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On the local existence of solutions to the fluid-structure interaction problem
with a free interface

Igor Kukavica and Amjad Tuffaha

ABSTRACT. We address a system of equations modeling an incompressible fluid interacting with an elastic body.
We prove the local existence when the initial velocity belongs to the space H®, where s > 3/2 and the initial

structure velocity is in H°~%/2, April 29, 2021
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1. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to establish the local-in-time existence of solutions for the free boundary
fluid-structure interaction model with minimal regularity assumptions on the initial data. The model, which
first appeared in a modeling book [MZ], describes the interaction between an elastic structure and a viscous
incompressible fluid in which the structure is immersed. Mathematically, the dynamics of the fluid are captured
by the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in the velocity and pressure variables (u, p), while the elastic
dynamics are described by a second order elasticity equation (we replace it with a wave equation to simplify
presentation; see Remark 2.2) in the vector variables (w, w;) representing the displacement and velocity of the
structure. The interaction between the structure and the fluid is mathematically described by velocity and stress
matching boundary conditions at the moving interface separating the solid and fluid regions. Since the interface
position evolves with time and is not known a priori, this is a free-boundary problem.

Well-posedness and local-in-time existence were first obtained by Coutand and Shkoller [CS1, CS2] in
2005. The authors use the Lagrangian coordinate system to fix the domain and a Tychonoff fixed point theorem
to construct local-in-time solutions given initial fluid velocity ug € H® and structural velocity w; € H>. A
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key feature of the model is the mismatch between parabolic and hyperbolic regularity and the importance of
trace regularity theorems for both parabolic and hyperbolic equations in establishing the regularity of solutions.
In [KT1, KT2], the authors established a priori estimates for the local existence of solutions using direct
estimates given ug € H? for the initial velocity and w; € H°/?*", where € (0, (v/2 — 1)/2), for the initial
structural velocity. A key ingredient in obtaining the result was the hidden regularity trace theorems for the wave
equations established in [LLT, BL, L1, L2, S, T]. A wealth of literature on wave-heat coupled systems on a
non-moving domain was instrumental in further understanding the heat-wave interaction phenomena (cf. [ALT,
AT1, AT2, DGHL, BGLT1, BGLT2, KTZ1, KTZ2, KTZ3, LL1]). Similar results were obtained for the
compressible free-boundary version [BG1, BG2, KT3]. For some other works on fluid-structure models, cf. [B,
Bul, BZ1, BZ2, BTZ, DEGL, F, GH, GGCC, GGCCL, IKLT1, LL1, LL2, LT, LTr1, LTr2, MC1, MC2,
MC3, SST].

More recently, a sharp regularity result for the case when the initial domain is a flat channel was obtained
by Raymond and Vanninathan [RV]. The authors study the system in the Eulerian coordinate setting and obtain
local-in-time solutions for the 3D model when ug € H'57¢ and w; € H'*¢, where € > 0 is arbitrary. More
recently, Boulakia, Guerrero, and Takahashi obtained in [BGT] a local-in-time solutions given data uy € H?
and wy € HY/8 for the case of a general domain.

In this paper, we provide a natural proof of the existence of unique local-in-time solutions to the system un-
der the sharp assumption of ug € H'5*€ and w; € H'*¢, where ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, for a general domain. Note
that this regularity seems to be the lowest regularity which guarantees the cofactor matrix a to be bounded. Our
proof relies on a maximal regularity type theorem for the linear Stokes system with Neumann type conditions
and nonhomogeneous divergence in addition to the hidden regularity theorems for the wave equation. Such
maximal regularity theorems in the context of different functional spaces have been studied early on by Grubb
and Solonnikov [GS]. Still they have attracted much interest recently [MZ1, MZ2, PS] due to their relevance
in the study of free boundary problems. A difficulty in applying the theorem from [GS] is that the boundary
term (cf. sixth term on the right-hand side of (4.9)) has a higher time regularity than the interior pressure terms
on the left (i.e., the second and third terms on the left of (4.9)). To overcome this, we introduce a bound for
a boundary pressure term, due to which we can to absorb the high time regularity pressure term on the right.
Another essential ingredient in the proof of the main theorem is a trace inequality

lallzroo.7y.2r) S TG0 . ey I Sgamms ooy 0.y 22y T Il 20,1, B0 (20
for functions which are Sobolev in the time variable and square integrable on the boundary (cf. Lemma 3.1 and
(3.7) below). This is used essentially in the proof of the existence for the nonhomogeneous Stokes equation,
Theorem 4.1, and in the proof of the main results, Theorem 2.1.

The construction of solutions for the fluid-structure problem is obtained via the Banach fixed point theorem.
The scheme depends on solving the Stokes system with the variable coefficients treated as a given forcing
perturbation which appears in the equations with the Neumann boundary conditions and the nonhomogeneous
divergence condition. The iteration scheme then requires solving the wave equation with Dirichlet data using
the integrated velocity matching conditions and appealing to the hidden trace regularity theorem for the normal
derivative which in turn is used to solve the Stokes system. In addition, the solution in each iteration step
is used to prescribe new variable coefficients for the next step of the iteration. The ellipticity of the variable
coefficients is maintained by taking a sufficiently short time to ensure closeness of the inverse matrix of the
flow map to its initial state of the identity and provide the necessary contraction type estimates. We note that
the only global-in-time result for small data was established in the presence of an interior structural damping
term in the elasticity equation and for very smooth initial data in a recent work [IKLT2] (cf. also [KT4]).

2. The setting and the main result

We revisit the fluid-structure system coupling the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation and an elasticity
equation. The two equations are defined on domains ¢(¢) and €2(t) respectively, representing the fluid and
the solid regions, comprising a fixed bounded region = Q¢(t) U Q(¢) in R3. The domains are assumed to
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be sufficiently smooth. The interaction is described by transmission boundary conditions on the interface I'(t)
between the two domains. The dynamics are best described by the Lagrangian coordinates on the initial domain
configurations Q2¢(0) = Q¢ and Q. (0) = Q. The incompressible Navier-Stokes equations ([Tel, Te2]) satisfied
by the fluid velocity v = (v1, v2,v3) and the pressure ¢ are expressed in the Lagrangian coordinates as

O — @105 (amiOmur) + ajr0jqg =0  in (0,T) x Q¢ 2.1

ajl-@jvi =0 in (0, T) X Qf, (2.2)
for k = 1,2, 3, using the summation convention on repeated indices. The symbol ay; denotes the kj entry of
the 3 X 3 matrix a which is related to the flow map 7 by

a=(Vn) (2.3)

The flow map 7(t,-): @ — € is an unknown function which determines the evolution of the domains. In
particular, we have

n(t,): Qe — Qe(t) (2.4)
and
n(t, ) Qe = Qe(t),
with the initial condition
n(0,z) = x, x € Q.. (2.5)

On the other hand, the dynamics of the solid body and in particular the displacement variable w = (w1, wa, w3),
orw(t,x) = n(t,r) — x, and its velocity w, are described by the wave equation

Wit — Aw =0 in (0, T) X Qe, (26)

set in the natural Lagrangian variables. Adjustments to more general stresses is possible (cf. Remark 2.2 below).

We adopt the configuration where {2¢ occupies the exterior part of 2 and {2 the interior part. We assume
that both €)¢ and €2, are smooth bounded connected domains. The interaction boundary conditions prescribed
on the interface I'¢(¢) common to the two domains are the velocity and the stress matching conditions, which
are formulated in Lagrangian coordinates over the initial configuration I'; = I'¢(0) as

v=w; on(0,7)xT, 2.7

and
8wk
ON
for k = 1,2, 3, where N = (N!, N2, N3) denotes the unit normal at the interface I, which is oriented outward
with respect to the domain 2.

Also, we impose the usual no-slip boundary condition on the boundary of the domain {2 which is also the
outer boundary of the domain §2¢; namely, we require

= ajlamlﬁmkaj - ajquj, (2.8)

v=0 on(0,T) x 9N. (2.9)
The initial conditions read
(v(0,-),w(0,-),we(0,)) = (vo, wp,w1)  in O X Qe X e, (2.10)
where wg = 0. Denote
H™((0,T) x Q) = H"((0,T), L*(Q)) N L*((0,T), H* (%)), (2.11)

with the norm

11 0,0y x0) = I IFer 0,0y, 22000 + I IZ2(0m) 20000 (2.12)
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We shall write H lf’cs, involving functions on (0,7") x I, for the analogous space corresponding to the boundary

set I'c = 0S. For simplicity, we frequently write | f| grs = [[fll#rs(0,m)xqp)- It is also convenient to
abbreviate
K*® = H%%% = H¥/25((0,T) x ), (2.13)
where s > 0. Similarly, we write
1 lws =1l psres- (2.14)
Also, denote
Hy = {u e L*(Q) : divu = 0,u - N = 0 on 9Q}. (2.15)

Our main result is the local-in-time existence of strong solutions to the system (2.1)—(2.6), under the bound-
ary conditions (2.7)—(2.9) and the initial condition (2.10) with minimal regularity on initial data.

THEOREM 2.1. Let s € (3/2,2). Assume that vy = (vo1,vo2,v03) € H*(Qy) N Hyand wy € H*™1/2(Q,)
while wo = 0 with the compatibility conditions
wyp =vy onl, (2.16)
v9 =20 on I, 2.17)
and let qy be the initial pressure, defined by
Aqo = —0kvoiOivor,  in )

8’00 8w0

qoz—aN'N——aN'N onT,
dqo

— =Av-N Tr

N~ " ons

Then there exists a unique local-in-time solution

ve KT((0,T) x Q)N H

q € H?7V25((0,T) x )

w € C([0,T], H1/2(0,))

wy € C([0,T], H*2(%))

nlo, € C1([0. 7], H* ()
to the system (2.1)—(2.6) with the boundary conditions (2.7)—(2.9) and with the initial condition (2.10) for a
time T' > 0 depending on the initial data. Moreover,

Ks+1 Hs/2—1/2,s Ks—1 s/2—1/4,s—1/2 Lo Hs+1/2 tll Lo gs—1/2 > 0,
[0l e+ + llgll +HIVallgo—r + llall + [[wl] + [lwe] < OM,

where My = ||vg|| s + ||w1|| ys—1/2 and C'is a constant depending on the domain .

The proof of the theorem is given in Section 6 below. The proof is structured so that one can also obtain
that the time of existence can be made arbitrarily large if the initial data is sufficiently small.

As it is natural and common, we assume wqy = 0, but all the statements apply, with only minor changes in
the proof if we assume more generally wy € H*+1/2(Q,) and thus replacing (2.5) with 1(0, z) = wo(z) + .

REMARK 2.2. (i) In this paper, for simplicity of exposition, as in [CS1], we treat the Navier-Stokes with
the stress tensor Ty = Vu — pl where u and p are Eulerian velocity and pressure respectively. The proofs do
not require much change if we consider instead the stress Ty = Vu+ (Vu)? — pI. The two stresses lead to the
same form of the Navier-Stokes system as div Ty = div Ty = Aw, but they lead to the different form of (2.8),
which for the stress T reads

owy,

O—N = ajlamlamkaj + ajlamkam’Ule — ajquj.
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The theorem and the proof can easily be adapted to this different stress. The only important difference is that in
the proof of Theorem 4.1 below, when appealing to [GS], we need to use the stress 77 rather than T3 from [GS].

(ii) In this paper, we consider the stress o(w) = Vw. It is easy to adjust the results to the stress
o(w) = (A/2) Tr(Vw + (Vw)T) + 2u(Vw + (Vw)T). Even more generally, the results extend to the
anisotropic situation, where Aw is replaced by div(c - Vu), where the tensor c;jj; satisfies the symmetry
conditions c;;x; = Cij = Cijir and the Legendre-Hadamard condition in [BL, KMT]. The hidden regularity
lemma (cf. Lemma 3.3 below) holds by the main results in [BL, KMT].

3. Space-time trace, interpolation, and hidden regularity inequalities

In this section, we provide three auxiliary results needed in the fixed point arguments. The first lemma
provides an estimate for the trace in a space-time norm and is an essential ingredient when solving the linear
Stokes problem with nonhomogeneous divergence and when constructing solutions to the linear Stokes-wave
system in the next section.

LEMMA 3.1. Let s > 1/2 and 6 > 0. Ifu € L*((0,T), H*(Qy)) N H?03/Zs=1((0,T), L*(Y)), then
u € H(0,T),L2(T.)), and for all ey € (0, 1] we have the inequality

lullgo(o,1),L2(r0)) < €ollull g2os/c5-1 (0,7, 22(0)) T CeollullL2(0,1), 1 (2)) (3.1)

where Cy, is a constant depending on €.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.1. It is sufficient to prove the inequality for u € C§°(R x R?) with the trace taken
on the set
F:{(t,x)eRx]R?’:wg:O};
the general case is settled by the partition of unity and straightening of the boundary. Since it should be clear
from the context, we usually do not distinguish in notation between a function and its trace. Denoting by 7 the
Fourier transform of u with respect to (x1, x2, x3,t), we have

2
ooy < [ [ [ 0| [ it nards) drdsaden
Denote by
25 —1
= 3.2
Y 20 (3.2)
the quotient between the exponents s and 20s/(2s — 1) in (3.1). Then, with A\ > 0 to be determined below, we
have
2
oz S [ [ [ 0| [T e e drdgde,

2
< oo [ [ O+ (& +§%)7+6_2§37+72)’\/z X
- /R3(1 +7) </—oo (14 (€2 +E2)7 + 2627 + 72)V/2 [l dés | dr gy dg,

< [asry ( [ s @rgy g ) dsg)
R3 —o0

- d¢s
drdé d
) </—°° A+ @+ +e2) + 7—2))\> 7 d&1 dSs,

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in &3. Note that, using a substitution,

= dx 1)y A1/v—2A
/_Oomng/’yA/v 5 A,€>O, (33)
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provided A satisfies 2yA > 1, which is by (3.2) equivalent to
S 0

25 — 1
Note that 2y\ > 1 implies 1/ — 2\ < 0 for the exponent of A in (3.3). Now we use (3.3) for the integral in
&3 with A = (14 (€2 + €3)7 + 72)'/2, while noting that

(14729

(14 (G + &)+t =
S+ (E+E) +eg 7)Y,

(3.4)

(1 + T2)0A1/'y—2)\ — (1 +r )0—A+1/2’y

provided A — 1/2v < 60, i.e.,
2s

< .
>\_928—1

(3.5)

Under the condition (3.5), we thus obtain

— 0 N
Hu”Ha (0 T) LZ(FC)) 1/’y/]R - (1 + (f% + f%)’y + € 2632)7 + T2) +1/2A{‘U’2 dfg dgg dgl dr
X
< el/v/ (1+e2(E + &+ &2y +72) 20 des dey dey dr

—26 2 1 2
S € ”uHLZ((07T)7H'yG+1/2(Qf)) +e€ M ”uHH<9+1/2’Y((O,T),L2(Qf))’
]

for all € € (0, 1]. Using (3.2), we get

1ulFre 0.0y 220y S € 2 NullZzqo.0) 20(0))

for all € € (0, 1]. Finally, note that A = 2s6/(2s — 1) satisfies (3.4) and (3.5) under the condition s > 1/2. [

+ €3 200 201 (0.1 L2600 (3.6)

Optimizing € € (0, 1] in (3.6) by using

(2s—1)/2s0
C lull 22 ((0,7), 15 (20))
lull 22 (0,7), 15 () + [0ll 205/ 2o~y (0,7), 2 () ’

we obtain a trace inequality

1/2 (2s—1)/2
lallzroo.y.2 ) S Nl 2y ey el ot oo oz 22y + N2y oy B2

which is a more explicit version of (3.1).
The second lemma provides a space-time interpolation inequality needed in several places in the next two
sections.
LEMMA 3.2. Leta, 8 > 0. Ifu € H*((0,T), L2(Q))NL2((0, T), H? (), thenu € H’((0,T), H(Qy))
and for all eg > 0, we have the inequality
[ull o 0,7y, 87 (0p) < €ollull e (0,1).22(09)) + Ceollull L2 ((0,1),15 ()
forall 0 € (0,a) and X € (0, B) such that

+

Pl
«

™| >

where Cy, is a constant depending on e.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.2. Using a partition of unity, straightening of the boundary, and a Sobolev extension,
it is sufficient to prove the inequality in the case 2y = R™ and u € C§°(R x R™). Then, using the Parseval
identity and the definition of the Sobolev spaces in R™, we only need to prove

(L+ TP L+ €1 < (1 +72%) + Cy (1 + [€[7), (3.8)
for 7 € R and ¢ € R™. Finally, (3.8) follows from Young’s inequality. O
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In the last lemma of this section, we recall the trace regularity result for the wave equation
wy —Aw=0 in(0,T) x
wtt: ¥ on(0,7T) >E OQ:, e (39
with the initial data (w, w:)(0, ) = (wp, w1).
LEMMA 3.3 ([LLT]). Assume that (wo,w1) € HY(Q,) x H* (), where o > 1, and
¥ € C([0,T), H*/2(09,)) N HY?((0,T), H**(99,)).
Then there exists a solution (w,w;) € C([0,T], H*(2,) x H*"1(,)) of (3.9), which satisfies the estimate

lwllcqo,),me @) T 1wt o), mo-1(0)) +

]
ON [ pre1(m)
S llwollaeqe,) + lwillge-1a.) + 1¥lleqom, me@00) + 11 gerz 0,1y, mor250.))

where the implicit constant depends on §2,.

For the proof, cf. [LLT].

4. The nonhomogeneous Stokes problem

In this section, we state the maximal regularity theorem for the linear Stokes equation with a nonhomoge-
neous divergence (cf. [GS, MZ1, So]).

THEOREM 4.1. Consider the linear Stokes system

w—Au+Vp=f in(0,T) xS 4.1)
divu=g in(0,T) x Qy, 4.2)
subject to the mixed boundary conditions
% “pN=h on(0,T)xT. 4.3)
u = hf on (0, T) X Ff, (44)
the initial condition
u(0, ) = ug, (4.5)
and the compatibility condition
Uoh"f = hf’Ff- (46)
Let s € (3/2,2). Then, assuming
Uug € HS(Qf) 4.7

and
(f,g, h, hj) c (Ks—17 KS,HS/2_1/4’S_1/2((O,T) % FC),HS/2+1/4’S+1/2((0,T) % Ff))a
with the structural condition
gt =g+divb 4.8)
where
g:b e K°71((0,T) x ),
there exists a unique solution (u,p) to the system (4.1)—(4.5) satisfying

lull svr + Pl ro2-1r20 + VPl o=t + 1Dl grarz-1/a.0-1s2

- 4.9
S lluollzzs + ko= + llgllzes + gl zes— + lbllzco=s + Al garz-vsns-vse + libgll orzs1raesnra, @9
c f

where the implicit constant depends on €.
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In (4.9), as well as in the rest of the paper, we do not indicate the domains (0,7") x ¢ or ¢ (or €2) in
the norms as they are understood from the context. However, we always use a complete notation for norms
involving the boundary traces on I'; and I';.

Theorem 4.1 is a variant of a maximal regularity for the non-homogeneous Stokes equation with the non-
homogeneous divergence, stated here similarly to [MZ1], but in different functional spaces.

The feature of the approach in [MZ1] and Theorem 4.1 is the representation (4.8) for g;. An important
new idea is the presence of the fourth term on the left side of (4.9), i.e., we provide the control of the pressure
trace ||pl| HY/21 /4012 The control of this quantity is obtained by the space-time trace inequality (3.1) in

Lemma 3.1. The proof is based on the trace inequality Lemma 3.1.

We believe that the proof with one simple corrector z is new (the proof in [MZ1] uses two correctors). The
main difficult term resulting from the Dirichlet condition on the outside boundary is treated by the inequality
(4.19) which is valid due to the Neumann condition for z on I'y.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1. Asin [MZ1], let z be the solution of
Az=g¢g in(0,7)xQ

z=20 onl'.

5 (4.10)
z
8—N =0 on Ff.
Note that the time derivative z; satisfies
Az =g+divb in(0,7) x Q
2zt =0 onl’. @.11)
0
8—JZ\§ =0 only,
by (4.8). The difference @ = u — Vz satisfies
U —Au+Vp=f—Vz+ AVz in (0,7) x Q 4.12)
diva =0 in (0,7") x Q,
subject to the mixed boundary conditions
o oVz
— —pN=h— 0,7)xT
oN P oy on(0T)xTe 4.13)
u=—-Vz+h on(0,T)xT%
and the initial condition
@(0,-) = up — Vz(0). 4.14)

Denote the right-hand sides of (4.12), (4.13)1, (4.13)s, and (4.14) by f, h, hs and 7, respectively. Note that
based on the estimates in the proof of [GS, Theorem 7.5], Theorem 4.1 holds for the special case g = 0 but
without the fourth term on the left side of (4.9). Applying it to the system (4.12)—(4.14), we obtain

[ll o1+ Pl resa-1rzs + 19Dl o1 S Nollars + [LF 1l gres—n/2ems + \|B\|Hgé2,1/4,s,1/2 + IIﬁfIIH;t/_zHM,sH/z,
from where
il gcs+1 + 1Pl gro2-172.0 + VDl 51
S lluollas + 12(0)|gs+r + 1 fl ges—v/2e1 + Vel ges—nr2s-1 + 1AV gs-1)/2,51 (4.15)
+ ”hHH;g%l/&sfl/z + Havz/aNHH;‘{271/4,371/2 + ”VZHH;{zH/&sH/z.

Recall that the domains for the space-time norms are understood to be (0,7") x €2r. We now need to show that
each of the terms on the right-hand side of (4.15) is dominated by the right-hand side of (4.9). The first, third,
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and sixth terms in (4.15) already appear in (4.9), so we only need to estimate the other ones. For the second
term, we have

12O0)[[s+2 S Ng(O) =2 = | div ol ga—r S [luol|zs-
For the fourth term in (4.15), we write
IVzi]l ga-nszs-1 S Vallpems— + Vet -2
S llezms—2 + bl L2ms=1 + 119l gres-v 21 + [l -2 2
S Mgl zes—r + 1Bl xs-1,
where we used the elliptic regularity for (4.11) in the second inequality. For the fifth term in (4.15), we have
1AV Z] -1 = Vgl S Ngllzms + gl ze-vrzm S llgllxs,
where we used Lemma 3.2 in the last step. For the seventh term in (4.15), we write
092/ON | ya-ssscrre S 1092/ON | apgecssaqey + 092/ | goassirarys (at6)
where for simplicity of notation, we write I'. instead of (0,7") x I'; as the time interval is understood. For the
first term in (4.16), we use the Sobolev trace inequality and obtain
||8VZ/5NHL2H871/2(FC) S HD2ZHL2HS S llgllzzms,

which is dominated by the third term in (4.9). For the second term in (4.16), we use the space-time trace
inequality in Lemma 3.1 to write

10V 2/ON || gor2-1/a 2y S D2l s S Mgl
Regarding the eighth term in (4.15), we have

||VZHH1§/2+1/4,s+1/2 S Hvz||L2HS+1/2(Ff) + Hvz||HS/2+1/4L2(Ff)‘ 4.17)
f

For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.17), we use the trace inequality to write
IVall e stz S IIVellzasa S |zllc2ms+2 S llgllp2ms- (4.18)
For the second term, we claim that (4.10)3 implies
IVallLzry S Nzllary, 4.19)
for all t € (0,7). To prove this, note that, by straightening of the boundary and using a partition of unity, we
may assume that z is smooth and compactly supported in R3, while T, is replaced by R? = R3 N {x3 = 0}.
Since 0z/dz3 = 0 on R?, the inequality (4.19) follows immediately. Now, using (4.19), we get
Hvz||HS/2+1/4L2(Ff) S ||ZHHS/2+1/4H1(Ff) S 2l gsrzs1/agsse
S Wzl srsrz=srapsre + 2l p2msre S N9l msre-sap-1r2 + 10l gros2-s/a g1z + 19l 212 (4.20)
S gl gsrz-srage + bl gor2-s/a sz + gl L2 L2-

Finally, for the second term on the far right side of (4.20), we apply Lemma 3.2 and obtain [|b|| ;s/2-3/4 /2 S

~

||b]| scs—1. Therefore, all the terms on the far right side of (4.20) are bounded by the right-hand side of (4.9).
This concludes estimates for all the terms in (4.15), and (4.9) is proven, except for the bound of the fourth term
on the left, i.e., the term [|p| ,s/2-1/4.0-1/2.

I

Cc
Since ||pl| ys/2-1/4.5-172 S [|0w/ON || o/2-1/2.5-1/2 + [|B]| ys/2-1/4,5-1/2, we only need to prove
e Te I'c
[0u/ON || yer2-1/a5-172 S [Jull s+ (4.21)
re

To bound the space part of the norm in (4.21), we use the classical trace inequality and write

[0u/ON || L2 ggs—1/20y) S [IVullzems S Jull s+ (4.22)
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To bound the time component of the norm in (4.21), we instead use Lemma 3.1,
10u/ON | gs2-1/2 20 S VUl sz + 1Vullzps S llull s, (4.23)
completing the proof of (4.21) and thus also of (4.9). O
Note that (4.22) and (4.23) may be summarized as

10u/ON | ya-s/ae-172 S el rsn.

5. Solutions to a linear Stokes-wave system

In order to solve the nonlinear problem, we first need to consider the coupled linear system

v—Av+Vg=f in(0,T) x Qf (5.1
dive=g in(0,7) x Qf (5.2)
wy —Aw =0 in(0,7) x €, (5.3)
subject to the mixed boundary conditions
v=w; on(0,7)xT, 5.4)
v ow
G—N_qN:f)—N+h on (0,7) x T, (5.5)
v=20 on (0,7) x I'¢ (5.6)
and the initial condition
(v, w,w)(0) = (v, wo, w1). (5.7

The next statement provides the local existence for (5.1)—(5.7).
LEMMA 5.1. Let s € (3/2,2). Suppose that the initial data satisfies
(vo, wo, w1) € (H*(Qy) N H) x HV2(Q,) x H72(Q,)
with the nonhomogeneous terms
(f,g,h) € K571 x K° x H*/?>7Y/45=1/2((0, T) x I,),

where

gt = g +div b7
with §,b € K*~1((0,T) x ), and the compatibility conditions (2.16)—~(2.17). Then for every T > 0 there
exists a unique solution

ve KTH(0,T) x )

q € HP7V25((0,T) x Q)

w e C([0,T], H*/2(Q,))

wy € C([0,T], H%(9,))
with Vq € K571((0,T) x ) to the system (5.1)~(5.7), which satisfies

(5.8)

[vllcs+1 + llall gor2-1/2.5 + [Vl gs—1 + HQHHF/%U&S&N Flwlloqomy,msr12(9.) + lwell ooy, m-12(0.))

S llvollzs + llwollgravire + llwill gamro + I fllics=s + gllzes + 1gllxs— + 10l s + ol gorz-r/as-rs2,
(5.9)

where the implicit constant depends on () and €),.
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PROOF OF LEMMA 5.1. The solution is obtained by the contraction mapping principle. With (v("), ™, w("))

constructed, where n € Ny, we obtain the next iterate by first solving

wi™™ — Aw™) =0 in (0,T) x Q, (5.10)
with the boundary condition
t
w™ (1) = wy + / v™ds  on(0,T) x T, (5.11)
0
and the initial condition (w, w;)(0) = (wp, w1 ); then, we solve
oMY At it D) = (5.12)
divoth = ¢4 (5.13)

in (0,7) x €y, with the boundary condition

gu(n+1) - q("+1)N _ Hw D)

ON ON
and the initial condition v("™) (0) = wg. To obtain the initial iterate, we solve (5.10)—(5.11) for w® with the
initial data (wg, wy), and with v(™ in (5.11) replaced by vg. To obtain (v(o), q(o)), we solve (5.12)—(5.13) for
(U(O) , q(o)) and with the boundary condition (5.14) and w1 replaced by w(?), and with the initial condition

+h on(0,T) x I (5.14)

(w®, wﬁo))(O) = (wp, w1 ). For simplicity of notation, we write

and
(’U, q,w,n, (1) = (’U(n), q(n)’w(n)’,’,}(n)7 a(n))

By (4.9), the solution (7, q) satisfies

Wollzcssr + Nl gorz-rrae + V@l o1 + llall gos2-1/a.0-172
ow h (5.15)
ON

fﬂ%MHWNw1+MM“Wﬂw1+WMH+H

/2—1/4,5—1/2
Hy! 8

It thus remains to estimate the trace dw/JN by considering the wave equation in w with the Dirichlet data
(5.11). By Lemma 3.3, it satisfies

HHFCUZ’SUZ (5.16)

S llwoll vz + lwill o172 + [ @[rc | L2 o172 (ry + 1@Irell grorze1/a gz,

_ _ ow
10| oo,77, 154172020 )) T 10t oo, 77, 115172 (020)) + N

Using (5.11), we get

T t 2 T gt
ot Begervsy < [ (] 0a) S [t [ Moleagy dsdt S 720030010,
0 0 2wy Joo Jo
(5.17)
by w(0) = 0, while for the last term in (5.16) we estimate
N @[rell prsrarrragrsrarrsary S 0lrell garz—ssagerzersaeyy + 100l 2 greree1/a gy, (5.18)

by using wy = v and s/2 + 1/4 > 1. For the first term in (5.18), we use the trace inequality and write, for
€] € (0, 1],

[olrell grsra-sraprsratisary S 10l gsr-s/agszisn S exllvll gz + Ce vl L2 gestssin o,
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where we used the trace inequality in the first inequality and Lemma 3.2 in the second. Therefore, for every
€2 € (0, 1], we obtain

@1 | gorat1ragsrarie,y S @llvllgerzre + ellvllrzps+ + Coellvll 22, (5.19)
since (25 + 3)(s +1)/10 < s+ 1 by s < 7/2. For the second term in (5.18) we have, as in (5.17),
[@lrll g2 pgsreviray S Tlvll 2 psrevsrs S Tllvllp2gs+r- (5.20)
Using (5.19) and (5.20) in (5.18) and then replacing the resulting bound in (5.16), we get

_ _ ow
1@l g0, 11172 (00)) + 1@t o o.17,m5-172(00)) + N

T/
S llwoll sz + lwill go-172 + eallvll gervszpz + ellvllzpsi + Co e [0l 22 + Tlvll L2+
(5.21)
For the fifth term on the right-hand side, we use
ollz2 2 S T2 0l poe sz S T2 [0l o e, (5.22)

the last inequality holding since s > 0. Now, apply (5.22) in (5.21), and add it to (5.15) multiplied by €y €
(0,1]. If €g is a sufficiently small constant, the term [|0w/ON/| ;s/2-1/4,-1/> inside the last term of (5.15) is
re

absorbed and we obtain
colltllics i + €ollall garz-r/2 + €l Vall ot + €olldll yarz-r/aomire + @l cpressse + 10elloprere

S lvolls + 11 Fllres=r + llgllaes + lgllzcs—s + Bl o=t + 1Rl oro1/a5-12 523

+ €ol|woll gra+1/2 + €ollwill ga-1/2 + €o€r[[v]| s 122
+ €oeal|vll 2ot + €0Ce; e T2 0]l gsrvy/2 2 + 0T |[v]| 2 gy
Let C( be the implicit constant in (5.23). Choose €1 and € so small that Cy(e; + €2) < 1/4, and then choose

T > 0 so small that Co(C, ., ">+ T) < 1/4.
Then, multiply (5.23) with 1/¢( and obtain

1ol s + 1l rsr2-r/2s + IV K1+ 1G]] aso-r/as-ay

+ 10l o1, mo+17200)) + 1@l oo, 17, 75-172(00))
1 (5.24)
< Sllvllgesr + C([lvollzrs + lwoll grssirz + llwillgrs—172 + [ flles—1 + llgllxcs

+ 13llcsr + I0llscor + 1Pl ajz1/a.i172).-

Now, recalling that (7, §, @) = (v, gD w™+D)) and (v, ¢, w) = (v, g™, w(™), we obtain uniform
boundedness of the sequence. Also, by using the same inequalities with (v, ¢, w) = (v("+1) — () gt _
g\t — w(")) and (v, q,w) = (v(") — (=) g(m) _ g(n=1) 4y(n) w(”_l)) we obtain that the sequence
is contracting, and thus there exists a solution

(v, w,wp) € K¥F o HY272 5 O([0, To), HWHV2(Qe) x H7V2(0)),

for Ty > 0. The solution is unique using the contractivity property. Finally, since the problem is linear and the
initial regularity of the data remains invariant (note that v € C([0, o], H*(2)), the unique solution can then
be extended to the interval [0, 7). O
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6. An iterative procedure

We now set the iteration procedure for the system (2.1)—(2.10). Assume that (v("), q("),w("),wﬁn)) €
K5t 5 H3/271/25 5 CHSt1/2 x CH®~'/2 has been defined, and then set (") = = + fg v(™ and o) =
cof (V™). To obtain the next iterate, we solve the system

Ut(nH) — A L gt — ¢ p (0,T) x Qf 6.1)
divo™* =g in (0,T) x Q¢ (6.2)
wi™™ AW =0 in (0,T) x Q, (6.3)
subject to the mixed boundary conditions
t
w1 = 4, +/ v ds  on (0,T) x I, (6.4)
0
op(n+1) Hw™+D)
_ gt N —
5N q N N +h on(0,T) x I (6.5)
o™ =0 on(0,T) x Iy, (6.6)

where
fi = 05((@Pa) = 5,)0,0(™) = 05((a) — 51)a™),
h = —(aS atn) = 8jm) 0o N9 + (al) — 80)q ™ NI 6.7)
9= aj((aﬁ) —5;)0),

for k = 1,2, 3. Note that a fixed point of the system, if it exists, formally agrees with a solution to our original
system (2.1)—(2.10) due to the Piola identity

8,-a,-j = 0, j = 1, 2, 3. (68)

The initial condition reads
(D ™D D) (0) = (vg, wp, wy). (6.9)

In order to solve the system, we first solve the wave equation (6.3)—(6.4) with (w(”“)(O),le"H)(O)) =
(wo,w1) = (0,w1), and then (6.1), (6.2), (6.5), and (6.6) for (v ¢(*+1)) with the initial data v+ (0) =
Vg, using Theorem 4.1. For the initial iterate (U(O) ¢, w(o)), we solve the wave equation with (6.4) replaced
by w®) = wg on (0,T) x T and then solve the analogs of (6.1), (6.2), (6.5) with (6.7) used with (f,g,h) =
(0,0,0). When n € Ny, we write, for simplicity of notation,

77777 v(n—i—l)’ n—l—l)’w(n—i-l)’ (n—l—l)’a(n—i-l))

gt n

and
(v, q,w,m,a) = (™, q™ W™ P M),

We need to prove that the iterates converge to a unique solution of the fluid-structure system.

6.1. The Lagrangian map and cofactor matrix bounds. We start with the bounds on the Lagrangian
map and its corresponding cofactor matrix.

LEMMA 6.1. Let (v,q) € K51 x H3/271/25 and let n — & = fg v be the associated Lagrangian map.
Also, denote by a = cof (Vn) the corresponding cofactor matrix, i.e.,

aVn = Vna = det(Vn).
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Suppose that ||v||gs+1 < M for some M > 0. For every ey € (0, 1], there exists a sufficiently large constant
C1 = Ci(eo) > 1 such that if

1
T< o (6.10)
then m and a satisfy the bounds
IV = I||Leoms S €0 (6.11)
and
la —IllLems < o (6.12)
Also, there exists a sufficiently large constant Cy = Cs(€g,y) > 1 such that for any 0 < v < 1 we have
lla — Il gss2+~p2 + HaaT —I||poops + ”CLCLT — I gss2svp2 + lla = Il g gs/e—s S €o, (6.13)
and
T34 a4y papgs + llae|| pagrs— + llawl| gore-/or2 S €0 (6.14)
if
T< b (6.15)
B 02M97 '

where 0 > 0 is a certain exponent, depending on .
PROOF OF LEMMA 6.1. Using the fundamental theorem of calculus and V7(0) = I, we have

¢ ¢
1V = Tl S [ 190lae S [ ol € TV olzzrgees STV,
0 0
and (6.11) follows from (6.10) by choosing C sufficiently large. For the cofactor matrix a = cof V7, we have
the formula )
(cof V)ij = §€imn€jklam77kan77l7 (6.16)

where €;;;; denotes the permutation (Levi-Civita) symbol. From (6.16), one may easily deduce

1
(cof Vn)ij — 0i5 = §5imn5jkl(am77k — Omk) (Ot — On1) + €ikn €kt (O — Ont), i,j=1,2,3, (6.17)
by using the identities €;;1€imn = 0jmOkn — 0jnOkm and €;mn€jmn = 20;;. From (6.17) we obtain, with the
help of the algebra property of H?,
la = Ileoms SNV = IFeps + IV = Iems S €o,

where we used (6.11) and ¢y € (0, 1] in the last step.
In order to bound the first term in (6.13), we use the interpolation inequality, which gives

la = Il sz e S lla = I Gpzia polla = Iz ge S TO™ 2 a = 1|2 o lla = T2 6.18)
STO2)a — I|| gosaia g, '
where a = (s + 27)/(s + 2) € (0,1). In the first inequality, we used
lull oo 2 S Nullpapellullfo s, €20, a€l0,1], (6.19)

which is valid for all u € HYL?; note that (6.19) is proven by reducing the problem to functions defined in
R x R3 and using Parseval’s identity. To uniformly bound the norm on the far right side of (6.18), we write

la = Dl ggesze e S 10 = Dllgroge +lla = Izpe S 10 cof (Vn)llgosage + T2, (620)
To bound the first term, we use the representation (6.16) and estimate
10 cof (V) o2 2 S IVl o2 2Vl Lo oo + [[VOll L2 poc (V0] oot 12
S (wllgevvrzpe + [0l pzps+)[Vallze gs + vl 2 s (VO] g2 g2 + 1Vl p222) (6.21)
<M1+ M +TY?),
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where in the second step we applied an interpolation inequality
[0l oy S vl gasiyzpe + vl 2 2o, (6.22)

which is valid for o > 0 by Lemma 3.2. We also used ||V7|p2p2 < TV2|nlpoopr < T2, Together with
(6.18) and (6.20), we get

la — I\l gosonpe S TY2(M + M2+ TY2M + T 2¢),

for v € [0,1) with « given above.
For the second term in (6.13), we use aa’ — I = (a — I)(a” — I) + (a — I) + (a® — I) and estimate

laa™ = I||psops < la — |z pslla = I||peeps + [la — 1|l ps S €o,

by (6.12).
For the third term in (6.13), we use the same approach as for the second and write

||aaT — Il gsrztvrz S lla = Il gerarvpzlla = Il|Lee oo + [la = I grejan 2 S €o-
Next, we treat the fourth term in (6.13), for which we have
la = I g gsre-s S llatll e gsre—s + lla = Tz gs/2—s- (6.23)
For the first term in (6.23), we use (6.16) and estimate
lacllpzpso-s S IVt V0l 2 pgra—s S TNV oo s 0 g rso-s S TVOM,

where in the last step we used (6.11) (whence || V7| peo s < 1) and ||v]] 176 gr/2—s S |0 gs+1 by Lemma 3.2.
For the second term in (6.23), we write

la = Illoggsro-s S lla = Il 2ps STVl = Il oorrs S T e0.

This concludes the proof of (6.13) under a condition (6.15).
For the first term in (6.14), we use (6.16) to write

T M ag g2 S TVl oo pre | V0| 2 s S TN,
while for the second term in (6.14),
lael arer S IVnllzoms Vol e S TYEIVl poe s |[0]l s s S THEM.
Finally, for the third term in (6.14), we have
laell grsrz-1/o 2 S IVl gsz-12 2|Vl prizpee + IVl L2 gs/allVnll gsrz-1/601/240e graga
< T1/12”VU”H5/2*1/12L2”vnHL‘X’L‘X’ + T1/8|’vv|’L8/3H5/4(HVUHH1/3H1/4 IVl g2 ps)
<TY2M 4+ TYEM(M + 1).

where € > 0 is sufficiently small so that s/2 —1/6 + 1/2 + ¢ < 4/3, and (6.14) is established with a choice of
T as in (6.15). U

6.2. Uniform boundedness of the sequence. Now, we are ready to show that the sequence of iterates is
bounded. Note that we have the inequality (5.24) with f, g, h as in (6.7), § = 0, and

b= 815&]'@"[)@' + (aji — 5ji)8tvi = b1 + bo. (6.24)

We first bound || f||gs—1 S || fllz2ms—1 + | f || gycs—1)/2 2. For the space component of the norm, || f|| 72 f7s—1, we
use the algebra property of H® to write

10 ((@ji@mi = 6m)Omve) | L2ars—1 + 1105 (@i — 651)q) || L2 prs—1
= 110 ((ajiami — 8jm)Omvi) || L2mrs—1 + [(aje — 61)0;@)| L2 rs—

< llaa” — Il g s ||vl| 2 s + |la — I||zoo s ||Vl p2prs—1,
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for £ = 1,2, 3, where we used the Piola identity (6.8) in the first step. For the time component of the norm,
| fIl zs—1)/2 2, We separately estimate the velocity and the pressure parts. The velocity part is estimated using
(6.22) as

105 ((aji@mi = 85m)Omvic) | -2 2 S 1(@j1ami = m) Omvi|| grs-1 72 1
S ajiami = 6jm)Omvll L2ms + [1(@j10mi — 0jm ) Om vkl grss2 2
S llaa® = Iz s |[vll 2 osr + llaa™ = Illyys/ze 2 V0| 2 oo (6.25)
+[laa”™ — I|| oo poo 0] o2 g
S llaa® = Iz prs|[vll ot + laa™ = Il greesn ove po[[0] o
where € > 0 is arbitrarily small. For the pressure part, we bound
105 ((aje — 01)0) | gres—vyr2 12 = (@i — 65%)05al| gres—1y/2 12
S lla = Ilwe-n/2apgsIVallpaz + lla = Il Lo roe [Vl grs-1/2 2
ST o~ I gorzssaps [Vl p2re-o g2 + la = T oo |Vl geor

ST® DM lagll zms + lall2as + lla = Iz )1 Vall o1,

(6.26)

where in the last step we used ||a—1 || gs/2-1/aps S lla—I||lgigs S llael|p2gs +lall p2gs and |V p27e-9 2 S

~

IVall ge—v/2r2 S IV@| is—1. Next, we estimate the divergence term g = 9;((a;; — d;;)v;), for which we have
105 ((aji = 65i)vi)lloms = l(aji = 05)05vill2ms S lla — Il oo s |vll L2 o
and
195 ((aji = 85i)vi)ll greszr2 = l[(aji = 65i)0jvil oz 2
S lla = Higevoserepelvllpzmser + lla = Il oo oo | Voll oz o
S (la = Il gesrvszrers + lla = Tllzeo ) vl gstr,

where we used (6.22) in the third step.
Now, we turn to b = by + bs given in (6.24). To estimate by, we differentiate (6.16) in time. For the space
part of the norm of by, we have

o1l 2 s S llaellzams—1llvllpams S T1/8||at||L4HS*1||U||L8HS

S T3y gagges oo, o0
where we used ||v||zsgs S |0l gars s S vl gsss gerisa S ||v]| gs+1 in the last step. For by, we write
b2l r2ms1 S lla = Il Loo s lvell 2 e S lla = Il oo s [|vl] gessr, (6.28)
using Lemma 3.2 in the last step. For the time component of the norm of b, we estimate
101l rs—vr2p2 S latllwe—nr2ep2llvlls s + ladl ss gosa vl e—1/2s gs/a
STV agll grore-vss pallvllpasrs + T3 acl pagrasa |0l grosz-1/s proa (6.29)
S (T2 agllgrsra-ssoge + TV agll papgs—) ol sgos
where we used Lemma 3.2 in the last step. For by, we have, since s < 2,
162l a1y 2 2
S lla = Il peelloellpzrz + lla = oo poe lvell o172 2
(6.30)

Slla = Il o TYY[vel parz + lla = Il oo s (0] ey 2 + 1|0]| 2 grssr)

S (T la = Il g poe + lla = Ilpee ) 0]l o1
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The space part of the norm of & in (6.7) is estimated as

1Pl 2 prs-1/200) S D W@t = 8jim)Omvill 2ms + Y I(aje — 6j1)qll s
J J

6.31)
S llaa”™ = Il|zoe s |0l pzpgssr + lla = Il oo mrsllqll 2 s

S llaa™ = I||poe s [0l st + lla = Il poo s |1l grosa-1/2.5

where we used the Sobolev trace inequality in the first step. Now, we estimate the time component of the norm
of h, i.e., the quantity ||A| s/2-1/42(p,)- For the velocity part, we have, by Lemma 3.1,

1(@jami = Gjm)OmVkll grss2-1/a 2,
S ajiami = 65m)Omvll g2z + 1(ajiami = 8jm)Omvl L2 s
S laa” = I gernszre 2| Vol g2 + laa” = Il poe [Vl o2 2 (6.32)
+llaa” — Il oo s | Vol L2y
< (laa® = Il gresenyjoeere + llaa® = Il oo o) o] s,
while for the pressure part, we write
[(a — I)‘Z”Hs/%l/%?(rc)
S lla = Iz ros gl gore-1rape gy + o = Ll goszersare 2y llall L2 poe (6.33)
S lla =1 e s H(JHHS/?*V‘*LQ(FC) + lla = Il gszsr/ate grratellal L2 Lo,
where € > 0 is an arbitrarily small parameter. Using Lemma 3.2, it is easy to check that
la = Il gsrovrsavegisore S lla = Il gorzsryspe + [la = Il 2
if € > 0 is sufficiently small. (This follows from (s/2 +1/4)/(s/2 4+ 7/8) + 1/2s < 1.) Therefore,
(@ = Dall o222y S lla = Illzoe s lall grsrz—1/a 2,
+ (la = Illgresasrssge + T2 (|la = Tl zoo o) gl grora-1/.e-

Next, we would like to use the above estimates in the inequality (5.24), but we first need to employ
Lemma 6.1 to bound the factors involving a — I and aa” — I. We claim that

1o gcess + 1 geroorzs + 96 oo

(6.34)
+ ||q(")\|H1§/271/4,sf1/2 0™ | oo grasie + 110 || oo praeja < CoMo,
for n € Ny, where Cy > 1 is a fixed constant to be determined and
Mo = [lvollms + [[will gs-1/2- (6.35)

Clearly, the inequality (6.34) holds with n = 0 for a sufficiently large Cly. Now, assume that it holds for
n € Ny. With g € (0,1] a small parameter, to be determined, choose and fix 7" > 0 such that Lemma 6.1
holds. Invoking the inequality (5.24) and using Lemma 6.1, we obtain

[T D e+ a7V grerz-/2e + IV D [ geomr + g™V yoram1/aomiya
e

+1
+ 1w oz + [ )HC([O,T],HS*U?(Qe))
< 1/2 1/12 2 3
S Mo+ eoMo + (T +T7/77) (Mg + My).
We choose ¢ sufficiently small and then 7" > 0 sufficiently small, depending explicitly on Mj and €, to obtain

that (6.34) holds with (v(™), ¢("™), w(”),wgn)) replaced by (v(+1), g(n+1) 4p(nt1), winﬂ)). By induction, we
get that (6.34) holds for all n € N.
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6.3. Contracting property. Now, let n € N and consider three successive iterates

The equation for the difference (V,Q, W, E, A) = (v —v,q — q,w — w, 7 —n,a — a) satisfies
V,—AV+VQ=F in(0,T) x
divV =G in(0,T) x Qf
Wy — AW =0 in (0,T) x Qe

subject to
V=W, on(0,T)xT,
ov ow
8—N—QN—8—N+H OH(O,T)XFC
V=0 on(0,7) x T},

where

3 3 (F7G7H):(f_f7g_gaﬁ_h)7 (636)
here (f, g, h) and (f, g, h) are the forcing terms corresponding to the iterates n + 1 and n respectively.
We first derive estimates on the difference of cofactor matrices a and a. Denote

M = CyMoy,
where My as in (6.35) and (Y is as in (6.34).

LEMMA 6.2. For every € € (0, 1], there exists a sufficiently large constant C; = C1(€) such that if (6.15)
holds, where 0 is a certain exponent, then the coefficients a and a satisfy the following inequalities:
(i) lla = allLeoms < €ollv — 0| st
(i) lla = all gs/2v 2 < €ol|v — 0l s+1 for v € [0,1).
(iii) ||aa” — aa" || oo s < €oflv — 0| o1
(iv) [laa™ — @@ || o2+ g2 < €ollv — 0l gs+1 fory € [0,1).
(V) ||at - (NItHLQHs 5 HV’U - VZNJHKerl.
(Vl) Hat - CNLtHLALHs—l 5 HV’U - VZNJHKerl.
The exponent 0 for (ii) and (iv) depends on v € [0, 1).

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.2. (i) Using (6.16) on a and a, we have
la = allzee s SV = VilllLee s (IIVnl[ Lo s + (V|| oo r+)
STV = Vi 2 S el Vo = Vi g2,

where we also used (6.11) in the second inequality. The last step in (6.37) holds if 7" is chosen sufficiently
small compared to €.
(i) Similarly to (6.18) we have, by (6.19), with o = (s + 27v)/(s + 2) € (0, 1),

(6.37)

la = all ooz S la = all§eei olla — all
S llae = @Gz lla — @l page + lla — all 2.2
S (V0 = VoG 2 IVl poe + IV8G0/22 V0 = Vil o) T2l = @25
+ T la— | oo 2.
By (6.22), we have

IV = V0l gerzp2 S llv = 0llgesnsepe + v = Oll2gser S llv = 0llgeotr, (6.39)

(6.38)
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while
IVallgipee S IVollzepee + 1V0llz2pe S IVOllz2ms + IVl p2as S 1Vollgegs + TV < M + T2,
Also, by (6.22), || V0| gs/212 S ||v]|s+1 S M. Since i) — 7 vanishes at ¢ = 0,
IV = Villgipee SIVU = V012000 S v =0l p2gstr S ([ — 9 gt
Using (6.16),
la —allgeer2 S (IVNllzeoroe + [Vl Loc L) |V — Vij| foo 12

S (Ve s + IVl poe =) IV — V|| oo 2 (6.40)
STY2||Vo = V|| ooz < TY?|Vo — V|| st

Note that (6.40) also bounds the last term in (6.38). Replacing (6.39)—(6.40) in (6.38) and choosing 7' as in
(6.15), we obtain (ii).

(iii) Using a triangle inequality, we have

laa™ — aa” |z s < lla — all oo s (lal oo srs + @l oomrs) S €ollv — ol p2pssr,

where we applied (i) and used the uniform bounds ||a ||z i, ||a|| L ms < 1, which follow from (6.12).

(iv) Here we proceed similarly to (iii) by writing

laa® —aa" || g sovere S lla— allgoen ez (lall o ms + [l oo pre)
+ lla = allzeo e (lall gt szrepe + lall gt oer2),

and the proof is concluded as in (iii).
(v) Using (6.16), we get

las — atllp2ps SNVN = Vil ms Vol zgs + IVl e ms[[Vo — V0| 2 g
S M|Vn = Vil|pso s + Vv = Vo 1255,
< (MTY? +1)||Vo = V|| g2 g,

where we used (6.11) for 7 in the second step.
(vi) Here we have
lar = atllpags—1 SNV = Villl oo ms [Vl pags— + IVl Lo s [ Vo = VO [ pa o
S MTY?|\ Vo — V|| p2gs + o = 0| pags, < (MTY? +1)|Jo — 8| s,

)~

and (vi) is established. O
PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1. First, by Lemma 5.1, we have
WVilzcser +1QU roszrrze + IVQI ket + Q1 orz-1/ao-1/2
+ IWlleqory,mer1720)) + IWelloory, 5172020 (6.41)
S NPl + G e + 1 H o 2-1/a5-12 + [ Blleer,

where B = b— 5; here, b is defined in (6.24), while bis the analogous term involving a and v. With the notation
before the statement of Lemma 6.2, we now proceed to estimating F', G, and H, defined in (6.36) with (6.7).
For the space component of the norm of

Fi. = (aj1am1 — 6jm)0jmv — (@j1Gmi — 6jm)O0jm Uk
—(aje = 0jk)05q + (ajk — 0jk)05G,  k=1,2,3,
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we have
1Fll 2o S llaa™ = aa” || poo s [0ll 2 grovs + [|a@" = I oo s 0 = 8| 2 o1
+lla = allemsllqll 2 ps + @ = Il s llg = gl 2ms
S eo(l[v = 0llzmstr + [lg = Gllzzms)-

In the last step, we used Lemma 6.2 and the uniform bound (6.34) for (v, ¢, w) and (0, ¢, w). Next, we bound
the time component of the norm for F' similarly to (6.25) and (6.26) as

IF || gpes—v/2 2
< laa® — aa™|| oo s |[vll geovr + l|a@@” — Il oo prs|lo — o[ gessn
+ HaaT - ddT”H<s+1>/2+eL2H”HKSH + HddT — I gs+ns2sep2flv — 0 g
+ T (lay — |2 + la = @l gz + la = @l zere) | Val ot
+ T (gl 2 s + |l e + 1la — Tl| oo £oe)[[ Vg — e
Seo(llv =0l g + Vg = Vil gamr),

again by using Lemma 6.2 and the uniform bound (6.34) with T" chosen sufficiently small compared to M, as
in (6.15). The space component of G = g — g is bounded simply as

Gl 2= S lla = allzeems [0l L2pser + M@ = Tl poe prosrl|o = Ol p2pgsr S €ollv — 0l o1,
while for the time component we have
1G22 S (la = all gesnrzrepz + lla = all oo ms) 0]l s
+ (lall gernserepz + llallLoems)[[v — 0 o
S €ollv = 0l g,

with 7" chosen as in (6.15). Next, we estimate the difference H = h — h. For the space component of the norm,
we use, in analogy with (6.31),

IH || 2 rs-12(r)
< llaa™ —aa” || g g [oll o1 + lla = @llpoe s llall grora=1/2.4
+llaa” — Iz sl — oll gorr + 1a = Il oo mrsllg — @l gase-1/2.s
S €olllv = 0l + llg = @l gosa-172.),
while for the time component we have, similarly to (6.32) and (6.33),
[ H || prs2-1/a 2,
< (laa® — aa" || geesn2vepe + laa® —aa” || poopre)lfoll goss
+(aa” = Il gy sare e + la@” = Il re) o — 8| o
+lla = allzemsllall gora-1/ap2ryy + lla = all gorarrsave gryorellall Lz
+lla = Iz nsllg = @l gor2-/ape ey + @ = Il gssavrsaregrrzvella — dll 2 ro
S €olllv = Ollges+r + lg = Gllsrz-1az2my) + 14 = @l gorz-172.5)-

Now, we estimate the last term in (6.41). The space component of the norm is estimated, in analogy with (6.27)
and (6.28), as

Bl geprs—r S T3 lay — agll g [0l geser + T8 aal| pagre— [lv — ol g2
+ ”CL — CNLHLOOHS ”'U”Kerl + ”CNL — IHLOOHS”'U — ’lN)”Kerl

S eollv — 0| gst1,
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while for the time component, analogously to (6.29) and (6.30),
1Bl ree-vr2pe S (TY2|lar = ll rora-rss e + T3 ar = el pags—) o] o
+ (T2l gpesa-sso g2 + TVl o) [0 = Bl cor
+ (T e = @l e + la = @l o) 0] o
+ (T4 )a = I pee + 1@ = Il oo pre)l|o = B o
S eollv — 0| s+
Summarizing all the above estimates, we obtain
1o = vllgcesr + 117 = allgrorz-rrzs + VG = Dllress + 17— all yoo-1/as-1r2
+ |0 — w|| gtz + |0 — wel| o ps-1/2
S olllv =0l +lla = dllgsrz-se + IV = Dl +lla = @l yor2-1/8-12),

provided T is chosen as in (6.15). Thus we have established that the sequence is contracting and converges to
a fixed point

(v,q,w) € K*T s H27125 5 0([0, ), HP?(Q)).
It is easy to check that the limit is indeed a solution of the system and that it is unique. Also, one may check
that the limiting a is the inverse of V7, where 7 is the limiting Lagrangian map. U
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