arXiv:1709.00332v3 [math.FA] 14 Nov 2018

Well-posedness of systems of 1-D hyperbolic partial differential equations

Birgit Jacob^∗ Julia T. Kaiser^†

Abstract

We consider the well-posedness of a class of hyperbolic partial differential equations on a one dimensional spatial domain. This class includes in particular infinite networks of transport, wave and beam equations, or even combinations of these. Equivalent conditions for contraction semigroup generation are derived. We consider these equations on a finite interval as well as on a semi-axis.

Keywords: C_0-semigroups, contraction semigroup, hyperbolic partial differential equations, port-Hamiltonian differential equations, networks of partial differential equations.

Mathematics Subject Classification: 47D06, 35L40, 35L25, 37K99.

1 Introduction

We consider on an interval J a system of partial differential equations of the following form ∂x ∂t (ζ, t) = (_N ∑ k=0 P_k ∂^k ∂ζ^k ) (H(ζ)x(ζ, t)), ζ ∈ J, t ≥ 0, (1) x(ζ, 0) =x_0(ζ),

where P_N is an invertible operator on a Hilbert space H and P_k ∈ L(H), k = 0, · · · , N, with P^∗_k = (−1)^{k+1}P_k, k = 1, · · · , N. Here L(H) denotes the set of linear bounded operators on H. H(ζ) is a positive operator on H for a.e. ζ ∈ J satisfying H, H^{−1} ∈ L^∞(J; L(H)). Thereby, the interval J is either a finite interval or a semi-axis. Without loss of generality we consider the finite interval [0, 1] and the semi-axis [0, ∞). This class of partial differential equations covers coupled wave and beam equations and in particular infinite networks of these equations, that means a network with an infinite number of edges. There has been an enormous development in the study of the Cauchy problem (1) in the case of a finite-dimensional Hilbert space H and a finite interval J, see for example

∗University of Wuppertal, School of Mathematics and Natural Sciences, Gaußstraße 20, D-42119 Wuppertal, Germany, bjacob@uni-wuppertal.de

†University of Wuppertal, School of Mathematics and Natural Sciences, Gaußstraße 20, D-42119 Wuppertal, Germany. Support by Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (Grants JA 735/8-1 and JA 735/13- 1) is gratefully acknowledged. julia.kaiser@uni-wuppertal.de

[BaCo16, En13, JaZw12, LeZwMa05, VaMa02, Vi07, Zw+10] and the references therein. These systems are also known as port-Hamiltonian systems, Hamiltonian partial differential equations or systems of linear conservation laws. In particular, contraction semigroup generation has been studied in [LeZwMa05, JaZw12, AuJa14, Au16, JaMoZw15]. In this paper we aim to generalize these results to the infinite-dimensional situation and to the semi-axis. In order to guarantee unique solutions of equation (1), we have to impose boundary conditions, which will be of the form Ŵ_B (Φ(Hx))(·, t) = 0. (2)

In the case of the finite interval J = [0, 1], we assume Ŵ_B ∈ L(H^{2N} , H^N ) and that the operator Φ is given by

Φ : W^{N,2}(J; H) → H^{2N} , Φ(x) := [Φ_1(x) Φ_0(x)]^T ,

where Φ_i(x) := [ x(i) . . .^{dN −1x}_{dζN −1} (i) ]_T for i ∈ {0, 1} and W^{N,2}(J; H) denotes the Sobolev

space of order N. If J = [0, ∞), then Ŵ_B ∈ L(H^N , H̃^N ), where H̃ is a subspace of H, and Φ is given by

Φ : W^{N,2}(J; H) → H^N , Φ(x) := Φ_0(x).

Clearly, whether or not equation (1) possesses unique and non-increasing solutions depend on the boundary conditions, or equivalently on the operator Ŵ_B . The partial differential equation (1) with the boundary conditions (2) can be equivalently written as the abstract Cauchy problem ẋ(t) = AHx(t), x(0) = x_0, where A is the linear operator on the Hilbert space X := L^2(J; H) given by Ax := N∑ k=0 P_k ∂^kx ∂ζ^k , x ∈ D(A), (3) D(A) := { x ∈ W^{N,2}(J; H) | Ŵ_B Φ(x) = 0 } . (4)

We equip X with ⟨·, ·⟩_L2 , the standard scalar product of L^2(J; H). For convenience, we often write ⟨·, ·⟩ instead.

The aim of this paper is to give equivalent conditions for the fact that AH generates a contraction semigroup on X equipped with the norm ⟨·, H·⟩. If J = [0, 1], then under a weak condition, we show that AH generates a contraction semigroup if and only if the operator A is dissipative. Moreover, equivalent conditions in terms of the operator Ŵ_B are presented. We note that the mentioned weak condition is in particular satisfied if the Hilbert space H is finite-dimensional. However, even if H is finite-dimensional, our result contains new equivalent conditions for the contraction semigroup characterization [AuJa14]. For the case J = [0, ∞), the contraction semigroup property has been shown for some specific examples [EnNa99, I.4.16], [MuNoSe16], and related results can be found in [BeKu13], [EnFi], [Ko+08], [KoSc99] and [Sc+15]. If J = [0, ∞), N = 1 and H = C^d or R^d , we provide a characterization of the contraction semigroup property of the operator AH. Again AH generates a contraction semigroup if and only if the operator A is dissipative. The main difference to the case J = [0, 1] is that the number of boundary conditions depends on P_1. We conclude the paper with some examples to illustrate our results.

2 Main results

In this section, we formulate the main results of the paper for both cases J = [0, 1] and J = [0, ∞). The proof of all theorems and corollaries are given in Sections 3 and 4. We define Q = (Q_{ij} )_{1≤i≤N1≤j≤N} = { (−1)^{i−1}P_{i+j−1} if i + j ≤ N + 1 0 else. (5) Clearly, Q_{ij} ∈ L(H), i.e. Q ∈ L(H^N ) and

Q =

P_1 P_2 P_3 · · · P_{N−1} P_N −P_2 −P_3 −P_4 · · · −P_N 0

P_3 P_4 . . . . . . 0 0 −P_4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (−1)^{N−1}P_N 0 · · · · · · · · · 0

.

Thus, Q ∈ L(H^N ) is a selfadjoint block operator matrix and invertible due to the fact that P_N is invertible. Let

W_B := [ W_1 W_2 ] := Ŵ_B [ Q −Q I I ]_{−1} and Σ := [ 0 I I 0 ] ∈ L(H^N × H^N ), where W_1, W_2 ∈ L(H^N ). Let P ∈ L(H). We call P negative semi-definite, in short P ≤ 0, if ⟨x, P x⟩_H ≤ 0 for all x ∈ H. We define Re P =^1_2 (P + P^∗) and Im P =^1_{2i} (P − P^∗). Thus, P = Re P + iIm P and Re P ≤ 0 if and only if ⟨x, Re P x⟩_H = Re ⟨x, P x⟩_H ≤ 0.

2.1 Main results for J = [0, 1]

In this subsection, we consider the operator AH on the Hilbert space X = L^2([0, 1]; H), where H is a (possibly infinite-dimensional) Hilbert space.

Theorem 2.1. Let A be given by (3)-(4). Further, assume

ran (W_1 − W_2) ⊆ ran (W_1 + W_2). (6)

Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. The operator AH with domain

D(AH) = H^{−1}D(A) = {x ∈ X | Hx ∈ W^{N,2}([0, 1]; H) and Ŵ_B Φ(Hx) = 0}

generates a contraction semigroup on (X, ⟨·, H·⟩);

2. A is dissipative, that is, Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ ≤ 0 for every x ∈ D(A);

3. Re P_0 ≤ 0, W_1 + W_2 is injective and W_B ΣW^∗_B ≥ 0;

4. Re P_0 ≤ 0, W_1 + W_2 is injective and there exists V ∈ L(H) with ‖V ‖ ≤ 1 such that W_B =^1_2 (W_1 + W_2) [ I + V I − V ] ; 5. Re P_0 ≤ 0 and u^∗Qu − y^∗Qy ≤ 0 for every [^u_y ] ∈ ker Ŵ_B .

Remark 2.2. 1. Condition (6) is in general not satisfied: Let N = 1, H = ℓ^2 and W_B = [ W_1 W_2 ] ∈ L(ℓ^2 × ℓ^2, ℓ^2) with W_1e_i := e_{i+1} + e_i and W_2e_i := e_{i+1} − e_i, where {e_i}_{i∈N} is a orthonormal basis of ℓ^2. Then ran(W_1 − W_2) = ℓ^2 whereas e_1 ∉ ran(W_1 + W_2).

2. We point out that the implications 1 ⇒ 2, 4 ⇒ 3, and the equivalence 2 ⇔ 5 hold even without the additional condition (6). Moreover, condition (6) is not needed for the fact that 2 implies the injectivity of W_1 + W_2.

3. We note that W_B is not uniquely determined, only the kernel of W_B is. However, if W_B does not satisfy condition (6), then in general it is not possible to choose another operator instead of W_B with the same kernel such that condition (6) holds.

4. If H is finite-dimensional, then AH has a compact resolvent, see [AuJa14, Theorem 2.3]. However, in general, AH does not have a compact resolvent. Take for example N = 1, P_1 = 1, P_0 = 0, H = ℓ^2, Ŵ_B = [I L] and H(ζ) = I_ℓ2 . Here L denotes the left shift on H, that is, Le_i = e_{i+1}. Thus, A generates the left shift semigroup on X = L^2([0, 1]; ℓ^2), which is isometric isomorph to the left shift on X = L^2[0, ∞). However, 0 is a spectral point of A, but not in the point spectrum.

As a corollary of Theorem 2.1 we obtain the well-known contraction semigroup characterization for the case of a finite-dimensional Hilbert space H, see [AuJa14]. However, we remark that Conditions 3 and 4 are new even in the finite-dimensional situation.

Corollary 2.3. Let A be given by (3)-(4) and assume that H is finite-dimensional. Then, assertions 1 to 5 in Theorem 2.1 are equivalent, and, moreover, they are equivalent to

6. Re P_0 ≤ 0, W_B surjective and W_B ΣW^∗_B ≥ 0;

7. Re P_0 ≤ 0, W_B surjective and there exists V ∈ L(H) with ‖V ‖ ≤ 1 such that W_B =^1_2 (W_1 + W_2) [ I + V I − V ] . Remark 2.4. If H is infinite-dimensional, then in general Conditions 6 and 7 of the previous corollary are not equivalent to the fact that AH generates a contraction semigroup. Let H = ℓ^2(N), N ∈ N, and P_i and H are operators satisfying the general assumptions. First, we consider W_B = [ W_1 W_2 ] with W_1 :=^3_2 R and W_2 :=^1_2 R, where R denotes the right shift on ℓ^2(N). Then ran(W_1 − W_2) = ran(W_1 + W_2), W_1 + W_2 is injective and W_B ΣW^∗_B ≥ 0 but W_B is not surjective. Thus, AH generates a contraction semigroup on (X, ⟨·, H·⟩), but Conditions 6 and 7 are not satisfied. Conversely, for the choice W_B = [ I − L −I − L ] , where L denotes the left shift on ℓ^2(N), surjectivity of W_B holds, ran(W_1 − W_2) ⊆ ran(W_1 + W_2) and W_B ΣW^∗_B ≥ 0, but W_1 + W_2 is not injective. Thus, for these boundary conditions the Conditions 6 and 7 of the previous corollary are satisfied, but AH does not generate a contraction semigroup on (X, ⟨·, H·⟩).

Next, we characterize the property of unitary group generation of AH.

Theorem 2.5. Let A be given by (3)-(4). Further assume

ran (W_1 − W_2) = ran (W_1 + W_2). (7)

Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. AH with domain D(AH) := {x ∈ X | Hx ∈ D(A)} = H^{−1}D(A) generates a unitary C_0-group on (X, ⟨·, H·⟩);

2. Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ = 0 for every x ∈ D(A);

3. Re P_0 = 0, W_1 + W_2 and −W_1 + W_2 are injective and W_B ΣW^∗_B = 0;

4. Re P_0 = 0, W_1 + W_2 and −W_1 + W_2 are injective and there exists V ∈ L(H) with ‖V ‖ = 1 such that W_B =^1_2 (W_1 + W_2) [ I + V I − V ] ; 5. Re P_0 = 0 and u^∗Qu − y^∗Qy = 0 for every [^u_v ] ∈ ker Ŵ_B .

Corollary 2.6. Let A be given by (3)-(4) and assume that H is finite-dimensional. Then, assertions 1 to 5 in Theorem 2.5 are equivalent, and, moreover, they are equivalent to

6. Re P_0 = 0, W_B surjective and W_B ΣW^∗_B = 0;

7. Re P_0 = 0, W_B surjective and there exists V ∈ L(H) with ‖V ‖ = 1 such that W_B =^1_2 (W_1 + W_2) [ I + V I − V ] . 2.2 Main results for J = [0, ∞)

In this subsection, we choose J = [0, ∞), N = 1 and H = F^d with F = R or F = C , that is, we consider the operator AH, AHx = P_0Hx + P_1 ∂ ∂ζ (Hx) with (8) D(AH) = { x ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^d ) | Hx ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^d ), Ŵ_B (Hx(0)) = 0 } (9) on the space X = L^2([0, ∞); F^d ). Here P_1 is an invertible Hermitian d × d-matrix, P_0 ∈ F^{d×d} , Ŵ_B ∈ F^{k×d} with k ∈ {0, 1, · · · , d} and H(ζ) ∈ F^{d×d} is positive definite for a.e. ζ ∈ [0, ∞) satisfying H, H^{−1} ∈ L^∞([0, ∞); F^{d×d} ). Since P_1 is an invertible Hermitian matrix, its eigenvalues are real and nonzero.

We denote by n_1 the number of positive and by n_2 = d − n_1 the number of negative eigenvalues of P_1 and write

P_1 = S^{−1}ΔS = S^{−1} [ Λ 0 0 Θ ] S, (10)

with a unitary matrix S ∈ F^{d×d} , a positive definite diagonal matrix Λ ∈ R^{n1 ×n1} , and a negative definite diagonal matrix Θ ∈ R^{n2 ×n2} . We define Δ = [^{Λ 0}_{0 Θ} ].

Theorem 2.7. Assume AH is given by (8)-(9), Ŵ_B ∈ F^{k×d} with k ≤ n_2 has full row rank. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. AH generates a contraction semigroup on (X, ⟨·, H; ·⟩);

2. Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ ≤ 0 for every x ∈ D(A);

3. Re P_0 ≤ 0 and y^∗P_1y ≥ 0 for every y ∈ ker Ŵ_B ;

4. Re P_0 ≤ 0, k = n_2 and Ŵ_B = B [ U I ] S, with B ∈ F^{n2 ×n2} invertible, U ∈ F^{n2 ×n1} and Λ + U^∗ΘU ≥ 0.

Further, we are able to characterize the property of unitary group generation in the case J = [0, ∞).

Theorem 2.8. Let AH be given by (8)-(9), Ŵ_B ∈ F^{k×d} with k ≤ min{n_1, n_2} has full row rank. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. AH generates a unitary C_0-group on (X, ⟨·, H·⟩);

2. Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ = 0 for every x ∈ D(A);

3. Re P_0 = 0 and y^∗P_1y = 0 for every y ∈ ker Ŵ_B ;

4. k = n_1 = n_2, Re P_0 = 0 and Ŵ_B = [ U_1 U_2 ] S, where U_1, U_2 ∈ F^{n1 ×n1} are invertible with Λ + U^∗_1 U^{−∗}_2 ΘU^{−1}_2 U_1 = 0.

3 Proofs of the main results: J = [0, 1]

Throughout this section we will assume that J = [0, 1], X = L^2((0, 1); H), A is given by (3)-(4), and W_B and Σ are defined as in Section 2. In order to prove the main statements it is convenient to introduce the following linear combinations of the boundary values [LeZwMa05].

Definition 3.1. For x ∈ H^{−1}W^{N,2}((0, 1); H) we define so called boundary port variables, namely boundary flow and boundary effort, by [ f_{∂,Hx} e_{∂,Hx} ] := 1 √ 2 [ Q −Q I I ] Φ(Hx) = R_{ext}Φ(Hx), (11) where Q is defined by (5) and R_{ext} :=^{1√}_2 [_{Q −Q} I I ] ∈ L(H^{2N} ).

Remark 3.2. Thanks to the invertibility of Q, the operator R_{ext} is invertible. Thus, we can use the boundary port variables to reformulate the domain of the operator AH: D(AH) = { x ∈ X | Hx ∈ W^{N,2}((0, 1); H) and Ŵ_B Φ(Hx) = 0 }

= { x ∈ X | Hx ∈ W^{N,2}((0, 1); H) and W_B [ f_{∂,Hx} e_{∂,Hx} ] = 0 } , where W_B = Ŵ_B R^{−1}_{ext}.

Next, we determine the adjoint operator of A. We define Q̃ = −Q and [~ f_{∂,Hx} ẽ_{∂,Hx} ] = R̃_{ext}Φ(Hx) with R̃_{ext} = 1 √ 2 [~ Q −Q̃ I I ] .

Lemma 3.3. The adjoint operator of the operator A defined in (3) with domain (4) and a boundary operator W_B of the form W_B = S [ I + V I − V ] where S, V ∈ L(H^N ) and S is injective, is given by

A^∗y = P^∗_0 y − N∑ k=1 P_k d^k dζ^k y, y ∈ D(A^∗), (12) D(A^∗) = { y ∈ W^{N,2}((0, 1); H) : S [ I + V^∗ I − V^∗ ] [~ f_{∂,y} ẽ_{∂,y} ] = 0 } . (13)

Proof. The statement can be proved in a similar manner as Proposition 3.4.3 in [Au16], where the statement is shown for finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces H.

Definition 3.4. We define the operators A_0 : D(A_0) ⊆ X → X and (A^∗)_0 : D((A^∗)_0) ⊆ X → X by A_0x := N∑ k=0 P_k ∂^k ∂ζ^k x, (A^∗)_0y := P^∗_0 y − N∑ k=1 P_k d^k dζ^k y D(A_0) = D(A^∗_0) = W^{N,2}((0, 1); H).

Remark, that A_0 and (A^∗)_0 are extensions of A and A^∗, respectively. Integration by parts yields the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. We have for x ∈ W^{N,2}((0, 1); H) Re ⟨A_0x, x⟩ = Re ⟨f_{∂,x}, e_{∂,x}⟩_HN + Re ⟨P_0x, x⟩ = Φ_1(x)^∗QΦ_1(x) − Φ_0(x)^∗QΦ_0(x) + Re ⟨P_0x, x⟩, Re ⟨(A^∗)_0x, x⟩ = Re ⟨f̃_{∂,x}, ẽ_{∂,x}⟩_HN + Re ⟨P_0x, x⟩ = Φ_1(x)^∗Q̃Φ_1(x) − Φ_0(x)^∗Q̃Φ_0(x) + Re ⟨P_0x, x⟩.

Furthermore, we need some technical results. First, we give a generalization of the technical Lemma 7.3.2 in [JaZw12] for N ≥ 1 and arbitrary Banach spaces Z.

Lemma 3.6. Let Z be a Banach space and V ∈ L(Z). Then it holds ker [ I + V I − V ] = ran [ I − V −I − V ] , where [ I + V I − V ] ∈ L(Z × Z, Z) and [_{I−V} −I−V ] ∈ L(Z, Z × Z). Proof. Assume [^x_y ] ∈ ker [ I + V I − V ] . Thus, it holds x + V x + y − V y = 0. For l :=^1_2 (x − y) ∈ Z we get (I − V )l = 1 2 (x − y) − 1 2 V (x − y) = x and (−I − V )l = − 1 2 (x − y) − 1 2 V (x − y) = y.

Thus, it follows [^x_y ] ∈ ran [_{I−V} −I−V ] . Conversely, assume [^x_y ] ∈ ran [_{I−V} −I−V ] . Then, we have [ I + V I − V ] [^x_y ] = [ I + V I − V ] [ I − V −I − V ] l = 0

for some l ∈ Z and the lemma is proved.

Lemma 3.7. [KuZw15, Lemma 2.4] Let W = [ W_1 W_2 ] ∈ L(H^{2N} , H^N ) such that W_1 + W_2 is injective and

ran(W_1 − W_2) ⊆ ran(W_1 + W_2).

Then there exist an unique operator V ∈ L(H^N ) such that W = [ W_1 W_2 ] = 1 2 (W_1 + W_2) [ I + V I − V ] . (14)

Moreover, ker [ W_1 W_2 ] = ker [ I + V I − V ] , and [ W_1 W_2 ] [ 0 I I 0 ] [ W_1 W_2 ]_∗ ≥ 0 ⇔ V V^∗ ≤ I. Lemma 3.8. Let A_0 be defined as in Definition 3.4. For an arbitrary element [^u_v ] ∈ H^N × H^N there exists a function x ∈ D(A_0) such that Φ(x) = [^u_v ].

Proof. We give a constructive proof: Consider [^u_v ] ∈ H^N × H^N where

u = u_1 . . u_N and v = v_1 . . v_N ,

with entries u_1, . . . , u_N , v_1, . . . , v_N ∈ H. To construct a proper function x, we define two polynomials, P_u(ζ) and P_v (ζ), by

P_u(ζ) := N∑ i=0 u_{i+1} i! (ζ − 1)^i and P_v (ζ) := N∑ i=0 v_{i+1} i! ζ^i. Furthermore, we define the functions φ_0 ∈ C^∞[0, 1] and φ_1 ∈ C^∞[0, 1] such that φ_0|_{[0,ε]} = 0 and φ_0|_{[1−ε,1]} = 1 and analogously φ_1|_{[0,ε]} = 1 and φ_1|_{[1−ε,1]} = 0 hold. Thus, for

x := (φ_0 · P_u + φ_1 · P_v )I_HN ∈ C^∞([0, 1]; H^N ) ⊆ D(A_0)

we get Φ(x) = [^u_v ].

Lemma 3.9. Let A be defined by (3)-(4). Then A is dissipative if and only if A − P_0 is dissipative and it holds Re P_0 ≤ 0.

Proof. “⇒”: Let A be dissipative. Hence, the operator A − P_0 is dissipative if Re P_0 ≤ 0 holds. We will prove Re ⟨P_0z, z⟩ ≤ 0 for all z ∈ H: Let z ∈ H and Ψ(ζ) ∈ C^∞_c (0, 1) with ζ ∈ [0, 1] an arbitrary, scalar-valued function with Ψ ≢ 0. We define

x := Ψ(ζ)z ∈ C^∞_c ((0, 1); H) ⊆ D(A)

and it yields, since the derivation equals zero at the boundary,

0 ≥ Re ⟨Ax, x⟩_L2 = Re ⟨P_0x, x⟩_L2 = Re ⟨P_0Ψz, Ψz⟩_L2

= Re

∫_1 0 |Ψ(ζ)|^2 ⟨P_0z, z⟩_H dζ = ‖Ψ‖^2_L2 Re ⟨P_0z, z⟩_H .

“⇐”: We assume Re P_0 ≤ 0 and Re ⟨(A − P_0)x, x⟩_L2 ≤ 0 for all x ∈ D(A). Thus, we get for x ∈ D(A) Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ = Re ⟨(A − P_0)x, x⟩_L2 + Re ⟨P_0x, x⟩_L2 ≤ 0 . We are now in the position to prove the main results for J = [0, 1].

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Without loss of generality we may assume H = I, see [JaZw12, Lemma 7.2.3]. The implication 1 ⇒ 2 follows by the Lumer-Phillips Theorem, c.f. [EnNa06, Theorem II.3.15], and the equivalence 3 ⇔ 4 has been shown in Lemma 3.7.

Next, we prove the equivalence 2 ⇔ 5: Lemma 3.5 implies for x ∈ D(A)

Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ = Φ_1(x)^∗QΦ_1(x) − Φ_0(x)^∗QΦ_0(x) + Re ⟨P_0x, x⟩.

Note that x ∈ W^{N,2}((0, 1); H) satisfies x ∈ D(A) if and only if

[_{Φ1 (x)}

Φ_0 (x) ] ∈ ker Ŵ_B . This proves the implication 5 ⇒ 2. We now assume that 2 holds. Then Lemma 3.9 shows that Re P_0 ≤ 0 and that A − P_0 is dissipative, that is,

Φ_1(x)^∗QΦ_1(x) − Φ_0(x)^∗QΦ_0(x) ≤ 0

for every x ∈ W^{N,2}((0, 1); H) satisfying

[_{Φ1 (x)}

Φ_0 (x) ] ∈ ker Ŵ_B . Further, by Lemma 3.8, for an arbitrary element [^u_v ] ∈ ker Ŵ_B there exists a function x ∈ D(A) such that

[_{Φ1 (x)}

Φ_0 (x) ] = [^u_v ].

This proves 5.

Next, we prove the implication 2 ⇒ 4: Lemma 3.9 shows that Re P_0 ≤ 0 and that A − P_0 is dissipative, that is, using Lemma 3.5 Re ⟨f_{∂,x}, e_{∂,x}⟩_HN ≤ 0, x ∈ D(A). (15) For an arbitrary element [^f_e ] ∈ ker W_B ⊆ H^N × H^N a function x ∈ D(A) exists due to Lemma 3.8 such that R_{ext}Φ(x) = [_{f∂,x} e_{∂,x} ] = [^f_e ]. By equation (15) we get e^∗f + f^∗e ≤ 0 for all [^f_e ] ∈ ker W_B , where W_B := [ W_1 W_2 ] . For y ∈ ker(W_1 +W_2) we have W_B [^y ] = 0 and thus y^∗y + yy^∗ ≤ 0. Since the norm of an element is non negative, it follows y = 0 and therefore ker(W_1 + W_2) = {0}, which shows the injectivity of W_1 + W_2. Due to this fact, by Lemma 3.7 there exists an operator V satisfying (14). It remains to show that ‖V ‖ ≤ 1. Let l ∈ H^N be arbitrarily. By Lemma 3.6 we obtain [_{I−V} −I−V ] l ∈ ker W_B .

From Lemma 3.8 we conclude that a function x ∈ D(A_0) exists, such that R_{ext}Φ(x) = [_{f∂,x} e_{∂,x} ] = [_{I−V} −I−V ] l. Therefore, [_{f∂,x} e_{∂,x} ] ∈ ker W_B and even x ∈ D(A). In conclusion, we obtain using (15) 2Re ⟨f_{∂,x}, e_{∂,x}⟩_HN = ⟨f_{∂,x}, e_{∂,x}⟩_HN + ⟨e_{∂,x}, f_{∂,x}⟩_HN = ⟨(I − V )l, (−I − V )l⟩_HN + ⟨(−I − V )l, (I − V )l⟩_HN = 2⟨l, (−I + V^∗V )l⟩_HN ≤ 0 (16)

and therefore ‖V ‖ ≤ 1.

Finally, we show the implication 4 ⇒ 1: A is a closed operator, see [Au16, Lemma 3.2.2]. To prove that A generates a contraction semigroup, it is sufficient to verify that A and A^∗ are dissipative; c.f. [JaZw12, Theorem 6.1.8]. Let x ∈ D(A). Then, we have [_{f∂,x} e_{∂,x} ] ∈ ker W_B and from Lemma 3.6 it follows that there exists a l ∈ H^N such that [_{f∂,x} e_{∂,x} ] = [_{I−V} −I−V ] l. Using Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.7, we obtain 2Re ⟨Ax, x⟩_L2 = 2Re ⟨f_{∂,x}, e_{∂,x}⟩_HN + 2⟨P_0x, x⟩ ≤ 2⟨l, (−I + V^∗V )l⟩_HN ≤ 0. Now we consider the adjoint operator A^∗: Let y ∈ D(A^∗). By Lemma 3.3, we obtain [_{f̃∂,y} ẽ_{∂,y} ] ∈ ker S [ I + V^∗ I − V^∗ ] . Applying Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7 to the operator

V^∗, there exists m ∈ H^N such that [_{f̃∂,x} ẽ_{∂,x} ] = [_{I−V ∗} −I−V^∗ ] m. Using again Lemma 3.5 we get 2Re ⟨A^∗y, y⟩_L2 ≤ 2⟨m, (−I + V V^∗)m⟩_HN ≤ 0, (17) which concludes the proof.

Proof of Corollary 2.3. We want to apply Theorem 2.1 for the proof of Corollary 2.3. Therefore, we have to check condition (6). If dim H < ∞, then W_1 + W_2 injective implies the surjectivity of W_1 + W_2 and hence condition (6). Due to this and Remark 2.2.2 assertions 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 of Theorem 2.3 are equivalent. The implications 3 ⇒ 6 and 4 ⇒ 7 follows, since we have W_1 + W_2 injective, and thus, W_1 + W_2 is also surjective. Clearly, it follows that W_B is surjective. A straightforward calculation shows the implication 7 ⇒ 6. In order to show 6 ⇒ 3 we prove that in the finite-dimensional setting the surjectivity of W_B and W_B ΣW^∗_B ≥ 0 implies the injectivity of W_1 +W_2. From

W_B ΣW^∗_B ≥ 0 ⇔ W_2W^∗_1 + W_1W^∗_2 ≥ 0, we obtain

W_1W^∗_1 +W_2W^∗_1 +W_2W^∗_2 +W_1W^∗_2 = (W_1 +W_2)(W_1 +W_2)^∗ ≥ (W_1 −W_2)(W_1 −W_2)^∗ ≥ 0.

Let x be in ker(W_1 + W_2)^∗. This yields x ∈ ker(W_1 − W_2)(W_1 − W_2)^∗. With

‖(W_1 − W_2)^∗x‖^2 = ⟨(W_1 − W_2)^∗x, (W_1 − W_2)^∗x⟩ = ⟨x, (W_1 − W_2)(W_1 − W_2)^∗x⟩ = ⟨x, 0⟩ = 0

we get x ∈ ker(W_1 − W_2)^∗ and thus, x ∈ ker W^∗_1 ∩ W^∗_2 . Since W_B is surjective, W^∗_B is injective and thus x = 0. This implies that W_1 + W_2 is injective.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Without loss of generality again we consider just the case H = I. In the following proof we will often apply Theorem 2.1 to the operators A and −A. So, first of all, we have to verify, that also the boundary condition operator W̄_B of −A satisfies the condition (6).

We define analogously to (11) the boundary flow and the boundary effort for −A: [¯ f_{∂,x} ē_{∂,x} ] := 1 √ 2 [ −Q Q I I ] Φ(Hx). (18)

Therefore, it yields f̄_{∂,x} = −f_{∂,x} and ē_{∂,x} = e_{∂,x}. Due to D(A) = D(−A), we get D(A) = { x ∈ W^{N,2}((0, 1); H)|W_B [ f_{∂,x} e_{∂,x} ] = 0 }

= { x ∈ W^{N,2}((0, 1); H)|W̄_B [¯ f_{∂,x} ē_{∂,x} ] = 0 }

= { x ∈ W^{N,2}((0, 1); H)|W̄_B [ −f_{∂,x} e_{∂,x} ] = 0 }

and thus, W̄_B = [−W_1 W_2] . (19)

It is easy to check that under condition (7) the operator W̄_B satisfies (6).

Then the equivalences 1 ⇔ 2 ⇔ 5 follow by Theorem 2.1 applied for A and −A. 1 ⇒ 4: Let A be the generator of a unitary group. Then, due to Theorem [JaZw12, Theorem 6.2.5] A and −A are generators of contraction semigroups. It follows Re P_0 = 0, W_1 + W_2 and −W_1 + W_2 are injective and Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ = 0 for all x ∈ D(A) by Theorem 2.1. Thus, we get with the estimation (16)

0 = 2Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ = 2⟨l, (−I + V^∗V )l)⟩_HN for all l ∈ H^N (20)

and therefore ‖V ‖ = 1.

4 ⇒ 3: Let Re P_0 = 0, ‖V ‖ = 1, W_1 + W_2 and −W_1 + W_2 injective. Define S := 1 2 (W_1 + W_2) and with the technical Lemma 3.7 (Lemma 2.4 in [KuZw15]) it yields

W_B ΣW^∗_B = S [ I + V I − V ] [0 I I 0 ] (S [ I + V I − V ] )^∗

= S(2I − 2V V^∗)S^∗ = 0.

The implication 3 ⇒ 1 follows analogously to the proof of 3 ⇒ 1 in Theorem 2.1 for the operator −A. However, instead of the boundary effort and the boundary flow for A we need to consider them for −A and have to determine the boundary condition operator W̄_B for −A.

4 Proofs of the main results: J = [0, ∞)

Throughout this section we will assume that J = [0, ∞) and A is given by (8)-(9). For the proof of the main statements we need the following technical assertions.

Lemma 4.1. 1. Assume Λ ∈ R^{n1 ×n1} is a positive, invertible diagonal matrix and y ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^{n1} ). Then the function

x(t) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−sΛ−1} Λ^{−1}y(s + t) ds, t ≥ 0, (21) satisfies x ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^{n1} ) and x − Λx^′ = y.

2. Let Θ ∈ R^{n2 ×n2} be a negative, invertible diagonal matrix, y ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^{n2} ) and x_0 ∈ F^{n2} . Then the differential equation

x − Θx^′ = y, x(0) = x_0, (22)

has a unique solution satisfying x ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^{n2} ).

Proof Part 1: Λ > 0 and y ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^{n1} ) imply that x(t) is well defined for every t ≥ 0. Minkowski’s integral inequality shows x ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^{n1} ). Further, the solution of x − Λx^′ = y, or equivalently, of x^′ = Λ^{−1}x − Λ^{−1}y is given by

x(t) = e^{tΛ−1} x(0) − ∫_t 0 e^{(t−s)Λ−1} Λ^{−1}y(s) ds, t ≥ 0. The choice of x(0) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−sΛ−1} Λ^{−1}y(s) ds, implies (21). Moreover, x^′ = Λ^{−1}x − Λ^{−1}y and hence x ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^{n1} ).

Part 2: We first note that (22) is equivalent to x^′ = Θ^{−1}x − Θ^{−1}y. Now the statement of the lemma follows from ODE-Theory for linear stable systems, since Θ < 0 and y ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^{n2} ), see [HiPr05, Proposition 3.3.22]. □

Proof of Theorem 2.7. Thanks to [JaZw12, Lemma 7.2.3] and the Theorem of Lumer- Phillips 1 implies 2.

Next, we show the implication 2 ⇒ 3. Using integration by parts and P^∗_1 = P_1, it yields 2Re ⟨P_1^d_{dζ} x, x⟩ = −x(0)^∗P_1x(0), since lim_{ζ→∞} x(ζ) = 0 for x ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^d ). Thus, for x ∈ D(A) we have 2Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ = 2Re ⟨P_1 d dζ x + P_0x, x⟩ = −x(0)^∗P_1x(0) + 2Re ∫_∞ 0 x(ζ)^∗P_0x(ζ) dζ. (23)

Choosing x ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^d )\{0} with x(0) = 0, we obtain Re P_0 ≤ 0. For every y ∈ F^d and every ε > 0 there exists a function x ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^d ) such that x(0) = y and the L^2-norm of x is less than ε. Choosing this function in equation (23) and letting ε go to zero implies the second assertion in 3.

In order to prove the implication 3 ⇒ 4, for x ∈ D(A) we define [_{f1} f_2 ] := Sx(0). Using (10), the second condition in 3 can be written as [ f^∗_1 f^∗_2 ] [ Λ 0 0 Θ ] [ f_1 f_2 ] ≥ 0, for [ f_1 f_2 ] ∈ ker Ŵ_B S^{−1}. (24)

Since Ŵ_B S^{−1} is a full row rank k × d-matrix with k ≤ n_2, its kernel has dimension d − k. By the assumptions on Λ and Θ, we have d − k ≤ n_1, or equivalently, k ≥ n_2. Thus k = n_2.

We write Ŵ_B S^{−1} = [ U_1 U_2 ] with U_1 ∈ F^{n2 ×n1} and U_2 ∈ F^{n2 ×n2} . Assuming U_2 is not invertible, there exists u ∈ F^{n2} such that [^0_u ] ∈ ker Ŵ_B S^{−1} which is in contradiction to (24), since Θ < 0. Thus, the matrix Ŵ_B S^{−1} is of the form B [ U I ] , with U ∈ F^{n2 ×n1} and B ∈ F^{n2 ×n2} invertible. Hence, (24) is equivalent to [ f^∗_1 f^∗_2 ] [ Λ 0 0 Θ ] [ f_1 f_2 ] ≥ 0 and Uf_1 + f_2 = 0, for [ f_1 f_2 ] ∈ F^{n1 +n2} (25)

which is equivalent to Λ + U^∗ΘU ≥ 0. This shows 4.

It remains to show that 4 implies 1. By [JaZw12, Lemma 7.2.3] it is sufficient to prove that A generates a contraction semigroup on (X, ⟨·, ·⟩). Due to the fact that Re P_0 ≤ 0, and bounded, dissipative perturbations of generators of contraction semigroups, again generate a contraction semigroup, see [EnNa99, Theorem III.2.7], without loss of generality we may assume P_0 = 0.

First, we prove the dissipativity of the operator A. Let x ∈ D(A) and define [_{f1} f_2 ] := Sx(0), where the unitary matrix S is given by (10). This implies Uf_1 + f_2 = 0 as Ŵ_B = B [U I] S. Thus, it yields Re ⟨Ax, x⟩ = −⟨x(0), P_1x(0)⟩_Fd = −⟨x(0), S^{−1} [ Λ 0 0 Θ ] Sx(0)⟩_Fd = −⟨Sx(0), [ Λ 0 0 Θ ] Sx(0)⟩_Fd = −(f^∗_1 Λf_1 + f^∗_2 Θf_2)

= −(f^∗_1 Λf_1 + f^∗_1 U^∗ΘUf_1) ≤ 0

by the last assertion of 4.

Further, thanks to the Theorem of Lumer-Phillips it remains to show that for every y ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^d ) there exists x ∈ D(A) such that x − Ax = y. Equivalently, by (10) it is sufficient to show that for every y_1 ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^{n1} ) and y_2 ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^{n2} ) there exist functions x_1 ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^{n1} ) and x_2 ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^{n2} ) such that

x_1 − Λx^′_1 = y_1, x_2 − Θx^′_2 = y_2 and Ux_1(0) + x_2(0) = 0.

Let y_1 ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^{n1} ) and y_2 ∈ L^2([0, ∞); F^{n2} ) be arbitrarily. Lemma 4.1.1 implies the existence of x_1 ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^{n1} ) with x_1(0) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−sΛ−1} Λ^{−1}y_1(s) ds and x_1 − Λx^′_1 = y_1. Finally, Lemma 4.1.2 shows that there exists a function x_2 ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); F^{n1} ) with x_2(0) = −Ux_1(0) and x_2 − Θx^′_2 = y_2. This concludes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Since AH generates a unitary C_0-group if and only if AH and −AH generate contraction semigroups c.f. [JaZw12, Theorem 6.2.5], the equivalence of assertions 1, 2, and 3 follows directly from Theorem 2.7 for −AH and AH.

Formulating assertion 4 of Theorem 2.7 for −A , we get Re (−P_0) ≤ 0, k = n_1, Ŵ_B = B̄ [I Ū] S and Θ+Ū^∗ΛŪ ≤ 0, where B̄ ∈ K^{n1×n1} is invertible. Thus, assertion 4 of Theorem 2.7 for −A and A is equivalent to Re P_0 = 0, k = n_1 = n_2 and Ŵ_B = B̄ [ I Ū ] S = B [ U I ] S with B and B̄ invertible. It yields B̄ = BU and B = B̄Ū with B, B̄ invertible. Therefore, we get ŪU = I and Ū, U invertible. Thus, we have Θ + Ū^∗ΛŪ ≤ 0 ⇔ U^∗ΘU + Λ ≤ 0. Choosing U_1 = BU and U_2 = B we get the assertion.

5 Examples

In this section we now illustrate our results by a number of examples. Networks of discrete partial differential equations on infinite networks are also considered in [Mu14]. Examples with J = [0, 1] and a finite-dimensional Hilbert space H can be found in [JaZw12].

Example 5.1. We choose J = [0, 1], H = ℓ^2(N) and consider the operator A given by Af = ∂ ∂ζ f (26)

on the domain D(A) = { f ∈ W^{1,2}((0, 1); ℓ^2(N))| [ I −L ] Φ(f) = 0 } . (27)

This means that the network is a path graph, see Figure 1.

Figure 1: Path graph

Clearly, A denotes a port-Hamiltonian operator with N = 1, P_1 = I, P_0 = 0 and W_B =^1_2 [ I + L I − L ] . Here L denotes the left shift and L^∗ = R the right shift, i.e., L : ℓ^2(N) → ℓ^2(N) is defined by L(x_1, x_2, . . .) → (x_2, x_3, . . .) and R : ℓ^2(N) → ℓ^2(N) is given as R(x_1, x_2, . . .) → (0, x_1, x_2, . . .). Clearly, it yields W_1 + W_2 = I, and thus, condition (6) is fulfilled. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 2.1 and check assertion 3: W_1 + W_2 is injective and

W_B ΣW^∗_B = 1 4 [ I + L I − L ] Σ [ I + L I − L ]_∗ = 1 4 [ I − L I + L ] [ I + L^∗ I − L^∗ ]

= 1 4 ((I − L)(I + L^∗) + (I + L)(I − L^∗)) = 1 4 (2I − 2LL^∗) = 0.

Hence, A generates a contraction semigroup. In the finite-dimensional setting we would expect that A also generates a unitary C_0-group, since W_B ΣW^∗_B = 0. However, we can apply Theorem 2.5, since condition (7) is fulfilled: ran(L) = ran(I), because the left shift is surjective. Using assertion 3 of Theorem 2.5, we can conclude that A does not generate a unitary C_0-group, since −W_1 + W_2 = −L and the left shift is not injective.

Example 5.2. We choose J = [0, 1], H = ℓ^2(N) and consider the operator A given by Af = ∂ ∂ζ f (28)

on the domain D(A) = { f ∈ W^{1,2}((0, 1); ℓ^2(N))| [ I T ] Φ(f) = 0 } , (29)

where T : ℓ^2(N) → ℓ^2(N) is defined by T (x_1, x_2, . . .) → 1 2 (−x_3 − x_4, −x_5 − x_6, −x_7 − x_8, . . .).

These boundary conditions imply that the network is a binary tree, see Figure 2. f_1f_2 f_3f_4f_5f_6 f_7f_8f_9f_{10}f_{11}f_{12}f_{13}f_{14}

Figure 2: Binary tree

We write f ∈ W^{1,2}((0, 1); ℓ^2(N)) as f = (f_1, f_2, . . .)^T , where f_i ∈ W^{1,2}((0, 1); C^d ) denotes a function on the i-th edge of the binary tree. Clearly, A denotes a port- Hamiltonian operator with N = 1, P_1 = I, P_0 = 0 and W_B =^1_2 [ I − T I + T ] . It yields W_1 + W_2 = I, and thus, condition (6) is fulfilled.

W_1 + W_2 is injective and T^∗ : ℓ^2(N) → ℓ^2(N) is given by T^∗(x_1, x_2, . . .) → 1 2 (0, 0, −x_1, −x_1, −x_2, −x_2, . . .). We obtain

W_B ΣW^∗_B = 1 4 (2I − 2T T^∗) = 1 4 I. Hence, A generates a contraction semigroup.

Example 5.3. Let J = [0, ∞) and A be given by (8)-(9).

1. Let P_1 < 0, that is, n_2 = d, and Re P_0 ≤ 0. In this situation AH with domain

D(AH) = H^{−1}D(A) = {x ∈ X | Hx ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); C^d ) and (Hx)(0) = 0}

generates a contraction semigroup on (X, ⟨·, H; ·⟩).

2. Let P_1 > 0, that is, n_2 = 0 and Re P_0 ≤ 0. Then AH with domain D(AH) = H^{−1}D(A) = {x ∈ X | Hx ∈ W^{1,2}([0, ∞); C^d )} generates a contraction semigroup on (X, ⟨·, H; ·⟩).

3. An (undamped) vibrating string can be modelled by

∂^2w ∂t^2 (ζ, t) = 1 ρ(ζ) ∂ ∂ζ ( T (ζ) ∂w ∂ζ (ζ, t) ) , t ≥ 0, ζ ∈ [0, ∞), (30) where w(ζ, t) is the vertical position of the string at place ζ and time t, T (ζ) > 0 is the Young’s modulus of the string, and ρ(ζ) > 0 is the mass density, which may vary along the string. We assume that T and ρ are positive functions satisfying ρ, ρ^{−1}, T, T^{−1} ∈ L^∞[0, ∞). By choosing the state variables x_1 = ρ^{∂w}_{∂t} (momentum) and x_2 =^{∂w}_{∂ζ} (strain), the partial differential equation (30) can equivalently be written as ∂ ∂t [ x_1(ζ, t) x_2(ζ, t) ] = [ 0 1 1 0 ] ∂ ∂ζ ([_1 ρ(ζ) 0 0 T (ζ) ] [ x_1(ζ, t) x_2(ζ, t) ])

= P_1 ∂ ∂ζ ( H(ζ) [ x_1(ζ, t) x_2(ζ, t) ]) , (31) where P_1 = [^{0 1}_{1 0} ] and H(ζ) =

[_{1ρ(ζ) 0}

0 T (ζ) ] . The boundary conditions for (31) are Ŵ_B (Hx)(0, t) = 0,

where Ŵ_B is a k × 2-matrix with rank k ∈ {0, 1, 2}, or equivalently, the partial differential equation (30) is equipped with the boundary conditions Ŵ_B [_{∂w} ∂t (0, t) T^{∂w}_{∂ζ} (0, t) ] = 0.

The matrix P_1 can be factorized as

P_1 = [ 1 −1 1 1 ] [ 1 0 0 −1 ] [ 1/2 1/2 −1/2 1/2 ] , This implies n_2 = 1. Thus, by Theorem 2.7 the corresponding operator (AHx)(ζ) = [ 0 1 1 0 ] ∂ ∂ζ ([_1 ρ(ζ) 0 0 T (ζ) ] x(ζ) ) ; D(AH) = { x ∈ W^{1,2}((0, 1); F^2 ) | Ŵ_B (Hx)(0, t) = 0 } , generates a contraction semigroup on (L^2((0, 1); C^2 ), ⟨·, H; ·⟩) if and only if

Ŵ_B = b 2 [ u − 1 u + 1 ] for b ∈ F\{0} and u ∈ F. More precisely, the partial differential equation

∂^2w ∂t^2 (ζ, t) = 1 ρ(ζ) ∂ ∂ζ ( T (ζ) ∂w ∂ζ (ζ, t) ) , t ≥ 0, ζ ∈ [0, ∞), (u − 1) ∂w ∂t (0, t) + (u + 1)T (0) ∂w ∂ζ (0, t) = 0, t ≥ 0, ρ(ζ) ∂w ∂t (ζ, 0) = z_0(ζ), ζ ≥ 0, ∂w ∂ζ (ζ, 0) = z_1(ζ), ζ ≥ 0,

where u ∈ F and z_0, z_1 ∈ L^2[0, ∞), possesses a unique solution satisfying ∫_∞ 0 ρ(ζ) [ ∂w ∂t (ζ, t) ]_2 + T (ζ) [ ∂w ∂ζ (ζ, t) ]_2 dζ ≤ ∫_∞ 0 z^2_0 (ζ) ρ(ζ) + T (ζ)z^2_1 (ζ)dζ

for t > 0, which means that the energy of the system is nonincreasing.

References

[Au16] B. Augner, Stabilisation of Infinite-dimensional Port-Hamiltonian Systems, Ph.D. thesis, University of Wuppertal, 2016. Available from: http://elpub.

bib.uni-wuppertal.de/edocs/dokumente/fbc/mathematik/diss2016/augner/
dc1613.pdf.

[AuJa14] B. Augner and B. Jacob, Stability and stabilization of infinite-dimensional linear port-Hamiltonian systems, Evolution Equations and Control Theory, 3 (2) (2014), 207–229.

[BaCo16] G. Bastin and J.-M. Coron, Stability and Boundary Stabilization of 1-D Hyperbolic Systems, (2016), Birkhäuser, Basel.

[BeKu13] G. Berkolaiko and P. Kuchment, Introduction to Quantum Graphs, Mathematical surveys and monographs, (2013), American Mathematical Society.

[En13] K.-J. Engel, Generator property and stability for generalized difference operators, Journal of Evolution Equations, 13 (2) (2013), 311–334.

[EnFi] K. J. Engel and M. Fijavz, Waves and diffusion on metric graphs with general vertex conditions, https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.03030.

[EnNa99] K.-J. Engel and R. Nagel, One-Parameter Semigroups for Linear Evolution Equations, (1999), Springer Science & Business Media, Berlin Heidelberg.

[EnNa06] K.-J. Engel and R. Nagel, A Short Course on Operator Semigroups, (2006), Springer Science & Business Media, Berlin Heidelberg.

[HiPr05] D. Hinrichsen, A.J. Pritchard, Mathematical Systems Theory I: Modelling, State Space Analysis, Stability and Robustness, (2005), Springer Science & Business Media, Berlin Heidelberg.

[JaMoZw15] B. Jacob, K. Morris, and H. Zwart, C_0-semigroups for hyperbolic partial differential equations on a one-dimensional spatial domain, Journal of Evolution Equations, 15(2) (2015), 439–502.

[JaZw12] B. Jacob and H.J. Zwart, Linear Port-Hamiltonian Systems on Infinitedimensional Spaces, Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, 223 (2012), Birkhäuser, Basel.

[Ko+08] V. Kostrykin, J. Potthoff and R. Schrader, Contraction semigroups on metric graphs In: Analysis on graphs and its applications, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., 77 (2008), 42-458.

[KoSc99] V. Kostrykin and R. Schrader, Kirchoff’s rule for quantum wires, J. Phys. A 32 (1999), 595-630.

[KuZw15] M. Kurula and H. Zwart, Linear wave systems on n-D spatial domains, Internat. J. Control, 88 (5) (2015), 1063–1077.

[LeZwMa05] Y. Le Gorrec, H. Zwart, and B. Maschke, Dirac structures and boundary control systems associated with skew-symmetric differential operators, SIAM J. Control Optim., 44 (2005), 1864–1892.

[Mu14] D. Mugnolo, Semigroup methods for evolution equations on networks, (2014), Springer, Berlin.

[MuNoSe16] D. Mugnolo, D. Noja, and C. Seifert, Airy-type evolution equations on star graphs, Preprint, (2016), Available from: https://arxiv.org/pdf/1608.01461.

pdf.

[Sc+15] C. Schubert, C. Seifert, J. Voigt and M. Waurick, Boundary systems and (skew-)self-adjoint operators on infinite metric graphs, Mathematische Nachrichten, 288 (14-15) (2015), 1776–1785.

[VaMa02] A.J. van der Schaft and B.M. Maschke, Hamiltonian formulation of distributed parameter systems with boundary energy flow, J. Geom. Phys., 42 (2002), 166–174.

[Vi07] J.A. Villegas, A port-Hamiltonian Approach to Distributed Parameter Systems, Ph.D. thesis, Universiteit Twente in Enschede, 2007. Available from: http://doc.

utwente.nl/57842/1/thesis_Villegas.pdf.

[Zw+10] H. Zwart, Y. Le Gorrec, B. Maschke and J. Villegas, Well-posedness and regularity of hyperbolic boundary control systems on a one-dimensional spatial domain, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var., 16 (4) (2010), 1077-1093.