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ABSTRACT

This thesis is focused on the controllability of deterministic systems in Hilbert spaces.
We basically consider linear systems in finite and infinite dimensional spaces and then
mostly, we examine the existing controllability concepts of linear deterministic
systems in both finite and infinite dimensional spaces. In Chapter 2, various concepts
and their properties are given such as Kalman Rank condition with its proof,
definitions of exact and approximate controllability, resolvent conditions, and partial
controllability with its conditions. Moreover, controllability of semilinear systems are

examined by using contraction mapping theorem and its generalization.

Keywords: Exact controllability; Approximate controllability; Partial controllability;

Deterministic systems; Kalman Rank Condition; Resolvent Conditions; Contraction

mapping
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Bu tezin konusu, Hilbert uzaylarinda deterministik sistemlerin kontrol edilebilirligine
odaklanmigtir. Temel olarak dogrusal sistemleri sonlu ve sonsuz boyutlu uzaylarda
ele aliyoruz, daha sonra ¢ogunlukla, dogrusal deterministik sistemlerin hem sonlu
hem de sonsuz boyutlu uzaylarda mevcut kontrol edilebilirlik kavramlarini
inceliyoruz. Dogrusal deterministik sistemlerin Kontrol Edilebilirligi boliimiinde,
ispatiyla birlikte Kalman Sirasi kosulu, kesin ve yaklasik kontrol edilebilirlik
tanimlari, ¢oziicii kosullar1 ve kosullartyla kismi kontrol edilebilirlik gibi gesitli
kavramlar ve oOzellikleri verilmistir.  Ayrica, yar1 dogrusal sistemlerin kontrol

edilebilirligi, biiziilme haritalama teoremi ve genellemesi kullanilarak incelenmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Tam kontrol edilebilirlik; yaklasik kontrol edilebilirlik; kismi
kontrol edilebilirlik; Deterministic sistemler; Kalman sira kosulu; ¢oziicii kosullar;

biiziilme haritasi
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Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

There are large number of processes or systems to be controlled in the field of control
engineering. The control engineers have a duty to build and receive the desired
response from controller so that the constructed controller can have an interactive
communication with such systems. However, it may not be possible to control these
systems easily. Thus, controllability plays a key role in many issues of control
including the reliability of dysfunctional systems through feedback or optimal control
who are essential features of a control system. Rudolf E. Kalman is the first
researcher who has the reputation for publishing a work about deterministic linear
systems for the controllability concept and as a definition, a control system is
controllable if any initial point can be transferred to any final destination point within

a finite duration considering admissible controls.

Before passing through the controllability concepts, derivation of the Variation of
Constant formula is introduced by supplying suitable linear systems in finite
dimensional space that this formula is also a unique solution for a linear system. After
that, the important equations are defined which are heat equation, wave equation and
delay equation for infinite dimensional space. Derivation of heat and wave equation
are described with related examples. Considering the controllability concepts,
Kalman’s rank condition is a significant method to check the controllability of a
control system which is perfectly useful for finite dimensional linear deterministic

control systems, but if we switch the finite dimension to infinite dimension, then this



method cannot be as beneficial as it is used to be. According to this fact, in order to
have a better control on linear deterministic control systems in infinite dimensions,
researchers have developed the controllability concept into two main parts which are
exact controllability and approximate controllability. The difference between these
two concepts is the concept of exact controllability is similar with the defined
controllability method by Kalman so that it is a stronger version in comparison with

approximate controllability.

The controllability concept have been improved by further studies of Bashirov and
Mahmudov (1999) related with resolvent conditions. Then, the concept of partial
controllability is initiated and by making enlargement onto ordinary controllability
conditions, partial controllability concepts are obtained [2]. Partial controllability
concepts are more helpful for the control systems including wave and delay equations
and higher-order differential equations instead of using the normal controllability
concepts, because basic concepts are too strong for these equations so, by expanding
the state space’s dimension, it will be possible to rewrite and show the related
equations in a more preferred form (first-ordered linear differential equation). The
next and final concept is the controllability of semilinear systems. Description of
these systems are divided into two parts which are exact controllability and
approximate controllability concepts. Here only sufficient conditions are considered
and in general, fixed point theorems and contraction mapping theorem and its

generalization are introduced and used.

This dissertation is organized as follows: In Chapter 2, some general information is
given that is mostly used and needed while considering the theorems and proofs. Then,

a brief review is made for finite dimensional space. Also, for infinite dimensional



space, three important equations are introduced and related examples are supplied for
them. At the end of Chapter 2, a short introduction is made for semilinear systems.
In Chapter 3, the concept of controllability for linear deterministic control systems are
defined in both finite and infinite dimensions. Partial controllability concept is briefly
introduced as well. Chapter 4 provides information about semilinear controllability

concept.



Chapter 2

DETERMINISTIC SYSTEMS

In this chapter, our aim is to provide some fundamental information for the following
chapters where the proofs, lemmas, propositions, etc. will be more understandable and
clear. The provided concepts which are definitions, corollaries, propositions in this
section can also be used in the upcoming topics in this research therefore the reader
will have a chance of struggling less to notice where the origin of the definitions or
properties of the theorems came from. These beneficial facts will be expressed without
proofs since there are a lot of books that the facts can be found inside them and simply
give the required clarifications.
2.1 Linear Systems
2.1.1 General Definition
Definition 2.1: A vector space (linear space) V is defined over a field R that has two
binary conditions as addition and scalar multiplication. The following properties must
be hold for all u,v,w € V and t,r € R.
1) Forevery u,v € Vu+v=v+u (Commutativity with addition)
ii) For every u,vyw € V,(u+v)+w=u+ (v+w) (Associativity with addition)
iii) 30 e Vsuchthat0+u= u+0=u,YucV  (Additive Identity)
iv) Forevery u € V,3—u €V such that u+ (—u) =0 (Additive inverse)
v) Foreveryu € V, lu =u (Identity with multiplication)
vi) For every t,r € R and for every u € V, (tr)u = t(ru)  (Associativity with

multiplication)



vii) Forevery ¢ € R and for every u,v € V, t(u+v) = tu+tv (Left distributivity)

viii) For every t,r € R and forevery u € V, (t +r)u =tu+ru (Right distributivity)

Definition 2.2: Let the linear vector space K be a normed space. The expression ||x||
(norm of x) satisfies the following three properties;

i) Forallx € K, ||x|| > 0 and ||x|| = 0 if and only if x =0

ii) Forall c € Rand x € K, ||ex|| = |c] ||x]|

iii) Forall x,y € K, |[x+y|| < ||x|]|+|ly]| (Triangle Inequality)

Given x and y be vectors with a norm ||.||. An expression can be given for the length

between the vectors x and y as
d(x,y) =[x =yl

and (K, ||.||) together is called a normed space K.

Definition 2.3: Let K be a normed space. To be able to stress that K is a Banach space,
a condition needs to be hold which is every Cauchy sequence has to be convergent in

K.

Definition 2.4: Let K be a vector space over R. An inner product on K is a function
that assigns to each pair of vectors u,v in K, a scalar in R, denoted by (u,v) if the
followings hold;
i) Yu,vize€ K, (u+z,v) = (u,v) + (z,v)
i) Yu.v €K, (u,v) = (v,u)
iii) Vu e K, (u,u) >0
iv) VueK, (uu) =0 <= x=0

V) Yu,v € K and Ve € R, (cu,v) = c(u,v)



Definition 2.5: Let A and B be two vector spaces. The operator N : A — B is said to

be linear, if
N(ay; +bys) =aN(y1) +bN(y2)

for every y1,y» € A and for every a,b € R.

Definition 2.6: LetY and Z be two normed vector spaces. The linear operator N : Y —

Z is said to be a bounded linear operator, if

INYllz < mllylly

form > 0andforallyeY.

Here, m becomes an operator norm for N when m has the smallest possible number

that holds the condition above and represented by

INI = sup [[Nyll7 -
Iyl=1

Definition 2.7: Assume that collection of all linear operators from Y to Z is denoted
by L. Define Y and Z be two Banach spaces, where N € L(Y,Z). N* is the adjoint of

the operator N that N* € L(Y*,Z*) therefore Vy € Y and Vz* € Z*,

(N*z")y = 2" (Ny).
If the previous definition is considered in Hilbert space, the expression of the adjoint
operator N* for N: Y — Z is

(Ny,2), = (»,N*2)y Vy e Y,Vz € Z.

Definition 2.8: Let Y be Hilbert space with N € L(Y,Y) =L(Y). If N = N*, then N is

self-joint such that the following properties hold:



i) Nonnegative if Yw € Y, (Nw,w) > 0.
ii) Positive if Yw € Y except w = 0, (Nw,w) > 0.

iii) Coercive if there exists a positive ¢ value such that Yw € Y, (Nw,w) > ¢ ||w]|*.

Definition 2.9: Let Y and Z be two Banach spaces. If a sequence {N,} € L(Y,Z) is
said to converge to the operator N € L(Y,Z), then

i) N, converges uniformly if ||V, — N|| goes to 0 as n — oo.

ii) N, converges strongly for all y € Y if || N,y — Ny|| goes to 0 as n — .

iii) N, converges weakly forall y € Y and z* € Z* if z*((N, —N)y) —> 0 as n — oo.

Definition 2.10: Suppose Z is a Banach space and the operator G maps Z into itself.

G is called a contraction mapping if there is 0 < ¢ < 1 so that Vx,y € Z,

1G(x) =G| < cllx—yll-

Theorem 2.1: Let the operator G : Z — Z be a contraction mapping and Z be a Banach

space. Then, there exists only one fixed point zg € Z so that G(zp) = zo.

Theorem 2.2: Assume Z is a Banach space and the nonlinear operator G maps Z
into itself. Let G' =G, G> =GoG,---,G"=G" oG forevery n € N. If G" is a

contraction mapping for some n € N, then G has a unique fixed point in Z.

Theorem 2.3: (Fubini’s Theorem) Let g : K = [x,y] x [m,n] — R is integrable
concerning total variable (a,b) € [x,y| X [m,n]. If Vb € [m,n], g(a,b) is integrable
concerning a € [x,y] and the integral of function b, | xy g(a,b) da is integrable on

[m,n]. Then

/K o(a,b)dK = /m " < / ’ g(a,b)da) db = / ’ ( /m ' g(a,b)db) da.



In addition, if g(a,b) = f(a)h(D), then
/Kg(a,b)dK = (/xyf(a)da) (/mnh(b)db) .

Theorem 2.4: (Gronwall’s Inequality) Suppose the function > 0 exists on [x,y] € R

that holds
t
h(t) < d +d2/ h(s)ds, x<t<y,
X
where d| and d, are both positive constants. Then

h(t) < dledZ(t_x), x<t<y.

Theorem 2.5: (Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem) Assume Z is a Hilbert
space and also A C R. Let {g,,} be sequence of Lebesgue integrable functions L! (A;Z)
so that f,, (r) — f(r) for n — oo on Z. Assume there exists an integrable function h €

L' (A) so that ¥n € N, |f,,(r)| < h(r) on Z. Then, f is Lebesgue integrable on Z and

’}i_{r;fzgn(r) dr= [,g(r)dr.

2.1.2 Finite Dimensional Linear Systems

This section aims to give information about ordinary differential equations by
investigating them with vector space form and also to show the derivation of Variation
of Constants formula. The controllability concepts for finite dimensional systems will

not be included in this section; however, for the upcoming chapters, their properties

and proofs related to controllability will be stressed and explained.
First, we will use the following facts for vector spaces.

1) Recall Definition 2.1 that the axioms are in R.

ii) Let D"[dy,d,] define n — ruples that are continuous at time ¢ € [dp,d;]|. The



elements can be expressed as vectors:

ag al(t)
a= “ and a(t) = ()
an an(t)

iii) Assume R"*™ define all the set of n by m real numbers as follows:

biw b ... bim
by by ... by
bnl bn2 bnm

Now, let us consider a system with first order equations

a(t) = fila(t), s za(t) 1]

B(t) = falz1(t), ... za(t),1] 2.1)

2(1) = fulz1(t), -, 2(2),1]
It is possible to set the following higher order scalar equations in this form
(1) = £ [6(0).21 (1), 5D 1), 1]

by assuming z; = xU=D for j=1,...,nto obtain



It is also possible to enlarge this form to simultaneous higher order equations in a form

of a single vector differential equation

where z is a column vector.

Borrowing (2.1) and assuming they are homogeneous, we can rewrite (2.1) as follows,
21(1) = an )z (t) +an(t)z2(t) + - +ain(t)z(1)

le(l‘) = ay (I)Zl (Z) —|—a22(t)22(l‘) + - +a2n(I)Zn(t)

2.2)
2,(t) = a1 ()z1(t) + ama (t)z2(t) + -+ + @pn(t) 2 (2)
where
z1(t) ajy ap ccc A
2(t) az; axp - Ay
z(t) = , A= :
Zn (t) apl 4p2 -+ dpp
therefore, one can express (2.2) as
Z(1) = A1)z(t). (2.3)

Now, consider two common initial-valued first order linear differential equation,
(1) = A(0)z(1) + £ () 2.4)

) =A)z(t), z(to) = 20 (2.5)

Here the aim is to show derivation of Variation of Constants formula by using (2.4)

and (2.5). The solution of the homogeneous equation (2.5) is known as

z(t) = z(to) exp (/ztA(r) dr) = zoexp(A(t —1p)). (2.6)

10



Since

then

t
0l =explerenp [ aw)ar)

To

t

z(t) = +exp(c)exp (/ A(r) a’r) .
fo
Now, let us consider the inhomogeneous equation (2.4) by rearranging it as:
() = At)z(r) = (1), 2.7)

By introducing an integrating factor p(z) and applying it for the equation (2.7), we

have
p(t) (6) =A@ p(t)z(r) = () £ (1) (2.8)

It is assumed that in some sense, the left-hand sides of both (2.7) and (2.8) are formed
as the result of an application of the product rule, so according to that idea, left-hand

side of the equation (2.8) will change as,

W()z(t) + () (1) = u(0) £ (1), (2.9)
< (w((0) = 1)) 2.10)

In order to figure out if the previous assumption can be applicable, the integrating

factor p(¢) needs to satisfy (2.6). Therefore, by considering (2.8) and (2.9), we get

W(t) = 2(to) exp (_ /to A dr> | @.11)

From (2.11), it is approved that it is possible to understand the left-hand sides as the

result of an application of the product rule if the integrating factor w(¢) is chosen as

11



(2.11). Moreover, by applying integration on both sides of (2.10), we obtain

u(el) = | W) drte,

Io

) =) e rni)”! [ W) dr @.12)

By substituting (2.12) into (2.6),

2() = exp (/totA(r) dr> c+exp (/t:A(r) dr) /tol exp (-/lorA(s) ds) £(r) dr
So,
2() = z0exp ( /to A(r) dr) 4 /to exp ( / e ds) Fr)dr  (@13)

The equation (2.13) is also known as the Variation of Constants formula that is a unique
solution of (2.4). Its look can vary according to the given initial value so that if the

initial value changes to z(0) = zo, then we get
t
z(t) = exp(Af)zo +/ exp(A(t—r))f(r) dr. (2.14)
0

which is a well-known general version of the Variation of Constants formula.

2.1.3 Heat Equation

In this section, we will examine infinite dimensional systems that are quite beneficial
when the systems are defined by partial differential equations because finite
dimensional systems are just perfectly suitable for ordinary differential equations, not
for partially. There are 3 important equation concepts that play a vital role for these
systems which are heat, wave and delay equations. Firstly, a brief information will be
given about heat equation and then derivation of heat equation with a
one-dimensional solution concept will be introduced by Fourier method. Heat is a
representative physical energy that can be transferred depending on the variation of
temperature in that body such as moving from a certain area of higher temperature to

aregion with lower temperature.

12



(Derivation of Heat Equation) Firstly, an equation is defined as G = cmT that shows
heat energy on a homogenous body which is proportional to its temperature 7 and mass
m. There is also a representation for the heat capacity of the body as a constant c¢. The
defined equation above will have its general form for any changement for temperature

within time ¢ and space variable y as follows:

Gt):cp///AT(t,y)d

Here A is the area in three dimensional space used by an object. By considering

constant mass density which is p = -E~, we get

Y(A)?
—cp/// (t,y)d (2.15)

Let the derivative and triple integral be interchangeable (have the same meaning).
Apart from that, as an assumption, there is no heat flow within the area A, then there
is a connection proportionally between the rate of heat transfer across the partial

derivative of A and the total of outer normal components of VT over the partial

o[ /a VI(t)-RO) ds

where constant ¢ refers to heat conductivity. By the derivation of generic conservation

:¢///4V~VT(t,y) dy. (2.16)

Equating the right sides of (2.15) and (2.16),

///A(CPT/(t,y)—gbva(t,y)) dy = 0.

Choosing A arbitrarily,

derivative of A which implies

equation, we obtain

T'(t,y) = %VZT/(I,)’)-

13
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Assuming positive constant o> = o We have the heat equation as

T'(t,y) = a*V>T(t,y). (2.17)
Solution of Heat Equation by Fourier Method:
Consider one-dimensional heat equation

T/ (t,y) =T,(t,y), a=1 (2.18)

with the boundary condition

T(,0)=T(,1)=0 (2.19)

where r >0 and y € [0, 1].

and initial condition as
T(0,y)=f(y), 0<y<l (2.20)

The assumption of o = 1 represents the heat on a homogenous rod and as it is
insulated, the heat cannot penetrate into the rod so that it only moves along the body.

By separation of variables, we get
T(t,y) =w(1)z(y)- (2.21)

When either w or z is 0, T = 0 which is a trivial solution but this contradicts with the
initial condition that is not 0. According to this fact, let w and z be non-zero functions

by considering (2.19),
z(0) =z(1) =0. (2.22)

Substituting (2.21) into (2.18),

14



In the previous equality, left and right-hand sides are independent on ¢ and y so if we

rewrite by defining them with k, we have
w'(r) = kw(t) and Z'(y) = kz(y).

Let k = 0, then assuming a and b as constants, z(y) = ay + b. Considering (2.22), a
and b equals to 0, so z = 0. On the other hand, accepting k > 0 will lead to z(y) =
asinh v/ky + bcosh y/ky and again z = 0 according to (2.21). Therefore k > 0 causes a
2

trivial solution meaning 7" = 0. In addition, when k < 0 with an assumption of k = —

for some u # 0, the previous equations of w and z will be
W(1) = —pPw(t) and 2"(y) = —p’2(y)
with a solution
w(t) = Aexp(—u?r) and z(y) = Bsinuy+ Ccos iy

where A, B and C are constants. By (2.22), we have C = 0 and u = mT that m is the
set of all integers. From the fact that Bsin(—mmy) = —Bsin(mmy), one can accept m

as a set of all positive integers so every one of
Tu(t,y) = Hyexp(—m?m*t) sin(mmy) (2.23)

can be a problem solver for obtaining a nontrivial function of two variables that (2.18)—
(2.20) holds. In general, linear combination of two solutions in (2.18) satisfying (2.19)
is acceptable as a solution again. Therefore it is vital to search a possible solution in

(2.18)—(2.20) in the form

T(t,y)= Z T(t,y) = Z Hyexp(—m*n?t)sin(mmy).
m=1 m=1
Here H,, can be denoted from (2.20) as:
fly)= Z H,, sin(mmy)
m=1

where H,, =2 fol f(r)sinmmr dr and the function f(y) is the half range fourier sine

15



expansion. By assuming f(y) converges, one can have a unique solution for (2.18)—

(2.20) as:

T(t,y ZZexp mntsmmﬂ:y/f sin(m7r)

m=1

Let 77 and 7> be two solutions then as the function above is zero, D = T} — 7> that

(2.18)—(2.20) holds. To prove D = 0, suppose
1
S(t) = / D(t,y)* dy
0
then,

1 1 1
S'(t)=2 | DD;dy=2 | DDy dy=2[ ((DD,),— (D)) dy
0 0

0

1 1
= [2DD)|j— 2/0 (D})? dy = —2/0 (D})>dy<0
Thus, S is a decreasing function that leads to

0<8(r)<S8(0)=0 showing that D = 0.

2.1.4 Wave Equation
Another significant partial differential equation (PDE) is the wave equation that
contributes to define the oscillations of a material’s waves.  The following
demonstration (Derivation of Wave Equation) has an aim to extract an equation for z
that has the following properties:
1) A homogeneous elastic string is set on a horizontal plane(u-axis).
ii) Itis pulled tightly in an interval [0, L] where L refers to length.
iii) Initially when time is zero, it is released to form a vibration.

iv) Vertical displacement of the string is defined by z(¢,u) at the point (¢,u).

Assume a part of the string is stretched and released between the point [u,u + Au| on
the horizontal axis then that point after the release changes its position of movement

vertically creating the function’s graph on [u,u + Au]. Considering the tension that

16



occurs in the chosen part of the string with the forces F(¢,u) and F(z,u + Au), if both
F(t,u) and u-axis have an angle f(¢,u), then one can notice the absence of horizontal

movement since F(z,u) -exp, = F(t,u + Au) - exp, meaning
|F(t,u)||cos B(t,u) = |F(t,u+Au)||cos B(u+Au) = F (2.24)

Besides horizontal movement, vertical movement also exists. By using Newton’s

Second Law,
F(t,u+Au)-exp, —F(t,u) -exp, = ma

where acceleration a = z},(¢,u) and mass m = pAu that p is the mass density per unit

length. By considering these in (2.24),
|F(¢,u+ Au)|| sin B (u+ Au) — |F(¢,u)|| sin B (t,u) = pz)(t,u)Au (2.25)

From (2.24) & (2.25),

|F(¢,u+ Au)|| sin B (¢,u+ Au) _ |F(¢,u)| sinB(¢,u) _ EZN(I u)Au
|F(¢,u+Au)||cos B(t,u+Au) ||F(t,u)||cosB(t,u) F™’ '

Moreover,

tanB(t,u+Au) —tanB(t,u) p
Al/l = FZZ(Z,7M)

Since tan B (t,u) = 7., (t,u),

/ /
z,(t,u+Au)—z,(t,u) p
80 =5 (00) Do ),

As Au approaches to 0 through the limit, we have
2 (1,10) = P2y, (1,u). (2.26)
F

Here the constant ¢ = (;)%, ¢ > 0. In order to express (2.26) in a higher order form

when n > 1, 7 (¢,u) is altered with V27 to have the following wave equation

z(tu) = *Vz(t,u).

17



Solution of Wave Equation by Fourier Method:

Consider one-dimensional wave equation
o (tu) =2, (t,u), c=1 (2.27)
with the boundary condition as
7(t,0) =z(t,m) =0 (2.28)
and initial condition
2(0,u) = f(u), 77(0,u) = g(u), 0<u <= (2.29)

First, by separation of variables, let z(r,u) = w(r)¢(u). By substituting the equality

into (2.27), we have

(19 () = w(1)9" (u)
Wt _ 0"(w
W) o)

In the previous equality, left and right-hand sides are independent on ¢ and u, so if we

rewrite by defining them with &k, we obtain
w(r) = kw(r) and 9" (u) = k¢ (u),

by using the solution method for the heat equation, one can see that we have a trivial

solution z(¢,u) = 0 occured when k > 0 so when k < 0, we get

w”(t) = —u’w(t) and ¢" (u) = —u’¢(u)  where u #0
with a solution

w(t) = Acosut + Bsinut and ¢ (1) = Csinptu+ Dcos lu

where A, B,C and D are constants.

Respectively,

z(t,u) = (Acosut + Bsin ut)(Csinu + Dcos lu).
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Verification of (2.28) causes D = 0 and u becomes the set of all integer numbers but
due to the fact of sin(-ut) = —sin(ut). It is possible to accept just 4 = 1,2,3,... Then

every one of
Zm(t,u) = (@ cosmt + by, sinmt ) sinmu (2.30)

can be a problem solver for obtaining a nontrivial function of two variables that (2.27)—
(2.29) holds. In general, linear combination of two solutions in (2.27) that (2.28) holds
as well is again acceptable as a solution. Therefore, it is vital to search a possible

solution in (2.27)—(2.29) as follows:

z(tu) = Z Zm(t,u) = Z (am cosmt + by, sinmt) sinmu (2.31)

m=1 m=1

Here both a,, and b,, can be denoted from (2.29) as:

(o)

f(u) =2z(0,u) = Z QA Sinmu

m=1

g(u) =2(0,u) = Z mby, sinmu.

m=1

The above equations are the half range fourier sine expansions belonging to the

functions f(u) and g(u). Furthermore,
2 T 2 T
am = E/o f(r)sinmr dr and b, = %/0 g(r)sinmr dr (2.32)
with an assumption of keeping the fourier series convergent that

ia,z,,<oo and imzb%i<oo.
m=1

m=1

Therefore, (2.31) and (2.32) solve the problem for (2.27)—(2.29).
For checking the uniqueness of this solution, assume z; and z; are two solutions.

Equations (2.27)—(2.29) are satisfied by S = z; — 2o with f = g = 0. Consider
_ 1 4 ! 2 ! 2
R(t) = > (S;(t,u)=+S,(t,u)”) du.
0

Then,
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T
R = / (SIS + L) du
T T
_ / SIS du+[S.S|F — / SS" du
0 0
T
— / SIS, — ") du=0.
0

Thus, R(¢) is constant. Since R(0) = 0, it leads to R(¢) = 0 meaning S, = S/, = 0 that
shows S is constant. Moreover S = O as it satisfies the condition (2.27)—(2.29), so

1 =22

What’s more, after describing both heat and wave equations, a discussion can be made
between initial and boundary conditions. The initial condition from the heat equation
declares the initial temperature distribution inside the rod so it can be called as initial
state instead, but when boundary condition is the case and gathers with heat equation,
then the formation of them likely shares the initial state to other non-initial states. In
comparison with wave equation of this fact, not only will there be one initial state

z(0,u) but also z;(0,u) will be included. Therefore, the expression of wave equation

will be
z(t,u)
Z(t?u) =
z(t,u)
and as a matrix, (2.27) is stated as:
/
Z 0 1| |z
(t,u) = (t,u)
2
zZ % of |z

t

Furthermore, z(,u) from (2.31) is came together with
Z(t,u) = Z (—may, sinmt + mb,, cosmt ) sinmu
m=1

concluding,
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-1

Z cosmt msinmt| | fi

(t,u) = i sinmu
z m=1 —msinmt  cosmt gm

where f,, = a,, and g,, = mb,, are n'" coefficients of the Fourier sine expansions of f
and g respectively.

2.1.5 Delay Equations

Delay is a well-known used feature in differential equations especially for the
engineers that has an interest in control systems which likely contributes to the
developing models to act close to a real system and will also make the related
processes more precisely predicted. As a definition, time-delayed systems are also
used for Delay Differential Equations (DDEs) that leads to do actual delays and time
lags because by doing that, solving high order models will have a simplified approach

which are a good contributor for the simplification of higher order models. A typical

form of a delay equation can be represented as
X (1) = f(t,x(),x(t = 7)), x(r) €R,

and positive delay 7 is constant. The following examples will show the semigroups of

delay equation.

Let X € H, let [x,y] be a finite interval in R and let W' (x,y;X) be the class of all

functions f : [x,y] — X that can be expressed in the form
t y
ﬁ:fx+/ grdr:fb_/ grdr,x <t <y,
X t

for some g € Ly (x,y;X), 1 < p < oo. The notation WP (x,y;X), where n = 2,3, ...
and 1 < p < oo, will denote the class of functions f : [x,y] — X which have (n— 1) st
derivative in W' (x,y;X) . Under the corresponding norm, WP (x,y;X) is a Banach

space. Particularly, W' (x,y;X) is a Hilbert space in which a scalar product can be
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defined by

Y / /
(F.8hwie = (Frgy) + / (7.¢]) dr.

Proposition 2.1: Consider X € H and assume the interval [x,y] is finite in R.

1. The differential operator % € L(L,(x,y; X)) where the operator is defined as

d
D(5) = {b & W'2(x,y:X) : by =0},

and the adjoint of the operator (d%)* equals to —% with

d

D(——
( dr

y={be W172(x,y;X) :by =0}.

2. The differential operator j—:z € L(Ly(x,y; X)) where the operator is defined as

d? 22
D(W) = {b cew=> (x,y;X) by = by = O},
.. d2 * d2
and the adjoint of the operator (-75)* equals to .

Example 2.1: Let us consider a partial differential equation as

o J t>0
— Xt = —Xr
at 1,0 aa) 1,0

with its initial and boundary conditions respectively
X0,0 = fo, — €< 00, fe Wl’z(—é‘,O;X)

xt,0:O7 tEOa

that has a solution as

Jott, ©+1<0
Xt.o0 = , [—¢€,0], 1 >0.

0, w+t>0

Assume X be the space Ly(—&,0;X) and also accept % as a differential operator with

d
D(—)={becW"?(—£.0:X):by=0".
(dw){E (—€,0:X) :bp =0}
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By using Proposition 2.1, since % is densely defined closed linear operator, it can be
expressed as - € L(X). By considering y; = [x,] and
bw+t; o+t S 0

[T."blw = , [~€,0,t>0,beX, (2.33)
0, w+r>0

the mentioned problem above and solution of it can be expressed as

d d
/

= — = D(—
Yt d yt7t>07y0 fe (d]])

where y, =T, f, t > 0.
The notation indicates the differential operator % generates the notation 7;* in (2.33)

so that it becomes continuous semigroup in a strong topology and also the notation 7

is called a semigroup of left translation.

Example 2.2: Suppose from Example 2.1, the assumptions are also valid here. Let

€ >0, and X = Ly(—¢,0;X) and also the differential operator & € L(X). Again by

d

using Proposition 2.1, it is known that (-4 )* = — L with

d
D(——)={beW"?(—£.,0:X):b_. =0).
(dw){e (—€,0:X) :b_ =0}

From (2.33), one can say that 7' is generated by the operator — % which is a continuous
semigroup in a strong topology and has an expression as
byt @—1t>—¢€ _
[T;b)w = , [—€,0],t>0,beX. (2.34)
0, w—t<—¢

The definition above shows the semigroup of right translation.

Example 2.3: Consider the following one-dimensional semilinear system
X (t) = ax(t) + bx(t — €) +u(t) + f(t,x(t),u(t)), (2.35)

since a delay exists above, the system (2.35) is in infinite dimensional space and
controlled by a first-order partial differential equation. Here € > 0 and b must be

non-zero in order to keep the existence of the delay in (2.35) that is shown as
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bx(t — €). Then, according to the following assumed initial conditions;
x(0)=A and x(¢)=x(¢), where —e<¢ <0,

it is possible for the state space to be defined as X = R x L(—¢,0) that means R and

square integrable functions in a border of [—&,0]. It is known that

x(1) Lx(t) (1)
(1) = o = | | = ,
x(1) Lx(t) X(t+9)

where X(¢) is the function between the values of f and 7 — €.

Suppose a linear operator is defined as A, then

A al +bx(—¢)
A - , (2.36)

A
D(A) ={ € X such that %K € Ly(—¢,0) and x(0) =A}. (2.37)
K
Moreover
d | x() ax(t) +bx(t — ) 1 St x(t),u(t))
= - + u(t) + (2.38)
(1) a5t +9) 0 0
where
A 1 X,
x(r) = (1) , X(0) = , B= , F(t,%,u) = ft.xu) , (2.39)
x(t) K 0 0
with

x(t+¢) if t+¢>0
[X(0)l(¢) = : (2.40)
kK(t+¢) if t+¢ <0.
In (2.38), we know that X(t) = x(¢ + ¢) and if separately the derivative of x(¢) with

respect to ¢ and x(z + @) with respect to ¢ are taken, then it is clear that an identity

solution of x'(t + ¢) occurs. By considering this fact, it is not possible to be in one
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dimensional space anymore as the combination of the two spaces R and L, will create
infinite dimensional space and this result aids the system to be able to get rid of the

delay in (2.35). Therefore, the system (2.35) can be rewritten as

d

() = AR() + Bu(t) + F (1, %(2), u(1). (2.41)

2.2 Semilinear Systems
Consider the following linear system
7(t) = Az(t) + f(2), 0<t<T (2.42)
z2(0) =29 € Z.
Here the following assumptions are made:
1) Z is a separable Hilbert space
i) feL(0,T;2)
iii) A: D(A) CZ — Z is densely defined linear closed operator on Z generating a

strongly continuous semigroup e’.

If Z is a finite dimensional Euclidean space, then according to variation of constant

formula,
t
2(t) = Mz + / A () dr (2.43)
0

is a unique solution of (2.42), but in infinite dimensional spaces, z(¢) defined by (2.43)
may not belong to D(A), so (2.43) is not a solution of (2.42) in ordinary(strong) sense
however as the function in (2.43) is still considered as a mild solution of (2.42). By
developing this idea, one can consider f in (2.42) depending on z and obtain semilinear

differential equation which is
() =Az(t) + f(t,2(t)),  O0<t<T (2.44)

72(0)=z9p € Z.
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Under mild solution of equation (2.44), it is possible to understand the solution of

integral equation
t
2(1) = Mz + / AN f(r,2(r)) dr. (2.45)
0

It is known that (2.45) has unique solution (which stands for mild solution for (2.44))
under these conditions that f : [0,7] x Z — Z holds:
i) Vze€ Z, f(-,z) is strongly measurable
ii) there exists H € L;(0,7) such that
1f(t,2) = f(t,x)| <H(t) |z — x|,
|f(2,0) <H ()],

(2.46)

iii) Vz,x € Zand Vt € [0,T].

Theorem 2.6: Let the previous assumptions for A are hold and f be continuous on
[0,T] and Lipschitz continuous on Z. Then Vz € Z, the equation (2.42) has only one
mild equation z € C(0,T;Z). Furthermore, from Z into z € C(0,7T;Z), mapping of
Zo — z 1s Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. let zg € Z, then by the equation
(Fz)(t) = ez + /0 A=) f(rz(r))dr, [0,T] (2.47)
it is possible to create a mapping
F:z€C(0,T;Z) —» 7€ C(0,T;Z).
Since ||z]|.. € C(0,T;Z), by the definition of F,
1(F2) (1) = (Fw)(@)|| < MKt[lz—w|, (2.48)

where M represents the boundedness of ||T(7)|| on [0,7]. By (2.47) & (2.48) and

applying induction method on p,

(MKt)H

[(F¥2)(e) = (FFw) ()] < 0l

lz—wll.,
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thus,

u
17tz — Fl < KDDL (2.49)
u! -
In the case of having u large enough (MIZ—T) < 1 and considering the contraction

principle will lead to a unique fixed point z that F has in C(0,T’;Z). This result shows

the existence of the mild solution (2.45) .

Assume that w is a solution of (2.42) with an initial value wq on [0, T]. Then,
z(t) —w(2)] < He Zo—eA’on +/ H =1 z(r H
§M||Zo—w0||+MK/O llz(r) —w(r)|| dr (2.50)
which indicates by Gronwall’s Inequality,
l2(r) = w(n)]| < MeMET 2 — wo|
S0,

1z =Wl < Me™KT ||z —wy|.

This shows the uniqueness of z and the Lipschitz continuity of the map zg — z. 0
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Chapter 3

CONTROLLABILITY OF LINEAR DETERMINISTIC

SYSTEMS

In this chapter, some controllability concepts and their conditions will be introduced
and explained which are related to controllability of Linear Deterministic Systems.
Firstly, we will consider finite dimensional system that Kalman’s rank condition takes
place. Originally, controllability was introduced by Rudolf E. Kalman in 1960 that is
a significant property of control systems and as a definition, a control system is
controllable if it can transfer any initial state to any final state within a finite time
using admissible controls. The rank condition is the most valuable in finite
dimensional systems; however, in infinite dimensional systems, it does not work.
Therefore, two major concepts of controllability are developed which are exact and
approximate controllability. These two concepts are defined for infinite dimensional
systems and will be examined in upcoming sections.

3.1 Controllability in Finite Dimensions for Linear Deterministic
Systems

The aim of this part is to study the Kalman’s rank condition that is only used in finite
dimensions and also to discuss the controllability concept of linear systems for finite
dimensions. Therefore, the basic form of the initial valued linear control system is

shown below:
7(t) =Az(t)+Bu(t), 0<t<T (3.1

Zo:ﬁEZ
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In the system (3.1), A € M(n x n) and B € M(n x m) are defined as matrices of
respective dimensions. M (n x m) notation gathers all the matrices together in a set
where n and m are rows and columns respectively. By considering the presence of
Euclidean spaces R” and R™, let the state and control spaces be Z = R" and U = R"

respectively. The system (3.1) has only one solution as follows:
t
z(t) = €A’Zo+/ ACNBu(r) dr, 0<t < T. (3.2)
0

The control u has a task of moving the initial state a to the final state b within a finite
time 7 > 0 and this process can be represented with z**(T) = b. The notation can also
be explained as b is reachable or attainable from a. For the system (3.1), Or matrix

also exists that is called the controllability Gramian and is shown as follows:
T *
Or = / A"BB AT dr, (3.3)
0

where Qr is a matrix and A* and B* are defined as the transpose of the A and B matrices

respectively.

Proposition 3.1: If Q7 is non-singular matrix, then

i) u(r) = —B*¢" T (A e —d) (3.4)

is the control that moves state ¢ to final state d at T > 0 for every c,d € R”"
where r € [0,T].
i1) The functional fOT |u(r) |2 dr considered over all controls transferring c to d takes

minimal value at u(r) defined in (3.4). Moreover for u from (3.4),

/OT|u(r)|2dr: <Q;1(eATc—d),eATc—d> (3.5)

Proof. Combining (3.4) and solution of control system (3.2), we have
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SHT) = AT e — < / TeA<Tr>BB*eA*<Tr>dr) (07 (e —a))
0
=eATe— QTQ}1 (Me— d)
=ANMe—eMetrd=d.

By showing this, (i) is achieved.

For (ii), let us observe the expansion of the integral (3.5):

/OTyu(r)|2dr:/0T

_ < / " AT Rt AT (0= (AT - 2)) dr 0 (AT - d)>
0

B*eA*(Tfr) Q;l (EATC _ d)

2
‘dr

= <QTQ;1(eATc—d>,Q;1<eATc—d>>
= (07" (e —d),eMe~d).

Moreover, for any arbitrary control u (-) that transfers ¢ to d at time 7', can be assumed

that u (-) is square integrable on 0 < r < T. Then,
T T
~ — * AT —r) )= _
[ wna) ar=— [ (a5 007 (e ar
=— </TeA(T_r)Bu(r) dr, Q7' (A e — d)>
0
- <eATc—d,Q;1(eATc—d)>.
Thus,
T T
|ttty ar= [ Gt i)

By considering the previous equivalence, we get

T T T
2dr = u(r)|?dr u(r) —a(r)|?dr.
AhWHW—AI(Md+A\()(Nd

Proposition 3.2: If for any state d € R" is reachable from 0, then for any 7 > 0, the

matrix Q7 is non-singular.
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Proof. Assume the following integral is an expression of a linear operator that is taken

from Uy = L[0,T : R™] into R”,
T
Gru= / VBu(T —y) dy. (3.6)
0
Note that
Gru =z""(T). (3.7)

Considering (3.7), one can have a result D7 is non-decreasing on 7 > 0 where Dy =
Gr(Ur). Since all the elements of Dr are in R”, one can define D7 = R”" for some T

according to the dimensions of Dr. Forany T > 0, w € R" and u € Ur,

(Qrw,w) = < < /O ' VBB MY dy> W,W>
_ /O '

T *
(Gru,w) :/ <u(y),B*eA (T_y)w> dy. (3.9)
0

B*eA*yw‘zdy. (3.8)

According to (3.8) and (3.9), one can get Qrw = 0 if one of the two conditions are
satisfied which are the linear space Q7 is orthogonal to v or B*¢* ()w has an equality
with zero on 0 <y < T. Therefore the function equals to O everywhere leading to
Orw = 0 VT > 0 and in addition Q7w = 0. It is given that Dy = R", so w = 0 and

proof is achieved. [

Theorem 3.1: Consider the polynomial 4(u) = u" +cju" '+ ...+ ¢, and any A €

M(n x n), then

A+ A" e =0

The following theorem will introduce Kalman’s Rank Condition that is beneficial for

finite dimensional control systems and it can be taken into account as necessary and
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sufficient condition of controllability of linear systems in finite dimensions. For any
assigned matrices such as A € M(n x n) and B € M(n x m), the linear system (3.1) is
controllable if rank[B,AB,A’B,...,A"~'B] = n. This means that the number of n x n
(row) is less than the number of 7 x m (column) so the rank is n. In addition, the matrix

[A : B] has a representation as [B,AB, ...,A""'B] € M(n x nm).

Theorem 3.2: [15] The following statements are equivalent:
1) An arbitrary state b € R" is reachable from 0.
ii) The control system (3.1) is controllable which means from the initial state u,
every state in R” is reachable.
ii1) Qr is non-singular for some 7 > 0.
iv) Qr is non-singular for an arbitrary 7 > 0.

V) rank[A : B] = n.

Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 give the proof for the implications (i) — (v), but to prove the

implications for (iv), the next lemma should be considered.

Lemma 3.1: Suppose d, has an identical image with the transformation Gr and

particularly, Gr is onto if and only if d,, is onto.

Proof. First, let d,, be a linear mapping with an expansion as follows:

m—1
dn(ug,...,upm—1) = ZA’Bui, where u; € R, i=0,1,...m—1
i=0

then arbitrarily choosing w € R",u € L1[0,T;R"|,u; e R",i=0,1,....m—1:

T
et r *eA*(T_r) 7.
(Gru,w) /0<u( ),B W>d,
(dn (0,1, ooy tpy—1), W) = (oB™ W)+ ..+ (-1, B*(A")"'w) .

Let (d,(uo,uy,...,up_1),w) = 0, then B*w = 0,...,B*(A*)" 'w = 0. Considering
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Theorem 3.1, and using matrix A*, one can obtain
m—1
= Z k,(A*)*,  where constant k = ko, ki, ...,Kkpu—1.

Application of induction will result for any j =0,1,... Jkjo,...,k;j,»—1 such that

m+1 Z kj .
Thus,

B*(A*)*'w=0forz=0,1,...
Furthermore,
N wsZ
Dy = Z B¥( —, 5>0,
we conclude that
B e Wy = 0 for any 7 > 0 with an interval 0 < s < T,
therefore,
(Gru,w) =0 where u € Li[0,T;R"™].

Now, let us consider u reversely that for any u € L{[0,T;R"], (Gru,w) = 0. After that,

B*e*" (8)yw = 0 and differentiation of the next identity

Z
Z W =0, 0<s<T,

0,1,...,(m — 1) times and assigning Vs = 0, we get B*(A*)*'w = 0 where

z=0,1,2,...,m— 1. According to that,

(dy(ug,uty...;ty—1),w) =0 for any ug,uy,...,u,—1 € R™.

By considering the system(3.1) as controllable, system will conclude the

transformation Gr is onto R” for all 7 > 0 and with previous lemma that has been
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proved, the matrix [A : B] equals to rank of n. Reversely, considering rank[A : B = n
will lead to d, to be onto R”, thus, the transformation Gr is onto R" ;so (iv) — (i)

equivalences are also satisfied.

Example 3.1: Assume that matrix A and vector B exists in R? with a control system

(3.1

1 2 —1

A — 5 B =

0 —4 2

It can be calculated:
-1 3
rank[A : B] = rank =2.
2 -8

Here, by using Theorem 3.2, the system (3.1) is controllable.

Example 3.2: Assume that matrix A and vector B exists in R? with a control system
(3.1)
30 2
A=
-2 -1 —1
Obviously after some calculations,
2 6
rank[A : B] = rank =1#dimR? =2.
-1 -3
Therefore, considering Theorem 3.2 and since the dimR? doesn’t match with the rank
number 1, then the system (3.1) is not controllable.
3.2 Controllability in Infinite Dimensions for Linear Deterministic
Systems

This section will contribute to understand the two concepts which are exact and

approximate controllability for infinite dimensional spaces. The infinite case is
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similar to the finite case that the control system (3.1) can be used here as well but the
properties of that will alter in this case. Let z and u be the state and control processes,

therefore consider the following linear system
Z(t)=Az(t) +Bu(t), 0<t<T, ucUy=1L0,T:;U)
w=pez (3.10)
Here, Z and U are separable Hilbert spaces and A is the generator of a strongly
continuous semigroup e’ on Z and B is bounded operator from U to Z.
3.2.1 Exact Controllability For Linear Systems

Now, before passing through the definition of exact controllability, it is required to

define an attainable set with time 7 € [0, 7] which is

DP = (P "such that u c Uy}, Bez. (3.11)

Definition 3.1: Let Z be the state space then the system (3.10) is said to be exactly

controllable if D[; =Zfortime T >0 forall B € Z.

R(u,—Qr) is defined as the resolvent of the operator —Qr that

R(u,—07) = (ul+07)~", where Or >0and T > 0. (3.12)

The linear operator (il +Qr)~! is coercive and therefore well-defined for u > 0.

Theorem 3.3: The following properties are equivalent:
1) The system (3.10) is exactly controllable,
i) Qr is coercive,
iii) R(u,—Qr) converges in a uniform topology as tt — 0,
iv) R(u,—Qr) converges in a strong topology as u — 0,

v) R(u,—Qr) converges in a weak topology as t — 0,
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vi) UR(u,—Qr) converges in a uniform topology to the zero operator as it — 0.

Proof. The equivalences of (i) <+ (ii) is clarified in plenty of books such as [1, 6].
As it is mentioned in the previous brief description for the resolvent operator, (ii) is
also well-defined linear operator, therefore for the beginning of the proof, these two
properties (if) — (iii) will be considered. Assume Q7 is coercive then there exists

n > 0 such that Vz € Z and Vu > 0,
(2, (I +Qr)2) = (1 +n) 12l

The following equality shows the boundedness of ||R(i,—Qr)|| for u > 0,

1
u+n

S| =

IR(k,=0r)| = |(uI+Qr)~"|| < <

Then we obtain,

|R(1,—0r) — 07| = ||(uI+0r) ' = OF!|
= |07 (Qr — uI — Or) (uI+Q7) ||

<ullor![[(m+0r)7 !

As a conclusion, R(u, —Qr) converges to Q7' uniformly as y — 0.

The proof of the implications (iii) = (iv) = (v), by checking Definition 2.9 which has
a content of the properties of convergent sequences of operators are trivial results. The
proof of the implications of (v) = (vi) will be straightforward consequence due to the
boundedness of a weakly convergent sequence of operators.

Eventually, for (vi) = (i), assume that
w|R(u,—0r)|| = pl||(ul+0r)~ | =0, asp—0. (3.13)

Then, the following equation will form below after the application of square root on

both sides to (3.13),
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(ul+0Qr)"?

,u% —0, asu—0.
One can obtain for a sufficiently small ty > 0,

!

Therefore, Vz € Z,

2
1 1 _1 1
1P = g o+ 0r) ) g + 0111
| N - Bk
<5 ' Uy > (4ol 4+ 0Or)2z2
1,
=3 (g (pol +Qr)z,2),
implying
—1 2
(Mo ' (1ol +Qr)z,2) > 2| 2]
and finally,
(0rz,2) > pol|z]1*.
This tells that Qr is coercive and as (i) is satisfied, the proof is completed. [

3.2.2 Approximate Controllability for Linear Systems

Exact controllability allows the system to move from any initial point into any final
point but unfortunately, application of this concept may not be possible for some of
the control systems that are in infinite dimensional spaces. According to that fact, a
new concept of controllability has to be revealed so that is where approximate
controllability takes place. It enables the system to move from any point to the set
which is dense in that state space and because of that, the concept of approximate
controllability is a weaker version in comparison with exact controllability. In this

section, approximate controllability for deterministic systems will be initiated.

Definition 3.2: Suppose the control system (3.10) is given. It is said to be an
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approximately controllable if Vf € Z, DP=ZforT > 0.

Lemma 3.2: For u > 0 and f € Z, there exists only one optimal control u* € U,y

where the following functional obtains its minimum value according to (3.10):

160 =25 121 [l G.14)
Forevery 0 <t <T,
ul' = —B** T IR(u,—0r) (e - f), (3.15)
and
& —f=uR(u,—0r) (e u— 1), (3.16)

where R(u, —Qr) is defined as the resolvent of the operator — Q7.

Proof. There is only one optimal control u* € U, for the functional (3.14) that by

computing the variation of the functional J, an optimal solution u* will be obtained as

ut = —ﬁB*eA*(T_’) " —f), ae. 0<t<T. (3.17)

Substituting (3.17) into the equation (3.10),
1 (T )
& =T — / AT A =1 (24" — f) dr
HJo
1
=B ——0r(f — f).
u
Then,
uzf = B—0r(f —f), (3.18)
which implies
(Wl +0r)df = pe' "B +0rf. (3.19)

Since (Ul + Qr)~! exists, we get
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& = (ul+Qr) ' ue B+ (ul+Qr) (Ul +Qr — ul)f
= u(ul+0r) (M B— 1)+ 7,
and eventually,
&~ f = uR(u,—Qr)("" B - f). (3.20)

This proves (3.16). In order to obtain (3.15), just substitute (3.16) into (3.17). ]

Theorem 3.4: The following properties are equivalent
i) The system (3.10) is approximately controllable,

i) Or >0,

iii) For every ¢ € [0,T], the equality B*¢* "'z = 0 points out that z = 0,

iv) uR(u,—Qr) converges in a strong topology to the zero operator as u — 0,

v) UR(u,—Qr) converges in a weak topology to the zero operator as . — 0.
Proof. The equivalences of (i) < (ii) and (i) < (iii) are all clarified and shown in
various books for instance [1,6]. To show the proof of (i) < (iv), let the control system
(3.10) be approximately controllable. Then by considering Lemma 3.2, for arbitrary

k € Z, the sequence {s"} that is in U, exists such that

z‘YTr —fH — 0 as r approaches to oo. (3.21)

After that, for u* as a control and since p is positive, the given functional in Lemma

3.2 takes on its minimum value so,

2
n
zr —fH <

u 2 T w2
2 —fH +u/0 \uag' ||~ dt (3.22)

<

r 2 T 2
& o]+ /0 15712 d.

Accepting € > 0 and choosing sufficiently large r will lead to

% —fH < % (3.23)
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and then one can accept & > 0 as a sufficiently small value so for 0 < u < a,
T 2
p s < S (324
0 2

In addition, substituting (3.23) and (3.24) into (3.22), one can get

2 —fH < 2 for
all 0 < u < o that concludes the convergence of z‘%ﬂ to f as 4 — 0. By borrowing

(3.16) from Lemma 3.2,

o~ 1| = ||ure~0n)(@ - 1) <.

for arbitrary f € Z, the strong convergence of uR(u,—Qr) — 0 as g — 0 which is the
statement (iv) holds.
Reversely from (iv) = (i), let (iv) be satisfied then, considering Lemma 3.2, u is

chosen as a sufficiently small value such that

4 — 1| = ||ur,~0r) @ - 1) (325)

With respect to the statement (iv) and (3.25),

z’%ﬂ —f H — 0 and eventually, z’;“ — f
as 4 — 0. This tells that the system (3.10) is approximately controllable.
For (iv) < (v), it is known that (iv) = (v) exists directly as this is a true fact in
functional analysis so to prove its reverse (v) = (iv), assume (v) holds meaning for
all a,b € Z,

(UR(u,—Q7)a,b) — 0 as u — 0.

To imply strong convergence, the fact R(u, —Q7r) > 0 is required to be used, so that

H‘LLR(‘LL, _QT)aH2 = <.UR(IJ7 —QT)CI,‘LLR(‘LL, _QT)a>
< (IR, —0r)|*) 2 1 (R(1, —Or)a,a)

< (UR(u,—Qr)a,a) »0 as p—0.

Here, a is an arbitrary value that a € Z, therefore uR(u,—Qr) is strongly convergent

which also proves (iv) and satisfies the theorem. O
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Example 3.3: Assume that there is a control system as follows:
V(1) =Av(t)+Bu(t), 0<t<T, voeZ. (3.26)

Here Z = I, is considered as a Hilbert space that is formed by numerical sequences

{z,} which satisfy the condition ¥, z2, < co. For Hilbert space, the inner product is

m=1

shown below:
((zmsvm)) i ZmVm- (3.27)
In addition, there is a fundamental basis set for this space as,
R={e; =(1,0,0,...), e2=(0,1,0,...), e3=(0,0,1,0,...),...}.

Choosing A = 0 will lead to ¢’ = ¢*" = I and consider a matrix B,

=
D=
o
o
=

W —

The third implication in Theorem 3.4 will be used to check if the control system (3.26)

is approximately controllable, so clearly,

Z (Bey,Bey) = Z emyem) = Z — < oo
m=1 m=1 m
Here B is represented as a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on I, so that B € L(l,) and since

B=PB*

Y

B*¢" 'z =0 points Bz =0,

which clearly concludes that z = 0. Therefore, the system (3.26) is approximately
controllable. Besides checking its approximate controllability, let us consider the

other case that if it can be exactly controllable. As B = B*,
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T
Or = / BB dr = TB.
0
Thus,
T
(Orem,em) =T (B*em,ep) = —3 =0 as m—oe

Since no value is found for d > 0 to show the inequality (Q7 ey, em) > d ||em||* holds,
the operator Q7 is not coercive and this fact implies that the system (3.26) is not exactly
controllable.

3.2.3 Partial Controllability Concepts for Linear Systems

Until this section, concept of controllability of linear deterministic systems is studied
in both finite and infinite dimensional spaces. According to Bashirov (2003), some
control systems with higher order differential equations can be rewritten as a first-order
differential equations (standard-formed systems) basically by expanding the dimension
of the state space. This new concept is called partial controllability that is a weaker
case in comparison with the conditions of ordinary deterministic control systems as the
expanded state space is already involved in those conditions. Now, let us consider the

following control system,
z(t) =Az(t)+Bu(t), 0<t<T, ucU,=L0,T;U)
w=B€Z (3.28)
As it is mentioned before, z and u are state and control processes respectively. Let Z,

U, A and B has the identical properties with the system (3.10). There is only one mild

solution for the system (3.28) as
t
2(t) = eMzo+ / AIBu(r)dr, 0 <t <T. (3.29)
0

It is known that the controllability gramian Q7 has a vital role in controllability theory

that its partial version Q7 has a similar role in partial controllability theory. Therefore,

42



by enlarging the controllability gramian into its partial version, it is possible to have
Or = LOrL*, [0,T]. (3.30)

As the partial version Q7 has an identical function with Qr, it has also similar
properties meaning, for all [0,7], R(u,—Qr) is expressed as the resolvent of the
operator —Qr then R(u,—QOr) = (ul + Or)~! is well-defined for p > 0 where

Or > 0.

Definition 3.3: Suppose Z is a separable Hilbert space and H C Z is a closed subspace
of Z. Let the operator L project Z onto H as well. Then,
1) If DP = H for all B € Z, the control system (3.28) is L-partially exactly
controllable.
i) If D_B = H for all B € Z, the control system (3.28) is L-partially approximately

controllable.

Theorem 3.5: The following properties are equivalent considering the conditions and
notation in this section.
1) The control system (3.28) is L-partially exactly controllable,

i) Or is coercive,

iii) R(u,—Qr) converges in a uniform topology as u — 0,

iv) R(u,—Qr) converges in a strong topology as i — 0,

v) R(u,—Qr) converges in a weak topology as it — 0,

vi) uR(u,—Qr) converges in a uniform topology to the zero operator as (t — 0.
Proof. When Z = H, controllability concept of L-partially deterministic systems are
similar to the concept of controllability for ordinary deterministic systems so the proof
of this theorem can coincide with the proof of Theorem 3.3. Therefore, by changing

the notation of controllability gramian Q7 with its partial version which is Qr, it is
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possible to prove it again so no need for repetition of this proof. [

Theorem 3.6: The following properties are equivalent considering the conditions and
notation in this section.
1) The control system (3.28) is L-partially approximately controllable,
i) Or >0,
iii) For every ¢ € [0, T], the equality Brliz=0 points out that z = 0,
iv) wR(u,—Qr) converges in a strong topology to zero as i — 0,

v) uR(u,—Qr) converges in a weak topology to zero as i — 0.

Example 3.4: Consider the following non-linear system
Y () = £ y(0), (1) sy (0),u0)). (3.3D)

R is considered as the state space of the system (3.31) where y € R. One can express

the system (3.31) as a first-order differential equation

Z(t) = Az(t) + F(r,2(2),u(t)) (3.32)
where

2(7) 0 1 00

Z(t) 00 00

2(1) = , A= ,

22 () 0 0 0 0

20 () 0 0 0 0
and
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F(t,z,u) =

0

f(t7y7yl7 "'7y(n71)7u)

For the system (3.32), the n-dimensional Euclidean space R" is considered as the state
space and equivalently, its reachable set becomes a subset of R". Thus, controllability
concepts for the system (3.32) are stronger than the ones in the system (3.31). On the

other hand, by considering the following projection operator L
L=[10 .- 00]:R">R,

it will be possible to keep the L-partial controllability concepts for the systems (3.31)

and (3.32) similar.

Example 3.5: Consider the following semilinear wave equation

82zt,n aZt,n
o2~ on? + (62,920 /91, ur), (3.33)

where z is a real-valued binary function withz > 0and 0 <1 < 1. L»(0, 1) is assigned
as the state space of (3.33) that represents the space of all Lebesque measurable and
square integrable functions. It is likely to express (3.33) in a form of first-order

differential equation as follows:

X, = Ax; + F(t,x;,u;) (3.34)
where
Zt 0 I
Xt = ! ) A= )
9z /0t d’>/dn* 0
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0 0
F(t,x,u) = , B=

f(t7x17-x27u) b

Here x € [5(0,1) x L,(0,1). By enlarging the state space of the system (3.33),
L,(0,1) x L»(0,1) is obtained which is the state space of the system (3.34). The
concepts of controllability for (3.33) is strong in comparison with (3.34), therefore by

constructing the operator L
L=1[I 0]:L(0,1)xLy(0,1) — L(0,1),

the L-partial controllability concepts for the system (3.34) can be similar with the same

concepts for the system (3.33).
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Chapter 4

CONTROLLABILITY OF SEMILINEAR SYSTEMS

The sufficient conditions for the concept of controllability of semilinear control
systems will be observed and studied in this chapter, since researches in necessary
conditions are not well-known for the controllability of semilinear control systems.
For the sufficient conditions, mostly fixed-point theorems are considered so that the
given problems in controllability can be converted into a fixed-point problem. Not
only fixed-point theorems are considered, but also principle of contraction mapping
will be used in this chapter. It is likely to divide this chapter into two sections as exact
controllability and approximate controllability of semilinear systems that both of

them will contain results belonging to contraction mapping principles.

Let us consider a semilinear system in its general form
2(t) =Az(t) +Bu(t) + f(t,2(2),u(t)), 0<t<T (4.1)

z(0)=BeZ

As usual, the state and control are respectively z € Z and u € U,y = C(0,T;U). The
following assumptions are made according to this system :
1) Z and U are separable Hilbert spaces,
ii) A is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup e*’ on Z and B is a bounded
operator from U to Z,
iii) The bounded function f is continuous on [0,7] x Z x U,

iv) The function f is Lipschitz continuous with respect to z and u, that is Vu,w € U

47



and Vz,x € Z,
1F (2, 2,u) = (2,0, w) || < D([lz = x| + [Ju—wl])

where V¢ € [0, T] and for some D > 0.

Considering the previous assumptions, for all u € U,; and B € Z, there exists a
continuous function z € C(0,7;Z) that consists of a unique mild solution satisfying

the system (4.1) which is
z=eMB+ / A (Bu(r) + f (rx(r),u(r))) dr. (4.2)
0

4.1 Exact Controllability for Semilinear Systems
Contraction mapping principle will be considered in this section to observe the

sufficient conditions of exact controllability in semilinear systems.

LetZ=C(0,7;Z). Then, (Z X Uuq,||(-,")||) is a Banach space with

1T =1C N zxw,, = 112+ e,

Lemma 4.1: Let Z and U be separable Hilbert spaces. Assume that A is a closed
operator generating Cp—semigroup e’ and B is a bounded operator. Then, the
following inequality holds
1ol < llerll, r<0,7].
Proof. 1tis obvious that Q; = Q; and (Q,z,z) > 0 for all z € Z. Thus,
10:]| = sup (Qrz,z).

ll2]]=1

Therefore,
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(Orz,2) = /0 ! <eArBB*eA* rz,z> dr
= (0,2,2) +/T <eA’BB*eA* ’z,z> dr
= (0,2,2) +/T <B*eA* rz Bt rZ> dr

= <QtZ,Z> +/
> (042,2) -

T * A* 2
‘Be "zI| dr

So, this points out ||Q;|| < ||Qr]| - O

Lemma 4.2: Let Z and U be separable Hilbert spaces. Suppose the bounded function
f is continuous on [0,T] x Z x U and also 3d > 0 such that (Q7z,z) > d||z||* Vz € Z.
By considering these properties, for any arbitrary ¢ € Z, the non-linear operator D :

Z x Uyg — Z x Uy, that is defined by

D(x,w)(t) = (X(z),W(t)), forall 0 <r < T, (4.3)

where
T
X(t)= QteA*(T_t)Q;1 (c—eATB —/ eA(T_t)f(r,x(r),w(r)) dr)
0

+eAt[3+/O eA(’_r)f(r,x(r),w(r)) dr, 4.4)

W(r) =B 707! (e B ) — Bt (T 07! / L AT (1), w(r)) d
0

4.5)
holds the inequality
1+[|Qr|IN+||B||N
[1D(x,w)(2) = D(y,s)(1) || < ( m MKT (|lx = yl[+[[w—sl[),
(4.6)
where
M= sup HeAt :
0<1<T
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Proof. Assume the space Z x U,y contains two functions (x,w) and (y,s) where

D(x,w) = (X,W) and D(y,s) = (¥,S). Then,
1D(x,w) =Dy, )l 7, = IX =Yz + W =Sy, - (4.7)
As a first step, let us make an estimation for | X — Y|, :

|X —Y||= max
0<t<T

/0 A (F(rx(r), w(r)) — F(ry(r),s(r))) dr

t
_ /0 AP BT A 1) A (T 1)1
T

< [ AT () 0(0)) ~ 1300 500) de

= max
0<t <T

/0 A () () — (). s(r)) dr

_ / ' / AP B =PI AT g1 AT 1) s ((rx(r) w(r)) — F(ry(r)os(r)) dp dr
0 0

= max
0<t <T

/0 A () () — (), s(r)) dr

T
—/0 0" T AT (f(rx(r),w(r)) = f(r¥(r),s(r))) dp dr

< max (M+HQtHM2)/ 107" (f(rx(r),w(r)) = f(r,y(r),s(r))|| dr
<t <T 0
oM (T
< ety /0 N () w(r) — £ (ry(r),s()) | dr
LrorM . [T
< ey /0 (x(r) = y(P) |+ () — () ) dr

14+ M
< %MKT(H)C—YWLHW—SH). 4.8)

Now, for the next step consider ||[W —S][;, ,
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W =8l = max, |5t (T /0 07 AT (F(rx(r) () — F(ry(r).5(r) dr
_ lIlw?
. / NP w(r)) = Fry(r)s(r))]| dr
18] M
< 12wk /0 (I(r) = 3() | + [w(r) —s(R)) dr
< quux—yu T llw—sl). (4.9)

By putting (4.8) and (4.9) into together, we obtain

1+(|Q0r||M 1B M
HD(x,W)(t)—D(y—S)(t)HS(TMKTJr o MKT (e =yl + 1w —slD)
L+[|Or|M+|Bl[M

-( MKT (x| + [w—s]).
u
(4.10)
This shows the proof. [
In order to get rid of the complex form of large coefficient in (4.10), let
1 M+ ||B||M
R:( *lorli+ 51 )MKT' win

Lemma 4.3: Let Z and U be separable Hilbert spaces and assume the assumption (iv)

is hold. If

R<1, (4.12)
then operator D which transforms Z x U, into Z x U,, has only one fixed point (z,u) €
Z X Uyq.
Proof. Firstly as it is stressed above, there is a transformation from Z x U,y into Z x

U,q by the operator D. By means of Lemma 4.2, since D is a contraction mapping on

the Banach space Z x U,4, then D has a unique fixed point (z,u) € Z x Ugyg. ]

51



Theorem 4.1: Let Z and U be separable Hilbert spaces and the assumption (iv) satisfy.

Suppose there exists d > 0 so that (Qrz,z) > d ||z||* Vz € Z. If

R<1 (4.13)

satisfies, then the system (4.1) is exactly controllable.

Proof. Take any B € Z and ¢ € Z. The aim is to show Ju € U, such that ¢ = z7, so

now consider the following equality,

T
u; :B"‘eA*(T_’)Q}1 (c—eATﬁ> —/ B*eA*(T_’)Q}leA(T_r)f(r,z(r),u(r)) dr.

0
(4.14)

By substituting (4.14) into (4.2) and applying Theorem 2.3,
W= Mp /O A1) B A N AT (c—B) ar (4.15)
_ / AP gt A () A (T ) / "0 AT 4y dp
0 0
[ A gttt
= VB0 TN =B+ [ A f(relr)u(r) dr
_ /0 ' 0 T AT £(5,2(r), u(r)) dr.

Considering Lemma 4.3, fixed point (z,u) € 7 x U,y exists that satisfies both (4.14)

and (4.15). Therefore, u € U,,. Furthermore, when t = T', we get
zr = 0107 (c — B - /0 LT F(rz(r),u(r)) dr)
B+ /0 LA F(rz(r),u(r)) dr
=c.

Thus, the control system (4.1) is exactly controllable. [
4.2 Approximate Controllability for Semilinear Systems
Theorem 4.1 indicates that strongly improving the conditions imposed on the

Lipschitz coefficient is a necessity to use contraction mapping theorem. For the
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upcoming section, since approximate controllability concept is weaker than the
complete one, generalized contraction mapping theorem will be applied to clarify the
proof of sufficient conditions of approximate controllability of semilinear control
systems. Suppose the previous assumptions and notation are taken into consideration

similarly in this section as well.

Lemma 4.4: Let Z and U be separable Hilbert spaces. Assume that the assumption
(iv) holds. Then, considering ¢ € Z arbitrarily, and p > 0, the operator Dy, : Z X Ugg —

7 x Uy, that is described by
Dy (x,w)(t) = (Xu(t),Wu(t)), vVt €[0,T], (4.16)
where
Xy (t) = VB + e T (ur+ 0r) " (c — M B) (4.17)
— [ @ Tt @) T st

[ =) £ x(r), w(r)) dr.
+/0eA Flrx(r), wi(r)) d,

Wu(t) =BT (ur+ 0r) ' (c— & B) (4.18)
t
—~ / BT (ul+ 0r_) AT f(rx(r), w(r)) dr,
0
has only one fixed point in Z x Uyy.

Proof. Assume there exists two functions (x,w) and (y,s) in Z x U,y so that
Dy (x,w) = (Xu,Wy) and Dy (y,s) = (Yu,Su). Borrowing the same procedure that is

followed by Lemma 4.2, it is likely to get,

53



MK

S—

(| (r) =y ([ +[w(r) = s(r)l) dr
(1+HQTHM+HBHM)
= Ryt

t (e =yl +[lw=sl) -

MKt ([lx = yl[ +[lw—sl[)

(4.19)

Then, one can get the following by repeating the argument on D%L in a similar way,

550~ D} 0s9) 0] < R [ D)) = D)

1
_Ri<||x—yu+uw—s||>/0 rdr
2

—Riz, (e =yl + llw = s]).

After that,

TZ
1D (2, w) (1) = D (v, 9) (0)|| < Ry 57 57 U=yl fw=sll).

Eventually, by the induction method forn > 1,

T"
| D} (e, w) (1) — DY (3, 5)( H<R’“ (Hx v+ lw—sl).
Since
Tm
i (Ru)" 2y =0,

the inequality below satisfies for sufficiently large m,

m

T
m

(4.20)

4.21)

(4.22)

(4.23)

(4.24)

For large enough m, D] is a contraction mapping on Z x U,q, and thus Dy, also does.

By considering this fact, it can be concluded that D, has only one fixed point (z,u) €

Z x U,y where z related to u is a solution of the system (4.1).

]

Theorem 4.2: Let Z and U be separable Hilbert spaces and the assumption (iv) hold.

Suppose uR (i, —Q7) — 0 uniformly as u — O for all 0 <7 < T. By considering these
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properties, the system (4.1) is approximately controllable.

Proof. Suppose B € Z and ¢ € Z. Here the aim is to show that Ju € U,; such that
llc—zr|| — 0 as u — 0 where zr is a solution of system (4.1) at time 7. In order to

achieve this, let u has such an expression:
up =BT (ul+0r) e — M B) (4.25)
t
_ / BN T (ul 4 0r ) AT Frx(r), u(r)) dr
0

Applying substitution from (4.25) into (4.2) and also Theorem 2.3, we have
z=e"B+ /0 A1) B A1) (T (uI+0Q7) ' (c—eB) dr

-/ AP g ) AT ) / (W4 Qr_) AT (1), u(r) dir dp
+ /O A f(rz(r),u(r)) dr
=B+ 0 T (I +0r) " (e~ T B) + /0 A (1)) dr
= [ [ AP A PN T it 0 )T (). at) dp dr
=B+ 0 T (ul+0r) " (e~ T B) + /0 A (1)) dr
- /O QAT (I +Qr—) "' T f(r2(r),u(r)) dr. (4.26)

By means of Lemma 4.4, only one point (x,u) € Z x U,y satisfies both (4.25) and

(4.26). Thus, u € U,;. Moreover, we have
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T
a7 =B+ Or(ul+0r) He—eMB) —|—/O AT f(r2(r),u(r)) dr
T
_/0 Or—r(uI+Qr—p) "' 7 f(rz(r),u(r)) dr
T
=B+ Or(ul+ QT)*I(C —ATB) —l—/o eA(T*r)f(r,z(r),u(r)) dr
+u(ul+0r) (e — e B) — u(ul+Qr) "' (c— " B)
T
+u / (I +Qr—) " T f(r2(r),u(r)) dr
0
T
—u / (WL + Q7)) f(r2(r), u(r)) dr
0

T

=c—p(ul+0r) " (c— e B) ~ u/ (Wl +Qr—) ' AT f(r2(r),u(r) dr.

0

Thus,

T
ler —cll = Hu(uHQT)-l(c—f‘Tﬁ) [ I+ Qr) AT (), )

<u Hu(u1+ QT)_I(C_eATﬁ)H - H“/OT(“” Or—) YT £(r,2(r), ulr)) dr
< ||utur+ ) = AT | + N /0 Q) () () di

Recalling Theorem 2.3 and applying it on the integral term,

N STl +0r—) 7| - 11£(p,2(p),u(p))|dp — 0 as w — 0, Y0 < r < T, since
|u(ul+Qr—)7 || = 0as u — 0 and ||u(ul+Qr) ' (c—e*"B)|| — 0 as u — 0.
Hence, ||z7 —c¢|| — 0 as u — 0. Therefore, the system (4.1) is approximately

controllable. O]
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