
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Lemma 3.4. Let 0 <T < Ty and A€ R. Let ®g € H and let f € L*((0,T); H*(I;C) n H}(I;C)).
Define £ = T(f) € L*((0,T); D(A*)). Then ® € C([0,T]; H) is a weak solution of [B3) if and
only if either

t
(3.20) B(t,.) = eMAN P — zj e =B (f(s,) + (v = N (s, ")) ds for t € [0,T].

0
Proof. Assume that (3.20) holds for ® € C([0,7]; H). By taking the scalar product in L?(I) of
the corresponding identity with ¢y, one derives that ® is a weak solution of (B.3) by Lemma 3.3

We next assume that ® € C([0,T]; H) is a weak solution of (3.3]). We will prove (3:20). Since

® e C([0,T];H) is a weak solution of (3.3), we deduce from Lemma B.3] that

(3:21) (@(t,+), pr)r2(r) = <€it(A+7)<I>o,90k>L2(1)

- <Z jot ei(tis)(AJr)\) (f(s7 ) + (7 - A)q)(& )) ds, (10/6>L2(I) for ¢ € [07T]

Set .
U(t, ) = j BN (f(s,) + (v = N)B(s, ")) ds.
0
Since the space spanned by set of (¢p)r>1 is dense in L?(I) and ¥ e C([0,7];H), we obtain
B20). O

Remark 3.1. In [6, Proposition 2], the definition of the weak solutions in the sense of (3.20)) is
considered with v = 0.
We next establish the well-posedness and stability of linear feedback systems.

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 < T < Ty and ¥ € C([0,T]; H3(I;C) n H{(I;C)), and let £ € L(H;C).
Let ®y € H and f € L?((0,7); H3(I;C) n H(I;C)). There exists a unique weak solution ® €
C([0,T];H) to the system

i =—-AD-—\P+g in(0,T)x1I,
(3.22) ®(t,0) = P(t,1) =0 in (0,7),
®(0,-) = Py in 1,
where g € L1((0,T); D(A*)) is defined by g = T(g) with
g(t,-) = L(D(, ) V() + f(t, ).
Moreover, there exist a positive constant C depending only on Ty such that

2 2
(3.23) @, )lmsa) < ¢“Ulzane) ”\P”LQ((O'T”H?’“”H)<H‘I’0HH3(I) + HfHLZ((o,t);m(I)) in [0, T].

It is convenient to denote

(3.24) X :=C([0,T]; H)
and to equip this space with the following standard norm
(3.25) [ @] = sup |2 (t, )|

Then X is a Banach space.

3The weak solution is understood in the sense given in Lemma [3.2]
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Proof. Define F : X — X by F (<T>) = &, where ® is the unique weak solution of the system
i = —A® — A\ @ + T(L(D(L, )T + f(t,)) in (0,T) x I,
(3.26) ®(t,0) = P(t,1) =0 in (0,7),
®(0,-) = Py in I.
Let &, D5 € X and denote ®; = F(®;) and &y = F(P3). Set, in [0,77] x I,
50 =3y — P, and 6P = Dy — D;.
Define h e L'((0,7); D(A*)’) by h = T(h) where
h(t,) = L(6D(t,))T(t,").
Then 6® € C([0,T]; H) is the unique weak solution of the system
0P = —AJP® — \6P +h in (0,7) x I,
(3.27) O(t,0)=d(t,1) =0  in (0,7),
50(0) =0 in 1.
Applying Lemma with f = h, we obtain
[6@]x < CIL] 2,0 1¥ ] L2 ((0myir3 ) |02 -

Here and in what follows in this proof, C' denotes a positive constant depending only on Tj.
Thus if C|Ll|zm,c)|Y]eqor;msa) < 1/2, then F is a contracting map from X' into itself.
Therefore, there exists a unique weak solution ® € C([0,T]; H) of the equation

F(®) =@,

which is also a unique weak solution of ([3.22]). Moreover, we have, by Lemma [3.2]

1
[l < Cl®ole + Clf 20y 1y + 1],
which yields
e < O (10l + 1f l20.mym50a) )

The general case can be then proved as follows. Devide the interval [0,7] into subintervals
[TQ, Tl], [Tl, Tg], ey [Tn—la Tn] (With To=0and T, = T) such that CH£H£(H,C) H\IIHLZ((T¢,1,TZ-);H3(I)) <
1/2 and note that n can be bounded above by C’(||£H%(H (C)H\IJH%Q((O sy + 1). We then have

(3:28) | @llx < C" (120l + I/ |2omysm500) )

c(c|?
LCUEIZ

2
< @0 %220 ry;m3() T (\

|Pom + HfHLZ((O,T);H3(I)))a
which is the conclusion. O

Remark 3.2. Let u € L2((0,T);R). A related result corresponding to the case £(®) = ® and
U(t,z) = u(t)u(x) is considered in [6, Proposition 2].

We next study the local well-posedness and the stability of nonlinear feedback systems.

Lemma 3.6. Let 0 < T < Ty, ¥ € C([0,T); H*(I;C) n H(I;C)), and let L € L(H;C).
There exists a positive constant C depending only on Ty such that for &g € H and for f €
L%((0,T); H3(I;C) n HY(I;C)) satisfying

(3.29) 1Pollgsry <& [ flle2qo,r)m301) < &
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and
(3.30) I ey o
there exists a unique weak solution to the system

Py =—-AD -\ P+g in(0,7)x1I,
(3.31) O(t,0) = ®(t,1) =0 in (0,7),

®(0,-) = Py in 1,
where g € L'((0,T); D(A*)) is defined by g = T(g) with
g=L(P(t,)V + L(P(t,-)P + f.

|2 1
W22 o,my 3y T < 1/2,

Moreover,
(3.32) 1D, )| < C(H‘I’OHH + HfHLZ((O,T);HB(I))) in [0,T].
Proof. Let X be defined in (324) with the norm given in B25). Let & € C([0,7];H) be the
unique weak solution of the linear system
i®y = —AD — N &+ T(L(B(t,)V + f) in (0,T) x I,
(3.33) O(t,0) = d(t,1) =0 in (0,7),
d(0,-) = B in 1.

For ¢ > 0, let By(®,¢) denote the open ball of radius e centered at ® in X and let By (®, ) be

its closure in X. Assume (3.29) with ¢ small.

Set
a = L7 @0l C1 22 0.0)m3(ry) + 1
and
Data = ||Polu + [ £ 220, 1);13(1))-
Define

F:By(®,e) > X,
where, for ® € By (®,¢), F(®) = ® € C([0,T]; H) is the unique weak solution of the system
i® = —AD — M\ & + T(L(D(t, )W + L(B(t,)B(t, ) + f) in (0,T) x I,

(3.34) ®(t,0) = P(t,1) =0 in (0,7),
®(0,-) = Py in 1.
Applying Lemma 3.5 to & and ®, we have
(3.35) |®]x < e®Data.
and

(3:36) |8l < e (Data + |£(@(t, ) 2)] 120001y

< efe <Data + Ll ey ”q)”/\’H<T>HL2((0,T);H3(1))>

< e (Data + | £] e | @l xe™e ).

Here and in what follows C' denotes a positive constant depending only on Ty and can change from
one place to another.
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In what follows, we assume that

(3.37) |£]| cmcye®e < 1/2.
We derive from (3.30]) that
(3.38) @] x < e““Data.
Combining (3:33) and ([334) yields
WD —B)y = —A® — &) — M\ (P — D) + T(L(B(t,") — D(t, )W + L(B(t,-))B(t,)) in (0,T) x I,
and
(330) { (® — ®)(t,0) - (@ —®)(t,1) =0 in (0,7),
(® — ®)(0,:) =0.

Applying Lemma to ® — &, we derive that
(340) @ — [ < P L(D(,)D(t, @) L2 (0,115

~  B35),B8.3)
<Ll @lxlRl < e“ILlareE”

Thus F maps By (U, ¢) into itself provided that
YL cncyE < 1/2.
With @, = F(®,) and &, = F(®5), one has
(3.41) i(®1 — Do)y = —A(P — P2) — M (P1 — Bg) + T(L(P1(¢,-) — Pa(t, )T
+ L(P1(t,))P1 — L(Pa(t,-))Ps) in (0,T) x 1.

Since
L(D1(t, )01 — L(Pa(t, )Py = L(D1(t,-) — Pa(t, )1 + L(Da(t,))(®1 — o),

it follows from (3.35]) and (B.38) that
(3.42)  [|L(@1(t,)®1 — L(Da(t, ) Do 203 (1))
< L] ce)el D1 — Ballx + e“NL] e @1 — Pl x
Combining ([3:41]) and ([3:42)) and applying Lemma 3.5 to &1 — ®o, we derive that
(3.43) @1 = @s)lx < e (I£] ol @1 — ®allx + 1] o1 - Bollx)-
Thus F is contracting provided that
|£]| cmcye®e < 1/2.
The conclusion follows from a standard fixed point theorem and (B.36]). O

We next translate the previous well-posedness result to the semi-group related to A defined in
(C22), which involves the definition of @ and the feedback. We only do it for Lemma The
statement and the proof of the corresponding variants of Lemma and Lemma are omitted
to avoid repetition. Concerning Lemma [3.2] we have
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Lemma 3.7. Let T > 0, Ae R, and let A: D(A) c H — H be defined by

—Ayz — \y2
(3.44) Ay = and D(A)={yeH; AyeH,.
Ayr + Ay { }

Let yo € H and g € L'((0,T); D(A*)). There exists a unique weak solution y € C([0,T]; D(A*)")
to the system

= Ay + in (0,T) x I,
(3.45) {yt y+g (0,T)

Let g € L*((0,T7); H3(I) n H}(I)). Define g = T(g) € L*((0,T); D(A*)') (see Definition [3.2
below). Then y € C([0,T];H). Moreover, y = (y1,y2)" is a weak solution of [B3) if and only if
O = yp +iyy is a weak solution of [B.2) with

Qo = y1(0,-) +iy2(0,-) and f = —go +ig1 where g = (91, 92).

and f = T(f). We also have

ly(®)l < C (ol + lgl 203y ) in (0.7,
where C is a positive constant depending only on Tj.
In Lemma 3.7 we used the following definition.
Definition 3.2. Let T > 0 and A € R, and let (A, D(A)) be defined by [B.44). Define
T L*((0,T); H(I;R?)  Ho (I;R?)) — LY ((0, T); D(A")')
by

(3'46) <T(g) (t’ ')’ (10>’D(A*)’,’D(A*) = <g(t7 ')’ (10>H3(I) - <g(t7 1)7 90909090(1)>R2 + <g(t, 0)’ Prrz (0)>R2'

Proof of Lemma[3.7. By Proposition [A]] in the appendix, there exists a unique weak solution
y € C([0,T];D(A*)). Let ® € C([0,T]; H) be the unique weak solution of (3.3]) with

Do = y1(0,-) +iy2(0,-) and f=—go2+ig.

Let y; and y» be the real part and the imaginary part of ®, respectively, and denote y = (y1,2).
Then
y € C([0,T]; H).

By Lemma [3.2] it suffices to prove that y is a weak solution of (3:45]). This follows from the
definition of weak solutions associated with A. O

4. RAPID STABILIZATION - PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1] AND THEOREM

This section containing two subsections is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[.1land Theorem 1.2
The proof of Theorem [I.1]is given in the first subsection and the proof of Theorem is given in
the second one.
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4.1. Proof of Theorem [I.TIl Denote
Ay =A+ M.
Let (y,92)" € C([0, +00); H) be the unique weak solution of the system
Yy = Axyx — BB*jy  in (0,7),
(4.1) vy =—A3yy  in (0,7),
9x(0) =0, Fa(0) = Q 'yo.
Let 7 € (0,T] and ¢, € H, and let ¢ € C([0, 7]; H) be the unique weak solution of

"= —A%p in (0,7),
(4.2) { ¥ 3¢ in (0,7)
(1) = ¢r.
Applying [48, Lemma 2.1] for Ay with ¢t = 7, we derive from ([@I]) and (£2]) that
(1.3 ()l = (0,90 = = | CBTA(5), Bl s

Applying [48, Lemma 3.1] to g(7 — -) and ¢(7 — -), we obtain
(4.4 (QIA0). (0D QAT (s = [ <B"TA(5). Bl .

Summing (43]) and (£.4]), after using the fact that Qyx(0) = y»(0), we deduce that
WA(T) = QUA(T), ¢(7))m = 0.
Since ¢(7) € H is arbitrary, we derive that
(4.5) yA(T) — Qua(T) = 0.
Set
g(t) = e Mya(t), and  F(t) = e MY\ (2).
Then, from ([@J]) and ([@3H]), we have
J = Aj— BB in (0,T),
(4.6) 7 = —A*y—2\§ in (0,7),
9(0) = yo,  F(0) = Q 'yo,
and
(4.7) §— Q¥ = 0in [0,T].
Since §(t) € Hy 4 in [0,T], it follows that
y =g in [0,T].
Since
¥ = AJ - 200,
and A is skew-adjoint by Lemma 2.2] it follows that
(4.8) 17 e = e Folle.
The conclusion now follows from (4.8]) and the fact that y(t) = Qy(t) for t = 0.
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4.2. Proof of Theorem Let yp(t) be the projection of y(t) into Hy using the H-scalar
product and set z(t) = y(t) —yp(t). Let b: [0, +0) — R be the real function such that

(4.9) z =bdy

(recall that ®; = (¢1,0)7). Note that

(4.10) u(t) = —B*Q lyp(t).

Since Az = 0, we derive from ([.42]) that

(4.11) Yy =yp+2 =Ayp + Bu+uF(y — &) for t > 0.

Taking the scalar product in [L?(I)]? of this equation with ®; and integrating by parts, we obtain,
by Lemma [3.3],

(4.12) V' = u(F(y — ®1), ®1)r2(p)-
We derive from (4.11]) and (4.12]) that
(4.13) yp = Ayp + Bu+uF(y — ®1) — 2 = Ayp + Bu + uF(y — ®1) — b/ ®4.

Fix Ty > 0 and let 0 < T < Ty. Applying Lemma and Theorem [[.T] we have
(414) Jyr@la < 19 e, e M (0 + CanlluF (y — ®1) = 6P| 2oy (1) 0 [0, T)-

Since, for t € [0,T],

3D
lulzey < Cnllyeleor)m:

(T2aq)
1F(y — @) zooo,rymzayy < Cmlly — @allposo,0):m)
and

@E12)
10" L20) < COrllull 2o,y — @illzeory < Cnllyplczommly — @il Leom)m),
it follows from (AI4)) that

(4.15) [yl < 197 e e lyp(0) |z

+ COxnollypl 20,0y | — @1l Lo (0,7)5m) in [0, T

By the conservation of L?-norm of y, we derive from the fact that z and yp are orthogonal in
L*(I;R?),
b(t)* + lyp ()| 72y = 1.
It follows that if |y(t) — ®1]z2(;) < 1/4 in [0,77], then

(4.16) 16(t) = L 221y < Cllyp(@)Z2(r)-
By taking ¢¢ sufficiently small and |yo|m < €9, we derive from (4.15]), and (£.16]) that
(4.17) ly(t) = @1fm < 20 Q " 2, e M lyp(0)|u in [0, To).

Taking Tj large enough such that 2| Q~!|| ‘C(Hlyu)e_2)\TO < e_QS‘TO, we then can repeat the argument
for the interval [Tp, 27p], ..., and obtain the conclusion.

5. FINITE TIME STABILIZATION - PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3]

This section containing two subsections is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[.3l In the first
subsection, we establish the cost of controls for the linearized system in small time. The proof of
Theorem [L3] using the results in the first section is given in the second one.
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5.1. Cost of control of the linearized system for small time. We begin this section by
establishing an upper bound of the cost of control of the linearized system for small time.

Proposition 5.1. Let p € H3(I,R) be such that (L8) holds. For all Vo € Hyy, there exists
ue L2(0,T);R) such that
\IJ(T7 ) =Y,
and .
luf z200,7) < eT [ Wolm,
where W e C([0,T]; H) is the unique weak solution of the system
iV = =AUV — MU — T(u(t)upr) in (0,T) x I,
(5.1) U(t,0)=(t1) =0 in (0,T),
v(0,:)=0 in 1.
Recall that T is defined in Definition 311
Proof. By a translation of time, it suffices to prove the following result. For all ¥ € Hyy, there
exists u € L2((—T/2,T/2);R) such that
U(T/2,) = Po
and .
lull 2~ /2,7/2) < €T [Wo|m,
where W € C([—-T/2,T/2]; H) is the unique weak solution of the system
iU, = —AV — NV — T(u(t)up1) in (=7/2,7/2) x I,
(5.2) U(t,0)=¥(t,1) =0 in (=7/2,T/2),
U(~T/2,-) =0 in 1.

The proof of this fact is based on the moment method, see, e.g., [52]. We represent ¥ under the
form

U(t,x) = > ap(t)pr(z) in (1/2,7/2) x I.
k=1

We then have, see the proof of Lemma 3.3]
ia), = (A — M\)ag — cu(t) in (=T/2,T/2),
where
(5.3) cr = {pp1, pryr2ry in (=1/2,T/2).
Thus
ay, = —i(Ak — A1)ag + icgu(t) in (=T/2,T/2).
Since ai(—T1/2) = 0 for k > 1, we then have

T2
ar(T)2) = z'ckf e ORTAT2=8) 4 (5 ds.
T2
Set
(5.4) v(t) =u(T/2—1t), wr=A—\ fork=>1,
and

(5.5) dy, = ap(T/2)/(icy,) for k > 1.
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Since a1(T'/2) = Sa1(T/2) for &g € Hy 4, it follows from (5.3]) that
d1 € R.
We then have

T/2
| el ds = din (<T/27/2) for k> 1,
~T/2

By (L) and (5.0), we have

(5.6) D 1dxl? < C ol

k=1

By [52, Lemma 4.1] there exists § > 0 such that, for all k > 1,E
(5.7) I + 11

n=1,n#k n=1l,n#k

By [52, Lemma 4.2], for all v > 1, there exist C = C(v) (independent of T' € (0,7p)) and an
analytic function H such that

1-— z 1+ < ﬁemz‘m for z € C.

Wy, — WE Wp, + WE

(5.8) HO)=1 and [H(2)|< eTe M for 2 e R, |H(2)| < CrellS=1/4,

Fix v > 26 and a corresponding analytic function H. For N > 2, we define the function
én 1 C — C as follows, for z € C,

60 o= S ] (=222 10~ 525)

k=2 n=1,n#k >1
N Z+w Z+w
Y dH(z—w) [ (1 ST (1 2R
k=2 n>1,n+k —Wn T WE g Wit W
z z
) [T (1- )T (- =),
+dHE [ (1-) (- =;
n= =2

It follows from (54), (57), and (58) that the function &y is well-defined and is analytic on C.
From the definition of £, we have

(5.10) Env(wr) = di, En(—wi) = dg for 2 <k <N,
and
(5.11) En(0) = En(wr) = dy.

For all ¢ > 0, there exists ¢; > 0 such that it holds

el 112 oy |1/2 _ 12 _ 1/2
J e~ Clzmwm|'E o—clz—wnl V2 g + J e—clztom|VZ g—clztwnl 2 g
R R

+ f eclamwml 2 o—clztwnl 2 g o) o= Slen—wnl 2
R
We derive from (5.6), (5.7), and (5.8) that

c
(5.12) [én L2y < €T [Wolm.

4[527 Lemma 4.1] only gives the estimate for the first term; nevertheless, the estimate for the second term can be
done in the same manner.
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and
the restriction of £y on R is a Cauchy sequence in L%(R).
By Paley-Wiener’s theorem, see, e.g., [50, Theorem 19.3], there thus exists vy € L?(—T/2,T/2;C)
such that oy = &y and €y is a Cauchy sequence in L?(—T/2,T/2). Let v be the limit of the
sequence (vy) in L2(=T/2,T/2). Set
U = 1(1} + E)
=3 i

i) = 5 tm (Ener) + ()

Then, for k > 1,
(IEIIDL(IE:U)d
AL .

Here we used the fact that d; is real. The conclusion follows since
. c
lulz2®) < Clv]Lem) < CIJIVHISUP IEnllzw)y < eT[Yolm
—400

The proof is complete. O

For the completeness, we next establish a lower bound of the cost of control of the linearized
system for small time. To this end, we first prove the following result.

Proposition 5.2. Let0 <e <1/2, & <T < 3/2. Let p€ L'((0,T); R) be such that §; pp? dz # 0.
If ue LY((0,7);C) is a control which steers the control system

Wy = —EVgp — EANV + 4—i€v —eu(t)u(z)pr in (0,T) x (0,1),
v(t,0) = v(t,1) in (0,T)

from 1 at time 0 to O at the time T in the sense that there ewists v € L2((0,T); Hi(I)) n
C([0,T]; L*(I)) such that

(5.13)

d
(5.14) 1E<U=‘Pk>L2(I) = —&v, App)r2(1y — MU Pk L2(1)

) .
+ 4—6@7 ek — eu(t){ppr, eryr2(ry in (0,7)
in the distributional sense for all k =1, and v(0,-) = ¢1 in I and v(T,-) =0 in I, then
1.1 T 1
I fuf 1o,y = E<§ - Z) —Clne ",
for some positive constant C' independent of € and T.

Proof. The proof uses tools from complex analysis, see, e.g., [30]. Define
Ag :=edlp —ed + 4i and  ®p(t,z) = op(x)e ™ in Ry x (0,1).
€
One can check that

iy = —®p g — X P, + 4i€c1>k —0 inRy x[0,1],
(I)k(t,O) = @k(t, 1) =0 fOI‘tGR.,..

(5.15)

Multiplying the equation of v by @, integrating by parts, and using the fact v(7,-) = 0, we have

(5.16) z'fl v(0,2)P (0, z) dx = EJT

u(t)e Mkt dt f L1k da.
0 0 I
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Define, for z € C,
T/2 . . T .
(5.17) F(2) = j u(t + T/2)e " dt — eiT2/2 f u(t)e= " dt.
—T/2 0
It follows from (BI6) that, with ¢1 = §, ue? d,
(5.18) F(Ay) = éeiAlT/z and  F(A) =0 for k =2
1

Applying the representation of entire functions of exponential type for F, see e.g., [30, page 56],
we derive from (5.I8]) that, for z € C with &z > 0,

(5.19) In|F(2)] < Io(2) + L1(2) + 03 (2),
where
Ay — & e
(5.20) h(z) = Y Ak RN () f In | F(r)]
k=2 ’Ak_’z’ T Joo |T— 2]
and
(5.21) o = limsup In |7 Gy)l .
y—+00 Y

From the definition of F in (5.I7), we have, for y € R,

[F(iy)] < lulprome™.

This implies

! .
(5.22) o — timsup S gy
y——+0 Yy
From (5.I8]), we derive that
T
(5.23) In|F(Ay)] = =t Clne!

Here and in what follows in this proof, C' denotes a positive constant independent of k and it can
change from one place to another. Similar to [I7, (2.597)] (see also [19]), we obtain

e(k? — D)r?
(524 I(] A1 éln )71.2] [1/ 26 1/2 \ Z n

0 2 2 2 o 2
<j m(— Ve [ ()
1 (etmiat + 1/4) / emV2 Jenv2 i +1

e2k?n?

([e2k2x2)2 + [1/2]2)

Since

@ x? T
L ln< $4+1>da::—\—ﬁ,
it follows from (5.24]) that
(5.25) In(A1) < —2% +Clne!
We next estimate I1(A1). From (5I7)), we have, for s € R,
In | F(s)| < [ulpro.m),
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which yields

1 Influfziom
2 L(A) < — —_—
(5.26) 1(A1) deT JOO s2 + (1/4¢)?

Since, for a > 0,

Q0
1
gf 2 2ds=1
T ) o s®+a

it follows from (5.26]) that

(5.27) L (Al) <lIn HUHLl(O’T).
Combining (5.19), (5.23), (5.25), and (5.27)) yields
T 1 T 1
—g < _i +In HuHL1(07T) + g +Clne .
This implies
1,1 T 1
ln HuHLl(O,T) = g(g - Z) — 01H€ .
The proof is complete. O

We are ready to obtain a lower bound for the cost of control viewing Lemma 331

Proposition 5.3. Let u € L'((0,T);C) be such that §; ppide # 0, and let 0 < T < 1. Then if
ue LY((0,T);C) is a control which steers the control system

(5.28) { Wi = —Vgz — ALV — U(t)u(w)gl in (0,T) x (0,1),
v(t,0) = v(t, 1) in (0,7T)

from 1 at time 0 to 0 at the time T in the sense that there exists v € L*((0,T); Hi(I)) n
C([0,T]; L?>(I)) such that

.d :
(5.29) Za@a i) = —<U Aek) 2y — A0, @k 2y — w(t){per, eryrery n (0,T)

in the distributional sense for all k =1, and v(0,-) = ¢1 in I and v(T,-) =0 in I, then

1 -1
> - :
In HUHLl(O,T) AT ClnT

for some positive constant C' independent of T'.

Proof. Define
o(t,x) = v(st,:n)efﬁ for (t,z) € (0,T/e) x (0,1)
and set u(t) = u(st)eit_ts for t € (0,7/¢). Then
iV = —EVgg — ANV + éf?} —ceu(t)u(z)pr in (0,7/e) x (0,1).
Applying Proposition to ¥ with (¢,T) = (T,T), we have
N 1,1 1 _ 1 _
I ul 1 oy > In ] 11 0.1) = T<§ - Z> — O '> — —ClT™,

which is the conclusion. O

Remark 5.1. Similar arguments as in the proof of Proposition [5.3] can be found in [37]. For the
boundary controls, the cost of controls for small time is also of the order e“/T see, e.g., [52].
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Remark 5.2. It is shown in [47] that the cost of controls of the heat equation depends on the
support of the data and the controlled region. This is based on the strategy of Lebeau and
Robbiano [36] and the three-sphere inequalities with partial data established by Nguyen [46]. It
would be interesting to study whether or not the cost of controls depends on the support of the
initial data for the KdV system.

5.2. Proof of Theorem [I.3l We first give an estimate for @ = Q()\). The following result is a
direct consequence of Proposition [(£.1] and Hilbert uniqueness method.

Proposition 5.4. Let u € H3(I;R) be such that (ILR) holds and let 0 < T < Ty. We have, for

some positive constant C' independent of T,

T
j |B*e 4" 2| = e*%HzH?HI for all z € Hy 4.
0

Using Proposition 5.4l we can prove the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Let A = A\ and let Q = Q(\) be defined by (L34]). There exists a positive constant
C independent of A such that

(5.30) (Qz,2u = e V2| for all z € Hy .
Proof. We have

0 . 2/v/X «
(5.31) (Qz,zm = f e B e A 22 ds > f e 2| B*e A" 22 ds

0 1/vV/X

1 A 2/vVA A% 12 Proposition [0.4] o AN —Co/N| ——= A%

> \—F)\e_ |B*e %" 2|* ds > \—F)\e_ e 2V e V2T z|m,
1/V/X

which yields
(5:32) (@ 2m > ke ROz,
The conclusion follows. 0

Theorem [L3]is now a consequence of the following result.

Proposition 5.5. Let u € H3(I,R) be such that (L8) holds and let T > 0. Let (t,) be an
increasing sequence that converges to T with tg = 0 and let (A\,) < Ry be an increasing sequence.
Define, fort, <t <t,,1 andn >0,

K(t,z) = —B*Q;lprojHl,uz for z € H,
where Qn = Q(\,) defined by (L34) with A\ = \,,. Set sg = 0 and s, = Zz;é A (tg+1 — t) for
n>=1. Let ye C([0,T);H) of system (L24]) with
u(t) = K(t,y(t,)) forte[0,T).
There exists a positive constant v such that, if for large n,
(tn1 = tn)An = 7V An,
then it holds, fort,—1 <t <ty and for n > 1,

ly(t, e < e yo

and
u(t)| < Ce™ /44y g,
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for some positive constant C independent of n. In particular, if, in addition, we have that
Sn

lim ————— = 400,
n—+0 n 4 )\nJrl
then
y(t,-) > 0inHast - T_
and

u(t,”) > 0ast—T_.

Remark 5.3. There are sequences (t,) and ()\,,) which satisfy the conditions given in the above
proposition, for example, t, = T — T/n? and ), = n® for large n.

Proof. Applying Theorem [Tl and Lemma [5.1, we have

(5.33) ly(te) | < e 21 tn—taD) T/ At Yl for m > 1.
It follows that

(5.34) ly(t) |l < e =1+ |yg | for n > 1.

We have, by ([L31)), for ¢t,—1 <t <t, and for n > 1,

lu(t)] = [B*Q, 1 y(t, )] < Ce“VA1y(t, ) |u.
The conclusion now follows from Theorem [I.1] and Lemma [5.1] O

Remark 5.4. We are not able to extend the finite time stabilization to the nonlinear setting. This
is due to the fact we cannot ensure that the well-posedness for the time interval [t,,t,1) for large
n.

APPENDIX A. CONTROL SYSTEMS ASSOCIATED WITH OPERATOR SEMI-GROUPS

In this section, we recall and establish some facts on the control systems associated with a
strongly continuous semigroup. The standard references are [59, 26, [16] 9] [54].

Let H and U be two Hilbert spaces which denote the state space and the control space, respec-
tively. The corresponding scalar products are {-, )3 and (-, ), and the corresponding norms are
|- | and | - [z Let (S<t))t>0 < L(H) be a strongly continuous semi-group on H. Let (A, D(A))
be the infinitesimal generator of (S(t))t>0 and denote S(t)* the adjoint of S(¢) for ¢ = 0. Then
(S (t)*) =0 is also a strongly continuous semigroup of continuous linear operators and its infinites-

imal generator is (A*, D(A*)), which is the adjoint of (A, D(A)). As usual, we equip the domain
D(A*) with the scalar product

(21, 22)p(ax) = (21, 2201 + (A% 21, A 22)9 for 21, 20 € D(A¥).
Then D(A*) is a Hilbert space. Denote D(A*)’ the dual space of D(A*) with respect to H. Then
D(A*) c H < D(A*).
Let
Be LU, D(A*)).
As usual, we equip the domain D(A*) with the scalar product
(21, 22)p(ax) = {21, 22)n + (A 21, A" 20) for 21,20 € D(A").
Then D(A*) is a Hilbert space. Denote D(A*)" the dual space of D(A*) with respect to H. Then
D(A*) « H < D(A*).

Let
Be L(U,D(A*)).
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Consider the control system

"= Ay+ f+Buinte (0,T),
A {y y+f+Buinte (0,T)

y(0) = vo,

with yo € D(A*), and f e L'((0,T); (D(A*))") and u € L'((0,T);U). We are interested in weak
solutions of (A.T]).

Definition A.1. A weak solution y of (A is understood as an element y € C([0,T]; (D(A*))/)
such that

(A.2) for all o € D(A*™)

{ Ly, 0m = (Ay + [+ Bu, oy in (0,T)
y(0) = yo
for which
i) the differential equation in ([A.2)) is understood in the distributional sense,
ii) the term (Ay + f + Bu + My, py3 is understood as {y, A*o)n + {f, 0)pa*y pax) +
<u’ B*¢>M .

The convention in i) will be used from later on. Recall that D(A*®) is dense in D(A*), see
e.g., [26, Proposition 1.7]. The following result is on the well-posedness of weak solutions of (A.T]).

Proposition A.1. Let T > 0, yg € D(A*), ue L'((0,T);U), and f € L*((0,T); D(A*)"). Then
y € C([0,T],D(A*)) is a weak solution of (Adl) if and only if, with f := f + Bu, it holds A

~

(A.3) y(t) = S(t)yo + Jo S(t—s)f(s)ds forte[0,T].

Proof. We first prove that y € C([0,T]; D(A*)') is a weak solution of (A1) if and only if y €
C([0,T];D(A*)) and (A3]) holds.

Assume first that y € C([0,T]; D(A*)") and (A3]) holds. We will prove that y is a weak solution
of (A]). Here and in what follows, for notational ease, we denote (-, )3 by {-,-). From (A.3), we
obtain, with ¢ € D(A**),

~

(1), ) = (SE)yo + f: S(t = s)f(s)ds — yo, ) for t € [0,T].

Set
(A4) (1) = (S(Hyyo + fo S(t — 5)F(s) ds — yo. ) for t € [0, 7],
Then, for t € [0,T],
(A5) B(t) = (o, S ) + j (F(5),8(t — 5)* 0y ds — (o, o).

Since ¢ € D(A*®), we derive from (A5) that, for ¢ € [0,77],

~

0 = o &S00 + [ (), A= s)* gy ds) + (Fit). )

~

= (o 80" A%+ [ (R(s). S0t — 5 Ar gy ds + (D),

This identity is understood in D(A*Y', i.e., (y(t),odu = (S(t)yo, Pu + Sé(S(t — 5)f(s), o ds in [0,T] for all
© € D(A*®). The solutions defined by (A3) are called mild solutions.
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which yields, by (A.3),
(A.6) V() =y, A0 + (F (1), 9.
Integrating ([A.G) and using (A.5]) and (A.3]), we obtain, in [0, 7],

W) - w0 [ A + ()0,

which in turn implies (A.2]).

We now prove that if y is a weak solution of (A.1l), then y satisfies (A.3]). We first assume that
feC([0,T);H) and yo € D(A). For t > 0, set, with ¢ € D(A**) and s € [0, ],

x(8) = (St —5)y(s), ) = y(s), S(t — 5)*p).
Then

~ ~

X' (8) = —(y(s), S(t — s)" A*p) + (Ay(s) + f(5),S(t — 8)"p) = (S(t — 5) f(5), ¥)-
It follows that

A(8) — x(0) = fo (S(t— ) (s), o) ds,

which yields the identity. The proof in the general case follows by density.
The proof is complete. O

Remark A.1. The equivalence between weak solutions and mild solutions was first proved in the
case B is bounded and f € C([0,T];H) by Ball [I], see also [9, Chapter 1 of Part II] for related
results when B is bounded.
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