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Small-time approximate controllability for the nonlinear complex
Ginzburg-Landau equation with bilinear control

Xingwu Zeng?, Can Zhang®
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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].
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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 [I8] 23], 28], BT]. We are interested in the following CGL equation on
the torus T? = R?/277Z<:

Do = Vb + (1+ ) A — (1 + i) 627, (1.1)

where d, o > 1 are arbitrary integers, i = /=1, V > 0 and v, u € 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. o sets the degree of the nonlinearity. v and p are
the coefficients of the linear and nonlinear dispersive terms respectively.

Let ¢ > 1 be arbitrary integer, and @ : T¢ — R? be a given smooth external field. We consider the

following CGL equation with bilinear control on the torus T¢:

O = Vo + (1+ i) A% — (1 + i) {6270 + (1 +iR) (u(t), Q). (1.2)
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The pair (u, R) € L (R*; R?) x R plays the role of a control. (1.2) is equipped with the initial condition

$(0,2) = to(x) (1.3)

belonging to a Sobolev space H® := H*® (Td; (C) of order s > d/2, so that the problem is locally well-posed
in H® (see Proposition 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 approzimately null-controllable, if for any ¢ >
0, T >0, 1o € H?, there exists a control (u, R) € L*([0,T];R?) x R such that

[P ze <&

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

global approximate null-controllability to any H*-neighbourhood of any target of the form e(1=%)%).
Definition 1.2. The system (1.2)), (1.3) is approzimately controllable for any e > 0, T > 0, 19 € H?,
and 0 € C*> (T%R), there is a time T € (0,T), a control (u, R) € C* ([0,T];R?) x R, and a unique
solution v € C ([0, T); H®) of (1.2)), (1.3) such that

T) — (=)0 H _
[w(@) — ety || <

1.2. Notation

In this paper, we will use the following notation.

e (-, -) is the Euclidian scalar product in R? and || - || is the corresponding norm.

e H = H* (Td;(C) with s > 0 and LP = LP (']Td;C) with p > 1, are the standard Sobolev and
Lebesgue spaces of functions f : T¢ — C endowed with the norms || - ||s and || - ||». The space H®

is endowed with the norm
A2 =" (L4 [%2)° [ F (k)2
kezZd
where

k2 =K+ k2 +... +k2, Vik=(ki,...,kg) €2

and the Fourier coefficient

~ . 1 .
flk) = f(x)e "k dm(z) = 7/ fx)e "k dg.
=] 1@ @)= Gyt J 0 T
The space L? is endowed with the scalar product

ohie = [ S an) = o | @l e = ot e



e C* =(C*(T%C) with s € NU {oo}, 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 Jr instead of [0,7] and J instead of [0, 1].

C (Jr; X) is the space of continuous functions f : Jp — X with the norm
1Flle(rrix) = max | £()]lx-

o [P (Jp; X) with 1 < p < oo, is the space of Borel-measurable functions f : Jr — X with

T 1/p
1 fllLe(rrix) = (/0 1f 1% dt) < o0.

sq 1s the smallest integer strictly greater than d/2.

1 is the function identically equal to 1 on T¢.

1.8. 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 C Z¢ := Z% {(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 @ = (Q1, ..., Q) satisfies
{1, sin(z, k), cos(z, k) | k € K} Cspan{Q,; |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 > sq be an integer. The system (1.2)),
(1.3) is small-time approxzimately null-controllable for any R € R in the sense of Definition .

Theorem 1.2. Assume that the condition (1.5)) is satisfied. Let s > sq be an integer. The system (1.2)),
(1.3) is approzimately controllable in the sense of Definition .

Several remarks are given in order.

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

any condition on the scalar control R, i.e., the choice of R € R is arbitrary.



Remark 1.2. A more general formulation of the result in Theorem[I.3 is given in Theorem [3.3, where
the controllability is proved under an abstract saturation condition for the field Q (see the condition|(Z?)).
We will see from the proof of Theorem that the scalar control R = —v. Note that the time T may

depend on the initial condition g, the target e =%y, 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

Y of the following heat equation with the bilinear control u € L= (R x (0,T)):
Oh — Ath —urh =0 in R? x (0,T),
Y |t=0 = o in RY,
where the initial datum 1o # 0. Then, if (2, T) =0 in R? for some u € L™(R? x (0,T)) and T > 0, the
well-known backward uniqueness for parabolic equations (see [15)]) implies that b vanishes identically in

R? x [0,T]. This contradicts 19 Z 0. The conclusion is that, if 1y Z 0, then for any u € L>(R% x (0,T))
and T > 0, ¢¥(x,T) #0 in RZ

Remark 1.4. The small-time controllability of phases is proved in Theorem|[I.3, while a stronger control-
lability result can be considered: the small-time L?-approzimate controllability. It refers to the possibility,
for any € > 0 and every g, Y1 € L? with ||[¢o||2 = ||¥1]|2 = 1, there exists a time T € [0,¢], a global
phase 0 € [0,27) and controls u : [0,T] — R?, R € R such that the unique solution i € C ([0,T]; H®) of

(L.2), (L.3) satisfies
||1/}(Ta ¢07 U, R) - eieql]l HL2 <é&.

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 and let us
first turn to the following Cauchy problem:

O =V + (L + ) Ay — (14 ip)[9[*79 + (r1 + ir2) (u(t), Q(2))1), (1.6)

which is equipped with the same initial condition (|1.3). We denote by R: (¢o, (u,r1,72)) solution of the

system (1.6]), (L.3) defined up to some maximal time. We denote by B(y)(z) = Z;l:l (8%90(3:))2. A
central role in the proof is played by the limit

(WS e (o T ey (57,11, 72) ) — e HIEEH g i F2 a5 6 - 0F, (L7)



which holds for any ¢y € H?®, non-negative function ¢ € C'* (']I‘d; R)7 constants (u,r1,r2) € RI X R X R,
and a,b € R satisfying r; + irg = (1 + iv)(a + ib)?. The limit 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 is derived directly from .

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

field @ = (1, sinx, cos ) such that assumption (1.5)) satisfied, and (|1.7)) becomes
eloti)s ™ op, (e_(““b)‘rm‘%o, (6‘1u,r177"2)) e (E )y in B as 6 - 0%, (18)

Letting 1 = 1,70 = —v, applying this limit with ¢ = 0 and using the assumption (1.5, we see that
(1.6) can be controlled in small time from any initial point ¥g € H*® to an arbitrary neighbourhood of

e(1=)%) for any 6 in the vector space
Hy = span{1, sinz, cosz}.

Applying again the limit (1.8) with non-negative functions ¢ = 6; € Hp, j = 0,...,n, we add more
directions in #. Namely, the system can be steered from v close to e("1T%2)%), where § now belongs

to a larger vector space H; whose elements are of the form

0o + 2(9;)2
j=1

We iterate this argument and construct an increasing sequence {H;} of subspaces such that the equation
can be approximately controlled to any target e("1+2)%) with any § € H j and j > 1. Since the union
U;‘;l Hj is dense in Cc* (Td; R) for any k > 1, this concludes the proof of approximate controllability of
problem (1.6) and (1.3) with r; = 1, ro = —v and v € C*° (0, T]; RY), 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| [] 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 [211 22] 25| 27 29] [30]. Recently, this approach



has been implemented for bilinear small-time controllability of the Schrédinger equation in [5, [IT], the
heat equation in [I3], and the Burgers equation in [I4]. 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 [I.1] and [I.2) and give their proofs. At the end of Section [3] we give
an example of a saturating subspace and prove Theorems [[.1] and [[.2] Section [4] gives some concluding

comments. Appendix is devoted to the proof of Proposition [2.1
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2. Two auxiliary propositions

2.1. Local well-posedness

In the following, we consider the CGL equation , where u is a R%valued function and @ :
T¢ — R? are arbitrary smooth functions. We shall always assume that the parameters d, o > 1, and
V >0, v, u,ry, 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, 150 € H% and u € LIQOC (Ri;RY), there is a mazimal time

T=T (1;0,12) > 0 and a unique solution v of the problem (1.6, (1.3) with (¢o,u) = (1;0,12>, whose
restriction to the interval Jp belongs to C (Jp; H®) for any T < T. If T < oo, then ||ih(t)|s — oo as
t — T~. Furthermore, for any T < T, there are constants § = (T, A) > 0 and C = C(T,A) > 0, where

A= Yllerme) + lll2pma),

such that the following properties hold:
(i) For any 1o € H® and u € L* (Jp;RY) satisfying

10 — olls + |lu — | g2 (1psra) < 0, (2.1)



the problem (1.6), (1.3) has a unique solution v € C (Jp; H®).
(ii) Let R be the resolving operator for (1.6), i.e., the mapping taking a couple (o, u) satisfying (2.1)
to the solution . Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|R (o, w) =R (0. | < C (I = Gols + Il = 2 rpsm) ) - (2:2)

ClrsHe)
Remark 2.1. The global well-posedness of problem , ts rather delicate even without any
control. More precisely, the global well-posedness of can be established in the one-dimensional case,
while in higher dimensions, the global well-posedness of depends on specific choices of p and v, 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 vy € H®
and T > 0, recall © (19, T) be the set of functions u € L? (Jr;R?) such that the system (1.6]), (1.3))
has a solution in C (Jpr; H®). By Proposition the set © (19, T) is open in L? (Jr;R?). For any
peCl (Td; R), recall that

d
2
B(p)(z) = > (0, 0(x))" - (2.3)
j=1

For convenience, we choose a, b € R such that
r1 +iry = (14 iv)(a +ib)>.
The following asymptotic property plays a key role in this paper.

Proposition 2.2. For any integer s > sq, Yo € H®, (u,r1,12) € RT x R X R, and non-negative function
peCr (Td;R) with 1 = s + 2, there is a constant 09 > 0 such that, for any 6 € (0,dy), we h(w
s~luco (6*(a+ib)5_1/2@¢0, 5) and

elati)d ™ op (e—(aﬂ'b)é’l/zwwm (6_1u,r1,r2)> — ertir)B)Hw.Q)y o in H® as § — 0.

Here R is the restriction of the solution at time t = 6.

Remark 2.2. This result is inspired by [11, Proposition 1.2] and [I3, 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 € RY, with a slight abuse of notation, we denote by the same letter the constant value function equals

to u.



Proof of Proposition[2.2 Let us fix arbitrarily M > 0 and assume that ¢y € H®, o € C” (’]I‘d;R), and
u € R? are such that

[Yolls + leller + l[ullre < M. (2.4)
Recall that

1 +irg = (14 iv)(a + ib)>.
For any § > 0, we denote ¢(t) := elatit)s™ Zop, (e_(a+ib)571/2‘pwo, (6= tu, 7, 7"2)). According to Propo-
sition , #(t) exists up to some maximal time 7% = T (e*(““b)‘rl/z“"wo, 6*1u). Moreover, if T° < oo,
then

“e_(a+ib)571/2¢¢(t) — o0 ast—T°,

S

We need to show that
(a) there is a constant dg > 0 such that 7° > § for any & < &o;
(b) () — elr1tir2)BLIH(w.R)y in H® as § — 0,
To prove these properties, we introduce the functions
w(t) = (T (@t Blo)+wQ)iyd — p(rtira)Ble)lHwRNtyS — 4y(4) 1= ¢(5t) — w(t), (2.5)
where ¢J € H" satisﬁe
lWdlls < C for & < 1, (2.6)

3], < CO~Y* for 6 <1, (2.7)

o —3lls =0 asd— 0T

For example, we could choose 1§ by using the heat semigroup: g = 661/4A’(/J0. In view of (2.4)-(2.7),

we have
\ vt € [0,2], (2.8)
sV vtelo,2]. (2.9)
Furthermore, v(t) is well-defined for + < §~'7? and satisfies the equation
8w =6V (v + w) + (1 + i) A(v + w) — 5(1 + ip)|e” @92 (4 4 w)|27 (v + w)
— 021 +iv)(a +ib) [Ap(v 4+ w) + 2V - V(v + w)]

+ (r1 +ire) [(u, Q) + B(p)] 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, v, u, r1, r2, a, b, 0, d, s, but not on §.



with the initial condition
v(0) = o — 5. (2.11)
Let us start by assuming that ¢g € H?**2. Tt follows that () € H**2 and v(t) € H?**2 for every
t € (0,7%). Let the multi-index notation o = (ay,...,aq) € N? satisfying |o| = |ai| + -+ + |og| < s.
Taking first the scalar product of with 9%%v in L? and then integrating by parts, we obtain

d

— |0%v|* dz
dt [07271.][1

<26|V[lv + wlls[|vlls
+20(1+ %) 2w, o]l

feY —(a+t —1/2 o feY
+25(1+M2)1/2)<3 [le=(@H72 (v 4+ w) 27 (v 4 w)], 0%) 12 ((0,27))

+ 251/2(1 + 1/2)1/2(a2 + 1)2)1/2 |(80‘ [Ap(v+w)+ 2V - V(v + w)], 6aU>L2([0’2ﬂ-]d)‘

+2(rf +73) 2 [(0% [((u, Q) + B())v] , 07V) 12((0,24)) |
5
= Z I;. (2.12)
i=1
We estimate the terms I, I, I3, and I5 by integrating by parts and by using (2.4)), , and (12.9)):

[L| < C8llv +wlslvlls < CollvlF + Cdllv]ls,

|I2| < C8lwll,[[olls < CO%*v]]s,

c
|I3] < Cllv + w2+ olls < OO0 27 + C]jvlls
C

15| < Cllvll3.

We estimate I, as follows:
1] < C2 0] + O 2wl sy lolls < CY2 (0]l + C§Y4|o]]s,
where we have used again integration by parts, the identities , and , and the equality
(O, 005,0%0,0%) ,, = %@j@,axj |0°0*) 12 = —(02, 0, [0%v]*) 1.

Summing up inequalities (2.12)) for all a € N, |a| < s, combining the resulting inequality with the

estimates for I; and the Young inequality, and recalling that 6 < 1, we obtain
Aullvll2 < €82 + € (14 8V2) Jull2 + Collol 2D, ¢ < 7T,
This inequality, together with (2.11) and the Gronwall inequality, implies that

1/2 2 t
(o) < O+ (C‘51/2t +lo = v+ 5 [ e dT) (2.13)



for t < 67'T° and for every v € H>2.

Finally, we can extend the validity of for every ¢y € H® thanks to (i) of Proposition and
to the density of H?**2 into H® with respect to the H*-norm. Let us take & € (0,1) small enough such
that, for § < dg,

o — w812 <1, (2.14)

LC(1+64/2) (0(51/2 + |0 — wgui) <1/2, (2.15)

and denote

70 = sup {t< STITO | [Ju(t)||s < 1}.
From (2.11)) and (2.14) it follows that 7° > 0 for § < §y. Let us show that 70 > 1, provided that
5o < (20€2°) . (2.16)

To reach a contradiction, we assume that 70 < 1. Let t = 70 in (2.13). By using ([2.15) and (2.16)), we

obtain ,

2 1 1

=l <545 [ IGIE Ty <L
sS279 )

This contradiction shows that 70 > 1 for § < d;. Therefore, we have 1 < §~1T°. Thus, the property (a)
is proved. Taking ¢t = 1 in (2.13)), we arrive at

Jo(1))2 < 0+ (C6Y2 4 ||yo — g[S +C8) » 0 as - 0%,

This implies (b), and completes the proof. O

3. Small-time approximate controllability

In what follows, we assume that s > sy4 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 [II]. Let H be a finite-
dimensional subspace of C" (T%;R), and let F(H) be the largest subspace of C" (T%;R) whose elements

can be represented in the form
0o+ > B(0))
j=1

for some integer n > 1 and functions §; € 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 {H;} of finite-

dimensional subspaces by Hy = H and H; = F (H;_1),j > 1, and denote
Hy = U H;.
j=1

10



Definition 3.1. A finite-dimensional subspace H C C" (Td; R) is said to be saturating, if Hy is dense
in C" (Td; R).

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

() The field Q = (Q1, ..., Qq) is saturating, i.e., the subspace
H=span{Q; |j=1,...,q}

is saturating in the sense of Definition [3.1]

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

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the condition is satisfied, 1 € span{Q; | j=1,...,q} and o € H?,

where s > sq is an integer. For any e, T > 0 and 1, r2 € R, there exists u € O (v, T) such that

||RT (¢07 (U’a Tl,TQ)) ||3 <e.
Proof. For any € > 0, let ¢ € R satisfy

, €
|6(T1+l7‘2)0| — e < )
2[[%olls

That is
. €
||6(T1+”2)C'(/10”5 < 5
Since 1 € span{Q; | j=1,...,¢}, we can choose u. € R? such that ¢ = (u., Q). Thanks to Proposi-

tion there exists § > 0 such that 6~ 1u. € © (1, d) and

HRé (wo, (5—1uc’ T1,7‘2)) _ e(r1+ir2)cw0||s <

N ™

Hence
HR5 (1/}0’ (5—1,&0’7,,177,,2)) ”S < ||R5 (1/]0’ (5_1'“5;71177'2)) _ e(r1+ir2)cw0||s + ||e(T1+iT2)C'I/JoHS < e

By (i) of Proposition Ry (R5 (1/10, (5’1uc,7’1,r2)) 7((),7’1,7"2)) and R; (0, (0,71,72)) = 0 are defined
in the same time interval ¢ € [0,T — ¢] when ¢ is sufficiently small. Furthermore, (ii) of Proposition
implies the existence of C' > 0, independent of Rs (wo, (0 Yue,r, 1“2)), such that

||RT75 (R5 (¢07 (5_1U5,T1,T2>) 7(0771177”2))_7?'7175 (07 (07T17T2)) ||S < Cv||7?’5 (w07 (5_1UC,T17T2)) HS < CE'

11



Hence, the proof is completed by taking the control

5 u,, t € (0,9),
u(t) =

0, te (5,7).

O

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the conditionis satisfied, 1 € span{Q; | j =1,...,q} andry =1, 19 =
—v. Then for any e > 0, T > 0,19 € H®, where s > s4 is an integer, and 6 € C" (Td;R), there are
T €(0,7) and u € © (¢, T) N C> (Jp;R?) such that

<e. (3.1)

S

HRT (1o, (u, 1, —1)) — 17004,

Proof. We first let 1 = a = ro =0b= and use an induction argument in N = 0,1,2,... to

1 —v
T2 T2
show that the approximate controllability in this theorem is true for any 8 € Hy. More precisely, we

prove the following property:

(Py) For any 6 € Hy and vy € H®, there is a family {u,} _, C L*? (J1;R?) such that u, € © (¢, 7)

for sufficiently small 7 > 0, and

1 — 1—iy
Rq— (wo, (UT, m, HV1/2>> — 611+L,2 611)0 in H as 7 — 0+, (32)

Combined with the saturation condition |(£?)| this leads to the approximate controllability for any
6 € C" (T4 R).
Step 1. Case N = 0. Applying Proposition for ¢ =0 and u € R? with 6 = (u, Q), we obtain

1 — 1—iv
K (%’ (5_1“’ 52 Hyz)) e n g in HY as § - 0F
1% 1%

This implies (3.2)) with 7 =6 and u, = 6 u.
Step 2. Case N > 1. We assume that is true. Let 0 € Hp be of the form

=00+ B(0)),
j=1
wheren > 1 and 0; € Hy_1, j =0,...,n. Take 6; and ¢ > 0 to be such that 0; = 01 + ¢ > 0. Note that
B(A;) = B(6,). Applying Proposition [2.2 with ¢ = #; and u = 0, we get

Loiy 5—1/27 _1loiv s—1/2j 1 —v 1iv g .
ein? 1Rs (e 1507 Yoy [0, —— ——— ) ) = e B0y i B as 5 — 0t
142" 1+02

Since ¢ € Hy and 6 € Hx_1, we have ; € Hy_1. The induction hypothesis implies that, for any § > 0,
there are families of controls {Ul,a} C L?(J1;RY) and {’lﬁr,&} C L? (J1;RY) such that uy ; € © (Yo, 7)

12



1—iv

1/2
and U72—75 €0 (Ré (6 e gll/Jo, (O7 H%’ 1;ﬁ)) 77') for sufficiently small 7 > 0, and

1 —v —iy 5= 1/24
Rr (%’ (“61+21+y2)) - e IRET

1oiy 5-1/2G, 1 —v 9 1 —v
RT R 1402 ) 0a777 ) 70°7 |, .92%1 |, .9
< 5<6 7’[}0( 1+ 1+V2>) (u’5 1+v2" 1+ 02
w(; 1/2 4, 71/5 1/2 01 1 —V
— 1+u R 1+u 0, — —
€ (5( w0a<71+y271+1/2>>

in H® as 7 — 07.

Combining these controls and using Proposition we can construct a new family { ul} C L% (J1;RY)
such that ul € © (¢, 7) for sufficiently small 7 > 0, and

1 — 1—iv
<¢o, ( Y )) — €1+”QB(61)w0 in H* as 7 — 07

T T2
Iterating this argument with 6; € Hy_1, j = 0,...,n, we obtain a family {u”} C L? (J1;R?) such that

ul € © (¢, 1) for small 7 > 0 and

1 — 1—iv n ) 1—iv 5
R (wo’ (uﬁ’ 142 Hyzﬂ))  ernt (R BOD) g 150 in H as T 0T,

Asf € Hy is arbitrary, this showes the required Property for N.

Step 3. Conclusion. Finally, let 6§ € C" (Td;R) be arbitrary. It is clear that (1 +v%)§ € C” (’JTd;R).
By the saturation hypothesis H, is dense in C" (']I‘d; R). This implies that we can find N > 1 and
0 € Hy such that

He(lﬂ-”) Yo it _wOH <e.

Applying for € Hy, we find T € (0,7) and @ € © (¢, T) such that
< 2e.

1 L 1—iv)6
HRT <w07< 1+V2,1+l/2)>6( )1/}0

1 . -
(7/}0,( 1+V2’1+VV2>> <¢0>< 1+ 27131/)>7

we obtain (3.1) with u = H-%
Proposition and a density argument show that we can take u € © (v, T) N C* (J; R?). Indeed,
since C° (Jp;RY) is dense in L? (Jp;RY), for any u € O (g, T) such that (3.1)) is satisfied, one can

Since

choose u. € C* (Jr;R?) satisfying

lue — ul|L2(spimay < €

13



this, along with (3.1) and Proposition finally implies that u. € O (¢, T') and

[Re (o, (e 1, =) = =05

<R (o, (e, 1)) = Rer (o, (s L, =), + || R (o, (1,1, =) = 17075

S

<(C +1)e.

O

Remark 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem[3.3, for any M > 0, T > 0, and nonzero ¢y € H*,
there exist a time T € (0,T) and a control u € © (1o, T) such that

||RT (’L/)Oa (ua 1? _V)>||s > M.
It suffices to apply Theorem by choosing 0 € C” ('I[‘d; R) such that

Heu—iu)awo

> M.

To this aim, one can take arbitrarily 6, € C” (Td;R) satisfying ||e(1_i”)91w0“1 # 0, and put 0 = A0y

with sufficiently large A > 0, and use the inequality || - || < || - ||s-

Remark 3.2. Let v = 0 and the conditions of Theorem be satisfied, then (L.6)) is small-time global
approzimately controllable in L? between states that share the same argument, see Subsection @ for

more details.

3.2. Proofs of Theorems and[1:3

Let us end this section with an example of a saturating subspace. Let I C Z¢ be a finite set and let
H(I) = span{1,sin(z, k), cos(z, k) | k € T}.

Recall that I is a generator if any vector of Z¢ is a linear combination of vectors of I with integer
coefficients. We write m L [ when the vectors m, | € R? are orthogonal and m [ [ when they are not.

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

Proposition 3.1. The subspace H(I) is saturating in the sense of Definition if and only if I is
a generator and for any I, m € I, there are vectors {n]—};’:1 C I such that I Y ni, n; L njq1 for
j=1,...,0—=1, and ny £ m.

Proofs of Theorems[1.1] and[1.3 Clearly, the set K C Z¢ defined by (1.4) satisfies the condition in
Proposition Therefore, the subspace H(K) is saturating, and Theorems follow immediately

from Theorems respectively. O

14



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 [I4] 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 v = 0 and the conditions of Theorem be satisfied, then becomes a complex heat equation
with complex nonlinearity. For any g, 1 € H® with the same argument, i.e., Arg(vy) = Arg(yy),
where s > s4 is an integer, we can prove that: for any ¢ > 0,7 > 0, there are T € (0,7) and

u € O (o, T) N C* (Jp;R?) such that

||RT (¢07(u7170))_¢1”L2 <eg, (41)

i.e., the small-time global approximately controllability is satisfied in L? between states that share the
same argument.

Indeed, if we denote by Z the set of zeroes of 1y and 17, then the fact that Arg(ig) = Arg(¢n)
implies that

bo = |oletAra¥o) — @‘¢1|eiArg(w1) _ |Zo¢1 on 7.

|1 [1]
Consider for n > 0 the set

Zy = {z € T | dist(z, Z) < n},

and Zy = T\ Z,. For n > 0, we define

Oy = ppln (¢1/¢0) = Pn 1“(\¢1|/|1/J0|) )

where
1, T € Z3,

pn =14 (0,1), x € Zy \ Zn
0. T € 2,

is a mollifier compactly supported inside Zg. ¢, is well-defined because [¢1/[1)o] > 0 on Zf. Furthermore,

¢, belongs to H?® (’]I‘d; R). Notice that
le%*0 =] o ray < Nl 0 = 1l 2z,

15



Hence, for any ¢, T > 0, we can choose n > 0 small enough such that

He(b”i/)o - ¢1||L2(Td) < 5/3

Now, by the density of C**2 (T4 R) into H* (T R), there exists 5,, € C*2 (T%R) such that

2e

Heg"i/lo—%‘ + “e¢77¢0_w1’|L2(Td) <3

< [l er0 — e

L2(T4) L2(T4)

Then, by applying Theorem with § = (En, there are T' € (0,7) and u € © (¢, T) N C* (Jr;R?) such
that
€
HRT (%o, (u,1,0)) — 69¢0||s < 3

The triangular inequality finally implies that

IR (o, (,1,0)) = ¢l agray < | R (o, (1,1,0)) = et

+ “€$”¢0 - %‘

<g,

L2(T4) L2(T4)

this completes the proof of (4.1)).
However, the characteristic of the reachable subspace in H?® of the bilinear CGL equation remains

open.
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Appendix

Proof of Proposition[2.1. For V >0, v, u, 71, 12 € R, Q € C®(T%R%) and u € L _(RT;RY), let

L= Vi (L+ i) AY, N(t ) == —(L+ i[9l + (4 ira){ult), Q).

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

S(t)y = Gy x 1, Vip € X, with its Green function Gy = G¢(z) for ¢t > 0 given by (see [20])

Gi(z) = (2m)? Z gt(x + 2mn), (4.2)

nezd

- 1 |z
g(x) = mexp (_4(1+i’/)t + Vt) .

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

|Gl < Z/ lg:(x + 27n |dm—/ lge ()] dz = (1 4 )4/ %eV?,

nezd

from which it follows that S(t) is bounded over LP for every 1 < p < oo with

d/4
IS@Ble = 1Ge 6l 0 < 1G] 1 010 < (1+22) 7" ]| 1o.

Moreover, it can be shown (see [20]) that S(¢) is a strongly continuous semigroup over C° and over LP
for every 1 < p < oc.
Step 1. S(t) is a strongly continuous semigroup over H*®.

First of all, it is direct to check that
S(t)S(r)=S({t+ ), Vt,7 > 0 and S(0) =

Next, for any ¥ € H®, we have by the Fourier series expansion,

Zw km)

kezd

where

~ 1

o0 = iz [ b))

(2m)d [0,27]¢
Moreover
SOD(k) = Gr (k) = Cr(k) - (k) = e~ (FWIFEVEG (g
3Recall that (f = g)(z) = [raf(z — y)g(y)dm(y),Vz € T¢ and é\t(k) = Jgagt(z)e™ i(kow) dg =
t I )

(47r<1<6+‘z‘/u)t)d‘/§ Jpa e AOFE ) gg = o=t k2 e+ Ve,
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Hence

IS — )2 = D (1 +[K[?)" e QFIREEVE 3213 (k)2

kezd
The fact that e~ A+@IK*t+VE 5 1 454 5 0+, along with the dominated convergence theorem, implies
that
1S(t)y — |2 =0, ast—07.

Finally, notice that for any ¢ > 0 and for any v € H®,

”S(t)wH? _ Z (1 + ‘]{i|2)s |e_(1+iy)|k|2t+Vt‘2|{b\(kj)|2

kezd
s (_ 2 -~
_ Z (1+ ‘k|2) e( 2|k| +2V)t|1/)(k)‘2
kezd
<Y T (L RE) R = V2,
kezd

hence S(t) € L(H®; H®), Vt > 0. In conclusion, S(t) is a strongly continuous semigroup over H®.
Step 2. For any s > d/2, o € H%, and @ € L} . (Ry;RY), there exists t; > 0 such that the
problem (T.6), (T.3) admits a unique mild solution ¢) € C ([0,,]; H®) in the following form:

D(t) = S(t)ho + /0 S(t —7)N (7, @, (7)) dr. (4.3)

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

D) = Gy + o + /0 Grr s N(r, 0, 0 (7)) dr.

Since s > d/2, we deduce that the embedding H* — C° is continuous, namely, there exists a constant
C (s,d) > 0 such that

sup y(z)| < C(s,d) [lylls, Vye H".
z€eTe

Moreover, H*® is a Banach algebra (see [I, Theorem 4.39]), i.e., there exists a constant C (s,d) > 0 such
that
1fglls < C (s, d) [ fllslglls, Vf.g€H" (4.4)
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For our later use, we define the following quantities

N

0<t

M = sup {||S(t) — Tl ggeszme) 1} :

r(tho) = 2M || s,

C(@Q) = C(s,d) max Qi

C(q, 7’1,?"2,56762) = (M + 1) 2‘1(7"% JFT%)C(Q)MHL?(O,U,
7—1 = C(qa Tl,’l"Q,’&, Q) (7‘(’(/;0) + ||QL0||S) )

Ta o= (M +1)(1+ p?) "2 (C (s,d)2)* (r@o)?”“ + ||1,Eo|\§ff+1) :

. 2
R 1 [ r(to)
'T.—mm{l, 4(,5_’_75) },

and set t; = 7. We denote B := Bg((o,¢,):17) (@Zo,r(d;o)) the ball in the space C ([0, t1]; H®) of center

We now define

Yo and radius 7“(1;0). For every 1 € B we define the following function
~ t
()(t) == S(t)¢o +/0 S(t —7) [~ + i) [(T)P7%(r) + (r1 +ir2){a(r), Q)3p(r)] dr.

We will finish Step 2 by the following Substep 2.1— Substep 2.3.
Substep 2.1. ® maps B into itself.

For any v € B, we estimate

|2w)®) — o

S

/0 S(t =) [~ +ip)[p(T)[P7%(r) + (r1 +ir2)(a(r), Q)(r)] dr

< HS(tWO — o

"
s

S

<M |ldolls + (M + 1)/0 (rf +73) 21 a(r), Q) (7)lls + (1 + w?) 2 [[[o(n)*w ()|, dr

<Ml + O+ 1) +3)2C@) [ 3l vl dr

t
+(M+1)(1+u2)1/20(s,d)2”/0 [ (7)]|2* dr,

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(z) = x2°+1, Vo > 0, imply that

oo -,

) 1/2 ¢ 3 3 1/2
<Ml + (O + 1)V + ) 0(Q (/ > it |dT> (2 [ ) — dull + ol

+ (M 4+ 1)(1 4 p?)/2C (s,d)*72% / [46() = ol 27 + [[ho |27+ dr

7"(1/;0)

<
2

+ (M + 1)4/2q(rf + r3)C(@Q)l|al] L2 0,1) (tes[gg ] 1 (t) = olls + ||1/30||s> vVt

+ (M +1)(1+ )20 (s,d)*72% ( sup [|i(t) — ol 27! + ||1/30||§”+1> t

te[0,t4]

Since t; < 1, we obtain that t; < /#; and

7 ( ~0)
2

<

e

+ (M +1)4/2q(rF + r3)C(Q)ll| L20,1) (tes[lollz | 1 (t) = dolls + ||7[}0|s> Vit

+ (M+ 1)(1 —|—‘u2)1/2 (O (S,d) 2)20 < sup Hd’(t) _ 7;OH§U+1 + ||7;0||§J+1> \/E

te[0,t1]

<) 4 g, 5,Q) (+(G0) + Il) VT

(M + 1)(1 + ﬂ2)1/2 (C (S,d) 2)20 (T(JJO)20+1 + ||1/~}0H§U+1) \/E
<, 10 )

Thus, we deduce that ®(¢) € B.
Substep 2.2. ®" is a contraction over B for n large enough.

For any v, ¢ € B and each t € (0,1;),

[@()(t) — (D) ()]s
/ St —7) [=(1+ip) ([(D)P70(r) = 16(r)[*76(7)) + (r1 +ir2){a(r), Q) (¥ (1) — &(7))] dr

S

<(M +1)(3 +13)"/2 / (), QY ((r) — (7)) s dr + (M + 1)(1 4 2)1/2C (s, d)
x / lo(r) = $(r)lls Zw N2~ dr

" 1/2
<M +1)(rf +73)"2C(@Q)Vallil| 12(01) </0 () = o(T)]I2 dT) + (M + 1)1+ p?)2C (s,d) 27772

/ [6(7) — S() [ D((7), B(r)) dr,
(4.5)
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where
20

D), (7)) = > (I6(r) = ol + 1Goll2) (l6(r) = o2 + o127~

j=0
Therefore, for every 0 <t < 7 < t1, we get that

sup [|@(¥)(t) — @(4)(1)l]s

ot
<(M +1)(rf + T%)”QC(Q)\/&IIQIIL%o,nﬁoittlg [9(t) = o) ls
ST (4.6)
+ (M +1)(1+p4%)2C (s,d) 2727 sup D((1),6(t) sup [[3b(t) — (t)]s
0<t<ty 0<t<T
< (Cla e, Q)+ (M + D)1+ 422 (s,d) 27 2D0) ) V7 sup [[0(6) = 6(0).
where )
D(o) ==Y (rldho)! + Iboll?) (r($0)*~ + o)1) .
j=0
Using and , and by induction on n, we obtain
sup [9°(6)(0) — 87 (D)), < (Cla 72,2, Q) + (O + 1)(1 +2)12C (s, ) 272 D)) L)
0<t<t Vnl

x sup |[¢(t) — &(t)]s-

0<t<ty
For n large enough, it holds that

" (vi)"
Val

(Clari,m, Q) + (M + 1)1+ 22)!/2C (5.d) 2% D () <1

Substep 2.3. The existence and extension of a solution.
By the contraction principle (see [6, Theorem 5.7]), we deduce that ® has a unique fixed point 1[1 € B,
which is the mild solution of problem (L.6]), (1.3) in the form (4.3]). Furthermore, it holds that

sup [[(t)[|s < (2M + 1) dolls.
t€(0,t1]

Therefore, we can conclude that, if ¢ is a mild solution of problem (1.6), (1.3) on the interval [0, 7], it
can be extended to the interval [0,7 + §(7)] with (7) > 0. In fact, by defining the quantities

M(7) = sup {18() ~ Tll ooy | 7 < <7 H1,

r($(7) = 2M (D))
C(Ta q,71,72, 717 Q) = (M(T) + 1) 2(](7’% + r%)C(Q)Hﬂ”LQ (7,7+1)s
Ty i= C(r, 01,72, 5, Q) (r(B(r) + [2(7)]s)

Ta o= (M(r) + 1)1+ 122)2 (€ (5,d) 9% (rB(@)* + [
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and

- 2
- 1 (r@(r)
T(T) .mm{l, 1 (75+71 ,
we can define on [r,7 4+ T(7)],9(t) = w(t) where w(t) is the solution of the integral equation

w(t) = S(t—TW(TH/ S(t—s) [=(1 +ip)w(s)[*Tw(s) + (ry + irz) (@(s), Qu(s)] ds, 7 <t <T+T (7).

Let [0,7) be the maximal existence interval of the mild solution ¢ of problem (T.6), (T.3), where
[ =T (1/;0,11) > 0. If T < +o0, then Hz[;(t)”s — +oo as t — T, otherwise 1 could be extended, which
contradicts the maximality of T'. Moreover for any 0 < T < T (1[)0, ﬂ), we have

sup 15(®)ls < CT) 1ol (4.7)

tel0,T

Step 3. Proof of the stability and the continuity .

We first show (2.2). Let 1, v e C([0,T],H®), with 0 < T < min {T(?ﬁo,u),T(J)O,ﬁ)}, be the
solutions of problem , corresponding to the initial conditions ¥y and 1/;0 and controls v and ,
respectively. Then,

7 ~ t
() — ()]s <e*llvo — olls + (1 + p?)'/? /O V(=) .

¢
+ (2 4r )1/2/ eV (t=7)
0

[WEP(r) = P

dr

S

|(u(r), Q) — (alr), Q)(r)

<eV [0 — ol + (1 + u2)1/2eV" / t H|w<7>|2w<r> ~ [P ar
r ot [t ~ ()
w0t [ )~ a0, 1

dr

S

Using the inequality |47 — [ < C(s, )l = $lls 376 VIR NP2, vap, & € H?, we obtain
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that

I(t) (o)l
<6Vl — dola + (1 + 424 (s.d) / o) — 5l Zuw ()2 dr
2 1 y3)1/2 Vt/ [ utr 5| dr
+ot e [ HW) —a(r), Q)| dr

<eVMlo —dolls + (1 +1*)/2e*C (s,d) Vi sup [[(r) = (7)lls

o<t
20
X (Z sup [[¢(7)[l4 sup ||¢(T)§UJ>
':00\T< TS

+ (rF +13) 2V C(Q) v 2llull 120, VE sup [|v(7) — D()ls

<7<

+(rf + 1)1 2V 0(Q) V24 ||U*U||L2(Ot)\/z sup [[9(7)]]s-

0o<T<t

Hence for any ¢, € (0,T"), we have
sup [ (t) — P(t)ls

<e" Tl — dolls + ((T?Jﬂ%)me”(f W2aVT sup_|lib(7)lls ) lu — @l 22 (0,m)

07T

+ (L4 u) 2" TC (s,d) (Z sup [[o(7)2 sup [|d(r )Ilz”j) Via sup (1) = ()]s

iSO 0STST 0<r<T 0<t<ts

+(rf + 1)1 2eVTO(Q) V24 HUHL"‘OT)\/; sup [[p(t) - (O,

\\2

which, along with (4.7)), implies that

sup [[4(t) — & (t)lls

0<t<ts

<e"Tllo = dolls + (1 +73)2C(Q)v/2aM) €TV T lju = il 20,1

+ (L )2C (5,0) (ZC (o +||¢o||s)jA2“"‘) VTVE s [6(t) = (o).

0<t<ts

+(rf +r)20(Q)V24 (5 + A) VTV sup [[(t) —d(1)]]s-

0<t<ts

Choosing t5 to be such that
- j . 1
(1+p>)V2C (s,d) (ZC’ (6 + ||¢0Hs)] A%j) e T\l +r2) 20(Q)\/2¢ 6+ N) eV T Viy = 3
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we obtain

sup[[4(t) = $(®)lls < CT.4) (o = dolls + llu = @l 20.r) ) (48)

0<t<ts

where
C(T, A) == 2¢¥T 42 ((rf + r§)1/2C(Q)\/2qA) eV TVT.
Similarly, we can always obtain another, maybe much bigger positive constant, and still denote it by

C(T,A) > 0, such that

sup  [[¥(t) —d(t)|ls < C(T, A) (Wo — tolls + |lu— 770HL2(0,T)) ;o Vi=1,.,[T/t] - 1,

Jta<t<gtatts
swp [[6(t) = 5Ol < CT,A) (o — Dol + 1w~ a0 )
[T/t2]t2<t<T

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