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Abstract

We consider the feedback stabilization of a simplified 1d model for a fluid—structure interaction system. The fluid equation is
the viscous Burgers equation whereas the motion of the particle is given by the Newton’s laws. We stabilize this system around
a stationary state by using feedbacks located at the exterior boundary of the fluid domain. With one input, we obtain a local
stabilizability of the system with an exponential decay rate of order o < o(y. An arbitrary order for the exponential decay rate can
be proved if a unique continuation result holds true or if two inputs are used to stabilize the system. Our method is based on general
arguments for stabilization of nonlinear parabolic systems combined with a change of variables to handle the fact that the fluid
domains of the stationary state and of the stabilized solution are different.
© 2013 L'Association Publications de 'Institut Henri Poincaré. Published by Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction and main result

This article is devoted to the study of the feedback stabilization of a 1d fluid—structure system. This system is a
simplified model corresponding to the motion of a rigid body into a viscous incompressible fluid (see [24,10,11,9,19,
25,15,17] for some references). In our case, we replace the Navier—Stokes system by the viscous Burgers equation
and the rigid body is reduced to a point particle. To obtain the equation for the particle, we apply the Newton’s law
by distinguishing the external forces and the force coming from the fluid. This latter force is expressed through the
Cauchy tensor when considering the Navier—Stokes equation for the fluid. Here it is written through the jump of the
spatial derivative of the velocity of the fluid at the position of the particle. More precisely, the system we consider here
can be written as
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v — v Fove =5 (120, xe (=1, D\ {r®)}).
v(t, h(t) = h(1), (1)
mh(t) = [v (¢, h(t)) +meS (¢ >0),

with the boundary conditions
v, = =a’+u@®, v, DH=b" >0, 2)

and with the initial conditions:
RO =h", RO =€,  v(0,0=2"0), xe(=1,D\]{r. 3)

Here v = v(t, x) is the velocity of the fluid and & = h(t) is the position of the particle. We assume that at x = A (t), the
velocity of the fluid and the velocity of the particle / are equal. This system was introduced by Vazquez and Zuazua
in [26], where the well-posedness and the large time behavior have been considered (with (—1, 1) replaced by R).
They also consider the case of several particles in [27] with a result of no collisions between the particles. In (1)—(3),
the external forces f5 = f5(x), £5, and the boundary conditions a’, b5 are given and are independent of time. They
correspond to a stationary state

SV HVIVE =15 (ye (=L D\{H)).
VSh=dS, VS(HS)=0. VS()=b5, o)
0= [Vys](HS) +mes.

In the above equations, VS is the constant velocity of the fluid and, since we consider a stationary solution, we have
imposed that the velocity of the particle is 0, so that the particle remains located in HS. It is worth noting that for
every forces f3 (for the fluid) and £5 (for the particle), and for every boundary conditions (a®, %) there are usually
no solutions of (4). However, it is possible to construct families of stationary solutions. We discuss this problem in
Section 2.

Our aim is to use in (1)—(3) the control # = u(¢) at x = —1 in order to “reach” the stationary state (VS5,0, HS) as
t — o0. More precisely, the control u is searched as a feedback depending on the difference between (v, /, h) and
(VS, 0, HS), so that

o) — VSHLZ((—I,I)) +[h@] +[h@) = B3| < Ce (0° — VS”LZ((—M)) + 1]+ [1° — HY)) o)

where o > 0 is imposed and C is independent of the initial condition (v°, £°, h0). The precise statement of the main
result is given in Theorem 2.

Let us point out that the controllability of this simplified 1d fluid—structure systems has already been considered.
In the case of exact null controllability, the first result on this system was obtained by Doubova and Fernandez-Cara
by using two controls, at x = —1 and at x = 1 (see [12]). Their method is based on Carleman estimates at the left
and at the right of the particle. To remove one control on this problem, Liu, Takahashi and Tucsnak developed a new
method for the null-controllability in presence of source terms, combined with a spectral method for the linear system
(see [22]). Let us note that the two above articles consider only the case VS = 0. To obtain the exact controllability to
stationary states V° (or to trajectories), the method of [22] could be difficult to apply since it is based on a spectral
study. The method in [12] may be adapted to obtain such results but in that case, one would need two controls, at
x = —1 and at x = 1. This necessity of two controls is proper to the 1d case, and is a consequence of the fact that
the fluid domain is not connected. Therefore, if we only use one input to control or stabilize such a system, it can be
seen as a control problem of a coupled system (two Burgers equations and the ODE for the particle) with a control on
only one of these equations. In particular, one of the fluid equations is only controlled by the motion of the particle.
Here for our stabilization problem, if we use only one input then we obtain (5) for o < o9, o9 > 0. More precisely, to
stabilize with a decay rate of order o > 0, the following condition has to be satisfied

Vi (HS)p =gy = Vigy =0, ye(H%1)
o(H®)=¢(1)=0

We show that if there exists a nontrivial solution of the above system, then Vyf? (HS) <0, and thus we can always
stabilize this system with only one input. However, we also prove that the above condition may be false for some o,

= ¢=0 or VyS(HS)<—0. (6)
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and in that case, to obtain a stabilization result with a decay rate of order —o, we need two feedback controls. This
means that we would have to change the second boundary condition of (2) by

u(t, 1) =ii(t) + b°,

with & a feedback depending on the difference between (v, fz, h) and (VS, 0,H S). In Section 2, we discuss about
condition (6), but let us already notice that in the case of [12] or [22], i.e. VS =0, this condition is trivially satisfied
for all o > 0. Let us also note that in dimension 2 or 3, for a rigid body immersed into a viscous incompressible fluid
(and for a fluid domain that is connected), this problem disappears both for the controllability problem (see [20,6,5])
and for the stabilization problem (work in progress).

In order to state our main result, we first need to give a precise definition of weak solutions for the system (1),
(2), (3). For that, we denote by leoc(X ) [resp. L.(X)] the space of functions that belong to L%(0,T; X ) [resp.

loc

L>®(0,T; X)]forall 0 < T < 400, and we set for h € (—1, 1):

¢
Vi — {{g} € HY (-1, 1)) x R%:; ¢(h)=g}-
k

Definition 1. The pair

(v, h) e LS (L*((-1, D)) N L}

loc loc

(H'((=1,1))) x C'((0, 00); R)

is a weak solution of (1), (2), (3), if (2) holds in the trace sense, if #(0) = KO if v(t,h(t)) = fz, and if for any '[¢, g, k] €
C1([0, o0); H(} (—=1,1) x Rz) with compact support in time and such that for all ¢, [¢(2), g(¢), k(£)] € pho),

oo 1 00 oo 1
—//v(t,x)(ﬁt(t,x)dxdt—/mfz(t)g(t)dt+//(vx¢x+vvx¢)dxdt
0 —1 0 0 —1
oo 1 00 1
=//fsd)dxdt+/mg(t)£5dt—i—/vo(x)d)(O,x)dx—i-mEOg(O). (7
0 —1 0 -1

Let us notice that, as classical for fluid—structure problems, the test functions in (7) depend on the solutions (on ).
We refer the reader to the articles on fluid—structure interaction quoted above for more details.

In the result of stabilization, our feedback control does not depend linearly on the difference of (v, A, fz) and of
(VS,0, HS). Indeed, one of the main difficulties in this study consists in the fact that the spatial domain is moving.
For instance, we see that the velocities of the fluid v and VS are not defined in the same spatial domains, respectively
(=1, )\ {H*} and (—1, 1) \ {A(¢)}. Moreover the fluid domain in (1)—(3) evolves with the time since the particle is
moving. To overcome this difficulty, we consider a change of variables

X(t,): (=1L D\ {H"} = (=1, D\ {r")}

and our feedback u depends linearly on the difference v o X — V5.
A possible construction of such a change of variables (see Section 3) consists in introducing a function 1 €
C>®([—1, 1)) satisfying n(H®) =1, n(1) = n(—1) = n’(H®) = 0 and to define
def

X6 =y +nm(h@) - H),
if

17" oo 1.1y [R @ = H| <1 forall 2. (8)

We are now in position to state our main result that asserts that the system (1)—(3) is locally feedback stabilizable
in a neighborhood of a stationary state.
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Theorem 2. Assume f5 € W>®((—1,1)), and that (f5,¢5,a5,b%) is associated with a stationary solution
(V3,0, HS) of (4), with VS € Wh°((—1, 1)). There exists o > 0 such that for all o € (0, 00), there exist i1, C >0,
and (@, 8, k) € L>((—1, 1)) x R2, such that, if 0°, €9, h°) € L2((—1, 1)) x R? satisfies

[v0 = V3 2 O+ [n° - H¥ | <p ©)

iyt

then there exists a unique weak solution (v, h) (in the sense of Definition 1), of (1), (3) and of

1
o(t,—1) =a" —i—/(v(t,y + () (k@) — HS)) = VE()@dy +mh(t)g + (h(t) — H)k,

v(t, ) =6 (120), (10)
and satisfying (8). Moreover v € C([0, +00); L2((—1, 1))) and it satisfies

o) ~ VSHLZ((—l,l)) + |k([)| +[h() - HS| < Ce™/(| v’ - VS||L2((—1,1)) + |€0| + |h0 - HS|)' (1

As already explained, in the above result, one may have op < 0o. We can have oy = oo if condition (16) holds true
or if we use two inputs.

Corollary 3. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 2 and that VS satisfies one of the two conditions
S S
Vo (H) =0 (12)
or

Vo) o1

2
vye(H®. 1), VJ(H)+ + Z(Vs(y))z + (JT) > 0. (13)

Then, we can take og = o0 in Theorem 2.
Remark 4. Let us give some comments on the above results.

e In Theorem 2 the uniqueness of the solutions holds in a stronger sense: any maximal solution
(@, h) € C(0, Tmax; L*((—=1, 1)) N L*((0, Timax); H' ((—=1,1))) x C'(0, Trnax; R)

of (1), (3), (10) is a global solution (Thax = 00) and is equal to the solution (v, &) of Theorem 2, see Remark 11
below. . A
e Theorem 2 does not deal with the practical construction of the triplet (¢, g, k). One can compute (¢, &, k) by
solving a finite dimensional Riccati equation as in [1,23].
o If the condition (6) is false for some o > 0, then the stabilization result stated in Theorem 2 holds true for this
decay rate by changing (10) into
1
v(t, =) =a’ + /(v(r, Y+ () = H%)) = VEW)@dy + mh)g + () — HS)k (1 > 0),
-1 (14)
1
v, ) =b% + /(v(r, Y+ (k@) = H®)) = V()@ dy + mh(t)g + (h(t) — HS)k  (¢>0),  (15)
-1
for two triplets (¢, g, 12) € L2((—1,1)) x R? and (¢, g, k) e L2((-1,1)) x R%. In Corollary 3, we consider a
sufficient condition to ensure that (6) holds true for all o > 0. Note that this condition is satisfied if V5 is not
decreasing too much: if V¥ (y) > —2/3(z/(1 — H®))* forall y € (H%, 1) then (13) holds true.
e Let us emphasize that in this result, we stabilize around a stationary state which is not necessary equal to zero. To
our knowledge, it is one of the first results in this direction.
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The method used to obtain our result of stabilization is a general method based on the stabilization of a linearized
system (see, for instance, [1,2]). Let us remark that in the linear case the stabilization is implied by the approximate
controllability. More precisely, the approximate controllability can be obtained through two conditions. The first one
is a condition stronger than (6):

VI(HY) o — @y — V39, =0, ye(H® 1)
o(H%) =¢(1)=0
The second condition is that a family of root vector of the underlying linear operator (see (61)—(62)) is complete.
This last property could be deduced by using Keldish’s Theorem since the linear operator is a relatively bounded
perturbation of a self-adjoint operator (see [2]).

Let us point out that the method used in this paper to obtain the stabilization around a stationary state does not apply
if we want to stabilize around a non-stationary state. To tackle this question a starting point could be the interesting
work [3] of V. Barbu, S.S. Rodrigues and A. Shirikyan concerning the stabilization of the Navier—Stokes equations
(without structure interaction) around a non-stationary target state by mean of a time dependent internal feedback law.
Let us also note that since we obtain the stabilization by using a linearization process, it leads to a local result for the
nonlinear system. There exist few results of global stabilization or of global controllability for such systems. For the
Burgers equations alone, without any structure, it is shown in [14] and in [18] that the global controllability does not
hold with one or two boundary controls or with an interior control. By using two boundary controls and a particular
interior control, Chapouly [7] proves that the Burgers equation is globally controllable. For the system considered
here, with a particle, the corresponding results are open. In fact, even the approximate controllability of (1) is an open
question.

We underline that in (1) the viscosity of the fluid is assumed to be equal to 1 for simplicity, but there is no difficulty
to extend our stabilization result for (1) with terms (vvy)y, [vvy] instead of vy, [v,], where v is a smooth positive
function of x € (—1, 1). However, in the case of a viscosity depending on the nonhomogeneous density p of the

—  ¢=0. (16)

fluid, v &ef v(p), the stabilizability is far more difficult to study. This comes from the fact that the corresponding 1d
fluid—solid interaction system satisfied by (v, p) is coupling a parabolic equation for the velocity and a hyperbolic
equation for the density and, even for the linearized equations, there are few tools developed to obtain the stabilization
of such systems. About the controllability and the stabilizability of such a type of system, but without solid interaction,
we shall mention [13,8].

The outline of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we first discuss the existence of solutions for (4) and on
condition (6). In Section 3, we construct a change of variables to reduce the problem (1)—(3) to a cylindrical domain.
Section 4 is devoted to show that the system obtained after the change of variables satisfies the hypotheses of a general
framework for feedback stabilization of nonlinear parabolic systems. Finally, Section 5 is devoted to the proof of the
main result. We end this paper by giving in Section 6 some generalizations in the case of several particles.

2. Remarks on stationary states and on condition (6)
2.1. Existence of stationary solutions

As explained in the introduction, in general there are no solutions to (4). Indeed the quadruplet (15, €5, a%, b%)
has to satisfy some hypotheses. This can be seen as follows: if we consider for instance f* =0 and £5 =0, then we
can see that (4) reduces to

N SyS —
—VS+VSVS=0 (ye(-1D),
VS(HS) =0, (17)
VS(-)=d5, VS1)=b5.
Then it is easy to see that the solution of the first two equations is
VS(y) =2C tan(C(y - HS)) or VS(y) =-2C tanh(C(y — HS)) or V5=0

where C is a positive constant to be determined. One has VyS (HS) =2C? or —2C? or 0 depending on the case. One

can notice that each of these functions is strictly monotone and in particular, to have a solution to (17), we need that
SpS

a’b® <0.
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In the particular case when a’ = —b%, we see that HS = 0 and that there always exists a solution. Indeed, if as=0,
then VS = 0. Else if a® < 0 or equivalently 55 > 0, there exists a unique C € (0, 7/2) such that 2C tan(C) = b5. In
the last case, if a5 > 0 or equivalently b5 < 0, there exists a unique C > 0 such that 2C tanh(C) = a5. We have proved
the following

Lemma 5. For any a5 € R, the problem
VS +VSVE=0 (ye(-1,1),
VS(0)=0, (18)
V(-1 =a5, VS5(1)=-a’

admits a unique solution. Moreover, VS is either 0 or strictly monotone.

If we allow to add external forces £ and £5, then we can easily construct families of stationary solutions. Indeed,
for f S HS, a® and b5, the two following problems admit at least one solution

V) +VOVP =15 (ye (-1 HY)), (19)
vih(-1n=a%, VO(HS) =0,

—ViR +VOVP =5 (ye (HS.1)), (20)
VO (HS) =0, VO(1)=055.

This can be proved by following the proof of the existence of the stationary Navier—Stokes system (see, for instance,
[16, Theorem 2.3, p. 291]).
Then we can set VS = V® in (=1, HS) and VS =V in (HS, 1), and in that case (HS, V) is solution of (4)
provided we take
1
S._ 2) (S D(yS
= (VO () - vO(H)).

2.2. Remarks on condition (6)

In this subsection, we give some conditions that imply (6) and we also prove that there exists V5 satisfying (4) and
a nontrivial solution ¢ of

VI(H)g =y — V30, =0, ye(H 1),
o(H®) = (1) =0.

Let us notice that, if we define the operator ASp = Yyy + ngoy with domain H2((H®,1)) N H(} ((HS, 1)) then (6)
can be reformulated as follows: VyS(H 5) is not an eigenvalue of the operator AS or VyS (H%) < —o0.

1)

Let us first state several conditions on VS or on f S that ensure that condition (6) holds true.

Proposition 6. Let us consider a solution VS € W ((HS, 1)) of (4) and assume one of the following conditions:

VI (HS) >0 (22)
or
vy e (H5,1) VS(HS)—i-V'VS(y)-I-l(VS(y))Z—i- HESN N (23)
A 2 4 1-HS
or
1 T 2 S1+ S [ N
GSg(z(l_Hs> _”[F] ”Loo>’ where F (y)=/f (s)ds. 24
HS

Then condition (6) holds true.
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Proof. To prove that (22) implies (6), assume ¢ € H>((H%, 1)) N H} ((H5, 1)) satisfies for some A € R:

AY — Qyy — VS</)y =0, ye (HS, 1),
o(H®) = p(1) =0.

Since VS € WL ((HS, 1)) we have @yy € C([H3, 1)) and thus Qe C*([HS,1)). If ¢ is not the zero function then
¢ admits either a minimum or a maximum different from zero at some point yg € (H S 1). Assume that o(yo) =
max{¢(y) | y € (HS, 1)} > 0. Then we necessarily have @y(y0) =0 and ¢y, (y0) <0, and by using the equation
we then get A¢(yo) < 0 and A < 0. The other case ¢(yp) = min{p(y) | y € (HS, 1)} < 0 (which yields ¢, (y0) =0,
@yy(¥0) = 0) leads to the same conclusion. If A = 0 then ¢y, (y0) = 0, @y, (y0) = 0 and ¢y, is solution of ¥, + VSI/I =0
in (HS, 1) which leads to 1 = 0 and thus ¢ = 0. Thus A < 0.

In order to prove that (23) implies (6), it is useful to remark that

y
VS
0(y) = 2(y) exp (— f ) ds) 26)

(25)

2
HS

is solution of (21) if and only if z satisfies

=W (re(HS). oY) =) =0, @)
where
1 1 2
W(VS) = VyS(HS) + EVyS + Z(VS) : (28)

Then by multiplying by z the first equation of (27), integrating by parts and using Wirtinger inequality we deduce that

1

fz2[(1_”HS>2+W(VS)]dy<O. 29)

HS

In particular, if (23) holds true, we deduce that (16) holds true.
Finally, for the last condition, we integrate the first equation of (4) on (H*, y) and we deduce
1 N 1 N S 1 N 2 1 S
3V = EVy (H ) + ZV = EF ).
Gathering the above equation and (29), we obtain that a necessary condition for the existence of a nontrivial solution
of (21) is that there exists y such that

3,8
3 vy

In particular, since the above condition implies

v < 3 (1077 e -2 755) ) @

then we have V},S(HS) < —o if o satisfies (24). O

1 1 1 B . 2
(HS)+§VS(y)2_E(FS)+(y)+§(FS) (y)_{_(m) <0.

Now let us prove the existence of a couple (V5, @) where V¥ is solution of (4) and where ¢ is a nontrivial solution
of (21). Let us note that any VS e C®(HS, 1)) satisfying VS(HS) = 0 can be extended as a solution of (4) for some
(f5,a5,b5,5), as explained in Subsection 2.1. Moreover, from Proposition 6, we can limit ourself to functions V5
such that VS (HS) <0.

Proposition 7. There exists V5 € C*([H®, 1)) satisfying VS (H") =0 and V; (H®) < 0 such that Eq. (21) admits a
nontrivial solution.
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Proof. In order to construct a solution ¢ of (21), we use again the change of variables (26) so that we look for a
solution z of (27). To obtain such a solution, we first construct a solution zZ of

E5=W@2 (FeO.w).  20)=2u) =0, 31)
where
AaAl A 14 1 ~5
W(§)=§9(0)+§Cy+l—1(§) ; (32)
and where © > p will be fixed further.
From Z and ¢ defined as above, one can deduce a solution z of (27) by performing the change of variables

72N iz [ iz
Z(y)ZI_HSZ<1_HS(y_HS)>’ VS(y)zl_HS§<1_HS(y—HS)> (yE(HS,l)).

Standard calculation shows that in that case, z and V3 satisfy (27) and (28). .
We are thus reduced to construct a solution of (31), (32). We start by considering a smooth function ¢ : Ry — R
such that

t(O=0, 0)=-1,

and
£(§) = —2etan(e(d — &) <§ € [s, e+ Z—SD (33)

where ¢ is a “small” positive constant. o
We notice that on the interval [e, ¢ + f—g], the function W (¢) defined by (32) satisfies

W) =—(1+¢). (34)
Let us consider a nontrivial solution of
Gy=W@Di (>0, 20)=0. (35)

We deduce from (34) that on the interval [e, ¢ + %],

(@) =acos(V1+e2y+c),

where a and ¢ are some constants. In particular, if € < 1/4/15, we deduce that Z admits a zero u in the interval

+——|cleet+—
£,6+ —— e, 64+ —|.
1+ &2 de

This shows that Z satisfies (31) and making the two changes of variables described at the beginning of the proof, we
deduce the existence of a nontrivial solution of (21). O

Let us make some remarks on the above proof. First we can see that, since u € [¢, & + 22— 2], the following
estimate holds: V1+e

woe[-(o+ ) () () |

Second, we construct in this proof of Proposition 7, the function V5 in such a way that W (V') is constant in some
interval so that we can obtain a simple formula for the solution of (27). Let us remark that we cannot have W (V%)

and VS(HS) =0 and this leads to

constant in (H S 1). Indeed, in that case, we need to solve W(VS )=—

B 2nw tan(m'[(y—HS)>
V31— HS) V31— HS)

which is defined only for y < (1 — “{—E)H S+ § < 1. The next proposition states that, although it is not possible to

n-mw
(—HS)?

vy =

choose W (V%) equal to — %, we can take W (V%) close to — % for some good topology.
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Proposition 8. For all n € N* and all € > 0 there exists VS C>®([HS,1)) satisfying VS(HS) =0, |[W(VS) +

n2m2

2
m 72 (HS 1)) <€ and V. (HS) € (—m €, — H5)2 +€), such that Eq. (21) admits a nontrivial solution.

(1

Proof. The idea here is to use the change of variables (26) and to obtain a nontrivial z € H 2((HS, 1)) solution of (27)
by proving that the Schrodinger operator associated to V5 admits 0 for eigenvalue.

Consider, for all W € L?((HS, 1)), the corresponding linear operator Ay defined on L2((HS, 1)) by Awz =
—2Zyy + Wz and by its domain D(Aw) = H2((HS, 1) N H(} ((HS,1)). The operators Ay always have a spectrum
composed of simple eigenvalues A (W) < --- < A,(W) < --- and by applying classical results (for instance p. 190,
p. 203 (Theorem 2.14), pp. 212-213 (Theorem 3.16) of [21]), we obtain that for each n € N the mapping W
L2((H®,1)) — A,(W) € R is continuous.

For v > 0, let us consider a smooth convex function ¢V such that

é—l}(y): Hs_y5 yE(HS,HS—i‘V/Z),
—v, ye(HS4+2v,1).

Using the definition (28) of the operator W, we can see that for all real o

W(a;”) — —a in Lz((HS, 1)) asv — 0.

Thus
2.2
n°mw
)\n(W(OZCV)) e )\.n(—Ol) = m — (36)
Using this construction with o = % — 5 and with a = % + 5 and for v small enough we obtain two

smooth functions V! and V2 such that

2.2 2.2
i S\ _ i K _ n-m _ _ n-mw
Vi(HS) =0, Vi(H )e( e (I_HS)2+E>, 37
Hw(v’) L. << (38)
(1 — HS)2 L2((HS,1)) 2’
S2 €
v’ ||L4((HS,1)) <5 (39)

fori =1, 2 and such that
(W (V1)) <0<, (W(V?)). (40)

In particular, a continuity argument shows that there exists 6 € [0, 1] such that VS Lyt + (1 — 0) V? satisfies
VS(0) =0, Vy,(HS) € (— —e, —% 1 €), A (W(VS5)) =0. A simple calculation and (39) yield that

(1 HS)2
2.2
n-mw
WV 4+ ——s
H ( (I_HS)2 L2((HS,1))
2.2 2.2
n-imw n-mw
QHW(V1)+7 —i—(l—&)”W(V2)+7
(I—I‘IS)2 L2((H5,1)) (I—HS)2 L2((H5,1))
L2 Ly a2
+§HV ||L4((HS,1))+§||V HL4((H5,1)) <€ (41)

Now, since A, (W (V")) = 0, we deduce that there exists a nontrivial z € H>((H, 1)) satisfying (27) and using the
change of variables (26), we obtain a nontrivial solution ¢ of (21). O
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3. Change of variables

As explained in the introduction, a first step to study (1)-(2)—(3) consists in performing a change of variables in
order to transform the system into a system written in a cylindrical domain in time and space. In this section, we
construct and use a smooth change of variables

X(t,): (=1, 1) > (=1, 1), with X (¢, H*) = h(2).
In particular, X (¢, -) transforms (—1, 1) \ {H*} into (—1, 1) \ {A(¢)}. We denote by Y (¢, -) the inverse of X (¢, -) and
we set
def
Vi, y) S v(t, X1, y). (42)
Then a short calculation shows that if (v, h) satisfies (1)—(2)—(3) then (V, k) satisfies the following system:
Vi— Yy 0X)?Vyy — Yax 0 X)Vy+ Y 0 X)VVy+ (Y, 0 X)Vy = fS0 X (120, ye (=1, )\ {H5}),
V(t, HS)=L@t) (t>0),
ml(t) = [(Yx o X)Vy|(t, HS) +meS (1 >0),
h(t) =€) (t=0), (43)
V(t,-1)=a5+u(@), V¢, 1)=>b5 (t>0),
h0)=hY, £0)=1¢°,
VO, =V, ye(1,D\{H*}]
There are many ways to construct the change of variables X (see [12,22] for another construction). Here, we define
it by
def
X, )= y+n0) (k@) - HY),
with n € C®([—1, 1]) satisfying n(HS) =1, n(1) = n(—1) = n'(H5) = 0. If we assume that

||’7/||Loo((_1,1))|h(t) - HS| <1 forallt a4

then, X (¢, -) is a bijection from (—1, 1) \ {H*} onto (—1, 1) \ {h(?)}.
To simplify the calculation and the presentation, in what follows we assume

HS =0.
We also set
V=Ww+VS

where VS is the solution of (4) associated to the quadruplet (f S 05, aS,b%). Developing the first equation of (43), we
obtain

Wi — (Ye 0 X)2(Wyy + V5,) = (Yex 0 X)(Wy + V3 ) 4 (Yx 0 X)(W + V) (Wy + V) + (Y, 0 X) (W, + V)
= fSoX. 45)

From the definitions of X and Y we have the following relations

Xy=1+n'h, Xy =1n"h, X; =nh', (46)
/h 2
(FeoX)= — =1 yhten withe = 1 7)
1+n'h 1+nh
. 3('h)* +2(n'h)?
YeoX)Y=— =1-2h , they = , 48
(Yy o0 X) A+ nh+e, withe A+ 0?2 (48)
—nt . (nn"ht
(Y,oX)=1+n/h=—n£+53, with £3 = e 49)
—n"h . 3'h) +3('h)? + ('h)?
Yyx 0o X) = RET =-n"h+e4, withesa=n"h A+ 7h)p : (50)
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The above relations and (45) yield
S S / S S Sy S Sy S S
Wi = Wyy = Vi + 200V, + 0" VE + (V2W)  + VEVE —0'hVEVE —nh'Vy
=fS o X +[(Yy 0 X)? = 1]Wyy + £2V5, + (Yex 0 X)Wy + 24V
— (Yo X)WWy + (1 — (Yy 0 X))(VSW)y — VSV — (Y, 0 X)Wy — &3V,

Using the definition of X we have the following relation

(f5 0 X)(t,y) = £5(y + nh@®) = £5(3) + nWA@) £ ) + > )R> 0)es (v, h(D)),

with
1
es(y, h) = / fysy(y +6n(y)h)(1 —6)do.
0
In particular, since f S e W2°(—1, 1), then we see that &5 is bounded.
Combining (51) with (46)—(50), (52) and (4), we obtain
N s N S N
Wi =Wy +h(n'V; )y +(V W)y —ntVy —n'hf> —nhf;
=nh%es + [(Ys 0 X)? = 1]Wyy + &2V, + (Yax 0 X)Wy + 84V}
— (Yo X)WWy + (1 — (Yy 0 X))(VSW)y — el VSV — (Y, 0 X)Wy — &3V},

Finally, by setting

def W
X§|:€:|,
h

and
def
F(X) = n*hPes + [(Ye 0 X)* = 1]Wyy + 62V, + (Yex 0 X)Wy + 84V
— Yo HWWy + (1 = (Ya 0 X)) (VIW)  —e1VIV) — (Y 0 X)W, — 3V,
ie.
1
def 22 [ s ('h)> +2n'h 3'h)*+2'h)* g
F(X) = n’h , On(y»h)(1—60)do — —————
X)=n /fyy(y+ n(y) )( ) (1+n,h)2 yy (1+n/h)2
0
"h 3(n'h 3 'h 2 "h 3
o W, + ' h)+30 )"+ h)” g
(1+n'h)3 (1 +n'h)? Y
1 'h "h)? ¢ "Yhe
B 4 (S)—(n)VSVS+ n y_(nn) VS
T+nh 7 140k Y 149k Y 149k 14+ Y

we can see that (W, £, h) is solution of

W, 0=t ¢ 20),

ml(t) =[Wy](,0) (t>0),

ht)y =€) (>0,

W, —1)=u(), Wk, 1)=0 (=0),
h)=h°, £(0)=1¢°,
WO,y =V —V5(), ye(=1,D\{0}.

Wi = Wy +h(n'V —nfS) + (VEW), =0V = FX) (120, ye(=1,1\{0}),

379

(5D

(52)

(33)

(54)

(55)

(56)
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4. Feedback stabilization of the system in the new variables

In this section we show that the system (56) can be written as a system of the form
X' =AX+NX)+ Bu in [D(A*)]/, X(0) =X°, (57)

where

e A:D(A) C H — H is a closed linear operator with compact resolvent in the real Hilbert space H and is the
infinitesimal generator of an analytic semigroup on H;

e B:R — [D(A*)] is strictly relatively bounded: for some 0 < y < 1 and for A9 > O large enough, (A9 —
A)"YB:R — H is bounded;

e N is a nonlinear operator which can be “unbounded” (see below for the precise statement).

The first hypothesis implies in particular that the number of “unstable” modes is finite: for any prescribed o > 0,
there are only N eigenvalues of A with real part greater than —o: A, k=1,..., N (N depending on o).

Systems of the form (57) can be stabilized by a feedback operator provided a unique continuation property holds
true. More precisely we have the following result (see, for instance, [1,2]).

Theorem 9. Assume the above properties on A and B and let us consider o > 0 and A, k =1, ..., N, as above.
Assume the following unique continuation property

Ve e D(A*), he{M lk=1,...,N} A*se=ie and B'e=0 = &=0. (58)
Then

e there exists K € L(H; R) such that A + BK is exponentially stable of order —o.

o Let us set Vg & [D(A + BK),Hl1/2 and By (0, R) def {XeH||Xl|lg < R} for R > 0 and assume that

N : By (0, R) N Vg — V' satisfies the following relations

INX)[y < CIXI2 Xy, (X € By (0, R)), (59)
INX) = NX2) |y, < C(I1X1 = Xall I Xillve + X2l X1 —Xallvy) (X1, X2 € By (0, R)).  (60)

Then there exist c, C > 0 such that for all | Xy < ¢, there exists a unique solution X € Ly (H)N leoc Vi) of

(57) with u = KX which satisfies X(t) € By (0, R) for all t > 0. Moreover, this solution satisfies

IXlhw, vevn SCIX05  [X@ ] SC[X e @>0).

In the above result and in what follows, we set

Wo (X, D) = {z: ¢”Vz€ L*(0, +o0; X) N H' (0, +00: V).

Remark 10. Let us note that since B* : R — D(A*), condition (58) implies that the eigenvalues A;, k =1,..., N, are
simple. The geometrical multiplicity of the unstable modes plays an important role to calculate the minimal number
of controllers to stabilize such systems (see [1,2] for more details).

Remark 11. Note that in Theorem 9 the uniqueness of solutions holds in a class of functions satisfying X(¢) €
B7(0, R) in order to have N (X(¢)) well defined at each time 7 > 0. However, it can be checked that the uniqueness
of the solutions holds in a stronger sense: any maximal solution X e C(0, Tmax; H) N L2(0, Tmax: Vi) of (57) with
u = KX is a global solution (Tpax = +00) and is equal to the solution X of Theorem 9. Indeed, since a continuity
argument guarantees that Ti,x > 0, this can be obtained by performing a priori estimate as in [1, Theorem 15].

The remaining part of this section is devoted to prove that (56) can be written in the form (57) with X :='[W, ¢, h].
We also show that (58) holds true and that N satisfies (59), (60).
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For this purpose, we introduce the Hilbert space H o L%((—1, 1)) x R? equipped with the inner product

W ¢ def :
([Z],[g]> é/W<pdy+meg+hk.
h k1/4 7

Then we set

WY Wyy —h'VE—=nfS)y — (VW) + vy
A [ ¢ } = Liw,100) : (1)
h ¢
114
D(A) Y {[ 4 ] eM; We H*((—1,D\{0}) N Hy((=1, 1)), W(0) =z}. (62)
h

It is clear that A is densely defined with compact resolvent. Let us check that A is the infinitesimal generator of an
analytic semigroup on H. We introduce the following dense subset of H.:

W
vdzef{[ ¢ } eM; WeH((—1,1), WO)=¢
h

and we define the continuous bilinear form a : V x V — R given by

1

w @
a ([ ¢ } : [gD déf_/(wywy +h(n'VS - nfS)y(p + (VSW)ygo —ntVyg)dy + tk. (63)
h k ke

With an integration by parts, it is easily seen that

CHED, (D ff oo i

and that D(A) defined in (62) is exactly the set of element X such that Y — a(X, Y) is continuous for the topology
of H. Then since —a(-,-) is regularly accretive, i.e. there exist « > 0 and 8 > 0 such that 8 ||X||%_L —aX,X) >« ||X||%),
we deduce that A is the infinitesimal generator of an analytic semigroup on H (see [4, Theorem 2.12]).

Moreover, we can verify that the adjoint of A is given by

) Pyy + VS?"y
1
A* [g} =| Lip O+ £+ L0 nviedy |, D(A%)=D(A),
k 1
S =V nfS)yedy
and since the maximal accretivity of 8 — A ensures that D((8 — A)Y) =[D(A), H]1—p and [D(A*), H]1—p = DB —
A*)?) for 6 € [0, 1] [4, Chapter 2, Proposition 6.1], an interpolation argument yields that D((8 — A)?) = D((8 — A*)?)

is composed with [W, £, k] € H* ((—1, 1) \ {0}) x R? such that W € H""**" (=1, 1)), W(©0) = ¢ if 0 > 1/4.
Next, we define B:R — [D(A*)] by

(2
B* [g} PN ES) (65)
k

and the above characterization of D((8 — A)?) guarantees (8 — A)~Y B € L(H) for y € (3/4, 1).
Next, we want to show the uniqueness property (58) in Theorem 9. More precisely, let us assume that » € C,

NA > —0o (66)

and let us prove the following implication:
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Ap — @y — Vi, =0, ye(=1,1))\{0},
9(0) =g,
1
nMg=Wﬂw»+k+/nw%dy
e and ¢y(-1)=0 = ¢=0 in(—1,0). (67)
1
S S
xk:/(—n’vy +nf7),edy,
-1
p(—=1) = (1) =0,
Assume that

rp— @y — Vi, =0, ye(=1,1)\{0}, (68a)
v(0) =g, (68b)
1
m/\g=[<py](0)+k+/nVyS¢dy, (68c)
—1
1
kk:/(—n’VySJrnfS)ywdy, (68d)
-1
p(=1)=¢y(-=1) =0, (68e)
p(1)=0. (68f)

Combining classical result on linear differential equations and (68a) and (68e) we obtain ¢ =0 on [—1, 0]. Conse-
quently, ¢(0) = ¢,(07) = g = 0. Therefore, (68a)—(68f) can be reduced to

A — @y — Vi, =0, ye(0,1), (692)

9(0) =¢(1) =0, (69b)
1 1

Ay (0) =/(n’VyS—nfs)ysody—/anySwdy- (69¢)
0 0

Multiplying (69a) by nVyS and using (4), we obtain
1 1
/M)nVyS dy — /(fpyynVyS + oV, + fSeyn) dy =0.
0 0
Integrating by parts the above equation yields
1 1 1
/Monvﬁ dy + @, (V5 (0) — / o(Vyn'), dy+ [ (f°n) @dy=0.
0 0 0

Comparing the above equation with (69c) gives
0= (1 =V} (0))py(0). (70)

From the above equality A = VVS (0) or ¢y(0) = 0. In the first case, we deduce from (66) that Vf (0) > —o. Conse-
quently, we deduce from (69a)—(69b) and from (6) that ¢ = 0 on [0, 1]. In the second case, ¢, (0) =0 and we deduce
directly from (69a)—(69b) that ¢ =0 on [0, 1]. Combining both cases ends the proof of (58).

Applying the first part of Theorem 9, we deduce the existence of K € £(7,R) such that A 4+ o + BK is the
infinitesimal generator of an analytic and exponentially stable semigroup on . There exists [@, g, k] € H such that
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w 1
K ([ ¢ D :/W@dy+megw+h1€ ('IW, e, hl e H). (1)
h -1

Moreover, one verifies that D(A + BK) is the subspace of H%((—1, 1)\ {0}) x R? composed with '[W, £, h] such
that

1
W(—l):qusdy+ng+h1€, W) =¢  W()=0, (72)
—1

and an interpolation argument yields that Vg &ef [D(A + BK), H]i2 is the closed subspace of H L(=1, 1) x R?

composed with '[W, £, h] satisfying (72) (see [1] for similar arguments in the case of Navier-Stokes equations).
The next step consists in defining the nonlinear map N . First, recalling (55), we notice that

(n'h)? +2n'h ) ((n’h)2 + 2n’h>
y y
y y

1
_ 2732 N _ —

<3(n’h)2+2(n’h)3 VS) _<3(n’h)2+2(n’h)3) VS
y y

(14 n'h)? Y (14 n'h)? y Y
n"h vy 30’ + 30’ + 'k
————= W, +n"h
(1+n'h)3 (L+n'h)3 Y
1 'h 'h)? ¢ 'he
- Wy + (s - IR ysysy IE Ly, WAL s (73)
1+ n'h T 1479k Yo 141k Y 140k 1+nh ”

so that

F(X)=Fi(X)+ (Fz(X))y,
with

"h)? +2n'h 3(m'h)? +2(n'h)>
FZ(X)=—(” )" +2n : ('h)” +20n'h) s,
(1+n'h)? (1+n'h)? y

Note that F is well defined if the following condition holds

| Loyl < 1. (74)
(See (44).)

Then, we define N by the formula
0 1 1
<N(X), {gb =/F1 X)pdy — / F2(X)gy dy, (75)
k V.,V el e}

F(X)
for ![g, g, k] € V. Note that if X € D(A), then N (X) = [ 0 ] This comes from the fact that n'(0) = 0.
0

Then we have the following result

Lemma 12. Let R > 0 be small enough so that (74) is satisfied for all X = '[W, £, h] € B3(0, R). Then the nonlinear
operator N defined by (75) satisfies (59), (60).

Proof. With this choice of R inequality (74) holds and combining it with the regularity of VS we deduce that

| F20 | 2 r.1yy < CIRIIW 211y + ClRE < CIXI2IX Ty (X2 < R).

The estimate for F| can be done similarly, as (60).
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To be more precise, let us remark that in (73), one can write the first term as
1 y+n(»h
v [ 750+ onoma-onw= [ rS@0+nmh -2
0 y
In particular,
y+n(»)ha
[ @0 (hy = hy) dz

y+n(y)hi
5@y +n()hi —2)dz
y+n(y)h2

S ITAEE (=1l = ho?

|r(h1) = r(h2)| < +

2 S
+ ool |y [ oo Bt = B2l D
The above lemma permits to apply the second part of Theorem 9. In particular, there exist ¢, C > 0 such that if
[ w? [ L2(-1,1) T VO‘ + ‘h0| S6 (76)

then there exists a unique solution X = [W, ¢, h] € L2 (H) N L? (Vi) of (57) with u = KX satisfying (44) (with

loc loc

HS =0), with X? = /[W9, ¢0, 0], with A defined by (61), (62), B defined by (65), N defined by (75) and K given
by (71). Moreover, this solution satisfies (72) and

I'tw. e 1y, e vy S CUW Loy + 101+ 17°]), (77)
WO 211y + O]+ O] < Ce (WO oy 1y + 1O+ [R)). (78)

5. Proof of the main result

Finally, to obtain Theorem 2 it remains to go back to the original variables and thus to obtain the existence and
uniqueness of a solution (1), (10), (3) satisfying (11). First, let us check that if

[v* = V3] oy 1€+ R0 < e (79)

for o small enough and if WO .= 9(X(0,-)) — VS, then (W9, €9, h0) satisfies (76). Indeed, for w small enough,
relation (44) holds for t = 0, and thus, we can apply a change of variables and use the fact that VS e whoo((—1,1))
to deduce the result. Applying the results of the previous section, we deduce the existence of '[W, £, h] € W, Vi, V')
of (57) satisfying (44) (with HS =0), with A defined by (61), (62), B defined by (65), N defined by (75) and K given
by (71). This solution satisfies (72), (77) and (78). In particular for all ‘¢, g, k] € V,

1

W7 Te
<[ ¢ } 7[g}> +[(Wy<py +h(n' V) —nfS) @+ (VSW) o —nevie)dy — tk
h kdlyy Y

1 1

:/FI(X)gody—sz(X)wydy

-1 -1

and thus, writing V =W + VS,

VT Te 1 1
<[£] ,[gD +/(YXOX)2Vy(py+(Yxx OX)Vy(de—Zk-F/[(YxOX)VV)'+(YIOX)Vy](de
h k V’,V el el

1
— /(fS o X)pdy +mgt®. (80)
-1
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It is classical to see that the above relation holds true for all ‘[¢, g, k] € CL([0, +00); V) with compact support in
[0, 00). In that case, integrating in time the above relation yields

°Irvy re7 V()7 [¢0) oo |
—/<[Z],[g}> dt—<[um},[mm}> 41//"0’oX>%¢y+(nonﬂ@ddyw
0 h kd /1y h(0) k@ dlq 5

00 oo 1
—/ﬁkdt+//[(YxoX)VVy—l—(Y,oX)Vy](pdydt
0 0 —1
oo 1 oo
://(fSoX)(pdydt+/mg€Sdt. (81)
0 —1 0
Here, we have used the classical relation

d
dr
forall u,v e L>(H) N H'(V").
Let us consider (¢, g, k) € ([0, 00): Hol((—l, 1)) x R?) with compact support in time and such that for all ¢,
(1), g(1), k(t)] € V'@ We now define

WWH=WWby+WMNV

v, ) LV (e, Y1) and o, y) S X, 0)e(t X (2, y)). (82)

Since h € CY([0, 00); R), and since (t,0) = X, (1,000 (t, h(t)) = g(t), we deduce that "lo, g, k] belongs to
C'([0, 400); V) and has a compact support in [0, 0o). Moreover, a short calculation (note that Xy,(y) =Y (X oN™H
shows that

1 1
f((Yx o X)zvyfpy + Xxx o X)Vyp + (Yy 0 X)VVyfﬂ) dy= f(vx¢x + vvy¢) dx, (83)
5

and

o0 _V_ —(p—/ oo 1 oo 1 o0
—/< ¢, |g > dt—}—//(Y,oX)Vywdydt //mp,dxdt /mﬁgdt—/hkdt. (84)
Lk [y

0 L7 0 -1 0 -1 0

Let us prove the last inequality (the proof of (83) is similar). Integrating by parts, we obtain

0 Ir VY —(p—/ oo 1
—/< g > dt—}—//(Y,oX)V},(pdydt
k4l

0 hl Lk 0 —1
oo 1 oo oo
//V(p, dydr — /m@gdt /hkdt
0 —1 0
oo 1 oo 1
—//(Y, o X)pyVdydt —//(Yx, o X)X,V dyd:. (85)
0 —1 0 —1

On the other hand, (82) yields

Gr(t.x) = Yor (1, )9 (1, Y (1, %)) + Yo (£, )@ (£, Y (£, %)) + Yi (8, x) Yo (1, )y (£, Y (2, X)).
The above relation combined with (85) implies (84).
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Combining (83) and (84) with (81) gives

00 1
/qub,dxdt /mﬁgdt—/hicdt—/v(O,x)qb(O,x)dx—mZ(O)g(O)—h(O)k(O)
0 —1 0 -1
oo 1 [e%9)
+//(vx¢x+vvx¢)dxdt—/€kdt
0 —1 0
oo 1 00
=//f5¢dxdz+/mgesdt. (86)
0 —1 0

The above relation implies £ = / and (7).
Moreover, we deduce from (72) that

1
V(—1)=a5+/(V—Vs)g?)dy+m£§+hlg, V() =¢, V(1) =bg
-1
and thus that (10) holds true. This gives the existence of a solution of (1), (10), (3).
Finally, we deduce from (77), (78) that
(e X, ) — VS”LZ((—I,I)) +e|+ o] < C(| v’ 0 X(0,) - VS||L2((—1,1)) + |£0| + |h0|)"’_0[ @87

and

e ([v(e, X @) — VS”H'((fl,l)) +[e| +[n@]) dr

0\8
N

(v’ ox00,-) - VS||L2((_L1)) +1€° + |n°)). (88)
Applying a change of variables and using the regularity of V5, we easily deduce
”U(t* )= VS” L2-11y T ’E(t)| + |h(t)’ < C(“ v’ — VS” -1y T }£O| + ‘hODe—m' (89)

Moreover, one can notice that if VS € W>%°((—1, 1)), then we obtain

oo

/8”(Hv(f’ )= VSHHI((—l,l)) +e|+[h®])dr < (] v’ — VS||L2((—1,1)) + |€0| + |h0|)' (90)
0

In the general case, (88) and (44) yield v € L1 o (H 1((—1, 1))). Note that since W, Vg, V) is continuously embedded
in C([0, +00); H) we have V € C([0, +00); L2((—1, 1)), £ = h € C([0, +00); R) and then h € C'([0, +00); R),
which with v =V o Y yields v € C([0, +00); L?((—1, 1))).

To end the proof of the main result, let us show the uniqueness of (v, /).

Assume (3, h) € (LS(L2((—1,1)) N L2 (H‘((—l 1)) x C([0, 00); R) is a weak solution of (1), (3), (10)
satisfying (44) (with H $ = 0). Then, setting (= h and applying the change of variables (82) correspondlng to h, we
deduce that (V, 2, h) satisfies (81) for "o, g, k] € C1([0, 400); V). This yields that "V,E h]e loc(V) and (80).
Setting W =V — V5, and since (76) holds, we deduce that ‘[W, £, h] € Ly (H)NL loc (Vk) is the unique solution of
(57) with u = KX satisfying (44) (with HS = 0), with X° = /[W?, £%, %], with A defined by (61), (62), B defined
by (65), N defined by (75) and K given by (71), namely ’ (W, 2, h]="[W,¢, h).

Then by going back to the original variables, it gives the uniqueness stated in the theorem and it concludes the
proof.

loc
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6. Case of several particles

We can extend our problem to the case of n particles, n € N*. In that case, the system we need to consider is
v — v tove =15 (120, x e (=1L D\ {h1(0),....h(D)}).
vt hi () =hi(t) (1>0, ie(l,....n}), 1)
mihi (1) = [e](t, hi (D) +mitf (620, iefl,....n}),
with the boundary conditions
v(t, =D =a’+u@), v, H=b" (>0), (92)
with the initial conditions
hiQ)=h),  hi©)=4¢), ie{l,...,n}, 93)
v(0,x) =0°(), xe(=1,D\{r,....n5}. (94)
We also consider a stationary state
VS +VSVi=rS (ye(=LD\{H],.... H}),
V(=) =a%, V51)=0b5,

95
VS(HS) =0, ie{l,...,n}, ©3)
0=[VS|(HS)+mit?, iefl,....n}.
It is possible to construct a change of variables
X, ): (=L D\{H], ..., Hy} = (=1, D\ {r1(@), ..., ha (1)}
in a similar way as in the case n = 1. This is done for (h(¢), ..., h,(¢)) such that for ¢ > 0 small enough
sup |hi(t) — H¥| <c forallz. (96)
i=l1,...,n
The condition (6) becomes
VS(HS) g — ¢y, — VS0, =0, ye(HS HS
y (Sl )(p (ﬂysy Py y ( i l+1) — @EO or V}:g(HiS) < -0, (97)
o(H?)=¢(H2) =0
foralli =1, ...,n and where we have written HnS = 1 for convenience.
Then we can generalize Theorem 2 as follows:
Theorem 13. Assume fS € W2’°°(—1, 1), and that (fS, Ef, R Ks,as, bS) is associated with a stationary solu-

tion (V5,0,HS, ..., HY) of (95), with VS € WH°((—1, 1)). There exists op > 0 such that for all o € (0, 0y),
there exist jt, C >0 and (§, &1, ..., &ns ki, ... kn,) € L2((=1,1)) x R*", such that, if °, €9, ..., €0, 1%, ..., hY) €
L2((—1, 1)) x R?" satisfies

n
[ v’ — VS||L2((—1,1)) + Z(|€?| + |h? - HiSD SH
i=1
then there exists a unique weak solution
W hiy..o hy) € LY (L ((=1, D)) N L (H' ((=1, 1)) x C'((0, 00); R"),
of (91), (93) and of

1 n

v(t, —1) =a® + /(v(t, X(t,y) = VSW)gdy + D (mihi (D& + (hi (1) — H )k,
-1 i=1

v(it, ) =b5 (1 >=0) (98)
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and satisfying (96). Moreover v € C([0, +00); L2((—1, 1))) and it satisfies:

[o@ =V a1y + 2o (i@ + [0 = B

i=1

n
<0 (I = VS + 81+ =) ) ©

i=1

The definition of weak solutions in that case is similar to Definition | in the case of one particle.
As in Theorem 2, the constant oy > 0 depends on (97) and can be infinite if (97) holds true for all o > 0.
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