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BOUNDARY CONTROL SYSTEMS ON A ONE-DIMENSIONAL
SPATIAL DOMAIN *
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Abstract. The aim of this paper is to investigate the well-posedness of a class of boundary
control and observation systems on a one dimensional spatial domain. We derive a necessary and
sufficient condition characterizing the well-posedness of these systems. Furthermore, we show that the
well-posedness and full control and observation implies exact controllability and exact observability.
The theoretical results are illustrated using Euler-Bernoulli beam models.
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1. Introduction. Many physical structures rarely remain rigid when subjected
to force. In fact, the modelling and analysis of flexible structures like beams, or strings
play a crucial role in many engineering applications such as in robotics, aerospace, and
high precision machines. These structures are typically modelled by partial differential
equations (PDEs), particularly, linear time-invariant PDEs have garnered significant
attention. In many applications, these PDEs are controlled and observed only at
their boundaries. They are naturally modelled within the framework of boundary
control and observation systems. This concept was initiated by Fattorini in the 1960s
[13], establishing a starting point for studying linear time-invariant systems governed
by PDEs with boundary control. Later researchers such as Salamon [25, 26], Weiss
[37, 38, 40, 39, 41] and Curtain [9] developed Fattorini’s early work to the modern
theory of well-posedness, admissibility and regular linear systems.

The concept of well-posedness is fundamental in the study of boundary control
and observation, as it forms the basis for further control and stability analysis. Over
the years, the study of well-posedness of linear time-invariant systems has attracted
considerable attention, leading to a significant amount of literature. Seminal contribu-
tions in this area include the works by Lasiecka and Triggiani [17, 18] and by Staffans
[29]. For further reading, we also refer to [6, 7, 10, 8, 16, 32, 42]. Informally speaking,
well-posedness refers to the property that for every initial condition in the state space
and any input function in a specified space of functions, the system has a unique state
trajectory and a unique output function. Moreover, the output must belong to a spec-
ified space of functions, and both the state and the output must depend continuously
on the initial state and on the input. Equivalently, it concerns the well-definedness
and boundedness of the four mappings from initial state to input, initial state to
final state, input to state, and input to output (also called transfer function). For
boundary control and observation systems that are impedance passive, there exists a
simple way of characterizing the well-posedness. In fact, if the system is internally
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well-posed, then the well-posedness is equivalent to the boundedness of the transfer
function on a vertical line in the open right half plane. Notable examples within this
class are port-Hamiltonian systems which provide a powerful framework for modelling
as it views physical systems from an energy-based perspective [33, 34, 35].

The primary focus of this article is to investigate the well-posedness of the fol-
lowing class of linear time-invariant systems on a one-dimensional spatial domain

%(C,t) = (Pz(,fC2 + PIQEC + PO(C)) H(Q)xz(¢,t), t>0, ¢€]0,1]
(1.1) u(t) = Weat(Hz)(t), 0=Wpgor(Hz)(t), t>0

y(t) = Wer(Hz)(t), t>0
I(Cao):x0(§)7 <€ [07 1}7

where z(¢,t) € F" (F = R or C), u(t), y(t) € F™ and 7 is the trace operator, given
by
.

7(z) = (z(1) 2'(1) x(0) 2'(0))
The state space is X = L2((0,1); F*) with energy inner product

1

(12) oy =3 [ 90RO

For simplicity, we restrict attention to the interval [0, 1], the same results hold for an
arbitrary compact interval.

Using the port-Hamiltonian approach, internal well-posedness [19, 36], stability
and stabilizability [3, 2, 4, 27], observer design [30] and robust output regulation
[14, 15, 21] of the system (1.1) have been investigated. However, less is known on
well-posedness. If P, = 0 and P, is invertible it has been shown that internal well-
posedness, that is the operator

0
Agr = P—Hx + PyHez,

¢
D(Ap) = {x € X |Ha € H((0,1); F™), [”W/i;] (Ha) = o} 7

generates a Cy-semigroup on X, is equivalent to the well-posedness of the system, see
[16, 43]. This class of systems covers the wave equation, the transport equation, and
the Timoshenko beam equation. However, this result does not extend to the system
(1.1), that models for example the Schrédinger equation or the Euler-Bernoulli beam
equation, see the counterexample in [11]. In [11], the well-posedness of the system
(1.1) was proven under the assumptions that P; = 0 and H is constant. In this paper,
we extend the analysis to the general cas and we derive a simple verifiable conditions
for well-posedness of the system (1.1).

We proceed as follows. In the next section, we begin by providing the necessary
mathematical background on boundary control and observation systems and on well-
posedness. In Section 3, the main result on well-posedness is presented, and followed
by Section 4 which is devoted to the exact controllability and observability. The
application for Euler-Bernoulli beam models are presented in Section 5. Finally, some
concluding and further works are given in Section 6.
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Notation. Let F = C, with || - || denoting the Euclidean norm of F". The
state of the system at time ¢ and spatial position ¢ is represented by z({,t), the
derivative w.r.t. time ¢ is denoted as z, while 2’ refers to the derivative of z w.r.t. (.
Moreover, u(t) € U and y(t) € Y denote the inputs and the outputs, respectively. For
simplicity, we write H({)z((, t) as (Hwz)(¢,t). Throughout, we denote by C the right
half-plane {s € C |Re(s) > a} and the symbol < is used to indicate an inequality
up to a constant multiple ¢ > 0, where ¢ is generic and may vary from line to line.
For a linear (unbounded) operator A on a Hilbert space X with domain D(A), we
denote by p(A) its resolvent set and by ker A its kernel. If A is a densely defined
linear operator, then its adjoint is denoted by A* : D(A*) C X — X, see [12, 22]
for a formal definition. For Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces, we adopt the standard
notation, such as in [1]. The space of bounded, linear operators between two Hilbert
spaces X to Z is denoted by L(X, Z), while C*(X;Z) is the space of all functions
on X mapping into Z that are k-times continuously differentiable. Henceforth, we
abbreviate £(X) := £(X,X). Additionally, for a positive bounded operator A, Az
will represents the square root of A, see [24] for a formal definition.

2. Boundary control and observation systems. In this section, we provide
some background and useful preliminary results on boundary control and boundary
observation systems of the form

(2.1) u(t) = Bx(t),

We briefly review some important definitions and facts based on previous work in the
literature [8, 16, 29, 31].

DEFINITION 2.1. [8, Definition 10.1.2] Let X, U and Y be complex Hilbert spaces.
We call (2.1) a boundary control and observation system on (X, U,Y) if the following
properties hold
.A: DA CX—>X,B:DB)CcX —>U,C: DA CX =Y are linear
operators with D(A) C D(B).
2. The operator Ay : D(Ap) — X defined by

Aoz = Az for x € D(Ag) := D(A) Nker(B)

is the generator of a Cy-semigroup (T'(t))i>0 on X.
3. There exists an operator B € L(U, X) such that for all w € U we have Bu €
D(A), AB € L(U,X) and

BBu=wu, uecU.

4. The operator C is bounded from D(Ag) to Y. Here, D(Ay) is equipped with
the graph norm.

Next, we define classical solutions for boundary control and observation systems.

DEFINITION 2.2. [8, Definition 10.1.3] The pair (z,y) is a classical solution of
the boundary control and observation system (2.1) on [0,T] if for xg € D(A) and
u € C%([0,T);U), the pair x € CH([0,T]; X) and y € C([0,T];Y) satisfies (2.1) for
all t € [0, ).
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For sufficiently smooth inputs, it is possible to reformulate the boundary control
and observation system into an abstract differential equation of the form

0(t) = Agu(t) — Bu(t) + ABul(t),

22) v(0) = vo,

with the output defined by

(2.3) yu(t) = Cot).

Since Ay is the infinitesimal generator of a Cy-semigroup and B and .AB are bounded,
the Cauchy problem (2.2) has a unique classical solution for vy € D(Ap) and u €
C?([0,T);U). Therefore, we have the following relation between the classical solutions
of (2.1) and (2.2).

THEOREM 2.1. [8, Theorem 10.1.4] Consider the boundary control and observa-
tion system (2.1) and the abstract differential equation (2.2) with the output (2.3).
Assume that uw € C*([0,T);U). Then, if vo = zo — Bu(0) € D(Ayp), the classical
solutions of (2.1) and (2.2)—(2.3) are related by

Furthermore, the classical solution of (2.1) is unique.
Next, we provide a formal definition of well-posedness.

DEFINITION 2.3. [16, Definition 13.1.3] The boundary control and observation
system (2.1) is called well-posed, if there exist t,m > 0 such that every classical
solution of (2.1) satisfies

(2.4) mwﬁaéw@W@SQOW+Ammww)

We note that if the inequality (2.4) holds for one ¢ > 0, then it holds for all
t > 0 [16]. Moreover, the inequality of well-posedness is equivalent to the existence
of mild solutions for an arbitrary initial condition zg € X and an arbitrary input
u € L2((0,t);U), such that x is continuous and y € L2((0,t);Y) [16, Section 13.1].
Further, the state and output depend continuously on the initial condition and input
function.

REMARK 2.1. [16, Section 11.1 and Theorem 11.2.1] Assume that the boundary
control and observation system (2.1) is well-posed. If o € X and u € H'([0,T};U),
then the mild solution of the system (2.1) is given by

x(t) = T(t)(zo — Bu(0)) + /0 T(t — s) (ABu(s) — Bu(s)) ds + Bu(t).

If, in addition, u € C?([0,T);U) and xo— Bu(0) € D(Ag). Then, the classical solution
s a mild solution and the corresponding output is given by

y(t) = CT(t)(xo — Bu(0)) + C/o T(t — s) (ABu(s) — Bu(s))ds + CBuf(t).



BOUNDARY CONTROL SYSTEMS ON A 1D SPATIAL DOMAIN 5

DEFINITION 2.4. [3, Definition 3.2.12] The boundary control and observation sys-
tem (2.1) on (X,U,U) is called impedance passive if,

(2.5) Re (Az,z) y < Re(Bz,Cx),, x¢€ D(A).
It is called impedance energy-preserving if
(2.6) Re (Az,z) y = Re(Bz,Cx),, x¢€ D(A).

DEFINITION 2.5. [16, Definition 12.1.1] Let s € C and ug € U. The tuple
(upe®, x(t), y(t)),>q s called an exponential solution of the boundary control and ob-

servation system (2.1) if there exist xog € X, yo € Y, such that
(uoeSt,x(t),y(t)) = (uoeSt,xoeSt,yOeSt) , fora.e t>0,

and (x,y) is the mild solution of the boundary control and observation system (2.1)
with the input function u(t) = ugest € C1([0,t];U) and initial condition xq.

Let s € C. If for every ug € U there exists an exponential solution, and the
corresponding output trajectory yoest, t € [0,00) is unique, then we call the mapping
ug — Yo the transfer function at s, denoted by G(s). The mapping s € p(Ag) — G(s)
exists for every s € p(Ag) [16].

THEOREM 2.1. [16, Theorem 12.1.3] The transfer function of the boundary con-
trol and observation system (2.1) is given by

G(s) =C(sI — Ag) " Y(AB — sB) +CB, s < p(Ap).

Moreover, every exponential solution of (2.1) is also a classical solution. Furthermore,
for s € p(Ao) and ug € U, G(s)ug can also be calculated as the (unique) solution of

sxo = Axg,
(27) Ug = B.l?o,
G(s)ug = Cxo.

with xg € D(A). Further, xg € D(A) is uniquely determined by (2.7).

COROLLARY 2.2. Let ug € U and xo € D(A) be the unique solution of (2.7). If
the boundary control and observation system is impedance passive, then we have the
following inequality

(2.8) Re(s)lzo|[% < Re (uo, G(s)uo) ,

for all s such that G(s) exists.

Proof. By Definition 2.5, the transfer function is related to the exponential solu-
tion via
(uoeSt, zoe’, g(s)uoeSt)t>0 .

By Theorem 2.1 zy € D(A) and (2.7) is satisfied. The impedance passivity of the
system gives
Re <AerSt, xoeSt>X < Re (Bxg, Cxo)
= (upe®, G(s)upe™) .
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Using (2.7), we get
Re <S.Z‘065t, xoeSt>X < Re <u065t, g(s)uoeSt> .
We divide by e2R¢(®)t and obtain
Re(s)||lzo|% < Re (uo, G(s)uo) - 0

Whereas well-posedness requires the inequality (2.4) to be satisfied, for imped-
ance passive systems, well-posedness is already determined by the boundedness of
the transfer function on some vertical line in the open right half-plane. We have the
following result.

THEOREM 2.2. [28, Theorem 5.1] An impedance passive boundary control and
observation system is well-posed if and only if its transfer function G is bounded on
some vertical line in the open right half plane C{, i.e. G : C§ — L(U) satisfies

There exists r > 0 such that sup ||G(r + iw)]|| < .
w€eR

For well-posed boundary control and observation systems, even if the transfer
function is bounded on some right half plane, this does not imply that the limit as
Re(s) — oo exists. Well-posed systems with this property are called regular.

DEFINITION 2.6. [40, Definition 4.4] Let G be the transfer function of a well-
posed boundary control and observation system. The boundary control and observation
system is called regular if H%im G(s) exists. If the boundary control system is

selR,s—o0

im  G(s).

1
seR,s—o0

reqular, then the feedthrough term D is defined as D =

Next, we state that well-posed boundary control and observation systems are
stable under bounded perturbations and admissible feedback operators.

LEMMA 2.3. ([12, Theorem 1.3] and [31, Remark 2.11.3]) Let G be the transfer
function of the boundary control and observation system generated by (A, B,C), and
let P be a bounded linear operator on X. Then the boundary control and observation
system generated by (A,B,C) is well-posed if and only if the the boundary control
and observation system generated by (A+ P,B,C) is well-posed. Moreover, if Gp is
the transfer function of the boundary control and observation system generated by

(A+ P,B,C), then

lim G(s)= lim Gp(s)

s€R,s—0o0 ss€ER,s—o0

and

lim G(s)= lim Gp(s).

Re(s)—o0 Re(s)—o0

THEOREM 2.3. ([40, Proposition 4.9] and [16, Theorem 13.1.12]) Let G be the
transfer function of the well-posed boundary control and observation system

() = Az(t),
u(t) = Bx(t),
y(t) = Cx(t).
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Let F be a bounded linear operator from'Y to U such that the inverse of I + G(s)F
(or I + FG(s)) exists and is bounded in s in some right half-plane. Then the closed-
loop system is again well-posed, that is, the boundary control and observation system

z(t) = Azx(t),
u(t) = (B+ FC)x(t),
y(t) = Ca(t),

is again well-posed. The operator F is called an admissible feedback operator.
We conclude the section by a useful lemma.
LEMMA 2.4. Let (A, By,Co) and (A,B1,C1) be two well-posed boundary control

and observation systems on (X,U,Y) and let Q = (811 812> € LU XY) be such
21 Q2

that

BQJJ o Bll‘
o o(B5) - (5. renin
We denote by Go and Gy the transfer functions of (A, By,Co) and (A, By,C1), respec-

tively and we assume that . (h§n Go(s) = 0. If Q is invertible, then Q11 is invertible.
e(s)—0o0

Proof. Since the two systems (A, By, Co) and (A, By, Cy) are well-posed, there exist
a > 0 and My, My > 0 such that

sup  [|Go(s)|| < Mo,
Re(s)>a

sup (|G (s)|| < M.
Re(s)>a

By Theorem 2.1, for ug € U and s € C}, Go(s)ug is the unique solution of
sto = Azg, x9 € D(A),
ug = Boxo,
go(S)uO = C()LL'().
Therefore, applying the matrix (8; gZ) to the input and the output equations we
obtain that

sxo = Axg,
(Blﬂvo) _ (Qn Q12> ( Ug )
Cixo Qa1 Q22 go(S)Uo '

u1(s) = Qriuo + Q12Go(s)uo,
y1(s) = Qa1uo + Q22G0(s)uo,

Defining

it follows that
sxo = Axg,
Bizo = u1(s),

Cizo = y1(s).
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As the transfer function is unique, we have y;(s) = G1(s)uq(s). Hence, we have shown
that for every up € U and s € CJ there exists u;(s) € U such that

u1(s) U

(2.10) <g1(3)u1(5)> =« (go(S)UO> '

In addition, as @ is invertible, the same argument shows that for every u; € U and
s € CI there exists ug(s) € U such that

(2.11) @ (gofgfo)(s)) - (g1<us1>w> '

Using the equation (2.10), for s € C} and ug € U we have

My ||Qr1uol| + M1 ||Q12G0(s)ugl| > M1 ||Q11uo + Q12G0(s)uol|
> [|Gi(s)ua(s)]|
= [|Q21u0 + Q22G0(s)uo |
> [|Qa1uol| — |Q22G0(s)uol-

As the system (A, By, Cp) is regular with a feedthrough 0, taking the limit as s — oo,
we get that

(2.12) Mi[|Qiiuol| > ||Q21u0ll, wuo € U.

Since @ is bounded and invertible, the inverse Q! is bounded as well. Thus Q is
ug

bounded from below, i.c. there exists C' > 0 such that for (5 ) € U x Y we have

()= Gl

However, by (2.12) for every ug € U

(1+ M7) [|Quiuol? > |Qu1uoll* + [|Q21uol?
2
_ up
=le (%)
uo
0

||Q11UO||2 > C’||u0H2.

2

> (2 = C?||uol*.

< 5_ _c?
Thus, for C' = T

This implies that ker Q1; = {0} and ran Q1; is closed.
Assuming @1, is not surjective, there exists u; € U with u; # 0 and u; € ran Q7.
Using equation (2.11), we have that for s € C} there exists ug(s) € U such that

21 (0 8 (aioh) = (alh)
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Since @ is invertible and G (s) is bounded on C/, (2.13) gives that ug(s) is bounded
on C! as well. Now,

ol = _lim ]

=i ((5) 2 (an))

= lim N (u1, (Q11 + Q12G0(5)) up(s))

seR,s—

= lim (u,Q12G0(s)uo(s))

sER,s—00
=0
which gives a contradiction. We conclude that 17 is invertible. 0

3. Analysis of well-posedness. We now turn our attention to the class of
systems

2
260 = (Prggs + Prge + PO ) HQatc.0), 120, Ge o]
(3.1) u(t) = Wpat(He)(t), 0=Wpar(H)
1) = Wer(Ha) 1)
(C’O): ( )7 CE€ [0’1}

where 7 : H2((0,1); F") — F*" is the trace operator given by

We make the following assumptions.

ASSUMPTION 3.1. o P, Py € F™*" gsuch that Py is self-adjoint and Py is
skew-adjoint and invertible;
e Py e L*°((0,1);F™>m);
o H € C([0,1];F™*") such that H(C) is self-adjoint for all ¢ € [0,1] and there
exist M,m > 0 such that mI < H({) < MI for all ¢ € [0,1];
o The matrices W 1, We € F™X4" with 0 < m < 2n, and Wg o € F(2n—m)xdn

Wa,
satisfying that {Ws,;} has full row rank.
w.

C

We choose X = L2((0,1); F") equipped with the inner product

1

1
(3.2) ooy = = /0 9(Q) 1) F(O)dC.

— 9

We note that the standard L2-norm is equivalent to the norm defined by (3.2), i.e
for all f € L2((0,1);F")

m M
I < 1A% < SR
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REMARK 3.1. By defining

2
sz( 4 + P — g +P0>"Hac7

2ac? a¢
Bz = Wg1m(Hx),
(3.3) Co = Wor(Ha),
D(A) = {z € L*((0,1); F*) | Hz € H*((0,1); F"), W o7(Hz) = 0},
D(B) = D(A),

the system (3.1) is a boundary control and observation system, provided the operator
Ao = Ajger g is the infinitesimal generator of a Co-semigroup on X, see [19].

REMARK 3.2. If (3.1) is an impedance passive boundary control and observation
system, then the operator Ay = Ajxer g is dissipative and in this case the Cy-semigroup
generated by Ag is a contraction semigroup on X, see [3, 36]. If in addition, m = 2n
and Py(¢) = —Py(C) for a.e. ¢ € (0,1), then the impedance passiity is equivalent to

1 - -

WSy Wenie T [0 1

\WeEWSE WeXWgs|  — [L 0]
and impedance energy preserving is equivalent to

WS WySe] ™ _ [0 1]

\WeSWy WesWg| [T 07

where

-5 e gl )

V2 (W] |-R 1 V2 —-R I
0 I 0 —P_

Y= , R=1|__
[I 0] [le Pytppyt }

see [4, 3]. Furthermore, by Theorem 2.1, for smooth input and initial conditions, the
system (3.1) has classical solutions over the time interval [0,T], T > 0. Additionally,
the output y is well-defined and continuous on this interval. Well-posedness, on the
other hand, not only guarantees the existence of mild solutions but also ensures that the
output function y satisfies y € L2((0,T);F™) for arbitrary initial conditions o € X
and inputs u € L2((0,T); F™).

In what follows, we define

.A.Z‘ (2(,;()422+P1({98<+P0)’H$,
o L [P0 + 3P () (1)
‘ @(va (0) + 3 PA(Hz)(0) |7
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We now proceed with the analysis of the well-posedness of the system (3.1). As an
initial step, we state the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 3.1. With the operators in (3.4), consider the boundary control and
observation system

i(t) = Aex(t), x(0) = zo,
(3.5) ue(t) = Bex(t),
Ye(t) = Cex(t), t>0

with the state x, the input u. and the output y.. We assume that the system satisfies
the conditions of Assumption 3.1. Then, the system (3.5) is well-posed and regular.
In particular, for some a > 0 and ¢ > 0, the transfer function G.(s) satisfies

1Ge ()l vy < seCt.

_°
Re(s)’
Moreover, if Py(¢)* = —FPo(C) for a.e. ¢ € (0,1), then the system (3.5) is impedance
energy preserving.

Proof. Using integration by parts, Py = —P,, Pf = P; and H({)* = H(¢) for all
¢ €]0,1], we obtain that for z € D(A,)

d? d
Re (Acz,x) y = Re <P2 d—CQ”Hx + P d—CHx + PyHuz, x>X

2
= %Re <P2(§l<27{x,Hx>L2 + Re <P1;C’Hx,7-£x>m + (PoHx, Hr)y
1
= 1 [(a)()" (Poge (H)(©) + 3P(H(O)) |+ (Pt
¢ 2 0

= Re (te, Ye)pon + (PoHz, HT) (2 .

We see that if Py(()* = —Py(¢) for a.e. ( € (0,1), then (PyHz, Hx); . = 0. Thus, the
system is impedance energy preserving. Nonetheless, as PyH, seen as a multiplication
operator on X, is a bounded operator on the state space X, the well-posedness and
regularity remains unchanged under bounded perturbations, see Lemma 2.3. More-
over, the feedthrough term will remain the same. Thus, without loss of generality,
we assume that Py = 0. Therefore, the system is impedance passive. By Remark
3.2, Ac = Acjker B, generates a contraction semigroup on X. Next, we show that the
system is well-posed. Since A, generates a contraction semigroup, by Theorem 2.2 it
remains to prove that the transfer function of the system is bounded on some vertical
line in the open right half-plane. As both u, and y. in (3.4) contain the common
factor %, we may, without loss of generality, remove this factor, as boundedness is
preserved under multiplication by a nonzero constant.

Let s=r+iw € C,r > 1and u.o € F™. By o we denote the solution of the ordinary
differential equation

(3.6) s520(C) = Pa(Ho)"(¢) + Pr(Hxo)'(C),

with the input wu.

_ [Po(Hao)' (1) + 5 P1(Hao)(1)] _ [ue,
(3.7) Ue,0 = PQ(HJTE)/(O)JF zPl(Hasg)(O)} - |: 20:| )
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and we define the output y. o by

(Ho)(1) } [y 0}
3.8 6.0 ‘= SU .
(38) o= i) = [
We note that for every ¢ € [0,1], mI < H(¢) < MI, the norms ||H(¢) - ||, |H=2(C) - ||
and the Euclidean norm on F™ are equivalent and the equivalence constant can be

chosen independent of (. Using this and the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, we
have

[e,0ll” = I(Hao) (1)II* + [|(Hao) (0) [
S 2o(1)"H(1)z0(1) + 20(0)*H(0)z0(0)

L q *
_ / 72 ((2¢ = Do(Q)" H(Q)o(C))

1 1
_ 2‘/f Jb(C)*7{(C)$0(C)dC‘+'j[ (2¢ — 1) (Ha)' ()" w0(C)de
0 0
-%/1@4—1XHwﬂKVxMCMK
0
— dllaollk + / (20 — 1) [(H20)'(Q))" 0(C) + 20(C)" (Hao)'(()] dC
1
"JC (2 — D)o () H(C) 20 (C)dC
= 4ffrolk — / (2 — Do () H(C) 20 (C)dC
1
+2 (26~ DRefeo(¢)" (o) ().
0

Since H € C1([0, 1]; F™), we obtain

1

(3.9) [ye.oll® < llzoll5 + 2/ (2¢ = DRe [xo(¢)" (Hwo)'(¢)] dC.
0

For simplicity, we call hy = Hxg. Using equation (3.6), we calculate

ho(€) 2o (C) + 20(¢) hg ()
=3M@%&%@+H%«»FH%M@+H%@Y%@

=T ‘gh' 0(0)" (P2hg () + Prhg(€)) + 5 |2 (P2hg (¢) + Prhg(¢)) " ho(€)

= @ [ha<<>* (Poh(€) + Prhi(Q)) + (Pahiy(C) + Pihy (€)™ hY(C)]
| |2 [h6(0)* (Pohg (C) + Pih(€)) — (P2hfy (C) + Prlg(C))" 1 (€)]

210.)

2Re [sho(C)*z0(C)] — | 2 () P2h5<<>)’.
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Substituting the previous expression into (3.9) and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
the inequality (3.9) becomes

1
yeoll” < llzoll% + 2/ (2¢€ = 1)Re [xo(€)"ho(C)] dC

— Jleol% + |2|2 / (2¢ — 1)Re [sh) () 20(C)] dC

iw

- / (2C — 1) (W Q)" Pahly(C)] dC
< ol + / I o dC 7 / (20 — 1) (W (C)" Poly(C)] dC
1
< llollf + QH%HLZH%HB w20 = 1m0 Pomi )]
25w

1
+ o /0 ()" Pl (C)de.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that the norms || - ||z and || - | x are
equivalent, we obtain that

(3.10)

Tl s lollx = 7 (201 (<) Pako )]+

| |||h0||L2

On the other hand, using the equalities (3.7) and (3.8), together with the invertibility
of the matrix P5, we have that

[(2¢ — micr Poti(Q)].
= K (1)° Pal (1) + 1 (0)° P21 0)

- [;Plho(l) — Pyhj(1) — ;Plho(l)} Py [;PlhO(l) + Pahg(1) — ;Plho(l)}

+ [;Plho(o) — Ph(0) — ;Plho(())] P! Bplho(()) + Pyl (0) — ;Plho(O)}

_ —ulo+ Piyly IRyt 0 ulo— Pyl
—uZo— Pyl 0 Pyl |ulo+Puylol’

Hence

)

1
| = 1850 Patt O] | & uel? + Bucolleal + ol

Thus, the inequality (3.10) becomes

r 1 1
190l < llzollk + m”hBHL?onHX + HHUe,OH2 + HHUe,oHHZ/e,OH
(3.11)

1 , 1
- - h/ 2 .
+ ‘S‘Hye,OH + |S|H O”L2

In order to get an estimate of the transfer function G.(s), we need to evaluate the
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norm ||hjl|Lz. To this end, we calculate

{(EhMO+;FUmKOf%hMOy

*

= (P34 3P0 ) Pato©) + (PO + a(0)) Pallc)

Plugging in the first term of equation the equation (3.6), we get

= (s20(0) = GRAO) ) Pohol) + IP2HG(OIE + 5ho O P P2k O

= 520(Q)" Poho(C) — 2 1(¢)* PLPsho(<) — 5T (CT PoPilo(C) + [ Pahiy ()

This implies

/

2Re [(chg(o + ;Pﬂlo(C)) PQhO(C):|
= 2Re [520(C)* P2ho(¢)] 4 2| Paho(O)11? = ho (C)* (P1P2 + PoPy) ho(C).

(3.12)

Since P; is invertible, we have that the norm ||Ps - || is equivalent to the Euclidean
norm || - || on F™. Therefore, with (3.12) we have that

1 1
/H%@Was/n%%@W«
0 0
1

=ReKRmMo+;a%@0*&mwﬂ

0

_/0 Re[520(¢)* PaH({)xo(¢)]dC

1
+ 5/ ho(C)* (P Py + Py Py) h(¢)dC.
0

By virtue of H € C1([0, 1]; F**"), equation (3.7), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we obtain that

Ihollee < Islllzoll% + lzollx 1hollLe + lleze,oll1geoll-
Therefore, we obtain that for some constant ¢ > 0

1holIE2 = ellzollx 1Role — elslllzollk — cllue.ollllye.oll < 0.

This implies

(3.13) IhollL> < ellzollx + \/CQon\& +de(Islllwoll% + lueollllye,oll)-

Since the system is impedance passive, there holds by Corollary 2.2

1
||$0||§c S ;||Ue,o||||ye,0||-
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Thus, for |s| > 1, the inequality (3.13) becomes

1 |s|
[hollee < 7V llwe,0ll\/l[ve,0ll + \/T||Ue,o|||ye,o|| + llue,oll1ye,oll
Vsl / /
< Jr ”ue’O | ”ye,O”'

From inequality (3.11), we recall that

1
2 —
+ |5| ||u€70|| Hy&OH

r 1
1Ye.0l* < llzoll% + HIIhBHLzllonx + mllue,o

1 1
+ = llyeol® + 18617
[s| 77 s
Using again the impedance passivity of the system and the earlier estimate of ||hf||1z2,
we deduce that

r o1 4/]s]

1 1 1
Hye,OH2 S ;||ye,0 [[e,0l + HW NG l|te,oll|ye,oll + ;Hue,0||2 + ;||ye,o| 2
1 |s|
+ T*Hue,ollllye,oll

s|r

2 1 1 1

S| =+ —= ) lueolllveoll + =llueoll® + =llyeoll®
r 1/|5| r r

Therefore, for some constant ¢ > 0 (independent of r) we have

(1= ) el ~ { 2+ —= ) Jlu
r e,0 r \/m e,0

For r > ¢, this implies

2 241 ),
1 2 1 c c <’“ \/T|>
lyeoll < 57— é(+>*4@—rﬁwﬂ+n%p

C
el = ~llue,ol* < 0.

2(1-¢ r [s] r 2(1-¢)

T T

Therefore, for r > 1, we obtain that

1
(3.14) 1e,0ll S WH%,OH-

We have shown that for Re(s) sufficiently large the transfer function satisfies the
inequality

(3.15) 1Ge(3)ll (v c>0

< €
=7
and therefore, it is bounded on a vertical line in the open right half-plane (Cj; for
some rg > 0. By Theorem 2.2, the system (3.5) is well-posed. Furthermore, by (3.15)
we obtain that

lim G.(s) =0,

Re(s)—o0

which implies that the system is regular with feedthrough term is zero. 0
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Using the input u. and the output y. defined in Proposition 3.1, see (3.4) and
(3.5), we may rewrite the system (3.1). We note that [y¢] is obtained from 7(Hz)
through an invertible linear transformation. Hence [ ¢ | span the same range as 7(Hzx).
Therefore, u = W 17(Hz), 0 = Wgom(Hz) and y = Wer(Hz) can equivalently be
expressed as linear combinations of u. and y., and there exist uniquely determined
matrices K;, Ky € Fn=m)x2n and B, By, Cy, Cy € F™*2" guch that the system

(3.1) can equivalently be described by

2
816 5500 = (Pepy + P + PO ) HQ2(G.t), 150, Gl
(3.17) 0= Kyue) + Kopelt),
(318 u(t) = Bu) + Boelt).
(3.19) y(t) = Crue(t) + Caye(t).

The following theorem provides an equivalent condition for the well-posedness of
the system (3.1) in the case m = 2n. Note that if m = 2n, then Wg o = 0 and thus
K, =Ky,=0.

THEOREM 3.1. Let m = 2n. Then, the boundary control and observation system
(3.1) is well-posed and reqular with a feedthrough term given by C’lBl_1 if and only if
the matriz By in (3.18) is invertible.

Proof. If By € F?"*2" is invertible, then the equation (3.18) may be reformulated
as

ue(t) = By tu(t) — By ' Baye(t).

Thus, the system (3.1) is the system (3.5) closed via the output feedback defined by
—B;'By. From Proposition 3.1, we have lim G.(s) = 0, then, for Re(s) large

Re s—o0
enough we get that I+ B ' ByG.(s) is invertible and its inverse exists and is bounded
on a right half-plane. Therefore, the matrix By !B, defines an admissible feedback
operator and thus by Theorem 2.3, the closed loop system is a well-posed boundary
control and observation system with a transfer function is given by

1

G(s) = (C1 + C2Ge(s)) (I + By 'BaGe(s)) . seCf
for some a > 0. Furthermore, we see that it converges to ClBl_l, as Re(s) — oc.

Conversely, we assume that the system (3.1) with m = 2n is well-posed and we

Wg

show that B; is invertible. By assumption, the matrix [ ] is invertible. Hence,

We
we conclude that [gi gi] is invertible as well. As the system (3.5) is well-posed with
a feedthrough 0, we apply Lemma 2.4 and obtain that B is invertible. 0

If 0 < m < 2n, the sufficient condition of Theorem 3.1 still holds, which will be
shown in the following theorem. Further, we provide a necessary condition.

COROLLARY 3.2. The boundary control and observation system (3.1) is well-posed
if the matrix

K|  [Wga p-1
By|  |Wga| 2

O O ~NO
~N O O o
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in (3.18) is invertible.

Proof. If the matrix [Ki] in (3.18) is invertible, the well-posedness of the sys-
tem (3.1) follows from the fact that we may introduce the additional input v(t) =
Wpg oH7(z). The system with the extended input [ %] is well-posed by Theorem 3.1 as
[gi ] is invertible. Hence we may choose any input that is (locally) square integrable.
In particular, we can choose v = 0 and thus the boundary control and observation
system (3.1) is well-posed if the matrix [gi] in (3.18) is invertible. d

4. Exact controllability and exact observability. After characterizing the
well-posedness of the class of boundary control and observation systems (3.1) in the
previous section, we now turn our attention to the property of exact controllability.
Throughout this section we assume that P}({) = —FPy(¢) for a.e. ¢ € (0,1) and
m = 2n. Under this assumption, the system takes the form

2
%:(C,t) <P 68C2 + P 84 +P0(C)) H(Q)x(¢,t), t>0, (e€][0,1]
(4.1) u(t) = Wear(Hz)(t), t>0
y(t) = Wer mx)( ) t>0
2(C.0) = mo(C), ¢ € [0,1]

From this point onward, we define

02 0
Ax—( + P C—i-Po)Hx,

2a¢2
Bx = Wg11(Hx),
Cx = Wer(Ha),
D(A) = {z € L*((0,1); F*) | Hx € H*((0,1); F")},
D(B) = D(A),

and we assume that the system (4.1) is a well-posed boundary control and observation
system and we aim to characterize the exact controllability and exact observability in
finite time.

DEFINITION 4.1. [82, Definition 6.2.1 and Definition 6.2.12] The boundary con-
trol and observation system (2.1) is called exactly controllable (in finite time), if there
exists a time T > 0 such that for every xz1 € X there exists a control function
u € L2((0,T);F™) such that the corresponding mild solution x with xo = 0 satis-
fies

2(0) =0, «(T)=ux.

It is called exactly observable (in finite time) if there exists a time T > 0 and a
constant m > 0 such that for every initial condition xo € X the corresponding mild
solution (x,y) (with uw = 0) satisfies

T
/0 ly®IPdt > miloll

We start by providing the definition of optimizability.

DEFINITION 4.2. [23, Definition 1.1] A boundary control and observation system
is called optimizable if for every initial condition xy € X, there exists an input function
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u € L2((0,00); F™) such that the mild solution x satisfies

/ ()| 2dt < o.
0

Note that exact controllability implies optimizability and in [23], a sufficient condition
for exact controllability is presented in terms of optimizability.

PROPOSITION 4.1. [23, Corollary 2.2] If the boundary control and observation
system (2.1) is optimizable and —Ao = —Ajer 5 generates a bounded Co-semigroup,
then the system (2.1) is exactly controllable.

For boundary control and observation system (4.1) which conserves energy over
time, are naturally exactly controllable.

LEMMA 4.2. Assume that the boundary control and observation system (4.1) is
impedance energy preserving, then it is exactly controllable.

Proof. We consider the operator
0? 0
Apx = + P, + Py | He,
’ ( *a¢ g 0>

Ag)={re X|Hxe H?((0,1); F™), WpaT(Ha) = 0}.
As the boundary control system is impedance energy-preserving, the operator Ag :=
Ajer B generates a strongly continuous unitary group [19]. Thus, —Ap generates a
strongly continuous bounded semigroup. Therefore, by Proposition 4.1 exact control-
lability is equivalent to optimizability. Accordingly, we show that the system can be

exponentially stabilized by a negative output feedback, that is u(t) = —ky(¢), k > 0.
Indeed, for zg € D(A) Nker B+ kC

%HT( t)zoll = 2Re (Axz(t), z(t)) x

(4.2) = 2Re (u(t),y(t))y
= 2Re (—ky(t),y(1))y

= —2k [ly(¢)|I”

Let t; be such that | T(tf)zo|| < 3 ||@o]|. By integrating the equation (4.2) over the
interval [0,ty], we obtain

ty
1Tt )]l — [z = —2k / ()2 dt

Therefore, we obtain

tf
2
/ L@ dt > mo, lzoll,  ma, > 0.
0

This shows that the system closed by the negative output feedback is exactly ob-
servable. Thus, the semigroup generated by Ay, := Ajxer p1c 18 exponentially stable.
This leads to a mild solution in L2((0,00); X). Hence, the system is optimizable and
thus it is exactly controllable. 0

In the light of duality concept between controllability and observability [31], we
next define the dual system of (4.1) to derive an analogous result for exact observ-
ability.
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LEMMA 4.3. [19, Lemma A.1] A matriz W € F2"*4" has full row rank if and
only if W has the decomposition

W:S[I+V I—V},
where S,V € F?"*2n gych that S is invertible. Furthermore, WXW* > 0 (resp.
WEW* =0) if and only if VV* < I (resp. VV* =1), where ¥ = [9[].

LEMMA 4.4. [36, Theorem 2.24] If the boundary control and observation system
(4.1) is impedance passive, then the operators (A*, B*,C*) describing the dual system
of (4.1) are given by

0
+P1 P()) H.’L‘,

ag‘z ¢
D(A*) = {z € X |Ha € H*((0,1);F")},
oty = [I-V* —1-V*] {le - 1} 7(Ha),
D(B*) = D(A"),
C*z(t) = Wer(He),
where
W5 =Wg1 {_RR ﬂ =S[I+V I-V],
and
0 —P;t
= {Pz_l Pz‘lePz‘l]’

with S,V € F2»x2n VV* < T and S invertible.

LEMMA 4.5. If the boundary control and observation system (4.1) is impedance
energy preserving, then it is exactly observable.

Proof. 1t is worth noting that the dual system also satisfies the conditions of As-
sumption 3.1. Furthermore, the system (4.1) is impedance energy preserving implies
that the dual system is also impedance energy preserving. Indeed, by Remark 3.2,
the system is impedance energy preserving is equivalent to WBEWE = 0. Therefore,
by Lemma 4.3, there exists S, V € F2"*2" with S invertible and VV* = I such that

We=S[I+V I-V].

Furthermore, we obtain that

. aw| 1=V
[I-V —I—V]E[_I_V} =0.

By Lemma 4.4, we observe that the dual system of (4.1) is indeed an impedance
energy preserving system. Therefore, using Lemma 4.2, we conclude that the dual
system is exactly controllable. Since controllability and observability are dual notions
[31], the system (4.1) is exactly observable. d
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A key observation in this framework is the use of the following proposition, which
states that given a well-posed boundary control and observation system, the exact
controllability and exact observability remains unchanged under admissible feedback.

PROPOSITION 4.6. [40, Remark 6.9] Let F is an admissible feedback operator for
the well-posed boundary control and observation system (4.1). Then the closed-loop
boundary control and observation system generated by the operators (A, (B — FC),C)
is exactly controllable (resp. exactly observable) if and only if the open-loop system
generated by the operators (A, B,C) is exactly controllable (resp. exactly observable).

The following theorem provides a sufficient condition for exact controllability and
exact observability of the system (4.1).

THEOREM 4.1. The well-posed boundary control and observation system (4.1) is
ezxactly controllable and exactly observable.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, the boundary control and observation system

26t = (Pugs + Pre + Q) OG0, G € l0.1]

L [P ()(1.0) + 3Py () (L)
\/> P2a<(,H'T)( ) 1P1(H )(07t) ,

L | (Hz)(1,1) }
e(t) = —= )
0= 75 | Gidyory
is impedance energy preserving. Then, it follows from Lemma 4.2 (resp. Lemma

4.5) that it is exactly controllable (resp. exact observable). Since the system (4.1) is
well-posed, then B~! is invertible. Using

u(t) = Blue(t) + B2ye(t)7

y(t) = Clue(t) + CZye(t),
we see that the system (4.1) is the closed-loop system of (4.3) via the feedback defined
by —Bleg. Since the feedthrough term of the system (4.3) is zero, then Bleg is an

admissible feedback operator. Thus, from Lemma 4.6, we deduce that the closed-loop
system, that is the system

(4.3) u(t) =

# 0
260 = (Prggs + Pugg + PO ) HQatc.0) 130, Ce o]
u( ) = WB}lT(H$)7 t>0
y(t) = Wer(Hzx), ¢>0.

is exactly controllable and exactly observable. 0

5. Examples. As an illustrative example, we apply this theory to the Euler-
Bernoulli models.

5.1. Euler-Bernoulli beam with viscous air damping. We study an Euler-
Bernoulli beam with viscous air damping. In this model, damping is assumed propor-
tional to the transverse velocity, %—‘;’ [5]. In this case the vibrations of the beam are
described by
(5.1)

0w 0? 0w ow
HOGE 6.0+ o (BIOTE G0 ) #4005 @0 =0, 120, ce)
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Here, w((,t) is the vertical displacement, p(¢) denotes the mass density per unit
length, EI(¢) > 0 is the flexural rigidity (or bending stiffness) of the beam while
E(¢) > 0 is the elasticity modulus and I(¢) > 0 is the moment of inertia of the cross
section. The non-negative coefficient v(¢) represents the viscous external damping.
Associated with (5.1) we choose the following boundary conditions

0w 9w

atac O =0 Gt =0
3 (roggen)] =0 [ (rroggen)] =

and measurement of the output

Ow
t) = —(1,t
y(t) = 52011
. e .
By defining « = | ,2, |, and choosing
a¢c2
o -1 B [y 0 _[; o
P2—|:1 O:|, Pl_O, P0—|:O 0],and H_|:O EI,

the damped Euler-Bernoulli beam equations (5.1) may be written as the class of
system (3.1) with the following boundary control and observation

00 00 O0O0OT1FO0 (Hz)(1,1)
0 = 0 01 00 0 0 Of [(Hx)(1,¢)
L:| U()_ 00 0 0 0 0 01 (Hz)(0,t) |’
00 01 0 0 0 o0 (Hx)’(O,t)
(HI)/(l,t)
yt)=[1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] ((77-[‘[?)((01:;)) .
(Hz)'(0,1)
We have
0 0 0 1
Ki] |0 1 0 0
{Bl]_ 0 0 -1 0
-1 0 0 0

We clearly have that [gll] is invertible. Thus, by Corollary 3.2, with this choice of
input and output, the system is well-posed.

5.2. Beam with distributed elastic support. We consider an Euler-Bernoulli
beam where its end are supported transversely by distributed elastic springs where k;
denotes the translational stiffness and k, denotes the rotational stiffness of the spring,
see [20, 44]. The equation of motion for this system is given by

dw 0?
ﬁ(@t) + ac (EI(O

0w

(5.2)  p(Q) W(C’t)) +kw(¢,t)=0, t>0, ¢e€(0,1).
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The Euler-Bernoulli beam equation (5.2) may be written in the formulation of the
class of system (3.1)

§t 0 -1 0] [5 0 0 ;—“; 0 0 1[5 0 0] [eF
o | 5 1 0 0| |0 EI Of |G| +]0 0 0|0 EI of |%%].

We choose the following boundary conditions

02w Ow
BI(0) 55 (0.0) + k. 52(0.0) = 0.
82
MC(O =0,
9 9%

o (Frogaen)]  shwo.n =0
2w
aoc ) =0

9% O
BI( )842(1 )+ ke 8C(1 ) =0,

57 (PrOE )] +hetin=un

We introduce the output

Oow
t) = —(1,t
y(0) = 220,0)
We have that
0 0 0 0 0 —ik,
0 0 0 0 1 0
Ki| |0 0 0 1 0 0
Byl |0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 —ik, 0 O 0
1 0 0 0 0 0

Since [IB<11] is invertible, by Corollary 3.2, the system is well-posed.

6. Conclusion and perspectives. In this work, we have investigated the well-
posedness of a class of boundary control and observation system in the form (3.1)
which in particular include the Euler-Bernoulli beam models. To this end, we have
provided a necessary and sufficient condition for the well-posedness. As a consequence,
we have showed that, under full control and observation, well-posedness implies exact
controllability. A perspective could be to extend the proposed approach to a more
general class that include the Rayleigh beam equation.
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