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VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS OF HAMILTON-JACOBI-BELLMAN EQUATIONS FOR OPTIMAL CONTROL

PROBLEM OF LOCAL CAHN-HILLIARD-NAVIER-STOKES SYSTEM

SHEETAL DHARMATTI1* AND MAHENDRANATH PERISETTI2

ABSTRACT. In this work, we consider the local Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes equation with regular potential in a

two-dimensional bounded domain. We formulate a distributed optimal control problem as the minimization of a

suitable cost functional subject to the controlled local Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system and define the associated

value function. We prove the Dynamic Programming Principle satisfied by the value function. Due to the lack of

smoothness properties for the value function, we use the method of viscosity solutions to obtain the corresponding

solution of the infinite-dimensional Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation. We show that the value function is the

unique viscosity solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation. The uniqueness of the viscosity solution is

established via the comparison principle.

1. Introduction

The famous Navier-Stokes equations govern the complex motions of a single-phase fluid and are studied in
the literature extensively by physicists, engineers, and mathematicians. For the comprehensive mathematical
study of these equations one can refer to [11, 23, 46, 60] and references therein. The mathematical study
of binary or multi-phase mixture flows has garnered interest in the last few decades. J.W. Cahn and J.E.
Hilliard were the first to formulate the mathematical equations of this problem and studied the spinodal
decomposition of binary alloys (see [7, 8]). Similar phenomena occur in the phase separation of binary
fluids, that is, fluids composed of either two phases of the same chemical species or phases of different
compositions. In this case, however, the phenomenology is much more complicated because of the interplay
between the phase separation stage and the fluid dynamics. The mathematical analysis of these phenomena
is far from being well understood. Different phase field models can be developed by coupling Cahn-Hilliard
equations with equations describing the dynamics of the flow. Thus the equations are not just non-linear but
are also coupled and hence the mathematical study is challenging as well as difficult.

For the coupled Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system, (CHNS system), the chemical interactions between
two phases at the interface are governed by the Cahn-Hilliard system, and the Navier-Stokes equations with
surface tension terms acting at the interface give the hydrodynamic properties of the mixture. When the two
fluids have the same constant density, the temperature differences are negligible and the diffusive interface
between the two phases has a small but non-zero thickness, a well-known model is the so-called “model H”
(see [43]). The coupled Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system (model H) is described as follows:

ϕt + u · ∇ϕ = m∆µ, in Ω× (0, T ), (1.1)

µ = −∆ϕ+ f(ϕ), in Ω× (0, T ), (1.2)

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35F21, 35K55, 49J20, 49L20, 49L25, 76D05, 76T99, 93C20.
Key words and phrases. Cahn-Hilliard equation, Navier-Stokes equation, Optimal control, Dynamic programming principle, Hamilton-

Jacobi equation, Viscosity solution, Comparison principle.

1School of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Science Education and Research, Trivandrum (IISER-TVM), Maruthamala PO,

Vithura, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala, 695 551, INDIA

e-mail: sheetal@iisertvm.ac.in, *Corresponding Author
2Institute of Mathematics, Czech Academy of Sciences, Zitna 25, 11567 Praha 1, Czech Republic.

e-mail: perisetti@math.cas.cz, plnmn9@gmail.com

Funding: There is no specific funding received from any grant for this work. Both authors thank IISER Thiruvananthapuram

for providing facilities and a stimulating atmosphere for conducting the research.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.13085v5


2 S. DHARMATTI AND M. PERISETTI

ut − ν∆u+ (u · ∇)u+∇π = Kµ∇ϕ+U in Ω× (0, T ), (1.3)

div(u) = 0, in Ω× (0, T ), (1.4)

u(0) = u0, ϕ(0) = ϕ0, in Ω, (1.5)

where Ω ⊂ R2, is a bounded subset with smooth boundary ∂Ω, U is an external volume forcing and we
have assumed the density to be equal to one. Here, u represents the mean velocity field and ϕ is the order
parameter which represents the relative concentration of one of the fluids. The quantities ν,m and K are
viscosity, mobility, and capillary coefficient respectively, which are positive constants. For u, we assume the
Dirichlet (no-slip) boundary condition

u = 0, on ∂Ω× (0, T ), (1.6)

and we assume that the boundary conditions for ϕ are the natural no-flux condition

∂ϕ

∂n
=
∂∆ϕ

∂n
= 0, on ∂Ω× (0, T ), (1.7)

where n is the outward normal to ∂Ω. Note that (1.7) implies that

∂µ

∂n
= 0, on ∂Ω× (0, T ), (1.8)

where µ is the chemical potential of the binary mixture. It is given by the first variation of the following
Landau-Ginzburg energy functional

E(ϕ) =

∫

Ω

(
1

2
|∇ϕ(x)|2 + F (ϕ(x))

)

dx, (1.9)

where, F (s) =
∫ s

0 f(τ)dτ is a suitable double-well potential. A typical example of potential F is a logarithmic
potential. However, this potential is very often replaced by a polynomial approximation of the regular
potential (eg: F (s) = s2(s2 − 1)). From (1.1) and (1.8), we deduce the conservation of the average of ϕ
denoted by

ϕ(t) =
1

|Ω|

∫

Ω

ϕ(x, t)dx,

where |Ω| is the Lebesgue measure of Ω. More precisely, we have

ϕ(t) = ϕ(0), ∀t ≥ 0.

A different form of free energy has been proposed in [31, 32] and rigorously justified as a macroscopic limit
of microscopic phase segregation models with particle conserving dynamics. In this case, the gradient term
in (1.9) is replaced by a non-local spatial operator

E(ϕ) =
1

4

∫

Ω

∫

Ω

J(x− y)(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y))2dxdy +

∫

Ω

F (ϕ(x))dx,

where J : Rn → R is a smooth function such that J(x) = J(−x). The system with the chemical potential
which is the first variation of above E; is called a nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system and for such
a system µ is given by:

µ = aϕ− J ∗ ϕ+ f(ϕ).

The well-posedness of nonlocal CHNS system has been well studied in the literature by several authors (see
[27, 24, 10, 25, 26, 4]). For optimal distributed control problems for the same see [29, 28, 3].

For the local CHNS system (1.1)-(1.8), the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution and the existence
of the strong solution have been obtained in [5] in the case of regular potential. In the same work author
also studies the case of singular potential, for the existence of a weak solution by approximating the singular
potential with a sequence of regular potentials and passing to the limit of the corresponding solutions.
Certain stability results have also been established. In [30], authors analyse the asymptotic behaviour of the
solution of the local Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system. In fact, they have proved the existence of global
and exponential attractors.

Optimal control theory of fluid dynamics models has been an important research area of applied math-
ematics with many applications across the fields. In [48], authors have considered the distributed optimal
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control problem as the minimization of the total energy and dissipation of energy of the flow with local
Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system where the controls appear in the form of volume force densities. The
existence of an optimal control as well as the first order necessary optimality conditions are established, and
the optimal control is characterised in terms of adjoint variables. The optimal control problems with state
constraint and robust control for the same system are investigated in [56, 57], respectively. Optimal control
problems of semi-discrete Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system for various cases like distributed and bound-
ary control, with non-smooth Landau-Ginzburg energies and with non-matched fluid densities are studied
in [42, 41, 40]. These works considered the local Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes equations for their numerical
studies. All these works consider the optimal control problem using Pontryagin’s maximum principle. The
dynamic programming principle approach is completely open to such problems. In this work, our main aim
is to study the dynamic programming principle for a control problem governed by a local CHNS system
and derive the corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation satisfied by the value function. Further, we
want to show that the value function is the unique viscosity solution of the corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman equation.

The viscosity solution method, a notion of generalised solution, well suited for the first order fully non-
linear partial differential equations typically of the Hamilton-Jacobi type was first introduced by Crandall and
Lions in [12]. They have further studied Hamilton-Jacobi equations in infinite dimensions using viscosity
solution in a series of eight papers during 1984-1992 (see [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]). The value
function of an optimal control problem subjected to a differential equation satisfies the Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman (HJB) equation whenever the value function is smooth. However, seldom these value functions are
C1. The viscosity solution theory helps to tackle this issue by showing that the value function is the unique
viscosity solution of the corresponding HJB equations. For a comprehensive treatment of these ideas, one
can look at [2] and references therein. Various works in these directions can be found in [44, 54]. Most
of these works have assumptions on the operators involved in the constrained PDE to be linear or have
some special properties like being m-accretive. Various works in these directions can be found in [44, 54]. In
[58, 59], authors have generalised the ideas of viscosity solution theory to infinite dimensional problems with
unbounded nonlinear terms. This allows us to treat value functions corresponding to the control problems
constrained by nonlinear partial differential equations using viscosity solution theory.

The optimal control problems governed by non-linear PDEs and coupled non-linear equations are well
studied using Pontryagin’s maximum principle approach however not much work is done using viscosity
solution theory. First-order Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations associated with the control of deter-
ministic Navier-Stokes equations were considered in [37, 53] and the existence and uniqueness of viscosity
solution were proven. The approach presented in [37] can be extended to second-order HJB equations of the
same type, for example, see [38], where authors study the infinite-dimensional second-order HJB equations
that arise in the problem of optimal control of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations. The equations considered
in [38] are more general than those investigated in [21]. Authors have also introduced a different definition
of viscosity solution compared to the one used in [37] which allows one to handle cost functionals that
are very singular. Moreover, it also applies to the first-order HJB equations investigated in [37] and thus
can lead to an alternative theory of these equations that covers some cases not treated by the techniques
of [37]. In [39], authors have studied a class of HJB equations associated with stochastic optimal control
of the Duncan-Mortensan-Zakai equation. For the related results on second-order HJB equations we refer
[9, 22, 36, 34, 35, 33, 45, 49, 50, 54, 55].

In the current work, we propose the use of the viscosity solution technique to study the optimal control
problems governed by the local CHNS system. As per our knowledge, this is the first attempt to study the
optimal control problem of the coupled nonlinear system using the viscosity solution method; which proves
the existence and uniqueness of the solution of the corresponding HJB equations satisfied by the value
function.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In the next section, we describe the mathematical setting to study
the local Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes equation. We recall some existence and uniqueness results available
in the literature. We also present some convergence results of the solution with respect to the initial data.
In section 3, we define the value function and derive its continuity properties. We also state the Dynamic
Programming Principle (DPP) (see Theorem 3.7) and prove that the value function satisfies the DPP. In
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Section 4 we state the Hamilton-Jacobi- Bellman (HJB) equations satisfied by the value function and prove
that the value function satisfies the HJB equation in the viscosity sense (see Theorem 4.4). In the last
section, we show that the value function is the unique viscosity solution of the corresponding HJB equation
via comparison principle (see Theorem 5.2).

2. Mathematical setting

In this section, we introduce the necessary function spaces needed throughout the paper. We define some
operators to write (1.1)-(1.5) in the abstract form. We also state the existence, uniqueness, and strong
solution results of the system (1.1)-(1.5).

Hereafter, we assume that the domain Ω is a bounded subset of R
2 with a smooth boundary ∂Ω. We

denote by Wm,p(Ω;R2) = [Wm,p(Ω;R)]2 the Sobolev space of order m ∈ [0,∞) and p ≥ 1 of functions with
values in R2. The norm of u ∈ Wm,p(Ω;R2) will be denoted by ‖u‖m,p. We denote Lp =W 0,p. Moreover, we
will write Hm = Wm,2(Ω;R2) and H =W 0,2(Ω;R2) for vector valued functions, and Hm =Wm,2(Ω;R), H =
W 0,2(Ω;R) for scalar valued functions.

Let us set

D = {u ∈ C∞
c (Ω) | div(u) = 0}.

Then we define

Gdiv = closure of D in L2(Ω),

Vdiv = closure of D in H
1
0(Ω).

We denote by ‖ · ‖ and (·, ·), the norm and the scalar product, respectively, on both H and Gdiv. We define
the operator A by

Au = −P∆u, ∀u ∈ D(A) = H
2 ∩ Vdiv,

where P is the Leray-Helmholtz projector or the Stokes operator in H onto Gdiv. We know that A is self-
adjoint and positive definite, A−1 is compact and A generates an analytic semigroup. For α ≥ 0 we denote
by Vα the domain of A

α
2 , D(A

α
2 ), equipped with the norm

‖u‖α = ‖A
α
2 u‖. (2.1)

We introduce the non-negative linear unbounded operator on L2(Ω)

ANϕ = −∆ϕ, ∀ϕ ∈ D(AN ) = {ϕ ∈ H2(Ω) :
∂ϕ

∂n
= 0 on ∂Ω} (2.2)

and we endow D(AN ) with the norm ‖AN (ϕ)‖ + |ϕ|, which is equivalent to the H2-norm. We also define
linear positive unbounded operator on the Hilbert space L2

0(Ω) of the L2-functions with zero mean value

BNϕ = −∆ϕ, ∀ϕ ∈ D(BN ) = D(AN ) ∩ L2
0(Ω)

Note that B−1
N is a compact linear operator on L2

0(Ω). More generally, we can define Bs
N for any s ∈ R noting

that ‖B
s/2
N · ‖, s > 0, is an equivalent norm to the canonical Hs-norm on D(B

s/2
N ) ⊂ Hs(Ω) ∩ L2

0(Ω). Also,

note that AN = BN on D(BN ). If ϕ is such that ϕ − ϕ ∈ D(B
s/2
N ), we have that ‖B

s/2
N (ϕ − ϕ̄)‖ + |ϕ̄| is

equivalent to the Hs-norm. Moreover, we set H−s(Ω) = (Hs(Ω))∗, whenever s > 0. We also denote X′〈·, ·〉X
as a duality pairing between the Hilbert space X and its dual space X ′.

We state some useful and known estimates as lemmas below.

Lemma 2.1 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, Theorem 1, [52]). Let Ω ⊂ Rn, u ∈ Wm,p(Ω;Rn), p ≥
1 and fix 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ and a natural number m. Suppose also that a real number θ and a natural number j

are such that

θ =

(
j

n
+

1

q
−

1

r

)(
m

n
−

1

p
+

1

q

)−1

(2.3)

and j
m ≤ θ ≤ 1. Then for any u ∈ Wm,p(Ω;Rn), we have

‖∇ju‖Lr ≤ C
(
‖∇mu‖θLp‖u‖1−θ

Lq + ‖u‖Ls

)
, (2.4)
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where s > 0 is arbitrary and the constant C depends upon the domain Ω,m, n.

The following lemma is due to Ladyzenskaya (Lemma 1 and 2, Chapter 1, [47] and a particular case of
the Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 2.2 (Ladyzenskaya’s inequality). For u ∈ C∞
0 (Ω;Rn), n = 2, 3, there exists a constant C such that

‖u‖L4 ≤ C1/4‖u‖1−
n
4 ‖∇u‖

n
4 , for n = 2, 3, (2.5)

where C = 2, 4, for n = 2, 3 respectively.

Lemma 2.3 (Agmon’s inequality). (Lemma 13.2, [1]) Let u ∈ H2 ∩ H1
0 (Ω). Then, there exists a constant

C > 0 such that

‖u‖L∞ ≤ C‖u‖1/2‖u‖
1/2
H2 . (2.6)

Lemma 2.4 (Ponicare-Wirtinger inequality). (page 312, [6]) Let Ω be a connected open set of class C1 and let

1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then there exists a constant C such that

‖u− ū‖ ≤ C‖∇u‖Lp , ∀u ∈W 1,p(Ω). (2.7)

Lemma 2.5 ([37]). If m ≥ 0,mp ≤ 2 and p ≤ q ≤ 2p
2−mp then Wm,p(Ω) →֒ Lq(Ω), i.e.,

‖u‖0,q ≤ C‖u‖m,p for u ∈Wm,p(Ω),

(note that when mp = 2 the embedding holds for all q < ∞). Combining the above with the equivalence of

norms of Vα and Hα, we find that for α ∈ (0, 1] and q ∈ [2, 2
1−α ] (q ∈ [2,∞) if α = 1) Vα →֒ Lq(Ω), i.e.,

‖u‖0,q ≤ C‖u‖α for u ∈ Vα. (2.8)

In particular we have for u = A−1u and α = 1,

‖A−1u‖Lq ≤ ‖A−1/2u‖, for 2 ≤ q <∞.

Through out this paper we assume that f appearing in (1.1) - (1.5) satisfies following properties:

(A1) We assume that f ∈ C2(R) satisfies

lim
|s|→∞

f ′(s) > 0,

|f ′′(s)| ≤ Cf (1 + |s|r−1), ∀s ∈ R,
(2.9)

where Cf is some positive constant and r ∈ [1,∞) is fixed.

From (2.9) it follows that

|f ′(s)| ≤ Cf (1 + |s|r), ∀s ∈ R (2.10)

|f(s)| ≤ Cf (1 + |s|r+1), ∀s ∈ R. (2.11)

Let us define the following operators,

b(u,v,w) = 〈B(u,v),w〉 =

∫

Ω

(u · ∇)v ·w, ∀u,v,w ∈ D(A),

b1(u, ϕ, ψ) = 〈B1(u, ϕ), ψ〉 =

∫

Ω

(u · ∇ϕ)ψ, ∀u ∈ D(A), ϕ, ψ ∈ D(AN ),

b2(µ, ϕ,w) = 〈B2(µ, ϕ),w〉 =

∫

Ω

µ(∇ϕ ·w) ∀µ ∈ L2(Ω), ϕ ∈ D(AN ) ∩H3(Ω), w ∈ D(A).

Also recall that using the properties of these operators and standard inequalities mentioned above we can
deduce the following estimates for these operators (page 811, [51]):

‖B(u,v)‖V′

div
≤ C‖u‖1/2‖∇u‖1/2‖∇v‖, (2.12)

‖B(u,v)‖ ≤ C‖u‖1/2‖∇u‖1/2‖Av‖1/2, (2.13)

‖B1(u, ϕ)‖D(B
1/2
N )′

≤ C‖u‖1/2‖∇u‖1/2‖∇ϕ‖, (2.14)

‖B1(u, ϕ)‖ ≤ C‖u‖1/2‖∇u‖1/2‖∇ϕ‖1/2‖ANϕ‖
1/2, (2.15)
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‖B2(ANϕ, ψ)‖V′

div
≤ C‖ANϕ‖

1/2‖ϕ‖
1/2
H3 ‖∇ψ‖, (2.16)

‖B2(ANϕ, ψ)‖ ≤ C‖ANϕ‖
1/2‖ϕ‖

1/2
H3 ‖∇ψ‖

1/2‖ANψ‖
1/2. (2.17)

Using the above-defined operators, and using F ′(ϕ)∇ϕ = ∇F (ϕ) and by defining new pressure term π̃ =
π − F (ϕ), and assuming that the external forcing term acts as a control we write the controlled system
(1.1)-(1.5) in the abstract form as follows

dϕ

dt
+B1(u, ϕ) +ANµ = 0, (2.18)

µ = ANϕ+ f(ϕ), (2.19)

du

dt
+Au+B(u,u)− B2(ANϕ, ϕ) = U, (2.20)

(ϕ,u)(τ) = (ρ,v). (2.21)

Definition 2.6. [56] Let ρ ∈ D(B
1/2
N ) and v ∈ Gdiv. Let U ∈ L2(τ, T ;Gdiv). Then, a pair (ϕ,u) is called a

weak solution of (2.18)-(2.21) on [τ, T ] if it satisfies (2.18)-(2.21) in a weak sense and

ϕ ∈ C([τ, T ];D(B
1/2
N )) ∩ L2(τ, T ;D(BN )), ϕt ∈ L2(τ, T ;D(B

1/2
N )′),

u ∈ C([τ, T ];Gdiv) ∩ L
2(τ, T ;Vdiv),ut ∈ L2(τ, T ;V′

div).

Definition 2.7. [56] If ρ ∈ D(BN ) and v ∈ Vdiv, then a weak solution (ϕ,u) is called a strong solution of the

system (2.18)-(2.21) and it satisfies

ϕ ∈ C([τ, T ];D(BN )) ∩ L2(τ, T ;D(BN) ∩H3(Ω))

u ∈ C([τ, T ];Vdiv) ∩ L
2(τ, T ;D(A))

Using the similar techniques as in Proposition 2.1 of [56] we can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2.8. For ρ ∈ D(B
1/2
N ),v ∈ Gdiv, F ∈ C2(R) and U ∈ L2(τ, T ;Gdiv), the system (2.18)-(2.21) has a

unique weak solution and the following estimates holds for all t ∈ [τ, T ]

‖ϕ(t)‖2
D(B

1/2
N )

+ ‖u(t)‖2 +

∫ t

τ

(‖B
3/2
N ϕ(s)‖2 + ‖∇u(s)‖2)ds ≤ (‖ρ‖2

D(B
1/2
N )

+ ‖v‖2) + C

∫ t

τ

‖U(s)‖2
V′

div

ds,

(2.22)
∫ t

τ

‖ANϕ(s)‖
2 + ‖ϕ(s)‖2H3ds ≤ Q0(‖ρ‖

2

D(B
1/2
N )

+ ‖v‖2) + C

∫ t

τ

‖U(s)‖2
V′

div

ds, (2.23)

∫ t

τ

(

‖ϕt(s)‖
2
D(BN )′ + ‖ut(s)‖

2
V′

div

)

ds ≤ Q0(‖ρ‖
2

D(B
1/2
N )

+ ‖v‖2) + C

∫ t

τ

‖U(s)‖2
V′

div

ds. (2.24)

where Q0 denotes a monotone non-increasing function independent of time and initial data.

Theorem 2.9 (Proposition 2.2, [56]). If ρ ∈ D(BN ),v ∈ Vdiv, then the system (2.18)-(2.21) admits a unique

strong solution and for all t ∈ [τ, T ] the solution satisfies

‖ϕ(t)‖2D(BN ) + ‖u(t)‖2
Vdiv

+

∫ t

τ

(
‖Au(s)‖2 + ‖B2

Nϕ(s)‖
2 + ‖BN µ̄(s)‖

2
)
ds

≤ C
(

‖ρ‖2D(BN ) + ‖u‖2
Vdiv

)

+ C

∫ t

τ

‖U(s)‖2ds, (2.25)

∫ t

τ

(
‖ϕt(s)‖

2 + ‖ut(s)‖
2
)
ds ≤ C

(

‖ρ‖2D(BN) + ‖u‖2
Vdiv

)

+ C

∫ t

τ

‖U(s)‖2ds, (2.26)

‖B
3/2
N ϕ‖2 ≤ C

(

‖ρ‖2D(BN) + ‖u‖2
Vdiv

)

+ C

∫ t

τ

‖U(s)‖2ds. (2.27)

Using the techniques in Lemma 3.3 [30] we can prove the following result.
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Theorem 2.10. Let (ϕi,ui) be a weak solution of (2.18)-(2.21) corresponding to the initial data

(ϕi(τ),ui(τ)) = (ρi,vi) ∈ D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv, i = 1, 2 with same control U. Then the following estimate holds for

t ∈ [τ, T ],

‖∇(ϕ1 − ϕ2)(t)‖
2 + ‖(u1 − u2)(t)‖

2 +

∫ t

τ

‖∇(u1 − u2)(s)‖
2ds+

∫ t

τ

‖(ϕ1 − ϕ2)(s)‖H2ds

≤ CeLt(‖∇(ρ1 − ρ2)‖
2 + ‖v1 − v2‖

2),

where C and L are positive constants depending only on the norms of the initial data, on Ω, and the parameters

of the problem, but are both independent of time.

Now we establish continuous dependence results which will be used in the later sections.

Theorem 2.11. Let (ϕ1,u1) and (ϕ2,u2) be weak solutions of the system (2.18)-(2.21) corresponding to initial

data (ρ1,v1) and (ρ2,v2), respectively, where (ρi,vi) ∈ D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv, i = 1, 2. Then, for t ∈ [τ, T ],

‖(ϕ1 − ϕ2)(t)‖
2 + ‖(u1 − u2)(t)‖

2
V′

div

+

∫ t

τ

‖BN(ϕ1 − ϕ2)(s)‖
2ds+

∫ t

τ

‖u1(s)− u2(s)‖
2ds

≤ C(‖ρ1 − ρ2‖
2 + ‖v1 − v2‖

2
V′

div

). (2.28)

Proof. Let us denote by ϕ = ϕ1 − ϕ2 and u = u1 − u2. Then (ϕ,u) satisfies the following system.

ϕt +B1(u, ϕ1) +B1(u2, ϕ) = −ANµ, (2.29)

µ = BNϕ+ (f(ϕ1)− f(ϕ2)), (2.30)

ut +Au+B(u1,u1)−B(u2,u2) = B2(BNϕ, ϕ1) +B2(BNϕ2, ϕ). (2.31)

Taking inner product of (2.29) with ϕ and (2.31) with A−1u, using the properties of operators b, b1 and b2,
and adding we get, for t ∈ [τ, T ],

1

2

d

dt
(‖ϕ‖2 + ‖u‖2

V′

div

) + ‖u‖2 = −b1(u, ϕ1, ϕ)− (ANµ, ϕ)− b(u,u1, A
−1u)

− b(u2,u, A
−1u) + b2(BNϕ, ϕ1, A

−1u) + b2(BNϕ2, ϕ, A
−1u). (2.32)

We estimate the terms in (2.32) as follows. Observe that

−(ANµ, ϕ) = −(AN (BNϕ+ f(ϕ1)− f(ϕ2)), ϕ) = −‖BNϕ‖
2 − (AN (f(ϕ1)− f(ϕ2)), ϕ). (2.33)

and using (2.10), we get

|(AN (f(ϕ1)− f(ϕ2)), ϕ)| ≤ ‖f(ϕ1)− f(ϕ2)‖‖BNϕ‖

≤ C‖BNϕ‖‖(1 + |ϕ1|
r + |ϕ2|

r)ϕ‖

≤
1

2
‖BNϕ‖

2 + C(1 + ‖ϕ1‖
2r
H2 + ‖ϕ2‖

2r
H2)‖ϕ‖2 (2.34)

Using Hölder’s inequality and Agmon’s inequality (2.6), we get

|b1(u, ϕ1, ϕ)| ≤ ‖u‖‖∇ϕ1‖L∞‖ϕ‖

≤ C‖u‖‖∇ϕ1‖
1/2‖∇ϕ1‖

1/2
H2 ‖ϕ‖

≤
1

6
‖u‖2 + C‖ϕ‖2(‖∇ϕ1‖

2 + ‖ϕ1‖
2
H3), (2.35)

and

|b(u,u1, A
−1u)| = |b(u, A−1u,u1)| ≤ ‖u‖‖A−1/2u‖L4‖u1‖L4

≤ ‖u‖‖A−1/2u‖1/2‖u‖1/2‖∇u1‖
1/2‖u1‖

1/2

≤
1

6
‖u‖2 + C‖u‖2

V′

div

‖∇u1‖
2‖u1‖

2. (2.36)

Similarly,

|b(u2, A
−1u,u)| ≤

1

6
‖u‖2 + C‖A−1/2u‖2‖∇u2‖

2‖u2‖
2, (2.37)
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|b2(BNϕ, ϕ1, A
−1u)| ≤ ‖BNϕ‖‖∇ϕ1‖L4‖A−1u‖L4

≤
1

4
‖BNϕ‖

2 + C‖ϕ1‖
2
H3‖u‖2V′

div

, (2.38)

By Poincare inequality since, ϕ̄ = 0, and (2.8), we can estimate the following

|b2(BNϕ2, ϕ, A
−1u)| ≤ ‖BNϕ2‖L4‖∇ϕ‖‖A−1u‖L4

≤ ‖BNϕ2‖
1/2‖BNϕ2‖

1/2
H1 ‖BNϕ‖‖u‖V′

div

≤
1

4
‖BNϕ‖

2 + C‖u‖2
V′

div

‖ϕ2‖
2
H3 . (2.39)

Substituting (2.33)-(2.39) in (2.32) , we get

1

2

d

dt
(‖ϕ(t)‖2 + ‖u(t)‖2

V′

div

) +
1

2
‖u(t)‖2 +

1

2
‖BNϕ(t)‖

2 ≤ α1(t)‖ϕ(t)‖
2 + β1(t)‖u(t)‖

2
V′

div

(2.40)

where α1(t) = C(1 + ‖∇ϕ1(t)‖
2 + ‖ϕ1(t)‖

2
H3 + ‖ϕ1‖

2r
H2 + ‖ϕ2‖

2r
H2) and β1(t) = C(‖∇u1(t)‖

2‖u1(t)‖
2 +

‖∇u2(t)‖
2‖u2(t)‖

2 + ‖ϕ1(t)‖
2
H2 + ‖ϕ2(t)‖

2
H3 ). Observe that, since (ϕ1,u1) and (ϕ2,u2) are weak solutions,

from Theorem 2.8 we have α1(·), β1(·) ∈ L1(0, T ). By applying Gronwall’s lemma, we get the required result,
namely (2.28). �

3. Dynamic Programming Principle

In this section, we formulate the optimal control problem as a minimization of a suitable cost functional
subject to the controlled Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system and describe the dynamic programming princi-
ple. We consider the finite-horizon problem. Similar results can be obtained in the case of the infinite-horizon
problem. For the finite-horizon case for a fixed T > 0 and 0 ≤ τ < T , we want to minimize the cost functional

J (τ, ρ,v; U) =

∫ T

τ

l(s, ϕ(s),u(s),U(s))ds + g(ϕ(T ),u(T )). (3.1)

where (ϕ,u) is the solution of (2.18)-(2.21) with control U ∈ Uad and Uad is a closed and convex subset of
L2(τ, T ;Gdiv) containing 0. Observe that Uad is non-empty.

We formulate the optimal control problem as the minimization of the cost J , i.e.,

inf
U∈Uad

J (τ, ρ,v,U) (3.2)

A solution to the problem (3.2) is called an optimal control and (ϕ∗,u∗,U∗) is called optimal triplet where
(ϕ∗,u∗) is the strong solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21) with optimal control U∗ and initial data (ϕ(τ),u(τ)) =
(ρ,v). We consider the optimal control problem (3.2) with Uad = L2(τ, T ;UR), where

UR := {U ∈ Gdiv : ‖U‖ ≤ R}.

Let us define a value function V : [0, T ]×D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv → R as

V(τ, ρ,v) = inf
U∈Uad

J (τ, ρ,v,U). (3.3)

We assume the following conditions on l and g.

Assumption 3.1. There exist families of moduli of σK , a constant LK for K > 0 and, k ≥ 0 such that

(i) l : (0, T )×D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv × Uad → R is continuous such that

|l(t, ρ1,v1,U)− l(s, ρ2,v2,U)| ≤ σK(|t− s|) + LK(‖∇(ρ1 − ρ2)‖+ ‖v1 − v2‖), (3.4)

|l(t, ρ,v,U)| ≤ C(1 + ‖ρ‖kD(BN ) + ‖v‖kVdiv
), (3.5)

for ‖ρ1‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖ρ2‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖ρ‖D(BN), ‖v1‖, ‖v2‖, ‖v‖ ≤ K.
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(ii) g : D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv → R is continuous such that

|g(ρ1,v1)− g(ρ2,v2)| ≤ LK(‖ρ1 − ρ2‖+ ‖v1 − v2‖V′

div
),

for ‖ρ1‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖ρ2‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖v1‖, ‖v2‖ ≤ K, and

|g(ρ,v)| ≤ C(1 + ‖∇ρ‖k + ‖v‖k). (3.6)

3.1. Continuity properties of a value function. In this section, we present continuity properties of the
value function (3.3). Before that, we prove the following propositions which give the continuous dependence
on time which will be used in proving the smoothness properties of the value function and also while proving
it to be a viscosity solution.

Proposition 3.2. Let(ρ,v) ∈ D(B
1/2
N ) × Gdiv and U ∈ Uad. Let (ϕ,u) be the solution corresponding to the

initial data (ϕ(τ),u(τ)) = (ρ,v). Then the following estimates hold for t ∈ [τ, T ]:

‖ϕ(t)− ρ‖2
[D(B

1/2
N )]′

+ ‖u(t)− v‖2
V′

div

≤ C(t− τ). (3.7)

∫ t

τ

(‖ϕ(s)− ρ‖2
D(B

1/2
N )

+ ‖u(s)− v‖2)ds ≤ C(t− τ) (3.8)

Proof. Let (ϕ,u) be the solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21) with control U and initial data
(ϕ(τ),u(τ)) = (ρ,v). Let us denote ξ = ϕ(t)− ρ and z = u(t)− v. Then (ξ, z) satisfies

dξ

dt
+B1(z, ϕ) +B1(v, ϕ) +ANµ = 0, (3.9)

µ = BNξ + f(ϕ) +BNρ, (3.10)

dz

dt
+Az+Av +B(z,u) +B(v,u) = B2(BNϕ, ϕ) + U. (3.11)

Now take L2 inner product of (3.9) with B−1
N ξ, and (3.11) with A−1z. By adding we get

1

2

d

dt
(‖B

−1/2
N ξ‖2 + ‖z‖2

V′

div

) + ‖z‖2 = −(B1(z, ϕ), B
−1
N ξ)− (B1(v, ϕ), B

−1
N ξ)− (ANµ,B

−1
N ξ)

− (v, z) − b(z,u, A−1z)− b(v,u, A−1z) + (B2(BNϕ, ϕ), A
−1z) + (U, A−1z). (3.12)

Now we estimate the right-hand side terms as follows. Observe that

−(ANµ,B
−1
N ξ) = −(µ, ξ) = −‖∇ξ‖2 − (f(ϕ), ξ) − (∇ρ,∇ξ)

≤ −
1

2
‖∇ξ‖2 + ‖f(ϕ)‖‖∇ξ‖+

1

2
‖∇ρ‖2

≤ −
1

4
‖∇ξ‖2 + C(1 + ‖ϕ‖

2(r+1)
H1 ) +

1

2
‖∇ρ‖2 (3.13)

where we used (2.11) and Sobolev inequality. Similarly, we estimate,

|(B1(z, ϕ), B
−1
N ξ)| = |(z · ∇ϕ,B−1

N ξ)| = |(z · ∇B−1
N ξ, ϕ)|

≤ ‖z‖‖B
−1/2
N ξ‖‖ϕ‖L∞

≤
1

8
‖z‖2 + C‖ϕ‖2H2‖B

−1/2
N ξ‖2, (3.14)

|(B1(v, ϕ), B
−1
N ξ)| = |(v · ∇B

−1/2
N ξ, ϕ)|

≤
1

2
‖v‖2 + C‖ϕ‖2H2‖B

−1/2
N ξ‖2, (3.15)

|(v, z)| ≤ ‖v‖‖z‖ ≤
1

8
‖z‖2 + C‖v‖2, (3.16)

|b(z,u, A−1z)| = |b(z, A−1z,u)|

≤ ‖z‖‖A−1/2z‖L4‖u‖L4
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≤ ‖z‖‖A−1/2z‖1/2‖z‖1/2‖u‖1/2‖∇u‖1/2

≤
1

8
‖z‖2 + C‖u‖2‖∇u‖2‖z‖2

V′

div

, (3.17)

|b(v,u, A−1z)| ≤ C‖v‖‖A−1/2z‖1/2‖z‖1/2‖∇u‖

≤
1

6
‖z‖2 + C‖v‖4/3‖A−1/2z‖2/3‖∇u‖4/3

≤
1

8
‖z‖2 +

1

2
‖z‖2

V′

div

+ C‖v‖2‖∇u‖2, (3.18)

|(B2(BNϕ, ϕ), A
−1z)| ≤ ‖BNϕ‖L4‖∇ϕ‖‖A−1z‖L4

≤ C‖ϕ‖H3‖ϕ‖H1‖z‖V′

div

≤
1

2
‖ϕ‖2H1 + C‖ϕ‖2H3‖z‖2V′

div

, (3.19)

|(U, A−1z)| ≤ ‖U‖‖A−1z‖

≤
1

2
‖U‖2 + C‖z‖2

V′

div

. (3.20)

Substituting (3.13)-(3.20) in (3.12), we get

1

2

d

dt
(‖B

−1/2
N ξ‖2 + ‖z‖2

V′

div

) +
1

2
‖z‖2 +

1

2
‖∇ξ‖2 ≤ C(1 + ‖v‖2 + ‖∇ρ‖2 + ‖U‖2 + ‖ϕ‖

2(r+1)
H1 )

+C(1 + ‖ϕ‖2H3 + ‖u‖2‖∇u‖2 + ‖v‖2‖∇u‖2)(‖B
−1/2
N ξ‖2 + ‖z‖2

V′

div

). (3.21)

By integrating (3.21) and applying Gronwall’s lemma we get

‖ϕ(t)− ρ‖2
[D(B

1/2
N )]′

+ ‖u(t)− v‖2
V′

div

≤ C(t− τ). (3.22)

By substituting (3.22) in (3.21) upon integrating from τ to t, we get (3.8). �

Proposition 3.3. Let(ρ,v) ∈ D(B
1/2
N ) × Gdiv and U ∈ Uad. Let (ϕ,u) be the strong solution corresponding to

the initial data (ϕ(τ),u(τ)) = (ρ,v). Then there exists a modulus of continuity ω independent of control U such

that for t ∈ [τ, T ],

‖∇(ϕ(t) − ρ)‖+ ‖u(t)− v‖ ≤ ω(t− τ). (3.23)

Proof. We want to show that

sup
t∈[τ,τ+ǫ],U∈Uad

(‖∇(ϕ(t) − ρ)‖+ ‖u(t)− v‖) → 0 as ǫ→ 0. (3.24)

We prove it by contradiction. Suppose that (3.24) is false. Then, at least one of the terms ‖∇(ϕ(t) − ρ)‖ or
‖u(t) − v‖ does not go to zero as ǫ → 0. Without loss of generality, we assume that there exists a sequence
tn and Un such that

‖un(tn)− v‖ ≥ ǫ as tn → τ. (3.25)

where (ϕn,un) is the strong solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21) with control Un. However, by (3.7) we
have

ϕn(tn) → ρ strongly in D(B
1/2
N )′,

un(tn) → v strongly in V
′
div.

By Theorem ??, we have the uniform boundedness of ‖un(tn)‖ and ‖∇ϕn(tn)‖, and hence by uniqueness of
limits as tn → τ

∇ϕn(tn) → ∇ρ weakly in H,

un(tn) → v weakly in Gdiv,
(3.26)

and
‖∇ρ‖ ≤ lim inf

n→∞
‖∇ϕn(tn)‖,

‖v‖ ≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖un(tn)‖.
(3.27)
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From (2.22), we can also conclude that

‖∇ρ‖2 + ‖v‖2 ≥ lim sup
n→∞

(‖∇ϕn(tn)‖
2 + ‖un(tn)‖

2). (3.28)

Combining (3.27) and (3.28) we get the convergence of the norms, i.e.,

‖∇ϕn(tn)‖
2 + ‖un(tn)‖

2 → ‖∇ρ‖2 + ‖v‖2. (3.29)

Hence, using (3.26) and (3.29), we see that

un(tn) → v strongly in Gdiv,

which gives a contradiction to (3.25). �

Assuming the higher regularity for the initial data we can improve the regularity of the terms appearing
in the above estimate as proved in the next proposition.

Proposition 3.4. Let(ρ,v) ∈ D(BN ) × Vdiv and U ∈ Uad. Let (ϕ,u) be the strong solution corresponding to

the initial data (ϕ(τ),u(τ)) = (ρ,v). Then the following holds for t ∈ [τ, T ]:

‖ϕ(t)− ρ‖2 + ‖u(t)− v‖2 ≤ C(t− τ). (3.30)

Proof. Let (ϕ,u) be the strong solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21) with control U and initial data (ϕ(τ),u(τ)) =
(ρ,v). Let us denote ξ = ϕ(t)− ρ and z = u(t)− v. Then (ξ, z) satisfies

dξ

dt
+B1(z, ϕ) +B1(v, ϕ) +ANµ = 0, (3.31)

µ = BNξ + f(ϕ) +BNρ, (3.32)

dz

dt
+Az+Av +B(z,u) +B(v, z) +B(v,v) = B2(BNξ, ϕ) +B2(BNρ, ϕ) + U. (3.33)

Now take L2-inner product of (3.31) with ξ, (3.32) with BNξ and (3.33) with z. By adding we get

1

2

d

dt
(‖ξ‖2 + ‖z‖2) + ‖BNξ‖

2 + ‖∇z‖2

= −(B1(v, ϕ), ξ) − (B1(z, ϕ), ξ)− (f(ϕ), BN ξ)− (BNρ,BNξ)

− (Av, z) − (B(z,u), z) − (B(v,u), z) + (B2(BNϕ, ϕ), z) + (U, z). (3.34)

Now we estimate the right-hand side terms one by one using Hölder’s, Young’s, Gagliardo-Nirenberg and
Poincare’s inequalities

|(B1(v, ϕ), ξ)| ≤ C‖v‖L4‖∇ϕ‖L4‖ξ‖

≤
1

2
‖∇v‖2 + C‖∇ϕ‖2L4‖ξ‖2

≤
1

2
‖∇v‖2 + C‖ϕ‖2H2‖ξ‖2, (3.35)

|(B1(z, ϕ), ξ)| ≤ C‖z‖L4‖∇ϕ‖L4‖ξ‖

≤
1

12
‖∇z‖2 + C‖∇ϕ‖2L4‖ξ‖2

≤
1

12
‖∇z‖2 + C‖ϕ‖2H2‖ξ‖2, (3.36)

|(f(ϕ), BNξ)| ≤ ‖f(ϕ)‖‖BNξ‖ ≤
1

4
‖BNξ‖

2 + C(1 + ‖ϕ‖
2(r+1)
H1 ), (3.37)

|(BNρ,BNξ)| ≤ ‖BNρ‖‖BNξ‖ ≤
1

4
‖BNξ‖

2 + C‖BNρ‖
2, (3.38)

|(Av, z)| ≤ ‖∇v‖‖∇z‖ ≤
1

12
‖∇z‖2 + C‖∇v‖2, (3.39)

|(B(z,u), z)| = |(B(z, z),u)| ≤ C‖z‖‖∇u‖‖∇z‖ ≤
1

12
‖∇z‖2 + C‖z‖2‖∇u‖2, (3.40)
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|(B(v,u), z)| = |(B(v, z),u)| ≤ C‖∇v‖‖∇z‖‖∇u‖ ≤
1

12
‖∇z‖2 + C‖∇v‖2‖∇u‖2, (3.41)

|(B2(BNϕ, ϕ), z)| ≤ ‖BNϕ‖‖∇ϕ‖L4‖z‖L4

≤ C‖BNϕ‖‖ϕ‖H2‖∇z‖

≤
1

12
‖∇z‖2 + C‖BNϕ‖

2‖ϕ‖2H2 , (3.42)

|(U, z)| ≤ ‖U‖‖z‖ ≤ C‖U‖‖∇z‖ ≤
1

12
‖∇z‖2 + C‖U‖2. (3.43)

Substituting (3.35)-(3.43) in (3.34), we get

1

2

d

dt
(‖ξ‖2 + ‖z‖2) +

1

2
‖BNξ‖

2 +
1

2
‖∇z‖2 ≤ C(‖ϕ‖2H2 + ‖∇u‖2)(‖∇ξ‖2 + ‖z‖2)

+ C(1 + ‖U‖2 + ‖ϕ‖
2(r+1)
H1 + ‖BNϕ‖

2‖ϕ‖2H2 + ‖v‖2‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇v‖2 + ‖BNρ‖
2). (3.44)

By integrating (3.44) from τ to t and applying Gronwall’s lemma and using Theorem ??, we get (3.30). �

Proposition 3.5. Let ρ ∈ D(BN ),v ∈ Vdiv, and U ∈ Uad. Let (ϕ,u) be the strong solution corresponding to

the initial data (ϕ(τ),u(τ)) = (ρ,v). Then, there exists a modulus ω independent of control U such that for

t ∈ [τ, T ],

‖BN(ϕ(t) − ρ)‖+ ‖u(t)− v‖Vdiv
≤ ω(t− τ). (3.45)

Proof. We want to show that

sup
t∈[τ,τ+ǫ],U∈Uad

(‖BN(ϕ(t) − ρ)‖+ ‖u(t)− v‖Vdiv
) → 0 as ǫ→ 0. (3.46)

We prove it by contradiction. Suppose that (3.46) is false. Then, without loss of generality, we assume that
there exist sequences tn and Un such that

‖un(tn)− v‖Vdiv
≥ ǫ as tn → τ. (3.47)

where (ϕn,un) is the strong solution of the system with control Un. However, by (3.30) we have

ϕn(tn) → ρ strongly in D(B
1/2
N ),

un(tn) → v strongly in Gdiv.

By (2.25), we have the uniform boundedness of ‖un(tn)‖Vdiv
and ‖ϕn(tn)‖D(BN ), and hence by uniqueness

of limits
BNϕn(tn) → BNρ weakly in H,

un(tn) → v weakly in Vdiv,
(3.48)

and
‖BNρ‖ ≤ lim inf

n→∞
‖BNϕn(tn)‖,

‖v‖Vdiv
≤ lim inf

n→∞
‖un(tn)‖Vdiv

.
(3.49)

From (2.25), we can also conclude that

‖BNρ‖
2 + ‖v‖2

Vdiv
≥ lim sup

n→∞
‖BNϕn(tn)‖

2 + ‖un(tn)‖
2
Vdiv

. (3.50)

Combining (3.49) and (3.50) we get the convergence of the norms, i.e.,

‖BNϕn(tn)‖
2 + ‖un(tn)‖

2
Vdiv

→ ‖BNρ‖
2 + ‖v‖2Vdiv

. (3.51)

Hence, using (3.48) and (3.51), we see that

un(sn) → v strongly in Vdiv,

which gives a contradiction to (3.47). �

Now using the Theorem 2.11 and Proposition 3.5 we prove the smoothness properties of the value func-
tion.
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Theorem 3.6. For every K > 0 there exists a modulus ωK such that the value function defined in (3.3) satisfies

|V(t1, ρ1,v1)− V(t2, ρ2,v2)| ≤ ωK

(

|t1 − t2|
1/2 + ‖ρ1 − ρ2‖+ ‖v1 − v2‖V′

div

)

(3.52)

for t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ] and ‖ρ1‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖ρ2‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖v1‖, ‖v2‖ ≤ K. Moreover,

|V(t, ρ,v)| ≤ C(1 + ‖∇ρ‖k + ‖v‖k). (3.53)

Proof. First, we consider

|V(t, ρ1,v1)− V(t, ρ2,v2)| = | inf
U∈Uad

J (t, ρ1,v1,U)− inf
U∈Uad

J (t, ρ2,v2,U)|

≤ sup
U∈Uad

|J (t, ρ1,v1,U)− J (t, ρ2,v2,U)|

≤ sup
U∈Uad

(∫ T

t

|l(s, ϕ1(s),u1(s),U(s)) − l(s, ϕ2(s),u2(s),U(s))|ds

+ |g(ϕ1(T ),u1(T ))− g(ϕ2(T ),u2(T ))|
)

≤ C sup
U∈Uad

(∫ T

t

(‖∇(ϕ1 − ϕ2)‖+ ‖u1 − u2‖)ds+ LR(‖ϕ1 − ϕ2‖+ ‖u1 − u2‖V′

div

)

,

≤ CK(‖ρ1 − ρ2‖+ ‖v1 − v2‖V′

div
), (3.54)

for ‖ρ1‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖ρ2‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖v1‖, ‖v2‖ ≤ K, where we used the Theorem 2.11 in the last step.

To establish continuity of V in time, we consider two systems that evolve from the same initial data (ρ,v)
at time t1 and t2. Without loss of generality, we assume with 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ T . Let (ϕ2,u2) be a solution of
the system (2.18)-(2.21) with initial data (t2, ρ,v) and control U2. Fix U0 ∈ UR. We define control U1 in the
following way

U1(s) =

{

U0(s), s ∈ (t1, t2),

U2(s), s ∈ (t2, T ).

Let (ϕ1,u1) be the solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21) with initial data (ϕ1(t1),u1(t1)) = (ρ,v), and control
U1. Since the solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21) with controls U1 and U2 is unique, using the semigroup
property, we have

X1(s; t1, ρ,v,U1) = X2(s; t2, X1(t2; t1, ρ,v,U1),U2), for t1 ≤ t2 ≤ s, (3.55)

where X1 = (ϕ1,u1) and X2 = (ϕ2,u2). Now consider

|V(t1, ρ,v)− V(t2, ρ,v)| = | inf
U∈Uad

J (t1, ρ,v,U) − inf
U∈Uad

J (t2, ρ,v,U)|

≤ sup
U∈Uad

|J (t1, ρ,v,U) − J (t2, ρ,v,U)|

≤ sup
U∈Uad

(

|

∫ T

t1

l(s, ϕ1(s),u1(s),U(s)) −

∫ T

t2

l(s, ϕ2(s),u2(s),U(s))ds|

+|g(ϕ1(T ),u1(T ))− g(ϕ2(T ),u2(T ))|)

≤ sup
U∈Uad

∫ t2

t1

|l(s, ϕ1(s),u1(s),U(s))|ds

+ sup
U∈Uad

(

∫ T

t2

|(l(s, ϕ1(s),u1(s),U(s)) − l(s, ϕ2(s),u2(s),U(s))|ds)

+ C(‖ϕ1(T )− ϕ2(T )‖+ ‖u1(T )− u2(T )‖V′

div
) (3.56)

Observe that by Holder inequality and (2.22), we get
∫ t2

t1

|l(s, ϕ1(s),u1(s),U(s))|ds ≤ C

∫ t2

t1

(1 + ‖ϕ1(s)‖
k

D(B
1/2
N )

+ ‖u1(s)‖
k)ds

≤ CK(t2 − t1), (3.57)
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Using (3.4), (3.55), Theorem 2.10, Theorem 2.11 and Proposition 3.4, we get

sup
U∈Uad

∫ T

t2

|l(s,ϕ1(s),u1(s),U(s)) − l(s, ϕ2(s),u2(s),U(s))|ds

≤ C

∫ T

t2

(‖∇(ϕ1(s)− ϕ2(s))‖ + ‖u1(s)− u2(s)‖)ds

≤ C(‖ϕ1(t2)− ϕ2(t2)‖ + ‖u1(t2)− u2(t2)‖)

= C(‖ϕ1(t2)− ρ‖+ ‖u1(t2)− v‖)

≤ CK(t2 − t1)
1

2 (3.58)

and using Theorem 2.11, Proposition 3.2 and Proposition (3.4),

‖ϕ1(T )− ϕ2(T )‖+ ‖u1(T )− u2(T )‖V′

div
≤ C(‖ϕ1(t2)− ϕ2(t2)‖+ ‖u1(t2)− u2(t2)‖V′

div
)

= C(‖ϕ1(t2)− ρ‖+ ‖u1(t2)− v‖V′

div
)

≤ C(t2 − t1)
1

2 (3.59)

Hence, we get

|V(t, ρ1,v1)− V(t, ρ2,v2)| ≤ wK(t2 − t1). (3.60)

Combining (3.54) and (3.60), we get (3.52). Also, using (3.5), (3.6) and Theorem ??, we get (3.53).

�

3.2. Dynamic Programming Principle (DPP). Now we prove the main theorem of this section namely, the
dynamic programming principle.

Theorem 3.7 (Bellman’s principle of optimality). Let V be as defined in (3.3). Then for 0 ≤ τ ≤ t0 ≤ T , we

have

V(τ, ρ,v) = inf
U∈Uad

{∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt + V(t0, ϕ(t0),u(t0))

}

.

Proof. Let U be an arbitrary control. Let (ϕ,u) be the corresponding strong solution of the system (2.18)-
(2.21) with initial data (ϕ(τ),u(τ)) = (ρ,v). Then, for τ ≤ t0 ≤ T

J (τ, ρ,v,U) =

∫ T

τ

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt + g(ϕ(T ),u(T ))

=

∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt +

∫ T

t0

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt + g(ϕ(T ),u(T ))

≥

∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt + inf
Ū∈UR

{
∫ T

t0

l(t, ϕ̄(t), ū(t), Ū(t))dt + g(ϕ̄(T ), ū(T ))

}

,

where (ϕ̄, ū) is the solution of (2.18)-(2.21) with initial conditions (ϕ(t0),u(t0)) and control Ū ∈ UR. Then

J (τ, ρ,v,U) ≥

∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt + V(t0, ϕ(t0),u(t0)). (3.61)

Since U is arbitrary, taking infimum on both sides of (3.61) over U we arrive at

V(τ, ρ,v) ≥ inf
U∈UR

{∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt + V(t0, ϕ(t0),u(t0))

}

.

For the case ” ≤ ”, Let U1 be a control and (ϕ1,u1) be corresponding solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21)
with initial data (τ, ρ,v). For ǫ > 0, let U2 be such that V(t0, ϕ1(t0),u1(t0)) + ǫ ≥ J (t0, ϕ2(t0),u2(t0),U2),
where (ϕ2,u2) is the solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21) with control U2 with initial condition (ϕ1(t0),u1(t0)).
Now we define a new control

U(t) =

{

U1(t), τ ≤ t ≤ t0,

U2(t), t > t0.
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Let (ϕ,u) be solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21) with the above control U and initial data (τ, ρ,v), then

V(τ, ρ,v) =

∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt +

∫ T

t0

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt + g(ϕ(T ),u(T ))

=

∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ1(t),u1(t),U1(t))dt +

∫ T

t0

l(t, ϕ2(t),u2(t),U2(t))dt+ g(ϕ(T ),u(T ))

=

∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ1(t),u1(t),U1(t))dt + J (t0, ϕ1(t0),u1(t0),U2(t))

≤

∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ1(t),u1(t),U1(t))dt + V(t0, ϕ1(t0),u1(t0)) + ǫ

where (ϕ2,u2) is the solution of (2.18)-(2.21) corresponding to control U2. Since ǫ and U1 are arbitrary we
conclude that

V(τ, ρ,v) ≤ inf
U∈Uad

{∫ t0

τ

l(t, ϕ(t),u(t),U(t))dt + V(t0, ϕ(t0),u(t0))

}

,

where (ϕ,u) is the solution with control U. This proves the theorem.

�

4. Hamilton Jacobi Bellman equations

Our main goal in this work is to prove that the value function V is the unique viscosity solution of the
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation (4.1). We tackle the uniqueness issue in the next section.

In this section, our main aim is to show that the value function V defined in (3.3) is a viscosity solution
of an infinite dimensional Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation:

Vt − 〈B1(v, ρ) +B2
Nρ+ANf(ρ), ∂ρV〉 − 〈Av +B(v,v) −B2(BNρ, ρ), ∂vV〉

+H(t, ρ,v, ∂ρV , ∂vV) = 0,

V(T, ρ,v) = g(ρ,v),

(4.1)

where the Hamiltonian function is given by

H(t, ρ,v, ∂ρV , ∂vV) = inf
U∈UR

(〈U, ∂vV〉+ l(ρ,v,U)). (4.2)

The following specific example is covered by the analysis of this paper (Assumption 3.1).

Example 4.1. Let us define l and g as follows:

l(t, ρ,v,U) =
1

2
(‖ρ‖2 + ‖v‖2) +

1

2
‖U‖2,

g(ρ,v) =
1

2
(‖ρ‖2 + ‖v‖2

V′

div

).

For the above example, the Hamiltonian function is given by

H(t, ρ,v, p,q) =
1

2
(‖ρ‖2 + ‖v‖2) + inf

U∈UR

(

〈U,q〉 +
1

2
‖U‖2

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Υ(q)

(4.3)

We can explicitly obtain Υ as

Υ(U) =

{

− 1
2‖U‖

2 for ‖U‖ ≤ R,

−R‖U‖+ 1
2R

2 for ‖U‖ ≥ R.

Also, the optimal feedback control is given by (see page 674, [38]),

U∗(t) = σ(q(t)),
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where

σ(q) =

{

−q if ‖q‖ ≤ R,

−q R
‖q‖ if ‖q‖ ≥ R,

and q = ∂vV . For the value function V this translates to saying q(t) = ∂vV(t, ϕ(t),u(t)), whenever the value
function V is differentiable. However, the value function V is not differentiable in general and the above
equation (4.1) has to be understood in a much general sense. We use the viscosity solution method to get
the required result.

In general, there is no single definition of viscosity solution that applies to all equations in an infinite
dimensional setup. The definition of the viscosity solution involves maxima or minima for the test function.
Hence, the main idea is to consider a test function that is convex and has coercivity or lower semi-continuity
properties. The choice of a test function highly depends on the regularity of the function ( in this case so-
lution of the PDE constraint of the control problem) and hence in turn on the type of non-linearity. It also
depends on the growth properties of the solution and its relevant derivatives. In our discussion, we consider
a definition of a viscosity solution motivated from [38] (see also [37, 39]). In various other problems de-
pending upon the properties of operators involved in PDE one needs to consider more generalised/ modified
definitions (eg. see [22, 36]).

Definition 4.2. A function Ψ is a test function for (4.1) if Ψ = ξ + δ(t)[(1 + ‖∇ρ‖2)m + (1 + ‖v‖2)m],m ≥ 1

and ξ ∈ C1((0, T )×D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv) such that A

1

2 ∂vξ and B
1

2

N∂ρξ are continuous on (0, T )×D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv,

and δ > 0 is a C1 function on (0, T ).

Now we set up our definition of the viscosity solution which will be used in our work. Note that the
Fréchet derivatives of the test function need to be well defined and the value function V is defined on
(0, T )×D(B

1/2
N )×Gdiv. Hence we consider the same space while defining the viscosity solution.

Definition 4.3. A weakly sequentially upper semicontinuous function V : (0, T )×D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv → R is called

a viscosity subsolution of (4.1) if for every test function Ψ, for which V −Ψ attains global maximum at (t, ρ,v)

implies ρ ∈ D(B
3/2
N ),v ∈ Vdiv and

∂tΨ(t, ρ,v)−
D(B

1/2
N )′

〈B1(v, ρ) +B2
Nρ+ANf(ρ), ∂ρΨ(t, ρ,v)〉

D(B
1/2
N )

− V′

div
〈Av +B(v,v) −B2(BNρ, ρ), ∂vΨ(t, ρ,v)〉Vdiv

+H(t, ρ,v, ∂ρΨ(t, ρ,v), ∂vΨ(t, ρ,v)) ≥ 0. (4.4)

Similarly, a weakly sequentially lower semicontinuous function V : (0, T ) × D(B
1/2
N ) × Gdiv → R is called a

viscosity supersolution of (4.1) if for every test function Ψ, for which V +Ψ attains global minimum at (t, ρ,v)

implies ρ ∈ D(B
3/2
N ),v ∈ Vdiv and

− ∂tΨ(t, ρ,v) +
D(B

1/2
N )′

〈B1(v, ρ) +B2
Nρ+ANf(ρ), ∂ρΨ(t, ρ,v)〉

D(B
1/2
N )

+ V′

div
〈Av +B(v,v) −B2(BNρ, ρ), ∂vΨ(t, ρ,v)〉Vdiv

+H(t, ρ,v,−∂ρΨ(t, ρ,v),−∂vΨ(t, ρ,v)) ≤ 0. (4.5)

A function is called a viscosity solution if it is both a viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution.

Our main theorem of this section is stated below:

Theorem 4.4. Assume that Assumption (3.1) is satisfied. Then, the value function V is a viscosity solution of

the HJB equation (4.1).

We prove the theorem in three main steps. As per the definition of viscosity sub/super solution we need
to consider global maxima of V − Ψ and global minima of V + Ψ and evaluate the Fréchet derivative of
test function at these points. This requires that the point maximum/minimum lie in a better regular space
which is proved in the first step and then in steps 2 and 3 we show the viscosity supersolution and subsolution
conditions respectively. As in the definition 4.2 we write Ψ = ξ+hwhere h = δ(t)[(1+‖∇ρ‖2)m+(1+‖v‖2)m].

We observe that the Fréchet derivatives of h with respect to ρ on D(B
1/2
N ) and with respect to v on Gdiv are

given by

∂ρh = 2mδ(t)(1 + ‖∇ρ‖2)m−1BNρ,
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and

∂vh = 2mδ(t)(1 + ‖v‖2)m−1v,

respectively, and the Fréchet derivatives of Ψ on D(B
1/2
N ) and on Gdiv with respect to ρ and v are denoted

by ∂ρΨ, ∂vΨ respectively and we write

∂ρΨ = ∂ρξ + 2mδ(t)(1 + ‖∇ρ‖2)m−1BNρ,

∂vΨ = ∂vξ + 2mδ(t)(1 + ‖v‖2)m−1v.

These Fréchet derivatives lie in the corresponding dual spaces D(B
1/2
N )′ and Gdiv, respectively. But note

that after the proof of step 1, we see that Fréchet derivatives will lie in better spaces namely D(B
1/2
N )

and Gdiv. Therefore, we can interpret the terms
D(B

1/2
N )′

〈B1(v, ρ) +B2
Nρ+ANf(ρ), ∂ρΨ(t, ρ,v)〉

D(B
1/2
N )

and

V′

div
〈Av + B(v,v) − B2(BNρ, ρ), ∂vΨ(t, ρ,v)〉Vdiv

in the sense of duality pairing. We write 〈·, ·〉 in place

of X′〈·, ·〉X , and the duality pairing is understood contextually. Currently we can assume that the Fréchet
derivatives are written only formally but when we will use them in steps 2 and 3 it will be meaningful. We
now proceed with the proof of the theorem in 3 steps .

Proof. We follow the techniques from [38] in the following proof.
Step 1: In this step our main aim is to prove that point of minima lies in a better regular space which
allows us to define test function as desired in the definition 4.3. In particular let Ψ(t, ρ,v) = ξ(t, ρ,v) +
δ(t)[(1 + ‖∇ρ‖2)m + (1 + ‖v‖2)m]. Let V + Ψ attain a global minimum at (t0, ρ0.v0). We want to prove that

ρ0 ∈ D(B
3/2
N ), and v0 ∈ Vdiv.

By the dynamic programming principle we have for every ǫ > 0 there exists a control Uǫ ∈ Uad such that

V(t0, ρ0,v0) + ǫ2

>

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

l(ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s),Uǫ(s))ds + V(t0 + ǫ, ϕǫ(t0 + ǫ),uǫ(t0 + ǫ)), (4.6)

where (ϕǫ,uǫ) is the corresponding solution of the system (2.18)-(2.21) with control Uǫ and initial data
(ρ0,v0). Since (t0, ρ0.v0) is a global minimum point for V +Ψ, we have that

V(t, ρ,v)− V(t0, ρ0,v0) ≥ Ψ(t0, ρ0,v0)−Ψ(t, ρ,v), ∀(t, ρ,v) ∈ (0, T )×D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv.

Then, from (4.6) we get

ǫ2 −

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

l(ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s),Uǫ(s))ds

≥ V(t0 + ǫ, ϕǫ(t0 + ǫ),uǫ(t0 + ǫ))− V(t0, ρ0,v0)

≥ Ψ(t0, ρ0,v0)−Ψ(t0 + ǫ, ϕǫ(t0 + ǫ),uǫ(t0 + ǫ))

≥ ξ(t0, ρ0,v0)− ξ(t0 + ǫ, ϕǫ(t0 + ǫ),uǫ(t0 + ǫ)) + δ(t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖v‖2)m]

−δ(t0 + ǫ)[(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(t0 + ǫ)‖2)m + (1 + ‖uǫ(t0 + ǫ)‖2)m]

By the chain rule, we get

ǫ2−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

l(ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s),Uǫ(s))ds

≥−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(∂tξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)) + 〈∂tϕǫ(s), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉+ 〈∂tuǫ(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉)ds

−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)mds−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

2mδ(s)〈BNϕǫ(s), ∂tϕǫ(s)〉(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1ds

−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)mds−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

2mδ(s)〈uǫ(s), ∂tuǫ(s)〉(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1ds. (4.7)
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Now, setting λ = inft∈[t0,t0+ǫ] δ(t) for some fixed ǫ0 > 0 and taking ǫ < ǫ0 we divide (4.7) by ǫ to get,

ǫ−
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

l(ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s),Uǫ(s))ds

≥−
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

∂tξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))ds

+
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

〈
B1(uǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)) +B2

Nϕǫ(s) +ANf(ϕǫ(s)), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))
〉
ds

+
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

〈Auǫ(s) +B(uǫ(s),uǫ(s))−B2(BNϕǫ(s), ϕǫ(s))− Uǫ(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉ds

−
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)mds−

1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)mds

+
2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ(s)〈BNϕǫ(s), B1(uǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)) +B2
Nϕǫ(s) +ANf(ϕǫ(s))〉(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖

2)m−1ds

+
2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ(s)〈uǫ(s), Auǫ(s) +B(uǫ(s),uǫ(s)) −B2(BNϕǫ(s), ϕǫ(s))−Uǫ(s)〉(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1ds.

(4.8)

Rearranging above inequality and taking the definition of λ into account we get

2mλ

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1‖∇uǫ(s)‖

2ds+
2mλ

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2ds

≤ǫ−
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

l(ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s),Uǫ(s))ds+
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

∂tξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))ds

−
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

〈
B1(uǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)) +B2

Nϕǫ(s) +ANf(ϕǫ(s)), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))
〉
ds

−
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

〈Auǫ(s) +B(uǫ(s),uǫ(s))−B2(BNϕǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)) −Uǫ(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉ds

+
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)mds+

1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)mds

−
2

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

mδ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈BNϕǫ(s), B1(uǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)) +ANf(ϕǫ(s))〉ds

+
2

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

mδ(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈uǫ(s), B2(BNϕǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)) + Uǫ(s)〉ds. (4.9)

In step 2, from (4.9) we will deduce (4.5) by passing to the limit as ǫ → 0. But we need to estimate the
regularity first. Let us denote by C = C(‖∇ρ0‖, ‖v0‖, δ, f, R) a generic constant. Observe that, from the
assumptions on ξ, we have that

‖B
1/2
N ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖ ≤ C, (4.10)

‖A1/2∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖ ≤ C, (4.11)

for ǫ < ǫ0 for some fixed ǫ0. Therefore we get from (4.10), (2.15) and Theorem ??

|〈B1(uǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)),∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

≤ C‖uǫ(s)‖
1/2‖∇uǫ(s)‖

1/2‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
1/2‖BNϕǫ(s)‖

1/2‖∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤ C‖∇uǫ(s)‖‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
1/2‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

1/2‖∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤
λ

4
‖∇uǫ(s)‖

2 + C(‖∇ρ0‖, ‖v0‖)‖B
3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

≤
λ

4
‖∇uǫ(s)‖

2 +
λ

7
‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2 + C, (4.12)
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|〈B2
Nϕǫ(s), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| = |〈B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s), B

1/2
N ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

≤ ‖B
3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖‖B

1/2
N ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤
λ

7
‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2 + C. (4.13)

Moreover, using (2.10), we have

|〈ANf(ϕǫ(s)),∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

= |〈A
1/2
N f(ϕǫ(s)), B

1/2
N ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

≤ Cf |((1 + |ϕǫ(s)|
r)∇ϕǫ(s), B

1/2
N ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)))|

≤ C‖ϕǫ(s)‖
r
L4r‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖L4‖B

1/2
N ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤ C‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2r−1

2 ‖ϕǫ(s)‖
1

2 ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
1

2 ‖B
3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

1

2 ‖B
1/2
N ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤
λ

7
‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2 + C (4.14)

Using (4.11), Theorem ?? and Theorem 2.9, we have

|〈Auǫ(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| = |〈A1/2uǫ(s), A
1/2∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

≤ ‖A1/2uǫ(s)‖‖A
1/2∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤
λ

4
‖∇uǫ‖

2 + C, (4.15)

|〈B(uǫ(s),uǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| = |b(uǫ(s),uǫ(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)))|

≤ ‖uǫ(s)‖‖∇uǫ(s)‖‖A
1/2∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤
λ

4
‖∇uǫ‖

2 + C, (4.16)

and

|〈B2(BNϕǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| ≤ ‖BNϕǫ(s)‖L4‖∇ϕǫ(s))‖‖∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖L4

≤ C‖BNϕǫ(s)‖
1/2‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

1/2

≤
λ

7
‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2 + C. (4.17)

We also have

1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

l(ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s),Uǫ(s))ds ≤
C

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
k + ‖uǫ(s)‖

k)ds ≤ C. (4.18)

and

|〈Uǫ(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| ≤ C. (4.19)

Similarly, since δ ∈ C1([t0, t0 + ǫ0]), by Theorem ?? and Theorem 2.9, we have for s ∈ [t0, t0 + ǫ]

|mδ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈BNϕǫ(s),B1(uǫ(s), ϕǫ(s))〉|

≤ C‖BNϕǫ‖L4‖uǫ‖L4‖∇ϕǫ‖

≤ C‖BNϕǫ‖
1/2‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ‖

1/2‖∇uǫ‖‖∇ϕǫ‖

≤
λ

7
‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2 + C, (4.20)

Similar to the (4.14)

|mδ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈BNϕǫ(s), ANf(ϕǫ(s))〉|

= |mδ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s), A

1/2
N f(ϕǫ(s))〉|

≤ mδ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖‖(1 + |ϕǫ(s)|

r‖L4‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖L4
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≤
λ

7
‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2 + C (4.21)

|mδ(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈uǫ(s), B2(BNϕǫ(s), ϕǫ(s))〉| ≤ C‖uǫ(s)‖L4‖BNϕǫ(s)‖L4‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖

≤ C‖u‖1/2‖∇uǫ(s)‖
1/2‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖

≤
λ

7
‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2 +
λ

4
‖∇uǫ(s)‖

2 + C, (4.22)

and

|mδ(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈uǫ(s),Uǫ(s)〉| ≤ C‖uǫ‖‖Uǫ‖ ≤ C. (4.23)

Substituting (4.12)-(4.23) in (4.9) we get that

λ

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

‖∇uǫ(s)‖
2ds+

λ

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

‖B
3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2ds ≤ C, (4.24)

where C is independent of ǫ. Therefore there exist sequences {ǫn} and {tn} such that ǫn → 0 and tn ∈
(t0, t0 + ǫn) and

‖∇uǫ(tn)‖
2 + ‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(tn)‖

2 ≤ C.

Thus, there exist v̄ ∈ Vdiv, ρ̄ ∈ D(B
3/2
N ) and a subsequence {tn} along which, we have

uǫn(tn) → v̄ weakly in Vdiv,

ϕǫn(tn) → ρ̄ weakly in D(B
3/2
N ).

This also implies that

uǫn(tn) → v̄ weakly in Gdiv,

ϕǫn(tn) → ρ̄ weakly in D(BN ).

However, by (3.30), (3.45), we have

uǫn(tn) → v0 strongly in Gdiv,

ϕǫn(tn) → ρ0 strongly in D(BN ).

Therefore, by uniqueness of weak limit in Gdiv and D(BN ) it follows that v0 = v̄ ∈ Vdiv, ρ0 = ρ̄ ∈ D(B
3/2
N ).

Step 2: In this step, we show the supersolution inequality. That is, we need to pass to the limit as ǫ → 0
in (4.9) along a subsequence and get

−(∂tΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)− 〈B1(v0, ρ0) +B2
Nρ0 +ANf(ρ0), ∂ρΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉

− 〈Av0 +B(v0,v0)−B2(BNρ0, ρ0), ∂vΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉)

+H(t0, ρ0,v0,−∂ρΨ(t0, ρ0,v0),−∂vΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)) ≤ 0. (4.25)

To prove (4.25), we need to estimate the terms in (4.8). Let g(ǫ) denote a generic modulus of continuity
function such that g(ǫ) → 0 as ǫ → 0, which may vary within the calculation. Using (3.23) and continuity
property of ξ we get

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(∂tξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂tξ(t0, ρ0,v0))ds

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

g(|s− t0|+ ‖ϕǫ(s)− ρ0‖D(B
1/2
N )

+ ‖uǫ(s)− v0‖)ds ≤ g(ǫ). (4.26)

Observe that

|〈B1(uǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉 − 〈B1(v0, ρ0), ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|

≤|〈B1(uǫ(s)− v0, ϕǫ(s)), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

+ |〈B1(v0, ϕǫ(s)− ρ0), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

+ |〈B1(v0, ρ0), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|.
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Using Hölder’s and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities we get

|〈B1(uǫ(s)− v0, ϕǫ(s),∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| ≤ ‖uǫ(s)− v0‖L4‖∇ϕǫ(s))‖L4‖∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤ C‖∇(uǫ(s)− v0)‖‖∇ϕǫ(s))‖
1/2‖BNϕǫ(s)‖

1/2‖∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖,

|〈B1(v0, ϕǫ(s)− ρ0), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| ≤ ‖v0‖L4‖∇(ϕǫ(s)− ρ0)‖L4‖∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤ C‖∇v0‖‖∇(ϕǫ(s)− ρ0)‖
1/2‖BN(ϕǫ(s)− ρ0)‖

1/2‖∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖,

|〈B1(v0, ρ0), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|

≤ ‖v0‖L4‖∇ρ0‖L4‖∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)‖

≤ C‖∇v0‖‖∇ρ0‖
1/2‖BNρ0‖

1/2g(|s− t0|+ ‖ϕǫ(s)− ρ0‖D(B
1/2
N )

+ ‖uǫ(s)− v0‖).

Using (3.23), (3.45) and continuity properties of ∂ρξ, we get

|
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

〈B1(uǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉 − 〈B1(v0, ρ0), ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|ds ≤ g(ǫ). (4.27)

Similarly, we get

|〈ANf(ϕǫ(s)),∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉 − 〈ANf(ρ0), ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|

≤|〈ANf(ϕǫ(s))−ANf(ρ0), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

+ |〈ANf(ρ0), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|,

Using (2.10) and (4.10), we get

|〈ANf(ϕǫ(s))−ANf(ρ0), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

= |〈A
1

2

N (f(ϕǫ(s)) − f(ρ0)), B
1

2

N∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

≤ ‖A
1

2

N (f(ϕǫ(s))− f(ρ0))‖‖B
1

2

N∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖

≤ C(1 + ‖ϕǫ(s)‖
r−1
H2 + ‖ρ0‖

r−1
H2 )(‖ϕǫ(s)‖H2 + ‖ρ0‖H2)‖ϕǫ(s)− ρ0‖H1

+ C(1 + ‖ϕǫ(s)‖H2 + ‖ρ0‖H2)‖ϕǫ(s)− ρ0‖H1 , (4.28)

and

|〈ANf(ρ0), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂ρΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|

= |〈A
1

2

Nf(ρ0), B
1

2

N (∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0))〉|

≤ ‖A
1

2

Nf(ρ0)‖‖B
1

2

N (∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)) − ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0))‖

≤ C(1 + ‖ρ0‖
r
H1)‖ρ0‖H2g(|s− t0|+ ‖ϕǫ(s)− ρ0‖D(B

1/2
N )

+ ‖uǫ(s)− v0‖). (4.29)

Hence, we get

1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

|〈ANf(ϕǫ(s)),∂ρξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉 − 〈ANf(ρ0), ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|ds ≤ g(ǫ). (4.30)

Using the continuity of A
1

2 ∂vξ, we estimate the following,

|〈Auǫ(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)〉 − 〈Av0, ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0〉|

≤ |〈A(uǫ(s)− v0), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)〉|+ |〈Av0, ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)− ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0〉|

≤ |〈A
1

2 (uǫ(s)− v0), A
1

2 ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|+ |〈A
1

2v0, A
1

2 (∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)− ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0))〉|

≤ ‖∇(uǫ(s)− v0)‖‖A
1

2 ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖ + ‖∇v0‖‖A
1

2 (∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)− ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0))‖

≤ C‖∇(uǫ(s)− v0)‖ + ‖∇v0‖g(|s− t0|+ ‖ϕǫ(s)− ρ0‖+ ‖uǫ(s)− v0‖),

which, using (3.23) and (3.45) implies
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(〈Auǫ(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)〉 − 〈Av0, ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0〉)ds

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ g(ǫ). (4.31)
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Now consider the trilinear form

|〈B(uǫ(s),uǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉 − 〈B(v0,v0), ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|

≤ |〈B(uǫ(s)− v0,uǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|+ |〈B(v0,uǫ(s)− v0), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

+ |〈B(v0,v0), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|

We observe that

|〈B(uǫ(s)− v0,uǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| ≤ C‖∇(uǫ(s)− v0)‖‖∇uǫ(s)‖‖A
1

2 ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖,

|〈B(v0,uǫ(s)− v0), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| ≤ C‖∇v0‖‖∇(uǫ(s)− v0)‖‖A
1

2 ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖,

and

|〈B(v0,v0),∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|

≤ C‖v0‖‖∇v0‖‖A
1

2 (∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0))‖

≤ C‖v0‖‖∇v0‖g(|s− t0|+ ‖ϕǫ(s)− ρ0)‖‖uǫ(s)− v0‖).

It follows from (3.23) and (3.45) that
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

〈B(uǫ(s),uǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉 − 〈B(v0,v0), ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ g(ǫ). (4.32)

Now consider

|〈B2(BNϕǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉 − 〈B2(BNρ0, ρ0), ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|

≤|〈B2(BN (ϕǫ(s)− ρ0), ϕǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉| + |〈B2(BNρ0, ϕǫ(s)− ρ0), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

+ |〈B2(BNρ0, ρ0), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|.

From Hölder’s and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality we obtain

|〈B2(BN (ϕǫ(s)− ρ0), ϕǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

≤ ‖BN (ϕǫ(s)− ρ0)‖‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖L4‖∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖L4

≤ ‖BN (ϕǫ(s)− ρ0)‖‖ϕǫ(s)‖
1/2
H1 ‖ϕǫ(s)‖

1/2
H2 ‖∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))‖V,

|〈B2(BNρ0, ϕǫ(s)− ρ0), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉|

≤ ‖BNρ0‖‖∇(ϕǫ(s)− ρ0)‖L4‖∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)‖L4

≤ ‖BNρ0‖‖∇(ϕǫ(s)− ρ0)‖
1/2‖‖BN(ϕǫ(s)− ρ0)‖

1/2‖∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)‖V,

and

|〈B2(BNρ0, ρ0), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))− ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|

≤ ‖BNρ0‖‖∇ρ0‖L4‖∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s)) − ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0)‖L4

≤ ‖BNρ0‖‖∇ρ0‖
1/2‖BNρ0‖

1/2g(|s− t0|+ ‖ϕǫ(s)− ρ0‖D(B
1/2
N )

+ ‖uǫ(s)− v0‖).

Combining above three estimates and using (3.23), (3.45), we get

|
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

〈B2(BNϕǫ(s), ϕǫ(s)), ∂vξ(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ(s))〉 − 〈B2(BNρ0, ρ0), ∂vξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉| ≤ Cg(ǫ). (4.33)

Now we estimate the terms in (4.9) involving δ. We can estimate
∣
∣
∣
∣

2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈Auǫ(s),uǫ(s)〉 − δ(t0)(1 + ‖v‖2)m−1〈Av0,v0〉)ds

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

|δ(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈A

1

2uǫ(s), A
1

2 (uǫ(s)− v0)〉|ds

+
2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

|δ(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈A

1

2 (uǫ(s)− v0), A
1

2v0〉|ds
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+
2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

|δ(s)((1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1 − (1 + ‖v0‖

2)m−1)〈Av0,v0〉|ds

+
2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

|(δ(s) − δ(t0))(1 + ‖v0‖
2)m−1〈Av0,v0〉|ds

≤
C

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

‖∇uǫ(s)‖‖∇(uǫ(s)− v0)‖ds+
C

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

‖∇(uǫ(s)− v0)‖‖∇v0‖ds

+
C

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

‖uǫ(s)− v0‖‖∇v0‖
2 + g(ǫ)

≤ g(ǫ), (4.34)

where we used am − bn = (a− b)(am−1 + am−2b + .. + bm−1) to estimate the third term Using the fact that
f ∈ C3(R) and δ ∈ C1([t0, t0 + ǫ]), we get

∣
∣
∣
2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(δ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈BNϕǫ(s), ANf(ϕǫ(s))〉

− δ(t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1〈BNρ0, ANf(ρ0)〉)ds)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ g(ǫ). (4.35)

Similarly, we obtain

2m

ǫ

∣
∣
∣

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(δ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈BNϕǫ(s), B1(uǫ(s), ϕǫ(s))〉

−δ(t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1〈BNρ0, BN (v0, ρ0)〉)ds

∣
∣
∣ ≤ g(ǫ), (4.36)

2m

ǫ

∣
∣
∣

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(δ(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m−1〈uǫ(s), B2(BNϕǫ(s), ϕǫ(s))〉

−δ(t0)(1 + ‖v0‖
2)m−1〈v0, B2(BNρ0, ρ0)〉)ds

∣
∣
∣ ≤ g(ǫ), (4.37)

1

ǫ

∣
∣
∣

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(δ′(s)(1 + ‖uǫ(s)‖
2)m‖uǫ(s)‖

2 − δ′(t0)(1 + ‖v‖2)m‖v0‖
2)ds

∣
∣
∣ ≤ g(ǫ), (4.38)

1

ǫ

∣
∣
∣

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(δ′(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖

2 − δ′(t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m‖∇ρ0‖

2)ds
∣
∣
∣ ≤ g(ǫ). (4.39)

and
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

[l(s, ϕǫ(s),uǫ,Uǫ(s))− l(t0, ρ0,v0,Uǫ(s))]ds

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(σR(|s− t0|) + LR(‖ϕǫ(s)− ρ0‖D(B
1/2
N )

+ ‖uǫ(s)− v0‖))ds ≤ g(ǫ) (4.40)

Now we deal with the higher order term. Observe that by (4.9)

1

ǫ

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

√

δ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)

m−1

2 B
3/2
N ϕǫ(s)ds

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

≤
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫ(s)‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ϕǫ(s)‖

2ds ≤ C.

Therefore, there exists a sequence ǫn → 0 and ρ ∈ H such that

Πn =
1

ǫn

∫ t0+ǫn

t0

√

δ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫn(s)‖
2)m−1B

3/2
N ϕǫn(s)ds ⇀ ρ in H.

However, as n→ ∞, we have

B
−3/2
N Πn =

1

ǫn

∫ t0+ǫn

t0

√

δ(s) (1 + ‖∇ϕǫn(s)‖
2)m−1ϕǫn(s)ds →

√

δ(t0) (1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1ρ0,
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strongly in H . Therefore, it follows that

ρ =
√

δ(t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1B

3/2
N ρ0.

Then, we get

lim inf
n→∞

1

ǫn

∫ t0+ǫn

t0

δ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕǫn(s)‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ϕǫn(s)‖

2ds ≥ δ(t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ρ0‖

2. (4.41)

Using the same argument we can get

1

ǫn

∫ t0+ǫn

t0

B
3/2
N ϕǫn(s)ds ⇀ B

3/2
N ρ0 in H,

as n→ ∞. Using the above convergence and (4.24) we also get

1

ǫn

∣
∣
∣

∫ t0+ǫn

t0

(〈B2
Nϕǫn(s), ∂ρξ(s, ϕǫn(s),uǫ(s))〉 − 〈B2

Nρ0, ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉)ds
∣
∣
∣

≤
1

ǫn

∫ t0+ǫn

t0

|〈B
3/2
N ϕǫn(s), B

1/2
N (∂ρξ(s, ϕǫn(s),uǫ(s))− ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0))〉|ds

+
1

ǫn

∫ t0+ǫn

t0

|〈B
3/2
N ϕǫn(s)−B

3/2
N ρ0, ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉|ds

≤
1

ǫn

∫ t0+ǫn

t0

‖B
3/2
N ϕǫn(s)‖g(|s− t0|+ ‖ϕǫn(s)− ρ0‖D(B

1/2
N )

+ ‖uǫn(s)− v0‖)ds

+
1

ǫn
|

∫ t0+ǫn

t0

〈B
3/2
N ϕǫn(s)−B

3/2
N ρ0, ∂ρξ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉ds| → 0 as n→ ∞. (4.42)

Using (4.26)-(4.42) in (4.9) we get

−Ψt(t0, ρ0,v0) + 〈B1(v0, ρ0) +B2
Nρ0 +ANf(ρ0), ∂ρΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉

+ 〈Av0 +B(v0,v0)−B2(BNρ0, ρ0), ∂vΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉

+
1

2
(‖ρ0‖

2 + ‖v0‖
2) +

1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

[〈Uǫ(s),−∂vΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉+ ‖Uǫ(s)‖
2]ds ≤ g(ǫ).

Now taking infimum inside the integral over U ∈ UR and letting ǫ→ 0 we get (4.25).

Step 3: In this step we want to show the inequality (4.4), which will prove that V is a viscosity subsolution
of (4.1). Let V − Ψ attains global maximum at (t0, ρ0,v0). As in the step 1, we can show that the point of
maxima lies in a better regular space. Then

V(t, ρ,v)−V(t0, ρ0,v0) ≤ ξ(t, ρ,v) − ξ(t0, ρ0,v0)

+ δ(t)[(1 + ‖∇ρ‖2)m + (1 + ‖v‖2)m]− δ(t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖v0‖

2)m]. (4.43)

From the dynamic programming principle Theorem 3.7 we have

V(t0, ρ0,v0) ≤
1

2

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(
‖ϕ(s)‖2 + ‖u(s)‖2 + ‖U(s)‖2

)
ds+ V(t0 + ǫ, ϕ(t0 + ǫ),u(t0 + ǫ)). (4.44)

Substituting (4.44) in (4.43) we get

ξ(t0, ρ0,v0)− ξ(t0 + ǫ, ϕ(t0 + ǫ),u(t0 + ǫ)) + δ(t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖v0‖

2)m]

− δ(t0 + ǫ)[(1 + ‖∇ϕ(t0 + ǫ)‖2)m + (1 + ‖u(t0 + ǫ)‖2)m] ≤
1

2

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(
‖ϕ(s)‖2 + ‖u(s)‖2 + ‖U(s)‖2

)
ds.

Using chain rule, we get for a constant control U ∈ UR,

1

2

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

l(ϕ(s),u(s),U)dt

≥−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

(∂tξ(s, ϕ(s),u(s)) + 〈∂tϕ(s), ∂ρξ(s, ϕ(s),u(s))〉 + 〈∂tu(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕ(s),u(s))〉)ds
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−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕ(s)‖2)mds−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

mδ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕ(s)‖2)m−1〈BNϕ(s), ∂tϕ(s)〉ds

−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖u(s)‖2)mds−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

mδ(s)(1 + ‖u(s)‖2)m−1〈u(s), ∂tu(s)〉ds.

That is,

1

2

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

l(ϕ(s),u(s),U)ds

≥−

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

∂tξ(s, ϕ(s),u(s))ds

+
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

〈
B1(u(s), ϕ(s)) +B2

Nϕ(s) +ANf(ϕ(s)), ∂ρξ(s, ϕ(s),u(s))
〉
ds

+
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

〈Au(s) +B(u(s),u(s)) −B2(BNϕ(s), ϕ(s)) −U(s), ∂vξ(s, ϕ(s),u(s))〉ds

−
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕ(s)‖2)mds−
1

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ′(s)(1 + ‖u(s)‖2)mds

+
2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ(s)(1 + ‖∇ϕ(s)‖2)m−1〈BNϕ(s), B1(u(s), ϕ(s)) +B2
Nϕ(s) +ANf(ϕ(s))〉ds

+
2m

ǫ

∫ t0+ǫ

t0

δ(s)(1 + ‖u(s)‖2)m−1〈u(s), Au(s) +B(u(s),u(s)) −B2(BNϕ(s), ϕ(s)) −U(s)〉ds.

Now using similar techniques used in supersolution part (Step 2) and using continuous dependence estimates
of trajectories (3.23) and (3.45) we deduce

∂tΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)− 〈B1(v0, ρ0) + B2
Nρ0 +ANf(ρ0), ∂ρΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉

− 〈Av0 +B(v0,v0)−B2(BNρ0, ρ0), ∂vΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)〉

+H(t0, ρ0,v0, ∂ρΨ(t0, ρ0,v0), ∂vΨ(t0, ρ0,v0)) ≥ 0,

which gives that V is a viscosity subsolution. Hence, V is a viscosity solution of (4.1) in the sense of Definition
4.3. �

5. Uniqueness

In this section, we prove the comparison principle, which in turn implies the uniqueness of the viscosity
solution. Viscosity solution theory intrinsically provides the well-posedness or uniqueness of solutions for
non-linear Hamilton Jacobi type of equations satisfied in the viscosity sense and we exploit this property.

We will assume the following hypothesis on the Hamiltonian H .

Assumption 5.1. H : [0, T ]×D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv×D(B

1/2
N )×Gdiv → R, and there exists a modulus of continuity

ω and ωK such that

|H(t, ρ1,v1, p,q)−H(t, ρ2,v2, p,q)| ≤ωK(‖∇(ρ1 − ρ2)‖) + ωK(‖v1 − v2‖)

+ ω(‖∇(ρ1 − ρ2)‖‖∇p‖) + ω(‖v1 − v2‖‖q‖), (5.1)

if ‖ρ1‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖ρ2‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖v1‖, ‖v2‖ ≤ K,

|H(t, ρ,v, p1,q1)−H(t, ρ,v, p2,q2)| ≤ω((1 + ‖∇ρ‖)‖∇(p1 − p2)‖) + ω((1 + ‖v‖)‖q1 − q2‖), (5.2)

|H(t, ρ,v, p,q) −H(s, ρ,v, p,q)| ≤ωK(t− s), (5.3)

if ‖ρ1‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖ρ2‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖v1‖, ‖v2‖, ‖p‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖q‖ ≤ K.

Note that the Assumption 5.1 is compatible with the Assumption 3.1 on l and g. The Next Theorem proves
the comparison principle under the Assumption 5.1.
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Theorem 5.2. Let Assumption 5.1 be satisfied. Let V1,V2 : (0, T ) × D(B
1/2
N ) × Gdiv → R be a viscosity

subsolution and a viscosity supersolution, respectively, of (4.1). Let

V1(t, ρ,v) ≤ C(1 + ‖ρ‖k
D(B

1/2
N )

+ ‖v‖k),

−V2(t, ρ,v) ≤ C(1 + ‖ρ‖k
D(B

1/2
N )

+ ‖v‖k),

for some k > 0 and

lim
t→T

(V1(t, ρ,v) − g(ρ,v))+ = 0,

lim
t→T

(V2(t, ρ,v)− g(ρ,v))− = 0,
(5.4)

uniformly on bounded subsets of D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv. Then V1 ≤ V2.

The proof of this theorem is industrious hence we divide it into 3 steps. We employ ideas from [38] to
prove the Theorem. The main idea of the proof is to use a contradiction. We want to prove the comparison
of a subsolution and a supersolution; we assume on the contrary that at a certain point, the comparison is
reversed and using the definitions of test functions and the properties of Hamiltonian arrive at a contradic-
tion.

Proof. Step 1: We begin by defining Vβ
1 and Vβ

2 and by doubling the variables we define the function Φ
which suitably attains global minima and maxima and also helps in defining the appropriate test functions.

For a given β > 0, we define

Vβ
1 (t, ρ,v) = V1(t, ρ,v)−

β

t
, Vβ

2 (t, ρ,v) = V2(t, ρ,v) +
β

t
.

Then, we see that Vβ
1 and Vβ

2 respectively satisfy

∂tV
β
1 − 〈B1(v, ρ) +A2

Nρ+ANf(ρ), ∂ρV
β
1 〉 − 〈Av +B(v,v) −B2(ANρ, ρ), ∂vV

β
1 〉

+H(t, ρ,v, ∂ρV
β
1 (t, ρ,v), ∂vV

β
1 (t, ρ,v)) ≥

β

T 2
, (5.5)

and

∂tV
β
2 − 〈B1(v, ρ) +A2

Nρ+ANf(ρ), ∂ρV
β
2 〉 − 〈Av +B(v,v) −B2(ANρ, ρ), ∂vV

β
2 〉

+H(t, ρ,v, ∂ρV
β
2 (t, ρ,v), ∂vV

β
2 (t, ρ,v)) ≤ −

β

T 2
. (5.6)

Let m > 1 be such that 2m ≥ k + 1. For ǫ, δ, γ > 0 and 0 < Tδ < T , we consider the function

Φ(t, s, ρ, ρ̃,v, ṽ) =Vβ
1 (t, ρ,v)− Vβ

2 (s, ρ̃, ṽ)−
1

2ǫ
(‖ρ− ρ̃‖2 + ‖v− ṽ‖2

V′

div

)

− δeKβ(T−t)[(1 + ‖∇ρ‖2)m + (1 + ‖v‖2)m]

− δeKβ(T−s)[(1 + ‖∇ρ̃‖2)m + (1 + ‖ṽ‖2)m]−
(t− s)2

2γ
,

on (0, Tδ]×D(B
1/2
N )×Gdiv. The choice of Kβ will be made precise later on. We can prove that Φ is weakly

sequentially upper semicontinuous on (0, Tδ] × D(B
1/2
N ) × Gdiv in the same lines of proof of Theorem 5.2

in [38]). Hence, it has a global maximum. Suppose that Φ has a global maximum at (t0, s0, ρ0, ρ̃0,v0, ṽ0)

where 0 < t0, s0 and for a fixed δ, ρ0, ρ̃0 ∈ D(B
1/2
N ), v0, ṽ0 ∈ Gdiv are bounded independent of ǫ. Moreover,

as in the proof of step 1 4.4 we can show that ρ0, ρ̃0 ∈ D(B
3/2
N ), v0, ṽ0 ∈ Vdiv. We also observe that

lim sup
ǫ→0

lim sup
γ→0

1

2ǫ
(‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖

2 + ‖v0 − ṽ0‖
2
V′

div

) = 0 for fixed δ, λ, (5.7)

and

lim sup
γ→0

(t0 − s0)
2

2γ
= 0 for fixed δ, ǫ, λ. (5.8)
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If V1 is not less than or equal to V2, then for small β, δ and Tδ sufficiently close to T , using the assumption
(5.4), and (5.7), (5.8) we can conclude that t0, s0 < Tδ, if ǫ and γ are small enough.

Now, we use the fact that Vβ
1 and Vβ

2 are viscosity subsolution and supersolution, respectively. Let us
define

Ψ1(t, ρ,v) =Vβ
2 (s0, ρ̃0, ṽ0) +

1

2ǫ
(‖ρ− ρ̃0‖

2 + ‖v− ṽ0‖
2
V′

div

)

+ δeKβ(T−t)[(1 + ‖∇ρ‖2)m + (1 + ‖v‖2)m]

+ δeKβ(T−s0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m] +
(t− s0)

2

2γ
.

It follows from the definition of the viscosity subsolution, since Vβ
1 − Ψ1 has maximum at (t0, ρ0,v0), we

have

t0 − s0

γ
− δKβe

Kβ(T−t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖v0‖

2)m]− 〈B1(v0, ρ0) +B2
Nρ0 +ANf(ρ0),

1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0)〉

− 〈B1(v0, ρ0) +B2
Nρ0 +ANf(ρ0), 2mδe

Kβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1BNρ0〉

− 〈Av0 +B(v0,v0)− B2(BNρ0, ρ0),
1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)〉

− 〈Av0 +B(v0,v0)− B2(BNρ0, ρ0), 2mδe
Kβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖

2)m−1v0〉

+H

(

t0, ρ0,v0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0) + 2mδ(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1eKβ(T−t0)BNρ0,

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0) + 2mδ(1 + ‖v0‖

2)m−1eKβ(T−t0)v0

)

≥
β

T 2
. (5.9)

Similarly, define

Ψ2(s, ρ̃, ṽ) =Vβ
1 (t0, ρ0,v0)−

1

2ǫ
(‖ρ0 − ρ̃‖2 + ‖v0 − ṽ‖2

V′

div

)

− δeKβ(T−t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖v0‖

2)m]

− δeKβ(T−s)[(1 + ‖∇ρ̃‖2)m + (1 + ‖ṽ‖2)m]−
(t0 − s)2

2γ
.

By the definition of viscosity supersolution, since Vβ
2 +Ψ2 has minimum at (s0, ρ̃0, ṽ0), we get

t0 − s0

γ
+ δKβe

Kβ(T−s0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m]− 〈B1(ṽ0, ρ̃0) +B2
N ρ̃0 +ANf(ρ̃0),

1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0)〉

+ 2mδeKβ(T−s0)〈B1(ṽ0, ρ̃0) +B2
N ρ̃0 +ANf(ρ̃0), (1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1BN ρ̃0〉

− 〈Aṽ0 +B(ṽ0, ṽ0)−B2(BN ρ̃0, ρ̃0),
1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)〉

+ 2mδeKβ(T−s0)〈Aṽ0 +B(ṽ0, ṽ0)−B2(BN ρ̃0, ρ̃0), (1 + ‖ṽ0‖
2)m−1ṽ0〉

+H

(

s0, ρ̃0, ṽ0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0)− 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1BN ρ̃0,

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)− 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m−1ṽ0

)

≤ −
β

T 2
. (5.10)

Combining (5.9) and (5.10) we get

δKβe
Kβ(T−t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m + (1 + ‖v0‖
2)m] + δKβe

Kβ(T−s0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m]

+ 〈B1(v0, ρ0)−B1(ṽ0, ρ̃0) +ANf(ρ0)−ANf(ρ̃0),
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0)〉+

1

ǫ
‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2

+ 2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1[〈B1(v0, ρ0) +ANf(ρ0), BNρ0〉+ ‖B

3/2
N ρ0‖

2]

+ 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m−1[〈B1(ṽ0, ρ̃0) +ANf(ρ̃0), BN ρ̃0〉+ ‖B

3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2]
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+
1

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2 + 〈B(v0,v0)−B(ṽ0, ṽ0) +B2(BN ρ̃0, ρ̃0)−B2(BNρ0, ρ0),
1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)〉

+ 2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖
2)m−1[‖∇v0‖

2 − 〈B2(BNρ0, ρ0),v0〉]

+ 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖
2)m−1[‖∇ṽ0‖

2 − 〈B2(BN ρ̃0, ρ̃0), ṽ0〉]

+H

(

s0, ρ̃0, ṽ0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0)− 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1BN ρ̃0,

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)− 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m−1ṽ0

)

−H

(

t0, ρ0,v0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0) + 2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1BNρ0,

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0) + 2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖

2)m−1v0

)

≤ −
2β

T 2
. (5.11)

To arrive at a contradiction, we need to show that LHS in the above inequality goes to 0 for a fixed β > 0.

Step 2: In this step we estimate the terms in the left-hand side of (5.11). Now onwards, let us denote σ
to be a local modulus of continuity and C a generic constant. First, we write

1

ǫ
〈B1(v0, ρ0)−B1(ṽ0, ρ̃0), ρ0 − ρ̃0〉 =

1

ǫ
〈B1(v0 − ṽ0, ρ0)−B1(ṽ0, ρ0 − ρ̃0), ρ0 − ρ̃0〉.

Observe that 〈B1(ṽ0, ρ0 − ρ̃0), ρ0 − ρ̃0〉 = 0. Using Agmon’s inequality

1

ǫ
|〈B1(v0 − ṽ0, ρ0), ρ0 − ρ̃0〉| ≤

C

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖‖∇ρ0‖‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖L∞

≤
C

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖‖∇ρ0‖‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖

1/2‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖
1/2

≤
1

5ǫ
‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 +
C

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

4/3‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖
2/3

≤
1

5ǫ
‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 +
1

4ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2 + σ(ǫ). (5.12)

Similarly,

b2(BNρ0, ρ0, A
−1(v0 − ṽ0))− b2(BN ρ̃0, ρ̃0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0))

= b2(BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0), ρ0, A
−1(v0 − ṽ0)) + b2(BN ρ̃0, ρ0 − ρ̃0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0)).

Using Sobolev inequality and (2.8), we estimate

1

ǫ
|b2(BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0), ρ0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0))|

≤
c

ǫ
‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖‖∇ρ0‖L4‖A−1(v0 − ṽ0)‖L4

≤
c

ǫ
‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖‖∇ρ0‖

1

2 ‖BNρ0‖
1

2 ‖v0 − ṽ0‖V′

div

≤
1

5ǫ
‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 + C‖∇ρ0‖‖B
3/2
N ρo‖

‖v0 − ṽ0‖
2
V′

div

ǫ

≤
1

5ǫ
‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 + δ‖B
3/2
N ρo‖

2 + σ(ǫ; δ)

≤
1

5ǫ
‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 +
mδ

4
eKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ0‖

2 + σ(ǫ; δ),

Now, observe that using integration by parts we get that

1

ǫ
|b2(BN ρ̃0, ρ0 − ρ̃0,A

−1(v0 − ṽ0))|

≤
1

ǫ
|((ρ0 − ρ̃0)B

3/2
N ρ̃0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0))| +
1

ǫ
|((ρ0 − ρ̃0)BN ρ̃0, A

−1/2(v0 − ṽ0))|,
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and we estimate right-hand side terms of the above as follows:

1

ǫ
|((ρ0 − ρ̃0)B

3/2
N ρ̃0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0))|

≤
1

ǫ
‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖L4‖B

3/2
N ρ̃0‖‖A

−1(v0 − ṽ0)‖L4

≤ δ‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 +
1

4δǫ
‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

‖v0 − ṽ0‖
2
Vdiv

ǫ

≤ δ‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 +
1

8δ

(
‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖

2

ǫ
+

‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖
2

ǫ

)
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2
Vdiv

ǫ

≤
mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 + σ(ǫ; δ) + σ2(ǫ; δ)
‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2

ǫ
,

1

ǫ
|((ρ0 − ρ̃0)BN ρ̃0, A

−1/2(v0 − ṽ0))| ≤
1

ǫ
‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖‖BN ρ̃0‖L4‖A−1/2(v0 − ṽ0)‖L4

≤
1

ǫ
‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖‖B

3/2
N ρ̃0‖‖v0 − ṽ0‖

1

2

Vdiv
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

1

2

≤ δ‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 +
1

4δǫ2
‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖

2‖v0 − ṽ0‖Vdiv
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

≤ δ‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 +
1

8δ

‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖
2

ǫ

(

‖v0 − ṽ0‖
2
Vdiv

ǫ
+

‖v0 − ṽ0‖
2

ǫ

)

≤
mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 + σ(ǫ; δ) +
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2

ǫ
σ1(ǫ; δ),

Hence, we have

1

ǫ
|b2(BN ρ̃0, ρ0 − ρ̃0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0))|

≤
2mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 + σ(ǫ; δ) +
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2

ǫ
σ1(ǫ; δ) + σ2(ǫ; δ)

‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖
2

ǫ
,

(5.13)

Similarly, we also have

b(v0,v0, A
−1(v0 − ṽ0))−b(ṽ0, ṽ0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0))

= b(v0 − ṽ0,v0, A
−1(v0 − ṽ0)) + b(ṽ0,v0 − ṽ0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0)).

Using Hölder’s inequality and (2.8) we get

1

ǫ
|b(v0 − ṽ0,v0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0))| =
1

ǫ
|b(v0 − ṽ0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0),v0)|

≤
1

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖‖A

−1/2(v0 − ṽ0)‖
1/2‖‖v0 − ṽ0‖

1/2‖v0‖
1/2‖∇v0‖

1/2

≤
1

4ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2 +
C

ǫ
‖A−1/2(v0 − ṽ0)‖‖‖v0 − ṽ0‖‖v0‖‖∇v0‖

≤
1

4ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2 + δ‖∇v0‖
2 + Cδ

‖v0 − ṽ0‖
2
V′

div

ǫ

‖v0 − ṽ0‖
2

ǫ

≤
1

4ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2 +mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖
2)m−1‖∇v0‖

2 + σ1(ǫ; δ)
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2

ǫ
(5.14)

Similarly,

1

ǫ
|b(ṽ0,v0 − ṽ0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0))| =
1

ǫ
|b(ṽ0, A

−1(v0 − ṽ0), A
−1(v0 − ṽ0))|

≤
1

4ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2 +mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖
2)m−1‖∇ṽ0‖

2 + σ1(ǫ; δ)
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2

ǫ
(5.15)
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The terms involving f can be estimated using (2.10) as follows, For 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1, using Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality we have

1

ǫ
|〈ANf(ρ0)−ANf(ρ̃0), ρ0 − ρ̃0〉| =

1

ǫ
|〈f(ρ0)− f(ρ̃0), BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)〉|

≤
C

ǫ
‖f ′(ρ0 + θρ̃0)‖‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖L∞‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

≤
C

ǫ
(1 + ‖ρ0 + θρ̃0)‖

r
L2r)‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖

1

2 ‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖
3

2

≤
1

5ǫ
‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 + C(1 + ‖ρ0‖‖∇ρ0‖
(r−1) + ‖ρ̃0‖‖∇ρ̃0‖

(r−1))
‖ρ0 − ρ̃0‖

2

ǫ

≤
1

5ǫ
‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 + σ(ǫ, δ), (5.16)

where we used the triangle inequality and Lemma 2.1 with θ = 1− 1
r in the second last inequality. Moreover,

2δeKβ(T−s0)|〈ANf(ρ̃0), BN ρ̃0〉| = 2δeKβ(T−s0)|〈f ′(ρ̃0)∇ρ̃0, B
3/2
N ρ̃0〉|

≤ 2δeKβ(T−s0)C|((1 + |ρ̃0|
r)∇ρ̃0, B

3/2
N ρ̃0)|

≤ 2δeKβ(T−s0)C(1 + ‖ρ̃0‖
r
L4r)‖∇ρ̃0‖L4‖B

3/2
N ρ̃0‖

≤ 2δeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ρ̃0‖
r
L4r)‖∇ρ̃0‖

1

2 ‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

3

2

≤
mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 + σ(δ) (5.17)

and similarly,

2δeKβ(T−t0)|〈ANf(ρ0), BNρ0〉| ≤
mδ

4
eKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ0‖

2 + σ(δ). (5.18)

It is also easy to observe the following estimate:

2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1|〈B1(v0, ρ0), BNρ0〉|

≤ 2CmδeKβ(T−t0)‖v0‖L4‖∇ρ0‖‖BNρ0‖L4

≤
mδ

4
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1|B
3/2
N ρ0‖

2 +
mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + v0‖

2)m−1|∇v0‖
2 + σ(δ), (5.19)

and similarly,

2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m−1|〈B1(ṽ0, ρ̃0), BN ρ̃0〉|

≤
mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1|B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 +
mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ṽ0‖

2)m−1|∇ṽ0‖
2 + σ(δ), (5.20)

2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖
2)m−1|〈B2(BNρ0, ρ0),v0〉|

≤
mδ

4
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1|B
3/2
N ρ0‖

2 +
mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + v0‖

2)m−1|∇v0‖
2 + σ(δ), (5.21)

2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖
2)m−1|〈B2(BN ρ̃0, ρ̃0), ṽ0〉|

≤
mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1|B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 +
mδ

3
eKβ(T−s0)(1 + ṽ0‖

2)m−1|∇ṽ0‖
2 + σ(δ). (5.22)

Substituting (5.12)-(5.22) in (5.11), we get

δKβe
Kβ(T−t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m + (1 + ‖v0‖
2)m] + δKβe

Kβ(T−s0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m]

+mδeKβ(T−t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ρ0‖

2 + (1 + ‖v0‖
2)m−1‖∇v0‖

2] +
1

5ǫ
‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2

+mδeKβ(T−s0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2 + (1 + ‖ṽ0‖
2)m−1‖∇ṽ0‖

2] +
1

4ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2

+H(s0, ρ̃0, ṽ0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0)− 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1BN ρ̃0,



VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS OF HAMILTON-JACOBI-BELLMAN EQUATIONS FOR OPTIMAL CONTROL PROBLEM OF LOCAL CAHN-HILLIARD-NAVIER-STOKES SYSTEM 1531

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)− 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m−1ṽ0)

−H(t0, ρ0,v0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0) + 2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1BNρ0,

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0) + 2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖

2)m−1v0)

≤ −
2β

T 2
+ σ(δ, ǫ) + σ1(ǫ; δ)

‖v0 − ṽ0‖
2

ǫ
+ σ2(ǫ; δ)

‖BN(ρ− ρ̃)‖2

ǫ
. (5.23)

Step 3: In this step we use assumptions on H in (5.23), appropriately choose the modulus continuities, and
show how one can arrive at a contradiction. Let Cβ be a constant such that

ω(s) ≤
β

8T 2
+ Cβ s. (5.24)

Using the assumptions (5.1)- (5.3) on Hamiltonian and (5.24), we get
∣
∣
∣
∣
H

(

s0, ρ̃0, ṽ0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0)− 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1BN ρ̃0,

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)− 2mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m−1ṽ0

)

−H

(

s0, ρ̃0, ṽ0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0),

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)

)∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
H

(

t0, ρ0,v0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0) + 2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1BNρ0,

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0) + 2mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖

2)m−1v0

)

−H

(

t0, ρ0,v0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0),

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)

)∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ ω((1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖)2mδe
Kβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖)

+ ω((1 + ‖ṽ0‖)2mδe
Kβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m−1‖ṽ0‖)

+ ω((1 + ‖∇ρ0‖)2mδe
Kβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ0‖)

+ ω((1 + ‖v0‖)2mδe
Kβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖

2)m−1‖v0‖)

≤
β

2T 2
+ Cβ(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖)2mδe

Kβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ρ̃0‖

+ Cβ(1 + ‖ṽ0‖)2mδe
Kβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m−1‖ṽ0‖

+ Cβ(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖)2mδe
Kβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ0‖

+ Cβ(1 + ‖v0‖)2mδe
Kβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖

2)m−1‖v0‖

≤
β

2T 2
+ 2mδeKβ(T−s0)C2

β(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m +mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖

2)m−1‖B
3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2

+ 2mδeKβ(T−s0)C2
β(1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m +mδeKβ(T−s0)(1 + ‖ṽ0‖
2)m−1‖∇ṽ0‖

2

+ 2mδeKβ(T−t0)C2
β(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖

2)m +mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ρ0‖

2

+ 2mδeKβ(T−t0)C2
β(1 + ‖v0‖

2)m +mδeKβ(T−t0)(1 + ‖v0‖
2)m−1‖∇v0‖

2.

where we used Poincare’s inequality for v0, ṽ0 in the last inequality. Choosing Kβ = 1 + 4mC2
β , and Using

above estimate in (5.23) we have

δ

2
Kβe

Kβ(T−t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖v0‖

2)m] +
δ

2
Kβe

Kβ(T−s0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m + (1 + ‖ṽ0‖

2)m]

+mδeKβ(T−t0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ0‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ρ0‖

2] +
1

5ǫ
‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2

+mδeKβ(T−s0)[(1 + ‖∇ρ̃0‖
2)m−1‖B

3/2
N ρ̃0‖

2] +
1

4ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2

+H

(

s0, ρ̃0, ṽ0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0),

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)

)

−H

(

t0, ρ0,v0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0),

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)

)
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≤ −
β

T 2
+ σ(δ, ǫ) + σ1(ǫ; δ)

‖v0 − ṽ0‖
2

ǫ
+ σ2(ǫ; δ)

‖BN (ρ− ρ̃)‖2

ǫ
. (5.25)

For fixed β and δ we know that there exists Rδ > 0 such that ‖ρ0‖D(B
1/2
N )

, ‖ρ̃‖
D(B

1/2
N )

, ‖v0‖, ‖ṽ‖ ≤ Rδ. Let

Dβ,δ be such that

ωRδ
(s) ≤

β

4T 2
+Dβ,δ s. (5.26)

Then we have
∣
∣
∣
∣
H

(

s0, ρ̃0, ṽ0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0),

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)

)

−H

(

t0, ρ0,v0,
1

ǫ
(ρ0 − ρ̃0),

1

ǫ
A−1(v0 − ṽ0)

)∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ ωRδ
(s0 − t0) + ωRδ

(‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖+ ‖v0 − ṽ0‖)

+ ω

(
1

ǫ
‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖ ‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖+

1

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖‖A

−1(v0 − ṽ0)‖

)

≤
β

4T 2
+ σ(γ) +

β

4T 2
+Dβ,δ(‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖+ ‖v0 − ṽ0‖)

+
β

4T 2
+ Cβ

(
1

ǫ
‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 +
1

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖‖A

−1(v0 − ṽ0)‖

)

≤ σ(γ) +
3β

4T 2
+Dβ,δ(‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖+ ‖v0 − ṽ0‖) +

Cβ

ǫ
‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 +
C2

β

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2
V′

div

+
1

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2

≤ σ(γ, ǫ) +
3β

4T 2
+Dβ,δ(‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖+ ‖v0 − ṽ0‖+

Cβ

ǫ
‖∇(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2) +
1

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2

≤ σ(γ, ǫ) +
3β

4T 2
+Dβ,δ(‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖+ ‖v0 − ṽ0‖) +

Cβ

ǫ
‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2 +
1

ǫ
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2 (5.27)

where we used Poincare’s inequality in the last step above. Substituting (5.27) in (5.25), we get
(
1

5
− Cβ − σ2(ǫ; δ)

)
‖BN(ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖

2

ǫ
−Dβ,δ‖BN (ρ0 − ρ̃0)‖+

(
1

4
− σ1(ǫ; δ)

)
‖v0 − ṽ0‖

2

ǫ
−Dβ,δ‖v0 − ṽ0‖

≤ −
β

4T 2
+ σ(γ, ǫ, δ).

(5.28)

Choose Cβ such that 1
5 − Cβ − σ2(ǫ; δ) > 0 to observe that

lim
ǫ→0

inf
r>0

(
(15 − Cβ − σ2(ǫ; δ))r

2

ǫ
−Dβ,δ r

)

= 0

and choosing 1
4 − σ1(ǫ; δ) >

1
8 we have

lim
ǫ→0

inf
r>0

(
r2

8ǫ
−Dβ,δ r

)

= 0

If we send γ → 0, ǫ→ 0 and δ → 0 in (5.28), LHS goes to zero which gives a contradiction. �
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Linéaire, 27(1):401–436, 2010.

[31] G. Giacomin and J. L. Lebowitz. Phase segregation dynamics in particle systems with long range interactions. I. Macroscopic limits.

J. Statist. Phys., 87(1-2):37–61, 1997.

[32] G. Giacomin and J. L. Lebowitz. Phase segregation dynamics in particle systems with long range interactions. II. Interface motion.

SIAM J. Appl. Math., 58(6):1707–1729, 1998.

[33] B. Goldys and F. Gozzi. Second order parabolic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations in Hilbert spaces and stochastic control: L2
µ

approach. Stochastic Process. Appl., 116(12):1932–1963, 2006.

[34] F. Gozzi. Regularity of solutions of a second order Hamilton-Jacobi equation and application to a control problem. Comm. Partial

Differential Equations, 20(5-6):775–826, 1995.

[35] F. Gozzi. Second order Hamilton-Jacobi equations in Hilbert spaces and stochastic optimal control. In Stochastic partial differential

equations and applications (Trento, 2002), volume 227 of Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math., pages 255–285. Dekker, New York,

2002.
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[39] F. Gozzi and A Świȩch. Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations for the optimal control of the Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai equation. J.

Funct. Anal., 172(2):466–510, 2000.

[40] M. Hintermüller, M. Hinze, C. Kahle, and T. Keil. A goal-oriented dual-weighted adaptive finite element approach for the optimal

control of a nonsmooth Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system. Optim. Eng., 19(3):629–662, 2018.

[41] M. Hintermüller and D. Wegner. Optimal control of a semidiscrete Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system. SIAM J. Control Optim.,

52(1):747–772, 2014.

[42] M. Hintermüller and D. Wegner. Distributed and boundary control problems for the semidiscrete Cahn-Hilliard/Navier-Stokes

system with nonsmooth Ginzburg-Landau energies. In Topological optimization and optimal transport, volume 17 of Radon Ser.

Comput. Appl. Math., pages 40–63. De Gruyter, Berlin, 2017.

[43] P. C. Hohenberg and B. I. Halperin. Theory of dynamic critical phenomena. Reviews of Modern Physics, 49(3):435, 1977.

[44] H. Ishii. Viscosity solutions for a class of Hamilton-Jacobi equations in Hilbert spaces. J. Funct. Anal., 105(2):301–341, 1992.

[45] H Ishii. Viscosity solutions of nonlinear second-order partial differential equations in Hilbert spaces. Comm. Partial Differential

Equations, 18(3-4):601–650, 1993.

[46] O. A. Ladyzenskaja. A dynamical system that is generated by the Navier-Stokes equations. Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR, 205:318–320,

1972.

[47] O. A. Ladyzhenskaya. The mathematical theory of viscous incompressible flow. Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, New York-

London-Paris,, english edition, 1969. Translated from the Russian by Richard A. Silverman and John Chu.

[48] F. Li and B. You. Optimal distributed control for a model of homogeneous incompressible two-phase flows. J. Dyn. Control Syst.,

27(1):153–177, 2021.

[49] P.-L. Lions. Viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear second-order equations and optimal stochastic control in infinite dimensions. I.

The case of bounded stochastic evolutions. Acta Math., 161(3-4):243–278, 1988.

[50] P.-L. Lions and P. E. Souganidis. Viscosity solutions of second-order equations, stochastic control and stochastic differential games.

In Stochastic differential systems, stochastic control theory and applications (Minneapolis, Minn., 1986), volume 10 of IMA Vol. Math.

Appl., pages 293–309. Springer, New York, 1988.

[51] T. T. Medjo, C. Tone, and F. Tone. Maximum principle of optimal control of a Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes model with state

constraints. Optimal Control Appl. Methods, 42(3):807–832, 2021.

[52] L. Nirenberg. On elliptic partial differential equations. Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (3), 13:115–162, 1959.

[53] S. S. Sritharan. Dynamic programming of the Navier-Stokes equations. Systems Control Lett., 16(4):299–307, 1991.

[54] A. Swiech. Viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear partial differential equations with unbounded terms in infinite dimensions. ProQuest

LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 1993. Thesis (Ph.D.)–University of California, Santa Barbara.

[55] A Swiech. “Unbounded” second order partial differential equations in infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces. Comm. Partial Differen-

tial Equations, 19(11-12):1999–2036, 1994.

[56] T. T. Medjo. Optimal control of a Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes model with state constraints. J. Convex Anal., 22(4):1135–1172,

2015.

[57] T. T. Medjo. Robust control of a Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes model. Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 15(6):2075–2101, 2016.

[58] D. Tataru. Viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi equations with unbounded nonlinear terms. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 163(2):345–

392, 1992.

[59] D. Tataru. Viscosity solutions for Hamilton-Jacobi equations with unbounded nonlinear term: a simplified approach. J. Differential

Equations, 111(1):123–146, 1994.

[60] R. Temam. Navier-Stokes equations. Theory and numerical analysis. Studies in Mathematics and its Applications, Vol. 2. North-

Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam-New York-Oxford, 1977.


	1. Introduction
	2. Mathematical setting
	3. Dynamic Programming Principle
	3.1. Continuity properties of a value function
	3.2. Dynamic Programming Principle (DPP)

	4. Hamilton Jacobi Bellman equations
	5. Uniqueness
	Acknowledgements

	References

