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WEAK AND STRONG SOLUTIONS FOR POLYMERIC FLUID-STRUCTURE
INTERACTION OF OLDROYD-B TYPE

PRINCE ROMEO MENSAH

ABSTRACT. We prove the existence of weak solutions and a unique strong solution to the Oldroyd-B
dumbbell model describing the evolution of a two-dimensional dilute polymer fluid interacting with a
one-dimensional viscoelastic shell. The polymer fluid consists of a mixture of an incompressible viscous
solvent and a solute comprising two massless beads connected with Hookean springs. This solute-
solvent mixture then interacts with a flexible structure that evolves in time. An arbitrary nondegenerate
reference domain for the polymer fluid is allowed and both solutions exist globally in time provided no
self-intersection of the structure occurs.

1. INTRODUCTION

A polymer fluid is a complex fluid with a high molecular weight consisting of a mixture of a solvent
and a solute. In this work, the solvent is a viscous fluid modeled by the incompressible Navier—Stokes
equation and the solute is described by the macroscopic average of the probability distribution function
of two monomers connected by a Hookean spring and modeled by the Oldroyd-B system (also referred to
as the convected Jeffreys model by some authors [12]). We refer to [I] for the modeling of the generalized
state-of-art where the fluid’s density is also allowed to vary.

We initiate work on the rigorous analysis of such a polymer fluid within a flexible structure and the
interaction between the evolution of the structure and the polymer fluid. The polymer fluid is two-
dimensional and contained in a domain whose boundary is a flexible structure in 1-D modeled by a
viscoelastic shell equation. We deviate from the usual practice in the literature where one considers a
simple flat reference domain for fluids and allows for a generalized reference domain for the solute-solvent
mixture.

1.1. Geometric setup and equations of motion. We consider a fluid domain whose reference con-
figuration is Q C R2. The boundary of this reference domain dQ may consist of a flexible part w € R
and a rigid part I' € R. However, because the analysis at the rigid part is significantly simpler, we shall
identify the whole of 0Q with w. Let I := (0,T) represent a time interval for a given constant 7' > 0.
We represent the time-dependent displacement of the structure by 7 : I x w — (=L, L) where L > 0 is a
fixed length of the tubular neighbourhood of 02 given by

Sy = {x € R? : dist(x,09) < L}.

Now, for some k € N large enough, we assume that 92 is parametrized by an injective mapping ¢ €
C*(w; R?) with 9, # 0 such that

Oy = {n) = pW) +n(y)n(t,y) : t € 1,y € w}.
The set 9, ;) represents the boundary of the flexible domain at any instant of time ¢ € I and the vector
n(y) is a unit normal at the point y € w. We also let n,«(y) be the corresponding normal of 9, at
the spacetime point y € w and t € I. Then for L > 0 sufficiently small, n,4)(y) is close to n(y) and )
is close to . Since Jy¢ # 0, it will follow that

Oypnry 70 and  n(y) -n, e (y) #0
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for y € w and t € I. Thus, in particular, there is no loss of strict positivity of the Jacobian determinant
provided that |[n]| e (rxw) < L.

For the interior points, we transform the reference domain 2 into a time-dependent moving domain
2,+) whose state at time ¢ € 1 is given by

Q) = {¥yy(x) : x € Q}.
Here,

x+n(y()n(t, y(x)é(s(x)) it dist(x,99) < L,
X elsewhere.

‘Iln(t) (X) = {

is the Hanzawa transform with inverse ¥_, ) and where for a point x in the neighbourhood of 92, the
vector n(y(x)) is the unit normal at the point y(x) = argmin, c,[x — ¢ (y)|. Also, s(x) = (x — ¢(y(x))) -
n(y(x)) and ¢ € C*(R) is a cut-off function that is ¢ = 0 in the neighbourhood of —L and ¢ = 1 in the
neighbourhood of 0. Note that ¥, ;)(x) can be rewritten as

W o) — | PO+ muCO)s(x) +n(t y(0)0(sa0)] i dist(oe,00) < L,

n(®) X elsewhere.
With the above preparation in hand, we consider the Oldroyd-B model for the flow of a dilute polymeric
fluid interacting with a flexible structure in the closure of the deformed spacetime cylinder

IxQ, = U{t} x Qp
tel
with €, := Q). Our goal is to find a structure displacement function 7 : (t,y) € I x w = n(t,y) € R, a
fluid velocity field u : (t,x) € I x Q, — u(t,x) € R?, a pressure function p : (t,x) € I xQ, — p(t,x) € R,
a polymer number density p : (t,x) € I x Q, — p(t,x) € R and an extra stress tensor T : ({,x) €
I x Q, — T(t,x) € R?*? such that the system of equations

divyu = 0, (1.1)

Op+ (u-Vx)p = cAxp, (1.2)

u+ (u- Ve)u =vAxu — Vip + £ + Kdiv, T, (1.3)

0s07m — Y0 0m + adyn = g — (Sny) © - 1 det(dyepy), (1.4)

KT + (u- V)T = (V)T + T(Veu) " — 2k(T — pl) + eA,T (1.5)

holds on I x €2, C R'*2 where
S =v(Viu+ (Viu)') —pl + KT,

the parameters ¢, K, 7, k are nonnegative constants, the parameters v, o5, a are strictly positive constants,
n,, is the normal at 0, and I is the identity matrix. We complement ([L1)-(L5) with the following initial
and boundary conditions

n(0,) =mno(-),  9n(0,-) = nu(") in w, (1.6)
u(0,-) =ug() in Q,,, (1.7)
p(0,-) = po(-), T(0,-) =To() in Qy,, (1.8)
n, - Vxp =0, n, VT =0 on I x 0. (1.9)

Furthermore, we impose periodicity on the boundary of w and the following interface condition
uop, = (n)n onl xw (1.10)

at the flexible part of the boundary with normal n.
The two unknowns p and T for the solute component of the polymer fluid are related via the identities

T(t,x) = k /B ftxaa®qd  pltx) = /B £(t,% ) dq
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where for B = R? with elements q € B, the function f is the probability density function (f > 0 a.e. on
I x 2, x B) satisfying the Fokker-Planck equation

O f + divk(uf) + divg(Vxu)af) = eAxf + kdivg(MVq(f/M)) (1.11)

in I x Q, x B for a Hookean dumbbell spring potential and Maxwellian

Lo Lo exp(—U(%|q|2))
U(_|q| ):_|q| ) M= 77112 )

2 2 [pexp(=U(3lal*)) dq
respectively. The existence of smooth solutions for the coupling of the Fokker-Planck equation (LII))
with a generalized viscous compressible fluid in a fixed domain has been shown in [I5] whereas weak
solutions have earlier been constructed in [8],[9] 27]. More work has been done in the incompressible case
in fixed domains. Weak solutions are constructed in [2, B, 4 Bl [ [7] and in [39] when e = 0 in (TI1)
whereas results on the existence of strong solutions are shown in [20] 211, [3T], B2 [35] 37, 38, [41], 45]

There are several works on the rigorous analysis of Oldroyd-B-type models in a fixed spatial domain or
for domains without boundaries. Strong solutions have been constructed in [29] where the authors also
show the existence of stable time-periodic solutions when the forcing term is small and time-periodic.
For small data, the existence of global-in-time classical solutions has been shown in [33] using an incom-
pressible limit argument. Small data global solutions living in Holder spaces and Besov spaces are also
shown in [23] and [47, 26] [44], respectively. See also [46] for the three-dimensional case. The authors in
[23] also cover large data for a model in which the potential responds to high rates of strain in the fluid.
When stress diffusion is taken into account, the authors in [22] study the global existence and regularity
of strong solutions. See also [24] [25] [43] which covers the case where the solvent is inviscid and [T9] where
there is no damping or dissipation in the equation for the extra stress tensor. Results on weak solutions
are unusually fewer and we refer to [10, 30, [36] where global weak solutions are constructed and to [11]
which combines the Oldroyd-B and the Giesekus models.

There are only a couple of results on polymer fluids evolving and interacting with a flexible structure.
The existence of weak solutions to a finitely extensible dilute polymer ([LII]) of Warner-type immersed
in a viscous incompressible fluid (L)), (I3) and with this 3-D mixture interacting with a 2-D elastic
structure (4 (v = 0) has been shown in [I4]. These weak solutions are global provided the shell does
not self-intersect and there are no degeneracies in the system. This was recently followed up with the
local-in-time existence of a unique strong solution [I§] for a viscoelastic structure with (y > 0). The
mathematical analysis of the Oldroyd-B model interacting with flexible materials is completely open.

1.2. Work plan. The paper is structured in the following way: In Section[2] we introduce some notations,
give the precise definition of the types of solutions we are investigating, and state our main results. To
make the construction of solutions as concise as possible, we present in Section [B] the a priori bounds
leading to global solutions. These bounds will be referred to several times in later sections. We then
devote the entirety of Section Ml to the proof of the existence of weak solutions. This will come in three
main steps. Firstly, we construct a finite-dimensional approximation of the linearised solvent-structure
subproblem and of the solute subproblem independently of each other. Here, the linearised subproblem
is advected by a given regularized vector field and evolves on a given regularised geometry. A fixed
point argument is then used to obtain a finite-dimensional approximation of the fully coupled linearized
system. After this, we pass to the limit in the discrete parameter to obtain a unique solution to the
linear and regularised system. Our second step will be to remove the given advected vector field and
the given spatial geometry to obtain a weak solution to the fully nonlinear regularised system posed
on a regularised spatial geometry that is evolving according to the structure equation. Here, we use a
Schauder-type fixed point argument whose key ingredient is an Aubin-Lion-type compactness result [40,
Theorem 5.1] for establishing the compactness of the fluid’s velocity fields. We lose uniqueness at this
point due to the nonlinearity in the system and the fact that the regularity of weak solutions is low. The
final step then involves the passage to the limit in the regularisation parameter to obtain a weak solution
to the original system.

We devote SectionBlto the construction of a unique strong solution via a fixed point argument. Strong
solutions are only an instant of differentiability stronger than weak solutions. This low regularity of the
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strong solutions coupled with the boundary-valued effect of the moving domain (e.g. boundary terms
from applying the Reynolds transport theorem) makes it very difficult to obtain useful estimates. Indeed,
the most challenging part of Section [l is the proof of contraction which requires obtaining estimates for
the difference of two solutions. Firstly, each solution is defined on a unique spatial domain evolving in
time and as such, it is not clear what the spatial domain for the difference between the two solutions
is. Secondly, the strong solutions are not very regular and are actually only an instant on integrability
stronger than weak solutions. Consequently, the standard Holder doubles or triples for estimating the
product of functions leads one to require more regularity for some of the terms in the product than they
actually possess.

There are at least two ways to remedy the first problem. We can either transform each of the solutions
to the fixed reference domain and study the difference equation on this fixed domain or we transform one
solution to the domain of the other and study the difference equation on this latter domain. The second
approach is more difficult than the first. However, we opt for the second approach since it allows us to
take full advantage of the regularity properties of the latter geometry on which we study the difference
equation. This approach has been used in |28 to show the continuous dependence on initial data in a
fluid-structure problem and in [42] to obtain a weak-strong uniqueness result for a fluid interacting with
elastic plates and in [I7] for elastic shells.

The key to solving the second problem is to find equivalent (in the sense that two spaces are con-
tinuously embedded in each other) square-integrable Sobolev spaces of fractional differentiability for
non-square-integrable Sobolev spaces in order to obtain sharp interpolation between the weakest and
strongest spaces of the functions being estimated.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

Henceforth, without loss of generality, we set all the parameters {e, K, v, k, v, 05, a} in (ILI)-(T3) to 1.

For two non-negative quantities F' and G, we write F' < G if there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that F' < c¢G.

If F < G and G < F both hold, we use the notation F ~ G. The symbol | - | may be used in four

different contexts. For a scalar function f € R, |f| denotes the absolute value of f. For a vector f € R?,

f| denotes the Euclidean norm of f. For a square matrix F € R4*?_ |F| shall denote the Frobenius norm

\/trace(FTF). Finally, if S C R? is a (sub)set, then |S| is the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure of S.
For I = (0,T), T > 0, and n € C(I x w) with 1] oo wa) < L, we define for 1 < p,r < oo,

T ._ . t,)EL"(Qy(r)) for a.e. t,
LP(1 L7 (@) = {o € LI x Q) 0 o 5 )

LP(L; W () o= {v € LP(I; L" (%)) : Vxv € LP(I;L7(Qy))}.

Higher-order Sobolev spaces can be defined accordingly. For k > 0 with k& ¢ N, we define the fractional
Sobolev space LP(I; W""(€,))) as the class of LP(I; LT(Qn))—functions v for which

p
|v(x) —o(x")|" B
||U||1[),P(I;Wk,T(Qn)) :/</ |v|” dx+/ / /|d+kr dxdx’ | dt

is finite. Accordingly, we can also introduce fractional dlfferentlablhty in time for the spaces on moving
domains.

2.1. The concept of solutions and the main results. Let us start with a precise definition of what
we mean by a weak solution.

Definition 2.1 (Weak solution). Let (f, g, po, To, uo,n0,7+) be a dataset that satisfies
feL*(I Lio(R%), g€ L*(I;L*(w)),
no € W2 (w) with [|no]|pe(wy < L, n« € L*(w),
ug € L%, (Qy,) is such that ug o ¢,,, = 7,0 on w, (2.1)
po € L*(,), To € L*(Qy,),
po >0, To >0 a.e. in Q.
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We call (n,u, p, T) a weak solution of (LI)—(LI0) with data (f,g, po, To, o, no, %) if:
(a) the following properties

n € Whe(I; L*(w)) N W (I, Wh3(w)) N L™ (I; W22 (w)),
91l Lo (1xw) < L,
ue L®(I; L2(Q,)) N L (I; Wy (),
p € L®(I; L* () N L*(I; Wh3(9,))
T € L>°(I; L*(Qy)) N L*(I; WH2())
p>0,T>0 ae inlx§,

)
)

holds;
(b) for all ¢ € C*°(I x R3), we have

/dt/ pdxdt = // [P0 + (pu - V)] dx dt

(2.2)
—// Vap - Vit dx dt;
1/q,
(c) for all Y € C°°(I x R?), we have
%/ T:dedt:// [T:0,Y+T: (u-Vx)Y]dxdt
Q

+// [(Vxu)T + T(Vxu) '] : Ydxdt

¢ (2.3)

_Q/I/Qn(qr LY — ptr(Y)) dx dt

— / VT :: VY dxdt
1Ja

where VT : ViY = 371 9,,T:0,,Y
(d) for all (¢, ¢) € Cp, (I x R?’)@COO(TX w) with ¢(T,-) =0, ¢(T,-) = 0 and ¢ o, = ¢n, we have

/I%(/Qnu-qbdx—i—/w@ﬂmdy) // u-0p+u-(u-Vy)o|dxdt

—// [Vxu:Vxp—f- ¢+ T: Vio|dxdt (2.4)

// Omodrd — 010yMdy¢ — Oimd; ¢ + go| dy dt;

(e) the energy inequality

sup(/ tr(T(t)) dx + [u(t)l|72(q,) + 10 (B 2w + 110 ()|L2(w)>

tel
// (T dxdt+/|\vxu||m dt+/|\at BynlZse)

< / t(To) dx + ol ) + 17 1220y + 10202200

LT / podx + / €220, dt + / lgli2a(., dt

10

holds.
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(f) In addition, we have

Stlelg’(||/’(t)||%2(szn) + ||T(t)||%2(szn)) + /I (”vpo%?(Q,,) + ||VxT||%2(QT,)) dt

+ /I ||T||%2(Q,,) dt g ||PO||%2(Q,70) + (||T0||%2(Q,m) + T||PO||%2(Q,70)) (2.6)

X exp (c/} ||qu||%2(9n) dt).

With this definition in hand, we now state our first main result.

Theorem 2.2. For a dataset (f, g, po, To, W, o, 1) that satisfies 2.1), there exists a global weak solution
(n,u,p,T) of (LI)-(TIT).

Remark 2.3. Asin [22] Proposition 1], a solution T of (LF) advected by a velocity field u € L?(I; W1>°(€,))
remains strictly positive if it were initially so. Furthermore, a solution p of (I2)) also remains nonnegative
if it were initially nonnegative. Indeed, if we test (I.2]) with the nonpositive part p— = min{0, p} of p,
integrate over €, and use the boundary condition (.9) together with Reynold’s transport theorem, we
obtain

1d ,
—— _I?d Vxp—|?dx = 0.
i f, ol [ 190 ax

2y

Therefore, it follows that p_ = 0 a.e. in ,, for any ¢ € I and thus, p = p4 = max{0, p}.

We note that since the test function for the (weak) momentum equation in (Z4)) is divergence-free, our
weak formulation is consequently pressure-free. However, when the weak solution and the forcing f are
sufficiently regular, the pressure can be recovered by solving an elliptic problem obtained by taking the
divergence in (L3]). A first step to obtaining said regularity is by showing the existence of a strong solution
which is the subject of our second main result. Here, by a ‘strong solution’, we mean the following.

Definition 2.4 (Strong solution). Let (f, g, po, To, uo, 10, %) be a dataset that satisfies
f e L*(I; Li(R%), g€ L*(I; L*(w)),
no € W2 (w) with |||l pee(wy < L, 1. € WH2(w),
up € Wéi’i (£2,) is such that ug o ¢, = n.n on w, (2.7)
po € WH2(Qy,), To € WH2(Q,,),
po >0, Top >0 a.e. in Q.

We call (n,u,p, p,T) a strong solution of (LI)-(I0) with data (£, g, po, To, Uo, Mo, M) if:

(a) (n,u,p,T) is a weak solution of (LI))—(TI0);
(b) the structure-function 7 is such that ||77||Loo(IXw) < L and

ne Whe (LW (W) N L= (LW (w)) N WH (L W2 (w)) N W2 (1; LP (w));
(c) the velocity u is such that uo ¢, = (0;n)n on I x w and
ue WH(I; L, () N LA (1;W2%(Q));
(d) the pressure p is such that
pE LQ(I; Wl’Q(Qn));
(e) the pair (p, T) is such that
p, T € Wh2(I; L*(Q,)) N L (1; Wh2(,)) N L* (1; W22(,));

(f) equations (LI)-(LH) are satisfied a.e. in spacetime with 7(0) = 1o and 9;n(0) = 7, a.e. in w, as
well as u(0) = ug, p(0) = po and T(0) = Ty a.e. in Q.

Our second main result concerning the existence of a strong solution is given as follows:
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Theorem 2.5. For a dataset (£, g, po, To, Uo, N0, Nx) that satisfies (Z71), there exists a global strong solu-
tion (n,u,p, p,T) of (LI)—-TI0).
3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section, we derive formal estimates in energy norms satisfied by smooth solutions of (I1)-(LH).
The first two estimates will be shown to be satisfied by weak solutions in subsequent sections and the
last estimate will be satisfied by a strong solution.

Proposition 3.1. Any smooth solution (n,u, p, p, T) of (LI)—(I0Q) with smooth dataset (£, g, po, To, Wo, Mo, M)
satisfies

sup(/ tr(T(t)) dx + [[u(t)l|Z2(q,) + 10m(®)| 720 + 10y ()||L2(w)>

tel
// (T dxdt+/||qu||L2 dt+/||at Ayl o)
Q

(3.1)
S [ Mo+ ol + e + 105ml
0
7 [ et [ 18, e+ [ ol at
Do I I
Proof. Take (¢, ¢) = (u,0n) in (24) to obtain
1 d
3 /1 o (Hu”%?(szn) + 10720 + ||5§77||%2(w)> dt +/1 (||qu||%2(nn) + ||5tay77||%2(w)) de
(3.2)

—// T:qudxdt—i—// f-udxdt—l—//g@mdydt
1Jq, 1Jq, 1w

1
f-udxdtgc/ f)|? dt + = sup ||u(t)|| ,
/] n 81326, + om0,
1
IJw I tel

On the other hand, if we take the trace in (5], integrate and use (LJ) and the relation tr(ABT) = A : B
which holds for all A, B € R?*? we obtain

1 d
—/—/ tr('ﬂ‘)dxdt—i—// tr(T)dxdt:// T:qudxdt—i—?)// pdxdt. (3.3)
2 Jp dt Jg, 1Ja, 1Ja, 1Ja,

Now note that due to the Neumann boundary condition ([9) for p, if we integrate (I2) over space, apply
Gauss theorem and the fact that the left-hand side is transported by divergence-free velocity, it follows

that
/ pdx = / po dx.
Q, Qo

Combining everything finishes the proof. O

where

Proposition 3.2. Any smooth solution (n,u,p, p, T) of (LI)—(LI0) with smooth dataset (£, g, po, To, wo, Mo, Nx)
satisfies

Stlel?(HP(t)HQN(QT,) + T2 20,)) + /1 (IVxplZ2(0,) + 1VxTl 720,y + 1TI72q,)) dt

(3.4)
< llooll? + ([IToll7 + Tl pol|7 Jexp (¢ [ [IVxull7zeq,)dt ).
~ 1IP0I L2 () 011 L2(Qng) PollLa(e,,)) SXP A € | TV xUliz2(a,)
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Proof. If we set ¢ = p in (2.2]), we obtain

d
/E/ |p|2dxdt=// [patp—l—(pu-vx)p]dxdt—// |Vxp|? dx dt.
I Q, 1/q, 1Ja,

Thus, by Reynold’s transport theorem, we obtain

1 2 2 1 2

330 IOl + [ [Vaplia, ot = lmlEa, (35)
On the other hand, if we set Y = T in ([23]), we obtain

/i/ |']I‘|2dxdt:// [T:T+T: (u-Vy)T]dxdt
r 4t Jo, 1Ja,

+/I/Q [(Vxu)T + T(Vyu) '] : Tdxdt

—2// (|T|2—ptr(’}1‘))dxdt—// |V« T|? dx dt.
rJa, 1o,

/ |tr(T)|2dx§/ |'I['|2dx

Qy Q

n

If we now use the estimate

and Reynold’s transport theorem, we obtain
1 d 2 2 2
3 IE”T(t)HLQ(Qn)dt'i_ I||VXT||L2(Qn)dt+ IHT”LZ(Qn)dt
§2// IquIITIdedH/I\plli2<gn>dt (3.6)
1/, I
§2/I/Q IVl T2 dxcdt + Tl pol22(c,,

where the second inequality follows from ([B3). We now note that

2 /Q V| T2 dx S Vx0T e

n
S IVxul Lz 1Tl 2, VTl L2,
< 8| VxT 22, + clVxulzo, ) ITIZ2(q,)

holds for any 6 > 0. Consequently, it follows from Gronwall’s lemma that
sup|| T(t)[172(q,) + / VT2, dt + / IT)|Z2(q,) dt
tel I I
S (ol + Tl o0 (< [ Vel )
Combining everything finishes the proof. O

We now present a result that will be satisfied by strong solutions.
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Proposition 3.3. Any smooth solution (n,u, p, p, T) of (LI)—(I0Q) with smooth dataset (£, g, po, To, Wo, Mo, Nx)
satisfies

/I(HatPH%?(Qn) + ||atT||2L2(Qn) + ||5tu||%2(97,) + ||at277||%2(9)) dt

+ Stlg (||P(t)||%vlw2(szn) + ||T(t)||%/vlv2(szn) + ||u(t)||%vlw2(szn) + [0 [F1.2(0) + [0(O)[F2.20))

+ /1 (lpllw22@,) + ITIw22,) + [allw22@,) + 1Vxplz2@,) + 10m220)) (3.8)
S llpollwr2,y) + 1 Tollwr 2,y + wollwrz,,) + 12wy + I0llfvss w)
+ /1 (€122, + N9l 72) dt + T(||To||%2(szm,) + T||Po||%2(szm,)) exp(cho).

where hg is the right-hand side of B1).

Proof. We begin with the following acceleration estimate for the solvent-structure subsystem (LI]) and

@C3)-@4) (see [13} (5.4)] and [I7, (4.5)])

St1€11?<||vxu(t)||2m(ﬂn) + 10:0yn()]|7 2y + ||3377(t)||2m(w))
+ /1 (IVaullZz(a,) + 19ull72q, ) + IVxpllT2i, ) + 10:05001 7200y + 10701172(.,) At (3.9)
S IVxuollZaga,, ) + 10ymell 22wy + 1105701172

+ / 1£]22 0, it + / VT2, + / 9112, dt.

The constant in the bound depends only on the right-hand side of [BI) and the estimate is the key
ingredient in showing the global-in-time existence of strong solutions for the solvent-structure subsystem
(L) and ([L3)-(C4). The original estimate [13, (5.4)] required the L?-norm in time of ||8yg||%2(w) on the
right-hand side of (B). The fact that ||g||%2(w) (rather than ||6yg||%2(w)) is sufficient is shown in [I7,
(4.5)]. We also note that by (B4)

/1 IVxTll72(0,) 4t S llpoll7z,, ) + (ITollZ2(q,,) + Tlleoll72(, ) e (3.10)
where

hoi= [ (o)t ol + Il + 103mIE
)

(3.11)
T [ ot [, e+ [ ol ot
0
We now test (L2) with Axp. This yields
d 2 2
— || Vx dt Ax dt = -Vx)p)Axpdxdt
[ eolin, e+ [ Il at= [ [ (- Tonas
(3.12)

1
by [ [ @) ow ! apl aretat
2 J1Jaq,
=L+
where
L<6 / 1 AspllZ(q ) d + c(6) / 1225 | V12,

for any § > 0, and by using n € L>(I; Wh*(w)) and 9;n € L>=(I; W12 (w)) (which follows from (39)),
we also obtain

L < / 1V50l12 0, (@m) 0 97 1 (o,
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S [ Mol 9ol o 10yl o0l o
7/4 1/4 3/4 1/4
5/I||p||véz,2(gn)||vxp||L/2(Qn)||at77||m£1,2(w)||at77||m£2,2(w) dt

<5 / 1611322y + €(6) / V02 0 100222

or any ¢ > 0. Consequently, it follows from Gronwall’s lemma that

sup V(0 1200, + [ 1 8xplc0,) e
tel 1 (3.13)
S I9xpllzateng + [ (0l + [ulfyes,) d

If we also test (L3 with AxT, we obtain

d
/IE||VXT||%2(Qn)dt+/I||AXT||2L2(Qn)dt:/I/Q (- V) T)AL T dx dt
1
+ —// (Oyrm) ogo;l 1, |V T? dHt dt
2 J1 Joq,

+2// (T — pI) A T dx dt
1Jq,

_ / / (V)T + (Vi) ) AT dx dt
1Ja,

= J1+Jo+ J3+ Js.

(3.14)

The terms J; and Jo can be treated as I; and I above. By using (8.4), we obtain

32 <6 [ 18T 0,) 8t + T (Tallsy + Tlonla,) 0 (< [ 19l )

for any 6 > 0 and by Ladyzhenskaya’s inequality and (3.4]),
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
T S / IVscull 550, ) Il 2 o, ITH o, 1 VTl ) [ AT 20, dt
§5/IHAxT”%%QT,)dt*'C/IHu||%/v2,2(szn)||VxT||%2(QT,)dt

+ ([Tl + Tl ) exp (¢ [ 195l 2t )

Thus, it follows from Gronwall’s lemma that

supl| Vo T(0)l| 22,y + / | AT 2,
tel I
S 1VxToll L2, + /1 (101220 + lallfyecgq,) dt (3.15)

T (Tolls 0, + Tlool, ) exp (< [ 1V, a0 )
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To obtain regularity in time, we test (L2 with d;p. This yields

d
2 2
[ 1001,y e+ [ Vaple,

1

Z—// (9im) 0 ! -y | Vip|* dH* dt
2 J1Joq,

—// (u- Vy)pdipdxdt (3.16)
1/,

< [ olnaiay +¢ [ 19l 0l dt

+e(6) / I¥pl22(c0 1032z 4 6 / 101120

for any 6 > 0. Note the estimate for the boundary term done earlier in [312)). By using (313), it follows
from (BI6) that

/I ||atp||%2(gn) dt + Stlelllo ||vxp(t)||%2(ﬂn)

(3.17)
S 19xmllizieng + [ (0o + Iulfyea,) dt
Now, we note that (compare with the estimate for J5 in (314)
2 [ [ (@=p:0maxar <6 [ 1071, dt+ T (Tl + Tmla,)
n
<exp (e [ 1900, )
I
and (compare with the estimate for Jy in (B14]))
/ / [(Vxu)T + T(Vyu) '] : 9, T dx dt
1Ja,
<3 [ 10T, dt+ < [ lullvaae, 19T 0, 0
T ([Tall, + Tl o0 (< [ IV, )
Therefore, by testing (ILH) with 9, T, we obtain
10T e, dt + 510 9T Ol o,
I tel
S 19Tolla, + [ (100l + lulfaso,) (3.15)
+ T (Tallg,,) + Tl ) o0 (< [ 1Vealq, )
If we now combine (3.13), BI5) B.I17) and [BI8), we obtain
(10001220, + 100 TI22(q,) dt + sup (1(8) 32200, + ITE31.2(0,)
I tel
+ [ ellwsaan + Thes,)
I (3.19)

S leollwrzi,y) + I Tollw2e,,) + /1 (10enlFy22 () + allf22q,)) dt

T (I Tollr 0, + Tlouli, ) exp (< [ 1V, a0 )
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Further combining ([B8.9) and (3I9) yields the desired estimate.

4. WEAK SOLUTIONS

4.1. Galerkin approximation. Our goal in this section is to construct a finite-dimensional approxi-
mation of a linearized version of the polymeric fluid-structure system for a given geometric setup. The
approach follows a fixed-point argument where we decouple the equation for the solute from the solvent-
structure system. In this case, the solute system becomes a bilinear system whose finite-dimensional
approximation can be constructed using the classical Galerkin method. On the other hand, the problem
for the solvent-structure system can follow the construction done in [34] where the Galerkin basis on the
moving domain is constructed from the Piola transform of the basis of the fixed reference domain. For
completeness, but to avoid repetition, we summarize the construction in what follows.

We consider a given structure displacement ¢ € C(I x w) with an initial state ¢(0,-) = 1o and a given
driving velocity field v € L?(I x R3). To ensure that the pair (¢, v) are sufficiently smooth so that the
subsequent analyses are well defined, we consider their spatial regularisation ({, v, )d and assume that
they satisfy the interface condition v, o ¢¢, = noi(,; on I x w. For k > 0 fixed, we are going to use a
Galerkin approximation to construct a weak solution (7, u,, px, T ) of the following linearized system

diveu,, = 0, (4.1
Orpr + (Ug - Vi) px = Axpr, (4.2
Ouy + (Vi - Vi )ue = Axuy, — Vipi + £ + divye Ty, (4.3
O — 0:02mk + Oy = g — (Skme,.) © ¢, - 1 det(dyepc, ), (4.4
0Ty + (W - Vi) T = (Vo) T + Toe (Vi) T — 2T — picll) + Ay Ty (4.5
on I x Q. C R where
Sk = (Vxux + (Vxu,) ") = pel + T
We now make precise, the notion of a weak solution (7, U, px, Tx) in this linearised setting.
Definition 4.1. Let (fs, gx, £0.5, To,xs U0k, M0k, Mx,i) De a dataset that satisfies
fo € L*(I; L} (R?), g€ L*(; L (w)),
Mo,k € W?2(w) with M0kl o) < Ly, 1w € L*(w),
wy, € L3, (Qy,..) is such that g, 0 ¢y, = 7,0 o0 w, (4.6)
po € L* (o), Tow € L2(Qy,..),
pokx >0, To, >0 ae in Q.
We call (1, ug, p, Tr) a weak solution of {@I)—-{H) if:
(a) the following properties
N € WH(I; L (w)) N W2 (I, W2 (w)) N L® (I; W22 (w))),
175l Loe (1xw) < L
us € L1 L2(Qc,)) 0 L2 (1 Wil (Qc,).
pr € L(I; L*(Q¢,)) N L* (I; W2 (Q,)),
T, € L®(I; L*(Q,)) N L*(I; Wh3(Q¢,)),
P >0, T, >0 ae in I xQe,
holds;

Here, f. := R.f, where the regularising kernels (R, )x>0 commutes with 8;. See [34] for more details.
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(b) for all ¢» € C=(I x R?), we have

/ / prdxdt = // (00 + (pruy - V)] dx dt

(4.7)
[ [ Ve Vavaxa
1J9c,
(c) for all Y € C*(I x R?), we have
/ / T, : Ydxdt = // [Ty : Y 4+ Ty : (uy - Vi) Y] dx dt
dt Q¢ Q¢
+// [(Vxuo) Ty 4 Tw(Viu,) '] Ydx dt
k (4.8)

— 2// (Ty : Y — pptr(Y)) dx dt
—/ VT :: VY dxdt;
1J9¢

(d) for all (¢,¢) € C35, (I x R*) ® C(I x w) with ¢(T,-) =0, ¢(T,-) = 0 and ¢ o ¢, = ¢n, we
have

/£</atnn¢dy+/ un-d)dX)dt
rdt\ Jo, Q.
- / / (amnatqs — 0,0y Oy + g — AyoﬁAynn) dydt
IJw
1
+ / / <§ngﬁoso<m ‘1" 6 8,Ce D det(aysocﬁ)) dydt (4.9)
IJw
1
+// (un-(’?tqb——((vn-vx)un)-qb) dx dt
1J9c, 2

1
+ // (_((VK ) Vx)¢) ‘U — Vxu, : Vi@ + £, -9 — T, : Vx(,b) dx dt;
1, 2
(e) the energy inequality

S“p</g r(Ta(8)) dx + s (Ol ) + 10(8) |2 + ||a§nn<t>||i2<w>)
Cr

tel
[ [ wmyaxaes [V, at+ [ 100
(95

(4.10)
S [ ad et i, )+ sl + 10300
M0,k
7 [ gt [y det [ loela de
Qg e I I
holds.
(f) In addition, we have
sup (sl 0,y + T r00) + [ (90l + 19Tl )
+ /1 HTHH%Q(QCN) dt < HPO,nH%%Qm) + (HT07N||%2(Q,,O) + THpQN”%?(Q,,O)) (4.11)

X exp <C/1 |qu,i||2L2(Q<K)dt>.
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Our main result in this section is now given as follows.

Theorem 4.2. Let k > 0 be fized. For a dataset (fs, g, P, T0,5, U0,k M0, Mx,x) that satisfies (0],
there exists a global weak solution (N, Uw, pr, Tx) of (EI)—-EH).

We now devote the rest of this section to the proof of Theorem To obtain (1, Uy, px, Tx), We
consider the basis (X, )neny and (Y ,,)nen of Wolﬁivx (€2) and W22 (w) respectively. Then by [34, Theorem

A 3], there exists solenoidal vector fields (Y ,,)nen that solve a Stokes system on the fixed reference domain
with boundary data (nY,,)nen. Now, for all ¢ € I, we obtain from (X ,,)nen, the following basis

Xn(t,) = TeoyXn
for W01,7d2ivx (Q¢,.(#)) where a vector field v, J¢, v defined by
T, v = (V¢ (detVy ¥, )7 'v) o ! (4.12)

is Piola transform of v with respect to a mapping ¢ : w — R. The Piola transform is invertible with
inverse

TV = ((Vae,) N (det Vi Wy, )v) o W, . (4.13)

In order to ensure that the basis for the solvent system matches with the basis for the structure at the
solvent-structure interface, additionally, we consider the Piola transform of the solenoidal vector fields

(Yn)nEN by setting
Yn(t, ) = jCN(t)?"'
Consequently, if we set
Yoty -) == (det(dyepc, 1))~ Yk
we obtain the interface condition
You(t, )n =Y, (t,-) o ¢, (1)-
Our extended basis for the moving domain will now consist of the pair (., ¥, )neny Where

{ X, :neven,

Yn = Y, :nodd and Y = Py 0 Q¢ (1) (4.14)

With the basis (Z.I4)) in hand, we can use Picard-Lindelf theorem to find functions o) € C1(I), n, N € N
such that u? := alY4p,, and nY¥ = fg ol n ds + 1, solvesd

d
([ s [ w o)
w QC»{

= / (@W,ivat‘/)j - 8tay77;ivay1/)j + g,ivde - Ayl/}jAyn;iv) dy

1
= [ (Faecowe T 060 det@,ec)) ay (4.15)

[ (0 = (v D) ) i
Cr

1
+/ (5(Vi - Vo) w0 = VoY s Vioctpj + €Y -4 = T : Vi, ) dx
Qe

for all 1 < j < N with the pair (pY, TY) determined by
875[)]: + (u],{v . Vx)P,{N = Axp,{Nv (416)
OTY + (u) - V)TN = (Vau )T + TY (Vi) T = 2(TY — p'T) + AL TY (4.17)

K K

2The dependence of uNN and ni\r on k follows from the implicit dependence of ¥, and ¥, on
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on I x Q¢ C R'2. Here, we complement ([.I6])-(#IT7) with the following initial and boundary conditions

Py, >0, Ty, >0 aein I x Qc, (4.18)
p;']ﬁv(()’ ) = pé\{n()a TKN(Ov ) = TS{K() in QCO,){? (419)
ne, - Vip =0 on I x 99, (4.20)
ne, - VTV =0 on I x 98, . (4.21)

Indeed, for a fixed N € N, suppose that (W, @) satisfying
nl € W (I; L*(w)) nWE(I; WH2(w)) N L= (I, W22(w)),
W € 1% (1 12(05,)) 1 221 WA (0,).
ul o =ndnN on I x w

is given. Then due to the bilinearity of ([@I6)-(@IT), a solution pair (p¥, TY) of ([@I6)-(@2I) satisfying

/i/ pﬁ@dxdt:// Y 0,6 + (AUl - Vi)i] dxdt
rdt Jo, 1Jac,

(4.22)
- // VapY - Vi dxdt
1/,
and q
/—/ T{j:\yidxdt:// (TN 2 0,Y; + T : (ul - V,)Y,] dxdt
1 dt Jo, 1J9,
[ [T + T (V)] e
T8k, (4.23)
—2// (TN - Y; — pNtr(Y;)) dx dt
1J9c,
—// VXT]KV 2 VY, dxdt
I QCK,
for all 1 < i < N is obtained as a limit M — oo of, yet again, a Galerkin approximation (pX-¥ TN.M)

for a basis (¢;, Y;) in Wy *(,) © Wy *(, ). Furthermore, if we take the trace in {@IT), then similar
to B3), we obtain

t t t
/Q tr(T{j(t))dxH/O /Q tr(Tﬁ)dxdt’g/() ||T£j||§2(%)dt’+/0 IVxul[[72q, ) dt’
o o (4.24)
+6/ p{jodx+/ tr(TY ) dx
Q

QTIO,N M0,k

for all t € I. On the other hand, if we take the inner product of (@IT7) with T and apply Grénwall’s
lemma, we obtain

sup [T () + [ IV gy dt+2 [ 1T s

(4.25)
S (Tl + Tl ) 50 (@ [ 19508 i ).
If we now combine ([£24]) and [@2H), we obtain
sup/ tr('IF]KV(t))dx—i—sup||’IF]KV(t)||%2(Q<N) +// tr(TY) dx dt
tel Jo, tel /o,
(4.26)

4 / IV 220, + / ITY e,

SDWY, o), T )
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where

DY 3 Te) = [ IV o i [ ofeax+ [ un(m)ax

10,k 10,k

# (Tl + T, ) esp (¢ [ 1950700, ).
The right-hand side of ([#26) is finite and thus, we have constructed a solution (p¥, TY) of (EI6)—#21)
satisfying
py € L=(I; L3 (Q,)) N L (I; W2(Q,)),
TY € L™ (I; L*(Q¢,)) N L*(I; W3 (Qc,)).

Now, with the constructed pair (pY, T%) in hand, we revisit ([@I5). As stated earlier, its solution follows
from Picard-Lindel6f theorem. Furthermore, by taking the pair (nY,ul) as test functions, we obtain

the global bound

ﬁﬂhﬂ@@aﬂﬂﬁﬁmww%ﬂﬁmﬁ+£OWmH%@QH@%ﬁMWQ&

5/I”TnNH%?(QCK)dt—F/I||fév|‘%2(ﬂgm)dt+/1”gé\[”%%ﬂgm)dt (4.27)
+ ||U(J)\,[K||%2(Qnoﬁ) Al T2y + 105000720
<1

leading to (n),ul) € X! where
X1 =(Whe (L L (w) n WAL W2 (W) 0 L1 W22 (w)))
@ (L% (L L2(Q,)) 0 L2 (1 Wiy, (2c.))):
At this point, on the one hand, we have obtained a solution (p?, TY) to the solute system (@.I18])—(E2Z1)
given a solvent-structure pair (72, u®). On the other hand, we have also constructed a solvent-structure
pair (7Y, u®) given a solute pair (p, TY). We can now use a fixed point argument to get a local solution

(N, u®, pN TN) for the mutually coupled system. To do this, for a time T, > 0, I, := (0,7.) to be
determined soon, we consider the solution map T = T; o Ty : X'* — X'+ where

T(W, @) = (ﬁ,ivauf@v)a T2(W7 @) = (p]anTnN)v Ty (panT]nV) = (n:ivvunN)

and the associated set
t
Bi; o= {1 ul) € X' with uf i=aep, 0 i= / @ gn ds + 0l
0
such that ||(nY, uN)|%,. < R? for t € T*}

for R > 0 large enough and for fixed x > 0. From (ZZB) and @27), it follows that T : By — Bj
for R > 0 large and T > 0 small, i.e. the solution mapping T maps the ball B]Ig into itself. To show

the contraction property leading to the existence of a unique local solution for the fully coupled system,
N

we consider any two solution pair (n2'%, ul'?), i = 1,2 of the solvent-structure system with datasets
(£N gN, ué\{m né\)’m nﬁn,pg”,'ﬂ‘g”), 1 = 1,2, respectively. Thus, the difference
Ni12 . NJ12y._ (N1 _ N2 N1 N,2
(7711 y Uy ) T (77/-@ N U Uy )
solves

Gpme 12— OO + Oyn 1t = —n TS o o ne, det(9,¢c,) (4.28)

in I, x w and
DN 4 (v, - Voul 12 = Agu1? — V12 4 div, T2 (4.20)
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in I, x ¢, where
SN12 (7, a2 v, (ulV12) T - pNoi2p 4 N2

with pV12 .= plVob — pN.2 and TN12 .= TNt — TN:2| Similar to (3.2), we obtain

sup ([0 20l + 100 202+ 1030 2O )
- (4.30)
[ (19 2l + 100, 2 ) dt S T sup [TV O,

To obtain a contraction estimate for T2, let us consider any two solution (pY+*, TN>*), i = 1,2 of the (Imb—

([ET7) with datasets (pg) .., TY ., Y N, N1, i = 1,2, respectively, so that the difference p+12 := pN:1— pNV.2
TN’12 . TN’l _ TN’2
K N K K

and solves

oY%+ (N Vi) pll = Aspl 2 — (ull? - V)l (4.31)

and
9T 4 (uh 2 V)TN = (Vaeud )TN 4 T (Viud )T

o(TN12 — pN121) L A TN — (ulV 2. v, )TV 12 (4.32)
4 (Vx KNQ)TN 12 4 Tév,lQ(vquN,Q)T
in L. x Q¢.. We now test [@31) with p2+2 and use the boundary condition ([@20) which leads to

1
SO + [ 1920 i o
t -
=// (v n) o 2t mg pNtpR P AH At
o Jog,

t -
i 1/ / (90 Ge = Beme*)m) 0 pg ! g, |12 an ar
2 09,

for all t € I,. Given that

1/2 3/2
< o S o2 g, Vo 217

||pg712||%4(852<~) 12”5{/1/412(394&) S ||p]nv’12||€vs/4v2(sz< L2(9c,,) L2(9c,,)

holds, we obtain
1 t .
‘/ / (90 Ge = Bem®)m) 0 pg ! g, |12 an ar
2 29
t
S PR L P [ AP (4.33)

t t
§5/0 ||Vxﬂiv’12||iz<ngﬁ>df’+0/o (100 Gall 2wy + 100mY 120 192 P2, A

for any t € I, and any > 0. We also obtain

/ / (O N1z n) ozt g, pN V12 ant v
09,

N2 , J12)1/4 ,12113/4
< / 1062 | 2 12 w20 10N 2 ot 1 Vx0N 215ty 4
0 ) ) (4.34)

t
<5 / VP 12)20 0, ) &t + 6 / 10 22 ) 0 B,

t
[ N2 e, 0
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for any t € I, and any § > 0. Consequently, by using the regularity of pX:!, n,iv 2 and the smoothness of
(x, we obtain from Gronwall’s lemma that

L N,12
sup o 2 OI7 20, +/1 VPR 21172 q,, ) At < 6eh sup |9y 172 () (4.35)

holds for any § > 0. Next we test (£32) with TY:!2. By using a similar argument as in ([£33) and ([34),
we obtain

200 + [ ITE 2 gy o+ [ 1T
STUAE O + [ T d
s / 10 2 o T Bz g A (4.36)
/ (190 el 2y + 100 22 )TN 12220 at
+/O/Q (Vs 2] [T 4 Va2 [T 2)) (T2 dc
Cr

for all t € I, whereas by using Ladyzhenskaya inequality, we find that the estimate

t -
/0/Q IV 2] [ TN [TV12] g it
Cr

t [
S A P e PR A PR
S N R TP TN

e / VLT 2 T2 2200 ) at

holds for any § > 0 and

t
/0/Q Veul 2| [ TN12)2 dx ¢! </ |Vul 2 %Ilz2(e ) ITR 21134, (@) dt’
Cr

<5 / IVRTNI2)2, 0 ) de + e / IV 2 B T2 2, .

If we now use the regularity of T >1, 77,.; u,iv 2 and the smoothness of (i as well as (£38]), we obtain from

Gronwall’s lemma that

sup [T 20 s, + | 1T e+ [ T2,

(4.37)

< AT sup 0T P + 06T / Vo 2 g

By combining ([@30)) and [@3T), we obtain
T, al) 1% = 1w % < edTee™ ||, a5 < 5l ul) %

for the choice of T, such that 2T,e“™ < (c¢6)~!. This completes the proof of the existence of a unique
local-in-time weak solution for the fully coupled finite-dimensional system (@I5)-([@I7). The fact that
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this solution is global follows from the energy estimate. Similar to (B.]), we obtain

SUP(/ tr(TY (1) dx + [[u ()220, ) + 19602 (D720 + ||3§775(f)||%2(w)>

tel
// dxdt+/||V ul[[72 (0, dt+/||8t e (172 0 dt
Q.. I

(4.38)

S [ ) dxes [l ) + 0 + 103085 e

Q¢ 0)
o7 [ s [ I, dt+ [ 10 I d
Q¢ (0) I I
and similar to (4], we obtain

Stu]IE’(||PnN(t)||%2(Q<~) + ||T;Ziv(t)||%2(£2<ﬁ)) + / (Hvx/’n ||L2(Q< )yt |V TN||L2(Q< )) dt

© ! (4.39)

ﬁwmmwwwwmmwﬁmmmmwwmQmmﬂm@yﬁ
By using the boundedness of the initial conditions, it follows from (£38) and [39) that
m e i (LW (W), w'),
omY = ome  in (L™(; LP(w)),w )m (LA W (W), w),
wl —suein (L(LLAQ) w) 0 (LA W (2,), w),
Pl o (ER(G L)), w") 0 (LG WH(Q,) w),
TY - T, in  (L™(LL%(,)), w*) N (L2 (L WH2(9,)),w).

Furthermore, by using a density argument and lower semi-continuity of norms, the convergences above

offers all the ingredients to pass to the limit in ({@I5), [@22), @23), @38) and [@39) to complete the

proof of Theorem

*

4.2. The regularised fully-coupled system. In the previous section, we constructed a weak solution
(M, W, pie, Tie) to the linearised system posed on the given regularised spacetime geometry I x Q.. In
this section, we are going to use a fixed-point argument to show that (1, s, px, Tx) actually solves the
fully-coupled nonlinear system posed on the unknown regularized geometry, i.e.

divyu,, =0, (4.40)

Opr + (Us - Vi) pr = Dxpr, (4.41)

Oty + (e - Vi)t = Axttyy — Viepye + £ + divic T, (4.42)

875277” - atain’i + 673"7& =0gr — (Skny, ) oy, -0 det(ay‘Pnﬁ)a (4.43)

Ty + (w; - Vi) T = (Vi) T + T (Vi) T — 2(Ty, — pill) + AT, (4.44)

on I x §, C RY? where
Sn = (vxuﬁ + (vxun)—r) _an + TH'
A weak solution of ([@A40)-([44) is defined in analogy to Definition Il Our main result now reads.

Theorem 4.3. Let k > 0 be arbitrary. For a dataset (£, gr, 00,5 To,k5 W0,k5 10,5, T, ) that satisfies (L),
there exists a global weak solution (1, s, ps, Tr) of (E40)—(@A4).

Proof. We note that the only differences between ([I)-(H) and the anticipated system (@.40)-(@.44)
consists of the linearisation in the momentum equation (£3]) by the given velocity v, (rather than u,)
in the advection term, the stress tensor term on the right-hand side of (£4]) being transformed by a
coordinate transform with respect of (. (rather than 7)), and finally the full system posed on Q,
(rather than €, ). The proof of Theorem [£.3] therefore follows from the construction of a fixed point
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T((e, Ve) = (Ne, ue) of a certain solution map T. Unfortunately, since we are dealing with weak solutions
and the anticipated system (@40)-(#44) is nonlinear, we are unable to use a Banach fixed-point-type
argument as we did in the previous section. Consequently, we resort to a fixed-point theorem for set-
valued mappings which gives the existence (but not uniqueness) of a fixed-point [34, Theorem A.4]. For
this, we consider the interval I, := (0,7T%) where T is to be chosen later. For a tubular neighbourhood
S, of 00 with o < L, we set

X :=C(l. xw)® L*(I; L*(QUS,))
and define the ball
Bl)%( = {(Cmvn) eX: CN(O) = 10,x> ||(<N7VN)||X < R}

for R > 0 large enough and for fixed x > 0. Now let us consider the solution map T : Bx C X — 2B%
defined by T(Cx, Vi) = (N, ux). The critical requirement for a fixed point is to show compactness of the
map T. Thus, for a sequence (p1?, T?) satisfying (I6)-(@IT), we consider any sequence (¢, v?)nen € By
with T(¢?,v?) = (n?,u?) (where the existence of such a solution map is guaranteed by ([@I5]) and (£27)).
Consequently, we have in particular that

sup (10032 + 1053 ) <1 (4.45)
uniformly in n € N. Given that the embedding W??(w) < C(w) is compact and the embedding C(w) <
L?(w) is continuous, it follows from Aubin-Lions lemma that

Ny = N in C(I x w).
Also, just as in |40, Lemma 6.3], we can use a reformulated Aubin-Lions lemma [40, Theorem 5.1] and
the existence of a smooth solenoidal extension operator [40, Corollary 3.4] to also obtain

o™ — o,  in LI L*(w)), (4.46)

Iogup —lo, we  in L*(1;L*(QUS.)) (4.47)
which finishes the proof of compactness of T. Consequently, the map T posses a fixed point, i.e., there

exists (1, u,) € B with T(1,, u,) = (1, u,). The fact that the solution is global follows from B1). O

Remark 4.4. We remark that the now standard method [40, Lemma 6.3] for obtaining compactness for
the velocity sequence has been adapted to various settings including a momentum equation with a forcing
of divergence form [I4, Page 31] (just as we have in our present setting) and to stochastic models [16]
Page 24].

4.3. Limits of the regularised system. We are now going to pass to the limit x — oo in the regu-
larisation parameter to complete the proof of Theorem Due to Theorem (and @BJ)), it follows
that

N — 1N in
Ok — O in
w*) N (L2 (I, W32 (U Sa)), w),
w*) N (L2(I; wh2(Qu Sa)),w),
w*) N (LA(LWH2(QUS,)),w).

(
(
I, us — Ig,u in (L°°
Ia, px = Ia,p in (
Io, T, = I, T in  (L=(L;L*(Q
Furthermore, just as in (£48)-(@41), we also obtain
O — O in L*(I.; L*(w)), (4.48)
I, u, > Io,u  in  L*(I;L*(QUS,)). (4.49)

The above convergence results allow us to pass to the limit in the weak formulation and the energy
inequality.
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5. STRONG SOLUTIONS

We now attend to the proof of Theorem Our strategy for constructing a solution also involves
solving the solvent-structure subproblem and the solute subproblem independently of each other and
using a fixed-point argument to get a local solution to the fully coupled system. The extension to a
global solution will then follow from the estimate (3.8]).

5.1. The solvent-structure subproblem. In the following, for a given pair (p,T), given body forces
f and g, we wish to find a strong solution to the following system of equations

divyeu = 0, (5.1)
Ou+ (u- Vyx)u = Axu — Vyp + £ + diviT,
97n — 8:9m + 9yn = g — (Smy) o g, -1 det(9ypy), (5.3)

defined on I x Q,, C R*2 where
S = (Vxu+ (Veu)') — pl 4 T.
We complement ([.I)-(E3) with the following initial and interface conditions

1n(0,-) = no("), 9(0,-) = 1. (") n w, (5.4)
u(0,-) =uo(") in £,.
uo @, = (Omn on I X w.

The precise definition of a strong solution is given as follows.

Definition 5.1 (Strong solution). Let (£, g, 10,7, 1o, T) be a dataset such that
feL(LLi.(R%), g€L*(IL*w), m€W>*(w) with |lno]l po () < L,

loc
ne € WH(w), T e L*(L;W,2(R?), ug € Wdli’fx (€2,;,) is such that ug o ¢,, = n.n on w.
We call (n,u,p) a strong solution of ([B.I)—([E.6) with data (£, g,no, 7«, ug, T) provided that the following
holds:

(a) the structure-function 7 is such that ||7]| e (rxw) < L and

€ Wh (LW (w)) 0 L (W32 (w) NWH2 (122 (w) n W15 12 ()

(5.7)

the velocity u 1s such that uwo ¢, = (0in)n on I X w an
b) th loci i h th n 10) I d
ue W1 L, () N L2 (I;W22(Q));
(c) the pressure p is such that
pE LQ(I; Wl’Q(Qn));

(d) equations (BI)—(E3) are satisfied a.e. in spacetime with n(0) = ny and 9yn = 14 a.e. in w as well
as u(0) =ug a.e. in Q.

The existence of a unique global-in-time strong solution to (EI)—-({EH) in the sense of Definition B is
already shown in [I3] Theorem 2.5] so we can proceed to the solute subproblem.

5.2. The solute subproblem. For a known flexible domain € and a known solenoidal vector field v,
we aim in this section to construct a strong solution of the following solute subproblem:

dp+ (v Vx)p = Axp, (5.8)
KT 4 (v - V)T = (Vov)T + T(Vyv) " — 2(T — pl) + AT (5.9)
on I x ¢ C R'2 subject to the following initial and boundary conditions

p(0,-) = po(:), T(0,-) =To(-) in Q¢ (), (5.10)
ne - Vep =0, ne-ViT =0 on I x 0Q¢. (5.11)
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The two unknowns p and T for the solute component of the polymer fluid are related via the identities
T(t,x) = k/Bf(t,& qa®qdq,  p(t,x) =/Bf(t,x,q) dq
where f solves (LII)).
Let us start with a precise definition of what we mean by a strong solution.
Definition 5.2. Assume that (pg, To, v, () satisfies
vaTO € WLQ(QC(O))v
po >0, To >0 ae. inQe¢q),
v e WY1 L, () N L2 (I; W22 (), (5.12)
¢ e Whe (LW (w) N L® (LW (w) nWHH(LW2 (w)) N W2 (I; L (w)),
vope=(0(n onlxw, |[(llpexw <L
We call (p, T) a strong solution of (E8)-(EI1) with dataset (po, To, Vv, () if
(a) (p,T) satisfies
p, T € W2 (I; L(Q¢)) N L* (I; W»2());
(b) for all ¢» € C*°(I x R3), we have

/dt /Qcm/’d"df //Qc [P0k + (pv - V)] dx dt

(5.13)
—/ Vap - Vitp dx dt
(c) for all Y € C=(I x R®), we have
%/ T:dedt:// [T:0,Y+T: (v-Vx)Y]dxdt
Qc
+/ [(Viv)T + T(Vyv) '] : Ydxdt
e (5.14)

—2/I/Q<(T:Y—ptr(Y))dxdt

—// VT :: VY dxdt.
1Ja,

We now formulate our result on the existence of a unique strong solution of (&.8)-(EIT)

Theorem 5.3. Let (po, To, v, () satisfy (BI12). Then there is a unique strong solution (p,T) of ([BS)-
G130, in the sense of Definition[5.3, such that

/1 (1010 + 10T Wx0y) d + 500 (IOl + 1T )
+ / (lpllw=2c0e + ITlwe2c00))

(5.15)
S lpollwiza o)) + [ Tollwz ey + /1 (10l () + VIFi22q,)) dt

T(Tol(009 + To0lExa,0) 50 (¢ [ I92Vai0 dt).

holds with a constant depending on the L>(I; W2 (w))-norm of 8;C and the L°(I; W1°°(w))-norm of ¢
but otherwise being independent of the data.



POLYMERIC FLUID-STRUCTURE INTERACTION OF OLDROYD-B TYPE 23

Since (B.8)) and (5.9)) are dissipative and bilinear, a strong solution of (5.8)-(E.11]) is directly obtained by
way of a limit to a Galerkin approximation. In particular, the bound (5I5) for the finite-dimensional
solution is obtained in the same manner as ([BI9]) after which one can pass to the limit.

5.3. The fully coupled system. In this section, we are going to use a fixed point argument to first
establish the existence of a unique local strong solution to the fully coupled solute-solvent-structure
system. This solution will hold globally in time because of Proposition [3.3] The fixed point argument
requires showing the closedness of an anticipated solution in a ball and a contraction argument. These
two properties will be shown in the following spaces

X, = WH(L: LA(Q)) N L (L WHA(Q,)) 0 L3 (L W23(9,)),
Yn = LOO(I*; L2(Q77)) N Lz(I*; W172(Q77))’

equipped with their canonical norms || - ||x, and || - ||y, , respectively. Here, I, with I, = (0,7%) is to be
determined later.

Now, for (p,T) € Y, ®Y,, let (n,u,p) a unique strong solution of (E.I)-(E.6) with data (f, g, 1o, 7, uo, I)
as shown in [I3, Theorem 2.5]. On the other hand, for

(n,0) €W (L W2 (w)) N L (L W2 (w)) N W2 (L W2 (w)) N W2 (L L (w))
® W172 (I*7 L(ziivx (Qn)) n L2 (1*7 W2’2(Qn)),

let (p, T) be the unique strong solution of (B.8)-(E1I1) with dataset (po, To,u,n) as shown in Theorem
Now define the mapping T = Ty o Ty where

T(Eu I) = (p7 T)a T2(£7 I) = (77711719)7 Ty (777117]9) = (va)
and let
Br ={(p,T) € X, ® X, : ||(£a®||‘2x7,®x,7 < R*}.

Let show that T: X, ® X;,, = X, ® X;, maps Bpr into Bg, i.e., for any (p,T) € Bg, we have that
e D%, ex, = 1T, DIk, 0x, = [IT1o T2(p, D%, 0x, = IT1(nw )%, 0 x, < B

Indeed if we let (p, T) € X, ® X, then by the a priori estimate (5.13)),

ll(p, ']F)||§<W®X77 S ||p0||W1’2(QT,0) + ||TO||W1’2(Q”0) +/1 (||3t77||12/v2,2(w) + ||u||%/v2,2(9n)) dt

+ T (ol + Tl ) e (e [ 1903, dt).

However, by [13, (4.14) & Lemma 4.2], a unique strong solution (n,u,p) of (EI)-(E0G) with data
(£, 9,m0, 1%, 10,T) satisﬁesﬁ

(5.16)

/1 (||5t77||%/v212(w) + ||u||€vzw2(nn)) dt S ||u0||%/V112(n0) + ”770“%/[/312((‘:) + ||77*||12/V1v2(w)
. (5.17)

4 / (1912200 + €122 + I TI3n2(q ) .

*

Given the regularity of the dataset and the fact that T € X,,, for a large enough R > 0 and T > 0 small
enough, we obtain

(o, D%, 0x, < R?
by substituting (5.I7) into (516). Thus T: Bg — Br. .
To show the contraction property, we let (p;,T;), ¢ = 1,2 be two strong solutions of (B.8)-(E11) with
dataset (pg, To,u;,7;), ¢ = 1,2, respectively. Since the fluid domain depends on the deformation of the

3A careful analysis of [I3} (4.14)] shows that ”g”2L2(w) (rather than ||g|| is sufficient on the right of (5I7]).

?/VLQ(W))
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shell, we have to transform one solution, say Ts, to the domain of T; in order to get a difference estimate.
To get the equation for the transformation of Ts, we make use of the distributional formulation

/ / [0, T3 + (s - Vs)Ts] : Ya dx = / / [(Vt2)Ts + Ta (Vo) '] : Yz dx dt
A L JQ

n2 n2
— 2/ / (Tq : Yo — potr(Ysq)) dx dt —/ / ViTs :: Vi Yo dxdt
« J Qny « Qg
for all Y € C°(I, x R3). Let us set Ty = Too W, , , Uy = ugo¥,,_,, Py = ppo¥, , and
Yy =Yoo W ! then

N2—"1’
/1,

0Ty : Yo dxdt = / / (0iTa0®, ! +VyTooW®, I 9W 1 ):Yy0W, ! dxdt
Qi

nN2—n 772*771) MN2—"n1
n2

= / / Jng—my (042 + VyTo - 0%, oWy, ) : Yodxdt
* gl"?l
where J,, _, = det(Vx ¥y, _p, ). We also have
/ / e Vaz £ e :/ / Goo W, VaToo ¥, Val, L, V20 W, L, dxdt
LJo,, L JQn,

= / / Jng—m Uz - Vi To VoW, L oW, 0 Vo dxdt
L JQy,
as well as

/ / [(VXUQ)TQ + TQ(VXUQ)T] : YQ dx dt
L. JQp,

— —1 -1 -1
= / /Q [qug © ‘I’ﬁzfm VX‘I’m,m Ty o \11772*771

n2

4+ Too® b (V¥ !

n2—n ( M2—"n1

) (Vxpo® L )T : Yoo W ! dxdt

n2—n

= / / Jng—m VsV ¥t oW, To+To(ViW, ), oW, ) (Vatlz) '] Vodxdt.
« JQ

1

o

and
/ / ViTy 2 Vi Yo dxdt = / / ViTooW, ! V¥V Yo0W, ! VW1 dxdt
PRAY « /8

n2 2

Similarly,

(Tg 1Yy — pgtl‘(Yg)) dxdt = / / J772—771 (Tg : YQ - ﬁQtr(Yg)) dx dt
«

n2

= / /Q Jng—m VT2V ¥ L oW, (Vu®, 1 oW, )" = V. Yydxdt.
* n1

Now let
Ay = By, (Vx‘I’;zl—m oWy, ) where By, = Jnrmvxq’;;fm oWy,
then we obtain the equation
4Ty + Ty - Vi Ty = Vi Ty + To (Vi) — 2(Ty — Boll) + AxTo
= dive(VaT2(I = Ay, ) + Hyy—, (P2, T2, T2)
defined on I, x €, where

Hmfm (ﬁz,ﬁ%Tz) = (1 - Jn27m)8tT2 - anfmvxTQ ' 8t‘117721—771 0 ‘I’nzfm + VxﬁZ(Bmfm - ]I)TZ

+ T2(187727771 - ]I)T(Vxﬁ2)T + Uy - VXTQ(]I - anfm) + 2(1 - anfm)(T2 - pz]l)-
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Now take the first solution
ATy 4+ uy - ViTy = Vaew Ty + Ty (Vieur) T = 2(Ty — pil) + AT,
defined on I, x €, and set
Tio:=T1 —Ta, Wi =1 —Wa, p12=p1—Py T2 =71 —T
Then Tq5 solves
9y T12 +uy - ViTi2 = Vi Tig + Ti2(Viur) T — 2(T12 — pral) + AxTio
— w2 - Vi Ty + ViupoTy + To(Vyugo) ' (5.18)
+ diva(VxT2(I — A_y,,,)) — Hoyp\, (Po, T2, Ta)

on I, x ,, with identically zero initial condition. If we now test (G.I8) with T2, then for ¢ € I, we

obtain 14
3 dt”Tl?HL?(Q +IVxTi2l 2, ) + [Ti2ll 22, ) < IT2lZeq,,)

+llp12lZeq,,) +/ (ny, - Vi) T1a : Tro dH! +2/ |Vyuy || T1o)? dx
7]

n1 Q'Hl

_ _ (5.19)
+ / [Viu12Ts + To(Vxui2) | —wia - ViTo] : T2 dx
Qn,
+ / [diVx(vng (H - A—mz)) - H—mz (ﬁQ, Us, Tg)] : Tqo dx.
Qpy
Given that n,, - VxT1 =0 on I, x 9€),, and by Trace theorem and interpolation
1 4
1F 200, S I fllworsaia,yy S 1A, ) IV T, )
it follows that
= 1/4 3/4
/8 (- VT T d! S [Tolweca,, Mol g, I 9xTizl
1
= (18/5 2/5
< 0| VaTu2la(a,,) + ellTa W20, I Ti2l 550, )
< 5||VxT12||%2(Qm) + 5||T2||12/V2v2(52m) + CHT12H%2(Q,,1)
for any § > 0. Next, we obtain
2 [Vl [Tiaf dx S [Vl T2l
" (5.20)

S IVxuil e, ) [ Trellz2,, ) I VxTizl 220,
< | Vawi|l72(q, ) [ T12ll 22, ) + 01 VxT12l72(q, )

for any § > 0. Next, by using the embedding W*%(Q,,) < L*(f2,,) as well as Ladyzhenskaya inequality
to obtain,

/ [Viu12T2 + To(Vxui2) | : Tz dx S [Vxuiz|L2,,) ||T2||L4(szm)||T12||L4(Q,71)
Qg
1 2
S I Vxuz| 2o, ) I T2llwr2 o, I Trzll 2 ; IV ’J1‘12||L2 ) (5.21)
< 5||VXT12||L2(Q + CHqulQHL? Q, )HTQHWl 2(Q, )||T12||L2 Q,
< 5||VXT12||%2(QM) + 5||T12||L2(Qm) + C||qu12||L2(szm)||T2||W1,2(Qm)
for any 6 > 0. Similarly,
/ up2 - VyTa : Todx < ||u12||L4(Qm)||VXT2||L2(Q ||T12||L2(9 Vx T12||1L/22(Q
Q (5.22)
< 5||VxT12||%2(szm) + 5||T12||%2(Qm) + C||u12||%/vl,2(szm)||VxT2||%2(Q
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Next, we write

/ diVx(Vng(H - A—mz)) : Tlg dx = / ny, - VXTQ (]I - A—mz) : Tlg dx
Q

, a0
11 1 (5-23)
- / VxTo(I—A_,,,) : Vi T12dx
QTIl
where, by trace theorem and the fact that I — A_,, ~ —0ym2 holds in norm
/asz n,, - ViTo(T—A_y,,) : Tiadx S [[ViTallLaoa, ) I — A pllioa, ) I Tizll 200, )
1

<||VXT2||W3/4’2(Q ||"712||W1’4(w)||T12||W3/4,2(Qn1) (5_24)

1/4 3/4
< ||T2||W22(Qn1 ||7712||1/V22 ||T12||L/2 Q, )HVXTHHL/Q(Qm)
< 5||VxT12||L2(szm) + 5||T12||L2(Qn1) + CHT2||%/[/2v2(52m)||7712||%/[/2v2(w)'

We also obtain

VXTQ (H - A*ﬁlz) o vxT12 dx
Oy (5.25)

< 6[[VxTh2 ”%Z(Slm) + ¢||Ty ||%/V212(szm)||7712||%/v212(w)-

Next, we rewrite

/ H—mz (p2, us, Tg) Tlg dx = / (1 — J_,m)@th : Tlg dx
Qg Qg

—/ J,sz TQ 815 N1z o \Il*7712 : T12 dx
Q

1

—|—/ VXﬁQ(B*nlz - ]I)TQ : Tlg dx
Q

1

+/ To(B_yy, — D) (Vi) T : Tiz dx (5.26)
Q

+ / us - VXTQ(H - B—mz) : Tiodx
Q

m
+ 2/@ (1 = J—y5) (T2 — Pol) : Ty2 dx
=L +...+1I.
Then we have, by interpolation
I < lmeallwraw HatT?HL?(Qm)HTHHL‘L (@)
< Imzllwez@ 10T 22, ) I Trzll o 2, | Vx T12||L2(Q )
< clmallfae @ 10:Tallf2q,, ) + 201 Tizll 20, IVx T2l £2(0,,)
< cllmallivas @ l0Tallizq,, ) + 01 T12llizq,, ) + 0 VxTr2llZ2q
For I5, we use the equivalence W3/2’2(Qm) = W4(Q,,) in 2-d and interpolation to obtain

I S 1omallwr2w) [ Tallwsr22a, ) I Tizll Lo, )

771
5 ||8t7712||W1 2( ||T2||W1 2(Qy, ||T2||W2 2(2, )||T12||L2 Q, )HV T12||L2 Q,

4/3 2/3
< 8| VaTuzl 72, ) + llOimallioe ITeli o, ) I Tallvae, >||T12||L2 )

< [IVxTi2lZ2(q,, ) + clOmellizw [T2lwrz,,) + el Tallfvezq,  ITizl iz, )
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Finally, we also obtain
I+ Ii+ Is S mallfyes ) I Tellfvezq, i [ [y 2(Qy, ||T12||%2(Q )
Is < cllmzlliyz2w) (T2l 20, ) + 1P2liv12(,)) + 0 T12ll72 0,

We have shown that

supl[Tra(t) / IVaTale,, b+ [ ITileg,,) de

771

Sep ([ (@ 1lBasa,) + 19 a0, + Talliesa, ) ot
x [ [ Moraliaa,y @t + [ Tl (el + 10malfns ) de

+ [ 00Tl + Talfyaca,,) + ol s, )imelivsac dt+8 | I Talfas,,)dt

(5.27)
which can be simplified to
SUPHTl?(t)HQL?(Qm) +/ ||VXT12||%2(QM) dt
tel, L.
S leelZe, At + [ (welfee,, ) + 10mmelfe ) dt (5.28)
I m1 I 1

-+ sup ”7712”%/1/2’2(0.)) +0
tel,

for any ¢ > 0 by using the regularity of the individual terms. Similarly, for the difference of two strong
solutions of (5.8, we also obtain

supllpi2()l|72(, ) + [ IVxp12lZ2(q,, ) dt
tel* ni I n1

S [ Uil + 10malie) d (5.29)
+ sup [mallfyez ) + 0
tel.,
for any § > 0. Combining the two estimates above therefore yields

sup ([ ma2(O)ll72(0, ) + 1T 720, 1) + [ (IVxpr2lZz(a, ) + VxTi2lZ2(q,,)) dt
te[ mn1 mn1 I 1 1

‘ - (5.30)
S (1+T) [/ (w2l ) + 10mallfra,y) dt + sup Imallfy2z ) + 0

L.

for any § > 0. Now, let consider two strong solutions (7n;,u;,p;), ¢ = 1,2 of (@I)-(E0) with data
(f, 9,710, 7%, w0, I;), respectively. The existence of these solutions is shown in [13] Theorem 2.5]. For

I12 = I1 _I27 U =u; — Uz, 712 =11 — N2,

where Ty := Ty 0 ¥, , it follows from [I7, Remark 5.2] that

[ izl + 10malfns ) e+ sup [zl / T2l g0,)

(Plszlz)HY ®Yy,
Inserting into (B.30) then yields

l(pr2. Ti2)I3, v, < (1+T) 6+T*||<312,Lz>||§,1®m]. (5.31)
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Since a contraction map holds trivially when |[(p, . T;5) H%,m@,m = 0, we may assume that | (p,,. T;5) ||§/n1 2Yn,
is strictly positive and bounded the sum of the individual terms pq, BQ,Tl and Ty in Y. In this case,

. . . . 2
we can divide and multiply the d-term in (B31) by ||(p12, Tl?)HYm(@Ym such that for § > 0 and Ty > 0
chosen small enough, we obtain

(P12, T2 1%, oy, < 311 T12)3,, @y, - (5.32)

The existence of the desired fixed point now follows.
The strong solution being global in time follows from Proposition 3.3
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