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Exact Controllability for Stochastic Transport
Equations®

Qi Lii'

Abstract

This paper is addressed to studying the exact controllability for stochastic transport
equations by two controls. One is a boundary control in the drift term and the other is
an internal control in the diffusion term. By means of the standard duality argument,
the control problem is converted into an observability problem for backward stochastic
transport equations, and the desired observability estimate is obtained by a global
Carleman estimate. At last, we give some results about the lack of exact controllability
which show the action of two controls is necessary. To some extent, this shows that
the control problems for stochastic PDEs differ from its deterministic counterpart.
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1 Introduction

Let T > 0 and G C Ré(d € N) a strictly convex bounded domain with the C! boundary
I. Denote by v(x) = (v'(x),---,v%x)) the unit outward normal vector to I' at x. Let
Z1, T € I' such that

|Lf'1 — .CZ’Q‘Rd = maxi\xl — xQ‘Rd.
r1,22€G

Without loss of generality, we assume that 0 € G and 0 = Z; + Zo. Put R = max || a. Let
S

S92 (5 1€ RY |wfga = 1}
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Denote by
I s={(z,U) el xS U-v(z) <0}and I'ys= (I x S“ ') \T_s.

Let us define a Banach space L2 (I'_g) as the completion of all h € C5°(I'_ x S971) with the

norm

A 1
|hlL2,@r_s) = (—/ U- V|h|2dFdS)2,
I'_s

where dS denotes the Lebesgue measure on S?~!. Clearly, L2 (I'_g) is a Hilbert space with
the inner product (-,-)z2 ) given by

(h1, ho)rar_g) = —/ U - vhihodl'dS,
I_s
and L*(T'_g) is dense in L2 (T'_g).

Let (2, F, {F:}t>0, P) be a complete filtered probability space on which a one dimensional
standard Brownian motion {B(t)};>o is defined such that {F;}:>o is the natural filtration
generated by {B(t)}+>0, augmented by all the P-null sets in F. Let H be a Banach space.
We denote by L%(0,T; H) the Banach space consisting of all H-valued {F;}s>¢-adapted pro-
cesses X (+) such that E(| X (-) %2(07T;H)) < o0; by L¥(0,T; H) the Banach space consisting
of all H-valued {F;};>o-adapted bounded processes; and by L%(Q;C([0,T]; H)) the Ba-
nach space consisting of all H-valued {F;}:>¢-adapted continuous processes X (-) such that
E(IX ()12 o.r3.0)) < oo(similarly, one can define L3 (Q; C*([0, T]; H)) for any positive integer
k). All of the above spaces are endowed with the canonical norm.

The main purpose of this paper is to study the exact controllability of the following
controlled linear forward stochastic transport equation:

dy+ U - Vydt = [aly —i—/ as(t,x, U, V)y(t,z,V)dS + f|dt
gd—1
+[asy +v]dB(t) in (0,7) x G x 41,
y=u on (0,7) x I'_g,
L 9(0) = o in G x §41.

(1.1)

Here and in the sequel, V denotes the gradient operator with respect to z,
( 1y € L*(G x §471),
a; € LF(0,T; L®(G x ST1Y),
$ ay € LE(Q;CH[0,T); CHG x S¥71 x S471y)),
az € LF(0,T; L®(G x §%71)),
[ f € L%(0,T; L*(G x S*71)).

The boundary control function u € L%(0,7T; L?(I'_g)), and the internal control function
v e L0, T; L*(G x §471)).

We begin with the definition for the solution to the system (LII).
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Definition 1.1 A solution to the system (L)) is a processy € L%(Q; C([0,T]; L>(GxS41)))
such that for every T € [0,T] and every

¢ CHG xS, ¢ =0 onT,g,

it holds that

//Sd 1y(7,$,U)¢(93, U)deg:—/ /Sd 1y0(x,U)¢(I’ U)dSdz

///Sd (s, D) - Ve(z, U)dea:ds+// u(s,z, U)p(x, U)U - vdl_gds
:/0 /G/Sd lax(s, ,U)y(s,z,U) + f(s,2,U)]¢(x, U)dSdxds

+/OT/G/SM [/Sd as(s, z, U, V)y(t, @, V)dS}cb(:c, U)dSdxds

+/0 /G/Sdl [a3(8,x, U)y(s,z,U) 4+ v(s, x, U)]gb(x, U)dSdxdB(s), P-a.s. »

In Section 2, we will prove the following result.

Proposition 1.1 For each yy € L*(Q, Fo, P; L*(Q)), the system (L)) admits a unique solu-
tiony. Further, there is a constant C > 0 such that for every yo € L*(Q, Fo, P; L>(GxS41)),
it holds that

‘y‘LQ(Q'C([O T);L2(GxS1-1)))

< e (E|yO|L2(G><Sd 1+ |f|L2 (0.1:12(Gxsd-1y) + |2 2(0,1502,(M_g)) T |U|L2 (0,T;L2(Gx S~ 1)))
(1.3)
Here
o= ‘al‘%;O(QT;LOO(GXSd*l))_'_‘a2|L}°(Q;C’1([O,T];Cl(éx5’d*1><Sd*1)))_'_‘a3‘L%°(0,T;L°°(G><Sd*1)) + 1.

Now we give the formulation for the exact controllability of the system (L.TI).

Definition 1.2 System (1)) is said to be exactly controllable at time T if for every initial
state yo € L2(Q, Fo, P; L*(G x S971)) and every y, € L*(Q, Fr, P; L*(G x S%°1)), one can
find a pair of controls (u,v) € L%(0,T;L2(T_s)) x L%(0,T; L*(G x S* 1)) such that the
solution y of the system (L)) satisfies that y(T) =y, in L*(Q, Fr, P; L*(G x S471)).

We have the following result for the exact controllability of the system (LI]).

Theorem 1.1 System (L)) is exactly controllable at time T, provided that T > 2R.
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We put two controls on the system. Moreover, the control v acts on the whole domain.
Compared with the deterministic transport solution, it seems that our choice of controls is
too restrictive. One may consider the following four weaker cases for designing the control.

1. Only one control is acted on the system, that is, w = 0 or v = 0 in (L.I]).

2. Neither u nor v is zero. But v = 0 in (0,7") X Gy, where Gy is a nonempty open subset
of G.

3. Two controls are acted on the system. But both of them are in the drift term.

4. The time T < 2R.

It is easy to see the lack of exact controllability for the fourth case. Indeed, if the system
(L1) is exactly controllable at some time T' < 2R, then one can get the exact controllability
of a deterministic transport equation on G at time 7" with a boundary control acted on I' _g,
which is obviously untrue. For the other three cases, according to the controllability result
for deterministic transport equations, it seems that the system should be exact controllable.
However, it is not the truth. Indeed, we have the following result.

We establish the exact controllability of the system (ILI]) by employing two controls. As
we all know, deterministic transport equations are exactly controllable by utilizing only one
boundary control. It is natural to ask whether one control is enough to achieve the exact
controllability for stochastic transport equations. Indeed, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.2 Ifu =0 or v = 0 in the system (L)), then the system (L)) is not exactly
controllable at any time T'.

Theorem shows that two control is necessary for exact controllability. However, the
control v in the diffusion term ia acted on the whole domain G, one may expect to get the
exact controllability of (ILI]) with v supported in a subdomain of G. However, this wish
cannot be true.

Theorem 1.3 Let Gy be a nonempty open subset of G. If v =0 (0,T) x Gy, then the system
(LI is not exactly controllable at any time T .

For the third case, we consider the following controlled equation:

dy + U - Vydt = [aly + / as(t,z, U, V)y(t, z,V)dS + f + e] dt
gd—1
+azydB(t) in (0,T) x G x S,
y=u on (0,7) xI'_g,
L y(0) = o in G x S%1,
(1.4)

Here ¢ € L%(0,T; L*(Q@)) is a control.

Theorem 1.4 The system ([L4) is not exact controllable for any T > 0.



In order to prove Theorem [T we make use of the classical duality argument. We obtain
the exact controllability of the system ([LI]) by establishing an observability estimate for the
following backward stochastic transport equation:

dz+U - Vzdt= [blz + / bo(t,x, V,U)z(t,x, V) + b3 Z|dt
Sd—1
+(bsz + Z)dB(t) in (0,7) x G x S,
z2=0 on (0,7) x T'y,
| 2(T) = 2r in G x S4-1.
(1.5)

Here
(2p € L2(Q, Fr, P; L*(G x ST71)),

by € LF(0,T; L=(G x S™)),
by € LE (S CH([0,T]; CHG x S x S§471)),
bs € LF(0,T; L=(G x S%71)),
( by € LE(0,T; L>(G x S471)).

Before studying the observability estimate for the equation (LX), we first give the defi-
nition of the solution to it.

Definition 1.3 A solution to the equation (LI) is a pair of stochastic processes
(2,2) € LF(0,T; L*(G x S¥™Y)) x L%(0,T; L*(G x S*1))

such that for every ¢ € C°(G x ST1) and a.e. (1,w) € [0,T] x Q, it holds that

/G /S (@, U)d(z, U)dSdz — /G /S @, U)y (e, U)dSda

N /TT /G /S (s, 2, U)U - V(z, U)dSdxds

:/ /G/sdl [bl(s,:z, U)z(s,z,U) + bs(s,z,U)Z(s, x, U)}@D(:z)dexds (1.6)

- /TT /G /5 [ [S bo(t, 2, V. U)z(t, , V)dS}w(a:, U)dSdxds
+/TT /G /S [ba(s, 2, U)z(s,2,U) + Z(s,2,U) |¢(x, U)dSdwd B(s).

In Section 2, we will establish the following result.

Proposition 1.2 For any zr € L*(Q, Fr, P; L?>(G x S471)), the equation (LEH) admits a
unique solution (z,Z). Moreover, (z, Z) satisfies that

2| e 0,2 (@xst-1)) T | 2|12 0/m 22 (Gxs0-1)) < e 27| L2, Fp P12 (GxSE-1)),s (1.7)
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where
4
A

Ty = Z ‘biﬁ}o(O,T;Lw(Gde*l)) + ‘b2‘L}O(Q;Cl([O,T];Cl(édeﬂ><Sd*1))) + 1.
i=1,i£2

Now we give the definition of the exact observability for the equation (LH).

Definition 1.4 FEquation (LH) is exactly observable at time T if there exists a constant
C(by, by, b3, by) such that all solutions of the equation (LX) satisfy that

‘ZT‘L?(QJT,P;B(stdfl)) < C(bl, ba, b3, b4)(|Z‘L2F(O,T;L§U(Ffs)) + |Z|L2f(O,T;L2(G><Sd*1)))' (1-8)

The solution z only belongs to L%(0,T; L?*(G x S?71)), hence, it is not obvious that z|p_
belongs to L%(0,T; L2 (T'_)). Fortunately, it is true by the following result.

Proposition 1.3 Let (z,2) € L¥(0,T; L*(G x S?71)) x L%(0,T; L*(G x S%71)) solves the
equation (D) with the terminal state zp. Then

‘Z|%§__(O,T;L%U(F,S)) < €CT2E‘ZT‘2LQ(G><S‘1*1)‘

Remark 1.1 The fact that z|r_, € L%(0,T; L2 (T _g)) is sometimes called a hidden reqular-
ity property. It does not follow directly from the classical trace theorem of Sobolev space.

It follows from Proposition [[.3] that \z|%2 (07212 (T_s)) makes sense. Now we give the result
F\Us L Loy —

for the exact observability of the equation ([LL3).
Theorem 1.5 IfT > 2R, then the equation (LB]) is exactly observable at time T .

In spite of its simple linear form, the transport equation governs almost every diffusion
processes (see [7] for example). Moreover, it is a linearized Boltzmann equation, and it is
related to the equations of fluid dynamics such as the Euler and the Navier-Stokes equations.
It is desired to study the stochastic transport equations since it is an model when the system
governed by the transport equation is perturbed by stochastic influence. The stochastic
transport equation is extensively studied now (see [3| [5] for example).

The controllability problems for linear and nonlinear deterministic transport equations
are well studied in the literature (see [11 16, 18, 9], [12] and the references cited therein). On the
contrast, to our best knowledge, there is no published paper addressed to the controllability
of the stochastic transport equation.

Generally speaking, there are three methods to get the exact controllability of the deter-
ministic transport equation. The first and most straightforward one is utilizing the explicit
formula of the solution. By this method, for some simple transport equations, one can explic-
itly give a control steering the system from every given initial state to each given final state,
provided that the time is large enough. On one hand, it seems that this method cannot be
used to solve our problem since we do not know the explicit formula for the solution to the
system ([L.T)). On the other hand, we borrow this idea to prove our negative result (Theorem
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[L2). The second one is the extension method. This method was first introduced in [13] for
obtaining the exact controllability of wave equations. It is useful to solve the exact control-
lability problem for many hyperbolic equations. However, it seems that it is only valid for
time reversible systems. The third and most popular method is based on the duality between
controllability and observability. Solving the exact controllability problem is transformed to
establishing some suitable observability estimate, and the desired observability estimate is
obtained by a global Carleman estimate (see [9] for example).

Similar to the deterministic setting, we shall use a stochastic version of the global Carle-
man estimate to derive the inequality (L4]). For this, we borrow some idea from the proof of
the observability estimate for deterministic transport equations (see [9] for example). How-
ever, the stochastic setting will produce some more undesired terms in the computation. We
cannot simply mimic the method in [9] to solve our problem.

In the literature, in order to obtain the observability, people usually combine the “Carle-
man estimate” and “Energy estimate” (see [0, [14] for example). In this paper, we deduce the
inequality (I.4]) by our global Carleman estimate directly. Indeed, our method even provide
a simpler proof for the observability estimate for deterministic transport equation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first present the proofs of
Proposition [LTHL.3l Then we also give a weighted identity, which will play an important role
in establishing the global Carleman estimate for the equation (LE). Further, we give a lemma
which is utilized to show the lack of exact controllability results. Section 3 is addressed to
proving Theorem and Section 4 is devoted to proving Theorem [T At last, in Section
5, we prove Theorem [.2HI. 4l

2 Some preliminaries

In this section, we present some preliminary results. We first establish the well-posedness of
the equation (ILT]) and (LXH). Then, we prove a fundamental weighted identity which plays a
key role in proving the observability estimate of the equation (LH). At last, we give a lemma
that is used to show the lack of exact controllability.

Proof of Proposition[I.1: The existence of the solution. Let us first deal with the
case in which

we Lx(Q;C*([0,T); Hy (G x ST N H*(G x $*71))), u(0,-,-) =0 on T'_g, P-as.,
yo € L*(Q, Fy, P; HY(G x S 1)) and yp =0on T'_g, P-as.,
frv € L%(0,T; Hi (G x S7h)).
(2.1)
Here Hyp (G x S971)) 2 fu:ue HY(G x S%1), w=0on g}



Let us consider the following equation:

dw + U - Vwdt = (alw +/ az(t,z, U, V)w(t,z,V)dS + f)dt
Sd—1
+(asw + v)dB(t) + ayudB(t) in(0,T)xG x S41,
w(t,0)=0 on (0,7) xT'_g,
L w(0) = yo in G x S41.
(2.2)

Here

f=—-w—U-Vu+au +/ as(t,z, U, V)u(t,z,V)dS + f.
Sd—1

Clearly, f € L%(0,T; HY(G x S™1)). Define an unbounded operator A on L*(G x S*1) as
follows:

Ah = —U-Vh, VYhe D(A).

It is an easy matter to see that D(A) is dense in L?(G x S%°!) and A is closed. Furthermore,
A satisfies the property that for every h € D(A),

{ D(A)={he H(Gx S""): h=0onT_g},

(Ah, h) 12(sa-1) = —// hU - VhdSdx = —/ U - v|h)2dI < 0.
G JS§d-1 F+S

One can easily check that the adjoint operator of A is

DA ={he H(Gx S*): h=0onT, s},
A*h=U-Vh, VYhe DA

For every h € D(A*), it holds that
(A*h, h)szsdﬂ = / / hUV hdx = / ap - 1/|h|2dF <0.
G Jgd-1 F,S

Then, we find that both A and A* are dissipative operators. Recalling that D(A) is dense
in L?(G x S%71) and A is closed. We know that A generates a Cy semigroup {S(¢)};>0 on
L*(G x S471) (see [4, Page 84] for example). Therefore, by classical theory for stochastic
partial differential equations(see [2, Chapter 6]), we know that the system (2.2]) admits a
unique solution

w e L C([0,T); (G x §°1))) N L4(0,T; D(4))



such that

/G/Sdlw(T,xW(:c)dex—/G/Sdl yo()d(x)dSda
_/OT/G/Sd1w(3a$)U'V¢(x)dexds

_ /0 ’ /G /S mls,a, Uyls,a,U) + f(s,,0)] o, U)dSdads

+ /0 /Sdl | /G /S sl U V)ulta, V)dS|é(z, U)dSdzds
—i—/T/ {as(s, 2, U)[w(s,z,U) +u(s,z,U)] + v(s,z,U) }¢(z,U)dSdzdB(s),
0o JaJsa
P-as., for any ¢ € C*(G x S“™), ¢=0o0nT,g, and 7 €[0,T].
(2.3)

Let
y(t,z,U) = w(t,z,U) +ult,z,U), Y(t,z,U)€[0,T]x Gx S

Clearly,
y € L3(Q: C([0, TJ; LA(G x $%1))) 1 L2(0, T D(A)).

From the equality (2.3]), we know that y satisfies

/G/Sdly“’x’ U)é(z, UWSd%/g/Sdl volz, U)é(z, U)dSdax

_/OT/G/Sdly(s’I’U)U'v¢(I’U)dexd8+/0T/GLd1“(5a95>U)U'V¢(ZE,U)de:Eds

:/OT/G/Sdl [al(s,at, O)y(s,z,U) + f(s,2,U) —uy(s,2,U) — U - Vu(s, x, U)}gb(x)dexdg

i /0 /G /g | /S as(t, @, U, V)y(t, 2, V)dS | 6(a, U)dSdads

—i—/ / / las(s, 2, U)y(s,z,U) + v(s,z,U)]|¢(z, U)dSdzdB(s),
0o JaJ s
P-as., for any ¢ € C*(G x S*™), ¢=0o0onT,g, and 7 € [0,7].



Utilizing integration by parts again, we see

/G/Sdl y(1.2,U)¢(z, U)dSdx — /G/Sd1 vol(, U)o, U)dSdz

_/OT/G/Sdl y(s,z,U)U - Vo(x,U)dSdxds
- /OT/G/sdl [al(s,x, O)y(s,z,U) + f(s,2,U) — uy(s, z, U)}(b(x)de:cds

" /0 /G /S [ /S ap(t,z, U, V)y(t, z, V)dS] o (z, U)dSdxds
" /OT /G /Sdl las(s, 2, U)y(s,z,U) +v(s,x,U)]¢(z,U)dSdzdB(s)

P-as., for any ¢ € C*(G x S, ¢=0o0nT,g, and 7 €[0,T].
(2.4)
Therefore, y is a solution to the system ([LI) under the assumption (2.1I). Furthermore, by
means of It6’s formula, we know that

E|y(t)|%2(gxsd—1)

t t
:E\yo|iz(GXSd1)—2E/// yUVded:cds+2E/// [/ agyds}dedms
0 JGJgi-1 o JaJgi1 L fga

t
i / / / 201 + 2y + (asy + v)?]dSdads
0 JGJgd-1

t t
< E\?JO&Z(stdJ) - E/o /F U - vu?dlds + QE/O /G\az‘C(stdlxsdl) /Sdl y2dSdrds
-8
(2.5)

t
2k / / / [y + % + f* + ady? + v?] dSdads
0 JGJSd-1

t t
< Elyo|72(gxsi-1) + 2E/0 /G/Sd 1 (a1 + a3 + 1)y*dSdzds — E/O /F U - vu?dD_gds
- -s

t t
+2E/ / |a2‘0(axsdflxsd—1) / y2dede + 2E/ / / (f2 + Uz)dede'
0 JG gd—1 o JoJga

This, together with Gronwall’s inequality, implies that

|?/|L%(Q;C([O,T];Lz(Gxgdﬂ)))

S 6CT1 (E|y0|L2(GXSd—1) + |u|L§_-(07T;L12U(F,s)) + |f|L2F(0,T;L2(G><Sd*1)) + |'U|L2;(0,T;L2(G><Sd*1)))‘
(2.6)
By a similar argument, we can show that if

(o, @, f,0) € L*(SQ, Fo, P; D(A)) x LH(Q, C*([0,T]; Hy (G x 5*71)))
XL3(0,T; Hy(G x §*7)) x L0, T; Hy(G x §*7))

10



d
T Gew o) € PRy PiD(A)) x LHOCH0, T L (G X 5)

x L2(0,T; HY (G x §971)) x L%(0,T; H} (G x S471)),
then we can find corresponding solutions
9,9 € LE(Q; C((0. T); L*(G x 871))) N L(0, T; D(A))
such that
1T — Y12 2 (;C([0,T];L2(Gx S4-1)))
< e“" (Eljo — ¥ol r2(axsi-1) + | — Ulrz o1z sy If - Flizomi2@xsi-)
0 = 12 015120050 1))) -

Now let yo € L2(Q, Fo, P; L*(G)), u € L%(0,T; L2(T'_s)), f,v € L%(0,T; L*(G x S¢1)).
Let us choose

{yb 32 € L2 (Q, Fo, Py D(A)),  {u"}i2 € LE(Q, C*([0,T; Hy, (G x S71))),
{f" > C L%(0,T; Hy (G x S*71)), {v" oo C LE(0,T; HY(G x S471)),
such that )
hm yo = yo in L*(Q, Fo, P; L*(G x S471Y);

n—o0

(
lim u" = in L3(0,T; L (T _s));
#(

2.7
lim f* = fin L%(0,T; L*(G x S“1)); (27)
lim v™ = v in L%(0,T; L*(G x S471)).

For every given (yy,u™, f*,v™), by the argument above, we know that there is a unique
solution y,(+, ) to the system (LI]), which satisfies

//S (1,2, U)¢(x )dex—/G/Sdl vy (z,U)p(z,U)dSdx
+/0 /G/Sd1yn(3a93>U)U-Vcb(a:,U)dexds

—/ / U-vu"(s,z,U)¢(x,U)dl' _gds
0o Jr g

= /OT/G/Sdl [al(s,a:, O)yn(s,z,U) + f(s,2,U) —w(s, z, U)}gb(:)s)deatds

* /0 /G /S [ /S ax(t, 2, U, V)ya(t, 2, V)aS | é(x, U)dSduds
i /OT /G /Sd1 [as(s, 2, U)ya(s, 2, U) +v(s,z,U)] ¢(x, U)dSdwdB(s),

P-a.s., for any ¢ € CY(G x S, ¢=00onT,g, and 7 € [0, 7],
(2.8)
11



and
|Ynl L2 (@uc 011512 (G x59-1)))

< efn (E|y6‘|L2(GX5d71) + |un|L2F(0,T;LgU(LS)) + |fn|L2f(0,T;L2(G><Sd*1)) + |Un|L3f(0,T;L2(std*1))>'

Further, for any m,n € N, we have 29
|Z/n - ym|L%(Q;C([O,T};LQ(Gdefl)))
< e (Elyy — v’ 2(axsi-1y + [tn — Un|rzom2,w_g) T 1o = fulrzomre@xsi)
+|vn — Um\L;(o,T;LQ(stH)))-
(2.10)

By means of (2.7) and the inequality (2.10), we find that {y,}> is a Cauchy sequence in
L%(Q; C([0,T]; L*(G x S971))). Hence, there exists a unique y € L%(Q;C([0,T7]; L*(G x
S4-1))) such that

Yn — y in L%(Q; C([0,T); L*(G x S%7Y))) as n — +oo. (2.11)
Combining (28)) and (2.I1]), we obtain that

/Gfsd1 y(r,2,U)p(x,U)dSdx — /G/Sdlyo(x’ U)é(x, U)dSda
- /0 /G /S (s, 0)U - Vé(w, U)dSduds
N /oT /G /Sdl (a1 (s, 2, U)y(s,2,U) + f(s,2,U) — w(s, 2, U)]p(w)dSdzds

" /0 /G /S [ /S ap(t,z, U, V)y(t, z, V)dS] o (z, U)dSdxds
- /OT /G /Sdl las(s, =, U)y(s, 2, U) + v(s,z,U)|¢(x,U)dSdzdB(s),

P-as., for any ¢ € C*(G x S“™), ¢=0o0onT,g, and 7 €[0,T].
Further, from (2.9) and (2.11]), we find that

(2.12)

Yl 1300122 501))

< et (E|y0|L2(GX5d71) + |u|L§:(0,T;L?U(Ffs)) + |f|L2f(0,T;L2(G><Sd*1)) + |U|L2;(0,T;L2(G><Sd*1)))'

(2.13)
Hence, y is a solution to the system (LI]).
The uniqueness of the solution. Consider the following equation:
dy + U - Vydt = [aly n / as(t, z, U, V)y(t, z, V)ds] dt
Sd—1
+azydB(t) in (0,7) x G x S41,
y=0 on (0,7) x T'_g,
L y(0)=0 in G x S41.

(2.14)

12



Let y € L%(Q; C([0,T]; L*(G x S?71))) be a solution to the equation (ZI4). Then, by means
of Ito’s formula, we know that

Ely(t )|L2(G><Sd 1)

E|y0|L2(G><Sd 1 2IE/ // yUVded:L"dS—l—QE/ // / &deS}dedl’dS
Sd—1 Sd—1 Sd—1

+IE/ // [2a1y° + (azy + v)?]dSdzds
0 JG Jsi

t
< E|y0|%2(std71) - 2E/ / / (a1 + a3 + 1)y*dSdzds
0 JaJsi—1

t
+2E//|a2|01(cxsd1xsd1)/ y*dSdzds.
0 JG gd—1

This, together with Gronwall’s inequality, implies that

Yl 22 @cqomiz2(@xsi-1y) = 0.

Hence, we know that the equation (2.14]) admits only one solution y = 0, which concludes
the uniqueness of the solution to the system (L.]). m|

Next, we give a proof of Proposition [[.2
Proof of Proposition[1.2: The uniqueness of the solution. Let us suppose that

(z,2) € LF(0,T; L*(G x S471)) x L%(0,T; L*(G x S*71))

is a solution to (L) with 2(7") = 0. Then, by It6’s formula, for a.e. ¢t € [0,7], we find that

T
El2(t)|72(qu i1y = 2E/t /G/S [2U - Vz — b12* — byzZ|dSdxdt

T
E / / / (b= + 7)%dSdudt (2.15)
t G JS§i-1

T
< CT’zE/ |Z(S)|%2(std71)d3-
t
Therefore, by virtue of Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude that
z=0 in L3%(0,T; L*(@G)).

From the definition of the solution to the equation (ILH), for any 1 € C5°(G x S471), it holds
that

[ 0a6)209).0) gsu s + [ (206).0) s dB) =0

This, together with the uniqueness of the decomposition of the semi-martingale, leads to the
fact that (Z(-),¥)r2Gxse-1y = 0 in [0, 7], P-a.s. Hence

Z =0 in L%(0,T; L*(G x Sh).
13



The existence of the solution. We borrow some ideas from [I5]. Let {e;};- be
the eigenfunctions of the homogeneous Dirichlet Laplacian on L2(G x S97!) such that
|6i|L2(G><Sd*1) =1 (Z = 1, 2, s ) Let

A" = ((U : vei’6]')L2(G><Sd71))1§i,j§n’
B (t) = ((bkei, ej)LQ(std—l))lgiJSn for k=1,3,4,
B;L(t) = ((b27 ei>L2(Sd*1)7 ej)LQ(GXSdfl))ISi’an'

It is an easy matter to see that A" is a skew-adjoint matrix. Since by, € LF(0,7T; L>°(G x
S=1)) (k= 1,3,4), we know that

By, € LF(0, T;R™™) and |By |15 0,7.mmxn) < [bklre0,m:L0o(axsa-1y),  k=1,2,3.
From by € LE(Q; C1([0,T]; CL(G x S41 x §971))), we find that
Bgz c L?_-O(O,T, Rnxn) and |B£L|L3__O(O7T;Rn><n) S |b2|L3_.°(Q;Cl([0,T};Cl(é><Sd71XSd*I)))'

By the classical theory of backward stochastic differential equations (see [10, Chapter 1] for
example), we know that there is a unique

Zn = (Zn1, - s 2am) - € L%(Q;C([0, TT; R™))

and a unique
Zn = (Zats+++  Zoa) T € TH(0, T RY),

which solve the following equation:

{ dzp + A"z, = (BYzp + Bz, + By Z,) dt + (B z,, + Z,) dB(t) in [0,T], (2.16)

2 (T) = 27.
Here 24 = ((21, €1)12(Gxs0-1), - - » (21, €n)L2(GX5d71))T. Moreover, (z,, Z,) satisfies

4 n
C( Zk:l ‘Bk ‘i%o(O’T;Rnxn)'i'l)

T
| (20 Zn)|L;(Q;C([0,T];Rn))xL;(o,T;Rn) <e |27 | 1200, 7, PiL2(Gx 59-1Y)

< €| 2| 20,7 Pir2(G x5 1)) -
(2.17)
Let

2t = sz-ei € L%(0,T; L*(G x S471)),

=1

Z" =" Zyie; € L3(0,T; L*(G x S*71)).
i=1
By virtue of the inequality (2.17), we find that the sequence {z"}>] is uniformly bounded
in L%(0,T; L*(G x S*')). Hence, we know that there is a subsequence {2} of {2"},2,

which is weakly convergent in L%(0,T; L*(G x S%71)). Utilizing the inequality (2.17) again,
14



we see {Z"}72 is also uniformly bounded in L% (0, T; L*(G x S*7")). Hence, we know that

there is a subsequence {Zm} 20 of it, which weakly converges in L%(0,T; L*(G x S471)).
Denote by z (resp. Z) the weak limit of {2"}}25 (resp. {Z™},2%).
Let us now show that (z, Z) satisfies (L.G). Let v € C([0,7];R) such that

W e 20.1:R), 5(0) =0

Set v;(t) = v(t)e;. Multiplying the equation (Z16) by 7;(¢) and employing It6’s formula, we
have

(z;kv%(T))m(stdfl)
T d : ¢ T
= / (an (t), %) dt + / (znk (t), A”kfyi(t)>L2(std71)dt
0 L2(Gx8d4-1) 0
T T
B 00+ B 0070 st [ (B OZ 0.0 s 0

[ B0+ 270,50 s 1B

(2.18)
Letting k — 400, we arrive at
(ZTufyi(T))L%Gde*l)
’ di(t) !
_/0 (0. >L2(G><Sd 1 dt+/0 (20, U - V%) gt
T T
T / CIGEIRC) B / D iagssy 5O o
T T
+/0 (b3(t)Z(t)a7i(t)>L2 Gx8d-1) dt +/0 (t)a%(t))LZ(GXSdﬂ)dB(t)'
(2.19)
Thus, for any ¢ € C°(G x S%1), we have
(o1, 8) i)
T d T
:/0 (Z(t>7w)L2(G><Sd 1y 2§>dt+/ ( U- V¢)L2 GxSd—1) vt
T T
+/0 (bl(t>z(t)7¢)L2(std 1 dt_'_/() L2(Sd 1) w)LQ(stdl)fY(t)dt
T T
[ BOZ0.6) s O+ [ 0301200+ Z0).0) 00 1(0AB)
(2.20)
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For any 7 € (0,7, define ~. by

( €
0 if s <71——
, fs<7-3,
1
Ve(s) = —<s—7‘+£), ifT—E<S<T—|-E, (2.21)
€ 2 2 2
€
1 if s > —.
L5 13_7'+2

Substituting v in the equality (2.20) with ~. and letting ¢ — 0, we see that for a.e. (7,w) €
[0, 7] x €, it holds that

/G /S zr(2, U)ip(z, U)dSdx
:/G/sdlz(r,x, U)(z, U)dex_/TT/G/Sdlz(s,x, U)U - Vi(x, U)dSdads

+/T /G/Sd [b1(s, 2, U)z(s,2,U) + bs(s, z,U) Z(s, 2, U) |4 (x)dSdzds (2.22)

T
+/ // [/ bz(S,ZL',U,V)z(s,x,V)dS]deIds
T G J8§d-1 gd—1

+/T /G/sdl [64(8,1', U)z(s,z,U) + Z(s, x, U)]@b(:z, U)dSdzdB(s).

This means that (z, Z) satisfies (LG).

Further, we prove that the inequality (I7) holds. From the inequality (ZI7) and the
construction of (z,Z), we get that

/ / / (O + | Z(0)2)dSdudt < R / / p2dSdr.  (2.23)
Sd—1 gd—1

By means of the inequality (2.17) again, we know that for each fixed t € [0, 7], we can find a
subsequence {n;}2°, of {n;}3°, and a 2(t) € L*(Q, F;, P; L*(G x S%71)) such that {z"(t)}2,
converges to Z(t) in L*(Q, F, P; L*(G x S471)) weakly. Then, from (Z.IT), we get that

/ / t)|2dSdx < e“E / / |zr|?dSdx, (2.24)
gd—1 gd—1

where the constant C' is independent of ¢ € [0,7]. As a similar argument to obtain the
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equality (2.22)), we can get

/G /S zr(x, U)(, U)dSdx
:/G/s 27z, U)(z, U)dSdx — / ! /G /S o St V)

+/T /G/sdl [bl(S,ZL', U)z(s,z,U) 4+ bs(s,z,U)Z(s, x, U)]@D(:B)dexds (2.25)

T
+/ // [/ 53(871’,U,V)z(s,x,V)dS]dede
T JGJGI-1 gd—1

+/T/G/S (ba(s, 2, U)z(s,2,U) + Z(s,2,U))v (2, U)dSdzdB(s).

Therefore, we find that z(-) = Z() for a.e. (t,w) € [0,7] x €. From this and the inequality
(223)-([224), we conclude that the inequality (I.7)) holds. m|

Now we give a proof of Proposition [L.3l

Proof of Proposition[1.3: The proof is almost standard. Here we give it for the sake of
completeness. Let

XE{feHGxS"): f=00nT,g}.

Following the proof of Proposition (for this, one needs numerous but small changes), one
can show that if zp € L*(Q), Fr, P; X), then the solution

(2,2) € LF(0,T; X)) x L%(0,T; L*(G x S*7)).
By Ito’s formula, we see

E‘ZT‘B Gx§-1) — E[z(0 )‘L?(std 1)

__E / / / 2U - VzdSdadt + E / / / 2(b1z + b3 Z) + (baz + Z)?] dSdwdt
gd—1 gd—1

+E/ // z(t,x,U)[/ b2(t,x,U,V)z(t,:c,V)dS]de:cdt.
0o JaJsi1 Sd—1

Hence, we find

T
—E/ / U -vz2dl_gdt
0 I'_g

T
= E‘ZT‘iQ(GXSdﬂ)_E|Z(O>|%2(GXSd71) + E/o / /Sd 1 [22(b12 + b3 Z) + (bsz + Z)?|dSdxdt

T
+E/ // 2(t, x, U)[/ bo(t,z, U, V)z(t, x, V)dS]dexdt
0o JaJgi ga-1

S eCr2E|

(2.26)

2
ZT|L2(G><Sd*1)‘

(2.27)
17



For any 2y € L(S), Fr, P; L*(Gx 5%1)), we can find a sequence {z\"} | C L*(Q), Fr, P; X)
such that
lim 2" = zp in L3(Q, Fr, P; L*(G x ST1).

n—oo

Hence, we know that the inequality ([Z.27) also holds for 2z € L%(Q, Fr, P; L2(G x S¢°1)).
O

Next, we introduce a weighted identity, which will play a key role in the proof of Theorem
[LAl To begin with, we give some functions. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 such that ¢T" > 2R. Put

I=A(|z|* —ct?) and 0 =€ (2.28)
We have the following weighted identity involving 6 and .

Proposition 2.1 Assume that v is an H*(R")x L?(S91)-valued continuous semi-martingale.
Put p = 0v. We have the following equality

—0(l; + U - VI)p[dv + U - Vvdt]
1 1 1
= —id[(lt +U - w)pﬂ 35UV (L. + U - VI)p*] + 3 [lu +U-V(U-VI) (2.29)
+2U - Vi ]p* + = (zt + U - V) (dp)? + (I, + U - VI)*p?

Proof of Proposition[21]: By the definition of p, we have
O(dv+ U - Vo) =0d(0 'p) +0U - V(0 'p) =dp+U-Vp— (I, + U - VI)p.

Thus, we know
—0(l; + U - V)p(dv + U - Vv)

—(l+U-V)pldp+U-Vp— (Il + U-VI)p] (2.30)
—(l;+ U -V)p(dp+ U - Vp) + (I, + U - VI)*p*.

It is easy to see
.

1
—lipdp = —id(ltp ) + lttp + l (dp)?,

1 1 1
—~U - Vipdp = —=d(U - VIp*) + = (U - V1);p* + =U - Vi(dp)?,
2 2 2 531
1 1 (2.31)
—lpU - Vp=—3U - V(l;p®) + 5V Vip?,

1
—U VipU - Vp = ——U V(U - Vip*) + 5U V(U - VI)p?
From (2.30) and (2.31]), we obtain the equality (2.29). O

At last, we give a result which will be used to show the negative results, that is, Theorem

L2HL4
Set ' ,
’ { 1, ifte[1-2"T,(1-2"%NT), i=0,1,---,
’[7 =

—1, otherwise
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T
Lemma 2.1 [71, Lemma 2.1] Let § = / n(t)dB(t). It is impossible to find (o1,02) €

0
L%(0,T;R) x L%(0,T;R) and z € R with
lim E|,(t) — o(T))|* = 0,
t—T
such that

§:x+/0 Ql(t)dt+/0 02(t)dB(t). (2.32)

3 Proof of Theorem

This section is devoted to proving Theorem We complete the mission by employing a
global Carleman estimate for the equation (L.3]).

Proof of Theorem[LA: To start with, applying Proposition 2] to the equation (L) with
v = z, integrating ([229) on (0,7T) x G x S47!, and taking mathematical expectation, we get
that

T
9 / / / 02 + U - Vi)=(dz + U - Vdt)dSdadt
0 G Jsd-1
_E / / (T — 2U - 2)6*(T)22(T)dSdx + \E / / (T + 20T - 2)0(0)2(0)dSdx
G Js§d-1 G Jgd-1

T T
+2cAE / / U-v[ce(T —2t) — 2U - 2]6*2%dl_gdt+2(1 — c)\E / / / 0?2%dSdxdt
0 I'_g 0 GJ gd-1

T T
—l—E/ // O*(1,+U - V1) (byz + Z)zdea:dt—i-QE/ // 0*(l,+U - VI)?2*dSdxdt.
0o JaJsi 0o JaJsi
(3.1)
By virtue of that z solves the equation (LH]), we see

T
—9E / / / 02(1, + U - VI)z(dz + U - Vadt)dSdudt
0 G JSd-1

T
:21@/ // 92(lt+U-Vl)z<blz+/ bo(t, 2, U, V)2(t, 2, V)dS+ng>de:):dt
0o JaJgi gd-1

T T
<E / / / 0*(l, + U - VI)*2*dxdt + 3E / / / 0*(b12* + b3Z*)dSdxdt
0 G JSd-1 0 G J§d-1

T
+3E / / / 62
0 G JSsd-1

2
/ bo(t, o, U, V)z(t, , V)dS‘ dSdxdt.
Sd*l
(3.2)
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This, together with the equality (B.1I), implies that

)\E/G/Sdl(cT—2U-x)92(T) 2(p )dex+)\E//Sd (T 420 - )6°(0)2*(0)dSd

T
+2(1 — ¢)AE / / / 0*2*dSdxdt + E / / / 0*(l, + U - V1) (byz + Z)*dSdaxdt
0 G Jgi-1 0 G Jgi-1
T
+E / / / 0*(l, + U - VI)?2*dSdzxdt
Sd—1

< 3E / / / 0> (b32*+-b32%)dSdxdt —2c\E / / v[e(T — 2t)—2U - z]6*2*dl’_gdt
Sd—1

+3E / / / 62
0 G JSsd-1

Since

ba(t, , U, V)z(t, , V)dS‘ dSdzdt.
gd—1
(3.3)

T
E/ / / 0°(l, + U - V1) (byz + Z)*dSdxdt
0 G JS§i-1
T 1 T
0 G Jsd-1 2 0 o Jga

T
+IE/ // 0*(l, + U - VI + 2) Z*dSdzdt,
0 G JS§i-1

by means of the inequality (B.3]), we find

AE/G/Sdl(cT—QUw)Gz(T) 2(T )de:c+>\E//Sd (e +2U - 2)6(0)2*(0)dSda

T
+2(1 — ¢)\E / / / 0*2*dSdxdt — 3E / / / 0*(b2 + by + b3) 22 dSdadt
0 G JS§d-1 0 G JS§d-1

T
2 2.2
—3|b2|L;°(Q;L°°(o,T;C(Exsd1xsd1)))E/0 /G/sdl 0°2°dSdxdt

(3.4)
T
< 3E / / / 0°[b3 + 2 + Az — cAt] Z*dSdxdt
0 G Jgd-1
T
—2cAE / / U-v[e(T —2t) — 2U - 2]6*2%dl_gdt.
I' s
Owing to |z| < 2R, we know that
(¢ —2R)E / / T)dSdx < E/ / )T — U - 2)2*(T)dSdx,

gd—1 gd—1 (3 5)

(cI' = 2R)E // 0)dSdx < E// 0)(cT + U - )2*(0)dSdz.
Sd—1 Sd—1



Taking
3

2 2
M= g Btz oris sy + Palipqimoro@xseixsin)

+‘b4‘i;9(0,T;L°°(G><Sd*1)) + |b4|i°f°(0,T;L°°(G><Sd*1)))’

for any A > Ay, it holds that

T
3E / / / 0> (b2 + by + b}) 22 dSdadt
0 G JS§d-1

T
2 2.2
+3|b2 L;O(Q;Loo(o,T;C(std1xsd1)))E/0 /G/sdl 0°2°dSdzdt

T
<2(1-— c))\IE/ / / 0 2*dSduxdt.
0o JaJsi

From (B.4)-(3.6), and noting that ¢I" > 2R, we find that
IE/ / 0*(T, x)2*(T, z)dSdx
G Jga-1
T
< IE/ / / 0% (b3 + 2Xx — 2cAt) Z*dSdxdt
0o JgJsi1
T
—2c>\E/ / U-v|e(T —2t) — 2U - z]6°2*dD_gdt.
0 I'_g
By the definition of 8, we have

_ 2 2
60)\T §9§64)\R.

This, together with the inequality (3.7)), shows that

e_QCATZE// 22dSdx
G Jsa-1

T T
< O LE / / / Z2dSdxdt + E / / U-vz2dl_gdt %,
0o JGgJsa-1 0o Jr_g

which implies that

E// Zdx
G Jsa-1

T T
< CemlT“SMRQ{E / / / 22dSdedt + E / / U-uz%zr_sdt}
0o JaJga1 0o Jr_g

T T
< ec"%{E / / / Z2drdt + E / / U~uz2dF_5dt}.
o JagJsit 0o Jr_g

This completes the proof.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

This section is addressed to a proof of Theorem [Tl

Proof of Theorem [1.1: Since the system (I.T]) is linear, we only need to show that the
attainable set Az at time T' with initial datum y(0) = 0 is L2(2, Fp, P; L*(G x S471)), that
is, for any y; € L*(Q, Fr, P; L*(G x S%° 1)), we can find a pair of control

(u,v) € L3(0,T; L3,(L*(T-s))) x L3(0,T; L*(G x $71))

such that the solution to the system (L)) satisfies y(T') = y; in L*(G x S971), P-a.s. We
achieve this goal by duality argument.

Let by = —aq, by = —ay and b3 = —a3 and by = 0 in the equation (L.5). We introduce
the following linear subspace of L%(0,T; L2 (L*(I'_s))) x L%(0,T; L*(G x S41)):

x = {( - z|F75,Z)

(z, Z) solves the equation (LH) with some
or € L2(Q, Fr, P; L2(G x Sd—l))}
and define a linear functional £ on X as follows:

T
L(z(+,0),2) :E// ylszSd:L’—E/ // zfdSdxdt.
G Jgi-1 o JaJsi

From Theorem [[L5] we see that £ is a bounded linear functional on X. By means of the
Hahn-Banach theorem, £ can be extended to be a bounded linear functional on the space
L%(0,T; L2 (L*(T_g))) x L%(0,T; L*(G x S471)). For simplicity, we still use £ to denote this
extension. Now, by Riesz Representation theorem, we know there is a pair of random fields

(u,v) € L3(0,T; Li,(L*(T-s))) x L3(0,T; L*(G x $71))

T
E// ylszde—E/ // zfdSdxdt
G J i1 0 JaJsi-t
T T
= —IE/ / U - VzudF_Sdt+E/ // vZdSdxdt.
0o Jr_g 0 JaJgi

We claim that this pair of random fields (u, v) is exactly the control we need. Indeed, by
means of Ito’s formula, we have

B[ [ ur)asi
G Jsi-1
T T
0o JaJgi1 P
T T
HE/ // (/ agde)zdexdt+E/ // (—U - Vzy—aryz—asyZ)dSdzdt
0 JGJsim R Jedt 0o JgJsi1
T
—E / / / ( / asydS) zdSdrdt.
0 G JSd-1 Sd—1
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Hence, it holds that

// NzrdSdr —E / // zfdSdxdt

Sd= 1 gd—1

= —IE/ / U - vzudl'_gdt + E/ / / vZdSdxdt.
0o Jr_g 0o JaJgi1

From (4.1)) and (4.3]), we see

// Yy 2rdSdr = / / NzrdSdz. (4.4)
gd—1 gd— 1

Since zp can be arbitrary element in L?(Q, Fr, P; L*(G x S%71)), from the equality (@4, we
get y(T) =y, in L*(G x S471), P-as. O

(4.3)

5 Proof of the lack of exact controllability

The purpose of this section is to give a proof of Theorem [L2HI.4l In order to present the
key idea in the simplest way, we only consider a very special case of the system (ILT), that
is, G =(0,1), a1 =0,a3 =0,a3 =1, ag =0 and f = 0. The argument for the general case
is very similar.

Proof of Theorem[L.3: We first show that if v = 0 in L%(0,T; L*(0,1)), then the system
(1) is not exactly controllable at any time 7. In this case, the system we study is as follows:

dy + y.dt = ydB(t) in (0,7) x (0,1),
y(t,0) = u(t) on (0,7) x {0}, (5.1)
y(0) = yo in (0,1).

It is easy to see the solution of the system (B.1l) is

eB(t)_%yo(x —t), ifx >t
y(t,z) = { (5.2)

POt — ), ifa<t.
Here a(t) = e B+ 34(t). We first deal with the case T > 1. Choose a
§ € L*(Q, Fr, P; L*(0,1)) such that x1 1§ ¢ L*(Q, Fr_1, P; L*(0,1)).
Set y; = X(%J)eB(T)_%yj. Then we know that for any control u € L%(0,T;R), it holds that
y1 # y(T) in L*(€, .7:T, P; L*(0,1)). Otherwise we get X(p_yr_1)u = X1 ¥ in (3, 1), which

means that x_yr_1)u ¢ L3(9, Fr_1, P; L*(0,1)). This leads to a contradiction.
Now we treat the case T < L. The idea is the same as the proof for 7' > L. Choose a

y € L*(, Fr, P; L*(0,1)) such that xq_r17 ¢ L*(Q, Fo, P; L*(0,1)).
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Set y; = X(l_T71)eB(T)_%'g. Then we have y; # y(T) in L*(Q, Fr, P; L*(0,1)), for any control
uw € L%(0,T;R). If not, we find x1-r1)%0 = xa-11)7 ¢ L*(Q, Fo, P; L*(0,1)), which leads
to a contradiction.

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem for w = 0. In this case, the system (1))

reads as
dy + y.dt = (1 + f)dB(t) in (0,7) x (0,1),

y(t,0) =0 on (0,T) x {0}, (5.3)
y(0) = wo in (0,1).

Since the system (5.3]) is linear, we only need to show that the attainable set Ar at time T
for initial datum yo = 0 is not L*(2, Fr, P; L?(0,1)). The solution of the system (L4 is

y(T) = S(T)yo + / S(T — )[1+ f(s)]dB(s). (5.4)

Here {S(t)}i>0 is the semigroup introduced in Section 2. One can see [2, Chapter 6] for

establishing (5.4)).
From (5.4), we find E(y(T)) = E(S(T)yo). Thus, if we choose ay; € L*(Q, Fr, P; L*(0,1))
such that E(y;) # 0, then y; is not in Ay, which completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[1.3: Put
VE {v:veL2(0,T;L2(0,1)), v = 0 in (0,T) x Go}.

Let & be given by Lemma [ZTl Choose a 1) € C5°(Gp) such that [¢|12) = 1 and set yp = £
We will show that yr cannot be attained for any yo € R, u € L%(0,T;R) and v € V. This
goal is achieved by contradiction argument. If there exist a u € L%(0,T;R) and a v € V such
that the corresponding solution y(-) satisfies y(1') = yr, then by It6’s formula, we obtain

¢ = [ yrvds
:/Gyoq/de—/OT/G¢ywd:cdt—|—/OT/Gw(ijv)d:ch(t) (5.5)

:/Gyoqu;p-|-/0T(/waydzv>dt—l—/0T(/G¢yd$)d3(t)~

It is clear that both / Yydr and / Yydz belong to L%(0,T;R). Further,
G G

li
t—T

mE‘/Gwy(t)d:c—/Gwy(T)d:c‘Z:}L%E‘/Gw[y(t)—y(T)]dx‘z:O.

These, together with (5.5]), contradict Lemma 2.1 O

Proof of Theorem[1.4): The proof is similar to the one for Theorem [[.3

Let £ be given by Lemma 2.1l Choose a 1 € C5°(G) such that |¢[r2) = 1 and set
yr = &. We will show that yr cannot be attained for any yo € R, u € L%(0,T;R)
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and ¢ € L%(0,7;L*0,1)). It is done by contradiction argument too. If there exist a
u € L%(0,T;R) and an ¢ € L%(0,7;L*(0,1)) such that the corresponding solution y(-)
satisfies y(T") = yr, then by Itd’s formula, we obtain

¢ = [ wrvds
/yowdzz—/ /@b dxdt—l—/ /wydzde (5.6)
_ /G vtz + /0 ( /G boydz + /G de)dH /0 ( /G wyd:c)dB(t).

It is clear that both / Ypydr + / Yldx and / Yydz belong to L%(0,T;R). Further,
G G G

limE’ / Dy (t)de — / wy(T)d:c’ - hmE’ / [y )]dm‘ — 0.

t—T Ie Ie

These, together with (5.6]), contradict Lemma 2.1 O
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