
ar
X

iv
:2

10
4.

13
50

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  2
7 

A
pr

 2
02

1

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 Hs, where s > 3/2 and the initial

structure velocity is in Hs−1/2. 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,wt) 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 u0 ∈ H5 and structural velocity w1 ∈ H3. A

Key words and phrases. fluid-structure interaction, local existence, Navier-Stokes equations, wave equation, trace regularity.
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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 u0 ∈ H3 for the initial velocity and w1 ∈ H5/2+r, where r ∈ (0, (
√
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 u0 ∈ H1.5+ǫ and w1 ∈ H1+ǫ, where ǫ > 0 is arbitrary. More

recently, Boulakia, Guerrero, and Takahashi obtained in [BGT] a local-in-time solutions given data u0 ∈ H2

and w1 ∈ H9/8 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 u0 ∈ H1.5+ǫ and w1 ∈ H1+ǫ, where ǫ > 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

‖u‖Hθ((0,T ),L2(Γc)) . ‖u‖1/2s
L2((0,T ),Hs(Ωf))

‖u‖(2s−1)/2s

H2θs/(2s−1)((0,T ),L2(Ωf))
+ ‖u‖L2((0,T ),Hs(Ωf)),

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 Ωf(t) and Ωe(t) respectively, representing the fluid and

the solid regions, comprising a fixed bounded region Ω = Ωf(t) ∪ Ωe(t) in R
3. The domains are assumed to



FLUID-STRUCTURE INTERACTION PROBLEM 3

be sufficiently smooth. The interaction is described by transmission boundary conditions on the interface Γ(t)
between the two domains. The dynamics are best described by the Lagrangian coordinates on the initial domain

configurations Ωf(0) = Ωf and Ωe(0) = Ωe. The incompressible Navier-Stokes equations ([Te1, Te2]) satisfied

by the fluid velocity v = (v1, v2, v3) and the pressure q are expressed in the Lagrangian coordinates as

∂tvk − ajl∂j(aml∂mvk) + ajk∂jq = 0 in (0, T ) ×Ωf (2.1)

aji∂jvi = 0 in (0, T ) × Ωf, (2.2)

for k = 1, 2, 3, using the summation convention on repeated indices. The symbol akj denotes the kj entry of

the 3× 3 matrix a which is related to the flow map η by

a = (∇η)−1. (2.3)

The flow map η(t, ·) : Ω → Ω is an unknown function which determines the evolution of the domains. In

particular, we have

η(t, ·) : Ωf → Ωf(t) (2.4)

and

η(t, ·) : Ωe → Ωe(t),

with the initial condition

η(0, x) = x, x ∈ Ωe. (2.5)

On the other hand, the dynamics of the solid body and in particular the displacement variable w = (w1, w2, w3),
or w(t, x) = η(t, x) − x, and its velocity wt are described by the wave equation

wtt −∆w = 0 in (0, T )× Ωe, (2.6)

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

We adopt the configuration where Ωf occupies the exterior part of Ω and Ωe the interior part. We assume

that both Ωf and Ωe are smooth bounded connected domains. The interaction boundary conditions prescribed

on the interface Γc(t) common to the two domains are the velocity and the stress matching conditions, which

are formulated in Lagrangian coordinates over the initial configuration Γc = Γc(0) as

v = wt on (0, T )× Γc (2.7)

and

∂wk

∂N
= ajlaml∂mvkN

j − ajkqN
j, (2.8)

for k = 1, 2, 3, whereN = (N1, N2, N3) denotes the unit normal at the interface Γc, which is oriented outward

with respect to the domain Ωe.

Also, we impose the usual no-slip boundary condition on the boundary of the domain Ω which is also the

outer boundary of the domain Ωf; namely, we require

v = 0 on (0, T ) × ∂Ω. (2.9)

The initial conditions read

(v(0, ·), w(0, ·), wt(0, ·)) = (v0, w0, w1) in Ωf × Ωe ×Ωe, (2.10)

where w0 = 0. Denote

Hr,s((0, T ) × Ωf) = Hr((0, T ), L2(Ωf)) ∩ L2((0, T ),Hs(Ωf)), (2.11)

with the norm

‖f‖2Hr,s((0,T )×Ωf)
= ‖f‖2Hr((0,T ),L2(Ωf))

+ ‖f‖2L2((0,T ),Hs(Ωf))
. (2.12)
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We shall write Hr,s
Γc

, involving functions on (0, T )×Γc, for the analogous space corresponding to the boundary

set Γc = ∂Ωe. For simplicity, we frequently write ‖f‖Hr,s = ‖f‖Hr,s((0,T )×Ωf). It is also convenient to

abbreviate

Ks = Hs/2,s = Hs/2,s((0, T ) ×Ωf ), (2.13)

where s ≥ 0. Similarly, we write

‖ · ‖Ks = ‖ · ‖Hs/2,s . (2.14)

Also, denote

Hf = {u ∈ L2(Ωf) : div u = 0, u ·N = 0 on ∂Ω}. (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 v0 = (v01, v02, v03) ∈ Hs(Ωf) ∩Hf and w1 ∈ Hs−1/2(Ωe)
while w0 = 0 with the compatibility conditions

w1 = v0 on Γc (2.16)

v0 = 0 on Γf, (2.17)

and let q0 be the initial pressure, defined by

∆q0 = −∂kv0i∂iv0k in Ωf

q0 =
∂v0
∂N

·N − ∂w0

∂N
·N on Γc

∂q0
∂N

= ∆v ·N on Γf.

Then there exists a unique local-in-time solution

v ∈ Ks+1((0, T ) ×Ωf) ∩H
q ∈ Hs/2−1/2,s((0, T ) × Ωf)

w ∈ C([0, T ],Hs+1/2(Ωe))

wt ∈ C([0, T ],Hs−1/2(Ωe))

η|Ωf
∈ C1([0, T ],Hs(Ωf))

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,

‖v‖Ks+1 + ‖q‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇q‖Ks−1 + ‖q‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖w‖L∞Hs+1/2 + ‖wt‖L∞Hs−1/2 ≤ CM0,

where M0 = ‖v0‖Hs + ‖w1‖Hs−1/2 and C is a constant depending on the domain Ω.

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 w0 = 0, but all the statements apply, with only minor changes in

the proof if we assume more generally w0 ∈ Hs+1/2(Ωe) and thus replacing (2.5) with η(0, x) = w0(x) + x.

REMARK 2.2. (i) In this paper, for simplicity of exposition, as in [CS1], we treat the Navier-Stokes with

the stress tensor T1 = ∇u− pI where u and p are Eulerian velocity and pressure respectively. The proofs do

not require much change if we consider instead the stress T2 = ∇u+(∇u)T −pI . The two stresses lead to the

same form of the Navier-Stokes system as divT1 = divT2 = ∆u, but they lead to the different form of (2.8),

which for the stress T2 reads

∂wk

∂N
= ajlaml∂mvkN

j + ajlamk∂mvlN
j − ajkqN

j .
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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 T1 rather than T3 from [GS].

(ii) In this paper, we consider the stress σ(w) = ∇w. It is easy to adjust the results to the stress

σ(w) = (λ/2)Tr(∇w + (∇w)T ) + 2µ(∇w + (∇w)T ). Even more generally, the results extend to the

anisotropic situation, where ∆w is replaced by div(c · ∇u), where the tensor cijkl satisfies the symmetry

conditions cijkl = cklij = cijlk 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 θ ≥ 0. If u ∈ L2((0, T ),Hs(Ωf)) ∩ H2θs/(2s−1)((0, T ), L2(Ωf)), then

u ∈ Hθ((0, T ), L2(Γc)), and for all ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1] we have the inequality

‖u‖Hθ((0,T ),L2(Γc)) ≤ ǫ0‖u‖H2θs/(2s−1)((0,T ),L2(Ωf))
+ Cǫ0‖u‖L2((0,T ),Hs(Ωf)), (3.1)

where Cǫ0 is a constant depending on ǫ0.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.1. It is sufficient to prove the inequality for u ∈ C∞

0 (R × R
2) with the trace taken

on the set

Γ =
{

(t, x) ∈ R× R
3 : x3 = 0

}

;

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 û the

Fourier transform of u with respect to (x1, x2, x3, t), we have

‖u‖2Hθ((0,T ),L2(Γ)) .

∫

∞

−∞

∫

∞

−∞

∫

∞

−∞

(1 + τ2)θ
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∞

−∞

û(ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, τ) dξ3

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dτ dξ1 dξ2.

Denote by

γ =
2s− 1

2θ
(3.2)

the quotient between the exponents s and 2θs/(2s− 1) in (3.1). Then, with λ > 0 to be determined below, we

have

‖u‖2Hθ((0,T ),L2(Γc))
.

∫

∞

−∞

∫

∞

−∞

∫

∞

−∞

(1 + τ2)θ
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∞

−∞

û(ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, τ) dξ3

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dτ dξ1 dξ2

.

∫

R3

(1 + τ2)θ

(

∫

∞

−∞

(1 + (ξ21 + ξ22)
γ + ǫ−2ξ2γ3 + τ2)λ/2

(1 + (ξ21 + ξ22)
γ + ǫ−2ξ2γ3 + τ2)λ/2

|û| dξ3
)2

dτ dξ1 dξ2

.

∫

R3

(1 + τ2)θ
(
∫

∞

−∞

(

1 + (ξ21 + ξ22)
γ + ǫ−2ξ2γ3 + τ2

)λ|û|2 dξ3
)

×
(

∫

∞

−∞

dξ3

(1 + (ξ21 + ξ22)
γ + ǫ−2ξ2γ3 + τ2)λ

)

dτ dξ1 dξ2,

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in ξ3. Note that, using a substitution,
∫

∞

−∞

dx

(A2 + ǫ−2x2γ)λ
. ǫ1/γA1/γ−2λ, A, ǫ > 0, (3.3)
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provided λ satisfies 2γλ > 1, which is by (3.2) equivalent to

λ >
θ

2s− 1
. (3.4)

Note that 2γλ > 1 implies 1/γ − 2λ < 0 for the exponent of A in (3.3). Now we use (3.3) for the integral in

ξ3 with A = (1 + (ξ21 + ξ22)
γ + τ2)1/2, while noting that

(1 + τ2)θA1/γ−2λ =
(1 + τ2)θ

(1 + (ξ21 + ξ22)
γ + τ2)λ−1/2γ

≤ (1 + τ2)θ−λ+1/2γ

≤ (1 + (ξ21 + ξ22)
γ + ǫ−2ξ2γ3 + τ2)θ−λ+1/2γ ,

provided λ− 1/2γ ≤ θ, i.e.,

λ ≤ θ
2s

2s − 1
. (3.5)

Under the condition (3.5), we thus obtain

‖u‖2Ha((0,T ),L2(Γc))
. ǫ1/γ

∫

R×R3

(

1 + (ξ21 + ξ22)
γ + ǫ−2ξ2γ3 + τ2

)θ+1/2γ |û|2 dξ3 dξ2 dξ1 dτ

. ǫ1/γ
∫

R×R3

(

1 + ǫ−2(ξ21 + ξ22 + ξ23)
γ + τ2

)θ+1/2γ |û|2 dξ3 dξ2 dξ1 dτ

. ǫ−2θ‖u‖2
L2((0,T ),Hγθ+1/2(Ωf))

+ ǫ1/γ‖u‖2
Hθ+1/2γ ((0,T ),L2(Ωf))

,

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

‖u‖2Ha((0,T ),L2(Γc))
. ǫ−2θ‖u‖2L2((0,T ),Hs(Ωf))

+ ǫ2θ/(2s−1)‖u‖2H2θs/(2s−1)((0,T ),L2(Ωf))
, (3.6)

for all ǫ ∈ (0, 1]. Finally, note that λ = 2sθ/(2s− 1) satisfies (3.4) and (3.5) under the condition s > 1/2. �

Optimizing ǫ ∈ (0, 1] in (3.6) by using

ǫ =

(

‖u‖L2((0,T ),Hs(Ωf))

‖u‖L2((0,T ),Hs(Ωf)) + ‖u‖H2θs/(2s−1)((0,T ),L2(Ωf))

)(2s−1)/2sθ

,

we obtain a trace inequality

‖u‖Hθ((0,T ),L2(Γc)) . ‖u‖1/2s
L2((0,T ),Hs(Ωf))

‖u‖(2s−1)/2s

H2θs/(2s−1)((0,T ),L2(Ωf))
+ ‖u‖L2((0,T ),Hs(Ωf)), (3.7)

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. Let α, β > 0. If u ∈ Hα((0, T ), L2(Ωf))∩L2((0, T ),Hβ(Ωf)), then u ∈ Hθ((0, T ),Hλ(Ωf))
and for all ǫ0 > 0, we have the inequality

‖u‖Hθ((0,T ),Hλ(Ωf)) ≤ ǫ0‖u‖Hα((0,T ),L2(Ωf)) + Cǫ0‖u‖L2((0,T ),Hβ(Ωf)),

for all θ ∈ (0, α) and λ ∈ (0, β) such that
θ

α
+
λ

β
≤ 1,

where Cǫ0 is a constant depending on ǫ0.

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 Ωf = R
n and u ∈ C∞

0 (R × R
n). Then, using the Parseval

identity and the definition of the Sobolev spaces in R
n, we only need to prove

(1 + |τ |2θ)(1 + |ξ|2λ) ≤ ǫ20(1 + τ2α) + Cǫ0(1 + |ξ|2β), (3.8)

for τ ∈ R and ξ ∈ R
n. Finally, (3.8) follows from Young’s inequality. �
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In the last lemma of this section, we recall the trace regularity result for the wave equation

wtt −∆w = 0 in (0, T ) × Ωe

w = ψ on (0, T )× ∂Ωe,
(3.9)

with the initial data (w,wt)(0, ·) = (w0, w1).

LEMMA 3.3 ([LLT]). Assume that (w0, w1) ∈ Hα(Ωe)×Hα−1(Ωe), where α ≥ 1, and

ψ ∈ C([0, T ],Hα−1/2(∂Ωe)) ∩Hα/2((0, T ),Hα/2(∂Ωe)).

Then there exists a solution (w,wt) ∈ C([0, T ],Hα(Ωe)×Hα−1(Ωe)) of (3.9), which satisfies the estimate

‖w‖C([0,T ],Hα(Ωe)) + ‖wt‖C([0,T ],Hα−1(Ωe)) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂w

∂N

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hα−1(Σ)

. ‖w0‖Hα(Ωe) + ‖w1‖Hα−1(Ωe) + ‖ψ‖C([0,T ],Hα(∂Ωe)) + ‖ψ‖Hα/2((0,T ),Hα/2(∂Ωe))
,

where the implicit constant depends on Ωe.

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

ut −∆u+∇p = f in (0, T )× Ωf (4.1)

div u = g in (0, T ) × Ωf, (4.2)

subject to the mixed boundary conditions

∂u

∂N
− pN = h on (0, T ) × Γc (4.3)

u = hf on (0, T )× Γf, (4.4)

the initial condition

u(0, ·) = u0, (4.5)

and the compatibility condition

u0|Γf
= hf|Γf

. (4.6)

Let s ∈ (3/2, 2). Then, assuming

u0 ∈ Hs(Ωf) (4.7)

and

(f, g, h, hf) ∈ (Ks−1,Ks,Hs/2−1/4,s−1/2((0, T ) × Γc),H
s/2+1/4,s+1/2((0, T ) × Γf)),

with the structural condition

gt = g̃ + div b (4.8)

where

g̃, b ∈ Ks−1((0, T ) × Ωf),

there exists a unique solution (u, p) to the system (4.1)–(4.5) satisfying

‖u‖Ks+1 + ‖p‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇p‖Ks−1 + ‖p‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

. ‖u0‖Hs + ‖f‖Ks−1 + ‖g‖Ks + ‖g̃‖Ks−1 + ‖b‖Ks−1 + ‖h‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖hf‖Hs/2+1/4,s+1/2
Γf

,
(4.9)

where the implicit constant depends on Ωf.
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In (4.9), as well as in the rest of the paper, we do not indicate the domains (0, T ) × Ωf or Ωf (or Ωe) in

the norms as they are understood from the context. However, we always use a complete notation for norms

involving the boundary traces on Γc and Γf.

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 gt. 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 ‖p‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

. 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 Γf.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1. As in [MZ1], let z be the solution of

∆z = g in (0, T )× Ω

z = 0 on Γc

∂z

∂N
= 0 on Γf.

(4.10)

Note that the time derivative zt satisfies

∆zt = g̃ + div b in (0, T ) × Ω

zt = 0 on Γc

∂zt
∂N

= 0 on Γf,

(4.11)

by (4.8). The difference ũ = u−∇z satisfies

ũt −∆ũ+∇p = f −∇zt +∆∇z in (0, T )× Ωf (4.12)

div ũ = 0 in (0, T ) × Ωf,

subject to the mixed boundary conditions

∂ũ

∂N
− pN = h− ∂∇z

∂N
on (0, T ) × Γc

ũ = −∇z + hf on (0, T ) × Γf

(4.13)

and the initial condition

ũ(0, ·) = u0 −∇z(0). (4.14)

Denote the right-hand sides of (4.12), (4.13)1, (4.13)2, and (4.14) by f̃ , h̃, h̃f and ũ0, 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

‖ũ‖Ks+1 + ‖p‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇p‖Ks−1 . ‖ũ0‖Hs + ‖f̃‖H(s−1)/2,s−1 + ‖h̃‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖h̃f‖Hs/2+1/4,s+1/2
Γf

,

from where

‖ũ‖Ks+1 + ‖p‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇p‖Ks−1

. ‖u0‖Hs + ‖z(0)‖Hs+1 + ‖f‖H(s−1)/2,s−1 + ‖∇zt‖H(s−1)/2,s−1 + ‖∆∇z‖H(s−1)/2,s−1

+ ‖h‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖∂∇z/∂N‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖∇z‖
H

s/2+1/4,s+1/2
Γf

.
(4.15)

Recall that the domains for the space-time norms are understood to be (0, T ) × Ωf. 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

‖z(0)‖Hs+1 . ‖g(0)‖Hs−1 = ‖div u0‖Hs−1 . ‖u0‖Hs .

For the fourth term in (4.15), we write

‖∇zt‖H(s−1)/2,s−1 . ‖∇zt‖L2Hs−1 + ‖∇zt‖H(s−1)/2L2

. ‖g̃‖L2Hs−2 + ‖b‖L2Hs−1 + ‖g̃‖H(s−1)/2H−1 + ‖b‖H(s−1)/2L2

. ‖g̃‖Ks−1 + ‖b‖Ks−1 ,

where we used the elliptic regularity for (4.11) in the second inequality. For the fifth term in (4.15), we have

‖∆∇z‖Ks−1 = ‖∇g‖Ks−1 . ‖g‖L2Hs + ‖g‖H(s−1)/2H1 . ‖g‖Ks ,

where we used Lemma 3.2 in the last step. For the seventh term in (4.15), we write

‖∂∇z/∂N‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

. ‖∂∇z/∂N‖L2Hs−1/2(Γc)
+ ‖∂∇z/∂N‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)

, (4.16)

where for simplicity of notation, we write Γc instead of (0, T ) × Γc as the time interval is understood. For the

first term in (4.16), we use the Sobolev trace inequality and obtain

‖∂∇z/∂N‖L2Hs−1/2(Γc)
. ‖D2z‖L2Hs . ‖g‖L2Hs ,

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

‖∂∇z/∂N‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)
. ‖D2z‖Ks . ‖g‖Ks .

Regarding the eighth term in (4.15), we have

‖∇z‖
H

s/2+1/4,s+1/2
Γf

. ‖∇z‖L2Hs+1/2(Γf)
+ ‖∇z‖Hs/2+1/4L2(Γf)

. (4.17)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.17), we use the trace inequality to write

‖∇z‖L2Hs+1/2(Γf)
. ‖∇z‖L2Hs+1 . ‖z‖L2Hs+2 . ‖g‖L2Hs . (4.18)

For the second term, we claim that (4.10)3 implies

‖∇z‖L2(Γf) . ‖z‖H1(Γf), (4.19)

for all t ∈ (0, T ). 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 R
3, while Γc is replaced by R

2 = R
3 ∩ {x3 = 0}.

Since ∂z/∂x3 = 0 on R
2, the inequality (4.19) follows immediately. Now, using (4.19), we get

‖∇z‖Hs/2+1/4L2(Γf)
. ‖z‖Hs/2+1/4H1(Γf)

. ‖z‖Hs/2+1/4H3/2

. ‖zt‖Hs/2−3/4H3/2 + ‖z‖L2H3/2 . ‖g̃‖Hs/2−3/4H−1/2 + ‖b‖Hs/2−3/4H1/2 + ‖g‖L2L2

. ‖g̃‖Hs/2−3/4L2 + ‖b‖Hs/2−3/4H1/2 + ‖g‖L2L2 .

(4.20)

Finally, for the second term on the far right side of (4.20), we apply Lemma 3.2 and obtain ‖b‖Hs/2−3/4H1/2 .
‖b‖Ks−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‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

.

Since ‖p‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

. ‖∂u/∂N‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖h‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

, we only need to prove

‖∂u/∂N‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

. ‖u‖Ks+1 . (4.21)

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

‖∂u/∂N‖L2Hs−1/2(Γc)
. ‖∇u‖L2Hs . ‖u‖Ks+1 . (4.22)
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To bound the time component of the norm in (4.21), we instead use Lemma 3.1,

‖∂u/∂N‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)
. ‖∇u‖Hs/2L2 + ‖∇u‖L2Hs . ‖u‖Ks+1 , (4.23)

completing the proof of (4.21) and thus also of (4.9). �

Note that (4.22) and (4.23) may be summarized as

‖∂u/∂N‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

. ‖u‖Ks+1 .

5. Solutions to a linear Stokes-wave system

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

vt −∆v +∇q = f in (0, T )× Ωf (5.1)

div v = g in (0, T )× Ωf (5.2)

wtt −∆w = 0 in (0, T )× Ωe, (5.3)

subject to the mixed boundary conditions

v = wt on (0, T ) × Γc (5.4)

∂v

∂N
− qN =

∂w

∂N
+ h on (0, T )× Γc (5.5)

v = 0 on (0, T )× Γf (5.6)

and the initial condition

(v,w,wt)(0) = (v0, w0, 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

(v0, w0, w1) ∈ (Hs(Ωf) ∩H)×Hs+1/2(Ωe)×Hs−1/2(Ωe)

with the nonhomogeneous terms

(f, g, h) ∈ Ks−1 ×Ks ×Hs/2−1/4,s−1/2((0, T ) × Γc),

where

gt = g̃ + div b,

with g̃, b ∈ Ks−1((0, T ) × Ωf), and the compatibility conditions (2.16)–(2.17). Then for every T > 0 there

exists a unique solution

v ∈ Ks+1((0, T ) ×Ωf)

q ∈ Hs/2−1/2,s((0, T ) × Ωf)

w ∈ C([0, T ],Hs+1/2(Ωe))

wt ∈ C([0, T ],Hs−1/2(Ωe))

(5.8)

with ∇q ∈ Ks−1((0, T ) × Ωf) to the system (5.1)–(5.7), which satisfies

‖v‖Ks+1 + ‖q‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇q‖Ks−1 + ‖q‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖w‖C([0,T ],Hs+1/2(Ωe))
+ ‖wt‖C([0,T ],Hs−1/2(Ωe))

. ‖v0‖Hs + ‖w0‖Hs+1/2 + ‖w1‖Hs−1/2 + ‖f‖Ks−1 + ‖g‖Ks + ‖g̃‖Ks−1 + ‖b‖Ks−1 + ‖h‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

,

(5.9)

where the implicit constant depends on Ωf and Ωe.
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PROOF OF LEMMA 5.1. The solution is obtained by the contraction mapping principle. With (v(n), q(n), w(n))
constructed, where n ∈ N0, we obtain the next iterate by first solving

w
(n+1)
tt −∆w(n+1) = 0 in (0, T ) × Ωe, (5.10)

with the boundary condition

w(n+1)(t) = w0 +

∫ t

0
v(n) ds on (0, T )× Γc (5.11)

and the initial condition (w,wt)(0) = (w0, w1); then, we solve

v
(n+1)
t −∆v(n+1) +∇q(n+1) = f (5.12)

div v(n+1) = g (5.13)

in (0, T ) × Ωf, with the boundary condition

∂v(n+1)

∂N
− q(n+1)N =

∂w(n+1)

∂N
+ h on (0, T ) × Γc

(5.14)

and the initial condition v(n)(0) = v0. To obtain the initial iterate, we solve (5.10)–(5.11) for w(0) with the

initial data (w0, w1), and with v(n) in (5.11) replaced by v0. To obtain (v(0), q(0)), we solve (5.12)–(5.13) for

(v(0), q(0)) and with the boundary condition (5.14) and w(n+1) replaced by w(0), and with the initial condition

(w(0), w
(0)
t )(0) = (w0, w1). For simplicity of notation, we write

(v̄, q̄, w̄, η̄, ā) = (v(n+1), q(n+1), w(n+1), η(n+1), a(n+1))

and

(v, q, w, η, a) = (v(n), q(n), w(n), η(n), a(n)).

By (4.9), the solution (v̄, q̄) satisfies

‖v̄‖Ks+1 + ‖q̄‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇q̄‖Ks−1 + ‖q‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

. ‖v0‖Hs + ‖f‖Ks−1 + ‖g‖Ks + ‖g̃‖Ks−1 + ‖b‖Ks−1 +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂w̄

∂N
+ h

∥

∥

∥

∥

H
s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

.
(5.15)

It thus remains to estimate the trace ∂w̄/∂N by considering the wave equation in w̄ with the Dirichlet data

(5.11). By Lemma 3.3, it satisfies

‖w̄‖C([0,T ],Hs+1/2(Ωe)) + ‖w̄t‖C([0,T ],Hs−1/2(Ωe)) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂w̄

∂N

∥

∥

∥

∥

H
s−1/2,s−1/2
Γc

. ‖w0‖Hs+1/2 + ‖w1‖Hs−1/2 + ‖w̄|Γc‖L2Hs+1/2(Γc) + ‖w̄|Γc‖Hs/2+1/4Hs/2+1/4(Γc).

(5.16)

Using (5.11), we get

‖w̄|Γc‖2L2Hs+1/2(Γc)
.

∫ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

(
∫ t

0
v ds

)∥

∥

∥

∥

2

H2+1/2(Γc)

.

∫ T

0
t

∫ t

0
‖v‖2

Hs+1/2(Γc)
ds dt . T 2‖v‖2L2Hs+1(Ωf)

,

(5.17)

by w̄(0) = 0, while for the last term in (5.16) we estimate

‖w̄|Γc‖Hs/2+1/4Hs/2+1/4(Γc)
. ‖v|Γc‖Hs/2−3/4Hs/2+1/4(Γc)

+ ‖w̄|Γc‖L2Hs/2+1/4(Γc)
, (5.18)

by using w̄t = v and s/2 + 1/4 ≥ 1. For the first term in (5.18), we use the trace inequality and write, for

ǫ1 ∈ (0, 1],

‖v|Γc‖Hs/2−3/4Hs/2+1/4(Γc) . ‖v‖Hs/2−3/4Hs/2+3/4 . ǫ1‖v‖H(s+1)/2L2 + Cǫ1‖v‖L2H(2s+3)(s+1)/10 ,
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where we used the trace inequality in the first inequality and Lemma 3.2 in the second. Therefore, for every

ǫ2 ∈ (0, 1], we obtain

‖w̄|Γc‖Hs/2+1/4Hs/2+1/4(Γc)
. ǫ1‖v‖H(s+1)/2L2 + ǫ2‖v‖L2Hs+1 + Cǫ1,ǫ2‖v‖L2L2 , (5.19)

since (2s+ 3)(s + 1)/10 < s+ 1 by s < 7/2. For the second term in (5.18) we have, as in (5.17),

‖w̄|Γc‖L2Hs/2+1/4(Γc)
. T‖v‖L2Hs/2+3/4 . T‖v‖L2Hs+1 . (5.20)

Using (5.19) and (5.20) in (5.18) and then replacing the resulting bound in (5.16), we get

‖w̄‖C([0,T ],Hs+1/2(Ωe))
+ ‖w̄t‖C([0,T ],Hs−1/2(Ωe))

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂w̄

∂N

∥

∥

∥

∥

H
s−1/2,s−1/2
Γc

. ‖w0‖Hs+1/2 + ‖w1‖Hs−1/2 + ǫ1‖v‖H(s+1)/2L2 + ǫ2‖v‖L2Hs+1 + Cǫ1,ǫ2‖v‖L2L2 + T‖v‖L2Hs+1 .
(5.21)

For the fifth term on the right-hand side, we use

‖v‖L2L2 . T 1/2‖v‖L∞L2 . T 1/2‖v‖H(s+1)/2L2 , (5.22)

the last inequality holding since s > 0. Now, apply (5.22) in (5.21), and add it to (5.15) multiplied by ǫ0 ∈
(0, 1]. If ǫ0 is a sufficiently small constant, the term ‖∂w̄/∂N‖

H
s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

inside the last term of (5.15) is

absorbed and we obtain

ǫ0‖v̄‖Ks+1 + ǫ0‖q̄‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ǫ0‖∇q̄‖Ks−1 + ǫ0‖q̄‖Hs/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖w̄‖CHs+1/2 + ‖w̄t‖CHs−1/2

. ‖v0‖Hs + ‖f‖Ks−1 + ‖g‖Ks + ‖g̃‖Ks−1 + ‖b‖Ks−1 + ‖h‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ǫ0‖w0‖Hs+1/2 + ǫ0‖w1‖Hs−1/2 + ǫ0ǫ1‖v‖H(s+1)/2L2

+ ǫ0ǫ2‖v‖L2Hs+1 + ǫ0Cǫ1,ǫ2T
1/2‖v‖H(s+1)/2L2 + ǫ0T‖v‖L2Hs+1 .

(5.23)

Let C0 be the implicit constant in (5.23). Choose ǫ1 and ǫ2 so small that C0(ǫ1 + ǫ2) ≤ 1/4, and then choose

T > 0 so small that C0(Cǫ1,ǫ2T
1/2 + T ) ≤ 1/4.

Then, multiply (5.23) with 1/ǫ0 and obtain

‖v̄‖Ks+1 + ‖q̄‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇q̄‖Ks−1 + ‖q̄‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖w̄‖C([0,T ],Hs+1/2(Ωe)) + ‖w̄t‖C([0,T ],Hs−1/2(Ωe))

≤ 1

2
‖v‖Ks+1 + C

(

‖v0‖Hs + ‖w0‖Hs+1/2 + ‖w1‖Hs−1/2 + ‖f‖Ks−1 + ‖g‖Ks

+ ‖g̃‖Ks−1 + ‖b‖Ks−1 + ‖h‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

)

.

(5.24)

Now, recalling that (v̄, q̄, w̄) = (v(n+1), q(n+1), w(n+1)) and (v, q, w) = (v(n), q(n), w(n)), we obtain uniform

boundedness of the sequence. Also, by using the same inequalities with (v̄, q̄, w̄) = (v(n+1) − v(n), q(n+1) −
q(n), w(n+1)−w(n)) and (v, q, w) = (v(n)− v(n−1), q(n)− q(n−1), w(n)−w(n−1)) we obtain that the sequence

is contracting, and thus there exists a solution

(v, q, w,wt) ∈ Ks+1 ×Hs/2−1/2,s × C([0, T0],H
s+1/2(Ωe)×Hs−1/2(Ωe)),

for T0 > 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, T0],H
s(Ωf)), the unique solution can then

be extended to the interval [0, T ]. �
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6. An iterative procedure

We now set the iteration procedure for the system (2.1)–(2.10). Assume that (v(n), q(n), w(n), w
(n)
t ) ∈

Ks+1 × Hs/2−1/2,s × CHs+1/2 × CHs−1/2 has been defined, and then set η(n) = x +
∫ t
0 v

(n) and a(n) =

cof(∇η(n)). To obtain the next iterate, we solve the system

v
(n+1)
t −∆v(n+1) +∇q(n+1) = f in (0, T ) × Ωf (6.1)

div v(n+1) = g in (0, T ) ×Ωf (6.2)

w
(n+1)
tt −∆w(n+1) = 0 in (0, T ) × Ωe, (6.3)

subject to the mixed boundary conditions

w(n+1) = w0 +

∫ t

0
v(n) ds on (0, T )× Γc (6.4)

∂v(n+1)

∂N
− q(n+1)N =

∂w(n+1)

∂N
+ h on (0, T ) × Γc (6.5)

v(n+1) = 0 on (0, T ) × Γf, (6.6)

where

fk = ∂j((a
(n)
jl a

(n)
ml − δjm)∂mv

(n)
k )− ∂j((a

(n)
jk − δjk)q

(n)),

hk = −(a
(n)
jl a

(n)
ml − δjm)∂mv

(n)
k N j + (a

(n)
jk − δjk)q

(n)N j ,

g = ∂j((a
(n)
ji − δji)v

(n)
i ),

(6.7)

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

∂iaij = 0, j = 1, 2, 3. (6.8)

The initial condition reads

(v(n+1), w(n+1), w
(n+1)
t )(0) = (v0, w0, w1). (6.9)

In order to solve the system, we first solve the wave equation (6.3)–(6.4) with (w(n+1)(0), w
(n+1)
t (0)) =

(w0, w1) = (0, w1), and then (6.1), (6.2), (6.5), and (6.6) for (v(n+1), q(n+1)) with the initial data v(n+1)(0) =
v0, using Theorem 4.1. For the initial iterate (v(0), q(0), w(0)), we solve the wave equation with (6.4) replaced

by w(0) = w0 on (0, T ) × Γc 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 ∈ N0, we write, for simplicity of notation,

(v̄, q̄, w̄, η̄, ā) = (v(n+1), q(n+1), w(n+1), η(n+1), a(n+1))

and

(v, q, w, η, a) = (v(n), q(n), w(n), η(n), a(n)).

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) ∈ Ks+1 × Hs/2−1/2,s, and let η − x =
∫ t
0 v be the associated Lagrangian map.

Also, denote by a = cof(∇η) the corresponding cofactor matrix, i.e.,

a∇η = ∇ηa = det(∇η).



FLUID-STRUCTURE INTERACTION PROBLEM 14

Suppose that ‖v‖Ks+1 ≤ M for some M > 0. For every ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1], there exists a sufficiently large constant

C1 = C1(ǫ0) ≥ 1 such that if

T ≤ 1

C1M2
, (6.10)

then η and a satisfy the bounds

‖∇η − I‖L∞Hs . ǫ0 (6.11)

and

‖a− I‖L∞Hs . ǫ0. (6.12)

Also, there exists a sufficiently large constant C2 = C2(ǫ0, γ) ≥ 1 such that for any 0 ≤ γ < 1 we have

‖a− I‖Hs/2+γL2 + ‖aaT − I‖L∞Hs + ‖aaT − I‖Hs/2+γL2 + ‖a− I‖H1H5/2−s . ǫ0, (6.13)

and

T (2s−3)/4‖at‖L2Hs + ‖at‖L4Hs−1 + ‖at‖Hs/2−1/6L2 . ǫ0 (6.14)

if

T ≤ 1

C2Mθ
, (6.15)

where θ > 0 is a certain exponent, depending on γ.

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.1. Using the fundamental theorem of calculus and ∇η(0) = I , we have

‖∇η − I‖L∞Hs .

∫ t

0
‖∇v‖Hs .

∫ t

0
‖v‖Hs+1 . T 1/2‖v‖L2Hs+1 . T 1/2M,

and (6.11) follows from (6.10) by choosing C1 sufficiently large. For the cofactor matrix a = cof ∇η, we have

the formula

(cof ∇η)ij =
1

2
ǫimnǫjkl∂mηk∂nηl, (6.16)

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

(cof ∇η)ij − δij =
1

2
ǫimnǫjkl(∂mηk − δmk)(∂nηl − δnl) + ǫiknǫjkl(∂nηl − δnl), i, j = 1, 2, 3, (6.17)

by using the identities ǫijkǫimn = δjmδkn − δjnδkm and ǫimnǫjmn = 2δij . From (6.17) we obtain, with the

help of the algebra property of Hs,

‖a− I‖L∞Hs . ‖∇η − I‖2L∞Hs + ‖∇η − I‖L∞Hs . ǫ0,

where we used (6.11) and ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1] in the last step.

In order to bound the first term in (6.13), we use the interpolation inequality, which gives

‖a− I‖Hs/2+γL2 . ‖a− I‖α
Hs/2+1L2‖a− I‖1−α

L2L2 . T (1−α)/2‖a− I‖α
Hs/2+1L2‖a− I‖1−α

L∞L2

. T (1−α)/2‖a− I‖Hs/2+1L2 ,
(6.18)

where α = (s+ 2γ)/(s + 2) ∈ (0, 1). In the first inequality, we used

‖u‖HαθL2 . ‖u‖1−α
L2L2‖u‖αHθL2 , θ ≥ 0, α ∈ [0, 1], (6.19)

which is valid for all u ∈ HθL2; note that (6.19) is proven by reducing the problem to functions defined in

R× R
3 and using Parseval’s identity. To uniformly bound the norm on the far right side of (6.18), we write

‖a− I‖Hs/2+1L2 . ‖∂t(a− I)‖Hs/2L2 + ‖a− I‖L2L2 . ‖∂t cof(∇η)‖Hs/2L2 + T 1/2ǫ0. (6.20)

To bound the first term, we use the representation (6.16) and estimate

‖∂t cof(∇η)‖Hs/2L2 . ‖∇v‖Hs/2L2‖∇η‖L∞L∞ + ‖∇v‖L2L∞‖∇η‖Hs/2+1L2

. (‖v‖H(s+1)/2L2 + ‖v‖L2Hs+1)‖∇η‖L∞Hs + ‖v‖L2Hs+1(‖∇v‖Hs/2L2 + ‖∇η‖L2L2)

.M(1 +M + T 1/2),

(6.21)
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where in the second step we applied an interpolation inequality

‖v‖HαH1 . ‖v‖Hα+1/2L2 + ‖v‖L2H2α+1 , (6.22)

which is valid for α ≥ 0 by Lemma 3.2. We also used ‖∇η‖L2L2 . T 1/2‖η‖L∞H1 . T 1/2. Together with

(6.18) and (6.20), we get

‖a− I‖Hs/2+γL2 . T (1−α)/2(M +M2 + T 1/2M + T 1/2ǫ0),

for γ ∈ [0, 1) with α given above.

For the second term in (6.13), we use aaT − I = (a− I)(aT − I) + (a− I) + (aT − I) and estimate

‖aaT − I‖L∞Hs ≤ ‖a− I‖L∞Hs‖a− I‖L∞Hs + ‖a− I‖L∞Hs . ǫ0,

by (6.12).

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

‖aaT − I‖Hs/2+γL2 . ‖a− I‖Hs/2+γL2‖a− I‖L∞L∞ + ‖a− I‖Hs/2+γL2 . ǫ0.

Next, we treat the fourth term in (6.13), for which we have

‖a− I‖H1H5/2−s . ‖at‖L2H5/2−s + ‖a− I‖L2H5/2−s . (6.23)

For the first term in (6.23), we use (6.16) and estimate

‖at‖L2H5/2−s . ‖∇η‖L∞Hs‖∇v‖L2H5/2−s . T 1/6‖∇η‖L∞Hs‖v‖L3H7/2−s . T 1/6M,

where in the last step we used (6.11) (whence ‖∇η‖L∞Hs . 1) and ‖v‖H1/6H7/2−s . ‖v‖Ks+1 by Lemma 3.2.

For the second term in (6.23), we write

‖a− I‖L2H5/2−s . ‖a− I‖L2Hs . T 1/2‖a− I‖L∞Hs . T 1/2ǫ0.

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 (2s−3)/4‖at‖L2Hs . T (2s−3)/4‖∇η‖L∞Hs‖∇v‖L2Hs . T (2s−3)/4M,

while for the second term in (6.14),

‖at‖L4Hs−1 . ‖∇η‖L∞Hs‖∇v‖L4Hs−1 . T 1/8‖∇η‖L∞Hs‖v‖L8Hs . T 1/8M.

Finally, for the third term in (6.14), we have

‖at‖Hs/2−1/6L2 . ‖∇v‖Hs/2−1/12L2‖∇η‖L12L∞ + ‖∇v‖L2H5/4‖∇η‖Hs/2−1/6+1/2+ǫH1/4

. T 1/12‖∇v‖Hs/2−1/12L2‖∇η‖L∞L∞ + T 1/8‖∇v‖L8/3H5/4(‖∇v‖H1/3H1/4 + ‖∇η‖L2H1/4)

. T 1/12M + T 1/8M(M + 1).

where ǫ > 0 is sufficiently small so that s/2− 1/6 + 1/2 + ǫ ≤ 4/3, and (6.14) is established with a choice of

T as in (6.15). �

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), g̃ = 0, and

b = ∂tajivi + (aji − δji)∂tvi = b1 + b2. (6.24)

We first bound ‖f‖Ks−1 . ‖f‖L2Hs−1 + ‖f‖H(s−1)/2L2 . For the space component of the norm, ‖f‖L2Hs−1 , we

use the algebra property of Hs to write

‖∂j
(

(ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk
)

‖L2Hs−1 + ‖∂j((ajk − δjk)q)‖L2Hs−1

= ‖∂j
(

(ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk
)

‖L2Hs−1 + ‖(ajk − δjk)∂jq)‖L2Hs−1

. ‖aaT − I‖L∞Hs‖v‖L2Hs+1 + ‖a− I‖L∞Hs‖∇q‖L2Hs−1 ,
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for k = 1, 2, 3, where we used the Piola identity (6.8) in the first step. For the time component of the norm,

‖f‖H(s−1)/2L2 , we separately estimate the velocity and the pressure parts. The velocity part is estimated using

(6.22) as

‖∂j((ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk)‖H(s−1)/2L2 . ‖(ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk‖H(s−1)/2H1

. ‖(ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk‖L2Hs + ‖(ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk‖Hs/2L2

. ‖aaT − I‖L∞Hs‖v‖L2Hs+1 + ‖aaT − I‖W s/2,∞L2‖∇v‖L2L∞

+ ‖aaT − I‖L∞L∞‖v‖Hs/2H1

. ‖aaT − I‖L∞Hs‖v‖Ks+1 + ‖aaT − I‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2‖v‖Ks+1 ,

(6.25)

where ǫ > 0 is arbitrarily small. For the pressure part, we bound

‖∂j((ajk − δjk)q)‖H(s−1)/2L2 = ‖(ajk − δjk)∂jq‖H(s−1)/2L2

. ‖a− I‖W (s−1)/2,4Hs‖∇q‖L4L2 + ‖a− I‖L∞L∞‖∇q‖H(s−1)/2L2

. T (2s−3)/4‖a− I‖Hs/2−1/4Hs‖∇q‖L2/(2−s)L2 + ‖a− I‖L∞L∞‖∇q‖Ks−1

. T (2s−3)/4(‖at‖L2Hs + ‖a‖L2Hs + ‖a− I‖L∞L∞)‖∇q‖Ks−1 ,

(6.26)

where in the last step we used ‖a−I‖Hs/2−1/4Hs . ‖a−I‖H1Hs . ‖at‖L2Hs+‖a‖L2Hs and ‖∇q‖L2/(2−s)L2 .
‖∇q‖H(s−1)/2L2 . ‖∇q‖Ks−1 . Next, we estimate the divergence term g = ∂j((aji−δji)vi), for which we have

‖∂j((aji − δji)vi)‖L2Hs = ‖(aji − δji)∂jvi‖L2Hs . ‖a− I‖L∞Hs‖v‖L2Hs+1

and

‖∂j((aji − δji)vi)‖Hs/2L2 = ‖(aji − δji)∂jvi‖Hs/2L2

. ‖a− I‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2‖v‖L2Hs+1 + ‖a− I‖L∞L∞‖∇v‖Hs/2L2

. (‖a− I‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2 + ‖a− I‖L∞Hs)‖v‖Ks+1 ,

where we used (6.22) in the third step.

Now, we turn to b = b1 + b2 given in (6.24). To estimate b1, we differentiate (6.16) in time. For the space

part of the norm of b1, we have

‖b1‖L2Hs−1 . ‖at‖L4Hs−1‖v‖L4Hs . T 1/8‖at‖L4Hs−1‖v‖L8Hs

. T 1/8‖at‖L4Hs−1‖v‖Ks+1 ,
(6.27)

where we used ‖v‖L8Hs . ‖v‖H3/8Hs . ‖v‖H3/8Hs+1/4 . ‖v‖Ks+1 in the last step. For b2, we write

‖b2‖L2Hs−1 . ‖a− I‖L∞Hs‖vt‖L2Hs−1 . ‖a− I‖L∞Hs‖v‖Ks+1 , (6.28)

using Lemma 3.2 in the last step. For the time component of the norm of b1, we estimate

‖b1‖H(s−1)/2L2 . ‖at‖W (s−1)/2,6L2‖v‖L3Hs + ‖at‖L8/3H1/4‖v‖W (s−1)/2,8H5/4

. T 1/12‖at‖Hs/2−1/6L2‖v‖L4Hs + T 1/8‖at‖L4H1/4‖v‖Hs/2−1/8H5/4

. (T 1/12‖at‖Hs/2−1/6L2 + T 1/8‖at‖L4Hs−1)‖v‖Ks+1

(6.29)

where we used Lemma 3.2 in the last step. For b2, we have, since s < 2,

‖b2‖H(s−1)/2L2

. ‖a− I‖H1L∞‖vt‖L2L2 + ‖a− I‖L∞L∞‖vt‖H(s−1)/2L2

. ‖a− I‖H1L∞T 1/4‖vt‖L4L2 + ‖a− I‖L∞Hs(‖v‖H(s+1)/2L2 + ‖v‖L2Hs+1)

. (T 1/4‖a− I‖H1L∞ + ‖a− I‖L∞Hs)‖v‖Ks+1 .

(6.30)



FLUID-STRUCTURE INTERACTION PROBLEM 17

The space part of the norm of h in (6.7) is estimated as

‖h‖L2Hs−1/2(Γc) .
∑

j

‖(ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk‖L2Hs +
∑

j

‖(ajk − δjk)q‖L2Hs

. ‖aaT − I‖L∞Hs‖v‖L2Hs+1 + ‖a− I‖L∞Hs‖q‖L2Hs

. ‖aaT − I‖L∞Hs‖v‖Ks+1 + ‖a− I‖L∞Hs‖q‖Hs/2−1/2,s ,

(6.31)

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 ‖h‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)
. For the velocity part, we have, by Lemma 3.1,

‖(ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)

. ‖(ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk‖Hs/2L2 + ‖(ajlaml − δjm)∂mvk‖L2Hs

. ‖aaT − I‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2‖∇v‖L2L∞ + ‖aaT − I‖L∞L∞‖∇v‖Hs/2L2

+ ‖aaT − I‖L∞Hs‖∇v‖L2Hs+1

. (‖aaT − I‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2 + ‖aaT − I‖L∞Hs)‖v‖Ks+1 ,

(6.32)

while for the pressure part, we write

‖(a− I)q‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)

. ‖a− I‖L∞L∞‖q‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)
+ ‖a− I‖Hs/2+1/4+ǫL2(Γc)

‖q‖L2L∞

. ‖a− I‖L∞Hs‖q‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)
+ ‖a− I‖Hs/2+1/4+ǫH1/2+ǫ‖q‖L2L∞ ,

(6.33)

where ǫ > 0 is an arbitrarily small parameter. Using Lemma 3.2, it is easy to check that

‖a− I‖Hs/2+1/4+ǫH1/2+ǫ . ‖a− I‖Hs/2+7/8L2 + ‖a− I‖L2Hs

if ǫ > 0 is sufficiently small. (This follows from (s/2 + 1/4)/(s/2 + 7/8) + 1/2s < 1.) Therefore,

‖(a− I)q‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)
. ‖a− I‖L∞Hs‖q‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)

+ (‖a− I‖Hs/2+7/8L2 + T 1/2‖a− I‖L∞Hs)‖q‖Hs/2−1/2,s .

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 aaT − I . We claim that

‖v(n)‖Ks+1 + ‖q(n)‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇q(n)‖Ks−1

+ ‖q(n)‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖w(n)‖L∞Hs+1/2 + ‖w(n)
t ‖L∞Hs−1/2 ≤ C0M0,

(6.34)

for n ∈ N0, where C0 ≥ 1 is a fixed constant to be determined and

M0 = ‖v0‖Hs + ‖w1‖Hs−1/2 . (6.35)

Clearly, the inequality (6.34) holds with n = 0 for a sufficiently large C0. Now, assume that it holds for

n ∈ N0. With ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1] a small parameter, to be determined, choose and fix T > 0 such that Lemma 6.1

holds. Invoking the inequality (5.24) and using Lemma 6.1, we obtain

‖v(n+1)‖Ks+1 + ‖q(n+1)‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇q(n+1)‖Ks−1 + ‖q(n+1)‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖w(n+1)‖C([0,T ],Hs+1/2(Ωe))
+ ‖w(n+1)

t ‖C([0,T ],Hs−1/2(Ωe))

.M0 + ǫ0M0 + (T 1/2 + T 1/12)(M2
0 +M3

0 ).

We choose ǫ0 sufficiently small and then T > 0 sufficiently small, depending explicitly on M0 and ǫ0, to obtain

that (6.34) holds with (v(n), q(n), w(n), w
(n)
t ) replaced by (v(n+1), q(n+1), w(n+1), w

(n+1)
t ). By induction, we

get that (6.34) holds for all n ∈ N0.
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6.3. Contracting property. Now, let n ∈ N and consider three successive iterates

(v̄, q̄, w̄, η̄, ā) = (v(n+1), q(n+1), w(n+1), η(n+1), a(n+1)),

(v, q, w, η, a) = (v(n), q(n), w(n), η(n), a(n)),

(ṽ, q̃, w̃, η̃, ã) = (v(n−1), q(n−1), w(n−1), η(n−1), a(n−1)).

The equation for the difference (V,Q,W,E,A) = (v̄ − v, q̄ − q, w̄ − w, η̄ − η, ā− a) satisfies

Vt −∆V +∇Q = F in (0, T ) × Ωf

div V = G in (0, T )× Ωf

Wtt −∆W = 0 in (0, T )× Ωe

subject to

V =Wt on (0, T )× Γc

∂V

∂N
−QN =

∂W

∂N
+H on (0, T )× Γc

V = 0 on (0, T )× Γf,

where

(F,G,H) = (f̄ − f, ḡ − g, h̄ − h); (6.36)

here (f̄ , ḡ, h̄) 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 ã. Denote

M = C0M0,

where M0 as in (6.35) and C0 is as in (6.34).

LEMMA 6.2. For every ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1], there exists a sufficiently large constant C1 = C1(ǫ) such that if (6.15)

holds, where θ is a certain exponent, then the coefficients ā and a satisfy the following inequalities:

(i) ‖a− ã‖L∞Hs ≤ ǫ0‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 .

(ii) ‖a− ã‖Hs/2+γL2 ≤ ǫ0‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 for γ ∈ [0, 1).
(iii) ‖aaT − ããT ‖L∞Hs ≤ ǫ0‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 .

(iv) ‖aaT − ããT ‖Hs/2+γL2 ≤ ǫ0‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 for γ ∈ [0, 1).
(v) ‖at − ãt‖L2Hs . ‖∇v −∇ṽ‖Ks+1 .

(vi) ‖at − ãt‖L4Hs−1 . ‖∇v −∇ṽ‖Ks+1 .

The exponent θ for (ii) and (iv) depends on γ ∈ [0, 1).

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.2. (i) Using (6.16) on a and ã, we have

‖a− ã‖L∞Hs . ‖∇η −∇η̃‖L∞Hs(‖∇η‖L∞Hs + ‖∇η̃‖L∞Hs)

. T 1/2‖∇v −∇ṽ‖L2Hs . ǫ0‖∇v −∇ṽ‖L2Hs ,
(6.37)

where we also used (6.11) in the second inequality. The last step in (6.37) holds if T is chosen sufficiently

small compared to ǫ0.

(ii) Similarly to (6.18) we have, by (6.19), with α = (s+ 2γ)/(s + 2) ∈ (0, 1),

‖a− ã‖Hs/2+γL2 . ‖a− ã‖α
Hs/2+1L2‖a− ã‖1−α

L2L2

. ‖at − ãt‖αHs/2L2‖a− ã‖1−α
L2L2 + ‖a− ã‖L2L2

. (‖∇v −∇ṽ‖α
Hs/2L2‖∇η‖αH1L∞ + ‖∇ṽ‖α

Hs/2L2‖∇η −∇η̃‖αH1L∞)T 1/2−α/2‖a− ã‖1−α
L∞L2

+ T 1/2‖a− ã‖L∞L2 .

(6.38)

By (6.22), we have

‖∇v −∇ṽ‖Hs/2L2 . ‖v − ṽ‖H(s+1)/2L2 + ‖v − ṽ‖L2Hs+1 . ‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 , (6.39)
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while

‖∇η‖H1L∞ . ‖∇v‖L2L∞ + ‖∇η‖L2L∞ . ‖∇v‖L2Hs + ‖∇η‖L2Hs . ‖∇v‖L2Hs + T 1/2 .M + T 1/2.

Also, by (6.22), ‖∇ṽ‖Hs/2L2 . ‖v‖Ks+1 .M . Since η − η̃ vanishes at t = 0,

‖∇η −∇η̃‖H1L∞ . ‖∇v −∇ṽ‖L2L∞ . ‖v − ṽ‖L2Hs+1 . ‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 .

Using (6.16),

‖a− ã‖L∞L2 . (‖∇η‖L∞L∞ + ‖∇η̃‖L∞L∞)‖∇η −∇η̃‖L∞L2

. (‖∇η‖L∞Hs + ‖∇η̃‖L∞Hs)‖∇η −∇η̃‖L∞L2

. T 1/2‖∇v −∇ṽ‖L∞L2 . T 1/2‖∇v −∇ṽ‖Ks+1 .

(6.40)

Note that (6.40) also bounds the last term in (6.38). Replacing (6.39)–(6.40) in (6.38) and choosing T as in

(6.15), we obtain (ii).

(iii) Using a triangle inequality, we have

‖aaT − ããT ‖L∞Hs . ‖a− ã‖L∞Hs(‖a‖L∞Hs + ‖ã‖L∞Hs) . ǫ0‖v − ṽ‖L2Hs+1 ,

where we applied (i) and used the uniform bounds ‖a‖L∞Hs , ‖ã‖L∞Hs . 1, which follow from (6.12).

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

‖aaT − ããT ‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2 . ‖a− ã‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2(‖a‖L∞Hs + ‖ã‖L∞Hs)

+ ‖a− ã‖L∞L∞(‖a‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2 + ‖ã‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2),

and the proof is concluded as in (iii).

(v) Using (6.16), we get

‖at − ãt‖L2Hs . ‖∇η −∇η̃‖L∞Hs‖∇v‖L2Hs + ‖∇η̃‖L∞Hs‖∇v −∇ṽ‖L2Hs

.M‖∇η −∇η̃‖L∞Hs + ‖∇v −∇ṽ‖L2Hs ,

. (MT 1/2 + 1)‖∇v −∇ṽ‖L2Hs ,

where we used (6.11) for η̃ in the second step.

(vi) Here we have

‖at − ãt‖L4Hs−1 . ‖∇η −∇η̃‖L∞Hs‖∇v‖L4Hs−1 + ‖∇η̃‖L∞Hs‖∇v −∇ṽ‖L4Hs−1

.MT 1/2‖∇v −∇ṽ‖L2Hs + ‖v − ṽ‖L4Hs ,. (MT 1/2 + 1)‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 ,

and (vi) is established. �

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1. First, by Lemma 5.1, we have

‖V ‖Ks+1 + ‖Q‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇Q‖Ks−1 + ‖Q‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖W‖C([0,T ],Hs+1/2(Ωe))
+ ‖Wt‖C([0,T ],Hs−1/2(Ωe))

. ‖F‖Ks−1 + ‖G‖Ks + ‖H‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖B‖Ks−1 ,

(6.41)

where B = b− b̃; here, b is defined in (6.24), while b̃ is the analogous term involving ã and ṽ. 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

Fk = (ajlaml − δjm)∂jmv − (ãjlãml − δjm)∂jmṽk

− (ajk − δjk)∂jq + (ãjk − δjk)∂j q̃, k = 1, 2, 3,
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we have

‖F‖L2Hs−1 . ‖aaT − ããT ‖L∞Hs‖v‖L2Hs+1 + ‖ããT − I‖L∞Hs‖v − ṽ‖L2Hs+1

+ ‖a− ã‖L∞Hs‖q‖L2Hs + ‖ã− I‖L∞Hs‖q − q̃‖L2Hs

. ǫ0(‖v − ṽ‖L2Hs+1 + ‖q − q̃‖L2Hs).

In the last step, we used Lemma 6.2 and the uniform bound (6.34) for (v, q, w) and (ṽ, q̃, w̃). Next, we bound

the time component of the norm for F similarly to (6.25) and (6.26) as

‖F‖H(s−1)/2L2

. ‖aaT − ããT ‖L∞Hs‖v‖Ks+1 + ‖ããT − I‖L∞Hs‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1

+ ‖aaT − ããT ‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2‖v‖Ks+1 + ‖ããT − I‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1

+ T (2s−3)/4(‖at − ãt‖L2Hs + ‖a− ã‖L2Hs + ‖a− ã‖L∞L∞)‖∇q‖Ks−1

+ T (2s−3)/4(‖ãt‖L2Hs + ‖ã‖L2Hs + ‖ã− I‖L∞L∞)‖∇q − q̃‖Ks−1

. ǫ0(‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 + ‖∇q −∇q̃‖Ks−1),

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 = ḡ − g is bounded simply as

‖G‖L2Hs . ‖a− ã‖L∞Hs‖v‖L2Hs+1 + ‖ã− I‖L∞Hs+1‖v − ṽ‖L2Hs+1 . ǫ0‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 ,

while for the time component we have

‖G‖Hs/2L2 . (‖a− ã‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2 + ‖a− ã‖L∞Hs)‖v‖Ks+1

+ (‖ã‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2 + ‖ã‖L∞Hs)‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1

. ǫ0‖v − ṽ‖K(s+1) ,

with T chosen as in (6.15). Next, we estimate the difference H = h̄−h. For the space component of the norm,

we use, in analogy with (6.31),

‖H‖L2Hs−1/2(Γc)

. ‖aaT − ããT ‖L∞Hs‖v‖Ks+1 + ‖a− ã‖L∞Hs‖q‖Hs/2−1/2,s

+ ‖ããT − I‖L∞Hs‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 + ‖ã− I‖L∞Hs‖q − q̃‖Hs/2−1/2,s

. ǫ0(‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 + ‖q − q̃‖Hs/2−1/2,s),

while for the time component we have, similarly to (6.32) and (6.33),

‖H‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)

. (‖aaT − ããT ‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2 + ‖aaT − ããT ‖L∞Hs)‖v‖Ks+1

+ (‖ããT − I‖H(s+1)/2+ǫL2 + ‖ããT − I‖L∞Hs)‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1

+ ‖a− ã‖L∞Hs‖q‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)
+ ‖a− ã‖Hs/2+1/4+ǫH1/2+ǫ‖q‖L2L∞

+ ‖ã− I‖L∞Hs‖q − q̃‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc) + ‖ã− I‖Hs/2+1/4+ǫH1/2+ǫ‖q − q̃‖L2L∞

. ǫ0(‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 + ‖q − q̃‖Hs/2−1/4L2(Γc)
+ ‖q − q̃‖Hs/2−1/2,s).

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

‖B‖L2Hs−1 . T 1/8‖at − ãt‖L4Hs−1‖v‖Ks+1 + T 1/8‖ãt‖L4Hs−1‖v − ṽ‖L2Hs

+ ‖a− ã‖L∞Hs‖v‖Ks+1 + ‖ã− I‖L∞Hs‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1

. ǫ0‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 ,
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while for the time component, analogously to (6.29) and (6.30),

‖B‖H(s−1)/2L2 . (T 1/12‖at − ãt‖Hs/2−1/6L2 + T 1/8‖at − ãt‖L4Hs−1)‖v‖Ks+1

+ (T 1/12‖ãt‖Hs/2−1/6L2 + T 1/8‖ãt‖L4Hs−1)‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1

+ (T 1/4‖a− ã‖H1L∞ + ‖a− ã‖L∞Hs)‖v‖Ks+1

+ (T 1/4‖ã− I‖H1L∞ + ‖ã− I‖L∞Hs)‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1

. ǫ0‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 .

Summarizing all the above estimates, we obtain

‖v̄ − v‖Ks+1 + ‖q̄ − q‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇(q̄ − q)‖Ks−1 + ‖q̄ − q‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

+ ‖w̄ − w‖CHs+1/2 + ‖w̄t − wt‖CHs−1/2

. ǫ0(‖v − ṽ‖Ks+1 + ‖q − q̃‖Hs/2−1/2,s + ‖∇(q − q̃)‖Ks−1 + ‖q − q̃‖
H

s/2−1/4,s−1/2
Γc

),

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) ∈ Ks+1 ×Hs/2−1/2,s × C([0, T ],Hs+1/2(Ωe)).

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 ∇η, where η is the limiting Lagrangian map. �
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J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 102 (2014), no. 3, 546–596.

[S] R. Sakamoto, Hyperbolic boundary value problems, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge-New York, 1982, Translated

from the Japanese by Katsumi Miyahara.

[SST] J.A. San Martı́n, V. Starovoitov, and M. Tucsnak, Global weak solutions for the two-dimensional motion of several rigid

bodies in an incompressible viscous fluid, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 161 (2002), no. 2, 113–147.

[So] V.A. Solonnikov, On the solvability of initial-boundary value problems for a viscous compressible fluid in an infinite time

interval, Algebra i Analiz 27 (2015), no. 3, 238–271.

[T] D. Tataru, On the regularity of boundary traces for the wave equation, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 26

(1998), no. 1, 185–206.

[Te1] R. Temam, Infinite-dimensional dynamical systems in mechanics and physics, second ed., Applied Mathematical Sci-

ences, vol. 68, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1997.

[Te2] R. Temam, Navier-Stokes equations, AMS Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI, 2001, Theory and numerical analysis,

Reprint of the 1984 edition.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES, CA 90089

Email address: kukavica@usc.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, AMERICAN UNIVERSITY OF SHARJAH, SHARJAH, UAE

Email address: atufaha@aus.edu


	1. Introduction
	2. The setting and the main result
	3. Space-time trace, interpolation, and hidden regularity inequalities
	4. The nonhomogeneous Stokes problem
	5. Solutions to a linear Stokes-wave system
	6. An iterative procedure
	6.1. The Lagrangian map and cofactor matrix bounds
	6.2. Uniform boundedness of the sequence
	6.3. Contracting property

	Acknowledgments
	References

