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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.,
[111, 12, 13 141 [16], 18] 19, 21 22| 29| 3T, [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| B3] 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 [4l 28| [33], [34],
and with dynamic boundary conditions without the presence of convection terms,
see [l [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 [I8], 23]
for more details.

Let T > 0, G € RY be a given nonempty bounded domain with a C? bound-
ary ' = 0G, N > 2, let Gy € G be a given non-empty open subset which is
strictly contained in G (i.e., Go C G) and G denotes the closure of G. Put
Q= 0T)xG 2= (0,T)xTI, and Qo = (0,T) x Go. Also, we indicate by
1¢, the characteristic function of Gy.

Let (Q, F,{Fi}t>0,P) be a fixed complete filtered probability space on which a
one-dimensional standard Brownian motion W (-) is defined such that {F;};>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 [0,7]; and for some sub-sigma algebra G C F,
we denote by Lé(Q;X ) the Banach space of all X-valued G-measurable random
variables X such that E(]X|%) < oo, with the canonical norm; by L%(0,T;X)
the Banach space consisting of all X-valued {F;};>o-adapted processes X(-) such
that E(|X(-) %2(07T;X)) < o0, with the canonical norm; by L¥(0,T;X) the Ba-
nach space consisting of all X-valued {F;};>0-adapted essentially bounded pro-
cesses with its norm is denoted by | - |o; and by L%(9;C([0,77]; X)) the Banach
space consisting of all X-valued {F;}:>0-adapted continuous processes X(-) such
that E(|X(')|QC([O,T];X)) < 00, with the canonical norm. Similarly, one can define
LE(Q;C™([0,T]; X)) for any positive integer m.

Consider the following Hilbert space

L?:= L*(G,dz) x L*(T,do),

which dz (resp., do ) denoted the Lebesgue measure (resp., surface measure) on G
(resp., I'), equipped with the following inner product

((y,yr), (z,2r))L2 = (¥, 2)L2(@) + (yr, 2r) L2 ()
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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(AVy) dt = (a1y + a2Y + B - Vy + Lgyu) dt + Y dW (¢) in Q,
dyr + divr (ArVryr) dt — 82y dt = (biyr + baY + Br - Vryr)dt + Y dW(t) on %,
yr(t,z) = ylr(t, o) on ¥,
(Y, yr)li=r = (yr,yr,7) in G xT,

(1.1)
where ai,as € L¥(0,T; L>=(G)), B € L¥(0,T; L=(G;RY)), by, by € LF(0,T; L>=(T)),
Br € L¥(0,T; L>(;RY)), (yr,yr,r) € L%, (2;1L?) is the terminal state, u €
L%(0,T; L*(Gy)) is the control process and (y, yr, Y, Y) is the state variable.

We assume that the diffusion matrices A = (a; ;)i j=1,2,...~v and Ap = (b; ;)i j=1,2,...N
satisfy the following assumptions:

(1) A € LE(Q;CH[0,T); Who(G;RN*N))), and a;; = a;,; for all 4,5 =

1,2,..,N.
r € ; ) WHeo(T ,and b;; = b;; for all i,j =

2) Ar € LE(Q; C1([0,T); Whoo(I; RV XN d b; = b, for all i,j
1,2,..,N.

(3) There exists a constant 5 > 0 such that
(Alw,t,2)€, Ern > BIEP,  (w,t,2,6) €2 x Q@ xR,

<AF(w7t7$)§7§>F 2 ﬁ|§|27 (w,t,:v,{“) cOx Y x ]RN,

where (-, -)gn~ is the Euclidean inner product on RY and (-, -)r is the Riemannian
inner product on I', which both will be denoted by a-b = (a,b)r~y = (a, b)r. Here
y|r denotes the trace of y, 94y = (AVy - v)|r designates the co-normal derivative
w.r.t A where v is the outer unit normal vector at I'. This co-normal derivative
couples the bulk and surface equations. The term div (resp., divr) denotes the
divergence (resp., tangential divergence) operator w.r.t to the space variable in G
(resp., I'). Note that when A = Iy the identity matrix, the co-normal derivative
becomes only the standard normal derivative d,y = (Vy-v)|r and div(AVy) = Ay
the Laplacian operator of y. The term divp(ArVryr) represents surface diffusion
effects on the boundary I" with Vryr := Vy — (9,y)v, (where y is an extension of
yr up to an open neighborhood of I') is called the tangential gradient of yr on I
See also that if Ap = Iy, we have divp(ArVryr) = Aryr, which is the Laplace-
Beltrami operator of yr on I'.

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 (L) (with v = 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 (I.1I), so
here the role of the control force v 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, Gy, A, and Ar which may change from one place to another. We also define the
following Hilbert space

H' = {(y,yr) € H'(G) x H'(T) : y|r = yr},
equipped with the usual inner product
((y,yr), (2, 2r))m = (¥, 2) 51 (@) + (yr, 2r) H1(D),

with H! are the standard Sobolev spaces endowed with the canonical inner product.
In Section 2 we show that (IT)) is well-posed i.e., for any (yr,yr,r) € L%, (Q;1L?)
and u € L%(0,T; L*(Gy)), the equation (L) has a unique weak solution

(y,yr,Y,Y) € L%(0, T; H') x L%(0,T;1L2).
Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that
(v, yF)|L2F(O,T;H1) + (Y, }7)|L2F(0,T;L2)
<C(|(yr, yF,T)|L§__T(Q;]L2) + |U|L§__(O,T;L2(Gg)))-
The main result of this paper is the following null controllability of (TI).

Theorem 1.1. For any given T > 0, Go € G a nonempty open subset of G and
Jor all (yr,yr.r) € L%, (;1L2), there exists a control & € L3(0,T;L*(Go)) such

that the corresponding solution (g, gr, Y, }N/) of system (1)) satisfies
(ﬂ(o, ')7 QF(Ou )) = (O, 0) P-a.s.

Moreover, the control 4. can be chosen such that
|ﬂ|i§:(0,T;L2(G)) < GCK|(yTa yF,T)@g__T(Q;]Lz), (1.2)
where K has the following form
1
K = 14 t|aa B2+ ar oo 401 [P+ T by oo+ (14+T) (|02 2o+ B2+ [bal 2o+ Bri%,)-

Remark 1.1. The null controllability of (1)) with B= Br =0 and A= Ar = Iy
is already established in [5, Theorem 5.1].

By the duality method, the null controllability of (L) can be reduced to the
observability inequality of the following forward stochastic parabolic equation:

dz — div(AVz)dt = (—a1z + div(zB)) dt — a2z dW (t) in Q,
dzr — din(AFVFZ[‘) dt + 8,342: dt = (—blzr — zrB v+ divr (ZFBF)) dt
—bazr dW (1) on X,
zr(t,z) = z|r(t, z) on X,
(2, 2r)|t=0 = (20, 21,0) in GxT,

(1.3)

where (20, zr,0) € L%, (€;1L?) is the initial state.
In Section 2 we prove that ([L3)) is well-posed i.e., for any (2o, 2r,0) € L%, (€;1L2),
the equation (I3) has a unique weak solution (z, zr) € L%(0,7;H'). Furthermore,

(2, 20) |22 0,75m1) < C (20,210 13, (1)
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To establish the null controllability result of system ([II), we will prove the
following appropriate observability inequality of (L3)).

Theorem 1.2. For all (29, zr0) € L%, (% 1L?), the corresponding solution of (L3)
satisfies that

c
|Z(T7 ')|%§__T(Q;L2(G)) + |ZF(T7 ')|%§:T(Q;L2(p)) <e KE/ 22 dxdt, (14)

0
where K is as in Theorem [I1l and C is the same positive constant appearing in
2.

Remark 1.2. Note that in Theorem [[Z we give an explicit form of the observ-
ability constant appearing in (L) which has the form CeCT ™" when T is small.

Remark 1.3. In this paper, we prove the observability inequality (L) by develop-
ing a new global Carleman estimate for equation (L3). Moreover, applying such a
Carleman estimate, it is easy to show the unique continuation property for solutions

of [@3) i.e.,
z=01in Qo, P-as. = (20,2r,0) =(0,0) P-as.

As well known, the above property can be used to establish the approximate con-
trollability result for equation (LII), which is formulated as follows: For any final
state (yr,yr,r) € Ly (G1L2) and any desired state (ya,yr.a) € L%, (;1L2), and
all e > 0, there exists a control function v € L%(0,T; L*(Gy)) such that the corre-
sponding solution (y,yr,Y, }N/) to (L)) satisfies

El(y(07 ')7yr(07 )) - (ydayr‘,d)h%p <e.

In this paper, we will need the following special case of It0’s formulas when we
want to show an energy estimate for solutions of equation (L3]) and for the duality
relation between solutions of (1)) and (IL3)). For more details about It6’s formulas,
see, e.g., [28, Chapter 2].

Lemma 1.1. Let X, Y € L%(0,T; H'(G)), Xo € LQfO(Q;L2(G)), Yr € L%_-T (; L*(@)),
®,® € L%(0,T; (H(G))') and ¥, Z € L%(0,T; L*(G)), such that for all t € [0,T7,
the processes X and (Y, Z) satisfying respectively

X(t)=Xo+ /0 D(s)ds + /0 U(s)dW(s), P-as.,
and - ,
Y(#)=Yr — / O(s)ds — / Z(s)dW (s), P-a.s.

Then, we have
(1) For allt € [0,T],

t
X (1)|72(c) = | Xol72(q) + 2/0 (®(s), X(8)) (1 (q))y,m1 (G) s

+2/0 (W(s), X(5))r2(0) dW(s)—i—/O (W (s)|72(c) ds, P-as.
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(2) For allt € 0,7,
(X(). Y (1)) 126 = (X0, Y (0)) 12 + / (B(s), Y (5)) (11 oy 11 (s
+ [ @), X6 @ + [ (X6, Z6)ean (s
0 0

—|—/O (Y(s),\IJ(s))Lz(G)dW(S)—F/O (U (s), Z(s))r2(c)ds, P-a.s.

In the above Lemma, (-,-)r2(q) and (-, -) (g1 (q)y,m1 (@) denote respectively the
inner product in L?(G) and the duality product between H'(G) and its dual space
(HY(G))" w.r.t to the pivot space L?(G).

Remark 1.4. We can also give a similar Ité’s formulas as in Lemma [I1] for
some stochastic processes Xr,Yr € L%(0,T; H(T)). In general, for simplicity of
notations, we use the differential form of Ito’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 L*(G) or L*(T).

Note that the operators div and divr appearing in the adjoint equation (L3)) 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 € L?(G;RY) and Fr € L*(T;RY), we define the extension
of the operator divergence (resp., tangential divergence) of F (resp., Fr) as the
linear continuous operator on H'(G) (resp., on HY(T')) as follows

le(F) : Hl(G) — R, VvV —/ F-Vudr + <F . V=U|F>H*1/2(F),H1/2(F)7
G

divp(Fr) : HY(T) — R, vp — — / Fr - Vror do.
r

Remark 1.5. Here, without saying it the notion of vectors on I' must be interpreted
in the sense of vector field on the variety T, that is to say as a function v : T — RN
so that y(x) € T,I', where

.0 ={peR"Y, p-v(z)=0}
is the tangent space at the point x € T'.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we study the well-posedness of
equations (LI and (L3). In Section B we establish a global Carleman estimate for
general forward stochastic parabolic equations and deduce the proof of Theorem
In Section @ we prove Theorem [I.1]

2. WELL-POSEDNESS OF EQUATIONS

This section is devoted to studying the well-posedness of the forward (resp.,
backward) linear stochastic parabolic equation (IL3]) (resp., (II])). For more details
on the well-posedness and regularity of solutions of stochastic equations, we refer
the readers to [8] 30, B8].

We first define the weak solution of the system (L3]).
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Definition 2.1. The process (z,zr) € L%(0,T;H') is said to be a weak solution of
@3) if for any (n,nr) € H' and all t € [0,T), it holds that

/G (2(t) — 20 da + / (o0 (8) — 2r.0)nr do

r
t t t
= —/ / AVz - Vndzds — / / aizndzxds — / / zB - Vndzds
0 JG 0 JG 0 JG
t t t
—/ / agzn dzdW (s) —/ /AFVFZF - Vrnr dods —/ /blzpnp dods
0 JG 0 Jr o Jr

t t
—/ /ZFBF'VF’I]F dads—/ /bgzm]p dodW(s), P-as.
o Jr 0o Jr

We have the following well-posedness result of system (3]).

Theorem 2.1. For any initial state (20, 2r0) € L%, (;1L2), there exists a unique
weak solution (z,zr) € L%(0,T;H') of ([L3). Moreover,

(2, 20) |12 0,mm) < Cl(20,200)lL2, (@iL2)- (2.1)

Proof. For the uniqueness, let us suppose that (z,zr) € L%(0,T;H') is a weak
solution of (I3)) with initial condition (2o, zr0) = (0,0). Fix ¢ € [0,T] and by It&’s
formula in [[.T, we obtain that

E/Gz2(t)dx+]E/z§(t)da

r
t t t
= —2E/ / AV z - Vzdxds — QIE/ / a1 z2dzds — QIE/ / zB - Vzdzxds
0 JG 0 JG 0 JG
t t t
+ E/ / agzzdxds — 2E/ / ArVrzr - Vrzrdods — 2IE/ / blz%dads
0 JG 0 Jr o JT

t t
—2E/ /Zpo-VerdUdS-i-E/ /bgz%dads.
0 JI 0 JI

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

E/ ZQ(t)d{E—I—E/Z%(t)dO'
G r
¢ ¢ ¢
< —2[3E/ / |Vz|2dxds+2|a1|ooE/ / z2d3:ds—|—aIE/ / |V 2|2dxds
0 Ja 0o Ja 0o Ja
t t t
+ |B|iOC(£)E/ /z2dxds+ |a2|gOIE/ /z2dxds —2BIE/ /|szr|2dad5
0 Ja 0 Ja o Jr
¢ ¢ ¢
+2|b1|001E/ /z%dads+sE/ /|VFZF|2dads+ |Bp|§OC(a)1E/ /z%dads
o Jr o Jr o Jr

t
+|b2|goE/ /z%dods.
o Jr

Now, by choosing a small 0 < ¢ < 23, we conclude that

t t
IE/ zQ(t)dx—i-E/zl%(t)dogC IE/ /sz:cds—i—E/ /z%dads ,
G r 0o JG 0 JI
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where C is a positive constant depending on |a1]co, |@2]cos |Bloos [01loos |02]ec, and
| Br|so. Hence, by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that (z(t), zr(t)) = (0,0). This
concludes the uniqueness of solutions of system (L3]).

For the existence of solutions, we borrow some ideas from [20] [38]. We first con-
sider an appropriate approximation of ([3)), and then we show that the sequence
solution of such approximation converges to the weak solution of ([J). For sim-
plicity of notations, we denote by (-,-)1 (resp., (-,-)1,r) the duality pairing between
(HY(@))" and H'(G) (resp., H~}(I') and H*(T)), under (L*(G))" = L*(G) (resp.,
(L3(I"))" = L*(T")). We adopt also the notation (-,-)o (resp., (-, -)o,r) for the inner
product in L?(G) (resp., L*(T)).

Let us now rewrite equation (IL3]) under the following simple form

dz(t) = (A(t)z(t) — a1 (t)z(t))dt — az(t)z(t)dW (1) in Q,
Az () = (Ar(D)z0 (1) - bu(®)zr ()dt — bo(D)z0 (AW (1) on S, )
zr(t,-) = z|r(t, ) on X,
(z,2r)|t=0 = (20, 21,0) inGxT,
where

A(t)z(t) = div(AVz) + div(zB),
Ap(t)Zp(t) = din(AFVFZF) - 8;,42 - ZFB -V + diVF(ZpBF).

Let (es,eir)i>1 be a Hilbert basis of H!, which is orthonormal as a basis of 2.
Fix an integer n > 1, then for all ¢ = 1,2,...,n, there exists z,; € L%_—(O,T;R)
satisfying the following stochastic differential equation:

dzni(t) = Z [ thej,ei) — (a1(t)es, ei)o + (Ar(t)ejr, eir)1r

—(bl( )6]7p,€l p) :|an dt-i—z |: €J,€i)0 (23)

—(bg (t)ej')p, Ei’F)O’F:| Znj (t) dW(t), te (0, T),

2ni(0) = Zni 0,

where 2,0 = (20, 21,0), (€i,€;1))L2. Let us define
(zn(t), znr(t sz )(es,eir) € L;(O T: Hl)

Note also that
(2n,05 2Zn,or) = (2n(0), 2,0 (0)) — (20, 2r0) in L%_—D (L% as n — oo. (2.4)
Now, by Itd’s formula, we deduce that for all ¢ € [0, T]

Elz, (t) |L2 — Elzn, 0|L2(G) + Elzn,r(t )|L2(F — Elzn, 0F|L2(F

<CE/ / |zn|2d;vds—2ﬁE/ / |Vzn|2d;vds+CIE/ / |20 |V 25, | dds
+CE/ /|zn)p|2dads—2BIE/ /|szn7p|2dad8+CE/ /|zn,p||vpzn,p|dads.
o JI o JI 0o JI

(2.5)



STOCHASTIC PARABOLIC EQUATIONS WITH DYNAMIC BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 9

By Young’s inequality, (28] implies that for any € > 0

Elzn(t)[72(c) — El2nolT2(q) + Elzn,r()[72(r) — Elznor|t2r

t t t
< CE/ / |zn|2dxds—2ﬁE/ / |Vzn|2d;vds+5E/ / |V 2,|?dxds
0 JG 0 JG 0 JG
t t t
—|—C(6)IE/ / |zn|2dazds—|—C’E/ /|Zn11‘|2d0'd5—2[3E/ /|szn,p|2dads
0 JG o JI 0o JI

t t
—|—5E/ /|Vrzn7p|2d0d8+C(E)E/ /|zn7p|2dods.
0 JI 0 JI

Taking a small enough 0 < ¢ < 2/, we deduce that
E|zn(t)|2L2(G) —|—E|zn1p(t)|2L2(F) + E/Ot /G |V 2, |?dads + E/ot/r |Vr2nr|?dods
< C(]E|Zn70|%2(c) + ]E|Zn701"|%2(r)) +CE /ot/G |20 |2dzds + CE /ot/r |zn.r|dods.
Then, it follows that
B0 2ne O +5 [ (20(5) 200 () s
< CE|(20,0, zn,0r)|f2 + CE /Ot (20 (8), 2n,0(5))[F2s.

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

T
_— Iauzn<w,sz<t>ni2-+lEJ/ (o (8), 2nr (5)) 2 dis
0<t<T 0

< CE|(2n,0, zn,or) 72

(2.6)

Recalling (24]), then from (Z6]), we conclude that there exist a subsequence of
(2n, zn,r) (still denotes also by (2, zn ) for simplicity of notations) and (z, zr) €
L2.(0,T;H") such that as n — oo

(2ny Znr) — (2,2r), weakly in L%(0,T;H"). (2.7)

We claim that (z, zr) is the weak solution of (I.3]). To prove this fact, let us consider
v :[0,T] = R an absolutely continuous function with 4(¢) := dvy/dt € L*(0,T) and
~(T) = 0. For all integer ¢ > 1, set (v;(¢),vi,r(t)) := v(t)(es, €;r). From (23] and
by Itd’s formula, we obtain that

= (2n,0,7(0))o = (2n,0r, 7,0 (0))o,r

T T
= [ (4020501 = @Oz 03O0l = [ (@000 (0
T T
4 [ Gt isOode + [ (42000250 @)1r = Gr(Oz0(0) 3 Oord
0 0

T T
_/0 (b2(t)zn,r (1), vi,r(t))o,rdW (1) +/0 (20,0 (t),7; r(t))o,rdt, for all 4 > 1.
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It follows that for all (n,nr) € H*, we have
= (2n,0,1)07(0) = (zn0r, 1r)o,07(0)

T T
= [ [(4®za(0).001 = @zOmolr (0t = [ (@alt)znmor@aw e
T T
+ [ GO+ [ [(Ar®zr©m)nr = Ga(Oz00). o]0
0 0
T T
—/0 (bz(t)zn,r(f),nF)O,FV(f)dW(t)"’/O (zn,r(t),m0)ory(t)dt  P-as.

Hence, by integration by parts, we arrive at

— (2n,0,m)07(0) = (2n,0r, nr)o,rv(0)

= / [ — AVz, -V — z,B -V — a12,0]7(t) dedt — / aszpy(t)dzdW (t)
Q Q

+ /Q 2nmy(t) dzdt + /2 [— ArVrznr - Vrenr — 2o rBr - Venr (2:8)
- blzn,pnpb(t) dodt — /Z bz rriry () dodW () + /Z ey () dodt.
Letting n — oo and using (24 and 27, the equality (Z8) provides that
= (20,1)07(0) = (2r,0,7r)o.r7(0)
= / [ — AVz-Vn—2B-Vn—ajzn|y(t) dedt — / agzny(t)dxdW (t)
¢ N (2.9)

+ / Zn")/(t) dzxdt + / [ — ArVrzr - Venr — zrBr - Ve
Q by

- blzpﬁpj|’}/(t) dodt — / bazrnry(t)dodW (t) + / zrnry(t) dodt.
) )

For any ¢ € (0,T) and € > 0, we define 7, by

1 it 0<s<t—e/2
Ye(s) =9 —L(s—t—e/2) if t—eg/2<s<t+e/2,
0 it t1e/2<s<T

Using 7. in (23] and letting € — 0, we obtain that
[ a0 = zmdo+ [ (o) = sy do
G r

t t t

—/ /AVZ~V77d:1:ds—/ /alzndazds—/ /zB~V77dxds
//agznd:tdW //AFVFZF Vror dods—/ /blzrnr dods
/ /ZFBF Vrnr dads—/ /ngpnp dodW (s) P-a.s.

Hence, we deduce that (z,zr) € L%(0,T;H') is the weak solution of ([3). More-
over, the desired inequality (2] follows immediately from (2:6) and 27). This
completes the proof of Theorem 2.1 O
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Now, let us define the weak solution of the following backward stochastic para-
bolic equation

dy + div(AVy)dt = (a1y + a2Y + B - Vy + f)dt + Y dW (1) in@,

dyr + divr (ArVryr) dt — 82y dt = (biyr + baY + Br - Vryr) dt +Y dW(t) onX,

yr(t,z) = ylr(t, z) on ¥,

(Y, yr)le=r = (yr,yr,7) inG x T,
(2.10)

where a1, ay € LE(0,T; L=(G)), B € LE(0, T; L=(G; RN)), by, by € LE(0, T; L=(T)),
Br € LE(0,T; L>*(T;RY)), (yr,yrr) € L%, (% L?) and f € L3(0,T; L*(G)).

Definition 2.2. The process
(y,yr,Y.Y) € L3(0, T; H') x L3(0,T;L?)

is said to be a weak solution of equation ZIQ) if for any (n,nr) € H' and all
t €10,T), it holds that

/G(ycr —y(t))ndx + /F(yr,cr —yr(t))nr do

T T T
= / / AVy - Vndxds + / / a1yn dxds + / / asYndzxds
t Ja t Ja t Ja
T T T
+ / / nB - Vydxds + / / fndxds + / / YndxdW (s)
t Ja t Ja t Ja
T T T _
+ / / ArVryr - Venr dods + / / biyrnr dods + / / boYnr dods
t JT t JT t JT

T T
+ / / anr . Vryr dods + / / Y??F dUdW(S).
t r t r

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 aj,az € L¥(0,T; L®(G)), B € LE(0,T; L>=(G;RY)), by, by €

LE(0,T; L>(T)), Br € LL(0,T; L>(I';RY)), f € L%(0,T; L*(G)) and (yr,yr,1) €

L%, (1L%). Then equation (ZIQ) (and hence (L)) admits a unique weak solution
(y,yr,Y,Y) € L3(0, T; H') x L%(0,T;1L3).

Furthermore,

|(y, ZJF)|L2F(0.,T;H1) + (Y, }7)|L2F(O,T;]L2)
< C(|(yr, ZJF.,T)|L2FT(Q;L2) + |f|L2F(0,T;L2(G)))-

3. GLOBAL CARLEMAN ESTIMATE FOR FORWARD STOCHASTIC PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS AND PROOF OF THEOREM

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
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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(AVz) dt = (Fo + div(F)) dt + Fy dW () inQ,
dzr — dive (ArVrzr) dt + 05 zdt = (For — F - v + divr (Fr)) dt
+Fi,r dW(t) onx,
zr(t,z) = z|r (¢, z) onx,
(%, 2r)|t=0 = (20, 21,0) inG xT,

(3.1)
where (z0,2r,0) € L% (Q;1L?) is the initial state and the coefficients Fy, 1 €
LQF(O,T;L2(G)), F e LQF(O,T;LQ(G,RN)), For,Fir € L%_-(O,T;LQ(F)), Ir €
L%(0,T; L*(T;RY)). Similarly to the proof of Theorem 2] one can show also
that the system (B is well-posed i.e., there exists a unique weak solution

(z,2r) € L%(0,T;HY)
of equation (B1)) so that
(2, 2r)| 2 0,711y < C (| (20, zr0)lez, (@) +1Folezom2 @) + iz ome @)
+ P2 0.1:02(cmNy) + [Fo,rl Lz 0,1:02(m)
+ |Firlrz o) + |FF|L2F(O,T;L2(F;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 Gy € G, there is a function 1 € C?(Q)
such that

¥ >0, in G; ¥ =0, on T} Vi #£0 in G\ G;.
Since |[V¢|? = |[Vre|? 4 |9,%]? on T, the function v satisfies also that
Vry =0, V| = 10,9, O, < —c<0 onT, for some ¢ > 0.

For any parameters A > 1 and p > 1, we choose the following weight functions

Ol(t,x) = (t(T — t))71 (ef“l’(m) — 62#‘7!"00)7 0 = e)xa7
(3.2)
o(t,z) = (t(T — 1))~ er¥ (@)
for x € G and t € (0,T). Moreover, the weights are constant on the boundary I' so
that
Vra=0 and Vre =0 on I (3.3)

It is easy to check that for some suitable constant C' > 0 depending only on G and
G, for all (¢,2) € Q, we have

o(t,x) > CT?, lpe(t, x)| < CTE*(t, ), lpue(t,2)| < CT?@*(t, ),
lae(t, z)| < CT62“|¢|°°Qp2(t,JJ), |t (t, )| < CTQeQ“W‘”gog(t,x).

(3.4)

Recalling the known Carleman estimate for deterministic parabolic equations with
dynamic boundary conditions (see, e.g., [1l [19]), one can conclude the following
Carleman estimate for the random parabolic equation BI)) with F' = Fy = Fr =
Flyp =0.
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Lemma 3.2. There exist constants C > 0 and po depending only on G, Gy, A and
Ar such that for all Fy € L%(0,T; L*(Q@)), For € L%(0,T; L*(T")) and (20, 21,0) €
L% (5 1L2), the weak solution (z, zr) € L%(Q; C([0, T];1L?)) N L3(0, T; H') of BI)
(with F = Fy = Fr = Fir =0) satisfies that

)\3u4E/ 020> 2? dxdt + )\BMBE/ 02322 dodt

Q b

+ )\,LLQIE/ 02|V z|* drdt + )\,LLIE/ 6%¢|Vrzr|? dodt (3.5)
Q b

<C

NUE / 620322 dxdt + E / 0°FZ dedt + / 0 Fg 1 dadt],
0 Q by

for all p > po and X\ > C(T +T?).

Throughout this subsection, we set u = po and A > C(T + T?) given in Lemma
B2 such that the Carleman estimate (3] holds. Now, let us consider the following
controlled backward stochastic parabolic equation

dr + div(AVr) dt = (N30%¢32 + 1g,v) dt + Ry dW (t) in Q,
drr + divp (ApVrrp) dt — 02r dt = N30%@%2p dt + Ry dW () on X,
rp(t,z) =rlp(t, x) on X,
(r,7r) =7 = (0,0) in G xT,

(3.6)
where (z,2r) € L%(Q;C([0,T);L?) N L%(0,T; H') is the weak solution of (B1]),
v € L%(0,T; L*(Gy)) is the control function and (r,rr, R1, R) 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 (B.1]).

Proposition 3.1. There exists a control ® € L%(0,T; L*(Go)) such that the corre-
sponding solution (7, 7r, Ry, Ry) € (LZ(Q; C([0, T]; L?))NLE(0, T; HY)) x L2(0, T L?)
to B.6)) satisfies that
(#(0,-),7r(0,-)) = (0,0) in G x T, P-as.
Moreover, there exists C = C(G, Gy, o, A, Ar) > 0 such that
Afg]E/ 02 %0? dadt + E/ 0272 dadt + E/ 023 dodt
Q Q b)
+)\‘2E/ 9_2¢‘2|Vf|2dxdt+A_2E/ 020 2|Vrip|? dodt
Q )

. . (3.7)
+ )fQE/ 0 2p 2R} dxdt + /\72E/ 0 2p 2R3 dodt
Q b)

< C|NE / 62322 dzdt + VR / 62322 dodt
Q =

3

for all \ > C(T +T?).

Proof. The idea of the proof using the so-called penalized Hilbert Uniqueness
method, which is introduced in [I6]. We first construct a family of optimal approximate-
null controls for equation (B.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 € > 0, and consider the weight function

ac = ac(t,x) = (t+e)(T —t+e)) 7t (ero¥ @) — 2uolvleey,

Put . = e*®<, and introduce the following minimization problem

inf{J.(v), veV}, (3.8)
where
1 1 1
Je(v) :—E/ 0-2r? ddt + —IE/ 022 dodt + —IE/ A0 20 30? dadt
2 Jo 2 Js 2 Jo,
1 1
—E [ r*(0)dz + —E [ r7(0)d
+ 528 [ 20)da+ B [ 10y,
and

V= {v € L%(0,T; L*(Gyp)), E/ 02302 dadt < oo}

0

It is easy to see that the functional J. is well-defined, continuous, strictly convex,
and coercive. Then, the minimization problem (Z8) admits a unique optimal so-
lution v.. By the Euler-Lagrange equation and the duality system (see, e.g., [22]),
the control v. can be characterized as

ve = 1g, M20%0%¢., in Q, P-as, (3.9)

where (ge, ge,r) is the solution of the following random parabolic equation

dq. — div(AVq.) dt = 07 %r. dt in Q,

dge,r — divr(ArVrger) dt + 0/'q- dt = 0-%r.pdt  on %, (3.10)
ger(t, ) = ¢|r(t, x) on X, '
(¢e, ge,0)t=0 = (Lr=(0), Lr- 0 (0)) in G xT,

where (re,7er, Re 1, Re,2) is the solution of (8.0) with control v,.
By It6’s formula, computing d{(re,7r), (¢, qe,r))L2, integrating the equality on
(0,T), taking the mean value on both sides and recalling (8:9), we conclude that

NE / 02p%q% dedt + E / 0-%r2 dadt + E / 0 %r2 1 dodt

0 Q b))
1 1
+—IE/ r2(0)dx + —E/r?F(O)dU (3.11)
€ Ja e Jr 7

=-\E / 0?3 q.z dedt — N’E / 0203 qe ror dodt.
Q b))
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Applying Young’s inequality, [BIT)) implies that for all p > 0

NE ; 02032 dzdt + E/Q 0 %r2 dedt + I['E/Z 9;27“?711 dodt
0

1 1
+—IE/ r2(0)dx + EE/T;F(O)dU
r

(3.12)

€ Ja
<p AgE/ 023> d:Edt+)\3E/ 92<p3q§)r dodt]
Q by

+C(p)

)\3IE/ 02322 dadt + )\3IE/ 02322 dodt] .
Q )

Using Carleman estimate ([3.5) for solutions of ([3I0) and noting that 62672 < 1,
then (BI2) provides that

)\3IE/ 02p3q* drdt + E/Q 022 dadt + E/E 9;2r§7p dodt
9

1 1
+ —IE/ r2(0)dz + —E/T?F(O)da
G e Jr 7

€
/\3E/ 023 q? dxdt + E/
0 Q

<p

€

9;27“5 dxdt + E/ 972T?7F dadt]
p)

+C(p)

AE / 62322 dadt + N’E / 0?3 22 dodt |,
Q b
for any A > C(T + T?). Hence, by choosing a small enough p > 0, it follows that

)\_?’E/ 02302 dadt + IE/ 022 dadt + IE/ 9;2r§7p dodt
Q Q b)
1

1
+ —E/ T?(O)dﬂZ—F —E/T?F(O)da (3 13)
G € Jr 7 '

3

<C

)\3E/ 62322 dadt + )\BE/ 02322 dodt | .
Q py
On the other hand, using again [t0’s formula, we compute

IE/ d(0-2p2r?)dx + IE/ d(0-¢r2 1)do.
Q b
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Then we deduce that

) / 0-%¢0 2AVr. - Vr.dedt + E / 020 *R2 | dzdt
Q Q
+2E / 020 2ArVrrer - Vrrerdodt + E / 020 ?R2 , dodt
b)) b

=-FE / (020 %) ridedt — E / (020~ %)er? p dodt
Q by

— ZE/ reAVre - V(07207 2) dadt — 2/\3E/ 0-20%pr.z dzdt
Q Q

- 2)\3IE/ 9;292@7"57{‘2{‘ dodt — 2E 9;24,0_27“51)5 dxdt.
b} Qo

It is easy to check that for A > C'T?, we have for all (¢,z) € (0,T) x G

(07297 2)] < CTAG2, IV(072072)| < CM 207,

(3.14)

(3.15)

where C' depends also on po. Notice that -1 < 67! using B.I4), BI5), as-
sumptions on A and Ar and Young’s inequality, we get for any p > 0 and any

A>CT?
E/ 9;29072|V7"5|2da:dt—|—E/ 9;2@721%31 dzdt
Q Q
+]E/ 9;2¢—2|vpr57p|2dadt+E/ 0-%¢0 °R2 , dodt
2 2
< CTAE / 0-2r2 dzdt + CTAE / 0 %r2 p dodt
Q by
—|—pIE/ 9;290’2|Vr8|2d:cdt+C(p))\QE/ 0272 dadt
Q Q
+ CNE / 0-2r? dedt + CT*\'E / 0% %22 dedt
Q Q
+ CNE / 0-%r2 p dodt + CT?*N'E / 02322 dodt
b)) b))

+ CNE / 022 dedt + CT*\°E / 0 2o %0? dadt.
Q Q

(3.16)

By choosing a small enough p > 0 ([B.I6]), then multiplying the obtained inequality

by A=2, we obtain for a large A > C(T + T?)
)\72E/ 020 2| Vr.|? dadt + )\72E/ 9;2¢72R§)1 dxdt
Q Q
+A72E / 020 2|Vrrer|* dodt + \°E / 0-%¢ 2 R2, dodt
b)) b))
< CE / 0 %r2 drdt +E / 0-%r2 p dodt + CN°E / 020322 dadt
Q b Q

+ C)\BIE/ 023 22 dodt + C)fSE/ 020 302 dxdt.
b)) Q

(3.17)
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Combining (B1I3) and BI7), we obtain
)fBE/ 0~ 2p %02 ddt + E/ 0-2r? dedt + E/ 022 1 dodt
Q Q T ’
+)\‘2E/ 9;290_2|Vr€|2dxdt+)\_2E/ 020 2|Vrrer|* dodt
Q by
+>\’2E/ 0;2¢*2R§)1dazdt+/\*2E/ 00 ?R2 , dodt (3.18)
Q by
1 2 L 2
+-E [ r2(0)dz+ -E [ rZ1(0)do
€ Jag € Jr 7

<C

NE / 62322 dzdt + \°E / 623 22 dadt],
Q 3

for any A > C(T + T?). Then, it follows that there exists
(6,7, 7r, Ry, Re) € L%(0,T; L*(Go)) x L5(0, Ts H'(G)) x L3 (0, T H' (1)) x L3(0, T; L?),
such that as e — 0,
ve — 0, weakly in L*((0,T) x Q; L*(Go
re — 7, weakly in L2((0,7) x Q; H*(G)

);

)

)
)

rer — 7, weakly in L2((0,T) x Q; HY(I)); (3.19)
R.q — Ry, weakly in L%((0,T) x Q; L*(@));
R.o — Ry, weakly in L?((0,T) x ; L*(I)).

Let us now show that (7, #r, Ry, Ro) is the solution to (3.8) associated to the control
0. To prove this fact, let us consider that (7,7, R1, Rg) is the unique solution in
(LZ(Q; C([0,T];L?)) N L%(0, T HY)) x L%(0,T;L?) to (B6) with the control o. For
any processes fi, fo € L%(0,T;L*(G)) and g1,92 € L%(0,T; L*(T")), we consider
the following stochastic parabolic equation

¢ — div(AV@) dt = fr dt + fo dW (1) n Q

dér — divp (ApVror)dt + 02 ¢ dt = g1 dt + godW(t) on X, (3.20)
ér(t,x) = dlr(t, ) on X, '
(¢, ¢r)|i=0 = (0,0) in GxT.

Using It6’s formula, we compute “d{(¢, ¢r), (7, 7r))Lz —d{(¢, ¢r), (e, rer))12”, and
letting € — 0, we get

E / (7 — ) f1 + (Ry — Ry) fo dudt
Q
+ E/ [(Fr — 7r)g1 + (R2 — Ra)ge] dodt = 0.
b
Then, it follows that # = 7 and RIA: {%1 in Q, P-a.s., 7r = 7p and Ry = Ry on 3,
P-a.s. Then we deduce that (7,7, R, Re) is the solution of (3.6]) with the control o.

Finally, combining (8:I8) and (819, we conclude the controllability result of (3.0)
and the desired estimate ([B8.7). This completes the proof of Proposition [3.11 O
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Now, we are in a position to provide our main global Carleman estimate for

system (B.1).

Theorem 3.1. For p = pg gwen in Lemma 33, there exists a positive constant
C depending on G, Go, po, A and Ar such that for all Fy, Fy € L%(0,T; L*(G)),
F e L%(0,T; L2(G,RN)), For, Fir € L2(0,T; LXT)), Fr € L2(0,T; L*(T; RY))
and (20, zr,0) € L%, (€ 1L2), the weak solution (z,zr) of equation B1)) satisfies that

AgE/ 623 2* dxdt—i—)\gE/ 02> 22 dodt

Q by

—|—/\E/ 02|V z|? da:dt+/\E/ 0%¢|Vrzr | dodt
Q )

<C

)\BE/ 924,0322dxdt+E/ 0> F dadt (3.21)
0 Q
+A21E/ 92@2F12d:cdt+)\2IE/ 92@2|F|2d;vdt+E/ 0°Fy p dodt

Q Q by

)

+)\21E/ 0% F7 1 dodt—i—)\QE/ 022 |Fr | dodt
b)) b))

for all \ > C(T +T?).

Proof. Let (z, zr) be the solution of &) and (#, 7r, Ry, Rs) be the solution of (38)
with v = ¥ given in Proposition Bl By applying Itd’s formula in Lemma (II)) and
using also Lemma [[.2] we obtain that

NE / 62322 dzdt + N°E / 623 22 dodt
Q o)
= —E/ []].GOZ’{) + FQTA + F1R1 —F- Vf] dxdt
Q

- E/ [Forfr + FirRo — Fr - Vpir] dodt.
)
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By Young’s inequality, it follows that for all p > 0, we have
)\?’IE/ 02322 dadt + AgE/ 02322 dodt
Q by

<

p /\73E/ 62 p 30> da:dt—!—E/ 6272 da:dt—FE/ 0272 dodt
Q Q p)

+A*2E/ 0’2¢’2|Vf|2dxdt+/\’2E/ 020 ?|Vrir|* dodt
Q by

+/\2E/Qt92g02f%f dxdt+>r21E/29*2w’21?§ dffdt] (3.22)

+C(p)

NE / 020322 dadt + E / 0> F3 drdt + \°E / 02> FE dedt
0 Q Q

+)\2]E/ 92<p2|F|2da:dt+E/ 0°F§ p dodt
Q b

+ )\QIE/ 0%’ Fp dodt + )\Q]E/ 02 0%| Fr|? dadt]
b b
Using inequality (371) in (322 and taking a small enough p > 0, we conclude that
)\?’IE/ 62322 dadt + AgE/ 02322 dodt
Q by

<C

NE / 02322 dedt + E / 0?F3 drdt + \°E / 020 FE dodt
’ N ¢ (3.23)
+)\2E/ 92¢2|F|2dazdt+E/ 0> F§ dadt+/\2E/ 0> Q*FY 1 dodt
Q = b

)

+)\2E/ 02 0% Fr|? dodt
b))

for all A > C(T + T?).
On the other hand, differentiating d(62¢z, 2)r2(@) by using It6’s formula, we get

0=E / (02p);22 dxdt — 2E / AVz - V(0% pz) dxdt
Q Q

T
+2E/ <611/42792@2F>H*1/2(F),H1/2(F)dt+2E/ 6‘2(pZF0d£L'dt
0 Q
T (3.24)
—2IE/ F-V(Gchz)dxdt—i—QIE/ (F - v,0%0zr) g1/2(ry /2y dt
Q 0

+E / 02 F? dadt,
Q
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and by the same way, we compute also d(0?¢zr, 2r)2(r), we obtain

0 :E/ (9290),521% dodt — 2IE/ ArVrzr - VF(GQ@ZF) dodt
b b))
T
— 2E/ <(9;42, 6‘2SDZF>H*1/2(F)7H1/2(F)dt + 2E/ 92(pZFFQ7F dodt
0 2
. (3.25)
— QE/ <F -V, 92@2F>H*1/2(F),H1/2(F)dt - QE/ FF . VF(QQ@ZF) dodt
0 b

—|—E/ 92<;7F127F dodt.
by
Adding (324) and (B25), it is easy to see that

2E / 0?pAVz - Vz dzdt + 2E / 02 ArVrezr - Vizr dodt
Q b2y
= IE/ (0%¢); 22 dadt — 2IE/ 2AVz - V(0%¢) dadt
Q Q
—2E / 02pF - Vzdzdt — 2E / 2V(02p) - F dzdt + 2E / 02 pzFy dzdt (3.26)
Q Q Q
+ IE/ 02pF} dadt + IE/ (02p) 22 dodt + ZE/ 0%z Fo r dodt
Q b b

- 2IE/ 92@Fp - Vrzrdodt + E/ 9290Ffp dodt.
b b

Now, it is easy to check that for A > CT?,
|(0%0):| < CTAN*¢?, in Q; |V(0%p)] < CA0*p?, in Q, (3.27)

where C' depends on g a well. Combining (320), (8:27) and using assumptions on
A and Ar, we end up with

IE/ 92<p|Vz|2d:cdt+]E/ 0| Vrzr|? dodt
Q by

< C’T/\E/
Q

+CE/ 92<p|F||Vz|dxdt+C)\E/ 92¢2|F||z|dxdt+CE/ 02 ¢\ Fol|2| dadt
Q Q Q

623 2* da:dt—kC')dE/ 022 |2||V 2| dadt
Q

+ CE/ 02 F? dadt + C'T/\E/ 023 22 dodt + CE/ 0%p|Fo.r||zr| dodt
Q z =

+IE/ 92g0|Fp||szp|dodt+C]E/ 0*QFY 1 dodt.
2 b))
(3.28)
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Applying Young’s inequality, ([B:28) provides that for all p > 0, one has

IE/ 92<p|Vz|2dxdt+E/ 02| Vrzr|? dodt
Q b

<p

IE/ 92<p|Vz|2d3:dt—|—E/ 92¢|Vp2p|2dadt]
Q b)

+C(p)

TAE / 02322 drdt + \’E / 62322 dadt
Q Q

+E/ 92¢|F|2dxdt+/\E/ 92¢222dxdt+x11@/ 023 dadt
Q Q Q

+E / 02 F? dxdt + TAE / 62322 dodt + \E / 622 22 dodt
Q = b))

+)\‘1]E/ 92F027Fdodt+E/ 92cp|Fp|2dadt+E/ 92<pF127Fdadt].
2 2 z

(3.29)

Choosing a small enough p in ([B29), then multiplying the obtained inequality by
A and recalling (34)), we deduce that

)\IE/ 92¢|Vz|2d;vdt+)\E/ 02| Vrzr|? dodt
Q by

<C

T)\2E/ 623 2* da:dt+/\3E/ 62322 dadt
Q Q
+T2/\E/ 92<p2|F|2dxdt+T2>\2]E/ 62322 dxdt+IE/ 02 FZ dadt
Q Q Q
+T2\E | 02Q*F2dxdt + TN’E | 0%0322 dodt + T?*N*E | 6%¢322 dodt
1 T ¥ Zr
Q = b))
+E | 0?F}rdodt + T?)E | 6%Q*|Fr|? dodt + T? E | 6°¢Q*F2 . dodt|.
o,r ¥ (2NN
by 3 >

(3.30)

Finally, combining (3.23) and (3.30), and taking a large A > C(T + T?), we get the
desired Carleman estimate (B.2I]). This concludes the proof of Theorem [B11 O

3.2. Proof of Theorem Firstly, we show the following global Carleman es-
timate for solutions of the adjoint equation (I3]) which is an easy consequence of
Carleman estimate (2.
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Corollary 3.1. There exists C = C(G,Go, o, A, Ar) > 0 such that the weak
solution (z,zr) of system ([L3)) satisfies that

)\3IE/ 623 2> dxdt+)\3IE/ 02322 dodt
Q =
+)\IE/ 92¢|Vz|2d;vdt+)\E/ 02| Vrzr|? dodt (3.31)
Q by
<CNE / 62322 dadt,
0

for all A > Ay = C[T +T?(1 + |a1|L* + laz|% + |BI% + [b1|2* + [b2|2 + | Br[2)].
Proof. By choosing coefficients in the Carleman estimate (3.21]) as follows:
Fy = —ayz, Fy = —asz, F =2B,
For = —bizr, Fir = —bozr, Fr = 2rBr,
we obtain that
AgE/ 0?3 2? dxdt + AgE/ 023 22 dodt
Q p)
+ )\E/Q€2cp|v,z|2 dxdt + )\IE/292<,0|VF2F|2 dodt
<CNE [ 6*p%2? dxdt+CE/Qe2|alz|2dxdt

Qo

(3.32)
+C/\2E/ 6202 |agz|? d:z:dt+C')\2E/ 62?2 B|? dxdt
Q Q

+CE/ 92|blzp|2dadt+CA2E/ 0202 |bazr|* dodt
b)) b))

+ CX\’E / 62| 2r Br|? dodt,
b))

for any A > C(T + T?). Now, note that it is sufficient to choose
A2 CT? (|aa |2 + Jaz| +1BJ + 10112 + |b2l2, + | Brl%),
to get that
CE/ 02|a1z|* dzdt + C)\zE/ 02p?|azz|? dedt
Q Q

—|—C’)\2E/ 92<p2|Bz|2dxdt+CE/ 62|by zr|* dodt
@ > (3.33)
+C)\2]E/ 92<p2|b22p|2dodt+CA2E/ 02p?|Brer|*do
2 2

1 1
< —)\3IE/ 62322 dadt + —)\3E/ 02322 dodt.
2 o 2 S

Finally, combining B32) and [B33]), we deduce the desired Carleman estimate
@B31) for any A > Ay which is defined by

A= O[T+ T2+ T2(|jar 2% + lazl + [BI%, + 0112 + |22 + 1Brl2.)].
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Now, we are ready to prove the observability inequality of (L3]).

Proof of Theorem[1.4. From Carleman estimate (3.31]), we deduce

3T/4 3T/4
/ /6‘2 txdxdt—i—E/ /9290 22 (t,x) dodt
T/4

(3.34)
<CE [ 02°p32%(t,z) dadt,
Qo
for any A > A;. It is also easy to see that for (¢, ) € (T/4,3T/4) x G
eMag3 > o6 —20(1+ las |23 Flaz |2 +1BIZ, +1b1 L5 +|b2] 2+ Br 2, ) (3.35)
and for (t,x) € (0,T) x G
e < o6 —C (1 F+lar 23+l 2+ BI2 b1 22 +ba 2+ Brl%, ) (3.36)
Fix A = A; and combining 3:34)), (335) and ([336), we conclude that
3T/4 3T/4
/ / (t,x d:cdt—i—E/ /z%(t,x) dodt
: (3.37)
<

¢ (1t +m) IE/ 22(t, ) dzdt,
0

where 11 = a2 + [az|%, + [BI%, + [b[2° + [baf%, + [Br[2..

On the other hand, let ¢ € [0, T], by It6’s formula we compute ds{(z, zr), (2, 2r))Lz,
integrating the equality on [t,T] and taking the expectation, we obtain that

IE/ 22(T, x)da:—FE/zI%(T, x)do — <IE/ 22(t,x)dI+E/ z%(t,a:)da)
G r G r
T T
< —QﬁE/ / |Vz|2dzds + C(|a1]|eo + |a2|§o)E/ / 22dxds
t G t G
T T
—|—C'|B|OOE/ / |z||Vz|dxds—2ﬂE/ /|VFZF|2dO'dS
t Ja ¢ Jr

T T
C(|b1|oo+|b2|§o)1E/ /z%dods+C|Bp|ooE/ /|zr||szF|d0ds.
t r t r

Applying Young’s inequality on the right-hand side of ([B.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 / 22(T,x)dx +E / 22(T, z)do
G r

(3.38)

E/ z2(t,x)da:—|—E/z%(t,a:)da—kC’rg
G r

T T
E/ / 2?dxds —|—E/ /z%dads].
t Ja t Jr

where 12 = |a1]|e + |a2|% + |B|% + |b1]eo + |b2|% + |Br|%. Hence, by Gronwall

inequality, it follows that for all ¢ € [0, T
E/ ﬂ(t,;@d;v—i—E/z%(t,x)da}.
G r

(3.39)

E/ 22(T, x)dx —HE/ 22(T, x)do < e°TT2
G r
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Finally, integrating (339) on (7'/4,37/4) and combining the obtained inequality
with B37), it is straightforward to obtain the observability estimate ([4)). This
concludes the proof of Theorem O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [ 1]

This section is addressed to give the proof of our main result about null control-
lability of (1) i.e., Theorem [T

Proof of Theorem[L1. Let us fix ¢ > 0 and (yr,yr,r) € L%, (Q;1L?) and consider
the following optimal problem

inf{J.(v), ue L%(0,T; L*(G))}, (4.1)

where
J-(u) 1E/ 2ddt+1E/ 2(0)d +1E/ 2(0)d
) = = u” ax — T+ — o,
2 Jo, 2e )Y 2z )T

where (y, yr,Y,Y) is the solution of system (1) with the control u and the termi-
nal state (yr,yr,r). Firstly, it is easy to see that the functional J. is well-defined,
continuous, strictly convex and coercive, then the problem (@I]) has a unique opti-
mal solution u.. Combining the Euler equation (i.e., Fréchet derivative J.(u.) = 0)
and the optimality system (see, e.g., [22, 23]), it is easy to see that u. can be
characterized as follows

e = — g, 2e (4.2)

where (2, z¢ ) is the solution of the following forward stochastic parabolic equation

dze — div(AVz.) dt = (—a1ze + div(z.B)) dt — azz. dW () in Q,
d25’1_‘ — din(AFVrZE,F) dt + 8,342’5 dt = (_blzg’l_‘ — ZEJ‘B - v+ divr (Zs,FBF)) dt
—baze,r AW (t) on X,
ze,r(t,x) = ze|r(t, x) on X,
(e, 2e,1) |t=0 = (—%yE(O), _%ZJE,F(O)) inGxT,
(4.3)

where (ys,ysﬁp,Ys,ffs) is the solution of (II]) with the control u. and the termi-
nal state (yr,yr,r). Now, by using It6’s formula in Lemma (1)), we compute
d{(Ye, Ye,1), (Ze, 2e,r))L2, integrating the result on (0,7") and taking the expectation
on both sides, we end up with

1 1
—E/ Ty ueze da:dt—!——IE/ y2(0, ) dz + —E/yfF(O,-) do
Q € Ja € Jr

= —E/ yrze(T, ) dx — E/ yr.rzer (T, ) do.
G r

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

1 1
—E/ Lo, uez: d;vdt—i——E/ y2(0,-) dx + —E/y;{F(o,-)da
Q € Ja € Jr
oK 2 1 2 2
< T|(yTayF,T)|L2FT(Q;L2) + W(%(T, -)|L§TT(Q;L2(G)) + 26,0 (T, -)|L2FT(Q;L2(F)))7
(4.4)
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where e“¥ is the same constant appeared in (I4). Therefore, recalling ([Z) and
combining ([£4) and (I4), we conclude that

2

2 2 CK 2

el z2(0,m502(c)) T g|(ya(07 ) Ye,r (0, '))'L%_.O(Q;]L?) <e |(yTuyI‘,T)|L§__T(Q;]L22- )
4.5

From (£H]), one can extract a subsequence (denoted also by wu.) of u. such that

ue —> @, weakly in L%(0,T; L*(G)), as ¢ — 0.

Let (4, gr, Y, 37) be the solution of (L)) associated to the terminal state (yr, yr,)
and the control 4. By using again ([@3]), we deduce (§(0,-),4r(0,-)) = (0,0) in
G x T, P-a.s., and the control 4 satisfies the desired estimate ([2)). This concludes
the proof of Theorem [I.11 O
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