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1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q € RY be a domain. The initial-boundary value problem for the incompress-

ible Navier-Stokes Equations is the following one,

/

(1) 2+ div, (v®v)+ Vep =vAzv+ f V(x,t) € Qx (0,T),

) ) it) div,v=0  V(zr,t) € Qx(0,T),
| (i) v=0  V(x,1) €00 x (0,T),

() wv(z,0) =wvo(x) Vo € Q.

\
Here v = v(z,t) : 2x(0,T) — R is an unknown velocity, p = p(x,t) : 2x(0,7) — R
is an unknown pressure, associated with v, ¥ > 0 is a given constant viscosity, f :
Q% (0,T) — RY is a given force field and vy : © — R is a given initial velocity. The
existence of weak solution to (L)) satisfying the Energy inequality was first proved
in the celebrating works of Leray (1934). There are many different procedures for
constructing weak solutions (see Leray [9],[10] (1934); Kiselev and Ladyzhenskaya [§]
(1957); Shinbrot [12] (1973)). The most common methods are based on the so called
Faedo-Galerkin approximation process. Application of Faedo-Galerkin method for
(LI was first considered by Hopf in [7]. We also refer to Masuda [11] for the problem
in higher dimension. In this paper we present a variational method to investigate
the Navier-Stokes equations that we thought to be completely new, see however the
remarks below. As an application of this method we give a relatively simple proof of
the existence of weak solutions to the problem (ITI).

Let us briefly describe our method. Consider for simplicity f = 0 in (LI)). For
every smooth u : Q x [0, T] — R¥ satisfying conditions (ii) — (iv) of (IT)) define the
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12)  Blu):= _/ / (V1Yo + (V) dadt + —/ (e, T)|2 d,
2 0 QO 1% 2 QO

where H,(z,t) solves the following Stokes system for every t € (0,7T),

A H, = (%+divx(u®u))+vxp x €,

(1.3) div, H, =0 z€Q,

H,=0 Vo € 0f).

A simple integration by parts gives

(1.4) E(u):i/T/ (1990~ V., 1,) dxdt+1/\v (2)[2 da
. 2 o 0 T xdly 9 0 0 .

Therefore, if there exists at least a smooth solution to (L) (with f = 0) then a
smooth function u : Q x (0,7) — R will be a solution to (L) (with f = 0) if and
only if it is a minimizer of the functional in (.2) among all smooth divergence free
vector fields satisfying the boundary and the initial value conditions of (I.I]). For the
rigorous formulations and statements, see Section 5. This remark relates the problem
of existence of solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations to that of minimizing the
energy E(u).

Unfortunately, when applying this method to the Navier-Stokes Equation one meets
certain difficulties, for example in proving the existence of minimizers to £. But we
can apply this method to a suitable approximation of problem (I.I]). We approximate
(CT) by replacing the nonlinear term div, (v ®v) with the terms div, { f,,(|v|?)(v®@v)},
where f, : RT — R* are regular cutoff functions satisfying f,(s) = 1 for s < n
and f,(s) = 0 for s > 2n. The approximating problems are simpler than (L),
since the nonlinear term has higher integrability. Next we consider the energies F,
corresponding to the approximating problems and investigate the Euler-Lagrange
equations of E, and the existence of minimizers. In this way we get solutions to
the approximating problems which satisfy the energy equality (in fact these solutions
will be regular if the initial data and the domain are). Next we pass to the limit for
n — oo and obtain a weak solution to (ILT]). For the details see Section Bl

After completing the first version of this paper I learned that an energy-functional,
very similar to (L2)), was used by Ghoussoub and his coauthors, see [3, 4], [5 6],
to prove existence of weak solutions for (II)) and to study many other evolution

equations. The basic variational principle behind this approach was first introduced
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by Brezis and Ekeland, see [I] (I wasn’t aware of this article as well). The main new
feature of our method is that, unlike the previous works mentioned above, we menage
to deduce directly from the Euler-Lagrange equation associated with (L2) that the
minimizer is a solution of the original problem (ITI).

We shall now demonstrate our method in the simple example of the heat equation.

In this case, the energy-functional takes the form

(1.5)  E(u / / IVoul® + [V {A () }\ d:rdt+ /|u z, T dx,
where A~ f is the solution of

Ay=f x e,
y=0 YV € 09).

The variational functional of type (L)) was first considered by Brezis and Ekeland [I]
in the more general case of gradient flows. Let us investigate the Euler-Lagrange
equation for (LH). If u satisfies u(z,t) = 0 for every (z,t) € 92 x (0,T) and u(z,0) =

vo(x), then, as before,

:%/OT/QOVQE{U—A;I(&U)}F) d:cdt+%/ﬂv§(:c)dx,

Set W, := u — A1 (yu). Then, for every minimizer u and for every smooth test
function 6(x,t) satisfying 6(z,t) = 0 for every (x,t) € 9Q x (0,T) and §(z,0) = 0,
we obtain

dE(u + 35)

0= ds

= [ (S - ) =

—hm—/ (8 Wosa = A1) - (Wiaia) + W) =

T
lim = / (= Db+ 00) - (Wisss) + Wa) = / / (VWV, - V.06 + W, - 9,6).
0 Q

Since § was arbitrary (in particular §(z, T) is free) we deduce that A, W, +90,W,, = 0,
Wy(z, T) =0 and W, =0 if x € 9. Changing variables 7 := T — ¢ gives

oW, = AW, V(x,7) € Qx(0,T),

Wy (z,0) =0,

Wy(z,7) =0 V(z,7) € 002 x (0,T).

Therefore W, = 0 and then A,u = Oyu, i.e., u is the solution of the heat equation.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

For two matrices A, B € RP*? with ¢j-th entries a;; and b;; respectively, we write
P 4q
A:B = Z aijbij.
i=1j=1
Given a vector valued function f(z) = (fi(z),..., fa(z)) : @ = R* (Q C RY) we

denote by V. f the k x N matrix with ij-th entry ng;.
For a matrix valued function F(x) := {Fj;(x)} : RY — R*¥ we denote by div F the

N
R*-valued vector field defined by div F' := (ly,...,I}) where [; = %I;Z_j . Throughout
=1

the rest of the paper we assume that €2 is domain in R"V.

Definition 2.1. We denote:

e By Vy the space {p € C(Q,RY) : div = 0} and by Ly the space, which
is the closure of Vy in the space L*(Q, RY), endowed with the norm ||¢]|| :=
(Jolpldz)"".

e By HL(Q,RY) the closure of C>(Q, RY) with respect to the norm |||p||| :=
([ |V<p\2dx)l/2. This space differ from H}(2,RY) only in the case of un-
bounded domain.

e By Vy the closure of Vy in HZ(Q,RY).

e By V]§1 the space dual to Vy.

e By ) the space

Y= {o(x,t) € C=(Q x [0,T),RY) : div, ¢ =0} .

Remark 2.1. Tt is obvious that u € D'(Q, RY) (rigorously the equivalence class of u,

up to gradients) belongs to V! if and only if there exists w € Vi such that
/Vw:Vch:z:—<u,5> Vo e Vy.
Q
In particular Aw = u + Vp as a distribution and

Mwlll= " sup — <wu,é>=|[Juf||-1.
seVv, [l8llI<1

Definition 2.2. We will say that the distribution I € D'(2 x (0,T),RY) belongs
to L2(0,T; V"), if there exists v(-,t) € L*(0,T;Vy"'), such that for every v (z,t) €
C>(Q x (0,T),RY), satisfying div, 1) = 0, we have

<I(5) () >=/0 < (-, t), (-, t) > dt.
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Remark 2.2. Let v(-,t) € L*(0,T;Vy"'). For a.e. t € [0,7] consider V,(-,t) as in
Remark 2], corresponding to v(-,t), i.e.

/ VoVi(a,t) : Vad(x)da = — < v(-,£),6() > Vo€ V.
Q
Then it is clear that V,(-, ) € L?(0,T; Vy) and

||‘/UHL2(0,T§VN) = ||UHL2(O,T;VI\71)‘

In the sequel we will need several lemmas. In all of them Q C RY is a bounded
domain. The following Lemma can be proved in the same way as Lemmas 2.1 and

2.2'in [2].

Lemma 2.1. Let u € L?(0,T;Vy) N L=(0,T; Ly) be such that Ou € L*(0,T; Vy?).
Consider Vy(-,t) € L*(0,T;Vy) as in Remark[22, corresponding to dyu. Then we
can redefine u on a subset of [0,T] of Lebesque measure zero, so that u(-,t) will be

Ly-weakly continuous in t on [0,T]. Moreover, for every 0 < a < b < T and for

every P(xz,t) € Y (see Definition[2.1]) we will have

b b
(2.1) / / Vi Vo : Vo dadt —/ /u - Oy dadt
a Q a Q

:/Qu(x,a)-w(x,a)d:v—/u(:v, b) - (. b)dz

Q
Remark 2.3. Let F € Lip (RN, RM*N) satisfying F'(0) = 0. Then for every u €
L>(0,T; Ly) we have F(u) € L>(0,T;L*(Q,RY*Y)) and therefore div, F(u) €
L2(0,T; V). If in addition dyu € L*(0,T;Vy") then we obtain dyu + div, F(u) €
L0, T; V).

We have then the following Corollary to Lemma 211

Corollary 2.1. Let u be as in Lemma 21 and let F € Lip (RN, RY*N) satisfying
F(0) = 0. Assume, in addition, that u(-,t) is Ly-weakly continuous in t on [0,T]
(see Lemmal2.1]). Consider V(-,t) € L*(0,T;Vy) as in Remark[22, corresponding to
Owu + divg F(u). Then for every 0 < a < b < T and for every i(x,t) € Y we have

(2.2) /ab/QVxV:Vxlpdxdt—/ab/g(u-aﬂb+F(u):V:ﬂﬁ) drdt
:/Qu(at,a)-w(x,a)dz—/ﬂu(z, b) - Y(x,b)dx .

We will need in the sequel the following compactness result.
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Lemma 2.2. Let {u,} C L*(0,T;Vy) N L®(0,T; Ly) be a subsequence, bounded in
L>(0,T; Ly) and such that

(2.3) U, — ug  weakly in L*(0,T; Vy),

and

(2.4) Un (1) = ug(-,t) weakly in Ly Yt € (0,7T).
Then

(2.5) U, — ug  strongly in L*(0,T; Ly) .

We will give the proof of this Lemma in the Appendix.

3. EXISTENCE OF THE WEAK SOLUTION TO THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

Throughout this section we assume that Q C R is a bounded domain.

Definition 3.1. Let F(v) = {F;;(v)} € C*RY,RY*N) N Lip satisfy F(0) = 0 and

OF;; OF,;
WWJL (U) = 8vi]

such F' by §.

(v) for all v € RY and m,i,5 € {1,...,N}. Denote the class of all

Remark 3.1. Let F' € §. Then it is clear that there exists G(v) = (G1(v),...,Gy(v)) €
C2(RN,RY), such that 52 (v) = Fj;(v) ie. V,G(v) = (F(v))T.

Using our variational approach, we will prove in the sequel the existence of a

solution of the following problem

(

0+ div, F(0) + Vap = Agv ¥(,1) € 2% (0,T),
div,v=0  VY(x,t) € Qx(0,T),
v=0  Y(z,t)€dNx(0,T),

v(z,0) = vo(x) Vo € Q2
\

for every F' € §, which in addition satisfies the Energy Equality (see Theorem [A.T]).
But first of all, in the proof of the following theorem we would like to explain how

this fact implies the existence of weak solution to the Navier-Stokes Equation.

Theorem 3.1. Let vo(z) € Ly. Then there exists u € L*(0,T;Vy) N L*°(0,T; Ly)
satisfying

(3.2) /Qvo(x)~¢(:c,0)dx+/0T/Q(u~8t¢+(u®u):Vmiﬁ) :/OT/QVzu:Vmiﬂ,
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for every (z,t) € C®(Q x [0,T),RY) such that div, ¢ = 0, i.e.
Ayu = O+ divy, (u@u) + Vyp, andu(z,0) =vo(z).

Moreover, for a.e. T € [0,T] we have

(3.3) /OT/Q|un|2d:cdt§ %(/Qvg(x)dx—/ﬂu%,f)dx).

Proof. Fix some h(s) € C*(R, [0, 1]), satisfying h(s) = 1 Vs < 1 and h(s) = 0Vs > 2.
For every n € N define f,(s) := h(s/n). Consider

(3.4) Fo(v) = fu(l0*) (v @ v) + ga(lv]*) Iy,

where Iy is a N x N-unit matrix and g,(r) := % [T f.(s)ds. Then for every n

we have F,, € § and there exists A > 0 such that |F,(v)] < Av|? for every v

and n. Fix also some sequence {v(()n)}z":l C Vy such that v(g") — vp strongly in

Ly as n — oo. By Theorem [L1] bellow, for every n there exist a function u, €
L*(0,T; V)N L>®(0,T; Ly), such that dyu,, € L2(0,T; V") and u,(-,t) is Ly-weakly

continuous in ¢ on [0, 7], which satisfy

35) [ @ w0+ [ [ ot Fan) V) = [ [ G

for every ¢(x,t) € C=°(Q2 x [0,T),RY), such that div, ¢ = 0. Moreover, by the same

Theorem, for every 7 € [0, 7] we obtain

1 T 1
(3.6) : /Q (2, 7)dz + /0 /Q Vo dodt = /Q (W) () dz

Therefore, since v(()") is bounded in Ly we obtain that there exists C' > 0 independent

of n and t such that
(3.7) lun(, )|y <C VYneN;tel0,T].

Moreover, {u,} is bounded in L*(0,T;Vy). By ([B.5) and [22)), for every ¢t € [0, 7]

and for every ¢ € Vy, we have

88 [dw) oo [ [ Vo Vo [ [ )90

=/un(:v,t)'¢(if)dl“-
Q
Since |F,(un)| < Clu,|?, by B0),

(3.9) 1 (ttn (- )| 1mvony < C ¥ € Nyt € [0,T].
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In particular {F,(u,)} is bounded in L'(Q x (0,7), RV*N). Therefore, there exists
a finite Radon measure g € M(Q2 x (0,T), RV*N) such that , up to a subsequence,
F,(u,) — p weakly as a sequence of finite Radon measures. Then for every ¢ €

Cse(Q x (0,T), RV*N) we have

T
(3.10) lim / /Fn(un) s drdt = / WY odu.
n=eo Jo Jo Qx(0,T)
Moreover, by (3.9), we obtain

(3.11) 112 % (a, b)) ggirgo/ /Q\Fn(un)\dxdtgé(b—a).

Then, by (39), BI0) and [BI1)), for every ¢ € Vy and every t € [0, T] we obtain

(312)  lim / t / Fy (un(z, )) : Voo(x) deds = / V.o(z) : dulz, s).
n= Jo Ja Qx(0,t)

But since u,, is bounded in L?(0,T;Vy), up to a subsequence, it converge weakly

in L?(0,T;Vy) to the limit ug. We also know that wu,(-,0) — wvo(-) weakly in Ly.

Plugging these facts and ([B.12]) into ([B.8), for every t € [0,7] and every ¢ € Vy we

infer
(3.13)  lm [ wuy(x,t)- ¢(z)dx =

/Q vo() - d(x)dz — /0 /Q Vo : Vo + /Q Vo) ).

Since Vy is dense in Ly, by ([81), and (B.I3)), for every ¢ € [0, 7] there exists u(-,t) €
Ly such that

(3.14) Un(-,t) = u(-,t) weakly in Ly Vt € [0,T],

Moreover, ||u(-,t)||z, < C. But we have u, — ug in L*(0,T; Vy), therefore u = ug
and sou € L?(0,T; Viy)NL*>®(0,T; Ly). Then we can use (3.7), (3.14) and Lemma2.2]
to deduce that u, — u strongly in L?(0,T; Ly). Then, up to a subsequence, we have
un(,t) = u(z,t) almost everywhere in Q x (0,7). In particular f,(|u,(z,t)[?) — 1

almost everywhere in Q x (0,7). Then,

M/O /Q‘fn(\un\2)(un®un) — (u®u)| dzdt <

n—o0
— (T T
lim/ /|fn(|un|2)|-|(un®un)—(u®u)|,d:vdt+lim/ /u2}fn(|un|2)—1]da:dt20.

Therefore, letting n tend to oo in ([B.3]), we obtain ([3.2]). Moreover, by (B3.0), for a.e.
t € [0, 7] we obtain (B.3)). This completes the proof. O
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4. PROOF OF THE EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO (B.1])

Throughout this section we assume that  C RY is a bounded domain. The

following Lemma can be proved in the same way as Theorem 4.1 in [2].

Lemma 4.1. Let u € L*(0,T;Vy) N L>(0,T; Ly) be such that O,u € L*(0,T;Vy")
and let u(-,t) be Ly-weakly continuous in t on [0,T] (see Lemma [21]). Consider
Vo(-,t) € L*(0,T;Vy) as in Remark[2.3, corresponding to Oyu. Then for every T €
[0, 7] we have

/ /qu:VmVodxdt: 1(/uz(:c,O)alx—/uz(:c,T)alx).
o Ja 2\ Jo Q

Corollary 4.1. Let u € L*(0,T;Vy) be such that du € L*(0,T;Vy"'). Then u €
LOO(O>T7 LN)

We will give the proof of this Corollary in the Appendix.

Next we have the second Corollary to Lemma (411

Corollary 4.2. Let F € § and let u € L*(0,T; Vy)NL>(0,T; Ly) be such that Ou €
L2(0,T; V') and let u(-,t) be Ly-weakly continuous in t on [0,T] (see LemmalZ1).
Consider V(-,t) € L*(0,T;Vy) as in Remark[2.3, corresponding to dyu + div, F(u)
(see Remark[Z.3). Then for every 7 € [0,T] we have

(4.1) /OT/Qqu : V. Vdedt = %(/Quz(:z,())dx — /Qu2(l’,7')dllf) :

Proof. By Lemma [A1] for every 7 € [0, T] we obtain

/ /V V :V,udedt — / / : Veudzdt
_ %(/QuQ(a?,O)d:)s—/Qu2(x,7‘)dat>.

But for almost every ¢t € [0,7] u(-,t) € Vy, therefore, for every such fixed ¢ there
exists a sequence {d,(-)}>2, € Vy, such that 6,(-) — u(-,t) in V. But for every
0 € Vny we obtain

R ”‘/ZZ az]

=1 j=1 j=1

=2

013 /dex G(6) =0,

where G is as in Remark [3.T] Therefore, since F' is Lipshitz function, we obtain

/Q Flu(z,1)) : Vou(z,t)de = lim [ F(ou(z)) : Vadn(z) dz = 0.

n—oo QO

Therefore, using ([A2]), we obtain (41]) and the result follows. O
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Definition 4.1. Let u € L?(0,T; Vyx)NL>®(0,T; Ly) be such that dyu € L*(0,T;Vy")
and such that u(-,t) is Ly-weakly continuous in ¢ on [0, 7]. Denote the set of all such
functions u by R. For a fixed F' € § and for every u € R let H,(-,t) € L*(0,T; Vy)
be as in Remark 2.2 corresponding to Oyu + div, F'(u). That is for every ¢ (x,t) €
C>=(Q x (0,T),RY) such that div, 1) = 0 we have

/OT/Q(u-aﬂbﬂLF(U)ivxw)dxdt:/OTLvau:wadxdt_

Define a functional Ip(u) : R — R by

(43)  Ip(u) = %(/OT/Q(|qu|2+IVxHu|2>da:dt+/Q|u(a:,T)|2d9:),

and for every vy € Viy consider the minimization problem

(4.4) inf{7p(u) : ue R,u(-,0) = vo()}.

Remark 4.1. Since by Corollary [4.2] we have

T 1
/ / V.u: V. H,dedt = —(/ lu(z,0)[*dx —/ |u(x,T)|2dx) ,
o Ja 2\ Ja Q

we can rewrite the definition of Ir in (43) by

1 T
(4.5)  Ip(u):= 5(/ / (Vo — Vo H,|*dedt + / |u(z, 0)|2dzv> Yu e R.
0o Jo 0

Lemma 4.2. For every u € R and every §(x,t) € Y, such that §(x,0) = 0, we have

(4.6) lim Tp(u+90) = Ie(u) _

s—0 S

N

/T/ VW'V6+86-W—(Z&8—F(u)>-VW ddt
0 0 zVVau - T t U ]auj . xVVu )

i=1

where we denote W,, :=u — H,.
10



Proof. We have

1 [T 2 2

1 T
2_3/ /Q (va(u-i-S(S) - Vqu) . (VSCW(u—i-s(S) —+ vau) —

—_

! /OT << — sA + div, F(u + s0) — div, F(u)) (-,1), (W(u+35) + Wu)(’ t)> dt

(W(u+st5) (LL’, t) + Wu(xv t)) }

N —

T
:/ /{ (VaWiusrss) + VaW,) : Vb + 9,6(, t) -
0 Q

_/T/QE(F(U—I—S(S) () ¢ 5 (VaWiasss) + VaIV,) dadt.

Since F is Lipschitz and C', we obtain

(4.8)

1 Y oF

E(F(u+ s6) — F(u)) — Zéja—u](u) as s — 0 strongly in L*(Q2 x (0,T), RN
j=1

On the other hand, for every h(z,t) € L*(0,T; Vi) we obtain

(4.9) 11m//vw(u+55 VW) - Voh(z,t) =

s—0
hm<//at5 Ay0) - hdwdt — // (u+ s6) — ())ivxhdxdt):
Therefore
(4.10) Wiusssy — W, weakly in L*(0,T; Vi) .

In particular W, remains bounded in L*(0,T; Viv) as s — 0. Therefore, by (7)),

we obtain
T
lim/ /(|va(u+85)|2— [VW,|?) dzdt = 0.
s—0 0 Q
So
(4.11) Wiusssy = Wa  strongly in L*(0,T; Vi) .

Therefore, using (L11]) and ([A8) in (4.7), we infer

4 12 hm—/ / ‘V W(u+35 |vqu‘2> =

s—0 8
N or
VW, : V0 + 0,60 - W, — 0i—(u :Vqu}dxdt.
/0 /S;{ ‘ <; ]8Uj( )>
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So, by (£H) and ([{I2), we obtain that for every §(z,t) € ), such that é(x,0) = 0,
we must have (4.6]). O

Lemma 4.3. Let u € R be a minimizer to (A4). Then H, = u, i.e.
Ayu = Oyu + div, F(u) + Vp.

Proof. Let 6(z,t) € Y be such that §(z,0) = 0. Then for every s € R (u+ s0) € R
and (u + $0)(+,0) = vg(+). Therefore,

(4.13) ling Lo+ 50) = Ir(u)

s—0 S

=0.

So, by ([A0]) in Lemma (2] for every §(z,t) € Y such that 6(z,0) = 0 we must have

(4.14) //{VW Va6 + 0,0 - W, — (Zaj (w)) VW}d:):dt:O,

where W, € L*(0,T; Vy) defined by W, = u — H,. Since gTIZ- € L™, we obtain that
the functional L(¢) : Vy — R defined by

/(qu] (w) : VoW, do

belongs to V! for a.e. t € (0,T). Moreover there exists Q(z,t) € L?(0,T;Vy) such
that for a.e. t € (0,7") we have

/(Zaﬁ] () Vde_/Vxth) V.é(x)dr Vo € V.

Then from (ETI4) we obtain that 9,W, € L?(0,T;Vy') and we have

T
(4.15) < OWy (-, ), (-, ) >= —/ / V. (Q —W,) : Vb dedt
o Ja
Vi € C°(Q x (0,7),RY) s.t. divyp =0.
Therefore, by Corollary 1] W, € L*(0,T; Ly) and by Lemma [Z1] we can redefine
Wy (-,t) on a set of Lebesgue measure zero on [0,7] so that W,(-,t) be Ly-weakly

continuous in t on [0,7]. From now we consider such W,. Moreover, by (22) and

(4.13), for every § € Y, such that d(x,0) = 0, we obtain

T T
| [ va@-wosVabdsar— [ [ W, adsdt =~ [ W70, 7).
0 Q 0 Q Q
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or in the another form

N

(4.16) //VW V.6 dwdt — // Zajgf (w)) : VW, dadt
J

7j=1

+/ /Wu-ﬁtéd:zdt—/Wu(x,T)-5(1’,T)d:£:0.
o Jo Q

Comparing (4.16) with (414]), we obtain that W, (:,7") = 0. Therefore, by Corollary
4.1l and Lemma [A.1] for every t € [0,7] we obtain

T 1
/ / V Wy : Ve (Q—W,)dxds = = / W2(x,t)dx,
¢ Jao 2 Jo

or in the equivalent form

(4.17)

N
//\VW|2dxds+ /sztd:c—// > (W) )VWd:cds
i 8u]

In particular there exists C' > 0, independent of ¢, such that

N
2 <
//|VW|da:ds //; ]8% )VWd:zds
T T 1/2
§C< /|Vqu|2dxds / /|Wu|2d:5ds) :
t Ja t Ja
So

T T
(4.18) / /|Vqu|2dxds SC’Q/ /|Wu|2dxds.
t Jo t Jo

Then, using (£I7) and (£I8) we obtain

(4.19) /szztdx</ / ); ()):Vqudatds
Ou,
1/2 T
SC(/ /|Vqu|2d:5ds / /|Wu|2d1’d$) SC’Q/ /|Wu|2d:£ds.
t Ja t Ja t Ja

Then by Gronwall’s Lemma [, W2(xz,t)dz = 0. So, by definition of W, we obtain
H, = u. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.1. For every vy(-) € Viy there exists a minimizer u to ([L4). It satisfies

H, =u, i.e.

Ayu = Oyu + div, F(u) + Vp,
13



u(x,0) = vo(x) and

1 T 1
(4.20) —/u2(£17,7')d113'—|—/ /|qu|2d:£dt: —/vg(:)s)dx vr e [0,T].
2 Ja o Ja 2 Ja

Moreover ifv € R satisfy v(-,0) = vo(-) and H, = v, i.e. Ayv = v+div, F(v)+V,p,

then v is a minimizer to (4.

Proof. First of all we want to note that the set A,, :={u € R : u(-,0) = vo(-)} is not
empty. In particular the function wg(+,t) := wvo(-) belongs to A,,. Let
K := inf Ip(u).

UEA'UO

Then K > 0. Consider the minimizing sequence {u,} C A,,, i.e. the sequence such
that lim,, o Ir(u,) = K. Then, by the definition of I in (4.3]), we obtain that there

exists C' > 0, independent of n, such that
T
(4.21) / / (IVotn|* + |VoH,,|?) dedt < C.
0 Jo
Then up to a subsequence,
(4.22) u, —wuy weakly in L?(0,7;Vy) and H,, — H weakly in L*(0,7; Vy).
From the other hand, by Corollary d.2], for every ¢ € [0, 7] we have

t
/ui(m,t)dx:/ui(:c,O)dx—2/ /Vmun : V. H,, .
Q Q 0 Jo

Therefore, since, u,, and H,, are bounded in L*(0,T; Vy) by (£21) and u,,(+,0) = vo(-)

we obtain that there exists C' > 0 independent of n and ¢ such that

In particular, up to a further subsequence F(u,) — F weakly in L?(2x (0, T'), RN*V).
Then by ([A.22) and ([2.2)), for every ¢ € [0,T] and for every ¢ € Vy, we have

(4.24) lim [ uy(x,t)- ¢(x)dx =

n—o0 0

im ( [t -otr— [ [ 9ot 500 [ [ P w)
:/Qvo(:c)~¢(x)dx—/0t/QVxH:Vx¢+/0t/QF:Vmgb.
14



Since Vy is dense in Ly, by [23), and ([E24), for every t € [0,T] there exists
u(+,t) € Ly such that

(4.25) Up(-,t) = u(-,t) weakly in Ly Vt € [0,7].

Moreover, |u(-,t)||z, < C. But we have u,, — uy weakly in L?(0,T; Ly), therefore

u=1ug a.e. and sou € L*(0,T;Vy)NL>®(0,T; Ly). Then using (£23)), (£.22)), ([£27)
and Lemma [2.2] we deduce that

(4.26) u, —u strongly in L*(0,T; Ly) .

Moreover, by ([A24) we obtain that wu(-,t) is Ly-weakly continuous in ¢ on [0, T].

Therefore, by (£25) and ([E22]),
(4.27)

T T
/ /|qu|2dxdt—|—/ |u(z, T)Pdz < lim (/ /|qun|2datdt+/ |un(:1:,T)|2d:B).
0 JQ Q n=eo \Jo Jo Q

Next for every ¢ (z,t) € C=(Q x (0,T),RY) such that div, 1) = 0 we obtain
T
(4.28) lim / / (un O + F(uy) : Vﬂb)didt =
o Jo

T T
lim / /VxHun - Ve dadt :/ /fo_[ : Ve dadt .
n= Jo Ja 0o Ja

But since F'is a Lipschitz function, by (4.26) we obtain

T T
lim /0 /Q (un O + F(uy) : ngb) dxdt = /0 /Q (u O + F(u) : wa)d:vdt

n—o0

So, by ([E28), for every ¥(x,t) € C(2 x (0,T),RY) such that div, ¢ = 0 we deduce

(4.29) /OT/Q (u- 0 + F(u) : Vptp)dadt = /OT /Q V.H : V) dwdt .

In particular dyu+div, F(u) € L*(0,T;Vy"). Therefore d,u € L*(0,T;Vy") and then
u€ Ay ={u€R: u(-,0) = v(-)}. Moreover, by ([E29), we obtain that H, = H.

So, as before,

T T
(4.30) / / V. H,|* dzdt < lim / / \V.H,, | dzdt .
0o Ja n—o Jo Ja

Combining ([{30) with (£2T), we infer

n—oo

Therefore, u is a minimizer to (4.4)). By Lemma 3]t satisfies H, = u, i.e.

Ayu = Oyu + div, F(u) + Vp.
15



Moreover, by Lemma (1] for every ¢ € [0,7] we have

/Ot/gvxu:vau - %(/Qvg(a;)dx_éﬁ(%t)dz)

Therefore we obtain ([20). Moreover, Ip(u) = 5 [, v3(z)dz. Finally if v € R satisfy
v(+,0) = vo(-) and H, = v then by (H) we have Ip(v) = 1 [, v3(z)dz = Ip(u). So v
is a minimizer to (4.4]). O

Remark 4.2. For a fixed r(x,t) € L*(0,T;Vy) we can define a functional I{z,(u) :
R — R by
(4.31)

_ 1 T
Iy (u) = 5(/ / <|qu + Vo + |V H, — er\2)dxdt +/ \u(x,T)de) :
0o Ja Q
and for every vy € Viy we can consider the minimization problem
(4.32) inf{f{p,r}(u) cu € Ryu(+,0) =wv(+)}.

Then similarly to the proof of Theorem [4.1]we can prove that there exists a minimizer

u to ([£32)) and it satisfies H, = u + r, i.e.
Agu+ Ayr = O+ div, F(u) + Vep.

Then, using this fact, as in the proof of Theorem [B.1] we can deduce the existence of

a weak solution to (LI)) with f € L2(0,T; Vy").

Remark 4.3. Similar method as in the proof of Theorem [B.I] we can apply to the
unbounded domain €2. In this case we consider a sequence of smooth bounded domains
{Q,}, such that Q,, C Q,41 and |J7—, 2, =, and a sequence v(()") — vy in Ly, such
that supp v C . Consider u,(z,t) € R(€,), such that u,(-,0) = v{(-) and for
every ¥ (z,t) € C(Q, x (0,T),RY), satisfying div, ¢ = 0, we have ([3.5]), where F), is
defined by (3.4)). Then we can deduce that there exists u € L?(0,T; Vy)NL>®(0,T; Ly)
such that, up to a subsequence, u,, — u strongly in L2 (2 x (0,7),RY). Then u will

satisfy conditions of Theorem [3.11

5. VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE FOR MORE REGULAR SOLUTIONS OF THE

NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

Let © C RY be a domain with Lipschitz boundary (not necessarily bounded).
We denote by Hy the closure of Vy in H}(2,RY) (the spaces Hy and Vy differ

only in the case of unbounded domain). For every u € L*(2 x (0,7),RY) we have
16



(u®@u) € L2(0,T; L*(Q,RY*N)) and therefore div, (u @ u) € L*(0,T;Vy'). If in
addition Gyu € L*(0,T;Vy") then we obtain dyu + div, (u ® u) € L*(0,T; Vy).

Definition 5.1. Let u € L(0, T; Hy)NL>®(0, T; Ly) be such that d,u € L*(0,T;Vy")
and such that u(-,t) is Ly-weakly continuous in ¢ on [0,7]. Denote the set of all such
functions u by R’. Denote the set R’ N L*(Q x (0,T),RY) by P. For every u € P
let H,(-,t) € L*(0,T; Vy) be as in Remark 2.2, corresponding to d,u + div, (u @ u).
That is for every ¢(x,t) € C°(Q x (0,T),RY) such that div, ¢ = 0 we have
T T
/0 /Q (u O+ (u®u) Vx¢)dxdt = /0 /QVIHU : Vb dxdt .

For a fixed r(z,t) € L*(0,T; Vy) define a functional Jy,,1(u) : P — R by
(5.1)

1/ (" _
Jipry(u) = 5(/0 /Q (\Vmu + Vor|? + |V H, — er|2>dxdt + /Q |u(x,T)|2d:c) :

Theorem 5.1. Let vy € Ly and r(x,t) € L*(0,T;Vy). Assume that there exists
u € P which satisfies u(x,0) = vo(x), and

(5.2) /OT/Q (u- 0+ (u@u) : Vyb)dedt = /OT /Q(Vmu + V,r) : Ve dadt
for every (z,t) € C®(Q x (0,T),RY), such that div, ¢ = 0, i.e.
Agu = O+ div, (u @ u) + Vap — Aur.
Then u is a minimizer of the following problem
(5. inf{ T (1) : 4 € Puu(-,0) = vo()}
Moreover if u is a minimizer to (53), then @ is a solution to (B.2).

Proof. In the same way as in the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [2] we obtain that for every

o € P we must have

(5.4) /0 ' /Q ViV, Hy dedt — %( /Q @(z,0)dz — /Q a?(x,T)dx).

Therefore,

I 1
(5.5) Jypry (@) = 5/ /Q(|qu+er—VxHu|2+|er|2) da:dt+§/9u2(:):,0)da:.
0

Therefore, u € P which satisfy u(x,0) = vo(z) and V,u + V,r = V. H, will be the
minimizer to (5.3]). Then also every minimizer @ will satisfy V,u+ V,r = V,Hy, i.e.

will satisfy (5.2]). O
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APPENDIX A.

Proof of Lemmal[22. Since for every n = 0,1,... and every ¢t € (0,7) the functional
(@) = [qun(2,t) - ¢(x)dr is bounded in Hj(Q,RY), by Rietz Representation
Theorem for every n =0, 1,... and every t € [0,T] there exists w,(-,t) € H}(Q,RY)
such that

(A1) bato) = [

Q

up(z,t) - ¢(x) de = /vawn(:v, t): Veo(x)de Vo€ Hy(Q,RY),

Equation (AJ]) gives in particular

(A.2) /Qun(:z, t) - wy(x,t)de = /Q |V, (2, 1)|* d .

Then we obtain that there exist Cy, C' > 0, independent of n and ¢, such that

(A3) /Q\Vmwn(x,t)\2dx < CO/Q (2, )2 d < C

Moreover, using (2.4)), (A.2) and the compact embedding of HZ (2, RY) into L2(2, RY),
we obtain

(A.4) wy(-,t) = wo(-,t) strongly in Hy(Q,RY) Vvt e (0,T).

We have w,(+,-) € L?(0,T; H}(2,RY)) and moreover, by (Ad]) and (A.3]), we obtain
(A.5) wy(-, ) = wo(+,-) strongly in L*(0,T; Hy(Q,RY)).
But, by (A.I)), we have,

T T
(A.6) / / u (2, 1)) ddt = / /wan(:v,t) s Vg (z,t) dedt
0o Jo o Jo

and since u, — ug in L*(0,T;Vy), by (A.5), we obtain

n—oo n—o0

T T
:/ /wao(:v,t) : Vaeuo(z, t) dedt :/ /|u0(:)3,t)|2datdt.
o Ja 0o Jo
But by (Z3) we have

T T
(A.7) lim/ /|un(:v,t)|2dxdt: lim/ /wan(x,t) : Vg (2, t) dedt
o Ja o Jo

(A.8) U, — ug weakly in L*(0,T; Ly) .

Therefore, by (A.8) and (A7) we obtain (2.3]). O
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Proof of Corollary[{.1. Let n € C*(R,R) be a mollifying kernel, satisfying n > 0,
Jen(@®)dt =1, suppn C [-1,1] and n(—t) = n(t) Vt. Given small € > 0 and ¥ (z,t) €
Cx(Q x (26, T — 2¢), RY) such that div, ¢ = 0, define

T
(A.9) Ye(z,t) = é/n(s — t>w(x, s)ds.

3
0

Then . (z,t) € C>°(Q x (0,T),RY) and satisfies div, 1). = 0. Therefore we obtain

T T
(A.10) / / - O, dwdt = / / V.V, : Vb, dadt
0 Q 0 Q

where V, (-, t) € L*(0,T;Vy) is as in Remark 2.2 corresponding to d;u. But

/OT/QU - O dadt = /OT/Qu(x,t) : (% /OTn<S ; t>85w(x, s)ds) dxdt =
/OT/Qatqp(x,t). (é /Tn<8;t)u(x, s)ds) dxdt:/OTLat¢(x,t).ue(x,t) dudt
where u.(z,t) = 1f0 /e)u(x, s)ds. By the other hand

/OT A Vmwsdxdt:/T/VxVu(:c,t): (% /OTn(Sgt)vm(x, s)ds) ddt

/ /wa x,t) ( / n(s_t>V(at s)ds) dxdt
/ /Vﬂpxt V.(V)e(z, t) dedt

where (V) =1 fo (s —t)/e)Vu(x, s)ds. Therefore, by (A.I0]), we infer

(A.11) /O /Queﬁtwd:cdt:/:/gvx(vu)e:qupd:cdt.

So Qwu. € L*(2e,T — 2¢;Vy'). Moreover u. € L*(0,T;Vy) N L=(0,T; Ly). We

have u. — u and (V). — V, strongly in L*(0,T;Vy) as € — 0. Moreover, up to
a subsequence ¢, — 0, we have u., (-,t) — u(-,t) strongly in Ly a.e. in [0,7]. In

addition, by Lemma (1] for every a,b € [2¢,T — 2¢| we have

(A.12) / /V Ue : Vo(Vy)e dadt = ;(/ng(x,a)d:c—/ﬂug(x, b)d:c).

Then letting ¢ — 0 in ([A.12]), we obtain that for almost every a and b in (0,7) we

b
/ /qu:VmVud:cdt: 1(/uz(x,a)d:c—/uz(x, b)d:c).
o Jo 2\ Ja Q

Sou e L>(0,T; Ly). O
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