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Abstract

We consider a fluid-structure interaction problem with Navier-slip boundary con-
ditions in which the fluid is considered as a non-Newtonian fluid and the structure is
described by a nonlinear multi-layered model. The fluid domain is driven by a non-
linear elastic shell and thus is not fixed. To simplify the problem, we map the moving
fluid domain into a fixed domain by applying an arbitrary Lagrange Euler mapping.
Unlike the classical method by which we can consider the problem as its entirety, we
utilize the time-discretization and split the problem into a fluid subproblem and a
structure subproblem by an operator splitting scheme. Since the structure subprob-
lem is nonlinear, Lax-Milgram lemma does not hold. Here we prove the existence
and uniqueness by means of the traditional semigroup theory. Noticing that the
Non-Newtonian fluid possesses a p—Laplacian structure, we show the existence and
uniqueness of solutions to the fluid subproblem by considering the Browder-Minty
theorem. With the uniform energy estimates, we deduce the weak and weak* conver-
gence respectively. By a generalized Aubin-Lions-Simon Lemma proposed by Muha
and Cani¢ [J. Differential Equations 266 (2019), 8370-8418], we obtain the strong
convergence. Finally, we construct the test functions and pass the approximate weak
formulation to the limit as time step goes to zero with the convergence results.
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1 Introduction

This paper deals with a generalized multi-layered fluid-structure interaction problem
with Navier-slip boundary conditions, which consists of a generalized fluid, a nonlinear
thin structure and a thick structure.

1.1 Model description

We consider a half cylindrical fluid domain Q7(¢) composed by a moving boundary
I'"(¢) and three rigid boundaries I'iy Ul gy UT), =: X, i.e., QL(¢) = I (t) UL (see Figure
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. The displacement of thin structure is depicted by 1 : [0,7) x I' — R2. Assume that
the length of fluid domain is L and the reference radius is » = 1. Then we have the
parameterized fluid domain as

QL(t) = {(z,r) eER?:z € (0,L),r€ (0,14+mn- V)},
where v = (0,1) and the interface boundary as

I(t) = {(2,r) ER*: 2 € (0,L),r=1+mn-v}.

1—‘in QZ(}‘) F()ut

Figure 1: Geometry of fluid-structure interaction problem

Subsequently, we model fluid motion by the two dimensional incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations in Q7 (¢):

ou+u-Vu=V - o

Tt } in (0,T) x Q2(1), (1)

where u is the fluid velocity, & = —7l + 2S(D(u)) denotes the stress tensor, 7 is the
fluid pressure. S(D(u)) = pup(D(u))D(u) represents the viscous effects with viscosity
pip(D(w)), which is a nonlinear term. D(u) = 3(Vu + V7u) is the symmetric gradient.
In this manuscript, we consider the non-Newtonian fluid whose viscosity is the so called
‘power law’ proposed by Carreau in his Ph.D. Thesis (see also e.g., [I], 13]):

pr(D(w) = (1+|DW)*)T, 2<p<c.
The associated initial date of problem is
u(0,-) = uyg.
On the rigid part of the fluid domain boundaries, we have

u-vp =20

} on (0.T) x T, )

Opur =0

1
T+ 9 ’u‘Q = in/out(t)

’U,~TF:0

on (OaT) X Fin/out) (3)

where vp and T are outer normal and tangential vectors of fluid domain respectively,
and P, jout (t) denotes Py (t) or Pout(t), providing “inlet” or “outlet” boundary data.

On the elastic part of fluid domain boundary, interaction between u and 1 occurs. Let
I' =T7(0) = (0, L) be the Lagrangian domain. Then the thin structure elastodynamic
problem is given by

oun+ Len+ f(n) = h, on (0,T) x T, (4)



n =0, on (0,T) x JT, (5)
where f is a nonlinear term that will be assigned later. L. is a continuous, self-adjoint,
coercive, linear operator defined on [HOQ(F)]2 such that

2
(Cenn) = 00 [y e V€ (R,

with dp be a positive constant, where (-,-) is the duality pairing between [Hg(F)]Q and
) 2
[H~2(T)]".
The other side of thin structure is the thick structure with thickness H. We define
the thick structure domain as

Qs =(0,L) x (1,1+ H),
with boundary 0Qg = TUT? UT'top. By Lagrangian formulation, the motion of thick

layer defined on g is descrirlla/gcllltby a linear elastic equation:
Ooud =V -8, in (0,7) x Qg, (6)
with boundary conditions:
d=0, on (0,7) x T e (7)
Svg =0, on (0,7) x I'igp, (8)

where d denotes the displacement of thick structure, S is the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress
tensor given by S = 2usD(d) + A(V - d)I and pg > 0 is the elasticity of thick structure.
Moreover, follows are the coupled conditions.

e The kinematic conditions:

u - vp = 0m - vr (Continuity of normal velocity on I'"(¢)), 9)
(Om —u) - Tr = aovp - T (Slip effect on I'(¢)), (10)
d = n (Continuity of displacements on I'). (11)

e The dynamic coupling condition:

h=—Jlovp — Svs, on (0,T) x T,

where o > 0 is the ratio constant of the slip effect and it is assumed to be suitably small
for convenience in the proof of Lemma J}l denotes the Jacobian of transformation
from Eulerian to Lagrangian formulations. S is the stress acted on thin structure from
thick structure and vg is the outer normal vector of thick structure. We note here that
on the interface, vp = —vg.

In addition, problem f satisfies the initial conditions

u(0,:) =wo, M(0,)) =m0, Im(0,:) =vo, d(0,)=do, d(0,")=Vp, (12)
and necessary compatibility conditions (see [34])

e The initial fluid velocity must satisfy:
ug € L2(Q%)%, V-ug=0, in QY
ug-v =0, on I'y, (13)
ug - vy = vg - Vg, on FO,

where Q% = Q7(0), I = T"(0), v = (0, -).
e The initial domain must be such that there exists a diffeomorphism ¢° € C1(Q)p

such that
©*(Qp) = Qf, det V" >0, (¢ —I)|p = no, (14)

and the initial displacement ng is such that

Imoll 1176 < ¢, where ¢ is small. (15)



1.2 Motivation

In recent years, mathematical problems of fluid-structure interaction have been stud-
ied continuously. These problems arise from several applications in different fields, such
as biomechanics, blood flow dynamics, aeroelasticity, hydroelasticity and so on. There
are many research works that are investigating the problems from different aspects in
the area of analysis and numerical simulations [4, 5]. For fluid-elastic interaction prob-
lem with strong solutions results, Beirao da Veiga [2] consider 2D fluid and 1D linear
elastic model with periodic boundary conditions. They proved the local strong solutions
by the linearization of fluid equation and fixed point theorem. Coutand and Shkoller
showed the existence of a unique regular local solution of a 3D fluid-3D structure (linear
[11] or quasi-linear [12] elasticity) immersed in the fluid. Then Cheng and Shkoller [10]
extended the strong solution results to nonliear elastic Koiter shell. Lequeurre [26, 27]
expanded the results of Beirao da Veiga. They obtained the existence of a unique, lo-
cal in time, strong solution for any data, and showed the globally existence of strong
solutions with small initial data. Later, Grandmont and Hillairet [I5] considered a 2d
fluid equation coupled with elastic beam equation and obatin the globally strong solution
by means of a regularized system. Subsequently, Grandmont, Hillairet and Lequeurre
[16] generalized the beam equation in [I5] with different parameters combination. They
improved the existence result of strong solutions with the same regularity of initial data
by a regularization method. More results concerning strong solution can be found in
[20, 211, 221, 23], 38 [39].

For weak solutions of fluid-elastic interaction problems, there are also many inter-
esting results. Chambolle, Desjardins, Esteban and Grandmont [§] investigated an in-
teraction problem between an incompressible fluid and a viscoelastic plate in 3D. After
that, Grandmont [14] studied a 2D incompressible fluid interacted with a 1D elastic
plate. They constructed a perturbed viscoelastic term in plate equation and analyzed
the limiting problem. In [24], Lengeler and Ruzicka took a nature method to discuss the
compactness issue in a 3D fluid-Koiter shell interaction problem. All the results above
were obtained by constructing a regularized system and making energy estimates so that
to pass variables to the limit with compactness principle. At the same time, Muha and
Canié¢ [7, B0, BT, B2, 34] studied the existence of weak solutions to a series of different
fluid-structure interaction problems involving incompressible viscous fluid. They came
up with a numerical-like way to prove this type of problems inspired by the numeri-
cal scheme in [17]. Their methods includes taking Arbitrary Lagrangian Euler mapping
(ALE) to fix moving fluid domain, splitting the problem by Lie operator splitting, con-
structing approximation solutions with the idea of time-discrete iterative solution and
proving the existence of fluid subproblem and structure subproblem respectively, so as
to show the existence of the weak solution according to the compactness principle. More
specifically, they discussed the interaction between 2D case in [31], while in [30, B3] 3D
cylindrical case, and linear, nonlinear Koiter shell equations were studied respectively. In
[32], they considered a more realistic model associated with human arteries vessel which
contains multi-layers. The model was abstracted into a 2D fluid interacting with a multi-
layered structure including a 1D thin and a 2D thick elastic structure. In [34], Muha and
Canié¢ considered different boundaries and took Navier-slip boundary into account in the
system, which will allow both longitudinal and tangential components of displacement.
The system was simplified to a two-dimensional case for subsequent analysis. Later,
Trifunovi¢ and Wang [41] combined this method with a hybrid approxiamtion scheme to
deal with a 3D incompressible fluid coupled with a nonlinear plate equation. They used
the Galerkin method for the structure subproblem and passed both spatial variable &
and time discrete variable At to the limit and obtained the existence of the weak solu-
tions. Subsequently, they consider an interaction problem between a viscous fluid and a
thermoelastic plate [42]. The latest work was [7] done by Canié¢, Gali¢ and Muha. They
addressed a 3D nonlinear fluid-mesh-shell interaction problem with moving boundary, in



which they added a net of 1D hyperbolic equations to model the elastodynamics of an
elastic mesh of curved rods. The results improved the simpler problem [6] defined in a
fixed fluid domain.

In this paper, we consider a generalized multi-layered fluid-structure interaction prob-
lem with Navier-slip boundarys condition, in which 2D non-Newtonian fluid is bounded
on one side by a nonlinear thin structure and a linear elastic thick structure, while the
interaction of fluid and thin structure is driven by Navier-slip effects. In all the studies
mentioned above, the viscosity of fluid was treated as a constant. However, in nature,
ideal fluid does not exist, which means the viscosity of the fluid decreases with the increase
of the shear strain rate (pseudoplastic, shear thinning), while in other case it behaves just
the opposite (Dilatant, shear thickening). Therefore, we want to study the fluid-structure
interaction problem for non-Newtonian fluid and multi-layered structure in order to model
blood flow in human artery. For the work of non-Newtonian fluid-structure interaction
problems, we notice that Lengeler [24] generalized the viscous Newtonian fluid in [25] to
a non-Newtonian fluid interacting with a linear elastic Koiter shell. They introduced a
shear-dependent viscosity, which obeys “power law”, and resolved the issue of additional
stress (non-Newtonain) limit. Finally, they used the regularized system to obtain the
relative compact for p > % In [19], Hundertmark-Zauskova, Lukacova-Medvidové and
Necasova set p > 2 in power law, which means the fluid is shear-thickening, and investi-
gated the existence of weak solutions by fixed point procedure. The techniques dealing
with non-Newtonain limit can also be found in [13] 28] [43].

1.3 Methodology and features

In present work, we analyze f by the method proposed by Muha and Canié.
More specifically, there are the following steps:

e Applying the ALE mapping to the problem and obtaining the weak formulation in
fixed reference fluid domain Qp, see Section

e Taking Lie splitting method to decompose system — into a fluid subproblem
and a structure subproblem, showing the existence and uniqueness for both sub-
problems in each time subinterval and deriving the uniform estimates, see Sections

BIB.%

e Concluding the weak and weak* convergences from the uniform boundedness, see

Sections [3.5H3.6}

e Combining the compactness Lemma and compact embeddings to derive the strong
convergences of velocities, displacement and geometry parameters, see Section

e Passing to the limit as N — oo, see Section [4]

Besides the procedure of Muha and Canié, we have the following features when solving
our problem:

(1) Muha and Cani¢ used Lax-Milgram theorem to show the existence and uniqueness
of subproblem in [30} 31} 32, 34]. However, in our paper, Lax-Milgram Theorem
does not hold due to the nonlinear term f(n). Unlike [4I], in which Galerkin
method was used, we prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions to system
by means of the traditional semigroup theory [37].

(ii) Since the Non-Newtonian constitutive relation is nonlinear, we can not apply the
standard Lax-Milgram Lemma. We notice the p—structure of fluid subproblem and
show that using the Browder-Minty theorem [9, Theorem 9.14-1] for p > 2 works
well in our problem.



(iii) When we summarize the weak and weak* convergence, we get the LP weak conver-
gence for symmetric gradient D" (uy) and L? weak convergence (% + % =1) for
S(D™ (uy)). Their limit cannot be deduced directly due to the variant subscript
nn (related to fluid domain) and nonlinearity from S. We modified the proof of
Proposition 7.6 in [32] by introducing the localized Minty’s Trick to obtain the
limit.

2 Preliminaries and main result

Since problem f is defined in a moving fluid domain which is part pf unknowns,
we can not define its weak solutions directly. To overcome this difficult, we introduce an
Arbitrary Lagrangian Eulerian (ALE) mapping, which is common in numerical simula-
tions of fluid-structure interaction problems. This maps our problem to a fixed domain
so that we can carry out our analysis. There are many applications of ALE mapping in
fluid-structure problems, see e.g., [7, [30] 31, B32] 33| 34, [35].

Before performing the ALE mapping in Section we provied some useful facts and
assumptions in Section and the energy differential inequality associated with f
in Section Sections are devoted to transformation and space settings,
respectively. Finally, our main result (Theorem is presented in Section

2.1 Some useful facts and assumptions

Lemma 2.1. It can be easily checked that for p > 2, S satisfies [13]

1. Coercivity:

S(D): D > 51 DP — ko; (16)
2. Growth:
S(D)| < ks (yDVH + 1) : (17)
3. Monotonicity:
(S(D1) —S(D2)) : (D1 — D2) >0, if Dy # Ds. (18)

Here, D1 = D(uy), D2 = D(u2) and the notations k;, i = 1,2,3 are constants, depend-
g at most on p, such that k; > 0, 1 = 1,3 and ko € R. We remark that these three
results will used in the proof of existence of the system.

Assumptions:

(f1) f is locally Lipschitz from H?~¢ into H?, namely, there exists a constant Cr > 0
suitably small such that

1f(m) = Fm2)ll g2 0y < Crlm — me2ll g2y »
for some € > 0 and for every ||n;|| grz—ery < R (i = 1,2).

Remark 2.1. Since the bound of approximate solutions my is obtained in HOQ(F), the
assumption is used to pass to the limit of nonlinear term f(ny). We note here
that this assumption is a little bit stronger for the nonlinear term f(n), while in [{1],
Trifunovié and Wang made two weaker Lipschitz assumptions for f(n) from Hg_E(F)
into H=2(T) for some € > 0 and HZ(T') into H=%(T) for some 0 < a < 2, i.e.,

1f(m) — fm2)llg-2 < Crllm — n2ll grz—ery - (19a)

1f(m) = fm2)llg-o < Crllm — m2ll g2(r) - (19Db)



is used to pass the convergence of f(m) when the bound of approximate solutions
Ny is obtained in Hg(F). It is a weaker Lipschitz condition than . depicts the
order of nonlinearity precisely and is useful in determining the minimal time, which is
related to the approximate solution’s convergence. This requirement is from the Galerkin
approximation method in [{1] to handle the nonlinear structure subproblem. However,
instead of using this “hybrid approximation scheme” as in [{1], we choose the classical
semigroup method in our study for the structure subproblem. Thus, we make a stronger
assumption and need only one Lipschitz condition.

2.2 Energy differential inequality

For simplicity, we denote the bilinear form associated with the elastic energy of the
thick structure by

as(d.i6) = | 2usD(d): D)+ NV - d)(V-9).
S
Remark 2.2. For any two vectors di and do, we have
1
as(di,di —dy) = 3 (as(dy,dr) +as(di — da,di — d2) — ag(da, d2)),

where we used A: (A—B)=1(A:A+(A-B):(A—B)—B:B) and ala —b) =
$(a® + (a —b)? — b?). Here A, B are vectors and a,b are scalar quantities.

Next, we derive the energy for f. Multiplying , , @ by w, 0y, 0:d and
integrating by parts over QL(t), ', Qg, respectively, we then add the results and combine
with boundary conditions to obtain

d%E(t) + D(t) < C(Pjouws(t)), (20)

where the energy F(t) and dissipation D(t) are denoted by

1

10l 2 g 2 + ()

and
2

1
D(t) := |ul? it |0mp —

[Wie(Q(1)) [L2(ra ()2

respectively.

2.3 The ALE mapping

Due to the Navier-slip effect, we consider both radial (vertical) and longitudinal
displacements in this study, which creates some additional issues when we pass to the
limit (see e.g., Section . Thus, we follow the procedure in [34) Section 3.2] to define
our ALE mapping. First, let the corresponding deformation of the elastic boundary be
denoted by ¢, i.e.,

p"(t,z) =id +n(t,z), (t,z)€[0,T] xT.
Then we introduce a family of ALE mappings A, parameterized by 7:
An(t) : Qp — Q(0),
(z,7) = (2,y) = An()(z,7),

7



which is defined for each 1 as a harmonic extension of deformation ¢". This means that
Ay (t) is the solution of the following boundary value problem on the reference domain
Qp:

AAn(t, ) =0in QF,

Aq(t)lr = "(t,),
An(t)‘z = id,

where 3 = 0Qp\I' denotes the rigid part of the boundary. The Jacobian determinant of
ALE mapping A,, is defined by

J"M = det VA, (1),

and the ALE velocity is
d
T dt

From [34], we know that if the compatibility conditions (13)), (14)), hold, then it
can be deduced that there exists a T’ > 0 such that

w" Ay

JT">C>0, on(0,T) xQp. (21)

In addition, there exists a 7" > 0 such that for ¢ € [0,7"], the ALE mapping A,(t) is
an injection.

We note here that both conditions J7 > 0 and A,, is injective are to ensure that the
fluid domain will not degenerate for some large time. Let T* = min {7, 7"}, then this
new time determines the maximal existence time interval for the weak solution. In this
sense, our weak solution exists for a maximal time 7™, at which either J7 = 0 or A, is
no longer injective (see e.g., [34, Fig. 3]).

2.4 Transformation settings

In order to define our associated weak solution in the fixed domain Qp, we map
functions in moving domain Q7.(¢) onto the reference domain Qp by the ALE mapping
given above in Section For functions depending on n, we denote it by a superscript
7. Specifically, for a function g defined on Q7 (¢), whether it is a scalar or a vector, we
denote it by

g"(t,z,r) = g(t, Ay(t)(z,7)).

Then the gradient and divergence are given by
Vg = (Vg)" = Vg" (VA,) ™", V" g" =1tr(V'g")
and the symmetric gradient is denoted by
1
D(g") : = 5 (Vg" + (Vg™
1
=3 (v + (ve"")
1 _
=5 (V" +(vg"") (VA
= D(g") (VA,) .
Moreover, the ALE derivative on the fixed reference domain Qf is defined by:
aglg, = 0g + (w"-V)g.
Consequently, we rewrite the Navier-Stokes equation in the ALE formulation as:

dulg, + (u—w") - V)u=V-o, inQL), (22)

8



and
Vg = Vg7, (23)

where OQyulg, and w" are composed with (A,,(t))*1 and we find that transformed
divergence-free condition is

V7.4 =0.

Under the above transformation with ALE mapping, we give the space settings related
to weak solutions of problem — in the next section.

2.5 Space settings

We denote the spaces [Wk’p]2, [H?)? and [LP)? by W*? HP and LP respectively.
Now, we describe the functional spaces associated with the weak solutions of problem

@O-[@3).
Motivated by the energy inequality and the boundary conditions, we denote four
spaces of fluid velocity, “improved” fluid velocity, thin structure displacement and thick

structure displacement by
_ vn,unzo’un.q-’?:(), Onl—‘inouv
VZ—?:{UTIE [Cl(ﬂ)]2 / t}7

u v} =0, onTly

V’? — ﬁwl’p(QF)’

Vi = Hj (D),

and
VS = {de HI(QS) : d'TS :07 on F7d:0’ on Fi/out}’

respectively. Subsequently, for 0 < T < T, the associated evolution spaces for fluid,
thin structure and thick structure are written as:

Wi = L>(0,T; L*(Qr)) N LP(0, T; Vi),
Wy = Whe(0,T; L*(T")) N L*(0, T; Vw),
Ws = W (0,T; L*(Qs)) N L*(0,T; Vs).
Including the slip boundary condition, we have the following solution space:
W ={(u,n,d) € Wh x Wy x Wg:u-vih=0m-vihd vg=n}.

The corresponding test space is denoted by

o= {(q,cb,w)eccl([o,T),vzwixvs):}_ (24)

qn'VF:Qs'V;,‘aq&:wa onT
2.6 Weak solution and main result

We transform problem f by ALE mapping, so that the remainder analysis are
on the reference domain Q2p. To establish the definition of weak solution, we first consider
the transformed Navier-Stokes equation . Multiplying by g and integrating it
over Q7(t), we have

T T T
/ / atu|QF~q+/ / ((u—w")-V)u-q:/ / V-o-q, (25)
0 JQL() 0 JQL() 0 JQL®)

where we dropped the superscript 1 in u" for easier reading.



Integrating the second term on the left-hand side of by parts, we get

/OT/QZ(t)«u—w")-vm-q
1/T/m <<u—w">-v>u-q—1/T/m (w-w")V)q-u

For the term on the right-hand side of , it follows from the divergence theorem that

T T T
—/ / V-a-q:2/ / S(D(u)):D(q)—/ / ov}-q.
0 JQL() 0 JQL() 0 Joaalk()

Due to the slip effect, which leads to existence of non-zero tangential and normal com-
ponent of velocity at interface boundary, we expand last term above as

/ /6(2" Q)

-/ ((auz-vz>q-vz+<avz-r£>q-r£)+/ "y
I (t) r

in/out

:/ ((UVF Vi) ¢ V}ﬂL (am u) - T (q'TZ«Z)>+/ TqQup-
I (t)

in/out

We note here that the first term on the right-hand side cancels with the same term in
thin structure equation. By means of integration by parts, we obtain

Oru q—/ / J"0u - q"
/ /(;"(t ' |QF QF '
:—/ O J"u - q" / / JMu - 0, q" / Joug - g"(0, -).
0 QF QF QF

Since we have (see e.g., [I8, pp. 77])

(26)

O J" = JIV . ",

becomes

T
Orb|ln . - q
/o /ﬂ’;m il
T
_/ / (Jn (Vn ~w') (u . qﬂ) —J" - 6tq"> — / Joug - qfl((), ).
0 QF QF

We multiply the elastic equation of 7 and d by ¢ and ), respectively, and integrate
by parts over (0,7) x I and (0,7T) x Qg, respectively. Then, we add the results with
together to obtain the weak formulation.

Definition 2.1 (Weak solution) Assume that assumptions[(f1) holds. Then (u,n,d) €
WM is a weak solution of (1))—(15) in (0,T) for 0 < T < T*, if for every (q,¢,v) € Q7,
the following equality holds:

;/OT/QFJ"<((u—w")-V")u-q—((u—w")-V")q-u—(V"-w")-q-u>

10



[ a2 [ swrn: o [ e
2" [y - ootz [ [omoo [ iem.o) 1)
+;/OT/F(5WT;I — Upn)pnJpdadt — /OT

1

Now, we state the main result.

T
O - Op + /0 as(d, )

Qg

Poajoud - vF + / Jouo - q(0) + / w0d(0) + | V- (0).
QF r QS

in/out

Theorem 2.1 (Main result). Let Py /o € L% (0,00). Suppose that the initial data
ug € L3(Qp), no € HY(T), vo € L*(T), dy € H'(Qs) and Vy € L?(Q0g) satisfy the
compatibility conditions , and , then under assumptz'on there exist a
T* > 0 and a weak solution (u,n,d) to (1) ~([L5) on (0,T*) in the sense of Definition[2.1]
such that the following energy estimate holds:

t
B(t) +/O D(s)ds < Ey +C (HPinHQLQ(O,T) + | Poutll3 2 0.1 +T*). (28)
where E(t) and D(t) are

1
B(t) =5 <||U”2L2(Q};(t)) +10m 2y + So 1l 72 ) + 100l T2 + as(d, d)) :
2

1
— p — —
D(t) = HuHlep(Q?(t)) +o H&snf; Urn L)’

and Ey = E(0).

3 Approximate solutions

3.1 Operator splitting scheme

In this section, the backward Euler scheme is used to define a sequence of approximate
solutions of the fluid-structure interaction problem. For every fixed T > 0 and N > 1,
we devide the interval [0, 7] into N subintervals of length At = L with 0 =ty < #; <

- < tn-1 < ty = T. In the subintervals of [0,7] we separate the problem into two

parts by Lie operator splitting method as follows.
First, we rewrite problem — as

dX

—_— = AX, t T
dt 9 S (07 )7
Xl = X

where X = (u,n,v,d, V)T and X° = (ug, no, vo, do, V)"
Then, we decompose A = A; + Ay, where A; and Ao are non-trivial, and for n =
0,1,...,N —1,7=1,2, we obtain

4+t
an 2 nJ,»i
d];] = AzXN 2 te (tn, tn+1)
X;bf—i—% _ XZ—F%
t=tn

which can be solved for the approximate vector solutions

n+3 n+z n+z

n+% n+% n+%T
Xy 2 =(uy >,ny vy 2,dy >, Vy ?)

)

11



with X° = (ug, 0, vo, do, Vo)?, where i = 1,2 denotes the solution of the structure and
of the fluid subproblem, respectively.

In the following, we write the subproblems under the time discretization while we
omit the subscript N for simplicity.

3.2 The structure subproblem

In the structure subproblem, we notice that u does not change, then we denote

1
u"T2 = .

Let
H=Vw X Vw X Vs X Vg
and

H = {(o,9)" € Vi x Vs : 9|p = ¢}.

Fixing At and defining the solution of structure subproblem by (n”*é RUGEN e 3 V”Jr%) €
‘H, we have the vveakNformulation1 of s.trlucture1 subpr?blem:
For (p™,d™")T € H, find (n"2,v""2,d" 2, V"2)T € H such that

n+ti _ . n+ts _ gn
Jd+s F:nn%’ n Zt n :v”+%, d Zt d :V"+%,
,anr% — " VnJr% . vas il
/pAt ~¢+/Q — W+ (L™, 6) (29)
s

Fag(d™ ) + / fm ) - ¢ =o0,
T

for all (¢, )T € H.
In , the equations in the first row are kinematic coupling conditions and the second

row is the weak form. We solve (n”*é,v”+%,d”+%,vn+%)T e H with (n”,d")T € H

. . 1
under the invariance of w2 = u™.

Lemma 3.1. For a fived At > 0, there exists a unique weak solution (n"*é,v"Jr%, d"*é, V”Jr%)Te
H to subproblem with (m",d™)T € H.

As stated in Section Lax-Milgram theorem does not hold any more. So we
rewrite the structure subproblem as the form of continuous ordinary differential system
in a subinterval (¢,,t,+1) and apply the Theorem 6.1.2 in [37] to complete the proof as
follows.

First, define two linear self-adjoint operator as

(Lin,v) = (S(d)vs,v)p,

and
(Lod,d') = as(d,d') — (S(d)vs, d),..
Denoting U (t) by
U(t) = (n,v,d, V)",

we note that for U,U = (n,v, d, VT en,
(U.0) = (L) + (v.9) +as(d.d) + (V. V).

Then the equivalent continuous structure sub-problem in (t,,t,+1) is: for U(t,) =
(n™, v, d", V)T ¢ H, find U = U(t, 1), such that
2

d
U +AU = F(U) (30)

12



with

0 -1 0 0 0
| Letrr 0 0 0 N C)
A= 0 0 0o -1 |’ FU) = 0 ’
0 0 Ly O 0

and
D(A)={U € H|Lcn+ Lin € Vi, Lod € Vg }.

In the sequel, we will prove that admits a unique solution U (t,,) € H, i.e., Lemma
B.1] holds.

Proof of Lemma[3.1 Step 1. (AU,U),, > 0.
From the definition of A, we have

AU = (—v,Len + L7, —V,/Jgd)T.
Then, we get

<AU, U>”H ‘Cev’ 77) + <‘C€n7 ’U> + <£1777 ’U> + &S(—V, d) + <£2d7 V>

(-
(Svg,v)p —as(V,d) +as(d, V) + (Svs, v)p
0,

Y

where we used the boundary condition did =V =wv on I'.

Step 2. R(I+ A) =*H.

First, we prove that I + A is surjective, i.e., for every G = (g1, g2, 93,94)" € H, there
exists V = (v1,v2,v3,v4)T € D(A) such that

I+ AV =aG, (31)
that is,
v1 — v = g1, (32a)
vo + Levi + Liv1 = g9, (32b)
V3 — Vg = g3, (32¢)
vy + Lovz = g4. (32(?1)

Adding the first two equations and last two equations in respectively, we obtain

{Ul + £6U1 + [:1’[)1 = gl + g27 (33)

v3 + Lov3 = g3 + ga.

Multiplying by (91, 03)7 € # and integrating equations over I', Qg respectively, we

find that
/Ul'@1+/ﬁevl'51+/£1vl'5l2/91'?71+/92'171,
r r r r r

/U3'273+ 52213‘7732/ 93'133+/ g4 - U3.
QS Qs QS QS

Since (Liv1,01) + (Lovs,03) = ag(vs,¥3) with v1 = v and 07 = 03 on I', we have the
following variational formulation:

(34)

B ((Ul,vg)T, (’l~)1,’l~)3)T) =B ((171,173)T) , vV (171,173)T eH,

where

B ((v1,v3)7T, (81, 53)T) :/

vr - 01 + / Levy - 01 +/ vz - U3 + ag(vs, U3),
r r Qg

13



and

B((ﬁlaﬁs)T):/91'171+/92'171+/ 93'1734-/ g4 - V3.
r r Qg Qg

Now we introduce the norm of the Hilbert space H as
2 2 2 2
(v, vs)[l3 = llvillzery + lvillze(ry + llvsllz2 g + as(vs, vs).

Then it can be deduced that the bilinear B(-,-) and the functional B(-) are bounded.
Furthermore, it follows that there exists a positive constant ¢; such that

B ((v1,v3)", (v1,v3)") :/

r

> 61 | (v1, 0s) %

vy - vy / Levy - vy +/ vz - v3 + ag(v3, v3)
r Qg

which means that B(-,-) is coercive.
By applying the Lax-Milgram Lemma [37], system has a unique solution (vi,v3)” €
H. In (32a)) and (32c), we see that

vy € Vi, w4 € Vg.

Then it follows from (32b)) and (32d)) that

Levr + Livg = g2 — v € Vi,
Lovg = g4 —v4 € Vs.

As a consequence, there exists a unique solution U € D(A) such that is satisfied,
which means that I + A is surjective.

Step 1 and step 2 tell us that A is a maximal monotone operator. Then by the
Lumer-Phillips theorem [37, Theorem 1.4.3], A generates a semigroup of contractions in
H.

Step 3. F is locally Lipschitz in H.

In this step, we show that f is locally Lipschitz from H? into H? and this is true due

to the assumption |(f1)

By [37, Theorem 6.1.2], we prove the existence and uniqueness of the solutions. [J

For readability, we will replace the superscript 1™ of fluid variables with n in the
sequel.

3.3 The fluid subproblem

Before investigating the fluid subproblem, we introduce the translation in time by
At =T/N of a function f, denoted by Ty, as

TNf(t7') = f(t — At, )

Suppose that we have solved problem . Since i and d do not change in the fluid
subproblem, we set n"! = n"*t3 d*+! = d"+3. In this work, our idea is to update the
fluid domain when we are in structure subproblem, that is, in a fixed time subinterval
(nAt, (n+1)At), fluid domain is Q%(¢) which is parameterized by 5", not by n"**. Thus,
the gradient of fluid velocity V7" is not accurate and it need to be modified. Due to
the equivalent time step At, we define the discrete time shift displacement 5"t as

,’:’n+1 _ TNnnJrl — ,ranrl(t — At, )

Then the gradient of fluid velocity should be VﬁnH, and so is the symmetric gradient
D7 in fluid subproblem.

14



Based on the updated position 5”1 of thin elastic structure, we define the ALE
mapping A"*! as the harmonic extension of n"*!, i.e., A" =id + B"*!, where B"*+!
is the solution of the elliptic boundary value problem:

AB" =0 in Qp,
Bn+1|r — ,’,]n—i—l

i

B"t|, =0.
Then we have the discrete ALE velocity

,wn+1 _ An+1 — A" ,wn+1 _ nn+1 _ ,r’n
At ’ r At ’
and the Jacobian determinant of the ALE mapping

n+1

J =det VA" A" Qp — Q.

Let
t%ﬂ:{(%@TGVI@XLQ(F):q"-V}l:¢-V% onT}.

Given (u"t2,v""2) € J#, we can find (w1, v"+1) € #, such that
o (w1 ") = f(u"+§,v"+%), (35)
where

<£{(un+1, Un-i—l)’ (q7 ¢)T>

:/ JnunJrl g+ 1/ (Jn+1 _ Jn)unJrl .q

A n n
+Y J”<(<u"—w“+l> VI urt g - (- w ) v"N“)q'U"“)
QF

~n—+1

+2At / JS(DN (umth)) - DN (q)
Qp

At
+ — (un;ﬂl - ’Unn—ﬂl)q et Jn+1 + / "t ¢
r

a Jr
At
n+1 n+1 n+1
+— (U n+1 —u n+1)¢7-n+1JF )
(6] T F

and

(F (s vh), <q,¢>T>

:/ Jnu’n"l‘éq_i_/ ¢+Atpln/0ut/ q- vp,
Qp T T

in/out

for (g, )T € # and P f(nH)At

P /Out Pi jous- The corresponding weak form is

1

(o (0", (q,0)7) = (F (W 0"), (,0)7). (36)
Remark 3.1. Notice that the solution u™t' and the test function q are all defined in
Vi in which the functions are all in domain V. This is due to our idea of iteration is
to update the fluid domain when we are in structure subproblem, that is, in a fixed time
subinterval (nAt, (n+ 1)At), fluid domain is QU%(t) which is parameterized by n™, not by
0"t This choice will not affect the limit of solutions as N — oo, see also [35].

Lemma 3.2. For a fived At > 0, there exists a unique weak solution (w1, v" T ¢ 7
to subproblem with (u”+%,v"+%)T €.
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In this paper, inspired by the p-structure of pp(D(u)), we solve the fluid subproblem
by the Browder-Minty theorem [, Theorem 9.14-1].
First, we state the Browder-Minty theorem.

Proposition 3.1 (Browder-Minty theorem [3}, 9, 29]). Let V' be a real separable reflexive
Banach space and let A:V — V' be a coercive and hemicontinuous monotone operator.
Then A is surjective, i.e., given any f € V', there exists u such that

ueV and A(u)=f.
If A is strictly monotone, then A is also injective.

Proof of Lemma[3.3 Hemicontinuity. From the definition of J#, we know that .« :
A — ' is a bounded operator due to the Holder’ s inequality and . Since all parts
except the Non-Newtonian term are linear, the boundedness implies the continuity. It
remains to be shown that the nonlinear part is hemicontinuous. For this we define the
operator A : Vi — (V) such that

(N, q)= [ T'S(DW () DT (q), ¥ q € Vi
Qp
Then the mapping
sER— (N (u"T +50),q) ER, V&€ Vp

is continuous with repect to s. Therefore, A" : V& — (V})' is hemicontinuous [9, Proof
of Theorem 9.14-2] and ¢/ is hemicontinuous.
Coercivity. Taking ¢ = u™*! and 9 = v"*!, we find that there is a 5, such that

<d(u"+1, ,Un—&-l)7 (un—&-l’ ,vn—i-l)T>

:/ Jn|un+1‘2+1/ (Jn+1_Jn)’un+1|2

~n—+1

At

+2At / Jng(Dﬁ'Kf“(u“H)) DV ()
QF
+ — u:jil - 'Un:_-&l

a Jr F n+1 /‘anrl‘
> 09 </ Jn|un+1‘2+/ Jn Dﬁ}(,H( n+1 ‘ +H n+1” )
N L2(I)
QF Qp

where we used the property (16| to deal with the p-structure of ur and taken « suitably

n+1 n+1

small such that % Jr u b~ Vi J"Jr1 2A¢t fﬂp J"ko > 0. Then the coercivity of

</ is verified.
Strict monotone. For two different variables pairs (u?™, o7 and (uj™, 03T

it can be shown from that
e R R R A

:/ Jn|un+1 n+1}2+1/ (Jm = gmy ‘un+1 un+l‘2
. Uy 2 Ja, 2

271 / J"(S(Dy) — S(Dy)) : (Dy — D)

n+l n+1 2 At n+1 n+1 n+1 n+1
vy e u —Uu — (v — v
/ | U2 ‘ + a Jr 1t 27Tt 1t 27Tt

where Dy = D" (ut) and Dy = Dﬁvl(ug“). Thus & is strictly monotone from

the definition.
Therefore, the proof is complete by means of Proposition [3.1] O

)

2
n+1
JF
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3.4 Uniform energy estimates

According to the decomposition of problem 7, we define the semi-discrete kine-

matic energy, elastic energy, total energy and dissipation in a time subinterval (nAt, (n+
1)At] by

Bz =2 (/ T | 4 ‘ ias: + HV”*% > , (37)
2 \ay L2(T) L2(Qs)
1
E = = ({Longts ) 42 HD ("3 H dr+s 38
. 5 << n"tem >+ s H|° Leog IV 20} (38)
Bt = ENTE et (39)
n n n 1 u” p At n n 2
DM = %1At/ J ‘D" ' +1)‘ +— [(0" =™ )| oy - (40)

Next, we give discrete energy estimates of each subproblem.

Lemma 3.3. Solution of subproblem (29)) satisfies the semi-discrete energy inequality

En-I—% _1_1 (‘ ,Un-i-% _ ,Un + an—I—* Vn )
2 L2(QS) (41)
60 n+l n 1 1 1
— — Zag(d"tE —dt,d": —dY) < E" 4 C
+4’n 2 -1 H§(F)+2a5( 2 ,d"e ) < E"+C,

where C' is a constant independent of At.

1

’ﬂ+l n ntd n
Proof. Let ¢ = 11;”+§ =1 1 and ¢ = Vit = Niit*d in (29). More precisely,
taking ¢ = v""2 in the first term and ¥ = V"2 in the second term in , b =

T and ¢ = d”*zit—d" in the other terms, by means of Remark [2.2] we have

’ ,Un-‘r% 2 4 ‘ vn—f—% — " 2 an—‘r% 2 + an-i-f V" 2
L2(T) L2(T) L2(Qg) L2(Qg)
1 1 0o 1 2 1 1
L n+é n+§> “Y ‘ n+s _ n” dn+2 dn+2
+< en"zm +5 n Hg(F)+aS( : )

1 mn mn 1 n n n n n
+ag(d"2 —d",d" = d") < |[o" [Ty + VT2 + (Len™ 0™

where

l
/f(nnJré ) n+2_/f n+ n 2—7’]n
r

- /F (f(n“%)—f(n"))- i/ S [t R

<7 n+ n n+f_ n . n n+l_ n
|7 f<n>L2(F)\n o+ g ey [ =
L? Cr n+2 n 2L ny|2 do 41 nl|?

< Tar s+ 5o MO + g [

0o 1 C
< ——||p"tz —n" —.

— 4At moEEn HQ(F)+At

Here, we take Cg > 0 suitably small such that L?2Cg < 6y/8 where L is the Poincaré
constant in 1 dimensional space [0, L]. By adding fQF J" |u”|2 on both sides, it follows

from " = n""% and d” = d""3 in fluid subproblem that holds. 0
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Lemma 3.4. Solution of subproblem (35| satisfies the semi-discrete energy inequality

1
E,?;Ll—k/ J"
2 Qp

,Un+1 o

2
1
u” 1—’Ll,n 2

+%‘ ot + Dyt (42)

L2(1)

+ CAL ((PR) + (Pog)® + 1)

n+%
kin

<E

where C' depends on Qp, K1, ka.

Proof. Taking ¢ = u"!, ¢ = v"*! in , combining with and using Remark
we find that

;/ Jn <|un+1‘2+ 2)+;/ (Jn+17!]n) |un+1‘2
QF QF

~n p At
+ 2At/ J" (/{1 ‘DT’NH (un—’—l)‘ — K]Q) + / "U;TnJrl —U_n+1
Qp (6 T F F

2
un+1 . un—o—% n—l—%

2 JTH—I
F

1
5 (Il oy + 074 = 0oy = 10" e

< At <Pl’fl(t)/ u" e — Pgut(t)/ u" . VF> .
r Pout

in

By using the trace inequality and Sobolev inequality, we obtain that for p > 2,

/ un-I— 1 vp
Fin

< e [B O] [[w | s

< |Pu(®)]

PR (1) / u™ g
Fin

Qrp(t))

C ce

52 1PROP + 5 [[u 0,
C
4e

IN

®))

IN

BAOP + 5 [0 s ap ey

Moving 2At fQF J"Kkg to the right-hand side of above inequality and proceeding as in
[32, [34], we choose € > 0 small enough such that ¢*e < k; to complete the proof. O

Subsequently, we obtain the uniform energy estimates in the following. We add the
subscript N to all variables so that we can pass to the limit as N — oo in next
section.

Lemma 3.5 (Uniform energy estimates). Let At >0, N =T/At and 0 < T < T*, then
we have the following estimates:

1
L. EJY\L/Jr2 <K, ENt' <K, foralln=0,1,--- ,N — 1.

N
2. Y D) <K.
j=1

N-1

1
503 ([T - o o
n—0 Qp L2(T)
2
+3 2
+ oy 2 — vk + ||Vttt - VﬁHLQ(QS)> <K,
(1)
N-1 )
4, (H'”JHV+1 - "?VHHg(r) +as(dy — dy, dy — d%)) <K,
n=0

18



where K = Ey + C <||PinH%2(o,T) + HPOlltH%ﬂ(O,T) + T*) and C depends on Qp and other

parameters in the problem.

Proof. Adding and , and taking sum for n from 0 to N — 1, we find that

N-1 N-1

1 1
EN+ > Dyt 45> (/ T it — e+ ot — vy
=0 2 =0 \Var L2(r)
2
n+i +1 2
+llvy * —vN Lo +va - VJGHLQ(QS)
(43)
2
+ Hn]’fﬁl - nJT\LfHHg(F) + aS(dR/H - ?VvdgLVH - de))
N-1
< Bo+C Y At (PR + (P)* +1).
n=0
By the definition of P Jout and the Holder’s inequality, we obtain
N-1 , 1 DA 2 NZl /bt 2
At (P1)* = At / Pn| =— / Py
1 N-1 .(n+1)At ) (n+1)At ) )
= At Z /nAt B /nAt =Bl 0,m -
n=0

Then the last term in becomes

N-1
0> At (PR + (P +1) < € (I1Bulfaoim) + 1 Pout 320y + 7))
n=0

Therefore, we have the estimates 2, 3, and 4. It can be deduced form summing from 0 to
1
n instead of from 0 to NV — 1 that E]’\‘,+1 < K. Next, (41]) implies E;L,JFQ <E}y<K. 0O

3.5 Uniform boundedness

1
Let nY;, UX,_E, dy;, Vi be the solutions of given in Lemma and uf;, vy be
the solutions of given in Lemma Now we are in position to give a sequence
of approximate solution on (0,7). Following the procedure in [7, 34], we define approx-
imate solutions on each time subinterval (nAt, (n + 1)At] as the piecewise constant
functions:

UN(t, ) = unN+17 'UN(t? ) = ’U%+1, "7N(t» ) = 777](7+17
n+%

dy(t, ) =dyt, V() =Vt on(t,) = vy 2,

for n = 0,1,--- ,N — 1. Here we use oy(t,:) = 'vzﬁ_% to represent the thin elastic
structure velocity in structure subproblem and vy (t,:) = v?V'H to represent the thin
elastic structure velocity in fluid subproblem. Since in fluid subproblem, the trace of
u?VH in I'(¢) is ’UK,—H and it is different from the “unchanged” displacement velocity

n+l . n n_‘—% a7 1
Ny Ny _ NN NN _ ,U”"'é
At At N

In the subsequent Lemma |3.8] we will show that they are exactly the same in some sense
when we pass to the limit as N — oo.
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Analogously, for n =0,1,--- , N — 1, other approximate quantities can be defined as

An(t,)) = AN ven(t, ) = vt TN (t, ) = T

wy(t, ) = w%ﬂ Jrn(t, ) = J;Jrl, In(t,-) = J;\L[Jrl.

As discussed in Section we need to determine the time interval of existence of
solutions. With compamblhty conditions (|13 ., we have the following proposition
due to the construction of A"le in Section

Proposition 3.2 ([34]). There is a T* > 0 small enough and a positive constant C' such
that AR,'H is an injection, and

*

T
J]T\L]H:detVA’X,H>O, Atzﬁ>0, n=0,1,---,N —1.

From Proposition[3.2] we have the maximal existence time T* before which the domain
will not degenerate. Then Lemma implies the following boundedness properties.

Lemma 3.6. For a fized At = % >0,0<T <T* and p > 2, the following holds:
1. The sequence {nn}Nen is uniformly bounded in L>(0,T; HZ(T')),
2. The sequence {On}nen is uniformly bounded in L>=(0,T; L*(I")),
3. The sequence {dy}nen is uniformly bounded in L>(0,T; H*(Qg)),
4. The sequence {Vy}nen is uniformly bounded in L= (0,T; L*(Qg)),
5. The sequence {uy}nen is uniformly bounded in L>=(0,T; L*(2F)),
6. The sequence {vy}nen is uniformly bounded in L>(0,T; L*(T)).

Let us denote iy = Tynn(t,:) = nn(t — At,-), At = T/N. We can deduce the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. For a pair of conjugate indices p and q which satisfies % + % =1, we have
1. The sequence { D (uy }NGN is uniformly bounded in LP((0,T) x Q)2
2. The sequence {S (DN (uy) }NGN is uniformly bounded in LI((0,T) x Qp)2.

Proof. The estimate 2 in Lemma [3.5] implies that

zm/

Since the Jacobian determinant J3; of the ALE mapping A%; is uniformly bounded from
below by a positive constant (see Proposition, we have the boundedness of DV (uy).
Combining this boundedness with , we obtain

n | pa "+1)‘ At < K.

< K’

s (DﬁN (un)) HLq((o,T)xQF)2 =

This completes the proof. O
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3.6 Weak and weak* convergence

Lemma 3.8 (Weak* convergence). For a fized At = L > 0, 0 < T < T*, there

exist subsequences {Nn}nen, {ON}nen, {dn}nen, {Viinen, {un}nen and {vn}nen

and functions n € L*®(0,T; HF(T)), v,0 € L*®(0,T;L*()), w € L>(0,T; L*(Qr)),

dec L>0,T; H' (Qg)) and V € L>(0,T; L?(Qs)) such that
ny — n weakly* in L>(0,T; HZ(T)),
Oy — © weakly* in L>(0,T; L*(T)),
dy — d weakly* in L>=(0,T; H (Qs)),
Vi — V weakly* in L°(0,T; L*(Qs)),
uy — u weakly* in L°°(0,T; L*(Qr)),
vy — v weakly* in L>=(0,T; L*(T)).

Furthermore,
v =7.

Proof. From the uniform boundedness in Lemma we get the weak™ convergences. It
only need to prove v = . By the definition of approximate solutions and estimate 3 in
Lemma we have

N—-1 . (n+1)At

Z/nt

n=0 A

2
n+1 ”+2
Uy — Uy
L2(D)

T
~ 2 ~ 2
lon = oN 720,220 = /0 lon = on|lz2 ) =

41 2
n+1 n 2
L2(T)

At < KAt.

For a function ¢ € L?(0,T; L?*(I")), setting At — 0 and combining the weak* conver-
gences of vy and vy, we obtain

/OT/F(v—f))-¢=/0T/F(v—vzv).¢+/0T/F(vN—f;N)-¢+/0T/F(5N_{,).¢

T
S /0 /1;('0 — 'UN) . ¢ + H’UN - f’NHLQ(O,T;L2(F)) ”¢||L2(0,T;L2(F))
T
0 T
0

which means that v =9 a.e. in (0,7) x I. O
By means of the reflexivity and Lemma we have the weak convergence results.

Lemma 3.9 (Weak convergence). For a fited At =% >0,0<T <T* p>2andq
which satisfies 1 _,_, =1, there exist subsequences {D"N (un }NeN and {S D"N (un) }NeN

and functions M E LP((0,T) x QF)?, G € LY((0,T) x Qp)? such that

D™ (uy) — M weakly in LP((0,T) x Qp)?,

S(D™ (uy)) = G weakly in L1((0,T) x QF)Q,

Remark 3.2. Here, M and G are unknown since the gradient are not equal in VINuy
and Vu. In the limiting process, we can show that M = D"(u) and G = S(D"(u)) (see

Lemmal[4.3).
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3.7 Strong convergence

In this section, we prove the strong convergence of weak solution. This convergence
is useful when we finally pass to the limit.

3.7.1 Strong convergence for velocities

First, we establish the strong convergence of uy and vy. In [35], Muha and Canié
proved a generalized Aubin-Lions-Simon Lemma to deal with the specific problems for
which the spatial domain depends on time. More precisely, they made use of the classical
Simon’s theorem in [40, Theorem 1] together with the uniform estimates of the problem
and provided the L2(0,7; H) compactness for the moving domains. This theorem is
effective in processing this type of problem and Muha and Canié¢ gave three examples in
[35], whose strong convergences were proved by a more sophisticated procedure before.
After [35], the generalized Aubin-Lions-Simon Lemma was applied in several works, see
7, 36, 411, 42).

To do this, we give the generalized Aubin-Lions-Simon compactness lemma for prob-
lems on moving domains [35].

Theorem 3.1 ([35, Theorem 3.1]). Let V, H be Hilbert spaces such that V. CC H.
Suppose that {un} C L*(0,T;H) is a sequence such that un(t,-) = u%(-) on ((n —
1)At,nAt], n =1,...,N, with NAt = T. Let V}} and Q% be Hilbert spaces such that
(V3, Q%) — V x V, where the embeddings are uniformly continuous w.r.t. At and n,

and V3 CC @H — (QR)". Let u% € VI, n=1,...,N. If the following is true:
(A) There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that for every At
N
(A1) Y, a3, At < €,
(A2) HUNHLOO(O,T;H) <C.
(B) There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that

un—i—l —ul
P}%NTtN 30(”“%“\\\/13“+1)’”:07'“7N—17

@y

where Py is the orthogonal projector onto @H.
(C) The function spaces QR and V3 depend smoothly on time in the following sense:

(C1) For every At > 0, and for every | € {1,...,N — 1}, there exists a space
Q’K;l C V and the operators J]i\,ln : Q%l — QU i =0,1,...,1, such that

i l
| 75ina| s < Cllallge. ¥ @ € Q3 amd
N
j+1 j +i+1
((Afha=Rogna) wh) (44)
< Ontlal gy o | s GE10 I 1) (49)
|Tivina —all, < CVIAEllalgrrs i€ {0, 11, (46)

where C' > 0 is independent of At, n and .

— } A
(C2) Let Vitl = Q! . There exist the functions Iy, - Vit — vl i =

0,1,...,1, and a universal constant C > 0, such that for every v € V]GH

HI}'\/',l,anVj:,“l < CHU”VK}‘H'? (S {07"'71}7 (47)
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T 100 — ]|, < g(lAt) [vllynsi, i €{0,.... 1} (48)

where g : Ry — R4 is a universal, monotonically increasing function such
that g(h) — 0 as h — 0.

(C3) Uniform Ehrling property: For every 6 > 0, there exists a constant C(J)
independent of n, | and At, such that

[0l < 8110l +CO) ol gray v in QR (49)

Then {un} is relatively compact in L*(0,T; H).
With the help of Theorem we have the following compactness theorem:

Theorem 3.2. The sequence {(un,vn, VN)} ey, introduced in Lemma is relatively
compact in L?(0,T; H), where H = L?(Qumax) X H5(T') x H™*(Qs), Qmax is the union
of all parameterized fluid domains and 0 < s < %

Proof. Since the model of fluid-thin structure interaction in our work can be found in [34]
and [35, Section 4.3], the proof of Theorem can be easily established by Theorem
with some modifications. We need to take LP(0,T; W'P) — L2(0,T; H') into account
and make use of the estimates in Lemma to verify all the conditions of Theorem (3.1

more specifically, Properties |(A) and |(C)l Here, we give a sketch of the proof.
Property|(A). To show|(Al)land|(A2)|of Properties|(A )| we define the corresponding

spaces as follows.
V = H*(Qmax) x L*(T) x L*(Qy),
and

1
H=L*Quax) x H*T) x H%(Qg), 0<s< 3

Then we have V' CC H. In addition, we choose the moving velocity spaces Vy; and
moving test spaces Q' as

H'(Q})

Vi = {(w,0,v) e VBT s HE (D) X L2(Qs) + (wlpns = 0) - vt =0},

Qi = {(@.0.9) € (VE" ™ 0 HYQp) x Vv x Vs : alpn = 6.6 = ¥l |-

such that (V3, Q%) — V xV. It follows from the trace theorem HU%HZ%(F) < Hu?\,qul(Q?)
and Lemma [3.5] that

N
2
Z ||(UnN»UR/aVJ</1)va At

n=1

I
M=

(108 gy 198y g, + VRt ) A

N
I

<C

WE

(Il s ) + VR 320 ) At (50)
1

n

<C.

From the embedding L? — H™%, 0 < s < % and the uniform boundedness in Lemma
3.6l we deduce that

2
H (UN, UN, VN) HLoo(o,T;H)
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2 2 2

= [lunlZoo 0,122 (mar)) T 1N Lo 0,752 (0)) F IV o0 (0,155 (029)) (51)
2 2 2

S NNl Zo 0,72 (man)) T 10N 200,022 (0)) + IV o0 0,722 (026)

<C.

Then |(Al)| and [(A2)| are verified by and respectively.
Property In the following, we prove the Property First, we give the weak

formulation in the moving domain 2%:

1 ~m n n o~ n n
3 [ (@ = wy) Dy a- (@ - wy) 9)a-uy)

F

uft! — aj 1[I =R
Jr/ N N.q+/ N NunN+1‘q
Q Q

n At 2 Jon J]’%,At
F F
1 URZH — vy 1
+2/m S(D(uY) : D(q) —/FN~<;!>+<J“(77}””V+ ) ) (52)
F
1
+ a/ (unN+1 'T£+1 _ ,0]7\L[+1 'T}‘L+1) q- T}L+1J;+1dzdt + <£e77]T\L/+1,¢>
r
1
o [ R ) g s
N

Vn+1 -V m n
- RE wras@ e = [ Pl
Qs At r

in/out

for all (g, ¢, 1) € QF,, where 4}, = uR;o (A"N*l)f1 and ﬁ is the Jacobian of the mapping
(AR) ™
A direct calculation yields

1 1 1
pri1 (WO VT — (uly, o, V)
) A @y
N
wtl - un ol — o vt _yn
||(q»¢’¢)||Q’]ﬂv+l =1 7}%“ r Qg
< sup AT “q+ AL -+ A -
||(q»¢’w)||Q’]ﬂv+1 =1 % r Qg

+ sup
”(q7¢7¢) ”Qn+1 =1
N

[ ok,
on At ‘

n
F

By means of the weak formulation , we obatin

uy' — Ay vy - vy Vit - Wy
/Q% At 'q+/p At '¢+/QS A Y
< (hal -+ o™ ) (75 g + (Hl -+ oo™ ) 197l |
+C o il + (|77 @i [, + [0 @i ) 10
AN [AG] + C l|n] g2 |0l g2 + 17 (O) | 2 | Dl
+luyt - o  Y a m — o | - ld p [9]
< C ([l ox ™ VY s +1) 1@, 6, %) g
where we used assumption that

Lf gz = 1F (1) = £(0) + f(O)| g
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<|lf(m) = FO)l g2 + £ (O)]| g2
< Clnll gz + £ (0) | = -

Following the same procedure in [7] and [35], we get

/ ﬁ%_u%.q
on At

n
F

<O |(uy, vy, VJ(/I)HV](; I(q, ¢7¢)||(va) .

Consequently,

(i o V) — (uly, ok, VR
At

n+1
PN

@y
< C (|l (uh vk, Vil +1)

which proves Property
Property |[(C). We notice that the rest properties needed to be shown follow from

the same procedure in [7]. Therefore, we provide the definition of several operators and
spaces. First, we denote the operator J In Q}t}l — Q?VJ” by

J]i\f,l7n(q7 ¢7 ,(p) = (q‘QT;‘+Z ; q‘I‘n-‘ri 7¢> )
and space Qﬁ;l by
l l l

QW' ={(a.0.w) € (Vi N HYQE)) x Vi x Vs : dlpn - vp = & v ¢ = Wl |

Moreover, to establish Property (C2), we need the operator Iziv,l " V]G'H — V]G’l as
T (W05 Vi) = (3 g (807 ] vB) - vp 4 (o7 f) -, V),

with space

vl = {(u,v,V) € H3(Q%) x LA(T) x LX(Qg) : V- = 0, (|pn — v) - U = o}.

Finally, we complete the proof by following [7] and [35]. O

Remark 3.3. In [35, Theorem 3.2/, there is another condition (A3) need to be verified,
namely,
I Tvun — unlZ20 .0 < At.

We note that this condition is not necessary, since it has been shown in [35, Theorem 3.2/
that the conclusion of Theorem is valid without (A8). The reasons why the authors left
it in the main theorem is that this condition is usually satisfied as a by-product of Rothe’s
method and it nicely shows the role of numerical dissipation in compactness arguments
while simplifying the proof.

Remark 3.4. In our work, the fluid is motioned by a generalized Non-Newtonian consti-
tutive which results in a LP regularity. However, in order to pass to the limits in the next
section, we need the L? strong convergence instead of the LP strong convergence. This is
because the convergence is used in the first and second convergence of equation and
it needs a L? regularity.

The compactness stated in Theorem [3.2] implies the following strong convergence
results.

Corollary 3.1. As N — o0, the following strong convergence results hold:
1. uny — w in L*(0,T; L*(QF));
2. oy — v in L*(0,T; H*(T')), 0 < s <
3. vy — v in L2(0,T; H5(')), 0 < s <

N[= N
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3.7.2 Strong convergence for displacement and geometry parameters

In the following, we give the strong convergence of the thin structure displacement.
To achieve this goal, we notice that ny is uniformly bounded in W%°°(0,T; L?(T)) N
L*>(0,T; H2(T)), then from the continuous embedding

W20, T; L*(T)) N L(0,T; Hy(T)) = C*'=F([0, T]; H**(T")), 0<pB <1,

we have uniform boundedness of ny in C%'=#([0,T]; H?*(TI")). Due to the compact
embedding of H?? <« H?P¢ for every fixed ¢ > 0 and the fact that functions in
C%1=8(]0,T]; H??(T")) are uniformly continuous in time on finite interval, we find, by
applying the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, that as N — oo

ny —nin C([0,T); H*('), 0<s<1,

and
Tany — nin C([0,T); H*(T)), 0<s< 1.

Then by the similar procedure in [31, Lemma 3], we have the strong convergence results
for structure displacement.

Theorem 3.3. We have the following strong convergence results as N — oco:
1.y = n in L0, T; H*(T)), 0 < s < 1;
2. Tnmn — mn in L*°(0,T; H*$(T)), 0 < s < 1.

Consequently, considering our 2D fluid problem and 1D structure problem, we have
H*(I') = CY(T) for s > 3. Theorem [3.3| implies the following result.

Corollary 3.2 (Convergence for displacement). The following uniform convergence re-
sults hold as N — oo:

1. nny — m in L>=(0,T; Cl(f));
2. Tnmn — n in L*(0,T; CH(T)).

To pass to the limit in the weak formulation, we still need the convergence of geome-
try parameters due to the effect of Navier-slip. In this sense, both normal and tangential
structure displacements are considered to be non-zero. This may bring additional diffi-
culties when take N — oco. By means of above statements and the explicit formulas of
the normals v v, the tangents 77y and quantities associated with Ay, we can deduce
the corresponding strong convergence result as follows :

Corollary 3.3 (Convergence for geometry quantities, see also [34]). For vpn, Trn and
quantities associated with Ay as defined earlier, we have the following convergence as
N — oo:

1. vpy — v in L(0,T;C(T));
TEN — T in L(0,T; CcM));
wy — w" in L2(0,T; H'(QF));
Jrn — J8 in L0, T; C(T));
Jy — J" in L®(0,T;C(Qr));
TnJIn — J7 in L0, T; C(Qp));

A I S T R

(VAN)' = (VAy,) ™" in L®(0,T;C(QF)).
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4 The limiting problem

In the first part of this section, we construct the suitable test functions that converge
to the test funtions in weak formulation. Then, we pass to the limit of approximate
problem by means of the weak and strong convergence results we obtained before.

4.1 Construction of suitable test functions

Since the test functions in for the limiting problem depend on m, we are in the
position to construct the test functions for limiting problem and for the approximate
problem due to the fact that test functions rely on the parameter N.

To eliminate the dependence of test functions on NV, we follow the same ideas proposed
n [8,132]. Our goal is to restrict the space of all test functions Q"(0,T") to a dense subset,
which is denoted by X"(0,T"). Then we construct a sequence of gx of test functions such
that for every ¢ € X"(0,7T), qv — ¢ in suitable norms. This idea has been used in
different fluid-structure interaction problems, see e.g., [7, 31}, 32, 34} [41].

First, for n = 0,1,--- , N — 1, we define the uniform domain which contains all the
approximate domains as .

(@ — U Q7N
At>0,neN

Next, we introduce
Xmax = {1 € CH[0,T); C*(Qnax)) : V-7 =0,7-7 =0, on Dinjout, T - vF =0, on 'y}
and

q(t, ) = 'r(t7 ')|Q}(t) © A??(t)v T € Xnax,
X10,T) =14 (q:0,%) : | plr =, (| — @) - VP =0,
¢ € CL[0,T); HY(T)), ¥ € C.([0,T); H)(Qs))

It can be easily checked that X"(0,7") is dense in Q"(0,T).
Then we define the approximate test functions (qn, ¢n) in (nAt, (n + 1)At] as

qN(t? ) = q]Yif—H = T((n + 1)At7 ')‘QEN(t) © Ar]if—i_l(t)v
on(t) = PR = @((n + 1)AL),

It is clear that (gn(t,-), dn (L, ), ¥(t,-)) € W for t € (nAt, (n+1)At]. Fixing (q, ¢, ) €
X1(0,T) with g(t,-) = r(t, ‘)|Qg(t) o0 Ay(t), r € Xnax, we obtain the following lemma
using the idea from [31], 32, [34].

Lemma 4.1 ([34]). For every (q,¢,v) € X"(0,T), we have
1. (g, ¢n) = (g, ¢) in L2(0,T;C(Qr)) x L=(0,T; CH(T)),
2. dqn — Oq in L*(0,T; L*(Qr)).

Lemma 4.2 (Convergence of gradients). M = D"u and G = S(D"(u)), where u and n
are the weak* limits given by Lemmal3.8, M and G are the weak limits given by Lemma
[7.9.

Proof. Asin [7,[32], it is helpful to map the approximate fluid velocities and the limiting
fluid velocity onto the physical domains. For that purpose, we introduce the following
functions

U'N(ta ) = uN(ta ) © A%i, (t)7 ’&(t? ) = u(ta ) ° A'r_]l(t)a
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g, xeQN@),
0, @ ¢ QI (t),

g, xecQL),

Xgt.=) = { 0, ¢ Q)

xg(t,x) = {

where A, is the ALE mapping that maps the reference domain Qp into QPN (t), A,
is the ALE mapping defined in Section 7Ny is the time shift displacement defined in
Section and m is the weak* limit in Lemma Due to the strong convergence of ny
and Ny (that is Tymy) in Corollary it is easy to find that as N — oo,

meas. { QTN AQL} — 0, (53)
meas. {QgNAQg} — 0, (54)

where A denote the symmetric difference of two sets, i.e., AAB = (A\B) U (B\A) for
two sets A and B. According to the property of sets, we obtain from and that

meas. {Q"N AQ”N} < meas. {Q"N AQT } + meas. {Q"N AQ”} — 0.

Hence, Aj, = Ay in the sense of limit and it follows from Corollary [3.3] that

1

1 _
ly in L°°(0,7;C(QF)).
det VA, detVA, “roney (0,7;C(Qr)) (55)

We follow the ideas in [32 Proposition 7.6] and [7), Section 10.2], and provide a sketch
of proof in the following three steps:
Step 1. The strong convergence

YNu¥ = ya,  strongly in L2((0,T) X Qumax),

can be easily checked from [32], Proposition 7.6], so we omit it here.
Step 2. We need to prove

VD) = xD(a), weakly in LP((0,T) X Qmax),
XVS(D(u™) (V) = xS(D(@)),  weakly in L((0,T) % Qmax),
where D(uY) = D (uy). From Lemma there exist M and G, such that YVND(ul) —

M weakly in LP((0,T) X Qmax)? and xVS(D(u)) = G weakly in LI((0,T) X Qmax)?,
ie.,

T . T

[ Mey=im [ [ D@y ye COT) D),
0 Qmax N—oo 0 Qmax
T T

|| Gw=jn / | D@y e CEO.1) X Q).
0 JOmax N—roo max

In order to obtain M = xD(@) and G = xS(D(@)), we divide Quay into Q7%(¢) and
Qmax \Q7(t). Taking the test function y such that y is supported in (0,7) X Qmax \Q7(¢)
and combining the uniform convergence of 7y which derives , we find that M =
G =0in (0,T) x (Qumax\QA(t)).

Next, taking a test funtion z such that suppz C ((0,7") x Q}(¢)) and combining the
uniform convergence of 1y = Tyny, we get

T N T

/ / M. z= lim/ / YD) z= lim DY)z
T N T

/ / G-zzlim/ / YVS(D(u z—hm/ / )- 2.
0 Qunax N—oo /g Quax N—00 Q7
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Since the strong convergence xNu’ — y@ in L2((0,T) X Qmax) holds as shown in Step
1, we find that in the set suppz, both u" — @ and D(u") — D(@) hold in the sense of
distributions. Consequently, we have

T N T T
/ M. z= lim/ D(uN)-z:/ D(a) - z,
0 JOQmax N—oo Jo Jam(h 0o Jau()

for all the test functions z supported in (0,7) x Q.(¢). Due to the uniqueness of the
limit, we obtain

M = D(@) ae. in (0,T) x QW(t).

However, since the viscosity is nonlinear, if S(D(u”")) — S(D(@)) in the sense of
distributions is a problem and thus, we can not proceed like M = D(u). We notice the
p—Laplacian structure of S and combine the monotone operator theory to overcome this
difficulty. More specifically, we use the “Minty’s trick” to obtain the value of G. There is
still one problem that G is defined on moving domains Q7(¢), the gradients of velocities
depend on the displacement 7. In this work, we introduce a localized Minty’s Trick (see
Proposition, which contains of a cutoff function that can transfer the moving domain
QL(t) to a fixing domain Omax.

Let © = Quax, um = vV, u = @ and S = G in Proposition then @ = (0,T) x
OQmax. We define (n(t,x), ((t,x) as

1, @e Q1) () L, @ e QL)
7w =
0, ¢ QmaX\QZN (t)a 0, e QmaX\QZ“(t)'

CN<t,$) = {

It is easy to check {(y — ( a.e. in Q as N — oo, which means that and Nare
satisfied. Also, we have D(uy) — D(a) in LP((0,T) X Qmax)? and S(D(uy)) — G in
L9((0,T) X Qmax)? as obtained earlier. To verify in Proposition we carry out a
direct calculation to find

| | s s ey - [ G: D)
<| | (s -é) Do+ | &+ (D)~ D) ¢
+\/Qé=D<a><cN—o\.

By the convergences of S(D(u")), D(u) and (y, we have (60). Then from Proposition
we achieve G¢ = S(D(u))¢ a.e. in (), which means
G =S(D(@)) a.e. in (0,T) x QL(1).

Step 3. Finally, we are in the position to show that

T T
/ M:qz/ D"(u) : g,
0 Qp 0 Qp

[ QFG:q:/OT [ sonw)-a

for every test function (g,0,0) € X"(0,T). It follows from the results of Step 2, the
uniform boundedness and convergence of gradients DV (@) and S(DN (@) provided
by Lemma and the strong convergence of (det VA;,N)_1 given in and the
strong convergence of the test functions gy — q obtained in Lemma that

T T i
/ M :q= lim / D™ (uy) : gn

N—oo
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T
= lim D(uyoAl): (roAy) dQp

T
; 1
— i N . NN |
NS J, Q7N D(u™):r det VAz,

= li ND@M) : r dQmax
Ninoo// detVAﬁNX (w?):rd
T
= — L p@):raon
/0 /Qz det VA, (@):r g

T
—/ D"(u) : q,
0 Qp

T T )
/ G:qg= lim S(D™ (up)) : gn
0 Qp

N—oo Qp

= lim S(D(un o Ay )) t(roAy) dQp
N—o0 Qp

= lim / / R R (o A —
N—oo QN E det VA,

— T N Nyy .
= / / Torvy, ¥ S i
T 1
:/ / ———S(D(@)) : 7 dQ?
o Jan det VA, F

T
- [ [ swr)
0 Qp

where we used from that D(u”) = D™ (uy) and D(@) = D"(u). This completes
the proof. O

We introduce the localized Minty’s Trick here from [43, Appendix A].

Proposition 4.1 (Localized Minty’s Trick [43, Appendix A]). Let u,, € LP(0,T; W1P(Q))
and ( € L™(Q) with Q = (0,T) x Q. If for ag = const > 0,

0<(n<agae in@, meN, (56)
D(u,,) — D(u) weakly in LP(Q)?, (57)
S(D(up)) — S weakly in LI(Q)?, (58)
Cm — C a.e. in Q as m — 00, (59)
%ggé&DWMWDWM%—Af~mwQ (60)

Then 3
S¢ =S(D(u))¢ a.e. in Q. (61)

By the analogous argument above, it is easy to deduce the following corollary.
Corollary 4.1 ([32]). For every (q,¢,v) € X"(0,T), we have

D™ (gn) — D(q) in LP(0,T; LP(Qr))*.
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4.2 Pass to the limit

To get the weak formulation of the coupled problem, setting (¢n, 1)) as the test
functions in and integrating it over (nAt,(n + 1)At), taking (qn,¢n) as the test
functions in (36, multiplying Ait, again integrating it over (nAt, (n + 1)At), and adding
the two equations together, we have

(n+1)At n+1 — uh (n+1)At Jn+l Jn
/ / JN Nogn+ = / / A7 NN ?/H qan
QF nA QF

(n+1)At
/ / JN( uN w]7“\0[+1) . vn—i—l) unN+1 - qN
nA Qp
((U’N w%—l—l) vn-i—l) qn - u%—l—l)

”/ e JNS<D< ) : D(gw) (62)

At
(n+1)At . )
n+1 n+ n+
/ / < NTn+1 - NTn+1> (qM ;}L\fl ¢N7_n+1> JF,N

nA

(n+1)At n+1 — " (n+1)At Vn+1 vn
/ N [ [ By
nA Qg

(n+1)A (n+1)At (n+1)At
< e”]rtf+1a ¢N> / (dn+17 'QDN) / <f( TL+1) ¢N>
At n n

L

.
n At At
(n+1)At
/ / 1n/outh Vp.
nA

1n/out

Summing fromn =0,1,...,N — 1, we obtain the weak formulation of approximate
problem over (0,7 as

' : LT I =T
/ TNJNatuN'qN+2/ / WUN.(IN
0 Jr o Jag t
1 T
+2/ / ‘]N(((TNUN_WN)‘VnN)uN-qN
o Jagp
— ((Tvuny —wy) - V™) gy - UN>
T
0o Jap
1 T
+ 04/0 /F (UN,TF,N - UN,TF,N) (CIN,TF,N - d)NvTF,N) JF,N

T T
+/ /8,5’07\7‘¢N+/ 8tV]§k7’l,b
o Jr 0 Jag

T T T
+ / (Lo, b + /O as(dy, ) + /0 (). bn)

/ / 1n/0uth Vp,

m/out

where uy;, vy, and V5 are the piece-wise linear approximations of uy, vy and Vi, that
is for t € (nAt, (n + 1)At],

un+1 —u

wiy(t) = gy + N A,
ol — o

vy (t) = vN + NTtN(t — At),
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VJ([H—l —_yn

* _ n N o
Vii(t) = Vi + = (- A,

In the sequel, we will take the limit N — oo, which means At = % — 0. Here, we
denote as Zgl I; = I1; and pass to the limit for each term.

1. Iy and I5: Using integration by parts and the convergence results earlier, we obtain

T T
. In — Tad
/ TnINOruyy - gy + / %UN “gN
0 0o Jo

QF F
T T
—>—/ / J"u-@tq—/ / JN (V"-w")u-q—/ Jouoq(0).
0 JQp 0 JQp QF

More details can be found in [34, Proposition §].

2. I3: We need to show the convergence of each term in I3. First, the convergence of
TnJIN, un, wy, gy, V™V uy and V¥ g can be derived directly from the previous
Lemmas. From the estimate 3 in Lemma [3.5] we have

N
2 2
||TNUN - U'N”L2(O,T;L2(Q)) < CZ HU?V+1 — unNHLQ(Q) At < CAt,
n=1
which means Tyuy — w in L?(0,T; L?(2)). Therefore, we obtain the convergence

of ]3.

3. I4: From the convergence of Jy, S(D"™ (uy)) and D" (gy) in some appropriate
function spaces, we get

T

T
| sy an) - [ [ s D)

0 JQp
T
~Jo /Q In (S(D™ (un)) = S(D(w))) : D™ (qn)
T
T
+/0 /Q J1S(D(u)) : (D" (gn) — D(q))
— 0, as N — oo.

4. I5: It is easy to get the convergence of I5 by using the convergence of uy, vy and
the geometric quantities in Corollary

5. Is and I7: The convergence of vy and Vy and integration by parts imply

/OT/F@’U?V'GM/—>—/OT/F’U'3t¢—/FUO'¢(0),

/OT/QS&V&J#N_)_/OT/QSV@“#_ QS%'d)(O)‘

6. Ig and Ig: From the convergence of iy, dy and ¢ in some proper spaces, we can
deduce the convergence of Iy and Iy directly.

7. I o: Since f is locally Lipschitz from H?~¢ to H~2, it follows from the convergence
of ny and ¢y that

T T
/ (Fw ), ) — / (F(n), )
0 0
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T T
— / (Fnx) — (). dn) + / (F(n), bx — )
0 0
T T
< /0 LFn) = £ o Il praqe + /0 L) o I — Dl

T T
<C /0 I =l re—eqey b Loy + /0 1) 2y b — Dl ey

— 0, as N — oc.

8. I11: The convergence of qn leads to the convergence of I17.

Therefore, we have shown that the limiting functions uw, 7 and d as N — oo satisfy
the weak form of original problem in the sense of in Definition for all test
functions q, ¢ and 1, which are dense in the test space Q"(0,7"). This means that the
approximate solutions we constructed converge to a weak solution of problem f.

Now, we prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [2.1. From the above analysis, we have the existence of the weak solu-
tion. To derive , we take the limit of estimates 1 and 2 in Lemma Thanks to
the semi-continuity properties of norms, we recover the energy estimate in . O
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