Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré © 2022 Association Publications de 1I’Institut Henri Poincaré
Anal. Non Linéaire 39 (2022), 1369-1412 Published by EMS Press
DOI 10.4171/ATHPC/33 This work is licensed under a CC BY 4.0 license

Existence and regularity of weak solutions for a fluid
interacting with a non-linear shell in three dimensions

Boris Muha and Sebastian Schwarzacher

Abstract. We study the unsteady incompressible Navier—Stokes equations in three dimensions
interacting with a non-linear flexible shell of Koiter type. This leads to a coupled system of non-
linear PDEs where the moving part of the boundary is an unknown of the problem. The known
existence theory for weak solutions is extended to non-linear Koiter shell models. We introduce
a priori estimates that reveal higher regularity of the shell displacement beyond energy estimates.
These are essential for non-linear Koiter shell models, since such shell models are non-convex (with
respect to terms of highest order). The estimates are obtained by introducing new analytical tools
that allow dissipative effects of the fluid to be exploited for the (non-dissipative) solid. The regularity
result depends on the geometric constitution alone and is independent of the approximation proce-
dure; hence it holds for arbitrary weak solutions. The developed tools are further used to introduce
a generalized Aubin—-Lions-type compactness result suitable for fluid—structure interactions.

1. Introduction

Fluid—structure interactions (FSI) are everyday phenomena with many applications, for
example in aeroelasticity [16] and biomedicine [4]. Mathematically, FSI problems are
described by coupling fluid equations with elasticity equations. The analysis of FSI prob-
lems is challenging and attractive mainly due to the following properties. First, the result-
ing system of non-linear PDE:s is of hyperbolic—parabolic type with the coupling taking
place at the fluid—structure interface. Second, the fluid domain is an unknown of the prob-
lem, i.e. the resulting problem is a moving boundary problem. In this paper we study the
coupling of the three-dimensional (3D) incompressible Navier—Stokes equations with the
evolution of the non-linear Koiter shell equation. Our main result is that any finite-energy
weak solution to the considered FSI problem satisfies an additional regularity property
on its interval of existence (see Theorem 1.2). More precisely, we show that the elastic
displacement belongs to the Bochner space L?(H2TS) N H!(HS) for all s < % Here
H? denotes the standard fractional Sobolev space (for a precise definition of a fractional
Sobolev space, see Section 2.3). In particular, due to respective embedding theorems, the
elastic displacement is Lipschitz continuous in the space variable for almost every moment
of time. We use this result to show the existence of weak solutions to a fluid—non-linear
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Koiter shell interaction problem (see Theorem 1.1). Since the non-linear Kotier shell equa-
tions are quasi-linear with non-linear coefficients depending on the terms of leading order
in the energy, the additional structure regularity estimate is crucial for the compactness
argument in the construction of a weak solution. The main idea behind the regularity the-
orem is to use the fluid dissipation and the coupling conditions to prove the additional
regularity estimate for the structure displacement. The realization of this idea is techni-
cally challenging. It includes the development of a comprehensive analysis to construct a
solenoidal extension and smooth approximations for the time-changing domain with clear
(local) dependence on the regularity of the boundary values and the boundary itself. The
approach is quite general and thus seems suitable for further applications related to the
analysis of variable geometries. In fact, the present result has already been applied; please
see [6,40,43].

Fluid—structure interaction has been an increasingly active area of research in mathe-
matics in the last 20 years. Due to the overwhelming number of contributions in the area,
in this brief literature review we just mention analytic results that are most relevant for
our work. Existence results for weak solutions for FSI problems where the incompress-
ible Navier—Stokes equations are coupled with a lower-dimensional elasticity model (e.g.
plate or shell laws) have been obtained in [10,22,25,31, 34, 35]. The corresponding exis-
tence result for compressible fluid flow was proved in [7]. All mentioned results on the
existence of weak solutions are valid up to the time of possible self-intersection of the
domain. To our knowledge, the number of regularity estimates for long time solutions is
rather limited. Recently, some significant results on strong solutions for large initial data
and a two-dimensional fluid interacting with a one-dimensional solid have been obtained;
see [23, 24]. For a three-dimensional fluid interacting with a three-dimensional elastic
body, see [26, 27] for global results with small initial data and structural damping. The
theory of local-in-time strong solutions for 3D-3D FSI problems is rather well developed;
see recent results in [5,29,38] and references within. We wish to emphasize that in all these
works the structure equations were linear. For an FSI problem with non-linear structure,
the theory is far less developed. The existence of a weak solution to the FSI problem with
a Koiter membrane energy that includes non-linearities of lower order and a leading-order
linear regularizing term was proved in [36]. Short time or small data existence results in
the context of strong solutions for various non-linear fluid—structure models have been
obtained in [11, 12, 15,39]. Finally, we wish to mention some results in the static case that
can be found in [19,21].

The role of fluid dissipation on the qualitative properties of the solution is one of the
central questions in the area of fluid—structure interactions and related systems, and has
been studied by many authors; see e.g. [3,20,44] and references within. We present here a
new technique that allows dissipation features to be transferred from the fluid equation to
the non-linear hyperbolic elastic displacement. We wish to point out that better regularity
cannot be expected for a non-linear hyperbolic PDE with arbitrarily smooth right-hand
sides and initial data. It is the coupling with a dissipative equation that allows this better
regularity.
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1.1. The coupled PDE

We first discuss the Koiter shell model (see e.g. [13,28]) which describes the evolution of
the elastic boundary of the fluid domain. Let & C R3 be a domain such that its boundary
I' = 0Q is parameterized by a C3 injective mapping ¢: w — R3, where @ C R2. To
simplify notation we assume in this paper that the boundary of 2 can be parameterized
by a flat torus @ = R?/Z? which corresponds to the assumption of periodic boundary
conditions for the structure displacement. We consider the periodic boundary conditions
just to avoid unnecessary technical complications (see Remark 1.4). An example of such
a domain is a cylindrical domain (see Figure 1) with periodic boundary condition for
the fluid velocity on the inlet/outlet part of the boundary. Namely, in this setting we can
identify the inlet and the outlet parts of the boundary, and thus the fluid domain is a three-
dimensional torus, which fits our framework.

Elastic shell

o I,

)

Figure 1. An example of the deformed cylindrical domain.

We denote tangential vectors at any point @(y) as

aq(y) = dap(y), =12 yco.
The unit normal vector is given by

_a(y) xax(y)
") = ) x a0l

The surface area element of 92 is given by dS = |a;(y) x ax(y)| dy. We assume that
the domain deforms only in the normal direction and denote by 7(¢, y) the magnitude of
the displacement. This reflects the situation when the fluid pressure is the dominant force
acting on the structure, in which case it is reasonable to assume that the shell is deforming
in the normal direction. In this case the deformed boundary can be parameterized by the
following coordinates:

0, y) =9(y) +n yn(y), t€(0,7), yeco. (1.1)
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We wish to emphasize that this restriction is standard in the majority of mathematical
works on the analysis of weak solutions, mainly due to severe technical difficulties asso-
ciated with the analysis of the case where the full displacement is taken into account.
The deformed boundary is denoted by I';(¢) = ¢, (¢, ®). It is a well-known fact from
differential geometry (see e.g. [30]) that there exist «(€2), B(€2) > 0 such that for n(y) €
(«(£2), B(R2)), @, (1, ) is a bijective parameterization of the surface I';(7) and it defines a
domain Q(¢) in its interior such that 92, () = I';(¢). Moreover, there exists a bijective
transformation ¥, (¢, ): €2 — €2, (¢). For more details on the geometry see Section 2.1 and
Definition 2.1.
We denote the moving domain in the following way:

0.7)x Q1) == [ {1} x2,0).

t€(0,7)

The non-linear Koiter model is given in terms of the differences of the first and the second
fundamental forms of I';(t) and I" which represent membrane forces and bending forces
respectively. These forces are summarized in its potential — the Koiter energy Ex (¢, 1).
The definition of the potential is taken from [14, Section 4]. For a precise definition and
the derivation of the energy for our coordinates, see (2.8) below. Let £x7 be the L2-
gradient of the Koiter energy &k (z, 1), h be the (constant) thickness of the shell and o,
the (constant) density of the shell. Then the respective momentum equation for the shell
reads

oshd}n + £xkn = g. (1.2)

where g is the momentum forces of the fluid acting on the shell.
The fluid flow is governed by the incompressible Navier—Stokes equations:

o7 (@;u+ (u-V))u=divo(u, p) in(0,T) x Qy(¢), (1.3)
divu=0 in (0,7) x Q,(1), 1.4)

where o (u, p) = —pl + 2 sym Vu is the fluid stress tensor and o the (constant) density
of the fluid.

The fluid and the structure are coupled via kinematic and dynamic coupling conditions.
We prescribe a no-slip kinematic coupling condition which means that the fluid and the
structure velocities are equal on the elastic boundary:

u(t, @, (t,y)) =0, y)n(y), yE€o. (1.5)

The dynamic boundary condition states that the total force in the normal direction on the
boundary is zero:

g(t,y) = —o(u, p)(t, 0, y)n(n, y)) -nly), yEo, (1.6)

where n(n(z, y)) = 019,(1, y) X d29,(t, y) is defined as a weighted vector pointing in
the direction of the outer normal to the deformed domain at point ¢, (7, y); the weight is
exactly the Jacobian of the change of variables from Eulerian to Lagrangian coordinates.
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We may summarize and state the full fluid-structure interaction problem: find (u, 1)
such that

or(0u+ (u-V))u =divo(u, p) in (0,7) x Qy,(¢),
divu =0 in (0,7) x Qp(2),
0shd7n + &xn =—(@(u. p)og,)n(n) -n in(0.T) x
. (1.7)
uog, =dn in(0,7) X w,
u(0,-) =ug in Q,(0),
n(0) =no. 3:m(0) =m ino.

The solution of the above coupled system formally satisfies the following energy equality:

d (o ho
(OB 2@, + 1900120 + Ex 1)

= —2/L/ |sym Vul|?. (1.8)
Q,(0)

Due to the fact that the Koiter shell equation is non-linear — more precisely, since the
curvature change is measured with respect to the deformed geometry — the H 2-coercivity
of the Koiter energy can become degenerate. This is quantified by the estimate shown in
Lemma 4.3 below. At such a degenerate instant, the given existence and regularity proofs
break down. This is a phenomenon purely due to the non-linearity of the Koiter shell equa-
tions. Indeed, in the case when the leading-order term of the elastic energy is quadratic
(i.e. the equation is linear or semi-linear), this loss of coercivity is a priori excluded.

1.2. Main results

Let us now state the main theorems of the paper. The first main theorem is the existence
of solutions to the non-linear Koiter shell model.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that 0Q € C3,n9 € H*(w), m € L*(») and ug € L*(R,), and
No is such that T'y, has no self-intersection and y(no) # 0. Moreover, we assume that the
compatibility condition u0|r770 = mn is satisfied. Then there exists a weak solution (u, n)
on the time interval (0, T) to (1.7) in the sense of Definition 2.3.

Furthermore, one of the following is true: either T = 400, or the structure self-
intersects, or y(n) # 0, i.e. the H?-coercivity of the structure energy degenerates, where
y is defined in Definition 2.1 below.

The second main theorem says that all possible solutions in the natural existence class
satisfy better structural regularity properties.

Theorem 1.2. Let (u, n) be a weak solution to (1.7) in the sense of Definition 2.3. Then

the solution has the additional regularity properties n € L?(0, T; H*>**(w)) and 9,1 €

L2(0,T; H(w)) for s € (0, %) Moreover, it satisfies the regularity estimate
InllL20,1; 12+ w)) + 190l L2(0,7; 1)) = C1

with Cy depending on 082, Cy and the H?-coercivity size y(n).
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Remark 1.3 (On the coercivity parameter y(7n)). Here we briefly discuss the dependence
of the constant C; in Theorem 1.2 on the coercivity parameter y(n). The detailed analysis
can be viewed in Section 4. First, one can use the energy inequality to deduce that 7 is
continuous in space and time; see Lemma 4.2. The coercivity constant y(n) is explicitly
calculated in Lemma 4.3, where it is shown that y(7) continuously depends on 7. Con-
sequently (depending on the initial state), coercivity in H? holds at least for some time
interval. In particular, on this time interval, constant C; in Theorem 1.2 depends only on
02 and Cy. If the solution then did not reach a state of degeneracy (y(n) = 0) or self-
intersection, then it can be (iteratively) prolonged. In order to derive the estimate for the
prolonged solution, one should revise the dependencies in Theorem 1.2 and this is the
reason why in Theorem 1.2 the constant C; depends on y(7). Note, in particular, that in
some cases y(n) can be explicitly computed; see Examples 1 and 2 in the next section,
where very natural conditions for the exclusion of degeneracy are computed.

Remark 1.4. Since here 92 is assumed to be a manifold without boundary, there is no
boundary condition for 1. We restrict ourselves to this case just for technical simplicity.
The proof for the case where only a part of the boundary is elastic (see e.g. [7,31]), with
the appropriate Dirichlet boundary conditions, is completely analogous. In particular, the
regularity estimate Theorem 1.2 is valid for the case of non-periodic shells and the proof
can be adapted without any significant complications by using the zero extension of 7 to
the whole boundary.

Remark 1.5. In the proof of Theorem 1.2 we use the no-slip coupling condition (1.5)
to transfer the fluid regularity to the structure. Here the exact form of the structure equa-
tion (1.2) is not essential. Therefore the proof can be easily adapted to different structure
models as long as we have that the corresponding structure energy is coercive in the
H? norm. In particular, our result implies respective estimates for weak solutions to sev-
eral FSI problems that have already been studied in the literature, and mentioned in the
introduction, e.g. [10,22,31,34,36]. The geometric condition y(n) # 0 is needed for H?-
coercivity in the non-linear setting. Clearly, H 2-coercivity is satisfied independently of
y(n) when the leading-order term in the Koiter energy is quadratic. Hence, in the case
when the structure equation is linear or semi-linear, the regularity result is valid until a
self-intersection is approached.

1.3. Novelty and significance

The main novelty is the improved regularity of the elastic displacement. In particular,
it allows the threshold between Lipschitz and non-Lipschitz domains to be overcome.
This critical step has caused a significant amount of effort in previous works [10,22,31,
34,36]. The regularity uses classical differential quotient techniques applied to the non-
linear structure equation. The impact of the fluid on the structure, which is rather implicit
in the framework of weak equations, is problematic. Here, newly developed extension
operators are developed that are certainly of independent value (see Proposition 3.3). Of
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critical technical difficulty are commutator estimates for the time-dependent extension of
a difference quotient (see Lemma 3.5).

The power of the newly introduced method to gain higher regularity for the structure
allows us to prove the existence of weak solutions for fluids interacting with non-linear
Kaoiter shells. These more physical models have not been in reach for the theory of weak
solutions that may exist for arbitrarily long times. The mathematical reason is that the
respective energies are highly non-linear and non-convex. The extra regularity estimate,
however, allows us to derive sequences that converge strongly to the solution with respect
to the highest order of the operator. This is the reason why no linearity or convexity
assumptions are needed anymore to pass to the limit within the non-linear stress tensor
of the structure equation.

For previous results, the limit passage of the convective term in the Navier—Stokes
equations was the main effort [10,22,31,34,36]. The limit passage usually relies on com-
pactness results of Aubin—Lions type. The variable geometry make its application highly
technical. In Section 5 we rewrite the celebrated result in a form that we believe to be suit-
able for coupled systems (see Theorem 5.1). Indeed, it can be applied to systems where
the solution space depends on the solution itself. This section can be seen as the second
main technical novelty.

The interval of existence is potentially arbitrarily large. The interval of existence is
restricted to cases where the geometry degenerates. However, the minimal interval of
existence depends on the reference geometry (which defined the shell model) and can
be arbitrarily large for some commonly used models. We demonstrate this by providing
explicit bounds for two popular reference geometries in Section 2.1: namely the cases
where the reference geometry is a sphere or a cylinder.

The method seems very suitable to be adapted for further interaction problems. Possi-
ble future applications for FSI problems are in the fields of membrane energies, compress-
ible fluids, tangential displacements, uniqueness issues and/or numerical analysis. In two
space dimensions or in the regime of low Reynolds numbers, the method inherits great
potential to further improve the regularity theory for the FSI problems [23]. However, due
to the lack of a global regularity result for the fluid equations in three dimensions, we do
not expect it is possible to further improve the regularity of the shell. In this sense our
regularity result for the shell displacement can be viewed as optimal.

This is the point to mention that some applications of our results are already available.
Firstly, in [40] the additional regularity for weak solution to linear plates is used in order to
obtain weak—strong uniqueness results. In the case of three-dimensional fluids, the proof
depends crucially on the extra regularity obtained here. Secondly, the results were used
recently in [6], where Koiter shells are coupled to polymer fluids. Thirdly, we wish to
mention work in progress on heat-conducting fluids [8], where the Navier—Stokes—Fourier
system is considered. In order to obtain an energy equality, which is an essential part of
the concept of weak solutions, compactness of the elastic solid energy is crucial. Hence,
this result also depends sensitively on the regularity techniques presented here. Finally,
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our methodology for the regularity estimate was also used in the proof of a weak—strong
uniqueness result for FSI problems with compressible fluid [43].

Outline of the paper. The next section first derives the Koiter energy with respect to our
chosen coordinates, gives two explicit examples of Koiter energies with respective geo-
metric restrictions on «(£2), (£2), y(n) and introduces the definition of a weak solution
for fluid—structure interactions. Section 3 is the technical heart of the paper since there the
solenoidal extension and approximation operators are introduced. In Section 4 we give
the proof of the regularity result Theorem 1.2. Section 5 provides a new version of the
Aubin-Lions compactness result that reveals the connection between the existence of suit-
able extensions and compactness results for fluid—structure interactions involving elastic
shells. Finally, in Section 6 we show Theorem 1.1; the existence is shown by combining
the extra regularity of the shell with the compactness theory.

2. Weak solutions

2.1. The elastic energy

Coordinates. Here we follow the strategy of [31, Section 2] by introducing the following
coordinates attached to the reference geometry €2, which are well defined in the tubular
neighborhood of Q2 (see e.g. [30, Section 10] and Figure 2 for an illustration).

Wn

Figure 2. Cross section of a cylindrical domain, its deformation and corresponding coordinate
system.

Definition 2.1. Let x be a point in the neighborhood of d€2. We define the distance param-
eter with respect to the reference point

y(x) = argminy ¢, [x —@()],  s(x) = (x = y(x)) - n(x)

and the projection p(x) = @(y(x)).
We define the numbers «(€2), B(2) so that («(£2), B(€2)) is the largest open interval
such that numbers s(x), p(x), y(x) are uniquely defined over {@(y) +sn:y € w, s €

(a(£2). B(2))}.
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For ¥ > 0 we introduce the indicator mapping o, € C°°(R), such that
K
o (s) = 1fors € (x(R2) + k,00), 0k(s) =0fors < a(R2) + > and o, > 0.

We set
Se ={o(y) +sn(y) : (s, ) € [2(RQ) + k., B(Q) — k] X w}.

Further
0“=S8,UQ and Q,=Q\S.

In particular, we have clear information on the support of the derivative:
A = {p(y) +sn(y) : (s.y) € [@() + k/2, () + k] x @} D supp(oy(s(-))).

For n(y) € (a(2) + «, B(§2) — k), this allows us to introduce the mapping ¥, (Z,-): 2 —
2y by

2> (1= 0es(2)z + 0k 6 (PG) + (17(2)) + s (=)

and w;l(t, )1 Ry — Q2 by

x> (1= 0c(s00)x + 0 (s()) (PCY) + (5x) = 1 ())n(r(x)) ).
Moreover, we define
D (a(Q)+1,B(R2)—kK)xw—> S, ®(s,y) =0(y) +n(y)s.

The function’s dependence on ¢ and k is smooth and invertible. This implies that

Yy o ®@:(a(2) +k,0) X0 — 2y, Yy 0 @(s,¥) = @) + (s + 0w (s)n(¥))n(y).

Finally, we define the following geometric quantity depending on d2 and 7:

1
y(n) = mﬂal X as| +n(m-(a; X dn+ dinx az)) + n°n- (d1n x d>m)). (2.1)
1 2
Remark 2.2. The numbers «(£2), 8(£2) do not have to be small. For example, if 2 is a
ball or a cylinder with radius R, then (¢(€2), B(2)) = (—R, 0c0). The geometric quantity
(1) is connected to the H?-coercivity of the non-linear structure energy and its meaning
is clarified in Lemma 4.3 and Remark 4.4.

Derivation of the elastic energy. The non-linear Koiter model is given in terms of the
differences of the first and the second fundamental forms of I';(#) and I'. The tangent
vectors to the deformed boundary are given by

ay(n) = 0a@, = aq + dgnn + Ndgn, o =1,2. (2.2)
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Therefore, the components of the first fundamental form of the deformed configuration
are given by
agp () =2 (n) -ag (1) = dap + dandpn + N(ag - g + ag - dgn) + n’don- Ign. (2.3)
We define the change of metric tensor G (1):
Gaﬂ () = Aap (n) — Aep = 3a773;377 + n(aq - 8,3“ +ag - dgn) + 7728(1“ : 8,3n. 2.4)
The normal vector to the deformed configuration is given by
n(n) = a;(n) X ax(n) = |a; x az|n + dn(a; x n + ndn x n)
+ d1n(n x ap + 7 X don) + n(a; X don + din x ap)
+ 7%(d1n x d,m). (2.5)
Notice that n(n) is not a unit vector. We follow our reference literature [14] and use the

following tensor R (denoted by R¥ in [14, Section 4]) which is some non-normalized
variant of the second fundamental form to measure the change of curvature:

Ryp(n) = | dgag(n) -n(n) — dqag-n, o,f=1,2. (2.6)

a; X ap|
Finally, we define the elasticity tensor in the classical way [14, Theorem 3.2]:

. V7
A +2u

AE (A:E)A + 4uAEA, E e Sym(R>*?). 2.7)
Here A is the contravariant metric tensor associated with dQ2 (see e.g. [14, Section 2] for
the precise definition of A), and A > 0, i > 0 are the Lamé constants. The Koiter energy
of the shell is given by
h h3
Ex(t.m) =7 | AG((.): G(n(t.))dy + 2
w

= /w AR((.) : Ry, dy. 2.8)

where £ is the thickness of the shell. In order to simplify the notation we introduce the
following forms connected to the membrane and bending effects in the variational formu-
lation:

h

anttn &) = 2 / AG((t.)  G'(n(t.))E dy. 2.9)
h3

an(t..6) = 5, [ ARG R 606 dy, @.10)

where G’ and R’ denote the Fréchet derivatives of G and R respectively. Therefore, the
elastodynamics of the shell is given by the following variational formulation:

d
oy [ (.05 dv + am(t.0.6) + ap(e. 1.6

= / gkdy on(0,7),& e W?P(w), (2.11)
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where g; is the structure density, g is the density of area force acting on the structure and
p > 2. We denote the elasticity operator by £ x which is formally given by

(L£xn.8) = am(t,1.8) +ap(t,1.6). &€ WP (). (2.12)
Next we give some examples for which we can calculate our restrictive numbers o (£2),

B(£2) and y(n).

Example 1: Cylindrical Koiter shell. The parameterization of the reference cylinder is
given by ¢(0,z) = (Rcosf, Rsinf,z), (6,z) € w = (0,27) x (0, 1), where R > 0 is the
radius of the cylinder. We compute

a;(0,z) = (—Rsinf, RcosH,0), a(0,z) =(0,0,1), n(d,z) = (cosB,sinb,0).

The corresponding contravariant metric tensor is given by 4 = ( 1/ (fz 9). The deformation
of the cylindrical boundary is given by

¢,(0,2) = (Rcos 0 + n(0,z) cos 0, Rsin6 + n(6,z)sinb, z).

Straightforward calculation yields

1
aj(n) = (1 + E)al + ngn, ax(n) = az + 1.4,

n() = (R +mn—1:(R +maz + La.

Therefore, the change of metric tensor is given by

G = ((R +m? 405 —R> nen: )

NNz 1+ '7%

and the change of curvature tensor by

2
RGp = [+ Rmos — g1+ R =2% + R (1+ F)moz = 7oz |
(1+ oz — xnonz (1+ )2z

Here (2(R2), B(R)) = (—R,o0) and y(n) = 1 + %.

Example 2: Spherical shell. Strictly speaking, the sphere does not fit in our framework
since it does not have a global parameterization. However, this assumption was introduced
just for technical simplicity and can be easily removed by working with local coordinates.
In this example we consider an elastic sphere with holes around north and south poles. On
these holes we prescribe the boundary condition for the fluid flow, e.g. inflow/outflow or
Dirichlet. The shell is clamped on the boundary of the holes (see Figure 1 for illustration).
More precisely, the parameterization is given by

@(0,¢9) = R(cosBOsing,sinfsing,cos¢p), (0,¢) € w = (0,27) X (a, 7 —a),
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where R > 0 is the radius of the sphere, and a > 0 is the parameter determining the size
of the holes. We compute the tangent and normal vectors to the reference configuration

a; = —R(sinfsin ¢, cos O sin ¢, 0),
a, = R(cos 6 cos¢,sinf cosp,—sin),
n = —(cos 6 sin ¢, sin O sin ¢, cos ¢).

1/R%sin?¢ 0

The contravariant metric tensor is given by A = ( 0 1/R?

the cylindrical boundary by

), and the deformation of

@,(0,9) = (R —n(0,¢))(cos 0 sing, sin 6 sin ¢, cos ¢).

We calculate the tangent and normal vectors to the deformed configuration:

ar(n) = (1 - %)al +nen,  ax(n) = (1 - %)az + nen,

— (P — 2 A YL .
n() = (R =P singn — (1= 2 ) (Z2ar + ng singaz).
The change of the metric tensor is given by
_ [ + Ging)*n(n —2R) o
G () = L.
n67¢ ng + (R—1)

Finally, the components of the change of curvature tensor are given by
Rii(n) = %(—2;73 sin® ¢ + n*(6R sin® ¢ + 1y sin2¢ + 2ngg)
—2n(3R?sin* ¢ + Rng sin2¢ + 207 + 2Rngg)
+ R(Rng sin2¢ + 415 + 2Rngg)).
R12(n) = R21(n)
n—R

=3 (n6(R cotd — necotd —2ng) + 16y (1 — R)),

1
2z (5 F P GR 4 159) + RQ1G + Rugg) = n(2nG + RGR + 21g9)))-

R (1) =

The clamped boundary conditions are n = dgn = 0, ¢ = a, w — a. Since we will take finite
differences of order less than 1, we can extend 1 by zero (over the poles) and completez: all
estimates related to the regularity. Here («(2), 8(2)) = (—o0o, R) and y(n) = (’7}#.
2.2. Weak coupled solutions

We use here the standard notation of Bochner spaces related to Lebesgue and Sobolev
spaces. We will use bold letters for vector-valued functions in three dimensions. Usually
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we take y € w to be a two-dimensional variable and x a three-dimensional variable. In
order to define weak solutions, let us first define the appropriate function spaces:

V(1) = {u € H'(Qy(1)) : diva = 0},
Vi = L0, T; L*(2, (1)) N L0, T; Vy (1)),
Vg = L®(0,T; H*(w)) N WH%°(0, T; L3 (w)),
Vs = {(u,n) € Vr x Vg 1u(t,@,(,-) = (. )n((t, )},

Vr =1{(q.8) € Vr x Vk 1 q(t,0,(,-) = £, )n(n(z,-)),
9rq € L*(0,T; L*(2,(1)))}.

(2.13)

Here Vg and VF are solution space and test space respectively. Even though for n € Vg,
€2, (1) is not necessarily a Lipschitz domain, the traces used in definitions (2.13) and (3.3)
are well defined; see [31, Corollary 2.9] (see also [10,33]). We introduce the concept of
a solution which we will consider here. Observe that from this point on we normalize all
physical constants p; = pr = h = . = A = 1 for notational simplicity since the proofs
require just positivity of these constants. We emphasize that the restrictions on existence
and regularity are only of a geometrical nature. This can be quantified by «(£2) and B(S2)
depending only on the reference geometry, and y (1) depending on the reference geometry
and on the particular magnitude and direction of the displacement, but not on the above
physical constants.

Definition 2.3 (Weak solution). We call (u, ) € Vs a weak solution of problem (1.7) if
it satisfies the energy inequality (2.15) and for every (q, £) € Vr the following equality
holds in D’(0, T):

d

—/ u-qu+/ (—u-d;q—u®u:Vq+2symVu:symVq)dx
dt Ja,u Q,(0)

d
dt/a,nsdy /amatuam(r 1) + ap(t.7.€) dy =0, 2.14)

Furthermore, the initial values 1g, 171, W are attained in the respective weakly continuous
sense.

By formally multiplying (1.7); by u and (1.7), by 9,7, integrating over Q,(¢) and w
respectively, integrating by parts and using the coupling conditions (1.7)4, we obtain the
following energy inequality (see e.g. [10,34] for details of the computations related to the
change of the domain and the convective term):

SO g 0 + 3 100 2 + Exle.m) +2 / / | [mVuldx
Q@
1

< S olZa( + 5120y + Ex(0.70) =: Co. 2.15)



B. Muha and S. Schwarzacher 1382

2.3. Fractional spaces

In this paper, we use the standard definitions of Bochner spaces related to Lebesgue and
Sobolev spaces. In particular, we consider fractional Sobolev spaces and Nikolskii spaces.
We recall their definitions here.

For o € (0, 1) (the order of derivative) and ¢ € [1, 00) (the exponent of integrability)
we say that g € W%4(A), for a domain A C R, if its norm

1 1
q . lg(x) —g(»)|? a / p a
lelyuacn = [ [ B2  avay) + ([ 1z as

is finite. Fractional Sobolev spaces can be extended to higher order. For @ € [k, k + 1)
with k € N it is said that g € W%4(A) if all partial derivatives of order up to k are in
We=k:4(A). In the particular case ¢ = 2 we use the abbreviation

H*(A) = W52(A) fors € [0, 00).
We say that g € N*9(A) if its norm

1 1

(x + he;)) —g(x) 4 a q

lelyescn = sp sup( [ [EELROZ SO ) ([gcoan)”
i€{l,....d} h#0 \J A, A

|h |a—1h
where ¢; is the ith unit vector and A, = {x € A : dist(x, d4) > h} is finite. Nikolskii
spaces are closely related to fractional Sobolev spaces W*(A). Let us just mention that
for0 < ¢ < B < 1 and a bounded domain 4 we have

Wha(4) c NB1(4) c w1(4).

Recall also that for fractional Sobolev spaces an embedding theorem is available for a
Lipschitz domain 4 C R”. Therefore, for g € N#9(A4) and 0 < « < B < 1 we have for
og < n that

gl =< c1llgllweaay = c2llgllns.aca- (2.16)

L7767 (4)
and for ag > n,
”g”C"“%(A) < cillgllweacay < c2llgllysacay- (2.17)
For the above estimates and more detailed study on the given function spaces we refer
to [1, Chapter 7] and [42]. The Nikolskii spaces are very popular in the analysis of PDEs,
since their definition via difference quotients is rather easy to handle. Namely, we intro-
duce for g € L'(w) and h # 0,

X+ he)—g(x
Dfl,e(g)(x) = 8 _I|_h|s—)1h () for any (unit) vector e € R2.
In the following, we will omit mentioning the direction e since it is never of relevance and
write D} (q)(y) := Dfl,e (q)(y) for an arbitrary direction e. At this point we just wish to

mention that these expressions satisfy the summation-by-parts formula

[ Pi@mamrdy = [ 0102, @01y

for all periodic functions g € L?(w) and ¢ € L? (w) with p € [1, o).
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For a vector field g: A — R¥, we say that g € WP (A) if g8 € WP (A) forall i €
{1,...,d}. Finally we denote

WP (A) = {g € WP (A) : div(g) = 0 in a distributional sense}.

3. Solenoidal extensions and smooth approximations

In this section we construct a divergence-free extension operator from (0, 7) x dQ2 to
(0, T) x §4(t). The construction is based on the ideas of the construction in [31, Proposi-
tion 2.11]. In contrast to the approach there we will use the celebrated Bogovskii theorem
in place of the steady Stokes operator. We use the following theorem that can be found
in [18, Section 3.3] and in [17, Appendix 10.5].

Theorem 3.1. Let the domain Q2 be uniformly Lipschitz. There exists a linear opera-
tor Bog: C§°(2) — C(§’°(Q)d, with the property div(Bog(f)) = f, which extends from
WELP(Q) > WEP(Q) for 1 < p < coand k € {0,1,2.,...}, such that

”BOg(f)”Wk,P(Q) = C”f”ﬁ/k—l,p(g)’ k eZ, 3.1

where C is an absolute constant depending only on the Lipschitz constant. Here we use
the notation é(‘)’o(Q) ={f e C§(Q): [ fdx =0}, and for > 0, V’I\/Ol’p(Q) ={f ¢
WEP(Q) 1 [ fdx =04 Wy "P(Q) = {f e W2(Q) : (f,1) = 0}, where W2(Q)
is defined via the norm

1ty = S0 (£:9)
{peWhP (Q):
el =1}
Within this section we assume that n: [0, T] x @ — R is such that there exist oy, 85
such that

@(Q) + ik <oy <nt.y) <Py <P~k forall (.y) €[0.T]xw.  (32)

Moreover, in this section we use ¢ or C as generic constants which may change their
sizes in different instances. Since their dependence on the geometry is relevant for our
arguments, it will always be given explicitly in the statements of the results.

The first step is to introduce a solenoidal extension operator. However, since all func-
tions defined on the boundary do not necessarily allow for a solenoidal extension, we first
need to construct a suitable corrector. We use the coordinates introduced in Definition 2.1.
For ease of readability we define for a function £: w — R,

§:0Q >R with§(p(x)) = §(x) := §(y(x)).
In our solenoidal extension the Bogovskii theorem will be applied to

Se \ S =t .
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Observe that 4, is a C? domain that contains the support of the function (p, s) —
o, (p + si(p)) from Definition 2.1.

Next we introduce the following weighted mean value over that set. Let A € L°(A,),
A >0, and fAK A(x) dx > 0 be a given weight. Then

Ja U(x)A(x) dx
= A T T L (Ay).
W= e forv € LAY
We will denote
Ay (t.x) = e(s(x)_"(t’y(x)))div("(p(x)))(rlé(s(x)) >0, (3.3)

which has compact support in #4, and satisfies (uniformly in ¢)

c1 < IAplliLieay < c2llAgllLeoay < c3

for some positive constants ¢; < ¢ < c3 depending just on k and the upper and lower
bounds of 7.

Corollary 3.2 (Corrector). Let (3.2) be satisfied. Then the corrector map

: i Ja E@O))A (e, x) dx
Ky L' (@) > R, &> Ky(€) = (E), = IREROETE

satisfies the following estimates for q € [1, o0]:

I KnE)llLao,r) < CllEllLaqo,7;01 (@))> (3.4
10: Ky llLao,ry < C(19:€ N Laco, 7511 @)y + 1E0:nllLaco, 7311 w)))- (3.5)

whenever the right-hand side is finite. Here C depends only on oy, By and k.

Proof. The estimates in L4(0, T') are immediate by the uniform bounds of A,, and . In
order to estimate the time derivative, we use the calculation

0N ry) = =7z [ 9iA (t)dx/ Oy (1) dx
A VT P
- 1 -
+ 0:EMAn()dx + ———— [ §(0)dAy(1) dx.
Ol Ja Ol Ja”"
The estimate now follows using d;A, = —0;1A, and by the uniform bounds of A, and o.
L]

Proposition 3.3 (Solenoidal extension). Let (3.2) be satisfied and n€ L= (0, T; W2 (w)).
Then there exists a linear solenoidal extension operator

Test,: {& € L1(0, T; W (w)) : Ky(§) =0} — L' (0, T; W1 (0Q2)),
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such that div Test, (§ — K, (§)) =0forall§ € LY0,T; Wt (w)) and (Test, (§ — Ky (§)),
£ —XKy(§)) € Vrfork € Vk.

Moreover, Testy(§ — K;(£))(t,x) =0 for (t,x) € (0,T) x Q« and it satisfies the
following estimates for q € [1,00], p € (1,00) and | € N:
ITesty (§ =Ky EDN g o.7.100 %y = CIElLe.7;Lr @) (3.6)
||TCSt,7 (‘i:_ Kﬂ (S))”Lq(oyT;Wl,p(Q%))
< C(llEllLao,7:w1r (@) FIEVIILa,T:LP@)). (B.T)
180 Testy (€ = D 100 ropoco’
< C(I18:&llzaco,T;r @)+ 1Ee Il a0, 7517 (w))). (3-8)
2
192 Testy (= Kn @Dl o0 710005
< C(IV*€llLaco,rsLr @) + 1EV Nl La0, 7507 @)))
+ C(IIVENVnlllLaco,T:L7 @)
+EIVP Lo o.7:Lr @)-
||81VTeSt;7($— ‘K"(E))”LQ(QT;LP(Q%))
= C(”atVE”Lq(o,T;LP(w)) + ||§3tv’7||Lq(o,T;LP(w)))
+ C||19:£1 |Vl + [VE] 8]
+ [£0:7| |V77|HLq(()j;Lp(w))7
/
184 Testy €~ Ky Dl 0 apir o)

< C| Testy (9l (3.9

LIO.TsW 17 (Q2))’

whenever the right-hand side is finite. Here C depends only on oy, By and k.
Proof. Construction. The construction relies exclusively on the reference geometry,
namely on S, defined in Definition 2.1. Hence to keep the notation compact we will omit

the dependence on the time variable . Moreover, without loss of generality we assume
that KX, (§) = 0, since otherwise we replace £ by £ — K, (§), for which we have

S € = Iy (§)Ay dx

Ky (§ = Ky (§) =

fm)&ndx
[0 EXydx
=T Ta® =0
A TN

Hence, once the estimates are valid for &, such that K, (§) = 0, the estimates follow by
Corollary 3.2, and also for the case K (£) # 0.
First observe that for the coordinates s(x), p(x) introduced in Definition 2.1 we find

Vs(x) = 0ps(x)n and  Vp(x) = (0¢;(px)P(X))i=1,...d—1
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and (independent of s(x))
d—1
divin(p)) = Y _ dz,n(p) - 7 (p).
i=1

For y € w and x € S, we find, by the assumption on €2, that y = y(x) if and only if
p(x) = ¢(y) and so (wherever well defined)

Onpy(x) =0 andso dyp)é(y(x)) =0.

Next we introduce the operator
Testy (§) (x) 1= COTNOEDROCDNE (p(x)) 0 (5 () m(p(x).
Observe that for x € 2, N S we find
Testy (£) (x) = €010 EEEENE (p(x))n(p(x)).

In particular, for x € 32, we find s(x) = n(y(x)) and hence

Testy (£)(x) = n(P()E( (X)), x € Iy,
Using that dpp(x)) f (X) = =05 f(p, ) we find for x € 0% NS,

div(Test; (§)(x)) = V(eCD 710N MOCEMEp(x))) - n(p(x))

+ e8)=n(2,y(x))) diV(n(P(X)))g(p(x)) div(n(p(x)))
= -9, (e(S(x)—n(y(x))) diV(n(p(X)))g(p(x)))

+ )= (x))) diV(n(p(X)))g(p(x)) div(n(p(x)))
=0.

On A, we find (by the same calculations) that
div(Test, (£) (x)) = eI EMIEEENE (p(x))gy (5(x)),

which has compact support in #,. Moreover,
L div(Test, (§)(x)) dx = —/A )tn(x)g(p(x)) dx = 0.

Since A, is by assumption a C? domain, we can apply the Bogovskii operator, which we
denote by Bog,, on this domain. We define

Testy (£) (x) := Testy (£)(x) — Bog, (div(Test, (£)))(x).
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Estimates. The estimates are quite standard, relying on the regularity of ¢, namely on
the C2-regularity of 2. We give some details of the estimate in order to show a clear
dependence on 7.

We start with the estimates of the time derivative of Test, (§). We calculate

3 Testy (£) = 9, Test, (§) — Bog, (3, div(Test, (£))).

The Bogovskii operator is well defined due to the fact that (formally)

[ andivTesty6n dx = [ o div(Testy @) dx
Q) A

= 0; (/ div(Test, (§)) dx) =0.
Sy
We calculate further,
0 Test, (§)(, x)

= @)=,y (x))) divin(p(x))) 3, £(r, y(x))n(p(x))
— div(n(p(x)))d;n(t, y(x))e @Y M A@EED £ (1 y(x))n(p(x)),

which implies the following pointwise estimate for 9, Test, (§):

10, Testy (§) (1. )| < c(|9:5(t. p(x))] + [3en(z. ()] [E(2. P(X))]. (3.10)

where the constant only depends on k, oy, 8, and the C?-regularity of 2. For the sake
of better understanding we demonstrate that the assumption X, (§) = 0 is indeed without
loss of generality. We estimate

|9, Test, (§ — Ky (£))(t, x)|
< (195 pC)| + (2. pCNI(E @ PC)] + E@) 1)
+ 19:n()(0) || L1). (3.11)

In order to estimate the Bogovskii part we find by Theorem 3.1 (with a constant just
depending on the Lipschitz constant of +4,) that

[Bog (0 div(Testy (& — K D)l Loy = [Bose (9 div(Testy (€ — K (€))L,
< c||div(8,m,(§ - JC”(E))) ” W12 ()
= |8, Testy (€ — Ky (€)1 -

and so the estimate of 9, Test, (§ — K, (§)) follows by (3.11).
The estimates of VTest,(§ — K, &), V2Test, (§ — K, &) and 9, VTest, (§ — Ky £)
are analogous and we skip the details here. Observe that due to the compact support of
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div(Test, (§ — Ky (£))), by the Gauss theorem we find that

/ V! div(Test, (§ — K, £))dx =0 = / 3, V! div(Test, (£ — K, £)) dx;
(0] Q)

hence Bog, is always well defined.

Clearly, the normal derivatives of the constructed function Test, (§ — K, (£)) depend
on the estimates of the derivatives of g, and not on the regularity of the derivatives of 7.
Since the Bogovskii theorem transfers the regularity to Test, (§ — K, (§)) with no further
loss, (3.9) follows with according dependencies on the higher-order derivatives of 6,. m

We include the following corollary that will be necessary for our compactness result
(see Section 5).

Corollary 3.4 (Smooth solenoidal extension). Let a,r € [2,00], p,q € (1,00) and s €
[0,1]. Assume that n € L7 ([0, T]; W24 (w)) N WL ([0, T]; L*(w)), such that ¢ (Q) + k <
oy =N =Py = P(R) -k

Let b € W5P(w) and take (b)s as a smooth approximation of b in . Then E;, s(b) :=
Test, ((b)s — J;((b)s)) satisfies all the regularity of Proposition 3.3. In particular,

| En.5(5) — Testy (b — Ky Bl 5, < €l B)s — bllLo)
and

19 Enty s O 1 0 1. 100 %y = NP5 (DlLr0,7:L2w))
uniformly int € (0,T).

We include the following technical lemma, that will be necessary for the regularity
result.

Lemma 3.5. Let p,a € (1, 00) such that p’ < a < dd_";, if pl<d,and p <a < oo

otherwise, and let the assumptions of Proposition 3.3 be satisfied. Assume additionally

ap ’
that n € C%%(w) N w b ar-a-p (w) and u € WP (Q,). Then the above constructed test
function satisfies

(3.12)

/ u- Testy (D}, & — Ky(D}, §)) dx

n

< (' + IIDZ,eﬂllwl, ip Nl @plEllr @

=07 ()

and in the case 9,§ € L?(w),

/Q w3, Testy (D & — Jy (D ,8)) dx
n

P—a—p (o

<e((h* + IIDi,enHWl,é ip ))||3t§||Lp(w)||u||W1,p'(sz,7)

+ 11Dj Ol La @) 1ally 1.0 (g,
+ 1D, EOllL1 @) 19O L1 @) Il y o @,))- (3.13)

The constants depend only on ay, By, k and (linearly) on |1l c1.6(p)-
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Proof. In the following we use the abbreviation §;, f(y) = (f(y + eih) — f(y)) fori =
1, 2. Moreover, since all estimates are done pointwise in time, we omit the dependence
on ¢ of 1 and €2,,. First, since the support of Test, (§,§ — K7 (8x§)) is S, we can use the
coordinates (p, s) on the full support of Test; (63§ — K, (6,£)). We will use the change of
coordinates ¥, o ®: @ x (« + k/2,0] — Qj in order to be able to do integration by parts.
Hence

/ u - Test, (65§ — Ky (8n€)) dx

n
0
= f / (u - Testy, (6,€ — JC,,(Shé))) o Yy o @|det(V (Y, o @))|dy ds.
a+tk/2 Jw
We will use the following abbreviations for the sake of a better overview:

a=a(), (s, y):=[det(V(¥y o ®)(s, y))l.
;\n(s, y) 1= e(s_”(y)div"("(y)))o,é(s)y?(s, y).

Hence, we calculate

A9l ae) Kn(8nE)

a+K
/ / Ay oYy 0o @56 det(V(Yry o @))| dy ds

+K/2

[ o [ sty dy s

+K/2

/aa+f< /wé(y)Shin(s,y) dy ds,

+K/2
where we used the summation by parts formula for finite differences. Therefore,

Jotn [ E08(Ay) dy
IAnll21 (A0

SnE — Ky(Bn€) = dn(§ — Ky(8)) —
And so

Testy (85 — Ky (81)) © Yy 0 B (s, y)
= 8 (Testy (& — Ky(€)) 0 Yy 0 @(s.))
— 8 (eCTN W OM) 5 (5)(E — (€)2,)0(Y)
— 6T OO 5 (5) (€ — (£)7,)8h (1))
o+K Y
OO (g Lt/ Jo EDV ) dyds

Al ()
=: 8p(Testy(§) oYy 0 ®(s,y)) + 71 + T2 + T3.
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Partial summation and Hoélder’s inequality imply that

‘f u - Test, (6, — K (8,8)) dx

n

<

0
< / /uol//nod’-éhTestn(é—JCn(S))ownod))?dyds
at+k/2 Jw

+

0
/ /mwwmwﬂ+%+MWWM
atk/2Jw

+ '/A u-BogK(div(Te_Stn((ghE - JC,,(S}ZS)))) dx

= () + (1) + (I0D).

Recall, that p’ < a < % @if p < d and no upper bound otherwise). Observe that

185m] < ch®, |yl + V(o ®)| < c(1+|Vnl) and [8,7] < c|8,Vn

and

u(yy o ®(x + h)) —u(yy o ®(x))
Yy © ®(x + 1) — Yy 0 D(x)

Ypo® (x+h)
<ch? ][ |Vu|ds.
Yyo®(x)

|6pu oYy o ®| < [Ym 0 @(x + h) — Yy 0 @ (x)]

We estimate (I) using partial integration, the above inequality, Holder’s inequality for
% +1+ % = 1 and Sobolev embedding:

0=

0
[ /(Sh(uow,,0<I>)-Te_st,,(§—JC,](§))ow,,o<I>))7
a+k/2 Jw

+ (o Yy 0 ®) - (Testy (§ — Ky (§)) 0 Yy 0 ®) 847 dy ds

0
= chllully1 @) lEllLr@) + C”u”Lﬁ(Qn)”S”LP(w)HShn”WL%( )
ap—a-p (@

6 a /
<c(h® + |I8hnllwl,%(w))llullwl,p @nllElLr@)- (3.14)
We further estimate (IT) by using, in a rather straightforward manner, the fact that |5, g| <
0
gl
ITi7] < e+ 18amDUELT + 1§)5, AnD) < ch®(EI7 + 1(8)5, AnD).
< ch(El7 + 1(8);, An)).
A
M
[AnllL1 a0

T2y

N

w
<

IA

€0 Lr @) 18nn 1l w10 (@)-
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This implies
2 o 13417,
5 LP (A
/ /|J,»y|17 dyds < Ch9p||5||fp(w)<1 + XT()
i=1JetK/2 0 ” 77||L1(A,<)

0 AqlI7
-~ ([w+«/2,0]xw) P p
|T3717 dy ds < c €1l [T
/(;—Hc/Z/a) ”Aﬂ”il(,,gk) LP(w) wWLr (w)

Hence, we find by Holder’s and Poincaré’s inequalities that

3
() < cllullr g,y D NTiTlLrater2,0x0)

i=1
< c(h® + 18unl w1 @I NLr@ lullyrr @) (3.15)

The estimates of (I) and (IT) allow us to estimate the Bogovskii term (IIT). This is possible
since due to Theorem 3.1 and due to the compact support of ¢’ in 4, we find

(I11) := |(u, Bog, (div(Test, (84 — K, (84))))|

= ||ll|| WLP (A) ||B0g/< (le(Te_StT] (8115 - JC?] (8h$)))) H Vf/—l,p(%’c)
=< C||“||W1,p/(,;4w) HdiV(Te_Stn(Shé - 'Kn(‘shs))) “ W=2.7(Ay)
<

N0l TS 85 — Ko GRED g1y 0

Now take g € Wol’p /(zA,C), with || |1, o (A,) = 1 arbitrary. From the calculations above,
i.e. by replacing u by ¢ in (3.14) and (3.15) we find

(Testy (8§ — Ky (3n)). q)

0
=/ f(éh(Te_w—Kn@)))-q)ownowdyds
atk/2Jw
3 a+K
Ti-qoyno®ydyd
DAY KRR LT
0
=/ /(Te—stn(é—an(Shé))owno¢-8h(qownoq>;7)dyds)
atk/2Jw

3 atk
w2 [ [ mqomcerdyas
i—1vetk/2Jo
<c®® + 18l s ENLr@):
W @7 ()
So

(D) < el I TESE (50 — Kon BNl

< clullwry g (0 + 18wl ap - IElLr@):

>ap—a—p ()
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This finishes the proof of (3.12). For the time derivative we use the fact that

(8hE(0)2,

0:(8pE — Kn(6p8)) = (640:6 — Ky(840:6)) — ——— Dok () dx
[An Lt Joa,
———— | 8E@ A () d
+ Ol nE(1)0, Ay (1) dx
=:(0p0:& — Ky(8n0:8)) + K(2), G16)

and hence

3 Testy (5n — JCp (856)) (2, x)
= 0 (s5(x))eSE OV MOCED) (5, (5, £) — Ky (85(0:6)) (1. y (x))n(p(x)))
—o(s(x)) div(n(p(x)))atn(t, y(x))e(S(X)—n(t,y(X))) div(n(p(x)))
X (8n€ — Ky (8E)) (1. y (x))n(p(x))
—o(s(x)) diV(n(p(x)))e(s(x)_"(t’y(x))) div(n(p(x)))K(t)n(p(x))
= (A) + (B) + (O).

The estimate of (A) follows by (3.12). We proceed with the straightforward estimates

|B)| < clden(t. yDI(18aE . y O] + 181 EE) L1 ay))
and
O] = 18RO 1@ 19D | 1) + 18rE @O 19:n1]| L1 () -

Hence we find, by (3.12), the estimates of (B) and (C), Holder’s inequality and Sobolev
embedding, that

/ u - 0, Test, (§p§ — K, (8,E)) dx
2y
h? ] a
< (0 ldl oz )

<c((h® + ||5h7)||W1,ﬁp§7§_p(w))||at§||Lp(a))

+ (185& 119211l La @) + 188E O L1 @) 19: 1O L1 @) [l 1.0 (g,)-

0¢8]l L2 () llul wir' (@, T ¢ ||u||L&(sz,7) 165 0: ’7||L5’(a>)

The Bogovskil part will be estimated once more in the form of negative norms using that

sup (3, Testy ($n€ — K (8n£)). q)

11,07 ) <1

0 _
< c((h + ||8h77||W1,%(w))

+ 11816 O110:111| Law))

which finishes the proof.

10:6 L7 @) + 1815 L1 @) 101 | L1 (@)



Existence and regularity of fluid—structure interactions with non-linear shell 1393
4. The regularity result

4.1. Estimates for the structure
In this section we explore the consequences of the energy inequality (1.8).

Lemma 4.1 (Uniform Korn inequality). For every u € Vg such that u(t, ¢,(t,-)) = &n
the following Korn equality holds:

”Vu”229n(t) = 2|lsym vu”izgn(,)- 4.1)

Proof. We follow the idea from [10, Lemma 6] and compute

1
/ |sym Vu|? dx = —(/ |Vu|2dx+/ Via: Vudx).
1210) 2 Q) Q@)

Therefore it remains to show that the second term is zero:

2
VTiu: Vudx = / 0;ju;0;u; dx
Lo 2 Jo o it

ij=17%®

2
= — Z f 8j8iuiuj dx—i—/
Q, (@)

djuinu; dS = / (Vu)n-udsS.
ij=1 082, (1)

982, (1)

Now using the no-slip condition (1.5) and the incompressibility condition we deduce that
fmn(t)(Vu)n -udS = 0 (see [31, Lemma A.5]) and therefore Korn’s equality holds. =

In the following we exploit the energy estimate (2.15). In particular, the number Cy,
which depends only on the initial conditions, always refers to this energy bound.

Lemma 4.2. Let (u, n) be such that energy inequality (2.15) is satisfied. Then 1 €
L2, T; Wh*(w)) and 71l co 1.4 < € Co, where ¢ depends only on ¢.
t X

Proof. The boundedness of ||5]| oo 2 Tollows directly from the energy inequality (2.15).
Now we use [13, Theorem 3.3-2] to conclude that by the definition of # and (2.15),

/ G (n(2. I dy sc/ AG((t.) : G(n(t.) dy < ¢Co,

where the constant ¢ just depends on the Lamé constants and the geometry of 9. If
dyn # 0 we may use the bound for G (77) and (2.4) to get the bounds for |94 7(¢) || L4 ()
and ||7(?) |4 (w) uniform in ¢. Using these bounds, (2.4) again and the bound for Ggg (1)
above for 8 # « we finish the proof.

If d;n = d,n = 0, we get the bound for | V|| 4 directly from (2.4) and the bounded-
ness of fw |G (n(¢,-))|?. However, since ||’7||L§’°L,% is also bounded (using the bounds on
d;7 in (1.8)), the lemma follows also by the Poincaré inequality. ]
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Lemma 4.3. Let (u, n) be such that the energy inequality (2.15) is satisfied. Then if
y(n) # 0 we have n(t) € H?(w). Moreover;

sup /)/2(77)|V277|2dy§cc0,
tef0,T] o

where ¢ depends only on ¢.

Proof. We can again use [13, Theorem 3.3-2] and work with bounds on R. From (2.2) we
compute

dgag(n) = 83”3(0 + 8§ﬂnn + 0gndgn 4 dgnden + naiﬁn, a,f=1,2. 4.2)

Using (2.2), (2.5), (2.6) and the definition of y from Definition 2.1 we have

Rop(n) = maiﬂﬂﬂal X az| + n(m-(a; x don+ 91n x az))
+n”n- (310 x dom)) + Po(n, V)
=1 y(m)dzgn + Po(n, V1), 4.3)

where Py is a polynomial of order 3 in 7 and V7 such that all terms are at most quadratic
in Vn, and the coefficients of Py depend on ¢.

From Lemma 4.2 we gain, in particular by Sobolev embedding, that |||z and
IVal oo+ are bounded by the energy. Therefore

sup / y2mIV2n?dy < c(IR g2 + 1Po(n. V1)l 12) < ¢Co. =
tef0,T] o

Remark 4.4. By definition we know that y(n) > 0, as long as

n(m-(a; X dn + 1N x az)) + n’n- (310 x don) > — (4.4)

la; x as|’
Therefore, since y(ng) > 0, it follows that there exists a ¢, (depending on ¢ only) such
that if |7 — no|lLee L3> < ¢2, then (4.4) is satisfied and hence y(n) > 0. Finally, the energy
estimate allows us to deduce directly (combining the L° le’4 and the W,I’OOL)ZC estimate),
that depending on the initial configuration there is a minimal time interval (0, 7") for which
[n —nollLeerge < c2 is always satisfied.

Similarly to the previous lemma, let us write the form a; defined by (2.9) as the sum
of the bilinear form in second derivatives plus the remainder. We calculate the Fréchet
derivative of R:

Rap(mE = y() ;56 + y(§)0Zgm + Po(n, V)E.
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Therefore, we have

h3

ap(t.n.§) = ﬁ/ [A(MV?) : (y(VZE) + Ay (V) : (y(E)VD)

+ (A V) : Po(n, VIE + A(Po(n, Vi) = (y(§) V1)
+ A(Po(1. V) : (y()VZE) + A(Po(n. Vn)) : Py(n. V§] dy
= ay(0: V20, V2E) + ay (0. V>0: ) + a3 (0. Vi, V2: £, VE)
+ ay(n. Vn: VE, V*€) + aj (n. Vn. £, VE). 4.5)

We take § = D?, Dyn, 0 <s < 1/2, and obtain the following estimates.

Lemma 4.5. Let n € H?(w) such that y(n) # 0. Then for every h > 0,0 < s < 1/2 the
following inequality holds:

ap(t.n. Dy Din) = D5Vl 12() — CUNI 2 w)-

Proof. Since all estimates in this lemma are uniform in ¢ for simplicity of notation, we
omit the ¢ variable in this proof. First we use the fact that since @ C R?, Sobolev embed-
ding implies || D} nllLe < c||n|| g2(w) and [| D%, DinllLew) < clnll 2 (w)- Due to Sobolev
embedding the estimate is uniform in 4 for all s € (0, 1/2). This and the integration by
parts formula for finite differences can be used to estimate a IIJ:

aj(n; V20, V2D, Din) > C/ |D; V21> dy — CIIDyy(n)*[lLe | V20l L2 |1 D V7l 2

w

c
EIIDi,Vznlliz — CIDyy (17 V277

A%

C
5|ID;‘,V2nlliz — C(Inll g2 w))-

v

Similarly, since | D%, Dy nllL=@w) < [1ll#2(e) uniformly, we estimate

laz(n. V*n, D*, Din)| < CInll ir2(w))-

To estimate ag we first notice that || Po(n, V)12 < C||r]||Lc>o||V77||z4 < CUInlla2(w))-
Moreover,

1Po(n. V) Dynlirz < ClinlleIVallLs [V Dgnlizs < CAInll a2 w)-

Now we can use integration by parts and Young’s inequality in the same way as in the
estimate for a ]1 to get

C
a3 (n, Vi, V?0; D, Djn, VD®, D) < gIIDZVZf/IIiz + Cnlla2w)-

The estimate for ag is done in an analogous way by integration by parts and using

1D5, Po(n. Vi)liLz < lInllzeInllwra IV Dynllzs = Cnlla2ew))-
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Hence,

c
a1, Vn: VDL, Djn, V2DL, Dym)| = = IDRV2nlIZ + Cllnla2w)-

Finally, the last term ag is a lower-order term and is easily estimated using the same
inequalities:
laz(n, Vi, D2, Din, VD2, Dim)| < CUInll ar2w))- .

4.2. Closing the estimates — Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we finish the proof of Theorem 1.2. Observe first that due to the Sobolev
embedding theorem and due to the trace theorem [7, Lemma 2.4], we find for all 6 € (0, 1)
andall s € (0, 1),
171l oo 0,7:c06 (w)) = €Nz, ;52 @)
19:nllz200,7; 55 @) = clullz2,7;851 @)
Assume that s € (0, %) and take
(TeStn (DihD;v,ﬂ - *Kn(DihD}s,n))v Ds_hDZU — Ky (Dith,n))

as a test function in (2.14) and integrate from O to 7. The test function is admissible by
construction; see Proposition 3.3. The estimates of the forms a,, and a; connected to the
elastic energy follow directly by Lemma 4.5. Indeed, since Ky (D?, D;n) is constant in
the space direction and hence does not change the estimate of the derivatives of n we find
(using the uniform bounds on A;) that

igf(yz(n))ab(t, 0, (D Djn — Ky(D2, D) = 105 V20l L2(@) — CUll a2 (w))-

Hence we are left to estimate the term coming from the structure inertia. Using partial
integration and Corollary 3.2, we find

r

/ 313 (DL}, Dyn — Ky(DZ;, Dyn)) dy‘ dt
¢ T
-,

T
-

= C||3t77||22(o,T;HS(m))

[ 202 30D}~ K Df) dy‘ dr

dt

/ (DS em)® — DS demd, Kop(D3m) dy
w

T
+/ [9:nllw 15 @) (19 nllw s @) + 191l L2(@) V7|2 () d1
0

2 2 2
= C||3t77||Lz(0,T;Hs(w)) + CT”atr)”Loo(O,T;Lz(w)) ”Vr)”LOO(o,T;LZ(w))

2 2 2
= c”u”LZ(O,T;Hl(Qn(t))) + CT||3t77||Loo(o,T;Lz(w))|IV77||Lw(0,T;L2(w))

56C02.
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Here, in the last estimate, we used the trace theorem [7, Lemma 2.4] and the coupling
condition (1.5). Notice that this term cannot be estimated in a purely hyperbolic problem
and that here it is essential to use the coupling and the fluid dissipation.

Let us next prove the estimates related to the fluid part. From Proposition 3.3 and the
energy inequality (2.15) we have the following estimate:

IV Testy (D2, Dyn — Ky (D2, Dym) | Lo, 75222, ()))
< CUIDZ, DpnllLeco.r:11 @)y + (DL, Dym)VinllLes(o,7:L2 )
< CInllz=, ;12w + DLy DpnllLee 0,152 | V1l Lo (0,7:12 )
< Cnlize,r:m2) + 117,712
< C(Co + CP).

This allows us to estimate the integrals:

T
[ [ weu: Ve, (02, Dn— K, (02, D7)
0 (1)
+ sym Vu : sym V Test, D, D) dx

< ||V Testy D2}, DynllLeo,7:L2@, 1))
X (”Vl‘l”iZ(o,T;LZ(Q”([))) + ||Vu||L2(O,T;L2(§2n(t))))
< C(Co + CP)*.

The most difficult estimate is the one involving the distributional time derivative of v. It

can be estimated using Lemma 3.5; indeed, by defining p =2 = p’ and @ = 6 we get that
# = 3. Hence, using the fact that % + % = % and

32 5
2 3

2
== <1=2- 3 and so W%’3(a)) C W2 (w),

we find by Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding that for every 6 € (0, 1) there is a
constant ¢, such that

m =

T
/ / u- d; Test, (D, Din — Ky(DS, Din) dx
0 Qy (1)

9_
< (B + 1Dyl oo 0,713 @p) 10l L2 0,73 12 (2 (o)) 18 D | L20,7:L2 @)
+ cllallLzo,7:w 2@, 1 DLy D9l 20,7165 (w)) -
Hence, choosing 6 = s, we find

@M < e + 0l Lo, w323 IBlL20.7:w 122, ) 19 Dyl L20,7:12 (w0))

+ cllullz20,7;w 12, o) 190l Lo 0,7;22 ) 1 P21 DinllL20,7:23 ()
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< c(1 + [Inllzeco,m;w22 @) Il 20, 73w 12(2, 00 10: Dyl L2 (0,712 (w))

+ cllullzz0,m;w 129, ) 190l L 0,752 @) 1M L2 0,73 13 ()
<cCo(Co + C),

and the estimate of the time-derivative term is complete. The result follows by combining
the obtained estimates.

5. Compactness rewritten

We introduce the following version of the celebrated Aubin-Lions compactness lemma [2,
32]. The version below is tailored to be applicable for coupled systems of PDEs like the
fluid-structure interaction which we are studying in this paper. The key point is to fully
decouple the compactness assumption in space and the compactness assumption in time.
We emphasize this fact by showing that under appropriate conditions the product of two
weak convergent sequences decouples in the limit. It in some sense unifies ideas from
time-space decoupling with compensated compactness approaches of div-curl type (see
e.g. [9] for some further discussion on that matter).

In this context, the most difficult property to capture is the compactness assumption in
time. Commonly it is given in the form of a uniform bound on the time derivative in a cer-
tain dual space or more precisely a uniform continuity assumption in time. What turns out
to be the key observation is that it suffices only to extract the uniform continuity proper-
ties over a suitable approximation of its argument. In the theorem below, requirement (3)
summarizes the time-compactness assumption. As can be seen, no function space appears.
The assumption is that the pairing of the continuity in time for g, is uniform with respect
to a given suitable approximation of f;,.

This non-function-space-type requirement is necessary for the application in the con-
text of fluid—structure interactions. Indeed, the weak time derivative of an approximate
sequence 7, Ve is defined merely over a non-linear coupled space that changes both
with respect to time and with respect to the approximation parameter ¢ itself.

Theorem 5.1. Let X, Z be two Banach spaces suchthat X' C Z'. Assume f:(0,T) — X
and g,:(0,T) — X'. Moreover;, assume the following:

(1) Weak convergence: for some s € [1, co] we have that f, X fin L5(X) and
gn — g in L (X)),

(2) The approximability condition is satisfied: for every & € (0, 1] there exists an
Jus € L5(0,T; X) N LY(0, T; Z), such that for every e € (0, 1) there exists a
8s € (0, 1) (depending only on &) such that

Ifn = fusllLso.rix) <& foralls € (0,5]

and for every § € (0, 1] there is a C(8) such that

I fn.sllL10,7;2) dt < C(5).
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Moreover, we assume that for every § there is a function fs and a subsequence
*
such that f, s — f5in L*(X).

(3) Equicontinuity of g, for every e > 0 and § > 0 there exist an ny s and a T, 5 > 0,
such that for alln > ng s and all v € (0, 7. 5],

T—t
[)

(4) The compactness assumption is satisfied: X' << Z'. More precisely, every uni-
formly bounded sequence in X' has a strongly converging subsequence in Z'.

dt <e.

]{) (gn () — gl + ). fos(xr.x ds

Then there is a subsequence, such that

T T
/ (fn:gn)x, x dt —>/ (f. g)x.x dt.
0 0

Remark 5.2 (Modification for applications). With regard to our application it seems
somehow natural to replace (3) by the following condition:

(3') The equicontinuity of g,. We require that there exist an & € (0, 1] and a sequence
Aj, that is uniformly bounded in L ([0, T]), such that for every § > 0 there exist
aC(8) > 0and an ng € N such that for r > O and a.e. t € [0, T — 1],

sup
n=ng

fo (en(t) = gn(t + ). Fus(Oxr.x ds| < CE)T(An(t) + 1),

Here (3') implies (3) by integration over [0, 7 — 7] and an appropriate choice of 5 ..

Remark 5.3 (Classic Aubin—Lions lemma). Let us explain how Theorem 5.1 relates to
the classic Aubin—Lions lemma. The simplest case is when Z is a compact subspace of X,
f € L*(Z)and 0, g, € L*(Z’). In this case one may take f, s = fy and find for s < 1,

[(gn () = &gn(s), fm(®))] = f(atgn(f))fm(t)df Sllfm(l)llz/ 10:8n (D)2 d7

1
= clt =sl2 [ fm @z

with ¢ = [0:gnllL2(0,7;2)- The classic Gelfand triple is then the particular case when X
is a Hilbert space. Since then Z CC X C Z’ implies the same argument as above.

The generalization to allow that Z is independent of the regularity of f;, is essentially
some hidden interpolation result (also known as the Ehrling property). Here, classically,
one can use convolution estimates to show that a mollifier in one space is uniformly close,
while in the other (smaller space) they are merely bounded. One standard example is
the periodic solutions over the torus Q and X = Hy (Q) and Z = H,(Q), such that
fn € Hlf’er(Q) uniformly with @ < b < ¢. Then convolution with the standard mollifying
kernel s implies that || f — f * Vsl a7 (0) < CSS_’||f||ngY(Q) which implies precisely
the properties required in (2) above. This shows that condition (2) can be seen as a “spatial

per
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compactness” condition in the Aubin-Lions lemma (or more generally in Simon’s com-
pactness theorem [41]). Condition (3) could be viewed as a “temporal compactness”, i.e.
as equicontinuity of time shifts in the weaker space Z’.

Remark 5.4 (Function spaces). Since we do not assume that Z is dense in X, an addi-
tional clarification of condition (4) is required. Let ZI'lx = X N ZIlx be the closure of Z
with respect to X and (Z'lx)’ its dual (with respect to X as pivot space). Then condition
(4) has meaning in the sense of (ZI'x)" <ses 77,

Proof of Theorem 5.1. In this proof we will produce for every e > 0 ann, € N,at, > 0
with 7, — 0 for ¢ — 0 and a subsequence of ( f,,, g»)x,x’ such that

T—1,
[ s gndxxr — Uims gy di| <
0

for all n,m > n,. This then allows to construct the desired converging subsequence by
taking a discrete sequence &; — 0 and a respective diagonal argument.
Hence for ¢ > 0, we may choose §, in such a way that, for all § € (0, §.],

| fo = fusllLsor;x) < e (5.1)

Next we fix 1,0 > 0 and n, ¢ such that, for all t € (0, 7,,0],

T—t
sup /
n=ngo J0

Fix N € N suchthatt, := L < Tg,0- Fork € {0,...,N — 1} and n € N we define

N
& (k+1)t
&=ﬁ gn(s) ds.

T

]{) (&n () = gn(s), fos(O)xrx ds|di < e. 5.2)

This implies by Jensen’s inequality,

i (k+1)T
lgklx < ][ lgn () lx ds.

kt

and so we define for the given t,,

gi(t) = gl,f fort € [kte, (k + 1)Te).

Since
X C
sup  sup|g,llx = —,
[kte,(k+1)1s] neN Te
clo,T]

we find by the compactness assumption, that we can find a subsequence for which there
exists an n, 1, such that

SL]ipllg,ﬁc —gklz <& foralln,m>ng;. (5.3)
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In particular, there exist g% and a subsequence such that g;° — g% strongly in
L®(0,T: Z'). Clearly, by the uniform bounds we find that g* € L% (X).
At this point 7, and &, are fixed. Hence we may define
€
RARRETA

where C(§;) is defined via (2). Therefore, we find an n, € N, such that for all n, m > n,,

T
f s g5 — g2 di
0

< fusdllerorzllesn — gmliLeorzy <&  (5.4)
X.X’

Now all preparation has been made in order to estimate

T—1,
‘ [ 0. e = 0. gm0l at

T—1,
< /0 s 0, 80OV x.x7 = s, (- gm(x.x
T—1,
+ /0 ) = s (0 8n ()5, — () — Fon (O g (). d
T—1,
< /0 oso (0 20 O)x.xr — ins, (1. gm ). + 26.

We estimate the right-hand side:

T—1,
1) = /0 oo 0 80OV xx7 — Uims, (0 8m@)x.x i

T—1,

T—1,
- /0 s, (0). gn(0) — €% (O)x.x di + /0 s, (0.5 (1) — g2 (). dt
T—1,
+ / imss () — fos, (0. 85 (O di
0

T—1,
- /0 i, (1) gm(0) — g2 (O))x.x0 di

N-2 (k+1)1¢

]{) s (0 80(0) — gu($)xx ds dt

0 kte
N-2 .(k+1D1. . .
+ Z / (fn,&;(t)’gn _gm>X,X/ dt
k=0 VKT
N-2 .(k+1)z, .
+ Y / Uinso©) = fus,(0). k) x0 di
k=0 ke
N=2 .(k+Dr pre
- f ][ (6. (1) gm(t) — gm(5))x.x ds dt
k—o YKTe 0

= (1) + (II) + (IV) + (V).
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First observe that (II) and (V) can be estimated using the equicontinuity condition, namely
(5.2). Term (III) is estimated using the compactness condition, namely (5.4). Finally, for
(IV) we deviate and apply (5.4) a second and third time:

T
(V) = / Ut — fosoe 8% )xxr di
0
T
- / Ui — oo 850 + Ums, — fosor 85 — 8% )xxr di
0

T
(fmse — fnse 8)x. x| + 26
0

Now we take another subsequence of f, s, € L*(X) that converges weakly*. Hence we
may eventually increase 1, one last time (depending on g%) and find that for this subse-
quence and n,m > ng,

IAV)| < 3e.

This finishes the proof. ]

6. The existence result

6.1. The approximate system

In this section we construct approximate solutions (u®, n°) € Vs, n° € L>(0, T; H3(w))
which satisfy the following weak formulation:

d

—/ us-qu—i-/ (—u®-9;q—u® ®u’®: Vq+ sym Vu® : sym Vq) dx
dt Ja,w Q, ()

d
+ 5 [aoredy— [ ooroiedy + anten )+ anten, 9
8/ Vit Viedy =0, (6.1
w
where ¢ > 0 is a regularizing parameter, and with initial conditions 79, 7, Wp. In this

section we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 6.1. There exists a T > 0 just depending on 02 and the initial data, such that
for every ¢ € (0, 1] there exists a weak solution (0, n°) to the regularized problem (6.1).
Moreover, the weak solution satisfies the following uniform in ¢ estimate:

I llve + I llvs + 10°lL20, 75852 = € (6.2)
for every (fixed) s < 2 Wlth C depending only on 02 and the initial conditions.

The existence of regularized solutions can be proved following the ideas and tech-
niques introduced in [36]. The problem solved in [36] is actually very similar to the
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regularized system above since there the existence of a solution to an FSI problem with
the structure being an elastic shell with non-linear Koiter membrane energy without bend-
ing energy, but with a (linear) regularization term of fourth order is shown. In order to
be able to treat the non-linear bending energy in an analogous way we have to include
a sixth-order regularization term. Another difference comes from the fact that in [36] a
cylindrical geometry is considered. Nevertheless, the introduced existence scheme does
not depend on the geometry of the problem and more general geometries can be handled
by combining the existence proof with the estimates in this paper and in [31]. To avoid
lengthy repetitions of the arguments analogous to [36] here, we summarize the main steps
of the construction of a weak solution with emphasis on the differences coming from the
non-linear bending term and the setting of more general geometries. The main steps of the
construction are the following:

(1) Arbitrary Lagrangian—Eulerian formulation. We reformulate the problem in a
fixed reference domain €2 using a suitable change of variables. This approach is popu-
lar in numerics and the change of variables is called an arbitrary Lagrangian—Eulerian
(ALE) mapping. The formulation in the fixed reference domain is called the ALE formu-
lation of the FSI problem. We use the mapping ¥, (introduced in Definition 2.1) as an
ALE mapping.

(2) Construction of the approximate solutions. We construct the approximate solutions
using time discretizations and operator splitting methods. We use the Lie splitting strategy
(also known as Marchuk—Yanenko splitting) to decouple the FSI problem.

(3) Uniform estimates. Let At > 0 be the time-discretization parameter. We show that
the constructed approximate solutions satisfy uniform bounds with respect to A¢ (and ¢)
in the energy function spaces. We identify weak and weak limits.

(4) Compactness. We prove that the set of approximate solutions is compact in suitable
norms. By using the compactness we prove that a limit of the sequence of approximate
solutions is a weak solution to the regularized FSI problem. Here we use a generalization
of the Aubin-Lions—Simon lemma from [37] for discrete-in-time solutions adapted to
moving domain problems.

Since a solution is constructed by decoupling the problem, the largest difference from
[36] is in the second step, where in the structure subproblem we also include the non-
linear bending energy. However, we will show that the bending term can be discretized in
an analogous way to the membrane term. Other steps are analogous to [36] using sixth-
order regularization. For the convenience of the reader, we will describe the details of the
time discretization of the structure subproblem with corresponding uniform estimates in
the time-discretization parameter At. We conclude this chapter with a description of the
compactness step. Generally, for more details of the procedure we refer the reader to [36].

In the rest of the subsection we fix the regularizing parameter ¢ and drop superscripts
¢ in (u®, n®) since there is no chance of confusion.
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Construction of discrete approximations. The main problem in the construction of an
approximate solution is how to discretize the Fréchet derivatives of G and R to obtain
the discrete analogue of R'()d,1n = 9, R(n). In [36] this was achieved by using the fact
that the first fundamental form was a polynomial of order 2 of n and V7, which was a
consequence of the cylindrical geometry. Here we consider a more general geometry, so
we need to develop a more general approach.

For a given end-time 7', we fix At as the time step, such that [0, T'] = [0, N A¢] for
some N € N. Now let (r]")flvz1 be a given time-discrete solution and 7 be the piecewise
linear function in time such that 7(n At) = n". Then we have

nnJrl _ nn
R'(i) " = R'Ddii = 9, R() on At (n + DAL
Notice that the expression R’(7)d,7 is a third-order polynomial in the ¢ variable, so we

can compute its integral | n(ZJtr Dat by using the Newton—Cotes formula. Hence, by defining

= n"“+n” we find the approximations of G'(n)& and R’(n)& in the following way:
G'("* Mg = (G (") + 4G (") + 6" g (6.3)
and
R'(" n")E = S(R'(") + 4R' (") + R")E. (6.4)

By straightforward calculation it follows that

n+i n (n+1)At

"~ d oo 1 nt n
L~ T At ~—G@{H) = —(G -G ,
A7 /nm T () At( (n""2) "))

Gl(nn-‘r% , nn)
which is the correct substitute for “9,G (1) = G'(1)d,n”. Analogously we find as the
substitute for “9; R(n) = R'(n)9,1”,

1
1 nn+§ _ 7,In 1 1
R 2 n")y——— = t(R(n”“) —R(").

At At
These identities will be used to derive a semi-discrete uniform energy inequality. First we
define the sequence of approximate solutions by solving the following problems.

Structure subproblem. Find (v"*2,7"3) ¢ (H¢(w) N H?(w))? such that

1
nn+§_nn ntld
PR [ etpar
/a) At ®

p1ts —yn 1 it PP 6.5
| w5 [ AGGrh 6 oty dy ©3
[0] w

1
+ 57 | AR R @My dy + 8/ Vi tviydy =0,
24 J, ©
for all (¢, ) € L?(w) x (HE(w) N H3(w)).
The existence of a solution to the above problem follows by Schaefer’s fixed point
theorem, as was demonstrated in [36, Proposition 4]).
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Fluid subproblem. The fluid problem stays the same as in [36] (which is the advantage of
the operator splitting method). Since the domain deformation is calculated in the structure
subproblem and does not change in the fluid subproblem, we set " ! = 77”+%, and define
(!t e V;’,n x L?(w) by requiring that for all (q, £) € V;’,n x L?(w) such that
q|r = &n, the following weak formulation holds:

u"tl — g 1 1 "
/;ZJn< < 'q_i_z[(un_wn-i-z),vrl ]un+1_q

At
i+l pnts
——&dy =0
+/w A §dy

with V7" .g"t1 =0, uﬁj'l = v"*1n. Here V" is the transformed gradient, w"*1/2 is the
ALE velocity (i.e. the time discretization of 9, ¥ ,»; see Definition 2.1) and J” = det V¢
is the Jacobian of the transformation from €2, to the reference configuration 2. Please
observe that the above system is a linear equation on a fixed domain and it is solvable as
long as J* > 0 by the Lax—Milgram lemma. One can see that no self-intersection implies
J" > 0.

Now we define the approximate solutions as a piecewise constant functions in time:

1 Jn+1 _Jn n n
+§/ SIS _qu+2/ J"D" (u) : D" (q) dx
o Q

up(t,:) =y, nac(t.)) =0 VAt ) =V,
a1 (6.6)
VAt ) = vy, > fort € [nAt, (n 4+ 1)At].

Uniform estimates in A¢. The following proposition gives us the uniform boundedness
of the approximate solutions defined by (6.6). It is a consequence of [36, Lemma 8] com-
bined with Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3.

Proposition 6.2. Let At > 0. Then the approximate solutions defined by (6.6) satisfy the
following estimate:

luacllpeer2 + lwacllp2 gy + 1nacll Lo g2
+ ||UAt||L;>°L§ + ||U2t||L?°L§ + «/E||77Az||L;>°H; <C, (6.7)

where C depends on the data only. Moreover, there exists a T > 0 independent of At such
that no self-intersection is approached.

Proof. The proof can be directly adapted from [36, Lemma 8] combined with Lemmas 4.2
and 4.3. In particular, we find by the uniform L% H?2 estimates of 1, that |74, | Loo (L)
is uniformly bounded with constants just depending on 92 and the initial condition.
Moreover, since vy, is bounded in L% L2 we can use the interpolation inequality for
Sobolev spaces to show that there exists 7 > 0 such that na, satisfies (4.4) and Ja; > 0
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in [0, T, uniformly in At (and ¢); cf. [36, Proposition 9]. In particular, 0Q2,,, has no
self-intersection on [0, 7. L]

Let us denote by u, 7, v and v* the corresponding weak or weak* limits of Az — 0.
From [36, Lemma 11] it follows that v = v*.

Compactness for At — 0. First, we prove the strong convergence of the sequence na;-
This is a consequence of the uniform boundedness of the discrete time derivatives
[ "”+Alt_"" |22y and the boundedness of na; in L>(0, T; H>(w)). By using the classi-
cal Arzela—Ascoli theorem for piecewise affine interpolation we get, as in [34, Lemma 3],

that

nar — n in L0, T; H*(w)) for s € (0, 3).

This is enough to pass to the limit in the terms connected to the elastic energy. In order to
pass to the limit in the convective term and the terms connected to the moving boundary we
need strong L? convergence of (uar, vaz). This is the most delicate part of the existence
proof, where one has to use the uniform convergence of na, and the fact that the fluid
dissipates higher frequencies of the structure velocities.

In the current case this follows by a version of the Aubin-Lions—Simon lemma adapted
for problems with a moving boundary [37, Theorem 3.1. and Section 4.2]. Hence, by
passing to the limit we find a T > 0 such that for every fixed ¢ > 0 there exists a weak
solution to (6.1).

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this subsection we first collect the necessary a priori estimates (which essentially follow
from the regularity theorem) and then pass to the limit with ¢ — 0. Here the establishment
of the non-linearity in the convective term is (as usually) the most delicate part.

Uniform estimates in €. We use the test function
(q,8) = (Testy (D%, Dyn® — Ky (D%, Dyn®)), D*, Dyn® — Ky(D2, Din®))

in (6.1) in an analogous way to the proof of Theorem 1.2. In combination with the energy

estimates we obtain the following uniform regularity estimate for all (fixed) s < %:

17° | oo 0,752 o E3) @)y T+ 19677 | oo (0,712 (w))
+ I l20, 7382452 @)y + 10:7° I L200,7:N52(0)) < C. (6.8)

Passing with ¢ — 0. From the (classic) Aubin-Lions lemma we obtain
n® —n in L2(0,T; H*(w)) N L®(0, T; H*~Y?(w)) for s < 5/2. (6.9)

In particular, n° — nin L2(0, T; H?*(w)) N L%°(0, T; L*®(w)), which is enough to pass
to the limit in the elastic terms; see (4.5) for the highest-order terms. The existence result
is completed once we can show that (for a subsequence) (d,1%,u®) — (9,7, u), since this
allows us to establish all non-linearities in the limit equation and the existence is complete.
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The proof of the L2 convergence of the velocities is known to be the most delicate
part of the construction of weak solutions in the framework of FSI in the incompressible
regime; see [22,31,37]. Here we present a more universal approach based on the refor-
mulation of the Aubin—Lions lemma (Theorem 5.1) combined with the extension operator
presented in Corollary 3.4.

Lemma 6.3. There exists a strongly converging subsequence " — 0 such that

(at ’78" ’ usn) g (n’ ll)
in L2L2.
Proof. The strong convergence follows from Theorem 5.1. Actually we will apply the the-
orem twice: first for the boundary compactness and then for the interior compactness. We

denote by nye the unit outer normal of Q2 pen . From div Testyen (0,17% — Kyen (3:17°7)) =0
we conclude that

Kopen (81?7/8”)/ n(y(x)) - Npen (x) dx = [ u® - nyen (x) dx =0,
BQnsn 3Qn£n

since divu® = 0 and u®"(x) = 9;7® (y(x))n(p(x)) for x € 9y . Since n* (p(x))
is a graph over the surfaces 2 (see Figure 2) which has a well-defined tangent plane
almost everywhere, we conclude that n(y(x)) - nge (x) > 0 a.e.; this implies that
Kyen (0,m°*) = 0. And consequently Testyen (0,1°") is well defined:

T T
/ ”8”78"”%,2(40) + ||u8"||iZ(S2nsn dt = / (0, d,m°") + (U, Testyen (9,7°")) dt
0 0

T
+ / (u®, u® — Testyen (9,7°)) dt
0

=: (In) + (IL,).

For these two terms we will show the convergence separately using Theorem 5.1. The
convergence implies that

10:m* 22 + 10 x@yen 222 = N9emll 2,2 + lluxe, 22,2,

which implies, by the uniform convexity of L2, the strong convergence (3,17°,u) — (1, u)
and the lemma is proved.
For the first term (/,,), we define

gn = (0™ u"xq,,) and fun = (3,7, Testyen (9:1")),

and apply Theorem 5.1 using the spaces X = L?(w) x H*(Q¥) and consequently X' =
L?(w) x H*(Q¥). The space Z = H*(w) x H*(Q¥) for 0 < s < 59 < %. Also, with
respect to time, we work in the setting of Hilbert spaces, which means that all Lebesgue
exponents are 2. Further, we recall the smooth extension Eye () s introduced in Corol-
lary 3.4 and denote (d,1®")s := 9;n®" * Y¥s. This allows us to define

Jng = (005, Enen 5(0:0°)).
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Next let us check the assumptions of Theorem 5.1 and Remark 5.2. First observe that
[31, Proposition 2.28] and (6.8) imply that g, is uniformly bounded in L?(H?) (fors < %).
Hence, assumptions (1) follow in a rather straightforward manner by weak compactness in
Hilbert spaces. Next, (2) follows by Corollary 3.4 and the standard estimates for mollifiers:

/o = fasllLzcoey < clldm®™ s — 0™ L2y < C8* 100" || s @)

Hence we are left to check (3’). As usual for equicontinuity in time, this is a consequence
of the weak formulation of problem (6.1). For o € [¢t, ¢ + 7] (using the solenoidality and
the matching of the extension) we have

1{gn(t) — gn(0). fus())]

= '/Q" (uen (t)XQnSn o u®” (U)XQUEn (U)) “Enen2),8 (0; 778" (1) dx

4 / @™ (1) — D7 (@) @en™ (1)) dy’

' fQ (O L@y By 0501 () = 0 (0) 29,00, B (01,5017 (1) dx
+ / @7 (1) — Ben™ (@) @™ (1)5 dy‘
w

+ '/Q U () X Qpen (o * (Enen (0),6 (00" (1)) — Eqen 1,6 (3,0 (1))) dx
=: (A1) + (42).
First observe that by Corollary 3.4,
g
(42) < /lus"(o)bmnen(,,) f |05 Epen (5),5 (01" (2))] ds dx
t

1 1
< cllu™ (0) 122,00 o 1367 @™l oo 1.2y 0 — 117 < C(B)e2,

where we used the uniform L%° L2 estimates of u®" and d,7° multiple times. Second, by
the weak formulation (6.1), we find

t
/ / U (5) - By Eypn 51,5 (347 (1)
o JQy
1 (sym VU (s) — u (5) ® u(5)) 1 V Eyen 5.5 (3,7 (1)) dx

+/am(t,ns",(3zn6"(t))s) + ap(t. 1%, (3:1°)s)

(Ay) =

+ £, V35 (s) 1 V3075 (1))s dy ds

< CEO 24w 1 @pen) N0 I o022 + 117 | Lo (24123
1
+ [l ||L2(l‘,t+f;W1’°°(w))”u8n”i""(O,T;LZ(Qnen)))” —ol?

< C@)rz.
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This implies (3"), namely

t+t 1
]{ (gn(0) = gn(0). fo5(1)) do| < C(8)T.

This finishes the proof of the convergence of the (I,;) term. For the second term (II,),
we again apply Theorem 5.1. Here we set

gn =X, and fu = (W —Testyen (3:7°")) x2en -

We apply Theorem 5.1 with the spaces X = H ~*(Q*) and consequently X’ = H*(Q")
for some s € (0, %). Further, we define Z = L2?(Q¥). Please observe that we may extend
all involved quantities by zero to be functions over Q*. Finally, we again set all Lebesgue
exponents to 2. Similarly to the first term, again the main effort is the construction of
the right mollification. Indeed, assumptions (1) and (4) follow by standard compactness
arguments. In particular, for assumption (1) it has been shown in [31, Proposition 2.28]
that g, is uniformly bounded in H*(Q%) (if s < 41'1)' For (2) we use the fact that f,, has a
zero trace on d$2pen (). First, let § > 0 be given. We take ns large enough and 75 > 0 small
enough, such that

sup sup I, x) — 0" (7, x) oo < 8. (6.10)
nzns te(t—rts,t+1s)
N[0,T]

Second, we fix 0 < 5o < s and ¢ > 0. By [31, Lemma A.13] there exists a o, and a sequence
Jn.s, such that supp(f, 5(t)) C Qpen(r)—3s for all 38 < o, that is divergence-free and
I|f — fasllca—00%) =< &l fllL2(ox)- We mollify this solenoidal function to define

Jus = fN,,,,g * ¢s where ¥ is the standard mollifier in space.

Then this definition implies (3") by a standard mollification estimate. Indeed, choosing

“fn 3 fn’,g”H—S(Q") < ||fn,8 _ fn,&”H_"(Q") + ”fn,S - fn”H—so(QK)
= 8 fwsli-aien + el fallz2on
< ce|l fullLz2(ox

for § small enough, depending on s — so. By the properties of the mollification and (6.10),
observe that supp( f,,5) C 2yen(r)—26 C 2yem (7), which implies that f, 5(¢) can be used
as a test function on the fluid equation alone over the interval [z,¢ + 7] for¢ € [0, T — 7].
Hence (3’) follows exactly along the lines of the above estimates using the weak formu-
lation (6.1). Notice that here we will work just with the fluid equation since the traces of
the test function are zero at the moving interface. |

End of the proof of Theorem 1.1. The a priori estimates and the above compactness
arguments guarantee that for given initial conditions there is a minimal time interval 7 > 0
for which a weak solution exists (see Remark 4.4). Once the solution is established we can
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repeat the argument (by using 7(7"), d,17(T), u(T) as initial conditions) until either a self-
intersection is approached or a degeneracy of the H?-coercivity is violated (namely if
y(n(t,x)) — 0 for some t — T).
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