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Abstract. This paper is concerned with the null controllability for linear
backward stochastic parabolic equations with dynamic boundary conditions
and convection terms. Using the classical duality argument, the null controlla-
bility is obtained via an appropriate observability inequality of the correspond-
ing adjoint forward stochastic parabolic equation. To prove this observability
inequality, we develop a new global Carleman estimate for forward stochastic
parabolic equations that contains some first-order terms in the weak diver-
gence form. Our Carleman estimate is established by applying the duality
technique. Moreover, an estimate of the null-control cost is provided.

1. Introduction and main results

The controllability of partial differential equations (PDEs for short) has been dis-
cussed in many works during the last years including parabolic equations, see, e.g.,
[11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 29, 31, 39], and the field is still highly active in the
research. In the literature, we also find numerous works and results on the control-
lability for stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs for short), particularly
stochastic parabolic equations, see for instance [2, 5, 3, 23, 24, 25, 28, 33, 34, 37],
and the references cited therein. The controllability results for some classes of sto-
chastic parabolic equations are studied with different kinds of boundary conditions,
including Dirichlet, Neumann, and Fourier boundary conditions, see [4, 28, 33, 34],
and with dynamic boundary conditions without the presence of convection terms,
see [5, 3]. Moreover, one can also find some interesting controllability results for
degenerate, fourth order, semilinear, coupled, and singular stochastic parabolic
equations, see, e.g., [10, 24, 26, 32, 35].
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By the duality argument, one can show that the null controllability problem
of linear PDEs or SPDEs is equivalent to an observability inequality for the cor-
responding adjoint equation. To prove this observability inequality, one of the
key tools is Carleman estimates which are some energy estimates with exponen-
tial weights and some parameters that can be taken large enough to absorb some
undesired and lower-order terms. These Carleman estimates were introduced by
T. Carleman in 1939 to prove the uniqueness of solutions to second-order elliptic
PDEs with two variables, for that see [6]. Now, such estimates become very useful
for studying various topics in applied mathematics such as controllability (e.g., null
controllability, exact controllability, approximate controllability, and so on), ob-
servability, stabilization, inverse problems, and the unique continuation property,
for both PDEs and SPDEs, see, for instance, [27, 28, 37, 39].

In this paper, we prove a new global Carleman estimate for forward stochastic
parabolic equations containing some weak divergence terms. This estimate will
prove the null controllability for general backward stochastic parabolic equations
with dynamic boundary conditions and some convection terms. The approach used
to establish our Carleman estimate is based on the duality technique, see [18, 23]
for more details.

Let T > 0, G ⊂ R
N be a given nonempty bounded domain with a C2 bound-

ary Γ = ∂G, N ≥ 2, let G0 ⋐ G be a given non-empty open subset which is
strictly contained in G (i.e., G0 ⊂ G) and G denotes the closure of G. Put
Q = (0, T ) × G, Σ = (0, T ) × Γ, and Q0 = (0, T ) × G0. Also, we indicate by
1G0

the characteristic function of G0.
Let (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P) be a fixed complete filtered probability space on which a

one-dimensional standard Brownian motion W (·) is defined such that {Ft}t≥0 is
the natural filtration generated by W (·) and augmented by all the P-null sets in
F . Let X be a Banach space, let C([0, T ];X ) be the Banach space of all X -valued
continuous functions defined on [0, T ]; and for some sub-sigma algebra G ⊂ F ,
we denote by L2

G(Ω;X ) the Banach space of all X -valued G-measurable random

variables X such that E
(
|X |2X

)
< ∞, with the canonical norm; by L2

F(0, T ;X )
the Banach space consisting of all X -valued {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes X(·) such
that E

(
|X(·)|2L2(0,T ;X )

)
< ∞, with the canonical norm; by L∞

F (0, T ;X ) the Ba-

nach space consisting of all X -valued {Ft}t≥0-adapted essentially bounded pro-
cesses with its norm is denoted by | · |∞; and by L2

F(Ω;C([0, T ];X )) the Banach
space consisting of all X -valued {Ft}t≥0-adapted continuous processes X(·) such
that E

(
|X(·)|2C([0,T ];X )

)
< ∞, with the canonical norm. Similarly, one can define

L∞
F (Ω;Cm([0, T ];X )) for any positive integer m.
Consider the following Hilbert space

L
2 := L2(G, dx) × L2(Γ, dσ),

which dx (resp., dσ ) denoted the Lebesgue measure (resp., surface measure) on G
(resp., Γ), equipped with the following inner product

〈(y, yΓ), (z, zΓ)〉L2 = (y, z)L2(G) + (yΓ, zΓ)L2(Γ).
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The main purpose of this paper is to establish the null controllability of the following
backward stochastic parabolic equation with dynamic boundary conditions:





dy + div(A∇y)dt = (a1y + a2Y +B · ∇y + 1G0
u) dt+ Y dW (t) in Q,

dyΓ + divΓ(AΓ∇ΓyΓ) dt− ∂A
ν y dt = (b1yΓ + b2Ỹ +BΓ · ∇ΓyΓ) dt+ Ỹ dW (t) on Σ,

yΓ(t, x) = y|Γ(t, x) on Σ,

(y, yΓ)|t=T = (yT , yΓ,T ) in G× Γ,

(1.1)
where a1, a2 ∈ L∞

F (0, T ;L∞(G)), B ∈ L∞
F (0, T ;L∞(G;RN )), b1, b2 ∈ L∞

F (0, T ;L∞(Γ)),
BΓ ∈ L∞

F (0, T ;L∞(Γ;RN )), (yT , yΓ,T ) ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2) is the terminal state, u ∈

L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G0)) is the control process and (y, yΓ, Y, Ỹ ) is the state variable.
We assume that the diffusion matricesA = (ai,j)i,j=1,2,...,N andAΓ = (bi,j)i,j=1,2,...,N

satisfy the following assumptions:

(1) A ∈ L∞
F (Ω;C1([0, T ];W 1,∞(G;RN×N))), and ai,j = aj,i for all i, j =

1, 2, ..., N .
(2) AΓ ∈ L∞

F (Ω;C1([0, T ];W 1,∞(Γ;RN×N ))), and bi,j = bj,i for all i, j =
1, 2, ..., N .

(3) There exists a constant β > 0 such that

〈A(ω, t, x)ξ, ξ〉RN ≥ β|ξ|2, (ω, t, x, ξ) ∈ Ω×Q× R
N ,

〈AΓ(ω, t, x)ξ, ξ〉Γ ≥ β|ξ|2, (ω, t, x, ξ) ∈ Ω× Σ× R
N ,

where 〈·, ·〉RN is the Euclidean inner product on R
N and 〈·, ·〉Γ is the Riemannian

inner product on Γ, which both will be denoted by a ·b = 〈a,b〉RN = 〈a,b〉Γ. Here
y|Γ denotes the trace of y, ∂Aν y = (A∇y · ν)|Γ designates the co-normal derivative
w.r.t A where ν is the outer unit normal vector at Γ. This co-normal derivative
couples the bulk and surface equations. The term div (resp., divΓ) denotes the
divergence (resp., tangential divergence) operator w.r.t to the space variable in G
(resp., Γ). Note that when A = IN the identity matrix, the co-normal derivative
becomes only the standard normal derivative ∂νy = (∇y · ν)|Γ and div(A∇y) = ∆y
the Laplacian operator of y. The term divΓ(AΓ∇ΓyΓ) represents surface diffusion
effects on the boundary Γ with ∇ΓyΓ := ∇y − (∂νy)ν, (where y is an extension of
yΓ up to an open neighborhood of Γ) is called the tangential gradient of yΓ on Γ.
See also that if AΓ = IN , we have divΓ(AΓ∇ΓyΓ) = ∆ΓyΓ, which is the Laplace-
Beltrami operator of yΓ on Γ.

Dynamic boundary conditions, also known as generalized Wentzell boundary
conditions have been considered for many equations in mathematical physics and
are motivated by various models such as chemical engineering, population dynam-
ics, special flows in hydrodynamics, and so on. For more details and the physical
meaning of this kind of boundary conditions, we refer the readers to [7, 15, 17].

System (1.1) (with u ≡ 0) combines the diffusion and convection in the bulk
and surface equations. It describes many diffusion phenomena such as thermal
processes with a particular speed. Such systems subject to stochastic disturbances
also take into account all the small independent changes during the heat process.
In this paper, we are interested in the study of the null controllability of (1.1), so
here the role of the control force u comes into play to guide the heat flow so that
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it is zero at the final time.

Throughout this paper, we denote by C a positive constant depending only on
G, G0, A, and AΓ which may change from one place to another. We also define the
following Hilbert space

H
1 = {(y, yΓ) ∈ H1(G) ×H1(Γ) : y|Γ = yΓ},

equipped with the usual inner product

〈(y, yΓ), (z, zΓ)〉H1 = 〈y, z〉H1(G) + 〈yΓ, zΓ〉H1(Γ),

with H1 are the standard Sobolev spaces endowed with the canonical inner product.
In Section 2, we show that (1.1) is well-posed i.e., for any (yT , yΓ,T ) ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;L2)

and u ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G0)), the equation (1.1) has a unique weak solution

(y, yΓ, Y, Ỹ ) ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1)× L2
F(0, T ;L

2).

Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|(y, yΓ)|L2

F
(0,T ;H1) + |(Y, Ỹ )|L2

F
(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
|(yT , yΓ,T )|L2

FT
(Ω;L2) + |u|L2

F
(0,T ;L2(G0))

)
.

The main result of this paper is the following null controllability of (1.1).

Theorem 1.1. For any given T > 0, G0 ⋐ G a nonempty open subset of G and
for all (yT , yΓ,T ) ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;L2), there exists a control û ∈ L2

F(0, T ;L
2(G0)) such

that the corresponding solution (ŷ, ŷΓ, Ŷ ,
ˆ̃
Y ) of system (1.1) satisfies

(ŷ(0, ·), ŷΓ(0, ·)) = (0, 0) P-a.s.

Moreover, the control û can be chosen such that

|û|2L2

F
(0,T ;L2(G)) ≤ eCK |(yT , yΓ,T )|

2
L2

FT
(Ω;L2), (1.2)

where K has the following form

K ≡ 1+
1

T
+|a1|

2/3
∞ +T |a1|∞+|b1|

2/3
∞ +T |b1|∞+

(
1+T

)(
|a2|

2
∞+|B|2∞+|b2|

2
∞+|BΓ|

2
∞

)
.

Remark 1.1. The null controllability of (1.1) with B ≡ BΓ ≡ 0 and A ≡ AΓ ≡ IN
is already established in [5, Theorem 5.1].

By the duality method, the null controllability of (1.1) can be reduced to the
observability inequality of the following forward stochastic parabolic equation:




dz − div(A∇z) dt = (−a1z + div(zB)) dt− a2z dW (t) in Q,

dzΓ − divΓ(AΓ∇ΓzΓ) dt+ ∂A
ν z dt = (−b1zΓ − zΓB · ν + divΓ(zΓBΓ)) dt

−b2zΓ dW (t) on Σ,

zΓ(t, x) = z|Γ(t, x) on Σ,

(z, zΓ)|t=0 = (z0, zΓ,0) in G× Γ,

(1.3)
where (z0, zΓ,0) ∈ L2

F0
(Ω;L2) is the initial state.

In Section 2, we prove that (1.3) is well-posed i.e., for any (z0, zΓ,0) ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2),

the equation (1.3) has a unique weak solution (z, zΓ) ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1). Furthermore,

|(z, zΓ)|L2

F
(0,T ;H1) ≤ C |(z0, zΓ,0)|L2

F0
(Ω;L2).
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To establish the null controllability result of system (1.1), we will prove the
following appropriate observability inequality of (1.3).

Theorem 1.2. For all (z0, zΓ,0) ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2), the corresponding solution of (1.3)

satisfies that

|z(T, ·)|2L2

FT
(Ω;L2(G)) + |zΓ(T, ·)|

2
L2

FT
(Ω;L2(Γ)) ≤ eCK E

∫

Q0

z2 dxdt, (1.4)

where K is as in Theorem 1.1 and C is the same positive constant appearing in
(1.2).

Remark 1.2. Note that in Theorem 1.2, we give an explicit form of the observ-

ability constant appearing in (1.4) which has the form CeCT
−1

when T is small.

Remark 1.3. In this paper, we prove the observability inequality (1.4) by develop-
ing a new global Carleman estimate for equation (1.3). Moreover, applying such a
Carleman estimate, it is easy to show the unique continuation property for solutions
of (1.3) i.e.,

z = 0 in Q0, P-a.s. =⇒ (z0, zΓ,0) = (0, 0) P-a.s.

As well known, the above property can be used to establish the approximate con-
trollability result for equation (1.1), which is formulated as follows: For any final
state (yT , yΓ,T ) ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;L2) and any desired state (yd, yΓ,d) ∈ L2

F0
(Ω;L2), and

all ε > 0, there exists a control function u ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G0)) such that the corre-

sponding solution (y, yΓ, Y, Ỹ ) to (1.1) satisfies

E|(y(0, ·), yΓ(0, ·))− (yd, yΓ,d)|
2
L2 ≤ ε.

In this paper, we will need the following special case of Itô’s formulas when we
want to show an energy estimate for solutions of equation (1.3) and for the duality
relation between solutions of (1.1) and (1.3). For more details about Itô’s formulas,
see, e.g., [28, Chapter 2].

Lemma 1.1. Let X,Y ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1(G)), X0 ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2(G)), YT ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;L2(G)),

Φ, Φ̃ ∈ L2
F(0, T ; (H

1(G))′) and Ψ, Z ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G)), such that for all t ∈ [0, T ],
the processes X and (Y, Z) satisfying respectively

X(t) = X0 +

∫ t

0

Φ(s)ds+

∫ t

0

Ψ(s)dW (s), P-a.s.,

and

Y (t) = YT −

∫ T

t

Φ̃(s)ds−

∫ T

t

Z(s)dW (s), P-a.s.

Then, we have

(1) For all t ∈ [0, T ],

|X(t)|2L2(G) = |X0|
2
L2(G) + 2

∫ t

0

〈Φ(s), X(s)〉(H1(G))′,H1(G) ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(Ψ(s), X(s))L2(G) dW (s) +

∫ t

0

|Ψ(s)|2L2(G) ds, P-a.s.
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(2) For all t ∈ [0, T ],

(X(t), Y (t))L2(G) =(X0, Y (0))L2(G) +

∫ t

0

〈Φ(s), Y (s)〉(H1(G))′,H1(G)ds

+

∫ t

0

〈Φ̃(s), X(s)〉(H1(G))′,H1(G)ds+

∫ t

0

(X(s), Z(s))L2(G)dW (s)

+

∫ t

0

(Y (s),Ψ(s))L2(G)dW (s) +

∫ t

0

(Ψ(s), Z(s))L2(G)ds, P-a.s.

In the above Lemma, (·, ·)L2(G) and 〈·, ·〉(H1(G))′,H1(G) denote respectively the

inner product in L2(G) and the duality product between H1(G) and its dual space
(H1(G))′ w.r.t to the pivot space L2(G).

Remark 1.4. We can also give a similar Itô’s formulas as in Lemma 1.1 for
some stochastic processes XΓ, YΓ ∈ L2

F(0, T ;H
1(Γ)). In general, for simplicity of

notations, we use the differential form of Itô’s formula which is given as follows
“d(X,Y ) = (dX, Y ) + (X, dY ) + (dX, dY )” where (·, ·) designed either the inner
product of the space L2(G) or L2(Γ).

Note that the operators div and divΓ appearing in the adjoint equation (1.3) are
to be understood in the weak sense. Dealing with this, we use the following result.
For the proof, see, e.g., [9, 19].

Lemma 1.2. For any F ∈ L2(G;RN ) and FΓ ∈ L2(Γ;RN ), we define the extension
of the operator divergence (resp., tangential divergence) of F (resp., FΓ) as the
linear continuous operator on H1(G) (resp., on H1(Γ)) as follows

div(F ) : H1(G) −→ R, v 7−→ −

∫

G

F · ∇v dx+ 〈F · ν, v|Γ〉H−1/2(Γ),H1/2(Γ),

divΓ(FΓ) : H
1(Γ) −→ R, vΓ 7−→ −

∫

Γ

FΓ · ∇ΓvΓ dσ.

Remark 1.5. Here, without saying it the notion of vectors on Γ must be interpreted
in the sense of vector field on the variety Γ, that is to say as a function γ : Γ → R

N

so that γ(x) ∈ TxΓ, where

TxΓ = {p ∈ R
N , p · ν(x) = 0}

is the tangent space at the point x ∈ Γ.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we study the well-posedness of
equations (1.1) and (1.3). In Section 3, we establish a global Carleman estimate for
general forward stochastic parabolic equations and deduce the proof of Theorem
1.2. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.1.

2. Well-posedness of equations

This section is devoted to studying the well-posedness of the forward (resp.,
backward) linear stochastic parabolic equation (1.3) (resp., (1.1)). For more details
on the well-posedness and regularity of solutions of stochastic equations, we refer
the readers to [8, 30, 38].

We first define the weak solution of the system (1.3).
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Definition 2.1. The process (z, zΓ) ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1) is said to be a weak solution of
(1.3) if for any (η, ηΓ) ∈ H

1 and all t ∈ [0, T ], it holds that
∫

G

(z(t)− z0)η dx+

∫

Γ

(zΓ(t)− zΓ,0)ηΓ dσ

= −

∫ t

0

∫

G

A∇z · ∇η dxds −

∫ t

0

∫

G

a1zη dxds−

∫ t

0

∫

G

zB · ∇η dxds

−

∫ t

0

∫

G

a2zη dxdW (s) −

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

AΓ∇ΓzΓ · ∇ΓηΓ dσds −

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

b1zΓηΓ dσds

−

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

zΓBΓ · ∇ΓηΓ dσds−

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

b2zΓηΓ dσdW (s), P-a.s.

We have the following well-posedness result of system (1.3).

Theorem 2.1. For any initial state (z0, zΓ,0) ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2), there exists a unique

weak solution (z, zΓ) ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1) of (1.3). Moreover,

|(z, zΓ)|L2

F
(0,T ;H1) ≤ C |(z0, zΓ,0)|L2

F0
(Ω;L2). (2.1)

Proof. For the uniqueness, let us suppose that (z, zΓ) ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1) is a weak
solution of (1.3) with initial condition (z0, zΓ,0) = (0, 0). Fix t ∈ [0, T ] and by Itô’s
formula in 1.1, we obtain that

E

∫

G

z2(t) dx + E

∫

Γ

z2Γ(t) dσ

= −2E

∫ t

0

∫

G

A∇z · ∇zdxds− 2E

∫ t

0

∫

G

a1z
2dxds− 2E

∫ t

0

∫

G

zB · ∇zdxds

+ E

∫ t

0

∫

G

a22z
2dxds− 2E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

AΓ∇ΓzΓ · ∇ΓzΓdσds− 2E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

b1z
2
Γdσds

− 2E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

zΓBΓ · ∇ΓzΓdσds+ E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

b22z
2
Γdσds.

Utilizing assumptions on A, AΓ and applying Young’s inequality, it follows that for
any ε > 0

E

∫

G

z2(t) dx + E

∫

Γ

z2Γ(t) dσ

≤ −2βE

∫ t

0

∫

G

|∇z|2dxds+ 2|a1|∞E

∫ t

0

∫

G

z2dxds+ εE

∫ t

0

∫

G

|∇z|2dxds

+ |B|2∞C(ε)E

∫ t

0

∫

G

z2dxds+ |a2|
2
∞E

∫ t

0

∫

G

z2dxds− 2βE

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|∇ΓzΓ|
2dσds

+ 2|b1|∞E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

z2Γdσds+ εE

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|∇ΓzΓ|
2dσds + |BΓ|

2
∞C(ε)E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

z2Γdσds

+ |b2|
2
∞E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

z2Γdσds.

Now, by choosing a small 0 < ε ≤ 2β, we conclude that

E

∫

G

z2(t) dx+ E

∫

Γ

z2Γ(t) dσ ≤ C

(
E

∫ t

0

∫

G

z2dxds+ E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

z2Γdσds

)
,
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where C is a positive constant depending on |a1|∞, |a2|∞, |B|∞, |b1|∞, |b2|∞, and
|BΓ|∞. Hence, by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that (z(t), zΓ(t)) = (0, 0). This
concludes the uniqueness of solutions of system (1.3).

For the existence of solutions, we borrow some ideas from [20, 38]. We first con-
sider an appropriate approximation of (1.3), and then we show that the sequence
solution of such approximation converges to the weak solution of (1.3). For sim-
plicity of notations, we denote by 〈·, ·〉1 (resp., 〈·, ·〉1,Γ) the duality pairing between
(H1(G))′ and H1(G) (resp., H−1(Γ) and H1(Γ)), under (L2(G))′ ≡ L2(G) (resp.,
(L2(Γ))′ ≡ L2(Γ)). We adopt also the notation (·, ·)0 (resp., (·, ·)0,Γ) for the inner
product in L2(G) (resp., L2(Γ)).

Let us now rewrite equation (1.3) under the following simple form





dz(t) = (A(t)z(t)− a1(t)z(t))dt − a2(t)z(t)dW (t) in Q,

dzΓ(t) = (AΓ(t)zΓ(t)− b1(t)zΓ(t))dt− b2(t)zΓ(t)dW (t) on Σ,

zΓ(t, ·) = z|Γ(t, ·) on Σ,

(z, zΓ)|t=0 = (z0, zΓ,0) in G× Γ,

(2.2)

where

A(t)z(t) = div(A∇z) + div(zB),

AΓ(t)zΓ(t) = divΓ(AΓ∇ΓzΓ)− ∂Aν z − zΓB · ν + divΓ(zΓBΓ).

Let (ei, ei,Γ)i≥1 be a Hilbert basis of H1, which is orthonormal as a basis of L2.
Fix an integer n ≥ 1, then for all i = 1, 2, ..., n, there exists zni ∈ L2

F (0, T ;R)
satisfying the following stochastic differential equation:






dzni(t) =

n∑

j=1

[
〈A(t)ej , ei〉1 − (a1(t)ej , ei)0 + 〈AΓ(t)ej,Γ, ei,Γ〉1,Γ

−(b1(t)ej,Γ, ei,Γ)0,Γ

]
znj(t) dt+

n∑

j=1

[
− (a2(t)ej , ei)0

−(b2(t)ej,Γ, ei,Γ)0,Γ

]
znj(t) dW (t), t ∈ (0, T ),

zni(0) = zni,0,

(2.3)

where zni,0 = 〈(z0, zΓ,0), (ei, ei,Γ)〉L2 . Let us define

(zn(t), zn,Γ(t)) :=
n∑

i=1

zni(t)(ei, ei,Γ) ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1).

Note also that

(zn,0, zn,0Γ) = (zn(0), zn,Γ(0)) −→ (z0, zΓ,0) in L2
F0

(Ω;L2) as n→ ∞. (2.4)

Now, by Itô’s formula, we deduce that for all t ∈ [0, T ]

E|zn(t)|
2
L2(G) − E|zn,0|

2
L2(G) + E|zn,Γ(t)|

2
L2(Γ) − E|zn,0Γ|

2
L2(Γ)

≤ CE

∫ t

0

∫

G

|zn|
2dxds− 2βE

∫ t

0

∫

G

|∇zn|
2dxds + CE

∫ t

0

∫

G

|zn||∇zn|dxds

+ CE

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|zn,Γ|
2dσds− 2βE

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|∇Γzn,Γ|
2dσds + CE

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|zn,Γ||∇Γzn,Γ|dσds.

(2.5)
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By Young’s inequality, (2.5) implies that for any ε > 0

E|zn(t)|
2
L2(G) − E|zn,0|

2
L2(G) + E|zn,Γ(t)|

2
L2(Γ) − E|zn,0Γ|

2
L2(Γ)

≤ CE

∫ t

0

∫

G

|zn|
2dxds − 2βE

∫ t

0

∫

G

|∇zn|
2dxds+ εE

∫ t

0

∫

G

|∇zn|
2dxds

+ C(ε)E

∫ t

0

∫

G

|zn|
2dxds + CE

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|zn,Γ|
2dσds− 2βE

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|∇Γzn,Γ|
2dσds

+ εE

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|∇Γzn,Γ|
2dσds+ C(ε)E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|zn,Γ|
2dσds.

Taking a small enough 0 < ε < 2β, we deduce that

E|zn(t)|
2
L2(G) + E|zn,Γ(t)|

2
L2(Γ) + E

∫ t

0

∫

G

|∇zn|
2dxds+ E

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|∇Γzn,Γ|
2dσds

≤ C(E|zn,0|
2
L2(G) + E|zn,0Γ|

2
L2(Γ)) + CE

∫ t

0

∫

G

|zn|
2dxds+ CE

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

|zn,Γ|
2dσds.

Then, it follows that

E|(zn(t), zn,Γ(t))|
2
L2 + E

∫ t

0

|(zn(s), zn,Γ(s))|
2
H1ds

≤ CE|(zn,0, zn,0Γ)|
2
L2 + CE

∫ t

0

|(zn(s), zn,Γ(s))|
2
L2ds.

Hence, by Gronwall’s inequality, we end up with

sup
0≤t≤T

E|(zn(t), zn,Γ(t))|
2
L2 + E

∫ T

0

|(zn(s), zn,Γ(s))|
2
H1ds

≤ C E|(zn,0, zn,0Γ)|
2
L2 .

(2.6)

Recalling (2.4), then from (2.6), we conclude that there exist a subsequence of
(zn, zn,Γ) (still denotes also by (zn, zn,Γ) for simplicity of notations) and (z, zΓ) ∈
L2
F(0, T ;H

1) such that as n→ ∞

(zn, zn,Γ) −→ (z, zΓ), weakly in L2
F (0, T ;H

1). (2.7)

We claim that (z, zΓ) is the weak solution of (1.3). To prove this fact, let us consider
γ : [0, T ] → R an absolutely continuous function with

.
γ(t) := dγ/dt ∈ L2(0, T ) and

γ(T ) = 0. For all integer i ≥ 1, set (γi(t), γi,Γ(t)) := γ(t)(ei, ei,Γ). From (2.3) and
by Itô’s formula, we obtain that

− (zn,0, γi(0))0 − (zn,0Γ, γi,Γ(0))0,Γ

=

∫ T

0

[
〈A(t)zn(t), γi(t)〉1 − (a1(t)zn(t), γi(t))0]dt−

∫ T

0

(a2(t)zn(t), γi(t))0dW (t)

+

∫ T

0

(zn(t),
.
γi(t))0dt+

∫ T

0

[
〈AΓ(t)zn,Γ(t), γi,Γ(t)〉1,Γ − (b1(t)zn,Γ(t), γi,Γ(t))0,Γ]dt

−

∫ T

0

(b2(t)zn,Γ(t), γi,Γ(t))0,ΓdW (t) +

∫ T

0

(zn,Γ(t),
.
γi,Γ(t))0,Γdt, for all i ≥ 1.
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It follows that for all (η, ηΓ) ∈ H
1, we have

− (zn,0, η)0γ(0)− (zn,0Γ, ηΓ)0,Γγ(0)

=

∫ T

0

[
〈A(t)zn(t), η〉1 − (a1(t)zn(t), η)0]γ(t)dt−

∫ T

0

(a2(t)zn(t), η)0γ(t)dW (t)

+

∫ T

0

(zn(t), η)0
.
γ(t)dt+

∫ T

0

[
〈AΓ(t)zn,Γ(t), ηΓ〉1,Γ − (b1(t)zn,Γ(t), ηΓ)0,Γ

]
γ(t)dt

−

∫ T

0

(b2(t)zn,Γ(t), ηΓ)0,Γγ(t)dW (t) +

∫ T

0

(zn,Γ(t), ηΓ)0,Γ
.
γ(t)dt P-a.s.

Hence, by integration by parts, we arrive at

− (zn,0, η)0γ(0)− (zn,0Γ, ηΓ)0,Γγ(0)

=

∫

Q

[
−A∇zn · ∇η − znB · ∇η − a1znη]γ(t) dxdt−

∫

Q

a2znηγ(t)dxdW (t)

+

∫

Q

znη
.
γ(t) dxdt +

∫

Σ

[
−AΓ∇Γzn,Γ · ∇ΓηΓ − zn,ΓBΓ · ∇ΓηΓ

− b1zn,ΓηΓ

]
γ(t) dσdt−

∫

Σ

b2zn,ΓηΓγ(t)dσdW (t) +

∫

Σ

zn,ΓηΓ
.
γ(t) dσdt.

(2.8)

Letting n→ ∞ and using (2.4) and (2.7), the equality (2.8) provides that

− (z0, η)0γ(0)− (zΓ,0, ηΓ)0,Γγ(0)

=

∫

Q

[
−A∇z · ∇η − zB · ∇η − a1zη]γ(t) dxdt−

∫

Q

a2zηγ(t)dxdW (t)

+

∫

Q

zη
.
γ(t) dxdt +

∫

Σ

[
−AΓ∇ΓzΓ · ∇ΓηΓ − zΓBΓ · ∇ΓηΓ

− b1zΓηΓ

]
γ(t) dσdt−

∫

Σ

b2zΓηΓγ(t)dσdW (t) +

∫

Σ

zΓηΓ
.
γ(t) dσdt.

(2.9)

For any t ∈ (0, T ) and ε > 0, we define γε by

γε(s) :=






1 if 0 ≤ s ≤ t− ε/2,

− 1
ε (s− t− ε/2) if t− ε/2 < s < t+ ε/2,

0 if t+ ε/2 ≤ s ≤ T.

Using γε in (2.9) and letting ε→ 0, we obtain that
∫

G

(z(t)− z0)η dx+

∫

Γ

(zΓ(t)− zΓ,0)ηΓ dσ

= −

∫ t

0

∫

G

A∇z · ∇η dxds −

∫ t

0

∫

G

a1zη dxds−

∫ t

0

∫

G

zB · ∇η dxds

−

∫ t

0

∫

G

a2zη dxdW (s) −

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

AΓ∇ΓzΓ · ∇ΓηΓ dσds −

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

b1zΓηΓ dσds

−

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

zΓBΓ · ∇ΓηΓ dσds−

∫ t

0

∫

Γ

b2zΓηΓ dσdW (s) P-a.s.

Hence, we deduce that (z, zΓ) ∈ L2
F (0, T ;H

1) is the weak solution of (1.3). More-
over, the desired inequality (2.1) follows immediately from (2.6) and (2.7). This
completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. �
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Now, let us define the weak solution of the following backward stochastic para-
bolic equation





dy + div(A∇y)dt = (a1y + a2Y +B · ∇y + f) dt+ Y dW (t) inQ,

dyΓ + divΓ(AΓ∇ΓyΓ) dt− ∂A
ν y dt = (b1yΓ + b2Ỹ +BΓ · ∇ΓyΓ) dt+ Ỹ dW (t) onΣ,

yΓ(t, x) = y|Γ(t, x) onΣ,

(y, yΓ)|t=T = (yT , yΓ,T ) inG× Γ,

(2.10)
where a1, a2 ∈ L∞

F (0, T ;L∞(G)), B ∈ L∞
F (0, T ;L∞(G;RN )), b1, b2 ∈ L∞

F (0, T ;L∞(Γ)),
BΓ ∈ L∞

F (0, T ;L∞(Γ;RN )), (yT , yΓ,T ) ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2) and f ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G)).

Definition 2.2. The process

(y, yΓ, Y, Ỹ ) ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1)× L2
F(0, T ;L

2)

is said to be a weak solution of equation (2.10) if for any (η, ηΓ) ∈ H
1 and all

t ∈ [0, T ], it holds that
∫

G

(yT − y(t))η dx+

∫

Γ

(yΓ,T − yΓ(t))ηΓ dσ

=

∫ T

t

∫

G

A∇y · ∇η dxds+

∫ T

t

∫

G

a1yη dxds+

∫ T

t

∫

G

a2Y η dxds

+

∫ T

t

∫

G

ηB · ∇y dxds+

∫ T

t

∫

G

fη dxds+

∫ T

t

∫

G

Y η dxdW (s)

+

∫ T

t

∫

Γ

AΓ∇ΓyΓ · ∇ΓηΓ dσds+

∫ T

t

∫

Γ

b1yΓηΓ dσds+

∫ T

t

∫

Γ

b2Ỹ ηΓ dσds

+

∫ T

t

∫

Γ

ηΓBΓ · ∇ΓyΓ dσds+

∫ T

t

∫

Γ

Ỹ ηΓ dσdW (s).

Repeating some ideas from the proof of Theorem 2.1, and adapting the duality
approach used in [38], we obtain the following well-posedness result.

Theorem 2.2. Let a1, a2 ∈ L∞
F (0, T ;L∞(G)), B ∈ L∞

F (0, T ;L∞(G;RN )), b1, b2 ∈
L∞
F (0, T ;L∞(Γ)), BΓ ∈ L∞

F (0, T ;L∞(Γ;RN )), f ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G)) and (yT , yΓ,T ) ∈
L2
FT

(Ω;L2). Then equation (2.10) (and hence (1.1)) admits a unique weak solution

(y, yΓ, Y, Ỹ ) ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1)× L2
F(0, T ;L

2).

Furthermore,

|(y, yΓ)|L2

F
(0,T ;H1) + |(Y, Ỹ )|L2

F
(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
|(yT , yΓ,T )|L2

FT
(Ω;L2) + |f |L2

F
(0,T ;L2(G))

)
.

3. Global Carleman estimate for forward stochastic parabolic

equations and proof of Theorem 1.2

This section is devoted to establishing a global Carleman estimate for forward
stochastic parabolic equations with weak divergence source terms and dynamic
boundary conditions. Then, we deduce the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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3.1. Global Carleman estimate. In this subsection, we establish a Carleman
estimate for the following in-homogeneous forward stochastic parabolic equation:





dz − div(A∇z) dt = (F0 + div(F )) dt+ F1 dW (t) inQ,

dzΓ − divΓ(AΓ∇ΓzΓ) dt+ ∂A
ν z dt = (F0,Γ − F · ν + divΓ(FΓ)) dt

+F1,Γ dW (t) onΣ,

zΓ(t, x) = z|Γ(t, x) onΣ,

(z, zΓ)|t=0 = (z0, zΓ,0) inG× Γ,

(3.1)
where (z0, zΓ,0) ∈ L2

F0
(Ω;L2) is the initial state and the coefficients F0, F1 ∈

L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G)), F ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G,RN )), F0,Γ, F1,Γ ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(Γ)), FΓ ∈
L2
F(0, T ;L

2(Γ;RN )). Similarly to the proof of Theorem 2.1, one can show also
that the system (3.1) is well-posed i.e., there exists a unique weak solution

(z, zΓ) ∈ L2
F(0, T ;H

1)

of equation (3.1) so that

|(z, zΓ)|L2

F
(0,T ;H1) ≤ C

(
|(z0, zΓ,0)|L2

F0
(Ω;L2) + |F0|L2

F
(0,T ;L2(G)) + |F1|L2

F
(0,T ;L2(G))

+ |F |L2

F
(0,T ;L2(G;RN )) + |F0,Γ|L2

F
(0,T ;L2(Γ))

+ |F1,Γ|L2

F
(0,T ;L2(Γ)) + |FΓ|L2

F
(0,T ;L2(Γ;RN ))

)
.

We will need the following technical lemma due to Imanuvilov. For the proof,
we refer to [14].

Lemma 3.1. For any nonempty open subset G1 ⋐ G, there is a function ψ ∈ C2(G)
such that

ψ > 0, in G ; ψ = 0, on Γ; ∇ψ 6= 0 in G \G1.

Since |∇ψ|2 = |∇Γψ|
2 + |∂νψ|

2 on Γ, the function ψ satisfies also that

∇Γψ = 0 , |∇ψ| = |∂νψ| , ∂νψ ≤ −c < 0 on Γ, for some c > 0.

For any parameters λ > 1 and µ > 1, we choose the following weight functions

α(t, x) = (t(T − t))−1 (eµψ(x) − e2µ|ψ|∞), θ = eλα,

ϕ(t, x) = (t(T − t))−1 eµψ(x),
(3.2)

for x ∈ G and t ∈ (0, T ). Moreover, the weights are constant on the boundary Γ so
that

∇Γα = 0 and ∇Γϕ = 0 on Γ. (3.3)

It is easy to check that for some suitable constant C > 0 depending only on G and
G0, for all (t, x) ∈ Q, we have

ϕ(t, x) ≥ CT−2, |ϕt(t, x)| ≤ CTϕ2(t, x), |ϕtt(t, x)| ≤ CT 2ϕ3(t, x),

|αt(t, x)| ≤ CTe2µ|ψ|∞ϕ2(t, x), |αtt(t, x)| ≤ CT 2e2µ|ψ|∞ϕ3(t, x).
(3.4)

Recalling the known Carleman estimate for deterministic parabolic equations with
dynamic boundary conditions (see, e.g., [1, 19]), one can conclude the following
Carleman estimate for the random parabolic equation (3.1) with F ≡ F1 ≡ FΓ ≡
F1,Γ ≡ 0.
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Lemma 3.2. There exist constants C > 0 and µ0 depending only on G, G0, A and
AΓ such that for all F0 ∈ L2

F(0, T ;L
2(G)), F0,Γ ∈ L2

F(0, T ;L
2(Γ)) and (z0, zΓ,0) ∈

L2
F0
(Ω;L2), the weak solution (z, zΓ) ∈ L2

F(Ω;C([0, T ];L
2))∩L2

F (0, T ;H
1) of (3.1)

(with F ≡ F1 ≡ FΓ ≡ F1,Γ ≡ 0) satisfies that

λ3µ4
E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt + λ3µ3
E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

+ λµ2
E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|∇z|2 dxdt+ λµE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|∇ΓzΓ|
2 dσdt

≤ C

[
λ3µ4

E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt + E

∫

Q

θ2F 2
0 dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ2F 2
0,Γ dσdt

]
,

(3.5)

for all µ ≥ µ0 and λ ≥ C(T + T 2).

Throughout this subsection, we set µ = µ0 and λ ≥ C(T + T 2) given in Lemma
3.2 such that the Carleman estimate (3.5) holds. Now, let us consider the following
controlled backward stochastic parabolic equation





dr + div(A∇r) dt = (λ3θ2ϕ3z + 1G0
v) dt+R1 dW (t) in Q,

drΓ + divΓ(AΓ∇ΓrΓ) dt− ∂Aν r dt = λ3θ2ϕ3zΓ dt+R2 dW (t) on Σ,

rΓ(t, x) = r|Γ(t, x) on Σ,

(r, rΓ)|t=T = (0, 0) in G× Γ,

(3.6)
where (z, zΓ) ∈ L2

F(Ω;C([0, T ];L
2)) ∩ L2

F(0, T ;H
1) is the weak solution of (3.1),

v ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G0)) is the control function and (r, rΓ, R1, R2) is the state variable.
We have the following controllability result of system (3.6) which will be the key

tool to establish our global Carleman estimate for equation (3.1).

Proposition 3.1. There exists a control v̂ ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G0)) such that the corre-

sponding solution (r̂, r̂Γ, R̂1, R̂2) ∈
(
L2
F(Ω;C([0, T ];L

2))∩L2
F (0, T ;H

1)
)
×L2

F(0, T ;L
2)

to (3.6) satisfies that

(r̂(0, ·), r̂Γ(0, ·)) = (0, 0) in G× Γ, P-a.s.

Moreover, there exists C = C(G,G0, µ0, A,AΓ) > 0 such that

λ−3
E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−3v̂2 dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ−2r̂2 dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2r̂2Γ dσdt

+ λ−2
E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−2|∇r̂|2 dxdt+ λ−2
E

∫

Σ

θ−2ϕ−2|∇Γr̂Γ|
2 dσdt

+ λ−2
E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−2R̂2
1 dxdt+ λ−2

E

∫

Σ

θ−2ϕ−2R̂2
2 dσdt

≤ C

[
λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

]
,

(3.7)

for all λ ≥ C(T + T 2).

Proof. The idea of the proof using the so-called penalized Hilbert Uniqueness
method, which is introduced in [16]. We first construct a family of optimal approximate-
null controls for equation (3.6) and get a uniform estimate for approximate controls
and solutions w.r.t the source terms. Hence, by using some limit arguments, we
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prove the controllability result with the desired estimate. This method called the
duality method and it was used successfully in [18] with Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions. Let ε > 0, and consider the weight function

αε ≡ αε(t, x) = ((t+ ε)(T − t+ ε))−1 (eµ0ψ(x) − e2µ0|ψ|∞).

Put θε = eλαε , and introduce the following minimization problem

inf{Jε(v) , v ∈ V}, (3.8)

where

Jε(v) =
1

2
E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2 dxdt+

1

2
E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2Γ dσdt+

1

2
E

∫

Q0

λ−3θ−2ϕ−3v2 dxdt

+
1

2ε
E

∫

G

r2(0)dx+
1

2ε
E

∫

Γ

r2Γ(0)dσ,

and

V =

{
v ∈ L2

F(0, T ;L
2(G0)) , E

∫

Q0

θ−2ϕ−3v2 dxdt <∞

}
.

It is easy to see that the functional Jε is well-defined, continuous, strictly convex,
and coercive. Then, the minimization problem (3.8) admits a unique optimal so-
lution vε. By the Euler-Lagrange equation and the duality system (see, e.g., [22]),
the control vε can be characterized as

vε = 1G0
λ3θ2ϕ3qε , in Q , P-a.s, (3.9)

where (qε, qε,Γ) is the solution of the following random parabolic equation





dqε − div(A∇qε) dt = θ−2
ε rε dt in Q,

dqε,Γ − divΓ(AΓ∇Γqε,Γ) dt+ ∂Aν qε dt = θ−2
ε rε,Γ dt on Σ,

qε,Γ(t, x) = qε|Γ(t, x) on Σ,

(qε, qε,Γ)|t=0 =
(
1
εrε(0),

1
εrε,Γ(0)

)
in G× Γ,

(3.10)

where (rε, rε,Γ, Rε,1, Rε,2) is the solution of (3.6) with control vε.
By Itô’s formula, computing d〈(rε, rε,Γ), (qε, qε,Γ)〉L2 , integrating the equality on
(0, T ), taking the mean value on both sides and recalling (3.9), we conclude that

λ3E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3q2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2ε,Γ dσdt

+
1

ε
E

∫

G

r2ε(0)dx+
1

ε
E

∫

Γ

r2ε,Γ(0)dσ

= −λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3qεz dxdt − λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3qε,ΓzΓ dσdt.

(3.11)
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Applying Young’s inequality, (3.11) implies that for all ρ > 0

λ3E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3q2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2ε,Γ dσdt

+
1

ε
E

∫

G

r2ε(0)dx+
1

ε
E

∫

Γ

r2ε,Γ(0)dσ

≤ ρ

[
λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3q2ε dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3q2ε,Γ dσdt

]

+ C(ρ)

[
λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt + λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

]
.

(3.12)

Using Carleman estimate (3.5) for solutions of (3.10) and noting that θ2θ−2
ε ≤ 1,

then (3.12) provides that

λ3E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3q2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2ε,Γ dσdt

+
1

ε
E

∫

G

r2ε(0)dx+
1

ε
E

∫

Γ

r2ε,Γ(0)dσ

≤ ρ

[
λ3E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3q2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2ε,Γ dσdt

]

+ C(ρ)

[
λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

]
,

for any λ ≥ C(T + T 2). Hence, by choosing a small enough ρ > 0, it follows that

λ−3
E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−3v2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2ε,Γ dσdt

+
1

ε
E

∫

G

r2ε(0)dx+
1

ε
E

∫

Γ

r2ε,Γ(0)dσ

≤ C

[
λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

]
.

(3.13)

On the other hand, using again Itô’s formula, we compute

E

∫

Q

d(θ−2
ε ϕ−2r2ε)dx+ E

∫

Σ

d(θ−2
ε ϕ−2r2ε,Γ)dσ.
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Then we deduce that

2E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε ϕ−2A∇rε · ∇rε dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε ϕ−2R2

ε,1 dxdt

+ 2E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε ϕ−2AΓ∇Γrε,Γ · ∇Γrε,Γ dσdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε ϕ−2R2

ε,2 dσdt

= −E

∫

Q

(θ−2
ε ϕ−2)tr

2
ε dxdt − E

∫

Σ

(θ−2
ε ϕ−2)tr

2
ε,Γ dσdt

− 2E

∫

Q

rεA∇rε · ∇(θ−2
ε ϕ−2) dxdt− 2λ3E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε θ2ϕrεz dxdt

− 2λ3E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε θ2ϕrε,ΓzΓ dσdt− 2E

∫

Q0

θ−2
ε ϕ−2rεvε dxdt.

(3.14)

It is easy to check that for λ ≥ CT 2, we have for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× G̃

|(θ−2
ε ϕ−2)t| ≤ CTλθ−2

ε , |∇(θ−2
ε ϕ−2)| ≤ Cλθ−2

ε ϕ−1, (3.15)

where C depends also on µ0. Notice that θ−1
ε ≤ θ−1, using (3.14), (3.15), as-

sumptions on A and AΓ and Young’s inequality, we get for any ρ > 0 and any
λ ≥ CT 2

E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε ϕ−2|∇rε|

2 dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε ϕ−2R2

ε,1 dxdt

+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε ϕ−2|∇Γrε,Γ|

2 dσdt + E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε ϕ−2R2

ε,2 dσdt

≤ CTλE

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt+ CTλE

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2ε,Γ dσdt

+ ρE

∫

Q

θ−2
ε ϕ−2|∇rε|

2 dxdt+ C(ρ)λ2E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt

+ Cλ2E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt+ CT 2λ4E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt

+ Cλ2E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2ε,Γ dσdt+ CT 2λ4E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

+ Cλ2E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt+ CT 2λ−2

E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−3v2ε dxdt.

(3.16)

By choosing a small enough ρ > 0 (3.16), then multiplying the obtained inequality
by λ−2, we obtain for a large λ ≥ C(T + T 2)

λ−2
E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε ϕ−2|∇rε|

2 dxdt+ λ−2
E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε ϕ−2R2

ε,1 dxdt

+ λ−2
E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε ϕ−2|∇Γrε,Γ|

2 dσdt + λ−2
E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε ϕ−2R2

ε,2 dσdt

≤ CE

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt + E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2ε,Γ dσdt + Cλ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt

+ Cλ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt+ Cλ−3
E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−3v2ε dxdt.

(3.17)
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Combining (3.13) and (3.17), we obtain

λ−3
E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−3v2ε dxdt + E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε r2ε dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε r2ε,Γ dσdt

+ λ−2
E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε ϕ−2|∇rε|

2 dxdt+ λ−2
E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε ϕ−2|∇Γrε,Γ|

2 dσdt

+ λ−2
E

∫

Q

θ−2
ε ϕ−2R2

ε,1 dxdt+ λ−2
E

∫

Σ

θ−2
ε ϕ−2R2

ε,2 dσdt

+
1

ε
E

∫

G

r2ε(0)dx+
1

ε
E

∫

Γ

r2ε,Γ(0)dσ

≤ C

[
λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt + λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

]
,

(3.18)

for any λ ≥ C(T + T 2). Then, it follows that there exists

(v̂, r̂, r̂Γ, R̂1, R̂2) ∈ L2
F (0, T ;L

2(G0))×L
2
F(0, T ;H

1(G))×L2
F(0, T ;H

1(Γ))×L2
F(0, T ;L

2),

such that as ε→ 0,

vε −→ v̂, weakly in L2((0, T )× Ω;L2(G0));

rε −→ r̂, weakly in L2((0, T )× Ω;H1(G));

rε,Γ −→ r̂Γ, weakly in L2((0, T )× Ω;H1(Γ));

Rε,1 −→ R̂1, weakly in L2((0, T )× Ω;L2(G));

Rε,2 −→ R̂2, weakly in L2((0, T )× Ω;L2(Γ)).

(3.19)

Let us now show that (r̂, r̂Γ, R̂1, R̂2) is the solution to (3.6) associated to the control

v̂. To prove this fact, let us consider that (r̃, r̃Γ, R̃1, R̃2) is the unique solution in(
L2
F(Ω;C([0, T ];L

2))∩L2
F (0, T ;H

1)
)
×L2

F(0, T ;L
2) to (3.6) with the control v̂. For

any processes f1, f2 ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G)) and g1, g2 ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(Γ)), we consider
the following stochastic parabolic equation




dφ− div(A∇φ) dt = f1 dt+ f2 dW (t) in Q,

dφΓ − divΓ(AΓ∇ΓφΓ)dt+ ∂Aν φdt = g1 dt+ g2 dW (t) on Σ,

φΓ(t, x) = φ|Γ(t, x) on Σ,

(φ, φΓ)|t=0 = (0, 0) in G× Γ.

(3.20)

Using Itô’s formula, we compute “d〈(φ, φΓ), (r̃, r̃Γ)〉L2 −d〈(φ, φΓ), (rε, rε,Γ)〉L2”, and
letting ε→ 0, we get

E

∫

Q

[(r̃ − r̂)f1 + (R̃1 − R̂1)f2] dxdt

+ E

∫

Σ

[(r̃Γ − r̂Γ)g1 + (R̃2 − R̂2)g2] dσdt = 0.

Then, it follows that r̃ = r̂ and R̃1 = R̂1 in Q, P-a.s., r̃Γ = r̂Γ and R̃2 = R̂2 on Σ,
P-a.s. Then we deduce that (r̂, r̂Γ, R̂1, R̂2) is the solution of (3.6) with the control v̂.
Finally, combining (3.18) and (3.19), we conclude the controllability result of (3.6)
and the desired estimate (3.7). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.1. �
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Now, we are in a position to provide our main global Carleman estimate for
system (3.1).

Theorem 3.1. For µ = µ0 given in Lemma 3.2, there exists a positive constant
C depending on G, G0, µ0, A and AΓ such that for all F0, F1 ∈ L2

F(0, T ;L
2(G)),

F ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G,RN )), F0,Γ, F1,Γ ∈ L2
F (0, T ;L

2(Γ)), FΓ ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(Γ;RN ))
and (z0, zΓ,0) ∈ L2

F0
(Ω;L2), the weak solution (z, zΓ) of equation (3.1) satisfies that

λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

+ λE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|∇z|2 dxdt+ λE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|∇ΓzΓ|
2 dσdt

≤ C

[
λ3E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ2F 2
0 dxdt

+ λ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2F 2
1 dxdt + λ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|F |2 dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ2F 2
0,Γ dσdt

+ λ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2F 2
1,Γ dσdt+ λ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2|FΓ|
2 dσdt

]
,

(3.21)

for all λ ≥ C(T + T 2).

Proof. Let (z, zΓ) be the solution of (3.1) and (r̂, r̂Γ, R̂1, R̂2) be the solution of (3.6)
with v = v̂ given in Proposition 3.1. By applying Itô’s formula in Lemma (1.1) and
using also Lemma 1.2, we obtain that

λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

= −E

∫

Q

[1G0
zv̂ + F0r̂ + F1R̂1 − F · ∇r̂] dxdt

− E

∫

Σ

[F0,Γr̂Γ + F1,ΓR̂2 − FΓ · ∇Γr̂Γ] dσdt.
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By Young’s inequality, it follows that for all ρ > 0, we have

λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

≤ ρ

[
λ−3

E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−3v̂2 dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ−2r̂2 dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ−2r̂2Γ dσdt

+ λ−2
E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−2|∇r̂|2 dxdt+ λ−2
E

∫

Σ

θ−2ϕ−2|∇Γr̂Γ|
2 dσdt

+ λ−2
E

∫

Q

θ−2ϕ−2R̂2
1 dxdt+ λ−2

E

∫

Σ

θ−2ϕ−2R̂2
2 dσdt

]

+ C(ρ)

[
λ3E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt + E

∫

Q

θ2F 2
0 dxdt+ λ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2F 2
1 dxdt

+ λ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|F |2 dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ2F 2
0,Γ dσdt

+ λ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2F 2
1,Γ dσdt+ λ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2|FΓ|
2 dσdt

]

(3.22)

Using inequality (3.7) in (3.22) and taking a small enough ρ > 0, we conclude that

λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

≤ C

[
λ3E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ2F 2
0 dxdt+ λ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2F 2
1 dxdt

+ λ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|F |2 dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ2F 2
0,Γ dσdt+ λ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2F 2
1,Γ dσdt

+ λ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2|FΓ|
2 dσdt

]
,

(3.23)

for all λ ≥ C(T + T 2).
On the other hand, differentiating d(θ2ϕz, z)L2(G) by using Itô’s formula, we get

0 =E

∫

Q

(θ2ϕ)tz
2 dxdt− 2E

∫

Q

A∇z · ∇(θ2ϕz) dxdt

+ 2E

∫ T

0

〈∂Aν z, θ
2ϕzΓ〉H−1/2(Γ),H1/2(Γ)dt+ 2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕzF0 dxdt

− 2E

∫

Q

F · ∇(θ2ϕz) dxdt+ 2E

∫ T

0

〈F · ν, θ2ϕzΓ〉H−1/2(Γ),H1/2(Γ)dt

+ E

∫

Q

θ2ϕF 2
1 dxdt,

(3.24)
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and by the same way, we compute also d(θ2ϕzΓ, zΓ)L2(Γ), we obtain

0 =E

∫

Σ

(θ2ϕ)tz
2
Γ dσdt− 2E

∫

Σ

AΓ∇ΓzΓ · ∇Γ(θ
2ϕzΓ) dσdt

− 2E

∫ T

0

〈∂Aν z, θ
2ϕzΓ〉H−1/2(Γ),H1/2(Γ)dt+ 2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕzΓF0,Γ dσdt

− 2E

∫ T

0

〈F · ν, θ2ϕzΓ〉H−1/2(Γ),H1/2(Γ)dt− 2E

∫

Σ

FΓ · ∇Γ(θ
2ϕzΓ) dσdt

+ E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕF 2
1,Γ dσdt.

(3.25)

Adding (3.24) and (3.25), it is easy to see that

2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕA∇z · ∇z dxdt+ 2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕAΓ∇ΓzΓ · ∇ΓzΓ dσdt

= E

∫

Q

(θ2ϕ)tz
2 dxdt − 2E

∫

Q

zA∇z · ∇(θ2ϕ) dxdt

− 2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕF · ∇z dxdt − 2E

∫

Q

z∇(θ2ϕ) · F dxdt + 2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕzF0 dxdt

+ E

∫

Q

θ2ϕF 2
1 dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

(θ2ϕ)tz
2
Γ dσdt+ 2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕzΓF0,Γ dσdt

− 2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕFΓ · ∇ΓzΓ dσdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕF 2
1,Γ dσdt.

(3.26)

Now, it is easy to check that for λ ≥ CT 2,

|(θ2ϕ)t| ≤ CTλθ2ϕ3, in Q; |∇(θ2ϕ)| ≤ Cλθ2ϕ2, in Q, (3.27)

where C depends on µ0 a well. Combining (3.26), (3.27) and using assumptions on
A and AΓ, we end up with

E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|∇z|2 dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|∇ΓzΓ|
2 dσdt

≤ CTλE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt + CλE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|z||∇z| dxdt

+ CE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|F ||∇z| dxdt+ CλE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|F ||z| dxdt+ CE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|F0||z| dxdt

+ CE

∫

Q

θ2ϕF 2
1 dxdt+ CTλE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt + CE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|F0,Γ||zΓ| dσdt

+ E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|FΓ||∇ΓzΓ| dσdt+ CE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕF 2
1,Γ dσdt.

(3.28)



STOCHASTIC PARABOLIC EQUATIONS WITH DYNAMIC BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 21

Applying Young’s inequality, (3.28) provides that for all ρ > 0, one has

E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|∇z|2 dxdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|∇ΓzΓ|
2 dσdt

≤ ρ

[
E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|∇z|2 dxdt + E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|∇ΓzΓ|
2 dσdt

]

+ C(ρ)

[
TλE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt + λ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt

+ E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|F |2 dxdt + λE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2z2 dxdt+ λ−1
E

∫

Q

θ2F 2
0 dxdt

+ E

∫

Q

θ2ϕF 2
1 dxdt+ TλE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt + λE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2z2Γ dσdt

+ λ−1
E

∫

Σ

θ2F 2
0,Γ dσdt+ E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|FΓ|
2 dσdt + E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕF 2
1,Γ dσdt

]
.

(3.29)

Choosing a small enough ρ in (3.29), then multiplying the obtained inequality by
λ and recalling (3.4), we deduce that

λE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|∇z|2 dxdt+ λE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|∇ΓzΓ|
2 dσdt

≤ C

[
Tλ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt

+ T 2λE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|F |2 dxdt+ T 2λ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ E

∫

Q

θ2F 2
0 dxdt

+ T 2λE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2F 2
1 dxdt + Tλ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt+ T 2λ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

+ E

∫

Σ

θ2F 2
0,Γ dσdt + T 2λE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2|FΓ|
2 dσdt+ T 2λE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2F 2
1,Γ dσdt

]
.

(3.30)

Finally, combining (3.23) and (3.30), and taking a large λ ≥ C(T +T 2), we get the
desired Carleman estimate (3.21). This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.1. �

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Firstly, we show the following global Carleman es-
timate for solutions of the adjoint equation (1.3) which is an easy consequence of
Carleman estimate (3.21).
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Corollary 3.1. There exists C = C(G,G0, µ0, A,AΓ) > 0 such that the weak
solution (z, zΓ) of system (1.3) satisfies that

λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt + λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

+ λE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|∇z|2 dxdt+ λE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|∇ΓzΓ|
2 dσdt

≤ Cλ3 E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt,

(3.31)

for all λ ≥ λ1 = C
[
T + T 2(1 + |a1|

2/3
∞ + |a2|

2
∞ + |B|2∞ + |b1|

2/3
∞ + |b2|

2
∞ + |BΓ|

2
∞)
]
.

Proof. By choosing coefficients in the Carleman estimate (3.21) as follows:

F0 = −a1z, F1 = −a2z, F = zB,

F0,Γ = −b1zΓ, F1,Γ = −b2zΓ, FΓ = zΓBΓ,

we obtain that

λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt

+ λE

∫

Q

θ2ϕ|∇z|2 dxdt+ λE

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ|∇ΓzΓ|
2 dσdt

≤ Cλ3E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+ CE

∫

Q

θ2|a1z|
2 dxdt

+ Cλ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|a2z|
2 dxdt+ Cλ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|zB|2 dxdt

+ CE

∫

Σ

θ2|b1zΓ|
2 dσdt+ Cλ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2|b2zΓ|
2 dσdt

+ Cλ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2|zΓBΓ|
2 dσdt,

(3.32)

for any λ ≥ C(T + T 2). Now, note that it is sufficient to choose

λ ≥ CT 2 (|a1|
2/3
∞ + |a2|

2
∞ + |B|2∞ + |b1|

2/3
∞ + |b2|

2
∞ + |BΓ|

2
∞),

to get that

CE

∫

Q

θ2|a1z|
2 dxdt+ Cλ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|a2z|
2 dxdt

+ Cλ2E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ2|Bz|2 dxdt+ CE

∫

Σ

θ2|b1zΓ|
2 dσdt

+ Cλ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2|b2zΓ|
2 dσdt+ Cλ2E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ2|BΓzΓ|
2dσ

≤
1

2
λ3E

∫

Q

θ2ϕ3z2 dxdt+
1

2
λ3E

∫

Σ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ dσdt.

(3.33)

Finally, combining (3.32) and (3.33), we deduce the desired Carleman estimate
(3.31) for any λ ≥ λ1 which is defined by

λ1 = C
[
T + T 2 + T 2(|a1|

2/3
∞ + |a2|

2
∞ + |B|2∞ + |b1|

2/3
∞ + |b2|

2
∞ + |BΓ|

2
∞)
]
.

�
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Now, we are ready to prove the observability inequality of (1.3).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. From Carleman estimate (3.31), we deduce

E

∫ 3T/4

T/4

∫

G

θ2ϕ3z2(t, x) dxdt + E

∫ 3T/4

T/4

∫

Γ

θ2ϕ3z2Γ(t, x) dσdt

≤ C E

∫

Q0

θ2ϕ3z2(t, x) dxdt,

(3.34)

for any λ ≥ λ1. It is also easy to see that for (t, x) ∈ (T/4, 3T/4)× G̃

e2λ1αϕ3 ≥ CT−6e−2C
(
1+ 1

T +|a1|
2/3
∞

+|a2|
2

∞
+|B|2

∞
+|b1|

2/3
∞

+|b2|
2

∞
+|BΓ|

2

∞

)
, (3.35)

and for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×G

e2λ1αϕ3 ≤ CT−6e−C
(
1+ 1

T +|a1|
2/3
∞

+|a2|
2

∞
+|B|2

∞
+|b1|

2/3
∞

+|b2|
2

∞
+|BΓ|

2

∞

)
. (3.36)

Fix λ = λ1 and combining (3.34), (3.35) and (3.36), we conclude that

E

∫ 3T/4

T/4

∫

G

z2(t, x) dxdt + E

∫ 3T/4

T/4

∫

Γ

z2Γ(t, x) dσdt

≤ eC
(
1+ 1

T +r1

)
E

∫

Q0

z2(t, x) dxdt,

(3.37)

where r1 = |a1|
2/3
∞ + |a2|

2
∞ + |B|2∞ + |b1|

2/3
∞ + |b2|

2
∞ + |BΓ|

2
∞.

On the other hand, let t ∈ [0, T ], by Itô’s formula we compute ds〈(z, zΓ), (z, zΓ)〉L2 ,
integrating the equality on [t, T ] and taking the expectation, we obtain that

E

∫

G

z2(T, x)dx+ E

∫

Γ

z2Γ(T, x)dσ −

(
E

∫

G

z2(t, x)dx + E

∫

Γ

z2Γ(t, x)dσ

)

≤ −2βE

∫ T

t

∫

G

|∇z|2dxds + C(|a1|∞ + |a2|
2
∞)E

∫ T

t

∫

G

z2dxds

+ C|B|∞E

∫ T

t

∫

G

|z||∇z|dxds− 2βE

∫ T

t

∫

Γ

|∇ΓzΓ|
2dσds

+ C(|b1|∞ + |b2|
2
∞)E

∫ T

t

∫

Γ

z2Γdσds+ C|BΓ|∞E

∫ T

t

∫

Γ

|zΓ||∇ΓzΓ|dσds.

(3.38)

Applying Young’s inequality on the right-hand side of (3.38), one can absorb gradi-
ent terms in the third and sixth terms using respectively the first and fourth terms,
then we deduce that

E

∫

G

z2(T, x)dx+ E

∫

Γ

z2Γ(T, x)dσ

≤ E

∫

G

z2(t, x)dx + E

∫

Γ

z2Γ(t, x)dσ + Cr2

[
E

∫ T

t

∫

G

z2dxds+ E

∫ T

t

∫

Γ

z2Γdσds

]
.

where r2 = |a1|∞ + |a2|
2
∞ + |B|2∞ + |b1|∞ + |b2|

2
∞ + |BΓ|

2
∞. Hence, by Gronwall

inequality, it follows that for all t ∈ [0, T ]

E

∫

G

z2(T, x)dx+ E

∫

Γ

z2Γ(T, x)dσ ≤ eCTr2

[
E

∫

G

z2(t, x)dx + E

∫

Γ

z2Γ(t, x)dσ

]
.

(3.39)
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Finally, integrating (3.39) on (T/4, 3T/4) and combining the obtained inequality
with (3.37), it is straightforward to obtain the observability estimate (1.4). This
concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

This section is addressed to give the proof of our main result about null control-
lability of (1.1) i.e., Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us fix ε > 0 and (yT , yΓ,T ) ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2) and consider
the following optimal problem

inf{Jε(u) , u ∈ L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G))}, (4.1)

where

Jε(u) =
1

2
E

∫

Q0

u2 dxdt+
1

2ε
E

∫

G

y2(0)dx +
1

2ε
E

∫

Γ

y2Γ(0)dσ,

where (y, yΓ, Y, Ỹ ) is the solution of system (1.1) with the control u and the termi-
nal state (yT , yΓ,T ). Firstly, it is easy to see that the functional Jε is well-defined,
continuous, strictly convex and coercive, then the problem (4.1) has a unique opti-
mal solution uε. Combining the Euler equation (i.e., Fréchet derivative J ′

ε(uε) = 0)
and the optimality system (see, e.g., [22, 23]), it is easy to see that uε can be
characterized as follows

uε = −1G0
zε (4.2)

where (zε, zε,Γ) is the solution of the following forward stochastic parabolic equation





dzε − div(A∇zε) dt = (−a1zε + div(zεB)) dt− a2zε dW (t) in Q,

dzε,Γ − divΓ(AΓ∇Γzε,Γ) dt+ ∂A
ν zε dt = (−b1zε,Γ − zε,ΓB · ν + divΓ(zε,ΓBΓ)) dt

−b2zε,Γ dW (t) on Σ,

zε,Γ(t, x) = zε|Γ(t, x) on Σ,

(zε, zε,Γ)|t=0 = (− 1

ε
yε(0),−

1

ε
yε,Γ(0)) in G× Γ,

(4.3)

where (yε, yε,Γ, Yε, Ỹε) is the solution of (1.1) with the control uε and the termi-
nal state (yT , yΓ,T ). Now, by using Itô’s formula in Lemma (1.1), we compute
d〈(yε, yε,Γ), (zε, zε,Γ)〉L2 , integrating the result on (0, T ) and taking the expectation
on both sides, we end up with

− E

∫

Q

1G0
uεzε dxdt+

1

ε
E

∫

G

y2ε(0, ·) dx+
1

ε
E

∫

Γ

y2ε,Γ(0, ·) dσ

= −E

∫

G

yT zε(T, ·) dx− E

∫

Γ

yΓ,T zε,Γ(T, ·) dσ.

By Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, it follows that

− E

∫

Q

1G0
uεzε dxdt+

1

ε
E

∫

G

y2ε(0, ·) dx+
1

ε
E

∫

Γ

y2ε,Γ(0, ·) dσ

≤
eCK

2
|(yT , yΓ,T )|

2
L2

FT
(Ω;L2) +

1

2eCK
(
|zε(T, ·)|

2
L2

FT
(Ω;L2(G)) + |zε,Γ(T, ·)|

2
L2

FT
(Ω;L2(Γ))

)
,

(4.4)
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where eCK is the same constant appeared in (1.4). Therefore, recalling (4.2) and
combining (4.4) and (1.4), we conclude that

|uε|
2
L2(0,T ;L2(G)) +

2

ε
|(yε(0, ·), yε,Γ(0, ·))|

2
L2

F0
(Ω;L2) ≤ eCK |(yT , yΓ,T )|

2
L2

FT
(Ω;L2).

(4.5)

From (4.5), one can extract a subsequence (denoted also by uε) of uε such that

uε −→ û, weakly in L2
F(0, T ;L

2(G)), as ε→ 0.

Let (ŷ, ŷΓ, Ŷ ,
ˆ̃
Y ) be the solution of (1.1) associated to the terminal state (yT , yΓ,T )

and the control û. By using again (4.5), we deduce (ŷ(0, ·), ŷΓ(0, ·)) = (0, 0) in
G×Γ, P-a.s., and the control û satisfies the desired estimate (1.2). This concludes
the proof of Theorem 1.1. �
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