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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the bilinear approximate controllability for the complex Ginzburg-Landau

(CGL) equation with a power-type nonlinearity of any integer degree on a torus of arbitrary space

dimension. Under a saturation hypothesis on the control operator, we show the small-time global con-

trollability of the CGL equation. The proof is obtained by developing a multiplicative version of a

geometric control approach, introduced by Agrachev and Sarychev in [2, 3].

Keywords: Bilinear control, complex Ginzburg-Landau equations, small-time approximate

controllability.

1. Introduction

1.1. Model and controllability concepts

The complex Ginzburg-Landau (CGL) equation is classical in the theory of amplitude equations, and

is a simple but important model of convection, flow, and turbulence, etc. It has been studied by many

mathematicians and physicists, see [18, 23, 28, 31]. We are interested in the following CGL equation on

the torus Td = Rd/2πZd:

∂tψ = V ψ + (1 + iν)∆ψ − (1 + iµ)|ψ|2σψ, (1.1)

where d, σ ⩾ 1 are arbitrary integers, i =
√
−1, V ⩾ 0 and ν, µ ∈ R. Without loss of generality, (1.1)

has been normalized so that the coefficients of the linear and nonlinear dissipation (damping) terms are

unity. V is the coefficient of the linear driving term. σ sets the degree of the nonlinearity. ν and µ are

the coefficients of the linear and nonlinear dispersive terms respectively.

Let q ⩾ 1 be arbitrary integer, and Q : Td → Rq be a given smooth external field. We consider the

following CGL equation with bilinear control on the torus Td:

∂tψ = V ψ + (1 + iν)∆ψ − (1 + iµ)|ψ|2σψ + (1 + iR)⟨u(t), Q(x)⟩ψ. (1.2)
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The pair (u,R) ∈ L2
loc(R+;Rq)×R plays the role of a control. (1.2) is equipped with the initial condition

ψ(0, x) = ψ0(x) (1.3)

belonging to a Sobolev space Hs := Hs
(
Td;C

)
of order s > d/2, so that the problem is locally well-posed

in Hs (see Proposition 2.1 below).

We next introduce the controllability properties that we are interested in. The first one is the small-

time global approximate null-controllability.

Definition 1.1. The system (1.2), (1.3) is small-time approximately null-controllable, if for any ε >

0, T > 0, ψ0 ∈ Hs, there exists a control (u,R) ∈ L2([0, T ];Rq)× R such that

∥ψ(T )∥Hs < ε.

The second one is the small-time global approximate null-controllability of phases, i.e., the small-time

global approximate null-controllability to any Hs-neighbourhood of any target of the form e(1−iν)θψ0.

Definition 1.2. The system (1.2), (1.3) is approximately controllable for any ε > 0, T > 0, ψ0 ∈ Hs,

and θ ∈ C∞ (Td;R), there is a time T ∈ (0, T ), a control (u,R) ∈ C∞ ([0, T ];Rq) × R, and a unique

solution ψ ∈ C ([0, T ];Hs) of (1.2), (1.3) such that∥∥∥ψ(T )− e(1−iν)θψ0

∥∥∥
Hs

< ε.

1.2. Notation

In this paper, we will use the following notation.

• ⟨·, ·⟩ is the Euclidian scalar product in Rq and ∥ · ∥ is the corresponding norm.

• Hs = Hs
(
Td;C

)
with s ⩾ 0 and Lp = Lp

(
Td;C

)
with p ⩾ 1, are the standard Sobolev and

Lebesgue spaces of functions f : Td → C endowed with the norms ∥ · ∥s and ∥ · ∥Lp . The space Hs

is endowed with the norm

∥f∥2s =
∑
k∈Zd

(
1 + |k|2

)s |f̂(k)|2,
where

|k|2 = k21 + k22 + . . .+ k2d, ∀k = (k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Zd

and the Fourier coefficient

f̂(k) =

ˆ
Td

f(x)e−i⟨k,x⟩ dm(x) =
1

(2π)d

ˆ
[0,2π]d

f(x)e−i⟨k,x⟩ dx.

The space L2 is endowed with the scalar product

⟨f, g⟩L2 =

ˆ
Td

f(x)g(x) dm(x) =
1

(2π)d

ˆ
[0,2π]d

f(x)g(x) dx =
1

(2π)d
⟨f, g⟩L2([0,2π]d).
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• Cs = Cs
(
Td;C

)
with s ∈ N ∪ {∞}, is the space of s-order continuously differentiable function.

• Let X be a Banach space. We denote by BX(a, r) the closed ball of radius r > 0 centred at a ∈ X.

• We write JT instead of [0, T ] and J instead of [0, 1].

• C (JT ;X) is the space of continuous functions f : JT → X with the norm

∥f∥C(JT ;X) = max
t∈JT

∥f(t)∥X .

• Lp (JT ;X) with 1 ⩽ p <∞, is the space of Borel-measurable functions f : JT → X with

∥f∥Lp(JT ;X) =

(ˆ T

0

∥f(t)∥pX dt

)1/p

<∞.

• sd is the smallest integer strictly greater than d/2.

• 1 is the function identically equal to 1 on Td.

1.3. Main results

The purpose of this paper is to study the CGL equation (1.2) when the driving force (u,R) acts

multiplicatively through only few low Fourier modes. Let K ⊂ Zd∗ := Zd\ {(0, . . . , 0)} be the set of d

vectors defined by

K = {(1, 0, . . . , 0), (0, 1, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, 0, . . . , 1, 0), (1, . . . , 1)}. (1.4)

Assume that the field Q = (Q1, . . . , Qq) satisfies

{1, sin⟨x, k⟩, cos⟨x, k⟩ | k ∈ K} ⊂ span {Qj | j = 1, . . . , q} . (1.5)

The main results of this paper are as following.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that the condition (1.5) is satisfied. Let s ⩾ sd be an integer. The system (1.2),

(1.3) is small-time approximately null-controllable for any R ∈ R in the sense of Definition 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that the condition (1.5) is satisfied. Let s ⩾ sd be an integer. The system (1.2),

(1.3) is approximately controllable in the sense of Definition 1.2.

Several remarks are given in order.

Remark 1.1. We emphasize that the approximate null-controllability in Theorem 1.1 does not impose

any condition on the scalar control R, i.e., the choice of R ∈ R is arbitrary.
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Remark 1.2. A more general formulation of the result in Theorem 1.2 is given in Theorem 3.2, where

the controllability is proved under an abstract saturation condition for the field Q (see the condition (P)).

We will see from the proof of Theorem 3.2 that the scalar control R = −ν. Note that the time T may

depend on the initial condition ψ0, the target e(1−iν)θψ0, and the parameters in this equation.

Remark 1.3. As the bilinear approximate null-controllability has been derived in Theorem 1.1, one may

naturally ask whether the bilinear exact null-controllability can be achieved. Unfortunately, the bilinear

exact null-controllability seems to be impossible. For the sake of simplicity, let us consider the solution

ψ of the following heat equation with the bilinear control u ∈ L∞(Rd × (0, T )):∂tψ −∆ψ − uψ = 0 in Rd × (0, T ),

ψ |t=0 = ψ0 in Rd,

where the initial datum ψ0 ̸≡ 0. Then, if ψ(x, T ) ≡ 0 in Rd for some u ∈ L∞(Rd×(0, T )) and T > 0, the

well-known backward uniqueness for parabolic equations (see [15]) implies that ψ vanishes identically in

Rd× [0, T ]. This contradicts ψ0 ̸≡ 0. The conclusion is that, if ψ0 ̸≡ 0, then for any u ∈ L∞(Rd× (0, T ))

and T > 0, ψ(x, T ) ̸≡ 0 in Rd.

Remark 1.4. The small-time controllability of phases is proved in Theorem 1.2, while a stronger control-

lability result can be considered: the small-time L2-approximate controllability. It refers to the possibility,

for any ε > 0 and every ψ0, ψ1 ∈ L2 with ∥ψ0∥L2 = ∥ψ1∥L2 = 1, there exists a time T ∈ [0, ε], a global

phase θ ∈ [0, 2π) and controls u : [0, T ] → Rq, R ∈ R such that the unique solution ψ ∈ C ([0, T ];Hs) of

(1.2), (1.3) satisfies

∥ψ(T ;ψ0, u,R)− eiθψ1∥L2 < ε.

We refer the interested readers to [5].

1.4. Methodology

The main idea is motivated by [11]. To draw a picture of the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, let us

first turn to the following Cauchy problem:

∂tψ = V ψ + (1 + iν)∆ψ − (1 + iµ)|ψ|2σψ + (r1 + ir2)⟨u(t), Q(x)⟩ψ, (1.6)

which is equipped with the same initial condition (1.3). We denote by Rt (ψ0, (u, r1, r2)) solution of the

system (1.6), (1.3) defined up to some maximal time. We denote by B(φ)(x) =
∑d
j=1

(
∂xj

φ(x)
)2. A

central role in the proof is played by the limit

e(a+ib)δ
−1/2φRδ

(
e−(a+ib)δ−1/2φψ0, (δ

−1u, r1, r2)
)
→ e(r1+ir2)(B(φ)+⟨u,Q⟩)ψ0 in Hs as δ → 0+, (1.7)
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which holds for any ψ0 ∈ Hs, non-negative function φ ∈ C∞ (Td;R), constants (u, r1, r2) ∈ Rq ×R×R,

and a, b ∈ R satisfying r1 + ir2 = (1 + iν)(a + ib)2. The limit (1.7) specifies the asymptotic behavior

of the solution of the CGL equation in small time under appropriately scaled large control and rapidly

oscillating initial condition. Theorem 1.1 is derived directly from (1.7).

In order to explain the main idea, we consider the 1-D case, d = 1. In this case, we could choose the

field Q = (1, sinx, cosx) such that assumption (1.5) satisfied, and (1.7) becomes

e(a+ib)δ
−1/2φRδ

(
e−(a+ib)δ−1/2φψ0, (δ

−1u, r1, r2)
)
→ e(r1+ir2)(φ

2
x+⟨u,Q⟩)ψ0 in Hs as δ → 0+. (1.8)

Letting r1 = 1, r2 = −ν, applying this limit with φ = 0 and using the assumption (1.5), we see that

(1.6) can be controlled in small time from any initial point ψ0 ∈ Hs to an arbitrary neighbourhood of

e(1−iν)θψ0 for any θ in the vector space

H0 = span{1, sinx, cosx}.

Applying again the limit (1.8) with non-negative functions φ = θj ∈ H0, j = 0, . . . , n, we add more

directions in θ. Namely, the system can be steered from ψ0 close to e(r1+ir2)θψ0, where θ now belongs

to a larger vector space H1 whose elements are of the form

θ0 +

n∑
j=1

(θ′j)
2.

We iterate this argument and construct an increasing sequence {Hj} of subspaces such that the equation

can be approximately controlled to any target e(r1+ir2)θψ0 with any θ ∈ Hj and j ⩾ 1. Since the union⋃∞
j=1Hj is dense in Ck

(
Td;R

)
for any k ⩾ 1, this concludes the proof of approximate controllability of

problem (1.6) and (1.3) with r1 = 1, r2 = −ν and u ∈ C∞ ([0, T ];Rq), thereby establishing Theorem 1.2.

1.5. Related literature

The controllability of the CGL equation has been widely studied via additive controls, see [9, 16,

17, 26]. Most of the controllability results are proved by establishing Carleman estimates. However,

to the best of our knowledge, the controllability of the CGL equation via bilinear control has not been

discussed.

The present paper is the first one to deal with the bilinear controllability for the CGL equation

by using the Agrachev-Sarychev type approach. Agrachev and Sarychev [2, 3, 4] first developed the

saturating geometric control approach when studying the approximate controllability of the 2D Navie-

Stokes and Euler systems by finite-dimensional forces. Later, their approach has been further extended

to different equations in the case of additive controls, see [21, 22, 25, 27, 29, 30]. Recently, this approach
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has been implemented for bilinear small-time controllability of the Schrödinger equation in [5, 11], the

heat equation in [13], and the Burgers equation in [14]. The intersted readers can find additional results

on small-time controllability of PDEs through bilinear control by similar methods in [7, 8, 10, 12, 24].

1.6. Organization

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we establish the local well-posedness,

some stability properties and a key asymptotic property of the CGL equation. In Section 3, we formulate

more general versions of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 and give their proofs. At the end of Section 3, we give

an example of a saturating subspace and prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Section 4 gives some concluding

comments. Appendix is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.1.

1.7. Acknowledgements

This work was partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC)

grant 12422118.

2. Two auxiliary propositions

2.1. Local well-posedness

In the following, we consider the CGL equation (1.6), where u is a Rq-valued function and Q :

Td → Rq are arbitrary smooth functions. We shall always assume that the parameters d, σ ⩾ 1, and

V ⩾ 0, ν, µ, r1, r2 ∈ R are arbitrary. We next present two propositions that will be used in the proofs

of our main results. The first proposition is about the local well-posedness and stability of the CGL

equation in suitable Sobolev spaces. The proof is standard, hence we give it in Appenix.

Proposition 2.1. For any s > d/2, ψ̃0 ∈ Hs, and ũ ∈ L2
loc (R+;Rq), there is a maximal time

T̃ = T̃
(
ψ̃0, ũ

)
> 0 and a unique solution ψ̃ of the problem (1.6), (1.3) with (ψ0, u) =

(
ψ̃0, ũ

)
, whose

restriction to the interval JT belongs to C (JT ;H
s) for any T < T̃ . If T̃ < ∞, then ∥ψ̃(t)∥s → ∞ as

t→ T̃−. Furthermore, for any T < T̃ , there are constants δ = δ(T,Λ) > 0 and C = C(T,Λ) > 0, where

Λ = ∥ψ̃∥C(JT ;Hs) + ∥ũ∥L2(JT ;Rq),

such that the following properties hold:

(i) For any ψ0 ∈ Hs and u ∈ L2 (JT ;Rq) satisfying

∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s + ∥u− ũ∥L2(JT ;Rq) < δ, (2.1)
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the problem (1.6), (1.3) has a unique solution ψ ∈ C (JT ;H
s).

(ii) Let R be the resolving operator for (1.6), i.e., the mapping taking a couple (ψ0, u) satisfying (2.1)

to the solution ψ. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that∥∥∥R (ψ0, u)−R
(
ψ̃0, ũ

)∥∥∥
C(JT ;Hs)

⩽ C
(
∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s + ∥u− ũ∥L2(JT ;Rq)

)
. (2.2)

Remark 2.1. The global well-posedness of problem (1.6), (1.3) is rather delicate even without any

control. More precisely, the global well-posedness of (1.1) can be established in the one-dimensional case,

while in higher dimensions, the global well-posedness of (1.1) depends on specific choices of µ and ν, we

refer the interested readers to [19, Theorem 3.1.39].

2.2. Small-time asymptotic property

Before formulating the second proposition, let us introduce some notations. For any ψ0 ∈ Hs

and T > 0, recall Θ(ψ0, T ) be the set of functions u ∈ L2 (JT ;Rq) such that the system (1.6), (1.3)

has a solution in C (JT ;H
s). By Proposition 2.1, the set Θ(ψ0, T ) is open in L2 (JT ;Rq). For any

φ ∈ C1
(
Td;R

)
, recall that

B(φ)(x) =
d∑
j=1

(
∂xjφ(x)

)2
. (2.3)

For convenience, we choose a, b ∈ R such that

r1 + ir2 = (1 + iν)(a+ ib)2.

The following asymptotic property plays a key role in this paper.

Proposition 2.2. For any integer s ⩾ sd, ψ0 ∈ Hs, (u, r1, r2) ∈ Rq ×R×R, and non-negative function

φ ∈ Cr
(
Td;R

)
with r = s + 2, there is a constant δ0 > 0 such that, for any δ ∈ (0, δ0), we have1

δ−1u ∈ Θ
(
e−(a+ib)δ−1/2φψ0, δ

)
and

e(a+ib)δ
−1/2φRδ

(
e−(a+ib)δ−1/2φψ0, (δ

−1u, r1, r2)
)
→ e(r1+ir2)(B(φ)+⟨u,Q⟩)ψ0 in Hs as δ → 0+.

Here Rδ is the restriction of the solution at time t = δ.

Remark 2.2. This result is inspired by [11, Proposition 1.2] and [13, Proposition 2.3] (see also [21,

Proposition 2]). However, compared to the results in these two papers, one may observe that both the

initial state and the target state oscillate, and their moduli scale simultaneously.

1For any vector u ∈ Rq , with a slight abuse of notation, we denote by the same letter the constant value function equals

to u.
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Proof of Proposition 2.2. Let us fix arbitrarily M > 0 and assume that ψ0 ∈ Hs, φ ∈ Cr
(
Td;R

)
, and

u ∈ Rq are such that

∥ψ0∥s + ∥φ∥Cr + ∥u∥Rq ⩽M. (2.4)

Recall that

r1 + ir2 = (1 + iν)(a+ ib)2.

For any δ > 0, we denote ϕ(t) := e(a+ib)δ
−1/2φRt

(
e−(a+ib)δ−1/2φψ0, (δ

−1u, r1, r2)
)
. According to Propo-

sition 2.1, ϕ(t) exists up to some maximal time T δ = T̃
(
e−(a+ib)δ−1/2φψ0, δ

−1u
)
. Moreover, if T δ <∞,

then ∥∥∥e−(a+ib)δ−1/2φϕ(t)
∥∥∥
s
→ ∞ as t→ T δ−.

We need to show that

(a) there is a constant δ0 > 0 such that T δ > δ for any δ < δ0;

(b) ϕ(δ) → e(r1+ir2)(B(φ)+⟨u,Q⟩)ψ0 in Hs as δ → 0+.

To prove these properties, we introduce the functions

w(t) := e(1+iν)(a+ib)
2(B(φ)+⟨u,Q⟩)tψδ0 = e(r1+ir2)(B(φ)+⟨u,Q⟩)tψδ0, v(t) := ϕ(δt)− w(t), (2.5)

where ψδ0 ∈ Hr satisfies2

∥ψδ0∥s ⩽ C for δ ⩽ 1, (2.6)

∥ψδ0∥r ⩽ Cδ−1/4 for δ ⩽ 1, (2.7)

∥ψ0 − ψδ0∥s → 0 as δ → 0+.

For example, we could choose ψδ0 by using the heat semigroup: ψδ0 = eδ
1/4∆ψ0. In view of (2.4)-(2.7),

we have

∥w(t)∥s ⩽ C, ∀t ∈ [0, 2], (2.8)

∥w(t)∥r ⩽ Cδ−1/4, ∀t ∈ [0, 2]. (2.9)

Furthermore, v(t) is well-defined for t < δ−1T δ and satisfies the equation

∂tv =δV (v + w) + δ(1 + iν)∆(v + w)− δ(1 + iµ)|e−(a+ib)δ−1/2φ(v + w)|2σ(v + w)

− δ1/2(1 + iν)(a+ ib) [∆φ(v + w) + 2∇φ · ∇(v + w)]

+ (r1 + ir2) [⟨u,Q⟩+ B(φ)] v, (2.10)

2In what follows, C denotes positive constants which may change from line to line. These constants depend on the

parameters M, V, Q, ν, µ, r1, r2, a, b, σ, d, s, but not on δ.
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with the initial condition

v(0) = ψ0 − ψδ0. (2.11)

Let us start by assuming that ψ0 ∈ H2s+2. It follows that ψ(t) ∈ H2s+2 and v(t) ∈ H2s+2 for every

t ∈ (0, T δ). Let the multi-index notation α = (α1, . . . , αd) ∈ Nd satisfying |α| = |α1| + · · · + |αd| ⩽ s.

Taking first the scalar product of (2.10) with ∂2αv in L2 and then integrating by parts, we obtain

d

dt

ˆ
[0,2π]d

|∂αv|2 dx

⩽2δ|V |∥v + w∥s∥v∥s

+ 2δ(1 + ν2)1/2∥w∥r∥v∥s

+ 2δ(1 + µ2)1/2
∣∣∣⟨∂α[|e−(a+ib)δ−1/2φ(v + w)|2σ(v + w)], ∂αv⟩L2([0,2π]d)

∣∣∣
+ 2δ1/2(1 + ν2)1/2(a2 + b2)1/2

∣∣⟨∂α[∆φ(v + w) + 2∇φ · ∇(v + w)], ∂αv⟩L2([0,2π]d)

∣∣
+ 2(r21 + r22)

1/2
∣∣⟨∂α [(⟨u,Q⟩+ B(φ))v] , ∂αv⟩L2([0,2π]d)

∣∣
=:

5∑
i=1

Ii. (2.12)

We estimate the terms I1, I2, I3, and I5 by integrating by parts and by using (2.4), (2.8), and (2.9):

|I1| ⩽ Cδ∥v + w∥s∥v∥s ⩽ Cδ∥v∥2s + Cδ∥v∥s,

|I2| ⩽ Cδ∥w∥r∥v∥s ⩽ Cδ3/4∥v∥s,

|I3| ⩽ Cδ∥v + w∥2σ+1
s ∥v∥s ⩽ Cδ∥v∥2(σ+1)

s + Cδ∥v∥s

|I5| ⩽ C∥v∥2s.

We estimate I4 as follows:

|I4| ⩽ Cδ1/2∥v∥2s + Cδ1/2∥w∥s+1∥v∥s ⩽ Cδ1/2∥v∥2s + Cδ1/4∥v∥s,

where we have used again integration by parts, the identities (2.4), (2.8) and (2.9), and the equality〈
∂xjφ∂xj∂

αv, ∂αv
〉
L2 =

1

2
⟨∂xjφ, ∂xj |∂αv|

2⟩L2 = −⟨∂2xj
φ, |∂αv|2⟩L2 .

Summing up inequalities (2.12) for all α ∈ Nd, |α| ⩽ s, combining the resulting inequality with the

estimates for Ij and the Young inequality, and recalling that δ ⩽ 1, we obtain

∂t∥v∥2s ⩽ Cδ1/2 + C
(
1 + δ1/2

)
∥v∥2s + Cδ∥v∥2(σ+1)

s , t ⩽ δ−1T δ.

This inequality, together with (2.11) and the Gronwall inequality, implies that

∥v(t)∥2s ⩽ eC(1+δ
1/2)t

(
Cδ1/2t+

∥∥ψ0 − ψδ0
∥∥2
s
+ Cδ

ˆ t

0

∥v(τ)∥2(σ+1)
s dτ

)
(2.13)
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for t ⩽ δ−1T δ and for every ψ0 ∈ H2s+2.

Finally, we can extend the validity of (2.13) for every ψ0 ∈ Hs thanks to (i) of Proposition 2.1 and

to the density of H2s+2 into Hs with respect to the Hs-norm. Let us take δ0 ∈ (0, 1) small enough such

that, for δ < δ0, ∥∥ψ0 − ψδ0
∥∥2
s
< 1, (2.14)

eC(1+δ
1/2)

(
Cδ1/2 +

∥∥ψ0 − ψδ0
∥∥2
s

)
< 1/2, (2.15)

and denote

τ δ = sup
{
t < δ−1T δ | ∥v(t)∥s < 1

}
.

From (2.11) and (2.14) it follows that τ δ > 0 for δ < δ0. Let us show that τ δ > 1, provided that

δ0 <
(
2Ce2C

)−1
. (2.16)

To reach a contradiction, we assume that τ δ ⩽ 1. Let t = τ δ in (2.13). By using (2.15) and (2.16), we

obtain

1 =
∥∥v(τ δ)∥∥2

s
<

1

2
+

1

2

ˆ τδ

0

∥v(y)∥2(σ+1)
s dy ⩽ 1.

This contradiction shows that τ δ > 1 for δ < δ0. Therefore, we have 1 < δ−1T δ. Thus, the property (a)

is proved. Taking t = 1 in (2.13), we arrive at

∥v(1)∥2s ⩽ eC(1+δ
1/2)

(
Cδ1/2 +

∥∥ψ0 − ψδ0
∥∥2
s
+ Cδ

)
→ 0 as δ → 0+.

This implies (b), and completes the proof.

3. Small-time approximate controllability

In what follows, we assume that s ⩾ sd is an integer and denote r = s + 2 as in Proposition 2.2.

We start this section with a definition of a saturation property introduced in [11]. Let H be a finite-

dimensional subspace of Cr
(
Td;R

)
, and let F (H) be the largest subspace of Cr

(
Td;R

)
whose elements

can be represented in the form

θ0 +

n∑
j=1

B (θj)

for some integer n ⩾ 1 and functions θj ∈ H, j = 0, . . . , n, where B is given by (2.3). As B is quadratic,

F (H) is well-defined and finite-dimensional. Let us define a nondecreasing sequence {Hj} of finite-

dimensional subspaces by H0 = H and Hj = F (Hj−1) , j ⩾ 1, and denote

H∞ :=

∞⋃
j=1

Hj .
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Definition 3.1. A finite-dimensional subspace H ⊂ Cr
(
Td;R

)
is said to be saturating, if H∞ is dense

in Cr
(
Td;R

)
.

Throughout this section, we assume that the following condition is satisfied:

(P) The field Q = (Q1, . . . , Qq) is saturating, i.e., the subspace

H = span {Qj | j = 1, . . . , q}

is saturating in the sense of Definition 3.1.

3.1. Small-time approximate controllability

A direct consequence of Proposition 2.2 is the small-time globally approximate null-controllability.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the condition (P) is satisfied, 1 ∈ span {Qj | j = 1, . . . , q} and ψ0 ∈ Hs,

where s ⩾ sd is an integer. For any ε, T > 0 and r1, r2 ∈ R, there exists u ∈ Θ(ψ0, T ) such that

∥RT (ψ0, (u, r1, r2)) ∥s < ε.

Proof. For any ε > 0, let c ∈ R satisfy

|e(r1+ir2)c| = ecr1 <
ε

2∥ψ0∥s
.

That is

∥e(r1+ir2)cψ0∥s <
ε

2
.

Since 1 ∈ span {Qj | j = 1, . . . , q}, we can choose uc ∈ Rq such that c = ⟨uc, Q⟩. Thanks to Proposi-

tion 2.2, there exists δ > 0 such that δ−1uc ∈ Θ(ψ0, δ) and

∥Rδ

(
ψ0, (δ

−1uc, r1, r2)
)
− e(r1+ir2)cψ0∥s <

ε

2
.

Hence

∥Rδ

(
ψ0, (δ

−1uc, r1, r2)
)
∥s ⩽ ∥Rδ

(
ψ0, (δ

−1uc, r1, r2)
)
− e(r1+ir2)cψ0∥s + ∥e(r1+ir2)cψ0∥s < ε.

By (i) of Proposition 2.1, Rt

(
Rδ

(
ψ0, (δ

−1uc, r1, r2)
)
, (0, r1, r2)

)
and Rt (0, (0, r1, r2)) ≡ 0 are defined

in the same time interval t ∈ [0, T − δ] when ε is sufficiently small. Furthermore, (ii) of Proposition 2.1

implies the existence of C > 0, independent of Rδ

(
ψ0, (δ

−1uc, r1, r2)
)
, such that

∥RT−δ
(
Rδ

(
ψ0, (δ

−1uc, r1, r2)
)
, (0, r1, r2)

)
−RT−δ (0, (0, r1, r2)) ∥s ⩽ C∥Rδ

(
ψ0, (δ

−1uc, r1, r2)
)
∥s < Cε.

11



Hence, the proof is completed by taking the control

u(t) =

δ
−1uc, t ∈ (0, δ),

0, t ∈ (δ, T ).

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the condition (P) is satisfied, 1 ∈ span {Qj | j = 1, . . . , q} and r1 = 1, r2 =

−ν. Then for any ε > 0, T > 0, ψ0 ∈ Hs, where s ⩾ sd is an integer, and θ ∈ Cr
(
Td;R

)
, there are

T ∈ (0, T ) and u ∈ Θ(ψ0, T ) ∩ C∞ (JT ;Rq) such that∥∥∥RT (ψ0, (u, 1,−ν))− e(1−iν)θψ0

∥∥∥
s
< ε. (3.1)

Proof. We first let r1 = a = 1
1+ν2 , r2 = b = −ν

1+ν2 , and use an induction argument in N = 0, 1, 2, ... to

show that the approximate controllability in this theorem is true for any θ ∈ HN . More precisely, we

prove the following property:

(PN) For any θ ∈ HN and ψ0 ∈ Hs, there is a family {uτ}τ>0 ⊂ L2 (J1;Rq) such that uτ ∈ Θ(ψ0, τ)

for sufficiently small τ > 0, and

Rτ

(
ψ0,

(
uτ ,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
→ e

1−iν

1+ν2 θψ0 in Hs as τ → 0+. (3.2)

Combined with the saturation condition (P), this leads to the approximate controllability for any

θ ∈ Cr
(
Td;R

)
.

Step 1. Case N = 0. Applying Proposition 2.2 for φ = 0 and u ∈ Rq with θ = ⟨u,Q⟩, we obtain

Rδ

(
ψ0,

(
δ−1u,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
→ e

1−iν

1+ν2 θψ0 in Hs as δ → 0+.

This implies (3.2) with τ = δ and uτ = δ−1u.

Step 2. Case N ⩾ 1. We assume that (PN−1) is true. Let θ̃ ∈ HN be of the form

θ̃ = θ0 +

n∑
j=1

B (θj) ,

where n ⩾ 1 and θj ∈ HN−1, j = 0, . . . , n. Take θ1 and c > 0 to be such that θ̃1 = θ1 + c ⩾ 0. Note that

B(θ̃1) = B(θ1). Applying Proposition 2.2 with φ = θ̃1 and u = 0, we get

e
1−iν

1+ν2 δ
−1/2θ̃1Rδ

(
e
− 1−iν

1+ν2 δ
−1/2θ̃1ψ0,

(
0,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
→ e

1−iν

1+ν2 B(θ1)ψ0 in Hs as δ → 0+.

Since c ∈ H0 and θ1 ∈ HN−1, we have θ̃1 ∈ HN−1. The induction hypothesis implies that, for any δ > 0,

there are families of controls
{
u1τ,δ

}
⊂ L2 (J1;Rq) and

{
u2τ,δ

}
⊂ L2 (J1;Rq) such that u1τ,δ ∈ Θ(ψ0, τ)
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and u2τ,δ ∈ Θ
(
Rδ

(
e
− 1−iν

1+ν2 δ
−1/2θ̃1ψ0,

(
0, 1

1+ν2 ,
−ν

1+ν2

))
, τ
)

for sufficiently small τ > 0, and

Rτ

(
ψ0,

(
u1τ,δ,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
→ e

− 1−iν

1+ν2 δ
−1/2θ̃1ψ0,

Rτ

(
Rδ

(
e
− 1−iν

1+ν2 δ
−1/2θ̃1ψ0,

(
0,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
,

(
u2τ,δ,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
→ e

1−iν

1+ν2 δ
−1/2θ̃1Rδ

(
e
− 1−iν

1+ν2 δ
−1/2θ̃1ψ0,

(
0,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
in Hs as τ → 0+.

Combining these controls and using Proposition 2.1, we can construct a new family
{
u1τ
}
⊂ L2 (J1;Rq)

such that u1τ ∈ Θ(ψ0, τ) for sufficiently small τ > 0, and

Rτ

(
ψ0,

(
u1τ ,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
→ e

1−iν

1+ν2 B(θ1)ψ0 in Hs as τ → 0+.

Iterating this argument with θj ∈ HN−1, j = 0, . . . , n, we obtain a family {unτ } ⊂ L2 (J1;Rq) such that

unτ ∈ Θ(ψ0, τ) for small τ > 0 and

Rτ

(
ψ0,

(
unτ ,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
→ e

1−iν

1+ν2 (θ0+
∑n

j=1 B(θj))ψ0 = e
1−iν

1+ν2 θ̃ψ0 in Hs as τ → 0+.

As θ̃ ∈ HN is arbitrary, this showes the required Property (PN) for N .

Step 3. Conclusion. Finally, let θ ∈ Cr
(
Td;R

)
be arbitrary. It is clear that (1 + ν2)θ ∈ Cr

(
Td;R

)
.

By the saturation hypothesis (P), H∞ is dense in Cr
(
Td;R

)
. This implies that we can find N ⩾ 1 and

θ̃ ∈ HN such that ∥∥∥e(1−iν)θψ0 − e
1−iν

1+ν2 θ̃ψ0

∥∥∥
s
< ε.

Applying (PN) for θ̃ ∈ HN , we find T ∈ (0, T ) and ũ ∈ Θ(ψ0, T ) such that∥∥∥∥RT

(
ψ0,

(
ũ,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
− e(1−iν)θψ0

∥∥∥∥
s

< 2ε.

Since

RT

(
ψ0,

(
ũ,

1

1 + ν2
,

−ν
1 + ν2

))
= RT

(
ψ0,

(
ũ

1 + ν2
, 1,−ν

))
,

we obtain (3.1) with u = ũ
1+ν2 .

Proposition 2.1 and a density argument show that we can take u ∈ Θ(ψ0, T )∩C∞ (JT ;Rq). Indeed,

since C∞ (JT ;Rq) is dense in L2 (JT ;Rq), for any u ∈ Θ(ψ0, T ) such that (3.1) is satisfied, one can

choose uε ∈ C∞ (JT ;Rq) satisfying

∥uε − u∥L2(JT ;Rq) ⩽ ε,

13



this, along with (3.1) and Proposition 2.1, finally implies that uε ∈ Θ(ψ0, T ) and∥∥∥RT (ψ0, (uε, 1,−ν))− e(1−iν)θψ0

∥∥∥
s

⩽ ∥RT (ψ0, (uε, 1,−ν))−RT (ψ0, (u, 1,−ν))∥s +
∥∥∥RT (ψ0, (u, 1,−ν))− e(1−iν)θψ0

∥∥∥
s

<(C + 1)ε.

Remark 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.2, for any M > 0, T > 0, and nonzero ψ0 ∈ Hs,

there exist a time T ∈ (0, T ) and a control u ∈ Θ(ψ0, T ) such that

∥RT (ψ0, (u, 1,−ν))∥s > M.

It suffices to apply Theorem 3.2 by choosing θ ∈ Cr
(
Td;R

)
such that∥∥∥e(1−iν)θψ0

∥∥∥
s
> M.

To this aim, one can take arbitrarily θ1 ∈ Cr
(
Td;R

)
satisfying

∥∥e(1−iν)θ1ψ0

∥∥
1
̸= 0, and put θ = λθ1

with sufficiently large λ > 0, and use the inequality ∥ · ∥1 ⩽ ∥ · ∥s.

Remark 3.2. Let ν = 0 and the conditions of Theorem 3.2 be satisfied, then (1.6) is small-time global

approximately controllable in L2 between states that share the same argument, see Subsection 4.2 for

more details.

3.2. Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

Let us end this section with an example of a saturating subspace. Let I ⊂ Zd∗ be a finite set and let

H(I) = span{1, sin⟨x, k⟩, cos⟨x, k⟩ | k ∈ I}.

Recall that I is a generator if any vector of Zd is a linear combination of vectors of I with integer

coefficients. We write m ⊥ l when the vectors m, l ∈ Rd are orthogonal and m ̸⊥ l when they are not.

The following result is quoted from [11, Proposition 2.6].

Proposition 3.1. The subspace H(I) is saturating in the sense of Definition 3.1, if and only if I is

a generator and for any l, m ∈ I, there are vectors {nj}σj=1 ⊂ I such that l ̸⊥ n1, nj ̸⊥ nj+1 for

j = 1, . . . , σ − 1, and nσ ̸⊥ m.

Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Clearly, the set K ⊂ Zd∗ defined by (1.4) satisfies the condition in

Proposition 3.1. Therefore, the subspace H(K) is saturating, and Theorems 1.1, 1.2 follow immediately

from Theorems 3.1, 3.2, respectively.
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4. Concluding comments

4.1. Controllability on bounded domain

It is interesting to notice that most controllability results are established on the torus, while only a few

have been established for bounded domains. We refer to [14, Section 6 and Section 7] for bilinear small-

time controllability results of the Burgers equation with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions.

It would be interesting to extend these bilinear small-time controllability results to other evolution

equations.

4.2. Reachable subspace

Let ν = 0 and the conditions of Theorem 3.2 be satisfied, then (1.6) becomes a complex heat equation

with complex nonlinearity. For any ψ0, ψ1 ∈ Hs with the same argument, i.e., Arg(ψ0) = Arg(ψ1),

where s ⩾ sd is an integer, we can prove that: for any ε > 0, T > 0, there are T ∈ (0, T ) and

u ∈ Θ(ψ0, T ) ∩ C∞ (JT ;Rq) such that

∥RT (ψ0, (u, 1, 0))− ψ1∥L2 < ε, (4.1)

i.e., the small-time global approximately controllability is satisfied in L2 between states that share the

same argument.

Indeed, if we denote by Z the set of zeroes of ψ0 and ψ1, then the fact that Arg(ψ0) = Arg(ψ1)

implies that

ψ0 = |ψ0|eiArg(ψ0) =
|ψ0|
|ψ1|

|ψ1|eiArg(ψ1) =
|ψ0|
|ψ1|

ψ1 on Z.

Consider for η > 0 the set

Zη :=
{
x ∈ Td | dist(x,Z) < η

}
,

and Zcη := Td \ Zη. For η > 0, we define

ϕη = ρη ln (ψ1/ψ0) = ρη ln (|ψ1|/|ψ0|) ,

where

ρη =


1, x ∈ Zc2η

(0, 1), x ∈ Zcη \ Zc2η

0. x ∈ Zη

is a mollifier compactly supported inside Zcη. ϕη is well-defined because |ψ1|/|ψ0| > 0 on Zcη. Furthermore,

ϕη belongs to Hs
(
Td;R

)
. Notice that∥∥eϕηψ0 − ψ1

∥∥
L2(Td)

⩽
∥∥eϕηψ0 − ψ1

∥∥
L2(Z2η)

.
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Hence, for any ε, T > 0, we can choose η > 0 small enough such that

∥∥eϕηψ0 − ψ1

∥∥
L2(Td)

< ε/3.

Now, by the density of Cs+2
(
Td;R

)
into Hs

(
Td;R

)
, there exists ϕ̃η ∈ Cs+2

(
Td;R

)
such that∥∥∥eϕ̃ηψ0 − ψ1

∥∥∥
L2(Td)

⩽
∥∥∥eϕ̃ηψ0 − eϕηψ0

∥∥∥
L2(Td)

+
∥∥eϕηψ0 − ψ1

∥∥
L2(Td)

<
2ε

3
.

Then, by applying Theorem 3.2 with θ = ϕ̃η, there are T ∈ (0, T ) and u ∈ Θ(ψ0, T )∩C∞ (JT ;Rq) such

that ∥∥RT (ψ0, (u, 1, 0))− eθψ0

∥∥
s
<
ε

3
.

The triangular inequality finally implies that

∥RT (ψ0, (u, 1, 0))− ψ1∥L2(Td) ⩽
∥∥∥RT (ψ0, (u, 1, 0))− eϕ̃ηψ0

∥∥∥
L2(Td)

+
∥∥∥eϕ̃ηψ0 − ψ1

∥∥∥
L2(Td)

< ε,

this completes the proof of (4.1).

However, the characteristic of the reachable subspace in Hs of the bilinear CGL equation remains

open.
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Appendix

Proof of Proposition 2.1. For V ⩾ 0, ν, µ, r1, r2 ∈ R, Q ∈ C∞(Td;Rq) and u ∈ L2
loc(R+;Rq), let

Lψ := V ψ + (1 + iν)∆ψ, N(t, u, ψ) := −(1 + iµ)|ψ|2σψ + (r1 + ir2)⟨u(t), Q⟩ψ.

The associated semigroup S(t) of L acting on a Banach space X can be written as a convolution:

S(t)ψ = Gt ∗ ψ, ∀ψ ∈ X, with its Green function Gt = Gt(x) for t > 0 given by (see [20])

Gt(x) = (2π)d
∑
n∈Zd

gt(x+ 2πn), (4.2)

gt(x) =
1

(4π(1 + iν)t)d/2
exp

(
− |x|2

4(1 + iν)t
+ V t

)
.

For t > 0, the Green function (4.2) satisfies the L1-estimate

∥Gt∥L1 ⩽
∑
n∈Zd

ˆ
[0,2π]d

|gt(x+ 2πn)| dx =

ˆ
Rd

|gt(x)| dx = (1 + ν2)d/4eV t,

from which it follows that S(t) is bounded over Lp for every 1 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞ with

∥S(t)ψ∥Lp = ∥Gt ∗ ψ∥Lp ⩽ ∥Gt∥L1 ∥ψ∥Lp ⩽
(
1 + ν2

)d/4
eV t∥ψ∥Lp .

Moreover, it can be shown (see [20]) that S(t) is a strongly continuous semigroup over C0 and over Lp

for every 1 ⩽ p <∞.

Step 1. S(t) is a strongly continuous semigroup over Hs.

First of all, it is direct to check that

S(t)S(τ) = S(t+ τ), ∀t, τ ⩾ 0 and S(0) = I.

Next, for any ψ ∈ Hs, we have by the Fourier series expansion,

ψ(x) =
∑
k∈Zd

ψ̂(k)ei⟨k,x⟩,

where

ψ̂(k) =
1

(2π)d

ˆ
[0,2π]d

ψ(x)e−i⟨k,x⟩ dx.

Moreover

Ŝ(t)ψ(k) = Ĝt ∗ ψ(k) = Ĝt(k) · ψ̂(k) = e−(1+iν)|k|2t+V tψ̂(k).3

3Recall that (f ∗ g)(x) =
´
Td f(x − y)g(y) dm(y), ∀x ∈ Td and Ĝt(k) =

´
Rd gt(x)e−i⟨k,x⟩ dx =

eV t

(4π(1+iν)t)d/2

´
Rd e

− |x|2
4(1+iν)t

−i⟨k,x⟩
dx = e−(1+iν)|k|2t+V t.
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Hence

∥S(t)ψ − ψ∥2s =
∑
k∈Zd

(
1 + |k|2

)s |e−(1+iν)|k|2t+V t − 1|2|ψ̂(k)|2.

The fact that e−(1+iν)|k|2t+V t → 1 as t → 0+, along with the dominated convergence theorem, implies

that

∥S(t)ψ − ψ∥2s → 0, as t→ 0+.

Finally, notice that for any t ⩾ 0 and for any ψ ∈ Hs,

∥S(t)ψ∥2s =
∑
k∈Zd

(
1 + |k|2

)s |e−(1+iν)|k|2t+V t|2|ψ̂(k)|2

=
∑
k∈Zd

(
1 + |k|2

)s
e(−2|k|2+2V )t|ψ̂(k)|2

⩽ e2V t
∑
k∈Zd

(
1 + |k|2

)s |ψ̂(k)|2 = e2V t∥ψ∥2s,

hence S(t) ∈ L(Hs;Hs), ∀t ⩾ 0. In conclusion, S(t) is a strongly continuous semigroup over Hs.

Step 2. For any s > d/2, ψ̃0 ∈ Hs, and ũ ∈ L2
loc (R+;Rq), there exists t1 > 0 such that the

problem (1.6), (1.3) admits a unique mild solution ψ̃ ∈ C ([0, t1];H
s) in the following form:

ψ̃(t) = S(t)ψ̃0 +

ˆ t

0

S(t− τ)N(τ, ũ, ψ̃(τ)) dτ. (4.3)

The integral equation (4.3) recasts in terms of this Green function of form

ψ̃(t) = Gt ∗ ψ̃0 +

ˆ t

0

Gt−τ ∗N(τ, ũ, ψ̃ (τ)) dτ.

Since s > d/2, we deduce that the embedding Hs ↪→ C0 is continuous, namely, there exists a constant

C (s, d) > 0 such that

sup
x∈Td

|y(x)| ⩽ C (s, d) ∥y∥s, ∀y ∈ Hs.

Moreover, Hs is a Banach algebra (see [1, Theorem 4.39]), i.e., there exists a constant C (s, d) > 0 such

that

∥fg∥s ⩽ C (s, d) ∥f∥s∥g∥s, ∀f, g ∈ Hs. (4.4)
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For our later use, we define the following quantities

M := sup
{
∥S(t)− I∥L(Hs;Hs) | 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1

}
,

r(ψ̃0) := 2M∥ψ̃0∥s,

C(Q) := C(s, d) max
1⩽i⩽q

∥Qi∥s ,

C(q, r1, r2, ũ, Q) := (M + 1)
√

2q(r21 + r22)C(Q)∥ũ∥L2(0,1),

T1 := C(q, r1, r2, ũ, Q)
(
r(ψ̃0) + ∥ψ̃0∥s

)
,

T2 := (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2 (C (s, d) 2)
2σ
(
r(ψ̃0)

2σ+1 + ∥ψ̃0∥2σ+1
s

)
.

We now define

T := min

1,
1

4

(
r(ψ̃0)

T1 + T2

)2
 ,

and set t1 = T . We denote B := BC([0,t1];Hs)

(
ψ̃0, r(ψ̃0)

)
the ball in the space C ([0, t1];H

s) of center

ψ̃0 and radius r(ψ̃0). For every ψ ∈ B we define the following function

Φ(ψ)(t) := S(t)ψ̃0 +

ˆ t

0

S(t− τ)
[
−(1 + iµ)|ψ(τ)|2σψ(τ) + (r1 + ir2)⟨ũ(τ), Q⟩ψ(τ)

]
dτ.

We will finish Step 2 by the following Substep 2.1– Substep 2.3.

Substep 2.1. Φ maps B into itself.

For any ψ ∈ B, we estimate∥∥∥Φ(ψ)(t)− ψ̃0

∥∥∥
s

⩽
∥∥∥S(t)ψ̃0 − ψ̃0

∥∥∥
s
+

∥∥∥∥ˆ t

0

S(t− τ)
[
−(1 + iµ)|ψ(τ)|2σψ(τ) + (r1 + ir2)⟨ũ(τ), Q⟩ψ(τ)

]
dτ

∥∥∥∥
s

⩽M∥ψ̃0∥s + (M + 1)

ˆ t

0

(r21 + r22)
1/2∥⟨ũ(τ), Q⟩ψ(τ)∥s + (1 + µ2)1/2

∥∥|ψ(τ)|2σψ(τ)∥∥
s
dτ

⩽M∥ψ̃0∥s + (M + 1)(r21 + r22)
1/2C(Q)

ˆ t

0

q∑
i=1

|ũi(τ)| ∥ψ(τ)∥s dτ

+ (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d)
2σ
ˆ t

0

∥ψ(τ)∥2σ+1
s dτ,

where we use (4.4) to obtain the third term in the last inequality. The Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,
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triangular inequality and the strict convexity of f(x) = x2σ+1, ∀x ⩾ 0, imply that∥∥∥Φ(ψ)(t)− ψ̃0

∥∥∥
s

⩽M∥ψ̃0∥s + (M + 1)
√
q(r21 + r22)

1/2C(Q)

(ˆ t

0

q∑
i=1

|ũi(τ)|2 dτ

)1/2(
2

ˆ t

0

∥ψ(τ)− ψ̃0∥2s + ∥ψ̃0∥2sdτ
)1/2

+ (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d)
2σ
22σ
ˆ t

0

∥ψ(τ)− ψ̃0∥2σ+1
s + ∥ψ̃0∥2σ+1

s dτ

⩽
r(ψ̃0)

2
+ (M + 1)

√
2q(r21 + r22)C(Q)∥ũ∥L2(0,1)

(
sup

t∈[0,t1]

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃0∥s + ∥ψ̃0∥s

)
√
t1

+ (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d)
2σ
22σ

(
sup

t∈[0,t1]

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃0∥2σ+1
s + ∥ψ̃0∥2σ+1

s

)
t1.

Since t1 ⩽ 1, we obtain that t1 ⩽
√
t1 and

∥∥∥Φ(ψ)(t)− ψ̃0

∥∥∥
s
⩽
r(ψ̃0)

2
+ (M + 1)

√
2q(r21 + r22)C(Q)∥ũ∥L2(0,1)

(
sup

t∈[0,t1]

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃0∥s + ∥ψ̃0∥s

)
√
t1

+ (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2 (C (s, d) 2)
2σ

(
sup

t∈[0,t1]

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃0∥2σ+1
s + ∥ψ̃0∥2σ+1

s

)
√
t1

⩽
r(ψ̃0)

2
+ C(q, r1, r2, ũ, Q)

(
r(ψ̃0) + ∥ψ̃0∥s

)√
t1

+ (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2 (C (s, d) 2)
2σ
(
r(ψ̃0)

2σ+1 + ∥ψ̃0∥2σ+1
s

)√
t1

⩽
r(ψ̃0)

2
+
r(ψ̃0)

2
= r(ψ̃0).

Thus, we deduce that Φ(ψ) ∈ B.

Substep 2.2. Φn is a contraction over B for n large enough.

For any ψ, ϕ ∈ B and each t ∈ (0, t1),

∥Φ(ψ)(t)− Φ(ϕ)(t)∥s

=

∥∥∥∥ˆ t

0

S(t− τ)
[
−(1 + iµ)

(
|ψ(τ)|2σψ(τ)− |ϕ(τ)|2σϕ(τ)

)
+ (r1 + ir2)⟨ũ(τ), Q⟩ (ψ(τ)− ϕ(τ))

]
dτ

∥∥∥∥
s

⩽(M + 1)(r21 + r22)
1/2

ˆ t

0

∥⟨ũ(τ), Q⟩(ψ(τ)− ϕ(τ))∥s dτ + (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d)

×
ˆ t

0

∥ψ(τ)− ϕ(τ)∥s
2σ∑
j=0

∥ψ(τ)∥js∥ϕ(τ)∥2σ−js dτ

⩽(M + 1)(r21 + r22)
1/2C(Q)

√
q∥ũ∥L2(0,1)

(ˆ t

0

∥ψ(τ)− ϕ(τ)∥2s dτ
)1/2

+ (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d) 22σ−2

×
ˆ t

0

∥ψ(τ)− ϕ(τ)∥sD(ψ(τ), ϕ(τ)) dτ,

(4.5)
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where

D(ψ(τ), ϕ(τ)) :=

2σ∑
j=0

(
∥ψ(τ)− ψ̃0∥js + ∥ψ̃0∥js

)(
∥ϕ(τ)− ψ̃0∥2σ−js + ∥ψ̃0∥2σ−js

)
.

Therefore, for every 0 ⩽ t < τ ⩽ t1, we get that

sup
0⩽t⩽τ

∥Φ(ψ)(t)− Φ(ϕ)(t)∥s

⩽(M + 1)(r21 + r22)
1/2C(Q)

√
q∥ũ∥L2(0,1)

√
τ sup

0⩽t⩽τ
∥ψ(t)− ϕ(t)∥s

+ (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d) 22σ−2
√
τ sup

0⩽t⩽t1
D(ψ(t), ϕ(t)) sup

0⩽t⩽τ
∥ψ(t)− ϕ(t)∥s

⩽
(
C(q, r1, r2, ũ, Q) + (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d) 22σ−2D̃(ψ̃0)

)√
τ sup

0⩽t⩽τ
∥ψ(t)− ϕ(t)∥s,

(4.6)

where

D̃(ψ̃0) :=
2σ∑
j=0

(
r(ψ̃0)

j + ∥ψ̃0∥js
)(

r(ψ̃0)
2σ−j + ∥ψ̃0∥2σ−js

)
.

Using (4.5) and (4.6), and by induction on n, we obtain

sup
0⩽t⩽t1

∥Φn(ψ)(t)− Φn(ϕ)(t)∥s ⩽
(
C(q, r1, r2, ũ, Q) + (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d) 22σ−2D̃(ψ̃0)

)n (√t1)n√
n!

× sup
0⩽t⩽t1

∥ψ(t)− ϕ(t)∥s.

For n large enough, it holds that(
C(q, r1, r2, ũ, Q) + (M + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d) 22σ−2D̃(ψ̃0)

)n (√t1)n√
n!

< 1.

Substep 2.3. The existence and extension of a solution.

By the contraction principle (see [6, Theorem 5.7]), we deduce that Φ has a unique fixed point ψ̃ ∈ B,

which is the mild solution of problem (1.6), (1.3) in the form (4.3). Furthermore, it holds that

sup
t∈[0,t1]

∥ψ̃(t)∥s ⩽ (2M + 1)∥ψ̃0∥s.

Therefore, we can conclude that, if ψ̃ is a mild solution of problem (1.6), (1.3) on the interval [0, τ ], it

can be extended to the interval [0, τ + δ(τ)] with δ(τ) > 0. In fact, by defining the quantities

M(τ) := sup
{
∥S(t)− I∥L(Hs;Hs) | τ ⩽ t ⩽ τ + 1

}
,

r(ψ̃(τ)) := 2M(τ)∥ψ̃(τ)∥s

C(τ, q, r1, r2, ũ, Q) := (M(τ) + 1)
√
2q(r21 + r22)C(Q)∥ũ∥L2(τ,τ+1),

T3 := C(τ, q, r1, r2, ũ, Q)
(
r(ψ̃(τ)) + ∥ψ̃(τ)∥s

)
,

T4 := (M(τ) + 1)(1 + µ2)1/2 (C (s, d) 2)
2σ
(
r(ψ̃(τ))2σ+1 + ∥ψ̃(τ)∥2σ+1

s

)
,
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and

T (τ) := min

1,
1

4

(
r(ψ̃(τ))

T3 + T4

)2
 ,

we can define on [τ, τ + T (τ)], ψ̃(t) = w(t) where w(t) is the solution of the integral equation

w(t) = S(t−τ)ψ̃(τ)+
ˆ t

τ

S(t−s)
[
−(1 + iµ)|w(s)|2σw(s) + (r1 + ir2)⟨ũ(s), Q⟩w(s)

]
ds, τ ⩽ t ⩽ τ+T (τ).

Let [0, T̃ ) be the maximal existence interval of the mild solution ψ̃ of problem (1.6), (1.3), where

T̃ = T̃
(
ψ̃0, ũ

)
> 0. If T̃ < +∞, then ∥ψ̃(t)∥s → +∞ as t→ T̃−, otherwise ψ̃ could be extended, which

contradicts the maximality of T̃ . Moreover for any 0 < T < T̃
(
ψ̃0, ũ

)
, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥ψ̃(t)∥s ⩽ C(T )∥ψ̃0∥s. (4.7)

Step 3. Proof of the stability (2.1) and the continuity (2.2).

We first show (2.2). Let ψ, ψ̃ ∈ C ([0, T ], Hs), with 0 ⩽ T < min
{
T̃ (ψ0, u) , T̃

(
ψ̃0, ũ

)}
, be the

solutions of problem (1.6), (1.3) corresponding to the initial conditions ψ0 and ψ̃0 and controls u and ũ,

respectively. Then,

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s ⩽eV t∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s + (1 + µ2)1/2
ˆ t

0

eV (t−τ)
∥∥∥|ψ(τ)|2σψ(τ)− |ψ̃(τ)|2σψ̃(τ)

∥∥∥
s
dτ

+ (r21 + r22)
1/2

ˆ t

0

eV (t−τ)
∥∥∥⟨u(τ), Q⟩ψ(τ)− ⟨ũ(τ), Q⟩ψ̃(τ)

∥∥∥
s
dτ

⩽eV t∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s + (1 + µ2)1/2eV t
ˆ t

0

∥∥∥|ψ(τ)|2σψ(τ)− |ψ̃(τ)|2σψ̃(τ)
∥∥∥
s
dτ

+ (r21 + r22)
1/2eV t

ˆ t

0

∥∥∥⟨u(τ), Q⟩(ψ(τ)− ψ̃(τ))
∥∥∥
s
dτ

+ (r21 + r22)
1/2eV t

ˆ t

0

∥∥∥⟨u(τ)− ũ(τ), Q⟩ψ̃(τ)
∥∥∥
s
dτ.

Using the inequality
∥∥∥|ψ|2σψ − |ψ̃|2σψ̃

∥∥∥
s
⩽ C(s, d)∥ψ − ψ̃∥s

∑2σ
j=0 ∥ψ∥js∥ψ̃∥2σ−js , ∀ψ, ψ̃ ∈ Hs, we obtain
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that
∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s

⩽eV t∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s + (1 + µ2)1/2eV tC (s, d)

ˆ t

0

∥ψ(τ)− ψ̃(τ)∥s
2σ∑
j=0

∥ψ(τ)∥js∥ψ̃(τ)∥2σ−js dτ

+ (r21 + r22)
1/2eV t

ˆ t

0

∥∥∥⟨u(τ), Q⟩(ψ(τ)− ψ̃(τ))
∥∥∥
s
dτ

+ (r21 + r22)
1/2eV t

ˆ t

0

∥∥∥⟨u(τ)− ũ(τ), Q⟩ψ̃(τ)
∥∥∥
s
dτ

⩽eV t∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s + (1 + µ2)1/2eV tC (s, d)
√
t sup
0⩽τ⩽t

∥ψ(τ)− ψ̃(τ)∥s

×

 2σ∑
j=0

sup
0⩽τ⩽t

∥ψ(τ)∥js sup
0⩽τ⩽t

∥ψ̃(τ)∥2σ−js


+ (r21 + r22)

1/2eV tC(Q)
√
2q∥u∥L2(0,t)

√
t sup
0⩽τ⩽t

∥ψ(τ)− ψ̃(τ)∥s

+ (r21 + r22)
1/2eV tC(Q)

√
2q∥u− ũ∥L2(0,t)

√
t sup
0⩽τ⩽t

∥ψ̃(τ)∥s.

Hence for any t2 ∈ (0, T ), we have

sup
0⩽t⩽t2

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s

⩽eV T ∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s +
(
(r21 + r22)

1/2eV TC(Q)
√
2q
√
T sup

0⩽τ⩽T
∥ψ̃(τ)∥s

)
∥u− ũ∥L2(0,T )

+ (1 + µ2)1/2eV TC (s, d)

 2σ∑
j=0

sup
0⩽τ⩽T

∥ψ(τ)∥js sup
0⩽τ⩽T

∥ψ̃(τ)∥2σ−js

√
t2 sup

0⩽t⩽t2
∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s

+ (r21 + r22)
1/2eV TC(Q)

√
2q∥u∥L2(0,T )

√
t2 sup

0⩽t⩽t2
∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s,

which, along with (4.7), implies that

sup
0⩽t⩽t2

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s

⩽eV T ∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s +
(
(r21 + r22)

1/2C(Q)
√

2qΛ
)
eV T

√
T∥u− ũ∥L2(0,T )

+ (1 + µ2)1/2C (s, d)

 2σ∑
j=0

C(T )j
(
δ + ∥ψ̃0∥s

)j
Λ2σ−j

 eV T
√
t2 sup

0⩽t⩽t2
∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s

+ (r21 + r22)
1/2C(Q)

√
2q (δ + Λ) eV T

√
t2 sup

0⩽t⩽t2
∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s.

Choosing t2 to be such that

(1+µ2)1/2C (s, d)

 2σ∑
j=0

C(T )j
(
δ + ∥ψ̃0∥s

)j
Λ2σ−j

 eV T
√
t2+(r21+r

2
2)

1/2C(Q)
√

2q (δ + Λ) eV T
√
t2 =

1

2
,
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we obtain

sup
0⩽t⩽t2

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s ⩽ C(T,Λ)
(
∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s + ∥u− ũ∥L2(0,T )

)
, (4.8)

where

C(T,Λ) := 2eV T + 2
(
(r21 + r22)

1/2C(Q)
√
2qΛ

)
eV T

√
T .

Similarly, we can always obtain another, maybe much bigger positive constant, and still denote it by

C(T,Λ) > 0, such that

sup
jt2⩽t⩽jt2+t2

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s ⩽ C(T,Λ)
(
∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s + ∥u− ũ∥L2(0,T )

)
, ∀j = 1, ..., [T/t2]− 1,

sup
[T/t2]t2⩽t⩽T

∥ψ(t)− ψ̃(t)∥s ⩽ C(T,Λ)
(
∥ψ0 − ψ̃0∥s + ∥u− ũ∥L2(0,T )

)
,

which, along with (4.8), implies (2.2). Finally, the same technique also implies the validity of (2.1).
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