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Abstract. Existence of the classical solution u(x,t) € C?(IR?) to the Problem (1), (2)
(shortly Problem A):

Lu = uy(x, ) — a®uy(x,t) = f(x,1), (x,t) eR? a >0, @D

under the observation conditions (the observed states) given at t;, t, € R with variable
coefficients A1, B1, Ap, By such that

Ar(xX)ul=t, + Br(x)ut|=r, = g1(x), x€eR,

()
Ax(x)ult=t, + Ba(X)ut|t=t, = g2(x), x €R,

is proved. Here the coefficients A;, B;, i = 1,2, and g1, g» are given functions smooth
enough, f € C(IR?), the directional derivative df /9t exists and df /9t € C(R?).

Keywords: string vibrations, classical solutions, observation problems, smoothness of
the solutions.
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1 Introduction

Preliminaries: Observation (observability) problems have origins in control theory, see e.g. [2-
7,9-15], where among others, attainability results are given for some second order hyperbolic
equations. Especially for a given T (0 < T < c0) and given complete state u|;—7 = f, us|j=1 = g
(where u is the unknown solution) the initial data u|;—o, 1|9 were found, for which the pre-
scribed state (f,g) at t = T was attained. Sometimes approximate attainability was studied.

The simplest variant of the observation problems for the second order hyperbolic equations
is to find the initial data u|~, ut|i=o for which some prescribed (or observed) partial state
conditions — e.g. u|i—, = fi, i = 1,2 — are satisfied at two time instants ¢, t, € (0, T).

Earlier mainly observability of the oscillations u(x, t) of finite (bounded) objects were con-
sidered (strings, membranes, plates, beams). For example, in [20] four essential observation
problems for the vibrating [0, /] string described by the PDE

Lu = uy — azuxx =0
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were considered:

Ulp=t, = f1, Uli=t, = fo,
u‘t:tl :fl, Mt|t=t2 Zfz,
ut‘t:tl =f1, ”‘t:tz =f2,

utli=t, = f1, Utli=t, = fo.
The observability was established supposing that the observation time instants are small
enough, 0 < t; < t < 2I/a, and the initial data u|;—g = ¢, u¢|t=0 = 1 were known be-
forehand on some subinterval [hy, hy] C [0,1].
Another result is presented in [16] for the oscillations of the [0,!] string described by the
Klein—-Gordon equation:

(L+c)u(x,t) =0, (x,t) €[0,]] xR, 0 <c€R,

under the same four essential observation conditions as in [20], but given at arbitrary #;,#, € R.
Here a sufficient condition of the observability is: (f; — t2)a /I is rational.

This result is generalized in paper [19], namely it is proved that outside of a set V (of the
couples (t1,t2) € RR?) the observation problems of [16] can be solved, where the Lebesgue
measure of V equals zero. Paper [19] also contains useful results on the observation problem
for some equations of fourth order.

Oscillations of a [0,!] string satisfying a general wave equation with variable coefficients
under a wide class of observation and boundary conditions are investigated in [17], where
a sufficient condition of the observability is given in the terms of the asymptotics of the
eigenvalues of the corresponding stationary boundary value problem. In the recent work
[18] the observability is established in the case of inhomogeneous string equations for the
infinite (—oo,00) and for the half infinite [0, c0) strings under the first observation conditions
uli=t, = fi, i = 1,2 (a generalization of Duhamel’s principle is presented, too).

Finally, we refer to the works which are related to the observability problems for the
equations describing oscillations of beams, plates and membranes. In chronological order
they are [1], [8] and a part of [19].

In the present paper, at first (in Theorem 1.1) we consider Problem A under one of the
following special cases of observation conditions (2):

(1) Al(x)/ AZ(x) 75 0/ X € R/
By, B, =0, Aj, Az, g1, $2 € C3(R),

(ii) A1(x), Ba(x) #0, x € R,
Ay, Bi=0, Ay, g1 €C*R), By, g €C'(R),

(iii) A(x), Bi(x) #0, x € R,
Ay, B =0, Ay g €C*R), By, g1€C'(R),

(iv) Bi(x), Ba(x) #0, x € R,
A1, Ay =0, By, By, g1, 92 € C'(R).
The most complicated case of conditions (2) is studied in Theorem 1.3.

Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 generalize the observability results of [18] related to the infinite
string. Now, we formulate these theorems.
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Theorem 1.1. Let us suppose that one of the conditions (i)—(iv) is satisfied. Then Problem A has a
classical C?(IR?) solution.

Remark 1.2. If the assumptions in the first lines of (i)—(iv) are violated, then Problem A can
be solved if and only if the right hand sides of conditions (2) divided by the corresponding
left hand side coefficients can be extended to C?(R) or C!(R) functions (depending on the
case (i)—(iv)).

The statement of this remark can be easily derived from the proof of Theorem 1.1, where
the given functions g; appears only in the combinations of the type g;/A; or gi/B;, i =1,2.

In Theorem 1.1 the smoothness of the left and right hand side functions are the same (they
are in accordance). As a complement to this theorem, we formulate Theorem 1.3, where at
every x € R the left hand side of the observation conditions contain two terms of different
smoothness.

Theorem 1.3. Let us suppose, that
Ai(x), Az(x),Bi(x), Ba(x) #0, x € R, Ay, Az, By, By, 81, 2 € C'(R).
Then Problem A has a classical solution u(x,t) € C*(IR?).

We emphasize, that Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 guarantee only the existence of the solutions
u(x,t) € C%(IR?) to Problem A. In fact the solution is not unique (a degree of freedom can be
derived from the proofs).

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Before we investigate the four cases related to Theorem 1.1, let us formulate the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.1. A delay differential equation with the form of
H(x+T)+cH (x—T)=h(x), c¢==1, xeR, heCYR), 2.1)
has a solution H € C2(R). The solution is not unique.

Proof. Instead of directly finding a solution H € C?(IR) we will construct a function H' € C!(RR)
which satisfies equation (2.1), from which we can define a solution H(x) := fox H'(s)ds+C €
C%(R) for any C € R.

First take an almost arbitrary function H' defined on [T, T|, H' € C!([—T,T]) with the
only restrictions that

H'(T) + cH'(~T)

(0), (2.2)
H"(T) + cH"(~T) = I

(0). (2.3)
Such a function is for example

_ TH'(0) — h(0) 3h(0) —2TH'(0)
N 4T3 472

Starting with the function H' € C![—T, T], we define the extensions of H’, H" from [T, T]
to

H'(x)

(x+T)%+ (x+T)%, xe[-T,T).

(T,3T], (3T,5T],... andto [-3T,—T), [-5T,—3T),...
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in accordance with
HD (%) := —cHD(x —2T) +hU "V (x—=T), j=1,2, x€R; (2.4)
HO(x) := —cHD(x +2T) 4+ chV" D(x+T), j=1,2, xR (2.5)

as continuous functions on these intervals, thus step by step, we obtain the following repre-
sentations:

HD (x) = (—c)"HD (x — 2nT) + ) U= (x — (2k — 1)T),

(2.6)

t m=

xel,:=(2n—1)T, (2 )T], nelN, j=12,

HD(x) = (=¢)"HY (x +2nT) + Zc ) ThU=D(x 4 (2k —1)T),
k=1 (2.7)

xe€l,=[(-2n—1)T,(-2n+1)T), neN,j=1,2.
The continuity of H (j)(x) inside the intervals I,,, I_,, n € N is trivial, as well as that H’(x)
satisfies equation (2.1).

To check the continuity of H', H” at x = T we substitute x = T + 0 into (2.4), and by using
(2.2) and (2.3), we have

HU(T +0) = —cHY (=T 4+ 0) + kY= (0 + 0)

, » , (2.8)
= —cHY(~T) + =Y (0) = HU(T), j=1,2.
Let us suppose, the continuity of H () at x = (2n+1)T, i.e.

Then to check the continuity of H', H” at x = (2n 4 3)T, from (2.4) and (2.9) we have
HY(2n+3)T+0) = —cHD (2n+1)T +0) + h0V((2n +2)T 4 0)
= —cHD((2n4+1)T) + k=D ((2n 4+ 2)T) (2.10)
=HY(2n+3)T), j=12

By induction, we have the continuity of H ) (x),j=1,2forall x € [-T, ).
Using an analogous procedure, the continuity of H), j = 1,2 can be proved at the points

x = —3T,—-5T,..., and thus, the continuity of H(f), j = 1,2 on the interval (—oo, T]. So,
the functions H) € C (R), j = 1,2 are constructed, especially H! € C!(R), and with that
H e C*(R). O

Remark 2.2. Our construction for the solution H of (2.1) is valid not only for ¢ = +1, but also
for any ¢ € R (replacing ¢ with c~!in (2.5)), but those values are not required for the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

Note also, that in the proof, the interval [xo — T, xo + T] with arbitrary xo € R and arbitrary
function H' € C'([xo — T, xo + T]) can be used instead of the initial interval [—T, T] and initial
function H' € C!([-T,T)), if

H'(xo+T)+cH'(xo — T) = h(xp),
H'(xo+T)+cH"(xg — T) = I (xp).
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A more complicated replacement of the initial data is the following: give a system of
disjoint intervals [a;, b;], for which Y (b; — a;) = 2T and prescribe H'|,, ;) such that equalities
(2.4), (2.5) define H', H” as C(R) functions.

The traditional approach on observation problems for the string equation is to find directly
the initial data u|i—o, u¢|t=o using the observation conditions. Our goal is to describe the
whole oscillation process, i.e. to find u(x,t) for all (x,t) € R? using indirectly the complete
state (u,u;) of the string at the time instant t = t;. To this effect, we will use the following
representation of the solutions of string vibration (1):

u(x,t) =F(x —a(t—t1)) +G(x +a(t —t1)) +v(x,t), (2.11)
where v is the solution of Cauchy problem (2.12):

v € C3(R?), Lv:=ovu(xt)—a*vu(xt) = f(x,t), (xt) €R?

(2.12)
v(x, t1) =v(x,t1) =0, x€R.

The existence of the solution v to Problem (2.12) is proved in [18, Theorem B].

After defining the left travelling function F and a right travelling function G for all x € R
(of course we need that F, G € C?) the traditional initial data (u|;—¢, u¢|;~¢) can be found by
substituting t = 0 into (2.11) and into the derivative of (2.11).

Let us introduce the notation T := a(t, — t1). Using the representation (2.11), the observa-
tion conditions (2) obtain the form of

Ay (x)(F(x) + G(x)) +aBy (x)(-F'(x) + G'(x)) = &1(x), x€R, (2.13)

Ay(x)(F(x—T)+ G(x+T) +v(x,t2))
+aBy(x)(—F(x —T)+ G (x+ T) + vi(x, 1)) = g2(x),

In Theorem 1.1, we consider the cases, when two of the coefficients A1, Aj, B1, B, are constant
Zeroes.

x eR. (2.14)

e The case (i), i.e. when By = B, = 0 can be found in [18].

e When (ii) holds, then we need to solve the following system of equations for the func-
tions F and G:

Aq(x)(F(x) + G(x)) = g1(x), x €R,
aBy(x)(—F'(x = T)+ G (x+ T) — vt(x, £2)) = ga(x), x € R

After differentiating with respect to x and shifting, we can express G'(x + T) from the
tirst equation, and substituting it into the second, we get that

/ / _ N gZ(x) g1(x—i—T) / x
Fi(x+T)+F(x—T) =uv(x,t) aBz(x)+<A1(x+T)> , x€R

This differential equation fits into the statement of Lemma 2.1 with

F=H,c=1 and uv(x,t)— ang((xx)) — (ill((fci?)) =h(x), xeR,

so it can be solved, and with the help of the solution F € C(IR) we can also determine
the function G € C?(R), thus solving Problem A in this special case.
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* The instance of (iii) is essentially the same as the previous case after interchanging the
notations t; and t, A; and Ay, By and By, g1 and g» in conditions (2).

e In the case when (iv) is satisfied, we need to solve the following system of equations for
the functions F and G:

aBy(x)(—F'(x) + G'(x)) = g1(x), x €R,
aBy(x)(—=F'(x = T) + G (x + T) + vs(x,12)) = g2(x), x€R.

After shifting, we can express G'(x + T) from the first equation, and substituting it into
the second, we get that

FxtT) - Fx—T) = L) oy &lx+T)

= e~ xeR
aBy(x) Bi(x+T)
This differential equation fits into the statement of Lemma 2.1 with
82(x) gi(x+T)
- - - - /t S N h 7 HQ/
F=H,c 1 and 2By (x) v(x, ) B (xtT) (x), x¢€

so it can be solved, and with the help of the solution F € C(IR) we can also determine
the function G’ € C!(R) from the first observation condition. Finally, the pair (F,G) -
with any primitive function G of G’ — define a solution u of Problem A with the help of
2.11).

3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

In the case of Theorem 1.3 our aim is the same as in Theorem 1.1: to describe the whole
oscillation process, i.e. to find u(x, t) for all (x,t) € R? using the complete state (u,u;) = (¢, 1)
of the string at the time instant ¢t = ¢, because the usage of the travelling wave representation
of the solutions of (1) is not enough effective. So with the help of D’Alembert’s formula and
Duhamel’s principle, the solutions of (1) can be written in the form of

— — — x+a(t—t)
u(x, t) = p(x—a(t—1t)) —; p(x+a(t—t1)) + 2171 /x—:(t—tl) P(s)ds +v(x,t), (3.1)
iz t) = g2 A= h)) +g'(xFalt—h))
| : t—t 3.2)
+¢(x+a(t—t1))42—¢(x—a( —t)) o,

where again, v is the solution of Cauchy problem (2.12).

After defining (¢, ) for all x € R (of course we need that ¢ € C2, ¥ € C!), the traditional
initial data (u|;—o, tt|t=0) can be found by substituting ¢ = 0 into (3.1) and (3.2).

After substituting t = t; into (3.1) and (3.2), we get the following equalities:

p(x—T)+ ¢(x+T) +‘I’(x+T) —Y¥(x—T)
2 2a

—¢'(x=T)+¢'(x+T) N Pp(x+T)+yp(x—T)
2 2

u(x, ty) = +o(x, 1), (3.3)

+ve(x, £r), (3.4)

ui(x,tp) =a
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where ¥(x) = [; 9(s)ds and we used the notation T := a(t, — t;) for the sake of transparency.
Now, the observation conditions (2) obtain the following form:

Ar(x)p(x) + Br(x)p(x) = g1(x), (3.5)

Ay (x) <(p(x +7) —; plr—T) + % /iJ;Tlp(s)ds +o(x, t2)>

, / (3.6)
+&w)G¢uﬁnv;¢u—Ty+wx+n;¢u—TxHNLm>:gﬂ@_

By equation (3.5), we have

p) = S - 21 o),

' Ar(x)\’ Aq(x)
/x :(gl(x)>—( ! ) X)— ! /x, x € R.

Y& =5 B ) P9 W
After dividing both sides of (3.6) by A»(x) and differentiating with respect to x we get

(9”(" = er P D + 2171 /:;T ¥(s)ds + v(x, tz)),

Ba(x) o (x+T)—¢'(x—=T) ¢x+T)+¢p(x—T) '
+ <A22(x) <a 2 + > + v (x, tz)>> (3.8)

_ <82(x) >/_
Az (x)
By substituting (3.7) into (3.8), we get a second order differential equation for ¢ of the form:
Di(x)¢"(x+T) + Da(x)¢'(x+ T) + Dz(x)p(x+ T)
=E1(x)¢"(x = T) + E2(x)¢'(x = T) + E3(x)p(x — T) + h(x), x € R,

where the coefficients E;(x), D;i(x), i = 1,2,3 and the function h(x) are known continuous

x € R,

(3.9)

functions for all x € R. The exact formulae for E;(x), D;(x), i = 1,2,3 and for h(x) are not
important for the proof, but if the reader is interested, they are the following:
_ _ 4Ba(x)
Dl(x)—El(X>—2A2(x) #O, x €R,
1 aBo(x)\'  By(x)A;(x+T)
D = = —
2%) =5+ (2A2(JC)> 2A42(x)B1(x + T)

1 aBy(x)\" | Ba(x)Ai(x—T)
B(x) = -5 <2A22(x)) +222(96)1311(96—”'

_ A HT)  (B(x)) Aix+T)  Ba(x) (Ax+T)Y
Ds() = = 203, e 1 1) <A22<x)> B0 1) 270 <B;<X+T>> '
M(x=T)  (Bx)) AGx=T)  Bix) (A(x=T)Y

Es(x) = - 2aE1%1(x—T) - <A22(x>) 2311(X—T> +2fi2(x) (Bll(x_T)> '

=
—~~
=
N—
Il
/|\
=
[
N
2|F
|
=R
~— | ~—
~_
N~
7 N
cqQ

1(x+T) gl(x—T)>
2Bi(x+T) 2B(x—T)

- (U(X, tZ))/ - (Az(X)) (vt(x/ tZ))/'
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Due to the conditions of Theorem 1.3, they are continuous functions defined on whole RR.

To solve the delay differential equation (3.9) we will use the method of step by step exten-
sions. To this effect, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. If there is an xo € R and a given ®; € C?([xo — T, xo + T)) such that

D1 (x0)®@7 (x0 + T) + Da(x0) Py (x0 + T) + D3(x0)P1(x0 + T)

= Eq(x0)®Y (x0 — T) + Ea(x0)®} (x0 — T) + E3(x0)®1(x0 — T) + h(x0), (3.10)

then there is a @ € C?([xo + T, xo + 3T)) such that

(x) o <I>1(x), ifx S [X() — T,XO+T]
P @a(x), ifx € [xo+ T, xo +3T]

satisfies (3.9) for all x € [xg, xo + 2T] and ¢ € C?([xo — T, xo + 3T)).

Proof. The function ¢ will satisfy (3.9) for all x € [xg, xo + 2T}, if we find a function ®, such
that

Di(x)®5(x + T) + Da(x)®P5(x + T) + D3(x)D2(x + T)

= El(x)®£/(x - T) + Ez(?f)@i(x — T) + E3<X>CI)1(X — T) + h(X) (311)

holds for all x € [xp, xo + 2T]. Equation (3.11) can be written as the following second order
linear differential equation for ®;:

D1 (x) @4 (x) + Da(x)@4(x) + Da(x)@a(x) = h(x),  x€ o+ T,x+3T]  (312)
where the right-hand side
h(x) = Ey(x — T)®! (x — 2T) + Ex(x — T)® (x — 2T) + E3(x — T)®q(x — 2T) + h(x — T)
is a known C([xo + T, xo + 3T]) function and

Di(x) = Di(x—T), Ds(x)=Dy(x—T), Ds(x)=Ds(x—T).

It is well known, that (3.12) can be uniquely solved with the initial conditions
@2(360 -+ T) = d, (XO + T), q>’2(x0 + T) = <I>/1 (XO + T) (3.13)
and the solution ®, € C%([xo + T, xo + 3T)).

With this ®,, the function ¢ satisfies (3.9) and it is obviously C? smooth in the intervals
[xo — T, x0 + T] and [xo + T, x0 + 3T]. Due to the initial conditions (3.13), ¢ is well-defined
and continuously differentiable in xo + T. It only remains to show, that ¢ is continuously
differentiable two times in xp + T, namely that

lim ¢"(xo+ T+7r) = lim ¢"(xo+ T +7), (3.14)
r—0F r—0~

but this easily follows from (3.10), (3.11) and (3.13). O
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Note, that the statement of Lemma 3.1 remains true with the previous function ®; ¢
C%([xo — T, xo + T]) and here also exists ®, € C?([xg — 3T, xo — T]) such that

(x) = Pi(x), ifxexo—T,x0+T]
P T @(n), ifx € [xo— 3T, x0 — T]

satisfies (3.9) for all x € [xg — 2T, x] and ¢ € C?*([xg — 3T, xo + T]). This statement easily
follows from the rearranging of (3.11).

To solve our observation problem, let us choose a ¢ € C?([—T, T]) such that

* ¢ satisfies (3.6) at x = 0 (using the first equation of (3.7)), i.e.:

,B2(0) ¢'(T) — ¢'(=T)
A>(0) 2

T
_ &0) ¢(M+e(=T) 1 gi(s)  Ai(s)
N Az(o) N 2 N zg_/T < Bi(s) - Bll(s) q)(s)) ds —0(0, 1) (3.15)

By(0) [ &1(T)  Au(T) gi(=T)  Ay(=T)
~ <2Bll<T>_2811(T> (T”zzsll(—T)‘zBll<—T>q’(_T)+”t(0’t2)>‘

e the values of ¢”(T) and ¢"(—T) are such that (3.9) also holds at x = 0, that is:

D;(0)¢"(T) — E1(0)9"(~T)

= E»(0)¢'(—T) — D2(0)¢'(T) + E3(0)p(—T) — D3(0)@(T) + h(0). (3.16)

Then by using Lemma 3.1 and the method of step by step extensions, we get a solution
@ € C*(R) of (3.9). We define the initial speed ¢ according to (3.7):

_ g1(x) . Al(x) (x)
Bi(x)  Bi(x) "

Here (¢,9) € C3(R) x C!(R) and they satisfy system (3.5), (3.6) because of (3.15) and (3.16).
Thus we got a solution of the observation Problem A. O

x € R.

p(x)

Remark 3.2. The proof of Theorem 1.3 works also under the weaker conditions

Ai/ Bi/gi € Cl/ i= 1/2/
AZ ?_é 0/ Bl 7_é O/

A
%, B—ll, i—zz can be extended to C!(R),
B
A—Z can be extended to a function in C!(R) having no zeros.
2

This comment can be easily verified, because we use only these four fractions during the proof
of Theorem 1.3 (via the functions D1, Dy, D3, Eq, Eo, E3, h).

Acknowledgements

We would like to sincerely thank Professor Ferenc Méricz for his encouragement to write this
paper and his help to improve its presentation.



10 A. L. Szijdrté and |. Heged({is

References

[1] A. I Ecorov, On the observability of elastic vibration of a beam, Zh. Vychisl. Mat. Mat.
Fiz. 48(2008), No. 6, 967-973. MR2858698; url

[2] M. HorvATH, Vibrating strings with free ends, Acta Math. Hungar. 51(1988), No. 1-2,
171-180. MR0934594; url

[3] V. A. IL'IN, Boundary control of the oscillation process at two ends, Dokl. Acad. Nauk
369(1999), No. 5, 592-596. MR1746512

[4] V. A IL'1IN, E. I. Moisggv, Optimization of boundary controls of string vibrations, Uspekhi
Mat. Nauk 60(2005), No. 6, 89-114. MR2215756; url

[5] I. Joo, On the vibration of a string, Studia Sci. Math. Hungar. 22(1987), No. 14, 1-9.
MR0913889

[6] V. KoMORNIK, Exact controllability and stabilization. The multiplier method, Research in Ap-
plied Mathematics, Vol. 36, Masson, Paris; Wiley, Chichester, 1994. MR1359765

[7] V. KomORNIK, P. LoreT1, Fourier series in control theory, Springer Monographs in Mathe-
matics, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2005.

[8] V. KomornIK, P. LorETI, Multiple-point internal observability of membranes and plates,
Appl. Anal. 90(2011), No. 10, 1545-1555. MR2832222; url

[9] J. L. Lions, Exact controllability, stabilization and perturbations for distributed systems,
SIAM Rev. 30(1988), No. 1, 1-68. MR0931277; url

[10] J. L. Lions, E. MAGENES, Problémes aux limites non homogenes et applications. Vol. 1 (in
French), Travaux et Recherches Mathématiques, No. 17, Dunod, Paris, 1968. MR0247243

[11] J. L. Lions, E. MAGENES, Problémes aux limites non homogenés et applications Vol. 2 (in
French), Travaux et Recherches Mathématiques, No. 18, Dunod, Paris, 1968. MR0247244

[12] J. L. Lrons, E. MAGENES, Problémes aux limites non homogenés et applications Vol. 3 (in
French), Travaux et Recherches Mathématiques, No. 20, Dunod, Paris, 1968. MR0291887

[13] E. I. Moisegy, A. A. KHoLoMEEvVA, Optimal boundary control by displacement of string
vibrations with a nonlocal nonparity condition of the first kind, Differ. Equ. 46(2010),
No. 11, 1624-1630. MR2798758; url

[14] I. V. Romanov, Control of plate oscillations by boundary forces (in Russian), Vestnik
Moskov. Univ. Ser. I Mat. Mekh. 2011, No. 2, 3-9; translation in Moscow Univ. Math. Bull.
66(2011), No. 2, 53-59. MR2882187; url

[15] I. V. RomanNov, Exact control of the oscillations of a rectangular plate by boundary forces
(Russian), Vestnik Moskov. Univ. Ser. I Mat. Mekh. 2011, No. 4, 49-53; translation in Moscow
Univ. Math. Bull. 66(2011), No. 4, 166-170. MR2919093; url

[16] A. L. SziJArTO, ]. HEGEDUS, Observation problems posed for the Klein-Gordon equation,
Electron. ]. Qual. Theory Differ. Equ. 2012, No. 7, 1-13. MR2878792; url


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2858698
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0965542508060031
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0934594
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01903629
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1746512
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2215756
https://doi.org/10.1070/RM2005v060n06ABEH004283
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0913889
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1359765
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2832222
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2011.569497
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0931277
https://doi.org/10.1137/1030001
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0247243
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0247244
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0291887
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2798758
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0012266110110091
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2882187
https://doi.org/10.3103/S002713221102001X
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2919093
https://doi.org/10.3103/S0027132211040061
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2878792
https://doi.org/10.14232/ejqtde.2012.1.7

Vibrating infinite string under general observation conditions 11

[17] A. L. SzijArTO, J. HEGEDUS, Observability of string vibrations, Electron. ]. Qual. Theory
Differ. Equ. 2013, No. 77, 1-16. MR3151723; url

[18] A. L. SzijArtO, J. HEGEDUS, Classical solutions to observation problems for infinite
strings under minimally smooth force, Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged) 81(2015), No. 3-4,
503-526. MR3443767; url

[19] A. Vest, Observation of vibrating systems at different time instants, Electron. |. Qual.
Theory Differ. Equ. 2014, No. 14, 1-14. MR3183612; url

[20] L. N. ZNAMENSKAYA, State observability of elastic string vibrations under the boundary
conditions of the first kind, Differ. Equ. 46(2010), No. 5, 748-752. MR2797554; url


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3151723
https://doi.org/10.14232/ejqtde.2013.1.77
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3443767
https://doi.org/10.14232/actasm-014-052-5 
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3183612
https://doi.org/10.14232/ejqtde.2014.1.14
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2797554
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0012266110050149

	Introduction
	Proof of Theorem 1.1
	Proof of Theorem 1.3

