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Abstract

An optimization framework is presented for minimizing the energy func-
tional developed around a generalized equation governing physical systems
such as fluid dynamics, particle transport, phase transition, and other re-
lated systems. The convexity of the energy functional is investigated to
derive the necessary conditions for a smooth and global optimum solu-
tion. Furthermore, the Total Variation (TV) regularization term is intro-
duced to gain insights into the solution space and convergence analysis of
convection-dominated problems. We demonstrate the practical application
of our method by applying it to some selected examples such as the Boltz-
mann, Navier-Stokes, and Maxwell equations.
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1. Introduction

The behavior of velocity vector field in fluid dynamics [1], electric and
magnetic vector fields in electromagnetism [2], and the evolution of particle
distribution function in statistical mechanics [3] are governed by a system of
partial differential equations (PDEs) [4]. These physical systems and other
related systems such as magnetization dynamics [5] and stability & bifurcation
theory [6] are modeled by the governing equations exhibiting certain structural
symmetry [7, 8]. The partial derivative of the field variable is related to the
self-interaction or convective term, diffusion term, and system-specific force
terms.

The presence of non-linearity makes it challenging to solve these systems
of equations analytically or to gain an understanding of the nature of the
solutions. Specifically, in fluid mechanics, proving the existence of global op-
timality and smoothness of the solution of the Navier Stokes (NS) equation
remains challenging [9]. A significant body of theoretical advancement has
been made towards proving global solutions and regularity under different
conditions. For instance, the existence of a strong global and unique solu-
tion has been proved in the case of isentropic compressible fluids with initial
data close to a stable equilibrium in critical spaces, particularly, in Besov space
[10]. The proof builds upon homogenous Littlewood-Paley decomposition and
consequently, quasi orthogonality. Subsequently, using the decay estimates for
a mixed parabolic/ hyperbolic linear system of equations [11] and smooth-
ness of coupled heat equation led to dissecting the investigation into low and
high-frequency cases and approximating the solution using an iterative process.
This proof of global existence and uniqueness is further extended to the small
perturbation in initial velocity in barotropic compressible flow and for large
perturbation about stable equilibrium for incompressible flow in L? type Besov
space [12]. For non-decaying and bounded initial velocities, the existence of
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a unique, global in-time solution was proved using Friedrich’s approximation
of the NS equations and decay estimate of the Fourier transformation of the
solution[13]. For the three-dimensional incompressible NS equation, the proof
of global smooth solution was established for the cases when the norm takes
arbitrarily large values [14] and when the norm tends to blow up [7].

In addition to Harmonic analysis [15], the models governing these physical
systems have long been studied using a variety of other mathematical tools to
handle PDEs such as numerical methods [16, 17] and perturbation analysis
[18, 19]. The most commonly used numerical methods are finite volume, finite
element, and finite difference methods [20].

With the recent developments in artificial intelligence [21] and quantum
computing [22], tools like deep learning [23] and physics-informed neural net-
works (PINN) [24] have also been deployed to gain insights into the nature of
the solution of these problems.

Although significant progress has been made toward studying these physi-
cal systems, the existing literature on PDEs is skewed toward tailored solutions
to specific physical systems. While these studies have significantly improved
our understanding of the underlying processes, they do little to describe a
broader class of problems or offer insights that can be readily generalized.
Therefore, there is a need to develop a systematic and unified mathemati-
cal framework across related physical systems for deriving generalized results
about the global optimality and smoothness of their solutions under different
conditions.

The present work aims to study the Navier-Stokes equation and other
related physical systems by developing a systematic unified method. A gen-
eralized equation is defined along with an associated energy functional that
captures the essential features of the system. An optimization framework is
developed to minimize the energy functional, constrained to the general equa-
tion. The energy functional and the constraint are combined using a Lagrange
multiplier to form the Lagrangian. The first variation of the resultant equation
is then analyzed for convexity and global optimality. The erratic behavior due
to the self-interaction convective term is discussed.

To reduce the noise in the system, we introduce the TV regularization term to
the original energy functional and re-derive the Euler-Lagrange equation [25]
with the modified energy functional.

To optimize the field variable, we develop a flow similar to the Ricci flow [26],
that takes the energy functional towards lower energy states. The field variable
is then updated using an iterative process such that it minimizes the energy
functional with every successive iteration.

We also develop tentative bounds on the solution space and perform conver-
gence analysis.
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In the end, to illustrate the utility of the method, we apply it to different
physical systems. Although we have not conducted a detailed perturbation
analysis, the reader may utilize this method or alternative approaches to get
an approximate solution for each system.

2. Generalized Governing Equation

Consider a physical system such as fluid dynamics or other related phys-
ical systems where the classical vector field is associated with a primary field
variable, A. We can write the following general equation to study the dynamic
behavior of this physical system:

%—f = —C(A-V)A+ DV?A+ F(A)

where C' and D are the convective and diffusive coefficients respectively,

(1)

associated with the convective and diffusive forces arising on account of non-
linear transport due to self-interaction and stabilizing forces due to dissipative
forces respectively. The former leads to complex erratic behavior while the
latter leads to smooth solutions. The third term, F'(A) represents the forces
specific to the physical system under consideration.

3. Formulation of the Optimization Problem

In order to analyze and understand the behavior of these physical systems
under different scenarios, we will transform this general equation into an opti-
mization framework. Let’s define the following energy functional, E(A) as the
objective function:

_ 1 2 2 2 2 -
(2) E(A)_Q/QUA\ T CIARIV A + DIV AP] av /Qf(A)dV

Where f(A) is the anti-derivative of F w.r.t. A. The objective is to find
A that minimizes E(A) subject to the constraint equation (1).

To gain insight into the above optimization problem, let’s develop the
Lagrange equation. We incorporate the constraint into the objective function
using a Lagrange multiplier A\. Therefore, the augmented functional is given

by:

(3)  L(A\) =FE(A) + /QA @—‘? +C(A-V)A - DV?4A - F(A)> dv

The proposed optimization framework can provide deeper insights into the
nature of solutions of Navier-Stokes equations. The convexity of the energy
functional determines if there is a unique global optimal solution or if there
are multiple local solutions to this optimization problem.
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The optimal solution to the Lagrangian requires the first variation of £
w.r.t. A and ) to vanish at these optimal points.

3.1. First Variation of the Augmented Functional. Let’s derive the first
variation of the augmented functional w.r.t. the field variable, A.

SAL(A,N) = / [A6A 4+ CA|VA]P6A + C|APVAVSA + D(VAVSA) — F(A)SA] dV
Q

A
+ / A (% + C(6A-V)A+ C(A-V)SA — DV?5A — F’(A)5A> dv
Q
Where F’(A) represents the derivative of the function F w.r.t. A.
Using appropriate theorems and vector identities, we can write the above
expressions as follows and take 0 A common:

SAL(A,N) = /Q [ASA + CA|VA]P6A — [V - (C|APVA) +V - (DVA)] §A — F(A)5A] dV

+ / (—5,4@ - AF’(A)&A) dv
o ot

Now, we can write the first variation w.r.t. the Lagrange multiplier, A as
follows:

SAL(AN) = / S (%—‘f +C(A-V)A - DV?A - F(A)> dv
Q
For the optimum solutions, the variations w.r.t. the field variable, A and

Lagrange multiplier, A must be zero.

(4)
SAL(AN) = / [ASA + CA|VAPP6A— [V - (C|APVA) + V- (DVA)| A — F(A)§A] dV
Q

+/ (—MQ - /\F’(A)5A> AV =0
0 ot

(5)  L(AN) = /Qé)\ (%—f +C(A-V)A - DV?A - F(A)> dV =0
Equation (4) governs the nature of optimal solution while (5) forces the
general equation to hold true for any variation in lambda. For linear or con-
vex energy functional, the solution will be a global minimum. However, for
non-convex energy functional, the existence and smoothness of local solutions
depend on the magnitude of the convective term compared to the dissipative
term. For relatively small convective forces and large diffusive forces, the en-
ergy functional will be relatively convex. If F/(A) is well defined and does not
introduce singularities, the solution in this case will be smooth and potentially
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global. Intuitively, the stabilizing effect of dissipative forces pushes the ini-
tial point to the global optimum. Similar observations can be made for low
Reynold’s number.

On the other hand, for large convective forces, the non-convexity of the energy
functional may lead to multiple local solutions. However, the nature of these
solutions needs to be studied by solving the above system of equations.

4. Convexity Analysis and Global Optimum Conditions

To gain deeper insights into the nature of the solutions of the general
equation, let’s analyze the structure of energy functional for convexity.

For the positive diffusion coefficient, the first and third terms in the energy

functional are quadratic in A and V A respectively. These two terms contribute
towards the convexity of energy functional, E(A). The force term may be con-
vex or non-convex depending on the forces associated with the given physical
system. In the case of positive convective and diffusion coefficients, and convex
f(A) term, the energy functional is likely convex if the interaction between the
square of A and VA does not lead to regions of non-convexity.
In the cases, when convective and/ or force terms introduce non-convexity and/
or singularity, the optimization framework may lead to the solution which are
not global and/ or lack smoothness. For such scenarios, the first variation
equation (4) must be further analyzed to gain more understanding of the pos-
sible solutions.

For an arbitrary value of § A, the following must be satisfied for §4L(A, \)
to vanish :

A+ CA|VA]? = [V - (C|APVA) + V- (DVA)| — F(4) — 5 AF'(A) =0

Rearranging and rewriting the above equation, we get:

(6) F(A)+\F'(A)=A+ CA|VA]? - [V (C|A*VA) +V - (DVA)] — %

The external force acting on the system varies with the temporal depen-
dence of A\ along with convective and diffusive forces in equation (6) reflects
the feedback mechanism embedded in the system as it evolves over time. The
presence of a dominant convective term may lead to the erratic behavior of the
system. In the presence of such behavior, getting a smooth global optimum
for these systems can be challenging.
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5. Incorporating Total Variation Regularization for Smooth
Solutions

To mitigate the noise in the system, we incorporate a smoothness con-
straint by adding a TV regularization term to our original optimization frame-
work. The resultant TV regularized problem can be solved for global opti-
mality to give a smoother solution compared to the original problem without
regularization.

Let’s introduce the TV regularization term in the original energy func-
tional. The modified regularized energy functional, E,.4(A) is given by using
the regularization parameter, A..4 > 0 as the following equation:

7 Ereg(A) = B(A) + Areg /Q VAldV

The goal is to minimize the regularized energy functional E,cs(A) subject
to the original constraint, (1) and Ay > 0.

Now similar to the non-regularized case, we derive the Euler-Lagrange
equation for the regularized energy functional. The first variation of the regu-
larized Lagrangian functional Lyee(A, A) w.r.t. A and A must be set to zero:

(8)

0ALreg(AN) = / {A + CA|VAP — [V - (C|APVA) + V- (DVA)] — F(A) + A
Q

(9)

VA

regr—=—— | 0Ad
IV Al V+

+/ (—8—A - AF’(A)) SAdV =0
o\ ot

(10)
9A

57 Lreg( A, N) = / 94 0(a-v)A - DA - F()] axav =0
Q

From the first equation, we obtain the following relationship:

11
() y 9 9 o\ VA
F(A)+AF'(A) = A+CA|VA|*— [V - (CIA|*VA)+ V- (DVA)] _E—H\mgm
The regularization term improves the smoothness of the solution. This
can reduce the noise in the feedback mechanism embedded in the system.
The reduced noise causes the system to stabilize faster leading to relatively
smoother solutions compared to the non-regularized solutions. The regularized
energy function can be specifically utilized to gain insights into the solution
when convective forces are dominant.



8 VARSHA GUPTA VVARSHAQPURDUE.EDU

Taking inspiration from Ricci flow, we propose a gradient flow similar to
Ricci flow to update variable, A, but for optimization problems. We develop an
iterative process that updates the variable, A towards minimizing the modified
energy functional, E,e(A). We define the evolution of A in terms of the
derivative of regularized energy functional w.r.t. A.

0A  OE.4(A)

ot A
Now, the derivative of Eycs(A) w.r.t. A can be obtained from the equation
(8) by isolating the terms involving §A. We have:

(12)

(13)
Eroo(A
0Eieg(4) _ / [A + CA|VAP? — [V - (C|APVA) + V- (DVA)] — F(A) + Aregv—A} dv
§A 0 VA
Now, the value of field variable, A at k+ 1" iteration towards minimizing
energy functional, Fyes(A) can be written as the following equation:
(14)
VA
A = A= [ A+ CAIV AL = [+ (CIALY A + V- (DVA)] = F(A) + Mregr52]

where 7, > 0 is a time step parameter.

This iterative process updates the field variable A towards minimizing
the regularized energy functional Fyes(A). This flow is conceptually similar to
Ricci Flow, albeit, in a different mathematical setting, as it evolves the variable
A towards minimizing the regularized energy functional.

6. Alternative Bounds for the Solution Space

Let’s rewrite the iterative process derived in the equation (14) in the
following form:

(15) Ak-l—l - Ak - Tk(Pk + )\reng)y

where the equations for P, and @} are:

(16) P, = A, + CAk|VAk|2 -V (C|Ak|2VAk) — V- (DVAg) — F(Ag),
V A

17 ==

a7 Qv =g,

Now, let’s assume the following:

(18) VA >0
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Given the assumption in equation (18), we can consider the following to
be the lower bound of Py:

V Ay

(19)  PF = Ay + CAL|VAL? = V- (C|AL*VAL) — V- (DV Ay) — VA
k

Similarly, for the upper bound of Py, we may write the following:

V A

(20)  PY = Ay + CAVAL? = V- (ClALPVAy) — V- (DV AL + AT
k

We may consider the following lower and upper bounds of Qy:

(21) QK =0,

Now, we may write the following system of inequalities for the convex
lower and upper bounds of P, and Qy:

(23) PE <P, <PV,
(24) QF <Qr< QY.

We can derive the corresponding updated equations for the lower and
upper bounds of Ay, using the alternative convex lower and upper bounds.
For the lower bound, we have:

(25) A£+1 = Ay — Tk(PkL + )‘T’egQﬁ)-

Similarly, for the upper bound, we have:

(26) Al[c]—i-l = Ay — Tk(Plg + )‘T’egQg)'

Let’s now assess the tightness of bounds as it constitutes the solution
space:

27)  Adpr = A — Ap = (P = BE) + Aeg(QF — Q).

Let’s substitute the expressions for PkL, P,? , Qﬁ, and Qg into the equation
for AAy,q:
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(28) AApyr = (P = PE) + Meg(QF — QF))
B A
(29) = ~2m(1+ Areg) -

The tight solution space for small values of the time step, 7, and reg-
ularization parameter, \..,, provides a way to approximate the solution of
the optimization problem. Furthermore, these bounds provide a good starting
point for finding the global optimum.

Please note that the above analysis can be adapted for the case when our
initial assumption (equation (18)) does not hold, i.e., when VA < 0. In that
case, the upper and lower bounds for each P, and Q are interchanged leading
to the same mathematical expression for VAy11 except for a positive sign.

7. Convergence Analysis

Let’s assume that the energy function, E,.4(A) is convex w.r.t A and there
exists a unique global minimum for the regularized optimization framework.

As we update the variable, A using the iterative equation (14) the energy
functional changes for some Lipschitz constant, L > 0, as per the descent
lemma [27] as the following equation:

(30)

Ereg(Ak+1) - Ereg(Ak) = [Ereg(Ak - Tk(Pk + )\reng))] - Ereg(Ak)

- <5Ereg(Ak)
M4

Given the convexity of the energy functional Eycs(A) as we update the

(31)

IN

T 2
Lt

> (Pk + )\reng) + TkHPk + )\rengH27VPk7 Qk
variable, A, with every iteration, energy functional decreases, i.e.,

(32) Ereg(Ak+1) < Ereg(Ap)-

Now, with every iteration, the gap between successive iterations changes
as follows:

VApi1 V Ay, )
— Tk .
|V Ajy1] |V Al
Since the energy functional decreases over iterations, the magnitude of the

gap between successive iterations must decrease to zero over iterations for the
solution to converge to the global optimum:

(34) |AAji1 — AAg| < 0.

(33) Adprr = Al = =2(1 + Areg) (T
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As we iterate from one step to the next, the gap between successive iter-
ations must decrease for the solution to converge to the global optimum. As
this gap decreases, the solution must converge to the global optimum given
the convexity of the energy functional and the existence of a unique global
optimum.

8. Approximate Solutions for Physical Systems

Now, we will demonstrate the application of our method on well-known
physical systems.

8.1. Boltzmann equation. In statistical mechanics, the evolution of parti-
cle distribution function, f(x,&,t) at location, x, velocity £ and time, ¢ can be
described using Boltzmann transport equation [28] as follows:

of F B
(35) B TEVI Ve = 0())

where F is an external force, p is the particle density, and Q(f) represents
the collision operator.

The Energy functional for the Boltzmann equation can be written in terms
of kinetic energy, entropy, and a function governing external forces and collision
operator as follows:

B() = [ [ |5mleP (. 60) ~ kaTfo, 6.0 08/ (0.6.0) + W6 )| de d,

where W(x, &, f) is a function of external forces and collision operator. The
structure of the function can be written for the specific problem at hand.
The gradient flow for this problem can be written as follows:

of 0FEreg(f)

1 o
- of §m|§|2 — kpT(1+log(f)) + 5F

The TV regularized energy functional term for the above equation, anal-

ogous to that for our generalized equation, can be written as follows:

(36) Ereg(f) = E() + Aveg / IV f|drdv,

The iterative update for minimizing Eyeg(f) is:

(37) fk-i—l — fk — T (§m|£| — k’BT(l + log(f)) + W + )\regv <_’ka’>:| )

where 73 is a step size parameter.
In the steady-state solution where % = 0, the Boltzmann equation be-
comes:
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R 5 Vf
(38) 0 — §m|g| — kT (1+log(f)) + 5f AregV - <W> '

The steady-state approximate can be further simplified using the BGK
operator [29] given the structure of function .

8.2. Compressible Navier-Stokes Equation. The behavior of compressible
fluid with density, p, velocity, v under pressure p and stress tensor, .S in fluid
dynamics can be modeled using the Navier-Stokes equations [1] as follows:

ap B
(39) % TV (pv) =0,
d
(40) (g:)+v-(pv®v+p1)zv's,

where I is the identity matrix.
We can write the energy functional as follows:

1
B(vp) = 5 [ v +C [ oVEI9VE + DI9vEIav = [ o)y,

The regularized energy functional E,es(p, v) can be written using regular-
ization parameters for density and velocity i.e., Aregp and Apeg o

(41)  Brg(p,v) = B(p,V) + Mregp / IVpldV + Areg / VvV,

The iterative process for minimization:

\Y

(42) Pk+1 = Pk — Tk [_aEreg/ap + )‘reg,pv : ( P )} )
V|

(43) V41 = Ve — Tk {_aEreg/aV + )\reg,vv : < VVk >} s
\Vvk]

We can apply steady state approximation and perturbation analysis to
gain further insights into the smoothness and existence of the solution.

8.3. Maxwell Equation. In elcetromagnestism, the behaviour of electric
(¢r) and magnetic (¢p) fields due to charge density, p and current density, .J
is governed by the following four Maxwell equations [2]:

Gauss’s Law (electricity):

(44) Vg =L,
€0
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Gauss’s Law (magnetism):

Faraday’s Law:

9o
ot '’

Ampere’s Law (with Maxwell’s addition):

(46) V x ¢g = —

0
(47) V x ¢B = poJ + M060%7

where ¢y and pp are vacuum permittivity and vacuum permeability re-
spectively.
The energy functional for Maxwell’s equation can be defined as follows:

Blém.0m) = 5 [ (losl + ~clop)av

The regularized energy functional e (¢E, ¢B) is

(48) Ereg(¢m, 9B)) :E(¢E7¢B))+/\reg,¢E/|V¢E|dv+)\reg,¢3/|v¢B|dV7

The iterative process to minimize Eeg is:

[ 0B, ( Vo )}

(49) PEp+1 = PEL — Th,E [ b + Areg.onV \Vog /1’
OF,. VoBy,

50 = 0By~ {_ S A onV < ﬂ ’

(50) $Bj+1 = Bk — Tk,B b5 9:95 A %:

The above iterative process allows for minimizing energy function, £,.4 by
optimizing the field variables while maintaining the smoothness in the fields.

9. Conclusion

We proposed an optimization framework around a generalized equation
governing physical systems such as fluid dynamics, statistical mechanics, and
other related physical systems. We introduced an energy functional for the
generalized equation. The objective of the optimization problem is to mini-
mize the energy functional by optimizing the primary variable. The objective
function (the energy functional) and the constraint (the generalized equation)
are written as a linear combination using a Lagrange multiplier. The resul-
tant Fuler-Lagrange equation is further investigated using the first variation
for convexity and global optimum.

Furthermore, the proposed method is refined for smooth solutions by incor-
porating the TV regularization term for the primary variable in the original
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energy functional. Using this modified energy functional, we develop a flow
similar to the Ricci flow, aimed towards minimizing the modified energy func-
tion by optimizing the primary variable. The optimal value of the primary
variable is obtained through an iterative process by using the gradient descent
method.

The mathematical structure of the iterative equation is used to develop lower
and upper bounds on solution space. These bounds can provide a good start-
ing point for the heuristic approach for finding a solution for the optimization.
A thorough convergence analysis is carried out to assess the utility of the ap-
proach.

Finally, we illustrate the application of this method by applying it to statistical
mechanics, fluid dynamics, and electromagnetism.
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