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1 Introduction

1.1 Fluid - rigid body system

Let Q C R? be a smooth bounded domain, and Sy C Q be smooth such that d(d52,Sy) > 0. Sy
represents part of the domain occupied by the rigid body at the initial state. Qp = Q\ Sy is the
fluid domain at the initial state which we will use as the reference domain. The unknowns of the
system are fluid velocity u : [0, 7] x Qp(t) — R3, fluid pressure p : [0,7] x Qp(t) — R, position
of the center of mass of the rigid body q : [0,7] — R? and angular velocity of the rigid body
w : [0,7] — R®. Here we used the following abuse of notation which is standard in analysis of
moving boundary problems:

0,7) xQp(t) = ] {t} x Qr(t), (1.1)

te(0,T)

where Qp(t) = Q\ S(¢) is the fluid domain at time ¢, and S(t) is a part of the domain occupied by
the rigid body at time ¢ and is defined by q and w in the following way. Let P be a skew-symmetric
matrix such that P(t)x = w(t) x x, x € R3. Then rotation of the rigid body Q : [0, 7] — SO(3) is
defined by relation

Tor =P (1.2
The domain S(t) is defined by an orientation preserving isometry
B(t,y) = q(t) + Q(t)(y —q(0)),  ye€ S, tel0,T], (1.3)
as the set
St)={xeR’: x=B(t,y), yecS}=B(5), tel0,T] (1.4)

The Eulerian velocity of the rigid body is given by:
ug(t,x) == 0,B(t, B~}(t,x)) = a(t) + P(t)(x — q(t)) for all x e S(t), (1.5)

where a = %q is the translation velocity of the rigid body.
The equations modelling dynamics of the fluid - rigid body system read as follows:

ou+ (u-V)u=div(T(u,p)), | .

dglvlu iu() o =div (T(w, ) } in (0,T) x Qp(t),
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dt2q f{)S(t u,p nd’y( ) i (0T

ir(Jw) fas (t)) x T(u,p)ndy(x) in (0,), (1.6)
“—dtQ+wX(X OI) on (0,T) x 95(1),
u=0 onodf,

u(07 ) = Uy in Qv q(O) = o, %q(O) = Qy, w(O) = Wo.



Here T(u, p) = —pl+2Du is the fluid Cauchy stress tensor, where Du = % (Vu + VuT) is symmetric
part of the gradient, and J is the inertial tensor defined as follows:

J= S(t)(lx —q()PT— (x —q(t) ® (x — q(t))) dx.

Notice that for simplicity we normalized all physical constants since their concrete values do not
influence our analysis.

Remark 1.1 (About the notation) Throughout the paper we will denote by u both the fluid
velocity defined on Qp and the global velocity defined on 2. The global velocity is obtained by
extending the fluid velocity by setting u = ug on S(t). To avoid confusion we will always write the
domain of definition.

1.2 Statement of the results

The goal of the paper is to study the regularity of weak solution to fluid - rigid body problem (1.6).
Definition and existence of finite energy weak solutions (i.e. of Leray-Hopf type) are well-known
(see e.g. [6]). Here for the convenience of reader, we recall the definition of weak solution: First we
define a function space

V(t)={ve HyQ) :divv=0, Dv=0in S(t)}, (1.7)
and a weak solution is given by the following definition

Definition 1.1 ([21]) The couple (u,B) is a weak solution to the system (1.6) if the following
conditions are satisfied:

1. The function B(t,-) : R® — R3 s an orientation preserving isometry given by the formula
(1.3), which defines a time-dependent set S(t) = B(t,S). The isometry B is compatible with
u = ug on S(t) in the following sense: the rigid part of velocity u, denoted by ug, satisfies
condition (1.5), and q, Q are absolutely continuous on [0,T] and satisfy (1.2) with a = %q.

2. The function u € L*(0,T;V(t)) N L>(0,T; L*(2)) satisfies the integral equality

/T/{u~8tgo+ (u®u): Dy —2Du : Dy } dxdt — / u(T)p(T)dx = —/uocp(O)dx,
0o Ja Q Q 18)
which holds for any test function @ € H'(0,T;V (t)).
3. The energy inequality

1 ! 1
0 QF(T)

holds for almost every t € (0,T).



Now we state the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.1 Let (u,B) be a weak solution to the system (1.6). Assume that d(S(t),00) > 4, for
some constant 6 > 0. If %a, %w € L>(0,T), and u satisfies Prodi-Serrin condition

3 2
ue L0, T; L*(Qp(t)))  for some s,r such that —+— =1, s € (3,4+0) (1.9)
s r

then
ue C(0, 7] x Qp(t), a,w € C*((0,T7]).

It is a classical result in the theory of Navier-Stokes equations that any weak solution to 3D
Navier-Stokes equations satisfying condition (1.9) is smooth (see e.g. [11] where also critical case
s = oo and r = 3 was solved, and references within). Our result is generalization of this classical
result to the fluid - rigid body system (1.6). Notice that we have two extra assumptions. The
first assumption says that rigid body do not touch the boundary of €2, i.e. the fluid domain does
not degenerate. It is well known (e.g. [30]) that this condition is necessary since the domain
degeneration leads to non-smooth solutions. The second condition, i.e. boundedness of the rigid
body acceleration, is somewhat unexpected, and we will later elaborate more on technical reasons
that give rise to that condition. In absence of this condition we can show that solutions are strong:

Theorem 1.2 Let (u,B) be a weak solution to the system (1.6). Assume that d(S(t),00) > ¢, for
some constant 6 > 0. If u satisfies Prodi-Serrin condition (1.9) then

uc LP(e, T; WP(Qp(t) N WP (e, T; LP(Qp(1))), a,w € W'P(e,T) (1.10)

for all e > 0 and for all 1 < p < c0.

1.3 Literature review

The global regularity of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in dimension 2 is a well-known
result which was first proved by by Leray [25] and Ladyzhenskaya [24], but in dimension 3 it is a
famous open problem. However, there are regularity results for weak solutions that additionally
satisfy Prodi-Serrin condition proved by Leray [26] for Q = R?, including the case s = oo, and
by Fabes, Lewis and Riviere [13, 12], and Sohr [29] for domains with a bounded boundary. These
regularity results were extended to the case s = 3 by von Wahl [33] on the bounded domain, and by
Giga [19] on the domain with a bounded boundary. There are also plenty of conditional regularity

results with other types of conditions, e.g. on gradient of the fluid velocity or the pressure (see e.g.
Remarks 5.6 and 5.9 in [16]).!

In the case of the fluid - rigid body system theory is much less developed. 2D case is studied in
2, 3, 20] where existence and uniqueness of global weak solution is proved provided that rigid body

!Let us mention also the conditional regularity of the type that one component of the velocity field is more regular,
see [28].



does not touch the boundary. Moreover, they show that these solutions are strong away from ¢ = 0.
In the three dimensional case there are results of local-in-time strong solutions or global-in time
solutions for small initial data [7, 8, 17, 27, 31, 10]. Moreover, global-in-time existence (or existence
up to the time of contact) of Leray - Hopf type weak solution were studied in [6, 9, 15, 22, 14]. We
also mention the existence results in the case of slip boundary conditions [18, 5, 2, 3, 34]. Uniqueness
of weak solutions is still an open problem, but results of weak-strong uniqueness type were proved in
both slip and no-slip case ([4, 21]) which state that the weak solution satisfying additional condition
on the fluid velocity is unique in the larger class of weak solutions.

Our regularity result stated in Theorem 1.1 is motivated by the classical regularity result for
the incompressible Navier-Stokes case [16, Theorem 5.2]). To the best of our knowledge, this is the
first result on the regularity of weak solution for the fluid-rigid body interaction problem. Inspired
by works [17, 31, 32] we use fixed point theorem in combination with the maximal regularity result
for the Stokes problem. The proof strategy in more details is outline in the next Section.

2 Proof strategy

Here we follow the classical approach to linearize problem (1.6) around a solution that satisfies the
Prodi-Serrin condition, and to analyse the regularity properties of the solution to the linear system.
Since the linearized problem has a unique solution and a solution to the nonlinear problem is the
solution to the linearized problem, proving the regularity for the linearized problem is enough. This
approach has also been used to prove a conditional regularity result for the incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations (see e.g. [16, Section 5]). However, adapting this strategy to the fluid - rigid body
system is very technically challenging as outlined below. The main steps of the proof are:

e Linearization. Let (U, p,q,w) be a weak solution to the problem (1.6) which satisfies Prodi-
Serrin condition. We linearize around that solution and obtain a linear fluid - rigid body
problem where the movement of the rigid body is prescribed by q and w. We show that the
obtained linear problem has a unique weak solution which we denote by (u, p, a, w).

e Transformation to the fixed reference domain. Since the linear problem is posed in
the moving domain it is convenient to transform it a cylindrical domain, i.e. to the reference
domain that does not depend on time. We use a change of variable that preserves the diver-
gence free condition and is rigid near the rigid body. This change of variables was introduced
in [23] and by now is a standard tool in analysis of the fluid - rigid body system. Solution to
the linearized problem on the cylindrical domain is denoted by (U, P, A, Q).

e Strong solution. We show that if u satisfied the Prodi-Serrin condition then (U, P, A, Q) is
the strong solution, i.e. equations (1.6) are satisfied in the LP sense. The main technical tool

is the fixed point theorem and a maximal regularity result for the fluid - rigid body operator.
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

e Higher regularity. In this step the goal is to bootstrap the argument from the previous step
to get the higher regularity estimates. Therefore, first we need to prove regularity of the time



derivatives. This is achieved by analysing the system obtained by formally differentiating in
time the linearized system from the previous steps. The main issue here is to prove that the
solution to the system obtained by taking the time derivative is exactly the time derivative
of the solution. This is a nontrivial step because we do not have any a priori estimates for
time derivatives and our solution is obtained by the fixed point procedure and thus it is not
possible to directly justify the formal estimates. In this step we need an additional regularity
condition on the rigid body acceleration %ﬁ, %CD € L>(0,T).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2.1 we introduce the linearized problem and show
that it admits a unique weak solution which is equal to the solution of (1.6). The second step,
transformation to the fixed reference domain is done in Section 2.2. There we also state Proposition
2.1 (which corresponds to third step of the proof), and Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 which correspond
to the last step of the proof. The proofs of these Propositions will be presented in Sections 3, 4 and
5, respectively. The technical core of the paper are Sections 3 and 4. The additional condition on
the boundedness of the rigid body acceleration is needed in Section 4. Here we want to point out
that even though formal estimates do not require this condition, this condition is needed in rigorous
justification of the estimates. Namely, the standard methods for construction of the solutions, such
as Galerkin method or the regularization method, do not seem to work in this context because of
the presence of the moving boundary. Finally, few technical proofs are relegated to the Appendix.
Since the proof involves a lot of notation, for the convenience of the reader we have summarized all
notations used in the paper in table at the end of Appendix.

2.1 Linear problem

Let (u,p, q,w) be a weak solution to the problem (1.6) in a sense of Definition 1.1 which additionally
satisfies the Prodi-Serrin condition. Let the rigid body domain S(t) be defined by (q,w) through
formulas (1.3) and (1.4) as well as the fluid domain Qg(t) = Q\ S(t). We define the following linear
problem:

Find (u,p,a,w) such that

Ju—+ (u-V)u=div(T(u,p)),

divu =0

d, _

ad= fé)S(t) T(u, p)ndy(x),
9 (Jw) = — oo (06— (1)) x T(w, p)dry(x)

u=a+wx(x—q), on(0,7)x09S(t),

u=0 onodf,

u(0,.) =uy inQ, a(0)=ay, w(0)=uwo.

in (0,7) x Qp(t),

in (0,7), @)

Note that the problem is linear since the motion of the domain is a priori given and is not computed
via (a,w).



Definition 2.1 A weak solution for (2.1) is a function u € L*(0,T;V(t)) N L>(0,T; L*(Q)) which
satisfies

t t
/ /u~8tcpdxd7'+/ / {@®u): Ve —2Du: Dp } dxdr
0 JQ 0 JQp(t) (2.2)

t
- [utt-eac=— [ p)ax - [axa .,
Q Q 0
for all o € HY(0,T;V(t)), where
@(t,x) = @a(t) + pu(t) x (x—q(t)), xeS5().
First, we show the uniqueness result for the linearized problem (2.1).

Lemma 2.1 Let u be a weak solution to the (1.6) which additionally satisfies the Prodi-Serrin
condition, and let u be a weak solution for (2.1). Then u = almost everywhere in (0,7 x €.

Proof. Let us denote u =u —u,a=a—a, w =w — w. By subtracting the equations
t t
//ﬁ~8{l/)dxd7’+// {@®u): V' —2Du : Dy } dxdr
0 Q 0 QF(t)
- [t ax= - [ wwpo)dx
Q Q

/ot/Qu.atdedT_l_/ot/QF(t){(ﬁ@u):VwT_QDUIDT,ZJ}dXdT

- /Qu@)w(t) dx = —/Quow«n dx + /Ot’é xaaudr,

we get

t t
/ /u~8tcpdxd7'+/ / {@®ua): Ve —2Du :]D)cp}dxdT—/u(t)go(t) dx
0 Q 0 Qp(t)

Q
t
:/ axa-g, dr.
0 ——
:fs(_r)ixﬁ«pu

We substitute ¢ = @" and let h — 0. Here u” is a regularization of u as defined in [21, Section

2.3]. We use [21, Lemma 2.4] to pass to the limit and get:

1 t t B t B B
—||u(t)]|%z(9)+2/ / |]D>u|2dxd7'+/ / u-Vu~udxdT:/ / (u—a) x u-wdxdr.
2 0 Jap 0 Jap 0 Js)



To estimate the third term we use the Prodi-Serrin condition as in [21], and in the end we get the
inequality of the form

Ol < [ FOIE e o

where f € L'(0,t), so Gronwall lemma implies that u = 0.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.1 it follows that u is a unique weak solution to the linearized problem
(2.1). Therefore, in the rest of the paper we will consider linear problem (2.1) and prove that the
solution to the linear problem is regular.

2.2 The transformed problem

In order to transform the problem to the cylindrical domain we use a change of variables inspired
by Inoue and Wakimoto [23], i.e. we define the mapping (u, p,a,w) — (U, P, A, Q) with

Y

)) = V(Y)(&X(),)y))U(t, X(t,y)),
t t,y
= Qa0 2%
QT (H)w(t),

where X(t) is a volume-preserving diffeomorphism from initial to the physical domain described in
[21], Appendix A.1, and Y () is its inverse. By construction, X, Y belong to W>(0, T} COO(Q))
and depend on the domain of given solution, i.e. translation velocity a and angular velocity w. In
the following, (U, P, A, ) and (U, P, A, Q) denote the transformations of solutions (u, p, a, w) and
(u,p,a,w) to the cylindrical domain by mapping (2.3). Notice that lowercase letters refer to the
solutions defined on the physical moving domain and uppercase letters to the solutions defined on
the fixed reference domain. Therefore (U, P, A, €2) is the solution to the following system (which
is equivalent to (2.1)):

t

(t,y
P,
A(t)
Q(t) =

8, U — AU+ VP =F(U,P),

U — 0 in (0,7) x Qr,
SA = — [,5, T(U, P)Ndy(y) + G(A) }in(OT)
dt(jﬂ fas y x T(U, P)N dy(y) + H() =) (2.4)

U=Qxy+A on (0,7) x Sy,
U=0 on (0,7) x 012,
U(0,.) = ug in, A(0)=ay,, Q0)=wp

where
F(U,P):=(L—-A)U-MU-NU- (G- V)P, (2.5)
GA) =-QxA, HE)=-Qx(JN), (2.6)
T(U,P)=—-PI1+2DU, J(t) =Q " #)IJt)Q(1).



The operator L is the transformed Laplace operator and it is given by
U= 3 o 0u) 12 Y a3 (0r(9'%) + Z ¢TI )Yy (2)
k=1 jokl=1 ok l=1
the convection term is transformed into
N(U)): = ((T-V)U) + 3" 150, (2.8)
b k=1

the transformation of time derivative and gradient is given by

ZY 0,U; + Z ( LY+ 8kY)(8ij)>Uj, (2.9)

7,k=1

and the gradient of pressure is transformed as follows:
P); =Y ¢70;P = (VYVY'VP), (2.10)

Here we have denoted the metric covariant tensor
0X,

9ij = Xk,iXkj, X = ) (2.11)
J J ayZ
the metric covariant tensor 5y
_Y.,Y: Vi = — 2.12
g kL gk k axka ( )
and the Christoffel symbol (of the second kind)
1 dgil
Ffj = igkl(gil,j + Gjti — 9ij0), Jitj = dy, (2.13)

Note that operators L, M, N and G are linear and depend on transformation X, i.e. on functions
A and 2.

The first step of the proof is to show that the linear problem (2.4) admits a unique strong
solution, which by Lemma 2.1 means that the solution to the original nonlinear problem is also a
strong solution. Therefore Theorem 1.2 follows from the following result:

Proposition 2.1 Let (U, A, Q) € (L*(0,T;V(0)) N L>(0,T; L2())) x L>=(0,T) x L>(0,T) be
a weak solution to the problem (1.6) that satisfies the Prodi-Serrin condition. Then there exists a
unique solution (U, P, A, Q) of (2.4) in the sense of Definition 2.1 satisfying the following reqularity
properties

U e LP(e, T; W*P(Qp)) N WP (e, T LP(Qr)),

P e LP(e, T; W (Qp) /R),

A QecW'P(e,T),



for all e > 0 and for all 1 < p < oo. Moreover, by Lemma 2.1, (ﬁ', P, A, ﬁ) = (U,P,A, Q)
and thus satisfies the same regularity properties. In particular, (U, P, A, €2) is a strong solution to
problem (1.6).

We relegate the proof to Section 3. Next, we state two Propositions which provide higher
regularity of the solution and thus finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. The proofs of these Propositions
are given in Sections 4 and 5.

Proposition 2.2 Let U be a weak solution satisfying the assumption of Lemma 2.1 cmd A 40 €
L>(0,T). Then

) dt

O'U, 01U € LP(, T; W*P(Qp)) N WhP(e, T: LP(Qp)),
O'P.OLP € LP(e, T; WH(Qp) / R),

dd A d o~
—A,—Q, A —Q LP(e, T
g gevren)

foralle > 0,1 >0 and for all 1 < p < 0.
Proposition 2.3 Let U be a weak solution satisfying the assumption of Proposition 2.2. Then

U € L*(e,T: H*(Qp)), 0P € L* (e, T; H* ' () /R), VI >0,k > 2.

3 Strong Solution

This Section deals with the proof of Proposition 2.1. Since X,Y € WH(0,T; C>(Q2)), the trans-
formation (2.3) preserves integrability of functions, so we have

(U,A, Q) € (L*0,T; V(0)) N L¥(0,T; L*(Q))) x L=(0,T) x L=(0,T)

and U satisfies Prodi-Serrin condition. Since we are interested in the regularity excluding t = 0 we
multiply (2.4) by t and define

(U*, P*,A*, Q%) = (tU,tP,tA,tQ),
which satisfy the following problem on a cylindrical domain with vanishing initial conditions

0, U* — AU* + VP* = F*,

divU* = 0 in (O,T) X QF,
dA*——fas T(U*, PN dy(y) + G* } 0.17)
47 = fas y x T(U*, PN dy(y) + H* (3.1)

U'=A"+ Q" xy on (0,7) x Sy,
U =0 on (0,7) x 09,
U*(0,.) =0 in2, A*(0)=0, €%0)=0,

10



where

F*=F(U" P)+U, G =GA")+A, H =HQ)+IN (3.2)
It is sufficient to show that there is a unique strong solution to the problem (3.1)-(3.2), with
(U,A, Q) € (L20,T; V(0)) N L¥(0, T; L)) x L*0,T) x L*0,T) (3.3)

are given functions. Then the problem (2.4) also has a unique strong solution on the interval (e, T),
for all € > 0. Finally, by change of variables, i.e. returning to the physical domain, follows that
(u,a,w) is the strong solution of (1.6).

First we prove the following result:
Proposition 3.1 Let
F*=FU" P )+ R, G =GA")4+Ray, H =H(Q)+ R,
where operators F', G and H are defined by (2.5)-(2.6).

a) Let
(U,A, Q) € (L*0,T;V(0)) N L¥(0,T; L*(Q))) x L=(0,T) x L=(0,T)

satisfy Prodi-Serrin condition (1.9) and
R € L*(0,T; L*(Qr)), Ra,Rw € L*(0,T). (3.4)
Then there is a unique solution (U*, P*, A*, Q") for (3.1) satisfying

U* € H'(0,T; L*(r)) N L*(0, T; H*(Qr)),
P* € L*(0,T; H'(Qr) / R),
A* Q" ¢ H(0,T).

b) If in addition we assume

(U, A, Q) € (L0, T; W™ (Qp)) N W™ (0, T; L (Q))) x WH(0,T) x WH7(0,T)

and
R € L*™(0,T; L*"(Qp)), Ra,Rw € L*™(0,T), (3.5)
for m € N. Then
U* € Whm(0,T; L*™ () N L™ (0, T; W>2™(Qr)),
P* e L*™(0,T; Wh™(Qp) / R),
A* Qe WHm(0,T).

11



Especially, for
R=U, R.=A R.=JTQ,

we obtain the right hand side (3.2) which satisfies (3.4).

We will prove Proposition 3.1 by using the fixed point theorem and the following maximal
regularity result

Theorem 3.1 ([17], Theorem 4.1) Let Q be a domain with boundary of class C*' and p,q €
(1,00). Let F* € LP(0,T;L%p)), and G*, H* € LP(0,T). Then for every T > 0, problem (3.1)

admits a unique solution
U* € X, =W"P(0,T; LUQp)) N LP(0, T; W>4(Qp)),
Pre Y =70, T; W (Qr) / R),
A* Q¢ WH(0,T),
which satisfies the estimate
U | xz, 1P vz, A lwro o)+ lwirory < C (1F*|oo.r:La@ry) + G [Lrory + 1H || rom))

where the constant C' depends only on the geometry of the rigid body and on T'.

Remark 3.1 From the proof of the above Theorem it can be seen that the constant C' is non-
decreasing with respect to T'.

For fixed R > 0, which we will choose later, we define a set
(AT DPAO T T 1, 1, )
Kr:= { (U,P,A,Q) e X, xY, xW"P(0,T) x W-(0,T) :
IUllxz, + 1PNy, + 1Alwrror) + [1Qlwirer) < R Y,

and a function o

S:(U,P,A Q) — (U, P A" Q)
where (U*, P*, A* Q) is solution to the problem (3.1) with the right hand side which depends on
(U, P, A ), i.e. we consider problem (3.1) with

F*=FU,P)4+R=(L-A)U-MU-NU-(G-V)P+R, (3.6)
G'=GA)+Ra=-QxA+Ra, H' =HQ)+R,=-Qx (TN + Re. (3.7)

We will prove that S is a contraction and will use the Banach’s fixed point theorem. More precisely,
we will show that:

e S is well defined on K and S(Kgr) C Kg,
e S is a contraction,

which yields a unique fixed point of S, i.e. a unique solution (U*, P*, A* €Q*) € Kx to problem
(3.1)-(3.2).

12



3.1 Estimates on the right hand side

In order to use Theorem 3.1 we have to estimate the right hand side (3.6)-(3.7).

First, we state an auxiliary Lemma which directly follows form the basic properties of the
transformations X and Y. Since these estimates follow by direct calculations in the standard way
(see e.g. [31, Section 6.2]) we omit the proof.

Lemma 3.1 IfA,Q € W'(0,T), for | >0 and 1 < p < oo, then
||XHWZ’°°(O,T;W3v°°(Q)) —|— ||Y||Wl,oo(07T;W3,oo(Q)) S C,

||X’|Wl+1,p(07T;W3,OO(Q)) —|— ||Y||Wl+1,p(07T;W3,oo(Q)) S C,
C,

Hginlew(O,T;Wlm(Q)) + Hginlew(O,T;Wlm(Q)) + HFZHWl»oo(o,T;Lw(Q)) <
. 1 2
g5t = Gjill ez + 197" = Gjill Lo rizoei) < C (TP’ + T"') ,

for all t € [0,T], where % —I—I% = 1 and constant C' depends on K, = ||A||Wz,p(0,T) + ||ﬁ||Wz,p(0,T)
nondecreasingly.

For the convective term we have the following result.

Lemma 3.2 Assume that U € X7, and U e L(0,T; L*(QF)), such that 24+2=1 5¢€ (3,00).
Then

|(T - V) Ol z0rz2@ry < ClONrore@epl Tl
Proof. By using the following embeddings

L2(0, T; HX(Qp)) N HY0,T; L*(Qp)) — H+(0,T; H*75)(Qp))
= H7(0,T; H-(Qp)) < L™ (0, T; W (Qp))

for % + % = %, % + L= %, we conclude that VU € L" (0,T; L* (QF)), and therefore we have

Lo0m| VU

H(U'V)U||2L2(O,T;L2(QF)):/0 /Q \(U'V)U|2dyd73/0 IU] L (o) A7
F

T P
< ([ 101 ar) ([ 190

= Ul oriLs@en VU7,

2
o

ZS,(QF) dT)

0,7;L5" (Qp))"

Now, we can show the following Lemma to estimate the right-hand side given by (3.6).
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Lemma 3.3 Assume that A, € € = LP(0,T), for all1 < p < oo and U e L7(0,T; L*(Q)), such that
2+2=1,5€(3,00). Then for Uec X7, Pe Yy, the following estimates hold:

INUl|z20,7:2200)) < ClIUI|Lr0.1:2520) U] x2,.
AN l AN
(£ = A)Ull2 02200 < CTH Ul g,
~ l A~
IMU|20,2:22(00y) < CT#|[Ul|x7,,
~ l ~
(G = V) Pllr2rir2@m) < CT2||Pllyyg,,

for T' < 1, where constant C' > 0 depends on T nondecreasingly.

Proof. Lemma 3.1 and 3.2 imply the estimate for the convective term.

||NUHL2(OTL2(QF / /Q ( U Y% U|2 Z |F kU Uk‘ ) dydr
F 1,7,k=1
Z / / |U U, dydr

i,5,k=1

< 1@ VIl ssonm + (502 Il )
<C(1+ T)||U||2Lr(o,T;Ls(QF>)HU!|,2><§2-
The second estimate comes from Lemma 3.1
I(£ = &)Ul 22200 < C (S;_}]f 9™ = Gkl oo o0 1A U 207200
L ki 1 -~
+ (H@g’ HLoo 01iLo() T Hg HLoo 0,7;L°°( HF kHLoo (0,75L°° (2 ))) T3||VU| Lao.r:z2@))

(HakgleLOO (0,71 (%)) HF lHLoo(OTLoo(Q + HgleLOO(OTLOO () }}akFZl“LW(O,T;LOO(Q))

+ HgleLw(o,T;Lw(Q HF HL°° 0,T;L>(Q)) HrzmHLw(O,T;Lw(Q))) T%HGHL“(QT;LQ(QF)O
<O (7% +7) [Ollxg,.

IMU | z20,7:2(00)

( LY (00Y)(0,%0) ) T

j,k=1

1
<71 ||Y||L°°(0,T;L°°(Q)) ||VUHL4(0,T;L2(QF))

L2(0,T5L2(QF))

+ (Sll}lz ||F§'k||Lm(O,T;LW(Q)) ||YHL°°(0,T;L°°(Q))
27.]7

. L~
+ VY| oo 0,110 @) | VX Loo 0,750 () ) T4 | U || oo, 75222
< CT7||U]|x7,,
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since L2(0,T; H2(Qp)) N HY0,T; L2(Qp)) < Hz(0,T; H{(Qp)) < L*0,T; H'(Qp)) and A, Q €
L>(0,T).

Finally, for the pressure term we get
G = V)Pll2re2@p) < ¢'sup 197 = 03l| o 0,22y IV Pllz20, 7522000

<C (T§ + T) ||VfA7||L2(o,T;L2(QF))'

Corollary 3.1 Assume that A, € LP(0,T), for all1 < p < co and U € XL
Then for U € X7 Pevyl

2(m+1),2(m+1)? 2(m+1),2(m+1)

m.2m> Jor some m € N.

the following estimates hold:

IVl 2o 1 z20m00 2,y < ClU g

2m,2m

101z

2(m+1),2(m+1) '

(£ — A)UHL%MHJOTL%MHJ(QF <CT2(7”+1)||U||X

2(m+1),2(m+1)

HMUHL2<m+1> (0,7 L2m+1) Q) CT = ||U||X

2(m+1), 2(m+1)
(G — V)P||L2<M+1)(0,T;L2<M+1)(QF)) < CT2 HPHY

2(m+1), 2(m+1)

for T <1, where a constant C' > 0 depends on T nondecreasingly.

Proof. Let m € N. By using the interpolation result in [1, Theorem 5.2] for s = 1,1 = 0,
Po = p1 = 2m we conclude that

X om = L2™(0, T; W™ (Qp)) 0 W20, T; L™ (Qp)) < W20, T; W2"(Qp)),

for all @ € (0,1) and s <1 — 6. Now for 6 = m, we can choose 5 < s < 1 — 6 since
1 4m? +2m — 5 1
1—60— — = > >0
2m dm(m+1) — dm(m+1) ’
and get
U € XJ o < W0, T W22 (Qp)) < L(0, T; L™ (Qp)),

U € Xin)apmeny = L0, TsW>20D(Qp)) 0 WHmD(0, T3 220D (Qp))
N L2(m+1) (0’ T, Wl’OO(QF)),

Therefore, we have

||(U ) V)UHL2(m+1)(O,T;L2(m+1)(QF)) < ||U||Loo(o,T;L2<m+1>(QF))||VU||L2<M+1)(0,T;LO<>(QF))-
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and by Lemma 3.1 we get

[N gatnsn o 720020y < CIU g

2m,2m

ITlxz

2(m+1),2(m+1)

Next, we have

HMﬁ | L20m+0 (0,T;L2(m+1)(Qp))

( WYk (@YD) (0,%)) T

Jik=1 L20n+D) (0,T3L2(m+1) (Q))

1 .
< T2 |[Y [ oo 0,700 (21) ||VU||L°°(0,T;L2<m+1)(QF))

. . . 1 A~
+ (f’f‘%llz 5kl oo oo [[Y [ oo e + ||VY!|LwLw||VXI|LwLw) T2 U] oo o s220m 0 (020)
7]7
< CTT | Uz

2(m+1), 2(m+1)

The last inequality follows by embedding
Xmatyzminy = W20, T; W0 (Qp)) — L2(0, T; WHmD ().

The other terms can be estimated in a similar way as before. In the same way, we can get estimates
for arbitrary m € N.

3.2 Proof of Proposition 3.1

Now, we can finish the proof of Proposition 3.1. First we are going to show that S(Kg) C Kg for
suitably chosen R and T'. For (U, P, A, ) € Kg, Lemma 3.3 implies that

1F™ || 20,7 22(25)) —HE A) ~MU-NTU - (g_v)ﬁ_wg’

L2(0,T;L2(Q2F))
< (£ = AUl 22 + MU 201200 + VU 2012200y + 1G = V)Pl 20102600
+ IR z2(0,7522(01))

1 ~ ~ .
< CT + 1[0 zrorrony) (100xg, + 1Pz, ) + IRl a0,
and since

1G* | 20m) < €2 % Allz20,r) + [ Rall z20m)
< 12| 20,0 | Al oo 0,7y + [ Rall 20,7y < 12| 220,19 | Al 10,7y + | Rall 20,1
IH | 20y < 19 % (TR |l r20m) + Rl 2201y < C <Hﬁ||L2(0,T)HQ||H1(0,T) + ||Rw||L2(0,T))
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we obtain
1 F™ | 20,7220 + G M| 20,7y + [1HH || L2(0,7)
< O(T% + |0)|rorizeory + 1Al 20 + 12l 220.1))
(I81xz, + 1z, + 1Al om + 1@0m0m )
+ R z20,1:22(00)) + [ Rall20,1) + Rl 20,1

L~ ~ _
< C(T7 + [|U[Lro,rsLe ey + (Al L200m) + (1€ 2200,m)) B + WR

for R > 0 large enough, where Cy > 0 is the constant form Theorem 3.1. Also, we can choose
T =Ty > 0 small enough, i.e. such that

P - - 1
C(T7 + Ul romiz @) + 1Al 2207 + 2| 2200m)) < 2C,
and, therefore we get

Co (IF* | 2.2y + 1G* N 20,) + 1H | 2200m)) < R.

By Theorem 3.1 we conclude that S is well defined on Kg, and S(Kr) C Kg. It remains to show
that S is a contraction.

For (ﬁ, ﬁ,@, (AZ) € Kr and
U e L*(0,T; V(£)) N L0, T; L*(Qp)) N L7(0,T; L* (), € L*0,T),
we have

|F*(U1, P)) — F*(Us, B) || 1207 0200)) < C(TT + U 0,725 ) <||ﬁ1 - 62”ng + 1P — 182||Y2T2>

IG*(A) — G*(As)||r2 < [|D|z2l| AL — Ag]l i
1 (€21) — H*(Ss)|z2 < || 22]| Q1 — Qa1
Hence,
IS(Uy, Pr, Ay, ) — S(Us, Py, Az, )|
< CoC(TT + | 1rori2s @) + 1Al 20y + €9 2200m)
(101 = Callxg, + 1P = Pollyz, + 1A = Rallmom + 190 - Rallinom))
and, again, for T'= T > 0 small enough, we get
IS(U, Pr, A1, Q1) — S(Us, Po, Ay, Q)|
< ul[(U1, P, Ay, Q1) — (Us, P, Ag, )|

for some 0 < 4 < 1, so § i contraction. Banach fixed point theorem implies that S has a unique
fixed point (U*, P*, A*, Q*) € Kg, which is a unique solution to the problem (3.1)-(3.2). Therefore,
we have shown part a) of Proposition 3.1.
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Remark 3.2 The choice of the time Ty does not depend on the solution itself, but only on the
norm5~’|UHLT(O7TO;LS(QF))’ HAHL2(0,TO) and ||QHL2(0,TO)’ Since the norms HUHLT(O7T;L8(QF))7 ||A||L2(0,T)
and ||| 20,7 are given, we can split the interval [0, T] into smaller ones [T;_y,T;], such that

IO r (@1 2o @)y + 1€ L2001y + 12| 220,10) < €

repeat the procedure at each interval.

For part b) of Proposition 3.1 we can proceed as in part a) by using Corollary 3.1 instead of
Lemma 3.3.

Notice that Theorem 1.2 follows directly from our construction and Proposition 3.1. Namely,
Proposition 3.1 a), change of coordinates and Lemma 2.1 implies

U, U e L(e,T; H¥(Qp)) N H' (e, T; L*(QF)),
P, P e L*e,T; H(Qp) /R),
A QA Qe H'T),
for all ¢ > 0. By induction and using Proposition 3.1 b) we get property (1.10).

4 Higher time derivatives estimates

To summarize, in the previous Section we proved that:
U,U € WhP(e, T; LP(Qp)) N LP(e, T; W*P(Qr)),
P,P e LP(e, T;W"(Qp) /R), (4.1)
A A Q QW T),

forall e > 0 and all 1 < p < co. Now, we want to show inductively that all time derivatives of the
solution has the following regularity properties:

U, 00U € WP (e, T; LP(Qp)) N LP (e, T; W2P(Qp)),

8P, 8P € LP(e,T; W' (Qp) / R), (4.2)
dl . dl dl . dl
At de T T AT di €W (e T),

foralll > 1 and all € > 0.

In this Section, for simplicity of presentation, we prove (4.2) for [ = 1 and p = 2, while the
general case is done in Appendix, see Section 6.1. We consider the problem (3.1) with right hand
side

F*=F = F(U", P")+tF (U, P)+ 0,U,

e A d
" =G = G(A") +1G1(A) + —A. (4.3)

H " =H =H(Q)+tH,(Q)+ T (%Q) ,
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where

F(U, P) = £L1(U) = My (U) = Mi(U) = Gi(P). (4.4)
d ~ d ~
Gr=—= QX A, H =0 x(T9) (4.5)

and £y, M1, N; and G, denote operators obtained by taking time derivative of the coefficients in
operators £, M, N and G

(Ni(U)); = ((@6 V)U) = 3 a0, U (4.6)
3,k=1
Z DU, + at( LY (8kYi)(8ij))Uj (4.7)

(£1(U)); = Z 0,0 0 U) +2 Y 0i(g"T,) 0, U,

7,k=1 Jk;m=1
+ Y o (8k(gkm1" + Z gt T ) (4.8)
j,k,m=1
=> 09" 0;P. (4.9)
j=1

Remark 4.1 This problem is obtained by formal differentiation of (2.4) w.r.t. time variable, mul-
tiplication by t (to cut-off initial condition), and setting

d d
U =Ui=tqU, P'=P =tP, A =Aj=t_A Q=0{=t_0

To have vanishing initial data, the time derivative 0;U should not explode too fast at t = 0. Since
Uec L, T; H*(Qp)) N H (e, T; L*(QF)), Ve >0,

it is better to multiply by t —e’ and look at the solution fort > ¢'. Here, for e > 0 arbitrary small, we
can chose ¢ < &' < 2e such that O'U(e') € L*(Qr). After the translation t — t +¢&’, we obtain (3.1)

with right hand side (4.3). Therefore, in the following we can replace ¢ with 0 in the assumption
(4.1).

In what follows we show that described problem has a unique solution (U*, P*; A* €2*) such that

U* € H'(0,T; L¥(Qr)) N L0, T H(Qr)),
Pt e L2(07T7 HI(QF)/]R)a
A* Qe HY(0,T),
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and that it equals (t@tU, to, P, t%A, t%ﬂ) . Then it follows that

o,U € H' (e, T; L*(Qp)) N L (e, T; H*(Qp)),
O,P € L*(e,T; H'(Qr) /R),
d d

—A,—Q e H'(e, T
g gt d D,
for all € > 0. We use Proposition 3.1 with
d d
R=tF(U,P)+0U, Ra=tGi(A)+ LA, Ry =tH(Q)+ Q.

Therefore, it is sufficient to show that
R € L*(0,T;L*(Qr)) Rac L*0,7), R, € L*0,T).

The critical term is (4.6) which comes from the convective term. By Theorem 1.2 and Remark
4.1 we have

U, U e LY0,T; W?*(Qp)) N WH0,T; LY(QF)).
Therefore
00 V) U ey = [ [ 10T P QU Pavdt < [ 1000a, [TUIE g, d
0 79 s epawpt 0
< ||atU||%4(O,T;L4(QF))||VU||%4(O,T;L4(QF)) < CHUH%/VL‘l(O,T;L‘*(QF))||U||2L4(O,T;W274(QF))

All other terms can be estimated as in Section 3, so by Proposition 3.1 we conclude that there exists
a unique strong solution (U7, P, Af, €2}) satisfying

U; € L*(0,T; H*(QF)) N HY(0,T; L*(QF)),

P; € L}0,T; H'(Qp) / R), (4.10)

A% Q€ HY0,T).

It remains to prove that the obtained solution equals (tatU, to, P, t%A, t%ﬂ) , which will imply the
statement of Proposition 2.2 for [ =1 and p = 2.

4.1 (U3, P, AL ) = (10,U, t0,P, tS A t50Q)
So far we have shown that there is a unique strong solution (U, P, A, Q2) of problem (2.4) satisfying

(4.1), and a unique strong solution (U7, Py, At, Q) of (3.1) with right hand side (4.3) satisfying
(4.10). In order to complete the proof of Proposition 2.2, it is necessary to show that

(Ula PlaAl, Ql) = (tatU,tatP,taA’tEQ) .
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Notice that while the above equality formally holds, it is delicate to prove it because we do not
have any information on 0;P. We consider problem (2.4) in the form

o,U=FU)—-Gg(P),

divU = 0 in (0,T> XQF,
GA == [55, T(U, P)Ndy(y) + G(A) (0T
dga) =70y x T(U, P)Ndo(y) + H(Q) } i (0,7), (4.11)

U=Qxy+A on (0,T) x Sy,
U=0 on (0,7) x 08,
U(O, ) = Uy in Q, A(O) = o, Q(O) = Wy

where
F(U)=LU-MU-NTU,
GA)=—-QxA, H(Q)=-Qx(JN),
and the problem (3.1) with the right hand side (4.3)

8,Ur = F(U) — G(P;) + tFy (U, P) + 8,U
divU; =0
SA} = — [15, T(U;, PPN dy(y) + G(A]) +tG1(A) + $A } n (0.7)
dt(m* = — [ys, ¥ X T(UL, PN dy(y) + H(S%) + tH (Q) + T (4Q) ) (4.13)
U =A7+ Q] xy on (0,7) x Sy,
Ui=0 on (0,T) x 09,
Ui(0,.)=0 inQ, A30)=0, Qi(0)=0.

Operators £, M, N and G are defined by formulas (2.7)-(2.10), operators Fy, Gy and H; by (4.4)-
(4.5).

In order to compare solutions of (4.11) and (4.13) we would like to differentiate (4.11) with
respect to time, but the right-hand side is not regular enough, since ;U € L*(e,T; L*(Q2r)) and
the pressure P is not regular enough in time variable. This means that we have to use some regular
approximations of the solution for (4.11). The idea is to use Galerkin’s method. First we will
multiply the equation (4.11), by

(4.12)

H(O,T) XQFv

G = (g;5) = VXTVX

and obtain pressure term VP on the right-hand side in the equation
Go,U =GF(U)-VP in (0,7) x Qp, (4.14)

since GG(P) = VP. Then we can get rid of the pressure by using a divergence-free test function,
write down an approximative problem and to show that it has a unique solution which is a good
approximation for U. That allows us to differentiate the approximative problem with respect to
time and get estimates for 9,U. Finally, we will show that U} = t0,U by using the equation for
approximative problem and the equation for Uj. The point is that in this way we will avoid the
term with 0, P

We are going to use following function spaces
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e H(Qp) ={(v,a,w) € L*(Q) xR¥xR3 : divv=0,v-n|gg =0, v|s,(y) =a+w x y}
e V(Qr) ={(v,a,w) € H}(Q) xR3*xR? : divv =0, v|s,(y) =a+w X y}

Let { (¥;, ¥2 ¥¥) ic N} be an orthonormal basis for H(Qx) with scalar product

(¢, Pas Puw); (P, ¥a, ) = Y -pdy + @a Yat TP Yo (4.15)

QF

We define finite-dimensional space
Vi = span { (U1, ¥, ) ... (V,,, P2 T¥)}
For m € N we observe the following approximate problem

/ GoU™ Wy + Samwr e Lgam) . we
Qp

d (4.16)
+(GF(U™),¥;) — G(A™) - ¥F — H(Q™) - ¥ =0
for i =1, ...,m, where
(GF(U™), W) = (GLU™, W) + / G(MU™ + N'U™) - W, dy, (4.17)
Qp
(GLU,p) = (2]DU Dt + (ging” — 6.0,;1)9; Uiy,

Qp

+ (P01 gimg™ + T%) 05Upy + (D2 gimg” + DL651) Ui (4.18)

(
+ (U5 gmpg” + T4TY,) Uﬂ/%) dy
and

(U™ (t,y), A™(t), Q™( chm ), W2, W) ¢y € HYO,T).

Equation (4.16) is obtained by summing the equation (4.14) multiplied by the test function ¥, and
integrated over Qp with the equations (4.11), and (4.11), multiplied by the test functions ¥2 and
W respectively. Then from (4.18) using integration by parts we obtain

(GL(U), ) = — / GLU pdy+ [ T(U,PN-pdy(y) + | VP-wdy,
Qp 850 Qp
and therefore,
(CF(U), ) = - /Q CFU)-pdy + [ TUPN-pdyy) + [ VP-wdy,  (4.19)

850 QF

for regular enough and divergence-free functions U, 1.
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Together with the initial conditions
m

(U™(0,y),A™(0),2™(0)) = ZCQ (\Ilj(y), v, \Il;") , c?m = ((uo,ao,wo) , (\Ilj(y), v, \Il;")) )

m
J=1

there exists a unique solution (U™, A™, Q™) for (4.16) on some interval [0,7},], T, < T (cjm €
HY0,T})).
To show that (U™, A™ Q™) converges to the solution (U, A, €2), we have to derive the energy

estimates. We multiply (4.16) by ¢;m,, and sum over j from 1 to m, and if we go back to physical
domain Qp(t) with

u"(t,x) = VX(£, Y (£, %)UMY (X)), a™(t) = QA™({), w™(t) = Q(t)Q™(t)

we will obtain

d -
/ g™ - mdx+ (.,]]w ) wm—l——a’”-am—l—/ 2|]Dum|2dx—|—/ u-Vu” - -u"dx =0.
r() dt () r()

Since

d d
/ du™ - mdx+ (Jw ) w™+ —a™-a” :/ —8t\um\2dx—|— (Jw ) W™+ —a"-a"
Qr() dt ap(r) 2 dt

1 d 1 -
D™ (012200 ——/ i VP dx
T 2dt @2 Jorw

it follows that L4
—[[u™ ()72 +/ 2|Du™|? dx = 0.
th © Qp(t)

By integrating the equality on (0,¢) we obtain the estimate

1, . Lo 1, 1
S O +2 [ IDw g, ) d7 = SOl < S0l V€ 0.7,
0

from which we conclude that |c;n(t)] < |[uo|z2(), so the inequality holds for all ¢ € [0,T].
Hence, u™ is bounded in L>(0,T; L*(Q)) N L*(0,T; H'(Q)) which implies that u™ — ua weakly
in L2(0,T; H'(Q)) and weakly-* in L>(0,T; L*()).

Let us show that @ is a weak solution for (1.6). We take test function

(W(t,y) a(t), o) = h(t) (T;(y), ¥5,%5)  heCx([0,1)),

multiply (4.16) by h(t) and write the equation in the physical domain Qg ()
/ dyu cpdx+ (Jw ) d cpa+/ 2]D>um-]D)cde+/ u-vVu™ - pdx =0
Qp (1) Tt Qp (1) Qr(t)
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with

@(t,x) = VX, Y (x)YE, Y(E,x)), @alt) =Q)Ya(t), @ut) =Q1)pu(t).
By integrating on (0,7") and using the integration by parts we obtain

- d d
/ /QF 8tgodxdt+/ (Jw dtgow+a A4 ) dt
/ / u” ]Dgodxdt+/ / (M®u™) - Ve dxdt
QF(t QF'

__/Q u"(0) - ¢(0) dx — Tw™ (0) - ¢, (0) — a™ (0) - a(0).

Now, we let m — oo

/ / u- 8tgodxdt—|—/ <Jw dcpw+a ic,oa> dt
Qe dt dt

/ /Q 2Da - ]Dgodxdt+/ /Q W®a)- Ve dxdt (4.20)
— = [ 40)- @01 dx - T 2ul0) -0 (0

and go to the cylindrical domain
T _ 7 d _d
/0 QFU-(%((G@/)) dydt+/0 (A-EwaJrJQ-&%)dt
T
- [ @FOwa [ (O o @) )t
_ —/Q Wy 3(0) dy — ay - a(0) — Ty - $(0)

with
u(t,x) = VX(t,Y(t,x)U(t,Y(t,x)), a(t)=Qt)A(t), w(t)=Q(t)(t).

By taking ¥ = h;(t)¥; and summing up over ¢ from 1 to m the equality holds for all test functions
in V,,, which is dense in V(Q). It is not difficult to show that the equation (4.20) is equivalent to
(2.2) from Definition 2.1 and therefore we call the function U a weak solution for (4.11). Finally,
the uniqueness of weak solution implies U = U e L*(0,T; H*(Q)) N H'(0,T; L*(2)). Then, since
U=A+Qxyand U=A+Qxyon S, we conclude that A = A and € = € belong to Hl(O T).

4.1.1 Estimates for time derivatives

In this step we would like to show that
8,U,0,U € L®(e,T; L*(Q)) N L2(e, T; H'(Q)).
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By (4.16) solution (U™, A™, Q™) satisfies
/ Go, U™ - w,dy + (GF(U™),¥,) — G(A™) - w2 — H(Q™) - &Y =0,
Q
for i = 1,...m. This is a consequence of G = I on S, and equality

/ GoU™ Wy + Lam . wr 4 Ligom) . we - / GOU™ - W,dy + [ 9U™- ¥, dy
QF dt dt Qp So

= / Go,U™ . ¥, dy.
Q

We differentiate the equation in time

/ O(GOU™) - W, dy + (GF(O,U™), W) + (0,(GF)(U™), ¥,)

dt

We recall that operators G, H are defined by (2.6), and G and H; by (4.5). We multiply the above
equation by %cim and sum over ¢ form 1 to m to obtain

—G (%Am) R (inm) WY — (G (A™) - B2+ Hy (™) - 0%) = 0. (4.21)

/ O(GOU™) - 8,U™ dy + (GF(&,U™), 5,U™) + (3,(GF)(U™), 5,U™)

d d d d d d
—G(=A") - A" —H|=Q"). —a" - A™) - —A™+ Hy (Q™) —Q™ | =0.
G(dt )dt (dt )dt (Gl( oA ) ) 0
(4.22)

Then we integrate the equation on [t1,t3] C (0,7 and estimate each term. For the first term we
have
1d

1
/ 3(GO,U™) - ;U™ dy = —— [ GO,U™ - 9,U™dy + - / 8,G 9,U™ - 9, U™ dy,

< ||atG||L°°(0,T;L°°(Q)) ||atUm||%2(t1,t2;L2(Q))>

to
/ / atG @Um : @Um deT
t1 Q

which implies
m m 1d m||2 1 m||2
Q&(G&U ) 00" dy 2 5 [VXOU™[120) = 510G =01 10U 221 tai22(r))-
By the definition of (GF(U), ) and Lemma 3.1 we get
(GLOU™),0U™) = 2ADOU™) 20
< (IGgirg™ = dinds)llzoeo) + 12) IVOU™ 120,y + CHAU™ L2y
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QrF

/ GN(9,U™) - 5,U™ dy‘ —
Qp

/ ﬁ~Vu?~u§”dy‘: / —\u |1 - ndy(x)
Qp(t) 8S()

1 ~
[ 5l0umET Na)
9So

for arbitrary p > 0 and uy* = VX39,U™. Hence, for the second term in (4.22) we obtain

<C

2
d
_Qm
Tl

C(A|+ ) (' K

< C||Ul| 2o [10:0™ [ 2

to to
/ (GF(6,U™),0,U™) dr — / 2||Da§Um||ig(QF)dT

t1 t1

t2

to
< (Igirg” = 0inbi) oo 1 a2 () +2,U)/ VO, U™ 1220, d7+0/ 10.U™ |22 d7

t1 t1

where constant C' > 0 depends on T non-decreasingly.

Now, for the third term we compute

(DUGL)(U™),8T™)| < WIVOT™ e, + ClAU™ 220 + CIU™ o

~ ~ 2
j at<GM><Um>-atumdy' < ClUAU™ ey + (1AlIwrs o) + 1Rl wisoin ) 10" [0y
F

QF QF

)

5,0 .vU™ . 5um dy' < 100 s VU™ 2 1 0™ || s 2

/ Z 9,(T', U, Uro, Uy dy
Q

Fq5,k=1

Qp
< ClAU L0 100" a0y + VU™ 20

~ 3 1
< ClO T sy 105U i, VU™ 2, + IVU B
< ClO TN sy 10U By + I VU™ 22y + (VU™ gy
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Hence,

/ ® O(GF)(U™).0,U™ dr

t1

to to
< M/ HvatUmH%?(QF) dr + C/ ||atUm||%2(Q) dr + CHUmH%Q(tl,tz;Hl(QF))’
t1 t1
for arbitrary p > 0, where constant C' > 0 depends on 7" non-decreasingly, since 0,U € L8(e, T; LY(QY)),
Ve > 0 by (4.1) and since £ A, £ € L>(0,T) by the assumption of Proposition 2.2. Here we emha-
size that this assumption was necessary for bounding term involving 9;,(GM)(U™).

Note that .
VXt r2(0) = 191220,
D=V oy
since VY VX =1, so all together, we get

10, U™ 32y (t2) + AIDOU™ 221, 1.2

to
SMUWQMM+C/|@UWhm&

t1
to
+ O (Il(garg” — G0l L= (0,100 ()) + 1) /t VO U™ T2, AT + CIU™ 224, 10101 0
1
where ||(girg?" — dir0j1)| Loo(0,1;1°¢()) 1S small for small T, by Lemma 3.1.

Now, we take sufficiently small 7', integrate the inequality on t; € (g,t3) and by Gronwall’s
Lemma we find

t
mwwmmﬁcfwmwmmﬂwsm

for all t € (e,t), where constant M > 0 depends on the norms ||at6||L8(€’T;L4(Q)), ||ﬁ||L2(€7T;H1(Q)),

HUm||L2(O,T;H1(Q))7 ||;&||W1,oo(07T) and Hﬁ”wl,oo(O’T). Finally, SiIlCG ||Um||L2(O,T;H1(Q)) iS bounded, on
the limit we get that 9,U € L?(e, T; H*(Q)) N L> (e, T; L*(Q)).

4.1.2 Uniqueness for time-derivative system

Now we are able to show that Uj = t9,U. (U, P) satisfies the following weak formulation

3GoU -pdy — | GFU)-pdy+ | 8,GG(P)-pdy =0 (4.23)

Qp Qp Qp

for all ¢ € V(0), and (U*, P*, A*, Q) satisfies

l/G@U?wdy+“HWUﬂdﬁ+tOGﬂﬂDwﬁ+/)G%Uﬁ%ﬂh)
Q Q

F

— G(A]) - a — H(Q) - o, — 1 (G1 (A) - pa + H1 () - Pu) (4.24)
d d
_/glFGatdey_aAqﬂa_j(aQ) '¢w:O>
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where

(GF(U), ) = - / GF(U) - dy

Qp
with F; = £, — M; — N7 and operators £y, M, N1, G; are defined by (4.6)-(4.9). For j € N and
(Y, Ya, Yo,) = h(t)(¥;, we, \Il;’) we have

Q

QrF

+(GF(0U™),4) + (GF(U™),9) + (0,G F(U™), ) (4.25)

d d
~G(An) a— # (G0) w— (GA™) t HR) ) =0,

where

(0,GF(U), ) = — 2GF(U) -4 dy.

Qp

Note that the second row in (4.25) is the time derivative of (GF(U™), ), for time independent
1, which holds from (4.19) since G = I on Sy and U™ is regular enough. We multiply the above
equation by t and subtract from the previous one with

Then, by using (4.23), we obtain

/ Go,UT -pdy +t [ 8,Go,(U—-U™)  dy
Q

Qp
—(GF(OY), %) —t (CF(U = U"), ) + (4G F(U -~ U"), 4))
—t/ GG (P)-dy —t [ 8,GG(P)-vdy
Qp

Qp
— G(A™) 3o — H(Q™) -4,
(G (A= A7)t + Hy (2= 7))
- [ saw-unpay— (Ga-an) v (G@-m) w0

Since

GG, (P) + 8,GG(P) = GO,G'VP + 8,GG VP = §,(GG 1 )VP =0,
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terms with the pressure cancels, and after integrating above equation on (0,t), we get
t t
/ G()UT(t) - (t)dy — / / GUY" - Oy dydr — / o,GUT" - Opp dydr
Q 0 Ja 0o Jap
t
0 Jag
t t
- [ {6F@.9) ar—t [ (GAU-U".)+ @CFU-U".9) &r
0 0
t
— [ (6@7) pa+ 1@ ) ar
0

—t/t(Gl(A—Am)-¢a+Hl(Q—Qm)-ww) dr

—/Ot/QFG&(U—Um)~¢dydT—/Ot (%(A—Am))wpadf—/ot (%(Q—Qm)) 4 dr = 0.

We let m — oo and obtain the equation
[ettin vy - [ [ 0o dvar
Q 0o Ja
- [{6@0.8) ar— [ (GR)-wu+ H @) -w.) dr =0

where

~ o~ o~ d d
U, A, Q)= U] —toU, AT — —A QF —t—Q
( 1,431, 1) ( 1 s 4341 dt [ | dt )

By linearity and density, the above equality holds for all (2, %,, %,,) € V. Then we substitute
(%, %a, ) = (Ur, Ay, Q)
and get the equality

2

T : L
§HVXU1(15) - / / vX79,vXU, - U, dxdr
0 Q

L2(Q

_ /t <((}.7:(61),ﬁ1> dr — /t (G(Al) ‘A, —I—H(ﬁl) ) ﬁl> dr = 0.

Now, as before, we can get the estimate

~ 2 t . t . 2 t ~
Hul(t)HLz +01// |]DU1|2dyd7§/ CQHUl(T)Hz d7+u// DU, |2 dydr
() 0o Jar 0 L2(9) 0o Jap

for all ;> 0 and for sufficiently small pu we get

© < /OtcHﬁl(T)

L2(Q)

2

Hﬂ'l(t) dr.

L*(Q)
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Finally, Gronwall’s Lemma implies U, = 0 which means that Ui = t0,U. Then the equations (4.11),
and (4.13), give VP; = tV,P. Moreover, since Uj = A} + Q] xy and U = SA + 1Q x y on
So, it follows that A} = t$ A and ] = t$Q.

5 Spatial derivatives estimates

Let (fj, P, A, Q) be a weak solution satisfying the assumption of Lemma 2.1. We want to show
that

O'U e L*(e, T: H*(Qp)),
P e L*e,T; H'(Qp) /R),

for all [ > 0,k > 2. The case k = 2 is exactly the statement of Proposition 2.2.

As in previous sections, we consider a linear problem on cylindrical domain (2.4) and follow the

proof for the Navier-Stokes case (see eg. [16, Section 5]). Let k > 2 and let us assume that solution
(U, P, A, Q) to the system (2.4) satisfies

a . d
OlU € L*(e,T; H*(Qr)), 0P e L*(e,T; H**(Qr) /R), A e L*(,T), Wl >0,Ve>0,
and by uniqueness
~ ~ d ~ d ~
olU € L*(e,T; H*(Qr)), 0P e L* (e, T; H**(Qr) /R), A e L*(e,T), Wl >0,Ve>0,

which by Sobolev embeddings means that
U, U € C=((0,T); H*(Qp)), P,P e C®((0,T]; H* ' (Qr)/R), A, Q A Qe C>0,T),
We want to show that
olU(t) € H* Y (Qp), 0'P(t) € H*(Qp) /R, VI >0,Vte (0,7T].
The solution for (2.4) satisfies the following system

AOU = 97U — F(0'U,0LP) — F(U, P) + Vo.P,
divoU =0
OU=LA+LOxy  on(0,7] xdS,

at dt?
U=0 on(0,7] x 09,

} in (O,T] X QF,
(5.1)

for all [ > 0, where operators F' and F; are defined by (2.5) and (4.6)-(4.9) respectively, and if we
define Fy(U, P) = 0.

The idea is to use the following well known result for the steady Stokes system (see [16, Lemma
5.2]).
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Lemma 5.1 Let Q be a bounded domain of R™, of class C**2. For any F € Wk4(Q), there exists
one and only one solution (U, P) to the following Stokes problem

—ANU=F+ VP, O
divU =0 RS (5.2)
U=0 on 0f2,
such that
Ue Wk+2’q(Q), Pe Wk“’q(Q)
and

/de:().
)

Ul wr+2ai) + | Pllwera) < Ol F||wrae (5.3)

This solution satisfies the estimate:

Therefore, first for [ = 0 by Lemma 5.1 and fixed point argument we will obtain that

(U, P)(t) € H*(Qp) x (H*(Qp) /R),  Vte(0,T],
and by uniqueness

(U, P)(t) € H*Y(Qp) x (H*(Qp)/R),  Vte (0,T].
Then for [ > 1 if we assume that

(0,U,0,P)(t) € H*™(Qp) x (H*(Qp)/R),  Vte (0,T),¥r<l—1
we will conclude that
(OU,0,P)(t) € H* " (Qp) x (H*(Qp) /R),  Vtec (0,T].
First we define a smooth divergence-free extension of the rigid velocity
baa(t,y) = Ext(A(t) + Q() xy).

Operator Ext(-) extends a function from solid domain Sy to the domain € such that it preserves
regularity of function and the divergence-free property. The construction of the operator can be
found in [21, Appendix A.1]. Since divba o = 0, functions U; = 9!U — 9lba o and P, = 9. P satisfy

AU, = —F(U,. P) — F,(U, P) + 07'U — F(db \Viz
I (U, P) (U, P) + 0, (Oibae) + VP, in (0,77 x Qp

divU, =0 (5.4)
fjl =0 on (O,T] x@QF,
for all [ > 0, where
F(U)=L(U) - M(U) - N(U), (5.5)



and £, M, N are defined by (2.7), (2.9), (2.8) respectively. Now, for [ > 0, we use fixed point
argument, and consider the following problem

T (1T D) _ I+177 _ ! D
AU = —F(U,P) = F(U,P) + 07U = FObao) + VA oo o
divU, =0 (5.6)
U, =0 on (0,7 x 0Qp,

with
(U, P)(t) € H*Y(Qp) x (H*(Qp)/R),  Vte (0,T].

By Lemma 5.1, it is enough to show that
~F(U,P)(t) - F(U,P)(t) € H* }(Qr)  Vte(0.7].

since Olba o € C®((0,T) x Q), and 07U € C*=((0, T]; H*(Qr)) by assumption. The only critical
terms are derivatives of the convective term. For k =2,/ = 1 we have
10 - VO, Ull2p) < 1020 IV U 20020y < 022020 10,0 11121
100 - VUl 20p) < 10:U1| 0, VOO 1(2p) < [0l 2(00) |00 1202
10 - V00,0 r200) < [0l200)IV0:0: Ul 22001y < |02 100l 202
10,0 - VU| 20y < 10:U0 300 IV Ull sy < 1001|1110, Ul 202
10:0,0 - VU 20,y < 000|340, I VU | @) < 100 2020 Ul 201
100 - Vo Ul 20p) < 10Ul 20 IVOU 20y < 1001|2220 [Ull 2062

and in the general case the estimates can be obtained in the same way.

6 Appendix

6.1 Time derivatives - general case

In Section 4 we have presented the proof of Proposition 2.2 for case [ = 1. Here we are going to
present the induction step for general [ € N. The proof in general case is conceptually the same,
but with more complicated expressions in the equations.

Let [ > 1 and let us assume that

71U, 07U € WhP(e, T; LP(Qp)) N LP (e, T: WP (Qp)),
Q1P O P e LP(e, T; W' (Qr) / R),
dl—l - dl—l dl—l - dl—l

1,
G g b g e E ),
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for all e > 0 and 1 < p < co. We consider the problem (3.1) with right hand side
F*=F'=F(U*, P")+tF(U,P)+0U

dl
G* = G = G(AY) +tGy(A) + TR (6.1)
l
H*=H = HQ") +tH,(Q) + j%ﬂ,
where
-1 l
F(U, P) = (p) (Fiuy (B00) — Gy (0 P))
- z (6.2)
- (p) (Liy (PU) — Moy (FU) = Ni_y (0U) — Go_p (2 P))
p=0
— I\ d*?~ - - v
Gi(A) = — <p> T A Z < )dtl x J <@Q) . (6.3)

=0
Subscript [ — p in operators £;_,, M;_,, Ni_, and G,_, denotes (I — p)'" order time derivative of
the coefficients in operators £, M, N and G. As for [ = 1, to show that described problem has a
unique solution (Uj, P, A}, ©27) such that
Uj € H'(0,T; L)) 0 L2(0, T H3(Qp)),
Pre L*0,T; H(QFr) /R), (6.4)
A7, Q; € HY(0,T)
it is sufficient to show that

l l

d
A Ro = tH(Q) + Q.

R =tF(U,P)+0U, Ra.=1tG(A)+ BT

satisfy
R € L*(0,T;L*(Qr)) Rac L*0,7), R, € L*0,T).
All the terms can be estimated as in Section 4, so by Proposition 3.1 there exists a unique strong

solution (U, P, A, Q) of (3.1) with the right hand side (6.1) satisfying (6.4). Again, we have to

14D A tde)

prove that the obtained solution equals ( tolyu, toL P At

Lemma 6.1 Let (U, P,A,Q) be a unique strong solution for (2.4), and (U;, P*, A}, Q}) be a
unique strong solution for (3.1) with the right hand side (6.1) satisfying (6.4). Suppose that
U, U e W' (e, Ty W22 (Qp)) N W (e, T; LP(Qp)),
P,P e W' (e T:WY(Qp) /R), (6.5)
A QA QeW(e TYNWh(e,T)
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hold for some l € N and for alle >0 and all 1 < p < 0. Then

(U;, P} AL, Q) = (tagu, toL P, LA t@Q) : (6.6)

6.2 Proof of Lemma 6.1

Let (U, P, A, Q) be a unique strong solution for (2.4) satisfying (6.5) and let (U}, P, A}, Q) be a
unique strong solution for (3.1) with the right hand side (6.1). We want to show (6.6). Since we
have already shown that the statement is valid for [ = 1 in Section 4.1, we can suppose that [ > 2.

We use Galerkin approximations (U™, A™ Q™), as in Section 4.1, and assume that
U™ [wi-1.00,m220)) + U™ | 1 i) < M,

for some constant M > 0. This assumption comes from the previous step of the induction.
We want to show that

100U | Lo e msz200) + 1070 | 2o sy < M.
for some constant M > 0, which implies that

U, 0lU e L®(e, T; L*(Q)) N L*(e, T; H'()).
By (4.16) approximation (U™, A™ Q™) satisfies

/ GOU™ W, dy + (GFU™, ) — G(A™) - T — H(Q") - B¥ = 0
Q

for : = 1,...m. We differentiate the equation in time [ times

/ 0,(Go,U™) - ;dy — (GF(OU™), ¥;) — (11) (OF(GF)(0,Fu™), ®,)

d! d! e di-k qi-k
—G<@A ) g —H<@Q ) Tk —Z(k) (Gk (dtl_kA ) W2 4+ H, (WQ ) \Il)

k=1
=0,

multiply by g—tllc,-m and sum over ¢ form 1 to m to obtain

l
/ 0/(Go,U™) - 9/ U™ dy — (GF(0;U™), i U™) = ) (li) (OF(GF) (8~ U™),au™)
Q

k=1

a o\ d a N 4
—G<@A>~@A —H<@Q)-@Q

!
l dl—k dl dl—k dl

— A" —A"+ H Q- —=Q" ) =0.

Z:(k) <Gk<dtl—k ) at T k(dtl—k ) a7 ) 0

1
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Then we integrate the equation on [t1, t3] C (0,7 and, in the same way as in Section 4.1.1, estimate

l
/ J(GOU™ - U™ dy — / GoHUm AU dy + Y (li) / oG A-HIU™ . U dy
Q Q 1 Q
1d
S 2dt

l
l — m m
+) <k) /Qafcc;ag U™ olu™ dy
k=1

/G@iUm-agUm dy—/atGagUm-agumdy
Q Q

to l l to
’—/ /QatG olu™ . olU™ dydr + Z (k;) / /9ng oikrig™ . glu™ dydr| < C||Um||§ﬂ(t17t2;L2(Q))
t1 k—1 t1

to t2
/ <Gf(a§Um),a§Um>dT—/ / 2|DOU™ | dydr
t1 t1 JQf

to to
< (Ilgirg™ = dinbill oo o,7:1o0(02)) + 1) / /Q Vo, U™ |? dydr + C/ 107U |2 T
t1 F t1

The only difference from Section 4.1.1 is in the following estimate

l

t2
/ > / O (GM)(U™), U™ dydr
t1 k Qp

k=1

to - ~ 2
< [ 100" ey dr+ € (1Al + I@wrst) N0 Botonag iy
t1
~ ~ 2
+C (HAHWlfl,oo(tl,tg) + HQHWlflm(tl,tg)) U™ 31ty et )

to
S/t 187U (1220 A7 + CITU™ 5111, 10101 21y
1

The last inequality follows from the fact that A, € Whi(e,T) N W (e, T) and embedding
WI=24(t) to; HY(Qp)) — H(ty, to; HY(Qp)) for [ > 2. Therefore, we get

to
/ (0F (GF) (9, *u™),0,U™) dydr
t1

to to
< “/t /Q IVoIU™|? dydr + 0/ 1OFU™ |20y AT + CIU™ %101, oot i)
1 F

t1
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All together, we get
107U || L2 (£2) + ||]D)atUmH%z(tl,tg;Lz(QF))

t2
< AU oy (1) +C [ 10007 3t
t1

. t2
C (llging™ = dirdill oo 0,1:L0(2)) + 14) / IVOU™ (1220 AT + ClU™ 314y 1t 00y

t1

for arbitrary u > 0, where || girg" — di.0u || Loo (0,11 () 1s small for small T'. Now, we take sufficiently
small T', integrate the inequality on t; € (e, ;) and by Gronwall’s Lemma we find

t
U™ Ol + [ IDOU™ e dr < M.
€
W}~1€1"e constanEM >0 depeEds on the norms H.[’j-HHlfl(&T;Hl(Q)), NO™ || =107, 11 ()5 H;&HWL(X,(E’T),
A lwraery, |2lwreer, [Qlwiaer) and T. Finally, in the limit we get that OU € L2(e, T; HY(Q))N

L>=(g,T; L*()), for all € > 0.

6.2.1 Uniqueness

In previous section we showed that O/U € L?(e, T; H*(Q)) N L>®(g, T; L*(2)), for all £ > 0. Now we
are able to show that U; = t0'U. We know that (U, P) satisfies

OGO MU - pdy — | G (F(U) -pdy+ [ FGIG(P) -pdy =0, 1<k<I,

Qp Qp Qp
for all 9 € V(0), and (U;, P, A}, €})) satisfies

d
| GaU; by + AT bt ) v

+ (GF(UY), +tz< ) ((G]—"k(ai"“U),v,/)%L/QF
AT - H() =t S (l) (Gk (d—A) At H, (d—n) -ww)
2 \k dt di
[ e () () e

(GFu(0,7"0), %) = —/ GFe(0MU) -ypdy, 1<k<I.
Qp

GG(O*P) -9 dy)
(6.8)

where
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For (1, %a, %) = h(t)(¥;, ¥%, ¥Y) we have

/G@@lUm-d;d +i l NG OHHIU™ . d +dlj dq e, + dl+lAm-z/)
0 Y k) Jo, y+ad &t w T g a

l

l
+(GF(OU™), )+ Y < ) (GFu(07"U™), ) + ) <]i) (OFG o, (F(U™)) 1)
k=1 k=1

d - d - ! I di-* - di-* -
~6 () e (o) v =20 (1) (6 (o) oo () 0.

=0,

(6.9)
where

(OGO, ™" (F(U)), )y =— | G " (F(U))-ypdy, 1<k<L

Qp
We multiply the above equation by ¢ and subtract from the previous one with

R R N l
(U™ A™, Q") = (U*—talUm A; —t§ A™ QF — t%ﬁm)

Then, by using (6.7), we obtain

l
~ l d ~ ~
/Q G@UmwdyHZ(k) | GYTTHU-UT) gy + AT+ t(mf”)-ww

—(GFT™).4) - tz (1) (G700 - U™).) + (@G A (F(U - U™) )

l

—tz( )/ GG ). wdy—tz() OFGAHG(P)) - dy

— G(A™) - 4po — H(Q™) - 9o, N
) () e () )

m dl m dl m —
_/QFG&i(U_U )¢dy_(dtl(A A ))'wa_<dtl(g 0 >)’l/)w_0

It can be shown that the terms with the pressure cancels, i.e. it holds

:( )Ggl o7+ P) +§< )a’fGal "(G(P)) =0, (6.10)
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and after integrating above equation on (0,t), we get
t t
/ G(H)U™(t) - (t)dy — / / GU™ - 9y1p dydr — / 0,GU™ - Opyp dydr
Qr 0o Jag 0o Jag

l
ANE ~ "
+t2(k)/0 QFakGﬁg LU - U™) - dydr

£AM(0) apalt) + T - ww<t>—/0t(2m-3¢a+Jﬁm-%ww) ar

/ G]—" um), T—tZ( )/ (GF(07F(U —U™), ) + (G I F(U - U™),9)) dr

—/O (GA™) - tpu+ HE@Q™) ) dr
ﬂf;(é) /Ot( ((i;];(A Am)) -¢a+Hk(dd; kk(ﬂ Qm)) ~%) dr

_/0 /QFG@i(U—U )-wdydf—/ (dtl(A A )).¢ad7—/0 <dtl(9 Q ))-wwdT—O.

We let m — oo and obtain the equation
t
| 6wt -vway- [ [ T-a@e)dyer
Qp 0 Jag

RO a0+ 700 ) - [ (R Ja+ 70 Tu) ar
_/0t<<(}f(ﬁ),z/)>d¢—/0t( (A) pa + H() - %) dr = 0

where

dt! dt!

By the linearity and the density, the above equality holds for all (1, %,, %) € V. Then we can
substitute

~ o~ o~ dl dl
(U,A, Q) = (U; —t0'U, A} — —A,Q — t—Q) .

(¥, %, %) = (U, A, Q)
and get the equality

> eoxoo||

/ / VXT&VXU UdydT

L2(Q)
t

—/t<Gf<U>,U> dT—/ (G(A).A+H(ﬁ)-ﬁ) dr = 0.
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Now, as in Section 4, we can get the estimate
2

t . t . 2 t -
+C// DU|2d drg/CHUTH dr + // DU|? dydr
e T, QF| “dy i (7) @) o QF\ “dy

for all © > 0 and for sufficiently small u we get

v < J, €100

Finally, Gronwall’s Lemma implies U = 0 which means that U; = to'U. Then the equations for
U and Uj give VP = tV,P, and since Uf = A7 + Qf xy and U = S A + 4.0 x y on S, it

dtt dtt
follows that A; = t$ A and QF = t3Q.

foul

Hﬁ(t) dr.

2
L*(Q)

7 Notation

Label Description definition/1st
appearance

(u,p,w,a) solution for the original nonlinear problem (1.6) | Section 2.1
on physical domain

(u,p,w,a) solution for the linear problem (2.1) on the phys- | Section 2.1
ical domain

(fj,ﬁ, ﬁ,;&) solution for the nonlinear problem on the cylin- | Section 2.2, equa-
drical domain tion (2.3)

(U,P,Q,A) solution for the linear problem (2.4) on the cylin- | Section 2.2, equa-
drical domain tion (2.3)

(@, Pw, Pa) test function on the physical domain Definition 1.1

(Y, Yo, ¥a) test function on the cylindrical domain Section 4.1

X(t,y) changes of variables Section 2.2

Y (t,x) changes of variables Section 2.2

F(U, P), right-hand side of the linear problem (2.4) on the | equations (2.5) and

G(A),H(Q2) cylindrical domain, (2.6)
FU,P)=(L-AU-MU-NU-(G-V)P

LU the transformed Laplace operator equation (2.7)
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MU the transformation of time derivative and gradient | equation (2.9)

NU the transformation of the convection term equation (2.8)

gpr GP = VYVYTVP, the transformation of the | equation (2.10)
gradient of the pressure

FU FU=LU-MU-NU-GP equation (4.12)

(U*, P*, Q" A" the fixed point, the solution for the transformed | Section 3
problem

(ﬁ, ]3, ﬁ, K) the fixed point, functions on the right-hand side | Section 3

F* G*, H* the right-hand side for the Stokes problem Section 3

XY X;q = Wl’p(O,Tl; LY(Qr)) N LP(0, T; W24(Qr)) | Section 3, Theorem
Y, = LP(0, T WH4(Qp)) 3.1

K(U, P) "F(U, P) = 0,(F(U, P)) — F(3;U,9,P)" (4.6)-(4.9)

Gi(A) "Gi(A) = H(G(A) - G (&A)” (45) (1 =1) & (6.3)

(general case)

H/(Q) H(Q) = L(H(Q) - H (£0) (45) (1 = 1) (6.3)

(general case)

Gi(P) the operator obtained by taking I*" order time | Section 4.1 (I=1),
derivative of the coefficients in operator G, i.e. | Appendix 6.1 (gen-
G(P)=0(VYVYT)VP eral case)

F(U) F(U) = L£,(U) = M(U) — N(U) — G(P), | Section 4.1 (1=1),
L;, My, N; are operators obtained by taking I*® or- | Appendix 6.1 (gen-
der time derivative of the coefficients in operators | eral case)

L, M,N
G G = VXTVX Section 4.1
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