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Attainable subspaces and the bang-bang property of
time optimal controls for heat equations

G. Wang®, Y. Xu' and Y. Zhang?

Abstract

In this paper, we study two subjects on internally controlled heat equations
with time varying potentials: the attainable subspaces and the bang-bang property
for some time optimal control problems. We present some equivalent characteriza-
tions on the attainable subspaces, and provide a sufficient conditions to ensure the
bang-bang property. Both the above-mentioned characterizations and the sufficient
condition are closely related to some function spaces consisting of some solutions to
the adjoint equations. It seems for us that the existing ways to derive the bang-bang
property for heat equations with time-invariant potentials (see, for instance, [4], [7],
[16] and [26]) do not work for the case where the potentials are time-varying. We
provide another way to approach it in the current paper.
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1 Introduction

Let Q C R?, d > 1, be a bounded domain with a C? boundary 0£2. Write w C € for an
open and non-empty subset with its characteristic function x,. Consider the controlled
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heat equation:
yr — Ay +ay = xou in Q x R,
y=0 on 02 x R, (1.1)
y(x,0) = yo(x) in Q,

where a € L®(Q x RY), yo € L*(Q) and v € LP(RT; L*(Q)), with 1 < p < co. We will
treat the solution of Equation (1.1) as a function from RT to L?*(€2), and denote it by
y(:;y0,u). When 4 € LP(0,T; L*(Q)) for some T > 0, we use y(-; yo, @) to stand for the
solution of Equation (1.1), where u = u over (0,7") and u = 0 over (7', 00). Throughout
the paper, || - || and (-, -) stand for the usual norm and inner product in L*(Q); | - ||., and
(-,-), denote the usual norm and inner product in L*(w). Given T' > 0 and z € L*(Q),
write ¢(+; T, z) for the solution to the adjoint equation:

{wﬁAso—aw:U in 2% (0,7), (1.2)

=0 on 02 x (0,7,

with the initial condition ¢(7") = z over €.

This paper studies two subjects on internally controlled equation (1.1): the attainable
subspaces and the bang-bang property of some time optimal control problems. These
subjects are related to the spaces Yr, (with "> 0 and 1 < ¢ < 00), which are defined by

Yrg = XT,q”.”Lq(O'T;LQ(w))a (1.3)

endowed with the norm:
|| ’ ||YT,q = || ’ ||L‘1(0,T;L2(w))7 (14)

where X7, = {xup(+ T, 2)|z € L*(Q)} endowed with the L?(0,T; L*(w))-norm. We start
with introducing the attainable subspaces. The attainable subspaces of (1.1) at time
T > 0 are defined by

Aryp = {y(T;0,u) | uwe LP(0,T; L*())}, 1 < p < o0, (1.5)
endowed with the norms:
lyrll g, = inf {|lullzoor2@) | ¥(T:0,4) =yr}, yr € Ary. (1.6)

We next introduce the following time optimal control problem (TP)%’*’” :

TP(M7 yO) = inf {t } y(t;y07u> = 0}7 (17>

ueUM.p

where yo € L*(Q)\{0}, M >0, 1 < p < oo and
yuMr & {U Rt — L2(Q) | ||U||LP(R+;L2(Q)) < M}
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In Problem (T'P)M»r u* € UMP is called an optimal control if y(T,(M,yo); yo,u*) = 0;

Yo 7
while @ € UM? is called an admissible control if y(T’; yo, @) = 0 for some T' > 0.

Definition 1.1. Problem (T'P)," has the bang-bang property if any optimal control u*

verifies that || Xwu*|| Leo.1,(Moyo)i2) = M and || xo,u*(t)|| # 0 for a.e. t € (0,T,(M,yo)),
when 1 < p < oo; while ||x,u*(t)|| = M for a.e. t € (0, To(M,yo)), when p = co.

Remark 1.1. We agree that when (TP)}? has no any optimal control, it does not hold
the bang-bang property.

Our studies on (T'P)}"? are connected with the norm optimal control problem (N P)!:P:

Ny(T, yo) £ inf {|Jull Loo,rsz2(00) | ¥(T5 90, w) =0}, T > 0. (1.8)

In Problem (NP)!:, u* is called an optimal control if [|u*||rsorr2) = Np(T,y0) and
y(T'; yo,u*) = 0; while & € LP(0,T; L*(€)) is called an admissible control if y(T'; yo, @) = 0.

Definition 1.2. Problem (NP)Z;”’ has the bang-bang property if any optimal control u*
satisfies that || X, u*|| ooz = Np(T,y0) and ||xou*(t)|| # 0 for a.e. t € (0,T), when
1 < p < oo; while ||x,u*(t)]| = No(T, yo) for a.e. t € (0,T), when p = co.

We treat N,(-,yo) as a function of 7T". It is proved that the limit of N, (T, yo), as T goes
to 0o, exists (see Lemma 4.2). Hence, we can let

N,(yo) £ lim N, (T, yo). (1.9)
To ensure the bang-bang property for (TP)%vp, we impose the following condition on the
space Yr, (with ¢ the conjugate exponent of p, i.e., % + % =1):
Yr, = Zr, for each T >0, (1.10)
where
Zrq = {xut € LU0, T; L*(w)) | ¥ € C([0,T); L*()) solves Equation (1.2)}.  (1.11)
The main results obtained in this paper are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let T > 0. Let p € (1,00] and q be the conjugate exponent of p. (i)
When 1 < p < oo, there is a linear isomorphism G, from Ar, to Y7 (i.e., G, is linear,
one to one and preserves the norms); (it) When 1 < q < oo, there is an isomorphism
H,: Yr, — Ar, defined by

y(T50,ue), if §#0,

0. if € =0, (1.12)

Hq(g) = {



where

o) — {ani;fo,m(w)) @I €, () €w x (0,7), )

0, (2,) € (Q\w) x (0, 7).

Theorem 1.2. Let yo € L*(Q) \ {0}. Suppose that (1.10) holds. Then (T P),"" has the
bang-bang property if and only if M > ﬁp(yo), where ]vp(yo) is given by (1.9).

Remark 1.2. (i) It is proved that ||£(t)]|, # 0 for eacht € [0,T"), when & € Yr,\ {0} (see
Lemma 2.1). Hence, ug in (1.13) is well-defined; (ii) H, is nonlinear except for the case
that ¢ = 2; (iii) It is proved that (1.10) holds for the case where a(x,t) = ai(x) + as(t)
in Q@ x RY, with ay € L*(Q), az € L®(R") (see Proposition 4.2). Unfortunately, we
don’t know if it holds when a = a(x,t) in Q x RY; (w) It is worth mentioning that
when yo € L*(Q) \ {0}, (T'P)}? has optimal controls if and only if M > Np(yo) (see
Proposition 4.1).

The attainable subspaces play important roles in the studies of control problems gov-
erned by Equation (1.1) (see, for instance, [29] where the connection of attainable sub-
spaces and the stabilization for some periodic evolution system are provided). To our
surprise, the studies on the attainable subspaces of internally controlled heat equations
are quite limited from the past publications. In [18], the author provided a way to char-
acterize the elements of a subspace of Ay, via a Riesz basis (see Remarks after Theorem
2 on page 530 in [18]). The method used there is borrowed from [23| and [11], where the
elements of a subspace of the controlled wave equation (without the geometric condition
imposed on the control region) are explicitly expressed via a Riesz basis. In [29] (see also
[30]), the authors presented some properties of attainable subspaces for some T-periodic
evolution systems. Those properties gives the connection of the space (J,., Arc and the
spaces Agroo, kK € N. The observations presented in Theorem 1.1 seem to be new. From
these observations, we can see that the structure of the attainable subspace Ar, is very
complicated, since Y7, is the completion of the function space X7, under the norm of
L90,T; L*(w)).

The bang-bang property is one of the most important properties of time optimal con-
trol problems, from which one can derive the uniqueness of the optimal control (see [4]
and [26]) and the equivalence of the minimal time and norm controls (see [7], [31] and
28]). The bang-bang property was first built up in [5] for (T'P))1> where w = Q and
a is time-invariant. When p € (1,00), w CC Q and a is time-invariant, the bang-bang
property of (T'P))!" was studied in [7]. It was first realized in [16] (partially inspired
by the work [24]) that the bang-bang property of (T'P),1>, where w CC Q and a is
time-invariant, can be derived from the E-controllability: For each T > 0, each mea-
surable subset E C (0,T) of positive measure and each yo € L*(Q), there is a control
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uw € L=(0,T; L*(Q)) with |ul|p=@rr2@)y < CQ,w,T,E)|yol s.t. y(T;yo, xpu) = 0
(where x g is the characteristic function of E). In fact, once the E-controllability holds,
one can easily prove the bang-bang property by contradiction, through using the E-
controllability and the time-invariance of the system. The E-controllability was first
built up for the case where a = 0 (see [26]), and then was extended to the case where a
is time-varying (see [19] and [21]). Here, we would like to mention that when w CC €,
the bang-bang property for some time-invariant semilinear heat equations was first built
up in [21], via a very smart way. However, we are not able to use the methods in [7]
and [16] (see also [26]) to derive the bang-bang property of (T'P))"? where w CC Q2 and
a is time-varying (even for the special case where w CC Q and a(z,t) = ai(z) + as(t)
with a; € L>®(Q) and ay € L*(RT)). Our Theorem 1.2 provides the sufficient (1.10)
to ensure the bang-bang property for the time-varying case. This theorem, along with
Proposition 4.2, implies the bang-bang property for the above-mentioned special case.
About works on the time optimal control problems, we would like to mention the papers
[1,2,3,4,5 8,9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35| and
the references therein.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 proves Theorem 1.1. Section
3 presents some properties on (N P)Z;’p. Section 4 provides the proof of Theorem 1.2.

2 Attainable subspaces

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. We start with proving its first part.

Proof of the part (i) of Theorem 1.1. First of all, from equations (1.1) and (1.2), one can
easily check that

/0T<v(t),xw<p(t;T, 2))dt = (y(T;0,v),z) for all z € L*(Q),v € LP(0,T; L*(Q)). (2.1)

Let yr € Aryp. Then yr = y(T;0, a) for some 4 € LP(0,T; L*(Q2)). Define F,, , : X1, —
R by setting

Foraxwe( T, 2)) = /0 (a(t), xwp(t; T, 2)) dt for each z € L*(Q). (2.2)

From (2.1) and (2.2), one can easily check that F,, , is well-defined and linear. Meanwhile,
using the Holder’s inequality to the right side of (2.2), we see that F,, , is bounded. Thus
Fyrq € X7, Since X7 =Y/ (see (1.3)), we have

Fyra €Y1, (2.3)
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Define Gy, : Ar, — Y7, by setting
Gylyr) = Fy,.q for each yr € Apy,. (2.4)

Clearly, G, is linear. From (2.2) and (2.1), one can easily verify that G}, is injective.
We now prove that G, is surjective. Let i : Yr, — L0, T; L*(w)) be the embedding
map and i* : L?(0,T; L*(w)) — Y7, be the adjoint operator of i. We claim that

*

Range(i*) = Y7, ie., " is surjective. (2.5)
By the Hahn-Banach theorem, for each F € Y7 ; there is a Fe (L9(0,T; L*(w)))" s.t.

F(&) = F() for each £ € Yr, (2.6)

and _
[ Fllzezao,riz2@nm) = 1 Fllvg, -

According to the Riesz representation theorem, there is a © € LP(0,T; L*(w)) s.t.

j-:(w) :/0 (0(t),(t)), dt for each o € L1(0,T; L*(w)). (2.7)

Because Xr, C Y7, it follows from (2.6) and (2.7) that

T
Fouws(5T2)) = [ (60 xop BT, dt for each = € 1(9),
0
Thus, it holds that
<Z*(@), XwSD('> T, Z)>Y;ﬁyq,YT’q = <@, XwSO('; T, Z)>Lp(o,T;LZ(w)),Lq(o,T;LZ(w))
T
~ [ 0T
0
= F(xwp(:;T,z2)) for each z € L*(Q).
This, along with (1.3), yields that i*(0) = F, which leads to (2.5).
By (2.5), for each F € Y}, we can find a v € LP(0,T; L*(w)) s.t. i*(v) = F. We

extend v over §2 x (0,7") by setting it to be 0 on (2 \w) x (0,7"), and denote the extension
by . Then v € LP(0,T; L*(Q)) and yr = y(T;0,?) € Ar,. Moreover,

Foralwp(iT,2)) = / (), xoip(t: T, 2)) dt
- /OT(v(t), Yop(t; T, 2)), dt for each z € L*(Q) (2.8)
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and
Gp(yr) = Fira- (2.9)
On the other hand, since i*(v) = F and

(0"(0), X (5T, 2))vp vy = (U i(X0@(5 T 2))) £o(0,7512(w)),L9(0,T; L2 ()

= (v, xop( T ))LP(O T;L2(w)),Le(0,T;L2(w))
T
= ), Xop(t; T, 2)) dt for each z € L*(9),

[e=]

we have
T
Fouws(5T.2) = [ 0O xop BT, 2)hadt for each = € (),
0
This, along with (2.8), (1.3) and (2.9), yields F = Fj,, and Gp(yr) = F. Hence, G, is

surjective.
Finally, we show that

vi, (e llyrllar, = 1Gp(yr)lly;,) for each yr € Ary,. (2.10)

lyrllaz, = 1 Fy,

Let yr € Ar,. Arbitrarily take a @ € LP(0,T; L*(2)) such that yr = y(T;0,4). From
(2.2) and (1.3), it follows that

T
Fora €y v, = / (1(t), £(8)) dt for cach € € Vi, (2.11)
0
Hence, it holds that

1Fyer,

Yr, < Nl oo, rse2wy) < allzeoriza@y),

which, as well as (1.6), leads to

1Fyr.a]

vy, < f{llullrorze) | 9(T50,u) = yr} = llyrllar,- (2.12)

Conversely, we fix a 0 € LP(0,T; L*(Q)) s.t. y(T;0,9) = yp. It follows from (2.11) that

T
)/ (00, E0)udt| < | Fyrallyz, - I€llyr, for cach € € Y. (2.13)
0
Define G*: Y7, — R by
. T
G(E) = / (0(8), () dt for each € € Yi,. (2.14)
0

7



By (2.14) and (2.13), G° € Y7, and HG{’Hy;q < [[Fyrqllvg,- Then, by the Hahn-Banach
theorem, the Riesz representation theorem and (2.14), there is a v € LP(0,T; L*(w)) s.t.

[ollzoo,rr2w)) < [ Fyrallvz, (2.15)
and

/0 (08, £(t)) dt = /0 (0(t), €())o dt for cach € € Yo, (2.16)

Since X7, C Y7, we have from (2.16) that

/0 (O(8), xwp (T, 2)) dt = /0 (B5(8), xop(£: T, 2)) dt for cach = € L2(Q),  (2.17)

where v is the extension of v over Q x (0,7") such that v = 0 over 2\ w x (0,7). Since
y(T';0,0) = yr, one can easily check, by using (2.17) and (2.1), that yp = y(7’;0,v). This,
along with (1.6) and (2.15), leads to

lyrllar, < [Vlweoma@) = 1vlleorzw) < 1Fyllvz,- (2.18)

Now, (2.10) follows from (2.12) and (2.18). This completes the proof of the part (i) of
Theorem 1.1.
U

To prove the part (i) of Theorem 1.1, we need to present some properties on Y7,

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 < g < oo. (i) Yz, consists of all such functions x,p € L9(0,T; L*(w))
that o € C([0,T); L*(Q2)) solves Equation (1.2), and X,p = lim, e Xo@ (3T, 2,) for
some sequence {z,} C L*(Q), where the limit is taken in L(0,T; L*(w)); (ii) When
¢ € Yr, \ {0}, it holds that ||£(t)||., # O for each t € [0,T).

Proof. (i) Let £ € Yr,. By (1.3), there is a sequence {z,} in L*(€2) such that
X (53 T, z,) — € strongly in L(0,T; L*(w)). (2.19)

In particular, {x,¢(:;T,2,)} is bounded in L?(0,T; L*(w)). Let {T}.} C (0,T) such that
Ty /T (i.e, Ty strictly monotonically converges to T' from the left). Given a k € N, by
the observability estimate (see, for instance, [6]),

(Tt Ty zo)ll < CR) X0 (5 T 20) (@0 1220
< Ck)|Ixwe (5T 20|l pao,rr2wy < C(k) for all n e N, (2.20)

where C'(k) stands for a positive constant depending on k but independent of n, which
may vary in different contexts. Arbitrarily take two subsequences {p(; 7,2, )} and

8



{o(5T, 25,,) } from {e(; T, z,)}. By (2.20) and the properties of heat equations, there are
two subsequences of {¢(-;T, 2, )} and {p(; T} zy,)} respectively, denoted in the same
way, such that

o5 Ty 2m,) = @ra(); 95T 2m,) — @ra(-) strongly in C([0, Ty]; L*()),
where ¢y 1 and @y, 2 solve equation (1.2) (with 7" being replaced by 7}). These, along with
(2.19), yield that
XoPr1(t) = Xu@Pra(t) = &(t) for ae. t € [0, Ty

Then by the unique continuation estimate for heat equations built up in [21] (see also
[20]), we have

Pr = Pra = @ra over [0,T4].
Hence, it holds that

05T, 2,) = 1) in C[0,T3]; L*()); xwir = & over (0,T}). (2.21)
Since k in the above was arbitrarily taken from N, it follows from (2.21) that
Ok = Qrrt; XoPr =& over [0,T] for all k,1 € N. (2.22)
We now define the function ¢ over Q x [0,7") by setting
O =@, over [0,T], k=1,2,....

Then by (2.22), ¢ is well defined; ¢ € C([0,T); L*(Q)) solves Equation (1.2); £ = xu¢.
Clearly, x,¢ is the limit of x,p(+; T, z,) in L4(0,T; L*(w)) (see (2.19)). Thus, we have
proved (7).

(ii) Let & € Yy, \ {0}. By (i), there is a function ¢ € C([0,T); L*()), with x.¢ €
L0, T; L*(w)), solving Equation (1.2), such that £ = y,¢. Since & # 0 in Yz, it holds
that ¢ # 0 in L9(0,T; L*(w)). Then by the unique continuation estimate in [21] (see also
[19], [20]), it follows that ||x.e(f)|| # O for each ¢ € [0,7"). This completes the proof. [

The proof of the part (ii) of Theorem 1.1 needs help from the following norm optimal
control problem (NP),,

inf {||ullroriz20)) | 9(T50,u) = yr}, (2.23)

where p € (1,00] and yr € Ar,. The optimal control and the admissible control to this
problem can be defined by a very similar way as those for (NP)]:? (see Section 1). This
problem is related to the variational problem (JP),, .

. ) 1
inf JZ/T#](&) = inf <§||£||%Q(O,T;L2(w)) - ‘FyT,fI(g)>7 5 S YT,Qu (224>

ﬁGYT,q ﬁGYT’q

where ¢ is the conjugate exponent of p and F,, , is given by (2.2) (see also (2.3)).
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Lemma 2.2. Let p € (1,00) and q be the conjugate exponent of p. (i) When yr €
Ar, \ {0}, it holds that zero (the origin of Yr,) is not a minimizer of Jy, 4; Jy,.q has
a unique minimizer X,@ in Yr,, where § € C([0,T); L*(Q)) N L0, T; L*(w)) solves
Equation (1.2); (NP)y,, has a unique optimal control Uy, , given by

ayT,p(t) = ||Xw(ﬁ||i;EIO,T;L2(w)) ’ ||Xw@(t)||q_2 : Xw(ﬁ(t)a te (Oa T); (2'25)

(it) If yr = 0 in Ar,, then zero is the unique minimizer of Jy, and the unique optimal
control to (NP)g,, is the null control.

Proof. (i) Write yr = y(T;0,uz) for some ur € LP(0,T;L*(2)). By contradiction, we
suppose that zero was a minimizer. Since X7, C Yr, (see (1.3)), we would have

T
0< JyT’q(gi( 12)) for all e >0 and z € L*(Q).

This, along with (2.24), (2.2) and (2.1), yields that < yz,z >= 0 for all z € L?(2), which
contradicts to the fact that yr # 0.

Since 1 < ¢ < oo, L9(0,T; L*(w)) is reflexible. Thus, Y7,, as a closed subspace
of L4(0,T; L*(w)), is also reflexible. Meanwhile, one can directly check that J,, ,(-) is
strictly convex and coercive in Y7,. Hence, J, , has a unique minimizer. Furthermore, it
follows from Lemma 2.1 that this minimizer can be expressed by x,» € L%(0,T; L*(w)),
where ¢ € C([0,T); L*(€2)) solves Equation (1.2) and verifies x,,p(t) # 0 for all t € [0, 7).

Since Fy,., € Y7, one can easily derive from (2.24) the following Euler-Lagrange
equation associated with the minimizer y,@:

T
/ (Uyy p(), E(1)) e dt — Fypq(€) =0 for each £ € Yo, (2.26)
0

where Uy, , is defined by (2.25). From (2.26) and (2.11), it follows that

T T
/ (Wyp p(1),E(1)) dt — / (v(t),&(t)), dt =0 for each £ € Yp, (2.27)
0 0
when v is an admissible control to (NP),, ,. This, as well as (2.1), in particular, implies
(y(T50,7y,,),2) = (yr, z) for all z € L*(Q),

which leads to
y(T;0,y,.,) = yr. (2.28)
On the other hand, it follows from (2.25) that

Uyrpll Lro,r22(2)) = X0 @l La(0.1:22(w))- (2.29)
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By (2.25), (2.27), with £ = x,@, and (2.29), for each admissible control v to (NP),, p,
we see

9 T T
(Kralsoraze) = [ Gra®)do) dt = [ oo, xp0) a

< Nwllzeomiz2@) - IXwPllLao,r;22(w))

vl zeo,r:22(2)) | Uyrpllzro,7;2(02))- (2.30)

Hence, ||ty p| zro,r;22()) < [[V]|r0,7;02(0)), When v is an admissible control to (NP),,. .
From this and (2.28), u,, , is an optimal control to (NP),, ,. The uniqueness of the
optimal control to (NP),,, follows from the uniform convexity of L*(0,T; L*(2)) (with
1 < p < o0) immediately.
(71) Its proof is trivial. This completes the proof.
U

Lemma 2.3. Let € € Yr, \ {0} with ¢ € (1,00). Then (i) ue (given by (1.13)) is the

optimal control to (NP),, ., where yre £ y(T;0,ue); (ii) € is the minimizer of Jyr.e.qa-

Proof. (i) Given an admissible control v to (N P) it follows from (2.11) that

yr,e,q

Furealn) = /0 (ug(t),n(t))e dt = /0 (v(t),n(t)). dt for each n e Yr,. (2.31)

From (1.13), we have
el 2o 0.7:2200)) = 1€l aco.r:22 () (2.32)
Taking 7 = £ in the second equality of (2.31), using (1.13), (2.32) and the Hdélder in-
equality, we get ||ug||zeor:r2(0) < ||V Leo,mr2(0))- Hence, ug is the optimal control to
(NP)yrq
(77) By (2.24), the first equality of (2.31) and (1.13), after some simple computations
involving the Cauchy-Schwartz and the Hélder inequalities, one can get that J,, 4(£) <

Jyr.eq(n) for all n € Y74, i.e, £ is the minimizer of J,,, ,. This completes the proof.

O

Remark 2.1. Unfortunately, we don’t know how to get the similar results in Lemma 2.2
and Lemma 2.3 for the case where p = 00.

Now we continue the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of the part (i) of Theorem 1.1. Let H, be defined by (1.12). We first show that
H, is injective. Let £ # n in Y7 ,. In the case that both £ and 7 are not zero, we suppose
by contradiction that H,(¢) = H,(n). Then, yre = y(T;0,ue) = y(T;0,u,) = yr,. By
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Lemma 2.3, both ¢ and 7 are the unique minimizer of J,, . ,. Thus § = n which leads
to a contradiction. Hence, H,(§) # H,(n) when & # n in Yr, \ {0}. In the case where
¢ # 0 and n = 0, it suffices to show that H,(¢) # 0. By contradiction, we suppose that
0 = H,(&). By (1.12), we have y(T;0,u¢) = 0, where ug is given by (1.13). According
to Lemma 2.3, u¢ is the optimal control to (NP)g,. This, along with (¢i) of Lemma 2.2,
yields that ug = 0 in LP(0,T; L*(Q2)). However, it follows from Lemma 2.1, as well as
(1.13), that [Jug(t)]l, # 0 when ¢ € [0,7"). This leads to a contradiction. In summary, we
conclude that H, is injective.

We next show that H, is surjective. Given yr € Ar, \ {0}, let £ be the minimizer
of Jy,. 4 in Yy, By Lemma 2.2, u¢ (given by (1.13)) is the optimal control to (NP),, ,.
Hence, H,(¢) = y(T';0, u¢) = yr. This, along with the fact that H,(0) = 0, indicates that
H, is surjective.

Finally, we show that H, preserves the norms. Given { € Yr, \ {0}, it holds that
H, (&) = y(T;0,u¢) = yre. Since u is the optimal control to (NP)y, . p (see Lemma 2.3),
we derive from (1.6) that

I1Hy ()l ar, = llyrellar, = lluellLro.r:r20)-

which, together with (2.32) and (1.4), leads to ||[Hy(&)|/ar, = l|]lvz,,- This completes the
proof of the part (i7) of Theorem 1.1.
U

3 Some properties on N,(7', yo)

This section presents some properties on N, (T, yo) (given by (1.8)). These properties will
be used in the proof of Theorem 1.2. We focus on the case where yg # 0, since N,(+,0) = 0.

Lemma 3.1. Let p € (1,00| and q be the conjugate exponent of p. Then

N,(T,y0) =  sup W(T390.0), 2) forall T >0, yo € LX(Q)\ {0}. (3.1)

cer2@)\ (0} IXwp (55T, 2) || Lago,r;22 ()

Proof. Let yo € L*(Q) \ {0} and T > 0. Write yr = —y(T;%0,0). From the L>-null
controllability (see [6] or [21]), it follows that yr € Ag,. Clearly, y(7T';yo,u) = 0 if and
only if y(7;0,u) = yr. These, along with (1.8) and (1.6), yields that

Ny(T,yo) = inf {|lullrorir2) | ¥(T;yo,u) = 0}
= inf {||ul| oo L2000 | Y(T30,u) = yr}
= Nyrllar,- (32)
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Let @ € LP(0,T; L?(Q2)) be such that y(T;0,4) = yr. By (2.2) and (2.1), it follows that
FuraXwp (5T, 2)) = (yr, 2) for all z € L*(Q).
This, combined with (1.4) and (1.3), yields that

(y(T90,0), 2)
||]:yT,q||qu7q = Sup : (3.3)

zeL2(Q)\{0} [ xwe (- T,Z)||LQ(07T;L2(Q))

By (3.2), (2.10) and (3.3), we are led to (3.1). This completes the proof.

]
The studies on N,,(T, o) are closely related to the variational problem (.JP)]
: 1 2
Vo(T,yo) & inf  J,%(xuep) £ (wawHLqmngaQ») + (y0, 0(0)). (3.4)
XwPEYT,q 2
By (i) of Lemma 2.1, J-* is well-defined over Y.
Lemma 3.2. Let p € (1,00] and q be the conjugate exponent of p. Then
1
Vo (T, yo) = —§NP(T, yo)? for all T >0 and yo € L*(Q) \ {0}. (3.5)
Proof. We first prove that
1
KATﬂm)Ei—§D@CT4mf for all 7> 0 and gy, € L*(Q) \ {0}. (3.6)

From the unique continuation estimate of heat equations (see, for instance, [21], [19]), it
follows that x,p(t; T, z) # 0, when z € L*(Q)\{0} and ¢ € [0,T). This, along with (3.4),
indicates that

J (x5 T, 2))

1 |: <y0,g0(0 T Z)) 2
= S Xw ';T>Z 2(0,T;L2
9 I Xwip( Mz (0,T;L2(Q)) wap( T, Ve ot
_1[ (40, p(0; T', 2)) ]2
2 LlIxwp (55 T, 2) || La (0,T5L2(Q))
(W(T;90,0), 2)

|
2 x5 T, 2)|| La (0,T;L2(Q

]2 for each z € L*(Q) \ {0}. (3.7)
)

Meanwhile, it follows from Lemma 3.1 that

(y(T;90,0), 2)
T AIxwe (5T 2) || Lago, iz @)

N,(T,yo) > for each z € L?(2)\{0} (3.8)
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and

<y(T7 Yo, )7 >
— N,(T, = inf [ }
»(T:%0) zer2(@\{0} L xwie(+ T, —Z)HLq 0TL2(Q))
T;
zeL2()\{0} L{|xwp (5T, Z)||Lq (0,T;L2(Q))
By (3.9), we find that
< (T;yo,O),Z> 2
— N,(T', ) < for all z € L*(Q2)\{0}. 3.10
( 0) ||Xw§0( T, Z)HL‘I(O,T;L2(Q)) ( )\{ } ( )
From (3.8) and (3.10), it follows that
< (T Yo, O)v ‘ 2
< N, (T, forall z € L 0
||Xw%0( T Z)HLqQTLZ(Q yO) ( )\{ }
Hence,
T; 2
sup {|: < ( 7y070)7z> :| } < Np(T, y0)2. (3'11)
cerz@\foy Lo (5T 2) || ao,rin20))
From (3.7) and (3.11), one can easily check that
1
inf TP (x,0( T, 2) > —=N,(T, yo)*. 12
zELzl(rle)\{O} ']yo (X @(7 72)) = 2 p( 7y0) (3 )

By the same method used to prove the part (i) of Lemma 2.2, we can easily check that 0
is not the minimizer of JJ>9. This, along with (3.4) and (1.3), yields that

Vi(T,yo) = inf  J5H9(y,0(+T,z)) for all L)\ {0} and T >0. (3.13
(T = _nf T (5T, 2)) forall yo € LA@)\ {0} and T > 0. (3.13)

From (3.12) and (3.13), we are led to (3.6).
We next show that

1
Va(T,y0) < =5 Np(T0)* (3.14)

Clearly, N,(T,yo) > 0 since yo # 0. By (3.9), given € € (0, Ny(T', yo)), there is a z. €
L*(©2)\{0} such that

<y07 QO(O, T7 Z€>>
X (5T, 2) || Lagors22())

—N,(T, o) +&. (3.15)
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Then, it follows from (3.4) and (3.15) that for each A > 0
Ty (X (5 T, Aze))
1

1 2
< 5 P (5 T2 sz — (No(Tow0) = 9)]° = 5 (N (T, 0) — €)%

By taking the infimum for A € Rt on the both sides of the above inequality, we find that

1
inf 3o/ (xwp(: T Az)) < —5 (Ny(Tyy0) = €)* for each & € (0, Ny(T, y0)).

AeRt Y0

which, together with (3.13), yields that
1
V(T y0) < —§(NP(T, yo) —€)? for each & € (0, N,(T, o))

Sending ¢ — 0 in the above inequality leads to (3.14).
Finally, (3.5) follows from (3.6) and (3.14). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.3. Let p € (1,00]| and q be the conjugate exponent of p. Let T > 0 and yo €
LX)\ {0}. Write yr = —y(T;90,0). Then (i) Jy,4(-) = JoA(+) over Yrq; (ii) Problems
(NP)y,p and (NP)]? have the same optimal controls. (Here, J,, . and (NP),,, are
defined by (2.24) and (2.23) respectively.)

Proof. (i) By the L*-null controllability (see, for instance, [6] or [21]), one can show that
yr € Ar,. Thus, yr = y(T;0,u) for some @ € LP(0,T; L*(€2)). This, together with (2.2)
and (2.1), indicates that for each z € L?(),

fyT,q(waO(ﬁT,Z)):/o (U(t), xwo(t; T, 2)) dt = (yr, 2) = — (Yo, 9(0; T, 2)).  (3.16)

From this, as well as the definitions of .J,. , and JJ ¢ (see (2.24) and (3.4) respectively),
Lemma 2.1, (2.3) and (1.3), one can easily get that .J,,. (-) = J14(-) over Yp,,.
(77) The proof is trivial. This completes the proof.
U

Lemma 3.4. Let p € (1,00]. Let T > 0 and yo € L*(Q) \ {0}. Then (i) (NP)]:? holds
the bang-bang property; (ii) (NP);;” has a unique optimal control.

Proof. When p = oo, the results in (i) and (i7) have been proved in |19, Theorem 3.1].
Suppose that p € (1,00). Since yo # 0, it follows from the backward uniqueness and
the L>-null controllability of heat equations that 0 # yr £ —y(T;yo,0) € Ar,. Then (i)
and (7i) follow from Lemma 3.3, Definition 1.2, (i) of Lemma 2.2 and (éi) of Lemma 2.1.
This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ € (1,00). Let T > 0 and yo € L*(Q)\{0}. Then (i) 0 is not a

(
manimizer of J>9; (ii) J19 has a unique minimizer x,@ in Yp4; (iii) it holds that

1 .
‘/Q(Ta yO) - _§||XW¢||%Q(0’T;L2(Q)), (317)

where V,(T,yo) is given by (3.4).

Proof. Let p be the conjugate exponent of q. Write yp = —y(T';90,0). Clearly, 0 # yr €
Ar,. Then, according to Lemma 3.3 and (i) of Lemma 2.2, J;g’q has a unique minimizer
Xw® in Yr,. By Lemma 2.1 and (3.4), one can easily check the following Euler-Lagrange
equation associated with y,p:

(40, 2(0)) + / (6(t), xwp(t)) dt = 0 for all xup € Yo, (3.18)

where
~ 12— ~ _ ~
() 2 1Ix@ll a0 02 (@) - IXGPONE? - x0B(2), t € (0,T).

Taking ¢ = ¢ in (3.18) gives

2
(w0, B(0)) + (InxeBllzoo rrzey) =01

This, along with (3.4), leads to (3.17) and completes the proof.
U

Remark 3.1. Since L'(0,T; L*(w)) is not reflexive and its norm is not strictly convez,
the studies on the functional JyTO’1 1s much more complicated. In the rest of this section,
we will show that the functional JyTO’1 is strictly convex in Yrq. This is not obvious (see
the last paragraph on Page 2940 in [31]). Unfortunately, we do not know if JI' has a
minimizer, in general. (At least, we do not know how to prove it.) We will show the
existence of the minimizer for this functional under the assumption (1.10).

Lemma 3.6. Let T > 0 and yo € L*(Q\{0}. Then (i) The functional J " is strictly
convex in Yp,. Consequently, the minimizer of J1*, if exists, is unique; (i1) Zero is not
the minimizer of Jg;’l.

Proof. (i) By contradiction, suppose that Jggl was not strictly convex in Y7 ;. Then there
would be two distinct x,¢1 and x,p2 in Y7 ; and a A € (0,1) such that

(/OT HXwSO)\Hdt)z = (1—)\)</0T||Xw901||dt)2+)\</0T||Xw§02||dt)2, (3.19)
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where ¢y 2 (1 — A1 + Aps. We first prove that

X1 ()] # 0, [[xwp2(t)]| # 0 for each t € [0,T). (3.20)

In fact, if it was not true, then we could suppose, without loss of generality, that x,,¢1(tg) =
0 for some t, € [0,7"). Since both ¢; and ¢y solve equation (1.2) (see Lemma 2.1), it
follows by the unique continuation estimate of heat equations (see, for instance, [21]) that
1 = 0 over [0,7]. Consequently, ¢\ = A\ps, which, as well as (3.19), yields

A o))’ = ([ mt )’

Because A € (0,1), the above equality implies that ||x.p2(-)|] = 0 over (0,7"). This,
along with the unique continuation of heat equations, gives that po = 0 over [0, 7], which
contradicts with the fact that x,¢1 # xwp2. Hence, (3.20) holds.

Two observations are given in order: First, it is clear that

T 2 T T 2
(/ ||xw¢A||dt) s((l—A) / Iwenl dt + A / ||xwgoz||dt). (3.21)
0 0 0

Since 1, 2, ox € C([0,T); L*()) (see Lemma 2.1)) and because

(X=X xwer (t) + Axw@2(B) | < (1= N)[[xwer ()] +Allxwe2(t)]] for each ¢ € 0,T), (3.22)

the equality in (3.21) holds if and only if the equality in (3.22) holds for each ¢ € [0,7).
On the other hand, the equality in (3.22) holds for each ¢ € [0,7") if and only if for each
t € [0,7), there is a d(t) > 0 such that

Xw@1(t) = d(t)xuipa(t) in L*(Q). (3.23)

Thus, the equality in (3.21) holds if and only if (3.23) stands. Second, it is obvious that

(=% [ sl oa [

T 2
x| )

T 2 T 2
< =0 [ erldt) +2( [l at) (324
0 0
and the equality in (3.24) holds if and only if
T T
| Il = [ el ae (3.25)
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By (3.19), we see that the equalities in both (3.21) and (3.24) hold respectively. Hence,
we have both (3.23) and (3.25). Since ||xwp2(t)|| # 0 for each t € [0,T) (see (3.20)), we
derive from (3.23) that d(t) = ||xwe1(t)]|/[|xwp2(t)| for each ¢t € [0,7"). This, along with
the fact that o1, e € C([0,T); L*(Q)), indicates that d(-) € C([0,T); RT). By making
use of (3.23) again, we find that

/0 A [xwa(b)]] dt = / el dt. (3.26)

Applying the mean value theorem of integral to the left side of (3.26), we get that there
isat e (0,7T) such that

T

/0 A(®) [ xwpa(0)]] dt = d(d) / Ioeall dt. (3.27)

From (3.25), (3.26) and (3.27), it follows that d(f) = 1. This, as well as (3.23), leads
to xw1(t) = Xw@o(f) in L?(Q), which, together with the unique continuation for heat
equations, yields that ¢ = @9 over [0, T]. This leads to a contradiction. Hence, JyTO’1 is
strictly convex in Y7 ;.

(77) The proof follows from the same way used to prove the part (i) of Lemma 2.2.

This completes the proof.
O

The proof of the existence for the minimizer to .JJ>! (under the assumption (1.10)), as
well as of Theorem 1.2, needs the help of the following preliminaries. Let

BHT)2  sup lo(t T, 2)| ,T>0,te0,7). (3.28)

serz@nor X (5 T, 2) || L2 @)

The term on the right hand side of (3.28) is well-defined because of the unique continuation
for heat equations. From Proposition 3.2 in [6], we can derive the following estimate:

B, T) < Cy(T,t), forall T >0, t€[0,T). (3.29)

Here,

Cu(T, 1) 2 exp[(l + %) (70}, T>0,te0,7), (3.30)

where Cy > 0 depends only on Q, w and ||a]|s which is the L(£ x R*)-norm of a. The
proof of (3.29) will be given in Appendix, for sake of the completeness of the paper.
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Lemma 3.7. Let T > 0 and yo € L*(\ {0}. Suppose that (1.10) holds. Then JJ:' has
a minimizer X,@ in Yri. Furthermore, it holds that

Lo (T N2
W) = =5 ( [ Il d)” (3:31)

where Vi (T, yo) is given by (3.4).

Proof. We start with proving the coercivity of JyTO’l. By Lemma 2.1, and by using the
standard density argument, one can easily derive from (3.28) and (3.29) that

T
lo(t)] < Cl(T,t)/ gl ds forall T>0,¢€[0,T) and xop € Yrr.  (3.32)
t

From (3.32), we see that

1, (7 2
(e 0(0) = ~Co(T 0Pl = ([ el ) for cach oo € Vi

This, along with (3.4) and (1.4), indicates that

1
Tyt (Xw®) = = lIxwell3, — Co(T,0)*[lyoll* for each xu9 € Yo,

which leads to the coercivity of J>'.
We next write {x.¢,} for a minimizing sequence of JJ-'. By the coercivity of J!,
there is a positive constant C' independent of n such that

T
/ Xwnl dt < C for all n e N, (3.33)
0
Let {T;} C (0,T) be such that T}, /' T. By (3.32) and (3.33), it holds that
T
lon(Ti) | < CA(T, Tk)/ Xl dt < CCHT,Ti) £ C(k),Yn, k€N (3.34)
Tk

Let k = 2 in (3.34). By properties of heat equations, there are a z; € L*(2) and a
subsequence {¢,, } of {¢,} such that

©n, (+) = (-5 21, T1) strongly in C([0, T1]; Lz(Q)), as | — oo.

Let k& = 3 in (3.34). By properties of heat equations, we can find a 2, € L*(Q2) and a
subsequence {y, } of {¢,,} such that

Ony, (1) = ©(+; 22, To) strongly in C([0, T3); L*(Q)), as s — oo.
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Continuing this procedure with respect to k, and then using the diagonal law, we find a
subsequence of {¢,}, still denoted in the same way, and a sequence {2} in L?(2) such
that for each k > 2,

on(-) = ©(:; 2, Tp) strongly in C([0,T}]; L*(2)), asn — oo. (3.35)
From (3.35), we see that
o(t; 2, 1) = o(t; 24 j, Tiyj) forall t € (0,73, k=2,3,..., j=1,2,.... (3.36)
Now, we define a function ¢ over [0,7") by setting
o(t) = o(t; 2, Ty,), t€[0,1y], k=2,3,.... (3.37)
From this and (3.36), ¢ is well-defined. Then by (3.35) and (3.37), we see that
¢ € C([0,T); L*(Q)) solves Equation (1.2) (3.38)

and
Xon — Xw strongly in L'(0,Ty; L*(w)) for each k. (3.39)
From (3.39) and (3.33), we find that for each k € N,
Ty Tk T
| sl = timint [ el @t < timint [ el e < .
This implies
T T
/ x| dt < liminf/ | Xwion|l dt < C. (3.40)
0 n—oo 0

From (1.11), (3.38) and (3.40), it follows that x,,¢ € Zz;. This, along with the assumption
(1.10), indicates that
Xw@ c YT71. (341)

From (3.35) and (3.37), we, in particular, have that ,(0) — $(0) strongly in L?(Q).
This, together with (3.4) and (3.40), yields

T (?) < liminf JT (). (3.42)

From (3.42) and (3.41), we see that X, is the minimizer of JJ>!(-).
Finally, we prove (3.31). The Euler-Lagrange equation associated with x ¢ reads:

(40, 0(0)) + / (8(t), xwp(t)) dt = 0, Xup € Vi, (3.43)
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where

i ’ X P(t)
i) = [ Iedllas 20 e 0.7).

Letting ¢ = @ in (3.43), we get

(e 200+ ([ Cesla)’ =0,

This, along with (3.4), leads to (3.31) and completes the proof.

4 The bang-bang property for (TP )% g

This section is mainly devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. Our strategy is as follows.
We first show that (TP)%J” has the bang-bang property if and only if M = N,(T,y,) for
some 1" > 0; then prove that the function N,(-,yo) is strictly monotonically decreasing
and continuous from (0, c0) onto (ﬁp(yo), 00); finally, through utilizing the bang-bang
property of (N P)z;()’p (see Lemma 3.4), derive the bang-bang property for (TP)%J” for any

M > ]Vp(yo). To show the left continuity of N,(-,vo), we need the assumption (1.10).

Lemma 4.1. Let yo € L*(Q) \ {0}. Then (TP))?, with M > 0, has the bang-bang
property if and only if M = N,(T',vyo) for some T > 0.

Proof. First we suppose that M = N,(T,y,) for some T" > 0. Let u; be the optimal
control to (NP).:*. (The existence of the optimal control is ensured by Lemma 3.4.)

One can easily check that w; is an admissible control to (TP)%*’. This, along with the
definition of T,(M, yo) (see (1.7)), yields that

T,(M,y) < T. (4.1)

Meanwhile, since (7T P)% P has admissible controls, one can use the standard way to show
that (T'P)}I” has optimal controls (see for instance, [4], or the proof of Lemma 3.2 in
[22]). Arbitrarily take an optimal control uy to (T'P))"P. Clearly,

ol Lo+ L2y < M = Np(T,y0) and y(T,(M, yo); yo, uz) = 0. (4.2)

Let uy € LP(0,T; L*(Q)) be such that Uy = uy over [0,7,(M,y,)) and Uy = 0 over
[T,(M,yo),T]. From (4.2) and (4.1), one can easily verify that uy is an optimal control
o (NP)[». Since @y(t) = 0 for ae. t € [T,(M,yo),T], it follows from the bang-bang
property of (NP)] 7 (see Lemma 3.4) that T,(M,yo) = T and uy = Uy over (0,7). These,
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along with the bang-bang property of (N P)}:? (see Definition 1.2), lead to the bang-bang
property of (T'P)}!? (see Definition 1.1).
Conversely, we suppose that for some M > 0, (TP)%’p has the bang-bang property.
It suffices to show
M = NP(TP(M> yO)a yO)' (43)

From Remark 1.1, (TP)%J” has an optimal control wuz, which is clearly an admissible
control to (NP)Z,%’(M’yO)’p. Thus, it holds that

Np(To(M,90),y0) < [Jusll 0,1, (Moyo)iz2@)) < M. (4.4)
Let u4 be the optimal control to (NP)Z:?(M’yo)’p. Then

Y(Tp(M, y0); Yo, us) = 0 and  [[ual|Leo,1, (r0):222)) = Np(Tp(M, 40), o). (4.5)

We extend wuy over RT by setting it to be 0 over [T,(M,yo), o0), and denote the extension
by @s. Then, from (4.5) and (4.4), we see that @, is an optimal control to (T'P))"*. By
the bang-bang property of (T'P),!* (see Definition 1.1), we find that

||qu4||Lp(0,T,,(M,yO);L2(Q)) = ||Xwa4||LP(0,Tp(M,yo);L2(Q)) =M,

which, along with (4.5) and (4.4), leads to (4.3). This completes the proof.
U

Lemma 4.2. Let yo € L*(Q) \ {0}. (i) The function Ny(-,yo) is strictly monotonically
decreasing and right-continuous over (0,00). Moreover, it holds that

Jim N,(T, ) = oc (4.6
and R
lim N,(T,y0) = Ny(vo) € [0, 00), (4.7)

T—+o0

where Np(yo) is given by (1.9); (it) Suppose that (1.10) holds. Then the function N,(-,yo)
is left-continuous from (0,00) onto (N,(yo), 00).

Proof. (i) We start with showing the strictly monotonicity of N, (-, o). Let 0 < Ty < Th.
Let u; be the optimal control to (NP)]1*. We extend uy over (0,T5) by setting it to be
0 over (77,T3) and denote the extension by uy. It is clear that

y(T2; Yo, Uz) = 0. (4-8)

Hence, uy is an admissible control to (N P)z;g’p . Therefore, it holds that
Np(T, o) = llwall oo misez () = luall ez = No(T2: yo)- (4.9)
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We claim that N, (T, vo) > N,(Ts,yo). By contradiction, we suppose that it did not hold.
Then by (4.9), we would have N,(T7,yo) = Np(T%,yo). Thus,

HU2||LP(0,T2;L2(Q)) = HUIHLP(O,Tl;L?(Q)) = Np(T17y0> = Np(T27y0)-

This, together with (4.8), shows that us is an optimal control to (N P)]>?. By the bang-
bang property of (N P)]*" (see Lemma 3.4), we have that ||x,uz(t)| # 0 for a.e. t € (0,T)
(see Definition 1.2). This contradicts with the fact that us = 0 over (73,75). Hence,
N, (-, yo) is strictly monotonically decreasing.

Next, we show the right- contmulty of N,(-,y0). Arbitrarily fix a T e (0,00). Let
{T } € (T, T 4 1) be such that 7, \, 7. Then by the monotonicity of N, (-, ), there is
a M € (0,00) such that N

Ny(To o) 7 T, (4.10)
It suffices to show - R
M = N,(T, yo). (4.11)

Seeking for a contradiction, we suppose that (4.11) did not hold. Then by the monotonicity
of N,(-,40), we would have

M < N(T, o). (4.12)

Let u, be the optimal control to (NP)}»?. We extend u, over (0, T + 1) by setting it to
be 0 over (7, T+ 1), and denote the extension by ,. Then one can easily check that

||ﬂn||Lp(o,:F+1;L2(Q)) = Np(TnayO) <M and y(Tn;yo,ﬂn) = 0. (4-13>

Thus, we can extract a subsequence from {,}, still denoted in the same way, such that

for some @ € LP(0,T + 1; L2(Q)),
U, — @ weakly star in L(0,T + 1; L*()). (4.14)

This, along with (4.13) and (4.12), yields

A~

||aHLP(0JA"+1;L2(Q)) < hflr_l)glf ||u”||LP(0,’j“\+1;L2(Q)) <M< Np(TayO)- (4.15)
Meanwhile, by (4.14) and the equations satisfied by y(+; yo, @, ) and y(-; yo, @) over (0, T—l—l)

using the standard argument involving the Ascoli-Arzela theorem, we can get a subse-
quence of {y(;yo, U,)}, denoted in the same way, such that

Y( Yo, @) — y( 9o, @) in C((0, T + 1]; LA(€2)).
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This, together with (4.15) and the second equality in (4.13), indicates that

ly(Tsyo. @)l < Ny(T;90,0) — y(Tn; yo, @) || + 1y(Tn; vo, @) — y(Ti Yo, ) ||
+||y(Tm yOa'&n)H - 07

i.c., y(T;yo, @) = 0. Thus, @ is an admissible control to (NP)ZJP’ which yields

||ﬁ||Lp(o,:F;L2(Q)) > Np(T', yo)-

This contradicts with (4.15). Hence, N,(-,yo) is right continuous over (0, +00).
Finally, we show (4.7) and (4.6). Since N,(T,yo) > 0 for each 7" > 0 (notice that y, #
0), (4.7) follows from the monotonicity of N,(-,yy) at once. To prove (4.6), we suppose,
by contradiction that it did not hold. Then there would be a sequence {T,,} C (0, 1) such
that 7, \, 0 and N,(T},,v0) N € (0,00). Let u, be the optimal control to (NP)nP.
Then B
||un||Lp(07Tn;L2(Q)) = Np(Tn, yo) S N for all n e N+ (416)

and -
0 = y(Ty; yo, un) = (T, 0)yo +/ O(T,, s)xuun(s)ds, (4.17)
0

where {®(¢,s) | 0 < s <t < oo} is the evolution system generated by A —al (see Chapter
5in [17]). By (4.16), we have

1

Th ~ _
| [ e dst < sw jos), 810
0

0<s<t<1 L(L%(

This, along with (4.17), yields

0= lim ®(7,,,0)yo = yo # 0,

n—oo

which leads to a contradiction. Hence, (4.6) holds. This completes the proof of the part
(4).

(i1) Arbitrarily fix a T € (0,00). Let {T},} C [T'/2,T) be such that T, ** T. By the
monotonicity of N,(-,yp), it suffices to show that on a subsequence of {7,,}, denoted in

the same way, R
N,(To,y0) = Np(T',y0) as n — o0. (4.18)

By Lemmas 3.5, 3.6, 3.7 and Lemma 2.1, the functional Jgg“q has a unique non-zero
minimizer x,, (on Yz, ,), where ¥, € C([0,T,,); L*(2))NL4(0, T,,; L*(w)) solves Equation
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(1.2) with 7" being replaced by T,,. From (3.5), (3.17) and (3.31) (see Lemmas 3.2, 3.5
and 3.7 respectively), it holds that

0 < [IXw¥nllLa(o,1:22(2)) = Np(Thnsyo) for all n € N. (4.19)

Since T, < T, it follows from (i) of Lemma 4.2 that N,(T},,10) < Np(f/2,y0) for all
n € N. This, as well as (4.19), yields that

Xetnl| Lao.1 22 < Np(T/2,90) for all m € N, (4.20)

We extend v, over [0, T ) by setting it to be zero over [T, T ), and denote the extension
by . Then by (3.32), (3.30) and (4.20), one has

Tn

(1) < Ci (T, To) / Ion] ds

T
_1
Cl(Tm T2)(Tn - T2)1 a ||Xw¢n||Lq(o,Tn;L2(Q))
exp [Co(1 +1/(T5 — To)|(T — To) "5 N,(T/2, o)
C(Ty, Ts,T) N,(T/2,1,) for each n > 3. (4.21)

(T

> 1A 1A

By (4.21) and the properties of heat equations, there are a subsequence {@Zm} of {Jn}
and a z; € L*(Q2) such that

Jm(Tl) — 2 strongly in L*(Q), as [ — oo

and
Un, (-) = (-5 21, T1) strongly in C([0,T1]; L*(2)), as | — oo,

where @(+; z1,T1) is the solution of Equation (1.2) (where T' = T}), with ¢(71) = 2.
With respect to v, (73), we can have a similar estimate as (4.21). Thus, we can take a
subsequence {1, } from {¢,,, } and get a z, € L*(Q2) such that

{Em() — @(+; 29, Ty) strongly in C ([0, T]; L*(2)), as s — oo.

Continuing this procedure and making use of the diagonal law, we can get a sequence
{2} in L?(Q) and a subsequence of {1, }, still denoted in the same way, such that

Un() = (- 21, Tp) strongly in C([0,T},]; L*(Q)) for cach k € N. (4.22)
This implies that

o(t; 2z, Ty,) = o(t; 2jyj, Thtj) forall t € [0,T;], k=1,2,..., j=1,2,.... (4.23)
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We construct a function ¢ over [0,7") by setting
’w(t) :QO(t7 Zk,Tk), t e [O,Tk], k=1,2,.... (424)

By (4.24) and (4.23), ¢ is a well-defined function over [0,7"). From (4.22) and (4.24), it
follows that

¥ € C([0,T): L*(€)) solves Equation (1.2), where T =T (4.25)
1, (0) — 1(0) strongly in L*(Q2) (4.26)

and B
Xoln — Xwtp strongly in L%(0, Ty; L*(Q)) for each k. (4.27)

From (4.27), we have
X | La (0,1 L2(02)) = hgglf ||Xw7:5n||Lq(0,Tk;L2(Q)) < 1i£gglf Xl Lo, L2002, VK € NT,
which, along with (4.20), yields that
’|Xw¢||Lq(o,f;L2(Q)) < lir{gglf X tnll a0,z 22(0)) < Np(f/lyo)- (4.28)
From (1.11), (4.25), (4.28) and (1.10), we see that
Xt € Zs, = Vi, (4.29)
By (3.4), (4.29), (4.28) and (4.26), one can easily verify that
() < Hminf J59(x1b,) = lim inf V, (T, yo).
This, along with (3.5) (see Lemma 3.2), indicates that

P 1
Ty (Xwtp) < Timinf =2 N, (T, o). (4.30)

n—oo

By (3.5), (4.29), (3.4) and (4.30), we see that
Ly = P N
—5 V(T 40)" = V(T 90) < J," () < lim inf =2 Np(To, o),

2 n— o0

from which, it follows that

lim sup Np(Tr, y0) < No(T', o). (4.31)

n—oo

On the other hand, since N, (-, yo) is decreasing and T, < T for all n, it holds that
lim inf N, (T, y0) = No(T', o). (4.32)
n—oo

Now, (4.18) follows from (4.31) and (4.32) at once. This completes the proof.
U
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With the aid of the part (i) of Lemma 4.2, we can prove the following existence result
on optimal controls to Problem (T'P)}!.

Propositon 4.1. Let yo € L*(Q2) \{0}. Then problem (T'P))*, with M > 0, has optimal
controls iff M € (ﬁp(yo), o0) where ﬁp(yo) is given by (1.9).

o~

Proof. First we suppose that M € (N,(yo),00). Then by (4.7) and the monotonicity of
N, (-, o) (see the part (i) of Lemma 4.2), there is a T} € (0, 00) such that N, (7', y0) < M.
Let uy be the optimal control to (NP)]1"*. (The existence of optimal controls is ensured
by Lemma 3.4). Then we have

HU1HLP(0,T1;L2(Q)) = Np(TluyO) <M and y(Ty;y0,u1) = 0.

From these , u; is an admissible control to (7° P)% P, By the standard arguments (see, for
instance, the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [22]), we can get the existence of optimal controls to
(T P)% P,

Conversely, we assume that M < ﬁp(yo). Seeking for a contradiction, we suppose that
(TP)% P did have an optimal control @ in this case. Then we would have that

%] 2r 0,1, (M0 );L2(0) < M (4.33)

and
By (4.34), @ is an admissible control to (N P)gz ™7 Then by (4.33) and the optimality
of N,(T,(M,yo),y0), it holds that N,(7,(M,yo),yo) < M. This, along with the strict

monotonicity of N,(-,vo) (see Lemma 4.2), yields that M > N,(T,,(M,yo), yo) > Np(yo),
which leads to a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

Now we prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. When M < ]vp(yo), it follows from Proposition 4.1 that (T'P))""
has no any optimal control. Hence, it has no bang-bang property (see Remark 1.1).
Conversely, if M > N,(yo), then by Lemma 4.2, there is a unique 7" € (0, 00) such that

M = Np(i Yo). According to Lemma 4.1, (TP)%”’ has the bang-bang property. This
completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
]

Finally, we will show that the condition (1.10) holds for some cases.

Propositon 4.2. Suppose that a € L>(2 x RY) verifies a(x,t) = ai(x) +az(t) in Q xRT,
with ay € L>(Q) and ay € L*°(RT). Then Yr, = Zz,, for allT >0 and q € [1,00).
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Proof. 1t suffices to show that
Zr, CYr,, when T'>0 and ¢ € [1,00). (4.35)

Let T > 0 and ¢ € [1,00) be arbitrarily given. Observe that v € C([0,7); L*(©2)) N
L0, T; L*(w)) solves the equation:

{ op(z,t) + Az, t) — (a1 (x) + az(t))Y(x,t) =0 in  Qx(0,7), (4.36)
(x,t) =0 on 00 x(0,7) '
if and only if p € C([0,T); L*(Q)) N L0, T; L*(w)) solves
Op(x,t) + Ap(x,t) — ar(z)p(x,t) =0 in  Qx(0,7),
{ go(i,t) =0 - ’ on 900 x (0,7), (4.37)
where the function ¢ is defined by
o(z,t) = exp [/t ag(’T)dT]’l/J(lL',t), (x,t) € Qx (0,T). (4.38)

Given ot € Zrg, let ¢ be given by (4.38) where ¢ = . Let {T,} C (0,T) be such
that T, ~ T. Write ¢, for the solution of Equation (4.37) with the initial condition
or(T) = ¢(T) (which belongs to L*(Q)). Let ¢, be given by (4.38) where ¢ = ¢;. Then,
Y € C([0,T]; L*(€2)) solves (4.36). We claim that

Yols — Yot strongly in  L2(0, T; L*(w)). (4.39)

When (4.39) is proved, we get from Lemma 2.1 that x,,¢ € Y7, which leads to (4.35).
The remainder is to show (4.39). Clearly, (4.39) is equivalent to

Xk — Xo® strongly in  L(0,T; L*(w)). (4.40)

Let ¢ satisfy

Op(x,t) + Ag(x,t) —ary(z)@p(x,t) =0 in  Qx (=T,T),
{ St 20 ' on 90 x (=T, 7) (441)
and
o(x,t) = o(x,t), (x,t) € 2 x(0,7T). (4.42)
It is clear that
¢ € C([-T,7); L*(Q)) N LY( = T, T; L*(w)). (4.43)
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Because the equations satisfied by ¢ and ¢y are time-invariant, one can easily check that
or(t) =@t — (T —Ty)), whent e (0,7). (4.44)

By (4.43), we see that given ¢ > 0, there are two positive constants d(¢) and n(e) =
n(e,d(g)) such that

I XwPllLa(apr2w)) <€, when (a,b) C (=T,T),|a—b] < d(e) (4.45)

and
18(a) = 20| < e, when (a,b) C [ =TT = d(e)], la—b] < ne). (4.46)

Let ko = ko(e) verify that
0<T—T, <nle), when k > k. (4.47)
From (4.42) and (4.44), it follows that
Xk = X @l 122)) = X ((5(' - (I'=1y)) - 95(')) [ La0,7:L2(w))

< I (@0 = (T = T1)) — () Lo (o.7—5();L2(w))
HIxwP (- = (T = Ti))l| Lar—s(e),m:2(w)) + [ Xw @l La(r—5(e),7:22(w))-

This, along with (4.46), (4.47) and (4.45), yields that

1 1
Xk = XePllLaorizzw) < (T'—6(e))a e + 28 < (T'e 4 2)e, when k > ko,
which leads to (4.40), as well as (4.39). This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.1. The idea to show (4.40) in the above proof is borrowed from [31] (see the
proof of (3.8) on pages 2955-2957 in [31]).

By Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 4.2, we have the following consequence:

Corollary 4.1. Let yo € L*(Q)\{0}. Suppose that a € L>*(2 x RT) wverifies a(x,t) =
ar(x) 4 as(t) i Q x RY, with a; € L*(Q) and ay € L*(R"). Then (TP))'? has the

bang-bang property if and only if M € (Np(yo), o0), where Np(yo) is given by (1.9).

5 Appendix

The proof of (3.29). By the observability estimate for heat equations (see |6, Proposition
3.2]) and by (3.28), we have

8(67) < exp[Co(1+ 2oy + (T 1)+ (T = 3 + (7 = 1) Jall + 0l E)], 51)
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where Cy = Cy(92,w) > 0 depends only on © and w. Let yo € L*(Q)\{0}. Define

T
N T t yO é 1 {’|uHLoo(t7T;L2(Q)) ‘ (I)(T, t)yo—l—/ (I)(T, S)qu(s) ds = 0}, T > O,t - [O,T)
t

Here {®(t,s) | 0 < s <t < 400} is the evolution system generated by A — al (see
Chapter 5 in [17]). By the same way to prove Lemma 3.1, we can obtain

O(T,t
Noo(T,t,y0) = sup (O . o, 2) : (5.2)
2€L2(Q)\{0} HXw ( ) Z||L1(t,T;L2(Q))
From (3.28) and (5.2), it follows that
t: T
T ot 7. 2)|
zeL2(Q)\{0} IXwip (5 T, Z)HLl(t,T;LQ(Q))
t;T,
. (ol T, 2). o)
seL2@\{0} woeL2@\{0} [ Xw? (5 T, 2) || ez @)) - lvoll
t;T,
_ sup sup {p(t; T, 2), yo)
yoeL2(Q)\{0} zeL2(Q)\{0} Ixwe (5 T, Z)||L1(tTL2(Q Nlyol|
NOO T? t?
= sup M. (5.3)
yo€L2(Q)\{0} ol

By the same way to show the monotonicity of N,(-,yo) (see the proof of the part (i)
of Lemma 4.2), we can verify that for each ¢ > 0 and yo € L*(2)\{0}, No(+,t,90) is
monotonically decreasing over (¢,00). This, along with (5.3), yields that when ¢ > 0,
B(t,-) is monotonically decreasing on (¢,00). When (T —t) < 1, (3.29) follows from (5.1)
directly. When (7" —t) > 1, we have T' > ¢t 4+ 1. By the monotonicity of 5(t, -), we have
B(t,T) < B(t,t +1). This, along with (5.1), yields 8(t,T) < exp(Cy), where Cy depends
only on Q, w and ||a||«. Hence, (3.29) holds. This completes the proof. O
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