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Abstract. We study the existence of weak solution for unsteady fluid-
structure interaction problem for shear-thickening flow. The time dependent
domain has at one part a flexible elastic wall. The evolution of fluid domain
is governed by the generalized string equation with action of the fluid forces.
The power law viscosity model is applied to describe shear-dependent non-
Newtonian fluids.

1. Mathematical model

Consider a two-dimensional fluid motion governed by the momentum and the conti-
nuity equation

(1.1) PO + p (v - V) v —div [2u(le(v)])e(v)] + Vmr =0
divv =0

with p denoting the constant density of fluid, v = (vi,vs2) the velocity vector, 7 the
pressure, e(v) = 3 (Vv + VoT) the symmetric deformation tensor and p the viscosity of
the fluid. We assume that fluid is obeying the non-Newtonian shear-dependent model,
cf. [23, 28, 29, 39]. A typical example is the following power-law model

(1.2) w(le(@))) = u(1 + le(w)?) = p>1,

see also Section 3.1 for a more general description of the considered non-Newtonian
model. Note that according to the parameter p, the non-Newtonian fluid is either shear-
thinning (p < 2) or shear-thickening (p > 2). Models for fluids with the shear-dependent
viscosity are used in many areas of engineering science such as geophysics, glaciology,
polymer mechanics, blood or food rheology. For p > 2 this model is an analogy of the
so-called Ladyzhenskaja’s fluid, for p = 3 it yields the Smagorinskij model of turbulence.
In our recent article [23], where numerical simulations of blood flow has been presented,
the shear-thinning model of Carreau has been used in order to model blood flow.

Let us refer to several previous works on the existence of weak solution to the power
law-viscosity models. Ladyzenskaya and Lions proved in the late sixties the existence
of non-steady weak solution with the use of classical compactness theory and theory of
monotonous operators for p > 2 in two dimensions and p > 11/5 in three dimensions, see
[25, 26]. This result is valid for power law models for space periodic as well as the Dirichlet
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boundary value problem. The most difficult part of proof of the existence of weak solution
is the limiting process in the non-linear viscous term having p-structure arising from the
power law for viscosity (1.2). There are several approaches to overcome this difficulty.
Mélek, Necas, Ruzicka [28] proved the existence of unsteady weak solution in d dimensions
for p > 3d/(d+2) for space periodic case using fractional higher differentiability, see also
[27, 24] for related results for the Dirichlet problem. Further results were obtained by
Frehse, Malek, Steinhauer [17] or by Wolf [40] using the L*-truncation method and
the Lipschitz truncation method [12, 16]. Diening, Ruzicka and Wolf used in [11] the
Lipschitz truncation method and the local pressure method to prove the existence of
weak solution in LP(0,T; W'P(Q)) for p > 2d/(d + 2).

We follow with the description of the mathematical model. The two dimensional
computational domain

Q) ={(z1,22); 0<x1 <L, 0 <23 < Ro(z1) +n(x1,8)}, 0<t <T

is given by a reference radius function Ry(z1) and the unknown free boundary function
n(x1,t) describing the domain deformation. The fluid and the geometry of the compu-
tational domain are coupled through the following Dirichlet boundary condition on the
deformable part of the boundary T, (t)

(1.3) v(x1, Ro(z1) + n(x1,t),t) = <07 ‘W) 7

ot

where T'y, (t) = {(z1, 22); x2 = Ro(x1) +n(x1,1), 1 € (0,L)}. The normal component of
the fluid stress tensor T yn and the outside pressure P, provide the forcing term for the
deformation equation of the free boundary 7, that is modeled by the generalized string
equation.

1.4 Ep|Z0_ 21 _aZ 0
(14) 1o %922 T T oaat T e

- [0%n 0%n 0°n 82R0} B

w*

Here (T — PpefDnref](amef) = (T; — PuD)n)(2), = € Ty(t), 2™ € T, T; =
—71+2u(|e(v)|)e(v), m is the unit outward normal on Ty (t), n|n| = (=0, (Ro +n),1)"
and 'Y := T, (¢)|¢=o is the initial position of the deformable part of the boundary. The
(Ro+1)4/14 (02, (Ro+n))?

Roy/14(92 Ro)?
frame of the fluid forces into the Lagrangian formulation of the string. Equation (1.4)
is equipped with the following boundary and initial conditions

coeflicient g = arrises from the transformation from the Eulerian

(1.5) 7(0,t) =n(L,t) =0 and n(zx1,0) = %(ml,O) =0,
Ny (Ovt) = Tz, (Lvt) = 0.

Positive coefficients F, a, b, ¢ appearing in (1.4) are given as follows [23],
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E = pyh, P S ¢>0,

(e(a))

where £ is the Young modulus, & the wall thickness, p,, the density of the vessel wall
tissue, the coefficient ¢ = v/(pwh), v positive constant. |o.| = Gk is the longitudinal
stress, £ = 1 is the Timoshenko’s shear correction factor and G is the shear modulus,
equal to G = £/2(1 + o) with ¢ = 1/2 for incompressible materials. Note that the
coefficients a, b are non-constant, however, according to the assumption (2.1) below they

are upper- and down-bounded. In what follows, we linearize the term b = m by

p% and for the sake of simplicity we work with constant coefficients a, b, c.
wItg

The equation (1.4) can be transformed as follows.

0%y 0%n 0°n B 0’Ry (1,1) =
r “otont ~ “or? | VYT

(= Tyninl - 2 — Pu] (@1, Ro(wn) + a1, ), 1),

(1.6)

z1 € (0,L). Here E = E+/1+ (0., Ro)?. We assume that F is bounded.
We complete the system (1.1) with the following boundary and initial conditions: on
the inflow part of the boundary, which we denote I';,, we set

(17) ’UQ(O,.TQ,t) = 07

(1.8) (2u(|e(v)|)§2 — 7+ Py, — g |U12> (0, z2,t) =0

for any 0 < z2 < Rp(0), 0 < t < T and for a given function P, = P;,(z2,t). On the
opposite, outflow part of the boundary I'y,:, we set

(19) UQ(L7x27t):O )

(1.10) <2u(|e(v)|)gvl 4 Py L |1)12) (L,x9,t) =0
X1 2

for any 0 < 29 < Ro(L), 0 < t < T and for a given function P,,; = P,yt(x2,t). Note

that we require here that the so-called kinematic pressure is prescribed on the inflow and

outflow boundary. This implies that the fluxes of kinetic energy on inflow and outflow

boundary will disappear in the weak formulation. Finally, on the remaining part of the

boundary, I'., we set the flow symmetry condition

(1.11) v2(21,0,t) =0, u(|e(v)|)a—x2(x1,07t) =0

for any 0 < x1 < L, 0 <t < T. The initial conditions read
(1.12) v(x1,22,0) =0 forany 0 <z <L, 0 <zy < Ro(xy).

Our main goal in this paper is to show global existence in time of weak solution of
fully unsteady fluid-structure interaction problem, see Theorem 1.1. In fact we will be
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able to show that a weak solution of the coupled fluid-structure interaction problem exists
until a contact of the elastic boundary with a fixed boundary part. For the simplicity of
presentation we will consider here only the case of shear-thickening fluids, i.e. p > 2. The
generalization for shear-thinning fluids is a goal of our future research. It may be done in
an analogous way as here, but using an appropriate techniques for shear-thinning fluids,
e.g. technique of Wolf [40] by using the local pressure method and the Minty theorem
for monotone operators as well as the results of Diening, Ruzicka and Wolf [11].

The problem (1.1)-(1.12) is also a generalization of the problem studied in [15] or
[41], where the Newtonian flow was considered, see also [5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 19, 20, 32, 36, 37]
for other theoretical results on fluid-structure interaction problems or related problems.
Note, however, that in the previous works of one of the author [15, 41] the third order
term 7., has been used in order to regularize string model, see also [35, 34]. In this
paper we were inspired by work of Grandmont, Desjardin, Esteban, Chambolle [9], where
the authors used a different model for structure equation having regularization of the
form Myzper. As far as we know, the question of existence of weak solution of fully
unsteady fluid-structure interaction problem with the original generalized string model of
Quarteroni [35, 34], i.e. using a regularization of the form 7., for generalized Newtonian
fluids is still an open problem.

The proof of the main result formulated in Theorem 1.1 will be realized in several
steps:

e approximation of the solenoidal spaces on a moving domain by the artificial com-
pressibility approach: e - approximation (2.7)

e splitting of the boundary conditions (1.3)—(1.4) by introducing the semi-pervious
boundary: k - approximation (2.5), (2.6)

e assuming a given, sufficiently smooth free boundary deformation d(z1,t) and actual
radius h(t) :== Ry + d(t) we transform the weak formulation on a time dependent
domain Q(h(t)) := Q(6(¢)) to a fixed reference domain D = (0, L) x (0, 1), cf. (2.8):
h - approximation

e limiting process for ¢ — 0, K — o0
e fixed point procedure for the domain deformation 7n(x1,t).

The present paper is organized as follows: In the next section we will define weak
solution of the fully coupled unsteady fluid-structure interaction and introduce suitable
functional spaces. In the Section 2 we will formulate (k,e,h) - approximate problem,
transform it to a fixed domain and present its weak formulation. The Sections 3 and
4 deal with the existence of a weak solution to our approximate problem. Here we
firstly show the existence of weak solutions of stationary problems obtained by time dis-
cretization, cf. Section 3. Furthermore, we derive suitable a priori estimates for piecewise
approximations in time. By using the compactness arguments due to the Lions-Aubin
lemma and the theory of monotone operators we finally show the convergence of time
approximations to its weak unsteady solution. Thus we obtain the existence of a weak
solution to the (k,e,h) - approximate problem. The Section 5 deals with the limiting
processes for k,e in (2.13). First of all we show the limiting process in e — 0 since nec-
essary a priori estimates obtained in Section 4 are independent on . In order to realize
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the limiting process in x; K — 00, we however need new a priori estimates and show the
equicontinuity in time, cf. Section 5.2. Thus, letting ¢ — 0 and x — oo we obtain the
h - approximate problem depending only on the approximation of the domain deforma-
tion h(z1,t) = Ro(z1) + 6(x1,t). The final step regardning the geometric nonlinearity
of the fluid-structure interaction problem will be realized by the Schauder fixed point
arguments in Section 6. We will show, that the weak solution of the generalized string
equation 7 is associated with the deformation of the free boundary of the moving do-
main. This finally yields the existence of at least one weak solution of the fully coupled
unsteady fluid-structure interaction between the non-Newtonian shear-dependent fluid
and the elastic string.

1.1. Weak formulation

In this subsection our aim is to present the weak formulation of the problem
(1.1)-(1.12). Assuming that 7 is enough regular (see below) and taking into account
the results from [9] we can define the functional spaces that gives sense to the trace of
velocity from W1P(Q(n(t))) and thus to define the weak solution of the problem. We
assume that Rg € CZ(0,L).

Definition 1.1 (Weak formulation)
We say that (v,n) is a weak solution of (1.1)—(1.12) on [0,T) if the following conditions
hold

v € LP(0, T; WHP(Q(n(t)))) N L>(0, T; L*(Q(n (1)),
- neWh(0,T; L?(0,L)) N H*(0,T; HZ(0, L)),
- divo =0 a.e. on Q(n(t)),

(0,m;) for a.e. x € I'y(t), t € (0,T), v =0,

- v =
‘I‘w(t) 2T UL oue UL

T 390
iy [0 (G amle@eto)s +pzvza o, di

1,j=1
Ro(L) p )
Pout -3 |’l)1| ) 4,01(L7-T2,t) diL'Q dt

bl
e

Pa = L 10if?) 010, 22, ) dra dt

3
/ / Pya(x1, Ro(x1) +n(x1,t),t) —a 022 V¢ dry dt

/ / _On0o¢ | O 0% On 55
ot ot + 83;%325 oz Oy Oy

+bnédrydt = 0

for every test functions

(1.14)  @(x1,22,t) € HY(0,T; WHP(Q(n(t)))) such that
dive =0 a.e on Q(n(t)),

‘p2|rw(t)EHI(OvT;Hg(Fw(t)))7 ©2 =0 and

DinUlouw Ul PLIr, (1)
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§(w1,t) = Epa(w1, Ro(x1) + n(w1,t),t).

THEOREM 1.1 (MAIN RESULT: EXISTENCE OF A WEAK SOLUTION). Let p >
2. Assume that the boundary data fulfill P, € L (0,T;L%*0,Ro(0))), Pou €
L' (0,T; L?(0, Ro(L))), P, € L¥' (0, T; L*(0, L)), % + i = 1. Furthermore, assume that
the properties (3.1)-(3.4) for the viscous stress tensor hold. Then there exists a weak
solution (v,n) of the problem (1.1)-(1.12) such that
i) v e LP(0,T; W2(Q(n(1))) N L(0,T; L@ (1)))),

n € Wt>°(0,T; L?(0, L)) N H*(0,T; H3(0, L)),

ii) 1)|F ) = (0,m;) for a.e. x €Ty (t), t € (0,T), va I, ur,.,ur, = 0
i11) v satisfies the condition divv =0 a.e on Q(n(t)) and (1.13) holds.

2. Formulation of the (k,e,h) - problem

In what follows we will formulate a suitable approximation of the original problem
(1.1)—(1.12). We will call this approximation the (x,e,h) - problem.

First of all we approximate the deformable boundary T',, by a given function h =
Ro+6,6 € HY0,T; HZ(0,L)) N W1°(0,T; L?(0, L)), Ro(x1) € C?[0, L] satisfying for
all z; € [0, L]

T
(21) 0<a<h(zt)<a™, 'W‘+/
61‘1 0

We look for a solution (v, 7, n) of the following problem

(2.2) + (v Vv = div2p(le(v) )e(v)] - Vo in QA(1)),

&
and for all 1 € (0,L), see (1.6), 0 <t <T

(2.3) —Ep [gj;’ 222 Yy te af;” 8;]’;0] (z1,1) =
o)) {~ (52 + g2 ) o+ 8;} R @,
(2.4) v(Z,t) = ( e (xl,t)> ,

T = (1‘1, h(Il,t))
Furthermore, in the analysis of problem (1.1)—(1.12) the boundary condition (1.3)-
(1.4), cf. (2.3)-(2.4), is splitted in the following way, see [15]

(2.5) {u(e(v)D{— (2;)21*22) gflmg;z} —7T+Pw] (1)
—gw (vg(a_:,t) . %}t‘(xl,t)) [gt (z1,1) —vz(f,t)}

and

0%n 0%y 0°n 0’Ry on _
(26) E[aﬂ - “T O T T “ax%](ml’t) | onst) = vale 1)
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with k> 1.

We will show later, that the approximation with k is reasonable. One of the possible
physical interpretations for introducing finite x comes from the mathematical modeling
of semi-pervious boundary, where this type of boundary condition occurs. In our case,
the boundary I, seems to be partly permeable for finite s, but letting x — oo it becomes
impervious. In fact, we prove the existence of solution if K — oo and thus we get the
original boundary condition (2.3)-(2.4).

Furthermore, we overcome the difficulties with solenoidal spaces by means of the
artificial compressibility. We approximate the continuity equation similarly as in [15]
with

27 e (837;6 - Aw€> +dive. =0 in QA(t), t e (0,T),

%7: = 0, on 9Qh(t), t€ (0,T), m(0)=0in Qh(0)), &> 0.

By letting € — 0 we show that v. — v, where v is the weak solution of (1.1). For fixed
e, due to the lack of solenoidal property for velocity, we have the additional term in
momentum equation (1.1); fv;divw, see also [38].

Our approximated problem is defined on a moving domain depending on the function
h =Ry +0, cf. (2.1). Now we will reformulate it to a fixed rectangular domain. Set

def

u(y17y27t) = ’U(yhh(yl»t)y%t)
def _
(28) q(ylay27t) = p 17T<y17h(y17t)y27t)
def 677
t) = — t
U(yla ) 8t (yl, )

forye D={(y1,92); 0<y1 <L, 0<ya <1}, 0<t<T.

We define the following space

(2.9) V = {'w e W'P(D): wy =0 on S, and wy =0 on Si, U Sgys U SC},
S’w:{(ylal):o<y1 <L}7 Sin:{<07y2):0<y2<1}a
Sout:{(L,yz) :O<y2<1}, SC:{(yl,O) :O<y1 <L}

Let us introduce the following notations

divyw & W 92 0h 0w | 1 0up
" Oyr h Oy1 Oya  h Oy’

i Pa_y 0h 00\ 90
(2.10) a1(q, ¢) = /D{[h (8@/1 h Oy, 8y2)] Iy
[1 dq oh (8q y2 Oh 9q )} a¢}dy

Ray: "oy \oy ~ h oy g2 )| oy

viscous term

@11) () = [ hmy(ew) ()dy, where
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mg(e(w) = 27 e (w), ) = 3(Biluy) + dy(u)),
A 0 y2 Oh O A
o= (o Seowom) 2

convective term

0z  yp Oh 0z 0z h
2.12 = . _Je T 77 n
( ) b(u, z,7) /D (hul (83/1 h Oyr 8y2> + us— 8y ) P + z - Y divpudy

9
By

D\H

1 [t 1
T_§/ Rouiz191 (L, y2) dy2r+§ Roulzli/u (0,y2) dy»
0 0

1

L
*5/ u222v2 (y1,1) dyn.
0

Remark: Since the terms defined in (2.10), (2.11) and (2.12) are dependent on the
domain deformation h, it will be sometimes useful to denote this explicitely, e.g.,

b(u, z,%) = bp(u, z,1).

Definition 2.1 (Weak solution of (k, &, h) - approximate problem)
Let w € LP(0,T;V) N L=(0,T; L3(D)), q € L2(0,T; H'(D)) N L=(0,T; L*(D)) and
o € L>(0,T;L*(0,L)) N L*(0,T; HZ(0,L)). A triple w = (u,q,0) is called a weak
solution of the regularized problem (1.1)—(1.12) if the following equation holds

(2.13) —/T<a(hu),¢> dt =

0
/ /( aha 1/’+b(uau71/’)—hqdivh¢>dy + ((u, ) dt

At Ay

T+/ / h(Lvt)qoutdjl (L7y27t) - h(oat)qznwl (an27t) dyZdt

1
<Qw + = 2 (u2 - U)) ¢2 (y17 17 t) dyldt

<6at ¢>

r dh Ay
/0 D( N ng)cb +eai(q, d) + hdivhU(b) dy dt

+

€ T rL gp
5/0/0 at(ylnt)qqﬁ(yh1715)dyldvt+

T pL do 5?2 0'(925 o t 85
+/0 /0 (at§+ WF+ 3y1/ o(yi,s )dsfl
' 92R,
+b/ o(y1,s)ds & —a 2 E+— (a—u2)5> (y1,t) dyydt
0

for every (1, ¢,€&) € HY(0,T; V) x L*(0,T; H (D)) x L*(0,T; H3(0, L)). Here we remind
1+ (0y, Ro)?. For simplicity and without lost of generality we assume in what
follows that E, a, b, ¢ are constant, cf. (2.1).
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3. Existence of stationary solution

3.1. Preliminary properties for the shear-dependent model

Let us first specify the shear-dependent fluids that will be considered in this paper.
We assume that there exists a potential U € C?(R?*?) of shear stress tensor T, such that
for some 1 < p < oo, C1, Cy > 0 we have for all n, £ € R2X2 and i, j, k, [ € {1,2}, cf.

(28] o
(3.1) T = (o

(3.2) U(0) = 8;7(3) =0

(33) o) ey > C1 1+ P
(3.4) ‘m < Co(1+[n))P~2.

Note, that the stress tensor 7;; = 2p~!u(|é(u)|)é;;(u) with u(|é(u)|) defined in (1.2)
satisfies (3.1)—(3.4).

In what follows we show some suitable properties, that will be needed in order to
obtain a priori estimates. We use notations || - ||, := || - ||zr (D),

- lp = 11 lwreo)-

LEMMA 3.1 (INTERPOLATION INEQUALITY). Let ¢ be any function in H'(D) such
that ¢ =0 on Sy, or S.. Then there exists a constant C' = C(p,0) such that

_ p—
(3.5) lellp < clVell§lielly™® for  —=<6<1, p>2,

Proof. See the Nirenberg-Gagliardo inequality [22] and [28].

LEMMA 3.2. Denote S = S;, U Sput U Sy US.. Let ¢ be any function in WLP(D)
such that ¢ =0 on Sy, or S.. Then for any 1 < r < oo we have

1-1 1
(3.6) lellzr(s) < C(T)HV@HL?(’}))H‘PH7L2(D)‘
Proof. Analogous to the proof of Proposition 3.2 in [41].

LEMMA 3.3 (ELLIPTICITY OF THE FORM aq(-,-)). Let the assumptions (2.1) on
h(x1,t) be satisfied. Then

o 2
. > — d
(3.7) a1(q,q) > SENe /D |Va|™ dy
for any q € HY (D), the form ay(-,-) is given by (2.10).
Proof. The proof can be found in [15, 41].

LEMMA 3.4 (COERCIVITY OF THE VISCOUS FORM). The viscous form defined in
(2.11) satisfies for any 2 < p < co the following estimates. There exists 6 = 6(K, ) > 0
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such that

w)) > dlullf, +0l|uli

2) ((u',u' —u?) - (v, u' —u?))

Proof. Assertion 1). We have

((wew) = [ wrgetuestw = [ / e sty (w)

L 52 (3.3) 1
:/ h Mdsékl(u)éij(u) S Cla/ / (1+ slé(w)))P~2ds |é(u)?
D 0 6€ij86kl D Jo

(L+sle)?=2> 5 (1+(sle))P~?)
% Cla// 1+ 5| p 2d8| (u)‘2

-5 [ etwp + 1“LL¢IH>W_
=58 [ e+ et

Now we apply the generalized Korn’s inequality, see [21, 30, 31, 33]. Indeed, é(u) could
be written in the form:

s=0

é(u) = VuF(y1) + (VuF(y1))" € ngxﬂ%’ where

1 1 0
(38) F(y) - F(hayl) = 5 (_ ys  Oh(yi,t) 1 > .
h(yi,t)  Oyi  h(yi,t)

Since F' : D + R?*2 has a bounded inverse mapping, detF(y) = % and w € V (vanishing
on some open subset of D), according to Neff [31, Theorem 6] we get

(3.9) [ ewr = .o [ 1vap.

We should point out that the proof of this generalization of Korn’s inequality with vari-
able coefficient in [33, 31] could be performed also for u vanishing on S component-wisely,
a.e. up =0on Sy, ug =0 on Sy US:.USj,.

Assertions 2), 3) are proven in [28, Lemma 1.19]. Note that applying (3.9) we obtain
norms [lu' — u?||?,, [[u' —w?||{, on the right hand sides of assertion 2). 0

LEMMA 3.5 (BOUNDEDNESS OF THE VISCOUS FORM). Let u, v € V, then for
2 < p< oo it holds

(3.10) ((u,v)) < Clluly, [oll1p+Collullp

|v

1,p Co > 0.
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Proof. We have

(w0 = [ my(etunio) = [ / e s iy
= [ n / azaiwsgekl bralw) ds é45(0)
ol / (1 -+ sle(a))21e(as)] dslé(w).

Now, we can estimate the right hand side of the above inequality as follows.

// (1-+ st et dsfe()=—5 [ [0+ el = 1)éto)

(I ()P~ + |e(u)]) [é(v)]

<C(/| )pyl(/D'é(”)p);ﬂ(/l)é(u)m)T(/Dé(v)|p>3’

< cllullf o)l + cllu

LPHUHLP‘

Here we have used the fact, that for # > 0 it holds (1 + z)?~! — 1 < ¢12P~ ! + cou,
which can be proven easily, see also [28, Chapter 5]. The last inequality follows from the
imbedding W1?(D) < L"(D) for any co >r > 1if p > 2. O

LEMMA 3.6 (CONTINUITY OF THE VISCOUS FORM). For uj,us € V, v € C!
following estimate holds

((u',v)) = (v*,9)) < CllLpllp/ -y u' = W[l pl]lcn,
where I, :== fol(l + [sé(u' —u?) + é(u?)|)P~2ds is bounded in LP/P~1(D).

Proof. We have using (3.4) and the Holder inequality
(u',v)) - ((u27v)) :/ h [ri (e(u")) — 7ij(e(u?)] &5 (v)
D

g,

217 se — s)é(u?
/ / a + (1 - s)e(u?)) (Eri(u') — éri(u?)) dséi;(v)

86” 8€kl

< 02/ / +se(u’ — )+ e(u?))P 72 dsle(u’) — é(u?)]é(v)]

< Clhpllpyp-1llu' — w1y

[vllcr O

LEMMA 3.7 (NONLINEAR CONVECTIVE TERM b(u,z,%)). For the trilinear form
b(u, z,v), defined in (2.12) the following properties hold

(3.11) b(u,z,%) = 5 B(u, z,%) — SB(u, v, z),
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0z yo Oh 8z> 5Z>
here B(u,z,9) = [ (hui | 5——F-=—>— | +u
where (u, z,) /D < u1 (ayl h Oyy Oy 6y v

Moreover for p > 2 we have

[B(u, z,9)| < cllulliplzlp

[P l1p-

Proof. The assertion (3.11) is obtained by integration by parts in the first integral term
of (2.12) (in the term 1B(u,z,1)), see also [15, 41]. The last property follows easily
from the Holder inequality and the imbedding W'?(D) « L"(D) for any 1 < r < oo
and 2 < p < 0. O

3.2. Stationary problem

In this section we approximate the problem (2.13) by a sequence of stationary prob-
lems obtained by the implicit time discretization and show the existence of weak solution
for one discrete time step. Thus let us approximate time derivatives by means of first
order backward finite differences

a(hu) hzuz o hifluifl a(hq) ~ hiqi o hiflqifl do N O_i o O.ifl

ot At ot At ot T At

where u’, ¢ and ¢ denote approximations of unknown u, q and o at time instance iAt,
e.g., u'(y) = u(y,iAt). We replace fo ) ds by Zk Lo"At. Moreover, for given
functions we use the following notations

) ) 1 iAt
) = o, 100, and aiy) =5 [ a9,
(i—1)At

similarly ¢’ ,;, ¢,
Let us introduce the following space

(3.12) V=V x HY(D) x H3(0, L).

After the time discretization the following variational problem is obtained from (2.13).
Find w® = (u', ¢%, o) € V such that

(3.13) a'(w', @) + B (w', w', @) = L'(w=) Voo eV,

where @ = (w,v,9) and B (w’, w’, @) := by: (u’, u’,w), see also (2.12). Further
1. a'(-,-): V xV = R is the following form on V

a'(w', @) = ((u',w)) + cai(¢*,v) / Rt (u'w + ¢'v) dy
9?20t %0 dot ( 1 ) )
+ + aA + | — +bAt d
/0 ( Oy} Oy} Oy1 0y \ At .

Rt — =t 9(yout) Ly pi—pitt
_ Y S 1
/D R T / Uz ap w2 Ddn

hi _ hifl a(yzq ) hz hifl )
— v dy —q 1)d
E/D At Oy * 2/0 A ¢ Ddy
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L Y
+ "‘5/ (0" —u3) (E —W2> (y1) dy
0
—|—/ (R vdivyiu’ — h'q" divyw) dy,
D

see also (2.10) and (2.11).

2. The trilinear form Bi(-,-,-) : V. x V x V — R is defined by (2.12). Note that
Bi(w', w', w') = by (u', u’, u’) = 0, see Lemma 3.7, (3.11).

3. Finally, L*(-) is the linear functional on V, such that

Li(w) = i/ Rt (ulw+eq o) dy + € Loi’lﬁdyl
At Jp At Jo

1
+ / (R (0)y w1 (0,52) — W (L) w1 (L y2) i
0

L i—1 k 2
. dc” O 0° Ry
+ —q;, w2 (y1,1) — E <a + bcr’W) At +a——9 | dy;.
/o < 2 1) =\ 9y Oy Iyt '

3.2.1. Existence of finite-dimensional solution

The existence of stationary solution is the consequence of coercivity of the viscosity
form ((-,-)) and of a; (-, -), see Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.3, the continuity of these forms, see
Lemma 3.6, and of the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.8.  LetY be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space with the scalar product (-, -)
and the norm || - ||. Let P be a continuous mapping from Y into itself, such that for a
sufficiently large o > 0,

(3.14) (P(¢),¢) >0 V(€Y such that ||| = o.
Then there exists ¢ € Y, ||C]| < o such that P(¢) = 0.

Proof. See [38, Lemma 2.1.4]. O

The proof of existence of the finite-dimensional solution to (3.13) is analogous to the
proof given in [15] or [41, Theorem 4.1]. In our case the finite-dimensional Hilbert space
Y = 7™ = span{&y,...&n ), & € C? is equipped with the norm | - ||;2 and P is a
continuous mapping from Y into itself given by

(P(¢), z) = a'(¢,2) + B¢, ¢, z) — Li(z) VzeY.

From Lemmas 3.5, 3.6 and 3.7 it is easy to see, that the assumption of continuity of P
is fulfilled. By means of Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 we obtain the property (3.14) as follows.
For ¢ = (u’,q', Ec*) one can verify that

a'(¢,¢) = ((u',u")) +ear(q', q)

h' 1R —h! 02 02
| 5| (P ela) ay
. .
Oo’
+E/ c
0 oy

820 |? ? 1 12
—_— At — +bAt | |0 |*dy;.
2 +a +<At+ >o| 11
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Using coercivity of the forms ((-,-)) and a1 (-, -), we have for sufficiently small At < o/ K,
cf. (2.1)

NI ca i i i
(P(0):€) 2 Bl o + s 122 + el ., — 14(0)
(3.15) > Ceoercll¢l 2 — CLl¢]1,2-

Thus (P(¢),¢) > 0 for e.g., ¢ such that |[¢[12 = 0 = &

Ceoere "

Now we use Lemma 3.8 and obtain the existence of stationary weak solution to problem
(3.13) w™ = (u™,q™,0™), (written without temporal index %)

Cr

(3.16) w™ =" c'&, € V™, such that [|w™ |12 < 0 = e

k=1

In order to get further a priori estimates in W' (D) for w and in H%(0, L) for o, we
test (3.13) by w™ = (u™,¢™, Ec™) and come to

(3.17) a'(w™,w™) = L (w™) Ywm"eym.

Similarly as above using the coercivity property we obtain from (3.17) for sufficiently
small At

Crllw™ 12 > dlu™|f , + 8]lu™|

EQ
1o+ m”flm 1o+ cE|o™3,.

Considering (3.16) we get consequently
(3.18) [, + llo™ 32 < C.

The boundedness in the reflexive Banach space W1P(D), W12(D), H?(0, L) and the
compact imbedding arguments, see [38, Theorem 1.1],

(3.19) WhP(D) e L"(D), oo >r>1,
imply the following convergences

u™ —wu in L"(D), co>r>1,
q" —q in L"(D), co>r>1,
o™ — o inL"(0,L), co>r>1,
Vo™ — Vo in L?(0,L),

u™ —u in WHP(D),
¢™ —q in WH3(D),
o™ — o in H?(0,L).

(3.20)

In view of the results (3.20) we pass to the limit for m — oo and obtain the solution of
infinitely dimensional stationary problem. The details of the limiting process are omitted
here, cf. [15]. In order to pass to the limit in the nonlinear viscous term the technique
of monotone operators is used, cf. also Section 4.

Let us summarize the main result of the Section 3 in the following theorem.

THEOREM 3.1 (STATIONARY SOLUTION). Leti € {1,2,...,n} and w’ € V for
Jj < i—1 be given. Assume (3.1)-(3.4) and (2.1) hold; i.e. there are non-negative



Ezistence of weak solution to the fluid-structure interaction problem for non-Newtonian fluid 15

constants o, K, independent on i, such that

2
At < K

n

T(?ﬂ)
=0

0<a<hiy)<al d
a<hm<at ot [

for all0 < y; < L and i = 1,2,...n. Moreover, assume that q,,q%,, € L?(0,1), ¢!, €
L2(0, L) Then the problem (8.13) has at least one solution.

4. Existence of unsteady solution

4.1. A priori estimates

In this section we derive suitable a priori estimates for the sequence of piecewise
constant and piecewise linear approximations in time of the weak solution. Since our ul-
timate goal is to let the parameter k — oo, we would like to obtain estimates independent
on K.

We first rewrite (2.13) for piecewise constant u, ¢, o, replace time derivative in (2.13)
with backward difference and replace integration in time by sum overi =1,2,...7r, r < n.
This yields

T hiwt — hi—1lqi—1 ht — pi—1 8(y2u1)
R G o T

i=1
;i [(Out Yo Oh' Ou ; oul T
+<hu1 (6‘3/1 h’5y18y2>+ 28 )w—i— 2uwdlvmu

+ ((u', w)) + a1(¢*,v) — hig' divy,iw
ii_ pie1 el i pi—1 i
e (h ¢ —h ¢t R R O(yeq)

) v+ divyiute } dy

At At 8y2
i “21|2 i |u21|2
| R (ahe = 5 Yo (2. 2)~ Ro(0) (g — P Jer (0,2 e
1, (., hi—hi™
+/0 (qw Sl (uz - At)) wa (y1,1) dyr
L ; i1
i i eht —n' i
—|—/0 (H(U2—U)W2+2Atqv><y171)dy1
Lot —gim1 0%0? 8219
+ d+c + aAt
/0 { At oy? 0 Z Y1 8y1

o 19+bAt (Zo >z9+g(oi—u§)19}(y1)dy1 At =0

for any w = (w,v,v) € V
We test the above identity with (u’, ¢*, Eo?), find out that b(u’, u’, ') = 0 (Lemma
3.7), multiply with 2 and perform the following discrete calculus.

(4.2) ZZ/ (R'u' — K u N uldy = / WYl |* dy +
i=17D D



16 A. HUNDERTMARK-ZAUSKOVA, M. LUKACOVA-MEDVIDOVA and S. NEGASOVA

T 1 o
+ — |h'u’ —
rooL 4 . Lo oL o
22/ (01—01_1)01 dy1:/ lo"| dyl—i—Z/ ‘0’—0’_1‘ dy1,
=170 0 i=1 /0
oU' 9o’ _a “eur U% ou—uh
oy [ [ B
bAtZ/ U'c® dy, :%/ {|UT| dyy +Z|Ul Ut }dyl.
i=170

=1

1 ) . ) 9
(hz _ hi*l) |u171| }d:%

2

Here U’ denotes U? := 3"} _, o*At, U° = 0, and Ul UL L=t
Using (4.2)1_4, the coercivity and ellipticity propertles of the forms ((-,-)) and a1 (-, -)
(Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.3), the Holder inequality, the boundary imbedding (3.6) and

Young’s inequality we get
L
@3) [ wu PPy +E [ oy
D 0
+At§r:/ 26|Vl |P + 202 |ti|2dy+2cEAt§r:/
i=17D 2+ K* =170
b our
—|—/ +aFE +bE\UT| —|—21~@Atz ot —ub)* dy,
0 o =1

<AtZHZ/ W + <l Py + S P,

i=1 i=1

+At2/

12
L1 o2gt

y3 !

Zdyh

. ThHi+1 1 N 2 ) _ pi—1
where H' = max [— h } + — ( max Thl) ., YTh':= M7
N 0<y1 <L At

0<y<L | hitl 20h
(4.4) Pli= ||q;:n||L2(0,1) + HqgutHLZ(O,l) + quUHL%O,L) :

Constant C; comes from (3.6) and the compact imbeddings W' (D) € L?(D), cf. (3.19).
By applying Young S 1nequahty in terms on the right hand side of (4.3) with appro-
priate constants &, C(8), 6 = 6(K, a) from Lemma 3.4 we obtain

(4.5) 5T+Z/ o|Vu'|? + K2|Vq |2dy+—/
+/L“ ’3UT ’
o 2 |0n

< Atifﬂgi + Atz f,
i=1 i=1

821

7|

bE
|UT\ —l-ZZ Klot — ub)?dy At
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E L
where ¢ = [ (u' P el Py + 5 [ o7 P,
D 0

} . 204E [F ,|0°R)|
Z:M P 2 0
P Mlaonllf + 222 a2 | T

dy1

1

and M = ClpTTl (%) """ After omitting positive terms on the left hand side of (4.6) we

obtain £" < AtY ;| H'¢' + At ;_, f* and applying the discrete Gronwall inequality
[13] we get

(4.6) € < MELITALY
1=1

Consequently the right hand side of inequality (4.6) can be estimated with use of (4.6) by
(L+He™) ALY | ff, H:=AtY ", H" and we obtain the first a priori estimate:

E L
(a7 T max/hr(|ur\2+s|qr|2)dy+§/ 0" [2dy,
D

1<r<n
—i—AtZ/ 5|Vui|1’+
i=17/D
N LoE |oUT
a i
lglrgxn 0 2 8y1
+Z/ - h’L i hi—lui—1|2 +E|hqu _ hi—lqi—l‘Q dy

—l—AtZ/ Elo" — o' Pdy, < MAthi7
i=1"0

i=1

821
2
Y1

b7E ur? +Atz2n/0 |o* fu§|2dy1

IVq dy + 7/ dy

2

where M = (14 He™), H < C(a) Y0, TR cpo,z) + ||Thi\|2c[07L]At is bounded and
f* depends only on the given data Ro, ¢in, Qout, qw- Note that constant M does not
depend on k. We will see later in Section 5 that the continuous analogy of this estimates
will be useful to prove convergence of the approximate solution for ¢ — 0 and kK — oc.

Now we are ready to show suitable properties of time differences of the weak solution.
We first show that the time difference of the domain deformation velocity is bounded
in L?((0,T) x D) with some constant dependent on k. To prove it, we test (4.1) with
' = (0, 0, EYc"). This yields

9%0' 9 Yo . ‘
(4.8) AtZ/ E|Yol] 002 ayla w0 — up) Yo

Yot ‘ ) 9?2 Rt )
+Ea —At +Eb oAt | Yo' — FEa Y 6" dy; = 0.
( Oy ) oy (Z > oy3 .

k=1

Using the discrete integration by parts in time (4.2), Young’s inequality and the previous
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estimate (4.7) lead to the second a priori estimate:

L n
(4.9) IIa). /052;

Since the term Y., OL k2(o — ub)%dy; At is bounded using (4.7) with

kM >oi, fUAt, this a priori estimate depends on k.

2 n
< CxkM Z AL

O’i _ Uifl
At -
=1

2 cE| %07
At + max — a2
1<r<n 4 8y1

Let us define
ui:hiui’ Qz:hzqz

Using the sequences {U'}7,, {Q"}7,, {0}, {h'}}’, we construct the piecewise
constant step functions

Ui(y,t), qi(yat)a ufl(y7t)7 Qi(yvt)a Ufz(ylvt)v hfz(ylvt)

and the piecewise linear approximations of the weak solution and of h(yi,t)

un(yat)v Qn(yat)v un(yat)a Qn(yvt)» Un(ylat)v hn(ylvt)'

We show now a priori estimate for the time derivative of piecewise linear approximation
of the weak solution. To this goal we test (2.13) with (1, 0,0), ¥ € L?(0,T;V). From
(2.13) we have

T rou, T
_/0 < ot "/’> dt:m/o (W ) + b(wn, Uy 2) . .. dy dt.

We concentrate only on particular terms that yield some restrictions. Estimates for
other terms do not lead to additional difficulties. According to Lemma 3.7 we have
2b(wp, Up, ¥) = B(tp, Un, 1) — B(ty, 1, uy,). Now, using the Holder inequality, imbed-
ding of the space W1P(D) into LP%(D) for p > 2 we have

T

T
(4.10) / Bt wn, ) < C(K, o) / i 15

[wn |29 20
0 p=2

T
< C(K.)lwli=rizoy [ Tunlh ol
< C(K, a)||un||L°c(o,T;L2(D))Hun”LP(O,T;WLP(D))H¢HLP’ (0,T;W1p(D))s

which is bounded for all p > 2 due to the a priori estimate (4.7) for all ¢p € LP(0,T;V).
Analogously the term fOT B(tn, ¥, u,) is bounded, which leads to

T
(4.11) /0 b(tn, un, ) < C(K,a) for p € (2,00).

For p = 2 this estimate is valid for ¥ € L?(0,T; V) N L*((0,T) x D), cf. [15].
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Further, using Lemma 3.5 we get

T

T T
<4.12>/0 (s ) < C(K, @) / 1l 75+ Co / 190110 12

|1,p
< C(K7 O‘)HUJ”LT’(QT;WLP(D)) (||un||i;(107T;Wl=P(D)) + ||un||Lp(07T;W1vP(D))) .

Thus, the viscous term fOT((un,'z/;)) is bounded for any v € LP(0,T; W'P(D)). Conse-
quently we have proved the second a priori estimate for velocity

ou,,
ot

ma/ltn € Lp/(O,T; V*) @ LY3((0,T) x D) for p=2.

(4.13) II b) € LP (0, T; V*) for p € (2,00),

where p’ is given by i + % = 1. This estimate is analogously as the estimate for d;0,,
dependent on k.
By testing (2.13) with (0,¢,0) we obtain after standard calculation that

fOT <\/58§” , ¢>> . < C(ﬁ), i.e., the second a priori estimate for pressure
g H

9Qn
ot

(4.14) IT c) € L*(0,T; (HY(D))*),
which is dependent on .
Let us summarize the above results in the following lemma.

LEMMA 4.1 (A PRIORI ESTIMATES). Let wus assume that h €
whee((0,T),L*(0,L)) N HY(0,7); H3(0,L)) and the assumptions (2.1), (8.1)-
(3.4) hold. Then we have for the approzimate sequences of piecewise constant and
piecewise linear functions the following results

(4.15) {untno, {ULIZ0, {URIZe € LP(0,T5V) N L(0,T; L*(D)),
(4 ].6) {8tun}zo:0 € Lpl (OvT; V*) forp € (27 OO),

' (U, )2, € LP(0,T; V') & LY3((0,T) x D) for p =2,
(417)  {an}nZo {Qn )20, {Qu}nZ0 € L(0, T WH2(D)) N L>(0, T L*(D)),
(4.18) {&th}ZO:o € L2(O>T§ H_1<D>)7
(4.19) {on)n0s {ontnio € L2(0,T5 H§(0, L)) N L>(0,T; L*(0, L)),

{8tan}qo10: € LQ((O,T) X (OvL))7
420 (ot 0T oDy, )

The estimates (4.16), (4.20) depend on &, (4.18) depends on e.

Proof. These results follow from a priori estimates (4.7), (4.9), (4.13), (4.14). O
Consequently we have following convergences.

LEMMA 4.2.  There exists a subsequence of {R%, hy, us, wn, U Unpn, G5, Gn, 05, 0,152 4
and functions uw € LP(0,T; V)N L>(0,T; L?(D)), q € L*(0,T; H*(D)) N L>(0,T;
L?(D)) and o € L*(0,T;HZ(0,L)) N L>(0,T;L*(0,L)) (we denote the subsequence
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again by {hs, hp, ws W, UL Un, @5 Gn, 05,0, 1521 ), such that

n’

(4.21) By — h *weakly in W (0,T; L*(0, L)),
(4.22) hy, hyp —h strongly in L>°(0,T;C[0, L]),

(4.23) U,, U, — hu, wu;, — u weakly in LP(0,T;V),
U,, U5 — hu, u® —u *weakly in L°°(0,T; L*(D)),
us

(4.24) oy Un — hu} strongly m L?((0,T) x D),
ud, u, — w | strongly in L"((0,T) x S), oo >r > 1,

(4.25) Gn, ¢& — q weakly in L*(0,T; H' (D)),
an, ¢ —q strongly in L*((0,T) x D),
Gn, @, = q *-weakly in L>(0,T; L*(D)),

(4.26) Qn — hq weakly in H'(0,T; H (D)),

(4.27) on — 0o weakly in L*((0,T); H*(0, L)),
on — 0o Fweakly in L*°(0,T;L*(0, L)),
o, — o strongly in L*(0,T; H*(0,L)),

(4.28) 0oy, — 0o weakly in L*((0,T) x (0,L))

as n — oo. The convergence (4.24), (4.27)s, (4.28) is dependent on k, (4.26)2 and
(4.26) depend on e.

Proof. The convergence (4.21) follows from the Taylor expansion of h;, integration
by parts in time and the boundedness of hy in L°(0,T; L?(0,L)). The proof of (4.22),
(4.26), (4.27), (4.28) can be found in [15] or [41, p. 47]. The assertion (4.27)3 follows
from the imbeddings H?(0, L) € H*(0, L) C L*(0, L) and the Lions-Aubin lemma. This
convergence depends on k.

In the following we only prove the strong convergences of U, U, Qn, QF in the
corresponding spaces, cf. (4.24), (4.26). Consider p > 2, for proof of (4.24); for p = 2
we refer to [15, Lemma 6.1]. Note that

W'?(D) € L'(D) ¢ (W' (D))",

where imbedding W1 (D) into LP(D) is compact, imbedding LP(D) into (WP(D))* is
continuous and WP (D) and (WHP(D))* are reflexive spaces (p # 00), see [1]. According
to the Lions-Aubin lemma, the imbedding of the space X := {U,, € L?(0,T; V), oU,, €
LP'(0,T;V*)} into LP(0,T; LP(D)) is compact, where i + 1% = 1. This, together with
(4.22) implies that

(4.29) U,, — hu strongly in LP(0,T; L* (D)),

dependently on k. The first part of the result in (4.24) is now proven.
It remains to show the strong convergence of piecewise constant sequence {U; }. Since
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U, —U| < |hiu’ — bt~ for t € ((z - 1)At,iAt), we have from the first a priori
estimate (4.7)

n 1/2
HL{n — UZHL?((O,T)XD) = VAt (Z/ |hluz — hilui1|2> < C(Q)At%
i=1 7D

Moreover, Lemma 3.1 (with § = %) and the Holder inequality implies

T
U, — ufz”Z[),P((O,T)XD) < 01/0 vu,, — VUlegﬂ”un —U; |2
< colUn —U; || Lr 0,112 (D))-

The constant ¢y depends on |||[VU, |+ VU, ||| 1r0,1;02(p)) and it is bounded, see (4.15).
The term ||U,, — U, || 1r(0,7;02(p)) can be upper bounded with

sl s -1
cs[Un = UL 0 2 o | U] + S (00 2y -

Since [[U, — U [ 22(0,1)x D) < C’(oz)At%7 we obtain from the previous estimate that

1
Hun - quHiP((LT;LP(D)) < 04(a)At2P

and thus with use of (4.29) we get
(4.30) U; — hu strongly in LP((0,T) x D).
To complete the proof of (4.24) we consider the boundary integrals. By means of
Lemma 3.2 for » = p and the Holder inequality we get
’ 1
I = bl sy < ¢ IV =) 24—
< ClHqu - huHLP(O,T;WLP(D))”qu - hu”Z[),;(lDX(o,T))

which tends to zero due to (4.30). This result together with (4.29), (4.30) implies the
assertion (4.24).

Analogously as above we prove the strong convergence of q,, ¢5 — ¢ in L?*(D x
(0,7)) for fixed ¢, cf. (4.26). In this case, we obtain from the Lions-Aubin lemma
using the imbeddings W?(D) € L?(D) c (W%2(D))* the strong convergence of g, in
L2(0,T; L*(D)). Since |Q, — Q5| < |hig" — hi7lg"™t| for t € ((i — 1)At,iAt) we have
from (4.7) also

n 1/2 1

o A\ ?

1@n — QnllL2(0.1)x D) = (AtZ/ |h'q" —h'"'q 1|2> <C<€) .
i=17/D

Letting n — 0o we get the strong convergence of ¢¢ in L?(0,7T; L*(D)). O
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4.2. Limiting process

Now we are ready to let n — oo and by means of Lemma 4.2 to prove the existence
of unsteady weak solution to our problem defined in (2.13).

Consider first smooth test functions v € C([0,T] x D), ¢ € C(0,T; H(D)),
& € C(0,T; H3(0,L)). Then construct piecewise constant and piecewise linear approxi-
mations in time ,,, Y5, ¢n, ¢35, £. It is easy to verify that

(4.31) Y, = in H(0,T;V), 4, = in L2(0,T;C(D)),
¢5 — ¢ in L*(0,T; H (D)) and & — & in L°°(0,T; Hg(0,L))
as n — o0o. ‘
In the identity (4.1) with » = n we put w = ¥' = ¥(y,iAt) € V, v = ¢' €
HY(D),9 = ¢ € HE(0,L) and replace
T
_/ /u;(t—
at Jp

for all v,, € H'(0,T; V) such that 4, (T) = 0. This yields

oY,
) () dydt

0 T
) [ [ uni- a0 e aya= [ v

ah 8y2u) S s s s
//{ ot Oy, ¥ _hnqndlvhS‘Pn}dy+b(umum¢n)dt

T 8Qn s ah 6(y2qn) s s
+/0 { < ,¢> /D B oy — 50y, +eai(qy, ¢r)dy

/ divy 65, dy + / Ro(L)q5abt, (L, y) dyo
s s v uo Ohn\
- [ ROz O [ (a2
0 0
o S S S Eahn S 18
+ K (ugy — o) W5, + = a oy ) (ya1,1)dyy pdt
2 0Ot
ooy, 3205 %¢s (/t oo > o0&
S n n + a n 77_ dT n
/ / { E (’)y% Gyf 0 oy (yl ) o1

82R ¢
26t ([ onnnar) & on - w6 ) du e
By ; E

Now we let n — oo in (4.32). We will show only the convergence of some chosen

terms. The limiting process other terms is analogous.
We have from (4.24), (4.26) and (4.31)

/At/wt—At a¢ ddt—)//hu t) dy dt,
/T<8Q",¢S dt%/ ldt.
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Next, we prove convergence in the nonlinear term b(-,-,-) defined in (2.12). Let us
estimate

s, ) — b(u, u, P)dt| <

T T
| s — ol [ o) — b w )l
0

0

(7] (1]
According to Lemma 3.7, the term [I] = %fOT B(ud,ui,¢;,) — B(ud, ¥, ,ul) —
B(u,u, ;) + B(u, ), u)dt can be estimated as follows

2/0|< wl 5) — b, w, ) |dt

T

< / IB(u, — o, )| + | B, 5, 0, — )
0
- |B(u —uun,¢>|+|B<uu w, )| dt

o[

oh?, ou;, ou
uyy, +...dydt
/ / i y2(8y2 0y2) ¥ Y

<C(Ka II%HLoo(()Tcl(D lug, = wll Lo @ llun] + Vs | + [ulll e @)

Oh; ou ou
+ —uq, +...dydt.
/o /Dayl 1y2(3y2 a2/2) ¥ !
Here Qr := ((0,T) x D) and % + ; =1
From (4.15), the weak convergences in LP(0,T; V'), cf. (4.23) and the strong conver-
gences cf. (4.24), (4.22) we deduce [I] — 0. The second term [II] can be estimated in
the following way

au

—u| dydt

T
/0 (a0, %) — bt 9p)

T
< O(K, a) / /D ol [Vl 05, — ] + [l Vp5, — Vpldy dt
0
<C(K,a) (HuHLP’(QT) IVull oo + ||u||2L2(QT)) 197, = ¥l Lo (0,701 (B))-

Thus, from (4.31) we get also the convergence of the term [I1] — 0.
Now we show the convergence in the viscous term

T T
(4.33) / ((u2)) = / (w,9)) Vo € C([0,T] x D).

By means of the Minty-Browder argument [3] we prove the convergence fo us ) —

fOT((u, 1)), the limiting process fOT((uf17 P))) — fo u? 1p)) is straightforward and fol-
lows from (4.31). We know that u? € LP(0,7;V) and u? — w in LP(0,T;V), é(us) —
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é(u) in LP(0,T;LP(D)). Let us define the operator A : LP(0,7;LP(D)) —

L7 (0,T; L7 (D)), L+ % =1 in the following way

T T
(acn.ew) = [ [ wmepesw) = [ (ww)
Vw, v € LP(0,T;V), see also (2.11).

From the weak formulation (4.32) and the corresponding boundedness, cf. , e.g., (4.11),
(4.12), it follows, that A(é(w?)) is bounded. Thus, it converges weakly A(é(uf)) — f
in L (0,T; L” (D)). Lemma 3.4, assertion 3, see also [28, Lemma 1.19], implies the
monotonicity of operator 4. From the monotonicity of the operator A we have

0 < liminf <A(é(u;)) — A(e(w)), é(us) — é(u)> -

n—roo

timinf { (Ae(w;).e(u3)) — (Ale(w).e(us) - é(w)) = (Ae(us)), éw) }

n—oo

and thus liminf, o (A(é(u3)), é(us)) > (f,é(w)). Limiting in the rest terms of the
weak formulation (4.32) for test functions ¥, = u? —u, ¢ =0, {5 = 0, using available
weak and strong convergences we moreover get lim, o (A(é(us)),é(us) — é(u)) = 0.
This implies that lim, o (A(é(u3)), é(us)) = (f,é(u)). According to the Minty Trick

we get f = A(é(u)), i.e.
A(é(us)) — A(é(w)) in LP (0, T; (LP (D)),

which implies (4.33).

Letting n — oo in (4.32) we obtain the weak formulation (2.13) with smooth test
functions @ = (1, ¢,£). Due to the standard approximation argument of the Sobolev
functions by smooth functions we can conclude that (2.13) holds for any ¢ € H'(0,T; V),
¢ € L*(0,T; HY(D)) and & € L*(0,T; H3(0, L)).

The limiting process in (4.32) for n — oo is now completed. Note that instead of the
term — fOT (0y(hu), 1/:>W17p we have fOT Jp hudp.

4.2.1. Weak time derivative
It remains to show that the limit of 9y(U,,) is 9;(hu). We show it for p > 2, for the
case p = 2 see, e.g., [15]. From the previous section we obtained

(4.34) —/OT/Dhu~glf: OT<X, ¥)y, VB EHOTV), (1) =0,

Here x is the weak limit of 9,U,, see (4.13),

8(hnun)

o — x  weakly in Lp/(O,T; V.

Since hu € L?(D), it can be identified with an element in L?(D)* by Riesz’ representa-
tion. Further, using the embedings W?(D) C L?(D) = L*(D)* Cc WbYP(D)*, cf. [14, 38],
it is possible to represent the duality between WP (D) and (W'?(D))* by means of the
scalar product in L?(D). Thus, for the left hand side in (4.34) we can write
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(4.35) / /hu /OT <h C{;f>wl,p

Choose 9 = w(x)&(t) such that w € V, € € CH(0,T). Insert it in (4.34) and (4.35) and

obtain
_/OT <hu, w>V§'(t) — /OT <X’ w>V§(t)'

Consequently we get that x is the time derivative in distributive sense

= 8(hu) in LY (0,T;V*), and

X =
(4.36) / / ; <a(hu) ) 'l,b>

for every 1 € H}(0,T;V).
Moreover, for 0 < t < T the above distributive time derivative fulfill the equality

(4.37) /O t <8t(hu pls= / / hu—dyds— /D hu(t, y)(t, y)dy.

This can be easily proven using test function ¥ = ((y,s)pc(s), where ( €
HY0,T; X), ¢(s) = max{0, min{1, H%S}} and passing € — 0, cf. [41].

Analogously as in [15, Lemma 6.2] using the property (4.37) for the special test
function ¥ = [u]a¢, cf. (5.7), we obtain the following property of the distributive time
derivative

s [() L[ et e

for the pairing between W?(D) and (WHP(D))*.
Let us summarize the existence result of this section in the following theorem.

THEOREM 4.1 (EXISTENCE OF (K, &, h) - APPROXIMATE WEAK SOLUTION). Lete, Kk
be fized. Assume (3.1)~(3.4), (2.1), Gin,qour € LP (0,T;L2(0,1)),
qw € LP'(0,T; L2(0, L)).
Then there exists an approximated weak solution of problem (1.1)-(1.12) transformed to
the fixed domain, in the sense of integral identity (2.13). Moreover,

LP(0,T;V*) for2 < p < oo, d(hq)
€ LV (0, T;V*) ® L*3((0,T) x D), 5 € L2(0,T; H-Y(D)),
forp=2,

/()T<8(§t / /hu —dydt

d(hu)
ot

such that
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and the properties (4.37), (4.38) hold.

5. Problem with e =0, Kk = c©

We have proved the existence of weak solution, which is depending on the parameters
g, k. Passing to the limit for ¢ — 0, K — 0o we obtain the weak solution of the original
problem (1.1)—(1.12) for Q(n®)) for a fixed k. By this procedure we will prove the
existence for one iteration with respect to the domain deformation n(¥). We realize the

L and

limiting process by passing to the limit in both parameters at once, taking x = ¢~
letting Kk — oo.

We point out the dependence of weak solution on the parameters in the following way
Uy, Gr, Ox- Analogously as in Section 4.1 we obtain the first a priori estimate by testing

(2.13) with (ws,gx,0,) and using property (4.38).

E L
2 2 L& 5
60 e [0 (el ela) Oyt 5 [ lonoPdy,
2
/ /(5|Vu,.i|P 5T KQ‘VqF"l dy—|—E/ 7; dyy dt
2 2
30,,{( ) bE
+ 9 ds o.(s)s| d
2
/ / 2|0y — use|” dy1dt<M/ P 4o 0°Ro ||’ it
ayl LQ(O,L)

where ¢ = ¢1(p, E,a,¢), M = M(p, K, a), see (4.7) and P := lginllr2(0,1)
+ 1goutll 20,1y + 19wl 120, 1)+ cf- (4.4). Note that the right hand side is independent on
£, K.

5.1. Limiting process k = e~ ! — oo
First of all we would like to point out, that the estimate (5.1) implies the weak
convergence of

(52) (um\/g%@ao’n) - (uvqa 0)
in LP(0,T;V) x L*(0,T; H'(D)) x L*(0,T; H*(0, L))

as Kk — 0o. Moreover, after inserting test functions (0, ¢,0) into (2.13) for sufficiently
smooth ¢ we obtain

(5.3) /0 : /D hodiv

< VeCIVeaqul L2018 (DY) 10l 220,711 (D)) H 02Dl L2((0,7) x D)) -
Using the boundedness of /g, in L?(0,T; H'(D)) and letting ¢ = k=1 — 0 we get
divyu =0 a.e. on (0,T)x D.

This fact allows us to confine later the space of test functions to the solenoidal space, i.e.
divpy =0 a.e. on D.
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As pointed out before, using the same techniques as in Section 4.1 we get estimates of
time derivatives Oy, Opoy, (4.13), (4.9), which depend on x. Therefore in the limiting
process for kK — oo we cannot use the Lions-Aubin lemma as in Lemma 4.2 in order to
obtain strong convergences in appropriate spaces for (u,, o) — (u,0).

In fact, we have to use another argument to obtain the strong convergence. We follow
the lines of [15, Section 8] and use the equicontinuity in time as in Alt, Luckhaus cf. [2,
Lemma 1.9]. We show that

T—1

6 [ [ ) )P + )0+ )~ (a0 Pdyde
0 D
T—71 L
+/ / (how)(t 4+ 7) — (how) (O 2dyadt < C(K, a)r,

0 0
where C is a positive constant independent on 7, x, . To obtain (5.4) we test (2.13) with
separable test functions (x*w, x*p, x*Ev), where x*(t) is a smooth approximation of the

characteristic function of interval (¢,¢ + 7) and (w(y),p(y),v(y1)) € V, cf. (3.12). We
put

w(y) = az—(huﬁ)i p(y) = az—(hQR)7 U(yl) = atT(hUn)7

where 0] f := f(t + 7) — f(t), use the property (4.37) and integrate with respect to ¢
over (0,7 — 7). We arrive at

(5.5) / o [ 107 G ) 4107 (ha) Py + / " hO7 (o) Py dit =
T—r L
—E/O /Oa,ﬁ[(am)aghdyldt—i—
T o7 0me )~ [ bs)ac(s) v

L 1
—|—/ h(s)divu(s)0] (hqx) + ...dy + / codyr + / . .dyg}ds dt.
D 0 0

The property (5.3) implies, that the right hand side of (5.5) does not depend on ¢.
Moreover, it does not depend on k, since the corresponding boundary term is bounded

T—1 L
(5.6) KJT/ / [uo,e — 0s] . ()0] (h(uze — 0x)) dyrdt < CT
0 0

independently on . Here the notation for the so-called Steklov average is used

t+1
(57) o) = [ ots)as

Indeed, it holds |[¢]+ |l z2(0,7—m)xD) < I#llL2((0,7)x D), Which implies (5.6) with a use of
(5.1), see also [15, Section 8.
In what follows we will use the following property

(5.8) i3 (e(w))] < Cs(1+ [e(u))P,
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which is derived from (3.1), (3.4), cf. [28, Lemma 1.19].

Now we concentrate on the new viscous term ((u,(s), 97 hu,;)) on the right hand side
of (5.5) and show, that it is bounded with C7. Indeed, we get (for the sake of simplicity
we omit indices k)

(5.9) /TT/ / rii (e(u(s)))ds{ e (hu(t + 7)) — &, (hu(t)) by dt

(5.8)

2 o / N / [+ e () {eq (hu(t + 7)) — &5 (hu(t)) }dy dt
0 D

<er||[[1 + le(w) P~ (1)

e+ 1+ e

i

e Lr(Qr )

where p’ = p/(p — 1) and Qr—. = (0,7 — 7) x D. For the Steklov average it is not
difficult to show

(5.10) @] llzr 0, 7-m)xD) < IDllLr(0,7yxD) Y7 > 1.

Since |[|[w(®)[P | o 0,1y < py = lult )HLP((O )% py We conclude from (5.9) and (5.10) that

T—1 t+1
/ / (we(s), 7 b)) ds dt < cr.
0 t

Estimates of other terms on the right hand side of (5.5) has been done in [41] and [15]
and we omit them here. The proof of estimate (5.4) is now complete.

The estimate (5.4) and the compactness argument from [2, Lemma 1.9] imply the
following strong convergences for kK — oo

w, —w in L'((0,T) x D), 0. — o in L'((0,T) x (0,L)).

Using the standard interpolations of spaces L"(Qr) and L*(St), @7 = (0,T) x D, St =
(0,7) x (0, L) and boundedness of w,o in L*(Qr), L%(St), respectively, we obtain

w. —u in L"((0,T) x D), o, — o in L*((0,T) x (0, L)),
where 1 <r <4, 1 <s<6 for Kk — .
Now let us consider test functions ¥ € LP(0,T; X), ¥ (T) = 0,

(5.11) X = {9 € Vai; ¥a|g, € H3(0,L)},
Viiw ={f €V, divp,f =0 a.e. on D}, cf. (2.9)

and £ = E,|,, in (2.13). With this choice of test functions the boundary terms with x
are canceled.

Now, we can pass to the limit as k — oo in (2.13), where k = e~1. We use the weak
convergences of u,, in LP(0,T; Vg, ), veq. in L?(0,T; HY(D)), o, in L?(0,T; H*(0, L)),
see (5.2), the strong convergence of hu,, for in L"((0,T) x D), 0 <r < 4 and the Minty
Trick for the viscous term. The limiting process in the viscous term is analogous to the
limiting process for n — oo in Section 4.2.
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The convergence of the convective term for v € H'(0,7;X) can be obtained for
all p > 2 in following way. For case p = 2 see [15, Section 8]. In order to ob-
tain fOT b(Ws, Uy, ) — fOT b(u,w, 1)) one needs to show that fOT |B(u, — w,ug, )| —
0, fOT |B(u,u — uyg,1p)] — 0. Indeed, using the Holder inequality and imbedding
L7 (D) — W“(D) we have

T

T
5:12) [ 1Bl = ) < ) [ s =l ],

< C(K, )[4l o, ;w0 oy [[ws — wllLz2(0,7) < D) |kl Lo (0,7,w10 (D)) -

Thus fOT |B(u, — u,uu, )| — 0. Further fOT |B(u,u — u,,1)| — 0 due to the weak
convergence of u, in LP(0,T; V).

The convergence of the terms containing \/2q, can be realized by the weak conver-
gence in the corresponding spaces. The term fOT / p haxdivpp is canceled due to the
solenoidal test functions.

Finally, after the limiting process £ — oo in (2.13) using above considerations for all
¥ € HY0,T; X) we arrive at

R

/0 { (s )+ bty . )

1
+/0 h(L)qout (y2, 1)1 (L, y2,t) — h(0)qin (Y2, )01 (0,92, 1) dy2

r 10h
+A <Q'LU + 2atu2> /(/)2 (ylv ]-7t) dyl

Lo 9% 0% a [t 613
+ oGt o ey, ot Mg,

62 Ro

§+b/ oy, 8)ds E(yi, )dyl}dt

In order to investigate the meaning of the left hand side of the above equality we define
the ALE-type time derivative J;

d(hu)  Oh10(y2hu)

(5.14) Oulh) = =5 = G S

Note that 0;(hu) = hdjw, where 0} := (% — %%%) denotes in fact the time deriva-

tive transformed to the rectangle domain D, i.e., in coordinates (y1,yz2).
The right hand side of (5.13) is bounded for every ¥ € M,

(5.15) M ={w e L*(0,T; X) for p > 2;
we LP(0,T; X) N L*((0,T) x D) for p = 2}.

Thus it can be identified with some functional x € M*. Then using integration by parts
with respect to ys on the left hand side, backward transformation from D to the moving
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domain Q(h(t)) and the separation of variables it can be shown that xy = 0;(hu) €
L”,(O, T; X*), see Appendix A for more details. Thus we can replace

//{ Gy o). w}dydtz—/OT<at<hu>,w>X.

Finally, we transform (5.13) from the rectangle D to the moving domain Q(h(t)) and
obtain the existence of a weak solution to our original problem (1.1)—(1.12) with the
Dirichlet boundary condition 0y = va|r,, (n(s)) for a prescribed domain deformation h.

THEOREM 5.1 (EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTION FOR € = 0, Kk = 00). Assume
that h € HY(0,T; H3(0, L)) N W1°°(0,T; L?(0, L)) satisfies (2.1). Let the boundary data
Sulfill qin, Gour € ¥ (0,7;L?(0,1)), qu € Lp/(O,T; L?(0,L)). Furthermore, assume that
the properties (3.1)—(3.4) for the viscous stress tensor hold. Then there exists a weak
solution (v,n) of the problem (1.1)-(1.12), such that

i) (w,n) € [LP(0,T; V) x H'(0,T; H3 (0, L))] N [L>(0,T; L*(D)) x
Whee(0,T; L*(0,L))], where w is defined in (2.8),

i) the time derivative d;(hw) € LP (0,T; X*) for p > 2 and 9,(hu) € LV (0,T; X*) ®
LY3((0,T) x D) forp =2,

/ /{ 81!: ?)};a(ag) ¢}dydt/0T<5t(hu),¢>dt,

where O;(hu) = ngt) }Lad}tl 78(%2};“) = hd/u

for every test function p € M N HL(0,T; X),

iii) v satisfies the condition div v =0 a.e on Q(h(t)),
vo(x1, h(x1,t),t) = On(x1,t) for a.e. x1 € (0,L), t € (0,7T)

and the following integral identity holds

/OT/Q(}M){—PU %f+2u(\ (v)])e(v)e( +va28 wj}dxdt

1,j=1

T ,Ro(L)
+ / / (Pout - B |UI|2) @1(L,-T2,t) dxo dt
0 0 2
T prRo(0)
— / / (Pm _f |vl|2) ©1(0, 29, t) dao dt
0 0 2
T L
h
+ / / (Pw — BUQ (1}2 — 8)) (p2($1,h($1,t),t) dxq dt

/T Ponog | O 9% on 9¢
o Jo 8t8t © 0220t 922 " "0y Oy

/ / 82£+bn§d:c1dt

——dz dt
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for every test functions @(x1,x2,t) =1 (a:l, %,t) such that

Y € Hy(0,T3V), g € Hy(0,T3Hy (0, L)),
divp =0 a.e. on Q(h(t)),
and &(xz1,t) = Eppa(xy, h(xy,t),1).

Note that the structure equation is fulfilled in a slightly modified sense,

%y 0%y 9% %Ry
gy _ 1) =
p L’)t? o2 T it T Vo2 } (21,4)

[—(Tf + P,Dnln| e + gam(am - 6th)] (21, h(z1,1), 1)
a.e. on (0,7) x (0, L), compare (1.6).

6. Fixed point iterations

Until now we have proved the existence of weak solution of the original problem in
a domain given by a known deformation function, i.e., h(x1,t) = Ro(x1) + §(x1,t), 6 €
HY0,T; H3(0, L)) n Whe°(0,T; L?(0,L)), Ro(x1) € C?[0,L]. The aim of this section
is to show the existence of the weak solution of (1.13), which implies, that the domain
deforms according to the function n(z1,t), i.e., h = Ry + 7. To this end we apply the
Schauder fixed point theorem and we obtain the final result: existence of weak solution
for a fully coupled fluid structure interaction problem (1.1)—(1.12).

Let us denote the space Y = H(0,7;L%*(0,L)). For each test function v €
Lr(0,T; X), ¥(T) = 0, recalling (5.11), and for any h = Rg+9J € Y, such that (2.1) holds
we construct solution (u, 7) of the following problem defined on the reference domain D,
g = am

(6.16) —/OT (0¢(hu), ) dt
-/ T{ () + b, w,9)
+f B0t (2 01 (L9 8) — B0Vt (200 (0,2,
+ /OL (qw + %%o)wz (y1,1,t) dya

L 920 9%¢ o [t o€
+ (040, +/ 2553t —/ ,8)ds ==
Gt | oo B J, Ty,

9°R,
dy?

—a

t
f—l—b/ o(y1,8)ds&(y1,t) dys }dt .
0

Further, let the ball B, x be defined by

Boc = {6 € Y3 8y < Cla K), 0< a < Ro(yn) +8(y1.t) <a”)
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R
‘M‘ <K, 8(y1,0) =0, ¥y €[0,L], ¥t € [0,T],

oy
T
/

66(1/1 ) t)
ot
where C(a, K) is a suitable constant large enough with respect to K, « and the data.
By choosing § € B, i the following energy estimate holds for all 2 < p < oo uniformly
in 9,

2
’ dt S Ka Vyl € [OvL]}V

(6-17) HUH%N(O,T;LQ(D)) + ”u”}zp(oj;wl,p(p))
+||77t||%°°(O,T;L2(O,L)) + H77t|\2L2(o,T;H2(o,L)) + HU||2Loo(o,T;H1(o,L))
< e(T,p, K, ) (IPIL, oy + 1RoNZ2p0.17) -

This estimate is obtained by multiplying (6.16) by ¥ = uw and £ = FEug
cf. (5.1).

Sw = Entv

Now, let us define the following mapping by (6.16),

F:Barx —Y;
F(@)=mn, (6=h~-Ro).

Our aim is to apply the Schauder fixed point theorem and prove that the mapping F has
at least one fixed point. This implies the existence of the weak solution to our problem
(6.16).

First we have to check that F (B, k) C By k. Note that our a priori estimate (6.17)
yields [|ny, lleqo,mx0,0) < K el 220,m¢70,27) < K and [[n]ly < C(a, K) for given data
Pin, Pout, Puw, Ro, given K, o; o < Rypip = miny, ¢po,z) Ro(y1) and for sufficiently small
time 7. Moreover, since H'(0,T; H2(0,L)) < C(0,T;C"[0, L]) and n(y1,0) = 0, there

exist a maximal time T}, .., such that

i) [1Mlloo = Inllc(0,Tmaslx(0,2]) < Bmin — .
This yields that minge (o, 7,,,.) miny, c(o,2) (Ro + 1) > Rmin — [[7]lcc > . Thus we
can avoid a contact of the regularized deforming wall with the solid bottom.

1) Further, we require that the domain deformation is bounded from above, ||Ry +
Moo <al.

Having ), the condition i) is satisfied if R,,;n, — o < o' — Ryaz. Thus, for instance if
0571 Z Rmzn + Rmaz~ B
Consequently, F(Bqa,x) C Bax as far as t < T* := min{T,,4,, T} for given data

qop, Ro, K and « such that o < min{ R, ﬁ}.

Secondly, we need to verify that F(d) = n is relatively compact in Y. Let us consider
a sequence {0("}%° in B, x. Let us denote by u® and n®) = F(§®)) the weak
solution of (6.16) for h = h(¥) := Ry + 6%*). Due to the apriori estimate (6.17) we have
the weak convergences of 7(®), u(*) in corresponding spaces. In order to obtain strong
convergences of n®) in Y (and of u*) in L2(0,T; L?(D))) we use the result on the
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equicontinuity in time. For the formulation in the Eulerian coordinates this yields

(6.18) / R R eI / / n e +7) — P

< C(K, a)(Tl/p + 71/2).

Here By € R? is the fixed rectangle domain (0, L) x (0, M), M > o=, cf. (9.1), such
that Q(h®)(¢)) C By for all k, X( ) is the characteristic function of Q(R*) () on By
and ©®) is an extension of the weak solution v(*) to the By, defined in (9.2). Note,
that the constant C'(K, «) does not depend on k. This estimate can be obtained using
a suitable extension of the weak solution to a fixed domain Bj; and specific divergence
free test functions. The proof of (6.18) is realized in analogous way as in [9, Lemma 9],
the details can be found in Appendix B, Lemma 9.1.

Consequently, the Riesz-Fréchet-Kolmogorov compactness argument [4, Theo-
rem IV.26] based on (6.18) implies the relative compactness of 9;n*) o) in
L2(0,T; L*(0,L)), L?(0,T; L*(Bar)), respectively. Additionally, the standard interpo-
lations give us the compactness of @*) in L"((0,T) x By), 1 < r < 4 and 9;n® in
L*((0,7) x (0,L)), 1 < s <6.

Finally, we need to check that the mapping F is continuous with respect to the strong
topology in Y. We have to prove that for any convergent subsequence 6) e Bak, 6 )
dinY

FO®) =n® = F(@) =n

As already shown above n®) converges strongly to some 7 in Y, i.e., we have n*) — p
in H*(0,T;L%(0,L)) as k — oo. Due to the boundedness of 1 from the apriori estimate
(6.17) and the imbeddings in one dimension we have even stronger result - the uniform
convergence of d,,n*) in C([0,T] x [0, L]). Indeed,

(6.19) L>=(0,T; H*(0, L)) n Wh*(0,T; L*(0, L))
— C™17F(0, T H*(0,1L))

for 0 < 8 < 1. From the continuous imbedding of H2#(0,L) into H*~¢(0,L) and
the Arzeld-Ascoli Lemma we conclude that a subsequence of n(¥) converges strongly in
C([0,T); H*(0,L)), 0 < s < 2. Since for s > 3/2 we also have continuous imbedding
H*(0,L) = C'[0, L], we can conclude, that n*) —  strongly in C(0,T;C*[0, L]).
Before we start the limiting process in (6.16), let us summarize available convergences.

(6.20) u® — u weakly in LP(0, T; W'P(D)),
™) — & strongly in L"((0,T) x Byy), 1 <7 < 4,
u® = u strongly in L"((0,T) x D), 1 <r <4,
n®) — 5 weakly in H'(0,T; H?(0, L)),
n®) —~* ) weakly* in L>(0,T; L*(0, L))
n'®) — 5 uniformly in C(0,T;C*[0, L)),
o™ — 9,n strongly in L*((0,T) x (0,L)), 1 <s<6
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We have to verify, that the limit n from (6.20) is the weak solution associated with §
and thus F(§) = 7.

Limiting process

Now we let k — oo in (6.16). First of all we have to realize, that due to the solenoidal
property, which depends on h(¥)| the test functions are implicitly dependent on k. This
fact present a difficulty when we pass with k& — oco. Nevertheless we can construct
sufficiently smooth test functions ﬂz(y,t) = @(z,t), which are independent on k and
divergence free in Q(h), h = Ry + 6 (i.e. divygp = 0). They are also well defined
on infinitely many approximate domains Q(h(k)) and dense in the space of admissible
test functions LP(0,T; X), cf. (5.11). Such a test functions ¢ can be constructed on
(0, T) x By as algebraic sum, see [9, Remark 3]

® =@+ 1,

where ¢ is a smooth function with compact support in Q(h), diveg, = 0 on Q(h)
and ¢, is extended by 0 to (0,T) x Bys. Further, having ¢ € H'(0,T;H3(0,L))
we define ¢, et (0,£(z1)/E) on Bpy\Bys, Ba = (0,L) x (0,a) € R?%, the constant
E comes from (1.14). Note that divgp; = 0 on By \B,. Moreover, ¢, such that
Jop. o1 n = J§ @i(L,22,t) — @1(0,22, t)dzy + fOL £ (1,t)dz2 = 0 can be extended
into B, by a divergence-free extension, whereas remaining boundary conditions on
Tin, Tout, ['c are preserved, see e.g., [18, p.144]. Note, that due to the uniform con-
vergence of 7*) the function ¢, is defined on each Q(hN)) for sufficiently large N.
Moreover ¢, is defined on Q(h(¥)) for each k. For more details on this construction we
refer a reader to [8, Section 7, pp. 35-36], compare [9].

Having t(y, t) = (1, %,t) = @(x,t), x € Q(h), y € D, let us construct the set
of admissible test functions 1/J(k) by transformation of @ from Q(h(®)) into D,

(621) ¢(k)(yl7y27t) = I‘L(mh 2 )’t) = ‘70(:51) m27t)7

h(k)({El,t
z e Q™) yeD.

The test functions (6.21) have the following property
p® D R% divywy™ =0, B (4, 1,t) = €(yr,t), and

(k) y
Zj(w(k)—; i’ &) } uniformly on (0,7) x D.

This property follows from the special construction of ¢, the property (3.8) and the
uniform convergence of §*) and 9,,5*) that follows from (6.19).

Thus it is enough to consider test functions ¥ = '(2}, which are independent on k£ and
smooth enough. The limiting process in the test functions follows afterwards using the
uniform convergence 1" and é(y*)).

In the following lines we will present the limiting process for k& — oo in chosen non-
linear terms. Let us first consider the convective term and show

T
/ (bhm (W™, u® 4p) — by (u, u, 1/:)) dt = 0.
0
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Recalling (3.11), the following terms appear in the above expression

T
/ Bh (’Ll,, u(k) —u, 1p) + Bh(k) (u(k) —u, u(k)v "b) + B(h(k)fh) (u7 u(k)a 1/’)dt
0

To show the convergence of above integrals, we restrict ourselves only to the terms
containing dy; h*), convergence of terms with h(¥) is analogous. Let us consider

T ou® 9 oh a (k) Ohk)
TG et R e Gl
0 D 0y 5‘y2 32/1 5'2/2 oy

ouk) Ok On\
. - — dy dt.
0ya ¥ ( o ay1> vitey

The convergence of the first term is obvious due to the weak convergence of u®) in
LP(0,T; W'2(D)). The strong convergence of u*) in L' ((0,T) x (D)) and the uniform
convergence of dy, h*) imply the convergence in the remaining two terms.

In what follows we denote é*) := (&),, € := (é)p, cf. (2.11, 3.8). The limiting process
in the viscous term will be realized as follows.

(6.22) [ @ 00— (na
= [ [ st e @) - etw )
[h“f) - h} (0 (@))e () dy de

= [ [ e [ ) — e

)
T

] e @) = s ew)] i) dy

an

+/T/ {W)—h} Tij(é(m(u(k)))ég?)(w dydt .
0 D

(T11)

It is easy to see that the term (III) goes to zero. Using the definition of é =
(&)n = VuF(h,y1) + (VuF(h,y1))" cf. (3.8), due to the uniform convergence of h(*)
in C(0,T; C0, L]) the convergence in all components of F' is obvious and we obtain that

(I) — 0.

In order to show the convergence in the second term (II), we will use
the Minty Trick argument. Let us denote for better readability &¥ =
eF(u®), ¢ = ¢é(u) and ¢ := é(xp). Now we have the operator A,

A:LP((0,T) x D) — L ((0,T) x D),

(A(EH). 6) = / / 735 (Enco (™)) (643 (4) dy .
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From Lemma 3.4 we know that the operator A is monotonous, i.e.

(A(EF) — A(€), €% — &) > 0. Thus, we have

(623)  liminf (AE") — A©).¢" —¢) =
liminf {~ (A(€), 6" - €) — (A(£"), €) + (A€").€")} > 0.

Further, from Lemma 3.5, assumptions (2.1) on h¥) and the fact that wu, €
LP(0,T; WHP(D)) we have for any k, cf. (4.12),

[(A(EF), 0)| < O(K, a).

Therefore A(€¥) is bounded in L?' ((0,T) x D) and thus A(£¥) — f.

Moreover, from the weak convergence of Vu(®) and the uniform convergence of h(*) in
C(0,T;C[0, L]) we obtain that liminfy o (A(£),&" — &) = 0 for &F = ) (w®). Thus
(6.23) implies that liminfy . (A(F), &%) > (f,€). Moreover, analogously as in Section
4.2 we obtain by limiting in the weak formulation that limy_, . (A(£¥), %) = (f,€). Thus,
the Minty Trick argument concludes that f = A(&), i.e.

A(ER) — A(€) and thus  (A(EF), ¢) — (A(€), ¢)

for any ¢ € LP((0,T) x D) as k — oc.

This concludes the limiting process in (6.16). We found out that F(6()) — F() as
k — oo and that F(0) = n, i.e. n is the weak solution of (6.16) associated with the limit
4, (h =Ry + (S)

Finally, the Schauder fixed point theorem implies that there exists at least one fixed
point of the mapping F defined by the weak formulation (6.16), F(n) = 7. Thus,
we obtain the existence of at least one weak solution of the original unsteady fluid-
structure interaction problem (1.1) — (1.12). The proof of the Theorem 1.1 is now
completed. O

We summarize the result of this section. For all p > 2 there exists at least one weak
solution to the original fluid-structure interaction problem (1.1) — (1.12) such that

i) v € LP(0, T; WP (Q(n(t)))) N L>(0, T5 L*(Q(n (1)),
1€ Wheo(0,T; L*(0, L)) N H'(0, T; H3(0, L)),

ii) dive = 0 a.e. on Q(n(t)),

iii) U‘Fw(t) = (0,m;) for a.e. x € T (t), t € (0,T), v 0,

DUl Ul

and the following integral identity holds

T 2 )
o) [ [ ( (m{—pv-%f+2u(le(v)l)e(v)e(¢)+PZvigZ%}diﬂdt

i,7=1

T Ro(L) P
=+ / / (Pout - 5 ‘U1| ) 4,01(L,332,t) dxzo dt
0 0
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T (Ro(0) p 5
- / / (Pm—f\vﬂ )@1(07x27t)d;v2dt
o Jo 2

T L
+ / / Pypa(z1, Ro(x1) +n(x1,t),t) day dt
o Jo

N /T L ono¢ o3y 02%¢ on ¢
0

dxl dt

- t¢

o otot  “9z30t0z3 " “0w, 0wy

T L 2
+/ / faa R05+b77£d9c1dt =0
0o Jo 9

v

for every test functions ¢ with the property (1.14).

Remarks

1) It should be pointed out that we have obtained the existence of weak solution
until some time 7™ in Section 6. We remind that this time is obtained in order to achieve
the fixed point of the mapping F and to avoid the contact of the elastic boundary T, (¢)
with the fixed boundary for given data P;,, Pout, Pw, Ro and a, K. Similarly as in [9,
Grandmont et al.], we can prolongate the solution in time and even obtain the global
existence until the contact with the solid bottom.

Indeed, we can construct a non-decreasing sequence of times {T* =
Ty, ..., T, Tr, ...}, such that for given o, K, a < min{R,in, m}, starting
from initial data in time 7, _;, we have the existence of weak solution for some time
Ty 1+ 1T :=1Ty. We distinguish between two situations. Either sup 7}, = co, which
means, that the contact with the solid bottom never happens and we obtain global exis-
tence. Otherwise sup Ty} = T** < oo for given «. In this case we can decrease «. If the
time interval of the existence cannot be prolongated for chosen «, we have to decrease «
again. This is repeated until a reaches 0. The later represents the contact with the solid

boundary at some time 7**+ T, where T' > 0.

2) Our result on the existence of weak solution for the coupled fluid-structure interaction
problem for shear-thickening power-law fluids is shown for the generalized string equation
(1.4) with a regularizing term of type A%n;. The same existence result can be obtained
for other regularizing terms in the structure equation. Instead of

—aAn + cA%n,  we can consider  aA®n — cAn;.

The regularity of the domain deformation coming from the term A2y is essential to
obtain condition |n,,| < K, cf. (2.1). This is a necessary condition for generalized
Korn’s inequality for p # 2, see (3.8), (3.9).

In [9] the unsteady fluid-structure interaction between Navier-Stokes fluid in three
dimensions and elastic plate has been analyzed. Note, that such a condition for n,, is
not required for the Korn’s ‘equality’ for the moving domain Q(n) in [9]. Thus, for
a two dimensional Newtonian fluid and one-dimensional structure a less regular string
model may be used.

3) We would like to point out, that for the Navier-Stokes equations (p = 2) the integral
equicontinuity for 7, and w can be obtained by a different method than that presented
in Section 6 and proved in Appendix B. More precisely, we can follow the method of
transformation of the solution from the domain in one time instance to the second one,
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previously used by Padula et al. in [19]. By this procedure the solenoidal property
of test functions is preserved. For the Navier-Stokes equations we would have enough
regularity to show then equicontinuity in time. For the non-Newtonian case (p > 2)
however the regularity of 7 is not sufficient for such an approach. In this case we needed
the construction of suitable test functions using an appropriate extension of the solution
to the fixed domain, as it has been done in Lemma 9.1. Analogous construction was
previously presented in [9], see also the reference [16] therein.

7. Conclusion

In the present paper we have proven the existence of weak solution to the fully nonlinear
fluid-structure interaction problem for the shear-thickening fluid coupled with viscoelastic
string.

The nonlinear stress tensor satisfies the polynomial growth conditions (3.1)—(3.4). For
shear-thickening fluids (p > 2) this allows us to use the energy method and monotonicity
arguments based on the Minty-Browder theorem to study the existence of the (k, €, h) -
approximate solutions defined in Section 2. The existence of weak solutions on a time-
depedent domain Q(h(t)) deforming according to a given, sufficiently smooth function
h(t) has been shown by limiting k — oo and € — 0. For the limiting processes additional
compactness argument due to the integral equicontinuity in time has been used.

The final step regarding to the geometric nonlinearity of the fluid-structure inter-
action problem, i.e. the existence of a weak solution on the moving domain Q(n(t)) is
proved in the last section by the fixed point procedure applying the Schauder fixed point
theorem. Consequently we have obtained the existence of the weak solution to the shear-
thickening non-Newtonian fluid coupled with an elastic string membrane, the main result
is formulated in Theorem 1.1.

Our result generalizes the previous result [15] of one of the authors, where only the
Newtonian fluid have been studied. In [15] the existence of a unique weak solution
on the deforming domain Q(n(t)) with unknown interface n has been completed using
Banach’s fixed point approach only for the (k, ) - approximation of the coupled system.
Furthermore, our result also generalizes the recent result of Cani¢, Muha [8] and of
Chambolle et al. [9] for the case of non-Newtonian shear thickening fluids.

In future we would like to study a generalization to three-dimensional geometries and
more complex structural models as well as the generalization for shear thinning fluids.
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Appendix A (On distributive time derivative)

Our aim is to show that fOT In {h 61,b + 2h a( y;u) ~¢} dydt = — fOT <5t(hu),1p>x

Let us first recall the weak formulation of the k - approximate problem, cf. (2.13),

T /0(huy) Oh d(yau) B
o[ (o) [ e v -

T
/0 /{b(umunﬂ/’)—h% divytp }dy + (1, ) dt

T .1
/ (L, t)qoust1 (L,y2,t) — h(0,t)qint1 (0,y2,t) dyzdt

/

T rL 1 oh

+ Quw + §u2l€a + K (u2n - UH) wz (yh 17t) dyldt
0 0

(208 5\

r oh a(quH) .
+/0 D{ €5 91 ¢+ ea1(qs, ¢) + hdivyu, qS} dy dt

Tt on
ot (yla )q;-cd)(ylalat) dyldt+

T L 2 2 t
9o 9?0, 0%¢ 8/ 73
+ +Cererata— (Y1, 8)ds—=——
/o/o{alt6 oz 0 Yoy oa(y1 )Sﬁy

¢ 82R0 R
+b/ Un(ylv S)dS 5 - aﬁg + = (Un - u2/€)§ (ylat) dyldt
0 Y1 E

The right hand side of (8.1) is bounded for each test function 1 € M defined in
(5.15) independently on x = e¢~!. Thus, taking into account (4.36) we obtain

O¢(huy) — Oth[0y, (youy)] == Or(hu,) — x € M* as kK — oo.

In what follows we investigate the representation of the functional x. For simplicity
we restrict here on the case 2 < p < co. The case p = 2 is analogous, but we need to
consider ¥ € LP(0,T; X) N L*((0,T) x D).

After the limiting process in x we obtain for all ¥ € Hg (0,7 X)

(8.2) A / &’b+g€:a(ay u) ¢dy:AT<x,¢>X,

space X is defined in (5.11). Using integration by parts with respect to yo on the left
hand side of (8.2) we obtain

Ohys L on
/ / (625 - 8th(9y> Pdy — . auﬂ/’z(yl» 1, t)dy, dt.

Here we denote (% — %—?%@) = 97. Note, that due to the transformation to the

domain Q(h(t)) we have dyp(z,t) = 0/p(y,t), v € Qh(t)), y € D. Moreover, the
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boundary term in the above expression is bounded for any ¥ € LP(0,7;X) and can
be added to the right hand side of (8.2), which we denote by a functional x°, i.e

foT <Xb’1p>x — foT <X7'¢> + fo usz(yl, 1,t)dy; dt. After the transformation of

equation (8.2) to the moving domain we obtain the following equality in the Eulerian
coordinates x € Q(h(t)):

T T
—/ / pv&‘t(pdxdt:/ <hflxg,<p> dt,  where
0 Ja(n(t) 0 Xa

Xo = {p e WhP(Q); divp =0 a.e. on Q, polr, € HF(0,L),
r, =0, @2|r,,ur,,ur, =0}, Q=Q(h(t)).

®1

Since the divergence operator in the Eulerian coordinates does not depend on time,
we can consider separable test functions . Using (21, 22,t) = w(xy,22)E(t), w €
Xaq, &(t) € C4(0,T), we obtain from above

_ /OT <pv,w>XQ§/(t)dt _ /OT <h—1xg,w>xgg(t)dt’

which yields that h~'x® = 0,(pv) in distributive sense. Therefore it holds
Xz P
fOT <h_1x2,cp>)§it = —fOT fﬂ(h(t)) pvOipdr dt. By transformation to the fixed domain
Q

D and using the definition of x® we get

/OT<X»¢ dt = //huayz,bdydt—// “211’2 1, 1,t) dy, dt.

Using the definition of 97 and the integration by parts with respect to y, we find out,
that the boundary terms on the right hand side are canceled and

/O?X,@th:—/oT/Dua(gZ/’ g—’zg—uwdydt.

This means that x + ygﬁ% is the distributive time derivative hdyu. Thus the limit y

ot 0
equals

B @_ Oh Ou
X T 00 by,

(8.3) dy(hu) = ho¥u.

Finally we have obtained y = &;(hu) € L*' (0,T; X*) and we can replace in (5.13)

/ /{ o O 2 1/J}dydt by —/OT<8t(hu)71/;>th,

Since we have proven that x is the distributive ALE-type time derivative of u in
the sense of (8.3), due to ua(y1,1,t) = n:(y1,t) we have also shown, that o has the
distributive time derivative

8ta = 8qu S

w
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Thus, we have in (5.13) o OLagf = fo (0o, &).

It remains to Show the property of weak time derivative analogous to (4.38). Indeed,
for fixed x using the definition of the derivative 9; (5.14), the property (4.38) and the
partial integration with respect to the y» we obtain

T _ 1
/O <8t(hu,€),u,i>th:§/D|un|2(t _7/ / O hweal? dy .

Now letting x — oo, using the strong and the weak convergences from Section 5 and
the weak limit (8.3) we obtain the desired property

(8.4) /OT (Oh(hu), ) dt:%/D|u\ _7/ / E\W‘zdwdt

Appendix B (Equicontinuity in time)

The aim of this section is to show the integral equicontinuity in time. Lemma 9.1
provides the equicontinuity result that holds independently on k. To this end we need
to find suitable divergence free test functions in order to control difference of velocity at
different time instances. In order to obtain such test functions we follow a construction
presented in [9], see also the reference [16] therein.

We introduce, in analogy to [9, Lemma 3], the following extensions of the domain and
the weak solution.

We define an extension of the moving domain Q(h*)(t)) to a box domain

(9.1) By = (0,L) x (0, M) € R?

for some M > a~! specified later. Moreover we define an extension into By, of solution
u® (y,t) = v (z,t) of (6.16),

[ ® in Q(h*) (1))
(9.2) o) = {(o,ng’f>) in By \Q(A®) (1)),

Further, for v > 1 and any function f(z1,x2) we define J., as follows
fﬂ/(xlvx2) = (vfi(w1,v22), fo(w1,722)).
Note that if f is divergence free, then f. is divergence free, too.

LEMMA 9.1.  For the weak solution (v(k),n,gk)) = (u® ®)) of the problem (6.16)
it holds

T—71 T—71pL
(9.3) / / o (t +7) — o® (1) + / / Pt + 1) — P )P
< C(Tl/p + 7'1/2).

Here ng) denotes the characteristic function of Q(h\¥)(t)). The constant C = C(K,a)
does not depend on k.
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Proof. We recall that h®) = Ry + 6*) but for the sake of simplicity we omit the
superscript (k) in this proof and we denote h := Ry + 6, v := o) 5 := (),
To prove the statement of this lemma, we will use following two properties.

1. The distributive time derivative & we have:
For each v € HY(0,T; X), cf. (5.11), 9(T) = 0 it holds, cf. (4.37).

(9.4) —/% (0y(hu),vp)dt

oY Oh I(yau) ~ ~
/ / T /D hu(F, y)(7,y)dy.

For classical time derivative, this property is clear. For our distributive derivative

0 it can be proven analogously as in (4.37).

2. By inserting any time independent test function b = 1(y) into (9.4) and subtract-
ing (9.4) for 7 =t + 7, and T =t we obtain

t+7
05 — [ (Ol i

t+1
/ / Z]Zaayg (y)dyds - /D[hu(HT) — hu(t)|g(y)dy.

Here the integral on the left hand side has been transformed into Q(h(t)), ¢ =
Y(y) =@(x),y € D, x € Qh(t)), Xao = Xqnu)) was defined in Appendix A.

Now, let us mtegrate (9.5) over fo dt. The first term on the right hand side (inte-
grated over fo ) can be bounded with C'7 independently on k for test functions (9.10)
specified later . The second term on the right hand of (9.5) can be rewritten due to the
transformation to the Q(h)

T—1
(9.6) / / o(@rimst+ 7)(@ips)dz — / v, () da dt.
0 Q(h(t4+1)) Q(h(1))

Note, that the space coordinate z; = x(t) € Q(h(t)) depends on time, hence the test
functions ¢ implicitly depend on time, which is pointed out above.

Using the previously defined extensions of the solution v and some further manipu-
lations we can rewrite (9.6) as follows

T—1
9.7 V(T t+7)o(xy ) — v(xy, t)p(xy)dx
(>/ /h(t))u T+ r)p(rer) — v ()

+/ (Xt4r — X£)0(Tpqr, t + T) (2447 ) d dt =
By

/ / B (@earst 4+ 7) — v(ze D]p(@e) + [@(@rer) — @(@)]B(@irst +7)
Q(h(2))
€] (I1)

+/ (Xt — Xt)0(@qr, t + T)p(2447) dadt.
P (111)
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Here x¢, xt+- are the characteristic functions of Q(h(t)), Q(h(t + 7)), respectively.
In what follows we estimate the term (II) for any test function ¢ € LP(0,T; Xq). Further,
we take specific test functions and concentrate on the terms (I), (III).

Since § € L*(0,T;H?(0,L)) N W1>(0,T; L?*(0, L)), from the imbedings in one
dimension (6.19) it follows that § € C%'/2([0, T]; H'(0, L)). Thus

(9-8) 16(¢ +7) = ()l o= 0.1y % (0,) < CVT-
Using (9.8) we can estimate the term (II):

1/2

T—1
(09) (1)< / (/ |so(xt+7>—so<xt>2czx> 18]l L2 canien 1t
0 Q(h(t))

T—7 zo(t+7) 2
= / / / Osp(x1, 8)ds
0 Qh) |/

2(t)
T—1 1/2
</ (/ IVSOIQsz(HT)xz(t)z) 181122 cacmiey
0 By

< |lellzz0,r3m1 (Bar)) 10+ T) = 6(O)]| Lo ((0,1)x (0,2 1] L2 ((0,7) x Bar)

< CVT.

Now we specify proper test functions, that will be used in what follows. For x; =
x(t) € Q(h(t)), v > 1 and fixed ¢, 7 we set

1/2

dz | |19|l2 ey lldt

(910) QD(JZt) = @7($t+7,t + 7') — 57($t,t),
§(x1) = E(On(x1,t +7) — (a1, ).

Note that since v is divergence-free, the test function ¢ is also divergence-free!. Moreover,
taking into account (9.8), for v > 1+ %ﬁ and zg € I'y () the coordinate vz, exceeds the
moving domain Q(h), since we have y(Ro + 0(s)) > Ro + (s) + [|[0(t + 7) — 6(t)||ocs s =
t, t+7. According to the construction, such a test function fulfill the boundary condition

Ep(x1, Ro(w1) + (1, 1)) = E(0, (w1, t + 7) — On(z1,t)) = (0,&(21)).

Let us estimate now the term (III). Since 97 is bounded in L*°(0, T}
L?(0, L)) independently on k, we have

o [ s =l = / Clote 1) — () = / ’ / " B (s)ds

Thus, the term (IIT) can be bounded for ¢ from (9.10) as follows.

2
< CT.

T—1
©12) A< [ e el (ol [l de < OVF.
0

ISince @(zt+r) = Uy(Tiy2r,t + 27) — Vy(Ti4r,t + 7), we have to integrate over fOT_QT dt in the
estimate of the term (II), or we define p(x¢4,) =0if ¢t +7 > T.
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For the test functions from (9.10) the term (I) equals

T—1
9.13) (1) = / / oy B T) = DO 07 = (]

T—1
/ / [t + 1) —v(t)]* +
Q(h(t)) _/_/

[o(t +7) — (1)), (m(t +7) = Bt + 7)) = [0(t) — (1)) dadt

For the simplicity we used shorter notations here, e.g., v(t + 7) := v(x¢4r,t + 7). The
term (Ta) appears on the left hand side of the assertion of this lemma; the term (Ib) need
to be estimated from above. We illustrate the estimate of some chosen terms of (Ib) as
follows. Estimates of other terms are analogous.

In the sequel we take v = 1 + %ﬁ and M > 2a~!. For these parameters we have
according to Lemma 9.2,

T—1
/ / B(t + )[04 (1) — B(t)]dwdt
Q(h(1))
<OuV7 [ 1800+ Dl 19O i syt < Cav

To complete the proof, the remaining terms coming from the fluid equations, i.e., the
convective term, the viscous term, boundary terms and the equation for n have to be
estimated. We illustrate here only the calculations for the nonlinear viscous term and
omit tedious but standard calculations for other terms, previously performed also in [15].

After subtracting the weak formulation (6.16) for f T ds — fot ds, inserting test func-

tions constructed above (independent on s) into (6.16) and integrating over fOT_T dt we
obtain from the viscous term

T—1 pt+1
/ / / 7ij(e[v(s)]).e[v (t + 7) — v (t)|dz ds dt.
0 t Q(h(s))

For the simplicity, we set w = 0,(t + 7) or w := v,(t). The above expression can be
bounded with use of (5.8) as follows,

<[ o I [, G el el s

T—T1 t+7
<o) [ [ I Vg | Ve ds e
p—1
T—1 t+7 T N
< C(K704) /0 (/t ||1 + VU(SHZP(Q(}L(S)))dS) ||VwHLp(BM)TPdf

T ppil T—1
C(K a) P (/0 ||1+V’U(S)”12P(Q(h(s)))ds> /0 HV(U”LP(BM)dt
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1 — 1
< C(K, a)m 5|1+ Vol o o gmy | V@Il 0.1:L0 (Bar)) < C(K, )77

We conclude, that the estimates of remaining terms on the right hand side are anal-
ogous as already show in the first part of the paper or in [15] and we leave them to the
valued reader. The proof of the lemma is now completed. ]

Due to the (9.11) it is also easy to obtain from (9.3) that

T—1
(9.14) / |X§§_)T{,(k) (t+71)— ng)@(k)(t)ﬁ < C(Tl/:n + 7_1/2).
0 Bum

This result implies that ng)@(k)(t), and consequently ©*)(t) is relatively compact in
L2((0,T) x Bar).

LemMmA 9.2, Ifv=1+ %ﬁ and M > 2a~*, then for any f € HY(Byr) we have
[ 18y £Pde < CarlflBis s,
Q(h(1))

Proof. From the definition of f, it is obvious that

(9.15) £y = FI < 1f (@, y22,1) = fan, 22, 8)[ + (v = DI f (21,722, 1)

Now consider f* - a smooth approximation of f. We can write

T2 8 *
/ a—ﬁ(xl,s,t)ds

2
dr.

/ ‘f*<.’171,’}/$(}2,t)_f*($1,$2,t)|2d$:/
(1)) (1))

T2

Note that zo € Q(h(t)) < a~!. Thus, for sufficiently small 7, (o > 0) and v =1+ %ﬁ
the above integral bound vz < 2a~! = M. Hence we can estimate

Yo *
/ / ai(:cl, s, t)ds
Qh(t) 1

, Os
and by using the standard Sobolev approximation argument we finally get

2

dr < (v - 1)a~1? / IV 2de

By

/ F (o1, 1@at) — Flaras )Pde < Car / IV f[2dz,
Q(h(t))

Bm

The above result and (9.15) imply the assertion of the lemma. ]
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