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STABILIZATION OF CONTROL SYSTEMS ASSOCIATED WITH A
STRONGLY CONTINUOUS GROUP

HOAI-MINH NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. This paper is devoted to the stabilization of a linear control system y = Ay + Bu and
its suitable non-linear variants where (A, D(A)) is an infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous
group in a Hilbert space H, and B defined in a Hilbert space U is an admissible control operator with
respect to the semigroup generated by A. Let A € R and assume that, for some positive symmetric,
invertible @ = Q(X) € L(H), for some non-negative, symmetric R = R()\) € L(H), and for some
non-negative, symmetric W = W () € L(U), it holds

AQ + QA*™ — BWB* + QRQ +2)\Q = 0.

We then present a new approach to study the stabilization of such a system and its suitable nonlinear
variants. Both the stabilization using dynamic feedback controls and the stabilization using static
feedback controls in a weak sense are investigated. To our knowledge, the nonlinear case is out of
reach previously when B is unbounded for both types of stabilization.
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In this paper, we study the stabilization of a linear control system associated with a strongly

S(0) = Id (the identity),
1

continuous group and its related nonlinear systems. Let H and U be two Hilbert spaces which denote
the state space and the control space, respectively. The corresponding scalar products are (-, - g
and (-, )y, and the corresponding norms are || - [z and | - [ly. Let (S(t)),, © L£(H) be a strongly
continuous group on H, i.e.,
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S(ty +t2) = S(t1) 0 S(te) Vi1,t2 € R,
and
}/in% S(t)x =z VYreH.

Here and in what follows, for two Hilbert spaces X; and Xy, we denote £(Xy,X3) the Banach
space of all bounded linear applications from X; to Xo with the usual norm, and we simply denote
L£(X1,X1) by L(Xy).

Let (A, D(A)) be the infinitesimal generator of (S(t)),., and denote S(t)* the adjoint of S(t) for
t € R. Then (S (t)*) 1cr 18 also a strongly continuous group of continuous linear operators and its
infinitesimal generator is (A*, D(A*)), which is the adjoint of (A,D(A)). As usual, we equip the
domain D(A*) with the scalar product

(21, 22)p(ax) = (21, 22)m + (A* 21, A% 29y for 21, 29 € D(A¥).
Then D(A*) is a Hilbert space. Denote D(A*)" the dual space of D(A*) with respect to H. Then
D(A*) c Hc D(A*).
Let
B e £(U, D(A*)).

In this paper, we consider the following control system, for T' > 0,

y' = Ay + Bufor t € (0,T),
{ y(0) = o,

where, at time ¢, the control is u(t) € U and the state is y(t) € H, and yo € H is an initial datum. This
control setting is standard and used to model many control systems, see, e.g., [5, B0]. Interesting
aspects of the controllability and the stability of (II]) can be found in [19] 25, 10}, B4} 111, [5 B5] 30 28]
and the references therein.

As usual, see, e.g., [B, B0], we assume that B is an admissible control operator with respect to
the semi-group (S(t)),., in the sense that, for all u € L*([0,T];U), it holds that

(1.1)

=0
(1.2) p € C([0,T]; H) where p(t) := L S(t — s)Bu(s)ds.

As a consequence of the closed graph theorem, see e.g., [4], one has

(1.3) lelleqomm < CrlullLzo,rv)-

Let A € R and assume that, for some positive, symmetric, invertible @ = Q(\) € L(H), for some
non-negative, symmetric R = R(\) € L(H), and for some non-negative, symmetric W = W(\) €
L(U), it holds

(1.4) AQ + QA* — BWB* + QRQ + 2)\Q = 0,
where (4] is understood in the following sense
(1.5) (Qz, A*ym+{A*z, Qyyu —W B*z, B*y)u + (RQz, Qyyu +2MQz,y)m =0 Vz,ye D(A").

In this paper, given a Hilbert space H and an operator Re E(}ﬁl) being symmetric, one says that R
is non-negative if
<§:17,:17>]ﬁ1 >0 for all z € H,

and one says that R is positive if, for some positive constant C, it holds []

<J§x,x>ﬁ > CHxH%I for all z € H.

I Thus positivity here means coercivity.
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Recall that system (L.I)) is called to be exactly controllable in some positive time T if for all
Yo, yr € H, there exists u € L2((0,T);U) such that

y(T') = yr,

where y is the unique weak solution of (II]) (the definition of the weak solutions is recalled in
Section [3]). In this case, we also call that the pair (A, B) is exactly controllable in some positive
time 7. It is known that (II) is exactly controllable in time 7" > 0 if and only if the following
observability inequality holds, see e.g., [5 30],

T
(1.6) J |B*e*4 2|3 ds = C||z|% for all x € H,
0

where C' is a positive constant independent of . Here and in what follows, if Ais the infinitesimal
generator of the semigroup (§ (t)) 1>o in a Hilbert space }ﬁl, we also denote S (t) by et for t > 0.

Several cases of identity (L4]) and their associated stabilization results appeared in the linear
quadratic optimal control theory [13] (see also [23| 12| 18, B3] [36], 27] and the references therein)
under assumptions that are discussed now. Given a non-negative, symmetric R € L(H), consider
the cost function

T

(L.7) Jr(uyy) = f (Ry,yyua(s) + Cu wyu(s) ds for T € (0, +o0].
0

For 0 < T < 4+, let Ppr € L(H) be symmetric and satisfy

P s = inf J s Y)s
{Pryo, yo)u vzt T(u,y)

where y is the weak solution of (LII) corresponding to u. Assume that the finite cost condition
holds, i.e.,

inf Joo(u < 400
weL2((0,4+0),U) oo (u:y) ’
for all yop € H. Let uyp: and y,,¢ be the unique solution corresponding to the minimizing problem

infueLz((0,+oo),U) Joo (u, y), i.e.,

(1.8) Too(topts Yopt) =, (b 1y Te ()

where y is the weak solution of (II]). Define

(1.9) Sopt(t)yo = Yopt(t)-
Then
(1.10) Sopt(t)yo = S(t)(yo) + jo S(t — s)Bugpt(s) ds for t = 0.

Let (Aopt,D(Aopt)) be the infinitesimal generator of (Sopt(t)) +>0- Then the pointwise limit of Pr
as T'— +o0 exists. Denote this limit by P,. It follows that Py, : D(Aept) — D(A*) and

(1.11) Uopt (1) = —B* Poyopt(t)  if  yo € D(Aopt)-
Assume also that R is invertible. Then
(1.12) (Sopt(t))t>0 is exponentially stable.

Assertions ([L9)-(12]) thus give the stabilization of (1) by static feedback controls in a weak sense
since —B*P,, is not defined for every element in H when B is not bounded or equivalently when
B* is not bounded. Assume in addition that (S(t))er is a group, and (A*, RY/?) and (A, B) are
exactly controllable in some positive time. Then Py, is invertible, and Q. := P! satisfies the dual
algebraic Riccati equation

(1.13) AQu + QuA* + QuRQ. — BB* = 0
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in the sense
(1.14)  Quz, A%z g + (A*x, Quzdm + (RQwx, Quzym = (B*x, B*z)y  for all z,z € D(A*).

Identity (T.I3)) is a special case of (4] for which W =TI and A = 0.
We have briefly mentioned so far known stabilization results related to (L4]) from the optimal
control theory. We next discuss quickly known results related to (L4]) that come from Gramian

operators and are also related to the optimal control theory. Let X > 0 and assume that system
(L) is exactly controllable in time 7" > 0. Thus (6] holds. Set, with Ty, =T + %,

e—2hs in [0, 7],
(1.15) e(s) = .
22e 22 (T, — ) in (T, Ty].

It is showed in [17] (see also [32]) that (L4]) holds for A = 0, W being the identity, and for @ € L(H)
being defined by

T
(1.16) (Qx1,29)H = f e(s)(B*e " 11, B*e " 1)y ds,
0

and for R € L(H) being symmetric and defined by

T
(RQu, Qg = — f ()| B*e A |2 ds.
0

Previous results when B is bounded were due to Slemrod [25]. These works are inspired by the
ones of Lukes [20] and Kleinman [16] where the Gramian operators were introduced in the finite-
dimensional setting. In [31], Urquiza observed in the case A is skew-adjoint and X > 0 that (T4)
holds for W being identity, for A = 0, () being defined by

o0 ~
(1.17) (Qry,20)H = f e~ (B*e A 1y, B¥e A 1y)y ds,
0

and for R = 23\62*1. The result of Urquiza was inspired by the Bass method previously discussed
by Russell [24] page 114-115] following [5], Section 10.3]. In the settings of Komornik and Urquiza,
one can check that

Q is invertible and (A*, RY/?) is exactly controllable.

One can then apply the linear quadratic optimal control theory to conclude that system (L)) is
stabilizable by static feedback controls in the weak sense (I.I1]). Komornik also proved that (I.II)

is stabilizable with the rate A and Urquiza [31] also established that (L)) is stabilizable with the

rate 2\ when A is skew-adjoint, both are in the weak sense. To our knowledge, these known results
mentioned have not been successfully extended to the nonlinear case.

The goal of this paper is to present a new method to study the stabilization of (I.T]) and its suitable
nonlinear variants under condition (L4]). We study the stabilization of (LI]) by dynamic feedback
controls and by static feedback controls in a weak sense, which we call a trajectory sense. A system
is called dynamically stabilizable if it can be embedded as a subsystem of a larger, exponentially
stable well-posed system. This definition has been used for finite dimensions, see e.g., [5, chapter
11], and for linear systems in infinite dimension, see e.g., [33].

Our approach is essentially based on the construction of new auxiliary dynamics for both types
of stabilization (see Theorem 2.3 and Theorem [2.4]) and “integration by parts arguments” (see
Lemma Bl and Lemma [£.1]). The new adding variable is inspired by the adjoint state in the linear
quadratic optimal control theory and the way to choose controls in the Hilbert Uniqueness Method
(HUM) principle. The advantage of our approach is at least twofold. First, the method works
well in both linear and nonlinear settings. Second, a Lyapunov function is also provided for the
static feedback controls. To our knowledge, the stabilization of such systems by dynamic feedback
controls is new even in the linear setting. The nonlinear case is out of reach previously when B
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is unbounded for both types of stabilization. Concerning the static feedback controls, as far as we
know, a Lyapunov function is not known even in the case where B is bounded and A is not; a
Lyapunov function was previously given in the finite-dimensional case [0, [16]. Consequently, we
derive that if the system is exactly controllable in some positive time, then the system is rapidly
stabilizable. The techniques and ideas used in this paper have been applied and combined with the
ideas in [6] to study the finite-time stabilization of the Schrédinger equation with bilinear controls
[21] and of the KdV equations [22].

Adding a new variable is very natural and has been used a long time ago in the control theory
even in finite dimensions for linear control systems, see e.g., [5, Section 11.3] and [26, Chapter 7].
Coron and Pradly [8] showed that there exists a nonlinear system in finite dimensions for which the
system cannot be stabilized by static feedback controls but can be stabilized by dynamic feedback
ones. Dynamic feedback controls of finite dimensional nature, i.e., the complement system is a
system of differential equations, have been previously implemented in the infinite dimensions, see
e.g., [9,[7]. Tt is interesting to know whether or not adding a new variable is necessary in the setting
of this paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we state the main results of the paper on the
dynamic feedback and the static feedback in the trajectory sense. Section [Blis devoted to the well-
posedness and some properties of various linear systems considered in this paper. The proofs of the
main results on the dynamic feedback and the static feedback are given in Section (] and Section [5]
respectively. In Section [(.3] we also discuss the infinitesimal generator of the semigroup associated
with the static feedback controls given in Theorem [2.3] this in particular implies new information
on (Aopt; D(Agpt)). Finally, in Section [6] we discuss choices of @ (and also R and W) when the
system is exactly controllable.

2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

This section consisting of two subsections is organized as follows. In the first subsection, we
discuss the stabilization (L) by dynamic feedback controls. In the second subsection, we discuss
the stabilization of (I.II) by static feedback controls in the trajectory sense. Here and in what
follows in this section, we always assume that (A, D(A)) is an infinitesimal generator of a strongly
continuous group in H, and B € L(U,D(A*)’) is an admissible control operator with respect to the
semigroup generated by A.

2.1. Stabilization by dynamic feedback controls. Given an infinitesimal generator A of a
semigroup in a Hilbert space H, set

~

wo (A) = %Eg log HetAHL;(]ﬁI)y

which denotes the growth of the et for t > 0. It is known, see e.g., [11], that
—0 < wo(A) < +00.
Concerning the dynamic feedback controls of (I.1]), we have the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let A\ € R and assume ([L4) with R = 0, and let A\; € R. Let wo(A) = wo(A) and
Wo(—A*) = wo(—A*) be two real constants such that, for some positive constant c,

le" Y ey < ce'™@ fort =0 and e p) < e fort >0,
and assume that

(21) )\1 —2)\ > (210(14) — LZJO(—A*)
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Given yo, Jo € H arbitrary, let (y,7)7 € (CO([O,T];H))2 be the unique weak solution of the system
y' = Ay — BWB*y in (0,+o),
(2.2) V=A% = 227+ MQ (y —Qy)  in (0,+0),
y(0) = yo.  J(0) = Fo.
Then
(2.3) ly(®) e + 158 | < Cel A2y (0) | + §(0) ) for t >0,

where C' is a positive constant independent of t and (yo,Jo). Consequently, if A is skew-adjoint and
A1 > 2A, then

(2.4) [yl + 150 s < Ce™*Y (Jly(0) [ + |§(0) i) for ¢ = 0.
Remark 2.1. The well-posedness of the weak solutions in Theorem [2.1]is established in Lemma[£.2

We next illustrate how this result can be extended to a nonlinear setting. Let f : H — H be
continuous such that for all € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

(2.5) | f(@)|lm < |z for z € H with |z|g < 4,
and f is Lipschitz in a neighborhood of 0 in H, i.e., there exist » > 0 and A > 0 such that
(2.6) 1f(x) = f@)lla < Az — y|u for z, y € H with |[z||a, [y]z < r.
We consider the following control system
y' = Ay + f(y) + Bu for t € (0,T),
{ y(0) = yo € H.
Concerning the local stabilization of (2.7]), we have the following stabilization result.

Theorem 2.2. Let A € R and assume that ({4l holds with R = 0, and let A1,y € R be such that
v < A Let &o(A) = wo(A) and @o(—A*) = wo(—A*) be two real constants such that, for some
positive constant c,

HetAHL(H) < cel@0(4) fort =0 and He_tA* |z < cet@ol(= for t>

(2.7)

Assume that
(28) )\1 — 2\ > (;J()(A) — (;Jo(—A*), 2’7 — d}o(—A*) > 0,

and Z3F) and (ZB8) hold. There exists € > 0 (small) such that for yo, %o € H with |(yo,%0)" | < €
there exists a unique solution (y,7)" € (C°([0, T]; H ))2 of the system

v =Ay+ f(y) — BWB*y in (0,+0),
(2.9) ¥ =AY =227+ Q7 f(Q)) + MQ Ny —QF) in (0, +00),
y(0) = yo,  J(0) = Fo.
Moreover, we have

(2.10) Jy ()2 + 15(8) e < Ce“oCAD2(y(0) e + [5(0) Jer) for ¢ >0,

where C' is a positive constant independent of t and (yo, o). Consequently, if A is skew-adjoint and
A1 > 2)\ > 27y >0 then

(2.11) Jy(®)li + 17 < Ce™>* (ly(O) ]z + [50)]r) for t > 0.

Remark 2.2. The weak solutions given in Theorem are understood in the sense of the weak
solutions where the nonlinear terms play as a part of the source term.
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Remark 2.3. The well-posedness of the weak solutions in Theorem is a part of the proof.
In comparison with Theorem 2], A is supposed to satisfy the condition 2\ — @y(—A*) > 0 in
Theorem to make sure that the solution remains small for large time.

As a consequence of Theorem 2.I] and Theorem (see also Proposition [6.2]), we obtain the
following results.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that system (1)) is exactly controllable in some positive time. System
(L) is rapidly dynamically stabilizable.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that system (1)) is exactly controllable in some positive time, and (2.5))
and (286 hold. System (27) is locally rapidly dynamically stabilizable.

Recall that system (1)) is called rapidly dynamically stabilizable if it can be dynamically expo-
nentially stabilizable with an arbitrary decay rate. A similar meaning with suitable modifications
is used for system (2.7)).

2.2. Stabilization by static feedback controls. Here is the first main result on the static feed-
back controls of (L.T]).

Theorem 2.3. Let A € R and assume (). Given yo € H, let (y,7)" € (CO([O,T];H))2 be the
unique weak solution of the system

y' = Ay — BWB*y in (0,+0),
(2.12) y =—-A*—2\y— RQy in (0,+00),

y(0) = yo, F(0) = o := Q .
Then

(2.13) 7(t) = Q y(t) fort =0,

and

(2.14) 1Q™ Py — 1Q™y(n) I

i i
=2 [ 1@ Pys)ds — [ (IWEB Y + IRV 2y(s)[E) ds for e =7 0,

T

Consequently,
(2.15) 1Q™2y(®)lm < e |Q?y(0)|m for t > 0.
Some comments on Theorem 23] are in order. Since
7 = —A*y — 207 — RQy in (0, +0)
and 7(0) € H, it follows from Lemma B.1] given in Section B] that § € C([0,7); H) is well-defined for
all T' > 0 and moreover,
B*je L*((0,T),H) for all T > 0.
We thus derive that system ([212) is well-posed and (2I4]) makes sense. Combing (ZI3]) and the
equation of y
y' = Ay — BWB*y,
we have thus shown that the control system y' = Ay + Bu with the static feedback control
(2.16) “u =—-WB*Q 'y” for t =0,

is well-posed in the sense given in Theorem [2.3] We only consider (2.16)) as static feedback controls
in a weak sense, which we call a trajectory sense, since for y € H, it is not clear how to give the
sense to the action —W B*Q'y. In comparison with the static feedback controls in the sense given
by (LII)), the static feedback controls given (2.16]) are well-defined in the sense of Theorem 23] for
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all initial data yo € H. Theorem [2.3] can be considered as a new way to view the feedback controls

given in (LIT]).
It is important in Theorem 2.3 that 7o = Q 'yo in (2I2). Due to this fact, one cannot derive
from Theorem [2.3] that system (I.I]) is dynamically stabilizable via the system

y = Ay — BWB*y in (0, +0o0),
y =—A*—2\y— RQy in (0,+0).
This is the reason to introduce the term A\;Q~'(y — Q%) in Theorem 211

(2.17)

Remark 2.4. From @I4), the quantity |Q~'/?y(t)|% can be viewed as the Lyapunov function of
the system. This fact seems new to us even in the case where B is bounded and A is not.

Remark 2.5. Assertion (2.I3) was known in the case where A = 0, W = I, and under the
additional assumptions that (A*, RY 2) and (A, B) are exactly controllable in some positive time,
see [13, Theorems 2.4, 2.6, and 2.7].

We next present a consequence of Theorem 23] in the case where A is a skew-adjoint operator
and R = 0.

Corollary 2.1. Let A € R, and assume that (L) holds with R = 0 and A is skew-adjoint. Given

yo € H, let (y, )7 € (C’O([O,T];H))2 be the unique weak solution of the system ([2.12]) with R = 0.
Then (213)) holds and, for some positive constants Cy,Ca, independent of yo,

(2.18) Cre™ 2 < y(t) |m < Coe™2M||yo|m for t = 0.

Corollary 2] is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.3l Indeed, ([2Z.I3]) is a consequence of Theo-
rem 2.3l Since A is skew-adjoint, it follows from the equation of g that

(2.19) 15@)] = e *¥[5(0)] for ¢ > 0.
Assertion (2.1I8]) is now a consequence of ([2.13]) and (2.19]).

We next deal with the local stabilization of (27)) by static feedback controls in the trajectory
sense.

Theorem 2.4. Let A > 0 and assume (L4), Z3), and [26). There exists € > 0 (small) such

that for yo € H with |lyo|u < €, there exists a unique weak solution (y,7)T € (C’O([O,T];H))2 of the
system

v =Ay+ f(y) — BWB*y in (0,+0),
(2.20) J =AY —2\J - RQY+ Q' f(QY) n (0,+),
y(0) = yo,  F(0) = Fo := Q@ 'yo.
Moreover, we have
(2.21) 7=Q 'y fort=0,

and

t
(2.22) Q@ Py(®)f — 1Q™Py(m)lf = —2>\J |Q~ "2y ()% ds

t
r

t

| (W BRI + IR s)E) ds+ 2 [ ), @ )y ds fort =7 >0
Consequently, for all 0 <~y < A, there exists €, such that for yo € H with |yo|m < ey, it holds
(2.23) |Q~ 2yl < e Q™ ?y(0) | for t > 0.

Remark 2.6. The weak solutions given in Theorem [2.4] are understood in the sense of the weak
solutions given in Section [B] where the nonlinear term plays as a part of the source term.
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Remark 2.7. In comparison with Theorem 2.l A is supposed to be positive in Theorem to
make sure that the solution remains small for large time.

Here is a variant of Corollary in the nonlinear setting, which is a direct consequence of
Theorem 241, and the proof is omitted.

Corollary 2.2. Let A > 0, and assume that (L4) holds with R = 0 and A is skew-adjoint. Assume

Z3) and (Z6). There exists € > 0 (small) such that for yo € H with |yollm < €, there ezists a

unique solution (y,7)T € (C’O([O,T];H))2 of the system (2.20)) with R = 0. Moreover, (2.21) holds,
and, for all 0 < v < X, there exists e, such that for yo € H with |yo|m < €4, it holds, for some
positive constants C, independent of yo,

(2.24) ly(t) |z < Ce™ | yo|m fort = 0.

As a consequence of Theorem [2.3] and Theorem [2.4] (see also Proposition [6.1]), we obtain the
following results.

Proposition 2.3. Assume that system (1)) is exactly controllable in some positive time. System
(LI is rapidly (statically) stabilizable in the trajectory sense.

Proposition 2.4. Assume that system (1) is exactly controllable in some positive time, and (2.5])
and (2.6]) hold. System (2.7) is locally rapidly (statically) stabilizable in the trajectory sense.

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we state and prove the well-posedness and some properties of various linear control
systems considered in this paper. It is more convenient to consider a slightly more general system

Yy =Ay+ f+Bu+ Myinte (0,7T),

y(0) = vo,

with yo € H, and f € L'((0,7);H), and M € L£(H). Recall that B is assumed to be an admissible
control operator with respect to the semigroup (S(t)) >0 © L(H) generated by the operator A
throughout the paper. In this section, we only assume that (S (t)) >0 C L(H) is a strongly continuous

semigroup. A weak solution y of ([B.I]) is understood as an element y € C([0,T]; H) such that
{ ay,om = (Ay + f + Bu+ My, oyu in (0,7)

(3.1)

(3.2) for all p € D(A¥)

y(O) = Yo
for which

i) the differential equation in ([B:2]) is understood in the distributional sense,
i1) the term (Ay + f + Bu+ My, @)y is understood as {y, A*oyu + {f + My, oym + {u, B*¢o)y.
The convention in i) will be used throughout this section.

We begin by recalling the well-posedness of ([3.1)), see [30, Sections 4.1 and 4.2] (in particular,
[30, Remark 4.1.2 and Proposition 4.2.5]) [

Proposition 3.1. Let T > 0, yo € H, f e L'((0,7);H), and M € L(H). Then
i) ye C([0,T],H) is a weak solution of BI)) if and only if, with f = f+Bu+ My, it holds[

(3.3) y(t) = S(t)yo + Jo S(t—s)f(s)ds forte[0,T].

i1) there exists a unique weak solution y € C([0,T],H) of B.I).

2There is no f in the statement of [30, Proposition 4.2.5] but the result also holds with f € L*((0,T);H) and the
analysis is the same.

3This identity is understood in D(A*)’, i.e., (y(t),dou = {(S(t)yo, Pdu + Sé(S(t —3)f(s),pyuds in [0,T] for all
p € D(A*).
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Remark 3.1. The equivalence between weak solutions and mild solutions was first proved in the
case B is bounded and f € C([0,T];H) by Ball [1], see also [3| Chapter 1 of Part II] for related
results when B is bounded.

The unique weak solution given in Proposition [3.1] also satisfies the transposition meaning as
established in the following result, which is one of the key technical result of this paper.

Lemma 3.1. Let T > 0, yo € H, f € L*((0,T); H), and M € L(H), and let y € C([0,T];H) be the
unique weak solution of [B.1). We have, forte (0,T], for zy € D(A*), and for g € C([0,t]; D(A*)),

<u>@w%m—@m@m=£@®ﬂ%@mw

t
~ [atsratsmds + [ <)zt ds + [ y(o) 266D .
where z € C([0,t];H) is the unique weak solution of the backward system

2 =—A%*2—g in (0,1),
3.9
(3.5) { z(t) = z.

Consequently, for zr € H and g € L*((0,T);H), the unique weak solution z € C([0,T];H) of (B:5)
with t =T satisfies

(3.6) 1B 20 myw) < Cr (192 oy + 27l

and (34) holds for z € H and g € L*((0,t);H). Here Cr denotes a position constant independent
of g, f, and z7.

Remark 3.2. For 0 < T' < Ty, the constant Cp in (3.6]) can be chosen independent of T'. In fact,

extend g by 0 for ¢ < 0 and denote this extension by g. Consider the weak solution Z of the system
Z=—-A*Z—¢gin (T —Ty,T),
(3.7) ~
Z(T) = zp.

By (B.6]), we have
1B* 2l a(r—m, mym) < O (18l @—m 1y + o)
The desired assertion follows by noting that Z = z in (0,7") and using the definition of g.

In what follows, for notational ease, we use (-, -, ) to denote (-, -, )y or {-,-, )y in a clear context.
We now give the proof of Lemma 311

Proof of Lemma[31l. Let z; € D(A*) and g € C([0,t]; D(A*)), and let z € C(]0,¢]; H) be the unique
weak solution of ([3.5]). We have, for n > 2,

t), 2(6)) = (0) 2( 2()) = (yltioa), 2(6-1))).

where tg =0 and t; = t;_1 + t/n for 1 <i < n.
Since z € D(A*) and g € C([0,t]; D(A*)), it follows that z € C([0,t]; D(A*)). We thus obtain

(3.8) (y(ti), 2(ti)) — Cy(ti—1), 2(ti—1)) = y(ti), 2(ti) — 2(tim1)) + y(ts) — y(tiz1), 2(ti-1))

@Wm@mp[ (= A%2(s) — g(s) dsy+ | CAu(s) + F(s), =(ti_1)) ds.

ti—1 ti—1
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where f = f + Bu + My. Recall that the convention i) in the definition of the weak solutions of
([B2) is used here. Using the fact z € C([0,t]; D(A*)) and y € C([0,t]; H), we derive that

ti ti

(=A%) = g&) )+ | CAy(s) + Fs).2ltia) s

ti—1

(3.9) <y<ti>,jt

i—1

ti

— Ll (y(s), (— A*z(s) — g(s)) ds) + f (Ay(s) + f(s),2(s)>ds + o(t; — t;i_1).

ti—1
Here the standard notation of o(+) is used: o(s)/|s| — 0 as s — 0. Combining (3.8]) and (3.9) yields
t; ti
Qte), 2(t:) = Cy(tioa), 2(ti1)) = — | Cy(s),g(s)ds) + | (f(s),2(s))ds + ofti — ti1).
ti_1 ti—1

Using the definition of f , we derive that

Qlti), 2(t:)) — {y(ti), 2(ti1)) = f (u(s), B*2( >d8—f 9(s),y(s)) ds

+ i<f(s),z(s)>ds+ i<My(s),z(s)>ds+o(ti—ti_l).

ti1 ti—1

Summing with respect to n and letting n — +o0, we reach (3.4]) for z; € D(A*) and g € C(][0, t]; D(A*)).

We next deal with @.6]). Fix zp € D(A*) and g € C([0,T]; D(A*)). Let u e L?((0,T);U) and let
y € C([0,T];H) be the unique weak solution of ([B.1) with f =0, yo = 0, and M = 0. Applying
B4) with t =T, we have

(3.10) f Cu(s), B*2(s)y ds = (y(T zT>+j<g (s)) ds.

Since

T
(3.11) \<y(T),zT>|+f0 Kg(s), y(s)l ds < ly(D) =z + 19l L1 o,rysmm 1Yo 0,1):m)

[@3),Proposition B]:l
< Cllull 2oy (271 + Il 2 omym )

Combining (310 and (B.I1)) yields
1B*2] 2 ((0,7),0) < (HZTH + gl o,m); H))

Assertion of (B.8)) in the case zz € H and g € L*((0,T); H) follows from this case by density.
Finally, (34) with 2, € H and g € L'((0,t); H) also follows from the case z; € D(A*) and
g€ C([0,t]; D(A*)) by density. O

We now prove that the solutions in the transposition sense are also unique. Their existence is a
direct consequence of Proposition Bl and Lemma Bl We first state the meaning of transposition
solutions of system (3.1]).

Definition 3.1. Let T > 0, yop € H, f € L'((0,T);H), and M € L(H). A function y € C([0,T]; H)
is called a transposition solution of B0 if for allt € (0,T], 2z € H, and g € L*((0,t); H), identity
B4) holds where z € C([0,t];H) is the unique weak solution of (B.5]).

We have the following result.
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Lemma 3.2. Let T > 0, yo € H, and u € L*((0,T);U). There exists a unique transposition solution
ye CY[0,T];H) of BI). Moreover,

(312) ()l < O (Il + Jul c2o.rm) )
for some positive constant Cr, independent of yo and w.

Remark 3.3. Let 0 < 7' < Ty. By the arguments as in Remark .21 one can chose the constant
Cr in (B.I2) independent of 7.

Proof. By Proposition B.J] and Lemma [B.1] it suffices to prove the uniqueness. Let u > 0 be large.
We equip C°([0, T']; H) with the following norm

lyll = sup ey (t)]z.

te[0,T]

Recall that y is a transposition solution if, for ¢ > 0,

¢ ¢ ¢
B13) (0)2) = o(0) = | ). B ds + [ (7,26 ds+ | o). M75) ds,
where z; € H and z is the weak solution of the backward system
{ ' =—A%*z1n (0,1),
(3.14)
z(t) = z.

Thus if y and § are two transposition solutions, then

(3.15) (t) = 9(t),z) = L<y(8) = (s), M*z(s)) ds.
This implies
e My(t) — 9] < Ce—”tfo ly(s) —9(s)| ds < %Illy =9l

Here and in what follows in this proof, C' denotes a positive constant independent of y, ¢, and u.
Thus

. C .
ly =9l < —lly —7ll-
1
The uniqueness follows and the proof is complete. O
Remark 3.4. Similar results in the case M =0, f =0, and g = 0 can be found in [5, Section 2.3
of Chapter 2].
4. DYNAMIC FEEDBACK CONTROLS

This section consists of three subsections and is organized as follows. In the first subsection, we
state and prove two useful lemmas, which will be used in the proofs of Theorem [ZIl The proofs of
Theorem 2.1 and Theorem are given in the last two subsections, respectively.

4.1. Two useful lemmas. Note that ([.4]) can be written under an equivalent form as follows

(4.1) A\Q + QAY — BWB*+ QRQ =0,
where
(4.2) Ay = A+ M.

The meaning of (LH) can be rewritten as follows

(4.3) (Qx, Ay) + (Axz,Qy) — (WB*z, B*y) + (RQz,Qy) = 0 Vx,y € D(A").
We have the following result concerning (L4]).
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Lemma 4.1. Assume (L4), i.e., (LA). Given mo,yo € H and f,g € LY((0,T);H), let z,y €
C([0,T];H) be the unique weak solution of the systems

{ o' = Atz + f in (0,7), . { y = Aty +gin (0,7),
an
z(0) = o, y(0) = yo.
We have, fort e [0,T],

(4.4)  (Qz(t),y(t)) — Q0,0

= [ (w1860 — RQe().QulsD) ds + [ (@761 0061+ Quts)a(s)) ds

0

Proof. We first assume that g, yo € D(A*) and f, g € C([0,T]; D(A*)). Thenz,y € C([0,T]; D(A*))
and 2,y € C([0,T]; H). We have

%@:E, yy =<2, Q) +(Qu,y') = (A3z, Qu) + (Qz, A3y) + {f, Qy) + {Qz, ).

Using (L3)), since @ is symmetric, it follows that

Qr.y) = (WB, B'y) — (RQz, Qu) + (Qf.u) + (Q9,2).
We thus obtain (4.4)).

The proof in the general case is based on the previous case and a density argument using
Lemma B11 d

We next deal with the well-posedness of (2.12]) in Theorem 2.1l It might be more convenient to
consider a slightly more general system

Yy = Ay + f — BWB*y + Myy + Moy for t € (0,T),
(4.5) ¥ = —A*j+ f + My + Myy for t € (0,T),
y(0) = yo,  H(0) = o,

with yo, 7o € H, f,fe L'((0,7);H), Ml,M2,]\71,]\72 € L(H), and W € L(U). As usual, a weak
solution (y,7) of (@3] is understood as an element (y,7)" € (C’([O,T];H))2 such that

d ~ ~ .
%Q/, om = (Ay + f — BWB*y + My + MYy, pym in [0,T]

(4.6) for all ¢, g € D(AY),

d . . ey o~ o~

%<y, Om = (A" + f + M1y + My, §ym in [0,T]
y(0) = vo, 7(0) = o,

for which

i) the differential equations are understood in the distributional sense,
i1) the term (Ay + f — BWB*y + My + Msy, pym is understood as {y, A*o m + {f + Myy +
M2g7 (10>H - <WB*g7 B*(10>U
Note that B* € L?(0,T;U) since B is an admissible control operator.

We have the following result on the well-posedness of (L.5]).

Lemma 4.2. Let A be an infinitesimal generator of a group, and let My, Mo, ]\71, ]\72 € L(H) and
W e L(U). Let T >0, yo,90 € H, f, f e L'((0,T);H). There exists a unique weak solution (y,7)" €
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(C([O,T],H))2 of @A). Moreover, with g := f — BWB* + Myy + M1y and § := f+ M+ Moy,
we have

t

(4.7) y(t) = etAyo + j e(tfs)Ag(s) ds forte [0,T1],
0

and
t

(4.8) Jt) = e yo + j e~ =9)4%5(s) ds for t € [0,T].
0

Moreover, we have
1), 7)< € (1o, 30) s + 12 ) oy ) im [0.7),

for some positive constant C, independent of yo, 3o, f, and f

Remark 4.1. In Lemma [£2] we does not require that W is symmetric (or non-negative).

Proof. We first note that (y,7)" € (C([0,T7; ]HI))2 is a weak solution of (@3)) if and only if (y,7)' €
(C([o,T7; H))2, and (L7) and (£7) hold. This is a consequence of Proposition B3]

2
We now establish the existence and uniqueness. Let p > 0 be large. We equip <C’ ([O,T];H)>
the following norm
llyll = sup ey (t)|m.

te[0,T7]
Define F : (C’([O,T];H))2 — (C’([O,T];H))2 as follows
¢
y(t) eyo + j =94 (s) ds
.7-"<~ >— O for t € [0,T].
y(t) et + f e =945 (s) ds
0

Then, for (y1,71), (y2,92) € (C([OaT]§H))2=
}_< Y2 (t) ) _]__< 1 (t) )
Yo (t) 71 (t)

t
| et (= BWB G~ 30) + Ml — 1) + Mo~ 1)) s
— 0

- t
f e~ (=A% <M1 (Y2 — 1) + Ma(y2 — yl)) ds
0

It follows that

f< y2(t) ) _f< yi(t) )
Y2(t) Q)
=¢ <J0 (2, 52) T (5) = (1, 50) " (5) e ds + | B* (52 - 371)L2((0,t);U)> '

Here and in what follows in this proof, C' denotes a positive constant independent of solutions and
1

H

This implies, by ([B.6]) of Lemma [31]

]__< Yya(t) ) _}_< Y1 (t) )
Ya(t) 1 (t)

4These identities below are understood in D(A*)" and D(—A*)’, respectively.

et

t
< Cett L (o, 2)T(5) = (w1, 50)T ()2 ds.
H
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C
< =

)= (=) -l

By considering p large enough, the existence and uniqueness of the weak solutions follow from a
standard fixed point theorem. O

4.2. Dynamic feedback controls in the linear case - Proof of Theorem [2.1] Set, for ¢ > 0,

(4.9) ua(t) = My(t)  and  a(t) = MY(1),
and denote

Ay =A+ A
We have

Y\ = Axyx — BWB*y,  in (0, +c0),
(4.10) U\ = —A50 + MQ H(ya — QFx)  in (0, +00),
ya(0) = (0), A (0) = 5(0).
Set, for t = 0,
Z\(t) = ya(t) — QU (2).
We formally have, for ¢ € (0, 4+0),

d ~ ~
@Z’\ = Axyx — BWB*g\ + QA — M2

= Ax(yr — QUn) + A\QUx — BW B + QAYYx — M2,
which yields, since (L4]) holds with R = 0, that
d

(4.11) TIn = MZy— M2y

We now give the proof of ([ALII]) (in the sense of weak solutions). Let 7 > 0, ¢, € H and let
@ € C([0,7]; H) be the unique weak solution of the system

"= —Api 0,7),
(4.12) { i e in (0.7)
o(T) = pr.
Applying Lemma B.1] for Ay with ¢t = 7, we derive from (4I0) and (4.I2]) that
(413) ATl = Gn(0).9(0) = = | WB (o), B (5) ds.

Applying Lemma [£.1] for Ay, yr(7 — -), and ¢(7 — -) (with R = 0), we obtain
(4.14)  <QYx(0), 0(0)) = <QYA(T), (7))

= LT<WB*37,\(T —8),B*o(T — 8))ds — A\ LT<Z)\(T —8),0(T — 8))ds.
Summing ([AI3]) and (£14]), we deduce from (£I0) and (ZI2]) that
(Zx(7), (7)) = (Zx(0),£(0)) = =\ LT<ZA(T — ), (T —5))ds.
This yields

*

(Zr(7), 0(r)) — (Z5(0), ™4 o)y = — Ay f<zw ), e o)) ds.

0
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Since ¢(7) € H is arbitrary, we obtain

Za(7) = €A 2, (0) — Ay f =47, (5) ds,
0

which implies (£.11)).
We derive from (4.I1]) that

(4.15) |Z5(#) ]l < CelMHAFel) | 7, (0) |,
which yields
(4.16) ly(t) — QY(t)|[m < Ce=M1+& A y0) — QF(0)|a.
Here and in what follows in this proof, C' is a positive constant independent of ¢ and (yo, %o).
Since

V=—AF-220+MQ '(y—Qy) in (0,+x),

it follows that
Yor = —A*Jax + f(t) in (0, +00),

where
Jor = eP(t)  and  f(t) = Me*MQ T (y(t) — Q(t)) in (0, +0).
We obtain
t
(4.17) Poa(t) = e " o (0) + j e~ (=9)A% £(5) ds.
0

From the definition of f and (4.10)), we have

t
j e =947 £(5) ds
0

t
<C J ewo(—A*xtfs)e(*A1+wo<A>+2A)sHy(o) — Qy(0)||x ds.
H 0

Since
(=A%) + @A) + 22— M 2o,
it follows that

t
(4.18) f e 94 f(s)ds| < O A y(0) — QF(0) -
0 H
Combining (£I7) and (£18) yields

|52 () [ < Ce* AL (15(0) | + |y(0) — Qiolm),

which implies

(4.19) (5] < Ce@ A7 (y(0) 5z + 7(0) ) -

Combining (£.16) and (£19), we obtain
(4200 Jy(®)le + [5(0) s < © (el S0l 4 @A) (10 g + 50)] )
Since

A1 — wo(A) Ehon- wo(—A"),
it follows from (£.20]) that
(4.21) ly(®) e + [7(8) ;< Cet A2V (3(0) g + 5(0) ),
which is (23)).
It is clear that (2.4)) is a direct consequence of (2.3]).

The proof is complete.



STABILIZATION OF CONTROL SYSTEMS 17

4.3. Dynamic feedback controls in the nonlinear case - Proof of Theorem For each
T > 0, there exists ¢ = ep > 0 such that (2.9) is well-posed in the time interval [0,T]. The global
existence and uniqueness follow for small € provided that (2.I0) is established for each fixed time
interval [0, 7] with ep sufficiently small. The proof is in the same spirit of the one of Theorem [2.1]
but more involved due to the nonlinearity.

Set, for t = 0,

(4.22) ua(t) = eMy(t)  and  Ga(t) = MG(1),
and denote

Ay =A+ AL
We have

vh = Ayya + ¥ fle Nyy) — BWB*j,  in (0, +0),
(4.23) Tho=—A50 + Q7'M f(eMQIN) + MQ H(ya — Q) in (0, +20),
yA(0) = y(0), A(0) = g(0).
Set, for t = 0,
Z\(t) = ya(t) — QU (2).

As in the proof of (4I1]) in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we derive that Z) is a weak solution of the
equation

d
(4.24) aZ)\ = A\Z)x — M2y + g1,

where
01 (1) = O (FEa(0) ~ FeQI)) for t (0, +0)
It follows from (4.24]) that

t
(4.25) | Z) ()1 < Ce ATl 7, (0) + Cj A HATLNE=9) | g, ()| ds.
0

Here and in what follows in this proof, C' is a positive constant independent of ¢ and (yo,%0)".
From (4.25]), we obtain

(4.26) [y(t) — Qu(t) e

t
< Qe () — QR(0) 5 + Cel N1+ a0(At f e (XD g, (s) |5y d.
0

Since
J= A =207+ QT f(eTVQPN) + MQTH(y — QF)  in (0, +0),
it follows that
Jor = —A%Jox + f1(t) + f(t) in (0, +00),
where, in (0, +0),
o = (1), h(t) = MeQTHy(H) — QY(1),  and  ha(t) = NQTF(eTNQUA()).

We derive that

*

e tA 72(0) + Jt e~ (t—s)A* (h(s) + hl(s)) ds.
0

(4.27) Yar(t) =
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Using the first inequality in ([2.8]), we derive from (£.26]) that

t
f e =) h(s) ds
0

(4.28)

H
t
< Cet A7) (1y(0) - Qy(0) | + fo e~ (I g, (5) |z ds ) for ¢ > 0.

Using (2.0) and the first inequality in (2.8]), we derive from ([426]), (£27)), and ([428) that for every
e > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that if ||(y(¢),y(¢))|lm < ¢ in [0,T] for some T > 0, then

(), 5(8) i < CeeTAI=2 (5o, o)

t
T Ceelon(=4%)-2A) f e~ (AN (AD3| (3(5), 5(5)) s ds
0

t -~

+ Ceel@o(—A)-22)1 f e (BA=00(=4%))s) (1 (6) 5(s)) | ds for ¢ € [0, T].
0

Here C' is a positive constant independent of T', ¢ and §. Thus, for all T > 0, there exists § > 0

such that if ||(yo, ¥o)|lm <  then

(4.29) [ (®), 7)) | < Ce@ A2 (4o, o) g in [0, 7.

In particular, we derive that if T is chosen sufficiently large,

(4.30) [T, 5T i < “oAD720T (yo, o) e

The conclusion follows from ([29) and ([@30) by considering the time nT < ¢t < n(T + 1) for
n e N. n

5. STATIC FEEDBACK CONTROLS IN THE TRAJECTORY SENSE

This section consisting of three subsections is organized as follows. The proofs of Theorem [2.3]
and Theorem 24 are given in the first two subsections, respectively. In the last subsection, we study
of the infinitesimal generator of the semigroup associated with the static feedback controls given in
Theorem 2.3

5.1. Static feedback controls in the linear case - Proof of Theorem [2.3l Set, for ¢t > 0,
(5.1) ua(t) = My(t)  and  a(t) = MG(2).
We then have, with Ay = A + A,

Y\ = Axyx — BWB*g\  in (0, +o0),
(5.2) g\ = —A0 — RQyx  in (0, +0),

yr(0) = y(0), Fa(0) = F(0)(= Q@ 'y(0)).
Set, for t = 0,
Z)(t) = ya(t) — 2\ (1)

As in the proof of (4I1)) in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we derive that Z) is a weak solution of the
equation

d
. — 7\ = A\ 7).
(5.3) ) A2

Since Z,(0) = 0, it follows that
(5.4) Z)(t)=0fort>0.
In other words, (2Z.I3]) holds.
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We next deal with ([2.14]). Formally, we have
d ~ ~ ~
(5.5) 7y, §) = Ay = BWB™), Jm + (y, —A"Y — RQY — 2\h)m

=" Ay — BWB*§,im + (y, —A*J — Ry —22Q " "y)m

= —[W2B*gl§ — | RVylf — 2MQ "y,
which yields (2I4]). The rigor proof of (2.I4]) can be done by applying Lemma B.1] for y and .
To derive (2.I5]) from (2.I4]), one just needs to set
p(t) = <Q " y(t),y(t)) for t >0,
and note that, by (214,
pe WHH0,T) forall T >0 and p'(t) < —2\p(t) for t = 0.
The proof is complete. U

5.2. Static feedback controls in the nonlinear case - Proof of Theorem 2.4l For each 7' > 0
there exists € = ep > 0 such that (5.7)) is well-posed in the time interval [0,T"]. The global existence
and uniqueness follow for small ¢ provided that (2Z21)), (222]), and ([2.23) are established for each
fixed time interval [0, 7] with ep sufficiently small.

We now establish ([2.21]), (2.:22]), (223)) in [0,T] for ¢ < ep (small). Set, in [0, 7],
(5.6) ua(t) = eMy(t) and  Ga(t) = NG(H).
We then have, with Ay = A + A\,

vy = Aayn + M fleMy(t) = BWB*gy  in (0,T),
(5.7) U\ = —A30, — RQUA + Q7'M f(e7MQuy)  in (0,7),
yA(0) = 5(0),  A(0) = J(0)(= Q" 'y(0)).
Set, for t € [0,T1,
Zx\(t) = ya(t) — QUA(D).
As in the proof of ([@ITl) in the proof of Theorem 21 we derive that
d

(5.8) GO =D+ e (f(efxy,\) - f(efAng\(‘)))

Since Z(0) = 0, we obtain

uA(t) — QUa(t) = j ellm9) A A <f(€7AsyA(8)) - f(efst%(S))) ds.

0
Using (2.6)), we deduce that
ya(t) = Qya(t) for t >0,

which implies (2Z.2T]).

We next deal with ([2:22)). The proof of (2.22]) is similar to the one of (2I4)) by applying Lemma[31]
for y and 7.

What have been done so far does not require A > 0. The fact A > 0 is used to derive ([2:23]) from
(222]). Set

p(t) = Q7 'y(t),y(t)) for t >0,

Note that, by ([2:22)), as in the proof of ([£29) for all T' > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that if ||yo|m < §
in [0,T], then

(5.9) p(t) < Ce M p(0) in [0,T].
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In particular, we have, if T" is chosen sufficiently large,

(5.10) | (T), 5(T)) | < e > | (yo, Jo) .

The conclusion follows from (5.9) and (5.10) by considering the time nT <t < n(T + 1) for n € N.
The proof is complete. U

5.3. The infinitesimal generator of the semigroup associated with the static feedback
controls. Here is the main result of this section on the infinitesimal generator of the semigroup
associated with the static feedback controls from Theorem 2.3

Proposition 5.1. Let A € R and assume ([L4). Let yo € H, set

(5.11) S9t) (o) = y(b),
where (y,y) is the solution of (2Z12). Then
(5.12) (SQ (t))t>0 s a strongly continuous semigroup on H.

Moreover, the semigroup (SQ(t )t>0 decays exponentially with the rate X, i.e., there exists C' > 0
such that

(5.13) 1S9 @) < Ce ™ fort = 0.

Let (A9, D(A®)) be its infinitesimal generator. We have

(5.14) D(AQ) = QD(A*¥) := {Q:p;:p e D(A*)}

and

(5.15) APz = —QA*Q 7'z — 2\z — QRz for z € D(A9).

We also have
i) if BWB* is bounded, i.e., BW B* € L(H), then

(5.16) D(AP) =D(A) and APz = Az — BWB*Q 'z for z € D(A) = D(AY).
ii) if D(AQ) = D(A), then BW B*z € H for x € D(A*), and
(5.17) |BWB*z|g < |AQx|m + C(|A*x||m + |z|m) for z € D(A¥)

for some positive constant C' independent of x.

Proof of Proposition [5.1l It is clear that (5.12]) and (5.I3]) are the consequences of Theorem 2.3
We now prove (5.14]) and (515). Fix yo € QD(A*) (arbitrary). Let (y, ) be the unique weak solu-

tion of [ZIZ). Since F(0) = Q 1yo € D(A*), it follows that § € C1([0, +00); H) nC°([0, +00); D(A*))

and

(5.18) 7(0) = A*5(0) — 2A5(0) — RQy(0).

Since y(t) = Qy(t) for t = 0 by Theorem 23] we derive that y'(0) is well-defined and

y(0) = Q7'(0) "= —QA"Q 1o — 220 — QRQo.
Hence yo € D(A®) and
A%y = —QA*Q ™ yo — 2yo — QRQyp.

To complete the proof of (5.14)) and (5.15), we now show that if yy € D(A?) then yy € QD(A*).
Fix yo € D(A?) (arbitrary) and let (y,7) be the unique solution of ([ZIZ). Since yo € D(A?) and
SQ(t)(yo) = y(t), it follows that y € C1([0, +00); H) n CO([0, +00); D(A¥)). In particular y'(0) is
well-defined. Since y(t) = Qy(t) for t = 0 by Theorem 23] it follows from the equation of § in
(12) that 97(0) is well-defined and thus (0) € D(A*). Since 7(0) = Q'yo, we derive that

Q 'yo € D(A*).
In other words, yp € QD(A*).
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We next establish (5.16]). We first assume that BW B* € L(H). It follows that the generator of
the semigroup (59 (t))t>0 is A — BWB*Q~! with the domain D(A).

We finally derive (5.I7). Assume that D(A®) = D(A). From (LH), we have, for z,y € D(A*),
(KW Bz, B*yyu| <KQx, A*yu| + KQu, A"z)u| + KRQz, Qyul + 2|\ KQ, y)mul

<(lAQz|u + C A2 + Cll]w)]y[w-

It follows that
|IBW B*z|u < [AQz|m + C(|A*z|m + |z|ln) for z € D(A*),

which is (5.17).
The proof is complete. O

Remark 5.1. Related results to Proposition [5.1] from the linear quadratic optimal control theory
can be found in [12], 10} 2] 33 29]. Known results established in the case A = 0 and W being identity
are connections between D(A®") and D(A), see [29, Theorem 2.1]. This is different from (5.14)
where a connection between D(A®) and D(A*) is established. Assertion 4) is equivalent to the fact
that B is bounded, i.e., B € L(U,H) when W is positive; this case is well-known.

6. CHOICES OF (Q FOR EXACTLY CONTROLLABLE SYSTEMS

In this section, we discuss how to choose ) for exactly controllable systems. Assume that the
system is exactly controllable at time 7. This is equivalent to the fact that (LG) holds. Fix A € R
and Ty, > T and let p: [0,T%] — R be such that

(6.1) p is Lipschitz, p is decreasing, p(0) = 1, p(T') > 0, and p(Tyx) = 0.
Let W e L(U) be symmetric and positive. Define @ : H — H as follows
T
(6.2) (Qz1,29) = f p(s)e™ (W B*e 54 21, B*e 54" 2,) ds for 21, 20 € H.
0
Then @ is linear, continuous, and symmetric. Moreover, since p is decreasing and p(T') > 0, A is
an infinitesimal of a group, it follows from (6] that

(6.3) @ is invertible.
Let R : H — H be defined by

T
(6.4) (RQz1,Qz) = —f P (s)(W B* e SATAD® ) Bre=s(ATANT 05 s,
0

For z1, 2y € D(A*?), we have, from (6.2),
(6.5) <QZ1, (A + )\I)*ZQ> + <(A + )\I)*Zl, Q22>

T
= f p(s)(W B*e sATA® o) Bres(AHAD® (A 4 X1)*25) ds
0

T
+j p(s) (W B*e sATAD® (4 4 XI)¥ 21, B*e 5AHAD™ 50 s,
0

Using the fact that, for z € D(A*2),

d
—s(A+XI)* *®, —s(A+XI)*
e (A+A)*z T (e z) ,

we derive from (G.5)) that

T* d

(6.6) (Qz1, (A + AD)*2) + (A + M)*Qz1, 22> = — f pls)— <e’s(A+’\I)BWB*e’S(A+M)*) ds,

0
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which yields, by an integration by parts,
(67) <Q21, (A + )\I)*2’2> + <(A + )\I)*Qzl, 2’2>

T
=(WB¥z,B*29) + J p (W B¥e sATADT ,  pe=s(ATAD* 5 g
0

This implies (L5) for z1, 22 € D(A*?). The general case follows by density.
We have just proven the following result.

Proposition 6.1. Assume that (S(t))wer < L(H) is a strongly continuous group in H, B is an
admissible control operator, and system (1)) is exactly controllable in time T for some T > 0. Let
ANeR, Ty > T, and p : [0, Tx] — R be a function satisfying ([61)), and let W € L(U) be symmetric
and positive. Define () : H — H by

T
(6.8) (Qz1,29) = f p(s)e_2)‘8<WB*e_SA*zl, B*e_SA*22> ds for z1, 29 € H.
0

Then @ is linear, continuous, symmetric, and invertible and (4] holds with R being defined by
64), i.e., (LE) is valid.

Remark 6.1. Proposition covers the setting considered by Komornik. Indeed, set, with T}, =
T + 55

1 for 0 <t<T,
(6.9) p(t) =

e MT=(T, —t)  for T <t < Ty
Then
ex(t) = eXp(t) in [0, Ty].
Since, for T <t < Ty =T + 35,
p(t) = ere” " with 7 = 2X\(Ty — t),
and the function 7e~7 is increasing in [0, 1], it follows that p defined in (6.9)) verifies (G.1]).
When A is skew-adjoint and R = 0, one has the following result.

Proposition 6.2. Assume that (S(iﬁ))tGR c L(H) is a strongly continuous group, B is an admissible
control operator, and system (1) is exactly controllable in time T' for some T'> 0. Let A € R and
let W e L(U) be symmetric and non-negative, and assume that X > wo(—A*). Define @ : H — H

by
o —sA* —sA¥

(6.10) (Qz1,29) =J e (W B*e % 21, B e *"" 29)ds for 21,29 € H.
0

Then @ is linear, continuous, symmetric, and invertible, and (L4) holds with R = 0, i.e., (LA is
valid with R = 0.

Proof. The proof of (6.1]) is almost the same as the one of Proposition One just needs to note
that the RHS of (6.10) is well-defined for A\ > wy(—A*). The details are omitted. O

Remark 6.2. Proposition was previously obtained by Urquiza [31] by a different approach
using results of Grabowski in [14] (see also [15]).
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