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Abstract: In this paper, exact null controllability of one-dimensional wave equations in non-cylindrical
domains was discussed. It is different from past papers, as we consider boundary conditions for
more complex cases. The wave equations have a mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary condition.
The control is put on the fixed endpoint with a Neumann boundary condition. By using the Hilbert
Uniqueness Method, exact null controllability can be obtained.
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1. Introduction
Let T > 0. Define Q% as a non-cylindrical domain on R?:

ok = {(x,t) €R%0 < x < ag(t) forall t € (O,T)},

where

ap(t) =1+kt ke (0,1).

In this paper, we set

V(0,0(6)) = {9 € H'(0,a4(1)); pla(1)) = 0}, ¢ € [0,7).

We denote the conjugate space of V (0, ax(t)) with [V (0, ax(t))]’.
We study wave equation as follows:

in Qf,
u(ag(t),t)=0 on(0,T), 1)
ur(x,0) =u  in (0,1),

Upyp — Uyy =0

uy(0,t) = v,

u(x,0) = u°,
where v € [H!(0,T)])’ is the control variable and u is the state variable. (1% u!) €
L%(0,1) x [V(0,1)] is an any given initial value. The physical meaning of k is called the
velocity of moving endpoint. By [1], we know that (1) has a unique wake solution u in
the transposed sense.

Applications of control problems can be found everywhere in life; for example, in
engineering practice and in science and technology. In modern mathematics, the distributed
parameter energy control theory is an important branch. Control can be divided into exact
control, null control and approximate control. In wave equations, we know that exact
controllability is equivalent to null controllability.

In cylindrical domains, there are many studies on controllability of wave equations.
However, not much work was performed on the wave equations defined in non-cylindrical
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domains ([1-14]). In [4], exact controllability was studied where the control is put on
moving endpoints. In [5], exact controllability was discussed, and the system is as follows:

U — tyy =0 in QA’%,
u(0,£) = ov(t) u(ag(t),t)=0 on(0,T),
u(y,0) = u’(y) wur(y,0) =u'(y) in(0,1).

In [6,7], exact internal controllability was reviewed. We discuss one-dimensional
wave equations with the Dirichlet~-Neumann boundaries and the control is put on a fixed
endpoint with the Neumann boundary condition. By performing the calculation directly in
non-cylindrical domains, we obtain exact null controllability by using the Hilbert Unique-
ness Method.

In Section 2, the definition of exact null controllability and some main theorems is
provided. In Section 3, the dual system of system (1) by proving Theorem 2 can be obtained.
In Section 4, by the nature of Hilbert’s Uniqueness Method, we prove controllability of
system (1) (Proof of Theorem 1).

2. Main Results and Preliminary Work

Definition 1. Equation (1) is called null controllable at the time T, if for any given initial value
(u®,u') € L2(0,1) x [V(0,1)],
one can always find a control v € [H'(0, T)]" such that solution u of (1) satisfies
u(T)=0,u(T)=0
in the transposed sense.

Remark 1. If ay(t) is a more general function that satisfies 0 < ay/(t) < 1; then, it leads to the
same conclusion as in this paper.
We set controllability time as follows:

2k(1+k)
T —1+e (-0’
k k :

The next theorem, Theorem 1, is the main proof of this paper (controllability).

Theorem 1. In the sense of Definition 1, (1) is called exactly controllable at time T for any given
T>T;.

In order to prove controllability, we prove observability of its dual system. The dual
system of system (1) is as follows:

Zit — Zyx = 0 in Qk,
2x(0,8) =0, z(ag(t),t)=0 on(0,T), 2)
z(x,0) =2  z(x,0)=z' in(0,1),

where (z0,z!) € L?(0,1) x V(0,1) is any given initial values. System (2) has a unique weak
solution (for details refer to [1]):

z € C([0,T], L(0, (1)) N C}([0, T], V (0, ax (1))).

Remark 2. C is a positive constant. Its value may vary from position to position.
Next, we give two important inequalities (observability).
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Theorem 2. When T > T}, for any (°,z) € L?(0,1) x V(0,1), there exists a constant C > 0
such that the solution of (2) satisfies

|Z LZ 01 + |ZO|V 01 < / ak |Zt(0 t)|2dt < C(|Z LZ 01 + |ZO|%/'(O,1)) (3)

3. Observability: Proof of Theorem 2

For t > 0, we give the definition of the energy equation of (2) as follows:

a(t)
B0 = 5 [ a0 + 2 ) Pla. @

Meanwhile, we define

+ ‘zl(x)‘ Jdx. ®)

Lemma 1. When t € [0, T), for any (z°,2z') € L?(0,1) x V(0,1), the solution z of (2) satisfies

£ £ = U [Meywa(e) )P ©

Proof. For any 0 < t < T, multiplying zy — zyxx = 0 by zs(x,s) and integrating on
(0,t) x (0, ax(s)), we obtain
0= fOt ak(S) Zs(x S)[ZSS(X S) - Zxx(X, S)]dXdS
= 3 S 2o, ) P + |zx (x,5) 2] dxds @)
— Jd ) (2, (x,8) 25 (x, 5)) ydxds.

Since
ar(s) =1+ks. 8)

it is easy to check
s (s) = k. )
It follows from (7) that
= 3o lzx(x, )12 + 22(x, ) Pldx
%fl (x,0) + |2x(x,0) PJdx
-5 ||ZX(“k( ),8)[? + zs(ax(s), 5)|?]ds (10)

_fo zs(ax(s), 8)zx (ax (s), 8)ds
JrfO Zs Ors Zx(O,S)dS.

Taking z,(0,t) = 0 for any t € [0, T], it holds that

2x(0,5) =0 for any s € [0,t]. (11)
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Therefore, we can conclude that

0 = 1[50 (|2, (x, 1) ]2 + |22 (x, £) [P)dx
N7 x0|2+\zxx0|]d

y (12)
~5Jo Iz $)> + |zx (i (s), 5) [P ds
_fo Zx “k( ) )ZS("‘k( ),8)ds.
Due to (8) and z(ax(s),s) = 0, we have
kzy(ax(s),s) = —zs(ax(s),s). (13)

Therefore, with (4), (5), (12) and (13), we obtain
2
E(0) — E(t 1 K) / |zx (ax (5),5) | 2ds.

g
Lemma 2. When t € [0, T), for any (z°,2z') € L?(0,1) x V(0,1), the solution zof (2) satisfies

(1 —k2>ff k(s) |z (@ (s), 5)Pds
2f i xzt x, t)zx(x, 1) dx—2f0 xz¢(x,0)zx(x,0) dx+2f0

(14)

Proof. For any 0 < t < T, multiplying zy — zyy = 0 by 2xz,(x,s) and integrating on
(0,1) x (0, ax(s)), we can deduce that
= 2f0 fo xzx x,8)[zss(x,8) — zxx(x,8)|dxds
[ SO [z, 5) 2 + 3]z (x, ) P dds )
+2f0 N S) [xzs(x, 8)zx(x, 5)]jdxds

+ fof “k(s [|zs(x,8) 2 + |zx(x, s) |*]dxds.
Considering (4) and (9), it follows from (15) that
0= 2f xzs(x s)zx(x,8)dxds

—2kf0 zs(ag(s), s)ak(s)zx (ax(s),s)ds (16)
—fo x|zs(x,8) 2 + x|zx(x,5) ] gk(s)ds +2fOtE(s)ds

Further, we can derive

= 2f (x,t)xzx(x, t)dx —Zfo z¢(x,0)xzy(x,0)dx
—2kfo zsm 5),5)ax(s)z (1 (5), )ds

I w92k (5), )P + [z (a5 (5), ) P1ds
+2f0 s)ds.

(17)

Combining (13), we see
(1= 12) g |z (ak(s), 5) Pae(s)dds
= Zfo’xk(t) zi(x, t)xzy(x, t)dx (18)
—2f01 z¢(x,0)xzx(x,0)dx +2f0t E(s)ds
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Lemma 3. When t € [0, T), for any (z°,z') € L?(0,1) x V(0,1), the solution z of (2) satisfies

k(1 —kz)/ots|zx(ack(s),s)\2ds — _2E(t) +2/OtE s)ds

Proof. For any 0 < t < T, multiplying z4 — zxx = 0 by 2szs(x,s) and integrating on
(0,t) x (0, ax(s)), we get

0= Zfo szs(x,s)[ztt(x s) — zxx(x,8)|dxds
g S)
_2f0 [zs(x, 5)szx (x,5)] dxds 19
—fo [s|zs(x,8)|? + s|zx(x,5) |*] jdxds
—i—fo |zs(x,s)| + |zx(x, 8)|?]dxds.
Considering (4) and (9), it is follows that
0= 2f0 szx(a(s),s)zs(ax(s),s)ds — Zfot s2x(0,5)zs(0,8)ds 0)
—2tE() +k [ s[|zs(ar(s),8) 2 + |zx (ax(s), 5)[2]ds + 2 [y E(s)ds
With (11) and (13), we have
t t
k(1 — k2)/0 s|z2 (e (s), s)|2ds = —2tE(#) +2/0 E(s)ds. 1)

0

Lemma 4. When t € [0, T}, for any (z°,z') € L?(0,1) x V(0,1), the solution zof (2) satisfies

1—k 1+k

Sa—mparmiO

WE(O) <E()< (22)

Proof. According to Lemmas 2 and 3, we can conclude that

(1—k2 fg |2 (ax (s),5)|2ds
= Zf xzx x, )z (x, t)dx (23)
—2f0 xzx(x,0)z¢(x,0)dx + 2tE(t).

Combining Lemma 1, we have

2E(0) + 2[01 xzx(x,0)z¢(x,0)dx

i (24)
=2 24 (x, t)xzx (x, t)dx + ZE(t) + 2¢E(t).
This follows from Cauchy’s inequality:
ag(t)
/ 2z4(x, t)xzy(x, t)dx| < 20y (t)E(t), (25)
0
1
/0 2x21(x,0)zx (x,0)dx| < 2E(0). 26)
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From (25) and (26), it follows from (24) that

—2E(0) + %E(O) < 2tE(t) + 20 (t)E(t) + %E(t),
and ) )
2E(0) + EE(O) > —2u(t)E(t) +2tE(t) + %E(t).
Therefore, we have
E(0) < 1 g (D),
1—k
1—-k
>
B(0) = 1 (DE()
Hence, we see that (22) follows. O
Remark 3. Lemma 4 implies that
1=K 1 k)E(0) < E(T) < 250 £ k1) E(0),

1+k 1—k

We will give the proof of Theorem 2, which has three steps.

Proof of Theorem 2.

(27)

(28)

(29)

(30)

(31)

Step 1. Multiplying zy — zyy = 0 by (x — ax(t))zx(x,t) and integrating on QF,, it

follows that
0= foT ak(t) —ag(t))zx(x, t)zue (x, t)dxdt

fo “k(t) — a(#))zx (x, ) zxx (x, t)dxdt
2N -
Next, we calculate J;(i = 1,2) :
fo ak(t) aat [ze(x, ) (x — o ())zx (x, t)]dxdt
+kf f ,H)ze(x, t)dxdt
—fo o (x — ock(t))zxt(x,t)zt(x, t)dxdt.

Combining ay ;(t) = k, it follows that

T = [ 24 (x, )z (3, £) (x — ag (1) ]| T+ K fy 50 24 (x, £z (x, £)dcdlt

LT P (= g (1) & (|2 (x, £)[2) et

= [0 20, 1) (x — g (8)) 2 (x, £)d] |0+ Jo [ ke (x, )24 (x, ) dedt

X
zfo a(t)|z: (0, 1) |dt + %fOT fo"‘ |z¢(x, t) |2dxdt.

Calculating J>, we get
fo fo (x — age( t))@(l|zx(x t)|2)dxdt
2f0 a(t)|z (0, 1) |2dt — 2f0 \zx (x,t)|?dxdt.

With z,(0,¢) = 0 on (0, T), it is obvious that

/ / |2y (x, t)[2dxdt.

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)

(36)
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Therefore, with (34) and (36), we obtain

Ji—12
— [0 (x — g (£)) 24 (x, £) 22 (x, £)d] T
+kf0T (1) ze(x,t)ze(x, t)dxdt

(37)
L ()20, )Pt + L JT for ) |z (x, ) Pedxdtt
zfo i (f) |2y (x, t)|?dxdt
Considering (4), it follows from (37) that
zfo e (t)]z¢(0, )| ?dt
=1/ (1) zx(x t)(x — e (t))ze(x, t)dx] |g (38)

+kf0 ® 2 (x, t)ze (x, t)dxdt + fo dt.

We have
‘ O 2 (8 (x — e (£) 2 (x, t)dx‘

< 3J5™ [l e ) e (3, )P (1) = x)dx 9
< a(t)E(H).
This inequality implies that

‘[/Otxk(t) Zx(x/ t)(x _ Dék(t))zt(x t)dx]‘ < ak(T)E(T) + E(O)/ (40)

‘k/ / (x,H)zx(x, t)dxdt‘ < k/ t. 41)

Step 2. From (22), (31), (40) and (41), it follows from (38) that

Uy |Zt |2“k(t)dt
> [TE — k) E(t)dt — a(T)E(T) (42)

> [ Lk 1+8+,’3k1n(1+k1r)}15(0).

2k(1+k)
_ 13
IfT>TF = %,we have

2
1tk (1K

This implies that one can find a positive constant C to satisfy

I 126 (0, £) Py (£)dt

> Clin(1 +KT) ks =1 = BRI gy ) + 12 Ba(oagc) -

k
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Step 3. From (22), (31), (40) and (41), one concludes from (38) that
2f0 o (£)]z¢(0, f)|2dt
< a(T)E(T) +E(0 +ka t)dt + fo
k k (43)
< FRE0) +E(0) + (1 +K)E fo %Hkt) t

K
< Cli+ & +kE +k?l) In(L+KT)J(12"1 g,y + 12" 2 01))-

With (42) and (43), we get the desired result in Theorem 2. [J

Remark 4.
2H(k1) 2k(k-+1)
—1 4 (k1) . (—k+1)3
T—l T =lim———— = lim——% = 2.
0750k T k50 k k20 k

In the non-cylindrical domain Q. for any time T > Ty, it is well known that (1) is controllable.
However, T} is not sharp.

4. Controllability: Proof of Theorem 1

We use Hilbert’s Uniqueness Method to prove controllability. The specific proof is
divided into three steps.

Step 1. Define linear operator T': V(0,1) x L?(0,1) — [V(0,1)]’ x L?(0,1). We consider

Gttt —Cxx =0 in QF,
¢x(0,t) = Gy, (0), G (ax(t),t) =0  on (0,T), (44)
§(T)=¢(T) =0 in (0,1).

For any ¢ € H'(0,T), Gz,(0,) is defined as:

T
<Gzt(0’t)’¢>((H1(0,T))/,H1(0,T)) :/0 Zt(o’ t)¢t(t)dt (45)

We set
(€°%¢h) 2 (6(x,0), &(x,0)) € L2(0,1) x [V(0,1)]".
We can conclude that
(2°,2") = (=2°%¢h).

Therefore,
1
(K2, @%2)) = [ (62" -
0
Step 2. Multiplying &; — & = 0 by z(x, t) and integrating on Q%, we can derive
0=y Jo £) [~ Exx(x,£) + Eut(x, 1) |dxdt

=—Jy f“k t) (x, )& (%, 1) — 22 (x, 1) E(x, 1)] ,dxdt
+f0 z(x, 1) Cr(x, t) — z¢(x, ) (x, t)]pdxdt.
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From ay ;(t) = k, we get

= —fOT ) D (t), 1) = ze(ae (1), D (g (1), 1)t
—kfo Ct( k(6),8) = ze(ae(t), )8 (i (£), £)]dt
+ [ [2(0,1) «:x (0,t) — zx(0,¢)&(0, t)]dt (46)
—fo x,0)Z(x,0) — z¢(x,0)&(x,0)dx
—i—f’xk (x, T)&(x,T) — z¢(x, T)&(x, T)dx.
Based on the conditions:
CH(T) = 2x(0,) = &(T) = z((t), ) = {(ax(t), £) = O.

Part (46) can conclude that

T 1
/0 GZt(O,t)z(O,t)dt:/O z(x,0)&(x,0) — z¢(x,0)&(x,0)dt. (47)

Combining (45), we derive

/T 12¢(0, £)[2dt = /1 [2(x, 0)& (x,0) — z¢(x, 0)&(x, 0)]d¢ (48)
0 t\Y, 0 7 t\As t\As ’ .

With Theorem 2, I' is proved to be coercive and bounded. Further, combining with the
definition of the Lax-Milgram Theorem, we are able to obtain that I is an isomorphic mapping.
Step 3. For any given initial value

(u®,u') € L2(0,1) x [V(0,1)],

we can define
U() = GZt(O,') 6 (Hl(O, T))/,

where z is the solution of (2). There exists z°, z! satisfying
(2%,2") =71 (—u®, ub).
By combining the definitions of I' we get
I,z = (-¢%¢),

where ¢ is the solution of (44).
Therefore, the following equation holds:

(=% = (—u®,ul).
Due to the uniqueness of (44) we can obtain
(u(x, T),u(x,T)) = (0,0).
Therefore, we complete the proof of exact null controllability of (1).
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