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Abstract

This paper is devoted to the theoretical and numerical analysis of the null con-
trollability of a coupled ODE-heat system internally and at the boundary with
Neumann boundary control. First, we establish the null controllability of the
ODE-heat with distributed control using Carleman estimates. Then, we conclude
by the strategy of space domain extension. Finally, we illustrate the analysis with
some numerical experiments.
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1 Introduction and main results.

Coupled ODE-heat systems are powerful tools for modeling complex phenomena where
diffusion processes and local dynamics interact. They have applications in many fields,
from thermal engineering to environmental and biomedical sciences. For example, the
heat equation can model the behavior of a thermal sensor, and the aim may be to
study the stabilization or controllability of a dimensional system by introducing sensor
dynamics, see [1, chapter 15].

In this paper, we consider a situation where an ODE-heat system with coupled
boundary and internal terms is to be controlled by a Neumann boundary control,
we are interested in the null controllability as well as the numerical aspect of the
theoretical results found of the following system:

Yt — Yoo + a(z, )y + 0(xz,t)2(t) =0 in Qy,

2'(t) + e(t)z(t) — Ky2(0,8) =0 in (0, )7
y(0,1) = pz(t) in (0,

Ya (€, 1) = u(?) in (0, )7

y(-,0) =yo in (0,

2(0) = 2o,

where T' > 0 is a finite time, ¢ > 0 a fixed spatial end, @, := (0,¢) x (0,T). Here
z(t) € R is the state of ODE and y(x,t) € R is the state of a heat equation which are
coupled both internally by the heat flux —ky,.(0,¢) and by the potential b(x,t) and
at the boundary via the coefficient u. The function u € L?(0,T) acts as a boundary
control and is used to drive the state (y, z) to (0,0) at time T from the initial state
(Y0, 20)- In the sequel, we will make the following assumptions.

e The potentials are bounded:
a,be L*(Qy) and ce€ L*>(0,T). (2)
® i,k € R are real such that
uk > 0. (3)

The term pux appears as the coefficient of the heat flux at the boundary point in the
new system, by making the change of state

(y,2) = (Y, Z) = (y, p2). (4)

The case puk < 0 represents a dissipative interaction, whereas ux = 0 is the non-
interactive case. However, when ux > 0 we are in the presence of a reactive interaction.
We will analyze system (1) in case of a reactive interaction without making change
(4). Then We look at the controllability properties of system (1), which will be the
main topic of our paper. Our main finding is as follows.

Theorem 1. Assume that assumptions (2) and (3) are satisfied. Then, for any T >
0, the system (1) is null controllable in time T. More precisely, for any (yo, 20) €



HY0,4) x R with the compatibility condition yo(0) = pzo, there exists a control u €
HY*(0,T) such that the associated state (y,z) of (1) satisfies:

y(vT)=0in(0,) and =2(T)=0. (5)

Remark 1. Note that if K = 0 (non-interactive case), then the ODE on z is decoupled
from the first equation of (1). Consequently, for any initial data (yo, z0) € L*(0,¢) x R
such that zg # 0, we have z(T) # 0 by Cauchy Lipschitz theorem. Roughly speaking,
in the case Kk # 0, y can be driven to 0 by the control u and z can be driven to 0 by
the coupling term Ky, (0,t).

The problem of null controllability of the heat equation with Dirichlet conditions
in the one-dimensional case was first proved by the method of moments by Hector
Fattorini and David Russell, see [2] and [3]. After this method of Hector Fattorini and
David Russell, the problem is solved independently by Gilles Lebeau, Luc Robbiano
(see [4] and [5]) and Andrei Fursikov, Oleg Imanuvilov (see [6]) with Carleman-type
estimates. Lebeau and Robbiano’s approach consists in proving elliptic Carleman esti-
mates. A spectral inequality can be deduced, i.e. a high-frequency control result. A
method commonly referred to today as the Lebeau-Robbiano method then allows us
to go from this high-frequency control result to null controllability results. We refer to
[5] for details and to [7, 8] for generalizations. The one-dimensional case was recently
shown again using a backstepping approach by Jean-Michel Coron and Hoai-Minh
Nguyen, see [9].

Null controllability for parabolic equations with different boundary condition sce-
narios has been widely studied in recent years [6, 10-13] and for coupled PDE-PDE
systems with dynamic boundary conditions, which deserve to be studied for their con-
trollability and will eventually be addressed in a forthcoming paper, we cite [14] and
the references therein. The classical method for considering null controllability is the
approach of Fursikov and Imanuvilov, which consists in establishing parabolic Carle-
man estimates. An observability inequality can be deduced and the latter is equivalent
to null controllability. However, for boundary control of coupled parabolic equations, it
is not an easy task for obtaining the Carleman estimates. In this context, the method
of moments and the backstepping approach have been used to overcome these dif-
ficulties, as in [15] for parabolic coupled equations and [16] for ODE-heat coupled
equations. For more details on the controllability of linear coupled parabolic systems,
see the survey report [17] and the references therein.

For system (1), we have used Fursikov and Imanuvilov’s approach to a distributed
control problem, and via the spatial domain extension strategy, we will derive control-
lability results for (1). Hence, to prove the null controllability of (1), we reformulate
the boundary null controllability of (1) as null controllability with distributed controls
by extending the domain (0, £) into (0, L) with control acts in a region of (¢, L):

Yt — Yoo +a(x, t)y + b(z,t)2(t) = Lyv in Qp,
2'(t) + e(t)z(t) — £y (0,£) =0 in (0,7),
y(0,) = pz(t) in (0,7),
yz(L, t) =0 in (O,T), (6)
y(-,0) =yo in (0, L),
2(0) = zo,

where L > £ is a fixed spatial end, w C (¢, L) is a nonempty open subset, 1,, is the
characteristic function of w. First, we examine the null controllability of (6), then we
obtain the following main result.

Theorem 2. Assume that assumption (3) is satisfied. Then, for any L > 0, T > 0,
any a,b € L*®(Qr), ¢ € L*(0,T), and any w C (0,L) nonempty open subset, the
system (6) is null controllable in time T. More precisely, for any (yo, z0) € L?(0, L) xR,
there exists a control v € L?(wr), where wr := wx (0, T) such that the associated state

(y,z) of (6) satisfies :

y(vT)=0in(0,L) and =z(T)=0.



Moreover

L
[ wkaste<c ([ wlar+ 1w @
wT 0
for some C > 0.

For that, we will adopt Hilbert uniqueness method, we refer to [18]. Consequently,
we will show the following observability inequality which is equivalent to the null
controllability of (6): 3C > 0, V(er, pr) € L*(0,L) x R

L
/’wwmﬁm+mmﬁsc/|ﬂ%ma
0 wT

where (i, p) is the solution of the following dual homogeneous backward problem of
(6) with respect to the inner product defined below in (9)

=t — $azx +a(z,t)p =0 in Qr,

—p () + c(t)p(t) — kp(0,t) + ,ulli/o b(z,t)p(xz,t)de =0 in (0,7T),

©(0,t) = up(t) in (0,7), (8)
vz (L, t) =0 in (0,7),

o(,T) = or in (0, L),

p(T) = pr.

This form of the system (8) is explained in Remark 2. The classic method for obtain-
ing the observability inequality is to use a Carleman estimate. To our knowledge, a
Carleman estimate for such a system has not been carried out in the literature. As
a result, a new Carleman estimate has been proved, see Proposition 6. The difficulty
in this case is due to the nonlocality in space, and the boundary and internal cou-
plings. Second, to obtain the controllability results of (1), we apply the spatial domain
extension strategy as explained above.

Structure of this paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
introduce the functional framework and the well-posedness of System (6). In Section
3 we prove our Carleman estimate (Proposition 6) and the main results of this paper
(Theorems 1 and 2). Section 4 is devoted to numerical illustrations of the theoretical
results found. Appendix A is devoted to the proof of a few technical lemmas while
Appendix B is devoted to the proof of a duality relation.

2 Semigroup generation and well-posedness

2.1 General setting

Let us first introduce some basic notation. Let s > 0 be strictly positive real and I an
interval of R, L?(I), L°(I) and H*(I) are the usual spaces of Lebesgue and Sobolev
for functions mapping from I to R. We write || - |[z2(s), || - [[zee(r) and || - ||gs(r) to
denote the standard norms on these spaces. We also denote by D(I) the space of
test functions on the interval I. For any Banach space X, the Bochner spaces of the
functions mapping from I to X are denoted by L?(I; X),L>°(I;X) and H*(I; X),
and the space C(I;X) denotes the set of continuous functions mapping from I to
X. The spaces L?(0,T, L*(I)) and L>(0,T, L>°(I)) can be identified, respectively, by
L*(I x (0,T)) and L>(I x (0,T)). The natural state space for our analysis is

H(I) := L*(I;dx) x R,



where dz denotes the Lebesgue measure on I. This is a Hilbert space equipped with
the following inner product

(@), 2By = [ w@ola)de+ Bap. o) eB) M. )

This choice of inner product (9) on H(I) has enabled us to symmetrize the main
operator of our system. The Sobolev-type spaces compatible with our situation are
defined by

HY(I) == {(y,) € H*(I) x R: y(0) = pa}, s>1,

equipped with the following inner product, is a Hilbert space
H s
<(yaa)a((paﬁ)>7-[8(] = <y’S0>HS(I)+_aﬁa (yaa)a (Soaﬁ) EH (I)

— Z/ (J) d.%'—f— aﬁ,

where s € N*, and for all (y,a) € #*(I), we denote by ¢/,---,y®) the derivatives of
y in the distribution sense. For any 17" > 0 strictly positive real, we also introduce the
following energy space

E(I) := HY(0,T;H(I)) N L*(0,T; H3(I)),

equipped with the following inner product, is a Hilbert space

T
<(ya Ot), (507 ﬂ»g([) = / [ycp + Yot + Yoo + yzzQOII] dl‘dt+% / [O‘ﬂ + O/ﬂ/] dt,
0

Ix(0,T)

where, for all (y, «) € £(I), we denote by y:, ¥, and y,, the first and second derivatives
of y and o’ the first derivative with respect to ¢t of « in the sense of distributions. We
denote by (H'(I))" and (H'(I))’ the dual spaces of H(I) and H*(I), respectively, and

I):={(y,a) € L*(0,T; H'(I)): (ye, ') € L* (0, T (H'(I))") } .
We recall the usual continuous embedding
W(I) — C([0,T); H(I)).
Notation. In case I = (0,L) for some L > 0, unless otherwise specified, Qr,

H(0,L),H*(0,L),E(0,L) and W(0, L) will be simply denoted by Q,H,H* E and W
respectively.

2.2 Well-posedness and regularity of the solution

In this section, we study the well-posedness and regularity of the following inhomogen-
uous system

Yt — Yzz + a(x, t)y + b(SC, t)Z(t) =f inQ@,
2'(t) + c(t)2(t) — ky2(0,1) = g in (0,7),
y(0,t) = pz(t) in (0,7,
Y. (L, t) =0 in (0,7, (10)
y(-.0) =yo in (0, L),
2(0) = 2o,



where a,b € L*®(Q),c € L*(0,T),u,x € R such that ux > 0, L > 0 and (f,g) €

L?(0,T;H). The system (10) can be written as an abstract Cauchy problem as follows

U't)=(A+Bt)U@Et)+F(Et) 0<t<T, 1)
U(0) = Uy,

where U(t) = (y(-,1),2(¢)), Up = (yo,20), F(t) = (f(-,t),g(t)) and the linear
operators
A:D(A)CH—H and Bt):H—H

given by

- dTZZ 0 _ (—a(t) 20,0y —b(t)Ir
A= (’iéh_o 0) and B(t) = ( 0 eI )

where I12(g,z) and Ig are the identity operators, and the domains
D(A) ={(y,0) eH* : y/(L)=0} and D(B(t)) =H.

Now we introduce the bilinear form given by

L
a((y,a), (v, B)) :=/O Yy (x)¢' (x)dx

on the domain D(a) = H!.

In order to state the well-posedness of (10), we need some technical lemmas.
Although based on elementary facts, the proofs of these lemmas are reported in the
Appendix A. The first of these lemmas is the following:

Lemma 1. For allt € (0,T), the operator B(t) is uniformly bounded and its adjoint
is given by

(B(£))" (¢, P) = (a(',t)%g/o b(z, t)p(x)de — C(Uﬂ) V(p,B) € H.

The second auxiliary lemma is an important ingredient in the proof that A
generates an analytic semigroup on H.
Lemma 2. The form a is densely defined, closed symmetric and positive.

We are now in a position to prove that A is self-adjoint and generates an analytic
semigroup on H.
Proposition 3. The operator A is densely defined, self-adjoint and generates an ana-
lytic Cy-semigroup (etA)tZO on H. Furthermore, we have the following interpolation
result.

[H, D(A)]1/2,2 =M.
Proof. According to Lemma 2 and the second representation Theorem of [19, Theorem
2.23], the form a induces a positive self-adjoint sectorial operator A on H which is

given as follows. A couple (y, a) € H' belongs to D(A) if and only if there is (f,c) € H
such that

a((y,a), (0. 8) =((f:0), (0, B))g» Yo, B) € H (12)

In this case A(y, o) = (f,¢). Furthermore, we have

D(AY?) = D(a). (13)



To conclude, we show that A = —A. Let (y,a) € D(A) and choosing 8 = 0 in (12),
we obtain

(Aywwwwx=ﬁfwquwaeMQm.

Consequently y” € L?(0, L) and —y” = f in L?(0, L). We return to (12), by integration
by parts and substituting the latter identity, we obtain

v (We(1) — uy (0)8 = Zep (g, 5) € M.

This identity holds if and only if, '(1) = 0 and —#3'(0) = c. In consequence, D(A) C
D(A) and A = —A. The other inclusion is by simple integration by parts. Hence,
—A = A and so A is self-adjoint and generates an analytic Cy-semigroup on H. Finally,

Theorem 4.36 of [20] yields D(AY?) = [H D(A)} ) which, combined with (13) and
1/2,2
A = —A, shows the interpolation result in question. (|

Remark 2. Since A is self-adjoint, the homogeneous adjoint equation of (11) is given
by
~U'(t) = (A+ (B(t))U(t), 0<t<T,
U(T) =Ur.

Consequently, the properties of A and (B(t))*, justify the form of the system (8).

We are now focusing on addressing the following solution categories for (6).
Definition 1 (Weak solution). Let (yo,z20) € H and (f,g) € L*(0,T;H). A weak
solution of (6) is a couple of functions (y,z) € W such that

T
/ <yt,50>(H1(0,L))f,H1(0,L)dt+/nysﬁzdxdtJr/
0

aygadzdt+/ bzedxdt
Q Q

T T T
+ur / 2 pdt + pk~! / czpdt = / fedadt + puk=?t / gpdt
0 0 Q 0

for all (¢, p) € W with ¢(-,T) = p(T') = 0.

We prove using [21, Theorem 1.1, p. 37] the following existence results.
Proposition 4. Let (yo,2z0) € H and (f,g) € L*(0,T;H). The system (6) has a
unique weak solution (y,z) € W. Moreover, we have the estimate

2 2 2
omax (s t), 27 + 11y ) 720,030 + 1@es 2T 20,7530

< € (I1wo- 20) B + 11 (. 920,790

for some positive constant C.
Definition 2 (Strong solution). Let (yo,20) € H and (f,g) € L?>(0,T;H). A strong
solution of (6) is a function (y,z) € & fulfilling (6) in L?(0,T;H).

The following existence and uniqueness result is derived from [22, Theorem 3.1].
Proposition 5. Let (yo,20) € H! and (f,g) € L*(0,T;H). The system (6) has a
unique strong solution (y, z) € £. Moreover, we have the estimate

I 2)12 < © (110, 20) 1 + (£ 9) 200,70

for some positive constant C.

Remark 3. [t should be noted that we have not proved the existence and uniqueness of
the system (1), nor the admissibility properties, as we have examined the intermediate
system (6) which allowed us to guarantee the existence and uniqueness of the system
(1). Similar results can be established for the strong and weak solutions of the adjoint



system (8). Furthermore, the duality relation between systems (6) and (8) is given by

/ vedzdt = ((y(-,T),2(T)), (¢r: p1))3 — (Yo, 20), (¢(+,0), p(0))) 5, (14)

T

for all weak solutions (y,z) and (@, p) of (6) and (8) respectively. This relation will
be shown in Appendix B.

3 Carleman estimate and proof of main results

3.1 Carleman estimate

In order to study the observability of (8), we will establish a new Carleman estimate.
First, let us recall the definitions of several classical weights, frequently used in this
context.

Let w’ CC w be a nonempty open set and consider the following positive weight
functions «, &, £ and é which depend on L and w

o2Am _ A(meAn(a))
HT —t)

Almtn()

E(z,t) = m V(z,t) € Q,

a(t) == max a(z,t) = a(0,t) = (L, ) vt € (0,T),
z€[0,L]

alx,t) = V(z,t) € Q,

£(t) == min {(x,t) =£(0,t) = (L, 1) vt e (0,7).
z€[0,L]

Here, m > 1 and A > 1 is a sufficiently large positive constant (to be chosen later),
and n = n(z) is a function in C?([0, L]) satisfying

> 01in (0, L), 0) =n(L)=0, inf '>0 and maxn=1. 15
n (0,L), n(0)=mn(L) (O,L)\w,lnl ) (15)

The existence of such function 7 satisfying (15) is proved in [6]. For the sake of brevity,
the Lebesgue integration elements dz and dt¢ will be omitted in Carleman’s estimate,
as will his proof. A global Carleman estimate holds for the solutions to a simplified
version of (8) with term sources:

_@t_@m:f in Q,

- pl(t) - ’1%(070 =g in (Oa T)a

©(0,1) = pp(t) in (0,7,

0 (L,t) =0 in (0,7, (16)
o(T) = ¢r in (0, L),

p(T) = pr

can be stated as follows.

Proposition 6. There are constants C; > 0 and \1,s1 > 1 depending only on w and
L such that for any s > s1 [(1+ (uk)™" + (,uf<a)‘1/2) T+ (14 ps+ (/m)l/Q) T?%), any
A > A1 and any strong solution (o, p) of (16), we have the following estimate

T
571/ 672sa§71|¢t|2+871/ 672sa§71|90xx|2+‘u,{71571/ 6725a§71|pl|2
Q Q 0
T PN
+83)\4/ 6_28a§3|(p|2+83)\3/ 6—23a53 (|<p(0,t)|2+|<p(L,t)|2)
Q 0

T
+s>\2/QeQSa§|S%|2+S)\/ e €. (0, 1)
0



T
< C (/ e—23a|f|2 +M"€_1/ e—25d|g|2 —|—S3)\4/ e—soz€3|90|2> ) (17)
Q 0 wT

This Carleman estimate is one of the main contributions of this paper and the
key to proving its main results. The difficulty in this case is due to boundary and
internal couplings that give unwanted terms; the choice of the inner product in (9)
will eliminate these terms.

Proof. We will denote by C' a generic positive constant that will be changed from one
line to the next, s; > 1 and A\; > 1 are constants that will be increased from one
passage to the next, the aim being to absorb terms. In the sequel C,s; and A; will
depend only on w and L. For simplicity, the proof will be divided into several steps.
Step 1. Change of unknowns. Let (¢, p) be a strong solution of (16). Define

Yi=e g, fi=—ef V(i) €Q,

s&

yi=e %, §i=—e %% vt € (0,T).

We have the following elementary identities:

= =X,
ae = —NZE | |* = A",
V() = e (t) — s7(t)dn,
Y = e Yy — 5oy, (18)
Vo = €Yy — sthag = € ", + sAEY,
Voo = € 5 Pap — 280504 — $7P|ag|” — sthag,
= €7 %ua + 25AE0han — SEAPEXPIN [P+ AP0 |2 + sAEyn”.

The heat equation is transformed on @ as follows

i+ Yoo = [ = sthas + 25000 — PN EPI | + sN Dl [ + sA&wn”,

while the ODE on (0,7) yields,

7 (8) + 512 (0, 1) = § — s7(1)as + rsAn' (0)E1(0, ).

As usual, we take the following decomposition:

My + Motp = f + shpén” — sA*¢él/|> :=F inQ,
Nl(w57)+N2(w57):§ in (OvT)v

where
3

My = —2sNEl [ — 25AEan + 0 = D (Miv));,
j=1
, J
MQ’L/} = 52)\21/)§2|77/|2 + "/)xx + 57/)04t = Z(MZ’I/))%

j=1

) (19)
Ny (9, 7) == 7' (8) = kA (0)§(0,8) ==Y (N1 (4,7));,
2 j=1
No(,7) = sv(t)éu + Kpz (0, 1) Z (N2(1h,7))
Let us apply the parallelogram identity in L?(Q )J nd L?(0,T), we obtain
1FIIZ2(q) = IM19]132 ) + I MatpllTagq) +2 D (Miw), (Ma)i) 2y (20)

1<5,k<3



and

131122007y = IN1 (@ N 720,70 + N2 VI F 200,77
423 (N1 (@,7))55 (N2 (8, 7))k L2 (0.1)- (21)

1<5,k<2

Furthermore, the third equation of (1) yields

$(0,t) = py(t) and Yo(L,t) = sAn'(L)E(t)(L, t). (22)

Step 2. Estimating the mixed terms in (20) and (21) from below. We often

use the following basic pointwise estimates on @,
lag| SO, au| SCTE?, |au| < CT?E,  |&] < CTE.

Step 2a. Estimate from below of (M4, (M2v)1)12(g)- It is obvious that

(Myh, (Matp)1)r2iq) = D (M), (Mao)1)12(q)-

1<5<3

Firstly, we have
(O, (Vo)) = 25" [ et
Using integration by parts and &, = Aén’, we further derive
(M19)y, (Mat)),) 12y = 35°N* /Q i [* €202 + 35°X° /Q 0 n|” €

_ B3 /OT [(77')3 531/)2}

=L

=0 '

From the properties of 7, it follows that

/Q|n’|453¢2 > /Q\wa | €92 > O/Q&p? _C/wa 2.

For sufficiently large A1, we obtain

<(M1w)1 ’ (MQ’L/J)1>L2(Q) + <(M1w)2 s (M21/1)1>L2(Q) > 083)\4/62531#2
=L

(23)

T
=0

T
_O\t €392 — 53>\3/ {(n/>3 §3¢2}
wh 0
Integrating by parts in time, with (21), ¥(-,0) = (-, T) = 0 and |&| < CTE?, yields
<(M17/))3 ’ (M2¢)1>L2(Q) = SQAQ/Q |77/|2§t§1/12 > CTSQ)\Q/Qfsl/)Q-

This term is absorbed by the first term in the right-hand side of (23) if we take s > s1T
and A > A1 > 1. Altogether, we have shown

> <(M1¢)ja(M2¢)1>

1<5<3

: > 083A4/§3w2—083A4/ §3w2
Q wr

L (Q

_$3)\3 /OT {(77/>3 53“/’2}:? : (24)

10



for any s > 17 and any A > A;.
Step 2b. Estimate from below of (M%), (Mat))2)12(g)- It is obvious that

(Myh, (Maih)a)p2q) = Y (M), (Maw)2) 2 (q)-

1<5<3

By integration by parts and £, = \n’, we obtain
(M19)y s (Mat)y) 2 = 2507 /Q (In'F") €wws + 252 /Q (') €
2 r 2 e=L
w2 [ el 260 [ (i Pevn]
Q 0 =0

As above, the third summand will lead to a term controlling |t,|?>. We now apply
Young’s inequality to the first and second terms, ¢ > -5 we find

T2
2s\° /Q (In?) ev

< 032)\4 52 w 2 —‘,—CS f’t/lm 2,

for any s > s;72, and

25A3/Q(n')35¢¢m < 052A4/Q§2|¢|2+0A2/Q|¢m|2.

It follows

(M), , (Math)y) ) > ~C5*A! /Q eyl - ¢ /Q (€ + A2) [ 2

+25/\2/Q |77/|2§|7/)I|2 — 25)\2 /OT [|77/|2§1/“/)x]i

Using &, = A7/, the next summand is given by

x

T
=L
<(M1w)2 ) (M21/1)2>L2(Q) = —S)\/ [n'€|¢z|2]120 +3)‘/Q77”€|wz|2
0
4o [ el
Q
Integrating by parts in space and ¥,(-,0) = 1, (-,T) = 0, we obtain
T 1 ,
(103 (Ma)o) gy = [ i = 5 [ (0P
0 2 Jq
T =L
= [ ozt
0
Using the fact that || > C in (0, L)\w’, we arrive at:

3y <(M11/;)j,(M21/))2> )205/\2/Qg|1/)m|26‘52)\4/@§3w2

1<<3 L@
T rx=L
2 2 2 2 2 712
_0/62(55+A)|wm| — Cs\ w'Tﬂ%' —23)\/0 {Inl 'EWILZO
T _ T B
—sA /0 [ €lal?] 2y + /O RN (25)

11



for any s > 5172 and any A > A;.
Step 2c. Estimate from below of (M1¢), (M2v)3)12(g)- From |oy| < CTE?, we get

<(M11/))1 ) (M27/)>3>L2(Q) = 282/\2/Q |77/|204t§"/)2 > 053/\2/Q§3"/)27

for any s > s17. Using also |a,:| < CTAE?, &, = A¢n' and integration by parts, we
obtain

T
<(M17/’)27(M27/’)3>L2(Q) = 52/\/0 [Oém &Y } +52>\/Q(34xt77/§7/’2
+32)\/ atn'/«fl/]2+82)\2/ Oét|771|2§¢2
Q
T
> —s"A / [/ €4°] Cs°A? / &7,
0

for any s > s1T and any A > \;. Integrating by parts with respect to time, ¥(-,0) =
(-, T) =0 and |ay] < CT?E3, we can derive

(M), (Mob)g) 000y = /Q au? > —Cs? /Q €2,

for any s > s;72. We conclude from the above inequalities that

T
/ =L
Z <(M11p)j,(M2w)3>L2(Q) > —CS3A2/62§3¢2 _32)\/0 [am 51#2]36:0

1<5<3

—(Cs2)\2 /Q &2, (26)

for any s > s1(T + T?) and X > ;.

Step 2d. Estimate from below of (N1(1,7), N2(¢,7))£2(0,7).- We now consider the
boundary terms N; and Na, using an integration by parts in time, 7(0) = v(T) = 0
and 1(0,t) = pry. Using |ay| < CT2E3, we obtain

T s T
(V2 (@), (V2 (1)) ooy = & / ary' =2 / aull?

Y]

T
st /0 (0, 2.

Next,

T
<(N1(¢,7))1,(N2 (¢a’7))2>L2(01T) = "ﬁ/ ’sz(o t / wt 0 t) %(0 t)

0

Using |a¢| < CTE2, we obtain

(610 (o (69 ) = —sN (0) [ (ot

v

T
O ks / E1(0,1) 2,
0

for any s > s17. Finally,

(V1 (,7))g + (N2 (8.1))a) ooy = —K21 (0) / E(0, 1 (0,1).

12



As a result
T A,
(N1 (,7), N2 (9,9)) ooy > —Cpi 25T /0 E16(0, 1)
T T
I / G0, 00 (0,1) — Cp s\ / (0, 1)
0 0
T A
—k2sMf (0) / E0(0, )12 (0, 1), (27)
0

for any s > s1(T + T?).
Step 3. The transformed estimate.
Taking in account (24), (25), (26) and (27), we obtain

(M%), Matp) 12(q) + £ <N1(1/)77),N2 (Y 20,1y 2 053/\4/Q§31/)2
CSS)\4/ €3 3)\3/ |:(77/)3§31/12:|miL+CS)\2/ £|wll2
e / £y / (56 + X2) [ |2 — C522 / lal?

, L x=L

—25\° /0 (171 €] "= s /0 (€12 + /0 Wil

T
CSSAQ/Q§3’1/12S2A/O [atnlng]i_é’CSQAQ/Qéﬁ,l/}Q
—Cp 'k 1sT? /T£3|w(o t)|? +/T ¥i(0,)¥2(0, )
0 3 0 ) x\Yy
T T
—os [ @O0 — weshi'©0) [ 00,0200, (28)
0 0

Using (22) and |£] < CTE2, we obtain

= / (0, e (0, ) = / oL ) (L, 1)

0

s (L) /O E(t) e (L, )% (L, 1)

! T
M) [

T
—082)\/0 E (L, t), (29)

Y

for any s > s17". Using the estimates (28), (29) and the fact that #'(0) < 0, #'(1) > 0,
In'| < C, |a] < CTE?, we deduce

IM1[I2 ) + 1Mol T + ™ N (W, W12 0,0y + 1™ HIN2(8, DI Z2 0,7

Lt / LY + 552 / () (10(0.6) + [(L. 1))
Q 0
TA
L2 / [l + 5\ / E(t) (1620, + [ (L, 1) 2)
Q 0
SC F22 + —1~22 +3)\4 §3w2+ 2A4 521/}2
(n 1220 + 15 31200 + 3 / 2+ 8 /Q |

T T
ot [ o ont [CEOBE I+ [ SO

13



T A,
152 / LY + AT / () (WL + [6(0,1)2) + 222 / ey
Q 0 Q
T N T R
+u*%f*drf/ s%ohM0¢ﬂ2+s3A/“£3@ﬂwaLwF
0 0
T A~
(s + 5A2) / E) (0, )| [0 (0, )] + / (s€ +X2) |¢z|2>. (30)
0 Q
On the other hand, for the source term F', we have

||F||%2(Q) < C </Qe_2304|f|2 +S2)‘4/Q£2|w|2> )

Concerning the sixth and the second-to-last terms on the right-hand side of (30),
applying Young’s inequality and & > %, we obtain

03A2/£ |¢Lt>||wm(Lt|<OsA3/£ O, 1) + /s i (L, )2

<Cs)\3T4/ EWN(L, 1) + /«E ()¢ (L, )]

(31)
and
T A~
Clunsr+3%) [ &O0.011v0.1)
O(u%?sﬂsﬁ/e ()90, 1) + /5 20,52
< O(pPK% A + sA\?) T4/ E3()[1(0,1)2 + / (1)1 (0,1)]%. (32)

The first term on the right-hand side of (31) is absorbed if we take s > 5172 and the
second one is half a term on the left-hand side of (30). The same for the terms on right-
hand side of (32) if we take s > s1(ux + 1)T2. The eleventh term on the right-hand
side of (30) is absorbed by the left-hand side of (30) by taking s > (k) ~/2T. The last
term on the right-hand side of (30) is absorbed by the left-hand side of (30). Other
terms not included in the following are also absorbed. Consequently, we conclude

IMy||72 () + 1Mot l|72 gy + ™ HINT (0, M 220, + 15~ N2 (N 72 0,m)

T A,
Loyt /Q LY + 552 / (1) (100,02 + (L. 1))

T
+sX [ gl + sx / E) (16(0,8) + [ (L, 1))

Qr

T
SC /6_28a|f|2+/1/l‘€_1/ e—256¢|g|2+s3)\4 §3|w|2+8)\2/ €|wzl2 )
Q 0 W/ wh

(33)

for any s > s; ((1 + (,uf<a)‘1/2) T+ (14 pk) T2) and any A > A1.

Step 4. Indirect estimates and conclusion.

We start by adding integrals of 1|2, |v¢|? and |1),.|? to the left-hand side of (33
that we can eliminate the last term in the right-hand side of (33). Using (19), £ >
s> s51T? and oy | < CTE2, we obtain

S—l/Qé-—l|wt|2d(Edt < C <8A4/Q€1/12+8)\2/Q§wi+ ||M1¢||%2(Q))

);

SO
<.
T2

14



C<s3/\4/Q§31/12+8/\2/Q§1/)§+||M11/f|%2<@>) (34)

and

/Q el < c(sw /Q 942 4 T2 /Q 53w2+||M2w||%2<Q>)
c(sw /Q 53w2+||M2w|%z<Q>) (35)

for all s > s1(T + T?). We also have

T T
g1 /0 EWP<C (/ms)\Q /0 sw2<0,t)+m‘1lNl(ww>lli2<om>>
T
<C <s3/\3/0 §3¢2(0,t)+lm1||N1(7/%7)||%2(0,T)> (36)

for all s > s1(uk)'/?>T?. Consequently, we deduce from (33) and (34)-(36) that

T
—1 —1 2 —1 —1 2 -1 -1 c—1 112
s /Qf il + s /Qs Wma? + s /Os ]
T/\
I / EYP + X3 / () (10(0.6) + [(L, 1))
Q 0

T
+sX [ gl + sx / E) (162(0.6) + [ (L, 5))

Qr

T
S C (/ e—2804|f|2 +//[/K1_1/ e—256¢|g|2 +S3)\4/ 1/1 +S)\2/ €|wll2>
Q 0 W/ wh

for any s > s1 ((1+ (k)= YT + (1+ pr+ (jur)t/?) T?) and any A > A;.
As usual, to eliminate the last term on the right-hand side of (37), let us introduce

0 € C?(w) a positive cut-off function such that § = 1 in w’, an integration by parts
and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as in [23], we obtain

CS)\Q/, 9|6 = CS)\Q/, GI%IQ«ESCSAQ/ Olys)*€

T

%<s1/le|wm|2+sv/Q§|wz|2) e [ e

Combining this last estimate with (37), we deduce

T
/ e ? 1 57! / € hual? 4+ 15! / EyP
Q Q 0

T A,
R /Q S 4 N3 /0 E (0.0 + (L. 1))

IN

T
con2 [ elul? + sh / E (120, 0) + 9l L, 1))

Qr
T ~
<C / 25 2 4 / e 2 g2 4 SN[ P2 (38)
Q 0 wr

for any s > s1 ((1+ (uk)"Y2)T + (1 + prs + (ur)V/?) T?) and any A > A;.
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Finally, we return to our original functions, which were as follows (¢,p) =
(e5%4p, e5%v) and using the elementary identities (18). For ¢, using that

Pr = esa("pm - S)\U/fflﬁ),

we find
)\2 —2sx 12 AQ IQ 3)\4 3 2 39
/Q Eloul < s /Q§|w|+s /me (39)
and
T 254 & 2 T 2 313 £3 2
A —258¢|05(0,1)2 < s (0,1 A 0,1)[2. 40
/ €2 (0,1) s/og|w<>|+s /Qéw ) (40)

For ¢,,, using the identity

Vue = € " pup + 28NEP01) — SAZEEPI P+ sN2EPIn' P + sAEyn”,

we obtain

371/ 6725()‘&71'9011'2 szl/ €7l|wmm|2d$dt+5)\2/ €|w1|2
Q Q N
it [ @l oxt [ ol +oxt [ el
Q Q @
§c<s—1 [ a0 [ el soxt [ §3|w|2) (41)
Q Q ?
for any s > s, 7. Finally, for ¢; and p;, we obtain
571/ e 2502 < 571/ §7l|7/)t|2+C’sT2/ Ey)?
Q @ ¢
< 571/ 571|"/)t|2+083>\4/ &y)? (42)
Q Q
for any s > 1T and

T T T
Mﬂilsil/ 672Sd§71|pl|2 S ;uﬁilsil/ 571|’}/|2+0MH718T2/ §3|'Y|2
0 0 0

IN

T T
-1 F—1(_112 C3>\3 F3 0,t2 43
s/O§|v|+s/0§|w<>| (43)

for any s > s1(uk)~1T. Consequently, from (38) and (39)-(43), we can derive (17). O

Using Carleman estimate (17), the following observability inequality holds.
Corollary 1. There is a constant Cop > 0 such that for all (o7, pr) € H the weak
solution (p, p) of the adjoint system (8) satisfies

L
| ot 0Pde + 21p0)7 < Cop [ ozt (14)
0 w

T

Proof. By density we can thus restrict ourselves to final values (o1, pr) € H!, so that
(¢, p) is a strong solution of the adjoint system (8). Applying Proposition 6 to system
L

(8) with f = —a(x,t)p and g = —p~Le(t)p(0,t) — ;Fln/ b(x,t)p(x,t)dx leads to
0
T P
83)\4/ 6_28a€3|(‘0|2dl‘dt+83)\3/ 6_2sa§3|(‘0(0,t)|2df
Q 0
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§C<53A4/ 67250‘§3|<p|2dzdt+/ e 2% a(x, t)p*dadt
wT Q

T T L
+,u_1/£_1/ e~ 2% |e(t)p(0, t)|* dt + ,u_lm/ e 28 / b(x,t)(x, t)dx| dt
0 0 0

Using the Cauchy Schwarz inequality in space for the nonlocal term and £ > %,

we can absorb the last three terms of the right-hand side of the above inequality by

taking s > s1 (||a||2L/£(Q) + (M“)_1/3||C”2L/£(0,T) + M—1/3/<;1/3||b||2L/j(Q)) T2. As a result,

we obtain the following.

—1 T

/ 6_2sa§3|gﬁ|2d1‘dt+ K 6_28&53|<p(0,t)|2dt < C/ 6_28a§3|<p|2dzdt
Q

K 0 wr

for any s > so(T + T2) and any A\ > Ay, where C, so and A\ also depend on u, k,a,b
and c. Let us fix s = so(T + T2) and A = Ao, we get

3T

4
/ |p|2dzdt + ﬁ/ lp(t)[2dt < c/ lp|2dadt. (45)
(§.25)x(0,L) kJZ wr

4 4

As usual, the estimate (45) and the dissipation properties of the solutions of (8), will
lead to (44). O

3.2 Proof of Theorem 2

For abstract linear control systems, it is well known that their controllability is equiv-
alent to the observability inequality of their adjoint system. In addition, if control
exists, it is certainly not unique. This is why, to prove controllability results, it is use-
ful to specify such a control. For instance, the HUM approach consists in finding the
control with the minimal L?(wr)-norm as specified in the Proof of Theorem 2.
Notation. Denote systems (6) and (8) by S(v,yo, 20) and S*(pr, pr) respectively.

Proof of Theorem 2. We split the proof into two steps. First, we construct a sequence
of controls v° € L?(wr) with € > 0 that yield the approximate null controllability of
(1). Second, we conclude by passing to the limit when ¢ tends to zero.

Step 1: Fix (yo,20) € H an initial state to be controlled and let us consider, for all
€ > 0, the following optimal control problem

min  F.(v),
veL?(wr) 8( )

where
2 1 2
| olPdsadt+ 5w ) @)

and (y, z) is the solution of S(v, yo, z0). For any € > 0, the functional F. has a unique
minimizer v, € L?(wr). This is due to the fact that F. is strictly convex, continuous
and coercive. This minimizer is characterized by the following optimality condition of
first order (Euler-Lagrange equation)

/ vevdrdt + é <(y€(~,T),z€(T)), (y0(~,T),zO(T))>H =0 VYve L*wr), (46)

where (y¢, 2°) and (y°, 2Y) are respectively the solutions of S(v¢, 9o, 20) and S(v,0,0).
On the other hand, we have

| vedsdt = (T, (o pr)y Vo) € K
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where (p,p) is the solution of S*(¢r,pr). In particular, choosing (¢r,pr) =
L(y=(-,T),25(T)), we obtain

/ v drdt =
wr

where (¢, p°) is the solution of 8* (1y°(-,T),22°(T)). This, combined with (46),
provides

M | =

<(y€('a T)a ZE(T))v (yO(., T)a ZO(T))>H , Vve LQ(wT>a

ve = —1,0°. (47)
Using (47) and applying the duality relation between S* (%y5(~,T), %ZE(T)) and
S(v¢, Yo, 20), we obtain

*/ v dudt = éll(ya(wT)vza(T)II% — (50, 20), (#°(,0), P7(0)))5 -

Thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the observability inequality (44),

1 1/2
ST [ 0Pt < €2l ([ o Paoe)
wT w

T

Consequently

| st < Cuplan. 201 (18)
wT
and

1= 1), 253, < eCopll (o, 2013 (49)

Step 2: Since (v¥) is bounded in L?(wr), it possesses a (weakly) convergent subse-
quence to certain v € L%(wr). Using classical parabolic estimates we deduce that, at
least for a subsequence,

(y°,2%) — (y,2) weakly in L*(0, T; H") N H'(0,T; (H')),

where (y, z) is the weak solution of S(v, o, 29). In particular, this gives a weak con-
vergence of (y(-,T),z5(T)) to (y(-,T),2(T)) in H, which combined with (49), yields
(y(-,T),2(T)) = (0,0). Moreover, (7) is a consequence of (48). O

3.3 Proof of Theorem 1

In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let us consider a nonempty open set w C (¢, L) for L > ¢ and
Yo € H'(0,L), such that gp = yo in (0,£). Now, we consider the following interior
control problem

Yt — Yoo + a(x, )y + b(2,t)2(t) = 1,0 inQp,
2'(t) + c(t)2(t) — ky(0,8) =0 in (0,7,
y(0,1) = pa(2) in (0,7),
yI(L,t) =0 in (0, T), (50)
y('a 0) =1%o in (Oa L)a
2(0) = zo,

The interior null controllability result in Theorem 2 gives a control v € L?(wr) such
that the solution (y, z) € £(0, L) of (50) satisfies

y(vT)=0in (0,L) and 2(T)=0.

18



We then define the control u = y,(¢,-) € H/4(0,T) due to Yo € L2(0,T5 H*(0,£))N
H'(0,T; L*(0,£)) and [24, Theorem 2.1]. Consequently (y|, ,,,2) € £(0,£) is a solution
of (1) associated with control u and satisfies (5). O

4 Some numerical results and experiments

4.1 Algorithm for calculating HUM controls

In this section, we look at a numerical algorithm to calculate HUM controls. This
method uses a penalized HUM approach and a conjugate gradient algorithm (CG for
short). We refer to [25] and [26] for more details on such a method. As the proof
of Proposition 2 shows, the solution associated with the minimizer of F. will be an
approximation of the null controllability problem. Applying general results of the
Fenchel-Rockafellar theory, we can construct an associated dual problem as follows.

Joorpr) = [ lePdadt+ SlerprlB+ (o, 20) (90, 0), o0

where (i, p) is the solution of 8*(¢r, pr). The duality properties between these two
functional are consequence of the general results mentioned above. More precisely, we
have the following result, see [26, Proposition 1.5].

Proposition 7. For any ¢ > 0, the minimizers v° and (¢5, p5) of the functionals F.
and J. respectively, are related through the formulas

V(1) = 1w (-, t)  for a.e. t € (0,T),
where (¢°, p°) is the solution of 8*(¢5, p5). Moreover, we have

in F.(v) =F.(v°) = -J(¢05,p5) = — min J
o <(v) =F(v°) (o7, p7) (o <(¢r, pr),

In the following, we will proceed with the dual problem. The minimizer of J. is
characterized by the Euler-Lagrange equation

/ ¢ pdedt + (o7, p7); (1, pT)) 2 + (Y0, 20) (2 (- 0), p(0)) =0 (51)

for all (¢, pr) € H, where (i, p) is the solution of $*(¢r, pr).
Let us now define the linear operator A, usually referred to as the Gramian
operator, as follows

A(‘JDT’ pr) = (y(a 1), Z(T)),

where (y, z) is the solution of S(¢1,,0,0), while (¢, p) is the solution of S$*(¢r, pr).
The duality relation (14) applied to S(p°1,,0,0) and S*(¢r, pr), yields

/ oot dadt = (M5, 55), (91 ). (52)

Again applying the duality relation between S(0, yo, 20) and S*(¢r, pr), we obtain

<(yOa ZO)’ (‘P(" O)a p(O)»H = <(y(a T)a Z(T))’ (‘PTa pT))’}-[ ) (53)

where (y, z) is the solution of S(0, o, 20). By injecting (52) and (53) into (51), we
obtain the following linear equation:

(A +ely)(or, pr) = —(y(, T), 2(T)).

To resolve this operator equation, we propose the following CG algorithm.
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Algorithm 1 HUM combined with CG Algorithm

1: Set k = 0 and choose an initial guess f' € H

2: Compute (¢?, p°) the solution of S*(f°)

3: Set u® = V1,

4. Compute (y°, 2°) the solution of S(u®, yo, 20)

5. Compute ¢° = ef° + (y°(-,T), 2°(T))

6: if H?ZHZ < tol then

7 f=1r

8: u = ’LLO

9: else

10: w? = g

11: end if

12: For k = 1,2,---, assuming that f* ¢* and w* are known, compute fF+1, gh+!
and w**! as follows:

13: Compute (¥, p*) the solution of S*(w*)
14: Set uF = *1,,

15: Compute (y*, z¥) the solution of S(u*,0,0)
16: Compute

gk = Ewk + (yk('vT)v Zk(T))

- oI,
(g% wh) 4
fk+1 —_ fk o kak
gFtl = gh — gkgh
k+1
17 if HﬂgoHv‘Lﬂ < tol then
18: Determine (g, p) the solution of S*(f*+1)
19: Set u = ¢1,, as the minimizer of F,
20: else
21: Compute
P [
7= k|2
9% 113,
Wl = ghHl ok
k+—k+1
return to line 13
22: end if

4.2 Some numerical experiments

We will solve numerically the null controllability problem for (1) and (6), and we will
check that the previous CG Algorithm converge satisfactorily in several particular
cases.

4.2.1 Test 1

The CG Algorithm has been applied to the solution of the null controllability problem
for (6) with the following data:

e L=1,w=(03,07),T =0.6.
® yo(x) = —10sin(rz), z0 = 0.
e g=1,0b=0,c=land pu=r=1.

For our computations, we take Nz = 30 for the spatial mesh parameter. The initial
guess in the algorithm is taken as f* = (0.4sin(7z),0). We also choose ¢ = 1074 and
the stopping parameter tol= 1073 for the plots.
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(c) Associated state z.

(a) Computed control. (b) Associated state y.

Fig. 1 The computed control and the associated state.
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s 30 \\\“‘““__
0 -35
o m e m % % W
X
(a) Evolution of controlled state (b) Comparison of controlled and
norms in time. uncontrolled states at time 7.

Fig. 2 Evolution of controlled state norms in time and comparison of controlled and uncontrolled
states at time T'.

Table 1 Numerical results for Test 1.

€ 10-1 102 103 10—4
Niter 5 10 26 92
lu(T)llp2(0,1) 14146  0.4614  0.099 0.0236
|2(T)| 1.8015 0.9726 0.2974  0.0598
vl 22 @) 4.8074 9.2515 13.0852  14.9735

4.2.2 Test 2

In a second experiment, we kept the data from Test 1, with the exception of the
following.

® b=1,y0(x) = 10exp(—0.5(z — 0.5)?) and zp = yo(0).

— tnz)

00 o1 o2 03 04 05 o6

t
(c) Associated state z.

(a) Computed control. (b) Associated state y.

Fig. 3 The computed control and the associated state.
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— te |y Ol 35 ~&— x+y(x,T) controlled
0 tr2tt)] X y(x,T) uncontrolled

0.0 01 02 03 0.4 0.5 06 0.0 02 04 06 08 10

t X
(a) Evolution of controlled state norms in (b) Comparison of controlled and
time. uncontrolled states at time 7.

Fig. 4 Evolution of controlled state norms in time and comparison of controlled and uncontrolled
states at time T'.

Table 2 Numerical results for Test 2.

€ 10-1 10—2 103 104
Niter 4 10 31 160
ly(s T2,y 15264  0.6296  0.1651 0.0431
|2(T)| 29587 1.8319  0.6150  0.1290
o0l 22 () 4.7667 11.2303  19.5797  24.4130

4.2.3 Test 3

Finally, in a third experiment, we tried to analyze the problem of boundary control
with the following data.

o (=1,T =06
® yo(x) = —10sin(nrz), 2o = 0.
¢ 0=0,=20,c=0and p=r=1.

— toul — tnzi

00 o1 02 03 04 05 o6

t
. (a) Computed control. (c) Associated state z.

(b) Associated state y.
Fig. 5 The computed control and the associated state.
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= telyl, Olee.n ~&— x»yl(x,T) controlled
50 ezl 6 X+ y(x, T) uncontrolled

0.0 0.1 02 03 0.4 05 0.6 0.0 02 04 06 08 10

t X
(a) Evolution of controlled state norms in (b) Comparison of controlled and
time. uncontrolled states at time 7.

Fig. 6 Evolution of controlled state norms in time and comparison of controlled and uncontrolled
states at time T'.

Table 3 Numerical results for Test 3.

€ 10-1 102 10—3 104
N'Lter 5 8 17 56
ly( Tl r2(0,)  1-9039 1.1385 0.5186  0.0431
|2(T)| 0.0410  0.0357  0.0283  0.0196
vl L2 0,7 12.4479  11.0431 10.3262  9.9543

In summary, numerical simulations of tests 1, 2 and 3 show that the HUM algorithm
provides accurate results for the numerical approximation of distributed or boundary
controls for the heat equation coupled with an ordinary differential equation.

5 Conclusion and future works

This paper investigates the null controllability of a coupled ODE-heat system with
boundary control using the spatial domain extension method and Carleman estimates.
First, the original system was transformed into an intermediate distributed control
system with the same property of null controllability using a spatial domain extension.
Next, we showed that the transformed system is well-posed and proved a new Carleman
estimate for the corresponding adjoint system. Finally, the null controllability of the
original control system was proved using the strategy of domain extension. There are
many interesting and important problems in this topic:

e It is interesting to extend these results in higher dimensions: y(x,t) € R™, z(¢) €
RY a(z,t) € RVN bz, t) € RN ¢(t) € RVN € RV*" and p € RN, In
our Carleman proof, we have simplified some terms thanks to the scalar product
chosen as a function of x4 and k. In this case, such a choice is not obvious (at least
for us). In the one-dimensional case n = 1, N > 1, the authors of [15] show null
controllability results of (1) for particular coefficients which do not depend on time
thanks to the backstepping approach. But passing directly through an observability
inequality for the adjoint system of (1) remains an open question.

e We have proved that the ODE-heat system (1) is null controllable with Neuman con-
trol and Dirichlet boundary coupling. In the case of Dirichlet control and Dirichlet
boundary coupling, we also achieve the same results with control in H3/4(0,T). It
is also interesting to study the controllability properties with Dirichlet or Neumann
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control when the boundary coupling is of the Robin (or Fourier) type:

(£,1) = u(t)
y(-,0) = yo
2(0) = zo.

Yt — Yox + a(z, t)y + b(x,t)2(t) =0

2'(t) + e(t)2(t) — Ky (0,t) =0 i ( ),

yz(O, t) + y(oa t) = :uz(t)
Y4

in Qy,

AAA
\_/

Appendix A Proof of Lemmas 1 and 2

This paragraph is devoted to the proof of Lemmas 1 and 2.

Proof of Lemma 1. Let t € (0,T) and (y, @), (¢, 8) € H

1B(t)(y,

IN

2]lallZ~(q

2Lk

IN

(2|a|Lm<Q> | M

Myl3 20,y + 2LII]1 2y 02

i, = [ lataute) + b afds + Lle(o)o?

1
+ =l 0,m@”

2
181172 () + llellZx o, T)) [(y, )5, -

Consequently B(t) is uniformly bounded and we have

IBO 22y < 2llalli(q

Now, we compute the adjoint of B(¢).

(B()(y,

)+ 2Lmu‘1|\b|\Lz(Q) + HCHLOc (0,T)"

Oé), (507 ﬂ»?{ = <(70’('7 t>y - b(a t)aa 7C(t)a)7 (905 ﬂ)>?{
L L
—/O a(z, t)y(x)p(x)dr — o

<(y,a), (a(wt)% ;/O b(z, t)p(x)dx — C(Uﬂ) >H

b(x, t)p(x)dr — Hc(t)aﬁ

0 K

This provides the requested form of the adjoint of B(t). O

Proof of Lemma 2. Firstly, it is obvious that the form a is well-defined, symmetric

and positive.

We claim that H! is dense in H. For that, it suffices to show that the orthogonal of

H! in H is trivial. Let (y,«) € H such that

(.0) 0.0y = [ w@le)is+Eas =0 Vs en. (A

L
Choosing 8 = 0 in (Al), we obtain / y(x)p(x)dr = 0, for all ¢ € D(0,L). Then
0

y = 0. Subsequently, since the trace operator is onto from H'(0, L) to R?, (A1) yields

E~rap(0) =0 Ve e HY(0,L).

Consequently a = 0.
We claim that a is closed. Let (y, )

Iy, )llg = al(y. ), (v,
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e H!. Tt is obvious that

2 K
a)) + 1y, )5 = 1yl F0,n) + ;|a|2.



Then (D(a), | - ||2) is complete which is equivalent to the requested result (see [19,

a

Theorem 1.11]). O

Appendix B Proof of the duality relation (14)

By density, we can therefore restrict ourselves to initial values (yo, 29) and final values
(o1, pr) in H!, so that (y,z) and (p, p) are respictively strong solutions of systems
(6) and (8). Then

/ vpdrdr = / (Ls0,0), (- £), p(1))) 2t
- / (100 + A+ B®)] (5 1), 2(6)), (9 1), p(t)))nlt

- / (1), 2(0), [0 + A+ (BO))] (0 2), p(0)))eclt
1), 20), (8, o)) =T
(W T, 2T, (01 7)) — {(0s 20)s (£ 0), p(0))) 1

This shows the duality relation (14).

References

[1]

2]

[10]

Krstic, M.: Delay compensation for nonlinear, adaptive, and pde systems, 978-0
(2009)

Fattorini, H.O., Russell, D.L.: Exact controllability theorems for linear parabolic
equations in one space dimension. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis
43(4), 272-292 (1971)

Tenenbaum, G., Tucsnak, M.: New blow-up rates for fast controls of schrodinger
and heat equations. Journal of Differential Equations 243(1), 70-100 (2007)

Lebeau, G., Robbiano, L.: Contréle exact de léquation de la chaleur. Communi-
cations in Partial Differential Equations 20(1-2), 335-356 (1995)

Le Rousseau, J., Lebeau, G.: On carleman estimates for elliptic and parabolic
operators. applications to unique continuation and control of parabolic equations.
ESAIM: Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations 18(3), 712-747 (2012)

Fursikov, A.V., Imanuvilov, O.Y.: Controllability of Evolution Equations. Seoul
National University, Seoul (1996)

Beauchard, K., Pravda-Starov, K.: Null-controllability of hypoelliptic quadratic
differential equations. Journal de I’Ecole polytechnique-Mathématiques 5, 1-43
(2018)

Miller, L.: A direct lebeau-robbiano strategy for the observability of heat-like
semigroups. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems-Series B 14(4), 1465—
1485 (2010)

Coron, J.-M., Nguyen, H.-M.: Null controllability and finite time stabilization
for the heat equations with variable coefficients in space in one dimension via
backstepping approach. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis 225, 993—
1023 (2017)

Ferndndez-Cara, E., Gonzélez-Burgos, M., Guerrero, S., Puel, J.-P.: Null control-

lability of the heat equation with boundary fourier conditions: the linear case.
ESAIM: Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations 12(3), 442-465 (2006)

25



[11]

[12]

Fernandez-Cara, E., Guerrero, S.: Global carleman inequalities for parabolic
systems and applications to controllability. STAM journal on control and opti-
mization 45(4), 1395-1446 (2006)

Khoutaibi, A., Maniar, L.: Null controllability for a heat equation with dynamic
boundary conditions and drift terms. Evolution Equations & Control Theory
9(2), 535 (2020)

Maniar, L., Meyries, M., Schnaubelt, R.: Null controllability for parabolic
equations with dynamic boundary conditions. Evolution Equations & Control
Theory 6(3), 381 (2017)

Berinde, V., Miranville, A., Morosanu, C.: A qualitative analysis of a second-order
anisotropic phase-field transition system endowed with a general class of nonlinear
dynamic boundary conditions. Discrete & Continuous Dynamical Systems-Series
S 16(1) (2023)

Fernandez-Cara, E., Gonzalez-Burgos, M., Teresa, L.: Boundary controllability of
parabolic coupled equations. Journal of Functional Analysis 259(7), 1720-1758
(2010)

Zeng, C., Zhou, Z., Xie, C.: Null controllability of an ode-heat system coupled at
boundary and internal term. Applied Mathematics and Computation 475, 128724
(2024)

Ammar-Khodja, F., Benabdallah, A., Gonzdlez Burgos, M., Oteyza, M.d.l.L.d.:
Recent results on the controllability of linear coupled parabolic problems: a
survey. Mathematical Control and Related Fields, 1 (3), 267-306. (2011)

Lions, J.-L.: Controlabilité exacte, stabilisation et perturbations de systemes
distribués. tome 1. contrdlabilité exacte. Rech. Math. Appl 8 (1988)

Kato, T.: Perturbation Theory for Linear Operators vol. 132. Springer, Berlin,
Heidelberg (2013)

Lunardi, A.: Interpolation Theory vol. Second edition. Edizioni della Normale,
Pisa, Pisa (2009)

Lions, J.L.: Equations Differentielles Operationnelles: et Problémes aux Limites
vol. 111. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg (2013)

Priiss, J., Schnaubelt, R.: Solvability and maximal regularity of parabolic evo-
lution equations with coefficients continuous in time. Journal of mathematical
analysis and applications 256(2), 405-430 (2001)

Guerrero, S., Lebeau, G.: Singular optimal control for a transport-diffusion
equation. Communications in Partial Differential Equations 32(12), 1813-1836
(2007)

Lions, J.-L., Magenes, E.: Non-Homogeneous Boundary Value Problems and
Applications, Volume II. Springer, New York (1972)

Glowinski, R., Lions, J.-L., He, J.: Exact and approximate controllability for
distributed parameter systems: a numerical approach, 117. Encyclopedia of
mathematics and its applications (2008)

Boyer, F.: On the penalised hum approach and its applications to the numerical
approximation of null-controls for parabolic problems. In: ESAIM: Proceedings,
vol. 41, pp. 15-58 (2013). EDP Sciences

26



	Introduction and main results.
	Semigroup generation and well-posedness
	General setting
	Well-posedness and regularity of the solution

	Carleman estimate and proof of main results
	Carleman estimate
	Proof of Theorem 2
	Proof of Theorem 1

	Some numerical results and experiments
	Algorithm for calculating HUM controls
	Some numerical experiments
	Test 1
	Test 2
	Test 3


	Conclusion and future works
	Proof of Lemmas 1 and 2
	Proof of the duality relation (14)

