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Abstract

We study in this paper the movement of a rigid solid insidermompressible Navier-Stokes
flow, within a bounded domain. We consider the case whereislgllowed at the fluid/solid
interface, through a Navier condition. Taking into accosiifi at the interface is very natural
within this model, as classical no-slip conditions lead noaalistic collisional behavior between
the solid and the domain boundary. We prove for this modedterce of weak solutions of
Leray type, up to collision, in three dimensions. The keynp@ that, due to the slip condition,
the velocity field is discontinuous across the fluid/solittiface. This prevents from obtaining
global H' bounds on the velocity, which makes many aspects of theytafaveak solutions for
Dirichlet conditions inappropriate.

1 Introduction

The general concern of this paper is the dynamics of solidelsomh a fluid flow. This dynamics
is relevant to many natural and industrial processes, llkedflows, sprays, or design of micro
swimmers.

A main problem to understand this dynamics is to compute thg dxerted by the flow on the
bodies. From the mathematical point of view, a natural agghdo this problem is to use the Euler or
Navier-Stokes equations to model the flow. However, thiegaes serious difficulties. A famous one
is D’Alembert’s paradox related to the Euler equation: in an incompressible anidéity potential
flow, a solid body undergoes no drag|21].

But the Navier-Stokes equations also raise modeling isdustsus consider for instance a single
solid moving in a viscous fluid. We denote Byt) c R3, F(t) C R? the solid and fluid domains
at timet, andQ := S(t) U F(t) the total domain. We assume that the fluid is governed by the
Navier-Stokes equations. We denate andpy its velocity and internal pressurgy its density,u

its viscosity. Thus:

pr (Owup +up - Vup) — ppAup = —Vpp —prg, t>0, x € F(t), 1.1
divur = 0, t>0, z€ F(t), '
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with —pprg the gravitational force. In parallel to the fluid modelinge write the conservation of
linear and angular momentum for the body. Denotingt) € R? the position of the center of mass,
Us(t) € R3 its velocity, andws(t) € R3 the angular velocity at timg these conservation laws read

d
ms EUS(” = —/ Yrrvdo — mgg,
a5(t) 1.2)

d
G Usws() = - | o ESO) X Br)do 4 ps / , (s x (o)

Following standard notationgs andmg := pg|S(0)| are the density and mass of the solid (inde-
pendent of andz), X (¢, z) € M3(R) is the newtonian tensor of the fluid:

Yr = QurD(ur) —prly),
andJs(t) € Ms(R) is the inertia matrix of the solid:

Js(t) == ps /S o (o= as@ s = = 2s@) © (0~ 2s(0)

The vectorv = v(t,-) is the unit normal vector pointing inside the sobidt). Note that the velocity
ug(t, z) at each point: of the solid reads

us(t,z) = Us(t) + ws(t) x (z —zs(t)).

To close the system, one usually imposes no-slip conditiooth at the fluid-solid interface and
the cavity boundary:

(1.3)

urlas@ = uslasw)
UF’@Q - 07

and one specifies the initial data: the initial position @& Holid .Sy,

upo = Uple=o andugo = Ugp+ws(0) x (z — zg,).

One could believe that system (I1.[)-(1.2)-[1.3) is a goodehfor the interaction between a solid
and a viscous fluid. Far from it: in the case of a sphere fallivey a flat wall

S(0) := es+ B(0,1/2), Q := {x3 >0},

it predicts that no collision is possible between the solid ¢he wall ! This no-collision paradox
has been known from specialists since the 1960's, aftariestby Cox and Brennel][4] and Cooley
and O’'Neill [5] in the context of Stokes equations. Sincenthine no-collision paradox has been
confirmed at the level of the Navier-Stokes equations (S8¢1[7], and the preliminary result in [23]).

Of course, such a result is unrealistic, as it goes againshifwedes’ principle. It suggests that
the Navier-Stokes equations are not relevant to collisiand post-collisional descriptions. Hence,
many physicists have tried to find an explanation for theg@aWe shall focus here on one possible
explanation, namely the no-slip conditiofihe idea is that, when the distance between the solids gets
very small (below the micrometer), the no-slip conditiomdslonger accurate, and must be replaced
by a Navier condition:

{ (UF - us) 'V|8S(t) =0, (UF - us) X V|8S(t) = —2B5(XFv) x V|8S(t)a (1.4)

Uf V’ag = O, Uup X V’ag = —2,89 (EFV) X V’ag.
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In other words, only the normal component of the relativeoeiy of the fluid is zero, to ensure
impermeability. The tangential ones are non-zero, andgtigmal to the stress constraint, with
constant slip lengthgs, 5o > 0. For a recent discussion of the Navier condition, notablyhim
context of microfluidics, we refer t6_[19]. See also the sehpaper[[18]. Let us point out that the
Navier-condition is sometimes used as a wall law, to desdhib averaged effect of rough hydrophobic
surfacesl[[2].

The effect of slip conditiond_(11.4) on collision was invgstied recently by the authors in article
[13]. More precisely, this article is devoted to a simplifimddel, in which

e The Navier-Stokes equations are replaced by the steadgsStoles (quasi-static regime).
e The domairf is a half-space, the solifl is a sphere.

In this context, denoting(¢) the distance betwee$(t) and the planéX?, it is shown that the dynam-
ics obeys the reduced ODE

Ps
where the drag terr®d(h) satisfiesD(h) = O(|Inh|) ash — 0. This is in sharp contrast with the
case of no-slip condition§ (1.3), for whidh(h) ~ % In particular, it allows for collisions in finite
time. We refer to[[1B] for all details and other results in doeaitext of rough boundaries.

Hence, paper [13] provides a resolution of the paradox: amegriori keep the Navier-Stokes
equations, up to considering the Navier boundary conditid). Nevertheless, the analysisl[in/[13]
is limited to simple configurations and to Stokes flows. Indbatext of the full 3D Navier-Stokes
system [(1.11), more complicated behaviors may occur. Faaniege, smooth solutions may exhibit
singularities prior to any collision. To describe the qgisdive features of the collisiommne needs to
consider weak solutiong he theory of weak solutions is well understood in the cdsm«slip condi-
tions and many references will be given in the next sectidmwever, the existence of weak solutions
with Navier conditions has been so far an open question, dserious additional mathematical dif-
ficulties. To address this question is the purpose of theeptgsaper Broadly, we shall build weak
solutions for systeni (11.1)-(1.2)-(1.4), up to collisioriieen the solid and the cavify.

The paper is organized as follows. Secfidn 2 contains tHemstnt of our main result: we give
a definition of weak solutions, and state the existence di sotutions as long as no contact occurs.
We explain the main difficulties in proving their existenaecomparison to the results available for
no-slip conditions. We conclude Sectigh 2 by an outline afaof, to be carried out in sectiohf 3
to[H. More precisely:

e Sectior[ B is devoted to an auxiliary nonlinear transportéqu, which is crucial to our approx-
imation procedure.

e Section# is dedicated to the construction of solutions fell-ehosen approximations of the
Navier-Stokes / solid dynamics.

e Sectiorb describes the limit procedure, from the approteért@the exact system.



2 Main result and ideas

2.1 Weak solutions of Navier-Stokes with slip conditions

The aim of this paragraph is to define a weak formulation anakveelutions for systeni (1.1)-(1.2)-

(@X4), that is in the case of slip conditions of Navier type.e Yémind that in the case of no-slip

conditions, the theory of weak solutions has been sucdbssithieved over the last ten years, first
up to collision (se€ [8]) and then globally in time (seel[2Bttie 2D case| [10] in the 3D case). Let us
also mention the alternative approachlih [3], and the re@stlt [14] on the uniqueness of 2D weak
solutions up to collision.

As usual, in order to derive a weak formulation, the starfaint is formal multiplication by
appropriate test functions. These test functions must ofseolook like the solution itself. Notably,
they must be rigid vector fields in the solid domain This forces the space of test functions to
depend on the solution itself: it is a classical difficultyzeady recognized in the no-slip casé
key feature of the slip conditions is that these test funsti@nd also the solution, will be moreover
discontinuous across the fluid/solid interfacndeed, the first line of (114) ensures the continuity of
the normal component, but the tangential ones may have a jlisga strong difference with regards
to boundary condition$ (1.3), and it will generate many diiffies throughout the paper.

We first introduce some notation for the classical spaceslehsidal vector fields. Le® be a
Lipschitz domain. We set

D;(0) == {9 €D(0), divp=0}, D;(0) := {ylo, p € Ds(R%)},
L2(0) := the closure oD, (O)in L?>(0), H} ((9) = HY(O)Nn L1(0),
H(O) := the closure oD, (O) in H'(0O)
We remind that elementsof L2 (0O) satisfyu - v = 0in H~/2(50).
We also introduce the finite dimensional space of rigid vefitdds inR>:
R = {ps, @s(z)=V +wxz forsomeV cR3 weR3}.

Finally, we define for an{” > 0 the spacé/ of test functions ovej0, T'):

Tr = {Lp € C([0,T); L2(Q)), there existspr € D([0,T); Dy (), ps € D([0,T); R)
such thaty(t,-) = pp(t,-) onF(t), ¢(t, ) = ps(t,-) onS(t), forall t € [O,T]}.

Let us point out once again that this space of test functiepgids on the solution itself through the
domainsS(t) andF(¢). Let us also notice that the constraint, -) € L2(Q2) encodes in a weak form
the continuity of the normal component@$ (¢):

pr(t,) v =ps(t.) v atds(t), vte[0,T).
Multiplying (LI) by » € 77, integrating ove(¢), and integrating by parts, we obtain (formally)

d
— PFUF - PF —/ pPFUF - OppF —/ prur @up : Vop + / 2upD(ur) : D(pr)
dt Jp@) F(t) F(b) F(b)

:/ (ZFpv) - oF +/ (XFpv) - or +/ pr(—g) - oF,
09 a5(t) 20)



where the normal vectons, in the integrals at the right-hand side, point resp. oet§idand inside

S(t). Using [1.4):
1

[ @) or == [ e <) or <o),

1
/85(t) (Bpv) - or = " 2B8g /as(t)((“F —us) xv)-((¢gr —ps) x v) + /asoe) (Zpv) - s

Eventually, one can usg(1.2) to write differently the laségral: tedious but straightforward manip-
ulations vyield

d
/ (Epv)-ps =—— pPSUS - Qs +/ ps ug - Oyps +/ ps(—g) - ¢s.
a5(t) dt Js() S(t) S(t)

Combining the previous identities and integrating fromo 7" entails

T T T
—/ /()pFUF'atSOF_// PSUS'atSOS+// prup @up : Vop
o Jr@
T
—|—/ / 2upD(up) : D // up X v) - (pp X v)
259 00

255 / /asu ur —us) xv) - ((pr = ps) xv) @D

:/0 /F(t)pF(—g)-goF+/0 /S(t)ps(—g) ¢s

+/ PFUF,O‘SDF|t:O+/ PSUS,O'SDS|t:0
F(0) 5(0)

Equation [2.11) is a global weak formulation of the momentuations [(1.1) and_(11.2), taking the
slip conditions[(1.}4) into account. Settipg= « in the above formal computations yields that, for all
tel0,T]:

1 1
[ zerluete s [ §Ps|us [ ., 2Dt s
S(t)
up x v|? + // (up —u ><1/2 2.2
259/ /asz' r Xl 2Bs 25(t) r—us)x vl @2)
< // pr(—=g) - ur + // ps(—g) - us +/ pr |upol® +/ ps |usol*-
0 JF(t) 0 JS(t) Q\So So

This goes together with the conservation of mass, that atadoithe transport of by the rigid vector
field ug. It reads

dexs +div (usxs) = 0inQ,  xs(t,x) = lgy (o),
or in a weak form: for allv € D([0,T), D(Q)),

T T
—/ 0, —/ / ug - VU = / U)o (2.3)
0 Jsw) 0 Jsw) So

Pondering on these formal manipulations, we can now intecur definition of a weak solution on
[0,T"). We fix once for all the positive constants, pr, ir, Bs, fa-
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Definition 1 LetQ and Sy C (2 two Lipschitz bounded domainsf. Leturo € L2(Q), uso € R
such thatupy - v = ugo - v 0n9dSy.

A weak solution ofL.I)(1.2)-(1.4) on [0, 7)) (associated to the initial dat&y, uro andug) is a
couple(S, u) satisfying

e S(t) C Qis abounded domain &2 for all ¢ € [0,7"), such that
xs(t,z) = Lsq) (x) € L*=((0,T) x Q).

u belongs to the space
St = {u € L>=(0,T; L2(Q)), there existsur € L(0,T; H:(Q)), us € L°(0,T; R)
such thatu(t,-) = up(t,-) on F(t), u(t,-) = ug(t,-)onS(t), fora. e. t € [O,T]},

whereF(t) := Q\ S(¢t) forall t € [0,T).

Equation(Z.1)is satisfied for alkp € 77.

Equation(Z3)is satisfied for alk) € D([0,T"); D(2)).

Equation(2.2)is satisfied for almost evertye (0, 7).
Let us conclude this paragraph by a few comments on this tefirof weak solutions:

1. Asxs € L>=((0,7) x ), the integrals ovef(¢) in (2.3) are integrable with respect to time:
namely,

tl—>/ at\If:/Xsat\I’ and t — uS-V\If:/XSuS-V\If
5(t) Q S(t) Q

belong toL'(0,7). Actually, by the method of characteristics, @s € L>°(0,7;R) (rigid
velocity field), it is easily seen that
S(t) = é1,0(So)

for an isometric propagatap, ; which is Lipschitz continuous in time, smooth in space. It
follows that all integrals in equatiof (2.1) make sense. iRstance, a®)S(¢) is Lipschitz for
all t and fieldsur, ug, oF, @5 have at leastL.? H' regularity, the surface integral

/ ((ur - ug) x ) - (g — ps) x n)
8 (1)

can be defined for almost everin the trace sense. Moreover, it defines an element (4, 7).
This can be seen through the change of variabte ¢, o(y): the surface integral turns into

/ 1(t dr0(y)) Jac (y) dy,
0So

where
1t @) = ((up(t, z) —us(t, ) xv) - ((pr(t z) — ps(x)) xv)
and where
Jac(y) = [[[Véro(y)] ' v(y)lla det(Vero(y)) (= 1)

is the tangential jacobian (s€e [15, Lemme 5.4.1] for d&taiThis clearly defines an element
of L1(0, 7).



2. Equations[(Z]1) and@(2.3) involve fields, us, ¢, ps defined ovef) and such that
u=(1—xs)ur +xsus, = (1—-xs)or+Xxs¥s,
However, a closer look at equations (2.1) dnd](2.3) showidtiles only involve
xsus, xr(1,V)up, aswellasxs(1,0:)ps and xp (1,0, V)er.

In particular, they only depend anand¢, not on the choice of the extended fields, ugs and
PF,PS-

3. The conditionu € L>(0,T; L2(Q)) implies that
Up - V|8S(t) =us - V|8S(t) fora.et
all terms being again understood in the trace sense.

4. ltis easy to see that equati@n {2.3), that is the trangmpration
Oixs +div (xsug) = 0in D'([0,T) x Q)

can be written
Orxs +div (xsu) = 0in D'([0,T) x ﬁ) (2.4)

and implies

atXF + div (XFU) =0in D/([O, T) X ﬁ), XF(t, .%') = XF(t)(x) (25)

(remind thatF(t) = Q\ S(t)). More generally, one can replagédy anyv € L>(0,T; L2(1))
satisfying
v(t,-) - V0gsw =t Vlgsw = us - Vlpsyy fora.edt

where the last equality holds in the spade'/2(9S(t)) (see [11, Theorem 3.2.2]). Note that
equations[(2]4) an@ (2.5) should be replaced by

Ops +div (psu) =0, Opy +div (pru) =0

in the case of inhomogeneous solid and fluid, with variablesig functionsp, andp;. See
[10Q] in the case of no-slip conditions. Extension of the présvork (on a single rigid and
homogeneous solid in a homogeneous fluid) to more generéijuoations will be the matter
of a forthcoming paper.

5. Noticing that
D(u(tv )) - D(U’S(t? )) =0in S(t)7 D(gp(t, )) - D(@S(tv )) =0in S(t)

it is tempting to write[(Z.11) under the condensed form

_/OT/qu.(i)tgp+/0T/qu®u:D(Lp)-i-/OT/QQ,UFD(U):D(‘P)

= "boundary terms” (2.6)



wherep := ppxr + psxs, coupled with the global transport equation
Op +div (pu) =0 in Q. (2.7)

This kind of global formulation, reminiscent of the inhonemgous Navier-Stokes equations, is
used in the construction of weak solutions with Dirichletibdary conditionscf[23]. However,

it is not valid here due to the discontinuity of the tangential components aihd, neither
Ay nor D(u) and D(y) belong toL?(2). For instance,

Ovp = XFOpr + xsOips + us - v (pr — ¢s) das

wheredyg is the Dirac mass along the solid bound&xy. This is why we keep the formulation
(2.7), distinguishing between the solid and the fluid part.

6. The definition of a weak solution that we consider can natisfactory after collision. Indeed,
we do not specify any rebound law. Moreover, in the case atBlet conditions at the fluid-
solid interface, explicit examples show that the analogueuo weak solution is not unique

26].

2.2 Main result
Our result is the following

Theorem 1 (Existence of weak solutions up to collision)

LetQ and Sy € € two C1! bounded domains dk3. Letupo € L2(f2), usp € R such that
Upo -V =1ug, v ondSy.

There existd” > 0 and a weak solution ofl.1)}(L.2)(1.4) on [0, T) (associated to the initial data
So, urp andug,p). Moreover, such weak solution exists up to collision, teat

S(t)eQ forall te[0,7), and lim dist(S(t),00Q) = 0.

t—=T—

The rest of the paper will be devoted to the proof of the theor&riefly, there are two main
difficulties compared to the case of Dirichlet conditions:

e The lack of a unified formulation such &s (2.6).
e The lack of a uniformH* bound on solutions:.

These difficulties appear both in the construction of apipnate solutions, and in the convergence
process.

Indeed, the approximation of fluid-solid systems is usuatlyessed by relaxing the solid con-
straint, through a penalization term. In this way, one isWéfh approximate systems that are close to
density dependent Navier-Stokes equations. Roughly, reeey

O (pntn div (p,up, n ... = penalization
{ i (prtn) + AV (ppuy, @ uy) + penalizati 2.8)

Otpn + div (ppuy,) = 0.

In the case of no slip conditions, in which a global formwatiof type [2.6){(2.17) already holds, to
build such approximation is quite natural. But in the casBafier conditions, this is not easy.
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Once an approximate sequence of solutigns u,,) has been derived, Dirichlet conditions allow
for uniform H'! bounds onu,,. This simplifies a lot of convergence arguments, notably wégards
to the transport equation

Otpn +div (ppuy,) =0

to which the classical DiPerna-Lions theory applies strid@ywardly [9]. Also, it helps to provide
strong convergence af,, in L2((0,7) x ). In short, the lack of bound 08 (p,u,) (due to the

penalization term) can be overcome by considering the figjds w,,, wherePs(t) is the orthogonal

projection in H1(Q2) over the fields that are rigid in &neighborhood of5(¢). One can show that
Ps(t)u,, has good equicontinuity properties uniformlydmandn.

In the case of Navier boundary conditions, no uniform bownaviilable inff'. This forces us to
use more the structure of the solutionin particular theH ! bounds on the fluid and solid domains
separately. This is also a source of trouble for the constnuof approximate solutions, as one must
find an approximation scheme in which such structure is rotriach broken.

2.3 Strategy of proof
Let us describe here briefly the main lines of our proof. £gtur, us o as in Theorerill, and

po = pr(l—1sy) + pslsy,, wo = (1 —1sy)uro + lsyuso-
The keypoint is to consider approximate problems of theWailhg type:find (S™, «™) such that

a) S™(t) c Qis abounded Lipschitz domain for alie [0, T, such that

Xs(t,z) = Ignp(z) € L=((0,T) x Q)N C([0,T]; LP(2)), Vp < +o0

b) u" € L>=(0,T;L%(Q)) N L*(0,T; H:(Q)).

c) Forall p € HY(0,T; L2(Q)) N L%(0,T; H:(2)) s.t. ¢|i=7 = 0:

[ [ waerrswive v [ wepu:pe)
bon [ [ exn + o [ /asn(t W= PRy x ) - (9 — PBg) x 1)

T
—i—n/ /Xg(un—Pgu) ¢ — P§op) / / /POUO'SO\to
0o Jo Q

d) Oxs + P3u"-Vx$=0, x%li=0=1g,.
In above lines,
o p" = pr(1 —x%) + psx4is the total density function.
o " = pp(l—x%) + #XZ is an inhomogeneous viscosity coefficient.

e P = PI(t) is the orthogonal projection ih?(S™(t)) over rigid fields. This means that:



VO<t<T, Vug€R, YuelL(Q), PitiueR and / Xt ) (u—PE(t)u) - ug = 0.
Q

e Eventually,

o™ € L(0,T; L2(Q)) N L*(0,T; Hy ()

is a field that satisfies

v"™(t,-) = u"(t,-) outside & neighborhood ofS"(¢), t € [0,T),
for somed fixed and arbitrary ir(0, dist(Sy, 9€2)/2). Moreover,v™ will be chosen so that it is
close tou™ outsideS™ (in LP topology). In this way, it will asymptotically coincide vhitthe

limit « of »™. Further details on the definition of will be provided in due course.

Let us make a few comments on such approximate problems:

1.

They rely on the use of the field¥}«", that were already introduced in [3] in the context of
Dirichlet conditions. These fields appear both:

i) in the transport equation fog’s. They will allow for a good control of the trajectories of the
approximate solid bodieS™.

T
ii) in the penalization termm X&(u™ — Pgu™) - (p — P¢y). Formally, asn goes to

s . . 0 JQ _ N .
infinity, this term will allow to recover the rigid constraimside the solid.

Note thata contrario to the large penalization term, the viscosity tefifhvanishes asymptot-
ically in the solid part. Hence, there will be no uniform bdun H1(Q) for u", as expected
(see the discussion in paragrdphl 2.2).

A specificity of these approximate problems is that thadpart equatiord) is nonlinear in
x4 for a givenu”. Indeed,P¢ depends ory% (cf the formula in sectiofl3). The whole sec-
tion[3 is dedicated to this auxiliary nonlinear transportiaepn, which is a keystone of the
approximation procedure.

. Once the solution ¢ of d) is found and seen as a functionalgf, equationc) can be written

asF(u™) = 0 for some functionalF from L>L2 N L2H! into itself. In short, we shall solve
this equation by a Galerkin procedure: we shall look for goraximate solution:.™ (¢, z) =
fozo ay(t)er(z) where(e) is an orthonormal basis df2(£2). We shall solve approximate
equationsF™ (u™") = 0 by Schauder’s theorem and pass to the limit with respedt.t¥his
process is explained in sectibh 4.

Note that the field™ satisfies

v"(t,0)  V]gsney = Pg®)u"(t,-) - v]asn()-
In particular, one can write

Oxe + 0" -Vxe=0, and 0Op" + v"-Vp"=0.
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This will allow to obtain energy estimates in a standard wayhe spirit of the approximate
systems[(2]8) used for Dirichlet conditions. The price tpigdhe necessary control af — 0",
which will exhibit strong gradients ne@sS™ asn — +oc. Moreover, a similar "boundary layer
behaviour” will be involved in the approximation of discontous test functiong € 7Tp by
continuous test functiong™ (involved inc)). The whole convergence process will be analyzed
in sectiorb.

3 A nonlinear transport equation
LetT > 0,u € L®(0,T; L2(Q)). This section is devoted to the equation

Oixs + Psu-Vxs, xsli=o=1s,,

where Psu is defined by the following formula

Psu := %/QPSXSU + <J1/QPSXS ((«" = x5) x u) dw’)) x(x—zg)  (3.1)

where the center of mass, total mass and inertia tensor gbiltkare defined by

rg ;:/ psxs, M ;:/ PSXSs (3.2)
R3 R3

and
1= /3 psxs (|& — x5’ Iy — (z — 25) @ (x — xg)) da. (3:3)
R

If xs(t,2) = 1gq)(x) with S(t) a subdomain of2 , Ps(t) is the orthogonal projection ifi?(S(t))
over rigid vector fields, se€][3].

We start with the regular case, that is where C([0, T]; D, (2)). This case will be useful for
Galerkin approximations a)-d).

Proposition 2 (Well-posedness)

Letu € C([0,T]; D,(2)).
i) There is a unique solutionys € L>=((0,T) x R?) N C([0,T]; LP(R?)) (p < oo) of

dxs +div(xs Psu) =0 inR?, yglimo = 1s,. (3.4)

if) Moreoverxs(t,-) = 1g( for all ¢, with S(¢) a Lipschitz bounded domain. More precisely,
S(t) = é,0(50)
for the isometric propagatop; , associated tPsu : (t,s) — ¢r.s € CH([0, T]?; CE2(R3)).

Proof. We can suppose € C([0,T]; D, (R?)) with no loss of generality.

Assume for a moment that we have found a solugigrof (3.4). Then, we can sele (8.4) as a linear
transport equation, with given transpdttu € C([0,7]; R). By the method of characteristics, we
get easily

XS(tv ¢t,0(y)) = 150 (y)7 (35)
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whereg, , is the isometric propagator defined by
¢ss(y) =y, VyeR?,
Ours(y) = Psult, ors(y)) V¥ (s,t,2) € (0,T)° x R,
Now, we use[(3]5) in the expressidn (3.1) foyu. We obtain:

(3.6)

Pu(t.a) = 37 [ ps aléuo(w) ut. o)y

n (J*(t) [ ps10éro) Gralo) — s(2) u(t,qz»t,o(y))dy) <z —xs(t) (3.7)
where M = |Sulps., ws(t) = [ psoro(u)dy. and

a0 = [ Ps(’qﬁt,o(y) s P L~ (droly) — a5() @ (Sr0(y) — xs<t>>>dy.

In particular, denotingsom(R?) ~ R? x O3(R) the finite dimensional manifold of affine isometries,
we deduce from(316) and(3.7) that— ¢, [0,7] — Isom(R?) satisfies an ordinary differential
equation, of the type

d
E(bt,o =Us(t, ¢10)s @00 = 1a, (3.8)

for a time-dependent vector fields over Isom(R3). Namely,Us(t,¢) € T,(Isom(R?)) ~ R is
defined by the same formula as[in (3.7), replacing everywhgsdy ¢.

Conversely, if we manage to show existence of and uniquenfeas"! solution of [3.8) over
[0, T, then formulal(35) will define the unique solutigr: of the nonlinear equatiof (3.4), proving
Theoreni 2.

Hence, it only remains to study the well-posednesd of (3\8k can identifylsom(R?) with
R3 x O3(R) C R? x R?, and identify all tangent spaces with C R? x R?. By the Cauchy-Lipschitz
theorem, there is existence and uniqueness Of anaximal solution ifUs is continuous int, ¢,
locally Lipschitz in¢. Considering the expression &, seel(3.l7), this follows from

Lemma 3 Letv € C([0,T]; C:2(R3)). Then, the function
M:[0,T] x Tsom(B?) > R, M(t,6) = /S a(6))o(t o(y))dy
is continuous in¢, ¢), and uniformly Lipschitz i over[0, 7).
Proof of the lemmaThe continuity is obvious. Then, for two affine isometrigand¢’, we write

Mit.6) - Mt o) = [

So
= Ml(t) + MQ(t).

lo(o(y)) (v(t, ¢) —v(t,d'(v))) + / (La(o(y) —1a(¢'(y))) v(t, ¢'(y)) dy

So

Clearly,

IMy(t)] < sup |Gpu(t,z)| [ |o(y) — &' (y)ldy < Couplld — ¢'llo-
te[0,T7, So
2| <[1(¢,9") || oo

12



As regardsi/,, we write

Ma(t) < sup u(t, )] |1Q —1la(¢'(y)| dy < Cy /RS [Ta(¢(y) — 1a(¢'(y))| dy
tE
BN ||oo
For eachy, the integrand is non-zero if and onlydfy) € Q and¢'(y) € Q° or vice-versa. As
l6(y) — &' (y)| < ||é— ¢'||e, this is only possible ify(y) and¢’ (y) are in al|¢ — ¢'||o-nNeighborhood
(sayV) of 9€2. Hence,

[Ma(t)] < Cyg (/ dy+/ dy) < 2Cop|V] < Chplld — ¢'l|c-
p=H(V) (V)
This concludes the proof of the lemma.

Last step is to prove that the maximal solution is defined dwverwhole interval0, 7). From

(3.9)-(3.7), one can write
broly) = zs(t) + Qs(t)y

wherezs(t) is defined in[(36) and)s(¢) is an orthogonal matrix. In particular, the only way that the
maximal solution is not global of), 7] is through a blow-up ofs. But, again, from[(3l7),

d 1

@xS(t)\ =

/SPS La(¢ro(y)) ult, dro(y))dy| < ClullLe(0,1)x0)
0

which prevents any blow-up. This ends the proof of the th@ore
Proposition 4 (Strong sequential continuity)Assume that
u" —u in C([0,7); Dy (Q)).
Then with obvious notations, one has
X4 — xs  weakly *in L>((0,T) x R*), strongly in C([0, T]; LY (R%)) (p < o0),
as well as
PIu™ — Psu  strongly in C([0,T); C2.(R?)), ¢" — ¢ strongly in C ([0, T)?; C52.(R?)).

Proof of the proposition.As u™ converges inC([0, T]; D, (£2)), we have thatP?u" is bounded in
L*>(0,T; L*(£2)) . Similarly x% is bounded inZ>°((0,T) x €2). Furthermore, up to a subsequence
that we do not relabelP?u™ converges weakly-* iL>°(0, T; H} (R?)) to someiig and x%(0)(=
1s,, for all n € N) converges strongly ifi!($2). Applying Di Perna-Lions theory, we obtain thg
converges weakly-* ir.>°((0,7) x ) and strongly inC'([0, 77; L7, (€2)) for all finite p. Its limit x g,
satisfies :

Orxs +div(ysus) =0.
Using the convergence of boti: and «" in equation [(311), we obtain thaty = Pgsu, where
Pg is defined similarly toPsu, replacingxs by xs. Moreover, the convergence éffu holds in
C(]0,T]; C:2 (R3)). Consequently(ys, Psu) is the unique solution of(3.4) so thgts = xs and

loc

Psu = Pgu, and all the sequence converges.

To derive the convergence of the propagatgtdrom the convergence of the vector fiel&§™
is then standard, and we omit it for brevity.
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Proposition 5 (Weak sequential continuity)
Let(u™, x%) be a bounded sequencelif®(0, T; LZ(£2)) x L*°((0,T) x (), satisfying

Oix§ + div (PEu™ X&) =0 InR?,  x&limo = 1g,-
Then, up to a subsequence, one has
u" —u  weakly *in L>(0,T; L2(Q))

X% — xs weakly *in L>=((0,T) x R3), strongly inC([0,T]; LY (R?)) (p < o),

loc

with (ug, xs) a solution of
dyxs +div (Psuxs) =0 inR?  xgli—o = 1s,.
Moreover,y g satisfies condition ii) of Propositidd 2, and the followingditional convergences hold:
Piu™ — Psu  weakly *in  L>°(0,T; Cio.(R?)),
" — ¢ weakly*in  Wh((0,T7)% Ce(R3))  strongly inC([0, T)?; CR2.(R3)) .

Proof. The proof follows the same scheme as the previous one. Weskatgh the arguments. First,
up to the extraction of a subsequence, we obtain that

u" —u  weakly *in L>=(0,T;L2(Q))
Then, as before, we obtain th&f'v" is bounded in.>°(0, T; Cf° (R?)). This yields that
Piu"™ — Puweakly *in L>°(0,T; H..(R?))

(still up to a subsequence). We then deduce applying Di Pleiores theory that, up to the extraction
of a subsequence(? converges strongly i€’([0, T]; L7 (R3)) to someyg, which in turn implies

loc

thatug = Psu and that(xs, Psu) is a solution to our tranport equation. Eventually, unifdsounds
on ¢" andd;¢" (which imply weak-* convergence of a subsequenc#ih>) follow easily.

4 Approximation

This section is devoted to the resolution of approximatelfialid systems. These approximate sys-
tems were introduced in paragrdphl28a)-d). The previous section has focused on the transport
equationd). It remains to examine). At first, we explain a little how the field” connectingPgu"

to u is defined. The detailed definition of will be achieved in sectiol 5.

4.1 Connecting velocity

We first remind a classical result on the equationwdiv f, taken from[[11, Exercise 111.3.5]:

Proposition 6 Let® be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Lt L*(O) andy € H'/?(00) satisfying

/ / SD .
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Then there exists a solutiane H'(O) of
dvu=f in O, u=¢ atoO

with
Il < Co (Iellmreo, + Iflzo)) -

The previous proposition yields easily

Corollary 7 (Extension of solenoidal vector fields)

There exists a continuous linear operatdk, : H(Q) — H}(R?) satisfying Equ = u on Q.
Moreover, for all open subset € (2,

1Boullm@sys) < Collullm@w), Yue Hy ().

Corollary 8 (Connection of solenoidal vector fields)
For all 6 > 0, there exists a continuous linear operator

VO HL(R®\ Sp) x HY(Sp) = HLR®), (U,Us) — V°[U,Ug]
such that

VU, Us) = Us in S,
VAU, Us] = U outside a neighborhood ofSj.

From there, we have the following

Proposition 9 For all § > 0, there exists a continuous mapping
00 L2(0,T; HX(R?)) x L®(0,T;R) — L*(0,T; HX(R?)), (u,us) — v°[u, us]
such that

Ué[u7u5](tv ) = US(t, ) in S(t)7
v[u, us(t,-) = u(t,-) outside a neighborhood ofS(t), ¢ € [0,T),

where, as usual,S(t) := ¢:0(5) and ¢ = ¢ is the isometric propagator associated .
Moreover,v’ can be chosen so that

T
[°f, usl 320 roam royy < € /0 (s Y2 vz, + st sy ) b
whereC depends o andT.

Proof of the proposition.The proposition can be deduced from Corollaty 8 using Lagjean
coordinates. Namely, we introdu¢éandUg through the relations

u(t, dro(y)) = dooly (Ut y), us(t,éto0(y)) = doroly (Us(t,y))-
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Clearly, for allt, U(t,-) andUs(t, -) define elements a1 (R3\ Sp) and H(Sy) respectively. Using
Corollary[8, we define’[u, us] through the relation

ol us) (1 duo(y) = dévoly (VU ), Us(t, ))(w) ) -
It fulfills all requirements, which ends the proof.

Back to systent), the idea is to define
" = v’[Equ™, Piu"].
Clearly, for any timel™ such that
dist(S™(t),00) > 24, te[0,T"],
v"|q will belong to L2(0, T™; H}(€2)) and will satisfy
v(t,) = Pg(t)u"(t,-) in S"(2),
v"(t,-) = u"(t,-) outside & neighborhood ofS"(¢), t € [0,T").

Let us stress that there is still some latitude left in thestarction ofv™, through the choice of the
operatorV? in Corollary[8. As will be shown in sectidg 5, this operaton ¢g chosen depending @n
(V9 = V97") so thatv™ is close tou™ outsideS™ (in L topology). However, this additional property
will not be needed until sectidd 5.

Last remark: the resolution @f)-d), and the whole construction of weak solutions, will be first
performed on a small time intervil, 7', for a timeT" that is uniform inn. Existence of weak solutions
up to collision will follow from a continuation argument, be explained at the end of sectidn 5.

4.2 Galerkin approximation

As pointed out in paragraph 2.3, the resolutiorapfl) is carried out through a Galerkin scheme. Let
(ex)r>1 being both an orthonormal basis bf (Q2) and a basis of71((2), with elements irD, (Q).
The aim of this paragraph is to find for &, » and som&” > 0 a couple(S™, u") satisfying

a) SN(t) c Qisabounded Lipschitz domain for alic [0, T, such that
X5 (t,z) = Lgngy (@) € L2((0,T) x Q) N C([0,T]; LP(Q)) (p < o)
N

by ul Zak e, With a = (ay,...,ay) € C([0, TN

=1

c’) Forallp € D([0,T); sparie,...,en))
T T
—/ /pN (W - O + 0N @ ul V) +/ /Q,uND(uN):D(ap)
259/ /(mu X V) (pXv) 255/ /aSN N—PéVuN)Xy)-((w—Pfng)xu)

+n/ /x?(uN—PéVuN)-(tp—PéVw) :/ /PN(_Q)'@+/POUO'@’tO
0 Q 0 Q Q
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d) Ox§ + PéuN-Vxg =01in Q x§ =0 = Ls,-
In above lines, similarly to the original problem:
o pV = pp(1 —x%) + psxd is the total density function.
o VN = up(1 —Xg) + #Xg is an inhomogeneous viscosity coefficient.
o PY = P (t) is defined by[(3]1), adding the upperscrpteverywhere.
e Eventuallyy®™ = v[u, PYu™], see paragragh4.1.

Note that all quantities above depend onnotably through the penalization term and the viscosity
coefficient. But we omit from the notations to lighten writingsAlso, note that.’ can be seen as
an element of.2(0, T; H}(R?)), as thee;, are defined globally. In particular’ = v°[uV, P uN] is
well-defined.

The main result of this paragraph is

Theorem 10 There isT" > 0, R > 0, such that for alln, N, a)-d’) has at least one solution such
thatHU,NHLoo(O’T;[Q(Q)) < R.

To prove Theoreri 10, we shall express our Galerkin probleafixed point problem, and will apply
Schauder’s theorem to it. Thus, we want to identify as the fixed point of an application

FNu a,

defined onBr 1 = {u e C([0,T]; sparfey,...,en)), lullporr2@) < R}. We proceed as
follows. Letu € Br 7.

e Step 1.Let yg be the solution of
Oixs + Psu-Vxs =0, xsli=0 = 1go,

given by Propositio12. We know thats(t,z) = 1g¢)(z) with S(¢) a bounded Lipschitz
domain,t € [0, 7. We define accordingly:

1
p = pr(l=xs) + psxs, p = pr(l=xs) + 5xs, v(t,z) = v’[u, Psul.

e Step 2We consider the following ODE, with unknown: [0, 7] — spares,...,en):

N
A(t)di&(t) + B(t)u(t) = f(t), u(0) = uév = Z (/Q UuQ - ek> er, 4.1)

t
k=1

in which A(t) = (ai,j(t))lgi,jSN’ B(t) = (bz’,j(t))lgi,jSN andf(t) = (fl'(t))lﬁiSN are
defined by

CLZ'J' = /pei-ej,
Q

1
bij = /Qp(v -Vej) -e; + /QQ,uD(ei) : D(ej) + % /aQ(ei xv)-(ej X v)
1

28¢5 /85(”((6@- — Pse;) x v) - ((ej — Psej) x v) + n/QXS(ei — Pse;) - (ej — Pse;)

fi = /Qp(—g)-ei-

17



We have identified here the functienwith its coefficients in the basisg, ..., ey. Note that
the functionp defined in step 1 has a positive lower bound, so th@) > min(pg, pr)Iy in
the sense of symmetric matrices, whatever the valugsofAlso, the continuity ofA and B
over[0,77] is easy and will be proved below. In particular, equatlodl(4as a unique solution

@ e C([0,T]; sparer, ..., en)).
In this way, we can associate to eackk Br 1 some field
ﬁ:f ( )EC([O T] Spar(elv"'7 N))
The whole point is to prove

Proposition 11 There exists’ > 0, R > 0, uniform inn and N, such that7" is a well-defined
mapping fromBg r to itself, continuous and compact.

Before proving this proposition, let us show how it impliesebren{ID. By Schauder’s theorem, it
yields the existence of a fixed poiat” € Br r of FV. LetxY = 14~ be the corresponding solution
of the transport equation df, 7] x R3. As will be clear from the proof, the tini€ of the proposition
satisfies

dist(SN (t),00) > 26, Vte[0,T],
for somes fixed and arbitrary irf0, dist(Sp, 9Q) /2). Henceg’) is satisfied, and” := v° [u™, Py u!]
satisfiesv? - v|pq = 0, as well as

opN + 0N VN =01inQ

(see remark 4 after the definition of weak solutions, and refiaparagraph 2]3). Finally, we notice
that ODE [4.1) is equivalent to: for all € D([0,7'); spariey,...,en))

/T/pNat“N'Wr/T/PN”N'WN'<P+/T/2MND(uN):D(s0)
259/ /m“ x¥) (e xv) 255/ /aSN = P§uN) xv) - ((p = PYo) xv)

+n/0 /ng(uN_PéVuN)-(tp—PéVgp) :/0 /QpN(_g).(p_/onuéV(p’tO. »

Combining this equation with the previous oneghleads toc’). Note that conditionv? - v|sq = 0
is needed for the convective term to vanish through integrdiy parts.

Proof of the proposition.

Step 1: Definition ofF ™.

We first prove thatF? is well-defined fromBg r to C([0,T]; spares,...,en)) for anyT and
R > 0. The only thing to check is the continuity of matricélsand B in (4.1 with respect to
time, which will guarantee the existence of a solution to lthear ODE [(4.1). Asygs belongs to
C([0,T); LP(£2)) for all finite p, so doesp, and A is clearly continuous. As regard3, the only
difficult terms are

1

10 = [ ptott) Ve I = g [ (e Psen) ) - (es = Po(tes) x ).
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We remind that the propagatgr= ¢, , associated t@su satisfies
¢ € C' ([0, TP Cin(R?))

Hence, a look at the construction @f, cf Corollary[8 and Proposition 9 (see also Lenima 16 in the
appendixX4), yields
v e C([0,T]; Hy (R?)).

It implies thatt — I(t) is continuous.

As regardsJ(t), we change variables to go back to a fixed domain. We: setp, o(y) to obtain

IO = = [ 1000(w) Jae () .
where
1t 2) == ((ei(x) — Ps(t)ei(x)) x v) - ((ej(z) — Ps(t)ej(z)) x v)
and where

Jac(y) = |[derol, " v(y)ll2 det(derol,)(= 1)

is the tangential jacobian. See [15, Lemme 5.4.1] for detdik; is continuous int and smooth in,
we obtain that — J(¢) is continuous.

Step 2:.F7" sendsBg 7 to itself

Here, we need to restrict to smdll More precisely, we fiX) < § < %dist(So, 0%2), and consider
a timeT such that
inf dist(S(¢),00Q) > 26 >0 (4.3)
u€BR,T
Let us prove that such timE does exist and can be chosen uniformly with respeé{ @ndn. For
all v € Br 1, we write

S(t) - (bt,O(SO)

with ¢ the propagator associated to the rigid figRdu = @5 + wg X (z — xg) defined in[(3.1L). Itis
enough that

dist(Sy, 9Q) — 26
sup [Opdeo(t,y)| < (S0 )

, e [07T]7 yESO-
t€[0,T] T

We find
10rpe0(ty)l < |us(t, dro(t, ) < |Es(®)] + |ws(t)] |y — zs,|
using that the propagator is isometric. Moreover, classiaeulations yield
s + T ws(0) - ws(t) = | pslPout I < [ pslutt )P < ps R
S(t) S(t)
We can then use the inequality

lEs()] + lws(8)] [y —ws,] < V2 max(l, |y — ws,|) (JEs(t)]? + ws(t)[?) "

< Co (s (t)]? + T(tws(t) - ws(t))

A
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where for instance

\/5 max (1, SUPyes, |y - ‘TSOD
min(1, )\0)1/2 ,
dist(Sp, 092) — 26
Colps)'/?R

Let noww be arbitrary inBg 7. Thanks to{4Z1), we have that= v° [u, Psu] satisfies)-v|sq = 0,
and

Cy =

Ao : smallest eigenvalue af(0).

Eventually, anyT <

will satisfy (4.3).

Op+v-Vp=0inQ.

Mutiplying (4.1) by, integrating in time, and combining with the last transpagtiation, we obtain
the energy estimate

1Bt )2 + /0 /Q 20| D(@0)?

1 t 1 t t
+ —/ / i x 2 + —/ / \(a_PSa)xyy2+n/ /Xs\a_PSaR (4.4)
260 Jo Joa 28s Jo Jos) 0 Jo

t
< / /p(—g)-ﬂ + //)oIUéVI2
0 JQ Q
Asmin(pr, ps) < p < max(pr, ps), we deduce easily that

allLoco.rir2)) < R
for R = R(T, uo) large enough. Hence; sendsBp 1 to itself.
Step 3. Compactness &t".
N

For anyu = Z ager, we get from equatiori (4.1):
k=1
d . _ _
ZAO < AT OIB® @] + [F(O] < RIATOIBO] + [f(2)].
Integrating with respect to time, we obtain
d
sup <]d(t)] + \—&(t)]) <
t€]0,7] dt
(where the constant at the r.h.s. may dependaor n). In other words,
sup ([ FN (u)llcr(jo.7); spanter,..en)) < C”
uGB}LT
which provides compactness I8 7 by Ascoli’s theorem.
Step 4. Continuity aF ™.

Let (u*) a sequence iBg 1, such thatu* — w in By (that is uniformly over[0,77). We
want to show thatF™ (u¥) — FV(u) in Bg . First, we note that, agpan(e, . .., ey) is a finite-
dimensional subspace @, (2) we have thai* converges ta: in C([0,7]; D,(Q2)). Then, we use
Propositio #. With obvious notations,

& — x5 weakly *in L°((0,T) x R?), strongly in C([0,T]; L? (R?)) (p < o0),

loc
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as well as
PEu* — Pgu  strongly inL>(0, T; C2(R3)), ¢ — ¢ strongly inW1°((0, T)?; C2 (R?)).

From there, and the construction ¥ (Corollary[8, Propositiofi]9, Lemniall7 in appendik A), it is
easy to see that
v® — v strongly in C ([0, T); HL(R?)).

By slightly adapting the arguments of Step 1, one can thew shat the matrices i (4.1) satisfy
B* - B, AF - A stronglyin C([0,T)).
From classical results for ODE’s, it follows that
i* = F(u*) — @ = F(u) strongly in C([0,T7]; spariey,...,en)).

For the sake of brevity, we leave the details to the reader.

4.3 Convergence of the Galerkin scheme

In the previous paragraph, we have built for eaciV a solutionu™" (denotedu” for brevity) of
a’)-d’). Itis defined orf0, T'| for some timel’ uniform inn, N, satisfying [4.8). The next step is to let
N go to infinity, to recover a solution™ of a)-d). We remind the uniform energy estimate (deel(4.2))

IV ||L29>+//2MN|D // ¥ x of?
" 280 o9
// u™ — PYu) XV|2+n//XS|uN PYuMN|? (4.5)
Qﬁs BSN(t

S//p(—g)-uN+/po\UéV\2
0 Q Q

It yields that
(u™)nyen  is bounded uniformly with respect ¥ in L°°(0,7; L2(Q)) N L0, T; H:(Q))

The bound inf! follows from the L2 bound onD(uY) and Korn’s inequality, se€ [22]. From there,
we will be able to show strong convergence both in the tramsmuationd’) and in the momentum
equationc’). As regards the transport equation, we rely on Propodifiodbto a subsequence, one
has

u™ — u  weakly *in (0, T; L2(Q)) and weakly inZ.?(0, T; H:(Q))

for someu(= u™), and it follows from this proposition that
Xy — xs weakly *in L>®((0,T) x R?*), strongly inC([0,T]; L} (R*)) (p < o0),
as well as
PY¥uY — Peu  weakly *in  L>=(0,T; Cio(R?)),
oV = ¢ weakly*in  Wh((0,7)% C2(R?)),  strongly inC/([0, T; CR2.(R3)).
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up to another extraction. We stress again that all limitseddppnn.

It remains to study the convergence of equatin Therefore, we fix the test function: we take

p(t,x) = x(t)ej, x €D(0,T)).

for some fixedj. The point is to obtain a® — -+oo the limit equationc), still with ¢(¢,z) =
x(t)ej(z). But asj is arbitrary, and agey,)x>1 is a basis o/} (12), standard density arguments will
allow to extend the formulation to general test functions.

At first, we need to prove that,
vNg — v =11°[Equ, Psu]lo in L*(0,T; HX(Q)).
It is enough to prove that
N = °[Equ’, PYuN] = © = v°|Equ, Psu

weakly inL2(0,7; H} .
Lemmd1Y.

We are now ready to handle the asymptotics'pfwith (¢, z) = x(t) e;(x)). As before, for the
sake of brevity, we focus on the two most difficult terms, thadich involve

(R?)). In view of Corollary(8 and Propositidd 9, it is an easy consewe of

N = /QpN(vN(X)uN):Vej,
N = i uN — PY BN V) - ((e; — PY(t)e; v
IO = g [ PO ) (e = B 0ey) 5 )

As regards/” (t), once again we change variables to go back to a fixed domaimbtsién

1

JN(t) = s

/85 Mt 60(y)) Jad (y) dy,
where

Wtz) = (W (t2) = PY 0 (t,2)) x v) - ((¢j(2) — P35 (t)ej(x)) x v)

and where
Jag' (y) = |lderyl, " v(y)ll2 det(dploly) = 1.

Letr" := Equ™ — P{u®, resp.n) := e; — P§'e; to which we associat&", resp.H " through
the change of coordinates:

N, oM (ty) =dal [\ RY (ty), 0 (L oM (Ly)) = dey | H)Y (ty) -

From the weak convergence af’, we deduce that” converges weakly in.?(0,7; H. (R?)).
Given the strong convergence t’ in C([0, T]; LP(Q2)) we also have thatjv converges strongly to
nj = ej — Psejin L2(0,T; H. (R%)). Furthermore, adg¢;\,|, is an isometric mapping for alV,
we get that :

JN(tv(m,O(y)):(RNXV)'(HJNXV)? VN eN
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where, because of lemrhal17 :
RN — R weaklyin L*(0,T; H'(Q)), H," — H; strongly in L*(0,T; H' (%))

with obvious notations. This yields corresponding weakstnohg convergences of the traces of these
functions ondSy. Having in mind that Jag¢ = 1 for all NV, and going back to the moving domain, we
obtain easily thay’"V converges weakly ith.! (0, 7)) to :

! / ((u — Ps(tyu) x v) - ((¢j — Ps(t)e;) x v).
8S(t)

J(t) = s

We finally turn to the convergence &f', for which we will need some compactness @Y «').
Therefore, we introduce some notations: we denot@ltlge orthogonal projection fromh?(2) onto
L2(9), respectivelyP;, the orthogonal projection fromi?(£2) onto spafiey, . . . , e ). We also remind
that our strong, resp. weak, convergence resultgarresp.u” imply that.

pNulN — pu weakly-* in L°°(0,T; L3(Q)).
In particular, we have for any fixeft
P(p™NulN) — Py(pu) weakly-*in L>=(0,T; L2(Q)) asN — oc. (4.6)
Moreover, equatior’) can be written: forall < k < N,
O Pi(p™u™)+ P.FN =0 in D (0,T; [HXQ)]*)
whereFN € D' (0,T; [H}(2)]*)) is defined by the duality relation:

T T

N _ N, N N . . N uN :
1 T N NUN < ) - _ pN < v
o A AN AR T BB (R AR

T 1 T
N¢ N N, N N N
s [ @ R o=+ o [ @) o xn)

- /T/pN(—g)-go, forall o € D (0,T; HL(Q)) .
0o Ja

We remind that forf € [HL(Q)]*, P, is defined by duality:< P.f,o >:= < f, Py >. From
the above expression f@" and the various bounds already obtained, it is easily serfahany
fixed k, (P, FY) is bounded (inV) in L?(0,T;[HL(€)]*). Hence, the same conclusion applies to
(0 Pe(pNu™)). Combining with [4.6), it follows that for any fixek,

Pr(pNu) — Pu(pu) strongly in L>=(0,T; [HL(Q)]*) asN — oo. (4.7)
Now, we note that, for arbitrary and NV, and a.at € (0,7 there holds
1PN - AN ) Ol = s [ (PON0) - AT 0] @
H‘P”[Hclr(g)]zl Q
= sup / PN uN (t) (o — Prp)
H<p||[H;(Q)]:1 Q

HPNUNHLOOL2(Q) )

< sup [l — Pepll 2
sl oy =1
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By a standard argument based on Rellich Lemma, one shows that

sup |l — Prollr2) — 0

”90”}[}(9)*1

ask — co. With the uniform bound op™u" in L>(0, T; L?(12)), we can conclude that

P(p™u) = P(pNulN) — 0 strongly in L>(0,T; [HX(Q)]*), ask — 4oo, uniformly in N.
(4.8)
Of course, with a similar but simpler estimate, we also have

Py.(pu) — P(pu) — 0  strongly in L>°(0, T; [HL(Q)]*), ask — +oo. (4.9)

Combining [4Y), [418) and_(4.9), we obtain finally that’(p™¥u) converges taP(pu) strongly
in L2(0,T; [HL(2)]*). Combining this strong convergence with the weak convergefdu’") in
L?(0,T; H:(Q2)), we might apply the method of P.L. Lioris [20, p.47] with the litydoracket[ H L (2)]* —
H(Q) to prove thaty/pNu" converges tq/pu strongly inL?((0,T) x Q). Finally, we rewrite :

t) = / VoNul¥ @ /pNo 1 Ve,
0
where :
e /pNu™ converges tq/pu strongly inL?((0, 7)) x )
e /p" converges tq/p strongly inL>(0, T’; L3(£2))
e v"V converges ta weakly in L2 (0, T'; L°(Q2)) (thanks to the imbedding/! () ¢ L5(Q2)).

Combining these statements, we get thigt converges tol (with obvious notations) weakly in
L0, 7).

Such convergences result yield thHat', «™) satisfy ¢’) for test functionsy of the form x ()1
with x € D([0,T")) andy € span({ex, k € N}). Via a classical density argument, the convergence
extends to allp € H'(0,7; L2 () N L2(0,T; HL(£2)) such thatp|,—r = 0.

4.4 Energy inequality

We end this section by proving that the approximate solutiénu") satisfies the further estimate :

NG rrm>+//2u DEP + 5 // " x vf?
Q N
// |(u™ — P§u™) xy]2+n/ /Xg\u”—Pgu”\Q (4.10)
Qﬁs aSN () 0 Jo
< / /P(—g)'u" + /Po|uo|2
0 Jo Q

for almost allt € [0, T’]. For simplicity we drop exponent in what follows.

First, we note that the solutiorig” , u'¥) of the Galerkin scheme satisfy (#.5) uniformlyMand
that, up to the extraction of a subsequer¢g™ v’ converges tq/pu in L*((0,T) x Q). Hence, we
may pass to the limit ir (415) for almost alke [0, 7] . On the other hand, there holds:
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e By construction of the Galerkin schemg) — ug in L?(Q2) so that :

lim Po\uéV\QZ/POIUO\Q-
N—o00 Q Q

e Given the strong convergence @) in L2((0,T) x Q)

d [ focoe= [0 /

e Given the weak convergence @t in LQ((O T); H'(Q)) and the strong convergenceg¥ in
C([0,T7; LP(£2)) we get that,/ 1.V D (u”) converges weakly tg/zD(u) in L272((0,T) x Q).
In particular, in the weak limit, there holds :

/OT/QMD(U)F Sliminf/OT/Q,uN|D(uN) 5

With similar arguments, we obtain :

T T
/ / xs|u — Psul* < lim inf/ / N u — PYuN 2.
0 Q 0 Q

e Finally, we pass to the limit in the boundary terms. First,imteoduceU/ " andUéV associated
to the extensiorEq, [u™] and the rigid vector field®)«" respectively, computed through the
change of variablé{\fo. As previously, we have:

T T T
] w=riayp = [ -y = [0 oo,
0 JOSN(t) 0 JasN(t) 0 JaSo

Because of the weak convergenceudf and v in L?(0,T; HL(S2)), we have that/V and
UL converge also weakly ifi?(0,T; H. (R?)) (see Lemm&l7). Hence, we have also weak
convergence of the traces 6p. The lower semi-continuity of th&2-norm ondS,, yields :

T T
// (4 — Pou) x ]2 =// (U = Us) x v]?
o Jasw) 0o Jaso
T
< liminf/ / (UN —UY) x v]?
0 9So

T
< liminf/ / |(u™ — PYu™) x v)?
0 JOSN(t)

Similar weak-convergence and semi-continuity argumeiadsl also :

T T
/ / lu x v|* < lim inf/ / [V x |2
0 JoQ 0 JoQ

This ends the proof of (4.10).
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5 Convergence

In the previous section, we have obtained the existence lofi@as «™ of approximate fluid-solid
systems, namely satisfyira)-d). These solutiong™ are defined on some (uniform ir) time interval
(0,T) such that

dist(S™(t),00) > 26, for t €[0,T), forsome fixeds > 0. (5.1)

We must now study the asymptotics @f asn goes to infinity, and recover a weak solution at the
limit.
In what follows, we will often make use of the notation
(0), = {z e R? dist(z,0) < n}

for © an open set ang > 0.

5.1 A priori bounds on ™. Convergence in the transport equation

The densityp™ clearly satisfies the uniform bound
min(pr, ps) < p" < max(pr, ps). (5.2)
Combining [(4.1D) and_(512) yields that
4™ 7o 0,7, 220y + IV XE (W = P& T2 01y x0) + IVETD(W™) T2 0,100y < C- (5.3)

for some constant’ depending only op g, ps, ug and 7.

In particular, up to a subsequence, the first inequalitysgive
u" —u  weakly*in L>°(0,T; L2(Q)).

We can then pass to the limit of the transport equatiprusing Propositioal5. The following conver-
gence holds up to a subsequence:

X4 — xs weakly *in L>=((0,T) x R*), strongly inC([0,T]; L}, (R?)) (p < o0),
with
xs(t, ) =1sw, S(t) = ¢ro(So)
for an isometric propagatar = ¢, , € W>°((0,T)%; C;2.(R?)). Moreover, one has
PIu™ — Psu  weakly *in L=(0,T; C22 (R%)), ¢" — ¢  weakly *in Wh>((0,7)%; C2(R?)).
In particular, one recovers the transport equafion (2.8nhgeus := Psu.
Now, we can combine the second inequality(in5.3), thatgiel

X% (u™ — Piu™) — 0 strongly in L2,

with the strong (resp. weak) convergencex@f(resp.u” and Pgu™). Asn goes to infinity, we derive
easily:
xs(u—wug) =0. (5.4)
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Finally, the last inequality i (513) and Korn’s inequalitgply that

T T
| 1 et < € [ (1D sy + 1 ooy d < O F(0) = S0,
We then introduce continuous extension operators
En(t): {ue H' (F"(t)), divu =0in F™(t), u- v|gg = 0} — HX(Q),

in the spirit of Corollary . As long as the (¢) are20 away fromo(, it is standard to construct these
extension operators in such a way that

|Ea®llem < Cs, Vi€ [0,7],
Hence, if we set'.(t,-) := E,(t)u"(t,-), we have that
(uly) s bounded inL%(0,T; HL(Q)), (1 — X&) (ufp —u™) =0, Vn.
From theL?(0, T; H'(£2)) bound, we can assume up to another extraction that
upb — up  weakly in L?(0,T; H1(Q)).
From above equality and from the strong convergencgiofve then get:

(1 —xs)(up —u) = 0. (5.5)

Eventually, considering relations (5.4) ahnd {5.5), we deit the limitu of «™ belongs toSy.
Hence, back to the definition of a weak solution, it only remsad show that the momentum equation

(2.3) is satisfied bys (+), ug, up.
5.2 A priori bounds on v".

Prior to the analysis of the momentum equation, we must ksttabome refined estimates on the
connecting velocity™. We remind that™ was defined in Lagrangian like coordinates, see paragraph
[47. More precisely,

0" (1 o)) = dooly (VOIU™ (), US ()
where
Equ™ (t,¢70(y)) = dofoly (U™(t.y)), Piu™ (t,¢70(y)) = dofoly (UL(Ly)),

andV? = V°[U,Us] is some linear operator connectig € H,(R*\ Sy) to Us € H}(Sy) over

a band of widths outsideS,: see Corollary}8. We shall here specify our choice for therape1°.
Actually, we shall make it depend en(V? = V%), in order for the following additional assumption
to be satisfied:

VO™ U, Us)—Ull Lo ((50)5\50) < Cop <||(U —Us) V| moasy) + 1P, US)HHl((SO)(;\SO)) ,
V2<p<6. (56)
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We postpone the construction of such operafér to the end of the paragraph.

Back tov", the additional assumptioh (5.6) implies easily that forak p < 6,

(1= x8) (" — u")z2 0,720 02))
T
< Cop ([ 1067 = P8 Vst + ) )

But we know that

T T
/0 (™ = PEu™)(t) - Y1212 m ey < c/o (™ = PRt ) - w132 dt

Q

<L (5.8)
n

where the last bound comes from the second inequalitf_if).(5/e emphasize here that, as the
S™(t)'s are all isometric to one another, the consta@ntioes not depend onm, ¢t. Interpolation with
the similar other bound

T
J R R IO R

T
= C/ (Il s esmsrumney + 10" I2(sney ) o
Or (5.9)
< C/O (HunH%ﬂ(Fn(t)) + \\Un!’%2(sn(t))> dt < C
yields that
T
/0 | = P2am) () - vl osncy dt — 0, Vp <4 (5.10)
Eventually, we get that
(1= x8) (" = u™)|| 20,750 ()) — 0, VP <4 (5.11)

This will be much important in the treatment of the nonlineams.

We conclude this paragraph with the construction of the atpel %" satisfying [5.6). We take
U,Us in H:(R3\ Sp) x H}(Sp). Up to an extension dfls, there is no loss of generality assuming
thatUs € HL(R?).

Step 1.We shall construct a fieltl such that diw =0,
V|550 :Us—F(U—Us)'l/V, and V|3(50)5 =U. (5.12)

Therefore, we introduce a system of orthogonal curvilireardinates sy, s9, z) in a tubular neigh-
borhood ofdSy: s1, s are coordinates along the surfagz&,, whereas: denotes a transverse coordi-
nate. In particular)Sy = {z = 0}. We set

e L — ii e L — ii e =y = ig
L= h1 6817 2 h28827 = - hzaz
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the associated orthonormal vectors, with scale fadtorés, h. > 0. We remind that

1 1 1
Vf= h_laslfel + h—2632f€2 + h—zazfez (5.13)
for a scalar functiory, whereas
. 1
div f = ihals (Osy (h2h. f1) + Os,(hih. f2) + 0.(h1haf.)) (5.14)

for any field f = fie1 + foea + f.e.. We then set
Vii= (1=x(nz)) U+ x(nz)({Us + [(U = Us) - e:] ez)
for a smooth truncation functiog : R — [0, 1] equal tol in a neighborhood of. Clearly, for all
p<6,and; +§ = 5,
VA = Ullio((so)s\so) < Cpo ™ YU, Us) |15 ((50)5\50)
< Chs nH1||(U, Us )| H1((S0)5\S0)-
Also, V; satisfies[(5.12). But it is not divergence-free: formUld4.yields

(5.15)

divVy = x(nz)div ([(U — Us) - e;]ez)
so that for allp < 2,
iV Vil Lo (s)s\80) < C 2 VPIU = Ul ((50)5,50)-

To obtain a divergence-free field, we note that bbtand Ug have zero flux througwSy and [11,
Theorem 3.1]: there exists a field such that

divlV, = —divV; in (So)g \ So, V2|350 = V2|<9(50)5 =0,

and for allp €]1, 2],

IVallwio(sos\so) < Cs n* YPUIU = Usll 1 ((50)5\50) -

In particular, by Sobolev imbedding, one has forall< 6

IVall Lo (50)5\80) < Co P (U, Us) | 11 ((50)5\50)- (5.16)

Finally, the field V' := V; + V4 fulfills our requirements.
Step 2.We construct a field?” such that dii?/ = 0,

W|8SO = [(U — Us) . l/] v, and W|3(50)5 = 0. (5.17)
In the same spirit as in the first step, we take

Wi = X)W~ Us) - vlamo] e

wherey is again a truncation functiony = 1 near0, andy = 0 outside[—1, 1]. A rapid computation
shows that

IWillze((so)s\s0) < Csll(U —Us) - vlrr(asy), Vp (5.18)
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By Propositiori B, there exists a fielfl, such that
divWy = —divi¥V; in (So)g \ So, W2|350 = W2|3(50)6 =0,
and

IWallm1((s0)5\S0) < CslI(U = Us) - v 2(as0)-
In particular, by Sobolev imbedding, one has foraft 6

IWallze((s0)s\s0) < Cs (U = Us) - V|| 12(a50)- (5.19)

Finally, the fieldiW := W7 + W5 fulfills our requirements.

Eventually, we set
VO[U,Us] = U outside (Sp)s,

VOU,Us] = V —Win (So)s \ So,
VO[U,Us] =Ugin Sp.
Combining [5.15),[(5.16)[[(5.18) and (5119) leadd10l(5.6).

5.3 Approximation of the test functions

The weak formulation of the momentum equation involvesatisiauous test functiong € 7r:

p=(1-xs)pr +xsps, ¢r € D(0,T7);D,(Q)), ¢s€D(0,T);R),
with
or - vign =0, @r-V|ase = ps - vlesw Vit

On the contrary, the approximate momentum equatipimvolves continuous (or at lea#f!) test
functions. Hence, we will have to approaghby a sequencéy™) in L2(0,T; HL(€2)). Due to the
discontinuity of the limit, they" (¢, -)’s will exhibit strong gradients neatS™(¢). Precise estimates
are needed, that are the purpose of

Proposition 12 Leta > 0. There exists a sequenge™) in WH>°(0,T; L2(Q))NL>(0,T; H:(S2)),
of the form
¢ = (1 =X3)er + Xs¢s,
that satisfies
I/ XE(% = @9)lleor) @) = O(n~/P) forall p € [2,6].
" — @ strongly in C([0, T]; L9(12)).

n®/?).

™ o, ;81 (€2)) = O

X350 + Pgu™ - V) (¢" — 05) | o (0,1:18()) = O(n=/%).
(O + Piu™ - V)" — (04 Psu-V)p weakly *in - L>(0,T; L5(9)).
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Proof of the proposition
The point is to build a good approximatigrf; of o5 over the solid domain. Broadly, we want
©5(t, Nasnwy = er(t, asnw Vi,

and
0&(t, ) = ps(t,-) InS"(t) away from an~ neighborhood 00S™(¢t) Vt.

Therefore, we proceed as fof, by using lagrangian coordinates: we defing and® - through the
formulas

ps (1, dFo(y) = dojoly (Ps(t,y)),  wr (tdro(y) = dofoly (Pr(t,y)),
and the goal is to define properly sog, related top by the formula

Note thatd s and ® z depend om through the propagatos™, but we omit it from our notationsl he
only thing we have to keep in mind is that the boundsp8rguarantee thabgs and®  are uniformly
bounded in¥ (0, T; HF .(R?)) for all k.

Thanks to the change of coordinates, the problem is now ifixed domainSy. Roughly, we
want to build®? in such a way that

D5(t,-)]as, = Pr(t,-)]as, Vi,

and
DY(t, ) =~ Pg(t,:) InSyaway from an~“ neighborhood 005, V¢t.

Note that time is only a parameter in the system. The corngtruof ®% follows the one ofV/,
performed in the previous paragraph, Step 1. We fekeinder the form

g = gy + Py
The first term has the explicit form
51 = Ps + x(n%2) ((Pr — Ps) = [(Ps — Pr) - ez]€z).

Again, y is a smooth truncation function ne@y andz is a coordinate transverse to the boundary:
0Sp = {z = 0}. Itis easily seen thab§ , satisfies the right boundary condition. Moreover,

H‘I)g*,l - ‘I’SHWLOO(O,T;LP(SO)) < Cn=o/P Vp < oo, H‘I)g*,l - (I)SHWLOO(O,T;Hl(SO)) < Cn®2.
(5.20)
But it is not divergence-free. By applying formula{5.14¢ get

div®s, = x(n%2))", )" = div (z = ((Pp — P5) — [(Ps — PFr) - e.]e.)) .

In particular,)™ is uniformly bounded i/ 1:>°(0, T'; L?(Sy))
By Propositior B, there exists some fi@% satisfying

div &%, = —divd%, in Sy, Dylas, = 0,

31



and
198 o llwroeormi(se) < ClIx(n®2) 1" lwresor.r2(s0)) < Cn= 2 (5.21)

In particular,
[P 2llweoo,;18(50)) < Cn=o/2, (5.22)

Back to the moving domain (in variable), one can combine the estimatés (5.20)-(5.21)-(5.22)
with the uniform bound o™ in W°°(0,T; C*>°(£2)). From there, one can deduce the estimates of
the proposition. For the sake of brevity, we only treat the ast items. Namely, we write

n n, n n a n n
X5 (0% + Pgu™ - V) (¢" = @s) I, ryze) < Cllgy détoly (5 — @) llroe 0,15 (50))
< Cn®/8,
where the last inequality involveS (5]120) abd (5.22). Thuard implies in turn that
(O + PFu™- V)" = (1=x&) 0+ P¥u" - V)or + x50+ P§u™ - V)ps + O(n~ /%) in L5(Q)

The products at the r.h.s. are then easily handled usingritegsconvergence of (and the weak
convergence of’gu"). We obtain

(O + Piu™ - V)" — (9, + Psu- V) weakly *in L>(0,T; L5(Q))

as expected. This concludes the proof of the proposition.

5.4 Convergence in the momentum equation: linear terms

We now have all the elements to study the asymptotics of theoapnate momentum equatiar).
Given an arbitraryy € T, we consider an approximate sequefigé) as in Proposition 12. We shall
take ™ as a test function i), and letn tend to infinity, so as to recover (2.1). We shall rely on the
fieldsu} andur introduced in paragragh 5.1. We remind that

(1—xDup = (1 —xHu", up — up weaklyin L2(0,T; HL(Q)). (5.23)
To lighten notations, we shall write? := Pgu”, ug := Psu. We remind that these rigid fields
satisfy
ul — ug  weakly *in L0, T; Wk (R3)) VE. (5.24)

In this paragraph, we consider the asymptotics of all teratighe convection one.

e \We write the diffusion term as:
T T 1
[ [ty pien = [ [ (2urt - D) + 28060 s D)
0 JQ 0 JQ n

T T
:/O /QzuF(l—XE)D(uT}):D(wF) + %/0 /QX%D(U@):D(Q@") = I 4 I

From the strong convergence i to x s in C([0, 7; LP(£2)), and the weak convergencef
tour in L2(0,T; H'(2)), we deduce

T
Iy —>/0 /Q2/~LF(1—Xs)D(UF)rD(<PF)-
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As regardd?, we use the bounds

IVE D) 7200y = O)s 19" 207501 (2)) = O(n?)
established in the previous paragraphs. They imply

121 < —5 IIxs D)2 0,my<) 1D z2(0 1) <) < —=ay3

If we choosen < 2, thenIZ goes to zero as goes to infinity, and finally

/OT/QQM”D(u”):D(ap”) - /OT/F@ 2up D(up) : D(gp).

The boundary term &i{) reads

%/OT/E)Q(U”xy)-(go”XV)Z%/OT/BQ(U%XV)‘(SDFXV)

1 T
— — Up XUvV):- X v
s | <) tor <
by the weak convergence of. in L?(0,T; H*(Q)).

We deal with the boundary term &6™ as in the Galerkin approximation. We introducg :=
Pgu”, rg = Pgp" = Pdyps and capital Igtters to denotg velocity fie_lds when seen tfirou
the change of variable. We then have, as in the computaticthéoGalerkin method :

1 T n ny v . L AN

%/o /aSn(t)((uF—uS) V) ek =)

1 (7 0 rm n
:%/o /aso((UF—US)XV)'(((I’F_RS)X”)’

where we used thap}. = ¢r. We note here thap™ converges tap in C([0,7]; L%(£2)) so
that combining with the strong convergencexdf it yields thatrg converges tag := Psy in
L*(0,T; H. (R?)). Through the change of variable, Lemma 17 yields that :

R% — Rg strongly inL2(0,T; H/2(85)).

Then, we combine the respective convergences;of:% with Lemmal1Y yielding, with obvi-
ous notations :

Up — Ur weakly inL%(0,T; H(Q)), UL — Us weakly inL?(0,T; H'(Q)) .

We apply these convergences together with the continuitsaogs ord.Sy; CcC €2, and go back
to the moving geometry, to obtain finally :

1 ’ n n i n__,n v
55 ) g (=) 0 (=) v

T
7 %/0 /as(t)((w —us) xv) - ((pF = ws) X V).
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e to treat the penalization term we use the bounds

n”\/ x’é(u" - Pgu”)”%2 (0,1)xQ) — o(1), H\/ Xg*(ﬁﬂg* - @S)HC([O,T];US(Q)) = O(n_a/Q)
( )

established in the previous paragraph. We also remindghaas a rigid vector field, satisfies
ps = P{pg. From there,

T
w [ [ = Py o - Py
0

| [ ! [ e = P (6 = os) - PG - o)

< Cpl/2-el?

T
= |n /0 /Q (™ — Pum) - (% — )

If we choosexr > 1 (which is compatible with the former constraint< 2), the penalization
term vanishes as — +oc.
5.5 Strong convergence ofu™)

To show that(.S, u) is a weak solution ove(0, T"), we still have to pass to the limit in the convection
term

T
conv” = / / Pt (u" - O U @ U V") .
o Ja
To compute this limit, we first prove
Proposition 13 Up to the extraction of a subsequen¢e?) converges ta in L2((0,T) x ).

This result is obtained applying the method introduced @nréference [23] (see aldo [10] for the 3D
case). We first introduce some notations. Giferd s < 1 and.S a bounded connected subsget?,
we denote

R*[S] = the closure of{v € H}(Q) such that, € R} in H*(S).

As R?[S] is a closed subspace @f°({2) we denoteP?[S] the orthogonal projector froni/*(€2)
onto this subspace. Giveri > s, we recall thatR*'[S] is a dense subspace &F[S], and that the
imbbedingR*'[S] C R*[S] is compact. Ifs = 0, we shall drop exponent We emphasize that in the
cases = 0 the projectorP[S] does not coincide with th€s introduced in[(3.11).

Ouir first step is the following approximation lemma :
Lemma 14 Lets < 1.

i) The sequencéu,,) is uniformly bounded irL2(0, T'; H*(£2)). Moreover, there is = £(s) > 0
such that for allh < §/2,
T
/0 [l (t, ) = PPL(S™(®)a] u" (¢, )7y < C (h° + 077 (5.25)

i) One hasu € L?(0,T; H*(5)). Moreover, there exists = £(s) such that for allh < §/2,

T
/0 lu(t, ) = P(S(E)n) ult, st < CHS, (5.26)
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where, in both cases, the constdntdepends only on initial data.

Proof of the lemma.We only prove the first item of the lemma, the second one bdimgler. It
relies on the construction of a suitable approximatigrof ", rigid in ah-neighborhood o6™. This
approximation will satisfy the following properties :

e (v)is bounded inZ.2(0,7; H*(12)) for s small enough
o vl (t,-) = Pgnu™(t,-) in (S™(t)), andvj(t,-) = u"(t,-) outside(S(t))s fora.a.t € (0,7).
Note that it impliesv} (¢, ) € R*[(S™(t))s] fora.a.t € (0,T).
e for h sufficiently small and for a.&. € (0, 7") there holds
(2, -) = vt (t, |2 onsm iy < Chs (PR ™z gy + 1™ e n )
+ C|l(u™ — Pgu™) - V|2 asm 1) »

l_s mn n n
[ oh (8 ) s ) < CQA+h37%) ([IPGu”(t, )l 2@ + u™ & )l mr ney)

+ Cf|(u" — Pgu™) - v||2(a57(1))-
(5.27)

Before giving further details on the constructionugfwe explain how the previous properties imply
Lemmd’.2b. By interpolation of (3.8) arld (5.9), we obtain

<
NG
We square the inequalities In_.(5]27) and integrate foim7". Using [5.28) with the uniform bounds
(&.3), we end up with

T
</0 [’ = ”Z‘|%2<ﬂ\<s"<t>)h>>

Moreover,

r 2
</0 lu™ = ”ZHL%(s"(t))h))
T
n n, ni2
< </0 [u™ — Pgu ||L2(sn(t))>

Using [5.3), we get

T
/0 (" = PRt ) - )2 g oy dE < (5.28)

1/2
1

S C <h1/3 + %> , ||UZ||L2(O7T;HS(Q)) S C, \V/S S 1/3

(5.29)

1/2 1/2

T
= </0 lu” —Pgun”%?((sn(t»h))

1/2 T 1/2
+ </0 " —Pg“"||%2<<sn<t>>h\s"<t>>>

T . - 1/2 C T . . 1/2
(/0 lu —”h”w(sn(t»h)) s =T (/0 [u” = Pgu ”L?((Sﬂ(t»h\sn(t»)
o T 1/2
< NG + CvVh (/O [[u” _PgunH%‘l((S"(t))h\S”(t)))
o . 1/2 c
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Combining this last inequality with the first inequality [B.29) yields

n n 1
[u"™ = vpllL2 00 < C <h1/3+%> (5.30)

As regards thé?® norm, s < 1/3, we use the second inequality [n (5.29) to write

T 2
+ </0 HunHHs(F"(t))dt>
1/2

T
+ </0 HUZH?{s(Fn(t))dt> < ™ = Pgu™| 2010 (sm)) + O(1)

1/2 1/2

T
" = vill 2o () < (/0 ||“"—P§“””§fs(sn(t>>dt>

Finally, we have

[u™ — Pgu™ || 20,315 (sm)) < Clu" — Pgu””m( o,1)xsm) 14" = PSU" [ 120.1,1 (smy)
1\ 1
<C (—) n® < C assoonas < —.
Vn 3
We end up with
1
[u™ = villz20,1m)) < C assoonas < 3 (5.31)

One last interpolation betwedn (5130) ahd (5.31) showsfthatl s < 1/3 ande = &(s) > 0,
[u™ = vpll 2 0mme () < C(A°4+n7°).

As vy (t,-) belongs taR*[(S™(t)),] for all ¢, by definition of the projection, the same inequality holds
replacingu;’ by P[(S™(t))n], as expected.

We still have to achieve the construction«gf. It follows the construction of", cf paragraph
[5.2. Itis actually simpler, because we only look farjawith H* regularity for smalls. In particular,
jump on the tangential part &(S™);, ando(S™)s will be allowed.

As before, we go back to Lagrangian coordinates : we look fgf ander the form
vp (t, dro(y)) = déroly Vi (¢, y).
Also, we defined/™ andUg through
%Wﬁﬁ%@):W%bW@waR@WM%@D:@%MWWM-

In this way, we are back to a static probleRor brevity, we shall omit temporarily the time dependence
in our notations The point is to build a field’;" satisfying

Vit=Ug in (So)n, Vi'=U" outside(Sp)s,
and suitable estimates.

Therefore, we follow paragraphb.2. We paramettizg) s\ .Sy by curvilinear coordinate&s, sz, z),
z being the distance @tS,. Hence,d(Sy), = {z = h}. Then, we introduce

v = (1= (52)) o (B w0 - v e
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and the solutiorV;", of

{ divVy, = —diviy, in(So)s \ (So)n
Vitg = 0 ond(Sp)s andd(Sp)p
Computations similar to those of paragréaph 5.2 yield :
Ve = U z2((s0)s\(S0)n) < ns|\(Un, U ) E1((S0)5\(So)n) xR (5.32)
IVl sy Somy < B3 IU™, U b ((50)s\ (So)n) xR (5.33)
Vitallzt(so)s\So)n) < C U™ UG E1((S0)5\(S0)n) xR (5.34)

Let us emphasize that the constadntin the last inequality can be chosen uniformlyZinsee [11,
Theorem 111.3.1]. It follows by interpolation that

l*s n n
Vs + Vilall s (so)s\So)n) < CR3TZU™, U H1 ((50)5\ (So)n) xR - (5.35)

Finally, we build soméV;' = VY," whereY}" is the unique solution of :

Ay = 0 in (So)s \ (So)n »
2.Vt = (Ug—U")-e., ond(So)n, such that/ Y =0.
8ZYn =0 s on 6(50)5 s (S0)s\(So)n

we recall thatr = e, on 9(Sy),. By standard elliptic regularity results, there exists astantC
independent of. such that :

Wi 2 soys\som) < YR T ((s0)s\s0)n) < CNUS =U") - ezl g-1/2(a050),) -
Wil (sos\som < IYRla2s0)5\S0)n) < CNUS = U™) - exll iz aqsy),) -
By interpolation, we get
Wi 2oy S CIUS = U") - exllL2(aso)n) (5.36)

Now, we write

1(Us = U™) - ezllz2(a(s0)m)
1 W m .
<C (h2 IV(Us = U")2((s0)5\(50)) + (Us =U") -eZHLQ(BSO)) . (6.37)

Eventually, we set/ = V', + V;'y — Wy'. We stress that the normal componentgf is
continuous acros8(Sy), andd(Sy)s. Hence, for anys < %, the H* norm of V;* over the whole
domain is controlled by the sum of tHé® norms over(Sy)n, (So)s \ (So)r andQ™ \ (Sp)s, where
Q" is a shorthand fo:;bg’t(Q). It follows from this remark and the previous inequalitibgtt for all
s<1/2

2—5s

Vi) < € ((1+ B35 (10l oy + 1URl1R) + (U = U™) - ezl z2(0sy) - (5:38)

Also, one has

Vi = U™ L2\ (So))
< ¢ (B2 (10" oy + UElIR) + I(UE = U™) - e:llz2ossy ) - (5:39)
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Back to the moving domain, and accouting for time dependemeeabtain[(5.27).

The second step in the treatment of the nonlinear terms isyeat®f the Hausdorff distance
betweenS”(¢) andS(t') for close timeg,t' € [0, T]. This is the purpose of

Lemma 15 Leth > 0.

i) There existsy > 0 such that for alln > ny,
S™(t) € (SE)nsa € (5" ()2 VEE[0,T].
ii) There existg) > 0 such that for allty € [0, 77, forall t € [to —n,to + 1] N[0, T]
(SE))ns2 € (S(to))n C (S(t))2n-
Note that condition[(5]1) and point i) of the lemma (applieithvi. = &) imply that

dist(S(t), 09) >

N | w

9, for te]0,T], forsome fixeds > 0. (5.40)

Proof of the lemma We first treati), focusing on the first inclusion (the other one is proved in
the same way). To this end, we recall that the associatecereguof characteristic functiong}
converges toacs in C([0, T]; L*(£2)). This implies that

sup [87(1) &S] = sup_ [IX&(t, ) — xs(t, )11y — O whenn — oo,
te[0,T] te[0,T]

where we denoted\ the symmetric difference of subsets®t. Let us now take:, > 0 and assume
a contrario that there exists a sequence of timgse [0, 7] and of integersy;, going to infinity such
that

S™ (k) \ (S(tr))nya # 0.
As S™ (t1,) is isometric toSy, which satisfies:

Jr > 0s.t. for allz € Sy there exists a euclidean ba with radiusr satisfyingz € B C Sy
there exists for alk a ball B;, with radiusr’ = min(r, h/16) such that
By C S™(te) \ S(te) ,

so that
471'|7“’|3

sup [S™(t) A S(t)] =
te[0,7 3

)

which yields a contradiction. Consequently, there exigtsuch that, for alh > ny,
$™(t) < (SM)nya, Ve [0,T].

The second itenii) is obtained in the same way. Let> 0 and assume for instance that the first
inclusion does not hold. Arguing as previously, we are ableanstruct two sequence&ﬁ) and (tF)
converging both té, € [0, 7] and such thas(*) \ S(t&) contains a ball of fixed radius. Once again,
this contradicts the continuity ih!(2) of ys atto.
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Thanks to the previous lemmas, we can conclude the proof agdBition[138, following very
closely [23]. At first, very minor adaptation of the proof &3, Proposition 7.1] yieldsfor s €
(0,1/3), there existsy, such that, for allh € (0, h):

i [ [ o sowe = [ o PUs@un (5.42)

n—oo

We remind that the main idea behind this limit is the follogirthanks to Lemmpa_15, for any field
¢, the projected field?*[(S(¢)),](€) is rigid in a neighborhood of™(¢) for n large enough. Hence,
if one usesP?[(S(t))n](€) as a test function in the momentum equation, the boundany a&d.S™ (¢)
and the penalization term vanish: roughly, one recoversfarambound ond, P*[(S(t))n](p™u™) in

a Sobolev space of negative index, and from there compacties all details, seé [23, Proposition
7.1].

Then, one establishes that

T T
lim / / P = / / plul?, (5.42)
n—=oo Jo JQ 0o JQ

<p” =pr(1 = X% +psxé, p=pr(l—xs)+ sts> . The idea is to write

/OT/Qp"m"F—/OT/meF
_ ( / : o pesnen - [ ' [ PS[(S(t»h](u))
+ /0 ' /Q P - (u” — PPIS(E)n]u™)dt + /O ' /Q pu- (PE[S(t)p)u — u)dt

The first term at the r.h.s. is controlled usifig (5.41), wherthe last two are treated thanks to Lemma
[I3: note that.S(t)), C (S™(t))an for n large enough by Lemnjall5, so that

T

T
/0 [l (t,-) = PP[(S(8))n] u" (8. ) IErs () < /0 [ (t,-) = P(S™(#))2n] u (¢, M7 o
< C(hF +n79).

The final step of the proof consists in showing that

T T
/ / plunf? = / / pluf?
0 Q 0 Q

which yields the strong compactnessutif(p having positive lower and upper bounds). The idea here

is to write
4 2 2 4 2 2 4 2
[ ot =p| <[] e o) + | [ [ o= o).
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q

The first term at the r.h.s. goes to zero by (5.42). For thergkooe, we use thaf® — p strongly in
C([9,T]; L?(Q)) for all finite p and thatw"|? is uniformly bounded irL?’ for somep’ > 1, thanks to
the uniformH* bound onu™. Again, we refer to[[23] for all details.
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5.6 Convergence in the momentum equation: nonlinear terms

Thanks to the strong convergence of Proposifidn 13, we axealte to splitconv™ in a suitable way.
Let us first remind that™ is identically equal ta.¢ inside S™, whereagy™ is identically equal tao
outsideS™. This allows us to decompose the convection term as follows:

T
conv” = / /Qpp(l —X9) up - Orpr
0

T T

—i—/ / pr(1 —x5)v" @up : Vor + / psX (0 +ul - V)" - u" = 1P+ IY + 1Y

o Ja 0
The convergence df’ is clear:
T
5 [ ] or=xs)ue- duer.
0o Ja
The convergence dff follows from the fourth item in Propositidn 112, which cleaiinplies that
T
I3 = / /stxg(at +us - V)ps - u" + o(1).
0

Using the strong convergence gfu" to xsus in L2((0,T) x Q), itis then easily shown that

T T
[g:/ /PSXSatSDS‘US+/ /Psxgug'vwsﬂg + o(1).
o Ja 0o Ja

Now, we write the second term at the r.h.s. as

T T
/O /Q Pl - Vips - ulk — /O /Q Pl @k : Vigs
T
- /0 /Q psxak @l - D(ps) = 0

asyg is arigid vector field.
It remains to studyy. We know from paragraph 3.2 that

(1= X8)(@" —u") = (1 = x§)(v" —up) = 0in L*(0,T; LF(Q)), Vp <6.

It follows that
T
Iy = / / pr(1 — XOup @ up : Vor + o(1).
0o Ja

T
= / / pr(l = x§u" @u" : Vop + o(1).
o Ja
In this last identity we collect the strong convergences’ofo w in L?((0,7') x ) and ofx% to x in

C([0,T7; L'(9)), together with the uniform regularity @i, ) in L?(0,T; H'/5(Q)) (see Lemma
[I4), which yields thatu,,, u) are uniformly bounded i (0, T'; L3%/13()). We obtain then :

T
//PF(l_XS)u®U3VSDF
0 Jo

T
= / / pr(l —xs)ur @up : Vop
0o Ja

T
lim / / pr(l — x5)u" @u" : Vep
0 Q

n—oo

This concludes our proof.
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5.7 Energy inequality and extension to collision time.

We pass to the weak limit ifi_(4.110) and prove that the solutien:) satisfies the further energy
estimate[(Z2). First, we note thAf (4.10) implies

I 22y + /ﬁ/2ﬂu3 P + 3o /“/|uxuﬁ
Q o0
// (" — P st//mﬁwﬂ+/mm2
255 asSN (1) 0 Jo Q

for all n. As we have convergence @fp™u™ in L?~=((0,T) x ) we can pass to the weak limit in
this inequality for almost alt € [0,7]. As S(t) remains far fromD$2 we treat boundary terms in a
similar way as in paragrafh 4.4. The only term which requiresw treatment is :

/0 t | 21Dt

For this term, we note that, because of Lenimi 15, there hotdarbitrary/ > 0 andn sufficiently

large :
t t
L[ mipwnp < [ [ 2ipep
0 JosEn 0 Jo

If we let n go to infinity, and therk go to0, we obtain :

t t
/ / 2ur|D(ur)* < liminf/ /Q,u"]D(u )2
0o JF@) 0 Jo

for almost allt € [0, T]. Hence, passing to the limit il (4.110) yields(2.2).

Our solutions are limited in time to avoid collision. Nametlge only shortcoming of our con-
struction is that it requires the distance betw&ét) ando2 to be larger than a fixed positive distance
§ through time. However, as long as we are given an initial data L?(Q2) and an initial positiors,
such thatS, € €2, we are able to construct a small tifdedepending only on the inital position 6f
in Q and theL? norm ofug such that the solution exists and satisfies this properti) Gf]. As our
solutions satisfy also energy estimdie {2.2) we might mdre the arguments of [10, Lemma 2.2] to
concatenate solutions in time and prove existence of at dessweak solution until collision time.
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A Weak/Strong convergence and isometries
In this appendix, we study the influence of isometric tramafitions on weak and strong convergence
of sequences. First, we prove :
Lemma 16 Letg € C([0,T];1som(R3)). Givenw : (0,T) x R?* — R3 we define :
w(t, ¢(t,y)) = dnl, W (t,y), ¥ (t.y) € (0,T) x R*. (A1)

Then

o If we L2(0,T; HY(R?)) thenW € L?(0,T; H'(R3)).

o Ifwe C[0,T]; H'(R?)) thenW € C([0,T]; H' (R?)).

e The same assertions hold true replacifg (R?) by H}. (R?).

The proof of this lemma is based on the fact that formulal(#ot¥ixed ¢ defines a unitary transfor-
mation of H!(R?). The details are left to the reader. Second, we obtain :

Lemma 17 Leto? : [0,T] x R3 such thatg™ (¢,-) € Isom(R?) for all ¢ € [0,T]. We assume that
N converges t@ in C([0, T]; C2.(R?)). Given a sequenc@v™) : (0,7) x R? — R3 we define :

loc
wh (t, N (t,y)) = do [, W (t,y).

Then, with obvious notations:
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o If (w) converges tav strongly (resp. weakly) i.2(0, T; H'(R?)) then (W) converges to
W strongly (resp. weakly) ih.2(0, T'; H'(R?)).

o If (w") converges ta in C([0, T); H' (R?)) then(W ) converges téV in C ([0, T]; H'(R?)).

e The same assertions hold true replaciid (R?) by H! (R?).

Remark.We point out thatv™ andWW ¥ satisfy symmetric relations:

Nt () = de |y Wh(ty) = WY (e (@) = digf ] e w™ (),
so that fielddV™ andw™, resp.W andw can be switched in this lemma.

Proof of Lemm&I7We first remind that}" is an affine isometry, so that (for aW, t)
|doi |y x| = lal,  [[def’|,) ™t M dey'|y| = (M|, V(x,y) €R® xR, VM € Ms(R). (A.2)

The same relations hold ferinstead of’" .

Strong convergencele focus on convergence ([0, T]; H'(R?)), the strong convergence in
L?H' being treated in the same way. First, we note that our prediemma yields:

W e (o, T); H (R?)) foranyN, W € C([0,T]; H'(R?)).
Then, we write
WY =Wl oo 2@ < sgpffv(t) + sup 15 (t) + sup I3 (t)
where
N OF = [ WY (t0) = doff o d =), Wit 0~ 0 o () d,
OF = [ 617 o dorl, Wit 0 0 08 (0) = Wit [0 o 6 )| do

and

BOP = [ W lo] ™ o6 ) - Wit dv
Using [A.2), we have easily
e / ™ (1,6 () — wi(t, 6 ()| dyt
= {w (t,z) —w(t,x { dzx,
R3

which tends uniformly t® when N — oo by assumption. We then get

Y ()2 < sup|ded, o dgyo — o[} / W (t, (6]~ 0 6 ()] dy
t,y R3

IN

2
sup |deg; o dpeo — 1™ Wl c(o. 70 m1msy) — 0
7y
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Finally, the continuity ofi” with values inL?(R?3) implies that:

/ W (t,y)|*dy
ly|>A

can be made arbitrary small uniformly in time, takidgsufficiently large. So, we apply the local
convergence ap” to ¢ to obtain that, forV sufficiently large, there holds :

1/2 1/2
</ (W (t, [¢] ' o ¢iv(y))\2dy> + (/ \W(t,y)lzdy>
ly|>A ly|>A

) 1/2
+ </ (W (L, (o 0 0r (y) — W(t,y)| dy)
ly|<A

T 1/2 s
2 1 4N () — 2
2</o [y W') ¥ ( [ Wl oo w) Wit dy>

The first term at the r.h.s. is independentMfand goes to zero a4 goes to infinity. Moreover, for
fixed A, [¢¢] ! o ¢ (y) converges tg; uniformly in [0, 7] x {|y| < A}. Hence, for fixed4, the
second term at the r.h.s. converges to zerdvagoes to infinity (continuity of translations ih?)
uniformly in ¢. We conclude that}’ goes to zero, so thar" converges tdV in C([0, T]; L*(R?)).
The convergence &¥ W to VIV follows the same lines, which yields the result.
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Weak convergenceAgain, we only prove the convergence RA. The convergence ilﬁ{l{)c(R?’)
is similar. We assume here thaw”) converges tow in L2(0,7; H'(R?)) weak. Giveny <
C((0,T) x R?) there holds :

T T
/ Wt y) - x(ty) dt dy = / / WV (16N (y)) - ddy ]y x(t.y) dt dy
0 R3 0 R3

T
- /0 /Rs wV (k@) (o)) (e (0] 7 @) dt dy,

where we applied again that;," |y is a linear isometry. Because of the strong convergeneg'ah
C([0,T); CL _(R3)) there holds :

loc

(™)) ™ (b (8N (@) = (dlée) M) x(t, 6] (x)) strongly inL2((0,T) x B?)

so that with the weak convergencewt’ we obtain :

T T
/ WN(t,y) - x(t,y) dt dy — / W(t,y) - x(ty) dt dy.
0 R3 0 R3

Similar arguments yield also that:

T T
/ VWN(t,y) : Vx(t,y) dt dy — / VW (t,y) : Vx(t,y) dt dy.
0 R3 0 R3

which ends the proof.
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