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TIME-PERIODIC SOLUTIONS TO AN ENERGY BALANCE MODEL COUPLED
WITH AN ACTIVE FLUID UNDER ARBITRARY LARGE FORCES

GIANMARCO DEL SARTO, MATTHIAS HIEBER, FILIPPO PALMA, AND TAREK ZOCHLING

ABsTrACT. This article concerns time-periodic solutions to a two-dimensional Sellers-type energy balance
model coupled to the three-dimensional primitive equations via a dynamic boundary condition. It is shown
that the underlying equations admit at least one strong time-periodic solution, provided the forcing term
is time-periodic. The forcing term does not need to satisfy a smallness condition and is allowed to be
arbitrarily large.

1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of periodic solutions to ordinary and partial differential equations has a very long and rich
history. Several approaches to various solution concepts (weak, strong, etc.) have been developed. When
considering equations arising from the theory of incompressible, viscous fluid flows, first results on the
existence of periodic solutions for the Navier-Stokes equations go back to Serrin [36] and Prodi [34]. Further
results in this direction are due e.g., to Maremonti [32] and Kozono and Nakao [28], Galdi and Sohr [20],
Yamazaki [39] and Galdi and Silvestre [19]. A general approach to periodic solutions for incompressible fluid
flows was developed by Geissert, Hieber and Nguyen [21]. Their method was based on the interpolation
and smoothing properties of the linearized problem. We also refer here to the survey article by Galdi and
Kyed [18] and the references therein.

A characterization of strong periodic solutions for linear evolution equations within the LP-setting for
1 < p < oo was obtained by Arendt and Bu [2]. For an extension of this result to the semilinear and
quasilinear setting, we refer to the work of Hieber and Stinner [27]; for an approach based on the Da
Prato-Grisvard theorem, we refer to [4]. Let us emphasize that all these approaches have the drawback
that the external force needs to satisfy a smallness condition with respect to a certain norm.

In this article we investigate a system coupling a Sellers-type energy balance model with the primitive
equations. Note that the coupling is described via a dynamical boundary condition for the temperature at
the interface. We show that the underlying coupled system of equations admits at least one strong time-
periodic solution for time periodic forces f € L2(0,7;L2(2)) without assuming any smallness condition
on f. This is fairly surprising since all the approaches cited above need certain smallness conditions on
the outer force f. Let us note that a result of this type is not known e.g., for the classical Navier-Stokes
equations or the Keller-Segel system.

Let us now describe an energy balance model (EBM) coupled to the primitive equations in some detail.
Energy balance models belong to a class of simplified climate models and represent the Earth’s climate
by balancing the incoming solar radiation with the outgoing terrestrial radiation [5,33,35]. Despite their
relative simplicity compared to full-scale climate models, EBMs capture the essential physics that govern
Earth’s climate and provide valuable insights into climate dynamics and feedback mechanisms. They thus
form a useful tool in both theoretical studies and practical applications. For instance, questions regarding
the well-posedness, uniqueness, and long-time behaviour of this model, when not coupled to a fluid, have
been investigated [11,12,25], as well as controllability and inverse problems related to the recovery of model
parameters [6, 14], and applications to understanding climate change [8,9,22]. Diaz and Tello investigated
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in [13] an energy balance model for a given fluid subject to a dynamic boundary condition and proved the
existence of a weak solution to this system.

Our coupled model consists in coupling the energy balance model with the fundamental equation for
geophysical flows, the primitive equations. The latter have been introduced and investigated by Lions,
Temam and Wang in a series of articles, see [29,30,31]. These equations describe the large-scale motion
of the ocean or the atmosphere by coupling a horizontal momentum equations with a vertical hydrostatic
balance and an incompressibility condition. They can be derived rigorously from the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions under the assumption of hydrostatic balance, see [15] for details. At this stage it is useful to highlight
the built-in time-scale separation of the coupled model: the primitive-equations (PE) dynamics evolve on
a fast time scale T, (Synoptic to seasonal), whereas the energy-balance model (EBM) evolves on a slow
time scale Tyow (from days-months up to years-decades). To encode this separation, we introduce the
non-dimensional parameter

= ast 0<ex 1,

Tslow

and rescale the PE time variable by . In the non-dimensional PE system this places a factor € in front of
the time derivative, making the fast atmospheric dynamics explicit relative to the slower EBM evolution.
For more details, we refer to [10].

Given 7 > 0, the energy balance model coupled to the primitive equations reads as

€0t + u® - Vo — Av® + Vp® = fi, in (0,7) x Q,
0.p° = T, in (0,7) x Q,
divu® =0, in (0,7) x Q,
(1.1)
OT +u® - VT — AT = fo, in (0,7) x Q,
Tr, = p, in (0,7) X G,
Op+7° - Vup— Agp + (6ZT)|1“u = R(I,P) + f3, in (077—) X G.

Here, Q = G x (0,1), with G C R? representing the horizontal domain, € denotes the spatial domain for
the ocean and I', = G x {1} its upper (surface) boundary. Moreover, u = (v,w) : (0,7) x  — R3 denotes
the velocity field of the ocean governed by the primitive equations, p : (0,7) x £ — R is the pressure and
T :(0,7) x Q@ — R the temperature of the ocean. We denote the horizontal gradient, divergence, and
Laplacian by Vy := (0,,9,), divy := Vg, and Ay := 92 + 85 respectively. The system is supplemented
with appropriate boundary conditions described in Section 2 in detail. The surface temperature of the
ocean is given by p = T|r, : (0,7) x G — R, while t(z,y) = fol v(z,y, &) d€ is the vertical average of the
horizontal velocity.

The functions f1, fo and f3 represent the periodic external forces acting on the velocity and the tem-
perature, respectively. The consideration of periodic forcing is motivated by the various cyclic phenomena
affecting the Earth’s climate system, ranging from daily and seasonal solar radiation to decadal solar cycles
and Milankovitch orbital cycles, see e.g., [33].

Note that surface temperature p in the last line of (1.1) is given by a dynamic boundary condition.
Hence, the above system cannot be treated by the methods developed in [7].

Taking a more abstract perspective, it seems that no results are known concerning strong, periodic
solutions for systems where the forces are acting by means of dynamic boundary conditions. Let us note
that Badii and Diaz [3] established the existence of a weak periodic solution to an energy balance model
not being coupled to a fluid. Hence, our result on the energy balance model coupled to the primitive
equations seems to be the first result for systems subject to dynamic boundary conditions allowing for
strong, periodic solutions. Furthermore, as written above, it is surprising that our result holds true for
arbitrary large forces f.
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Some words about our strategy to prove the existence of time-periodic solutions to the coupled energy
balance model are in order. Our approach is inspired by the one developed by Galdi, Hieber, and Kashi-
wabara [17], who established the existence of strong time-periodic solutions to the primitive equations.
We start by showing the existence of a weak T*-periodic solution to (1.1) for arbitrary T*-periodic forcing
terms by using Galerkin’s method and Brouwer’s fixed point theorem. In a second step, we extend the
recent global strong well-posedness result to (1.1) for initial data in H'(Q) given in [10]. Observe that
obtaining this global well-posedness result is delicate due to the dynamic boundary condition for p at the
boundary. Finally, we establish a weak-strong uniqueness result to conclude the main result.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we define the notion of a weak and strong time-periodic
solution and state our main result. In Section 3, the existence and uniqueness of a strong solution to
the initial boundary value problem (1.1) for initial data in H!(Q) is proven. Furthermore, we prove in
Section 4 the existence of a weak T™*-periodic solution to (1.1) for arbitrary large T*-periodic forcing terms
using Galerkin’s method and Brouwer’s fixed point theorem. Finally, a weak-strong uniqueness result is
established in Section 5, which guarantees the validity of our main theorem.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

Let 7 > 0 be given. Consider a cylindrical domain Q = G x (0, 1), with G = (0,1)?, and denote by T its
boundary, i.e.,
oNN=r=Ir,ulp,uly,
where T',,, 'y, I'; denote the respective upper, bottom and lateral parts of the boundary. They are given by
I, =(0,1)2x {1}, Ty =(0,1)*x {0}, T;,=0G x[0,1].

For simplicity of the notation we denote in the following the rescaled oceanic velocity u® and the rescaled
pressure p° by u and p respectively. Moreover, as it does not affect the analysis, we set the scaling constant
e = 1. We aim to study the following set of equations

O +u-Vv— Av+ Vap = fi, in (0,7) x Q,
o.,p=-T, in (0,7) x Q,

divu =0, in (0,7) x Q,

WT +u-VT — AT = fo, in (0,7) x ©,

TIr, = p, in (0,7) X G,

Owp+7-Vup — Aup+ (8,7)|r, = R(z, p) + fs, in (0,7) x G,

where u = (v,w) : (0,7) x @ — R3 denotes the ocean’s velocity, p : (0,7) x @ — R its pressure,
T :(0,7) x Q@ — R the ocean’s temperature, p = T|r, : (0,7) Xx G — R the temperature evaluated
at the surface and o(z,y) = fol v(z,y,&)d¢ the vertical average of the horizontal velocity. Moreover,
f1:(0,7) x Q= R2, fo: (0,7) x Q2 — Rand f3: (0,7) x G — R denote external forces for the velocity and
temperature respectively.

The above system is supplemented with the boundary conditions

(2.1) (8,v)|r,ur, = wlr,ur, =0, (9:7)|r, =0 and wu,p,T,p are periodic on 9G x [0,1],
as well as the initial data

(2.2) v(0) = vy, T(0) = To.

The surface temperature p is governed by the two-dimensional energy balance model

(2.3) Op+7-Vup— Aup+ (8.7)|r, = R(z,p) + f5, in(0,7)xG.

In the above, all physical constants (such as the heat capacity and diffusion constants) have been normalized
to one. In (2.3), the term App models the horizontal diffusion of temperature, v - Vip captures the
horizontal advection at the surface in a simplified way, and (9,T)|r, represents the vertical heat flux from
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the ocean interior to the surface. Note that the transport on the boundary is simplified by considering
v - Vup. The reaction term is given by

(2.4) R(z,p) = Q(z) B(p) — |p’p, €Ty, pER,

where the solar radiation @ € C}(G) is positive, and the outgoing radiation is modeled via a Stefan-
Boltzmann law. The co-albedo function is parametrized as

1+ tanh(p — pref)
2 b

(2.5) B(p) = B1 + (B2 — P1)

with 0 < 7 < B2 corresponding to the co-albedo values for ice-covered and ice-free conditions, respectively.
The parameter p,s denotes a critical reference temperature, usually chosen as p,of = 263 K, at which ice
turns white, see [11]. We point out that our EBM is of Sellers-type, meaning that the co-albedo is Lipschitz
continuous. Another important class of EBMs is the Budyko-type, characterised by a discontinuous co-
albedo. For the latter, it is known that, even for the EBM alone, uniqueness of solutions may fail; see, for
instance, [12] for a discussion of the non-uniqueness of weak solutions. We refer to [10] and the references
therein for more information on EBMs.
The equation of state 0,p = —T yields

(26) p(t,a:,y,z) ZpS(t,x,y) - /0 T(7€) df = ps(t,x,y) - e(tvxayaz)a

where p, denotes the surface pressure p; (¢, z,y) = p(t, x,y, z = 0). Moreover, the vertical velocity w = w(v)
is determined by the divergence free condition, i.e.,

(2.7) wit, z,y, 7) = — /0 Cdivio(t, 7,y €) de.

Using this as well as the boundary conditions for w we rewrite the system (1.1) as

0w +v - Vv +w(v) - 0,v — Av+ Viups = f1 + Vb, in (0,7) x ,

divg 7 = 0, in (0,7) x G,

(2.8) 0T +u-VT — AT = f,, in (0,7) x Q,
T|r, = p, in (0,7) x G,

Op+7-Vup — Aup+ (0.7)|r, = R(x,p) + fs, in (0,7) X G,

supplemented by the boundary conditions (2.1) as well as the initial data (2.2).

At this point, some words about our approach for solving (2.8) are in order. Let m € N be a positive
number and ¢ € (1,00). As usual, we denote by L4(§2) and H™2(Q) = W 1(Q) respectively the Lebesgue
and Sobolev spaces. For more information on function spaces we refer e.g. to [1] and [38]. In the following,
we need terminology to describe periodic boundary conditions on T'; = 0G x [0, 1] as well as on 0G. Given
a positive integer m € N and ¢ € (1, 00), we define the spaces

— |- [lum.a () ———I-llum.a(a)

H™9(Q) == C2,(Q) and H™9(G) := C,(G) :

per per per per

where horizontal periodicity is modeled by the function spaces C () and C,.(G) defined in [26]. Of

per per

course, we interpret Hg’eqr as L4. For more information on spaces equipped with periodic boundary condi-

tions, see also [23,24,26]. Next, we define hydrostatically solenoidal vector fields by

l-llLace)

LL(QY) = {v € C=(4R?): divgv = 0} .
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Its role for the primitive equations parallels the one of the solenoidal vector fields for the Navier-Stokes
equations. Next, we introduce the function spaces Xg, X; and X, by

Xo = L2(Q;R?) x L2(Q) x L*(G),

Xy == {v € B .(%R*) NLEL(QR?): (9.v)r,ur, =0} x {T € HZ,(Q) : (9.T)|r, =0} x H.(G), and

X’w = (XO7X1>%,2 = Hll)er(Q;Rg) N L%(QJRQ) X Hll)er(Q) X Hll)er(G)’
where (-,-)g,, denotes the real interpolation functor for # € (0,1) and p € (1,00). Then given 0 < 7 < 0o
we define the data space Eq , and the solution spaces E; . as well as E,, ; by

Ey ;= L2(0,7;Xo), E,;:= H'(0,7;X0) NL%(0,7;X;), and Ey - = Cw([0,7]; Xo) N L2(0,7; Xy).

We are now in position to define the solution concepts being used throughout this article. We only premise
that a function f € L2(0,7; L?(Q)), all 7 > 0, is called T*-periodic, T* > 0, if f(t,z) = f(t + T*,z), for
all (t,x) € [0,400) x Q.

Definition 1. Let T* > 0 and (fi, f2, f3) € Eo, for all 7 > 0. Let (fi, f2, f3) be T*-periodic. Then
(v, T, p) € E, ; for all 7> 0 is called a weak T™*-periodic solution to (2.8) subject to (2.1) if

(a) v, T, p are T*-periodic.

(b) For all 7 > 0 and all (¢, @) € C1([0, 7]; X)) N L2(0, 7; X1) the following equality holds:
/Ot[(@,atgo)z = (Vv, V)2 + (v Vg, v)2 + (w(v) - 8.0,v) + (Vab, v)2] ds
+/Ot/Q[T-at¢—VT-V¢+u~V¢-T] dz ds

(2.9) + /Ot /G [p- 0 — Vup- Vg +7- Ve - p— R(z, p)¢] dods

= (v(t), o(t))2 — (v(0),(0))2 +/ [T(t)a(t) — T(0)4(0)] dz +/ [p(£)1() = p(0)1(0)] do

Q G
¢ t ¢
- [enas— [ [ f2-gavas— [ [ povaoas
0 0 Ja 0 Ja
where ¢ = @|p, and w(v) and 0 are defined, respectively, in (2.7) and in (2.6).

(¢) For all 7 > 0 and all ¢ € (0,7], and a.a. s € [0,t), the triple (v, T, p) satisfies the energy inequality
(2.10)

l@)ll3 + 1T O3 + o015 + 2/ (IVo@ 3 + VT3 + [ VapDl; + lo@)]15) dl

< o) 2+ ITGIE + ()2 +2 / [<f1+vHe,v>2+ /Q foTdz+ /G (fs + Q()B(p)) - pdo| dl.

Furthermore, if a weak T™*-periodic solution (v, T, p) to (2.8) subject to (2.1) satisfies (v,T) € E; ; for all
7 > 0, then (v, T, p) is called a strong T*-periodic solution.

Finally, if (fi, f2, f3) € L?(Xo) are time-independent, then (v,T,p) € X, is called a weak steady-
state solution to (2.8) subject to the boundary conditions (2.1), if it satisfies (2.9) for all test functions
(p, @) € X3. A weak steady-state solution (v, T, p) is called strong if (v,T, p) € X;.

We are now in the position to formulate our main theorem concerning the existence of strong T™*-periodic
solutions in the presence of arbitrarily large forces.

Theorem 2.
Let T* > 0 and (f1, f2, f3) € Eo+ be, for all 7 > 0, T*-periodic given external forces. Then the system
(2.8) subject to the boundary conditions (2.1) has at least one strong T™*-periodic solution.
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As a consequence, we conclude that if the external forces (f1, fo, f3) are time-independent, then there
exists a steady-state solution to our energy balance model coupled with the primitive equations via a
dynamic boundary condition.

Corollary 3. If (f1, f2, f3) € L?(Xo), then the system (2.8), subject to the boundary conditions (2.1),
admits at least one strong steady-state solution.

3. GLOBAL STRONG SOLUTIONS

In this section we establish the existence of a unique global strong solution of (2.8) subject to the
boundary conditions (2.1) and arbitrarily large forces f1, fo and f3. The proof is a modification of a result
obtained recently in [10].

Proposition 4. Let 7 > 0, (vg,To,po) € Xy and (f1, f2, f3) € Eo-. Then the system (2.8) subject to
(2.1) and (2.2) admits a unique, global strong solution (v, T, p) satisfying (v, T, p) € Eq ;.

Proof. The existence of unique, local strong solutions follows directly from the considerations in [10,
Section 5], since we are considering a slight modification of the model investigated in the reference. Hence,
we can focus on showing that the local solution can be extended globally. Let us denote by Jyax =
[0, amax(To, vo)) the maximal time interval of existence, with apayx > 0. Thus, it suffices to show that

lim ||('U,T, p)HEl,T < o0

T—>Gmax

in order to exclude any possible blow-up of the solution (v, T, p). So, assume that (v, T, p) € Eq 4, is the
maximal, unique, local solution of (2.8) subject to (2.1). Multiplying (2.8)1,35 by v, T, and p respectively,
and integrating in time and space, we obtain, via Holder’s, Young’s and Gronwall’s inequalities, that there
exists a continuous function By, depending on ||(vo, To, po)llx,, [|(f1, f2, f3)|lE,.. and ¢, such that

31 @5+ ITON3 + @] + 2/0 IVo(s)ll5 + VT ()15 + IVap(s)]3 + lo(s)l5 ds < Ba (o),

for all t € [0, amax]. The energy inequality (3.1) is analogous to the one obtained in [10, Lemma 6.3], in
fact, for the transport term v - Vg p, we have, thanks to an integration by parts,

/i'va'pZO.
G

HVHGHLQ(O,amaX;L?(Q)) = ||VH/ T(,{) dg”Lz((O,amax)XQ) < Bl(amax)~
0

From (3.1), we conclude that

Then, following the arguments in [24, Section 6], there exists a continuous function Bs, depending on
| (vo, To) || vir (Where we set X4T := HL . (Q;R?) NLZ(Q;R?) x HL.(Q)), By and t, such that

per per

t
(3.2) IVoll2 + / lAu(s)]2 ds < By ()
0

for all t € [0, amax]- Next, multiplying (2.8)3 5 by —AT and —Agp, respectively, integrating in space, and
adding the resulting equations, we obtain

1 1
O (GIVTIz + Vupls + Zlel5) + IATIS + | Aupll3

< [T+ 1) AT+ [ @ Vap+ Q)+ 1) up+ [ @D, - Bup.

Here, some terms on the right-hand side have already been estimated in [10, Proposition 6.4, hence we
limit ourselves to estimate the terms including the external forces fy and f3 and the different transport
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term on the boundary. By applying Hélder’s and Young’s inequalities, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

| / fo AT| < || fal2 + < AT,

| / f3 - Awp| < CllfsI3 + el Anpll2,
(3.3) €]

|| 7 Vo So| < 71 IVl sl
< 0l I Va2l Anplly < Clolagay Vel + el Anpl

Therefore, absorbing the highest order norms into the left-hand side, integrating in time and applying
Gronwall’s inequality, we deduce that there exists a continuous function Bs, depending on ||(vo, To, po)||x., »
B, and Bs such that

t
IVT)3 + [ Vapli3 +/0 IAT(s)]I3 + | Arp(s) 13 ds < Bs(t)

for all t € [0, amax]- Finally, by maximal L2-regularity, it follows that
[[ (v, T)
< OV = u - VllL2 ((0,0ma) x9) T 18- VTIL2((0,0m0) x2) + 1R, 0) = T - VEPI|L2 ((0,0m00) x @)

H]El,amax

+ 1112 (0,0ma) x9) + 1721120, amax) x2) + 1F3]1L2((0,amax) x @) ) -

We see that the bounds derived in (3.2) and (3.3) are sufficient to control the solution norm of (v, T, p),
provided that all external forces possess at least L? — L2-regularity in their respective domains. |

4. WEAK TIME PERIODIC SOLUTIONS

In this section, we prove an existence result for weak T*-periodic solutions, for arbitrary large data. The
existence of weak time-periodic solutions to a diffusive energy balance model was discussed for example in
the works of Diaz and Tello [13], and by Badii and Diaz [3]. However, they do not couple the EBM with
fluid equations.

The main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 5. Let T* > 0, and let (f1, f2, f3) be as in Theorem 2. Then, there exists at least one weak
T*-periodic solution (v, T, p) to the system (2.8) in the sense of Theorem 1.

Proof. Let {(wk,@z?k)}keN C X1 be an orthonormal basis of Xg that is dense both in X,, and in X;. For
instance, we may choose ¥, to be eigenfunctions of the Neumann-Laplacian and ij to be eigenfunctions
of the Laplacian subject to dynamic boundary conditions, see [10, Section 5].

We construct approximate solutions by setting

oMt a) =Y (Ok(n), TG a) =) ()dk(e),

k=1 k=1

and, for the surface temperature,
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where we define . r := 9 |r,. The coefficients {c*(t)}, satisfy the ordinary differential equations

(v;nawk) + (vvm’ Vwk) - (,Um : vak + wm(vm)azwk7vm) - (VH/O Tm(’g) dngk)+

+/Ttm1[)k+/VTm'Vl/;k—/Um'Vl/?k'Ter/P?ﬂ;k,r—/?'VH@k,r'Per

Q Q 0 G G

+/ VHPm'VHizk,F—/ R(w»Pm)izk,FdxHZ(fh?/Jk)-F/ f21f~1k+/ fser, k=1,...,m.
G G Q G

Multiplying the previous equation by ¢}*(t) and summing over k, we get

(W o™ + (Vo™ Vo) — (Vi / T g)de, o™ + / e / VT VT

/Ptp +/VHPm Vup™ /R»’UP = (f1,v™ /sz +/f3p,

(™ - Vo™ + w™(W™)0, 0™ v™) = / 7-Vyp™-ph = / mevT" T =0
G Q

(4.1)

thanks to

Using the estimate
? m m 1 m 2 1 m2
~(n [ T de ™) = G IVTT -

we deduce, via Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, that
d omy2 2 2 2 2 m) 2
27 ™ I+ 1T 1z + o™ 12) + 2(1Ve™ Iz + IVT™ [l + [Vee™|2)

m 12 m12 m 1D m\ .m
VT — o2+ 2l 2 /G Q@)B(o™)p

2 m2 2 m 2 2 mi|2
< ||f1H2+||U H2+||f2|‘2+HT ||2+||f3‘|2+||:0 HQ

Setting y™ (t) := 2|[o™(t)||2 + | T™ ()2 + 2[p™ (t)||3, we deduce that

d
Sy <y 0, with @ = C2 4 AE+ IR 0E + 2

Gronwall’s lemma implies

(4.2) y™(t) < e (y™(0) Jr/o ®(s)ds).

We hence obtain ¢™(t) = ||[v™(¢)]l, = [T ()], = llp™(t)]l,- And choosing R > 0 sufficiently large, we
obtain

-
Y (TF) = 5¢™(T*)]* < ' (5|cm(0)|2 +/ ®(s)ds) < R?
0
provided that y™(0) = 5 - |¢™(0)|° < R2. Hence, the map
S:c™0) eR™ = c™(T*) e R
is a self-map on the ball B, = {z ¢ R™ : |z —0]| < %} and it is continuous. Brouwer’s fixed point
v
theorem yields the existence of ¢™(0) € B"; such that ¢™(0) = ¢™(T*). Hence, there exist v™(0), 7"*(0),
V5

p™(0) such that ’
V(0) = v(T), TT0) =TT, p7(0) = p(T).
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Thus, (v™(t),T™(t), p"™(t)) can be extended to [0, 00) as periodic functions with period T*. Following the
arguments in [16,37], we get that

(v, 0), / ™, /G P

for (w,@,qﬂp) € Xy, are uniformly bounded and uniformly continuous. Hence, they admit converging
subsequences to g(t), h(t), k(t) in C([0,7)), and converging weakly to a limit (v,T,p) in Eq .. On the
other hand, using

d m m|2 m (|2 m 2 m
V" 2Vl VT + 1 Vee™[2) < ™ + @,

together with (4.2) and the fact that y™(0) < R2, these subsequences have a weak limit (9,7,p) in
L%(0,7;X4). Friedrichs lemma then ensures that (v™,T™, p™) is a Cauchy sequence in Eq_, and thus it
converges strongly to (@T, p) in that space. It is now standard to show that (v,T, p) satisfies the weak
formulation in the sense of Theorem 1. Finally, concerning the energy inequality, noticing that

(,Um, Tma Pm) - (’l), T, P) Weakly in L2(0, 75 Xl)a
V() = (), T™(t) = T(t), p™(t) — p(t), weakly in Xy, for all ¢t € [0,7),

,Um, Tm

p™) = (v, T, p) strongly in Eq r,

we can pass to the limit m — 400 in (4.1) (after integrating in time) to obtain the desired energy inequality.
This completes the proof. O

5. WEAK-STRONG UNIQUENESS

In this section, we prove a weak-strong uniqueness result for our model.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let (v1,T1,p1) be a weak T*-periodic solution to (2.8) subject to (2.1). Then, by
Theorem 1 there exists tg > 0 such that (vi,T7)(tg) € Xy. Let (ve,To, p2) be the strong solution to the
system (1.1) given by Theorem 4 with initial condition (vy,7T7)(fp). Our goal is to prove that

(51) (’Ul,Tl,pl) = (U27T2,p2) a. e. in (to,t) x 0 x Q) x G, for all t > tg.
By estimate (2.10), it holds that

(5.2)

t
2 2 2 2 2 2 5
[orlly + [1T0llz + [leall, + Q/t {HVvl(S)Hz HIVTi(s)llz + Vapr(s)ll; + Hm(8)||5} ds <
9

lor (to) 3 + 171 (to) I3 + llp1 (to) I3 + Q/t {(f1 4+ Vubi,v1)2 + /Q f2rTh + /G(f3 +Q(x) - B(pr)) - p1} ds
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for each t > to, where 01 (-, z) = [ T1(-,€) d€. Further, via (2.9) we infer that for any 7 > 0 and t € (to, 7]
the following holds:

(5.3)

t
{(v1,000)y — (V1,Vp)y — (v1 - Vv + w(v1)0,01, )y + (Vab1,v1)2} ds

0+/t:{/QT1-atga—VTl-v(ﬁJrul-V@-Tl}ds
+/t: {/Ggo-aﬂ/)—Vle-VHQ,/J+U1'va'pl_R(zapl)'w} ds
= @00l = (@ lto)plto)a + | Ta(0)- 20— [ Tilto) -500) + [

G
—/t:{(f1790)2+/52f2'¢+/Gf3'1/}} ds,

for all (p, @) € CH([to, T]; Xw) N L2([to, T]; X1), where ¢ = @|r,. Moreover, we have used the identity

p(t) - ¥(t) — /Gpl(to) “(to)

(5.4) (v1 - VY + w(v1)020,v1)2 = —(v1 - Va1 + w(v1)0.01, 9)2,

for v1, ¢ as above. Considering now the strong solution (vs, T, p2) with initial condition (ve, To, p2)(to) =
(v1,T1, p1)(to), we can deduce an identity analogous to (5.3), i. e.,

(5.5)
t
/ (02, 0u)y — (Von, Vio)a + (v2 - Virg + w(v2)9sp, v2)2 + (Vith, va)a} ds
to

t
+/ {/T2~8t¢—VT2~V¢+u2~V¢-T2}
to Q

t
+/ {/@'3t1/)—VHP2'VHw+U2'VHw'Pz—R(Z‘»Pz)'Q/)} ds
to G

= (02(t), 0(1))2 — (valto). plto))2 + / To(t) - 3(t) - / Ty(to) - B(to) + / pat) - (t) — /G palto) - ko)

G
/t:{(flasoh+/Qf2‘85+/gf3'¢}d$,

for all t € (tp, 7], and test functions (p, ). Here, (-, 2) = foz T5(+,&) dé. Further, the following energy
equality holds true

(5.6)

t
lo2 (D13 + IT2()ll3 + lo2(t)ll5 + 2/t {I\sz(8)||§ + IV Ta(8)3 + 1 Vrpa(s)ll3 + ||p2(8)||§} ds =

[va(to) 3 + 172 (to) I3 + llo2(to) I3 + 2/ {(fl + Vibz,v2)s + /Q fo-To+ /G(f3 +Q(z)B(p2)) '¢} ds,

to

for all t > tg.
For i = 1,2, we consider the mollifications

T T T
vip(t) == /0 Jn(t—s)-vi(s)ds, T;p:= /0 Jn(t —s)-Ti(s)ds, pin(t) = /0 Jn(t =) - pi(s)ds,



TIME-PERIODIC SOLUTIONS TO AN ENERGY BALANCE MODEL FOR ARBITRARILY LARGE FORCES 11

where j, € CX(—h,h), for 0 < h < T, is an even, positive mollifier with ||j4|/; = 1. Further, by the
regularity of the mollifications, it holds that

/ (01, Oy p)o ds = — / (v1s v2)2 ds + (v (), 01(8))2 — (va.n (to), v1 (o))

to to
t t
(5.7) / / Ty 0Ty ds = — / / Ty Tyds + / Ton(t) - Ty (1) / Ton(to) - Ta(to)
tO Q to Q Q Q

t t
/ / p1-Oip2,nds = —/ / P1,h - p2ds +/ p2,n(t) - p1(t) — / p2.n(to) - p1(to)
t() G t() G G G

and
}{%(02(?5),”1@(75))2 = %ii}})(vzh(t),vl(t)h = (v2(t), v1(t))2
(5.8) fim | (0 Tin®) = lim | Tea(®)- T = | T2()-Ta()

p2(t) - p1(t)

I
S~ 5

Hm [ po(t) - pra(t) = lim [ pyp(t) - pa(t)

for all t > tg.
Considering (¢, ¢) = (va,n, T2.5) in (5.3), we deduce
t
{(017 atU2,h)2 - (Vvh VU2,h)2 - (U1 -Vuvr + w(Ul)azUhvz,h)2 + (ngl»Ul)Q} ds

to

t
—|—/ {/ T - atTg,h — VT - VTz,h +up - VTQ)h 'Tl} ds
to Q
t
(5.9) +/ {/ Vo - Oyhon — Vupr - Vaon +7 - Va - p1 — R(x, p1) '¢z,h} ds
to G

= (01(8), van(t))2 — (01 (Fo), van(f0))a + /Q Ty(t) - Ton(t) - /Q T (t0) - Toun(to)

¢
+/G.01(t) o n(t) — /Gﬂl(to) “ha p(to) — /to {(fhvz,h)z +/Qf2 “Top +/Gf3'1/12,h} ds,

where 55, = Th

r,. We then consider (¢, $) = (v1,5,T1,5) in (5.5) and use (5.4) to obtain

t

{(Ug,at'l)l)h)Q — (Vg, Vi p)y — (v2 - Vs + w(v2)0.v2,v1,1), + (VHQQ,UQ)Q} ds
to

t
+/ {/ T - 8tT1’h — VT, - VTl,h + uo - VTl,h -Tg}
to Q
t
(5.10) +/ {/ p2 - O¢1n — Vups - Vatin + 02 - Vahrn - p2 — R(x, p2) '¢1,h} ds
to G
— (0a(t), 014 (1)), — (v1(F0), van(t0)), + / To(t) - Ty p(t) - / T (to) - Tun(to)
Q Q

+/ p2(t) -1 n(t) — / p2(to) - Y1 n(to) — | {(fi,vin)2 + (fo, Tun)2 + (fs,¥1,n)2} ds,
G G

to
with 99 5, = T4 1|1, . Denote from now on the difference between the weak and the strong solution by
(J'Uv ar, Up) = (’Ula Tla Pl) - (U27 T27 p2)7

and similarly
Oy = U1 — U2, Oy =701 — V2.
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By summing (5.9) and (5.10), and considering the limit in h, classical results on mollifications, (5.7), (5.8)
along with

(0p - Vave + w(oy) - 0,v2,v2)2 =0,
we obtain

(5.11)
t t
{2 (Vu1,Vu2)a + (0,Vuo, + w(oy) - 0,04,v2)2} ds — / {/ 2.-VTy,-V1y+o0,-Vor - Tg} ds
Q

to
t
—/ {/ 2-Vup1 - Vupz + 05 - Vuo, - p2 + R(z, p1) - p2 + R(x, p2) -pl} ds
to G
¢
=(v1(t),v2(t))2 — Hvl(to)||§ - / {(Vub1,v1)2 + (Vab2,v2)2 + (f1,v1 + v2)2} ds

FEOD0 - T~ [ [ R0

+ (01 () p2(1))2 — [l (to) 12 — / / fa- (o1 + po)d

Adding twice (5.11) to (5.2) and (5.6), we arrive at

t
oo @15 + oz @13 + llo, @l +2- / {IVeul3 + Vo3 + Vo, |3 } ds
t
(5.12) <2 / {(av - Vo, + w(oy) - 0.0,,v2)2 +/ ouw-Vor - Tg} ds
to Q

t
+2-/ {/ UU-VHap-p2—|—R(x,p1)-p2—|—R(aj,p2)-p1} ds.
to G

Using Theorem 6, we bound the terms on the right hand side of (5.12), obtaining

t
2 2 2 2 2 2
oI5 + oz @ + o, @13 +2- / {IVaul} + Vo3 + Va0, |3 } ds
0

t
2 2 2 2 5 5
< [ {c@atonls +e (lowlfs + ol + loplin) + - (lonl+ 113 } s
0

where € > 0 is arbitrarly small, C'(¢) is positive and bounded, C' > 0 is a constant independent of ¢, and
g € LY(t,tg) for all t > tg. We then conclude applying Gronwall’s inequality, which yields (5.1). O

It remains to obtain the bounds for the terms on the right-hand side of (5.12), which are key to concluding
the Gronwall argument for uniqueness.
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Lemma 6. Let (vi,T1,p1) and (va, Ta, p2) be, respectively, a weak and a strong solution of (2.8) such that
(vi, T;) (to) = (v1,Th)(to) € Xo fori =1,2. Then, for any t > to, it holds true that

t ¢ !
[ [ov-vuts-oras|<c@ [ aololi+e [ {loli +lorl} ds
to Q

to tO

t t t
| [ 0.1 aras) < 06e) [ aatollori+e [ {luwle) e + ol } ds
to

to tO

t t t
| [ Sum-opas| <o) [ m@lonli+e [ il + o5} as
to to t

0

t
| [ R -o2 B 1 < € (11l + 0069
to

where g; is non negative, g; € L*(to,t) fori=1,2,3, C(e) is positive, and C > 0 is independent of .

Proof. (i) Applying the triangular inequality and Holder’s inequality, we have

/ Oy * VHTQ oT
Q

where the last inequality follows from the embedding H*(Q2) — L®(Q). Then, by interpolation inequality
and Young’s inequality, we obtain, for each ¢ > 0,

1/2 1/2
lowlly - IVaTally - llowlly < lowlls™ - low i - 1Tl - llorllgs

4 2 2
< CE) - ol 1Tl + - (lor o + ol

<llowlls - 1VaTzlly - ozl < C-llowlls - [VaTzlly - llor /g,

The desired inequality then follows by integrating in time and setting g1 (s) := ||T (s)||;§1, which is inte-
grable since (vq,T>) is a strong solution.

(ii)-(iii) Inequality (ii) is obtained by an application of Young’s inequality after the use of (93) from [7].
Furthermore, inequality (iii) is derived with the same strategy as in (i).

(iv) Since there is a symmetry in the left-hand side of (iv), we only show how to bound ‘ftto Jo R(xw, p1) - p2ds|.
By the definition of the radiation term R, we have

L IRG o) -pal < [ 1@ 80) -l + [ [t ol <€ (Ioall + lor 1+ el3)

where we have used that @, 5 are bounded, and Young’s inequality. The thesis follows by integrating in
time and using the embedding L°(G) < L!(G). O
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