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EXACT CONTROLLABILITY IN FLUID - SOLID STRUCTURE:
THE HELMHOLTZ MODEL*

JEAN-PIERRE RAYMOND! AND MUTHUSAMY VANNINATHAN 2

Abstract. A model representing the vibrations of a fluid-solid coupled structure is considered. Fol-
lowing Hilbert Uniqueness Method (HUM) introduced by Lions, we establish exact controllability
results for this model with an internal control in the fluid part and there is no control in the solid part.
Novel features which arise because of the coupling are pointed out. It is a source of difficulty in the
proof of observability inequalities, definition of weak solutions and the proof of controllability results.
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INTRODUCTION

In this paper we are interested in the controllability of a fluid-solid structure model introduced in [4] and
[5] which is written down below. Assuming that the fluid is inviscid and its movements are two-dimensional,
infinitesimal and given by a velocity potential, the model couples them with the motion of a solid represented
by a harmonic oscillator. The coupling is in two places: the fluid exerts a pressure force on the solid through
the interface and the solid, in turn, influences the fluid motion via the interface condition which requires that
the normal component of the fluid and solid velocities coincide.

Let O be a simply connected bounded domain in R? with a regular boundary I'., and let S an open and
regular subset in O, of boundary I'. We suppose that S C O, and we set 2 = O\ S. We consider a fluid
occupying the open set € and a solid occupying the closed set S described by the following coupled system

" —Ap=u in Q,

=0 on X,

Onp=35"n on X, 1)
$p(0)=¢° and  ¢'(0) = ¢' in €

s"+s=—[rd'n in (0,7),

5(0)=5" and  §(0) = st in RZ
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In this setting @ = Q2 x (0,7), T >0, X, =T x(0,T7), ¥ =T x (0,7). The forcing term « in the fluid region is
a function used to control the fluid-solid structure system. The function ¢ is the velocity potential in the fluid,
s € R? denotes the displacement of the solid and n is the unit normal on T' exterior to €.

The main objective of this paper is to extend the well known internal controllability results of the wave
equation [10], Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, Chapter 7 to the system (1). For simplicity we have taken a control u
acting everywhere in the domain €2, and in this case we can obtain controllability results for any time 7" > 0.
However we think that the results obtained in this paper may be extended to a localized internal control and
to a boundary control, with appropriate geometrical conditions. This will be done in a forthcoming paper. In
the present paper by considering the simplest case corresponding to a distributed control acting in 2, we want
to focus our analysis on the difficulties coming from the coupling between the wave equation and the oscillator
equation. Indeed the term fF ¢’ n in the oscillator equation is a source of difficulties in the treatment of the
observability inequalities, in the definition of weak solutions, and in the proofs of controllability results.

Let us explain in few words what are the main ingredients to overcome these problems. The Hilbert Unique-
ness Method, due to Lions [10], consists in constructing an isomorphism A from a Hilbert space F onto F”,
where F is the closure of a space of regular functions for the norm || - || » appearing in an observability inequality,
and F” is the space of initial data which are controllable. In the standard HUM, we have

(AD, @) pr = |||, (2)

for all ® € F, and A = A*.

Let us first consider the case of controllability of problem (1) with initial data (¢!, ¢°,s!,s°) belonging to
F' = L%(Q) x VxR?xR2? where V = {¢p € H'(Q) | ¢ =0 on TI.}. But contrarily to the wave equation,
the operator A corresponding to system (1) cannot be defined on F' = L?(Q) x V’ x R? x R2, because weak
solutions of (1) are not well defined for initial data (¢°, ¢!,s% s') in F. First we have to identify the correct
space Y for which weak solutions are well defined (see Sect. 3). Next we define A on Z =V x L?(Q2) x R? x R?,

and we prove that its extension AtoY isan isomorphism from Y onto F’. But contrarily to the wave equation
the operator A is not selfadjoint and (2) is replaced by

(R@.s).J(@,9))  =l(@9)}.

)

for all initial data (¢°, ¢!, 5%, s) = (®,s) € Y, or equivalently by

(TA(@,9), (2,5)) (@ 9)l1}-

.

where J is an isomorphism from Y to F', which for regular data (¢°, ¢!, s", s!) € Z is given by
T(#%,0",s%s') = (qso,qbl, 05t + / ¢° n)
r

Thanks to these ingredients, we can adapt the Hilbert Uniqueness Method to sytem (1). To control weak
solutions, that is solutions with initial data in Y, the construction is a little bit different from the previous one
(see Sects. 6 and 7).

We think that the approach introduced here may be helpful to tackle the control of more complex fluid-solid
structure models such as those considered in [1,8,9,11]. A first progress in that direction is carried out in [6].

1. NOTATION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT
Let V be the space defined by

V:{¢€H1(Q)|¢):O on T.},
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and denote by V' the topological dual of V. The space V will be equipped with the norm

[ 2 %,
6 (/Qw dx)

The norm in V' will be denoted by || - ||y. The same kind of notation will be used for other Banach spaces. The
norm in R? will be simply denoted by | - |. The inner product of s € R? and o € R? is denoted by s - 0.

The first main result of the paper is stated in the following theorem. It is a controllability result with internal
controls. Throughout the paper we fix T' > 0 arbitrary.

Theorem 1.1. For all ¢° € V, ¢' € L3(), s € R?, st € R?, there exists a function u € C([0,T]; L*(Q)) such
that the solution to equation (1) obeys

HT)=¢(T)=0 and s(T)=5(T)=0.

In the context of Theorem 1.1, we have finite energy solutions for equation (1), whereas in Section 3 a concept
of weak solutions is introduced and studied. The second main result of the paper is stated in Theorem 6.1. It
is a controllability result for weak solutions introduced in Section 3.

2. DEFINITION AND REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS TO THE CONTROLLED SYSTEM

In this section, we present estimates for finite energy solutions of equation (1) where we have introduced a
forcing term v on the solid part:

¢ —Ap=u n @,

6=0 on .,

Ond=15n on X, )
$p(0)=¢° and  ¢'(0) = ¢' in Q,

"+s=— [ n+v in (0,7),

5(0)=s" and  §(0)=s! in RZ

Theorem 2.1. (i) For all (¢°, ¢, 5%, s') € V x L2(Q) x R?2 x R?, and (u,v) € L'(0,T; L?(Q)) x L'(0,T;R?),
the equation (3) admits a unique solution (¢,s) in (C([0,T]; V)N CL([0,T]; L*(R))) x C1([0,T);R?), which is
called a finite energy solution, and
19llco.rvy + 19 leqory ) + Islerorize)

< C( 6%y + 16| L2qy + [8°] + |8 + lullaorizacay) + HU||L1(0,T;R2>)-

(ii) If u=v =0 in (3), then the solution possesses an additional property namely ¢" € C([0,T}; V') and
19" ooy < C (18°]ly + 16 gy + 1571 +15'1) -

Proof. (i) Setting z = (¢, ¢, s, s’), equation (3) may be written in the form of a first order system

dz
i Az+ U, z(0) = z,
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with
®o é1 0 éf)?
Az=A ¢ = Ado , U= I , and zg= ¢0
S0 S1 0 s
S1 —so— [poin v st

Set Z =V x L?(Q) x R? x R2. The domain of A in Z is

D(A) = {(¢07¢1,50781) €7 | ¢o € H*(Q), Ongo=s1-nonT, ¢; € V}'

The Hilbert space Z is equipped with the inner product defined by

((¢0,¢1750751),(¢0,¢1700,01))ZZ/QV¢0V¢0+/Q¢1¢1+50'00+51-01-

It is clear that the operator (A4, D(A)) is a closed operator in Z, and that the domain D(A) is dense in Z.
For every (¢o, ¢1, S0, $1) € D(A) we have

(A(¢0;¢1780781)a(¢0,¢1780,51))Z:/QV¢1V¢0+/QA¢0¢1+S1'80* <50+/F¢517l> -51=0.

Thus, in particular, (A, D(A)) is a dissipative operator in Z.

We can easily verify that the adjoint operator of A is defined by D(A*) = D(A) and A* = —A. There-
fore (A, D(A)) and (A*, D(A*)) are both m-dissipative operators on Z and (A4, D(A)) is skew-adjoint. From
Stone’s theorem, it follows that the operator (A, D(A)) is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous
unitary group on Z. The end of proof follows from [3] (Chap. 1, Prop. 3.2).

(ii) To prove the part (ii), we remark that the system can also be written equivalently in the following integral
form:
For all v € V, the mapping

t— /d)(t)v
Q
belongs to H%(0,T') and satisfies

d? ds .
@Q/(b(t)v"‘/gvﬂt)'VU: a/rvn in (0,7),

Jown] =[G [own] = [ ot
d2

E¢@+qw=—%[ﬁmn in (0,7)
ds

5(0) = s, E(O) =sh

From the first relation, using that ¢ € C([0,7];V) and s € C1([0,T]; R?), we deduce the required result. O

Remark 2.2. Observe that, when the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 are satisfied, the solution (¢, s) to equa-
tion (3) satisfies the following energy identity

t t
E(t) = E(0) +/0 /Qu(b' dzxdr —l—/o v-s'dr for all ¢ € [0, T, (4)
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where
20() = [ (@©)P ot [ [VoOF do+150)F + 150
In particular, if v = 0 and v = 0 then the energy E(t) is constant.

Remark 2.3. In the context of part (ii) of the above theorem, we cannot assert s” € C(]0,7]; R?). This is one
of the effects of the coupling.

Theorem 2.4. For all (¢°,¢t, 5% s') € D(A), and u = 0, equation (1) admits a unique strong solution (¢, s)
in (C([0,T]; H*(Q)) N CH([0,T]: V)) x C*([0,T];R?) and

I6llcqorymz@n + Idlcrqoiv + Islezqoazs < (6% + €'y + 150 + 5] )-

Proof. Since (¢, ¢t, 5%, s!) € D(A), it follows that the solution z = (¢, ¢’,s,s’) to equation (1) belongs to
C([0,T); D(A)) [3] (Chap. 1, Prop. 3.3), and

Izlcqoripay < C (%, 6%, 5% s") | pa)

The proof is complete. O

Now we state a theorem that will be useful to prove estimates by the transposition method, estimates which
are necessary for the control of weak solutions (see Th. 6.9).

Theorem 2.5. Consider the finite energy solution (¢, s) to the system (3) with (¢°, ', 5%, s1) = 0.
(i) For all uw = f] with fi € C}((0,T]; V) and for v =0, we have

0|1 0,7502(0)) + 1|9l Loe0,1:v) + 18" | oo 0,7:-2) + 8] oo (0,75m2) < Cl f1llLr0,1;v)- (5)
(ii) For u =0 and v = v} with v1 € C}((0,T]; R?), we have
0" | Lo 0,7:02(02)) + |9l Lo 0, 7:v) + 18"l 100, 75r2) + 18]l oo (0,75r2) < Cllva || Lr(0,7:R2)- (6)

Proof. (i) We set w(t fo ¢ and £(t) = f s. The pair (w, &) is the solution to the system

w’ — Aw = f; in Q,

w=0 on X,

ohw=¢-n on X,
w0)=0 and W' (0)=0 in Q,

' +&=—[w'n in (0,7),

£0)=0 and £(0)=0 in R2

We multiply by (—Aw’) the equation satisfied by w, with integrations by parts and a Green formula we obtain

/Qfl(—Aw’)=/QVf1W'—/Fanw'f1 z/QVﬁVw’—/Fg”-n
=/QVwa'Jr/F&-nﬁ+/Fw’n-/rf1n,

/w”(—Aw'):/Vw”-Vw'—/é)nw'w”.
Q Q r

and
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—/0nw'w”:—/5”-nw”:/w'n-/w”n+/E-nw”,
r r r r r

/(w”—Aw)(—Aw’):/Vw”-Vw’—i—/ AwAw’—f—/w’n-/w"n-i-/{-nw”
Q Q @ r r :
:/Vf1Vw’+/§'nf1+/w/n'/"f1'
Q r r r

Integrating between 0 and ¢ we obtain
V[ e [ e [ (o f )
+/Ot/rg'-nw'—/re<t>-nw'<t>. ™)

Now multiplying by £’ the equation satisfied by £. Integrating between 0 and ¢ we obtain

€@ + () :—2//wns (8)

Combining (7) and (8) we arrive at the equality

Since

we have

1
3 (190 O 0y + 180 ey + | [ o0

2 t
IV Oy + 180 oy + € OF + 60+ [wion] =2 [ [ 959w

+2/Ot/rg-nf1+2/0t (/Fw'n-/rfln).

Using a trace theorem and Hoélder’s inequality we first deduce the estimate

2

IIVW’(t)IIQL2(Q>+IAw(t)I%zm)+‘£(t)+/Fw’(t)n +1E'@OP

< Cllfillero,1vy (||Vw’HL°°(O,T;L2(Q)) + ||§||Loo(o,T;R2))~

Since £(0) = 0 and [¢/(¢)[? is bounded by C|| f1l|r2(0,7:v) (| VW] Lo 0,7:02(02)) + €]l L (0,:r2)), We can obtain
the estimate

Et))? < C|\f1||L1(o,T;v)(||Vw'||L°°(0,T;L2(Q>) + HﬁHLw(o,T;R?))-
With the above estimates and Young’s inequality we finally prove

2
+IEOP + 1§01 < ClAIL 0. 1v)-

190 (1) 22 + [1Aw(®) ey + \ [ uten

Since [V (0]l 2y = [6(8) v 1€/0O] = [s(t)] and [£(0)] = | frw' (t)n + ') = | fy 6t + 5/ ()], we obtain
1l Lo o,75vy + 15"l oo (0,75m2) + I8l oo 0,75m2) < CllfrllLro,75v)-

Next, from the estimate
[Aw(t)| L2 < Cll fillLro,7;v): (9)
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and the inequality
9" )22 < 1)l L2) + 1Aw@)] 20,
it yields
19l 10,1202 < Cllfrllro,r;v)-

(ii) Introducing w and ¢ as in part (i), we can find the system satisfied by them. Once again, by using the same
multipliers as before, we deduce that

IV’ ()l 720) + [Aw®)Z2 () + 1€ O + ‘é(t)Jr/Fw’(t)n :2/0 g(T)vi(r)dr.

The estimate announced in part (ii) of the theorem follows from this. The proof is complete. O
Remark 2.6. Estimate (5) is proved for all f; € C}((0,T]; V), even if it is only needed for all f; € C}((0,7);V)

(see the proof of Th. 6.3). By using functions f; belonging to C}((0,77];V), we may observe that we cannot
obtain the estimate

10" || Lo (0,7:22(02)) < Cllf1llLro,1;v)-

Indeed, if it was true, we could write
IF1(T) 20y = W (T) — Aw(T) | L20) < 16/ (T)llz2(0) + [Aw(T) | L20) < Cllfillro,1v),

for all f1 € C1((0,T]; V), which is obviously wrong.
For similar reasons we cannot prove the estimate

0| L200,m:220)) < Cllf1llLro,13v)-
Indeed, if it was true, we could write
If1Bllz2) < 18" (B)llz2() + 1Aw@)] 20,
and consequently
[ fillz2o,ri2 ) < N9 ll22 0,22 (0)) + 1AW L2 0,1;22(0)) < Cllfillio.1v)s

for all f1 € C}((0,T]; V), which is obviously wrong. See the remark after the proof of Theorem 6.9.

Before ending this section, we state a Green formula for finite energy solutions to equation to (3) and finite
energy solutions of the following equation

NI in Q,
Y =0 on X,
o =0"-n on X,
. (10)
Y(T)=0 and P'(T)=0 in Q,
o'+o=—[Y'n+g in (0,7),

o(T)=0 and o(T)=0 in R2
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Theorem 2.7. The finite energy solution (¢, s) of equation (3) and the finite energy solution (¢, 0) of equa-
tion (10) satisfy the formula

/Qf¢+/OTg-s=/Qwu+/OTv-o—<¢°7w’(0>>v,v,

(0,810 + 00 (04 [ 0%0) = (¢ @+ [wiom), (1)

for all (¢°,61,5°,1) € Z, (u,v) € L1(0,T; LA(Q)) x L0, T:E2), (f,g) € L1(0, 75 LA(Q)) x L}(0, T5R2).
Proof. The proof is classical and is left to the reader. O

3. WEAK SOLUTIONS

As explained in the introduction, weak solutions of system (1) cannot be well defined for arbitrary initial
data (¢°, ¢, 8% s!) € L?(Q) x V' x R? x R2. A classical method to define weak solutions for rough data
consists in using the so-called transposition method. Consider (¢, ¢!, 5%, s!) = (0, ¢!, %, st) with (¢!, 5%, st) €
V' x R? x R? and u = 0. In this case, we can say that (¢,s) € L>(0,T;L?(2)) x L>=(0,T;R?) is a weak
solution of equation (1) if formula (11) with (¢°, ¢!, s%,s') = (0,¢',5°, s') and u = 0 is satisfied for every
(f,g) € L*(0,T; L*(Q)) x L*(0, T;R?), that is if:

T
/Q fo+ [ g5 = (00010 (0) 51 s (o’(0> + w(0>n)7 (12)
for all (f,g) € L1(0,T; L?(Q)) x L1(0,T;R?), where (¢, 0) is the finite energy solution of equation (10). We see
that the above definition makes sense because the solution (1, o) of equation (10) obeys ¥(0) € V. This leads
to the following estimate in the case ¢ = 0:

élleqorez@ + 19 lcqomvy + lsloqoras < (18!l + ] +[]). (13)
The estimate of ||@lc(jo,7);22()) and ||s|lc(jo,7);r2) can be obtained from (12) and from Theorem 2.1 applied
to the finite energy solution (1, o) of equation (10). The estimate of ||¢'[|¢(j0,1;v7) can be deduced from (12)
and from (5) applied to the finite energy solution (1, o) of equation (10), with f = f{, f1 € C}((0,T); V), and
g =0. Taking g = g, g1 € C2((0,T);R?), and f = 0, from (6) we can deduce an estimate on ||o’|| L1(o,7;r2), but
not on [|o’||¢(jo,7);r2). As a consequence, we cannot obtain an estimate of ||s'||¢(jo,r);r2) for the weak solution
of equation (1) corresponding to (¢¥, g1, s% st) = (0,1, 5%, s1) € {0} x V! x R? x R? and u = 0. This is one of
the effects of the coupling term [, ¢'n.

The transposition method cannot be directly used to define weak solutions if ¢ € L?(Q) is arbitrary because
the term fr #°n is not defined in this case and hence (11) cannot be used any longer (an adaptation of the
transposition method to define weak solutions is given at the end of the section). To overcome this drawback
we are going to define weak solutions by using the semigroup approach.

Let us recall that we have

D(A)=DA")— Z

with dense and continuous embedding. In this setting we identify Z and Z’. Thus we have
D(A)=D(A") — Z = 7" — (D(A")) = (D(4))’,

with dense and continuous embeddings. Let (S(t))icr be the strongly continuous group on Z generated
by (A, D(A)). When the initial condition of equation (1) does not belong to Z, but only belongs to (D(A*)),
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we can still define weak solutions of equation (1) in C([0,T]; D(A*)") by using the extrapolation method which
extends the dynamics to a larger space (see [3], pp. 159-161). Introducing the unbounded operator A; on D(A*),
with domain D(A;) = D((A*)?), defined by A;2z = A*z for all z € D((A*)?), we know that the adjoint of A;

is the unbounded operator A} in (D(A*))’, with domain D(A}) = Z (see [3]). We denote by (S(¢)):er, the
strongly continuous unitary group on (D(A*))" generated by (A7, Z). Then we have

S(t) (¢°, 0", 5% s') = S(t) (¢°, 8", s°, s*) for all (4% ¢', s, s') € Z, andallte€R,
and the following equality holds

||S() (¢0a ¢1a SO’Sl)HC([O,T];(D(A*))/) = H((ﬁoa ¢1750a SI)H(D(A*))/ )

for all (¢°,¢!,s%,s') € Z.
In order to exploit the fact that (S(t)):er is a strongly continuous group on (D(A*))’, we need a more precise
characterization of (D(A*))’. Observe that
s+ / #'n )
r

is a norm on Z. Let Y be the completion of Z with respect to this norm, and denote this norm by || - ||y
Theorem 3.1. The dual space (D(A*))" can be identified algebraically and topologically with Y .

Proof. Since (D(A*)) = (D(A)), we are going to prove that (D(A))" can be identified algebraically and
topologically with Y. Let us recall that the norm on (D(A))’ is defined by

(@.6%50.5%) = ([ ey + 19"+ 1< +

10l = supoe o g [ C:02]
(DY = SUP=eD A

The graph norm on D(A)
2 |[lzllz + |4zl 2,
is equivalent to the norm

2= (¢%0" 8% 8) = | AQ°| oy + [I9H |y, + [s°] + |57

For all z = (¢°, ¢',5%,s1) € D(A) and w = (¥°,4!,0% o) € Z, we have

otz = |- [ a0+ [ ot esot st (o4 [00n)| < Cllatoey ol
Q Q r

Thus
lwll(peayy < Cllwlly for all w € Z. (14)

Let us prove the reverse inequality. Let w = (¢°,91,0% 0') € Z, and let ¢° € H%(Q) be the solution to the
boundary value problem

0
—A¢’ =9 inQ,  ¢"=0 onT,, aai<ol+/w0n)-n on I
n r

Then z = (¢°,0,0,0" + [ ¢%n) € D(A) and
2 2

(22 w)z] = — /Q A0 +

01+/1/)0n
r

A

01+/w0n
r
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Since

(2, w)z]|
HZ”D(A)’

ol +/1/)0n
r

l¢'flv =1 and (@' 0")y, = [[¢']

lwll(pcayy >
it follows that

[19°] L2 () + < Cllwll(pcayy-

Let ¢! € V be such that

v
Setting z = (0, ¢',0,0), we have
|(z,w)z] 1
lwll(payy = 7=—— = |[¥" ||y -
OO Z Pl ~ IVl
Setting z = (0,0,0°,0), we have
|(z,w)z] 0
lwll(pay =2 57— =
PO 2 allpgy ~ 17
Collecting together these different estimates, we obtain
|lwlly < Cllwl(pcayy for all w € Z. (15)

The theorem follows from (14), (15), and the fact that Y is the closure of Z with respect to the norm || - ||y,
and (D(A))" is the closure of Z with respect to the norm || - [|(p(a)y - O

Remark 3.2. Due to Theorem 3.1, (S(t))ter is the strongly continuous group on Y generated by the opera-
tor (A%, 2).

Theorem 3.3. Let zp = (¢¥, ¢t, 5%, s1) € Z. The finite energy solution S(-)zo = (¢, ¢',s,s") to equation (1)
with u = 0 obeys the following estimate
s’+/¢)n
r C([0,T];R?)

< (1l + ']

Iellcqorizz@) + 19 leqo.ryvy + Isleqorire) +

v T |50| +

sl—i—/qbon
r

) o

15(-)z0lle(o,mv) < Cllzolly- O
Remark 3.4. We see that estimate (16) is better than the one obtained in (13).

Proof. The theorem is a direct consequence of the estimate

Remark 3.5. It is clear from the definition of the space Y that the combination s’ + fr ¢n is a well-defined

element of C([0,T];R?) for weak solutions of equation (1) with u = 0, given by the group (S(t)):er in the
space Y even though individual terms do not make sense. Further the Green formula (11) continues to hold
good for a weak solution (¢, s) of (3) and a finite energy solution (¢, o) of (10), if we accept to replace s*+ [, ¢°n

by &' where (¢°, ¢!, 5%, 51) = j(cZ)O, o', 5%, st), and the operator J is the one introduced in Section 5. This leads
to the alternate definition given below.

Definition 3.6. Let (¢°, ¢!, 5%, s') belong to Y and set u = 0. A pair (¢,s) € L>(0,T; L?(Q)) x L>(0,T;RR?)
is called a weak solution of equation (1) in the transposition sense if and only if

/Qf¢+/0 75 = (00 0) oy + WOy 4005 = (004 [wiom). a7)
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for all (f,g) € LY(0,T;L*(Q)) x L'(0,T;R?), where (¢°, ¢!,5°,5") = J(¢°, ¢!,5%, s'), and (¢, 0) is the finite
energy solution of equation (10).

We can easily check that if (¢%, ¢*, s°, s!) belongs to Y and u = 0, then equation (1) admits a unique solution
in the sense of definition 3.6. This existence and uniqueness result is a consequence of Theorems 5.1 and 2.1
applied to the finite energy solution (1, o) of equation (10), and we have
51+/¢0n>. (18)
r

However, there are difficulties in deducing estimates on ¢’ and s’ + [i. ¢n directly from (17). Let us explain why
in the following remark.

v 180+

16l o,mz2c) + Isllogo,mze) < C( 16°]] L2y + 1]

Remark 3.7. Because of the Green formula (11), it is clear that if (¢°, ¢!, 5%, s') belongs to Z and u = 0,
the solution (¢, s) of equation (1) in the sense of definition 3.6 is such that (¢, ¢',s,s’) = S(-)(¢%, ¢, s%, s!) =
( )(9%, ¢!, %, s1). Let now (¢°, ¢', s%, s') belong to Y, and let ((¢?, ¢4, 5%, s1.))x be a sequence in Z, converging
o (¢°,¢',s% s!) in Y. Let (¢x,sk) be the solution of equation (1) corresponding to (¢9,$,s%,s:) and to
= 0. From estimate (16) it follows that ((¢x, @}, Sk, s}, + [ #xn))x converges to jg(-)(qbo,qbl,so,sl) in
L2( )x V' xR? xR2. From estimate (18), it follows that the sequence ((¢y, s ))x converges to the solution (¢, s)
of equation (1) in the sense of definition 3.6. Setting (®,®’,s,8) = JS(-)(¢°, ¢!,5°,s1), we have (®,s) = (¢, s),
but we cannot deduce any estimate of ||¢}||c(o,71;v7) and ||s}, + [ éx 7l c(jo,r);r2) from the formulation (17).
Indeed, if we want to estimate ||¢'[|c(jo,7);v7) by the method used in [10, page 50-52], we have to consider
the finite energy solution (¢,c) of equation (10) with f = f] and f; € C}((0,T);V) and g = 0. But The-
orem 2.5 only provides an estimate of ||¢'|| ,1(0,7;02(q)) and not of |[¢|| Lo (0, 7;2(x)). This is the reason why
estimate (16) cannot be directly deduced from the formulation (17). The same difficulty occurs in estimating
Is"+ J- <Z)nHC( 0,7);k2)- On the other hand estimate (16) is a direct consequence of the continuity on Y of the

group (S(t))ier.
An alternate way to prove estimate (16) may be to consider the finite energy solution (¢, o) of

Y= A =0 n @,
=0 on Y.,
Ot =0 -n on X,
(19)
(1) = - and  ¢'(1)=0 n Q,
o' +o=—[U'n in (0,7),
o(t) =0, and  o/(1)=0 in R2?

and the variational equation

(s v ore (8004 [ 900 ) = = (@ 0/0) gy + 000). s +0(0):5 =50 (o'0)+ [ w(O0m).

(20)
where 7 is arbitrarily fixed in (0, 7], 1, € V, 0, € R? and (¢, ', s, s") is the finite energy solution of equation (1)
with w = 0. This method is used in [6] for another problem. As in [6], from (20) we can deduce that

’T+Aﬂﬂ

19" ()l +

|, < @05 Ny,
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where C'is a constant independent of 7. Next, taking the supremum with respect to 7, we recover estimate (16).
Thus we observe that, by this method, the continuity in C ([0, T]; V') is more complicated to prove than by directly
using the semigroup property in the present case.

4. INVERSE INEQUALITY

The main results of this section are the inverse inequalities stated in Theorems 4.4 and 4.5. Both inequalities
are stated for finite energy solutions even if the norm appearing in (24) is the norm of Y. Inequality (24) is
used in Theorem 5.2 for finite energy solutions. In Section 5, the operator A of the Hilbert Uniqueness Method
is first defined in Z and next extended to Y.

Consider the homogeneous problem:

y'—Ay=0 in Q,
y=0 on X,
any =r'-n on X,
(21)
y(0)=9" and ¥ (0) =y in Q,
" +r=—[yn in (0,7),
r(0)=r" and  7/(0) =11 in R2

Theorem 4.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all (y°,y',r°,rY) € Z, the finite energy solu-
tion (y,r) of equation (21) satisfies

1
2

' (Ol 22 + ly@)]lv + 7 (&) + |r(t)] < C(/Q(y’)2 _|_/0 r- r)

for all0 <t <T.
Proof. Let p be the function defined by

With integration by parts we have

and

T T
/(*Ay)py:/ pIVyIQ*/anypy:/ pIVyIQ*/T“npy:/ pIVy|2+/ p’r~/yn+/ pr~/y’n-
Q Q = Q b Q 0 r 0 r

On the other hand we have

T T T T T T
/ r”-pr—i—/ pr-rz—/ pr’-r’—/ p’r-r’—i—/ pr-rz—/ pr-/y’n.
0 0 0 0 0 0 r

Thus we have

T T T T
0:*/p’yy’f/p(y’)2+/p|Vyl2+/ p’r~/yn+/ pr’~7”+/ p’?“?”*/ pr-r.
Q Q Q 0 T 0 0 0
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Since p'p~1/? belongs to L>(0,T), we see that, for all € > 0, there exists a constant C'(¢) > 0 such that

‘/ r'yy’ SE/ py2+0(€)/(y')2,
Q Q Q
T T 2 T
‘/ p’r-/yn Ss/ p‘/yn —|—C’(€)/ r-T,
0 r 0 r 0
T T T
/ p'rr! gs/ pr'~r'+C(s)/ T,
0 0 0

We already know that y(t) € V for all ¢t € [0, T]. From the Poincaré inequality and a trace theorem it follows

that
T 2
/pIVyIQZ/\o</py2+/ p‘/yn >
Q Q 0 r

for some constant Ag > 0. Thus we can choose £ > 0 small enough to have

and

Ameom%m%am+|wum%+h«ﬂﬁ+hﬁnﬂdugc<[;yf4lATwr)

Since E(0) = E(t) = Hy’(t)H%z(Q) +ly@®)% + 7' (1)]? + |r(t)|?, the proof is complete. O

Theorem 4.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that the finite energy solution (y,r) of equation (21) satisfies
the following inverse inequality

T 2
R R R ey R el (A ARty
r Q 0

for all (y°,y, 7%, rY) € V x L2(Q) x R? x R2, where ( is the solution to the differential equation

@) =r(t) in (0,7), and ((0) = —r' — / y°n.
r
Proof. Consider the boundary value problem
Ax =y in Q, x €V, Ox=r1"n on T.
The solution y is equal to x1 + xo0, where X1 is the solution of
Axi =y in €, x1 €V, Opx1=0 on T,

and yg is the solution of

Axg=0 in €, X0 €V, Onxo=1""n on TI.
We can easily verify that
Ixallv = lly*llv,
and
Ixollv < Cilr).
Thus we have

Iy v = Calr®] < lIxllv- (22)
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Let us set
w(et) = [ vlamir @),
and define the function ¢ by
€O === [sn =

The pair (w, () obeys the system

w’' — Aw =10 in Q,
w =0 on g,
Opw=¢"-n on %,
(23)
w(0)=x and W' (0)=1y° in Q,
("+¢=—[ruw'n in (0,7),
¢0)=—r' = [ry’n  and  '(0)=r° in R

Applying Theorem 4.1 to (w, () we get

T B
Il + e + |+ [P al i< e( e [Tec)

With estimate (22), we finally have

rl—i—/yon
r

< Xl + [19° ] 20y +

Iy v + 1y°]l 220 + + ]

T 3
r1+/ry0n +(1+C1)|7"0|§C’</Qy2+/0 C'C) ;

and the proof is complete. O

We can now eliminate the term fOT r-r from the right hand side in Theorem 4.1.
Theorem 4.3. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for every y° € V, every y' € L*(Q), every r¥ € R?,
and every r* € R?, the finite energy solution (y,r) of equation (21) satisfies

||7"||Loo(0,T;1R2) < C'||3J/||L2(Q)'

Proof. We argue by contradiction. We suppose that there exist a sequence (y;, r;); of solutions of equation (21)
such that ||7|| e, m;r2) = 1 and lim;_ fQ(y;)2 = 0. Using the inverse inequality of Theorem 4.1 we can
suppose that there exist y and r such that

y; >y in L®(0,T;V), y; =0 in L™ (0,T;L%()), y; —0 in L*(0,T;L*()),

and

rj=r in L™ (0,T;R?), T =o' in L% (0,T;R?).
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By Arzela-Ascoli Theorem it follows that the sequence (r;); tends to r in C([0,T]; R?). Observe that y’ = 0.
On the other hand 9,y = r' - n. Thus

Therefore " =0 in (0,T).
Let o € C1([0,T]; R?) be such that o(0) = ¢(T") = 0. Multiplying by o the equation satisfied by r;, we have:

/OT(—r;a'+rja) :/OT a'/ryj .
/OT(—r'a'+m)=/F((/OTa') ny) ~0.

Passing to the limit, we obtain

Thus

" +r=0 in the sense of distributions in (0, 7).
Since 7" = 0, we have r = 0. This is clearly in contradiction with |[r;||z(o,r2) = 1 and (r;); tends to r
in C([0,T]; R?). O

Theorem 4.4. There exists a constant C > 0 such that the finite energy solution (y,r) of equation (21) satisfies
the following inverse inequality
rl 4+ / yon
r

Proof. We use the notation in the proof of Theorem 4.2. Applying Theorem 4.3 to the solution (w,() of
equation (23), we have

15° 120y + NIyl + 0] + <Cllyllez), — forall (y°y' 1% 0" € Z. (24)

||§||Loo(o,T;R2) < CHU/HL?(Q) = C”?JHL?(Q)-
The proof follows from the inverse inequality stated in Theorem 4.2. O

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that (y°,y',7°,71) € Z. The finite energy solution (y,r) of equation (21) satisfies the
following inverse inequality
15°1lv + Iyt 2y + 17 + 17 < Clly ll22)-

Proof. The result is a direct consequence of Theorems 4.1 and 4.3. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1
Set F'=L?(Q) x V' x R? x R? and F' = L?(Q) x V x R? x R2. Define the operator J from Z into F by

J(¢%, ", 8% s') = (¢07¢17SO,81 +/<Z>ON>-
r

Notice that ||J(z)||F = ||z]]y for all z € Z. By density and continuity, J can be uniquely extended to a bounded

linear operator J from Y to F such that ||J(z)||r = ||z||y for all z € Y.
Theorem 5.1. The operator J is an isomorphism from'Y to F.

Proof. First prove that the operator J is surjective from Y to F. Since Y is complete, J (Y) is closed in F'.
Therefore, it is sufficient to show that J(Y) or J(Z) is dense in F'. But J(Z) = Z, thus J is surjective. Since J
is an isometry, J is an isomorphism from Y to F. ([
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Theorem 5.2. Let P € L(Z;L?(2)) be defined by (¢°, ', 5%, ') — ¢°. The mapping

(z,w) —> /0 ' (PS(t)z, PS(t)w)LQ(Q)dt

defines an inner product on Z, denoted by (-, )y, whose norm is equivalent to || - ||y .

Proof. The proof follows from Theorems 3.3 and 4.4. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Consider the mapping from Z into F’ defined by

A 0Pt (<0000, -0 - [60n.00).

where (¢, 0) is the finite energy solution to the equation

V=AY =y in @,

Yv=0 on .,

oy =0"-n .on 3, (25)
Y(T)=0 and P'(T)=0 in Q,

o' +o=—[¢'n in (0,7),

o(T)=0 and o(T)=0 in R2

and (y,r) is the finite energy solution to equation (21) corresponding to (y°,y', 7%, 7). Let (¢°, ¢!, 5%, st) € Z
and denote by (¢, s) the solution to equation (1) with v = 0. Applying formula (11), we obtain

(At T (0t 08)), = [ e (26)
FI,F 0
From Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 it follows that

(At r) T (6000 ) = (Wyhrtrt) (600180 sY) )

< Oyt Dy (6% 0t s sy = OG0t )y (17 (6% 00 s s [ (27)
Thus A is continuous from (Z,| - lly) into F’. By density and continuity, A can be uniquely extended to a
bounded linear operator A from Y to F’. Equation (26) can be rewritten in the form

(TR yhrr) (%0t s%st) ) = (0 hrr) (%0t s%sY) ) (28)

Y'Y
for all (y°,y', 70, r1) € Y, and all (¢°, ¢',5°, s) € Y.
Equation (28) implies that J*A is an isomorphism from Y onto Y’. Since J* is an isomorphism from Y
onto F, it follows that A = (J*)~1(J*A) is an isomorphism from Y onto F”.
Let us start with (¢°, ¢*, s, s*) in Z. Notice that (—¢', ¢°, —s'— [ ¢n, s°) belongs to F'. Let (3°,y*,r%,r!) €
Y be the solution to the equation

K(yoaylaroarl) = <¢17¢0751 7/425077’; 50)'
r
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Denote by (y,7) the solution of equation (21) corresponding to (y°,y*,7°,7!), and by (¢, o) the solution to
equation (25) corresponding to y. From the definition of A it follows that

P0)=¢",  0)=¢', o(0)=5"  o(0)=s" (29)

Therefore if we take u = y the solution (¢, s) to equation (1) obeys ¢(T') = ¢'(T)) = 0 and s(T) = '(T") = 0.
Theorem 1.1 is proved. O

6. CONTROLLABILITY OF WEAK SOLUTIONS
The main result of the two following sections is a controllabity result for weak solutions stated below.

Theorem 6.1. For all (¢°,¢',s° s') € Y, there exists a control u € (H'(0,T;L?(Q)))" such that the weak
solution to equation (1) obeys

HT)=¢(T)=0 and s(T)=5(T)=0.

Throughout this section, we fix (y°,y',7°,7!) € Z and consider the corresponding finite energy solution (y,r)
satisfying (21). All estimates will be in terms of y.

To prove Theorem 6.1, we need to consider the system (31) wherein we take f = —d;[y’]. This new object
—dy[y'] is associated with y. To define it, we recall that (y,7) belongs to (C([0,T];V) N C*([0,T]; L3(2)) N
H2(0,T;V")) x CL([0,T); R?). Thus we can define —d,[y'] as an element of (H'(0,T; L?(2)))" by

—d ’,9> :/ (a, 6 (2, 1) daedlt, 30
< v (H'(0,T;L2(Q2)))",H(0,T;L2(2)) Q y(@, 08 (@ t)de (30)
for all § € H(0,T; L?(2)).
With the above definition, we consider the following system

Y — A= f in Q,

=0 on X,

o =0"-n on X,

" . G1)

Y(T)=0 and P'(T)=0 in Q,

o' +o=—[¢'n in (0,7),

o(T)=0 and o(T)=0 in R2

Since —d;[y’] does not belong to L(0,T; V'), equation (31) with f = —d,[y’] cannot be studied in the framework
of weak solutions introduced in section 3. We need another one which is provided in this section. The proof of
Theorem 6.1 which uses (31) is given in Section 7. We can define the solutions of (31) by the transposition method
(see Def. 6.8 below). By using the same method, we can prove that equation (31) admits a unique solution
(¢,0) in L°°(0,T; L3(Q)) x L*(0,T;R?) (Th. 6.9). This solution belongs to C([0,T]; L%(Q)) x C([0, T]; R?),
but ¢’ does not belong to C([0,T]; V') and consequently, at this stage, we are not able to state a Green formula.
But, as observed below, —d;[y'] can be identified with a vector valued measure belonging to L?(0,7;V’) +
M([0,T]; L*(Q2)) and this enables us to prove that 1’ belongs to L>(0,T; V') and ¢’ belongs to L>°(0,T;R?)
and that there exists a unique (%, 0% 6%) in L?(2) x V' x R? x R? which satisfies some Green formula
(see Th. 6.9). In the case where the solution (i, o) is regular, the quadruplet (/% %', 0% &%) is equal to

(¥(0),9'(0),(0),0"(0) + [ 1(0) n).
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To see that —d;[y’] is a vector valued measure, belonging to L2(0,7; V') + M([0,T]; L?()), we observe that

< - dt [y,]v 9>
(L2(0,T;V")+M([0,T];L2(2))),(L2(0,T5V)NC([0,T};L*(2)))

:/0 (=y"(1),0)vr vdt + ('(T), 0(T)) L2 () — (4 (0),0(0))L2(),  (32)

forall @ € (L?(0,T;V)NC([0, T]; L?(R2)). This definition for —d;[y’] is possible because —y” belongs to L2(0,T; V").
Since
T

| 0000w vt 0T o0y~ 000D 10 = [ GO D) e

for all 6 € (LQ(O,T; Vync(o,T]; LQ(Q))) N HY0,T;L*(Q)), it is clear that

~dily] € (L2075 V") + M((0, T} 13(92))) (HI(O,T;LQ(Q))>/.

Formula (32) means that —d:[y’] = —y" 4+ ¢ (T) ® o7 — 3'(0) ® dp and accordingly, we can decompose (31) into
two parts. Due to the definition of the space Y, the source term —y” € L?(0,T; V") can be directly handled
in the framework of weak solutions of Section 3. The measure (y'(T) ® ér — y'(0) ® &p) € M([0,T]; L3(2))
can be approximated by sequences in L(0,7T; L*(2)) and the required estimates for (1, ) can be obtained by
a passage to the limit (see the proof of Th. 6.7). After these preliminary remarks, let us now turn to formal
definitions and proofs.

Following the decomposition —d[y'] = —y” + p with p = ¢/ (T) ® d7 — 3'(0) ® do, we split the solution of (31)
into two parts:

(1/1;0) = (wl;o—l) + (1/12702)

where (11, 01) is the weak solution of (31) with the source term (—y”) and (12, 02) corresponds to the source
term p. Our first result is concerned with (¢, o1).

Definition 6.2. A function (¢,0) € L>(0,T; L?(Q2)) x L>=(0,T;R?) is a weak solution to equation (31) with

the source term f = —y” if
T T
[ous [Fav== [ .0 Ona
Q 0 0

for all w € L'(0,T; L%*(Q)), v € L'(0,T;R?), where (¢, s) is the finite energy solution to equation (3) corre-
sponding to (¢°, ¢!, s, s1) = 0.

Theorem 6.3. There is a unique weak solution to (81) with the source term f = —y" and it admits the following
estimates:

1911 oo 0,502 (02)) + 191 oo 0,75v7) + 01|l Lo 0,7:2) + |07 | Lo (0,7:2) < CllY le (0, 17:22(2))

|

Further, it enjoys the reqularity property

Ull +/Fw1nHLOO(O,T;]R2) S CHy’HC([O,T]’[@(Q))

<"¢)1,1/}/1,O'1,0'/1 +/F"L/)17l) € C([O,T],F) and <"¢)1,"¢)/1,0'1,0'/1) € C([O,T],F)
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Moreover the following formula holds

/Q?blu-i-/OTal 'UZ/Q?/</>I—(?/(T)@(T))Lz(n)
~(@ 10 saten + (0 O+ 57 (0)+ [0r(0n) = (s + [ ') -1(0), (39)

for all w € L*Y(0,T; L3(Q)), v € L'(0,T;R?), and (¢°, ¢*, s°,s') € Z, where (¢, s) is the finite energy solution
to equation (3). (In formula (33), (1/11(0),11)’1(0),01(0), (0’1(0) + Jr 1/11(0)77,)), is well defined in F because

(v1.94,01,01 + Jpvan) € C(0, T1: F).)

Proof. First of all, it is clear that the weak solution is unique if it exists. To prove the stated estimates, we
proceed in steps.
Step 1. Since y” € C([0,T];V’) (see Th. 3.1), a solution (¢)1,071) can be obtained via the evolution group
(§(t))t20 on the space Y.

To check that it is also a weak solution in the sense of the Definition 7.1, we consider a finite energy solution
(¢, 5) to the system (3) with (¢°, ¢!, 5%, s!) = 0. According to our remarks in Section 3, it is perfectly legal to
do integration by parts between (¢, s) and (¢1,01) and the corresponding Green formula can be written as

/lequ/OTgl v = _/OT<¢(t)7y”(t)>V,V’-

Thus the semigroup solution is also the solution in the sense of transposition stated in Definition 6.2. The right
hand side can be further integrated to yield

/QTPWJF /OT o1V = /Qéf)/y/ — (1), 0(T))L2()-

Step 2. To obtain the second set of estimates, using Theorem 2.1 we majorize the right hand side of the above
relation by

19/ | Lo=(0,7,2(2) (19 [ L1 0,7, £2(02)) + [l L= 0,73 22(0))) < ClY L= (07522 (0) ([l L1 (0,7, 22(0)) + [0l 22 (0,72))-

Since (u,v) are arbitrary, the stated estimate on (11, 01) follows.
Estimate on (¥, 0). We make the choice u = f] with f; € C.((0,T); V) and v = v} with v; € CL((0,T);R?).
Above relation then becomes

T
/Q oSl + /O o1 = /Q Y& — (5 (), o(T)) L2y,

This time around, using Theorem 2.5, we majorize the right side by

Clly' o0, 122 ) (I frll L1 o,m5v) + lvallLigo,rir2))-

Since (f1,v1) are arbitrary, we obtain the required estimate on (¢, 071).

Step 3. The method presented in the above step seems to be inadequate to prove the last inequality. We
present now a different argument to achieve this.

We consider a finite energy solution (¢,s) to (3) with u = 0, v = 0, ¢° = ¢! = 0, s = 0 but s* € R?
arbitrary.
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Fixing tg such that 0 <ty < T, the new idea consists of introducing

(¢t07 Sto)(T) = (¢7 5)(7' —tp) for to <7 <T.

Since (¢, s) is a solution to (3) on [0, 7] x Q, it is clear that (¢, s¢,) satisfies (3) on [tg, T'] x 2. Integration by
parts between (¢1,01) and (¢4, st,) gives

T

Y- (0'1 (to) +/F¢1 (to)n) = —/quﬂo + (Y (T), ¢ty (T)).

to
The right side can be estimated by
19/l 2o (to.7s220) {100 |1 0.7322(0) + 0l e 0,722 () }

<N oo, me200)) U 21 0m:2200)) + [0l 0,7;22(0))
< C|50|||y/HLoe(t0,T;Lz(Q)), by Theorem 2.1.

It follows then that

< Clly' llLo(to,7522(22))-

o1 (to) +/F¢1(to)n

Since to is arbitrary, the proof of the estimate is complete.

Step 4. Since y € C([0,T]; L3(Q)) N H2(0,T; V"), there exists a sequence (yx)r C C([0,7T]; L2(Q2)) N
H2(0,T; L*(Q)) converging to y in C1([0,T]; L%(Q)). Let (vx,0k) be the solution to (31) with the source

term f = —y;/. Due to the estimates proved in steps 2 and 3, (wkﬂ%v ok, 05 + Jr wkn)k and (Yx, Vr,, 0k, 0% )k

are Cauchy sequences in C([0,T]; F'), respectively converging to (wl, Y1,01,01+ [ w1n> and to (Y1, 9], 01,07%)
in C([0, T); F). Thus (1/)1,1/)’1,01,0’1 + [ 1/)177,) and (1,1, 01, 0") belong to C([0,T]; F).

Step 5. We have already seen in Section 3 that the Green formula is valid between the finite energy solution
(¢, s) and the weak solution (1, 0): see the remark at the end of Section 3. O

Remark 6.4. Since (¢1, 91,01, 07) belongs to C([0,T]; F), then ¢ € C([0,T]; V).

Remark 6.5. From the estimates provided by the above theorem, it follows that the individual terms
oy € L*°(0,T;R?*)  and / Yin € L=(0,T;R?)
r

are in the space L°°(0,T;R?). This is an additional regularity property for weak solutions (¢1, o1) of (31) which
has a non-zero source term but has zero initial data. If the initial data is non-zero, as remarked in Section 4,
the above individual terms are not well-defined in general but only their sum is.

To define solutions to equation (31) by the transposition method with the source term f = ¢/(T) ® dr —
y'(0) ® dp, we cannot use test functions (¢, s) for which (¢(0), ¢'(0), s(0),s'(0)) = 0 because in that case the
weak solution is only defined in the time interval (0, 7] and the source term 3'(0) ® dy is not taken into account
in this interval. To take into account this source term in a weak formulation satisfied by a pair (¢, 0) we have
to give a meaning to ¢’(0).

Definition 6.6. A function (¢, ) € L>(0,T; L3(Q)) x L>(0,T;RR?) is a weak solution to equation (31) with
the source term f = y'(T) ® o7 — 3'(0) ® &g if ¥’, the vector-valued distributional derivative of ¢ in (0,7T),
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belongs to L>(0,T; V') and may be identified with a function in BV ([0, T]; V') and if

/ Yu +/ o-v= ' (T),dT))r20) — (4 (0),0°) L2(0) + (% ¢ (0))v,v7,
Q 0

for all uw € LY(0,T; L?(2)), v € LY(0,T;R?), ¢° € V, (¢',5°,s1) = 0, where (¢, s) is the finite energy solution
to equation (3).

For the definition of the space BV ([0,T]; V') we refer to [2] or to [12].
Theorem 6.7. Consider the system (31) with the source term f = y'(T) ® ér —y'(0) ® do. Then there exists a

unique weak solution (9, 09) satisfying

2l oo 0,75y + 15l Lo 0.1 22(0)) + o2l L0, mr2) + o]l L0, 1r2) < CllY || L0, 1522(52))-

Moreover 1y € C([0,T]; Vi), 02 € CH([0,T]; R?) and the following formula holds

/Q?/&u +/O o2 v =y (T),0(T))r2(0) — (1'(0),0(0)) 22y + (8%, ¥5(0))v, v
(Ot a0)) gy + 50 (agm) n / wxom) - < n / ¢0n) L02(0), (34)

for allu € LY(0,T; L*(Q)), v € L'(0,T;R?), and (¢°, ¢*, s°, s') € Z, where (¢, s) is the finite energy solution to
equation (3). The space V,, denotes the space V endowed with its weak topology, and C([0,T]; V) is the space
of continuous functions from [0,T] into V.

Proof. The uniqueness is obvious. To prove the existence we proceed by approximation. Let (1) be a sequence
in L1(0,7; L?(2)) converging to 3/ (T) ® ér — y'(0) ® dp for the weak-star topology of M([0,T]; L?(R)), and
satisfying

ekl o,msz2@)) < 1Y (D)l + 116/ (0) ] 22(0y)-
Let (v, 0x) be the finite energy solution of the equation

Y’ — AY = in Q,

=0 on X,

oy =0"-n .on 3, (35)
Y(T)=0 and P'(T)=0 in Q,

o' +o=—[¢'n in (0,7),

o(T)=0 and o(T)=0 in R2

From Theorem 3.1, we have the estimate

(ks Y, o, o3 )l o,11:2) < Clliwell L o,ms20)) < Clly' |l e 0,7:02(0)-

Furthermore, integration by parts between (¢, s) and (¢, o) yields

T
/ Uy, +/ v o :/ pid — (6", (0) L2y + (6%, ¥i(0)) v v
Q 0 Q

+ Y- (ag(o) +/ka(0)n) - (31 +/F¢On) - 01(0).
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For a subsequence, we have
(wkn w;w Ok, U;g) - (¢2; 7%, g2, 0-12) in LOO(O7 T7 Z) Weak *,
(¥1(0), 95,(0), 01,(0), 07,(0)) = (¥3, 43,05, 03) in Z weak.

Furthermore, the boundary quantities admit stronger estimates:

(49,13, 09,03)lz < lim inf [[(%(0), 47,(0), 0% (0), 01(0), 71,(0)) | z
< Clly' L= (0,1:L2(02))-

Since ¢ € L>(0,7;V) and ¢’ € L*°(0,T; L*(2)), it follows first that 1 € C([0,T]; L*(2)), and next that 1 €
C([0,T); Vi) (we can apply [7], Chap. 18, Lem. 5.6). A similar argument applied to o yields o € C([0,T7]; R?).
Next using the equation satisfied by o and the facts that ¢ € C([0,T];V,) and o € C([0,T];R?), we ob-
tain o € C([0,T];R?). Observe that [.¢(-)n € C([0,T];R?). Thus we have (¢9,09,03,03 + [p¢in) =
(42(0), 02(0), 75 (0), 05(0) + f >(0) n). Since

| (W, Yy ons 03 Lo, 11:2) < CY Nl oo 0,7522(02)) »

using the equation satisfied by 1y, we prove that

Il v o0,11v) < ClY Nl oo (0,7502(02)) -
Thus ¢4 € BV ([0,T]; V'), and
¥1(0) = 13(0) weakly in V7,
(see [2], Th. 3.5 or [12], Prop 16.1). Therefore 15(0) = 3.
We obtain (34) by passing to the limit in the Green formula satisfied by (¢, o). O

Combining Definitions 6.2 and 6.6, we state the following

Definition 6.8. A function (¥, o) € L®°(0,T; L*(2)) x L*°(0, T; R?) is a weak solution to equation (31) with the
source term f = —d;[y’] if ¥’, the vector-valued distributional derivative of ¢ in (0,T), belongs to L*°(0,T;V")
and may be identified with a function in C([0,T]; V') + BV ([0,T]; V') and if

/Qwu‘f‘/OTU'U:/Qy/¢/+<¢ovwl(0)>v,\/w

for all uw € L1(0,T; L?(2)), v € LY(0,T;R?), ¢° € V, (¢',5°,s1) = 0, where (¢, s) is the finite energy solution
to equation (3).

Theorem 6.9. The equation (31) with f = —d;[y’] admits a unique weak solution (1,) in L°°(0,T; L*(Q2)) x
L*°(0,T;R?) in the sense of definition 6.8 and it satisfies the estimate

|90l Lo o,7522(0)) + 19 o< 0,750y F ol e 0, 0m2) + 10" Lo 0,75r2) < CllY' || Lo (0,7 L2(2)) -

There exists a unique (0,1, 0% 1) in L2(Q2) x V' x R? x R? such that

r 1 0 0 1 0 ~1 1 0 0
/Qwu+/0 a~v/@y¢ (61 gy + (6" 0y 56 <s +/F¢n)-a, (36)

for all w € L*(0,T; L3(Q)), v € L'(0,T;R?), and (¢°, ¢*, s°,s') € Z, where (¢, s) is the finite energy solution
to equation (3). Moreover the following estimate holds

19°0 2y + 1471

vt |00‘ + |51| < Cly' | Lo (0,102 (0))-
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Proof. The uniqueness of a weak solution is obvious. The existence of a solution and its estimate follow from
Theorems 6.3 and 6.7.

The uniqueness of (¢°, 91, 0%,51) € L2(2) x V' x R? x R? obeying (36) follows from the fact that the mapping
(92, 9",5%,s1) = (8", 91, 8", s* + [ ¢"n) is an isomorphism from Z into itself.

Following the decomposition (1,0) = (11, 01) + (12, 02), the problem of existence of (¢°,9!,0°,5") can be
reduced to two problems: one involving (41, 01) and another one for (12, 02). These two problems are already
studied in the previous two theorems. O

Remark 6.10. We cannot prove that

19| Lo 0.03v7) < CllY'llL2(0,1:02(9))5

because, in Theorem 2.5, we were not able to establish the estimate

'l 22075222 < CllfillLro,riv)-

So far, we have been dealing with weak solutions of (31) where we have zero end conditions at time T. Quite
obviously, we can do the same thing with weak solutions of (1) with zero initial conditions at time t = 0.
Thus in the case when u = —d;[y'], and when (¢°, ¢',s", s') = 0 we can define the solution to equation (1)
by transposition, in a similar way (with obvious modifications) as in Definition 6.2. Therefore, combining the
results of Section 3 and of the present section, we can assert that if u = —d;[y/] and if (¢°, ¢!, s, s!) € Y,
equation (1) admits a unique weak solution (¢, s) € L>(0,T; L?(Q2)) x L>(0,T;R?).

Theorem 6.11. Let (,0) € L°(0,T; L%(Q)) x L>(0,T;R?) be the unique solution of equation (31), and let
(0,941,060, 61) € F be defined by the formula (36). Then (¢, ) € L>=(0,T; L*(Q)) x L>=(0, T; R?) is the unique
weak solution of equation (1) corresponding to u = —di[y’] and to (¢°, ¢*, s0,s') = (J)"1(¥°, 4!, 00, 51).
Proof. We use the notation in the proof of Theorem 6.7. We can easily verify that the solution (y,oy)
of equation (35) is also the solution (¢, sx) of equation (1) corresponding to u = py and to (¢, ¢!, s, s!) =

(¢¥1(0),41.(0), 0%(0), 07,(0)). By definition of J, we Thave (¢(0),9}(0),0%(0),0%(0)) =
(J) " (x(0),1,(0), 01 (0), 07, (0) + 1 1 (0)n). Therefore the theorem is obtained by passing to the limit when
k — oo. d

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 6.1
Step 1. We define the operator A from Z into 2’ by
K(yoa yla TO; Tl) = ( - 1/)1, woa 75’17 00)7

where (1, 0) is the weak solution to equation (31), (¥°,%',0°%,6%) € L2(Q) x V' x R? x R? is associated with
(v, 0) by the formula (36), and (y,r) is the finite energy solution of equation (21). We define the isomorphism
J from Z onto Z by

T(¢0, 61, 50,51 = <¢0,¢1,s0,sl+/¢0n>.
I

From the definition of A and formula (36) it follows that

<K (yo,y1,7,0,7,1) ,j(¢07¢1780,51) > _ / v
Q

ANA

Due to Theorems 2.1 and 4.5, the mapping

<<y07y177ﬂ07r1) , ((;30,(;31,50,51)) - /Qy/(’b/
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defines an inner product on Z whose norm is equivalent to the original norm in Z. This observation and the
above identity implies that J*A is an isomorphism from Z onto Z’. Since J* is an isomorphism from Z’ onto Z’,
we deduce that A is an isomorphism from Z onto Z’.

Step 2. Let us now start with (¢°, ¢!, s%,s') in Y. Let us set (¢°, ¢!, %, 5') = J(¢°, ¢!, 59, s!), where J is
the operator defined in Theorem 5.1 and observe that (—¢!, ¢°, —3%, s°) belongs to Z’. Let (y°,yt, 7%, r}) € Z
be the solution to the equation

K (yo,yl,ro,rl) _ (7¢1’¢0’ 751,50) )
If (y,r) is the finite energy solution to equation (21) corresponding to (y°,y',7%,71) and (¢, o) is the weak
solution to (31), then from the definition of A it follows that

(,(/}0,1/}170_0’5_1) = j(¢07¢1780a 51) .

Therefore if we set u = —dy[y'], and (¢°, ¢!, s, s') = (J)~1 (¥, 4,60, 61), due to Theorem 6.11 the solution
(¢, s) to equation (1) obeys ¢(T) = ¢'(T) = 0 and s(T') = s'(T) = 0, and Theorem 6.1 is proved.

Acknowledgements. The authors thank an anonymous referee for helpful questions and comments on a preliminary version
of this paper.

REFERENCES

[1] G. Avalos, I. Lasiecka, Exact controllability of structural acoustic interactions. J. Math. Pures Appl. 82 (2003) 1047-1073.

[2] V. Barbu, T. Precupanu, Convezity and Optimization in Banach Spaces, 2nd ed., D. Reidel, Dordrecht (1986).

[3] A. Bensoussan, G. Da Prato, M.C. Delfour and S.K. Mitter, Representation and Control of Infinite Dimensional Systems.
Birkh&user, Boston 1 (1992).

[4] C. Conca, J. Planchard, B. Thomas and M. Vanninathan, Problémes mathématiques en couplage fluide-structure. Eyrolles,
Paris (1994).

[5] C. Conca, J. Planchard and M. Vanninathan, Fluids and periodic structures. Masson and J. Wiley, Paris (1995).

[6] L. Cot, J.-P. Raymond and J. Vancostenoble, Ezact controllability of an aeroacoustic model. In preparation.

[7] R. Dautray and J.-L. Lions, Analyse Mathématique et Calcul Scientifique. Masson, Paris (1987).

[8] P. Destuynder and E. Gout d’Henin, Existence and uniqueness of a solution to an aeroacoustic model. Chin. Ann. Math. 23B
(2002) 11-24.

[9] E. Gout d’'Henin, Ondes de Stoneley en interaction fluide-structure. Ph.D. Thesis, Université de Poitiers (2002).
[10] J.-L. Lions, Controlabilité exacte, perturbations et stabilisation de systémes distribués. Masson, Paris (1988).
[11] S. Micu and E. Zuazua, Boundary controllability of a linear hybrid system arising in the control of noise. SIAM J. Control
Optim. 35 (1997) 531-555.

[12] J.J. Moreau, Bounded variation in time, in Topics in Nonsmooth Mechanics, J.J. Moreau, P.D. Panagiotopoulos, G. Strang

Eds. Birkhduser, Boston (1988) 1-74.



