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Abstract

We consider the bilinear Schrodinger equation on a bounded one-
dimensional domain and we provide explicit times such that the global
exact controllability is verified. In addition, we show how to construct
controls for the global approximate controllability.

AMS subject classifications: 35Q41, 93C20, 93B05.

Keywords: Schrodinger equation, global exact controllability, bilinear quan-
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1 Introduction

In non relativistic quantum mechanics any pure state of a closed system is
mathematically represented by a wave function 1 in the unit sphere of a
Hilbert space 7. We consider the evolution of a particle confined in a one
dimensional bounded region and subjected to an external electromagnetic
field that plays the role of a control. A standard choice for such a setting
is # = L%((0,1),C), while the field is represented by an operator B and
by a real function u, which accounts its intensity. In this framework, the
evolution of v is modeled by the bilinear Schrédinger equation

i0pb(t) = Ap(t) + u(t)Bi(t), te(0,T), T>0.
$(0,2) = ¢°(x).

The operator A = —A is the Laplacian with Dirichlet homogeneous bound-
ary conditions (D(A) = H? N H}), B is a bounded symmetric operator,
u € L%((0,T),R) is a control function and 9° the initial state of the system.
We call I'} the unitary propagator of the (BSE) when it is defined.
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A natural question of practical implications is whether, given any couple
of states, there exists u steering the quantum system from the first one to the
second. The bilinear Schrodinger equation is said to be exactly controllable
when the dynamics reach precisely the target. We denote it approximately
controllable when it is possible to approach the target as close as desired.
The (BSE) is said simultaneously controllable when more initial states are
controllable (exactly or approximately) at the same time with the same w.

The controllability of the bilinear Schrédinger equation has already been
studied in the literature and we start by mentioning [BMS82] by Ball,
Mardsen and Slemrod. This seminal work on bilinear systems shows the
well-posedess of the equation in . when u € L}, (R) and an import non-
controllability result. In particular, it ensures that the attainable set

Z(o) = {¢Y € #|3T >0, Ir>1,3uc Lj ((0,T),R): =TTy}

from any initial state 1 in the unit sphere S of % is contained in a countable
union of compact sets. Therefore, Z(1)p) has dense complement in S and
the (BSFE) is not exactly controllable in .#. For this reason, weaker notions
of controllability have been used in order to deal with this equation.

For instance in [BL10], Beauchard and Laurent prove the well-posedness
and the local exact controllability of the (BSE) in Hy) = D(Az) for s = 3,

when B is a multiplication operator for suitable u € H3((0,1),R).

In [Mor14], Morancey proves the simultaneous local exact controllability of
two or three (BSE) in HE‘O) for suitable operators B = € H3((0,1),R).

In [MN15], Morancey and Nersesyan extend the previous result. They
achieve the simultaneous global exact controllability of finitely many (BSE)

in H Zlo) for a wide class of multiplication operators B = p with u € H*((0,1),R).
In [Duc], Duca ensures the simultaneous global exact controllability in pro-

jection of infinite (BSFE) in H 5’0) for bounded symmetric operators B.

Global approximate controllability results for the bilinear Schrodinger
equation are provided with different techniques. Adiabatic arguments are
considered by Boscain, Chittaro, Gauthier, Mason, Rossi and Sigalotti in
[BCMS12] and [BGRS15]. The result is achieved with Lyapunov techniques
by Mirrahimi in [Mir09], while by Nersesyan in [Nerl0]. Lie-Galerking ar-
guments are used by Boscain, Boussaid, Caponigro, Chambrion, Mason and
Sigalotti in [CMSB09], [BCCS12], [BACC13] and [BCS14].

The most of the existing results focus their efforts on proving the exact
controllability of the bilinear Schrodinger equation without precising the
relative controls and times. In order to exhibit those elements, it is necessary
to develop new techniques leading to the local exact controllability. Indeed,
the common approach does not provide explicit neighborhoods where the
result is valid. As a consequence, when the outcome is extended to the global



controllability, any track of the dynamics time and of the corresponding
control is lost. To this purpose, we prove the local exact controllability
for specific neighborhoods and times. The result leads to the global exact
controllability with explicit times and partially explicit control functions.

In more technical terms, the main novelties of the work are the following.
First, for any suitable couple of eigenfunctions ¢; and ¢;, of A, we construct
controls and times such that the relative dynamics of the (BSE) drives ¢;
close to ¢ as much desired with respect to the H ?0)—n0rm. Second, we

estimate a neighborhood of ¢ in H 30 where the local exact controllability
is satisfied in a given time. Third, by gathering the two previous results, we
define a dynamics steering any eigenstate of A to any other in an explicit
time. In conclusion, we apply the proved results to an example.

The work represents a preliminary step for the application of the control
theory to the physical systems modeled by the bilinear Schrédinger equa-
tion. Nevertheless, many improvements are still required and the provided
estimates are far from being optimal. For example, in Section 4, we consider
an electron trapped in an one-dimensional guide of length ~ 1072 meters
and subjected to an external electromagnetic field. We show a suitable con-
trol field driving the state of the electron from the first excited state to the
ground state in a time 7' ~ 106 seconds. The achieved time is way too large
for any practical implementation, however future optimization may lead to
more reasonable estimates as we explain afterwards. In addition, as the
global approximate controllability is totally explicit, numerical simulations
may be applied in order to confute and improve the provided estimates.

1.1 Framework and main results
Let us consider the (BSE) in the Hilbert space # = L?((0,1),C) with
D(A) = H?((0,1),C) N Hy((0,1),C), Ay = —Ay, V¢ € D(A).

We denote (-, ) the scalar product in .7 and || - || the corresponding norm.
Let {¢;}en be an orthonormal basis composed by eigenfunctions of A as-
sociated to the eigenvalues {\;}jen (A\x = 7%k?) and

(1) ¢j(t) = e = e Mgy
For s > 0, we define h*(C) = {{ffj}jeN C C’ PO ljox;)? < oo} equipped

1
with the norm H{xj}jeNH = (Z;’il |jsa;j]2) * for every {z;}jen € h* and

(s)

e

); (i\ Dk, ) )é-

k=1

H{yy = H{)((0,1),C) :== D(A



Let H' == {¢ € H™ : &(0) = dp(1) = 0, Vj € N, j < m} with

H™ := H™((0,1),C) and m € N. We underline that H(o) = H?*n H}.

For two Banach spaces X and Y, we denote L(X,Y’) the space of the
linear bounded operators mapping X in Y and equipped with the norm
I Wl Lix,yy- T addition, for s > 0, we call || - ||| == [ - Il L ) and

I Wy i= W Wogarg s e W= I W ooy ey

. : : 3 '
We consider H®N H} equipped with the norm || - lasnms = \/ 225=1 102 - |2

Assumptions (I). The bounded symmetric operator B satisfies the follow-
ing conditions.

1. For every k € N, there exists C > 0 such that [(¢;, Boi)| > % for
every j € N.

2. Ran(B|p(ay) € D(A) and Ran(B]H(g,O)) C H®N HY.
For Bj := (¢;, Bor) with j,k € N, we have {Bji}jen, {Bjk}ren €

/%(C). Before proceeding with the main results of the work, we mtroduce
the following notations. For n,j,k € N and t € [0,7] with T" > 0, we denote

T
T = ——,
| Bk ]
k2 2
U (t) = (02 = 75)=) ;
n
(2) b= || Blll¢oy Il BIN NI B 5° max { | B, 1 Bl 5},
Sl Bl (o)

E(j,k) =e ikl |k? — j2°k* max{j, k}**C; '%|B; 4| 7,

12 —m?| !
C' = sup sin <’7T’> ,
(l,m)eA’{ k2 — 52|
No={(Lm) N2 {Lm) A (k) #0, 12— m? < D 7.
2 = m?| # [k? = 52|, (¢1, Bém) # 0}

The following theorem represents the main result of the work, which
ensure the global exact controllability between eigenfunctions. We underline
that the control time is explicit and u,, defines a dynamics steering the initial
data to the target one up to a defined distance when n is sufficiently large.



Theorem 1.1. Let j,n € N and k € N be such that k # j and
(3) m? —k? £ k* 12, Vm,l €N, m,l#k.
Let B satisfy Assumptions I. If n > 2°'7'9% (14 C")E(j, k), then

WeR | —¢ ¢k|| < 3CE(16K* || B 3)

with Cy, from Assumptions 1. Moreover, there exists u € L?((0,2),R) so that

Ck

u Un, .
Sze A=

||U||L2((o,§),R)
Proof. See Section 3. O

Examples of k € N satisfying the relation (3) are those numbers k < 3.
However, Theorem 1.1 can be generalized for every k € N by defining, for
every ¢; and ¢y, a dynamics steering ¢; in ¢, and passing through ¢;. In
addition, the choice of {uy,}nen can be replaced by other |/\I€2f7r/\j|—periodic
controls by refering to [Chal2], which is used in the proof of the theorem.

Theorem 1.1 is not optimal and its purpose is to exhibit readable results
for general B, j and k. For any specific choice of B, j and k, it is possible
to retrace the proof in order to obtain sharper bounds by using stronger
intermediate estimates. We briefly treat the example of B : ¢ — x%), j = 2
and k£ = 1 in Section 4. In addition, even though the phase appearing in
the result is not particularly relevant from a physical point of view, it can
be avoided by rotating the state of the phase (provided in [Chal2]).

1.2 Well-posedness

As mentioned in the introduction, Beauchard and Laurent prove in [BL10]
the well-posedness of the bilinear Schrédinger equation in H, (30 . The re-
sult is provided for B a multiplication operator for a suitable function
p € H3((0,1),R). We rephrase the result in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.2. [BL10, Lemma 1; Proposition 2]

1) Let the function f be so that f(s,-) € HL N H3 for almost every s € [0,T]
with T > 0 and f € L2((0,T), Hi N H3). The map G : t fo e s f(s)ds
belongs to C°([0,TY, H( )). Moreover,

G Loo 0y, 13y < (T )HfHL2 ((0,7),H3NH

(0) (0))

where the constant c1(T') is uniformly bounded with T in bounded intervals.



2) Let p € H3((0,1),R), T > 0, ¢° ¢ H(?’O) and v € L?((0,T),R). There
exists a unique mild solution of the (BSE) in H(30) when B is a multiplication

operator with respect to i, i.e. there exists ¢ € C°([0,T], H?o)) such that

t
(4) W(t) = e Mtyp0 — 4 / e A=)y (s b (s)ds, Vit € [0,T].

0

Moreover, for every R > 0, there exists C = C(T,u, R) > 0 such that, for
every Y° € H(?’O), if llull 20,7y r) < R, then the solution satisfies

[llcoqor iy < Clellsy 6@l =190l Ve ,T]

Remark 1.3. The outcome of Proposition 1.2 is not only valid for mul-
tiplication operators, but also for other suitable operators B. Indeed, the
same proofs of [BL10, Lemma 1| and [BL10, Proposition 2] lead to the well-
posedness of the (BSE) when B is a bounded symmetric operator such that

B e L(Hyy, H*NHy),  Be L(H),

which are verified if B satisfies Assumptions I, thanks to [Duc, Remark 1.1].

1.3 Scheme of the work

In Section 2, Proposition 2.1 ensures the local exact controllability in H 5’0
and we exhibit a neighborhood where it is verified in Proposition 2.2. We
prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 3, while we apply the main results to a physical
system in Section 4. In Section 5, we comment the outcomes of Theorem 1.1.
We provide some intermediate results in Appendix A, while in Appendix B,
we expose some tools required in the work.

2 Local exact controllability in H (30)

Let us provide a brief proof of the local exact controllability in H(30) by

rephrasing the existing results of local exact controllability as [BL10], [Mor14]
and [MN15]. Our purpose is to introduce the tools that we use in the proof
of Theorem 1.1. For ¢ € H ?0) and € > (0, we define

(5) Bys (€)= {v € Hyy| [0 = 12, 10— vl < e}
Proposition 2.1. Let B satisfy Assumptions I. For every l € N such that
(6) m? —12 £ 1% —n?, VYm,n € N, m,n #£1,

there exist T > 0 and € > 0 such that, for every v € EH?O)((ZSI(T),G), there
exists a control function u € L*((0,T),R) such that ) = I'¢;.



Proof. Let S be the unit sphere in .7#°. The statement of Proposition 2.1 is
equivalent to the local surjectivity, for 7' > 0 large enough, of the map

A:=TP¢: L*(0,T),R) = H} NS
in §H€o>(¢l(T)’ €) with suitable € > 0. We prove this property and that the
preimage of EH?(]) (¢1(T), €) is a neighborhood of ug = 0 in L2((0,7),R). Let

Tigr =Y or(t)(dr(1), Ty ).

keN
Let oy(-) = {ak(-) }ken be such that oy (-) = <q§k(T),I‘;)¢l> for k € N and
o1+ I((0,T),R) — Q = {x € B¥(C) | x|l = 1}.

Let 6 = {0k}ren. The statement corresponds to the local surjectivity of
ap in Q¢ := {x € B*(C) | |||z = 1, ||x — d1l(3) < €} for suitable T > 0 and
e > 0. We use the Generalized Inverse Function Theorem ([Lue69, Theorem
1; p. 240]) and we study the surjectivity of the Fréchet derivative of «;

Y := dyoq(0) : L((0,T),R) — T5,Q = {{xx }ren € h3(C) | iz, € R},

T
W) = {11 (V) }ken,  Yei(v) = —i/ v(s)ez()"f)‘l)sdsBkJ, Vk € N.
0

To this end, we show there exists T' > 0 so that, for every {zj}ren € T5,Q,
T .
(7) JueL*(0,T),R) : =% = —i/ u(s)e'MMsds vk e N.
0

The solvability of the moment problem (7) is equivalent to the surjectivity
of v;. As B is symmetric, there holds B;; € R and i(@/Bu) € R. Moreover,
{28, Yren € 2(C) since {xg}ren € h3(C) and thanks to Assumptions I.
The sdlvability of (7) follows from Lemma B.2 for T large enough, since

{izx By Yeen € {{ar}ren € £#(C) : @ € R}

For X from Lemma B.2, the map v; : X — T5,() is an homeomorphism and
v 2 L2((0,T),R) — T5,Q is surjective in T5,Q for T large enough. The proof
is achieved as the map qg is surjective in @, for € > 0 small enough. O

2.1 Local exact controllability in an explicit neighborhood

Let C; and B H3, (+,-) be respectively defined in Assumptions I and (5). The
following proposition ensures the local exact controllablity in an explicit
neighborood of H 30 and for a specific time. The result is crucial for the
proof of Theorem 1.1, which is proved by extending it.



Proposition 2.2. Let B satisfy Assumptions I and ! € N be such that

(8) m? —12 £ 1% —n?, VYm,n € N, m,n #£ 1.

2
For every i € BH3 (qbl( ), W), there exists u € L%((0, %),R) so that

v =T"%¢.
Proof. Let us define the following notations

)y = (el (L?,H3)> -l L(H3,L2((0,T),R)) — ([l (H3,L?)

- £ z2 0, = 5

(0>
H ’ ”Loo((o,T),H3 )y — H ’ HLgOHgy H : HL2((0,T),R) = ” : H2
(0)

Let T > 2(” for 4 = 72 and X be defined in the proof of Lemma B.2.
In the proof of Proposition 2.1, we ensure that 7 : X — T5,(Q is an
homeomorphism and that ay : Lz((O, T),R) — H?o) is locally surjective. Let

EE:¢U ajl §)¢l’ Fﬂ EE:¢U Wﬁl

jeN JEN
A() 1V S L2((0,T),R) — {¥ € HY, : [l = 1),
Fi(): X = {¢ € Hy : i{ou(T),9) € R}.

By definition, the map Fj is an homeomorphism and A; is locally surjective.
We use [CCM97, Lemma 2.3; p. 42] and we estimate a neighborhood where
A is surjective as X and {¢ € H(o) : i(pi(T), ) € R} are Banach spaces.
In particular, we compute a constant M > 0 such that

(9) [Ei(u) = Fi(v)ll3) = Mlu—vll2,  Vu,veX.
Fixed T" > 0 large enough, we provide U C X and M; < M such that
(10)  [[(Ar = F))(u) = (A = F)(v)ll3) < Maflu—vll2,  Vu,veU.

When (9) and (10) are satisfied, [CCM97, Lemmma 2.3; p. 42] ensures that
A;: U — Ay(U) is an homeomorphism. In addition, the proof of the cited
lemma implies that, if U D {u € X : ||u|l2 < r} with r» > 0, then

AyU) D { € Hipy : [ — du(T) |3y < (M — My)}.



1) We compute M > 0 such that (9) is verified. As Fj is an homeomorphism,
for every ¥ € H, ?0)’ there exist T'> 0 and u € X such that, for every j € N

(11) (05(T), %) = (6;(T), Fi(w) = yja(uw),  F7'(¥) =

Now, <¢ké?lvw> '71791“ = fO e!Mk=N)s s for every k € N, thanks to

the validity of (7). Thus, from the proof of Lemma B.2, we have

; kEN\I

for {vg }rez the unique biorthogonal family to {e’)‘k N ez In addition, from

(30), there exists C(T") > 0 such that ||ul|3 < C(T)2 PO ‘%317]?” and

2 o ' c(T 2
DS vl < SO e,
j=1 !

I ()3 = [lull3 < c?

In conclusion, we set M = C/ C (T') since, for every ¥, € H (30), there exist
v,w € X such that ¢ = Fj(v), ¢ = Fj(w) and

( )

lo —wllz < |F7H (% — @)z < 19— @lls)

2) We suppose || B |3 =1. For u € X, from the Duhamel’s formula,

T
Ty = e Mgy — 1/ e~ A=)y (s) BT ¢y

0
T
(12) _ efi)\lT(ﬁl - ’L/ efiA(Tfs)u(S)Befi)\lsd)ldS
0
T . S .
- / e_zA(T_S)u(S)B(/ e_zA(s_T)u(T)BFZgbldT) ds
0 0

Let Hj(u) := —fOT —iA(T=s) (s)B [, e —iAG=T)y (1) BT ¢ydrds. From (12),

Al(u) =Ty = e Ty + Fi(u) + Hy(u).
We recall that we aim to exhibit a ball U C X with center u = 0 such that,
for every uw € U, the map A; : uw € U — I'lh¢y € Aj(U) is an homeomorphism
by using [CCM97, Lemnma 2.3; p. 42]. To this purpose, we construct U such

that there exists M; > 0 satisfying (10) and M; < M/2. We notice that

(A= F) (w) = (A= F) ()| 3) = [1Hi(w) = Hi(0) | 3),  Yu,v € L2((0,T),R),



=
—
S
~—
\
=
S
~
I

- /OT e HAT=9) (y(s) — v(s))B(/s e_iA(S_T)u(T)BFQTLqSZdT) ds

0

T s
_ /0 ATy () B /0 e A6 (u(r) — o(r)) B gydr ) ds

T s
~ / e‘iA(T—%(s)B( / e‘iA(s—%(T)B(rm—rgqﬁl)df)ds.
0 0

Thanks to Proposition 1.2 and Remark 1.3, there exists a constant C(T") > 0
such that, for every ¢ € L*((0,T), H?O)) and u € L*((0,7),R),

T
/ e AT=5)y(s) Bipds

; < C(M)lull2 11 B 51141 pge 3

®3)

oo |

As we assumed || B || 3 = 1, we have

ITY o0 — ¥ dull ooz < H /Ot e A=) BTV ¢y — uF?qﬁl)H
< C(M) I Bl slloT¢ 1 — ul'y dul| oo 13
< C(T)|v = ull2lT¥ @il ooz + C(T) 0|2 TF 1 — T dull poo mrs-
Let p>1. IfU ={ue X : |julz < (uC(T))"'}, then
pC(T)
uw—1
for every u,v € U. From (13), when ||ull2, |v]l2 < (uC(T)) !,
1H (w) = Hi(0) | 3) < CT)* (o = ull2(lullz + [0ll2) 1T @1l e s
+C(T)?ol3ITE ¢ — T il oo ms
<2 C(D) v — ull2|TF il poe mz + 120 o1 — Ty il ooz
and, thanks to (15), we have

L HZ

(15) ITE ¢ = T ull Lo < [o = ull2l| T 1l ge 3

(2p—1)
(1 —=1p

Thanks to the relation (14) and to the Duhamel’s formula,
IT7 il pgemz < llullesy + C) [ullz | B 51T 71 g 13-

[ Hi(u) — Hi(v)|3) < C(T)[lv = ul[2/T 1l o m3-

. b2l (3 13
u o3 < < B
We obtain HFTQSlHLt H < el BT, S i1 and, for every u,v € U,

2u—1
— | Hy(u) — Hi(v)||3) < ml?’C(T)HU — ul|o.
To apply [CCMI7, Lemvma 2.3; p. 42], we set M; = (i’fl)lQPC(T) and we

estimate p such that M; < M/2. The last inequality is true when

(16) > ap+a(a +1)+1, a; := 20(T)C(T)PC; L.

10



Remark 2.3. Let T = %. We notice that a; < gZil fora; :=13/C) as

4N\ ~ /4 3
c(z)e(7) <3
us 5
We study the constants Cy,Cy appearing in (26) that is valid thanks to the
) — 9 _ _ 2
Ingham’s Theorem ([KL05, Theorem 4.3]). Let |I'| := =T = 4, = ™
_ A -1
G(0) =5, o = [-1,+1], m = ([I||1] ™) = 2, 0 = 4R2, G(0) = 50T
and R = % = 2. By substituting these parameters in the proof of Ingham’s
Thforem [KLO5, pp. 62 — 65]), we obtain C2 = m%% = % and C} =
%gg)ﬂ = ?—g. The proof of Proposition 1.2 and (30), imply

(17) C(T) = C(4/7) = 37 3 max {V2Co, /4/7} = 31 3V20s.

In addition, we have 6(%) = 20;1, C’(%)é(é

™

Thanks to Remark 2.3 and C; < |(¢1,B¢;)| < || Bl = 1, we have
a; > 1. We need to define p such that (16) is verified and we notice that

6 6. 22 22 3
a; ++\a al—i—l +1<<al+ 5 <gal—|—l>—|—1)<gl 55[

If we set p = %5 then u > a; + v/a;(a; + 1) + 1 as required in (16) and

3 6~
) < i and a; < 2aqy.

U={ueXs fluls < (uC/m) ™).
Since My < M /2, we have the validity of [CCM97, Lemma 2.3; p. 42], which
implies that A; : U C L?((0,4/7),R) — A(U) C H?O) is an homeomorphism.

3) We show a neighborhood of ¢; in H(?’O) contained in A;(U). Let

Bx(z,r):={Ze X |||z - IHLQ((O,%),R) <r}

We notice that uC(%) < g and we set U = By (0, 13) C U. From the

proof of [CCM97, Lemma 2.3; p. 42], we know that A;(U) contains a ball of
center A;(0) = ¢;(2) and radius (M — Ml)% As My < M /2, we have

M—M12}M>L:30l

2 —25(%> 16

A <BX <0 %)) > By <A,(0),(M_M1)gz> > By, (¢l(4> Zf;j,)

In the second part of the proof, we suppose ||B||; = 1, but we can
generalize the result for ||B||; # 1 thanks to the identity A + uB =

11



Atu || B4 BT ||| . We consider the operator and the control u || B ||| 5,

BT |||
while we substitute C; with Cj ||| B |H (from Assumptions I). In addition,

if || B]l4u € Bx (0 ),thenuEBX (0

In conclusion,

C )
R ETE

3C? Ci ) _
Y € B, <¢”( ) 16z3mBm3> uehx (O’lgan%)'Al(“)_w' .

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Cy
BB

In the next proposition, we consider 7%, uy,, b, E(j, k) and C’ defined in (2).

Proposition 3.1. Let B satisfy Assumptions I and n € N introduced in
Theorem 1.1. For every j,k € N such that j # k, there exists 8 € R so that

o151 )
) 2203271'246 Bj k ’kQ j2’5 max{j k}24
F . 619 8 ? .
H nT ¢kH(3) |B]k|7n
(L+C) I Bl oy Il Bl max{ | BII, I B 3}
| Bjk|'n
Proof. See Appendix A. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof follows from Proposition 2.2 and Propo-
sition 3.1. Let R}, := |5 ¢, ei9¢kH?3) be estimated in Proposition 3.1.

We know lim,, o, R]) = 0. Let us provide an explicit n* so that

3C? 38C6
(18) *T*¢J € BH 9¢k» —k___ y RN* < — k .
2453 || B| 3 T | B 5

For0 <s<3andjkeN, [[B]| =Ckand || Bl = |Bjxl If
Sl Bl (2

25171'196 Bj b(l + Cl)|k2 —j2|5k:24 max{j, /{?}24
= C%G‘B',k 7

n*

then (18) is valid with b from (2). Thanks to Proposition 2.2 and to the
time reversibility of the (BSE) (see [Duc, Section 1.3]), we obtain

(19) Ju € L2((0, %),]R) N 0

4 Application of the main result

In the current section, we briefly propose a possible application of Theorem
1.1. Let us consider an electron trapped in a one-dimensional guide of length

12



~ 1073 m and represented by the quantum state 1. We suppose that the
electron is subjected to an external time-depending electromagnetic field
V(1) with 7 € [0, T] and T a positive time. Let m, ~ 1073° Kg be the mass
of the electron and i ~ 10734 @ with A the reduced Planck constant.
The dynamics of 1 is modeled by the Schrodinger equation

2 2
20) b Lo = - Ty 4 v, e 0,T).

dr me dx

We substitute  := x 103 m™!, ¢ := 7 10? 57! and ¢ (¢, x) := ¥ (7, x). Now,
2
s

R 2 —1
m, (t, $) S (O,T) X (07 1), T:=T ].0 S

V(t) := V(1) 10%

are dimensionless (without unit of measurement) and (20) corresponds to

. d d?
i () =~ + V(Ou(t),  te(0.T).
If the potential V (¢, z) is equal to u(t)z? , then we obtain the (BSE)
i0pp(t, ) = Ap(t, x) + u(t)a*P(t, x).

We point out that the last equation can be used to model the dynamics of
an electron subjected to two external fields. The first one forces is behaviour
to a quantum harmonic oscillator with time dependent intensity. The second
field instead traps the electron in a potential well.

We exhibit u driving the state of the particle from the first excited state
to the ground state. For this reason, we retrace the proof of the first point
of Theorem 1.1 with B : ¢ — 2%. Let ¢; and ¢ be eigenstates of A.
We define a control function driving ¢2 in ¢1. We notice that (¢;, 22¢p) =
2 fol 22 sin(mjz) sin(mkx)dr and Assumptions I are satisfied since

(1 (i 4k

‘<¢],$2¢k>| = ‘(] — k})27T2 - (] + k)gﬂ_g’ = (]2 —_ k2)27'['27 j 7é ka
1 1
(6r 20| = |5 = 33 - keN.

For ¢ € Hfy,, we have 2%y € H® 0 Hg, [lz¢b|] < [[v]|, [|2*¢]| < [[¢)]| and

l0x0]2 = [[AIZ9l2 = 3 Imk(or, 02 < > (k) (o, ) = 10201

keN keN
From the Poincaré inequality, ||¢| < %HOMZ)H and H@%lﬁ” < %||8§w|| Thus,
o, 2] < 2l + 20,01 < SRl + Satu) < 25T At
02 < 126+ ] + 1?02 < L2 ),
030l < 60w + 620201 + e < |43y

13



IBlls= sup V[|0:(@2)|2 + [|02(x?¢) |2 + |93(z2) ]2 < 5.2
VEH,)
l¥ll(gy<1

Similarly, [| B[ ) < 1.64 and || B < 1. Moreover, C" =0 and

2m -3 8 4

| B11| :CIZW’ |Bia| =C5 = I=

9r2’ 32’
If we retrace the proof of Proposition 2.2 by substituting the previous

constants, then we see that the local exact controllability is verified in
3

EH?O)(Gbl, 2.14 10*5). Let T = 2 u(t) = COS(37r2t)’ T — 9%, K — %

370
By repeating the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 3.1, for u, := %

n?

WeR P —Timgollly < 10907

In the neighborhood B HE, (qSl, 2.14 10_5) , the local exact controllability is
verified, while the first point of Theorem 1.1 holds for n = 2.3 10117, Let
973

8
There exists 0 € R such thats [[e¢1 — T¢s | 5 < 2.14 107°. In addition,

u(t) = (23 10117)*1 COS(37T2t), T — (23 10117)

4 . .
Ju e LQ((Ov ;%R) : F%Fi@ = 629¢1-

In conclusion, the dynamics of (20) drives the state of the electron from the
first excited state to the ground state in a time T ~ 1016 s,

5 Conclusion

The results provided in the work represent a preliminary step for the ap-
plication of the control theory to the physical experimentation for systems
modeled by the bilinear Schrédinger equation. Given any couple of bounded
states, we provided controls and times such that the dynamics of the (BSE)
drives the first state close as much desired to the second one with respect to
the H?O)—norm. After, we estimated a neighborhood in H(?’O) of any bounded
state where the local exact controllability is satisfied in a given time. In con-
clusion, for any couple of bounded state, we have defined a dynamics steering
the first one into the second in explicit time.

Given two bounded states, every aspect of the dynamics driving the first
one to the second is explicit (up to the control function ruling the very last
part of the dynamics). Nevertheless, the estimates introduced in the work
are far from being optimal and one might be interested in optimizing them
in order to study meaningful physical systems. The first try is to repeat
the steps of the proof of Theorem 1.1 by considering, from the beginning,
specific B, j and k. However, other possible improvements are the following.

14



e For instance, Theorem 1.1 is stated for the control function u,(t) =
n~tcos((Ar — Aj)t) with n, j, k € N. However, this choice is arbitrary.
Indeed, the provided theory is based on [Chal2] that considers generic

Mfﬁ—periodic controls. By retracing the proof of Theorem 1.1 with
J

a different suitable control, sharper results may be obtained.

e In Proposition 2.2, the controllability may be obtained in a larger
neighborhood. Instead of Ingham’s Theorem, one may use the “Ha-
raux’s Theorem” [KLO05, Theorem 4.6] and change the time 7' = 2.

Acknowledgments. The author thanks Thomas Chambrion for suggesting
him the problem and for the explanations provided on the work [Chal2].
He is also grateful to the colleagues Nabile Boussaid, Lorenzo Tentarelli and
Riccardo Adami for the fruitful discussions.

A Appendix: Explicit controls and times for the
global approximate controllability

For j,k € N, let T*, uy, b, E(j, k) and C’ be defined in (2). We denote

2m 4 2

T= N,y |2 I= IR K = o
Ak — Aj Ak — Aj |Bj k|

In the following proposition, we provide a global approximate controllability
result with explicit controls and times with respect to the #Z-norm.

Proposition A.1. Let B satisfy Assumptions I. For every j, k € N, j # k,
and n € N such that

- 2
3(1+C)[ Byl I B

- |k? — 52| ’
there exist T,, € (NT* — T,nT* +T) and 0 € R such that

_ 2
3Bkl 1+ C) || B

nlk? — j?| '
Proof. Thanks to [Chal2, Proposition 6], for any n € N, there exists T}, €
(nT* — T,nT* + T) such that

L= (0. P 0| _ (14 C) 1 (¢85, ) + nldr, D BII L
142K || Bl — n )

We underline that the definition of T* given in [Chal2, Proposition 6] is

incorrect and our formulation follows from [Chal2, Proposition 2]. As a

consequence of (22), 1 — ‘<¢k’p%:¢j>’ < (2K || BDA+CH | BT _. R, and

n

> U Thres) — (1, di)* < (1= [(dr D)) (L + [{dr T 65)]) < 2R,
17k

(21)

T 5 — e orll% <

(22)

15



Afterwards, fixed n € N, there exists ¢ € R (depending on n) such that
[Pk, €0r) — (0r, T2 05) |2 < R: and Ry, = |le®¢y — T o5]1> < 2R, + R}

_ B
As B I Bl = by > 1, we have
g = 2K BINA+C) BT _ 30 +C)|Bkl "l Bl ?
" n - n|k? — 52|
’ - 2
It p > 20+C >"ga;k;2ll IBI” for j + k, then R, < 1, R2 < R,, and
) 32|Bjxl 1+ C) || B
e — T4 ¢i||? < 2R, + R2 < 3R, < | 115;2+ 2|) I ‘” O
n n

Proposition A.2. Let B satisfy Assumptions I. Let j,k € N, j # k, andn €
N wverify the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1. There exists T,, € (nT* =T, nT*+T)
and 0 € R such that

12327r24k2 — 2P max{j, k}**(1 + C") | Bl ¢ I BII®
|Bj x|

I 65 — el

Proof. 1) Propagation of regularity from H (2) to H} 0)° We show that
the propagator I'%. preserves H (40) and B € L(H (20)). Let us denote

HfHBV(T) = HfHBV((O,T)R = sup Z\f )|
{t ]}J<"€P
for f € BV((0,T),R), where P is the set of the partitions of (0,7") such
that tg =0 <ty < ...<t, =T. Fixed n € N, we denote
< Bl 2 ~

A>0, A=A+ ——=, H{y := D(A(iX — A)).

We refer to [Kat53] and we prove that the propagator U, generated by
A+ un(t)B — illun| Lo (0,1),R) | Bl 2

satisfies the condition [|Uy"9[|(4)y < Cll]|(4) for every ¢ € Hgl) and suit-
able C > 0. Indeed, —i(A + u,(t)B — zHunHLoo (0.1).R) | Bl (2)) is not just
dissipative in H(QO), but also maximal dissipative thanks to Kato-Rellich’s
Theorem [Dav95, Theorem 1.4.2]. Now, Hille-Yosida Theorem implies that
the semi-group generated by —i(A + un(t)B — illun|[z(01)r) | Bl (2)) s

a semi-group of contraction and the techniques adopted in the proofs of
[Kat53, Theorem 2; Theorem 3] are valid. As A > || B|| (2)/m, we have

o Bl
llun()BGA = A gy < B Il GA = Al gyn ™ < ==& <1
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We introduce M := sup;c(o 1, |l (iA—A—up,(t)B)~ L(1#2, T4 and
M= sup [[(I—un(t)BGEX=A)"") "
te[0,17]
(23) +o0 ~ nx
= swp || D (un(t)BEA = A | (g = =— .
te0,Tn] 1= nA— || B (2)

As ||k + f(llBvor)r) = IIfllBV((0,r)R) for f € BV((0,T),R) and k € R,

R Y _ . —1
N = 1A= A= OB Wy i ) =0 iloveo B g, s

Now, as |[(4 — iA)g|%, = [|4v]%, + A2l||Z,. for every & € HY) |

1BIZy < X721 Bl &y (141G + AlwliEy) < A2 B ?2>||¢||12qz;0)

and N < 51 (Q)EUHBV(T”). Thanks to [Katb3, Section 3.10], there holds
An

(A + un(Tp) B — i\ U b5l 2) < MeMN[[(A = i)l 2y < MeMN (x* + X)j*.
In addition, thanks to the relation (23),

IAA + un(T)B = iN) " o) < M+ [IAMA = iX) 71| M < 2M.
For every j € N, we know that

Ty Tn N
ITz05l ) < e WPh@ U g1y = e+ 1PN @2002eMN (22 + 3).

Now. UN < NBlalulsvay _ 1Bl e sy,
’ = T - Bl n

B ~
151 (Q)Q:HBV(T"), then MN < 1 and A\ = - Now, u is
periodic and its total variation in a time interval long half-period is 2. We

compute d the quarters of period for u contained in [0, nT* + T and

and, if we choose A =

I Bl o (ell 5y (1) +1)

1 2
un(nT*+T) = = cos (7 (k*—j*)(nT*+T1)) = d= (7?|k*—j*|(nT*+T))~.
n 7T
As d = 2(nn?|k* — j?| + 2|By;|)|Bg,;| ", for the chosen n, we have
lullpver,y < lullpyrrry < d+1 < 200wk = 5% + 4| By ) Bigl ™,

2 2
2 1B @ lull sy, + D\ _ (2(nm®[k* = 52| + 6| B )| Bryl ™
I Bl o) llell v, 2(nm?|k? — j2| — 4| By j|)| B~ )

- B U +1
2Rt Il Bl oy Cll 7L|BV(Tn) )’

17



(24)

L7 b5l a)

n B[l (g (el +1)\2 .

S 1B gy (N Bl (lllBvr) e(n? + \)j*

" J
( Bl (2)||UHBV(TTL) ) )

<e m;]m;:IQ)JF 2‘”\52”‘ (2)+12< 51l (2)(H“HBV(Tn) + 1)>2(7r2 + )t
Bl o) lull By (z,) ‘

2) Conclusion: Let f, := ezegi)k — F“"gb] First, we point out that, for
every s > 0, we have anH2 < (K + ||F“ Dill())? As ¢j, 1 € H{p,, for
every s > 0, the point 1) ensures that I'}.¢; and I'f.¢; belong to Hél) for
u € BV (0,T). Thanks to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

143 full = ((A% fu, A% )" < (A2, Afa)? < 1A% Ful 2 ASlI2,

IAfall* = (Afas Afa) < NA2Falllfall, = I fallGs) < Ifall?1fallty
For R,, defined in the proof of Proposition A.1, the relation (24) implies

" 32| Bkl H(1+ C) || B|?
152l < 3RalI0 g+ 1)° < s BN

. <e |”;]Hlk(|2) *jj‘\fzm (2)“2( B @) el vy + 1)>2(7r2 + N+ k4)6
Il Bl (2)HUHBV(Tn)

61 Bl ()

212320241+ C)e Pkl || Bl Gy Il B Ik — 521 max{j, k}**
n|B.7 7 .

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We notice that the hypotheses of Proposition A.2
are verified. We estimate supycp,pe_rnrei1) 14705 — I d;ll(3) and we
consider the arguments leading to (24). The uniformly bounded constant
C(-) is increasing and (17) implies sup;¢ -7 pr+47) C([t—Tn|) < C(2T) <

C4/m) = 24‘[ . Thanks to Proposition 1.2 and Remark 1.3,

sup { sup [Ty é; =T _ Ty dillsy,  sup Ty T gy — Tt by H(s)}
tENT*—T,T] t€[To ,nT* 4T

< O

nT*+T

<c(2) B, / fun(s)lds sup {IT5 65l swp ITE" 65l }-
T+—T te[nT*—T,Tp)

The techniques adopted in the proof of Proposition A.2 lead to
Bl (2

sup IIF“ illay < 2% P || B[ o7’ [k? = 72| By 5",

tenT*—T,Ty]

which implies
Bl
2T 9 : (2)

swp gy~ Tl < O(2) Bl Smo2% Pkl Bl )

te(nT*—TnT*+T) n
B (2

B
82— 2Byt < 28 Ve s WBNay gy e

18



Now, for R, := [|[Tn. ¢ — €i9¢k||é(33)a

Ry <27 sup T3 65 — Tl Gy + 2707 b5 — €l
te(nT*—T,nT*+T)
(25) I B (2

B 8
<27(2 3 vae Pt WEMay gy 15,0054 4 270l
Now, || B[, [ Blll 2y = |Bj| for j,k € N. For the chosen n € N, we have

PR 3@ 1B, 5
R <27 (2° 3 V2e Pix Bl @) |Bil ™5™ + [l fulls)

S1B1l o)
22032721 (14 C")e i || B[y I BJ| *Ik* = 52 max{j, k}*!

< 0
n|Bj |7

B Appendix: Moment problem

In this appendix, we briefly adapt some results concerning the solvability of
the moment problem (as the relation (7)). Let [BL10, Proposition 19; 2)]
be satisfied and {f}rez be a Riesz Basis (see [BL10, Definition 2]) in

X = span{fy : kEZ}%Q,%”,

with ¢ an Hilbert space. For {v}rez the unique biorthogonal family to
{fr}rez (IBL10, Remark 7)), {vi }rez is also a Riesz Basis of X ([BL10, Remark 9]).
If {fx}rez is the image of an orthonormal family {ex}rez C F# by an iso-
morphism V : J# — J, then {vg}rez is the image of {ex}rez C 2 by the
isomorphism (V*)~1: 2 — . Indeed,

Orj = (O, fj)or = (U, V(ej))owr = (V*(0r),€5) s VE,j €L,

that implies (V*)~"!(ex) = vy for every k € Z. We point out that in
[BL10, relation (71)] there is a misprint as there exist C,Cy > 0 such that

(26) CrY_ okl < lulle < Co > lawl?,
keZ kEZ

for every u(t) = >,z i fr(t) with {zj}ren € 2(C). The arguments of the
proof of [BL10, Proposition 19; 2)] and the relations

V) =T MVl poey = NV ey TV M oin = 1V Lor)

implies that, for every u(t) = Y, oy zrvi(t) with {24 }rent?(C), we have

Cy2 ) lanl* < ullze < C72 ) laal*.
keZ keZ
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The constants C7,Cy > 0 are the same appearing in (26). Moreover, for

every u € X, we know that u = >, . vi(fr, w) # since { fx}rez and {vi }rez
are reciprocally biorthonormal (see [BL10, Remark 9]) and

e G (M)’ <l < 07 (3 K r?) .

kEZ keZ
Remark B.1. Let {A\}reny C RT be so that 4 := infyj lw, — w;| > 0.
Thanks to the Ingham’s Theorem [KL05, Theorem 4.3], for T > Q?Zr, the

family of functions {€*)} ez is a Riesz Basis in

. L2
X =span{e™C) . kez}  C.# =L*(0,T),C).

For {vg}rez the unique biorthogonal family to { ()Y ,cz, we have

1
(28) it (Do MO )™ < flulle < O (31O, uhr2) .

keZ keZ

D=

The relation (28) ensures that F': u € X — {(ei’\k('),wﬁo}kez € (?(C) is
injective. Its surjectivity follows as, for every {xy}rez € £*(C) and N € N,

ul (t) = Z vpzg € X, {(eM’“('),uN)jf}kSN = {zk}r<n.
k<N

Since {{mk}kSN}NeN is a Cauchy sequence, {u™}nen is also a Cauchy
sequence in L*((0,T),R) thanks to (28). The completeness of X implies

ut) = war € X, {0 u) ), o = {zktren
keN

Thus, F:u € X — {(e“‘k(‘),u)%}kez € (%(C) is an homeomorphism and,
for every {x)}rez € £2(C), there exists a unique u € X such that

T
xR = / u(s)e M ds, Vk € Z.
0

Lemma B.2. Let {u}ren = {m2(k* — 1*)}ken for | € N such that
(29) pog = w2 (k* = 13) # 72 (1* — §%) = —py, Vk,j € N.
For T > 2/7, for every {z}}ren € £2(C) such that z; € R,

T
Ju € L*((0,T),R) : T = / u(s)et5ds, VEk € N.
0

In addition, there exists X C L*((0,T),R) such that the map
Jiue X — {{u,e™O) ey € {{mp}hen € A(C) 1 € R}

s an homeomorphism.
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Proof. For k > 0, we call wy = —pug, while we impose wy = pu_p for k < 0
and k # —I. We denote Z* = Z \ {0}. The sequence {wi }pez=\{—1} satisfies
the hypotheses of [KL05, Theorem 4.3] as ¢ := infy; |wy —w;| > 72 thanks
to the relation (29). Thus, Remark B.1 is valid. Given {z}}ren € £2(C), we
introduce {Zy } pez+\ (-1} € ?2(C) such that Z, = zy for k > 0, while Z), = T_,
for k < 0 and k # —I. For T > 27/, there exists u € L?((0,T),C) so that
T = fOT u(s)e~“k3ds for each k € Z* \ {—1}. Then

T = fOT u(s)etsds = fOT u(s)et*sds, ke N\ {l},
Tp = fOT u(s)ds, k=1,

which implies that u is real when z; € R. For {v}ren the biorthogonal
family to {ei’f’f(')}keN, we have v; € R and {U}ren is the biorthogonal
family to {e~#*()}pen. Thus, u(t) = ey Teve(t) + 2 oken\ (1} T-kOk(t) =
zoi(t) + 2 peny Rzpvr(t)) and (28) leads to

(30 C (X hel?)” <l < 207 (3 heul?)

keN keN

N

For x := {x}rez\ (1 belonging to (7(C) := {{zx}rezn (-1} : {zr}ren €
2(C); x_y =75, Vk € =N\ {~1}; z; € R}, we define

ux(t) =z + 2 Z R(xgv), X :={uy : x € 3(C)}.
keEN\{1}
From (30), J : u € X —— {(u, ei“’k(')>}kez*\{_l} € (?(C) is an homeomor-
phism (for {wg }ren defined above), which implies the result. O
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