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EXISTENCE OF A SOLUTION OF THE MIXED FORMULATION FOR GENERALIZED
FORCHHEIMER FLOWS OF ISENTROPIC GASES

THINH KIEU ¥
Abstract. This paper is focused on the generalized Forchheimer flows of isentropic gas, described by a system of two nonlinear
degenerating differential equations of first order. We prove the existence and uniqueness of the Dirichlet problem for stationary
problem. The technique of semi-discretization in time is used to prove the existence for the time-dependent problem.
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1. Introduction. We consider a fluid in porous medium occupying a bounded domain Q c R, d > 2
with boundary I". Let x € R%, 0 < T < oo and ¢ € (0, T] be the spatial and time variables respectively. The
fluid flow has velocity v(x, £) € R?, pressure p(x, 1) € R and density u(x,f) € R,.

The Darcy—Forchheimer equation, which is considered as a momentum equation, is studied in [2,/8H10]
of the form

N
-Vp= Z a;lv|%v. (1.1)
=0

In order to take into account the presence of density in generalized Forchheimer equation, we modify
(L) using dimension analysis by Muskat [20] and Ward [24]]. They proposed the following equation for
both laminar and turbulent flows in porous media:

-Vp = G(UQK% p*~1u?~®), where G is a function of one variable. (1.2)
In particular, when a = 1,2, Ward [24] established from experimental data that

_Vp:l—ly+cFL|v|v, where cr > 0. (1.3)
SR

Combining (I.T)) with the suggestive form (I.2) for the dependence on p and v, we propose the following

equation
N
~Vp =) ap"hl", (14)
i=0
where N > 1,ap = 0 < a; < ... < ay are fixed real numbers, the coefficients ag(x, 1), ..., ay(x, ) are
non-negative with 0 < a < ag(x, 1), an(x,1) <a < 00,0 < gj(x,f) <a<oo,i=1,...,N—1.

Multiplying both sides of the equation (I.4) to p, we find that
N
(Z ailpvl“']pv =—pVp. (1.5)
i=0
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Denote the function F : Q X [0, T] X R* — R* a generalized polynomial with non-negative coefficients by

F(x,t,2) = ap(x, D% + a1(x, 02" + -+ - + an(x, )™,
The equation (I.3) can be rewritten as
F(x,t,|pvl)pv = —=pVp.
For isentropic gases, the constitutive law is

p=cp’ forsomec,y>1.

Then from (I.7) and (I.8) follows

y+1
F(x,t, |ov)pov=—pVp =-Vu withu = ae
y+1
The continuity equation is
$(x)0p + divipv) = f(x,1),
where ¢ is the porosity, f is external mass flow rate .
Rewrite
1
+ 1\ T 1
p=(y ) W with A = € (0,1).
cy v+ 1

Combining (I.IQ) with relation (LI1), we have

A
¢(x)(yc—+y1) Bt + divipo) = f(x, D).

By combining (T.9) and (LI0) we have

F(x,t,)m)m = —Vu,
y+1 ! YRPT
o(x)|—— | " +divm = f(x,1),
cy

where m = pv.

By rescaling the variable ¢(x) — (VC—?)A(;S()C). We obtain system of equations

F(-x7 Z, |m|)m = —VM,
P’ + div m = f(x, 1).
The Darcy- Forchheimer equation in (I.13) leads to

F(m|) = F(x,t,)m|)jm| = |Vu|, where F(s) = sF(s).

(1.6)

(1.7)

(1.8)

(1.9

(1.10)

(1.11)

(1.12)

(1.13)

Since ¥ is a one-to-one mapping from [0, co) onto [0, o), therefore one can find a unique non-negative [m)|

as a function of |Vul,

Im| = F ' (IVu).
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Solving for m from the first equation of (I.13) gives

Vu
m = —m = —K()C, t, |VI/[|)VM, (114)

where the function K : Q X [0, T] X R* — R* is defined for &£ > 0 by

1

Kt 8 = ot san ey

(1.15)
with s = s(x, 1, £) being the unique non-negative solution of sF(s) = £.
Note that
1 1

—1 _ = =
F(0)=0, K(x,t0) = F(x,1,0)  ag(x, 1) 70

Substituting (L.I14) into the second equation of (L.I3) we obtain a scalar partial differential equation
(PDE) for the density:

¢(x)(9,1/ —div (K(x,t, |[Vu))Vu) = f(x,1), (x,1)eQx][0,T]. (1.16)

From mathematical point of view, equation (I.I6) for A < 1 is a doubly nonlinear parabolic equation,
which is an interesting topic of its own. Research on doubly nonlinear parabolic equations follows the
development of general parabolic equations [[16l|18] and degenerate/singular parabolic equations [6.[7] (see
also the treaties in [12,/16418].) However, it requires much more complicated techniques. See monograph
[12], review paper [11,13] and references therein.

In the this paper, we focus on proving the existence of weak solutions of the system (L.I3) for the
Dirichlet boundary conditions with general coefficient functions, while imposing only minimal regularity
assumptions. Such a problem was not studied in the literature previously. Our proof of solvability is based
on the stationary problem first by applying the technique of the theory of nonlinear monotone operators
(e.g., in [31119,123,125]]) to prove the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution of the corresponding
elliptic problem of (II3). Then, using the technique of semi-discretization in time (see e.g., [1,14,21]),
we prove the existence of weak solutions of the parabolic problem by constructing approximate solutions.
This approach can be extend in straightforward way to time-dependent nonlinear problems with degenerate
coeflicients or doubly nonlinear parabolic equations.

The paper is organized as follows. Section §2]contains a brief summary of some notations and the rele-
vant results. In Section §3] we consider the stationary problem of (I.13). The existence and uniqueness of a
solution are proved in Theorem[3.1] Section §is intended to motivate our investigation of the semi-discrete
problem after discretization of the time-derivative in (I.13)) and show again the existence and uniqueness of
a solution in Theorem[4.3]. Section §3is devoted to the study of the transient problem governed by (3.1)
with homogeneous boundary conditions. We derive a priori estimates of the solutions to (3.2). These are
used to prove the solvability of the transient problem (G.I).

2. Notations and preliminary results. Through out this paper, we assume that Q is an open, bounded
subset of R?, with d = 2,3,..., and has Cl-boundary 0Q. For s € [0, 00), we denote L°(Q) be the set
of s-integrable functions on Q and (L*(Q)) the space of d-dimensional vectors which have all compo-
nents in L°(Q2). We denote (-,-) the inner product in either L*(Q) or (L*(Q))? that is (£,7) = fgfndx
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or (£,1) = fg.f - ndx and lull;sq) = (fQ |u(x)|5dx)l/x for standard Lebesgue norm of the measurable
function. The notation (-, -) will be used for the L°(0Q) inner-product. For m > 0,s € [0, o], we de-
note the Sobolev spaces by W*(Q) = {v € L*(Q),: D% € L*(Q),|a| < m} and the norm of W™*(Q)
by [[vllyms) = (ngmfg |D"u|‘vdx)1/x, and [[vllyme)y = Djaj<m €8 SUpq [D¥ul. The trace operator ¢ :
WmS(Q) — W1/%5(9Q) is onto. We denote by W;"*(Q) the kernel of £ and its dual space by Wms(Q) =
(Wg"*(Q))', where 1/s + 1/s* = 1. The test space D(Q) := C;°(Q) is dense subset of L*(Q2) and of W' (Q)
and that of D(Q) := {¢, ¢ € D(R")} is a dense subspace of W"$(Q). Finally we define L*(0, T; X) to be

1/s
the space of all measurable functions v : [0, 7] — X with the norm [|vl|;s7.x) = (fOT lo@®I% dt) , and

L>(0,T; X) to be the space of all measurable functions v : [0, T] — X such thatv : t — ||v(?)||y is essentially
bounded on [0, T'] with the norm |v]| =0 r.x) = €8s SUP,[0.7] [lo(@®)llx.

Our calculations frequently use the following exponents

anN S
= +2 = =2 —a = 2.1
ssay+2, e=—mn =7 2.1)
A+1 1
r=1+2€(1,2), r'= ; =1+z€(2,00). (2.2)

The arguments C, Cy, C, . . . represent for positive generic constants and their values depend on exponents,
coefficients of polynomial F, the spatial dimension d and domain €, independent of the initial and boundary
data and time step. These constants may be different place by place.

We introduce the space W(div; Q) defined by W(div; Q) = {v e (L), V-velr (Q)} and equipped
it with the norm ||Vllygiv.0) = lIVlls +1IV - VIl . Since W(div; Q) is a closed subspace of (L°(Q))¢, it follows
that W(div; Q) is a reflexive Banach space; the boundary v - v|so exist and belong to W-155(9Q) and we
have the Green’s formula

f vVidx + f YV - vdx = Yv -vdo (2.3)
Q Q oQ

hold for every v € W(div; Q) and ¢ € (W(div; Q))’ (see Lemma 3 in [4]).
The function F(-) has the following properties.
Lemma 2.1. The following inequality hold for all i,y € R?

(i) |[Feotly'hy' = FCxtlyby| < Co(1+ 11 + yI™) Iy’ = yl. (2.4)
(i) (FOotlyhy = Foutlyby) - & =) = Co (ly' =yl + 1y’ = yl*), 2.5)

where the constants C|(N, a, deg(F)) > 0, and C,(N, a, deg(F)) > 0.
Proof.
@) Lety(®) =1y’ + (1 — 1)y, 7 € [0, 1] and h(r) = F(x, ¢, |y(7))y(7). Then

1
|FCe, 1.y Dy’ — Fxt.lyDy| = 1h(1) = h(0)] = ’ fo I (1)dr

YO - y)

d
o O

1
= U; Flx, 6,y — y) + Fo(x, 1, ly(0)D)

1
<ly - yljo‘ F(x, t,ly®D) + Fx, £, y(mDly(0)ldr.
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Note that F, (x, £, y (D0l = LYo aiaily(DI* < ayF(x, 1, [y()]) thus

1
IFCx,t,1y'Dy" = F(x, 1, lyhyl < (1 + an)ly’ — ylf F(x, . ly(m)hdr.
0

Using the inequality ¥’ < 1 + x” for x > 0,0 < 8 < y we find that

.....

N
< i W< i any,
F(x,t,5) < ig]laxNa,(x, t); 14+ 5™ <(N+ 1){31()’?2§Na,(x, H(l + s*)

Thus
1
F Gty Dy = Ft,lyhyl < (1+ an)N + 1) max aily’ —yl(1+ f (@™ dr)
i=0,..., 0
1
<+ ay+ 1) max aly =1+ [ Q'+ )
i=0,...,.N 0
< 27(1+a)(N + 1) max ai(1+1y1™ +1y1™ )iy’ = .
which proves (2.4) hold.

(ii) Let k(1) = F(x, 1, ly(@Dy(T)(y" - y). Then

1
(Fx,t,ly'Dy" = FOxt,lyhy) - (¢ —y) = k(1) — k(0) = j; K (r)ydt

’_ 2
ly(™)(y =yl ) Jt

1
= f (FCx, 6,y @Dly’ =y + Fe(x, 1, (D)
0 1)

Note that

@O -l _ y@PlY — yl cos’(B(1)

— 2 2
e e = ly®lly” — yI”~ cos™(B(1)),

where () is angle between y(7) and iy’ — y. It implies that
(F(x, t,1y' Dy’ = F(x, 8, lyDy) - (' = y)
=ly’ -yl fo 1 (Fx. 1.y (@) + Fo(x, 1, y(@Dly(0)] cos’(B(r) dr
>y’ -yl fo 1(1 + @1 cos>(B(O)F (x, 1, ly(r))dr

1
>l = e+ ay [ o)
0
The two last inequality are obtained by using the inequalities
F. (x5 6, ly@Dly(@| = a1 F(x, t, ly(r))  and  F(x, 1, |y()]) > ao + ayly()|*™.

It is proved (see e.g in [5] Lemma 2.4) that

1 ’ o laN
| orar> T
0

20+ (@ + 1)
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Hence

ly" —y|™

N ’ ’ 2
(FOx, 6,1y Dy = FCx, 6, lyDy) - (" —y) =2 (L + a)ly” -yl aO+aNm .

The proof is complete. O
We recall some elementary inequalities that will be used in this paper.
Lemma 2.2. The following inequality hold for all a,b > 0, 1 € (0, 1].

P 4 pP
Y by <27 +bP) forall p> 0. (2.6)
|la* = bY| < la - b1 2.7

la — b A _pa
— <@ -bYa-b). 2.8
e <@ - ha=b) (2.8)
Pl 1

A_plg > T A plrdy = D

(@ =bMa > T+ /l(a b p (@ -b"). 2.9)

3. The steady-state problem. We consider the stationary problem governed by the Darcy-Forchheimerf
equation and the stationary continuity equation together with Dirichlet boundary condition

F(x,jm)m = —Vu x €,
divm = f(x) x € Q, 3.1

u = —up(x) x € 0Q.

3.1. The mixed formulation of the stationary problem. The mixed formulation of (3.I) reads as
follows. Find (m, u) € W(div; Q) x L'(Q) such that

(F(x, m))m,v)— (4, V-v) = —(up,v-vy forall ve W(div;Q),

(3.2)
(V-m,q) =(f,q) forallge L (Q).

We introduce a bilinear form b : W(div; Q) X L'(2) — R by mean of
b(v,q)=(V-v,q) forallve W(div;Q),q € L(Q),
and a nonlinear form a : (L*(Q))? x (L*(Q))? — R by mean of
a(a,v) = (F(x,t,luh)u,v) forallu,ve (LS(Q))d.
Then we rewrite the mixed formulation as follows. Find (m, u) € W(div, Q) X L'(Q2) = V x Q such that

a(m,v) — b(v,u) = —(up,v-v)  forall v e W(div; Q),
b(m,q) = (f,q) forallge Q.

(3.3)

3.2. Existence results. This subsection is devoted to establish the existence and uniqueness of weak
solution of the stationary problem (3.1)).

THEOREM 3.1. Suppose f € L' (Q), and u, € WV/*5(0Q). The mixed formulation (3.2) of the stationary
problem (3.1) has a unique solution (m, u) € W(div; Q) x L'(Q).
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Proof. We use regularization to show the existence of a weak solution (m, ) € V X Q to problem (3.2).
The proof will be divided into four steps. In step 1, we introduce an approximate problem. In step 2 we show
that the approximate solution (mg, u.) is bounded independence of . In step 3 we prove the limit (m, u)
of the approximate solution (mg, u,) satisfying problem (3.2). Step 4 is devoted to prove the uniqueness of
weak solution (m, u) to the problem (3.2).

Step 1. For the fixed £ > 0, we consider the following regularized problem. Find (mg, u;) € V X Q
such that

a(mg, v) +e(V-mgy" 2V -m,, V-v) = b(V,u;) = —(up, v-v) forallveV,

A 3.4
e(u;,q)+bm,,q) = (f,q) forallge Q.

Lemma 3.2. For every € > 0, there is a unique solution (mg,u.) € V X Q of the regularized problem
3.4
Proof. Adding the left hand side of (3.4), we obtain the nonlinear form defined on V X Q,

a:((My, 1), (V. 9)) Z= a(m,, v)+&(V-myl 2V -my, V-v) = b(v, 1)+ £(u, @)+ b(m,, g) for all (v, q) € VX Q.
3.5
A nonlinear operator A, : VX Q — (V x Q)’ defined by
(A((u, p)), (v, q)>(V><Q)’><(V><Q) = a:((u, p), (v, 9)).

Then A is continuous, coercive and strictly monotone.

Applying the theorem of Browder and Minty (see in [26], Thm. 26.A) for every f € (V x Q)’, there
exists unique a solution (mg, u.) € V X Q of the operator equation A.(mg, u.) = f . In particular, we choose
the linear form f defined by £(v,q) := —(up, v - v) + (f, q), which arises by adding the right hand sides of
(B4). Therefore (3.4) has a unique solution.

What is left is to show that A, is continuous, coercive and strictly monotone.

For the continuity,
(A(uy, p1) — A2, p2)), (V, O vxoyxvxg) = a1, V) — a(uy, v)
+ (V- w7V wy = [V wl TPV - wp, V- v) + 8(p] - ps.q) = bV, pr = p2) + b(ug —w2,9). (3.6)
By (2.4) and using Holder’s inequality
a(uy, v) - a(uy, v) < ((1+ w2 + Jual )y - ual, [v])
< C(1+ g1 + lhualls) lhy = wall
On account of and using Holder’s inequality
(p1 - p3.q) < Up1 = pal', @) < lip1 = pall, ligll
b(v,pr—p2) IV Vil llpr = pall,,  and  b(wy —wz,q) < ||V - (wy — )|l llglly -
From (2.4)), we find that
(IV-wl" 2Veuy = [V 2V eug, Vev) S C(L+ Vw2 + Vw2 V- (uy = wp)], [V - v])
<C(1+IV- w2 + 1V - wallp, ) IV - wg = wp)llg 1V - Vil
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From the above it follows that
(A(ur, p1) = Ac((W2, P2), (V. Doy vy < Ce (1 + 5 + ually?)
A+ IV w7 + 19 - wollf,72) (= wlly + lipy = pallg +1lp1 = palig) (IVlly + lgllp)
forall v e V,q € Q. This yields
A1, 1) = As(2. p)llivxgy < Co (1 -+ Il + flual}:?)
A+ - w2 + 19 - wally, ) (I = wally + llps = pallg + lipy = p2llg) -
For A, is the coercive.

(AW, p), (W, P wxoyxvxoy = C (I + IMully) + & (IV - ullr,. + lipllp)
> C, (Illy, + 11V - ull- +1Iplly).
whence

(As(w, p), (W, P))yxoyx(vx0) . llallz, +1IV -ully,. +lIplly
lally + lIpllp ~ Clallys 1V - ulle +liplly”

Therefore we deduce that

<\ﬂ (u’p)7(u’p)>V ') (V:
im e WxQrxvxQ) _
v,y —+00 lally + lipllg

For A, is the strictly monotone.

(A, p) = AV, q),(0—v,p - q)><VXQ)/X(vXQ)
> C(llu = vIP + = vii;.) + & (IV - @ =Wl +lp - qllp)
> Ce (=i, + 1V - @=wl;,. +1lp—gllp) >0 forall (u, p) # (v,q).

Step 2. Next, we show that the solution (mg, 1) is bounded independently of €. To do this, we use the
following result (see in [[15] Lemma A.3 or [22] Lemma A.1),
Lemma 3.3. Let s > 1l and 1/s + 1/s* = 1. Then there exists a constant C, > 0 such that

b 9 .
C.ligll;s+ < sup _bv.a) for all ve W(div, Q),q € L}(Q). (3.7

vew(div,) [[Vllwdiv.0)

Lemma 3.4. There exists C > 0 independent of € such that for sufficiently small € > 0 the solution
(myg, ue) of (3.4) satisfies the following estimates

lluellp + [mglly < C. (3-8)



Solvability of the mixed formulation for generalized Forchheimer flows of isentropic gases 9

Proof. We begin with a bound for the norm of V - m,. Using the second equation of (3.4) with
q =sgn(V-mg)|V - m,|" !, we obtain
. -1 1 1
IV-melly, <Ifllp IV -mgll, = + elluglly, IV - mgll,-

It implies that
IV - mgllp < [Ifllp +8||Ma||/é- (3.9)
Taking the test function (v, g) = (mg, u,) in (3.4) gives

a(mg,m,) + &(|V-mg|” 2V.-m,,V-m,) + s, u,)
—(up,m, - V) + (f,ug) = = (V-myg, up) — (Vup, my) + (f, u,) (3.10)

< lluplly: (el + 1V - mgllp ) + 11 el -

A

Using (3.9) and the fact that a(m,, m,) > C(|lm.|[}, + IImSIIiz) , we may conclude that
Climellys +&(IV - melly + lluelly) < laplly: (Imellz: + 1A+ elluliy) + 1Al ludllg . B.11)

To bound u, we employ the inf-sup condition (3.7). The first equation of (3.4) and the above estimate for
[IV - mg|[;~, we have

b(v, ug) amg, V) + &V -mg[ 2V -m,, V- V) + (up, v-v)
C.llugllg < sup =
vev  Ivlly vev [Ivlly
1 -
- Cimellzs + Il ) Vllzs + eIV -mgll, < IV - il + lluplly: (AVIzs + 1V - Vi)
< su
veV [Ivlly

-1 1 re—1
< C(lImglly: + gl ) + (1l +eliusllyy ) + llullys
—1 2 1 241 =2
< C (gl + gl ) + 227 2 1AL + 2227 lluellg + iy
for some constant C, > 0. Hence, for sufficiently small & (e.g., & < (2! C,)"/?),

ltellg < € (Il + lImllys" + 1AL+ iy ) (3.12)
Substituting (3.12) into (311} leads to
Im,l7, < Clluglly: (Imgllzs + 11+ ) + C (luslly: + ||f||Lr*)(||m.e||Z?1 + [mg |l + ||f||;?1 + lluplly + 1)-
Then by using Young’s inequality, we obtain

[m|l;, < Cy, (3.13)

where Cy = C (|luplly: + I1f1l+) (luplly + Ilfllf,?1 )+ (luplly: + AN~ )" + 1.
Insert (3.13) into (3.12) yields
llusllp < Ca, (3.14)
where Cy = C}/* + C™ +||fII"=" + lluplly- . Using this estimate in (3.9) yields

L

—1
IV-mg|l~ <[Ifll +C5 .
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Therefore
lmglly < Cy +C5 7" (3.15)

The assertion of the lemma follows from (3.14) and (3.13). O
Step 3. Adding the left hand side of (3.2)), we obtain the following nonlinear form defined on V x Q by

a((m, u), (v,q)) := a(m, v) — b(v,u) + b(m, q).
Consider the nonlinear operator A : V X Q — (V x Q)’ defined by
(A(u, p), (v, q)>(V><Q)’><(V><Q) = a((u, p), (v, q)).

Set £ = 1/n, and let (m,, u,) be the unique solution of the regularized problem (3.4). Since (m,, u,) is a
bounded sequence in V x Q, there exists a weakly convergent subsequence, again denoted by (m,,, u,,), with
weak limit (m, ) € V x Q. For f(v,q) := —(up, v -v) + (f,q) € (V x QY

la((m,, u,), (v, q)) — f(v, @)l

”.?{(m,,, n) = f“(VxQ)’ = sup

(V)0 IV, Dllvxo 416
_ qup 1Y) = bV 1) + by ) = (v 9) '
(v.9)#0 (v, CI)”VXQ
Noting from (3.4) that
~ 1 .
ja(m,, v) = b(v, ) + bm,, ) = f(v, 9)] = ~ (V- m, 20 m,, V- V) + (i )|
C o
< = (IV - ma 7 IV Vil + el gl )
< C V r'—1
< — (IV - ma 7"+ llallo) IV, @)l -
Hence
~ C =1 n—oo
A 10) = Tl gy < — (19 -l + llallg) = 0. 3.17)

The sequence A(m,,, u,) converges strongly in (V X Q) to f. Thus we can conclude that A(m, u) = f
in (V x Q) (see e.g. [23], p. 474), i.e., (m, u) is a solution of problem (3.3).
Step 4. To show the uniqueness we consider two solutions (my, u;) and (my, u) of (3.2). Using the
test function (v, g) = (m; — my, u; — uy), we obtain
a(m;, m; —my) — a(my, m; —my) — (b(m; —my, uy) — b(m; —my, uz)) = 0,

(3.18)
bmy, u; — uz) — b(my, uy — up) = 0.

Adding these equations and using the monotonicity of F(-) in 2.3) yield
0 = a(m;,m; —my) — a(my, m; —my) > C; ([Imy —mo|}, + lmy —myl, ).

It follows thatm; = my. If m € V is given then u € L"(Q) is defined as a solution of the variational equation
b(v,u) = {up, v - v) + a(m, v) for all v € V. The uniqueness of u is directly consequence of Lemma[3.3] O
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4. The semi-discrete problem. We return to the transient problem governed by (L13). We discretize
in time using the implicit Euler method. This yields not only a method to solve the transient problem
numerically, but also an approach to prove its solvability, the technique of semi-discretization. We define
a partition 0 = #p < #; < ... < t; = T of the segment [0, T] into J intervals of constant length h = T/J,
ie,t; = jhfor j =0,...,J. In the following for j = 0,...,J we use the denotations w = u(-, jt) and
m’/ := m(-, jt) for the unknown solutions and, analogously defined, u‘,i for the boundary conditions and f/
for the source term.

(EN: alm’[")m/ = -V xeQ,
i=0
¢M+V-m/‘:ﬂ xeQ, .1)
u=-u xe 0Q,
u(x,0) = up(x) xeQ.
For each j € {1,..., J}, we will make the following assumptions:

0<p<p(x)<¢<oo;f/ el (Q) ul € W (3Q), ug € W (Q) N L'(Q); al(x) € L¥(Q),i = 0,...,N.

Mixed formulation of the semi-discrete problem. The discretization in time of the continuity equa-
tion (4.I) with the implicit Euler method yields for each j € {1, ..., J}. Find (m/, u/) € V x Q such that

N
[(Z allm/|)m’, v) - (uf, V. v) =—(u),v-v) forallveV,
i=0 4.2)

) J—1\4
(¢(M;l) ’q)+(V-mj’q)= (fj’q)+(¢(u’h) ’q) forall ¢ € 0.

with #® = uy(x). Using a and b are defined in Section 3l we rewrite the mixed formulation (&.2)) in the
following way: Find (m/, u/) € V x Q, such that

a(m’,v) = b(v,u’) = —(u),v-v) forallveV,
(4.3)

Ny
((p(u};) ,q) +bm,q) = (f1.q) forallgeQ,

RN
where f/ = f/ + 2 (u/7)"
The remainder of this section we restrict our considerations to the problem (4.3)) for a fixed time step

Jj. For simplicity, we omit the superscript j.
4.1. Regularization of the semi-discrete problem. We use the technique of regularization again. For

the fixed € > 0, we consider the following regularized problem. Find (m,, u;) € V X Q such that

a(mg, v) + e(V-mg" 2V -m,, V-v) = b(V,u;) = —(up,v-vy forallveV,

(¢/1

) 4.4)
zug,q) +b(m,.q) = (f.q) forallge Q.

The following result may be proved in much the same manner as Lemmal[3.2}
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Lemma 4.1. For every &, there exists a unique solution (Mg, u;) € V X Q of the regularized semidiscrete
problem (&4).

Next, we show that the solution (my, u,) of (Z.4) is bounded independently of &.

Lemma 4.2. There exists C > 0 independent of € such that for sufficiently small € > 0 the solution

(mg, u,) Of @ Satisﬁes

lluellp + [mglly < C. 4.5)

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma[34] we begin with an estimate for the norm of V - m,. Using the
second equation of (#4) with ¢ = sgn(V - m,)|V - m,|" !, we obtain

1V mlle < [l + 2 el (4.6)

The estimation of ||m,||; is based on choosing the test function (v, g) = (m,, u,) in (£4). Then we obtain
the estimate

1
. u -
a(mg, mg) + 8(|V ‘m,|"?V-m,, V- ms) + (¢f,us) < luplly (Imgllzs + 11V - mgll~) + ”f o lleeello -
4.7
Thanks to the monotonicity of the function F(-) and (&.6), it follows from (4.7) that
s 2 r f r 7| (z A 7|
Clmgll7, + lImg[|?) + e[V - mgl[},. + 7 lluzlly < lluplly | Mgl + ”f vty llelly | + ”f o lluellg -
This and Young’s inequality show that
s ? r s* 7~ r A
iz, + 2= el < C (el + laslly | 7] - + Neanlty + | 7]+ )
which leads to
" It 1/s . - 1/r
Imall: < © (ol + olly, + |77 ) llg < € (ol + skl + 7). 49)
Substituting (£4.8)) into (4.6) we can assert that
— L -
IVl < |7], + (Il + sl + 717 wo)

< C(1+ lluplly,!” + oyl + |

The assertion (£.3)) follows directly from (@.8)—(.9). O

)

4.2. Solvability of the semi-discrete problem. In the same manner as in Section 1, we pass the limit
£ — 0 and obtain the existence of a solution of the semi-discrete problem (#.2)).

TueoreMm 4.3. The mixed formulation (A2) of the semi-discrete problem @) possesses a unique solu-
tion (m, u) € W(div; Q) X L'(Q).

Proof. Analysis similar to that in the proof of Theorem 3.1l we add two equations in (4.3) and obtain
the nonlinear form a, defined on (V x Q) x (V x Q)’, and the linear form f € (V x QY defined by

a(m ), (v, ) £ a(m,v) ~ v, + (5 )+ b . 3.0 L v ) +(F.q).
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Again, the operator A : VX QO — (V x Q) is defined by

<~?{(u’ P), (V’ Q)>(V><Q)’><(V><Q) = a((u, p)’ (V’ CI))

Choosing € = 1/n, we obtain a sequence of unique solutions (m,, u,,) of the regularized problems #.4).
Owing to Lemma[.2] the sequence ((my,, u,,)),cx is bounded in V x Q. Hence there is a weakly convergent
subsequence, again denoted by ((my, u,)),en, Which converges to (m,p) € V x Q. In the same manner as
in the proof of Theorem [3.1] we obtain the identity A(m, p) = f in (V x QY’, i.e., (m, p) is a solution of the
semi-discrete mixed formulation (#.2)).

To show the uniqueness, we consider two solutions (my, u;) and (my,u;) of (@3). Using the test
function (v, ¢) = (m; — my, u; — uy), we obtain

a(m;,m; —my) —a(my, m; —my) — b(m; —my, u; —uz) =0,

A
uy—u
((15 P Mz) +b(m; —my, u; — up) = 0.

Adding the two equations then using (2.3) and (2.8) yields

A_ .1
u u
1 2

0=a(m;,m; —my) — a(m,, m; —m2)+(¢ 7 LUy —uz)

L u[?
o Rl [+ Jup =

2 o
> Gy (lmy —mol + flmy —mall}.) +

which proves m; = m; and u; = up a.e. 0

5. The transient problem. We address the continuous transient problem. Due to the lack of regularity
of the solution m, it is impossible to handle more general boundary conditions as in the previous sections.

We will restrict our considerations here to the case of homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions

N
(Z a;(x, )m(x, t)|ai] m(x, 1) = —Vu(x,t) (x,) e Qx(0,T),

i=0
¢ (x,0) + V-m(x, 1) = f(x,1) (x, 1) e Qx(0,T), 6.1
u(x,t) =0 (x,1) € 9Q % (0,T),
u(x,0) = up(x) x e Q.

From now on the following assumptions will be needed
(H1) 0<¢ <p(x) < < o0y f € L0, T; L (Q));uo € Wy* () N L' (Q); ai(-, 1) € L(Q),i = 0,...,N.
(H2) The Eoefﬁcient functions and || f]| to be Lipschitz continuous in time, i.e., there exists a constant L
such that, forevery0 <t <1, <T,

llai(t) — ai)ll- < Liy — 1l and - |If (1) = f()ll+ < Lity = 1.

(H3) The degree of Forchheimer polynomial F satisfies ay = deg(F) < . It equivalents to r < s*.
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5.1. A priori estimates for the solutions of the semi-discrete problems. As mentioned above we
use the technique of semi-discretization in time (see in [21]) to show the existence of solutions of the
transient problem (3.I). The existence and uniqueness of the solutions to the semi-discrete problems has
been established in Section 4] In the next step, we consider the limit # — 0. Similar to the regularized
technique employed in the last two sections, we derive a priori estimates for the solutions of the semi-
discrete problems, which are independent of 4.

We investigate the semi-discrete problem (4.2)) for homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition. In this
case problem (.2)) can read as the follow. Find (m/, u/) € W(div, Q) X L"(€) = V x Q, such that

a(m’,v) - b(v,u)=0 forallveV,
N _ (1J-1)1 ) ) 5.2)
w,q)+b(mf,q) =(f/.q) forallge Q.

Lemma 5.1. For sufficiently small h < 2‘19/1, there exists C > 0 independent of h and J such that

(i

L+l <C forallj=1,2,...,J. (5.3)

o

Proof. Choosing (v, ) = (m/, u/) in (5.2) and adding the resulting equations yields

AN _ (=134
a(mj’ mj) + ((pw, uj) - (fj, uj) ) (5.4)

From (2.9) we have

( S = )

- > % (¢, (el = @i™'y).

Due to the fact that a(m’, m’) > 0 and

; 1
]r<_
LI

r*

f]

(ff',uﬂ")sr—l* v g L (g.wh),

[

it may be concluded that

(. @) = (@, Y) < ||, + % (¢, @)).

If h sufficient small so that ¢4 = % = fﬂ < 1, which gives h < ¢4, then

e
]

(&) < 7= (6. @) + 1l

By induction we find that
")
Note that (1 — ¢h)™/ < et < XT forall h < 1/2¢) = %q)/l, it follows from above inequality that

< (6 @)) < (3

J
(¢ @) < (1= emy7I( (g, @)+ D (1 = ehy™

i=1

¢ lu’ AT e ) (5.5)
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This leads to

1/r
T gar) - It follows easily that

| A
- L
Using the test function ¢ = u/ — u/~!, we obtain the from the second equation in (3.2) that

@iy = @)’
[+

L, <G, (5.6)

where C; = (f’ e

[l < Cl (5.7)

,uj—uj1)+b(mj, w—uh = (fj, uj—uj’l). (5.8)
Now taking v = m’ at time step j and j — 1 from the first equation in (5.2)), we have
am’,m’) —b(m’,u’) =0, and a(m’',m’)-bm’, /") =0
which implies that
a(m’,m’) — a(m’~", m’) = b(m/, u’ — /). (5.9)
Combining (3.8) and (3.9) shows that

(¢(uj)l - @

W Jul — ujl) + a(mj, mj) - a(mjil,mj) = (fj, u — ujfl).

Summing up this equation for k = 1,2,. .., j yields
Z/: ( (uk)/l
=1

We will estimate (5.10) term by term.
The last term on the right hand side of (3.1Q) are bounded by using Holder’s inequality and (3.3)

J

k—ukl)+a(mk,mk) IEDN e (5.10)

k=1

k 1)/1

j-1

zj:fu—u )= (#.) - +Zf AN

=1 =1
0 L,+Z||f"—f
k=1

< W flloory (€1 + 6] ) + CLLT < (o + 1) (I lloor

For the last two terms on the left hand side of (3.10), we rewrite as

, (5.11)
<[l

L +LT).

J

j N
Za(mk,mk) —a(m* !, mh) = Z f (af-‘lmkl"”r2 - af-‘*llmkfll’y‘mkfl . mk) dx. (5.12)
k=1 i=0 Y&

k=1
By Young’s inequality
= = @+ 1 1
D ad imt emt e mE < ) b (S 2 mye?
pary pary a; + 2 a; + 2

(5.13)

N ' k= 1k k
_ Z (@i + Da; mi 2 4 a; a; k(@2 4 a; k(2 |
@ +2 @ +2 @i +2
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Substituting (3.13)) into (5.12) yields

J Jj N
- a +1 a: —a. )
Za(mk’ mk) _ a(mk—l’mk) > sz i k|mk|m+2 _ a?71|mk71|a1+2) 4 i |mk|a/+2)dx
k=1 =1 i=0 a;+2
Zf ; +1
Q@

N _ —1
+2 0|m0|a/ +2 +a]|mj|a/ +2)dx+ sz 1 |mk|a/ +2dx
i

J
i=0 k=1
1. N
>f —alim/ + 2= Lo JIm/|*
Q 2 S

dx + Z Zf i |mk|“ *2dx. (5.14)
=0 k=1
Due to (2.8), the first term
J A _ (k=132
> (¢W,uk - uk_l) > 0. (5.15)
=1
Substituting (3.11), (3.14) and (3.13) into (3.10) yields
N
1 P 112 A 1 ; s
5 |2 + —=ay [m]],, < -

>3 [a

|mk|ﬂ 2+ €+ D) (Il + 1], + LT)
=0 k=1

fg halim 2 dx + (Cy + D (Il ra + 0], +LT)
i=0 k=1

L J
< Z_ka::‘ha(m m) + (C+ 1) (Ifllpso.rary + 1]l +LT). (5.16)
On the other hand by (5.4),

Zj] ha(m', m") = - Zj] O C
k=1

( k 1)/1)’Mk)+h(fk,uk)

<

—_ N =

J J

06 =) hAL e < 2 0.6 - @) e Yl

k=1

< =gl + 1l + AT Wl 0.7, < (¢ 1)+ D (]l + Tl oz +1)
Consequently,

1oy -1 L¢ r
sl + ==l Il < (5 + e+ D (Wl + Tl orar)

(5.17)
+ (€1 + D (Il + 4], +LT)
The assertion (3.3)) directly follows from (3.6), (3.7) and G.17). O

LemMma 5.2. For sufficiently small h, there exists C > 0 independent of h and J such that

2 L5

w — w1

dx < C. (5.18)
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Proof. We rewrite (3.10) as the form

J . - ,
W= L
Z;L‘ﬁT(uf — ' Ndx = jz:;a(mf 'm/) — a(m/, m’) + (f/,u/ ) 1). (5.19)
From (5.14) we have
J -~ . ' ' J N a; +1 i - alj—l_alj )
jz;a(ml 1,m/)—a(mJ’mJ) < ;;L(a’l ( J- ll J l| +2 _a;|m‘]| l+2)+ mlmll '+2)d
3 0 a'+2 m’ ait2 N -1 _ jlja2
< > (@(m°]f; I )+Z”a )
i=0
" a/N+2

<@+ DN + (1 + [m®

+C™ 4 LT(1+C™*)). (5.20)
It follows from (5.19), (5.11), (3.20) and (5.3)) that

N h M _ -
ng 1= f|uf*1|lfﬂ drs ) f P W) i ihar < o, (5.21)
J=1 G

. . 2
w — 1

h

where

def
Cy == C(Cy + D) (oo 70

aN+2

o+ LT)+ @+ DN + 1) +C* 4+ LT(1+C™ %)),

On the other hand, by Holder’s inequality

J i i
wl — i1
>ih f dx
= oJel R
J ¢ —r/(2-r) 1-r/2 ¢h u’ _ I,tj_l 2 r/2
P (js; (78 U ) fg [ L L I
/ p e\ w_w P \"
= jg; |u]|l—/l + |M]—l|l—/l o |u1|l -4 4 |u1 lll -1 h
Since
J —r/(2-71) J
¢ il _ _ P 11 \r/2-r)
th 7 ¢ [T dx < @7 (W )T
2 Jo T+ ] 2" Jo

gD 4 [l

o)

M\

~.
Il
—_

we use (3.21) and (3.3) to conclude that

J

i_ -1

h

dx < (ZCZ)V/ZCV(I—r/Z)T1_r/2¢_r/2.
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This completes the proof. [

Next, we show that the mixed formulation (5.2) is equivalent to a variational formulation of the time-
discretized parabolic equation. To this end, we recall the nonlinear mapping K of (I.I4). For fixed time
t = t;, we define the nonlinear mapping K/ : Q x R* — R* (see in (LI3)) and its inverse defined by

Fi(x,2) = ap(x,1))2" + ar(x, 1)z + -+ + an(x, 1))z, 2> 0. (5.22)

Lemma 5.3.
(i) Ifu/ € RQ) = {reL(Q),r=00n0Q,Vre (L Q) is a solution of the variational formula-
tion. Find w/ € R(Q) such that
A

- q) + (K (x, IVu/)Vul, Vq) = (f/.q)  forall g € R (5.23)

then (—=K7(x, |Vu/|)Vu/, u’) is a solution of the mixed formulation (5.2).

(ii) If (m/,u)) € W(div, Q) x L'(Q) is a solution of the mixed formulation then u' is a solution
of the variational formulation (3.23). In particular, u/ € R(Q).

Proof.

(i) Let u/ be a solution of (5.23). We define m/ = —K/(x, |[Vu/|)Vu/. Then Green’s formula yields

(Fi(x, m/hm/,v) = = (Vu/,v) = (u/,V-v) forallveV.

This is the first equation in (3.2)). To derive the second equation in (3.2), we consider (3.23)) for g € D(Q) C
R(Q)

@) = @)
[

,q) - (m/,Vg) = (.q),
and then apply Green’s formula we obtain

A i—1\A X .
@W’Q) +(Vom' g) = (£'.q).

Because D(Q) is densely embedded into L'(Q), the second equation in (3.2)) follows.
(i) Let (m/, u/) be the solution of (5.2). Applying Green’s formula implies

(Ff(x, Im’|)m’, v) = (V v, uf) = (—Vuf, v) for all v € (D(Q))".

Thus in the sense of distributions it holds Vu/ = —F/(x, m/)m/ € (L**(Q))".

Consequently, u/ € {r € L"(Q), Vr € (L* (Q))?} and m’/ = —K/(x, |Vu/))Vu/.

To prove that »/ fulfills (3.23), we consider ¢ € R(Q) ¢ L'(Q) in the first equation of (5.2). Using
integration by parts, we have

(7:0)= (#2) (7mg) = (0T ) (e ).

Finally, we consider again the first equation of (5.2) for v € (D(Q))¢. Using integration by parts, we obtain

0= —(Ff(x, |mf|)mf,v)+(v.v, uf) = (Vuf,v)+(v.v, uf) = f W (v vdo.
0Q
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Consequently, u/ = 0 on 69, i.e., u/ € R(Q). 0
Using this equivalence, we obtain a bound for u/ in the norm of R(Q) defined by

rllg = lIrllzr + 1I1VrilLs -

Lemwma 5.4. For sufficiently small h, there is a constants C > 0 independent of h and J, such that

el +

Proof. To verify Hu/ ||  is bounded, it is sufficient to use (5.3) together with the observation that

) - w1y
h

+|v-mi||,, <C forall j=0,1,2,....1. (5.24)
&

. s*
”V L

N
= ||F/(x. lm/pm|| . < C.Z L D5 g
< CZ H 1“(01+1)v <CN (”mIHL* + ” ]”(wNH)y )

We next to prove that '  is bounded.
By means of (3.23)), we have for all g € R(Q),

(6420 ) = [0) - (kP b wir )] = (7))

|(W (s

h

< (17711 + [l ) gl -
Thanks to the boundedness of the function ¢ and (3.3) we see that
a_
MH <c(IF], +[ml,) <c (5.25)
which is part of conclusion (3.24)).
From the second equation of (3.2) yields
. . N (/1A N _ (7-1)2
'(V . m/,q)' - (fj,q) _ (¢% ) < (”f/ % )HQHR’
o
which implies that
a_ 131 1 131
I e A T et TS [
I

The proof is complete. O

5.2. Solvability of the continuous problem. Due to the existence of unique solutions to the semi-
discrete mixed formulation (3.2)), we obtain for every J € N a J + 1-tuple of solutions (m/, u/); j=0,...J €
(W(dlv Q) x L'(Q))™*!. We denote these J + 1- -tuples with my, := (m’)j 0.7 € (W(div,Q)"*! and u, :=

J
mun(t) = )" x (0w € L0, T; RQ),
j=1
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where y;(¢) is the characteristic function on the interval (¢;_1,¢;] for j = 1,2,...J. We also defined a
piecewise linear (in time) functions

J j -1
M] — M] .
Ty (1) = ; X0 (T(t — 1) +ul).
In addition, we use piecewise constant approximations a;;, and fj of the coefficient functions a; and f, and
piecewise constant operators F, and Kj,. According to Lemmas [5.1] and [5.4] the following bounds hold for
sufficiently small A.

]l 0.7:re) < Cs 10 XMunllz o.7:-@) < C,
lerun 0.7 ey < © 0243|702y < €
[lem| o 0,725 @y < Cs 7V - my|| 00,70 < C,
1FCx, lmmy, ey || o .7y @y < Cs ”ul v SC-

Thus the exist a subsequences, again indexed by £, that converge in corresponding weak*-topology; in
detail

mup — u in L0, T; R(Q)), 8w, — ' in L0, T; L' (Q)) (5.26)
(rup)t = U in L0, T; L (Q)), Allut = U’ in L¥(0,T; R'(Q)) (5.27)
mmy, — m in L0, T; (L' (Q)%), aV-my, = m in L0, T; R'(Q)) (5.28)
F(x, [mmy)mmy, — F in L0, T; (L* (Q))), W —ur in L'(Q). (5.29)

Lemma 5.5. (i) The identity U = u* hold in the sense of distribution from (0, T) to L (Q).
(ii) The identity u' = Ou holds in the sense of distribution from (0,T) to L"(Q). That is for all ¢ €
D0, 1)),

T T
f W' (De(Hdt = — f u(t)g (Hdt in L'(Q).
0 0

(iii) The identity U’ = 0,U holds in the sense of distribution from (0,T) to R'. That is for all ¢ €
D((0,T)),

T T
f U’ (De(tdt = — f U(t)g' (Hdt in R (Q).
0 0

(iv) The identity m = V - m hold in the sense of distribution on Q hold for almost everywhere in (0, T).
That is for all y € D(Q),

m,¢) = —(m,Vy) a.ein(0,T). (5.30)

(v) The identity F = —Vu hold in L(0, T; (L* (Q))9). That is for all v € L'(0, T; (L*(Q))?),

T T
f (F,v)dt = - f (Vu, v)dt. (5.31)
0 0
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Proof. (i) Since muy, € L*(0,T; R(QY)), ITuy, € L*(0, T; R(Q)). In particular, [Ty, € L' (0, T; L"(€2)) and
9, (Tuy) € L'(0,T; L'(Q)). Due to (5.I8), d,ITuy € L'(0, T; L'()). This implies T, € W'((0,T) X Q).
The Rellich- Kondrachov theorem yields that W' ((0, T) x Q) is compactly embedded in L"((0, T) x Q).
There is the subsequence ITu;, — u strongly in L'((0, T) X ©). Thus lim,_o Hu;' = u' a.e in L ((0,T) X Q).
Since ITu;! is bounded in L™ ((0, T) x Q) we conclude that ITu;} converge weakly to u' in L™ ((0, T) x Q) that
is for all ¢ € L'((0,T), ),

T T
lim i (M, ) dt = fo (', ¢)dt.
On the other hand,
T T T T
fim | (M. ¢) dr = lim fo (mty p) dr = lim fo ((run)', ) dt = fo (U.g)d1.

Then the assertion follows.
(>ii) Let ¢ € D(0, T) then

T T T T T
f W' (D(Hdt = lim f 3, Mupp(t)dt = — lim f Muyg (1)dt = — lim f rupg (Hdt = — f ug’ (1)dt.
0 h—)O 0 h—>0 0 h—>0 0 0

(iii) Similar to (ii)
(iv) Let ¢ € D(Q) and ¢ € D(0, T) then

T T T T
f (m, ¥) p(t)dt = lim f (V -my, ¥) p(t)dt = — lim f (mmy,, V) o(t)dt = — f (m, V¥)p(t)dt.
0 h—0 0 h—0 0 0

(v) Forall v e L'(0, T, (L*(Q))%),

T T T T
f (F", v)dt = limf (F(x, |mmy|)mmy, v) dt = — limf (nVuy,v)dt = —f (Vu,v)dt.
0 h—0 0 h—0 0 0

The proof is complete. O
LemMma 5.6. The following identity holds in L™ (0, T'; L"(€2))

¢Out +V-m = f. (5.32)

Furthermore u(x,0) = uy(x), and u(x,T) = ur.
Proof. For ¢ € D([0, T]) we defined the step function ¢;, by

(ph([): ‘P(tj—l) iftj71§t<l‘j,j=1,...,.]
o(T) ift=1

Using the test function ¢ = ¢ € D(Q) in the second equation of (5.2), multiplying by h¢(t;-;) and summing
upon j=1,...,J, we obtain

J Iy Jj-1\1 ) J )
Z( Ok w)hsoa,-_l)+(V-m',w)h¢(t,-_1) = Sty (533)

J=1 J=1
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Using the piecewise constant function 7 this reads

T T T
f (¢a,nuﬁ,lp)<phdt+ f (V- my, ¥) ppdt = f (nf, W) gpdt.
0 0 0

Since ), converges strongly to ¥ in L'(0, T; R(€2)). Hence a passage to the limit # — 0 implies that

T T T
fo (@0, v) pdt + fo (V-m,y) edt = fo (f,¥) . (5.34)

The set {yp, ¥ € D(Q), ¢ € D((0,T))} is dense subset of L' (0, T; R(Q)). Thus the identity (5.32) is estab-
lished.

To prove the remaining two identities we rewrite (3.33)) as form

3 o\ PE) —e(ti1) ! »
- h(¢(uj) ’W)T +Zh(V-mf,(ﬁ)(p(tj,1)
j=1 j=1
J
= > h(fw) et = (e’ w) o(T) + (6. 1) 0(0).
=)
=
which is

T T T
- fo (¢muy, w) O,T1pdr + fo (Y - my, ) @t = fo (rf, ) pudi—(pw’)' ) o(T)+(p )", ) 9(0).
Passing to the limit # — 0 we obtain
T T T
- fo (¢u', v) Dot + fo (V-m, ) pdt = fo (fo @) gt = (¢ur)', ) o(T) + (¢*)', ) (0).  (5.35)

On the other hand, partial integration of (5.34) yields

- fo ' (¢u', ) drgpdt + fo L m ) i = fo i~ (¢u'(T), ) @(T) + (¢ (0), ) £(0).  (5.36)
We compare (3.33) and (5.36) to obtain
(¢ (©0) = @), ) @(0) = (¢'(T) - up), ) @(T).
Since ¢(0) and ¢(T) are arbitrary, we have
(¢! (©0) = @, ¥) = 0 = (p'(T) - u), y).

Thus #(0) = u° and u(T) = uy. O
Lemma 5.7. The limit m of 7my, and F of F(x, t,mmy,) satisfy F = F(x,t,jm))m in L®(0, T; (L* ())%).

That means

T T
f (F,v)dt = f (F(x,t,)m))m,v)dt forallve L' 0, T;(L*(Q)%).
0 0
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To show this, we need an auxiliary result, a particular result of Lemma 1.2 in [21].

ProposiTiON 5.8. The limit u of muy, satisfy

f (@0 (1), u(r))d f o' (T) — ¢u’ (0)dx. (5.37)

Proof. Equation (5.4) rewrite as

F(x,t,|mj|)mj,mj + ¢M’uj — fj,uj .
h

Since (pU2=S i) > 1L (g, Wiy — @7Y),

(F(x.t,)m/m/, m’) +

1 . . L
N — YY) < (7. u7).
— (6.0 = @1y) < (#.)
Multiplying 4 and summing up j = 1,...,J, we obtain
T 1 T
f (F(x, 1, [y [yrmy, mmy) i + = (6. 'y = )) < f (7t fio, 7o) dt.
0 0
We take the limit inferior to conclude that
T 1 T
lim inff (F(x, t, |mmy|)mmy, 7my,) dt + — (¢, 'y - (uo)’) < f (f,u)dt.
h—0 0 r* 0
Using the result of Proposition[3.8] we find that
T T T
lim inf f (F(x, t, |nmy|)rmy,, 7my,) df + f (@', u)dr < f (f, w)dt.
-0 Jo 0 0

On the other hand, Lemmal[3.6] gives

T T T
f (¢, u)dr + f (V-m,u)ds = f (f, ) dt.
0 0 0

From (5.30) and (3.31) in Lemma[5.3] we have

T T T
f (V-m,u)dt = — f (m, Vu)dt = f (m, F)dt.
0 0 0

T T
lim inf f (F(x, t, |mmy|)rmy, 7my,) dr < f (m, F)dt.
- 0 0

Therefore,

We have shown that for arbitrary v € L*(0, T’; (L Q)%
T T
f (F = F(x,t,[v[v),m — v)dt > 111’}1 i&lff (F(x,t,|mmy)mmy, — F(x, t, |v])v, mm;, — v) dt > 0.
0 - 0
Choose v=m—Ap, 1 >0,p € L*0,T; (L ()

T
0
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Dividing A and letting 4 — 0, we obtain
T A
f (F = F(x,t,)m)m, ¢dt > 0 for all ¢ € L*(0, T; (L*(Q))%).
0

This implies F = F(x,t,/m|)m. (see in the proof of Thm. 1.1 in [21] page 313). O
THEOREM 5.9. For all f € L*(0,T; L (Q)) that is Lipschitz continuous in time t. There exists a pair
(m, u) € L*(0, T; W(div, Q)) X L*(0, T; L"(Q)), such that

T T
f (F(x, m|)m, v)dt — f V-v,u)=0 forallve Ll(O, T;L(Q)),
0 0

T T T
f (¢a,u{q)dt+ f (V-m,q)dt = f (f.q)dt forall g€ L'(0,T; L' (Q)).
0 0 0

Proof. Let m be the limit of 7my, and u be the limit of 7ru;,. Then Lemma[5.7land Lemma[5.3] part (iii)

imply that
T T T T
f (F(x,t,lml)m,v)dtzf (F,v)dtz—f (Vu,v)dt:f (u,V-v)dt,
0 0 0 0

forall v e L'(0, T; L'(Q)). In Lemmal[5.6 we have seen that (m, ) fulfills the second equation. [
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