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Abstract. This paper investigates the norm and time optimal control prob-

lems for stochastic heat equations. We begin by presenting a characterization

of the norm optimal control, followed by a discussion of its properties. We

then explore the equivalence between the norm optimal control and time op-

timal control, and subsequently establish the bang-bang property of the time

optimal control. These problems, to the best of our knowledge, are among the

first to discuss in the stochastic case.

1. Introduction

Optimal control problems for evolution equations have garnered significant in-
terest in recent years, with the quintessential ones being the time optimal control
problems. Research on time optimal control problems for ordinary differential equa-
tions dates back to the 1950s (see, e.g., [3]). Subsequently, in the 1960s, studies were
extended to infinite dimensional cases (see, e.g., [2, 8]). In [8, 9], the author derived
the Pontryagin Maximum Principle for minimal time controls via the Pontryagin
Maximum Principle for minimal norm controls. Furthermore, the relationship be-
tween time optimal control and norm optimal control can effectively aid in solving
other problems. For example, in [4, 5, 11], the authors investigated the regularity
of Bellman functions associated with minimal time control problems. In [21, 34],
the authors explored the behavior of optimal time and optimal control when a
controlled system experiences slight perturbations. In [23], the authors discovered
several iterative algorithms for solving time optimal control problems. Inspired by
[8, 9], the authors discussed the equivalence between the norm optimal control and
time optimal control for internally controllable deterministic heat equations in [24].
Based on this connection, they established the bang-bang property of time optimal
control with a constant control bound in [25]. The bang-bang property of such a
problem says, in plain language, that any optimal control reaches the boundary of
the corresponding control constraint set at almost every time. This property not
only is mathematically interesting, but also has important applications. In [9, 22],
the authors derived the uniqueness of the optimal control from the bang-bang prop-
erty. In [32], the authors discussed the bang-bang property of time optimal control
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2 EQUIVALENCE AND THE BANG-BANG PROPERTY

with time-varying control bounds for internally null controllable deterministic heat
equations, utilizing the equivalence between norm optimal control and time opti-
mal control, which is an extension work of [25]. For other optimal control problems
related to deterministic equations, see [6, 8–10, 13, 16, 17, 20, 35].

In practical applications, stochastic processes are often employed to model ran-
dom effects, supplanting deterministic functions as the mathematical descriptions.
As a result, stochastic control problems, including controllability, optimal control,
and others, have drawn substantial attention from scholars. In [30], the authors
provided the observability inequality of backward stochastic heat equations for mea-
surable sets and obtained the null controllability of forward heat equations as an
immediate application. In [31], the authors studied the approximate controllabil-
ity for the stochastic heat equation over measurable sets and the optimal actua-
tor location of minimum norm controls. In [29], the author investigated the time
optimal control for a class of non-instantaneous impulsive Clarke subdifferential
type stochastic evolution inclusions in Hilbert spaces and obtained the existence of
time optimal control governed by stochastic control systems. In [7], the authors
discussed the time optimal control problems for time-fractional Ginzburg–Landau
equation with mixed fractional Brownian motion. In [28], the authors established
several sufficient conditions for a class of exact controllability problems and proved
the solvability of norm optimal control problem for linear controlled forward sto-
chastic differential equations with random coefficients. In [27], the authors are
concerned with two norm optimal control problems for different stochastic linear
control systems. One is for approximately controllable systems with the natural
filtration, while the other is for exactly controllable systems with a general filtra-
tion. Further, they construct the unique norm optimal control, through building up
some suitable quadratic functional and making use of a variational characterization
on its minimizer. For other control problems related to stochastic equations, see
[1, 12, 14, 18, 19, 33] and references therein.

Thus far, there has been no research on the equivalence between the norm opti-
mal control and time optimal control and the bang-bang property of time optimal
control for stochastic parabolic equations. This paper presents the first attempt to
address these optimal control problems for stochastic systems. Compared to the
deterministic case, stochastic terms arise when studying the properties of the norm
optimal control problem, which complicates further study of the time optimal con-
trol problem. To overcome this difficulty, we adopt relevant techniques from [15] to
establish the equivalence between norm optimal control and time optimal control
and to obtain the bang-bang property of time optimal control. On the other hand,
it is important to recognize that we cannot employ the time change technique and
treat the backward and forward equations in the same manner as in the deter-
ministic case. This is because the stochastic system requires adaptedness, which
cannot be disregarded in calculations. The adaptedness of stochastic processes has
emerged as a crucial hindrance in exploring the equivalence of time optimal control
and norm optimal control problems. Notably, the optimal control in the determin-
istic case can be constructed in the space L∞(0, T ;U) to show such an equivalence.
However, for stochastic equations, the issue has yet to be resolved with control in
the similar space. As a result, this paper aims to delve into stochastic equations
with control in the space L2

F
(0, T ;L2(Ω;U)).
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Before we state the problems and main results, let us introduce necessary nota-
tions.

Let D be an open and bounded domain with smooth boundary in R
l, l ∈ N

+.
R

+ := (0,+∞) and G is nonempty and open subset of D. Denote by Tn ↑ T for
Tn → T as n→ ∞ and Tn ≤ Tn+1 for all n ∈ N, and Tn ↓ T for Tn → T as n→ ∞
and Tn ≥ Tn+1 for all n ∈ N.

Let (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0 ,P) is a fixed complete filtered probability space, on which a

one dimensional standard Brownian motion {W (t)}t≥0 is defined, and {Ft}t≥0 is
the corresponding natural filtration, augmented by all the P-null sets in F . We
denote by F the progressive σ-field w.r.t. {Ft}t≥0.

Given a Hilbert space H , Fix t ≥ 0, p ∈ [1,∞), we denote by L
p
Ft
(Ω;H) the

Banach space consisting of all H-valued, Ft measurable random variables X(t)
endowed with the norm

‖X(t)‖Lp

Ft
(Ω;H) =

(

E‖X(t)‖pH

)
1
p

.

Denote by L
p
F
(0, T ;Lq(Ω;H)), p, q ∈ [1,∞), the Banach space consisting of all

H-valued, {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes X endowed with the norm

‖X(·)‖Lp

F
(0,T ;Lq(Ω;H)) =

(
∫ T

0

(E‖X(t)‖qH)
p
q dt

)
1
p

.

Denote by L
p
F
(Ω;Lq(0, T ;H)), p, q ∈ [1,∞), the Banach space consisting of all

H-valued, {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes X endowed with the norm

‖X(·)‖Lp

F
(Ω;Lq(0,T ;H)) =

[

E

(
∫ T

0

‖X(t)‖qHdt

)

p

q
]

1
p

.

Denote by L∞
F
(0, T ;R), the Banach space consisting of all R-valued, {Ft}t≥0-

adapted bounded processes, with the essential supremum norm.
Denote by Lq

F
(Ω;C([0, T ];H)), q ∈ [1,∞), the Banach space consisting of all H-

valued, {Ft}t≥0-adapted continuous processes X endowed with the norm

‖X(·)‖Lq

F
(Ω;C([0,T ];H)) =

(

E‖X(·)‖qC([0;T ];H)

)
1
q

.

Throughout this paper, we denote by 〈·, ·〉 the scalar product in L2(D) and denote
by ‖·‖ the norm induced by 〈·, ·〉. We denote by |·| the Lebesgue measure on L2(D).
In the sequel, we shall simply denote Lp

F
(0, T ;Lp(Ω;H)) ≡ L

p
F
(Ω;Lp(0, T ;H)) by

L
p
F
(0, T ;H) with p ∈ [1,∞).
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, the main problem

is formulated and the main results Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.6 are stated. In
section 3, some auxiliary results to be used later are presented. In section 4, we

presents some properties on norm optimal control problem (NP)
T
y0

(see (2.4)) which
is to be formulated later. These are beneficial to the proofs of the main results in
section 5.
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2. Problem formulation and main results

The system, that we consider in this paper, is described by the following con-
trolled stochastic heat equation:



















dy = △ydt+ χGudt+ aydW (t), in D × R
+,

y = 0, on ∂D × R
+,

y(0) = y0, in D,

(2.1)

where y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) is the initial state, a ∈ L∞
F
(0, T ;R), y is an L2(D)-

valued state variable, u ∈ L2
F
(R+;L2(D)). It is well known (see, [15]) that for any

y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)), the system (2.1) admits a unique solution y in the space of

L2
F
(Ω;C([0, T ];L2(D))) × L2

F
(0, T ;H1

0(D)). Moreover, there is a positive constant
C such that

‖y‖L2
F
(Ω;C([0,T ];L2(D)))∩L2

F
(0,T ;H1

0
(D)) ≤ C

(

‖y0‖L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) + ‖u‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(G))

)

.

(2.2)
Throughout the paper, we assume that y0 6= 0 and we denote by y(·; y0, u) the

solution of system (2.1).
Given N > 0, y0 ∈ L2

F0
(Ω;L2(D)), we consider following time optimal control

problem (TP)
N
y0
:

T (N, y0) := inf
u∈UN

{

t ∈ R
+ : y(t; y0, u) = 0

}

, (2.3)

where y(·; y0, u) is the solution of system (2.1) and

UN :=
{

u ∈ L2
F
(R+;L2(D)) : ‖u‖L2

Ft
(Ω;L2(D)) ≤ N, t ∈ R

+ a.e.
}

.

In problem (TP)
N
y0
, a tetrad (0, y0, t, u) is called admissible, if t ∈ R

+,u ∈ UN ,

and y(t; y0, u) = 0 ; A tetrad (0, y0, T (N, y0), u
∗) is called optimal, if T (N, y0) ∈

R
+, u∗ ∈ UN and y(T (N, y0); y0, u

∗) = 0; When (0, y0, T (N, y0), u
∗) is an optimal

tetrad, T (N, y0) and u∗ are called the optimal time and a time optimal control,
respectively.

Definition 2.1. Time optimal control problem (TP)Ny0
has the bang-bang property

if any time optimal control u∗ verifies ‖χGu
∗‖L2

F
(0,T (N,y0);L2(D)) = N and

‖χGu
∗(t)‖L2

Ft
(Ω;L2(D)) 6= 0 for t ∈ (0, T (N, y0)) a.e.

In order to derive the bang-bang property of problem and (TP)Ny0
, we consider

a norm optimal control problem (NP)Ty0
of the following:

N(T, y0) := inf
{

‖u‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) : y(T ; y0, u) = 0, P - a.s.

}

, (2.4)

where y(·; y0, u) is the solution of the following system:


















dy = △ydt+ χGudt+ aydW (t), in D × (0, T ),

y = 0, on ∂D × (0, T ),

y(0) = y0, in D.

(2.5)
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In problem (NP)
T
y0
, a control u ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;L2(D)) is called admissible, if y(T ; y0, u)

= 0 and a control u∗ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) is called optimal, if it is admissible and

‖u∗‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = N(T, y0), which is the optimal norm.

Definition 2.2. Norm optimal control problem (NP)Ty0
has the bang-bang property

if any norm optimal control u∗ verifies that ‖χGu∗‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = N(T, y0) and

‖χGu∗(t)‖L2
Ft

(Ω;L2(D)) 6= 0 for t ∈ (0, T ) a.e.

Another goal of this paper, motivated by [24, 26], is to discuss the equivalence

between the time optimal control problem (TP)
N
y0

and the norm optimal control

problem (NP)
T
y0
.

Definition 2.3. Let N > 0 and T ∈ R
+, the time optimal control problem (TP)

N
y0

and the norm optimal control problem (NP)
T
y0

are said to be equivalent if the fol-
lowing three conditions hold:

(a) Both problem (TP)
N
y0

and problem (NP)
T
y0

have optimal controls;

(b) The restriction of each optimal control to problem (TP)
N
y0

over (0, T ) is an

optimal control to problem (NP)
T
y0
;

(c) The zero extension of each optimal control to problem (NP)
T
y0

over R
+ is

an optimal control to problem (TP)
N
y0
.

Denote

Λ :=

{

(

N(T, y0), T
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

T ∈ R
+

}

. (2.6)

The main results of this paper are stated as follows:

Theorem 2.4. When (N, T ) ∈ Λ , problems (TP)
N
y0

and problems (NP)
T
y0

are
equivalent.

Remark 2.5. In Chapter 5 of [26], the authors demonstrated the equivalence
and inequivalence of time optimal control and norm optimal control problems for
deterministic evolution equations with control u ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(D)). However,
in the stochastic equations, similar results have yet to be obtained with control
u ∈ L∞

F
(0, T ;L2(Ω;L2(D))), as the adaptedness of the stochastic process must be

taken into account with the similar methods. As a result, we only obtain the equiv-
alence of time optimal control and norm optimal control with u ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;L2(D)).

Theorem 2.6. Let y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. Then, the time optimal control

problem (TP)
N
y0

admits a solution, i.e., there exists u∗ ∈ L2
F
(0, T (N, y0);L

2(D))

such that y(T (N, y0); y0, u
∗) = 0, and the time optimal control u∗ satisfies the

bang-bang property.
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3. Auxiliary conclusions

In this section, we give some auxiliary results that will be used later. Let us
introduce the following backward stochastic heat equation:



















dz = −△zdt− aZdt+ ZdW (t), in D × (0, T ),

z = 0, on ∂D × (0, T ),

z(T ) = η, in D.

(3.1)

It is well known (see, ([15], Theorem 4.10.)) that for any η ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)), the

system (3.1) admits a unique solution (z, Z) in the space of L2
F
(Ω;C([0, T ];L2(D)))

× L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)).

Lemma 3.1. The system (3.1) is exactly observable, i.e., there exists a constant
C = C(T,D,G) > 0, such that for all η ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D)),

‖z(0)‖2L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) ≤ C‖χGz‖
2
L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)). (3.2)

Here and in what follows, we denote by C a constant although it may have different
values in different contexts.

Proof. From observability inequality (1.2) in [30], it implies desired estimate (3.2).
�

Remark 3.2. The null controllability for system (2.1) or (2.5) is equivalent to the
observability inequality (3.2) for system (3.1); see, for instance [15, 30].

Lemma 3.3. The system (2.1) or (2.5) is null controllable at time T . That is,
for any y0 ∈ L2

F0
(Ω;L2(D)), there exists a control u ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;L2(D)) such that

y(T ; y0, u) = 0, in D, P-a.s.. Moreover, the control u satisfies the following estimate

‖u‖2L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) ≤ C‖y0‖

2
L2

F0
(Ω;L2(D)).

Here and what follows, we simply set z(·; η) = z(·;T, η) for the solution of the
adjoint equation (3.1) with the terminal condition z(T ) = η.

Next, for any T ∈ R
+, set X =

{

z(·; η) : η ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D))
}

. Define ‖ · ‖X :
X → R by

‖z‖X = ‖z‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) =

(

∫ T

0

E‖χGz‖
2
L2(D)dt

)1/2

. (3.3)

It follows from the observability inequality (3.2) that ‖ · ‖X is indeed a norm on
space X . We denote by Y the completion of the space X under the norm ‖ · ‖X .
The following proposition provides us a description of Y .

Lemma 3.4. Under an isomorphism, any element of Y can be expressed as a
process ϕ(·;T, η) ∈ L2

F
(Ω;C([0, T ];L2(D))), which satisfies



















dϕ = −△ϕdt− aZdt+ ZdW (t), in D × (0, T ),

ϕ = 0, on ∂D × (0, T ),

ϕ(T ) = η, in D,

(3.4)

for some Z ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)), P-a.s. Moreover, χGϕ(·;T, η) = lim

n→∞
χGz(·; ηn) for

some sequence {ηn} ⊆ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)).
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The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [30]. Therefore, we omit the
details.

Remark 3.5. The element ϕ in Y is not necessarily in the space of L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)),

but χGϕ(·;T, η) ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)). Also, because of the isomorphism, we write

‖ϕ‖Y = ‖χGϕ(·;T, η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) =

(

∫ T

0

E‖χGϕ(t;T, η)‖
2
L2(D)dt

)
1
2

. (3.5)

Remark 3.6. when ξ ∈ Y \ {0}, it holds that ‖χGξ‖L2
Ft

(Ω;L2(D)) 6= 0 for each

t ∈ [0, T ). Indeed, from Lemma 3.4, there is a function ϕ ∈ L2
F
(Ω;C([0, T ];L2(D)))

with χGϕ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) such that ξ = χGϕ. This follows that ϕ 6= 0. By (3.7)

in Lemma 3.7 (it will be given later), it follows that χGϕ 6= 0 in L2
Ft
(Ω;L2(D)) for

each t ∈ [0, T ).

In a word, from Lemma 3.4 and Remark 3.5, the space Y can be described as
follows:

Y =



















Solving the system (3.4) such that χGϕ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)).

ϕ : Moreover, for any ηn ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)),

χGϕ = lim
n→∞

χGz(·; ηn)



















,

(3.6)
endowed with the norms (3.5).

Similar to the Lemma 3.1, we also have the following observability inequality for
system (3.4):

Lemma 3.7. The system (3.4) is exactly observable, i.e., there exists a constant
C = C(T,D,G) > 0, such that for all η ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D)),

‖ϕ(0;T, η)‖2L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) ≤ C‖χGϕ(·;T, η)‖
2
L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)). (3.7)

Next, introduce the attainable subspace A =

{

y(T ; 0, u) : u ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D))

}

,

endowed with the norms

‖yT ‖A := inf

{

‖u‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) : y(T ; 0, u) = yT

}

, yT ∈ A. (3.8)

We have the following result about the space A, which will be used later in this
paper.

Lemma 3.8. Let T > 0, there is a linear operator g from A to L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D))

such that g preserves the norms.

Proof. For any η ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)) and v ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)), by system (2.5), sys-

tem (3.4) and Itô’s formula, we have

E 〈y(T ; 0, v), η〉 = E

∫ T

0

〈v(t), χGϕ(t;T, η)〉 dt. (3.9)
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Let yT ∈ A. Then yT = y(T ; 0, û) for some û ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)). Define LyT

:

L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) → R by setting

LyT
(χGϕ(·;T, η)) = E

∫ T

0

〈û(t), χGϕ(t;T, η)〉 dt, for each η ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)).

(3.10)
From (3.9) and (3.10), one can easily check that LyT

is well-defined and linear.
Meanwhile, on one hand, using the Hölder inequality to the right side of equality
(3.10), we see that LyT

is bounded. On the other hand, since the dual of the space

L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) equals itself, see Theorem 2.73 in [15], LyT

is a linear bounded

functional on L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)). i.e.,

LyT
∈ L2

F
(0, T ;L2(D)). (3.11)

Now defined g : A→ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) by setting

g(yT ) = LyT
for each yT ∈ A. (3.12)

It is clear that g is linear.
We now prove that g preserves the norms. i.e.,

‖g(yT )‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = ‖yT ‖A for each yT ∈ A. (3.13)

Let yT ∈ A. Arbitrarily take a û ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) such that yT = y(T ; 0, û).

From equality (3.10) and (3.11), it follows that

〈LyT
, ξ〉L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = E

∫ T

0

〈û(t), ξ(t)〉 dt for each ξ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)), (3.14)

which implies

‖LyT
‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) ≤ ‖û‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)).

Then together with (3.8), it leads to

‖LyT
‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) ≤ ‖yT‖A. (3.15)

Conversely, for any v̂ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)), from (3.14), we know

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫ T

0

〈v̂(t), ξ(t)〉 dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖LyT
‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D))‖ξ‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)). (3.16)

Defined h : L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) → R by setting

h(ξ) = E

∫ T

0

〈v̂(t), ξ(t)〉 dt for each ξ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)). (3.17)

By (3.16) and (3.17), it follows that h is a linear bounded functional on L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)),

which shows that

‖h‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) ≤ ‖LyT

‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)). (3.18)

According to the Riesz-type representation theorem for general stochastic processes
(see Theorem 2.55 in [15]), ∃ v ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;L2(D)) such that ∀ ξ ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;L2(D)),

we have

h(ξ) = E

∫ T

0

〈v(t), ξ(t)〉 dt.

Moreover,

‖h‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = ‖v‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)). (3.19)
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Let yT ∈ A. We fix the v ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) such that y(T ; 0, v) = yT . By (3.8), we

have

‖yT ‖A ≤ ‖v‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)),

which combines with (3.18) and (3.19), leads to

‖LyT
‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) ≥ ‖yT‖A. (3.20)

To sum up, from (3.15) and (3.20), we obtain

‖LyT
‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = ‖yT‖A. (3.21)

Now (3.13) follows from the definition of g in (3.12) and (3.21). This completes the
proof. �

4. The properties of the norm optimal control problem

In this section, we presents some properties of the norm optimal control problem

(NP)Ty0
. These properties will be used in the proof of our main results.

4.1. Characterizations of the norm optimal control problem.

Lemma 4.1. For all T > 0, y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D))\{0}. The optimal norm N(T, y0)

of problem (NP)
T
y0

can be characterized as

N(T, y0) = sup
η∈L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D))\{0}

E 〈y0, ϕ(0;T, η)〉

‖χGϕ(·;T, η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

. (4.1)

Proof. Let T > 0, y0 ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. Write yT := −y(T ; y0, 0). By lin-

earity, one can easily check that y(T ; y0, u) = 0 ⇔ y(T ; 0, u) = yT . According to
the Lemma 3.3, the system (2.1) or (2.5) is null controllable. Hence, the above
expression leads to yT ∈ A. Then from (2.4) and (3.8), we have

N(T, y0) = ‖yT ‖A. (4.2)

Let û ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) be such that y(T ; 0, û) = yT . Taking v = û in (3.9) and

together with (3.10), it follows that

LyT
(χGϕ(·;T, η)) = E 〈yT , η〉 for each η ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D)). (4.3)

Since LyT
is a linear bounded functional on L2

F
(0, T ;L2(D)), as well as from Lemma

3.7 we have χGϕ(t;T, η) 6= 0 when η ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0} and t ∈ [0, T ) a.s..
Hence, from (4.3)

‖LyT
‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = sup

η∈L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D))\{0}

E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉

‖χGϕ(·;T, η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

. (4.4)

Consider the following stochastic heat equation, i.e., equation (2.5) with u = 0:


















dy = △ydt+ aydW (t), in D × (0, T ),

y = 0, on ∂D × (0, T ),

y(0) = y0, in D.

(4.5)

By system (4.5), system (3.4) and Itô’s formula, we have

E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉 = E 〈y0, ϕ(0;T, η)〉 . (4.6)
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Combining the above equality with (4.4), it follows that

‖LyT
‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = sup

η∈L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D))\{0}

E 〈y0, ϕ(0;T, η)〉

‖χGϕ(·;T, η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

.

This, together with (3.21) and (4.2), the conclusion (4.1) is true. The proof is
completed. �

Here and what follows, we simply set ϕ(·; η) = ϕ(·;T, η) for the solution of the
equation (3.4) with the terminal condition ϕ(T ) = η.

We define a functional J on Y :

J (ϕ) =
1

2
‖χGϕ(·; η)‖

2
L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) + E 〈y0, ϕ(0; η)〉

=
1

2

∫ T

0

E‖χGϕ‖
2
L2(D)dt+ E 〈y0, ϕ(0; η)〉 .

(4.7)

Denote the variational problem (VP)Ty0
as follows:

V := inf
ϕ∈Y

J (ϕ). (4.8)

Next, we prove the existence of the minimizer of J defined in (4.7).

Lemma 4.2. Suppose y0 ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2(D)), the functional J admits a minimizer

on Y .

Proof. One can easily show that J (·) is strict convex and continuous. Next, we
prove the coercivity, let {ϕn} ⊆ Y such that ‖ϕn‖Y → ∞ as n → ∞ and let

ϕ̃n =
ϕn

‖ϕn‖Y
, so that ‖ϕ̃n‖Y = 1. Then according to (3.5), we have

J (ϕn)

‖ϕn‖Y
=

1

2
‖ϕn‖Y

∫ T

0

E‖χGϕ̃n‖
2
L2(D)dt+ E 〈y0, ϕ̃n(0)〉

=
1

2
‖ϕn‖Y ‖ϕ̃n‖

2
Y + E 〈y0, ϕ̃n(0)〉

=
1

2
‖ϕn‖Y + E 〈y0, ϕ̃n(0)〉 .

Noting that
∣

∣E 〈y0, ϕ̃n(0)〉
∣

∣ ≤ C‖y0‖L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)), which along with estimate (3.7)

in Lemma 3.7, we have J (ϕn) → ∞ as ‖ϕn‖Y → ∞. This shows the coercivity of
J (·).

To sum up, we showed that J (·) is strict convex, continuous, and coercive, and
thus the minimizer of J (·) exists. �

Remark 4.3. If we suppose y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D))\{0}, then zero is not a minimizer
of the functional J , see Lemma 2.2 in [25] for more details.

The studies on (NP)
T
y0

are closely related to the variational problem (VP)
T
y0

and the following conclusion describes the relation between (NP)Ty0
and (VP)Ty0

.

Proposition 4.4. For all T > 0, and y0 ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}, then

V = −
1

2
N(T, y0)

2. (4.9)
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Proof. We first prove that

V ≥ −
1

2
N(T, y0)

2 for all T > 0 and y0 ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. (4.10)

From the Lemma 3.7, it follows that χGϕ(t; η) 6= 0, when η ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}
and t ∈ [0, T ). From this, together with (4.6) and (4.7), we find that for each
η ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0},

J (ϕ(·; η))

=
1

2
‖χGϕ(·; η)‖

2
L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) + E 〈y0, ϕ(0; η)〉

=
1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

χGϕ(·; η) +
E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉

‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

−
1

2

[

E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉

‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

]2

≥ −
1

2

[

E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉

‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

]2

.

(4.11)

Meanwhile, it follows from Lemma 4.1 and (4.6) that

N(T, y0) ≥
E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉

‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

for each η ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}, (4.12)

and

−N(T, y0) = inf
η∈L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D))\{0}

E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉

‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

≤
E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉

‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

,

(4.13)
for each η ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D))\{0}. Combining with (4.12) and (4.13), it follows that

∣

∣

∣

∣

E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉

‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ N(T, y0) for each η ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0},

which implies

sup
η∈L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D))\{0}

{[

E 〈y(T ; y0, 0), η〉

‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

]2}

≤ N(T, y0)
2. (4.14)

From (4.11) and (4.14), one can easily verify that J (ϕ) ≥
1

2
N(T, y0)

2 for each η ∈

L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}, which shows

inf
η∈L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D))\{0}

J (ϕ) ≥
1

2
N(T, y0)

2. (4.15)

According to Remark 4.3, 0 is not the minimizer of J (·). This, along with the

problem (VP)
T
y0
, yields that

V = inf
η∈L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D))\{0}

J (ϕ) for each y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. (4.16)

Hence, from (4.15) and (4.16), we are led to (4.10).
Next, we prove that

V ≤ −
1

2
N(T, y0)

2. (4.17)
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We first claim that

N(T, y0) > 0 for each T ∈ R
+. (4.18)

By contradiction, suppose we would have that N(T̂ , y0) = 0 for some T̂ ∈ R
+.

From the problem (NP)
T̂
y0
, it follows that û = 0 such that y(T̂ ; y0, 0) = 0. Consider

the following system:


















dy = △ydt+ χGûdt+ aydW (t), in D × (0, T̂ ),

y = 0, on ∂D × (0, T̂ ),

y(0) = y0, in D.

By the above system, system (3.4), and Itô’s formula, we have

E 〈y(0; y0, 0), ϕ(0; η)〉 = 0 for each ϕ(0; η) ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)). (4.19)

This yields y(0; y0, 0) = y0 = 0, which leads to a contradiction, since we assumed
that y0 ∈ L2

F0
(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. Thus, (4.18) is true.

By (4.1) in Lemma (4.1), for any ǫ ∈ (0, N(T, y0)), there is a ηǫ ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D))
such that

E 〈y0, ϕ(0; ηǫ)〉

‖χGϕ(·; ηǫ)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D))

≤ −N(T, y0) + ǫ.

Then, together with the above inequality and (4.7) that for each λ ≥ 0,

J (ϕ(·;ληǫ)) =
1

2
λ2‖χGϕ(·; ηǫ)‖

2
L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) + λE 〈y0, ϕ(0; ηǫ)〉

≤
1

2

[

λ‖χGϕ(·; ηǫ)‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) − (N(T, y0)− ǫ)

]2

−
1

2
(N(T, y0)− ǫ)2.

By taking the infimum for λ ∈ R
+ on both sides of the above inequality, we find

that

inf
λ≥0

J (ϕ(·;ληǫ)) ≤ −
1

2
(N(T, y0)− ǫ)2 for each ǫ ∈ (0, N(T, y0)).

This, along with (4.16), it leads to

V ≤ −
1

2
(N(T, y0)− ǫ)2 for each ǫ ∈ (0, N(T, y0)).

taking ǫ→ 0 in the above inequality yields (4.17).
To sum up, (4.9) follows from (4.10) and (4.17). This completes the proof. �

4.2. Monotonicity and continuity of minimal norm function. In order to
prove our main results, we shall study the monotonicity of minimal norm function
N(·, y0) at first. It is worth noting that we cannot simply mimic the calculations
in the deterministic case by applying the time change technique, and treat the
stochastic equations in the same way, since adaptedness is always required in the
stochastic system. To overcome such technical difficulties, we adopt some methods
from [15] to prove the following properties of N(·, y0).
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Proposition 4.5. Let y0 ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. The following three assertions

are true:

(a). The function T 7→ N(T, y0) is strictly decreasing from R
+ to R

+;

(b). lim
T→∞

N(T, y0) = 0;

(c). lim
T↓0

N(T, y0) = +∞.

Proof. At the beginning, according to (4.18) and Proposition 4.4, we haveN(T, y0) ∈
R

+ for each T ∈ R
+. Then for any fixed T1, T2 ∈ R

+ with T2 > T1, by Proposition

4.4 again, problem (NP)
T1

y0
has an optimal control û1 such that

y(T1; y0, û1) = 0 and ‖û1‖L2
F
(0,T1;L2(D)) = N(T1, y0). (4.20)

Define

ū(t) =

{

û1(t), t ∈ (0, T1),

0, t ∈ (T1, T2).

Then consider the following system with a control ū(·) ∈ L2
F
(0, T2;L

2(D)):


















dy = △ydt+ χGūdt+ aydW (t), in D × (0, T2),

y = 0, on ∂D × (0, T2),

y(0) = y0, in D.

Along with the first equality of (4.20), we have y(T2; y0, ū) = 0, which means that

ū is a control to problem (NP)
T2

y0
. By the optimality of N(T2, y0) and the second

equality of (4.20), one has

N(T2, y0) ≤ ‖ū‖L2
F
((0,T2);L2(D)) = ‖û1‖L2

F
((0,T1);L2(D)) = N(T1, y0).

Next, we claim that N(T2, y0) < N(T1, y0). By contradiction, we suppose that it
did not hold. Then by the above inequality, we would have N(T2, y0) = N(T1, y0).
Thus,

‖ū‖L2
F
(0,T2;L2(D)) = ‖û1‖L2

F
(0,T1;L2(D)) = N(T1, y0) = N(T2, y0).

This, together with y(T2; y0, ū) = 0, shows ū is an optimal control to problem

(NP)
T2

y0
. By the bang-bang property of (NP)

T2

y0
(see Theorem 5.4, which will be

given later), we have that ‖χGū(t)‖L2
Ft

(Ω;L2(D)) 6= 0 , t ∈ (0, T2) a.e. This contra-

dicts the fact that ū = 0 over (T1, T2). Hence, the assertion (a) is true.
Next, according to (4.18) and assertion (a), one can easily verify that lim

T→∞
N(T, y0)

= 0. Hence, the assertion (b) is true.
Finally, we prove the assertion (c). By contradiction, we suppose that it did not

hold. Then there would be a sequence {Tn} ⊂ (0, 1) such that lim
Tn↓0

N(Tn, y0) = N̂ ∈

R
+. Since N(T, y0) ∈ R

+ form (4.18). Let un be the optimal control to problem
N(Tn, y0) . Then from assertion (a) and the above equality, we find that

‖un‖L2
F
(0,Tn;L2(D)) = N(Tn, y0) ≤ N̂ . (4.21)
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Consider the following system:


















dy = △ydt+ χGundt+ aydW (t), in D × (0, Tn),

y = 0, on ∂D × (0, Tn),

y(0) = y0, in D.

From the above system, system (3.1), and Itô’s formula, it holds

E 〈y0, z(0; η)〉+ E

∫ Tn

0

〈un, χGz(t; η)〉 dt = 0, (4.22)

where (z, Z) solves the equation (3.1). Noting that (4.21) and E‖z‖2 ≤ CE‖η‖2,
∣

∣

∣

∣

E

∫ Tn

0

〈un, χGz(t; η)〉 dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CN̂

(
∫ Tn

0

(

E‖η‖2L2(D)

)2
dt

)
1
4√

Tn → 0 as Tn ↓ 0.

This, along with (4.22), we have E 〈y0, z(0; η)〉 = 0 for each z(0; η) ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2(D)),

which implies y0 = 0. This contradicts the assumption y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}.
Hence, the assertion (c) is true. The proof is complete. �

The following result is concerned with the continuity of minimal norm function
N(·, y0).

Proposition 4.6. Let N(T, y0) be defined in (2.4). Then, the function N(·, y0) is
continuous.

Proof. At the beginning, we show the right continuity of N(·, y0). Arbitrarily fix a

T̂ ∈ R
+. Let {Tn} ⊂ (T̂ , T̂ + 1) be such that

Tn ↓ T̂ . (4.23)

Then from the assertion (a) of Proposition 4.5, there is a M̂ ∈ R
+ such that

lim
Tn↓T̂

N(Tn, y0) = M̂.

It suffices to show
N(T̂ , y0) = M̂, (4.24)

which implies that the function N(·, y0) is right continuity. i.e.,

lim
Tn↓T̂

N(Tn, y0) = N(T̂ , y0). (4.25)

To this end, by contradiction, we suppose that (4.24) did not hold. Then from the
assertion (a) of Proposition 4.5, we would have

M̂ < N(T̂ , y0). (4.26)

Let un be the optimal control to the problem (NP)
Tn

y0
and y(·; y0, un) solve the

following equation:


















dyn = △yndt+ χGundt+ ayndW (t), in D × (0, Tn),

yn = 0, on ∂D × (0, Tn),

yn(0) = y0, in D.

Then we have

‖un‖L2
F
(0,Tn;L2(D)) = N(Tn, y0) and y(Tn; y0, un) = 0.
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Define

ûn(t) =







un(t), t ∈ (0, Tn),

0, t ∈ (Tn, T̂ + 1).

Consider the following equation:


















dyn = △yndt+ χGûndt+ ayndW (t), in D × (0, T̂ + 1),

yn = 0, on ∂D × (0, T̂ + 1),

yn(0) = y0, in D,

(4.27)

which admits a solution yn = y(·; y0, ûn). Similar to (2.2), for a positive constant
C independent of n, we have

‖yn‖L2
F
(Ω;C([0,T ];L2(D)))∩L2

F
(0,T ;H1

0
(D)) ≤ C

(

‖y0‖L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) + ‖un‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(G))

)

.

(4.28)
Then one can easily verify that

‖ûn‖L2
F
(0,T̂+1;L2(D)) = ‖un‖L2

F
(0,Tn;L2(D)) = N(Tn, y0) ≤ M̂, (4.29)

and

y(Tn; y0, ûn) = 0. (4.30)

By (4.29), we know ûn is bounded in L2
F
(0, T̂ + 1;L2(D)). Thus, we can extract

a subsequence from {ûn}, still denoted in the same way, such that for some û ∈

L2
F
(0, T̂ + 1;L2(D)),

ûn → û weakly in L2
F
(0, T̂ + 1;L2(D)). (4.31)

This, combines with (4.26) and (4.29), yields

‖û‖L2
F
(0,T̂+1;L2(D)) ≤ lim inf

n→∞
‖ûn‖L2

F
(0,T̂+1;L2(D)) ≤ M̂ < N(T̂ , y0). (4.32)

Meanwhile, from (4.31), (4.23) and (4.28), one can directly verify that

y(Tn; y0, ûn) → y(T̂ ; y0, û) weakly in L2
F
(Ω;C([0, T ];L2(D))), (4.33)

where y(T̂ ; y0, û) is a solution of the following system:


















dy = △ydt+ χGûdt+ aydW (t), in D × (0, T̂ + 1),

y = 0, on ∂D × (0, T̂ + 1),

y(0) = y0, in D.

These, along with (4.30), lead to y(T̂ ; y0, û) = 0. Thus, û is an admissible control

to the problem (NP)T̂y0
which yields ‖û‖L2

F
(0,T̂ ;L2(D)) ≥ N(T̂ , y0). This contradicts

(4.32). Then (4.24) is true. Hence, N(·, y0) is right continuous over R
+.

Next, we show thatN(·, y0) is left-continuous. Let T̂ ∈ R
+ again, and {Tn}n≥1 ⊂

(
T̂

2
, T̂ ) with Tn ↑ T̂ . We shall prove

lim
Tn↑T̂

N(Tn, y0) = N(T̂ , y0). (4.34)
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From (4.1) in Lemma 4.1, we have

N(Tn, y0) = sup
ηn∈L2

FTn
(Ω;L2(D))\{0}

E 〈y0, ϕ(0; ηn)〉

‖χGϕ(·; ηn)‖L2
F
(0,Tn;L2(D))

. (4.35)

We choose ηn ∈ L2
FTn

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0} such that

∫ Tn

0

E‖χGϕ(t; ηn)‖
2
L2(D)dt = 1. (4.36)

This, together with (4.35), lead to

N(Tn, y0)−
1

n
≤ E 〈y0, ϕ(0; ηn)〉 . (4.37)

We first claim that for any {ηn} ⊆ L2
FTn

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0},

‖ϕ(·; ηn)− ϕ(·; ηm)‖Y → 0 as n,m→ ∞. (4.38)

Indeed, due to Y is the completion of the space X under the norm ‖ · ‖X , and
according to (3.3) and (3.5), it follows that for any {ηnk

} ⊆ L2
FTnk

(Ω;L2(D))\ {0},

‖z(·; ηnk
)− z(·; ηmk

)‖X = ‖z(·; ηnk
)− z(·; ηmk

)‖Y → 0 as k → ∞.

In other words,

‖χGz(·; ηnk
)− χGz(·; ηmk

)‖L2
F
(0,Tnk

;L2(D)) → 0 as k → ∞. (4.39)

By (3.6), we have

lim
k→∞

χGz(·; ηnk
) = χGϕ(·, ηn).

This, together with (4.39), leads to

‖χGϕ(·; ηn)− χGϕ(·; ηm)‖L2
F
(0,Tn;L2(D)) → 0 as n,m→ ∞,

which yields (4.38). Hence, there exists a ϕ(·, η) ∈ Y , such that

ϕ(·, ηn) → ϕ(·, η) strongly in Y.

Combining with (4.36), we obtain

∫ T̂

0

E‖χGϕ(t; η)‖
2
L2(D)dt = ‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2

F
(0,T̂ ;L2(D)) = 1. (4.40)

Meanwhile, from (4.37), it follows that

lim sup
n→∞

N(Tn, y0) ≤ E 〈y0, ϕ(0; η)〉 . (4.41)

On the other hand, from (4.1) in Lemma 4.1, we obtain

N(T̂ , y0) = sup
η∈L2

FT
(Ω;L2(D))\{0}

E 〈y0, ϕ(0; η)〉

‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T̂ ;L2(D))

,

which shows that for each η ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0},

N(T̂ , y0)‖χGϕ(·; η)‖L2
F
(0,T̂ ;L2(D)) ≥ E 〈y0, ϕ(0; η)〉 .

This, together with (4.40) and (4.41), lead to

lim sup
n→∞

N(Tn, y0) ≤ N(T̂ , y0). (4.42)
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By the assertion (a) in Proposition 4.5, it follows that

lim inf
n→∞

N(Tn, y0) ≥ N(T̂ , y0). (4.43)

Hence, from (4.42) and (4.43), we conclude that

lim
n→∞

N(Tn, y0) = N(T̂ , y0),

which yields (4.34). That is, N(·, y0) is left-continuous.
The continuity of N(·, y0) then follows from both the right continuity (4.25) and

the left continuity (4.34) . The proof is completed. �

5. Proof of main results

In this section, we give proofs of our main results. i.e., Theorem 2.4 and Theo-
rem 2.6. Our strategy is as follows. We first show that existences for norm optimal

control problem (NP)
T
y0

and time optimal control problem (TP)
N
y0
. Then the con-

nections between time optimal control problem (TP)
N
y0

and norm optimal control

problem (NP)
T
y0

are obtained, which will be used to prove Theorem 2.4. Finally,

through utilizing the bang-bang property of norm optimal control problem (NP)
T
y0
,

we derive the bang-bang property for time optimal control problem (TP)
N
y0
. Fur-

thermore, we verify Theorem 2.6.

5.1. Existences for norm optimal control problem and time optimal con-

trol problem. At first, we present existences for norm optimal control problem

(NP)
T
y0

and time optimal control problem (TP)
N
y0
.

Proposition 5.1. Assume y0 ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. Then for any T > 0, the

norm optimal control problem (NP)Ty0
admits a solution, i.e., there exists at least

one u∗ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) such that ‖u∗‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = N(T, y0), and y(T ; y0, u∗) =

0. Moreover, The control defined by

u∗ = χGϕ
∗, (5.1)

is the minimal norm optimal control, where ϕ∗ is the unique solution of the problem

(VP)
T
y0

in (4.8).

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, for system (2.5), there exists a control v ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D))

so that y(T ; y0, v) = 0. That is to say (NP)
T
y0

has admissible controls. So we can

choose a sequence {u∗k}k≥1 ⊆ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) satisfying

y(T ; y0, u∗k) = 0 for each k ∈ N
+, (5.2)

and

‖u∗k‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) ≤ N(T, y0) +

1

k
for each k ∈ N

+. (5.3)

By (5.3), there exists a subsequence of {u∗k}k≥1, denoted in the same way, and a
u∗ ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;L2(D)) such that

u∗k → u∗ weakly in L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) as k → ∞. (5.4)

From this and using the inequality (5.3) again, it follows that

‖u∗‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) ≤ lim inf

k→∞
‖u∗k‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)) ≤ N(T, y0). (5.5)
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Meanwhile, by (5.4), similar to the proof of (4.33), we see that

y(T ; y0, u∗k) → y(T ; y0, u∗) weakly in L2
F
(Ω;C([0, T ];L2(D))) as k → ∞.

(5.6)
This, together with the equality (5.2), implies that y(T ; y0, u∗) = 0. i.e., u∗ is an

admissible control to problem (NP)
T
y0
. Then by the optimality of N(T, y0) (see

(2.4)) and (5.5), we find that u∗ is an optimal control to problem (NP)
T
y0
.

Next, we will show that u∗ = χGϕ
∗ is the minimal norm optimal control, in the

sense that

‖u∗‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) ≤ ‖û‖L2

F
(0,T ;L2(D)), (5.7)

for any û ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) such that y(T ; y0, û) = 0 in D, P-a.s. According to the

Lemma 4.2, ϕ∗ is the unique minimizer for the functional J (ϕ). By the optimality
of ϕ∗, we obtain the following Euler-Lagrange equation to the functional J (ϕ):

∫ T

0

E 〈χGϕ
∗, χGψ〉 dt+ E 〈y0, ϕ(0)〉 = 0, for all ψ ∈ Y. (5.8)

Using u∗ = χGϕ
∗ and plugging it into Euler-Lagrange equation (5.8), we obtain
∫ T

0

E 〈u∗, χGψ〉 dt+ E 〈y0, ϕ(0)〉 = 0, for all ψ ∈ Y. (5.9)

Taking ψ = ϕ, by the system (2.5) with u∗, system (3.4) and Itô’s formula, it
implies that y(T ; y0, u∗) = 0 in D, P-a.s.

Consider the following system:


















dy = △ydt+ χGûdt+ aydW (t), in D × (0, T ),

y = 0, on ∂D × (0, T ),

y(0) = y0, in D,

and by system (3.4) and Itô’s formula, we have
∫ T

0

E 〈û, χGϕ〉 dt+ E 〈y0, ϕ(0)〉 = 0, for all ϕ ∈ Y.

This, together with equation (5.9), implies
∫ T

0

E 〈u∗, χGϕ〉 dt =

∫ T

0

E 〈û, χGϕ〉 dt, for all ϕ ∈ Y. (5.10)

By the density argument, the equality (5.10) still holds for all ψ ∈ Y . Thus,
replacing ϕ in (5.10) by ϕ∗ gives
∫ T

0

E‖u∗‖
2
L2(D)dt =

∫ T

0

E 〈u∗, û〉 dt ≤
1

2

∫ T

0

E‖u∗‖
2
L2(D)dt+

1

2

∫ T

0

E‖û‖2L2(D)dt.

Therefore, the inequality (5.7) is true. Hence, we end the proof of Proposition
5.1. �

Proposition 5.2. Assume y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. Then for every N > 0, the

time optimal control problem (TP)
N
y0

admits a solution, i.e., there exists at least

one u∗ ∈ UN such that y(T (N, y0); y0, u
∗) = 0.
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Proof. By Proposition 4.5, we can find T ∈ R
+ such that,

N(T, y0) ≤ N, (5.11)

where N ∈ R
+ is a positive constant. Then, according to Proposition 5.1, there

exists u∗ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) such that

‖u∗‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = N(T, y0) as well as y(T ; y0, u∗) = 0. (5.12)

Define

ũ∗ =

{

u∗, t ∈ (0, T ),

0, t ∈ (T,∞).

Then from (5.11) and (5.12), we have ũ∗ ∈ UN as well as y(T ; y0, ũ∗) = 0. i.e.,

time optimal control problem (TP)Ny0
has admissible controls. So we can choose

{Tk}k≥1 ⊆ R
+ satisfying

Tk → T (N, y0) as k → 0, (5.13)

as well as {u∗k}k≥1 ⊆ L2
F
(R+;L2(D)) holding

‖u∗k‖L2
F
(R+;L2(D)) ≤ N and y(Tk; y0, u

∗
k) = 0. (5.14)

By the inequality in (5.14), there exists a subsequence of {u∗k}k≥1, denoted in the

same manner, and u∗ ∈ L2
F
(R+;L2(D)) such that

u∗k → u∗ weakly in L2
F
(R+;L2(D)) as k → ∞. (5.15)

and

‖u∗‖L2
F
(R+;L2(D)) ≤ lim inf

k→∞
‖u∗k‖L2

F
(R+;L2(D)) ≤ N,

which indicates that

u∗ ∈ UN . (5.16)

Meanwhile, by (5.13) and (5.15), similar to the proof of (4.33), we see that

y(Tk; y0, u
∗
k) → y(T (N, y0); y0, u

∗) weakly in L2
F
(Ω;C([0, T ];L2(D))). (5.17)

This, together with the equality in (5.14), implies that y(T (N, y0); y0, u
∗) = 0. From

the above equality and (5.16), we conclude that u∗ is an optimal control to time

optimal control problem (TP)
N
y0
. The proof is complete. �

5.2. The equivalence of minimal time and minimal norm controls. In this
subsection, we aim to discuss connections between time optimal control problem

(TP)
N
y0

and norm optimal control problem (NP)
T
y0
.

Proposition 5.3. Let (N0, T0) ∈ R
+×R

+. Then, the following two conditions are
equivalent:

(i) N0 = N(T0, y0).
(ii) T0 = T (N0, y0).

Proof. This will be accomplished by two steps.
Step 1. Relation (i) implies relation (ii). On one hand, by the Proposition 5.1,

there exists an optimal norm control u∗1 ∈ L2
F
(0, T0;L

2(D)) such that ‖u∗1‖L2
F
(0,T0;L2(D))

= N(T0, y0), and y(T0; y0, u∗1) = 0. From N0 = N(T0, y0) and the optimality of
T (N0, y0), we have

T (N0, y0) ≤ T0 < +∞. (5.18)
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On the other hand, Since N0 > 0, by the Proposition 5.2, there exists a time optimal
control u∗2 ∈ L2

F
(0, T (N0, y0);L

2(D)) such that

y(T (N0, y0); y0, u
∗2) = 0 and ‖u∗2‖L2

F
(0,T (N0,y0);L2(D)) ≤ N0.

This, along with (2.4) leads to

N(T (N0, y0), y0) ≤ ‖u∗2‖L2
F
(0,T (N0,y0);L2(D)) ≤ N0.

Since N0 = N(T0, y0), together with the above inequality and the assertion (a) in
Proposition 4.5, it yields

T (N0, y0) ≥ T0. (5.19)

From (5.18) and (5.19) we conclude that T (N0, y0) = T0, as was to be proven.
Step 2. Relation (ii) implies relation (i). Since T (N0, y0) = T0 ∈ R

+, by the

Proposition 5.2, there exists a time optimal control u∗1 ∈ L2
F
(0, T0;L

2(D)) such that
y(T0; y0, u

∗1) = 0 and ‖u∗1‖L2
F
(0,T0;L2(D)) ≤ N0. Furthermore, from Proposition

4.5, we have N0 > 0 for each y0 ∈ L2
F0
(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}, which shows that there is

a T̂ ∈ R
+ such that

N0 = N(T̂ , y0). (5.20)

Using the proof procedure from Step 1 again, we obtain T̂ = T (N0, y0). Plugging
it into (5.20), it follows that N0 = N(T (N0, y0), y0). Noting that T (N0, y0) = T0,
finally, we draw a conclusionN0 = N(T0, y0). Combining Steps 1 and 2, we complete
the proof of the Proposition. �

We now are on the position to prove Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Let Λ be given by (2.6) and arbitrarily fix (N, T ) ∈ Λ .
Three facts are given in order.

First, by (2.6), Proposition 5.3, together with Proposition 4.5 and Proposition
4.6, we have that

N = N(T, y0) ∈ R
+ and T = T (N, y0) > 0. (5.21)

The above two equalities, along with Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2, imply

that both problem (TP)
N
y0

and problem (NP)
T
y0

have optimal controls.

Second, each optimal control u∗ to problem (TP)
N
y0

satisfies that

y(T (N, y0); y0, u
∗) = 0 and ‖u∗‖L2

F
(R+;L2(D)) ≤ N. (5.22)

From (5.21) and (5.22), one can easily see that u∗ over (0, T ) is an optimal control

to problem (NP)
T
y0
.

Third, each optimal control u∗ to problem (NP)
T
y0

satisfies that

y(T ; y0, u∗) = 0 and ‖u∗‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = N(T, y0). (5.23)

Set

ũ∗(t) =

{

u∗(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

0, t ∈ (T,+∞).

From (5.21) and (5.23), we see that ũ∗(t) is an optimal control to problem (TP)Ny0
.

Finally, from the above three facts and Definition 2.3, we see that problem

(TP)Ny0
and problem (NP)Ty0

are equivalent. Hence, we complete the proof of
Theorem 2.4. �
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5.3. Bang-bang property of time optimal controls. In this subsection, we

show that norm optimal control problem (NP)
T
y0

has the bang-bang property. Then

we derive the bang-bang property for time optimal control problem (TP)
N
y0

by

virtue of the bang-bang property of problem (NP)
T
y0
.

Theorem 5.4. Assume y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. The norm optimal control of

problem (NP)
T
y0

satisfies the bang-bang property, i.e., the norm optimal control

u∗ ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(D)) for problem (NP)

T
y0

satisfies

‖χGu∗‖L2
F
(0,T ;L2(D)) = N(T, y0) (5.24)

and

‖χGu∗(t)‖L2
Ft

(Ω;L2(D)) 6= 0 for t ∈ (0, T ) a.e. (5.25)

Proof. The equality in (5.24) is obvious due to Proposition 5.1. Then from (5.1)
in Proposition 5.1, together with Remark 4.3 and Remark 3.6, finally, along with
(5.24), one can easily verify that (5.25) is true. This completes the proof of the
Theorem. �

Theorem 5.5. Assume y0 ∈ L2
F0

(Ω;L2(D)) \ {0}. The time optimal control of

problem (TP)
N0

y0
satisfies the bang-bang property, i.e., the time optimal control u∗ ∈

UN0
for problem (TP)

N0

y0
satisfies

‖χGu∗‖L2
F
(0,T (N0,y0);L2(D)) = N0 (5.26)

and

‖χGu∗(t)‖L2
Ft

(Ω;L2(D)) 6= 0, for t ∈ (0, T (N0, y0)) a.e. (5.27)

Proof. According to Proposition 5.2, there exists a time optimal control u∗ ∈
L2
F
(0, T (N0, y0);L

2(D)) such that

‖χGu
∗‖L2

F
(0,T (N0,y0);L2(D)) ≤ ‖u∗‖L2

F
(0,T (N0,y0);L2(D)) ≤ N0. (5.28)

Then, the solution y∗ := y(·; y0, u
∗) of the following controlled stochastic system:



















dy∗ = △y∗dt+ χGu
∗dt+ ay∗dW (t), in D × (0, T (N0, y0)),

y∗ = 0, on ∂D × (0, T (N0, y0)),

y∗(0) = y0, in D,

admits

y(T (N0, y0); y0, u
∗) = 0.

Write

Ñ0 := ‖χGu
∗‖L2

F
(0,T (N0,y0);L2(D)),

and

T0 := T (N0, y0). (5.29)

We first claim that

Ñ0 = N0. (5.30)

By contradiction, suppose that the above equality was not true. Then we would
have that Ñ0 < N0 by inequality (5.28). By the optimality of norm optimal control
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problem (NP)T (N0,y0)
y0

, it follows that Ñ0 ≥ N(T0, y0). In addition, from Propo-

sition 5.3, along with (5.29), it implies that N0 = N(T0, y0), which leads to a
contradiction. Thus, (5.30) is true. i.e., (5.26) is correct.

Next, we shall prove (5.27). Indeed, from Proposition 5.2, there exists u∗ ∈ UN0

and T (N0, y0) be the time optimal control and optimal time, respectively, for time

optimal control problem (TP)
N0

y0
. Then by Theorem 5.4 and Proposition 5.3,

N0 = N(T (N0, y0), y0), (5.31)

is the optimal norm for norm optimal control problem (NP)T0

y0
with T0 = T (N0, y0).

Therefore, u∗ is a norm optimal control for norm optimal control problem (NP)T0

y0

with T0 = T (N0, y0) as well. Finally, by (5.25) in Theorem 5.4, then along with
(5.29) and (5.31), it implies (5.27) holds. The proof is complete. �

Then Theorem 2.6 is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.2 and Theorem 5.5.
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