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Abstract This article is dedicated to improve the controllability results obtained by
Cerpa and Pazoto (Commun Contemp Math 13:183-189, 2011) and by Micu et al.
(Commun Contemp Math 11(5):779-827, 2009) for a nonlinear coupled system of
two Korteweg—de Vries equations posed on a bounded interval. Initially, Micu et al.
(2009) proved that the nonlinear system is exactly controllable by using four boundary
controls without any restriction on the length L of the interval. Later on, in Cerpa and
Pazoto (2011), two boundary controls were considered to prove that the same system
is exactly controllable for small values of the length L and large time of control 7.
Here, we use the ideas contained in Capistrano-Filho et al. (Z Angew Math Phys
67(5):67-109, 2016) to prove that, with another configuration of four controls, it is
possible to prove the existence of the so-called critical length phenomenon for the
linear system, i.e., whether the system is controllable depends on the length of the
spatial domain. In addition, when we consider only one control input, the boundary
controllability still holds for suitable values of the length L and time of control 7. In
both cases, the control spaces are sharp due a technical lemma which reveals a hidden
regularity for the solution of the adjoint system.
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1 Introduction
1.1 Setting of the problem

In [6], a complex system of equations was derived by Gear and Grimshaw to model
the strong interaction of two-dimensional, long, internal gravity waves propagating on
neighboring pycnoclines in a stratified fluid. It has the structure of a pair of Korteweg—
de Vries equations coupled through both dispersive and nonlinear effects and has been
the object of intensive research in recent years.

In this paper, we are mainly concerned with the study of the Gear—Grimshaw system

Up + Uty + Uyxxx + avxxx +ajvvy +ap(uv)y =0, in (0,L) x (0, 7T),
cv; + rvy + vvx + abuyxx + vyxx + azbuuy + arb(uv)x =0, in (0, L) x (0, T),
u(x,0) =ux), wx,0) =1%x), in (0, L),

(1.1)

satisfying the following boundary conditions

{M(O, 1) =ho(), u(L,t) =hi(t), ux(L,t) = ha(1), (1.2)

U(O’ t) = go(t)v U(L3 t) = gl(t)’ U)C(Lv t) = g2(t)3
where a1, az, a, b, c,r € R. We also assume that
1—a*h >0 and b,c > 0.

The functions hq, h1, ha, g0, g1 and g, are the control inputs and uq, vg the initial
data.

The purpose is to see whether one can force the solutions of those systems to have
certain desired properties by choosing appropriate control inputs. Consideration will
be given to the following fundamental problem that arises in control theory:

Exact control problem Given T > 0 and (1, v°), (u!, v!) in (L%(0, L))?, can one find
appropriate i ; and g;, for j = 0, 1, 2, in a certain space such that the corresponding
solution (u, v) of (1.1)—(1.2) satisfies

u(x,T) =u'(x) and v(x,T)=v'(x)? (1.3)
If one can always find control inputs to guide the system from any given initial

state (1", v°) to any given terminal state (!, v!), then the system is said to be exactly
controllable. However, being different from other systems, the length L of the spatial
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domain may play a crucial role in determining the controllability of the system, spe-
cially when some configurations of four controls input are allowed to be used. This
phenomenon, the so-called critical length phenomenon, was observed for the first
time by Rosier [12] while studying the boundary controllability for the KdV equation.
Throughout the paper, we will provide a detailed explanation of such phenomenon
but, roughly speaking, Rosier proved the existence of a finite dimensional subspace
M of L?(0, L), which is not reachable by the KdV system, when starting from the
origin, if L belongs to a countable set of critical lengths.

1.2 State of art

As far as we know, the controllability results for system (1.1) were first obtained
in [9], when the model is posed on a periodic domain and » = 0. In this case, a
diagonalization of the main terms allows to decouple the corresponding linear system
into two scalar KdV equations and use the previous results available in the literature.
In what concerns a bounded interval (0, L), later on, Micu et al. in [10], proved the
following local exact boundary controllability property.

Theorem A (Micuetal.[10]) Let L > Oand T > 0. Then, there exists a constant § >
0, such that, for any initial and final data @°, v, (!, vl e (L2(O, L))? verifying

1@, v 20.0y2 <8 and (1", v)]l200.002 <8,

there exist four control functions hy, g1 € HO1 0,T) and hy, g € LZ(O, T), with
ho = go = 0, such that the solution

(u,v) € C([0, TT; (L*(0, L)*) N L3O, T; (H' (0, L)*>) N H'(0, T; (H~2(0, L))?)

of (1.1)—(1.2) verifies (1.3).

The proof of Theorem A combines the analysis of the linearized system and the
Banach’s fixed point theorem. It is important to point out that, in order to analyze the
linearized system, the authors follow the classical duality approach [5,8] and, there-
fore, the exact controllability property is equivalent to an observability inequality for
the solutions of the adjoint system. The problem is then reduced to prove a nonstandard
unique continuation property of the eigenfunctions of the corresponding differential
operator.

An improvement of Theorem A was made by Cerpa et al. in [4]. The authors
considered the system (1.1)—(1.2) with only two control inputs acting on the Neumann
boundary conditions, that is,

u(0,t) =0, u(L,t) =0, uy(L,t) = hy(t),

(1.4)
v(0,1) =0, v(L,t) =0, vi(L,t) = g2(2).
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In this case, the analysis of the linearized system is much more complicated; therefore,
the authors used a direct approach based on the multiplier technique that gives the
observability inequality for small values of the length L and large time of control 7.

Theorem B (Cerpa et al. [4]) Let us suppose that 7', L > 0 satisfy

max{b, c}

rL? L3 }
1>

a2b>} {3cn2 372

min {b(l — &2y, (l - —
P

where

8_\/—(1—1))—1— (1= b)2 + 4a2b?

Then, there exists a constant § > 0, such that, for any initial and final data
@O, v0), (u', v!) € (L2(0, L))? verifying

H@®, v 20y <8 and (1", vl 200,002 < 8.

there exist two control functions hy, g2 € LZ(O, T), withhy = go =h; =g =0,
such that the solution

(u,v) € C([0, TT; (L*(0, L))*) N L*(0, T; (H' (0, L))*) N H' (0, T; (H2(0, L))?)

of (1.1)—(1.4) verifies (1.3).

Although the analysis developed by the authors can be compared to the analysis
developed by Rosier [12] for the KdV equation, the problem related to the existence of
critical lengths addressed by Rosier was not studied, more precisely, the existence of
the so-called critical length phenomenon. Indeed, Rosier proved that the linear KdV
equation is exactly controllable by means of a single boundary control except when
L lies in a countable set of critical lengths. This was done using the classical duality
approach, and the critical lengths found by Rosier are such that there are eigenvalues of
the linear problem for which the observability inequality leading to the controllability
fails. More recently, the problem was investigated by Capistrano—Filho et al. in [2],
considering a new set of boundary conditions, the Neumann boundary conditions

(1.5)

uxx(0,1) = ho(t), ux(L,t) = hi(t), uxx(L,1) = ha(1),
Uax (0, 1) = go(1), va(L, 1) = g1(1), vax(L, 1) = g2(1),

getting the following result:
Theorem C (Capistrano—Filho et al. [2]) Let T > 0 and define the set

1 —a2b 1 —a2b)a(k,l
27k a :keN*’U‘n\/( a"byatk,l,m,n,s) tk,,m,n,s e N* 3, (1.6)
r

Fr =

3r
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where

a:=ak,l,m,n,s)=5k>+ 81> + 9m> + 8n> + 55 + 8kl + 6km
+ 4kn + 2ks + 12ml + 8In + 3ls + 12mn + 6ms + 8ns.

Consider the following positions of the control inputs and the boundary conditions
(1.5):

El =(0,h1,0), g1 = (g0, g1, 82) and éz = (ho, h1, h2), g2 = (0,1,0),
h3 = (ho, h1,0), g3 =(go,81,0) and hs = (0, hy, h2), g4 = (0, g1, 82),
hs =(0,h1,0), g5 =1(0,0,0) and he=1(0,0,0), g6 = (0, g1,0).

Then, there exists § > 0, such that, for any (uo, vo), (ul, vl) € (L2(0, L))2 verifying
I, )l + @t vy <6,

the following assertions are found

() If L € (0, 00)\F,, one can find hi, 3 € H-3(0, T) x L2(0, T) x H=3(0, T),
fori =1, 2, such that the system (1.1) with boundary conditions (1.5) admits a
unique solution (u, v) € C([0, T1; (L*(0, L))*>) N L*>(0, T, (H'(0, L))?) satis-
fying (1.3).

(ii) For any L > 0, one can find h;, §; € H™3(0,T) x L0, T) x H™3(0, T),
for j = 3,4, such that the system (1.1) with boundary conditions (1.5) admits a
unique solution (u, v) € C([0, T1; (L*(0, L)>) N L2(0, T, (H'(0, L))?), satis-
fying (1.3).

(iii) Let T > 0 and L > O satisfying

BCr r
B
- T +c

where Cr is the constant in (2.30) and B is the constant given by the embed-
ding H%(O, T) C L%*0,T). Then, one can find hy, g € H*%(O, T) x
L%(0,T) x H_%(O, T), for k = 5,6, such that the system (1.1) with bound-
ary conditions (1.5) admits a unique solution (u, v) € C([0, T]; (L*(0, L)% N
L%(0, T, (H' (0, L))?), satisfying (1.3).

Note that Theorem C shows that only one control mechanism is needed to prove
the controllability instead of two as in Theorem B. Moreover, the previous theorem
reveals that the system (1.1) is sensitive to changes of boundary conditions, like the
KdV equation (see for instance [3,12] and references therein for more details). More
precisely, in Theorem C the authors showed that the exact controllability property

is derived for any L > 0 with control functions hg, go € H -3 (0,T) and hy, g1 €
L2(0, T). However, if we change the position of the controls and consider g (1) =
ha(t) = 0 (resp. go(t) = g2(t) = 0), the result with control functions go, g» €
H_.% (0,T)and hy, g1 € LZ(O, T) is obtained if and only if the length L of the spatial
domain (0, L) does not belong to a countable set (1.6). In other words, for Neumann
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boundary condition as in (1.5), the critical length phenomenon appears. Here, the result
was obtained arguing as in [3, 12], i.e., combining the classical duality approach [5,8]
and a fixed point argument. On the other hand, if only one control act on the boundary
condition, ho(t) = go(t) = ha(t) = g2(t) = 0 and g1(¢) = O (resp. h1(t) = 0), the
linearized system is proved to be exactly controllable for small values of the length L
and time of control 7. In this case, due to some technical difficulties that will become
clear during the proof, the observability inequality is proved using multipliers.

Having all these results in hand, a natural question to be asked here is the following
one.

Critical length phenomenon 1Is there the critical length phenomenon to the system
(1.1)—(1.2)?

1.3 Main result and notations

We will consider the system (1.1) with the following four controls
{u(O, 1) =0, u(L,t) =0, ux(L,t) =ha(t) in (0, T), a7
v(0,1) = go(1), v(L, 1) = g1(1), vx(L, 1) = g2(2) in(0, 7). '

As conjectured by Capistrano—Filho et al. in [2], indeed we can prove that system
(1.1)—(1.7) is controllable if and only if the length L of the spatial domain (0, L) does
not belong to a new countable set, i.e.,

1_ 2b kvls s Ity
L¢F = n\/( a )a3(r M) monseNy. (18

where

a:=ak,l,m,n,s) =5k% + 812 + 9m? + 8n? + 55% + 8kl + 6km
+ 4kn + 2ks + 12ml + 8In + 3ls + 12mn + 6ms + 8ns.

Furthermore, it is possible to get the controllability of the system by using only one
control

u@,1) =0, u(L,t) =0, uy(L,t) = hy(t) in (0, T),
v(0,1) =0, v(L,t) =0, v, (L, 1) =0 in (0, T),

under the condition

min{b, c}

= max{b, c}BCr (1.9)

where Cr is the constant in (2.30) and B is the constant given by the embedding
H3(0,T) C L0, T).
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The analysis described above is summarized in the main result of the paper, Theo-
rem 1.1. In order to make the reading of the proof easier, throughout the paper we use
the following notation for the boundary functions:

hi =(0,0,h2), & = (g0,81,¢) and hy=(0,0,ha), g = (0,0,0).

We also introduce the spaces of the boundary functions as follows
Hp = H3(0,T) x H3(0, T) x L2(0, T) (1.10)
and
Zr :=C([0, T]; (L*(0, L)*>) N L*(0, T, (H' (0, L))?), (1.11)

endowed with their natural inner products. Finally, we consider the space X :=
(L?(0, L))* endowed with the inner product

b L L
((u,v), (@, ¥)) == ;/0 u(x)p(x)dx +/0 v()Y(x)dx,  Vu,v), (p,¥) € X.

With the notation above, we can answer the question mentioned in previous subsection
as follows:

Theorem 1.1 Let T > 0 and L > 0. Then, there exists § > 0 depending on L, such
that for @2, v, !, vHinXx verifying

1@, v + @', vhlx <8,

the following holds:

1) IfL € (0, +oo)\.7-"r/, then, one can find 131, 81 € Hr, such that the solution
(u,v) € Zr of the system (1.1)~(1.2) satisfies (1.3).

(ii) If L > O fulfills (1.9), then, one can find hy, g, € Hr, such that the solution
(u, v) € Z7 of the system (1.1)—(1.2) satisfies (1.3).

Theorem 1.1 will be proved using the same approach that Capistrano—Filho et al. used
to establish Theorem C. In order to deal with the linearized system, we also use the
classical duality approach [5,8] which reduces the problem to prove an observability
inequality for the solutions of the corresponding adjoint system associated with (1.1)—
(1.2):

Dt + Dxxx + %WXXX = 09 in (01 L) X (O» T),
Vi + S¥x + a@ere + 29 =0, in (0, L) x (0, T),
00,1) =@(L,1) = ¢x(0,1) =0, in (0,7), (1.12)

V(0,0 =L, 1) =y:(0,1)=0, in(0,7),
9, T) =¢'(x), ¥(x,T)=y'(x), in(0,L).
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Similarly, as in [2], one will encounter some difficulties that demand special attention.
To prove assertion (i), we need to prove a hidden regularity for the solutions of the
system of the linear system (1.12). In our case, the result is given by the following
lemma.

Lemma 1.2 (Kato sharp trace regularities) For any ((po, 1/;0) € X, the system (1.12)
admits a unique solution (¢, W) € Zr, such that it possess the following sharp trace
properties

< Crl @ ¥ 20,0y, Sfork

=0,1,2. (1.13)

sup 1@ p(x, ), 3%y (x, )l (

Ik
0<x<L H'3 (0.T))?

The sharp Kato smoothing properties of solutions of the Cauchy problem of the KdV
equation posed on the whole line R due to Kenig, Ponce and Vega [7] will play
an important role in the proof of Lemma 1.2. In what concerns the assertion (ii), the
observability inequality for the solutions of (1.12) is proved using multipliers together
with the Lemma 1.2. It is precisely the hidden regularity (sharp trace regularity) given
by Lemma 1.2 that enable us to prove Theorem B with less controls.

The program of this work was carried out for the particular choice of boundary
control inputs and aims to establish as a fact that such a model inherits the interesting
qualitative properties initially observed for the KdV equation. Consideration of this
issue for nonlinear dispersive equations has received considerable attention, specially
the problems related to the study of the controllability properties.

The plan of the present paper is as follows.

— In Sect.2, we show that the linear system associated with (1.1)—(1.2) is glob-
ally well-posed in Z7. Additionally, we present various estimates, among them
Lemma 1.2 for the solution of the adjoint system.

— Sect. 3 is intended to show the controllability of the linear system associated with
(1.1) when four controls are considered in the boundary conditions. Moreover,
when only one function is a control input, the boundary controllability result is
also proved. Here, the hidden regularities for the solutions of the adjoint system
presented in Sect. 2 are used to prove observability inequalities associated with the
control problem.

— In Sect.4, we prove the local well-posedness of the system (1.1)—(1.2) in Zp.
After that, the exact boundary controllability of the nonlinear system is proved via
contraction mapping principle.

— Finally, Sect.5 contains some remarks and related problems.

2 Well-posedness
2.1 Linear homogeneous system

Firstly, we establish the well-posedness of the initial-value problem of the linear system
associated with (1.1)—(1.2):
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Up + Uyxy + axrx =0, in(0, L) x (0, T),
v+ Zvx + Loty + v =0, in(0, L) x (0, 7),
M(O,t):M(L,t)ZMX(L,t):O, in(os T)v (21)

v(0,1) =v(L,t) =v(L,t) =0, in(0,7),
u(x,0) = u®x), wvx,0) =v%x), in (0, L).

Let us define the operator A by
Oxxx a0xxx
u u
A =—| ab 2.2)
<U> <?8xxx %ax+%axxx><v>

D(A) = {(u,v) € (H*(0, L))? : u(0) = v(0) = u(L) = v(L) = uy(L) = vy (L) = 0} C X.

with domain

The linear system (2.1) can be written in abstract form as

{U’ = AU, (2.3)

U(0) = Vo,

where U := (u, v) and Ug := (uo, vo). We denote by A* the adjoint operator of A,
defined by

A ® Oxxx %‘%clxx ® 4

<w>_ A0xxx C3x+_axxx (W) 24
& C

with domain

D(A*) = {(p. ¥) € (H*(0, L))* : 9(0) = ¥(0) = p(L) = ¥(L) = ¢x(0) = ¢ (0) = 0} cx.

The following results can be found in [10].

Proposition 2.1 [10, Proposition 2.1]. The operator A and its adjoint A* are dissi-
pative in X.

As a consequence, we have that ([11, Corollary 4.4, page 15]):

Theorem 2.2 [10, Theorem 2.1]. Let Uy € X. There exists a unique (weak) solution
U =S()Uyof (2.1) such that

UecC(0,T]:X)NH! (o, T (H2(0, L))2) . 2.5)
Moreover, if Uy € D(A), then (2.1) has a unique (classical) solution U such that

U € C([0, T]; D(A) N C'((0, T); X).
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The next result reveals a gain of regularity for the weak solutions given by Theo-
rem 2.2.

Theorem 2.3 [10, Theorem 2.2] Let (u°, v0) in X and (u, v) the weak solution of
(2.1). Then,

(u,v) € L*(0, T; (H' (0, L)%
and there exists a positive constant co such that
G, W 20,7 0.2y =< coll@®, v .
Moreover, there exist two positive constants c| and ¢y such that
G (0, ), ve (0, NIF =< erll @ )%

and

1@®, 0% < 16 V)13 7y + €201 G2 (0, ), v (0, D1

1
T

2.2 Linear nonhomogeneous system

In this subsection, we study the nonhomogeneous system corresponding to (1.1)—(1.2):

U + Uyyxyx + AUxxx = 0, in (0, L) x (0, T),
4 Zvx + Lty + Lvge =0, in (0,L) x (0, 7),
u(0,1) = ho(t), u(L,t) =hi(t), uy(L,1) = hs(t), in (0, T), (2.6)
v(0,1) = go(t), v(L,t) =g1(t), va(L,t) = g2(t), in (0, 7T),

u(x,0) = u(x), v(x,0)=0"0x), in (0, L).

The next well-posedness result can be found in [10, Theorems 2.3 and 2.4].

Theorem 2.4 [10, Theorems 2.3 and 2.4] There exists a unique linear and continuous
map
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W X x (HJ (0, T))* x (Hg (0, T))? x (L*(0, T))?
— C([0, T; X)NL*©0, T; (H'(0, L)%

such that, for any (uo, v?) in D(A) and h;, giin Cg[O, T], withi =0,1,2,

(@’ v°), (ho, g0, 1, g1, 12, 82)) = (u, v)

where (u, v) is the unique classical solution of (2.6). Moreover, there exists a positive
constant C > 0 such that

Il (u, v)||2C([0’T];X) + 1, V200,72 (H 0.1))2)

2
<C [n(uo, V)% + D hillgio.r + ||gi||H1<o,T)>] :
i=0

Our main goal in this subsection is to improve Theorem 2.4. We will obtain some
important trace estimates, using a new tool, which reveals the sharp Kato smoothing
(or hidden regularity) for the solution of system (2.6). In order to do that, we consider
the system

U + Uxxx + QUyxx = fv in (0,L) x (0, T),

v + ac_kuxxx + %vxxx =39, in (0,L) x(0,7),
u(0,1) = ho(t), u(L,t)=h(t), uy(L,t)=hy(),in (0, T), (2.7)
v(0,1) = go(®), v(L,t) =g1(t), vi(L,t) = g2(t), in (0, T),

ulx,0) = u’(x), v(x,0) =00, in (0, L),

where f = f(x,t) and s = s(x, t). Then, we have the following result:

Proposition 2.5 Let T > 0 be given and Hr defined in (1.10). For any (u®, v°) in
%

X, fosin LY0, T; L*(0, L)) and h := (ho, h1, h2), g = (0. 81.&2) in Hr, the

IBVP (2.7) admits a unique solution (u, v) € Zr, with

0u, 9% € L0, L1 H'F (0, 7)), k=0,1,2. (2.8)

Moreover, there exist C > 0, such that

2
k k
I, vz, + ;0 L
—
= {16 Oz + 1 D)l
I ONor:20.0) - 2.9)

To prove the Proposition 2.5, we need an auxiliary result.
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Proposition 2.6 Consider the following nonhomogeneous Korteweg—de Vries equa-
tion

U+ ey = f, in (0, L) x (0, T),
u(0,t) = ho(t), u(L,t) = hi(t), uy(L,t) =hy(t), in (0,T), (2.10)
u(x,0) = u’(x), in (0, L).

For any u® € L*(0,L), f € L'(0,T; L3O, L)), W = (ho, h1,ha) € Hr and
o > 0, the IBVP (2.10) admits a unique solution

ue Xr:=C(0,T]; L0, L)) N L*(0, T; H' (0, L))
with
k o0 1k
Ou e L0, L; H3 (0,T), k=0,1,2. (2.11)

Moreover, there exist C > 0, such that

2
k
u Oy u -
|| ||X,+§|| o o5 0

0 7 =
<C {||M 220,y + 1CA S ) llry + ICS S)||L'(0,T;L2(0,L))} . (212)

Proof Whenk = 0, 1 the result was proved by Bona, Sun and Zhang in [1]. Therefore,
for the sake of completeness, we prove the result for the case when k = 2.

Proceeding as in [1], it is sufficient to prove that the solution v of the following
linear nonhomogeneous boundary value problem,

Ut +05Uxxx = 09 in (Ov L) X (Os T)?
v(0,1) = ho(t), v(L,1) = hi(2), vx(L,t) = ha(t), in (0,T), (2.13)
v(x,0) =0, in (0, L).
satisfies
sup [182v(x, )| <C IIZ)II (2.14)
, _1 < . .
OSXEL X 30T T Hr

Indeed, applying the Laplace transform with respect to ¢, (2.13) is converted to

SU(x, 8) + olyry (x,8) =0, in (0, L) x (0, T),
50, 5) = ho(s), d(L,s) = hi(s), dx(L,s)=ha(s), in (0, T), (2.15)
H(x,0) =0, in (0, L).
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where

o8]

o
d(x, s) =/ e "v(x,1)dt and h;(s) :/ e 'hi()dt, j=0,1,2.
0 0

The solution v(x, s) can be written in the form v(x, s) = Z?:o cj (s)e™ X where
A j (s) are the solutions of the characteristic equation s + ar’ =0andc i (5), solve the
linear system

1 1 1 o ho
e M el al=|hm
) Al A2 ~
Aoe”0 A1e”! Ape Cc2 hy
Aj(s)

Using the Cramer rule, we obtain c;(s) = AG) j = 0,1,2, where A(s) is
the determinant of the coefficient matrix and A (s) the determinants of the matri-

ces that are obtained by replacing the ith-column by the column vector 7 =
(ho(s), hi(s), ha(s)). Taking the inverse Laplace transform of 0, yields

r+ioo YI‘A (S) )Lj(s)xds

vix, 1) = — Z/ Aj(s) e

for any » > 0. Note that, v may also be written in the form

2
v(x,t) = va(x,t), (2.16)

m=0

where vy, (x, t) solves (2.13) with h; = 0 when j # m,m, j =0, 1, 2. Thus, v, take
the form

2 r4ioo
vn (1) = 5 Z/ ¢ i?()S) MO iy ()ds = [Win (DR (]06)

(2.17)

where A, (s) is obtained from Aj(s) by letting ﬁm = 1 and ﬁj = 0, for j # m,
j,m = 0, 1, 2. Moreover, note that, the right-hand sides are continuous with respect
to r for r > 0. As the left-hand sides do not depend on r, it follows that we may take
r = 0. Thus, we can write v,, as

U (x, 1) = vt (x, 1) + v, (x, 1), (2.18)
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where

+ 1 : oo st J m(S) A (s)x 7
vl = ;Z/O e S B (s)ds,
j=0

L [0 L Bim®)
=g 3 [ SO, s
]=O 100

Making the substitution s = iap>L> with p > 0 in the characteristic equation, the
three roots are given in terms of p by

1+iV3 1—iV3
ro(p) =iLp, Ai(p) =—iLp (#) , ha(p)=—iLp <Tl\/_) .

Thus, v, and v,, have the following representation,

3oL’ (p)
v,‘,t(x,t)— ¢ Z/ elan’ Lt Aj+m( ) = (p)xh+(p)p2dp and v, (x, 1)

= v (x, 1), (2.19)

where A+ 2 (0) = Ajuiap3L?), AT(p) = Aliap’L?), xj(p) = xj(iap’L?) and
hj,;(,o) = hm (iap’>L3). Thus, we have

2

3 AT + ~
82 +(X l) — 3aL Z/ zap L3t(}»+( ))ZA]+((/;) )”j (p)xh$(p)p2dp

AT (O(w)
l/,LZ‘ )\+ 0 Jm )» (9(H))xh+ 2} d ,
§ / T O )))? IXTI) O (u)dp

where 6 () is the real solution of i = ap3L3, for p > 0. Here

14+iv/3 1 —iJ3
ro(p) =iLp, Ai(p) =—iLp (#) . Aa(p) =—iLp (T’I) .

Applying Plancherel Theorem (with respect to ¢), yields for any x € (0, L),

82v,5 (x, )||2 1
“3(0,7)

1 2 o 2
N
21 =0 0

+ 2
Bjm @) 5t 6

Y 2
G0N G0,

\ﬁ,,t(e(m)fdu
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2
N 2
i 0)| GaL? o,

)]
+ 2 A (p)x
a<>)Aﬂ)

Z/ o 3p72L
3oe SLZ/

On the other hand, note that

ATn(p) o
A+( )

N 2
h,ﬁ(p)‘ dp.

F)?

sup ‘ex()*(p)x <C, sup )e To)x < Ce?ﬂL, sup ‘ekj(p)x < Cef%gpL.
0<x<L 0<x<L 0<x<L
Then, it follows that
Iz eIy
3(0,7)
2 2
o JATD[ 1. 2 AT 1., 2
<cC / pt | =2 dp +f pheV3eL Lin(0) dp
0 At (p) At (p)
/OO 4,—/3pL A;m(p) ’ I:;-F( )2d
+ pe” 0 ‘ P ’ P
0 At (p) "
. . AT,L(0) . .
Using the estimates of | =7 ) proved in [1], that is,
¥ ¥ ¥
AO,O('O) - ef\/TipL Al’o(p) - e*\/g,OL Az’o(p) o1
Aj(p) Aj(p) Aj(p)
Ao’l(p) N Al,l(P) N e_gpL Az,l()o) ~1 (2.20)
Aj(p) Aj(p) A:(p)
At(p) At (p) At (p)

we obtain

oo N 2 oo A 2
el <c [ otfisof ao=c [ ot faden'st)| o
H 3(0,T) 0 0

[} 2
0

Setting 1 = ap3 L3, it follows that

o0
1220 I —Cf o
3(0,7) 0

33
[ e~ter L p o (1)de| dp.
0

2

o0 : 3L3
/ e P po()de| dp
0
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o, oo
<C / u3 / e "M o (r)de
0 0

< Cllhol* ,
H3R")

2
du

Similarly, we obtain estimates for 831)1 and 83 v in H -3 (0, T). Indeed,

2+ 2
oy vy (e, )N
H

2
i < Cllhll”
30,T) H3

R*)

and

o0 N 2
32vF (x, )| <c/ 2‘h+ ‘d<Ch 2
l9gvy (x )|IH_%(O’T) =C ) p7 Ay (p)| dp = C| 2||L2(R+)

Thus, (2.14) follows from (2.16), (2.18) and (2.19). We also observe that, as in [1,
Theorem 2.10], the solutions can be written in the form of the boundary integral
operator Wpg, as follows

N 2
v(x, 1) = [Wpar h 1(x, 1) = Z[Wj(t)hj](X), (2.21)
i=0

where W; is defined in (2.17). O

Proof of Proposition 2.5 Consider the change of variable
u = 2au +2av,
1 ~ 1 ~ (2.22)
{v=((z—1)+%)u+((z—1)—k)v

. 2 . .
with A = 4/ (% -1)"+ @. Thus, we can transform the linear system (2.7) into

~

”Zt + Ol—”zxxx = fa

Et + a—i-axxx = ?7

70, 1) = ho(t), H(L,t) = h(t), Ty (L, 1) = ha(t), (2.23)
v(0,1) = go(1), V(L,1) =g1(1), Ux(L,1) = g2(t),

0(x,0) =u%x), v(x,0) =W,

where a4 = —% ((l — 1)+ 1) and

c
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The system (2.23) can be decoupled into two KdV equations as follows:

u + ot_ﬁ&,fx =f, _ U+ o Vpxx =75,

u(0,1) = ho(t), u(L,t) = hi(t), and v(0,1) = go(1), V(L,1) =g1(1),
uy(L,t) = hy(1), U (L, 1) = ga2(1),

700, x) = 1%(x) T(x,0) = 0(x).

(2.24)

Note that for o to be nonzero, it is sufficient to assume that a2b # 1. Then, it is easy
to see that

@, e x, (f,5) e L 0,T;(L*0, L)%, 77), T € Hr.

By Proposition 2.6, we obtain the existence of (i, V), solution of the system (2.24)
belongs to Z7, such that

kT, 95F € L0, L H'T (0,T)), k=0,1,2

and

2
1@ Dz, + > 1@, 95D

k=0

= =
<C {||(a0»’50)||(L2(0,L))2 +1Ch, g)lH,

1-k
L®(0,L;H 3 (0,7))

HICE DL o0r:2202) ) -

Observe that, as in [1], we have the following variation of parameters formula
(Duhamel principle)

= ¢ ~
() = Wy (0 + W, (1) h +/ W, (1 — 7) f(r)dr,
0

1
V() = Wi + Wy, 07 + / W (t — 0)3(r)dr,
0

where {WOi ()}s>0 is the Cp-semigroup in the space L%(0, L) generated by the linear
operator

Ai = —ay g///
with domain

D(A*) ={g € H*(0, L) : g(0) = g(L) = g'(L) =0},
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and {beir (t)}s>0 is the operator given in (2.21). By using the change of variable, it is
easy to see that

u(t) = Wy (Ou® + Wy (0 F + [ Wy (r — 7) f (),
() = Wi + Wb, (0F + f3 Wo(t — )s(n)de.

Therefore, the proof is complete. O
By using standard fixed point argument together with Propositions 2.5 and 2.6, we

show the global well-posedness of the system (2.6). It is also worth noting that the
argument allows us to include nonlinearities and also low-order terms.

Theorem 2.7 Let T > 0 be given. For any @®,v%) in X and 7 = (ho, hy, ho),
? = (g0, &1, &2) in 'Hr, the IBVP (2.6) admits a unique solution (u, v) € Zr, with

Ou, 9%v € L0, Ly H'3 (0, T)), k=0,1,2.

Moreover, there exist C > 0, such that

2
, Wu, o _
. v)l 2, +];||( L

—_
= {16 O a2 + 1CE Dl
+ 1S, S)||L1(0,T;L2(0,L))} . (2.25)

2.3 Adjoint system

We can now study the properties of the adjoint system of (2.1):

23 + Dxxx + %wxxx = 07 in (07 L) X (Os T), (2 26)
Vi + LV + a@erx + e =0, in (0, L) x (0, 7),
with the boundary conditions,
0,1 = @(L,1) =¢x(0,1) =0, in (0,7), 2.27)
Y0, =v¥(L,t) =9,(0,1) =0, in(0,T)
and the final conditions
e(x.T)=¢'(x), Y. T)=y'(x), in(0,L). (2.28)
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Observe that, applying the change of variable t = T — ¢, we obtain

Ot — Pxxx — %wxxx = 07 in (0’ L) X (01 T),
Y — LYy — a@erx — Y =0, in (0, L) x (0, T),
90,1) = (L, 1) = ¢, (0,1) =0, in (0, T), (2.29)

1,[/'(0, I)ZW(Lat)wa(Oa t):Oa in (07 T)9
9(x,0) = ¢"(x), Y¥(x,0=y°), in(0,L).
Moreover, remark that the change of variable x = L —x reduces system (2.29) to (2.6).

Therefore, the properties of the solutions of (2.29) are similar to the ones deduced in
Theorem 2.7.

Proposition 2.8 For any (¢°, ¥°) € X, the system (2.29) admits a unique solution
(¢, ) € Zr, such that it possess the following sharp trace properties

sup [[9%ep(x, <C )

0<XELH o( )|| o0 rlle®l 20, 230
sup |95y (x, M < Crllv 2.1y

0<x<L o

fork =0, 1,2, where Ct increases exponentially in T.

In what concern system (2.26)—(2.28), it possesses the sharp hidden regularity (2.30)
a relevant result as described above. Moreover, we have the following estimate:

Proposition 2.9 Any solution (¢, V) of the adjoint system (2.26)—(2.28) satisfies

”((/) W )”X ||(<ﬂ ‘P)HLz(o T:X) + = ||§0x (L )”L2(0 T) + ”Wx (L )”LZ(O T)
1 ab 2 b 2
+t3 @x(L,)+ —¥(L, ) + a¢x(Ls')+*1/fx(La')
c romn 2 ¢ 120,7)
(2.31)

with (o', ¥1) € X and ¢ = Daxb.c)

min{b,c} "

Proof Multiplying the first equation of (2.26) by —t¢, the second one by —gtw and
integrating by parts in (0, T') x (0, L), we obtain

T
-l v iR < wammﬁm
T Tp 1 r
_/ tl:_lrb(xit) (a(pxx(xvt)+_WXx(xvt)"‘_w(xat))
0 C C C
b 1
- Z_Wx(xa t) (Q‘Px(xa t) + _wx(x» t))
C C

1 ab
- §¢x(X, 1) (cox(x, 1)+ — U (x, t))
C
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L
+(p(-x’t) <(pxx(xat)+@1ﬂxx(xa[)) _b_rzlplfz(x’t)il dtv
c 2c 0

where C1 = min{b, c¢} and C; = max{b, c}. From (2.27) and applying Young inequal-
ity, (2.31) is obtained. O

3 Exact boundary controllability: linear system
3.1 Four controls
Considerations are first given to the boundary controllability of the linear system

Up + Uyxy + avxrx =0 in (0, L) x (0, T),
v + %Ux + abuxxx + %Uxxx =0 in (07 L) x (0, T), 3.1

C

u(x,0) =u’(x), v(x,0) =), in (0, L)
satisfying the boundary conditions

{u((),t):O, u(L,t) =0, uy(L,t) = ha(t) in (0, T), 32)

v(0,1) = go(®), v(L, 1) = g1(1), vx(L,1) = g2(¢) in (0, T),
. — N
which employ % 1 := (0,0, hy) and ¢ 1 := (go, g1, &2) € Hr.

Theorem 3.1 Let L € (0, 00)\F,, where F). is defined by (1.8) and T > 0 be given.
There exists a bounded linear operator

W [L2(0, L)1* x [L*(0, L)1 — Hr x Hr
such that for any (uo, vO) € [L2(O, L)]2 and (u',v') € [L2(0, L)]2, if one chooses
(1, g0 = w0, @l '),
then the system (3.1)—(3.2) admits a solution (u, v) € Z7 satisfying
u-\T)=u'(), and v(,T)=0'(). (3.3)

To prove the previous result, we first establish the following observability for the
corresponding adjoint system (2.26)—(2.28).

Proposition 3.2 ForT > 0and L € (0, 00)\F,. There exists a constant C(T, L) > 0,
such that

1 2
' vhis <c {H(—A»é (awxx@, )+ V(L -))

L2(0,T)
2

ab
+ (pX(L7 ) + 71;0)((147 )

L2(0,T)
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] 2
+ H(—Ao‘% (awxx«), SR} -))

L2(0,T)

1
+ |agx (L, )+ El//x(Lw)

2
} , (3.4)

L2(0,T)

for any (', Y1) € X, where (¢, ) is solution of (2.26)—(2.28).

Proof We proceed as in [12, Proposition 3.3]. Let us suppose that (3.4) does not hold.
In this case, it follows that there exists a sequence {((p,l, wy})}neN, such that

2

1
1= ll(gy. ¥)II% = n :H<—A,>—é (awn,xx@, )+ V(L ~)>

L2(0,T)
ab 2
+ | @nx(L, )+ ?wn,x(lu )

L2(0,T)
2

1
+|(=ap7s <a€0n,xx(0s )+ ;%,xx((), ~)> (3.5

2
L2(0,T)

where, for eachn € N, {(¢,, ¥1)},eN is the solution of (2.26)—(2.28). Inequality (3.5)
implies that

L2(0,L)

1
+ a(pn.x(L’ ) + ;%,x(L, )

(—A) 76 (a0 cx (0, ) + L1, 1 (0,9) > 0 in L2(0,T),
(—A) 76 (@@ x (L, ) + 2 (L, ) = 0 in L20,T),
Gnx(L, )+ Loy, (L, ) — 0 in L0, 7),
agnx(L, ") + 2y (L, ) —> 0 in L0, 7).

(3.6)

Since 1 —a?b > 0, from the convergence of the sequences in the third and fourth lines
of (3.6), we obtain

g x (0, ) + 19, (0,9 > 0 in H5(0,7),
a@n (L, )+ 20, (L) = 0 in H75(0,T),
@nx(L,) =0 in L%0,7),
Ynx(L,) =0 in LZ(O, T).

3.7

From (2.30) and (3.5), we obtain that {(¢,, ¥,,)}nen is bounded in L2(0, T; (H'
(0, L))2). On the other hand, system (2.26) implies that {(¢; », ¥ ) }neN 1s bounded
in L>(0, T; (H~2(0, L))?), and the compact embedding

HY0,L) < L?*(0, L) < H™2(0, L), (3.8)
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allows us to conclude that {(¢,, ¥n)}sen is relatively compact in L%0,T: X) and
consequently, we obtain a subsequence, still denoted by the same index n, satisfying

(@ns Un) = (@, ¥)in L*(0, T; X), asn — oo. (3.9)

Furthermore, (2.30) implies that {g,(0, )}nen, {@n(L, )}nen, {¥n(0, )}nen and
{¥rn (L, )}nen are bounded in H 3 (0, T). Then, the compact embedding

H3(0,T) < L0, T) (3.10)

guarantees that the above sequences are relatively compact in L?(0, T'). Thus, we
obtain a subsequence, still denoted by the same index n, satisfying

{gon(o,.)—up(o,-), ¢a(L,-) = @(L,-) in L*0,T), 3.11)

Yn(0,) = ¥(0,), Yu(L,) = (L, in L3O, T).

From (2.27), we deduce that

90,) =9¢(L,-) =0,
¥(©O,)=v(L,)=0.

In addition, according to Proposition 2.9, we have

1@ U1 =S 1. vl + D@12 + D 2
no Fn oy = R YN L20,T:x) T 5 W xAks 2,y ™ 5 1Fmx i 2o, T)

1 ab 2
+ E onx (L, )+ —Ynx(L,-)
¢ L2(0,T)
b 1 2
+ — |lagn,x (L, ) + =y x(L, ) .
2c C LZ(O,T)

Then, from (3.7) and (3.9) if follows that {(go,%, Wy%)}neN is a Cauchy sequence in X
Thus,

(ol v = (@', yHin X, asn — 0. (3.12)
Proposition 2.8 together with (3.12), imply that
@nx(0,) > @ (0,)  inL*(0,T), asn — oo,
(pn,X(L7 ') - (pX(L7 .) in L2(09 T)a asn — o0,
Ynx(0,) = ¥ (0,)  in L*(0, T), asn — oo,

VYnx(L,) = ¥r(L,-) inL?(0,T), asn — o0
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and

. _1

a@nxx (0. ) + 2 cx (0.) > @@ (0.) + Ly (0.)  in H3(0,7), asn — oo,
1

a@nxx (L. ) + 20 ax (L) = agux(L, ) + Ly (L) in H3(0,7), asn — oo.

Finally, taking n — oo, from (2.26)—(2.28) and (3.7), we obtain that (¢, ¥) is solution
of

O+ Gxex + Ly =0, in (0, L) x (0,7),

Y+ S¥x + a@ixy + 2y = 0, in (0, L) x (0, 7T),

00,1) =@p(L,t) = ¢x(0,1) =0, in (0, 7). (3.13)
v(0,t) =¥ (L,t) =vY,0,1) =0, in (0, T).

p(x, T)=9¢'(x), Y&, T)=vy'(x), in(0,L),

satisfying the additional boundary conditions

(px(Lat):l/fx(L’t):Oa in (Oa T)v
a@ex(0,) + 19,:(0,) =0, in (0, 7), (3.14)
a@xx (L, )+ 1y (L,) =0, in (0,7),

and, from (3.5), we get

@', vHilx = 1. (3.15)

Notice that (3.15) implies that the solutions of (3.13)—(3.14) can not be identically
zero. However, from the following Lemma, one can conclude that (¢, ¥) = (0, 0),
which drive us to contradicts (3.15). m]

Lemma 3.3 Forany T > 0, let Ny denote the space of the initial states (o', ¥') € X,
such that the solution of (3.13) satisfies (3.14). Then, Nyt = {0}.

Proof The proof uses the same arguments as those given in [12]. Therefore, if
Ny # {0}, the map (¢!, ¥') € Ny — A(N7) C CN7 (where CNy denote the
complexification of Nr) has (at least) one eigenvalue; hence, there exists A € C and
@0, Yo € H3(0, L)\{0}, such that

Ao + @) + Lyl =0, in (0, L),
Mo + Ly +ag) + Lyl =0, in (0, L),

90(0) = @o(L) = ¢{(0) = ¢ (L) =0,
Y0(0) = Yo (L) = ¥§(0) = (L) =0,
apy(0) + 1y (0) = 0,

apy (L) + Lyg(L) = 0.

(3.16)

To conclude the proof of the Lemma, we prove that this does notholdif L € (0, co)\F;.
O
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To simplify the notation, henceforth we denote (¢q, Vo) := (¢, ¥). Moreover, the
notation {0, L} means that the function is applied to 0 and L, respectively.

Lemma 3.4 Let L > 0 and consider the assertion

Ap+ ¢ + Ly =, in (0, L),
A+ Ly +ap” + Ly =0, in (0, L),
W) : 3n e C, 3, ¥) € (H3(0, L)\, 0) such that {p(x) = ¥ (x) = 0, in {0, L},
¢'(x) =y’ (x) =0, in {0, L},
ag”(x) + Ly"(x) =0, in {0, L.

Then, (N) holds if and only if L € F,.

Proof We use an argument which is similar to the one used in [12, Lemma 3.5]. Let
us introduce the notation ¢(&) = fOL e p(x)dx and V(&) = fOL e ¥y (x)dx.
Then, multiplying the equations by e *¢ integrating by parts over (0, L) and using
the boundary conditions, we have

b o b b ,
[€)> + AG(E) + %(i&)%(&) = ¢"(0) + %W(O) - (w”(L) + %w’m) e iLE,
1 R
;[(isﬁ + 7€) + AP () + a(i&)3¢(E) = 0.
(3.17)

From the first equation in (3.17), we have

Lo (e BeT™E)  abig)*YE)
Ve = GE¥+1 (&3 +2) (3.18)

where o = ¢"(0) + %24/ (0) and B = —¢" (L) — “24/"(L). Replacing (3.18) in the
second equation of (3.17), it follows that

Ul 3o a?b(i&)® ] 5 - a@§)’ (a4 pe ')

Z[(lé) +V(l%‘)+c)»—m} V() =— S .
Therefore,

o B ac(ié)3 (a + ,Be*iLg)

VO = a8 + e + ©+ DiGEr 1A + oz O
Having (3.19) in hands, from (3.18) we obtain
P&)
_ (1 N a’b(i§)° ) (o + Be™iLF)
B (1 = a?b)(i&)® +r@i&)* 4 (c + DAGE) + ri(i&) + ca? @53 +a

@ Springer



Math. Control Signals Syst. (2017) 29:6 Page 25 of 37 6

hence,

((i%‘)3 +r@é) + ck) ((x + ﬂe—iLg)
(I — @2b)GE)S + rGE) + (c + DAGE) + raGE) + 22

¢) =

Setting . = ip, p € C, we have that 1}(5) = —acif (&) and ¢(§) = ig(&), where

£ (a + pei4)
P(§) ,

(62— r — cp) (o + pe='t)
P(&) '

[ =

’

g) =
with
PE) = (1 —a’b)e® — ré* — (c + 1) p&> + rpé + cp°.

Using Paley—Wiener theorem ([13, Section 4, page 161]) and the usual characterization
of H2(R) functions by means of their Fourier transforms, we see that (\) is equivalent
to the existence of p € C and (a, B) € C2\(0, 0), such that

(1) f and g are entire functions in C,

(i) [ |fEP+[E)dE < oo and [ [g(E)1*(1 + [£]*)7dE < oo,
(iii) V& € C, we have that |f(€)] < ci1(1 + |&))¥eLU™El and |g(&)] < c1(1 +

|E])keLITmEl for some positive constants ¢y and k.

Notice that if (i) holds true, then (ii) and (iii) are satisfied. Recall that f and g
are entire functions if only if, the roots &, &1, &, &3, &4 and &5 of P (&) are roots
of &3 (a + ﬂe_iLE) and (83 — r& — cp) (Ol + ,Be_”‘f).

Let us first assume that £ = 0 is not root of P (&). Thus, it is sufficiently to consider
the case when o+ e /L4 and P (&) share the same roots. Since the roots of o + e ~L¢
are simple, unless « = B = 0 (indeed, it implies that ¢ (0) + %1//”(0) = 0 and
" (L) + a?blﬁ//(L) = 0, thus, using the system (3.16), we conclude that (¢, ¥) =
(0, 0), which is a contradiction). Then, (i) holds provided that the roots of P (&) are
simple. Thus, we conclude that () is equivalent to the existence of complex numbers
P, &0 and positive integers k, [, m, n and s, such that, if we set

2 2 2
= —k, — —l, = —m,
&1 -‘§o+L & $1+L &3 $2+Lm
2 2
§a=68+ " and & =&+ - (3.20)

we have

PE) = (€ -8 8§D —85)(E —5)(E —§)(E —&5). (3.21)

In particular, we obtain the following relations:

§o+é&1+& +E&+8+6 =0, (3.22)
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SoG1+&+&+&+E) & +E& +6+ &) +5(E + 84+ 6s5)
r

t8E+E) +hbs=—7— 7 (3.23)
¢ 2
= . 3.24
£08162638485 (1 — a2b> P (3.24)
Some calculations lead to
\/(1 —a*byak,l,m,n,s)
L=nm ,
3r

£ = —%(5k+4l+3m+2n+s), (3.25)

b= \/ (1 — a’b)éok16aésEats

c

where

ak,l,m,n,s):=5k>+ 81> +9m> + 8n> + 55> + 8kI + 6km + 4kn + 2ks
+12ml + 8In + 3ls + 12mn + 6ms + 8ns.

Finally, we assume that &y = 0 is a root of P (&). In this case, it follows that p = 0
and, therefore,

&'3 (oz + ,86_”‘5) B ((x + ﬂe_iLg)
1—a?b)e® —rg* £ ((1 —a?b)E2 —r)

3

f(§)=(

o) = (&3 — rg) (a + Be'L¥) _ (82 = r) (o + pe7iL%)
(1 —a’b)E® — rg* E3((1—a?b)g2—r)

Then, (V) holds if and only if f and g satisfy (i), (ii) and (iii). Thus (i) holds provided

that
B=0, &= [— d H=—|—"
=V, = ——  an = — —_—
0 ! 1 —a2b 2 1—a2b

are roots of o + ﬁe’iLs. Note that, zero must be root of multiplicity three, which
leads to a contradiction. Thus, & = 0 is not root of P(&). Finally, from (3.25), we
deduce that (\) holds if and only if L € F/. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.4,
Lemma 3.3 and, consequently, the proof of Proposition 3.2. O

Proof of Theorem 3.1 Without loss of generality, we assume that (1°, v%) = (0, 0).
Moreover, it is easy to see that the solution (u, v) of (3.1)—(3.2) satisfies (3.3) if and
only if
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L T
/0 («' ¢ 0 + 0! v () dx = /0 g0(®) (awm ©0.1) + éwxx o, r)) dr

r 1
—/O g1(1) <a¢xx(L,t) + ;wxx(L,t)> dt
(3.26)

T 1
+f0 o) <a¢x<L,r>+;wx(L,r)> dr
T
+/ hz(ﬂ(ﬁﬂx(L,t)-i‘%%(L,l))df
0

for any (¢!, ') € X, where (¢, /) is the solution of the system (2.26)—(2.28), with
initial data (¢!, ¥!). Relation (3.26) is obtained by multiplying the equations in (3.1)
by the solution (¢, ¥) of (2.26)—(2.28), integrating by parts and using the boundary
conditions (3.2).

Thus, in order to obtain the desired result, we introduce the linear bounded map I
as follows

I:L%0, L) x L*>(0, L) — L%*(0, L) x L*(0, L)
@' O — T O, ¥ () = @, T), v, T)),

where (u, v) is the solution of (3.1)—(3.2), with

800 = (=80 73 (aper 0,0 + Ly 0.0) . g2 =age (L, + Ly (L),
8100 = (=803 (ague (L0 + M (L,0) 1o @ = gL, D) + Ly(L, 1),
(3.27)

being (¢, ¥) the solution of the system (2.26)—(2.28) with initial data (¢!, ¥') and
Ay = 812. According to Proposition 3.2

2

1 1 1 1 _ . % .
(F(‘P Jﬁ )’ ((0 ’I/f ))([,2((),[‘))2 - wx(Lv )+ c wx(Lv )

L2(0,T)
2
+

1
apx(L, ) + wa(Lv )

L2(0,T)
1 ab
+ ((_At)3 (‘/)xx((), )+ ?wxx O, )> , 9xx(0, )
b
+a_wxx (Oa ))
¢ L2(0,T)

1
+ ((—At)% (ago“ 0.+ ~¥rex 0, -)) L agex (0, 7)

1
+_wxx (0’ ))
Cc

L2(0,T)
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ab 2
= |@x(L,)+—Yx(L,") + llapx (L, )
¢ L2(0,T)
1 2
+_Wx (L» )
¢ L2(0,T)

2

1
+ H(—At)é <agoxx (0. + ~¥res 0, ~>)

L2(0,T)
2
+

b
(A6 <<pxx<0, )+ %w” (. -))

L2(0,T)
>C7 ", vHi%,

i.e., I' is coercive. Then, by Lax—Milgram theorem, I' is invertible. Consequently,
for given (1!, v') € X, we can define (@, vh =T~ Yu', v!) to solve the system
(2.26)—(2.28) and get (¢, ¥) € Z7. Thus, if ho(t), h1(t), go(¢) and g1 (¢) are given by
(3.27), the corresponding solution (u, v) of the system (3.1)—(3.2), satisfies

(-, 00, v(-,00) = (0,0) and (u(-, T),v(-, T)) = (u' (), v' ().

3.2 One control

Consider the boundary controllability of the linear system employing only one control
input Ay and fixing hg = h1 = go = g1 = 0, namely

{M(O, )=0 u(L,t) =0, ux(L,t) =ha(t), in (0, T), (3.28)

v(0,1) =0, v(L,t) =0, ve(L,1) =0, in (0, 7).

Note that by using the change of variable x’ = L — x and ¢’ = T — ¢, the system
(2.26)—(2.28) is equivalent to the following forward system

O+ Gxax + Ly =0, in (0, L) x (0, T),
Vi + LYx 4 a@exx + 2 =0, in (0, L) x (0, T), (3.29)
p(x,0) = ¢°(x), ¥ (x,0)=y°x), in (0,L),

with boundary conditions

0,1) =¢(L,1) =¢«(L,1) =0, in(0,7), (3.30)
v(O,0) =y (L, 1) =yx(L,t) =0, in(0,7).
In this case, the observability inequality
0 1042 ab ?
@™, ¥y = Cllex0,) + —¥x(0, ) (3.31)
¢ L2(0,T)
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plays a fundamental role for the study of the controllability. To prove (3.31), we use
a direct approach based on the multiplier technique and the estimates given by the
hidden regularity. Such estimates give us the observability inequality for some values
of the length L and time of control 7.

Proposition 3.5 Let us suppose that T > 0 and L > 0 satisfy

min{b, c}

< (3.32)
max{b, c}BCr

where Ct is the constant in (2.30) and B is the constant given by the embedding

H3 (0, T) C L*(0, T). Then, there exists a constant C(T, L) > 0, such that for any
(@0, ¥0) in X the observability inequality (3.31) holds, for any (¢, V) solution of
(3.29)—(3.30) with initial data (¢°, ¥°).

Proof We multiply the first equationin (3.29) by (T —1)¢, the second one by % (T—t)y
and integrate over (0, 7)) x (0, L). Thus, we obtain

= / ((ﬂo(x)"‘ w()(x)) / / <¢ ) + w(x t))dxdt

+ - / (T —1) [«)3(0, B+ 24 0, D0, 1)
2 0 c

b 2
+ S y2(0,0) | dr.
C

Consequently,

2

L2(0,T) ’
(3.33)

b
e (0, ) + “7% ©. )

1@ ¥O1% < —|I(<p D20+ C1

where C = 23.d hq €, = Cy(a, b, ¢) > 0. On the other hand, note that

‘min{b,c}

loC D201y < LIOC DlEery and 1Y 00720, < LIVE Dl 1)

Hence,

T(p
1@, W20 7y < L /O {lefp(-,t)llioo(o,m+IIW(-J)II%m(o,L)}dt (3.34)

e (4 + LBV o (3.35)
¢ H3(0.T;L%(0.L)) H3 (0,T5L%(0,L))
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where § is the constant given by the compact embedding H %(O, T) c L*0,T).
Combining (3.33), (3.34) and Proposition 2.8, we obtain

LBC 2

C b
I@®, vO)1% < TTWO, YONI% + Cr {0, ) + a?wx(o, )

L2(0,T)
Finally, we obtain

2

b
I@®, v 1% <K ‘ (0, ) + “wa(o, )

L2(0,T)

under the condition

CCTﬂL>_1
— > 0.
T

K =0 (1 (3.36)

From the observability inequality (3.31), the following result holds.

Theorem 3.6 Let T > 0 and L > 0 satisfying (3.32). Then, the system (3.1)—(3.28)
is exactly controllable in time T.

Proof We can proceed following the same ideas presented in the proof of Theorem 3.1.
In this case, we consider the map

I:L%(0, L) x L?(0, L) —> L*(0, L) x L*(0, L)
@' O ) — T O, ¥ () = @, T), v, T))

where (u, v) is the solution of (3.1)—(3.28), with hx(t) = @5 (L, t) + “C—bI/fx(L, t) and
(@, ) is the solution of the system (2.26)—(2.28) with initial data (¢!, Y1), Then,
the observability inequality (3.31) guarantees that I is coercive and, consequently, by
using Lax—Milgram theorem the proof is achieved. O
4 Exact controllability: the nonlinear control system

4.1 Well-posedness of the nonlinear system

In this subsection, attention will be given to the full nonlinear initial boundary value
problem (IBVP)
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Ur + ully + Uyxx + avyxx +ajvvy +az(@v)x =0, in (0,L) x (0,7),
cv; + rvy + vvx + abuyxx + vyxx + azbuuy + arb(uv)x =0, in (0, L) x (0, T),
u(x,0) =ux), v(x,0) =00x), in (0, L),

“.1)

with the boundary conditions

{u(o, 1) =ho(), u(L,t)=hi(t), uy(L,1)=hy(0), 42

U(Oﬂ t) = go(t)v 'U(L, t) = gl(t)7 UX(L7 t) = gZ(t)

We show that the IBVP (4.1)—(4.2) is locally well-posed in the space Z7.

Theorem 4.1 Let T > 0 be given. For any (uo, UO) e X and 7 = (ho, hy, ho),
T = (g0. 81, 82) € Hr, there exists T* € (0, T depending on ||(u°, v°)| x, such
that the IBVP (4.1)-(4.2) admits a unique solution (u, v) € Zr= with

0ku, 9k € L0, L1 H'F (0,T%), k=0,1,2.

Moreover, the corresponding solution map is Lipschitz continuous.

Proof Let
00 1k 2
Fr={w v eZr: o) e LFO, L HT 0,7)).k=0,12]

which is a Banach space equipped with the norm

2
k k
u,v = ||[(u,v o u, 0 v _ .
. vl = IIC >||zT+k§_0||<x O, o 1S 0.0

LetO0 < T* < T to be determined later. For each u, v € Fr+, consider the problem

W + Wyxxx + anyxx = f(u, v), in(0,L) x (0, T%),
N+ Loy + 0 = s, v), in (0, L) x (0, T%),
w(0,1) = ho(t), w(L,t) =hi1(t), w(L,t) =ho(), in(0,T"), 4.3)
n0,1) = go(t), n(L,t) =gi(t), nx(L,t) = g2(t), in(0,T%),
wx,0) =u’(x), vx, 0)=0'x), in(0, L),
where
S, v) = —aj(vvy) — ap(uv)y
and
r arb ab
s(u,v) = ——vy — —(uuy) — — (Uv)y.
C C Cc
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Since [lvxllz1(0,8:2200,1)) = ﬂ% vl z,, from [1, Lemma 3.1] we deduce that f (u, v)
and s(u, v) belong to L' (0, T*; L>(0, L)) and

1 1
ICE D, 7+ @20,0)2) < C1(TH)2 +(T*)3) (”'4”227* + (lull zp. + Dllvll z;.

+lvl,.).
for some positive constant C. According to Proposition 2.5, we can define the operator
I Fr« - Fr= givenby ['(u,v) = (w,n),
where (w, 1) is the solution of (4.3). Moreover,
1P Dz < €I Ol + 1 Dl + 1D o.rw20.0m ] -

where the positive constant C depends only on 7*. Thus, we obtain

—
1P )l = €I o0+ 1CF )l |

1 1
+CCi(@2 + @) (Iulg,, + (ullz,. + DIvliz,. + oI, ).
Let (u, v) € B,(0), where
By (0) :={(u,v) € Frs: [, v)l| 7 <7},
with r = 2C [||(u0, O+ 1CE D)l ] It follows that
1T, )7, < g +CCI(T*2 + (THF) Gr + Dr. (4.4)

Choosing T* > 0, such that

’

| =

CCI(T*)? +(THH) Gr+1) <
from (4.4), we have
TG, )7, <7
Therefore,

T': B,(0) C Fr« — B, (0).
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On the other hand, I"(u1, vi) — I'(u3, v2) is the solution of system

@ + Wxxx + angxx = fur, v1) — f(uz,v2), in(0,L) x (0, T%),
M+ Logex + 10 = i, v1) — sz, v2), in (0, L) x (0, T%),

C()(O, t)z(,()(L,t):a)x(L,t)IO, ln (05 T*)’

W(Oa t):n(Lﬂt):nX(Lvt):Ov ll’l (O, T*),

w(x,0)=0, v(x,0) =0, in(0,L).
Note that

|f(ur,v1) = fuz, v2)| < Caf ((v2 — vD)V2x + V1 (V2 — V1)x + (U2 (V2 — V1))x
+((u2 —up)vi)x) |

and

s (ur, v1) — s(u2, v2)| <Ca| ((v2 — v1)x + (w2 — u)uz x + ur(uz — up)x
+ (u2(v2 —v1))x + ((u2 —up)vi)y) |,

for some positive constant Cy. Proposition 2.5 and [1, Lemma 3.1] give us the following
estimate

1 1
(T (ur, v1)=T (u2, V)7, < C3((T*)ZA(T*)3)(8r + D[(u1 — uz, v1 — V)| Fpo s

for some positive constant Cz. Choosing 7*, such that
1 1 1
C3((TH2 +(TH3)@r + 1) < X
we obtain

1
TGy, v1) = Tz, v)ll 7 = S0 = ua, ve = v2)ll7.

Hence I" : B,(0) — B,(0) is a contraction and, by Banach fixed point theorem, we
obtain a unique (u, v) € B,(0), such that I' (4, v) = (4, v) € Fr= and, therefore, the
proof is complete. O

We are now in position to prove our main result. First, define the bounded linear
operators

A,‘ZXXX—)HTXHT (i=1,2), (4~5)

ﬁi>
gi/)’

such that, for any (uo, vO) e X and (ul, vl) e X,

() ()~
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(i) h1 = (0,0, h2) and g1 = (g0. 81. 82).
(ii) h, = (0,0, hp) and g = (0,0, 0).

Proof of Theorem 1.1 According to Proposition 2.5 and [1, Theorem 2.10], the solu-
tion of (4.1)—(4.2) can be written as:

u)\ _ ug Zi
(v(t)> = Wo(?) (vo) + Whar (1) (§i>

’ a1 (002) (¥) + a2 (V) (7)
_/o Wot =) (fw(r) + @b ) (1) + “1—?’(uv)x<r>> ar.

c

with i = 1, 2, where {Wo(#)};>0 and {Wpqa,(t)};>0 are the operators defined in the
proof of Proposition 2.5.
For u, v € Zr, let us define

v 7 a1 (V) (1) + a2 (uv), (1)
(v(T, , v)) = fo WolT =) <”§—f’(uu»<r) + “3—?’(uv)x<r)> ar

Here, we consider the case i = 1. The other case i = 2 is analogous and, therefore,
we will omit it. Consider the map

0 0 !
r <Z) =Wo (1) <z0> + Whar(x) A} <<Zo> , (zl> + <v(T,vu, v)))

- /l Wo(t — 1) ( ar(vuy)(t) + ax(uv),(7) > i@
0

L0 (0) 4+ 22 (i) (1) + L (uv)x (1)

By choosing

/;l _ MO ul v
(@) ‘A(()()+<<T>>> 0

we get, from Theorem 3.1,
: ( v )
v

u ul v v ul
F(v) —r (vl) +<U(T,u,v)> N (V(T,u, v)) - (vl)'

If we show that the map I" is a contraction in an appropriate metric space, then its fixed
point (u, v) is the solution of (4.1)~(4.2) with /| and g; defined by (4.6), satisfying
u(-,T) =u'(-)and v(-, T) = v (-). In order to prove the existence of the fixed point,
we apply the Banach fixed point theorem to the restriction of I" on closed ball

and

By = {(u,v) € Zr : |, v)lz, <r},
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for some r > 0.

(a) T mapsB, in itself. Indeed, as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we obtain that there
exists a constant C; > 0 such that

Ir(*)

where C» is a constant depending only 7'. Thus, if we select » and § satisfying

<Ci6+ Co(r + Dr,
Zr

r=2C1é

and

)

(SN

2C1C8 +Co <

the operator I' maps B, into itself for any (u, v) € Zr.
(b) T is contractive. In fact, proceeding as the proof of Theorem 4.1, we obtain

r()-r () (2%

for any (u, v), (i, V) € B, and C3 constant depending only 7. Thus, choosing
§ > 0, such that

< Cs3(r+ Dr
Zr

’

Zr

y =2C2C38 +C3 < 1,

r(:)-r @)L, =107

Therefore, the map I" is a contraction.

we obtain

Zr

Thus, from (a) and (b), I has a fixed point in B, by the Banach fixed point Theorem
and its fixed point is the desired solution. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is archived. O

5 Further comments
The following remarks are now in order:

e In [10], it was proved that the system (1.1) with the boundary conditions

{M(O, 1) =0, u(L,t) =hi(t), ux(L,t) = ha(¢) in (0, T), .1

v(0,1) =0, v(L,1) = g1(1), vx(L, 1) = g2(2) in (0, T),
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is exactly controllable in L%(0, L) when hy, g1 € Hé (0, T)and hy, g2 € L%0,7)
(see Theorem A). By using the tools developed in this paper, more precisely,
Lemma 1.2, an improvement of the regularity of the control can be obtained.

In this case, the control (h1, g1, h2, g2) can be found in the space H%(O, T) x
H3(0,T) x L20, T) x L0, T).
e Another case that can be treated is the following one

{u(O, t) =ho(t), u(L,t) =h1(), uy(L,t) = ho(t) in (0, T), (5.2)

v(0,1) =0, v(L,t) =0, Vx(L,t) = go(t) in (0, T).

By using the same ideas of the proof of Theorem 1.1, we can prove that system
(3.1)—(5.2) is exactly controllable for any time 7 > 0 if L € (0, co)\F.

e Concerning the exact boundary controllability of the system (1.1) with one control,
our approach can be applied to the following configuration:

(5.3)

w(0,6) =0 u(L,t) =0 uy(L,t)=0, in (0, T),
v(0,1) =0, v(L, 1) =0, ve(L, 1) = g2(t), in (0, T).

The proof of this case is analogous to (ii) of Theorem 1.1.
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