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1. Introduction and statement of principal results. Let A = {\,} denote a sequence
of positive numbers, 0 < A\, < A, < ---,let 0 < T £ « and let E(A, T) be the closed
subspace of L*(0, T) spanned by the functions

pet) = exp (—N) (B =1,2,---). (1.1)
It is well known (see, e.g., [10]) that if
Yi<ew 1.2)
k=1 Nk

then E(A, T) is a proper subspace of L*(0, T) and, moreover, if we designate by E(n, A, T)
the closed subspace of E(A, T) spanned by the functions p, , k > n, then

Pa €€ E(n, A, T).
If r, € E(n, A, T) is the unique element such that

”pn - 7‘,.“L=(o.7') = min ||pn - THL’(O,T) (1.3)
rEE(n, A, T)
then the functions
Pn — Tn
y = TT——— o ———— 14
@ = Tl — oo (14)

all lie in E(A, T) and the sequence {¢.} is a biorthogonal sequence for {p,}, that is

(@n , P Lsco.1y = 8 = 1, n =k,
=0, n=k

This is clear from (1.3), which implies that (g, , 7)z:0.my = Ofor allr € E(n, A, T) and
from the fact that

(gn s P)rsco,my = (@ > Prco.my — (s » TwLrco.m

Pn — Ta )
= — n ”‘ﬂ = 1.
Dn — TaflL2co, ) L3(0,T)
<|| IE P
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It is of considerable interest for various applications (one of which is deseribed in
the final section of this paper) to be able to estimate the norm of ¢, :

“qn”L’(O T) = 4.
' [[P. — 7allzsco.m

A number of results of this type are already available for individual sequences A satisfying
certain additional restrictions. Luxemburg and Korevaar [8] have shown that for complex
{\:} satisfying

(1.5)

ReMi > 6 Mly,  Mm— M| > |m —mfp
(8 and p positive constants) and X .-, " (1/|\,]) < = one has
[lgallzsco. 7y < exp (e Re N,) n=12- )

for any ¢ > 0 provided that n > N, N sufficiently large. Also, the present authors have
shown in an earlier paper [6] that if the A, are real and satisfy the asymptotic relationship

M= K@+ o) + 0@ (n— @) (1.6)
where K > 0, 8 > 1 and « is real, then there exist constants K > 0, K5 > 0 such that
llgallzc0. 0 < K exp [(Kp + oM} (n 2 1) (17)

where 0(1) indicates a term tending to O as n tends to infinity. The constant K, is ex-
plicitly computed in [6].

The proofs of the above results do not yield much, if any, information on the way in
which the constants K, K; , depend on the particular sequence A in question. In this
paper we present results which are “uniform” in that the constants which appear in
the formulae for estimation of ||g,||z,r, are independent of the particular sequence A,
provided that A is taken to lie in a class of sequences satisfying certain properties.
Thus these constants depend only upon the conditions imposed on A rather than upon
the particular sequence A.

As in [6], we begin by studying the problem formulated above in the special case
where T' = + . The first result, proved in Sec. 2, is

TraEOREM 1.1. Let p be a positive number and let 91(¢) be a positive integer-valued
function defined for ¢ > 0. Denote by £(p, 3) the class of all sequences of positive numbers
A = {A,} that satisfy the conditions

A 2 p, M1t — M 2 p (n=1,2--), (1.8)
E i e> 0. (1.9)
e M

Then there is a positive function K(e), defined for ¢ > 0 and determined solely by p
and 9, such that

llgallzsco.0r < K(e€) exp (eds), (v =1,2,--°) (1.10)

where {¢.} is the biorthogonal sequence for {p.} (p. given by (1.1)) described above
and A is any sequence in £(p, 97).

We remark that 3 would ordinarily be taken to be a decreasing function of e satisfying
limdo S'L(e) =
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A result more precise than the foregoing can be obtained if we impose more stringent
requirements on the sequence A. This is done in Secs. 3 and 4, where we prove

TueoreM 1.2. Let the function F be convex and strictly increasing on [0, «), with

* dv
F0) = 0, =~ < @ 1.11, 1.12
© N ( )
and let G be the inverse of F, i.e. G(F(v)) = v,v € [0, «). Assume that for some constant
>0

Gur) < CGWGEE) 0 < uv < ). (1.13)

Finally, let I be a positive constant. We denote by 9 (F, I) the class of all sequences of
positive numbers A = {\.} which satisfy

w = G(\) > 1, (1.14)
Wiet — W = Gyr) — GO 21 k=12 --). (1.15)

Then there is a constant K, determined solely by I and F such that
|lgallzec0, 00 < exp [KGA)] (0= 1,2, --+) (1.16)

where {q.} is the biorthogonal sequence for {p.} described at the beginning of this
section and A is any sequence in N(F, 1).

Once these uniform results have been obtained in the case T = « one can obtain
corresponding results for T < « rather simply by means of a ‘“uniform’’ version of a
theorem of Schwartz [10] on “comparison of norms”. We describe briefly how this is
done. Let p, , as in (1.1), be thought of as an element of L*(0, »), and let $, denote the
restriction of p, to the interval [0, T], where T is a fixed positive number, 0 < T < o,
Clearly, p. € L*[0, T]. The restriction operator R : L’(0, @) — L*(0, T) is bounded
(by 1) and maps linear combinations of the {p,} into linear combinations of the {p,}.
Then it is clear that its restriction S to E(A, «) maps this space into E(A, T) (and, as
it is easy to see, with norm 1). The above mentioned result of Schwartz enables us to
conclude that S has a bounded inverse whenever (1.2) holds. Our “uniformization”
of this result is

TrEOREM 1.3. Let T (0 < T < =) be fixed and let A be a sequence in a class
£(p, N) as described in Theorem 1. Then the operator S maps E(A, «) onto E(A, T)
in a one-to-one fashion and thus has an inverse 7' : E(A, T) — E(A, «). Moreover,
there is a positive constant B determined solely by p, 9% and T such that

[IS7'| < B (1.17)

for any sequence A € L£(p, N).

The proof will be given in Sec. 5. Note that Theorem 1.3 does not contain Schwartz’
result as the “separation condition” (1.8) is not used by Schwartaz.

We note next that if 9M(F, 1) is a class of sequences as described in Theorem 1.2,
then 9M(F, 1) is included in one of the classes £(p, M) of Theorem 1. In fact, we may
take p = F(I). For, since F is increasing, A, = F(w,) > F(I) = p. On the other hand,
let f be the function whose graph is a straight line through (w, , F(w:)) and (we: ,
F(we1)) (B > 1), 1e.
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fo) = o) + (Fed =Py,
and let
F (l)

fo) =

which passes through (0, 0) = (0, F(0)) and (I, F(1)). Since F is convex and 0 < [ < w, ,
f0) S F0) = f(0),  Jw) < F(w) = f(ws).
Since f and f are both affine functions, the above inequalities imply that

Flws) = Fw) o 500 _ FO _ o,
W — 0, > f') = [

f'lv) =

o~

Then the inequality wi.1 — wy > ! implies F(wy) — F(wy) 2 p, 160 Myt — A 2= p

(k =1,2, ---). To find 9(e), we note that, for n > 2,

=1 = 1 = 1 YR dy 1 dv
2T EFw) S & [Lrosil_7g

k=n Wi — Wi

From (1.18) we see that we may take 9U(¢) to be the least integer n for which » > 2 and

; f F(v) -

CoroLLAaRY 1.4. The result of Theorem 3 is valid for sequences A in a class I (F, 1)
as described in Theorem 2; the constant B in (1.17) is determined solely by F, I and T.

We proceed now to the construction of biorthogonal sequences in L*(0, T). Since
both E(A, ) and E(A, T) are Hilbert spaces, the adjoint S* : E(A, T) — E(A, «)
is well defined; moreover,

Accordingly, we have

™) = [IS7'|l £ B(= B(p, 1)) (1.19)
if A lies in a class £(p, 97). Since
((87)*¢w , Pe)rscomy = (@n » ST P)rco.
= (s » PIr2c0.®) = Bux
we conclude that the sequence {p.} has a biorthogonal sequence {4,} in E(A, T) given
by ¢. = (S)*q. (n = 1,2, ---). Inequality (1.19) implies
gallz2c0.1y < B Igall22c0.m -

Thus we have proved
THEOREM 1.5. The results of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 remain valid with L*(0, «)
replaced by L*(0, T) (0 < T < =) provided that

a) In Theorem 1.1, inequality (1.10) becomes

1gallzs0.7y < BK(e) exp (e\s)  (n = 1,2, --); (1.20)
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b) In Theorem 1.2, inequality (1.16) is replaced by
[|@all 20,7y < B exp (KG(\,)) n=12--). (1.21)

It should be noted that the biorthogonal elements ¢, of Theorems 1 and 2 lie in
E(A, «); consequently, the biorthogonal elements §, in Theorem 4 lie in E(A, T). This
implies that ¢, and ¢, have minimal norms in L*(0, ») and L*(0, T), respectively, as
compared with other possible biorthogonal elements for the sequences {p.} and {p.}
respectively. Thus, while improvements over the bounds obtained in Theorems 1, 2 and 4
are not ruled out, such improvements cannot arise out of a different specification of
the biorthogonal elements. (Since E(A, «)* and E(A, T)* are both known to be infinite-
dimensional in L*(0, ») and L*(0, T), respectively, there are infinitely many possible
biorthogonal systems for {p,} and {p.}, respectively.)

We note also that when working in L?(0, «) we need A\, > 0 to ensure that p, lies
in L*(0, =). This is no longer necessary in L*(0, T); on the other hand—as will be seen
in Sec. 6—the condition A, > 0 is an inconvenient restriction in some applications. Let
us consider, then, a sequence A = {X,} with the property that X + I, = {A, + 1}
satisfies (1.8) and (1.9) or (1.14) and (1.15), that is, lies in a class £(p, M) or a class
IM(F, 1). We define E(R, T) as we did E(A, T) above. Let A\, = X, + I, and

DPiu(®) = exp (—(Ap + l)t) = exp (—\) 0Lt T,k2>1).

Theorem 4 yields bounds on the norms of biorthogonal elements §, for this sequence
in L*(0, T). It is very simple to verify that the functions §,(f) = §.(t) exp (—lt) (0 < ¢ <
T, n > 1) are biorthogonal to the functions $,(t) = exp (—X;t) (¢ > 1) in L*(0, T).
Since |exp (—lt)] < 1 for ¢ > 0, we obtain immediately the following corollary to
Theorem 1.4.

CoroLLaRY 1.6. Let £(p, 91) and M(F, 1) denote classes of sequences A such that
K + I, lies in £(p, ) or M(F, I). respectively. The real number I, is assumed non-negative
but may be different for different sequences A. Then, forn = 1, 2, - - - the biorthogonal
elements §, satisfy

HQnHL'(o.m < BK(G) exp [G(Xn + lo)]; X & L(p, N). (1.22)
”qn”L’(O,T) S B exP [KG(X,, + lo)]; X E “B(F) l) (123)

where K(¢), K and B are as described in Theorems 1, 2 and 3.

There is no reason to suppose that Corollary 6 is the best possible in any sense.

We shall apply in Sec. 6 the results herein described—specifically, inequality (1.23)—
to solve a boundary controllability problem for the heat equation in a n-dimenslonal
sphere. It turns out that we will need to deduce an estimate of the type of (1.23), but
for the L"(0, T)-norm of §, instead of the L°(0, T)-norm. This can be obtained by an
almost direct application of Corollary 1.6. We refer the reader to Sec. 6 for statements
and proofs of these estimates as well as for a precise description of the control problem.
We note that the results contained in Sec. 2 are not used for the control problem.

In addition to the other results mentioned earlier, we also refer the reader to the
paper of Mizel and Seidman [9], who have obtained the uniform result expressed in our
Theorem 1.1 using essentially the hypotheses of our Theorem 1.2 with P(z) = z°, 8 > 1.
Moreover, our proof of Theorem 1.3 utilizes the same method which they employed in
their proof of the analogous assertion in [9]. They also give application of this result to
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parabolic partial differential equations. Indded, they study an observability problem
which is dual, in a certain sense, to the control problem we treat in Sec. 6.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. We make use of (1.5) combined with the explicit calcula-
tion of ||p, — r.|| carried out by Kaczmarz and Steinhaus [7]. According to them,

sy IL I+ Ou/A)]
= 1)

||qn”L’(0.m) = <2_" o
II" 11 = /)l

where II’ indicates that j ¢ n in the infinite product.
The estimation of the infinite product in the numerator of (2.1) is trivial. Given

€ > 0,
xn N(e) -1 ( )\n> ( )\")

i=1 i=1 F=9(&)
Since \; > p (j > 1),
N(Ey—1 N(eH)—1
II (1+ﬁ>s(1+ﬁ) :
i=1 A P

For the remaining factors we use the inequality 1 + z < ¢° valid for x > 0.

il,j(z) ( ) < ,3131](;) eXP( ) = exp [An(ig;) :\—’>:| < exp (&N,),

the last inequality followmg from (1.9). Thus,

©

II (1 + —;—) < (1 + %)m_l exp (\)  (m = 1), 2.2)

i=1

The estimation of the infinite product in the denominator of (2.1) requires more care’
We shall use a method that appears in the paper of Luxemburg and Korevaar [8]
Divide a sequence A & £(p, 1) in three parts, depending on a given integer n:

Al(n) = {>‘1 e Ay )\i _<_ %Xn}y
AZ(n) = {)\1 e A) %)‘n < )‘i S 2)\n}y
Plainly,

LN

= II 1=1 (2.3)

Mi€AL(n)

Ai€EAL(n)

Just as plainly, if n > 91(¢),

log( II A">= > log(l—%)Z—Q)\" 2 %z—mﬂ,
i €Aa

Ai€EAs(n) AjEAs(n)

Ai

where we have used the inequality log (1 — x) > —2z (or, equivalently, > < 1 — z)
valid at least for 0 < z < 1. Accordingly,
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1 — =& > exp (—2&\,). (2.4)
2i€Rstn) A
On the other hand,
A N — N li — n| p ( 0 )'"“"
N e g ! =rls,! 2.5
Xi€As(n) A; 2i€hain) i T 2 EK A 2\ i 25)

where r, (resp. s,) is the number of A,’s in A.(n) with X\; < A, (resp. A\; > A,); note that
in the deduction of (2.5) we have used the inequality

= N =i —nlp
which is an immediate consequence of (1.8). Now,

rnts_ s L5

2\, réham 2N T iénm

1 , 1
IO (2.6)

Aji>An/2

We wish to show that we can make this last quantity as small as we wish—uniformly
for all A € £(p, )—Dby choosing n sufficiently large. We have

>a- X A+ T

Ni>hn/2 )\i An>Xi>An/2 )\ i>n i

Let 6 > 0,n > 291(5/5) + 2. Then

Tic > Laws @.7)
i>n >\i F>N(8/5) )\i
and
1 (2) n 1 = 1 > 1 4
—<nl—)=4--—<14 — 4 — =<9 2.
An>NiSAasz N " A 2N %:/21 A < i=s;s/5) A 5 @8
Combining (2.7) and (2.8) we obtain
)> % <5 (n>20s/5) + 2) 2.9)
Ni>Mn/2
for any sequence A € £(p, 9N). Going back to (2.6), this implies that
Tn = Nahn , Su = Valn (2.10)
where
lim 9, = limy, = 0 (2.11)

n—wo n—owo

uniformly for A € £{p, N).
We recall now Stirling’s formula, according to which we havelogr,! = r,logr, — r. +
 log 2xr, + B(r.) (B(r,) > 0asr, = g\, = «) and we use it to show that

log [ (2)\ ) :l = logr,! + 7, logg — 7, log A,

= rlog (B£) + 3 log 2, + 66, (212
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A similar calculation applies with r, replaced by s, :

(e )'" _ (snp
log [s,.. (2)\,. ] s, log Sen.

From (2.12) and (2.13) we obtain

o () = [ (5 () et 0 + e

Combining this with (2.5) and making use of (2.3) and (2.4) we see that, given ¢ > 0
we can find a constant K (&) > 0 such that

I 1 -2 > M@ exp (—300) > 1)

i=1 i
for any A € £(p, 3), M (¢) independent of A. Going back to (2.1) and making use of (2.2),
we see that for any ¢ > 0 there exists K(2) > 0 such that, for any A € £(p, N),

) + 4 log 21, + 865, @.13)

An 1/2
laallsoor < (3) K@) exp an),

from which the conclusionr of Theorem 1.1 follows immediately.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We begin by establishing some simple results concerning
the function F and its inverse.

Lemma 3.1.
a) lim (Gw)/w) = 0 3.1)
b) /l.» 60) % < w. (3.2)

Proof: Convex functions are absolutely continuous [13, p. 24]. This justifies the
following change of variables and integration by parts:

du G(u) fa(a) v ) G(u) f<aa) _dv_ )
[ow%+90_ " 2oron+ Do gny+ [ "7 @zn. 63
This inequality shows, taking (1.12) into account, that [,* G(u)(du/u") is bounded as
% — o, which implies (3.2). It also shows that lim, ... (G(%)/%) exists; if it were not zero,
this would contradict (3.2).

The following result shows that the restrictions on F and G in the statement of
Theorem 1.2 are quite severe. We note that only the second inequality in (3.4) and the
first inequality in (3.5) will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

LEmMMA 3.2. There exist positive constants a, , @, , bo , b1, ¢o , ¢; such that

bou* < Glu) < bu™ 0<u<l, (3.4)
cu™ < Glu) < cu®™ (1 <u< w). (3.5)

Proof. We begin with the right-hand side of (3.4). Let H = CG (C the constant
in (1.13)). Then H is continuous and increasing, H(0) = 0 and

H(w) < H(u)H (v) (u,v > 0). (3.6)
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It follows from (3.6) that for any real number s
H(exp (—s)) < H(exp (—s/n))" (0 2 1).

Since H is continuous and vanishes at the origin, we must have, for ¢ > 0 and sufficiently
large, H(exp (—o)) < 1. For 0 < u < 1 there exists n > 1 such that exp (—on) < u <
exp (¢(n — 1)). Then

H(u) < H(eXp (—G'n - 1))) < H(exp (—o'))n—l < H(exp (_a.))—h)zu/v
= exp (@, log a) = u*,

where

1 =

_ —log H(exp (—0)) > 0.

This immediately establishes the right-hand side of (3.4). As for the left-hand side of (3.4),
observe that 0 < H(1) < H(e")H(e™) < H(e)"H(e™") and that H(e™) > 0asn > «;
thus H(e) > 1. Let u, n be as before, with ¢ replaced by 1:

H(u) 2 H(e—,") 2 H(I)H(e)—n 2 H(l)H(e (log u—~1)

HQ1)
exp (@) ©

= H(Q1) exp (as(logu — 1)) =

where a, = log H(e) > 0. To prove (3.5) we proceed in a rather similar way. Let u > 1
and choose n > 1 in such a way that

' <u<en
Then
H(u) < H(") < H(e)" < exp (ao(log u + 1)) = exp (a0).
On the other hand, with exp ¢(n — 1)) < u < exp on) we have
H(1) < H(exp (¢(n — 1))H(exp (—o(n — 1)) < H(exp (¢(n — 1))H(exp (—0o))""'
so that
H(u) > H(exp (o(n — 1))) > H(1)H(exp (—a))™" "

_ __HQ) .
= H(1) exp (a,(logu — 1)) = oxp (@) u.
This ends the proof of (3.5) and of Lemma 3.2.

It is natural to ask whether hypothesis (1.13) is a consequence of the other assump-
tions in Theorem 1.2. The answer is trivially in the negative; for an immediate counter-
example is F(v) = ¢’ — 1 (v > 0); in fact, its inverse function G(u) = log (1 + ) fails
to satisfy the left-hand side of (3.5) for any positive constants d, , ¢, . A less trivial task
is to construct a function satisfying all the assumptions in Theorem 2 plus inequalities
of the type of (3.4), (3.5) but failing to satisfy (1.13). One such example can be con-
structed as follows. Let

Fv(v) — vl+(logv)—‘/’ (1) > 0)
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We have
Fv;(eV) = e—uiﬁl(eu) =¢? i (eu+ﬂ‘/’) — e-—v(eyﬂl‘/’)(l + ly—-l/2) - eu‘/’(l + ly—l/z)
dy dy 2 2 .

From this it is clear that there exists a v, > 1 such that #/(v,) > 0 and F’ is monotone
increasing (hence F is convex) in [v, , ). Let

F) =F@) (20 (3.7)
= F@) + ') — v0) (@ < v0) (3.8)

and
F@) =F@w) —F0O) (@20). (3.9)

Then it is clear that F is convex and strictly increasing, F(0) = 0. As for condition (1.12),
we have

: _d?)_ _ fm dv '
vo F() h o pttiloEm T F(O)

Through the change of variables » = ¢, this integral becomes

“ e’ dy f“’ dy
Srei/r me vl g < =
‘/;og v Y " F(O) log vo €” — F(O)e_”

Thus, (1.12) is satisfied.

It is not difficult to verify that G satisfies (3.4), (3.5) for @, > 1, a, < 1 and con-
venient b, , b, , ¢o, ¢1 > 0.

Let v > v, . It follows from the definition (3.7)—(3.8)—(3.9) of F that

F(%) = F”(vo)vl, F(v) _ v1+(10gv)‘l/n _ F(O)

Thus,
F()re) = profseo - FQ].

Clearly lim,. F(1/v)F(») = o, whereas F(1/v-v) = F(1). Accordingly, for arbitrarily
large constants C

F(%)F(v) > CF(1) (3.10)

for v large enough.

Let w = F(1/v), z = F(v). Then
1
v

Cw)G() = G(F(%))G(F(v)) Lo 3.11)

Applying the monotone increasing function G to both sides of (3.10), we have
G(wz) > G(CF(1)) = GICF(1))G(w)G(2)

because of (3.11). Since lim,_.. G®) = o, G(CF(1)) becomes arbitrarily large as c > o.
This shows that condition (1.13) cannot hold for G.
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It is a rather interesting question whether an estimate of the form (1.16) would still
hold if (1.13) is replaced by a less stringent condition. That some such condition is
necessary is shown as follows. Let F be a positive function defined in v > 0 and let
{g.} be any sequence in L°(0, «), biorthogonal to {exp [—F(k){]}, k > 1. Assume that
an inequality of the type of (1.16) takes place. Then,

l1gall 20,y < exp (Kn)  (n > 1). (3.12)

However,
1= [ @™ dt < RFOT llgullivco.o
0

which, together with (3.8), implies
F(n) < % exp (2Kn) (n > 1). (3.13)

Somewhere between (1.13) and (3.13) one might hope to find a condition both
necessary and sufficient, together with (1.11) and (1.12), for the validity of Theorem 1.2
but no such condition is known to the authors at this writing,.

We continue with some more results needed in the proof of Theorem 2.

The counting function N (u) for a sequence A = {\.} is defined by

Nw) =0 (u<X\),
N(u)=k (Aksu<)\k+l)} k=1;273

ImBEDDING LEMMA 3.3. Let A be a sequence satisfying the eonditions in Theorem
1.2. Then there exists a sequence M = {u;} such that

(@) w = F(O) (3.14)
(b) for each X\, there exists a j(k) such that
Biy = M. (3.15)
- (¢) If N(w) is the counting function for M, then

<1 (0<u< =»). (3.16)

Nw) — &Zl’)

(d) Let v; = G(u;) (j > 1). Then any subinterval of [0, <) of length <[ contains
at most two of the v, .
Proof. Let I; (j > 1) be the intervals defined by

IO=[O)l] I,=((]—1)l,]l], .7=172)3;

Condition (1.15) shows that each I; contains at most one w;;, . If I; contains such a
Wesy We set v; = Wy, ; if not v; = jl. Clearly, if N(v) is the counting function of {»;},
then

’]V(v) — ’;} <1 (@>0). (3.17)

Let now u; = F(»;) (G > 1). Then N(u) = N(G(w)) is the counting function for M.
If we let v = G(u), (3.1) implies that
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- <1  (@>0).

NG ~ 49

Parts (b) and (¢) of the lemma have thus been proved. Part (a) is an immediate conse-
quence of the fact that w, > [. Part (d) follows from the fact that each interval of
length <! meets at most two of the I; , each of which contains exactly one »; .

ImBEDDING LEMMA 3.4. There exists a positive number § such that for any positive
integer n the sequence M of Lemma 3.3 can be modified in such a way that if u, = X,
then A, — pi-1 = 8, 141 — M\s = 6 and

A/wi-) — 1 =1 — N/ (3.18)
Properties (a) and (b) of Lemma 3.3 are retained and property (c¢) is replaced by
INa(w) — Gw)/1] €3 (w2 0), (3.19)

N.(u) being the counting function for the modified sequence M, .
Proof: 1t was observed in Sec. 1 that if A & I(F, 1), there exists a number 3, > 0
(independent of A) such that

M>08, Ma—AN>8 (k=12 ).
Take 6 < §,/2 and set
p=A+8 E=N-—3
where § is determined so that

An
i AN — 6 N+ 8 n

This is true if and only if

from which it is clear that exactly one such § exists and § < 8.
Let w = G(u), @ = G(§). Since G is concave, for every u, > 0 there exists a positive
v such that

Gu) — GO < vlu—2o, (uv2>u >0).
Then,as i = N\, — 6§ = Fw,) — § > F(w,) — 8 > 0,
w— WL yp — g < 2v8 (3.20)
We reduce § further, if necessary, so that

0<2yé <L (3.21)

Then, from (d) of Lemma 3.3, the interval [®, w] contains at most one »; in addition to
v, = w, . It is clear from (3.20), (3.21) and (1.15) that v, is not one of the w, . If w <
v; < w, = v, then j = 1 — 1. We discard »; = v,_, and rename @ as »,_, . Then we
rename w as »;;; and v, as v,,, for k > I. This is illustrated as follows (3, denotes the
modified sequence):
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M v, W vy W, =n W Vigy o

o~

M, vy v, W, =i Vigr Vieg * "

Similar renamings are employed if w, < »; < w or if [®, w] contains no v; other than

v; = w, . These two cases can be visualized as follows.

M v, D W= vy W Vigg
M, v » Vi1 Viea Pris
M -y B w, =y W Vi
Mn IR 4 2 T 4] Vil Vieo Vigs

It is plain that, if N,(x) is the counting function of the modified sequence M, ,
then we have

INw) — N.w)| <1 (u>0)

(N the counting function of the sequence {»;}) whenever the interval [@, w] contains
a v; other than », ; otherwise,

N@w) — N.w)| £2 (> 0).

It is then clear from (3.16) that (3.19) is satisfied. The fact that (a) and (b) of Lemma 3.3
still hold is evident.
We conclude by defining uo = F() — 6, . Clearly 0 < po < i, (k = 1,2, ---). If

Mﬂ = Mnu {MO}

and N, is the counting function of M, , then |[N,.(«) — N,(u)| < 1; this combined with
(3.16) yields '

IN.(w) — G)/l| < 4. 3.22)

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2 (continuation). We proceed now to estimate ||g.|| accord-
ing to the formula (1.5). It is clear that ||p. — r.|| , the distance from p, to E(n, A, «)
must be at least as large as the distance ||p, — #,|| , where #, is the closest point to p,
lying in the closed subspace E(l, M, , «) spanned by the functions exp (—g;t), j # I,
where M, = {u;} is the sequence constructed in Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 and the paragraphs
thereafter. Then ||g.||z:c0,« is majorized by a formula similar to (2.1):

NN
l ||<+=(&)‘”111<_1+E_>
P ST =70 ™\ \

l_J
U;

4.1)

©

H/

i=0

where 11’ indicates that the term j = I (u; = \,) should be omitted.

In order to obtain an upper bound for ||¢.|| we must obtain estimates on the infinite
products in (4.1). We shall carry out these estimates in much the same way as corre-
sponding estimates were obtained in [6], to which paper the reader is referred for details.
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We begin with the easier infinite product in the numerator. We have

log [H (1 +*">] 3 log (1 + ) fm log (1 + )dNn(u)

i=0 i=0

The vanishing of the boundary terms follows, on the one hand, from the fact that
N.(uo-) = 0. On the other hand (according to Lemma 3.1 (b)), Gu)/u > 0asu — =,
so that N, (w)/u — 0 as u — «. Since log (1 + (\.,/u)) = O(1/u) as u — «, we have

log (1 + (\./u))N,.(u) > 0asu — .

Now, it follows from (3.22) that

* Nwdu N\ [T Gu)du
M T

o U + N) u(u + \,)

° du N 2\
<4>\"f————=41 ( —ﬂ)<4 () 4,
- wo WU 4+ N\,) og\1 + Mo/ T log Mo (4.3)

This enables us to restrict attention to the second integral between the absolute value
signs in (4.2). If we set w = A, that integral becomes

177 GOw)dv
Ho/An v(v + 1)

Making use of hypothesis (1.13), this integral can be estimated as follows:

1~ GOw) dv< CG\) [° G dv CG()\,,)/‘ G) dv _ C.G0.), (4.4)

v 0@+ 1) = 1 S0+ 1) T v + 1)

where

_C G@) dv
- f v + 1) (4.5)

by virtue of Lemma 3.1 and the right-hand inequality (3.2). Putting (4.2), (4.3) and
(4.4) together, we obtain

log [fI (1 + ;-)] < C,G0) + 4 log (2x ) 4.6)

i=0

For the infinite product appearing in the denominator of (4.1) we use similar ideas but
the work is slightly more complicated. We define

Nn(u) = Nn(u);o Su<u = ey

=Nn(u)—'1;ﬂz$u< ®©.

Then we have
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] = [ o (2~ 1) amw + [ 10 (1-2) av.w

1__

log [Ij[

B
_ [N,,(u) log (ﬁ - 1)] + [Nn(“) log (1 - 2— )]m-
o [ [ R @

Observing that Nu(uo) = 0, N.(u) = o(u) as u — o and combining the equality
No(ui-1) = N.(u:+1-) with (3.14), we see that the boundary terms cancel out. Now,
making use of (3.22) in the same way as in the treatment of the infinite product in (4.2),

we see that
_ &)
22
where

#l—1 du b du
o [Tt [t

2 A A,
- ofog (2 - 1) - og (2= - 1) - 1og (1 - 2]
3 L 8 Mo 8 -1 8 M1+

<3 log (&> — 2 log (1 + “)\" )]
1+1
log( ) +21Io (“ : 5)] < C,log ), . 4.9)

We observe here that u, (see Sec. 3) and § are chosen in a way depending only on F and I,
so that (4.9) holds for any A € £(F, I).

We turn now to the integrals involving @ in the right-hand side of (4.8). Setting
% = A\, we obtain

/ T G) du f _G(w) du_
l u()‘ - u) l Bl+1 u()‘ - u)
_1 = A ) do GO\o) dv.
l #o/An 1)(1 - 1)) Bl+1/An 7)(1 - 1))

To estimate these integrals, we need some more information about G. Observe that if
w > 0 then it follows immediately from the fact that G is concave and increasing that

Gw)/w)(w —w) < Gu) — Gw) <0 (0 <Lu<Lw. (411)

log

i(C

T Gu) du _Gu) du_ du
= lf an —w T zf an —g TE @48

Il
oo

+ % (4.10)

On the other hand, we must have

Gw)/wyu — w) > Gu) — Gw) 20 (u = w). (4.12)

In fact, if G(u) > G(w) + (G(w)/w)(uw — w) for some w > w then the chord joining the
origin and (u, G(u)) would have points of the graph of G (namely, (w, G(w)) lying below
it, which would contradict the concavity of G. Putting (4.11) and (4.12) together,
we see that
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Glu) — Gw) = (Gw)/w)(u — w)H (u, w) (u, w 2 0) (4.13)
where
0<H@u,w) <1 (u, w > 0). (4.149)
We shall use (4.13) in a slightly different form: setting v = Ay, w = N\, , we get
GOww) = GO\) + GO — DHQAw, M. (4.15)
Let p = uo/F() = 1 — 8,/F(l). Then, since A, > F() for all n,

ko _ b I I A 'Y
P <oy Sl-FpSt—N =N

Next let R = 1 4 8,/2F(l); then

R>1+

i_ﬂln_
1+ =

)
7O 2 »

We can then write
1 ™G0 dv | 1 [ GO\ dv
l #o/\n v(l - 1)) l pler1/Aa v(l - 1))

1" GAwdv 1 M GO\) dy
‘lmnvu—v)*lf, ol — )

f” G(\w) dv " GO\ dv.

1+1/Mn U(l - 1)) ® v(l — ’U) (416)

Since we need to estimate (4.16) from below, we may discard the first integral, which is
positive. The last, which is negative, can be estimated as follows:

1 7 GO\w) dv

1 R 1)(1 _ U) Z —CaG()‘n)) (4-17)

where

_C [ Gwadv -
Ca_l/,;v(v—l)<

by virtue of Lemma 3.1. The second and third integrals will be estimated with the aid
of (4.15) and (4.14). We have

1 ™G0 d 1 fF GO dv
lf,, ol — ) +zfu,+.mv(1—v>

_G()x,,)[ mo Ay " dv ]
i A = B

ui—1/An o
_ GOW) [ [ HO ) g, HOw, M) dv]

l BI+1/Mn v

89 e ()] e (2] )0
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_G(A,,)[ 1—»p R ]
= log p +logR_1 logR + log o

= -7 log 1= G(x,,) —C,G(\,). (4.18)
Putting together (4.9), (4.17) and (4.18), we obtain
log [f[o 1- —H > —C,log h — (Cs + CHGON). (4.19)
We obtain from the first inequality in (3.5) that
log N, < C:G(\,) mn=12--) (4.20)

where C; > 0. Putting together (4.1), (4.6), (4.19) and (4.20), we plainly obtain an
estimate of the form (1.16). This ends the proof of Theorem 1.2.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3. We shall show that if Theorem 1.3 does not hold we are led
to a contradiction. Assume that for some T' > 0 there exists an infinite collection { A},
An = {An.} of sequences in £(p, N) and corresponding exponential polynomials

N(m)

P.(H = E @ €XP (—Apinl)
n=1
such that
[|Pnllzsco. 1y — O, m— o, 5.1)
while
[[Pmllz20,e = 1 (m > 1). (5.2)

For each m > 1 let {g..} be the biorthogonal sequence for the functions p,(t) =
exp (—A.it) provided by Theorem 1.1. Multiplying P,(f) by ¢..(f) and integrating
in (0, =), we obtain, with the aid of (1.10) and of the Schwarz inequality that, for any

e >0,
|a"m| S K(é) exp (e>\mn) ||Pm||L’(0.m) = K(é) exp (e)\mn))

K{(e¢) the constant in (1.10). But then, if z is any complex number such that Re z > 2,
we have

N(m)

IPa@] < 22 ltm| exp (—Re 2\,)

n=1

< Kf(e) i exp [—(Rez — eA,.)

< KO 3 exp [~ — Dol exp [~ p(Rez — o]

= K(e) exp [—p(Rez — ¢)] (5.3)

where we have used the fact that \,., > np (m,n = 1, 2, - -.). Using Montel’s theorem
on normal families of holomorphic functions together with the estimate (5.3) and the




62 H. O. FATTORINI AND D. L. RUSSELL

Lebesgue dominated-convergence theorem, one readily shows that, if necessary passing
to a subsequence,

lim ||P, — P|

m—o

Lew =0 (5.4)
where P(2) is a function holomorphic in the halfplane Re 2z > 2¢. We now make use
of (5.4) with e < T/2. Taking (5.1) into consideration, we see that
Pl =0 2e<t<D
so that P(z) vanishes identically in Re z > 2¢. Then (5.4) implies
lim [|Pullzscze.ey = 0

m—o

which, combined with (5.1) yields
lim ||P,|

contradicting (5.2). We then conclude that there exists a constant B = B(p, 9T, T)
such that

L2(0,@) = O,

[|1P[|z20.0) < B ||P|zsc0.m

for any exponential polynomial
N
P() = X a.exp (—N1), A = {\Je(p, ).
n=1
Since such polynomials are dense in E(A, «), Theorem 1.3 follows.

6. A control problem. We consider the parabolic partial differential equation

du 2 9%u
3 —KAu—x;axiz,

6.1)
where u(z, t) is a function defined in S; Q) [0, T):
Se = {1: = (Ilr ;xz’) eEpl lx[ = (xl2+ +x02)1/2 < R}

The numbers «, R and T are assumed positive and p > 1. For p = 1, 2 or 3 this equation
governs the temperature distribution « in a body with the above geometry and uniform
coefficient of heat conductivity «.

We assume that u(z, t) also satisfies the boundary condition

u(x, t) = {(z, )((x, 1) € B: @ [0, T)) (6.2)

where By = {¢ € E” | |x| = R} is the boundary of Sg in E”. We interpret f(z, t) as a
control or steering function by means of which we may influence the evolution of solutions
u of (6.1). For p = 1, 2 or 3, f(z, t) represents the boundary temperature distribution
imposed by an external heating-cooling device.

The basic existence and uniqueness theorem which we shall employ is

THEOREM 6.1. Let w, = u,(x) be a function defined and continuous in Sy and let
f = f(z, ¢) be a function defined and continuous in B; &) [0, T]. Let the compatibility
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condition
(@) = f@x,0) (x € Ba) (6.3)
be satisfied. Then there exists in S; & [0, T] a unique solution « of (6.1), (6.2) with
u(@, 0) = u(x) (x € Sz). (6.4)

This theorem is a particular case of a result stated in Milgram’s appendix to [1].
A proof for p = 1 that can be readily extended to p > 1 can be found in [11]. We note
that the word “solution’” in Theorem 6.1 is understood in the classical sense; i.e., u is
continuous in the region S; &) [0, T'] and has derivatives of all orders in the interior of
this region.

In what follows we shall study the following controllability problem. Given, in addition
to the initial condition (6.4), a terminal condition

u(@, T) = ur(x) (x € Sg) (6.5)

where uy is, say, continuous in S, , can we find a function §, continuous in B &) [0, T,
satisfying (6.3), and such that the solution of (6.1), (6.2), (6.4) satisfies (6.5)?

We derive below conditions on %, , ur sufficient for solution of the above controllabil-
ity problem. We begin with a very elementary decomposition. Let fo(, ) be a continuous
function defined on B ) [0, T'] such that

fo(z, 0) = u,(x) (x € Bp) (6.6)
and also
fole,t) =0 (x € Be,t € [T/2, T)). (6.7)

Let uo(x, t) satisfy (6.1), (6.2) (with f replaced by f,) and (6.4). Then we can solve our
controllability problem if we can find a function u,(z, t) defined on Sz & [0, T] and a
function f,(z, ) defined on Br X [0, T] such that u, satisfies (6.1), u, and f, together
satisfy (6.2),

ui(z,0) =0 (z € Sg), (6.8)
fi(z,0) = 0 (x € Bg), (6.9)

and
ui(z, T) = 4r(x) = ur(@) — uolz, T) (x & Sg). (6.10)

It is clear that under these circumstances u(x, t) = wuy(z, t) + u.(z, t) and f(z, t) =
folz, ) + fi(x, t) provide a solution of the original problem, for (6.1), (6.2), (6.3), (6.4)
and (6.5) will all be satisfied. Therefore, we will direct our attention below to the con-
struction of u, and f, satisfying the requirements described here. Also, in the work to
follow we shall assume p > 2. The case p = 1 has already been studied in [6].

Let A be the operator in L*(S;) defined by Au = Au (cf. (6.1)), with domain D
consisting of all functions v & L*(Sy) such that Au (understood in the sense of distri-
bution) belongs to L*(Sz) and

ux) =0 (x € Bg). (6.11)

It is well known (see [3] or [4]) that A4 is self-adjoint and that it has pure point spectrum:
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the eigenvalues of A are {—\,.|m =0,1,2, --- ,n = 1,2, ---}, where

V(n)2
05T

v, va'®, - - being the positive zeros of the Bessel function J 4(m.) :

a(m, p) = [m(m +p—-2)+ (g — 1)2]1/ . (6.12)

Each of these eigenvalues has an eigenspace 3¢, of dimension
m+p—1 ’"'”’_3, (m=12 ) (6.13)
p—1 p—1

and of dimension 1 (= 8(0, p)) when m = 0. An orthonormal basis for 3C,,, is given by
the formula

‘pmnk(x) = Kﬂm |xll_7/2Ja(m.v)(ym(n) ;)Y'mk(x)

B(m, p) =

(m =0;1, cee,m=1,2,--- >k= 1;2; 7B(m)p))y (614)

where Y,..., -+, Yo simw 18 an orthonormal basis (with respect to the scalar product
in L*(Bz)) of the space $,.., of p-dimensional spherical harmonics of degree m. (Recall
that a p-dimensional spherical harmonic of degree m is a function of the form |z|™"H .(z),
H,, a homogeneous harmonic polynomial in z, , - - - , z, of degree m.) The normalization
constant K, is given by

K”m = 21/2R(D_3)/2[Ja(m,p)+1(Vm("))]_l (m 2 0, n 2 1)'

The functions (6.14) constitute a complete orthonormal set of eigenfunctions for 4.

(For proofs and further details see [2], [5] and [12].)
To avoid repetition, we shall understand throughout what follows that the indices

m, n, k always vary in the ranges indicated in (6.14).
Returning to the controllability problem, we develop 4r(x) (c¢f. (6.10)) in Fourier
series with respect to the eigenfunctions of 4, i.e.,

’121-(113) = Zk ﬁmnk‘Pmnk(x)- (615)
The function

Wk (T, 1) = €XP Mmalt — T))pmnr(T))
satisfies

Wt = et (@ ) € S @0, T)

and vanishes identically in B & [0, T). It then follows from the divergence theorem
and (6.8) that

0= f wm,,(ﬁ'—‘—‘ - xAul> dz di
SR®10,7) at

= | @) s+« [ ' [ o Ountt = G 0 S puntw) dodt, 6.26)
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where 8/dv and do indicate the outer normal derivative and the area differential in By ,
respectively. Now

172, (n) (n) /2 (n)
2 2 Vm J:r(m.v)(”m ) 2 2>‘mk

1/2
g omnte) = T gl v = Bt v = (B2) Yato)

the second equality being obtained from [12], p. 45. We can then rewrite (6.16), after
replacing ¢ — T by ¢ in the last integral and setting g(z, t) = f,(x,t — T), as

T R 1/2
fo exp (—Npual)gmi(t) dt = —(2’()\ ) Bt (6.17)
where
Gralt) = f 0@, )Y () do. 6.18)

Taking into account that the Y, form an orthonormal basis for L*(Bz) (see [2]), we
have, at least formally,

gz, ) = ;‘k Imi(D Y (). (6.19)

The infinite collection of moment problems (6.17) (one moment problem for each pair
m, k) will be solved as follows. For each fixed m > 0. Let {¢...} be a sequence of elements
of L*(0, T) biorthogonal to p..(t) = exp (—Anuat), n > 1. Then, at least formally, if
we set

gmk(t) = Zcmnkqmn(t)y (6'20)
n=1
where
R 1/2
Conk = _(2K>\mn) ﬁmnk ) (6'21)

gms 18 & solution of (6.17) for each m, k. We need, then, estimates on the g, to ensure
convergence of (6.19) and (6.20). Although these estimates—in L*(0, T)—norm—are
provided by Corollary 1.6, it is more convenient for the present purpose to have at our
disposal uniform pointwise estimates on g...(£), which we will obtain by a slightly different
application of Corollary 1.6.

We proceed first to prove that the \,, satisfy the conditions of Theorem 1.2. We note
that for any «, the function 2z'/*J, (2) is annihilated by

2 2
& (1 _ a__21/4>. 6.22)
dz 2
On the other hand, if », is the nth positive zero of J, the function sin (z — »,™)
vanishes at v, and is annihilated by (d*/dz*) + 1. If « > 1,
2
1 — 11_-21_/4 <1
P
thus it follows from the Sturm oscillation theorem [4, p. 1462] that sin (2 — », ) must
have a zero in (v, »,*"). This plainly implies that

v ™Y — " > n n=21la243). (6.23)

a
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The range a > § takes care of all values of a(m, p) in (6.12) except for the case p = 2,
where a(0, 2) = 0. To settle this case, we observe that

1+ 2<1+ > ™).

4 (ﬂ)
Then the function sin (1 4 (1/4r,"")"*(z — »,"), which is annihilated by
(d*/d2®) + 1 + 1/49,",

must have a zero in (»,", »,"*"),

1 -1/2 1 -1/2
Vo(n+1) _ (n) (1 + ™ (,.)) (1 + — (n)> T. (624)

We observe finally that, for « > 0

which implies that

1 —

“——zlﬁ <142 (6.25)

so that 2'/°J,(z) must have a zero in (0, »,"’); then
v > oy Y (a > 0). (6.26)

(We observe that this last application of the oscillation theorem is slightly nonstandard’
as the coefficients in (6.25) become infinite at one of the extremes of the interval; how-
ever, a look at the proof in [4] shows that the result still holds in this case.) It is true
that much finer information about the zeros of J, can be obtained both by Sturm’s
theorem and by other methods; the reader is referred to [12] for these results. The crude
estimates just obtained are, however, sufficient for our purpose.

Let us define the sequences {\,..} by

(n) |2
Mo =0, A = x[”';g ] (n > 1)

form = 0,1, 2, --- . Let [, be any positive number. Then it is clear from (6.23), (6.24),
(6.26) that the sequences {A,., + l,} satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2. Thus Corol-
lary 1.6 applies to show that for each m > 0 there exists a sequence {§..(t)}, biorthogonal
to exp (—Auqt), n 2> 0, and such that

||qmn||L’(0.T) < Bexp K(km + lo)l/z n>0,m2>0), (6.27)

where the constants B and K are independent of m and n. Now define
¢
G = Mw [ Q@ s @ <E<T,m>0,72>0). (6.28)
0

Since ¢, , # > 1 is orthogonal to exp (—\,.ot) = 1, we have
Gma(0) = ¢ua(T) = 0 m>0,n2>1). (6.29)
Thus, integrating by parts,

T T
f Gonl) €xp (=Aoyt) dt = f Gun() €xp (—=Asl) = & (0,7 > 1).
0 0
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Accordingly, {¢..} is biorthogonal to exp (—X..t) for n > 1 and, it follows from (6.27),
(6.28) and the fact that (@ + b)'"* < a"® + b'? fora, b > 0 that

|gmn(t)] < B exp K\’ 0<Lt<T,m>0n2>1), (6.30)

(where B and K are not necessarily the same as in (6.27)).
Assume now that the coefficients ¢.... given by (6.21) satisfy

] < M exp (—EAna'’) (m>0,n>1) (6.31)

for some M > 0 and K > K (K the constant in (6.30). Then, by virtue of the estimate
(6.30), the series (6.20) converges absolutely and uniformly in [0, T] for each m, k and
thus the function g¢... is a continuous function solving the moment problem (6.17). We
have, moreover,

lgm)] < M Z oxp (—(B — KIND) 6.32)

To ascertain convergence of (6.19) we need pointwise bounds on the normalized
spherical harmonics Y, . Such bounds are available and are expressed by the inequality

Y i(z)] < Cm™®%  (z € Bp), (6.33)

where C may depend on p but not on m or k. To see that this is true, consider the function

B8(m.p)

R(z,y) = E_‘i Y i (@) Y ()
Evidently, R is a reproducing kernel for the space §,.,, of p-dimensional spherical har-
monics of degree m; that is, if Q € §..., ,

W= [ Q@R 4) do (6.34)

do being the surface differential in B, . Now, if w is a rotation in B" (an orthogonal
transformation with determinant +1), it is easy to see with the aid of the change of
variable ¥’ = wy that Q(wz, wy) is also a reproducing kernel for §,, , ; that is, @ (wz, wy)
also satisfies (6.34) for any @ € §,., . Observe next that rotation of the variable trans-
forms an element of 8., , into another element of §,, , ; thus, for each fixed z, S(y) =
R(z, y) — R(wz, wy) belongs to $..., and its scalar product with an arbitrary element
of 8., vanishes; then S(y) = 0, i.e. B(z, y) = R(wz, wy) for any z, y € B; and any
rotation w. Since any two points in Bz can be mapped into each other by a rotation,
R(z, ) must be a constant:

R(z, z) = ﬂ(:zlp) Y,'(x) = C, (€ Bz,m>0).
Since

o YV, (2) do =1 m=20,k=1,.--,8(m,p))
we have

1 B(m,p) , ,
Cm:;_/;k E Ymk(x)da=B(mTp)_




68 H. 0. FATTORINI AND D. L. RUSSELL

(o the area of Bg). Thus

1/2
Yu@] < v < (A2

o
from which (6.33) follows from the immediate inequality
B(m, p) < Cm"™?, (6.35)

the constant C being independent of m.

It is well known (see [12]) that »,"" is bounded below by a positive multiple of a
positive power of m. Combined with (6.32), (6.33), (6.35) this implies that the numerical
series

>3 WP exp [~ (K — K\’ (6.36)
m=0 n=1
is convergent. It follows then that the series (6.19), (6.20) is uniformly convergent for
z € B, t € [0, T, since it is then dominated term by term by a constant multiple
of (6.36). The sum g(z, t) of (6.19) is therefore a continuous function which, using (6.29),
satisfies

9(,0) = g(=, T) =0 (z € By). (6.37)

We have shown then, that if 4,(x) (cf. (6.10)) is given by the expansion (6.15) and
if the coeflicients 7, are such that (cf. (6.21)), (6.31)

1/2
(2’(1)3\ ) ’ﬂmnkl S M exp (—menl/z) (m 2 O)n Z 1) k = 1) 2) e 7B(m7 p))) (6'38)

then there exists a function g(z, t) given by (6.19), (6.20) such that f,(x, t) = g(x, T — ¢)
satisfies (6.16) for these values of m, n and k. It is clear from (6.37) that f, satisfies (6.9).

Since fo(z, ) is continuous and satisfies the consistency condition (6.6), u.(z, T/2)
is continuous for x & Sy . This combined with (6.7) is enough to show that if

uo(x, T) = Zk ﬁmnk‘pmnk(x)

then there is a constant M, such that
[Fmnil < Moexp (=T/2Ns) (M 20,021,k =12 ---,8(m, p)).
Thus we see that if
ur(z) = 4r(@) + (@, T) = 20 bunssomns() (6.39)

is such that

1/2
<2KI§ ) Iﬂmnkl S Ml exp (—menl/z) (m 2 O;n 2 1) k= 1) 2) e )ﬁ(mr P)) (640)

for some M, > 0, then (6.38) is satisfied by the coefficients finm = Mmnt — HEmar fOr SOMeE
constant M > 0. Therefore we have proved the following controllability result, wherein
we take f(xi t) = fo(x: t) + fl(x: t) xr E BR ’ ¢ E [O> T]

THEOREM 6.2. Let the initial state u, be continuous in S; and let the desired
terminal state ur(z) have an expansion (6.39) such that (6.40) is satisfied for some
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M, > 0, K being the constant in (6.31). Then there exists a continuous control function
f(z, t) which satisfies (6.3) such that the solution u(z, ) of the initial-boundary value
problem (6.1), (6.2), (6.4) also satisfies the terminal condition (6.5).

The sufficient condition for controllability (6.40) agrees with the condition obtained
in [6] for the case p = 1. It can easily be shown that this is not a necessary condition.
The mathematically attractive goal of a necessary and sufficient condition on u,(z) in
order that the controllability problem should have a solution f(z, ) lying in an appropriate
space is not yet in sight. Such a result would appear to require a much deeper analysis
than the one presented here.
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