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Abstract

Suppose that a body B can move by translatory motion with velocity γ in an otherwise quiescent
Navier-Stokes liquid, L , filling the entire space outside B. Denote by Ω = Ω(t), t ∈ R, the
one-parameter family of bounded, sufficiently smooth domains of R3, each one representing the
configuration of B at time t with respect to a frame with the origin at the center of mass G and
axes parallel to those of an inertial frame. We assume that there are no external forces acting on the
coupled system S := B + L and that the only driving mechanism is a prescribed change in shape
of Ω with time. The self-propulsion problem that we would like to address can be thus qualitatively
formulated as follows. Suppose that B changes its shape in a given time-periodic fashion, namely,
Ω(t+T ) = Ω(t), for some T > 0 and all t ∈ R. Then, find necessary and sufficient conditions on the
map t 7→ Ω(t) securing that B self-propels, that is, G covers any given finite distance in a finite time.
We show that this problem is solvable, in a suitable function class, provided the amplitude of the
oscillations is below a given constant. Moreover, we provide examples where the propelling velocity
of B is explicitly evaluated in terms of the physical parameters and the frequency of oscillations.

Keywords. Self-propelled motion, Time-periodic flow, Fluid-solid interactions, Navier-Stokes equa-
tions for incompressible viscous fluids

Primary AMS code. 76D05, 35A01, 35B10, 35Q70, 35Q74.

1 Introduction

Self-propulsion of bodies in water or air has always been an intriguing topic of research. The fundamental
problem that one wants to investigate can be roughly formulated as follows

How can living creatures or mechanical devices move in a fluid by changing the shape of their
bodies?

This is one of the two questions (the other being the nature of turbulence) that tormented Leonardo da
Vinci throughout his life, and to which he also dedicated a short essay (Codex “On the Flight of Birds”)
now preserved in the Royal Library of Turin [9].

The first systematic study of the locomotion of aquatic and aerial animals dates back to 1681, with
the famous treatise of the Neapolitan physiologist and physicist Giovanni Alfonso Borelli [2]. Borelli,
in fact, is also credited with designing the first submarine [8]. In modern times, the topic has been
further studied by James Gray, in particular with his work on the motion of eels [25] and the paradoxical
conclusion regarding the swimming efficiency of dolphins [26]; see also [27].

The use of a mathematical approach to the study of self-propulsion is, however, relatively recent and
began with the seminal work of G.I. Taylor [55]. Taylor’s analysis concerns the intriguing problem of
the motion of microorganisms in a liquid at zero Reynolds number, that is, in the absence of inertia
of the liquid. The remarkable feature of such motion is that it cannot be generated by a reversible
periodic oscillation of the body, since whatever the creature would accomplish with one flap of a part of
his body will be immediately lost with the next reverted flap. This argument was later made precise in
the well-known “scallop theorem” of E.M. Purcell [54]. Since Taylor’s pioneering paper, several notable
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contributions have been made to the mathematical modeling and corresponding quantitative analysis of
self-propulsion of both rigid and deformable bodies in a fluid, both at small and large scales. The list of
such contributions is too long to be mentioned in full here. (1) In addition to the monographs [3, 36, 57]
and the references therein, it is worth mentioning, in particular, the studies performed in [34, 42, 46]
in the case of rigid bodies, and, for deformable bodies, those in [48, 49] on the relation between shape
change and propulsion velocity and [10, 11, 12] on the swimming of spheres in a Navier-Stokes liquid. It
must be emphasized that, probably due to the inherent difficulty of the problem, all works mentioned
above are based on different degrees of approximations, including linearization of the relevant equations
and formal amplitude expansions combined with quasi-steady assumptions.

A rigorous and quantitative mathematical analysis of the self-propulsion of a (finite) body, B, in a
Navier-Stokes liquid began with the work [14]; see also [15]. There, B is assumed rigid and moving
with time-independent motion. The propulsion is generated by a non-zero momentum flux across its
boundary, Σ, or by portions of it in tangential motion (or by a combination of both mechanisms). Thus,
Σ acts as the engine of B and the velocity distribution v∗ on Σ as its thrust. In addition to the
well-posedness of the problem – and more importantly – in [14] necessary and sufficient conditions were
provided on v∗ to generate thrust. Further, it was shown a quantitative relationship between thrust and
propulsion velocity in the range of medium, small and also zero Reynolds number, along with several
applications. The analysis developed in [14] has been subsequently completed and extended by several
authors in different directions, including attainability from rest [50, 51, 32], motion of several bodies
[52], controllability [31, 30] and unsteady self-propulsion [18], always in the case of rigid bodies.

At this point, the next, natural question to ask is: what can a rigorous mathematical analysis
predict in the more difficult and intriguing case where propulsion is generated just by a shape-changing
mechanism. Investigation of this problem has received the attention of several mathematicians; see e.g.
[4, 5, 6, 35, 37, 38, 40, 41, 43, 44]. The model used for this study is rather general and a classic in fluid-
structure interaction theory. Specifically, the body B is completely immersed in a Navier-Stokes liquid,
L , and its configuration (shape) is a prescribed and sufficiently smooth function of time. The only
force acting on B is that exerted by the liquid on the surface of the body Σ. Therefore, the propulsive
thrust comes only from the interaction of Σ with L . The unknowns are velocity and pressure fields of
L , and translational and angular velocity of B; see Section 2 for the precise formulation. It should be
emphasized, though, that the main goal of the works cited above is limited to prove the well-posedness of
the corresponding initial-boundary value problem (not an easy task!) in classes of functions of different
regularity, 2D or 3D situations, covering also the case when the fluid is compressible. However, the
important aspect completely omitted from all of them is to be able to ascertain whether the solutions to
the self-propulsion problem given therein actually allow for a non-zero net motion of the body, let alone
the relation between the change in shape of the body and its (net) translational velocity. In other words,
through pure mathematical analysis, we cannot (yet) guarantee that a “fish” actually moves! Some might
argue that a rigorous analysis on the full model, i.e. without the approximations previously mentioned,
could lead to overly general results that, ultimately, will furnish little or no quantitative information.
However, this is not the case. Indeed, one of the objectives of this paper is to show not only that a
rigorous analysis can produce accurate and remarkable quantitative results, but also that such results
exhibit interesting features that are not captured in the linearized or approximate approaches referenced
above; see Section 13.

Precisely, suppose that the body B (a compact subset of R3) moves in a Navier-Stokes liquid that
fills all the space outside B,(2) periodically changing its shape over time. Our final goal is to establish
conditions on the periodic deformation that ensure a net motion of B, that is, that its center of mass,
G, can travel any given distance in a finite time. Moreover, we furnish a quantitative relation between
such deformations and the net velocity of G. In order to accomplish these objectives, we assume that
the motion of B is translatory. Indeed, allowing B to rotate as well will introduce a number of technical
difficulties that could obscure the clarity of our results. Therefore, we prefer to defer the investigation of

(1)We are interested in self-propulsion in a viscous liquid. The same problem in a inviscid liquid has also received a large
amount of significant contributions. For this, we refer, e.g., to the recent work [58] and the literature cited there.
(2)This assumption is made in order to avoid “wall effects” that could blur the true cause of propulsion.
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this more general case to future work. Before presenting our approach and the corresponding challenges,
however, we would like to emphasize two important aspects of the problem. The first is, as expected,
that not every periodic deformation of B can produce self-propulsion; see Remark 2.2. The second is
that the problem of self-propulsion is genuinely nonlinear; see Remark 4.3.

The general strategy that we will employ to reach our goals develops according to the following steps.

1. We reformulate the original problem in a reference configuration of B, say Ω0, by means of a
suitable diffeomorphism, χ = χ(x, t), that is time-periodic of period T (T -periodic). In this
Reformulated Problem (RP), the domain occupied by the liquid becomes time independent, given
by Ω := R3\Ω0. Likewise, the “leading” datum becomes the transformed boundary velocity,
∂tχ =: u∗; see Section 4.

2. Since u∗ is T -periodic (and, analogously, all coefficients in the RP equations are), it is natural to
look for T -periodic solutions. Existence of such solutions is accomplished provided the amplitude,
δ, of the oscillations of B is suitably restricted; see Section 8. Of course, the solutions depend on
the given deformation, ∇χ, and u∗.

3. The final step is to find conditions on ∇χ and u∗ ensuring that B indeed self-propels, that is, G
performs a non-zero net motion. This crucial step is equivalent to show that the average over a
period [0, T ] of the velocity of G is nonzero, that is, denoted by γ such a velocity,

γ :=
1

T

∫ T

0

γ(s)ds ̸= 0 .

While completing the first step is fairly routine (see Section 4), completing the other two is anything
but trivial, as we are going to explain.

For Step 2, discussed in Sections 6 through 11, the leading idea is to construct a solution around the
(T -periodic) one, (V , p, ζ), to the linear problem obtained by neglecting all the nonlinear terms involving
the velocity field; see (6.1). The role of such a solution, whose existence and uniqueness is proved in
Proposition 6.1, is to “lift” the boundary data u∗. However, it also depends on the deformation ∇χ
and, in fact, it contributes to propulsion at the order of δ, provided ∇χ ̸≡ 0, i.e., B is not rigid; see
Proposition 7.1 and Remark 7.1. Precisely, we show

ζ = δ F ·GGG1 +O(δ2) (1.1)

where F is a symmetric positive-definite matrix depending only on Ω0, and GGG1 is a vector that depends
on Ω0, u∗ and ∇χ; see (7.5)–(7.9). With this result in hand, we then look for a T -periodic solution
(u, p,γ) to RP in the form

u = u+ δ V , p = q+ δ p , γ = ξ + δ ζ , (1.2)

with (u, q, ξ) satisfying a “perturbed” problem, RPP, where the boundary data u∗ are now replaced by
“driving forces” acting on both B and L ; see (8.2)–(8.10). Our next task is to prove the existence of a
T -periodic solution (u, q, ξ) to RPP. Though the method employed is simple in its formulation, it is quite
challenging in its implementation. The approach we use is the classical “invading domain technique”
introduced in [22] and successfully tested in several analogous circumstances [19, 20, 21, 24]. In our case,
it consists in redefining RPP in a sequence of bounded domains {Ωk} such that

Ωk ⊂ Ωk+1 , for all k ∈ N ; ∪k∈NΩk = Ω ;

see (9.1). In each of these domains one establishes the existence of a T -periodic solution sk, say, with
corresponding estimates in term of the data, so that one can eventually pass to the limit k → ∞ and
prove convergence of {sk} to a solution of the original RPP in Ω. For the success of this procedure
it is essential that the constants entering the estimates are independent of k. The Galerkin method is
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appropriate for this purpose. However, adapting the method to the present situation is not an easy task,
as RPP presents three challenging features.

First, the field, u is not solenoidal. Rather, we have

divu = −C⊤ : ∇u (1.3)

where C is a tensor field depending on ∇χ; see (4.30). However, the method requires to reformulate
RPP in terms of a solenoidal vector field v (say), i.e., with div v = 0. By (1.3), this means to write
u = v + B(u) where B is the Bogovskii operator such that

divB(u) = C⊤ : ∇u .

However, according to the classical Bogovskii theory [16, Section III.3], this entails

∂tB(u) ≃ ∂t∇u ,

which would break the fundamental “parabolic” character of the problem. To this end, in Section 5 we
introduce and study the properties of a “generalized” Bogovskii operator, B, that allows us to overcome
the above difficulty; see Proposition 5.1. Roughly speaking, B satisfies ∂tB(u) ≃ ∂tu + σ(∂tu), where
σ(∂tu) involves only negative Sobolev trace norms at ∂Ω0; see (5.15).

Second, the linear momentum equation in RPP has an extra perturbative term containing first- and
second-order derivatives of u that prevent us from obtaining a uniform bound in time of the kinetic
energy norm of the solution, which, in the “classical” approach, is crucial to establish the existence of
a fixed point for the Poincaré map M; see [19]. One way to overcome this problem would be to employ
“higher-order” energy estimates. However, as is well known also for the “simpler” Navier-Stokes case,
this necessarily entails a restriction on the size of the initial data, and this would be incompatible with
finding a fixed point for M; see [19]. To resolve this deadlock, we resort to an appropriate linearization
of the equations combined with careful use of the Schauder fixed point theorem; see Section 9.

Third, the linear momentum equations for both the liquid and the body in RPP include terms
dependent on the pressure field q, which may not coincide with the pressure field q∗ (say) recovered a
posteriori by the Galerkin method. This requires an appropriate perturbation argument to show q ≡ q∗.

Once all of the above is accomplished, we are then able to prove the existence of a T -periodic solution
(u, q, ξ) to RPP, at least for ”small” δ (see Theorem 8.1), which then leads to the completion of step 2.

The completion of the last Step 3 is obtained in Section 12. We proceed as follows. In view of
(1.3), in order to provide conditions for self-propulsion, we evaluate the average of the solutions found in
Theorem 8.1 over the interval [0, T ], namely, (u, q, ξ). As expected, we show that, at order δ, it is ξ = 0,
confirming that the phenomenon is nonlinear. We thus scale (u, q, ξ) by δ2 and then pass to the limit
δ → 0 in the equations for the scaled fields; see Lemma 12.3. In such a way, we prove that the limiting
fields (v0, r0,σ0) obey a suitable time-independent, non-homogeneous Stokes problem corresponding to
the body B moving with constant velocity σ0, subject to a force G0, while a body force g0 acts on the
liquid; see (12.2). It is important to emphasize that both g0 and G0 depend only on u∗, ∇χ, the physical
parameters and the reference configuration; see (12.1). The other crucial point is that, at order of δ2,
we show that ξ ̸= 0 if and only if σ0 ̸= 0, precisely, ξ = δ2σ0+o(δ

2). By using a classical procedure (an
adaptation of Lorentz reciprocity theorem) we are able to express σ0 in terms of the known quantities
g0 and G0 and show that

ξ = δ2F ·GGG0 + o(δ2) , (1.4)

with GGG0 a vector whose components are functionals of g0 and G0 and, as such, dependent only on u∗,
∇χ, the physical parameters and the reference configuration; see (12.7). Thus, recalling (1.1), (1.2) and
setting GGG := GGG0 +GGG1, we conclude

γ = δ2F ·GGG + o(δ2) , (1.5)

from which we infer that, at order δ2, self-propulsion can occur if and only if the “thrust” GGG ̸= 0. It
must be emphasized that, in principle, once u∗, ∇χ, Ω0 and the physical constants are prescribed, both
F and GGG can be explicitly evaluated. This is precisely done in Section 13, where we apply our results
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to the classical benchmark problem where Ω0 is a ball of radius a; see [10, 11, 47, 48, 49]. We also
choose as deformation field the one generated by a T -periodic dipole flow pattern combined with a rigid
oscillation around the e3 axis; see (13.5). After a suitable non-dimensionalization, we then show that
F is a multiple of the identity while GGG is a function only of the Stokes number h; see (13.2), (13.9) and
(13.10). This vector function can be easily computed with MATLAB. It turns out that both components
G1 and G3 are zero, so that GGG = G(h)e2. The graph of G = G(h) is reported in Figure 2. Among other
interesting features, it shows the existence of an “optimal” frequency that maximizes the speed of the
body. It should be pointed out that most of these features are not present in any of analogous researches
performed on similar but linearized models; see, e.g., [10, 11]. This is because the functions g0 and
G0 characterizing the thrust, involve a certain number of terms that may be missing in a linearization
procedure imposed directly on the starting equations.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we formulate the self-propulsion problem, along with
some relevant remarks, while in Section 3 we recall and introduce the main function spaces and their
related properties. In Section 4 we present a suitable “deformation” map that allows us to reformulate
the original problem in a reference configuration. Section 5 is entirely dedicated to the construction of
a “generalized” Bogovskii operator, whose properties are collected in Proposition 5.1. In the following
Section 6 we give the proof of existence of the T -periodic solution (V , p, ζ) to the linear problem men-
tioned earlier on; see Proposition 6.1. The crucial feature of this solution is that it decays sufficiently
fast at large spatial distances (see (6.5)), a property that we show with the help of the method given
in [17]. We also show that, in this approximation, B can propel, and find the corresponding velocity
at the order of δ in Proposition 7.1. In Section 8, we state our main result concerning the existence of
T -periodic solution to the nonlinear problem (see Theorem 8.1) and outline the strategy for its proof.
As mentioned above, the proof of the theorem is quite complex and is split in several parts, developed
in Sections 9–11. In order not to obscure the main ideas, we have preferred to postpone the demonstra-
tion of some technical results to Appendices A–C. Employing the results established in Theorem 8.1,
in Section 12 we are able to give necessary and sufficient conditions for self-propulsion at the order of
δ2, as well as identify the thrust, and provide in Theorem 12.1 a precise quantitative relation between
the thrust and γ. In the Final Section 13 we give an application of Theorem 12.1 in the way described
earlier on. Some related technical details are furnished in Appendix D.

To facilitate reading the paper, at the end we have inserted a table containing all the frequently used
symbols, their description and the indication of the page on which they are defined.

2 Formulation of the Problem

Let B be a body moving in an otherwise quiescent Navier-Stokes liquid, L , that fills the entire space
outside B. We will consider the case where B is prevented from performing rigid rotations around its
center of mass G, a condition that can be realized by applying a suitable torque on B.

Denote by Ω = Ω(t), t ∈ R, a one-parameter family of bounded, sufficiently smooth domains of R3,
each one representing the configuration of B at time t with respect to a frame, F , with the origin at G
and axes parallel to those of an inertial frame. We assume that there are no external forces acting on
the coupled system S := B ∪ L and that the only driving mechanism is a prescribed change in shape
of Ω with time, in a way that will be made precise later on.

The self-propulsion problem that we would like to address can be thus qualitatively formulated as
follows. Suppose that B changes its shape in a given time-periodic fashion, so that, for some T > 0 and
all t ∈ R, Ω(t+ T ) = Ω(t). Then, the goal is to find sufficient conditions on the map t 7→ Ω(t) securing
that B self-propels, namely, the center of mass G covers any given finite distance in a finite time.

We begin to observe that the position of G may vary with time for two reasons. The first, due to the
prescribed deformation of the body, and the second because of the interaction of B with L . Of course,
only the latter is responsible for propulsion, whereas the former is irrelevant, since it occurs even in
absence of the liquid. This situation can be accounted for by the following simple rescaling. Indicating
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Ω(t)

S(t)

E(t)

n

Figure 1: Domain

by γ = γ(t) the velocity of G in F , and by M the total mass of B, we have

γ(t) =
1

M

∫
Ω(t)

ϱ(y, t)w(y, t) dy , (2.6)

where ϱ = ϱ(y, t) is the material density of B and w(y, t) is the velocity at the point y ∈ Ω(t) at time
t. Let v∗ := v∗(y, t) be the velocity at y ∈ Ω(t) just due to the change in shape of Ω(t). Setting
ŵ = w − v∗, (2.6) entails

γ(t) =
1

M

∫
Ω(t)

ϱ(y, t)ŵ(y, t) dy + γd ,

where

γd(t) :=
1

M

∫
Ω(t)

ϱ(y, t)v∗(y, t) dy ,

stands for the component of the velocity of G merely due to the rate of deformation of B. Thus, in
what follows we shall tacitly understand that the velocity of G and that of points of B are rescaled by
γd. For simplicity, we continue to denote by γ and v∗ the quantity γ − γd and v∗ + γd, respectively.

In this wise, setting E (t) := R3\Ω(t) and S(t) := ∂Ω(t) (≡ ∂E(t)) (see Figure 1), the equations
governing the motion of the coupled system S in F are given by

∂tv(y, t) + v(y, t) · ∇v(y, t) = divT(v(y, t), p(y, t))

divv(y, t) = 0

}
(y, t) ∈

⋃
t∈R

E(t)× {t} ,

v(y, t) = v∗(y, t) + γ , (y, t) ∈
⋃
t∈R

S(t)× {t} ; lim
|y|→∞

v(y, t) = 0 , t ∈ R ;

mγ̇(t) = −
∫
S(t)

T(v, p) · ndS , t ∈ R .

(2.7)

In these equations, v and ρ p are velocity and pressure field of L , ρ, ν its density and coefficient of
kinematic viscosity, and m :=M/ρ. (We assume no-slip boundary conditions.) Furthermore, the tensor
field

T(z, ϕ) = 2νD(z)− ϕ I , D(z) := 1
2 [∇z + (∇z)⊤] , (2.8)

with I identity matrix, is the Cauchy stress tensor, and n = n(y, t) is the unit outer (to E) normal at the
point y ∈ S(t) at time t.

We shall now outline the strategy we shall employ to give an answer to the self-propulsion problem.
The first step is to reformulate (2.7) in a fixed reference configuration, say Ω(0) =: Ω0, by means of a
suitable time dependent diffeomorphism. In this Reformulated Problem (RP), the domain occupied by
the liquid becomes time independent, and is given by R3\Ω0. Likewise, the “leading” datum becomes
the transformed boundary velocity, say u∗. Since u∗ is time-periodic of period T (and, likewise, all
coefficients in the equations in RP), we look for the existence of time-periodic solutions to RP. We
accomplish the latter, provided the magnitude of u∗ is appropriately restricted. The final, and more
challenging, step is to find conditions ensuring that B indeed self-propels, that is, G performs a non-zero

6



net motion. Taking into account that the position vector of G, η = η(t) counted from time t = 0 (say),
is given by

η(t) =

∫ t

0

γ(s)ds+ η(0) , (2.9)

and that γ is T -periodic, we deduce that the distance dT covered by G in any interval of length T is
given by

dT =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

γ(s)ds

∣∣∣∣∣ .
As a result, self-propulsion is equivalent to show that the time-average of γ over a period is non-zero:

γ :=
1

T

∫ T

0

γ(t)dt ̸= 0 . (2.10)

The following remarks provide as many reasons as to why the resolution of the problem (2.7), (2.10)
is far from being obvious.

Remark 2.1 The main difficulty in investigating the validity of (2.10) lies in the fact that the propulsive
mechanism, constituted by the oscillation of the body, produces data with zero temporal average. In
other words, the given boundary velocity distribution, v∗ = v∗(y, t), is such that

v∗(x) :=
1

T

∫ T

0

v∗(x, t)dt = 0 ;

see Remark 4.1. As actually demonstrated by G.I. Taylor with his famous mechanical fish experiment
[56], this circumstance implies that propulsion can only occur if the inertia of the liquid is taken into
account. That is, in mathematical terms, problem (2.7), (2.10) can only be solved if nonlinear effects
are factored in. This circumstance will be made precise in Remark 4.3.

Remark 2.2 As expected, not every T -periodic deformation can produce self-propulsion, as shown by
the following example. Take Ω0 = B1, with B1 unit ball centered at the origin, and let

Ω(t) := {y ∈ R3 : y = R(t)x , x ∈ B1} ,

where R = R(t) is a smooth, positive and bounded function of time only such that

R(t) = R(t+ T ) , R(0) = 1 , for all t ∈ R .

The map t 7→ Ω(t) represents then a T -periodic expansion and contraction of the unit ball. Correspond-
ingly, we have

S(t) = {y ∈ R3 : |y| = R(t)} ; v∗(y, t) =
Ṙ(t)

R(t)
y , y ∈ S(t) .

Consider the pair of fields

v(y, t) = a(t)∇ψ(y) , p(y, t) = −ȧ(t)ψ(y)− 1
2a

2(t)(∇ψ(y))2 ; ψ(y) :=
1

|y|
, a(t) := −R2(t)Ṙ(t) .

It is at once checked that (v, p) satisfies (2.7)1,2,4. Moreover,∫
S(t)

(
∂vi
∂yj

+
∂vj
∂yi

)
njdS = − a(t)

R(t)

∫
S2

(2δijxj − 6xi) dσ = 4
a(t)

R(t)

∫
S2

xi dσ = 0 ,

and, likewise, ∫
S(t)

p(y, t)ndS = −
(
ȧ(t)R(t) +

a2(t)

R2(t)

)∫
S2

x dσ = 0 .

The last two displayed equations then show that (2.7)5 is satisfied with γ ≡ 0. Finally, observing that

v(y, t) =
(
Ṙ(t)/R

)
y = v∗(y, t) , y ∈ S(t) ,

we deduce that also (2.7)4 is satisfied with γ ≡ 0, which completes the proof of our statement.
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3 Notation and Relevant Function Spaces

We begin by recalling some basic notation. By {e1, e2, e3} we denote the canonical base in R3. Let
A = Aikei ⊗ ek and B = Bljel ⊗ ej be second-order tensors, where ⊗ denotes dyadic product. We set

A · B := AilBljei ⊗ ej , A : B := trace
(
A · B⊤) = AilBil ,

with ⊤ denoting transpose. Moreover, if a is a vector with components ai, i = 1, 2, 3, we set A · a :=
Aikakei and a · A := A⊤ · a. We also define

divA =
∂Aij

∂xi
ej , ∇a =

∂ak
∂xi

ei ⊗ ek , ∇ϕ =
∂ϕ

∂xi
ei ,

with ϕ scalar field.
If Ω is the complement of the closure of the bounded domain Ω0, we set

ΩR := Ω ∩BR , ΩR := R3\BR , ΩR1,R2 := BR2\BR1 ,

where BR stands for the open ball with the origin in Ω0, and radius R > R∗ := diam (Ω0), and the bar
denotes closure.

As customary, for A a domain of R3, Lq = Lq(A),Wm,2 =Wm,2(A), q ∈ [1,∞], m ∈ N, are Lebesgue
and Sobolev spaces with norm ∥ · ∥q,A, and ∥ · ∥m,2,A. By ( , )A we mean the L2(A)-scalar product.
Furthermore, Dm,q = Dm,q(A) is the homogeneous Sobolev space with semi-norm

∑
|l|=m ∥Dlu∥q,A. In

all the above notation we shall typically omit the subscript “A”, unless confusion arises. If X is Banach
space, we may occasionally indicate its norm by ∥ · ∥X .

Let A ⊆ R3 be a domain with A ⊃ Ω0. We set

K = K(A) :=
{
φ ∈ C∞

0 (A) : ∃ φ̂ ∈ R3 s.t. φ(x) = φ̂ in a neighborhood of Ω0

}
,

C = C(A) := {φ ∈ K(A) : divφ = 0 in A} ,

C0 = C0(A) := {φ ∈ C(A) : φ̂ = 0} .

(3.11)

In K(A) we introduce the scalar product

⟨φ,ψ⟩A := m φ̂ · ψ̂ + (φ,ψ)A∩Ω , φ,ψ ∈ K , (3.12)

and define

L2(R3) :=
{
completion of K(R3) in the norm induced by (3.12)

}
,

H(R3) :=
{
completion of C(R3) in the norm induced by (3.12)

}
,

G(R3) :=
{
h ∈ L2(R3) : ∃ p ∈ D1,2(Ω) s.t. h = ∇p in Ω, and h = −ϖ

∫
∂Ω
pn in Ω0

}
.

(3.13)

It is shown in [50, Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 3.2] that

L2(R3) = {u ∈ L2(R3) : u = û in Ω0, for some û ∈ R3}

H(R3) = {u ∈ L2(R3) : divu = 0 } ,

along with the following orthogonal decomposition [50, Theorem 3.2]

L2(R3) = H(R3)⊕ G(R3) . (3.14)

We next define the space

D1,2 = D1,2(R3) :=
{
completion of C(R3) in the norm ∥D(·)∥2

}
whose basic properties are collected in the next lemma; see [15, Lemmas 9–11].
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Lemma 3.1 D1,2 is a separable Hilbert space when equipped with the scalar product

(D(u1),D(u2)) , ui ∈ D1,2 , i = 1, 2 .

Moreover, we have the characterization:

D1,2 =
{
u ∈ L6(R3) ∩D1,2(R3) ; divu = 0 ; u = û in Ω0 , for some û ∈ R3

}
. (3.15)

Also, for each u ∈ D1,2, it holds
∥∇u∥2 =

√
2∥D(u)∥2 , (3.16)

and
∥u∥6 ≤ κ0 ∥D(u)∥2 , (3.17)

for some numerical constant κ0 > 0. Finally, there is another positive constant κ1 such that

|û| ≤ κ1 ∥D(u)∥2 . (3.18)

Remark 3.1 A relevant consequence of the above lemma is that

∥D(u)∥2 + ∥u∥6 + |û| u ∈ D1,2

is an equivalent norm in D1,2.

Along with the spaces L2,H, and D1,2 defined above, we introduce suitable “local” versions of these
spaces. Precisely, we set

L2(BR) := {φ ∈ L2(BR) : φ|Ω0 = φ̂ for some φ̂ ∈ R3} ,

H(BR) := {φ ∈ L2(BR) : divφ = 0 , φ · n|∂BR
= 0} ,

D1,2(BR) := {φ ∈W 1,2(BR) : divφ = 0 , φ|Ω0
= φ̂ for some φ̂ ∈ R3 , φ|∂BR

= 0} ,

D1,2
0 (BR) := {φ ∈ D1,2(BR) : φ̂ = 0} .

Then H(BR) and D1,2(BR) are Hilbert spaces with scalar products

⟨φ1,φ2⟩BR
, φi ∈ H(BR) ; (D(ψ1),D(ψ2))BR

, ψi ∈ D1,2(BR) , i = 1, 2.

Moreover, the following decomposition holds, analogous to (3.14) [50, Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 3.2]

L2(BR) = H(BR)⊕ G(BR) , (3.19)

where G(BR) is defined as in (3.13)3, by replacing Ω with ΩR.
Finally, the dual spaces of D1,2(BR) and D1,2

0 (BR) will be denoted by D−1,2(BR) and D−1,2
0 (BR),

respectively.

Remark 3.2 The space D1,2(BR) can be viewed as a subspace of W 1,2(Ω)∩D1,2(R3), by extending its
generic element to 0 in R3\BR. Therefore, all the properties mentioned in Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.1
continue to hold for D1,2(BR).

We conclude this section by introducing certain spaces of time-periodic functions. With A ⊆ Rd, a
function u : A× R 7→ R3 is T -periodic, T > 0, if u(·, t+ T ) = u(· t), for a.a. t ∈ R, and we denote by

u :=
1

T

∫ T

0

u(t)dt ,
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its average. Let B be a function space over A, endowed with seminorm ∥ · ∥B , r = [1,∞], and I an
interval in R. Then, Lr(I;B) is the class of functions u : I → B such that

∥u∥Lr(B) ≡


(∫

I

∥u(t)∥rB
) 1

r <∞, if r ∈ [1,∞) ;

ess sup
t∈I

∥u(t)∥B <∞, if r = ∞.

Likewise, we put (m ≥ 0)

Wm,r(I;B) =
{
u ∈ Lr(I;B) : ∂kt u ∈ Lr(I;B), k = 1, . . . ,m

}
.

We shall simply write Lr(B) for Lr(I;B), etc. unless otherwise stated, and when B ≡ Rd, d ≥ 1, we set
Lr(I;B) = Lr(I), etc. We also define

Wm,r
T (R;B) := {u ∈Wm,r(I,B), for all I ⊂ R : u is T -periodic} ,

endowed with norm
∥ · ∥Wm,r

T (R;B) := ∥ · ∥Wm,r(0,T ;B) ,

and often use the abbreviation Wm,r
T (B) := Wm,r

T (R;B). In the case B = R3, for simplicity, the norm
∥ · ∥Wm,r

T (R;R3) will be denoted by ∥ · ∥Wm,r(0,T ).

4 Formulation of the Problem in the Reference Configuration

We begin to introduce a time-dependent map between the reference configuration Ω0 (:= Ω(0)) and the
configuration Ω(t), characterizing the “deformation” of the body B. To this end, for some K > 0 and
fixed q > 3 let ŝ : (x, t) ∈ Ω0 × R 7→ R3 be such that

ŝ ∈W 3,∞
T (R;W 4,q(Ω0)), q > 3; ess sup

t∈R
∥∂kt ŝ(t)∥4,q ≤ K, k = 0, 1, 2, 3 . (4.1)

In view of the continuous embedding W 2,q(Ω0) ⊂ C1(Ω0), we have

sup
t∈R

(
max
x∈Ω0

|∇ŝ(x, t)|
)

≤ C0K , (4.2)

with C0 = C0(Ω0, q). We then assume that the “deformation” of B is described by the map

χ̂ : (x, t) ∈ Ω0 × R 7→ x+ δ ŝ(x, t) ≡ y ∈ Ω(t) , (4.3)

where Ω(t) is the range of χ̂. The following extension lemma holds.

Lemma 4.1 There is δ1 = δ1(Ω0) > 0 such that if δ ∈ (0, δ1), there exists χ : (x, t) ∈ R3 × R 7→ R3,
satisfying the listed properties:

(i) χ(x, t) = χ̂(x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ Ω0 × R ;

(ii) χ(x, t) = x, for all (x, t) ∈
(
R3\BR

)
× R, and some R > R∗ ;

(iii) χ(·, t) is a C3-diffeomorphism of R3 onto itself, for all t ∈ R.

Thus, in particular, χ(·, t) is a C3-diffeomorphism from R3\Ω0 onto χ(R3\Ω0, t), for all t ∈ R.
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Proof. By well-known result, we can extend the function ŝ to a function š defined in R3 × R and such
that

š ∈W 3,∞
T (R;W 4,q(R3)) , š ∈ Sc0K , c0 > 0 .

Let R be such that Ω0 ⊂ BR, and let β = β(x) be a smooth cut-off function that is equal to 1 for x ∈ BR

and is zero for x ∈ R3\B2R. This function can be chosen in such a way that

|∇β(x)| ≤ cR−1 |D2β(x)| ≤ cR−2 , (4.4)

where c is a constant independent of R. Set s := β š. Clearly, s meets the following conditions

(a) s ∈W 3,∞
T (R;W 4,q(R3)) ;

(b) s(x, t) =

 ŝ(x, t) if (x, t) ∈ Ω0 × R

0 if (x, t) ∈ (R3\B2R)× R ;

(c) ∥s∥W 3,∞(W 4,q(R3)) ≤ c ∥ŝ∥W 3,∞(W 4,q(Ω0)) , c = c(Ω0) > 0 .

(4.5)

Define, now, the following map:

χ : (x, t) ∈ R3 × R 7→ x+ δ s(x, t) ≡ z ∈ R3 . (4.6)

In view of (b), we at once deduce the validity of the stated properties (i) and (ii). Moreover, since q > 3,
by (4.2) and (c) and the Sobolev embedding

W 4,q(R3) ⊂ C3(R3) , (4.7)

we get, on one hand, that χ is of class C3 for each t ∈ R, and, on the other hand,

sup
t∈R

(
max
x∈R3

|∇s(x, t)|
)

≤ c1K (4.8)

where c1 = c1(Ω0, q). From this and well known results, it follows that χ is injective, provided we choose

0 < δ < 1/(c1K) . (4.9)

It is easy to see that, in fact, under the assumption (4.9) χ is also surjective, which, since χ(·, t) = χ̂(·, t)
on Ω0, would in turn imply that χ(·, t) is a diffeomorphism of class C3 of R3\Ω0 onto χ(R3\Ω0, t) for
all t ∈ R. To show surjectivity, for any fixed z ∈ R3 and t ∈ R consider the map

P : x ∈ R3 7→
(
z − δ s(x, t)

)
∈ R3 .

By (a) and (4.7), we deduce P ∈ C1(R3) and moreover, by (4.8) and (4.9),

sup
x∈R3

|∇P(x)| < 1 .

Therefore, by classical results (see, e.g., [33, Chapter XVII, Theorem 1]) it follows that P has a fixed
point, namely, χ(·, t) is surjective for all t ∈ R. The proof of the lemma is completed.

□
Let

A := ∇χ−1 , B := A− I , C := JA− I , J := det∇χ . (4.10)

The following result holds.
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Lemma 4.2 Suppose (4.1) holds. Then, there exists δ2 > 0 such that, for all δ ∈ (0, δ2), A, B and C
are T -periodic functions satisfying

A ∈W 3,∞
T (W 2,∞(Ω)) ; B, C ∈W 3,∞

T (W 3,q(Ω)) . (4.11)

Moreover, B and C have bounded support, B0, and, for any k = 0, 1, 2, 3 and |α| = 0, 1, 2, satisfy the
following conditions

∂ktD
αB(x, t) = −δ ∂ktDα∇s(x, t) + Z1(δ, s) ,

∂ktD
αC(x, t) = −δ ∂ktDα (∇s(x, t)− div s I) + Z2(δ, s) ,

(4.12)

where
|Zi(δ, s)| ≤ c δ2 , i = 1, 2.

Thus, in particular,
ess sup
(x,t)∈Ω×R

(
|∂ktDαB(x, t)|+ |∂ktDαC(x, t)|

)
≤ c δ . (4.13)

Proof. In view of the definition of χ given in (4.5)–(4.6), T -periodicity follows at once. From (4.6), (4.8)
and (4.9), we deduce that A can be expressed as the Neumann series

A =

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n(δ∇s)n , (4.14)

which, by (4.5) and the embeddingW 3,q(Ω) ⊂W 2,∞(Ω), furnishes property (4.11) for A, provided δ > 0
is chosen below a certain constant, depending on Ω and K. From (4.14) we also have

B = −δ∇s+
∞∑

n=2

(−1)n(δ∇s)n . (4.15)

Thus, by (4.5), supp (B) ⊂ supp (∇s) ⊂ BR. Moreover, properties (4.11) and (4.12) for B follow from
(4.15) by taking δ sufficiently small and using again (4.5) along with the embedding W 4,q(Ω) ⊂ C3(Ω),
q > 3. Furthermore, by a straightforward calculation, we get

J = 1 + δ div s+ δ2 P (∇s) + δ3det∇s := 1 + δ div s+ f(δ∇s) ,

where P is a second order homogenous polynomial of components of ∇s. As a result,

C = B+ δ div s I+ δ div sB+ f(δ∇s)A .

The stated properties for C then follow from the latter in conjunction with (4.12)1 and (4.14).
□

We shall now reformulate problem (2.7) in the reference configuration Ω0. To this end, let

ψ(x, t) := χ(x, t) + η(t) (4.16)

and define the following fields

u(x, t) := v(ψ(x, t), t) , p(x, t) = p(ψ(x, t), t) ,

u∗(x, t) := δ−1v∗(χ(x, t), t) = ∂ts(x, t) ,

}
(x, t) ∈ Ω × R . (4.17)

We have
∂p

∂xi
=
∂χl

∂xi

∂p

∂yl
,
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which gives

Aji
∂p

∂xi
= δjl

∂p

∂yl
=

∂p

∂yj
,

that is
∇yp = A · ∇xp , (4.18)

or also
∇yp = ∇xp+ B · ∇xp , (4.19)

Likewise, from
∂uk
∂xi

=
∂χl

∂xi

∂vk
∂yl

we get

Aji
∂uk
∂xi

= Aji
∂χl

∂xi

∂vk
∂yl

= δjl
∂vk
∂yl

=
∂vk
∂yj

, (4.20)

namely,
∇yv = A · ∇xu , (4.21)

or also
∇yv = ∇xu+ B · ∇xu . (4.22)

Taking k = j in (4.20), and multiplying both side of the resulting equation by J , we get

JAji
∂uj
∂xi

= J
∂vj
∂yj

= 0 . (4.23)

Thanks to Piola identity
div (JA⊤) = div (C⊤) = 0 , (4.24)

it follows that

(JAji − δji)
∂uj
∂xi

=
∂

∂xi
[(JAji − δji)uj ]− uj

∂

∂xi
(JAji) =

∂

∂xi
[(JAji − δji)uj ] . (4.25)

Thus, collecting (4.23) and (4.25) we get

divu = −div (C⊤ · u) . (4.26)

Taking into account (4.21) and the definition of B, we show

T(v, p) = ν(∇yv + (∇yv)
⊤)− p I = ν

(
∇xu+ (∇xu)

⊤)− p I+ ν
(
B · ∇xu+ (B · ∇xu)

⊤) .
Hence, from the latter and the well-known identity

n dS = J A · ndΣ ,

we deduce, in particular,∫
S

T(v, p) ·ndS =

∫
Σ

T(u, p) ·ndΣ+

∫
Σ

T(u, p) ·C ·n dΣ+ν

∫
Σ

(
B ·∇xu+(B ·∇xu)

⊤) J A ·n dΣ . (4.27)

Moreover, again from (4.18), (4.20) and the definition of B, we have (with ∂s ≡ ∂/∂xs, s = 1, 2, 3)

[div yT(v, p)]k =
∂

∂yi

[
ν

(
∂vk
∂yi

+
∂vi
∂yk

)
− pδik

]
= Ail∂l [ν (Aim∂muk + Akm∂mui)− pδik]

= [div xT(u, p)]k + Bil∂l[ν(∂iuk + ∂kui)− pδik] + νAil∂l(Bim∂muk + Bkm∂mui)
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namely, in intrinsic form,

div yT(v, p) = divT(u, p) + B⊤ : ∇T(u, p) + ν A⊤ : ∇
(
B · ∇u+ (B · ∇u)⊤

)
, (4.28)

where all the differential operators on the right-hand side act on the x-variables. Finally, also using
(4.21), we show

∂tu = ∂tψ · ∇yv + ∂tv = (δu∗ + γ) · A · ∇xu+ ∂tv . (4.29)

Therefore, we conclude that the original problem is reformulated, in the reference configuration, as
follows:

∂tu+ (u− γ) · ∇u = divT(u, p) + f ℓ(s,u, p) + fnℓ(s,u,γ)

divu = −div (C⊤ · u)

}
in Ω × R ,

u = δu∗ + γ , at Σ × R ; lim
|x|→∞

u(x, t) = 0 , t ∈ R ;

mγ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(u, p) · ndΣ + F (s,u, p) , t ∈ R ,

(4.30)

where n is the unit outer (to Ω) normal at Σ, and

f ℓ(s,u, p) := δu∗ ·A · ∇u+ B⊤ : ∇T(u, p) + ν A⊤ : ∇
(
B · ∇u+ (B · ∇u)⊤

)
fnℓ(s,u,γ) := −(u− γ) · B·∇u

F (s,u, p) := −
∫
Σ

T(u, p) · C · n dΣ − ν

∫
Σ

J
(
B · ∇u+ (B · ∇u)⊤

)
· A · n dΣ .

(4.31)

Remark 4.1 In the reformulated problem (4.30)–(4.31), the (only) driving mechanism becomes the
boundary velocity distribution δ u∗. It is worth emphasizing that, since

u∗(x, t) = ∂ts(x, t) ,

and s is T -periodic, it follows that
u∗ = 0 .

As explained later on in Remark 4.3, this circumstance implies that, in our framework, self-propulsion
is a strictly nonlinear problem.

Remark 4.2 Since u is not solenoidal, we have

divD(u) ̸= ν∆u .

Instead, from (2.8) and (4.30)2 it follows that

divT(u, p) = ν (∆u+∇divu)−∇p = ν
(
∆u−∇div (C⊤ · u)

)
−∇p .

Remark 4.3 In the context of problem (4.30)–(4.31), the parameter δ (≥ 0) serves as the magnitude
of the driving mechanism. It can be viewed as the ratio of the largest displacement of B to its diameter
L:

δ :=

max
(x,t)∈Ω0×[0,T ]

|s(x, t)|

L
.

It is clear (and immediately checked) that for δ = 0 a corresponding solution is the identically vanishing
one, which trivially implies no self-propulsion. However, self-propulsion does not occur also at O(δ). In
fact, suppose (u, p,γ) is a T -periodic solution to (4.30)–(4.31). If we write u = δ u0, p = δ p0, γ = δ γ0,
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and disregard terms in δ2 and higher, also with the help of Remark 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 we then deduce
that (u0, p0,γ0) obeys the following problem

∂tu0 = ν∆u0 −∇p0
divu0 = 0

}
in Ω × R ,

u0 = u∗ + γ0 , at Σ × R ; lim
|x|→∞

u0(x, t) = 0 , t ∈ R ;

mγ̇0(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(u0, p0) · ndΣ , t ∈ R ,

Henceforth, the averaged fields (u0, p0,γ0) and u∗ obey the boundary-value problem:

ν∆u0 −∇p0 = 0

divu0 = 0

}
in Ω ,

u0 = u∗ + γ0 , at Σ ; lim
|x|→∞

u0(x) = 0 ;∫
Σ

T(u0, p0) · ndΣ = 0 .

In view of classical results on the Stokes problem [16, Section V.7], it follows that, in a very large class
of solutions, we may have (u0,∇p0,γ0) ̸= (0,0,0) if and only if u∗ ̸≡ 0. However, as pointed out in
Remark 4.1, in our case, it is u∗ ≡ 0, intimating that self-propulsion can only occur at the order of δ2

or higher, that is, only when nonlinear effects are taken into account. The main objective of this paper
is to provide a characterization for the this circumstance to take place.

We conclude this section with the following simple but useful result, which is a direct consequence of
Lemma 4.2, of the classical trace inequalities, and, possibly, of the addition to p of a suitable function
of time only.

Lemma 4.3 Let δ2, B0 be as in Lemma 4.2. Then, for all δ ∈ (0, δ2) and q ∈ [1,∞] the following
estimates hold (with (·)t := ∂t(·))

∥f ℓ∥q ≤ c δ (∥∇u∥1,q,B0 + ∥∇p∥q,B0)

∥(f ℓ)t∥q ≤ c δ (∥∇u∥1,q,B0
+ ∥∇p∥q,B0

+ ∥∇ut∥1,q,B0
+ ∥∇pt∥q,B0

) ,

and

|F | ≤ c δ (∥∇u∥1,2,B0
+ ∥∇p∥2,B0

) ; |F t| ≤ c δ (∥∇u∥1,2,B0
+ ∥∇ut∥1,2,B0

+ ∥∇pt∥2,B0
) .

5 Suitable Inversion of the “div” Operator

A notable feature of the reformulated problem (4.30)–(4.31) is that, unlike the original one, the velocity
field u is no longer solenoidal. To address this point we are therefore naturally led to the study of
some relevant properties of the “div ” operator, with particular regard to its inversion. Seemingly, these
properties are not directly amenable to the classical theory.

Lemma 5.1 Let k = 0, 1, 2, 3, and m = 1, 2. Suppose g satisfy the following conditions:

(a) g ∈W k,2
T (Wm,2(Ω)) ;

(b) There is ρ0 > R∗ such that g(x, t) = 0, for all (x, t) ∈ Ωρ0 × R;
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(c)

∫
Σ

g(x, t) · n dΣ = 0 , for a.a. t ∈ R .

Then, we can find a field w = w(g) for which the following properties hold, for any fixed ρ > ρ0.

(i) divw = div g in Ωρ ;

(ii) w(x, t) = 0, for all (x, t) ∈ Σ × R;

(iii) w(x, t) = 0, for all (x, t) ∈ Ωρ × R;

(iv) w ∈W k,2
T (Wm,2(Ω)) ;

(v) For a.a. t ∈ R, the following inequalities hold

∥∂ktw(t)∥m,2 ≤ c ∥∂kt g(t)∥m,2 ,

∥∂ktw(t)∥2 ≤ c
(
∥∂kt g(t)∥2 + ∥∂kt g(t) · n∥− 1

2 ,2(Σ)

)
,

where the positive constant c depends only on ρ.

Proof. For each fixed t ∈ R, consider the following Stokes problem

∆v −∇p = 0

divv = div g

}
in Ωρ

v = 0 at ∂Ωρ .

(5.1)

Since, by (b) and (c), ∫
Ωρ

divv =

∫
Ωρ

div g =

∫
Σ

g · n dΣ = 0 =

∫
Σ

v · ndΣ ,

from classical results we show the existence of a unique solution v(t) ∈Wm,2(Ωρ) such that

∥v(t)∥m,2 ≤ c ∥div g(t)∥m−1,2 ≤ c ∥g(t)∥m,2 . (5.2)

In view of the assumptions made on g, we can also easily show that (∂kt v, ∂
k
t p) solves (5.1) with g

replaced by ∂kt g, with estimate analogous to (5.2). We thus conclude

∥∂kt v∥m,2 ≤ c ∥∂kt g∥m,2 . (5.3)

Next, for a given f ∈ C∞
0 (Ωρ), denote by (φ, τ) ∈W 2,2(Ωρ)×W 1,2(Ωρ) the solution to the problem

∆φ−∇τ = f

divφ = 0

}
in Ωρ

φ = 0 at ∂Ωρ ,

∫
Ωρ

τ = 0 .

(5.4)

Again by classical results, such a (unique) solution exists and satisfies

∥φ∥2,2 + ∥τ∥1,2 ≤ c ∥f∥2 . (5.5)

By testing (5.1)1 with φ, integrating by parts, and using the boundary conditions along with the diver-
gence equations, we get

0 = (∆v −∇p,φ) = (v,f) + (∇τ,v) = (v,f)− (τ,divv) = (v,f) + (∇τ, g)−
∫
Σ

τ g · n dΣ .
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Thus, from Schwarz inequality, and trace theorem we deduce

|(v,f)| ≤ c
(
∥g∥2 + ∥g · n∥− 1

2 ,2(Σ)

)
∥τ∥1,2

which, in turn, by (5.5) and the arbitrariness of f ∈ C∞
0 (Ωρ), allows us to conclude

∥v∥2 ≤ c
(
∥g∥2 + ∥g · n∥− 1

2 ,2(Σ)

)
. (5.6)

In a similar way, we prove
∥∂kt v∥2 ≤ c

(
∥∂kt g∥2 + ∥∂kt g · n∥− 1

2 ,2(Σ)

)
. (5.7)

Pick r ∈ (ρ0, ρ) and let ψ = ψ(|x|) be a smooth non-increasing “cut-off” function such that ψ(|x|) = 1,
for |x| ≤ r, and ψ(|x|) = 0, for |x| ≥ ρ. Notice that, in view of assumption (b) on g, we have

ψ div g = div g , in Ωρ ,

divv = 0 , in Ωρ0,ρ .
(5.8)

Set
w := ψ v − v in Ωρ (5.9)

where v is a solution to the problem{
div v = ∇ψ · v , in Ωρ0,ρ ,

v ∈W k,2(Wm,2
0 (Ωρ0,ρ)) ,

∥∂kt v∥m,2 ≤ c ∥∂kt v∥m−1,2 .

(5.10)

Since the properties of ψ and (5.3) entail ∇ψ · ∂kt v ∈ W 1,2
0 (Ωρ), the existence of such a v follows from

[16, Exercise III.3.7] provided

Φ :=

∫
Ωρ0,ρ

∇ψ · v = 0 . (5.11)

Now, with the help of (5.8)2, (5.1)1,2 and (b) we show

Φ =

∫
Ωρ0,ρ

div (ψv) =

∫
∂Ωρ0

v · n =

∫
Ωρ0

divv =

∫
Ωρ0

div g =

∫
Σ

g · ndΣ ,

so that (5.11) follows from the latter and the assumption (c). Our next objective is to show estimates
for the time derivatives of v in the L2(Ωρ0,ρ)-norm:

∥∂kt v∥2 ≤ c ∥∂kt v∥2 . (5.12)

These inequalities, in turn, follow from [16, Theorem III.3.4 and Exercise III.3.7], if we prove that there
exists a field z such that

div z = ∇ψ · v , z · n|∂Ωρ0,ρ = 0 , ∥∂kt z∥2 ≤ c ∥∂kt v∥2 .

To this end, for each t ∈ R consider the Neumann problem

∆w(t) = ∇ψ · v(t) in Ωρ0,ρ , ∇w(t) · n|∂Ωρ0,ρ
= 0 . (5.13)

Because of (5.11) this problem is uniquely solvable up to a constant in the space variables. Operating with
∂kt in both equations in (5.13) and testing the resulting equation in (5.13)1 with ∂kt w, after integration
by parts we get

∥∇(∂kt w)∥22 = (∇ψ · ∂kt v, ∂kt w)Ωρ0,ρ . (5.14)
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Again in view of (5.11), the right-hand side of (5.14) remains unaltered if we replace ∂kt w with ∂kt w−∂̃kt w,
where ãbc denotes integral average over Ωρ0,ρ. Therefore, after using Schwarz and Poincaré inequality,
we deduce

∥∇(∂kt w)∥22 ≤ c ∥∂kt v∥2 .
Therefore, (5.12) follows by choosing z = ∇w. It is now easy to see that the field w defined in (5.9)
satisfies all requirements stated in the lemma. In fact, by extending v to 0 outside Ωρ0,ρ, from (5.1)2,3
and (5.8) we infer properties (i)–(iii). Likewise, (5.3), (5.7) and (5.12) along with the assumptions on g
secure the validity of (iv) and (v). The proof of the lemma is thus completed.

□

Remark 5.1 We immediately see that the result just proved continues to hold, in fact, for any k ∈ N.
However, its extension to m > 2 would require a subsequent increase in regularity for Ω0.

From Lemma 5.1 we shall now derive a simple but crucial corollary. To this end, pick ρ0 such that
Ωρ0

⊇ B0, with B0 as in Lemma 4.2, define for k = 0, 1, 2, m = 1, 2,

Sk,m :=

{
g ∈W k,2

T (Wm,2(Ω)) :

∫
Σ

g(t) · n = 0 , all t ∈ R; g(x, t) = 0 for all |x| ≥ ρ0 and t ∈ R
}
,

and also, for fixed ρ > ρ0, set

Sk,m
0 :=

{
w ∈W k,2

T (Wm,2(Ω)) : w|Σ = 0 ; w(x, t) = 0 for all |x| ≥ ρ
}
.

We endow both spaces with the norm of W k,2(0, T ;Wm,2(Ω)). The following result holds.

Proposition 5.1 There exists δ3 > 0 such that for any fixed δ ∈ (0, δ3) there is a linear bounded
operator

B : g ∈ Sk,m 7→ B(g) ∈ Sk,m
0

such that
divB(g) + div (C⊤ ·B(g)) = div g in Ωρ ,

and satisfying the following inequalities for k = 0, 1, 2 and m = 1, 2,

∥∂ktB(g)∥m,2 ≤ c

k∑
ℓ=0

∥∂ℓtg∥m,2 ,

∥∂ktB(g)∥2 ≤ c

k∑
ℓ=0

(
∥∂ℓtg∥2 + ∥∂ℓtg · n∥− 1

2 ,2(Σ)

)
,

(5.15)

Proof. Let g ∈ Sk,m and consider the map

M : ŵ ∈ Sk,m
0 7→ w

where
divw = −div (C⊤ · ŵ − g) := divG in Ωρ . (5.16)

It is at once checked that G ∈ Sk,m, which means that G satisfies all the requests made on the function
g in Lemma 5.1. Therefore, by that lemma, there exists w ∈ Sk,m

0 satisfying (5.16). Thus, also with the
help of Lemma 4.2, we show for k = 0, 1, 2, and m = 1, 2

∥∂ktw∥m,2 ≤ c ∥∂ktG∥m,2 ≤ c

[
δ

(
k∑

ℓ=0

∥∂ℓt ŵ∥m,2

)
+ ∥∂kt g∥m,2

]
,

∥∂ktw∥2 ≤ c
(
∥∂ktG∥2 + ∥∂ktG · n∥− 1

2 ,2(Σ)

)
≤ c

[
δ

(
k∑

ℓ=0

∥∂ℓt ŵ∥2

)
+ ∥∂kt g∥2 + ∥∂kt g · n∥− 1

2 ,2(Σ)

]
.

(5.17)
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From (5.17)1 it readily follows that, for sufficiently small δ, there exists R > 0 such that M maps the

ball of Sk,m
0 of radius R into itself and, in fact,M is contracting. This immediately leads to the existence

of the operator B with the stated properties, which concludes the proof of the lemma.
□

We conclude this section with the following result.

Lemma 5.2 Let
g ∈W 3,2

T (L2(Ω)) ∩W 2,2
T (W 2,2(Ω)) ∩W 3,2

T (W− 1
2 ,2(Σ)) .

Then, for each t ∈ (0, T ) the problem

divv(t) = div g(t) , in Ω

v(t) = 0 , at Σ ,
(5.18)

has at least one solution v ∈W 3,2
T (L2(Ω)) ∩W 2,2

T (W 2,2(Ω)) such that

∥∂ℓtD2v(t)∥2 + ∥∂ℓt∇v(t)∥2 ≤ c ∥∂tg(t)∥2,2 , ℓ = 0, 1, 2 ,

∥∂kt v(t)∥2 ≤ c
(
∥∂kt g(t)∥2 + ∥∂kt g(t) · n∥− 1

2 ,2(Σ)

)
, k = 0, 1, 2, 3 .

(5.19)

Moreover, if g = 0 we can take v = 0 as well.

Proof. We begin to show the last statement. Suppose we find v satisfying (5.18) and (5.19). If g = 0,
then divv = 0, which implies that the function v := v − v is also a solution to (5.18) and (5.19) with
v = 0, which proves the claim. Consider now the Neumann problem

∆ψ = div g , in Ω

n · ∇ψ = 0 , at Σ .
(5.20)

By standard methods we show the existence of a unique solution satisfying

∥∂ℓt∇ψ(t)∥2,2 ≤ c ∥∂ℓtg(t)∥2,2 ,

∥∂kt ψ(t)∥6 + ∥∂kt ∇ψ(t)∥2 ≤ c
(
∥∂kt g(t)∥2 + ∥∂kt g(t) · n∥− 1

2 ,2(Σ)

)
;

(5.21)

see, e.g., [39, Sections 7.29-7.30]. Since g is T -periodic, by the uniqueness property so is ψ. Next,
consider the problem

divw = 0 , in Ω

w = −∇ψ , at Σ .
(5.22)

We look for a solution to (5.22) of the form

w := −∇(ζψ) + u , (5.23)

where ζ is a “cut-off” function that is 1 in a neighborhood of Σ and 0 for |x| ≥ R/2, R > 2R∗, while u
solves the problem

divu = div (∇(ζψ)) , in ΩR

u = 0 , at ∂ΩR .
(5.24)

Since

supp (∇(ζψ)) ⊂ ΩR/2 ,

∫
Σ

∇(ζψ) · n =

∫
Σ

∇ψ · n ,

by Lemma 5.1, (5.20)2, and (5.21) it follows that (5.24) has a solution u ∈ W k,2
T (W 2,2(Ω)) with

supp (u) ⊂ ΩR and such that

∥∂ℓtu(t)∥2,2 ≤ c (∥∂ℓt∇ψ(t)∥2,2 + ∥∂ℓtψ∥6) ,

∥∂kt u(t)∥2 ≤ c (∥∂kt ∇ψ(t)∥2 + ∥∂kt ψ∥6) .
(5.25)
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In view of (5.20)–(5.25), it is then readily checked that the vector field v := ∇ψ + w satisfies all the
properties stated in the lemma.

□

6 Existence of T -Periodic Solutions to a Linear Problem

Objective of this section is the study of some relevant properties of T -periodic solutions to the following
linear problem

∂tV = divT(V , p)

divV = −div (C⊤ · V )

}
in Ω × R ,

V = u∗ + ζ , at Σ × R ;

mζ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(V , p) · ndΣ , t ∈ R .

(6.1)

More specifically, we shall first show the existence and uniqueness of such solutions in a suitable function
class, and, successively, will provide an explicit relation between the time-averaged velocity, ζ, and the
data, u∗. The current section will be devoted to the first problem, while the second one will be considered
in the next section. Note that in these two sections, we do not explicitly state the conditions at infinity.
However, such conditions are inherently embedded within the function spaces employed.

We begin to split the solution into its average and oscillatory components:

V = V + V , p = p+ q , ζ = ζ + χ . (6.2)

Also, for s ∈ (1, 32 ), we define

Ds(Ω) := L
3s

3−2s (Ω) ∩D1, 3s
3−s (Ω) ∩D2,s(Ω) ∩D2,2(Ω) , Ps(Ω) := L

3s
3−s (Ω) ∩D1,s(Ω) ∩D1,2(Ω) ,

W(Ω) :=W 3,2
T (0, T ;L2(Ω)) ∩W 2,2

T (0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)) , Q(Ω) :=W 2,2
T (0, T ;D1,2(Ω) ∩ L6(Ω)) ;

V :=W 3,2
T (W

3
2 ,2(Σ)) .

(6.3)
Our goal is thus to prove the following result.

Proposition 6.1 Suppose
u∗ ∈ V .

Then, there exists δ∗ > 0 such that, for all δ ∈ (0, δ∗), problem (6.1) has one and only one T -periodic
solution (6.2) where

(V , p, ζ) ∈ Ds(Ω)× Ps(Ω)× R3 , (V, q, ζ) ∈ W(Ω)×Q(Ω)×W 3,2
T (R3) , (6.4)

for arbitrary s ∈ (1, 32 ). This solution satisfies the estimate

∥V ∥Ds(Ω) + ∥p∥Ps(Ω) + |ζ|+ ∥V∥W(Ω) + ∥q∥Q(Ω) + ∥χ∥W 3,2(0,T ) ≤ c ∥u∗∥V . (6.5)

Moreover, there exist ρ∗, C > 0 such that

sup
(x,t)∈Ωρ∗×[0,T ]

(
|x|m+2|DkV (x)|

)
≤ C , |k| = m ≥ 0 . (6.6)

The proof of Proposition 6.1 will be given in Subsection 6.2, after showing a number of auxiliary
results.
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6.1 Unique Solvability of Auxiliary Linear Problems

This section is devoted to the well-posedness of steady-state and time-periodic linear problems, relevant
to the proof of Proposition 6.1.

Lemma 6.1 Let s ∈ (1, 32 ), and suppose

G ∈ Ls(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω) , g ∈W 1,s(Ω) ∩W 1,2(Ω) .

Then, the problem
ν∆v −∇p = G

divv = g

}
in Ω ,

v = γ , at Σ ;∫
Σ

T(v, p) · ndΣ = 0 ,

(6.7)

has one and only one solution
(v, p,γ) ∈ Ds(Ω)× Ps(Ω)× R3 . (6.8)

Moreover, this solution satisfies

∥v∥Ds(Ω) + ∥p∥Ps(Ω) + |γ| ≤ C (∥G∥2 + ∥G∥s + ∥g∥1,s + ∥g∥1,2) . (6.9)

Proof. We write v = v1 + v2, p = p1 + p2, where

ν∆v1 −∇p1 = 0

divv1 = g

}
in Ω ,

v1 = 0 , at Σ ;

(6.10)

and
ν∆v2 −∇p2 = G

divv2 = 0

}
in Ω ,

v2 = γ , at Σ ;∫
Σ

T(v2, p2) · ndΣ = −
∫
Σ

T(v1, p1) · ndΣ := F .

(6.11)

Under the stated assumption on g, from [16, Theorem V.4.8 and Exercise V.4.9] it follows the existence
of (v1, p1) in the class specified in (6.8), and satisfying the estimate (6.9) (with γ = 0 and G =0). Next,
for i = 1, 2, 3, consider the following Stokes problems

divT(h(i), p(i)) = 0

divh(i) = 0

}
in Ω ,

h(i) = ei , at Σ .

(6.12)

Again by [16, Theorem V.4.8] we deduce that (6.12) has a unique solution in the class (6.8), and

∥h(i)∥Ds(Ω) + ∥p(i)∥Ps(Ω) ≤ C . (6.13)

Then, a solution to (6.11) is given by

v2 =

3∑
i=1

γih
(i) , p2 =

3∑
i=1

γip
(i) , (6.14)
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where the γi, i = 1, 2, 3, solve the linear algebraic system

γi

∫
Σ

T(h(i), p(i)) · ndΣ = F .

Since the matrix

Mji =

∫
Σ

Tjk(h
(i), p(i))nkdΣ , i, j = 1, 2, 3, (6.15)

is invertible [15, Lemma 4.1], the above system has one and only one solution γ satisfying

|γ| ≤ c |F | .

The latter, in combination with (6.13) and (6.14), furnishes

∥v2∥Ds(Ω) + ∥p2∥Ps(Ω) + |γ| ≤ C |F | . (6.16)

However, by classical trace theorems,

|F | ≤ c (∥v1∥2,s,Ωρ + ∥p1∥1,s,Ωρ)

for any fixed ρ > R∗. Therefore, the stated existence along with the validity of (6.9) follows from the
latter, (6.16) and the previously proved properties of (v1, p1). Consider, now, (6.7) with g ≡ 0. Then,
testing (6.7)1 with v, integrating by parts over Ω and using (6.7)4 gives ∥D(v)∥2 = 0, which, since v is
in the class (6.8), furnishes at once v ≡ γ ≡ 0, p ≡ 0, which shows uniqueness.

□

Lemma 6.2 Suppose

f ∈W 2,2
T (L2) , g ∈ W(Ω) ∩W 3,2

T (W− 1
2 ,2(Σ)) , F ∈W 2,2

T (R3) , f = g = F = 0 .

Then, the problem
∂tv = ν∆v−∇r + f

div v = div g

}
in Ω × R ,

v = µ , at Σ × R ;

mµ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(v, r) · ndΣ + F , t ∈ R .

(6.17)

has one and only one T -periodic solution

(v, r,µ) ∈ W(Ω)×Q(Ω)×W 3,2
T (R3) . (6.18)

Moreover,

∥v∥W(Ω) + ∥r∥Q(Ω) + ∥µ∥W 3,2(0,T ) ≤ c
(
∥f∥W 2,2(L2) + ∥g∥W(Ω) + ∥g∥

W 3,2(W− 1
2
,2(Σ))

+ ∥F∥W 2,2(0,T )

)
.

(6.19)

Proof. We begin to operate a lift of div g. From assumption and Lemma 5.2, there exists v ∈ W(Ω),
v = 0, satisfying (5.18) and (5.19) with g ≡ g. Thus, setting

f1 := −∂tv + ν∆v, F 1 := −2

∫
Σ

D(v) · ndΣ , (6.20)

because of (5.19) and classical trace theorems, we get

∥f1∥W 2,2(L2(Ω)) + ∥F 1∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ c1∥v∥W(Ω) ≤ c2

(
∥g∥W(Ω) + ∥g∥

W 3,2(W− 1
2
,2(Σ))

)
. (6.21)
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If we now write
v = u+ v , (6.22)

and define
f := f1 + f , F := F 1 + F , (6.23)

from the properties of v, we infer that (6.17) entails

∂tu = ν∆u−∇r + f

divu = 0

}
in Ω × R ,

u = µ , at Σ × R ;

mµ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(u, r) · ndΣ + F , t ∈ R .

(6.24)

Since f ,F are T -periodic with f = F = 0, by [18, Lemma 5.2], there exists one and only one T -periodic
solution to (6.24) such that

(u, r,µ) ∈ [W 1,2(L2(Ω)) ∩ L2(W 2,2(Ω))]× L2(D1,2(Ω))×W 1,2(0, T ). (6.25)

This solution satisfies also the estimate

∥u∥W 1,2(L2)∩L2(W 2,2) + ∥r∥L2(D1,2) + ∥µ∥W 1,2(0,T ) ≤ c
(
∥f∥L2(L2) + ∥F ∥L2(0,T )

)
. (6.26)

Let h = h(x, t), be a T -periodic (scalar or vector) function, and denote by hη its Friederichs mollifier in
time, namely,

hη(x, t) =

∫
R
jη(s)h(x, t− s)ds ,

where jη(τ) := η−1j(τ/η), with j ∈ C∞
0 (−1, 1). It then readily follows that the functions

u′ := ∂tuη , r′ := ∂trη , µ′ := µ̇η

belong to the class (6.25), and satisfy (6.24) with f ,F replaced by ∂tfη and Ḟ η, respectively. Again by
[18, Lemma 5.2], and since f ∈W 1,2(L2(Ω)), F ∈W 1,2(0, T ), from (6.26) it also follows that

∥u′∥W 1,2(L2)∩L2(W 2,2) + ∥r′∥L2(D1,2) + ∥µ′∥W 1,2(0,T ) ≤ c
(
∥f∥W 1,2(L2) + ∥F ∥W 1,2(0,T )

)
. (6.27)

Thus, letting η → 0 in (6.27) we show that

(u, r,µ) ∈ [W 2,2(L2(Ω)) ∩W 1,2(W 2,2(Ω))]×W 1,2(D1,2(Ω))×W 2,2(0, T ).

along with the estimate

∥u∥W 2,2(L2)∩W 1,2(W 2,2) + ∥r∥W 1,2(D1,2) + ∥µ∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ c
(
∥f∥W 1,2(L2) + ∥F ∥W 1,2(0,T )

)
.

Employing the mollifying procedure one more time, we can thus prove

(u, r,µ) ∈ W(Ω)×Q(Ω)×W 3,2(0, T ) ,

as well as
∥u∥W(Ω) + ∥r∥Q(Ω) + ∥µ∥W 3,2(0,T ) ≤ c

(
∥f∥W 2,2(L2) + ∥F ∥W 2,2(0,T )

)
.

Therefore, combining the latter with (6.21)–(6.23), we conclude the proof of the lemma.
□
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6.2 Proof of Proposition 6.1

We commence by rewriting problem (6.1) in a form that is amenable to a fixed-point argument. To this
end, we construct a suitable lift ofthe boundary data u∗ as follows. For each t ∈ [0, T ], consider the
problem (3)

U(t) = ∆U(t)−∇τ(t)

divU(t) = 0

}
in Ω ,

U(t) = u∗(t) , at Σ .

(6.28)

It is then known that, under the given assumptions on u∗, problem (6.28) has a unique T -periodic
solution (U, τ) ∈W 2,2(W 2,2(Ω))×W 2,2(D1,2(Ω)) with U = 0, such that

∥U∥W 3,2(W 2,2) + ∥∇τ∥W 3,2(L2) ≤ c ∥u∗∥V . (6.29)

Moreover, setting

f := −∂tU+∆U, g := C⊤ ·U , F := −2

∫
Σ

D(U) · n dΣ ,

from (6.29), classical trace theorems, and Lemma 4.2, we deduce

∥f∥W 2,2(L2(Ω)) + ∥g∥W(Ω) + ∥g∥V + ∥F ∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ c ∥u∗∥V
∥div g∥1,q ≤ c ∥u∗∥V , all q ∈ (1, 2] .

(6.30)

We also recall that, see Remark 4.2,

divT(V , p) = ∆V −∇div (C⊤ · V )−∇p . (6.31)

Thus, with
V := U +U , (6.32)

problem (6.1) can be equivalently rewritten as follows

∂tU = ∆U −∇div (C⊤ ·U + g)−∇p+ f

divU = −div (C⊤ ·U + g)

}
in Ω × R ,

U = ζ , at Σ × R ;

mζ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(U , p) · ndΣ + F , t ∈ R .

(6.33)

Notice that, by the property of the extension U, we have

f = F = 0 .

Let
Ds :=

{
(v, p,γ) ∈ Ds(Ω)× Ps(Ω)× R3 : v = γ at Σ

}
, s ∈ (1, 32 ) ,

U :=
{
(u, q,µ) ∈ W(Ω)×Q(Ω)×W 3,2

T (R3) : u = µ at Σ ; u = q = µ = 0
}

H := {(W , q, ξ) : (W , q, ξ) ∈ Ds , (w :=W −W , q := q − q,χ := ξ − ξ) ∈ U } ,

and set

∥(W , q, ξ)∥H := ∥W ∥Ds(Ω) + ∥q∥Ps(Ω) + |ξ|+ ∥w∥W(Ω) + ∥q∥Q(Ω) + ∥χ∥W 3,2(0,T ) .

(3)Throughout the proof, we set ν = 1 for simplicity, since its real value is irrelevant.
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Next, define the map

M : (W , q, ξ) ∈ H 7→ (U = U + S , p = p+ q , ζ = ζ + σ)

where
∆U = ∇p+∇div (C⊤ ·W + g)

divU = −div (C⊤ ·W + g)

}
in Ω ,

U = ζ , at Σ ;∫
Σ

T(U , p) · ndΣ = 0 ,

(6.34)

and
∂tS = ∆S−∇q−∇div (C⊤ ·W + g − C⊤ ·W + g) + f

divS = −div (C⊤ ·W + g − C⊤ ·W + g)

}
in Ω × R ,

S = σ , at Σ × R ;

mσ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(S, q) · ndΣ + F , t ∈ R .

(6.35)

Clearly, if M has a fixed point then, in view of (6.31), the triple (U , p, ζ) is a solution to (6.33) in the
class H . Observing that, by (4.24),

g := div (C⊤ ·W + g) = C⊤ : ∇W + div g ,

with the help of Lemma 4.2 and (6.30)2 we get (recall that C is of bounded support)

∥g∥1,s + ∥g∥1,2 ≤ c
[
δ
(
∥W ∥Ds(Ω) + ∥w∥W(Ω)

)
+ ∥u∗∥V

]
. (6.36)

Then, from (6.36) and Lemma 6.1, we conclude that (6.34) has one and only one solution:

(U , p, ζ) ∈ Ds(Ω)× Ps(Ω)× R3 , (6.37)

such that
∥U∥Ds(Ω) + ∥p∥Ps(Ω) + |ζ| ≤ c

[
δ
(
∥W ∥Ds(Ω) + ∥w∥W(Ω)

)
+ ∥u∗∥V

]
. (6.38)

Next, setting
G := −div g , g := C⊤ ·W + g − C⊤ ·W + g ,

again by employing the properties of C proved in Lemma 4.2 and (6.30)1, we show g ∈ W(Ω) ∩ V, and
that

∥∇G∥W 2,2(L2)+∥g∥W(Ω)+∥g∥V ≤ c
[
δ
(
∥W ∥Ds(Ω) + ∥w∥W(Ω) + |ξ|+ ∥χ∥W 3,2(0,T )

)
+ ∥u∗∥V

]
. (6.39)

Therefore, combining the property of f given in (6.30)1 with (6.39), and Lemma 6.2, we infer that (6.35)
has one and only one solution

(S, q,σ) ∈ W(Ω)×Q(Ω)×W 3,2(0, T ) , (6.40)

and, in addition,

∥S∥W(Ω) + ∥q∥Q(Ω) + ∥σ∥W 3,2(0,T ) ≤ c
[
δ
(
∥W ∥Ds(Ω) + ∥w∥W(Ω) + |ξ|+ ∥ξ∥W 3,2(0,T )

)
+ ∥u∗∥V

]
.

(6.41)
Thus, we conclude that, on one hand, by (6.37) and (6.40), M maps H into itself and, on the other
hand,

∥M(W , q, ξ)∥H ≤ c (δ∥(W , q, ξ)∥H + ∥u∗∥V) . (6.42)
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From the latter, it readily follows that if we choose δ less than a suitable constant, we can find ρ > 0
such that M maps the ball of radius ρ of H into itself. Moreover, in the same manner, we obtain

∥M(W 1 −W 2, q1 − q2, ξ1 − ξ2)∥H ≤ cδ∥(W 1 −W 2, q1 − q2, ξ1 − ξ2)∥H .

Consequently, M has a fixed point (U , p, ζ) there. Additionally, by (6.42),

∥(U , p, ζ)∥H ≤ c ∥u∗∥V .

The latter, along with (6.32) and (6.29), concludes the existence and uniqueness proof. We shall next
show the asymptotic properties stated in (6.6). By averaging (6.1), we get

divT(V , p) = 0

divV = −div (C⊤ · V )

}
in Ω ,

V = ζ , at Σ ;∫
Σ

T(V , p) · ndΣ = 0 .

(6.43)

Pick sufficiently large R such that BR contains the support of C and integrate both sides of (6.43)1 in
ΩR. Taking into account (6.43)4, we deduce that (V , p) obeys the following equations

divT(V , p) = 0

divV = 0

}
in ΩR ,

∫
∂ΩR

T(V , p) · ndΣ = 0 ,

(6.44)

so that the estimate (6.6) for V follows from classical results [16, Theorem V.3.2]. It remains to show
the validity of (6.6) for V. Let ψ = ψρ,ρ1

(|x|) be a “cut-off” function that is 0 in Ωρ and 1 in Ωρ1 , for
fixed ρ1 > ρ > R, and set

V̂ = ψV , q̂ = ψ q. (6.45)

From (6.1)1,2 it then follows that V̂, q̂ is a T -periodic solution to

∂tV̂ = ν∆V̂ −∇q̂+ f

div V̂ = h

}
in R3 × (0, T ) , (6.46)

where
f := −∆ψV − 2∇ψ · ∇V + q∇ψ ; h := ∇ψ · V . (6.47)

From (6.4) and the embedding W 1,2 ⊂ L∞, we easily prove that

∥∇∂tV∥L∞(L2) + ∥V∥L∞(W 2,2) + ∥q∥L∞(L6) + ∥∇q∥L∞(L2) ≤ C , (6.48)

which, by the properties of ψ, implies

∥∇∂tV̂∥L∞(L2) + ∥∇f∥L∞(L2) + ∥D2h∥L∞(L2) ≤ C .

Thus, [16, Theorem IV.2.1] applied to (6.46)–(6.47), along with (6.48) ensures that

∥V∥L∞(W 3,2(Ωρ1 )) + ∥∇q∥L∞(W 1,2(Ωρ1 )) ≤ C . (6.49)

We next consider problem (6.46)–(6.47) with ψ = ψρ1,ρ2(|x|), with ρ2 > ρ1. Thus, from (6.49), classical
embedding theorems and the T -periodicity of V, we have

supp (f) ⊂ Bρ2
,

∫
Bρ2

sup
t∈R

|f(y, t)| ≤ C . (6.50)
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In order to lift the divergence in (6.46), we introduce the field

V1(x, t) := ∇
∫
R3

E(x− y)h(y, t) dy , (6.51)

where E = E(ξ), ξ ∈ R3\{0}, is the Laplace fundamental solution. Clearly, divV1 = h. Furthermore, as
is well known,

|Dk(∇E(ξ))| ≤ c |ξ|−m−2 , |k| = m ≥ 0 . (6.52)

By (6.48), embedding theorems and T -periodicity, we obtain h ∈ L∞(Ω ×R), and since supp (h) ⊂ Bρ2
.

Thus, from (6.51) it follows

sup
(x,t)∈Ωr×[0,T ]

(|x|m+2|DkV1(x, t)|) ≤ C , |k| = m ≥ 0 , (6.53)

for r > 2ρ2 and some constant C > 0. Setting

v = V̂ − V1 , (6.54)

collecting (6.46)–(6.47), it then follows

∂tv = ∆v −∇r + f

div v = 0

}
in R3 × (0, T ) , (6.55)

with

r(x, t) := q̂(x, t) +

∫
R3

E(x− y)[∂th(y, t)− ν∆h(y, t)] dy. (6.56)

By (6.45), (6.53) and (6.54), it is clear that to prove the claimed spatial asymptotic property of V, it
suffices to show the same for v. To establish the latter, we follow the approach introduced in [17, p.
1249-1258]. This approach ensures the validity of the claimed property, provided the same is satisfied,
uniformly in t ∈ R, by the solution, u = u(x, t), say, to the Cauchy problem for (6.55) corresponding to
the initial condition u(0) = 0. As is well known this solution is given by

ui(x, t) =

∫ t

0

∫
R3

Γij(x− y, s)fj(y, t− s)dy ds , i = 1, 2, 3 , (6.57)

where Γ = Γ (ξ, τ) is the Oseen fundamental solution to the Stokes problem [16, Theorem VIII.4.2], for
which the following estimates hold:∫ ∞

0

|DkΓ (ξ, τ)|dτ ≤ Ck|ξ|−m−1 , |k| = m ≥ 0 , ξ ̸= 0 ; (6.58)

see [16, Lemma VIII.3.3 and Exercise VIII.3.1]. From (6.50), (6.57) and and (6.58) we deduce, as before,

|x|m+1|Dku(x, t)| ≤ C , |k| = m ≥ 0 , |x| > 2ρ2 ,

which, by what we said above, implies the analogous property for V, that is,

|x|m+1|DkV(x, t)| ≤ C , |k| = m ≥ 0 , |x| > 2ρ2 . (6.59)

Next, from (6.55)–(6.56), we deduce

q̂(x, t) = −
∫
R3

E(x− y)H(y, t) dy +

∫
R3

∇yE(x− y)f(y, t) dy , (6.60)

with
H(y, t) := ∂th(y, t)− ν∆h(y, t) .
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From (6.48) and the fact that both f and h have compact support in Bρ2
, we infer

∥H∥L∞(L1) + ∥f∥L∞(L1) ≤ C . (6.61)

Thus, using (6.61) in (6.60) along with the estimates (6.52), and recalling that q̂ = q in Ωρ2 , we can
show

sup
(x,t)∈Ωr×[0,T ]

(|x|m+1|Dkq(x, t)|) ≤ C , |k| = m ≥ 0 , r > 2ρ2 . (6.62)

Since DkV(x) ≡ 0, from the Poincaré inequality we get, for all x ∈ Ω:∫ T

0

|DkV(x, t)|dt ≤ T

∫ T

0

|∂tDkV(x, t)|dt , |k| ≥ 0 .

which once combined with an elementary embedding inequality and T -periodicity, implies

sup
s∈R

|DkV(x, s)| ≤ c

∫ T

0

|∂tDkV(x, t)|dt . (6.63)

Now, from (6.1)1, we deduce
∂tV = ∆V −∇q , in Ω2ρ2 × R ,

so that, with the help of (6.59) and (6.62), it follows that

|x|m+2|∂tDkV(x, t)| ≤ C , |x| > 2ρ2 , |k| = m ≥ 0 .

The latter, in conjunction with (6.63), implies the stated property on the spatial decay of V.
□

7 Further Properties of Solutions to Problem (6.1)

The main goal of this section is to find an explicit relation between the average velocity, ζ, and the data,
u∗, for the solutions to (6.1) given in Proposition 6.1.

Lemma 7.1 Let u∗ ∈ V. Then, the problem

∂tV 0 = ν∆V 0 −∇p0

divV 0 = 0

}
in Ω × (0, T ) ,

V 0 = u∗ + ζ0 , at Σ × (0, T ) ;

mζ̇0(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(V 0, p0) · ndΣ , t ∈ (0, T ) .

(7.1)

has one and only one T -periodic solution

(V 0, p0, ζ0) ∈ W(Ω)×Q(Ω)×W 2,2(0, T ) , V 0 = p0 = ζ0 = 0.

Proof. From [18, Lemma 6.2], we know, in particular, that there exists a unique T -periodic solution to
(6.24) such that, for all q ∈ (1, 2],

(V 0, p0, ζ0) ∈ [W 1,q(Lq(Ω))∩Lq(W 2,q(Ω))]×Lq(D1,q(Ω)∩L
3q

3−q (Ω))×W 1,q(0, T ) ; V 0 = p0 = ζ0 = 0.
(7.2)

This solution satisfies also the estimate

∥V 0∥W 1,q(Lq(Ω))∩Lq(W 2,q(Ω)) + ∥p0∥
Lq(D1,q(Ω)∩L

3q
3−q (Ω))

+ ∥ζ0∥W 1,q(0,T ) ≤ c ∥u∗∥V . (7.3)

Combining (7.2)–(7.3) with the regularization argument employed in the proof of Lemma 6.2 and the
assumption on u∗ leads directly to the property stated in the lemma.

□
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Lemma 7.2 Let (V , p, ζ) and (V 0, p0, ζ0) be the solutions to (6.1) and (7.1) given in Proposition 6.1
and Lemma 7.1, respectively, and set

U := V − V 0 , p = p− p0 , z = ζ − ζ0 .

Then, the following estimate holds

∥V ∥Ds(Ω) + ∥p∥Ps(Ω) + |ζ|+ ∥U∥W(Ω) + ∥p∥Q(Ω) + ∥ξ∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ c δ ∥u∗∥V .

Proof. Setting
g := −div (C⊤ · V ) ,

from (6.1) and (7.1) we get

∂tU = ν∆U −∇p+ ν∇g

divU = g

}
in Ω × (0, T ) ,

U = z , at Σ × (0, T ) ;

m ż(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(U , p) · ndΣ , t ∈ (0, T ) .

(7.4)

Using Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.2, arguing as in (6.39), (6.36) and recalling that V 0 = p0 = ζ0 = 0, we
show

∥V ∥Ds(Ω) + ∥p∥Ps(Ω) + |ζ|+ ∥U∥W(Ω) + ∥p∥Q(Ω) + ∥z∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ c δ
(
∥V ∥Ds(Ω) + ∥V∥W(Ω)

)
.

Thus, the desired property follows from this inequality and (6.5).
□

We are now in a position to show the main result of this section.

Proposition 7.1 Let (V , p, ζ) be the solution to (6.1) determined in Proposition 6.1. Then, the fol-
lowing relation holds:

ζ = M−1 ·
3∑

i=1

[ ∫
Ω

p(i)div (C⊤ · V )
]
ei , (7.5)

where M is the matrix defined in (6.15). This relation implies, in particular,

ζ = δM−1 ·GGG1 + z(δ, s) , (7.6)

where

GGG1 :=

3∑
i=1

[ ∫
Ω

p(i)H(s) : ∇V 0

]
ei (7.7)

with
H(s) := div s I− (∇s)⊤ , (7.8)

and
|z(δ, s)| ≤ c δ2 . (7.9)

29



Proof. We observe that, once (7.5) is proved, (7.6) is immediately established by using in (7.5) the
relation (4.24) along with the results proved in Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 7.2. To show (7.5), we average
(6.1) to get

divT(V , p) = 0

divV = −div (C⊤ · V )

}
in Ω ,

V = ζ , at Σ ;∫
Σ

T(V , p) · ndΣ = 0 .

(7.10)

Testing (7.10)1 with h(i), integrating by parts and using (7.10)4, we deduce∫
Ω

D(V ) : D(h(i)) = 0 . (7.11)

Likewise, testing (6.12)1 with V and using (7.10)2,3 and (7.11), entails

ζ ·
∫
Σ

T(h(i), p(i)) · n =

∫
Ω

p(i)div (C⊤ · V ) ,

which completes the proof.
□

Remark 7.1 It is worth emphasizing that, in view of (7.5), (7.6), for the linearized problem (6.1) the
propulsion velocity ζ depends only on the choice of the reference configuration, the physical parameters
and the displacement function s(x, t). Moreover, ζ ̸= 0 only if ∇s ̸≡ 0. In other words, within this
approximation, the body can self-propel only by changing its shape.

8 On the Resolution of the Nonlinear Problem

The starting point is to rewrite (4.30)–(4.31) in an equivalent form, obtained by lifting the boundary
data δ u∗ appropriately. To this end, we shall use the solution (V , p, ζ) constructed in Proposition 6.1.
More precisely, setting

u = u+ δ V , p = q+ δ p , γ = ξ + δ ζ . (8.1)

the resolution of (4.30)–(4.31) becomes formally equivalent to that of the following problem in the
unknowns (u, q, ξ)

∂tu+ (u− ξ) · ∇u = divT(u, q) + fℓ(s,u, q, ξ) + fnℓ(s,u, ξ) + δ2fV

divu = −div (C⊤ · u)

}
in Ω × R ,

u = ξ , at Σ × (0, T ) ; lim
|x|→∞

u(x, t) = 0 , t ∈ R ;

mξ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(u, q) · ndΣ + F(s,u, q) + δ2F V , t ∈ R ,

(8.2)

where
fℓ(s,u, q, ξ) := f ℓ(s,u, 0)− B · ∇q− δ(V −ζ) · A · ∇u− δ (u− ξ) · A · ∇V

fV := δ−1 f ℓ(s,V , p)− (V −ζ) · A · ∇V ,

F(s,u, q) := F (s,u, 0)−
∫
Σ

qC · ndΣ

F V := δ−1F (s,V , p) .

(8.3)
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In this reformulation, fV and F V are given “driving forces” acting on the liquid and on the body,
respectively.

We shall address the study of the nonlinear problem (8.2)–(8.3), with a dual objective. Firstly, we
show the existence of T -periodic solutions in an appropriate function class, and, successively, provide
sufficient conditions ensuring that ξ ̸= 0. These results, combined with those established for the lin-
earized problem in Proposition 7.1, will eventually allow us to provide a complete characterization of
the averaged velocity of the center of mass at the order of δ2. The accomplishment of the first objective
will be the purpose of this and the following three sections, whereas the realization of the second one is
postponed until Section 12.

Our first goal is thus to prove that, for a given (V , p, ζ), namely, by Proposition 6.1, for a given
u∗ ∈ V, there is a corresponding T -periodic solution to (8.2)–(8.3), provided δ is taken sufficiently
“small.”

Precisely, let A be a subdomain of Ω, T > 0, and define

WT (A) :=
{
u ∈W 1,2

T (L6(A) ∩D1,2(A) ∩D2,2(A)); ∂tu ∈W 1,2
T (L2(A))

}
,

with corresponding norm

∥u∥WT (A) := ∥u∥W 1,2(0,T ;L6∩D1,2∩D2,2) + ∥∂tu∥W 1,2(0,T :L2) ,

and recall that the space Q(Ω) is defined in (6.3). Our first goal is to prove the following result.

Theorem 8.1 Suppose
u∗ ∈ V .

Then, there exists δ0 > 0 such that, for all δ ∈ (0, δ0), problem (4.30)–(4.31) has at least one corre-
sponding T -periodic solution (u, p,γ) ∈ WT (Ω) × Q(Ω) ×W 2,2

T (R3). Moreover, this solution satisfies
the estimate

∥u∥WT (Ω) + ∥q∥Q(Ω) + ∥ξ∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ c δ2 , (8.4)

with (u, q, ξ) defined in (8.1).

The proof of this theorem will be achieved through a number of intermediate steps that we are going
to describe next.

Step 1: Solenoidal Formulation

We begin to put (8.2) in an equivalent form, by a suitable lifting of the divergence equation in (8.2)2
that enables us to reformulate (8.2)-(8.3) in terms of a solenoidal velocity field. To this end, we formally
write

u = v +B(v) , (8.5)

where B = B(v) is (formally) the operator B introduced in Proposition 5.1 and, in order to simplify
notation we set B(v) ≡ B(−C⊤ · v).

Replacing (8.5) in (8.2) and taking into account the above definition of B(v) we then show that v
must solve the following set of equations

∂tv + ∂tB(v) + (v +B(v)− ξ) · ∇v + (v − ξ) · ∇B(v)

= ν∆v −∇q+ fff
ℓ
(s,v, q, ξ) + fff

nℓ
(s,v, ξ) + δ2fV

divv = 0

 in Ω × R ,

v = ξ , at Σ × R ; lim
|x|→∞

v(x, t) = 0 , t ∈ R ;

mξ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(v, q) · ndΣ + FFF (s,v, q) + δ2F V , t ∈ R ,

(8.6)
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where

fff
ℓ
(s,v, q, ξ) := fℓ(s,v +B(v), q, ξ) + ν

(
∆B(v) +∇divB(v)

)
,

fff
nℓ
(s,v, ξ) := −B(v) · A · ∇B(v)− (v +B(v)− ξ) · B · ∇v − (v − ξ) · B · ∇B(v)

(8.7)

and

FFF (s,v, q) := −2ν

∫
Σ

D(B(v)) · n+ F(s,v +B(v), q) . (8.8)

In view of the properties of the operator B, it follows that proving Theorem 8.1 is equivalent to prove
the results there stated for the solution (v, q, ξ) to (8.6)–(8.8).

Step 2: Invading Domains Method

To show existence for problem (8.6)–(8.8) we utilize the so-called invading domains technique. Precisely,
let {ΩRk

} be a sequence of bounded domains such that

ΩRk
⊂ ΩRk+1

, for all k ∈ N ; ∪k∈NΩRk
= Ω . (8.9)

We then consider the sequence of “approximating problems” (for simplicity: Ωk ≡ ΩRk
, Bk ≡ BRk

)

∂tv + ∂tB(v) + (v +B(v)− ξ) · ∇v + (v − ξ) · ∇B(v)

= ν∆v −∇q+ fff
ℓ
(s,v, q, ξ) + fff

nℓ
(s,v, ξ) + δ2fV

divv = 0

 in Ωk × R ,

v = ξ , at Σ × R ; v(x, t) = 0 , at ∂Bk × R ;

mξ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(v, q) · ndΣ + FFF (s,v, q) + δ2F V , t ∈ R .

(8.10)

Step 3: Unique Solvability of a Linearized Problem

We introduce a suitable linearized version of (8.10); see (9.1)–(9.2). For the latter, we can find δ∗ > 0
such that, for any given δ ∈ (0, δ∗), there exists a corresponding unique T -periodic solution (v, q, ξ)
in the class WT (Ωk) × Q(Ωk) × W 2,2

T (R3), provided the coefficients of the linearized equation satisfy
appropriate conditions; see Proposition 9.1. It is of the utmost importance that, in this process, we
are able to “control” the constants entering in the estimates and show that they are independent of k.
Galerkin method typically satisfies this requirement. However, adapting the method to the case at hand
is not effortless for the following reasons. In the first place, fff

ℓ
contains first and second order derivatives

of v that prevent us from obtaining a straightforward uniform bound on the (kinetic) energy norm of the
solution that, in the “classical” approach, is crucial to establish the existence of time-periodic solutions
[19]. To overcome this issue we shall then employ a number of suitable “high-order” energy estimates
in conjunction with Lemma 4.2. Furthermore, both fff

ℓ
and FFF include terms depending on the pressure

field q, which may not coincide with the pressure field q∗ (say) recovered a posteriori by the Galerkin
method. We thus employ an appropriate perturbation argument that shows q ≡ q∗.

Step 4: Resolution of Problem (8.10) and Proof of Theorem 8.1

We couple the results of Step 3 with Schauder fixed-point theorem and prove the existence of a T -periodic
solution sk := (vk, qk, ξk) to the nonlinear problem (8.10) in the class WT (Ωk) × Q(Ωk) ×W 2,2

T (R3),
along with suitable corresponding estimates; see Proposition 10.1. As observed in Step 3, the crucial
point is to secure that these estimates involve constants that are independent of k. In which case, by
a routine procedure, we can show that as k → ∞ the sequence {sk} will tend, in suitable topologies,
to a T -periodic solution to the original problem (8.2)–(8.3), satisfying all the properties stated in the
theorem.
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The strategy just described will be implemented in the following sections. Precisely, in Section 9 we
will accomplish Step 3, whereas Sections 10 and 11 will be dedicated to the achievement of Step 4.

9 T -periodic Solutions to a Linearized Version of (8.10)

As mentioned earlier on, our first objective is to show well-posedness of the T -periodic problem in the
space WT (Ωk) for a linearized version of (8.6) that we define next. Let ṽ and ξ̃ be prescribed vector
field and vector function, respectively, whose regularity is specified later on, and consider the following
problem

∂tv + ∂tB(v) + (ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · ∇v + (ṽ − ξ̃) · ∇B(v)

= ν∆v −∇q+ fff
ℓ
(s,v, q, ξ) + fff (s,v, ṽ, ξ̃) + δ2f

divv = 0

 in Ωk × R ,

v = ξ , at Σ × (0, T ) ; v(x, t) = 0 , at ∂Bk × R ;

mξ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(v, q) · ndΣ + FFF (s,v, q) + δ2F , t ∈ R ,

(9.1)

where

fff (s,v, ṽ, ξ̃) := −B(ṽ) · A · ∇B(v)− (ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · B · ∇v − (ṽ − ξ̃) · B · ∇B(v) , (9.2)

and f , F are given T -periodic functions to be specified later on.

For ϵ0,M > 0 we define

Sϵ0,M :=
{
ṽ ∈W 1,4

loc (R;D1,2(Bk)) : ṽ is T -periodic with ξ̃ = ṽ|Ω0
;

ess sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥D(ṽ(t))∥2 ≤ ϵ0 ; ∥ṽ∥W 1,4(0,T ;D1,2) ≤M
}
.

(9.3)

Moreover, set
F1 := ∥f∥22 + ∥f∥26

5
+ |F|2 , F2 := ∥∂tf∥22 + |Ḟ|2 . (9.4)

and

F :=
[∫ T

0

(
F1 + F2 + F2

1

)
dt
] 1

2

, µ :=M2 + 1. (9.5)

Objective of this section is to show the following result.

Proposition 9.1 Let ṽ ∈ Sϵ0,M , and suppose f , F are given T -periodic functions with F finite. Then,
there are constants Ci = Ci(Ω, ν,m, T ) > 0, i = 0, 1, 2, such that, setting

δ∗ := min
{
(C1µ)

−1, (C1F )
− 1

2 , C2

}
(9.6)

the following properties hold. If ε0 ≤ C0, then, for any δ ∈ (0, δ∗) there exists one and only one
T -periodic solution

(v, q, ξ) ∈ WT (Ωk)×Q(Ωk)×W 2,2(0, T )

to problem (9.1)–(9.2) corresponding to the given f ,F. Moreover, the solution satisfies the following
estimates

max
t∈[0,T ]

(
∥v(t)∥26 + |ξ(t)|2+∥D(v(t))∥22

)
+

∫ T

0

(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 + ∥D2v∥22 + ∥∇q∥22

)
dt

≤ c0 δ
4

∫ T

0

F1(t) dt,

(9.7)

33



and

max
t∈[0,T ]

(
∥vt(t)∥22 + |ξ̇|2+∥D(vt(t))∥22

)
+

∫ T

0

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2 + ∥D2vt∥22

)
dt

≤ c0δ
4
[∫ T

0

F1dt

∫ T

0

∥D(ṽt)∥42dt+ F 2
]
,

(9.8)

where the constant c0 and is independent of Rk.

We postpone the full proof of Proposition 9.1 until Subsection 9.6. As mentioned earlier on, we shall
employ Galerkin method applied to a suitable weak formulation of the problem. However, using this
method directly on (9.1)–(9.2) does not seem to be feasible, due to the presence of the pressure field
terms −B · ∇q in the function fff

ℓ
defined in (8.7)1, and −

∫
Σ
qndΣ in the function FFF given in (8.8). In

fact, as is well known, when one uses Galerkin method the existence of some pressure field p (say) can
be obtained only a posteriori, once v and ξ are determined and, in principle, it is not said that p ≡ q.
In order to overcome this difficulty, we proceed as follows. We prescribe q♯ as a T -periodic function in
Q(Ωk) and show the existence of a corresponding solution (v, q, ξ) to (9.1)–(9.2) in the class WT (Ωk)
with fff

ℓ
and FFF replaced by

fff ♯
ℓ
:= fff

ℓ
(s,v, q♯, ξ) , FFF ♯ := FFF (s,v, q♯) , (9.9)

respectively. Then, thanks to Lemma 4.2, by a perturbative argument we show q ≡ q♯.

9.1 Weak Formulation

We begin to furnish a weak formulation of (9.1)–(9.2) –with fff
ℓ
and FFF replaced by fff ♯

ℓ
and FFF ♯, respectively,

given in (9.9)– that is amenable to Galerkin method. For this, we introduce the class CT (Bk) of suitable
“test functions,” constituted by the restriction to [0, T ] of functions φ ∈ C1(Bk × R), satisfying:

(a) divφ(x, t) = 0 for (x, t) ∈ Bk × R ;

(b) φ(x, t) = φ̂(t), some φ̂ ∈ C1(R), for x in a neighborhood of Ω0 and t ∈ R ;

(c) supp xφ(x, t) ⊂ Bk for all t ∈ R ;

(d) φ(x, t+ T ) = φ(x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ Bk × R .

Testing (8.6)1 with fff
ℓ
≡ fff ♯

ℓ
by arbitrary φ ∈ CT (Bk), integrating by parts over Ωk and employing

(9.1)2−4, we infer

⟨∂tv,φ⟩+(∂tB(v),φ) +
(
(ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · ∇v + (ṽ − ξ̃) · ∇B(v) + 2ν(D(v),D(φ))

= (fff ♯
ℓ
+ fff + δ2f ,φ) +

(
FFF ♯ + δ2F

)
· φ̂ ,

(9.10)

where, (·, ·) ≡ (·, ·)Ωk
is the L2(Ω)-scalar product, and

⟨φ,ψ⟩ := m φ̂ · ψ̂ + (φ,ψ).

9.2 A Special Basis

In order to apply Galerkin method to our case, we need a suitable base whose properties are presented
in the following lemma.

Lemma 9.1 For any fixed k ∈ N, the problem

−divT(ψ, ϕ) = µψ

divψ = 0

 in Ωk ,

ψ = ψ̂ in Ω0 , ψ = 0 at ∂BRk
,

µ ψ̂ = m−1

∫
Σ

T(ψ, ϕ) · n dΣ ,

(9.11)
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admits a denumerable number of positive eigenvalues {µi} clustering at infinity, and corresponding
eigenfunctions {ψi} ⊂ D1,2(BRk

) ∩ W 2,2(Ωk) forming an orthonormal basis of H(BRk
) that is also

orthogonal in D1,2(Ωk). Precisely,

⟨ψj ,ψi⟩ := (ψj ,ψi)Ωk
+mψ̂j · ψ̂i = δji , (9.12)

and (
D(ψj),D(ψi)

)
Ωk

= µi⟨ψj ,ψi⟩ . (9.13)

Furthermore, the correspondent “pressure” fields satisfy ϕi ∈W 1,2(Ωk), i ∈ N. Finally, let

Ψ :=

N∑
i=1

ciψi , Φ :=

N∑
i=1

ciϕi , Ψ̂ =

n∑
i=1

ψ̂i , ci ∈ R , i = 1, . . . , N .

Then, there is a positive constant c0 independent of k ∈ N such that

∥D2Ψ∥2 + ∥∇Φ∥2 ≤ c0 (∥divT(Ψ,Φ)∥2 + ∥∇Ψ∥2) . (9.14)

Proof. The statements regarding the eigenvalue problem are proved in [22, Theorem 3.1]. Concerning
the validity of (9.14), we notice that (Ψ,Φ) can be formally viewed as a solution to the following Stokes
problem

∆Ψ = ∇Φ+ f

divΨ = 0

 in Ωk ,

Ψ = Ψ̂ at Σ , Ψ = 0 at ∂BRk
,

(9.15)

with f := divT(Ψ,Φ). Let
z(x) := x3Ψ̂2e1 + x1Ψ̂3e2 + x2Ψ̂1e3

and define
H(x) := curl (ζ(x)z(x)) ,

where ζ is a smooth function of bounded support in Ω1, that is 1 in a neighborhood of Σ and 0 away
from Σ. Since curlz = Ψ̂, we get

H(x) = ζ(x)Ψ̂− z(x)×∇ζ(x) .

It is at once established that H satisfies the following conditions

H = Ψ̂ at Σ ; ∥H∥2,2 ≤ c1 |Ψ̂| ≤ c2 ∥∇Ψ∥2 , (9.16)

with c2 independent of k ∈ N, and where, in the last inequality, we have used (3.18), (3.16) and Remark
3.2. Setting ψ := Ψ−H, from (9.15) we get

∆ψ = ∇Φ+ g

divψ = 0

 in Ωk ,

ψ = 0 at Σ ∪ ∂BRk
,

with g := divT(Ψ,Φ)−∆H. By [29, Lemma 1], we then deduce that there is a constant c independent
of k (and N) such that

∥D2ψ∥2 ≤ c (∥g∥2 + ∥∇ψ∥2) .

As a result, (9.14) follows from the latter and (9.16).
□
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9.3 Approximated Solutions

Let q♯ be a given function in Q(Ωk). We look for an approximated solution (vN (x, t), ξN (t)) to (9.10)
of the form

vN (x, t) =

N∑
j=1

cjN (t)ψi(x) , ξN (t) =

N∑
j=1

ciN (t)ψ̂j , (9.17)

where {ψj} is the basis introduced in Lemma 9.1, and the vector function cN (t) := {c1N (t), . . . cNN (t)}
satisfies the following system of linear equations, i = 1, . . . , N ,

d

dt
⟨vN ,ψi⟩+

d

dt
(B(vN ),ψi) +

(
(ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · ∇vN + (ṽ − ξ̃) · ∇B(vN ) + 2ν(D(vN ),D(ψi))

−
(
fff
ℓ
(s,vN , q♯, ξN ) + (fff (s,vN , ṽ, ξ̃) + δ2f ,ψi

)
−
(
FFF (s,vN , q♯) + δ2F

)
· ψ̂i = 0 ,

(9.18)
where (·, ·) ≡ (·, ·)Ωk

, ⟨·, ·⟩ ≡ ⟨·, ·⟩Bk
, B is the operator introduced in Proposition 5.1 and, in order to

simplify notation, we set

B(ṽ) ≡ B(−C⊤ · ṽ) , B(vN ) ≡ B(−C⊤ · vN ). (9.19)

These quantities are well defined. In fact, since

B(vN ) =

N∑
j=1

cjNB(−C⊤ ·ψj) ,

we at once obtain, from Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 9.1, that g := −C⊤ · ψk ∈ W 2,2
T (W 2,2(Ω)) and g ≡ 0

for all x in the exterior of B0. Moreover, for each k = 1, . . . , N ,∫
Σ

g · n = −ψ̂k ·
∫
Σ

n · C⊤ = ψ̂k ·
∫
Ω0

divC⊤ = 0 ,

where, in the last step, we have used (4.24). Therefore, g ∈ S2,2 and Proposition 5.1 applies. A similar
proof shows that C⊤ · ṽ ∈ S1,2 so that B(ṽ) is meaningful as well. Let us now prove that (9.18) is a
system of first order differential equations in normal form in the unknowns cN . To this end, we begin
to observe that, in view of the linearity of B,

d

dt
(B(vN ),ψi) =

d

dt

n∑
j=1

cjN
(
B(−C⊤ ·ψj),ψi

)
=

n∑
j=1

ċjN
(
B(−C⊤ ·ψj),ψi

)
+
(
B(−∂tC⊤ · vN ),ψi

)
.

As a consequence, we deduce that (9.18) can be rewritten in the following form

ċjNKji = Gi(cN , t) , i = 1, . . . , N , (9.20)

where
Kji := ⟨ψj ,ψi⟩+

(
B(−C⊤ ·ψj),ψi

)
, j, i = 1, . . . , N ,

and the function G is linear in the the components cjN , and T -periodic. Let us show that the matrix K

is invertible for “small” δ. In fact, setting ζ = ζmψm, ζ̂ = ζmψ̂m, and recalling that

⟨ψj ,ψi⟩ := (ψj ,ψi) +mψ̂j · ψ̂i = δji ,

we get
ζjKjiζi = m|ζ̂|2 + ∥ζ∥22 + (B(−C⊤ · ζ), ζ) . (9.21)

By (5.15)2 with k = 0, and Lemma 4.2 we infer

∥B(−C⊤ · ζ)∥2 ≤ c δ
(
∥ζ∥2 + |ζ̂|

)
which combined with (9.21) shows that there is δ0 > 0 such that K is invertible for any δ ∈ (0, δ0).
This fact, in conjunction with the property that G is a continuous T -periodic function, ensures that,
corresponding to given initial conditions cN (0), the linear system of differential equations (9.20) has a
unique solution in the time interval [0,∞).
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9.4 Uniform Estimates and Existence of Approximating T -periodic Solutions

We begin to derive three basic “energy equations,” which are formally obtained by testing (9.1)1 with

fff
ℓ
≡ fff ♯

ℓ
and FFF ≡ FFF ♯, in the order, by v, ∂tv and divT(v, q) and then integrating by parts. To make the

above argument rigorous, we multiply both sides of (9.18)1 one time by by ciN , the second time by ċiN ,
the third time by µiciN , and sum over i. Thus, setting

H(ṽ,v) := −
[
Bt(v) + (ṽ − ξ̃) · ∇B(v) + (ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · ∇v

]
(9.22)

we get, also with the help of Lemma 9.1, the following three relations (we omit the subscript N and set
∂t(·) = (·)t for simplicity)

1
2

d

dt

(
∥v∥22 + |ξ|2

)
+ 2∥D(v)∥22 =(H(ṽ,v),v) +(fff ♯

ℓ
+fff +δ2f ,v)+(FFF ♯ + δ2F) · ξ ,

d

dt
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 = (H(ṽ,v),vt

)
+ (fff ♯

ℓ
+fff +δ2f ,vt) + (FFF ♯ + δ2F) · ξ̇

d

dt
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥divT(v, r)∥22+|T|2 =

(
H(ṽ,v),divT(v, r)

)
+(fff ♯

ℓ
+ fff +δ2f ,divT(v, r)) +

(
FFF ♯ +δ2F

)
· T ,

(9.23)

where

r :=
N∑
j=1

cjN (t)ϕj(x) , T :=

∫
Σ

T(v, r) · ndΣ ,

with {ϕj} “pressures” given in Lemma 9.1, and, again for simplicity since their actual value is irrelevant
to the proof, we set m = ν = 1.

We now estimate the right-hand sides of (9.23) suitably. To this end, in Appendix B the following
inequalities are showed

|
(
H(ṽ,v),v

)
| ≤ c δ

[
∥D(v)∥22 + (∥D(ṽ)∥2 + ∥D(ṽ)∥

4
3
2 )∥D(v)∥22 + ∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 + ∥divT (v, r)∥22

]
,

∥H(ṽ,v)∥22 ≤ c
[
δ2(∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2)+(1+δ2)(∥D(ṽ)∥22 + ∥D(ṽ)∥42)∥D(v)∥22 + δ2∥D(v)∥22

]
+ η∥divT(v, r)∥22

(9.24)
and also

|(fff ♯
ℓ
,a)| ≡ |(fff ♯

ℓ
,a)B0

| ≤ c δ
(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥divT(v, r)∥22 + δ ∥∇q♯∥22

)
+ η∥a∥22,B0

,

|(fff ,a)| ≡ |(fff ,a)B0
| ≤ c δ

[
(∥D(ṽ)∥22 + ∥D(ṽ)∥42)∥D(v)∥22 + ∥divT(v, r)∥22

]
+ η∥a∥22,B0

,

|FFF ♯ · b| ≤ c δ
(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥divT(v, r)∥22 + δ ∥∇q♯∥22

)
+ η|b|2 .

(9.25)

where η > 0 is arbitrary and c is independent of Rk. Finally, we observe that, by Lemma 10.1, Hölder
inequality and (3.17) we have

δ2|(f ,v)| ≤ δ2∥f∥ 6
5
∥v∥6 ≤ Cδ4F1 +

η
κ0

∥v∥26 ≤ Cδ4F1 + η ∥D(v)∥22 ,

δ2|(f ,vt)| ≤ ∥f∥2∥vt∥2 ≤ Cδ4F1 + η ∥vt∥22
δ2
∣∣(f ,divT(v, r))∣∣ ≤ δ2∥f∥2∥divT(v, r)∥2 ≤ Cδ4F1 + η∥divT(v, r)∥22 ,

(9.26)

with C independent of Rk.
Choosing a ≡ v in (9.25)1, b ≡ ξ in (9.25)2, and employing (B.2), (B.3) in the appendix, (9.24)1 and

(9.26)1, by taking δ and ϵ0 below a constant independent of Rk, from (9.23)1 it follows that

d

dt

(
∥v∥22 + |ξ|2

)
+ c1 ∥D(v)∥22 ≤ c δ

(
∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 + ∥divT(v, r)∥22 + δ∥∇q♯∥22

)
+ C δ4F1 . (9.27)
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In the same way, taking a ≡ vt in (9.25)1, b ≡ ξ̇ in (9.25)2, and choosing δ, η and ϵ0 below a constant,
with the help of (9.24)2, (9.26)2, from (9.23)2 we show

d

dt
∥D(v)∥22+c1(∥vt∥22+ |ξ̇|2) ≤ c2 (δ+ϵ0)∥D(v)∥22+(δ+η)∥divT(v, r)∥22+c3 δ2 ∥∇q♯∥22+Cδ4F1 . (9.28)

Likewise, taking a ≡ divT(v, r) in (9.25)1, b ≡ T in (9.25)2 and using (9.24)2, (9.26)3, from (9.23)3 we
infer

d

dt
∥D(v)∥22 + c3(∥divT(v, r)∥22 + |T|2) ≤ c (δ + ϵ0)∥D(v)∥22 + δ(∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 + δ ∥∇q♯∥22) + Cδ4F1 .

In the above formulas, all constant involved are independent of the order of approximation N and k.
If we sum side-by-side the last three displayed inequalities and restrict the size of δ, η and ϵ0 below a
quantity independent of Rk, we conclude, in particular,

d

dt

(
∥v∥22 + |ξ|2 + ∥D(v)∥22

)
+c0 (∥D(v)∥22+∥vt∥22+|ξ̇|2+∥divT(v, r)∥22) ≤ c1 δ

2 ∥∇q♯∥22+Cδ4F1 . (9.29)

This inequality enables us to prove the following result.

Lemma 9.2 There exist constants C0 = C0(Ω,m, ν) > 0, δ0 = δ0(Ω,m, ν) > 0 such that if ϵ0 ≤ C0,
then for all δ ∈ (0, δ0) the system of differential equations (9.20) has one and only one T -periodic solution
for each N ∈ N. Moreover, the Galerkin approximations (9.23) satisfy the following uniform estimate

max
t∈[0,T ]

(
∥vN (t)∥26 + |ξN (t)|2+∥D(vN (t))∥22

)
+

∫ T

0

(
∥D(vN )∥22 + ∥(vN )t∥22 + |ξ̇N |2 + ∥D2vN∥22 + ∥∇rN∥22

)
dt ≤ C0 δ

2
[∫ T

0

(
δ2F1 + ∥∇q♯∥22

)
dt
]
,

(9.30)
where C0 is independent of Rk and N .

Proof. For fixed N ∈ N, let
EN = span {ψ1, . . . ,ψN} .

We endow EN with the norm

|x|µ :=

(
N∑
i=1

(1 + µi)|xi|2
)1

2

, x ∈ EN ,

where µi, i = 1, . . . N, are the first N eigenvalues of the problem (9.11). Consider the map

M : cN (0) ∈ EN 7→ M(cN (0)) = cN (T ) ∈ EN ,

where cN = cN (t), t ≥ 0, is the unique solution to (9.20) corresponding to initial data cN (0). Clearly,
the map M is continuous. We shall now show that, for a suitable choice of R, M transforms the ball of
EN centered at the origin and of radius R, BR, into itself. To this end, we observe that from (9.29) and
(3.17) it follows, in particular,

d

dt
EN (t) + κkEN (t) ≤ c1 δ

2∥∇q♯∥22 + C δ4F1 =: F , (9.31)

where
EN (t) := ∥vN (t)∥22 + |ξN (t)|2 + ∥D(vN (t))∥22 .

and κk is a positive constant depending on Rk. Notice that from (9.17), (9.12) and (9.13), we infer

EN (t) = |cN (t)|2µ . (9.32)
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By integrating (9.31) and taking into account (9.32), it easily follows that

|cN (T )|2µ ≤ |cN (0)|2µe−κkT +

∫ T

0

F(t) dt ,

which ensures that M maps BR into itself, provided we choose

R ≥

(∫ T

0
F(t) dt

1− e−κkT

)1
2

.

Thus, by Brouwer theorem, M has a fixed point, which proves that (9.20) has a time-periodic solution,
that we continue to denote by cN (t). Next, we integrate both sides of (9.29) over [0, T ] and use T -
periodicity to get ∫ T

0

(
∥D(vN )∥22 + ∥(vN )t∥22 + |ξ̇N |2 + ∥D2vN∥22

)
≤ 1

c0

∫ T

0

F(t) dt . (9.33)

Thus, by the mean-value theorem, there exists t∗ ∈ (0, T ) such that

∥D(vN (t∗))∥22 =
1

T

∫ T

0

∥D(vN (t))∥22dt ,

which, in turn, by (9.33) implies

∥D(vN (t∗))∥22 ≤ 1

c0

∫ T

0

F(t) dt . (9.34)

As a result, (9.30) follows after integrating both sides of (9.28) over [t∗, t∗+ t], t ∈ [0, T ], and taking into
account (9.33), (9.34), (3.17) and T -periodicity. The uniqueness property is a consequence of (9.33) and
the linearity of the system (9.20).

□

9.5 Further Estimates

We now derive some further estimates involving time-derivatives of the solution. They are formally
deduced by first taking the time derivative of both sides of (9.1)1 with fff

ℓ
≡ fff ♯

ℓ
, and then testing the

resulting equations, in the order, with ∂tv, ∂
2
t v and ∂t(divT(v, q)), t > 0, and integrating by parts. In

order to make such a procedure rigorous, we take the time derivative of both sides of (9.18)1, multiply
the resulting equation one time by ċiN , the second time by c̈iN , the third time by µi ċiN , sum over i and
integrate by parts over Ωk. Thus, setting

G(ṽ,v) := −
[
Btt(v) + (ṽt +Bt(ṽ) +

˙̃
ξ) · ∇v + (ṽt +

˙̃
ξ) · ∇B(v) + (ṽ − ξ̃) · ∇Bt(v)

]
, (9.35)

we show the following “energy equations” (again for simplicity, we set ν = m = 1 and suppress the
subscript N)

1
2

d

dt

(
∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2

)
+ 2∥D(vt)∥22 = 1

2 (divB(ṽ), |vt|2) +
(
G(ṽ,v),vt

)
+(fff ♯

ℓt
+ fff

t
+ δ2ft,vt) + (FFF ♯

t + δ2Ft) · ξ̇
d

dt
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2 = −

(
(ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · ∇vt,vtt

)
+
(
G(ṽ,v),vtt

)
+(fff ♯

ℓt
+ fff

t
+ δ2ft,vtt) + (FFF ♯

t + δ2Ft) · ξ̈
d

dt

(
∥D(vt)∥22

)
+ ∥divT (vt, rt)∥22 + |Ṫ|2 = −

(
(ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · ∇vt,divT(vt, rt)

)
+
(
G(ṽ,v),divT(vt, rt)

)
+(fff ♯

ℓt
+ fff

t
+ δ2ft,divT(vt, rt)) + (FFF ♯

t + δ2Ft) · Ṫ .
(9.36)
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Set

D :=
[∫ T

0

(
δ2F1 + ∥∇q♯∥22

)
dt
] 1

2

. (9.37)

In Appendix C the following estimates are shown:

|(G(ṽ,v),a)| ≤ c1δ(∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2 + ∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22) + c3 δ
2D2∥D(ṽt)∥42

+c4(1 + D2)∥D2v∥22 + c5δ
2D2

(
1 + D2

)
+ η∥a∥22

|(divB(ṽ), |vt|2)| ≤ ϵ
4
3
0 ∥D(vt)∥22 + c6∥vt∥22∣∣((ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · ∇vt,a

)∣∣ ≤ c ϵ20
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ η ∥a∥22 ,

(9.38)

and

|(fff
t
,a)| ≤ cδ

(
∥D(vt)∥22+∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+c1δ

2D2∥D(ṽt)∥22+c2(1+D2)∥D2v∥22+c3δ4(D2+D4)+η∥a∥22 ,

|(fff ♯
ℓt
,a)| ≤ c δ

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c1∥D2v∥22 + c2δ

2
(
∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∇q♯t∥22

)
+ c3δ

4D2 + η ∥a∥22
|FFF t · b| ≤ c δ

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c1∥D2v∥22 + c2δ

2∥∇q♯t∥22 + c3δ
4D2 + η|b|2 .

(9.39)
Set

D := ∥vt∥22+ |ξ̇|2+(1+D2)∥D2v∥22+ δ2D2(1+D2+∥∇V t∥22+∥∇V t∥23)+ δ4F2+ δ
2(∥∇q♯∥22+∥∇q♯t∥22) ,

(9.40)
and use the inequality

|(ft,a)|+ |Ft · b| ≤ cF2 + η (∥a∥22 + |b|2) . (9.41)

Choosing in (9.38)1–(9.39), and (9.41) a = vt and b = ξ̇, respectively, and using (9.38)2, from (9.36)1
we show, for ϵ0, δ sufficiently small,

d

dt

(
∥vt∥22+|ξ̇|2

)
+c1∥D(vt)∥22 ≤ c2δ

(
∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2+∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c3δ

2 ∥D(ṽt)∥42 + c4D . (9.42)

In a similar fashion, from (9.36)2, and (9.38)1,3, (9.39), (9.41) with a = vtt, b = ξ̈, we obtain for δ, η
sufficiently small,

d

dt
∥D(vt)∥22 + c1

(
∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2

)
≤ c2(ϵ

2
0 + δ)

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c3δ

2∥D(ṽt)∥42 + c4D . (9.43)

Finally, from (9.36)3, (9.38)1,3, (9.39) and (9.41) with a = ∥divT(vt, rt)∥2, b = Ṫ, we deduce, again for
δ, η sufficiently small,

d

dt
∥D(vt)∥22 + c1

(
∥divT (vt, rt)∥22 + |Ṫ|2

)
≤ c2 (ϵ

2
0 + δ)

(
∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|22 + ∥D(vt)∥22

)
+ c3δ

2∥D(ṽt)∥42 + c4D .

(9.44)
Thus, summing side-by-side (9.42)–(9.44), and taking ϵ0, δ below certain constants we conclude, in
particular,

d

dt

(
∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 + ∥D(vt)∥22

)
+ c1

(
∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
≤ c2δ

2 ∥D(ṽt)∥42 + c3D , (9.45)

where all the constants involved are independent of Rk. Thanks to (9.45), we are now in a position to
show the following result.

Lemma 9.3 There exist constants C0 = C0(Ω,m, ν) > 0, δ0 = δ0(Ω,m, ν) > 0 such that if ϵ0 ≤ C0,
then for all δ ∈ (0, δ0) the Galerkin approximations (9.23) satisfy the following uniform estimate

max
t∈[0,T ]

(
∥(vN )t(t)∥22 + |ξ̇N |2+∥D((vN )t(t))∥22

)
+

∫ T

0

(
∥D((vN )t)∥22 + ∥(vN )tt∥22 + |ξ̈N |2 + ∥D2(vN )t∥22

)
dt

≤ c0 δ
2
(
Q♯ + D2

∫ T

0

∥D(ṽt)∥42 dt
)
,

(9.46)
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where

Q♯ :=

∫ T

0

[
δ2(F1 + F2 + F2

1 ) + ∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∇q♯t∥22
]
dt+

(∫ T

0

∥∥∇q♯∥22 dt
)2
,

and c0 is independent of Rk and N .

Proof. We begin to observe that from (9.40), by employing Lemma 9.2, Proposition 6.1 and recalling
(9.37), it follows that∫ T

0

D(t) dt ≤ c1
[
δ2(D2 + D4) + δ2

∫ T

0

(
δ2F2 + ∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∇q♯t∥22

)
dt
]
≤ c2δ

2Q♯. .

Therefore, integrating both sides of (9.45) from 0 to T and employing the T -periodicity of the approxi-
mations vN (t), we show, in particular,∫ T

0

(
∥D((vN )t)∥22 + ∥(vN )tt∥22 + |ξ̈N |2 + ∥D2(vN )t∥22

)
≤ C1 δ

2
(
Q♯ +

∫ T

0

∥D(ṽt)∥42
)
. (9.47)

By the mean-value theorem, there is t∗ ∈ (0, T ) such that

∥(vN )t(t
∗)∥22 + |ξ̇N (t∗)|2 + ∥D((vN )t(t

∗))∥22 =
1

T

∫ T

0

(
∥(vN )t(t)∥22 + |ξ̇N (t)|2 + ∥D((vN )t)∥22

)
dt ,

which, in turn, by (9.47), implies

∥(vN )t(t
∗)∥22 + |ξ̇(t∗)|2 + ∥D((vN )t(t

∗))∥22 ≤ 1

T
C1 δ

2
(
Q♯ +

∫ T

0

∥D(ṽt)∥42
)
. (9.48)

As a result, integrating (9.45) over [t∗, t∗ + t], t ∈ [0, T ], and using (9.48) along with T -periodicity, in
combination with (9.47) proves (9.46).

□

9.6 Proof of Proposition 9.1

We begin to show existence and uniqueness of T -periodic solutions to the problem (9.1) with fff
ℓ
and FFF

replaced by fff ♯
ℓ
and FFF ♯, respectively. Hereafter, we will refer to this problem as (9.1)♯. From Lemma 9.2

and Lemma 9.3 we know that the Galerkin approximations are T -periodic and satisfy the uniform bound
(9.30) and (9.46). Then, following a standard procedure [24], we show the existence of a T -periodic pair
(v, ξ) ∈ WT (Ωk)×W 2,2(0, T ) such that (possibly, along a subsequence)

(vN , ξN ) → (v, ξ) , weakly in WT (Ωk)×W 2,2(0, T ) ,

(vN , ξN ) → (v, ξ) , strongly in Lr(0, T ;W 1,2(Ωk))×W 1,2(0, T ) , all r ∈ [1,∞) ,
(9.49)

and which, in addition, satisfies the estimates

max
t∈[0,T ]

(
∥v(t)∥26 + |ξ(t)|2+∥D(v(t))∥22

)
+

∫ T

0

(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 + ∥D2v∥22

)
dt

≤ C0 δ
2

∫ T

0

(
δ2F1 + ∥∇q♯∥22

)
dt ,

(9.50)

and

max
t∈[0,T ]

(
∥vt(t)∥22 + |ξ̇|2+∥D(vt(t))∥22

)
+

∫ T

0

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2 + ∥D2vt∥22

)
dt

≤ c0δ
2
[
D2

∫ T

0

∥D(ṽt)∥42 dt+
∫ T

0

[
δ2(F1 + F2 + F2

1 ) + ∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∇q♯t∥22
]
dt+

(∫ T

0

∥∥∇q♯∥22 dt
)2]

,

(9.51)
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where, we recall, D is defined in (9.37). Furthermore, setting

Φ(x, t) :=

m∑
ℓ=0

γℓ(t)ψℓ(x) , Φ̂(x, t) :=

m∑
ℓ=0

γℓ(t)ψ̂ℓ(x) (9.52)

with γm arbitrary smooth T -periodic functions and m ≤ N , from (9.18) we easily deduce that (vN , ξN )
satisfies∫ T

0

(
⟨∂tvN ,Φ⟩+ (∂tB(vN ),Φ) +

(
(ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · ∇vN + (ṽ − ξ̃) · ∇B(vN )

+δ(V −ζ) · ∇(vN+B(vN ))+δ(vN +B(vN )−ξN ) · ∇V +δ2(V −ζ) · ∇V ,Φ
)
+2ν(D(vN ),D(Φ))

−
(
fff
ℓ
(s,vN , q♯, ξN ) + fff (s,vN , ṽ, ξ̃) + δ2f ,Φ

)
− (FFF (s,vN , q♯) + δ2F) · Φ̂

)
dt = 0 .

(9.53)
Thus, passing to the limit N → ∞ in (9.53) and using (9.49) along with the assumptions on ṽ and the
properties of B, one readily establishes that also (v, ξ) satisfies (9.53) for all function Φ of the above
form. Since every function φ ∈ CT (Bk) can be approximated uniformly pointwise with its first spatial
derivative by functions of the type (9.52) [24, Lemma 3.1], by a standard argument we deduce that
(v, ξ) obeys (9.10). We shall now show that, for such a pair (v, ξ), we can find a corresponding pressure
field q ∈ Q(Ωk) such that the triple (v, q, ξ) solves the problem (9.1)–(9.2) along with the estimates
(9.7)–(9.8). To this end, choosing, in particular, in (9.10) φ ∈ C0(Bk) and integrating by parts we
deduce (

∂tv −H(ṽ,v)− ν∆v − fff ♯
ℓ
− fff − δ2f ,φ) =:

(
h,φ

)
= 0 , (9.54)

with, we recall, H(ṽ,v) given in (9.22). By employing the estimates (B.22)–(B.24) in Appendix B
along with Remark B.1 and the assumption ∥D(ṽ(t))∥2 ≤ ϵ0, we show that h ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) and, in
addition,

∥h∥2L2(L2) ≤ c

∫ T

0

(
∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 + ∥∇v∥21,2 + δ2∥∇q♯∥22 + δ4F1

)
dt . (9.55)

Sinceφ is arbitrary in C0(Bk), from (9.54) and classical results it follows that there exists q ∈ L2(W 1,2(Ωk))
such that

h = ∇q . (9.56)

Therefore, (v, q, ξ) obeys (9.1)♯1,2. Moreover, from (9.10) and (9.1)♯1,2 we show, by a standard argument,

that also (9.1)♯4 is satisfied. Combining (9.56) with (9.55) and (9.50), we also establish the following
estimate

∥∇q∥2L2(L2) ≤ c δ2
∫ T

0

(
δ2F1 + ∥∇q♯∥22

)
dt , (9.57)

where the constant c is independent of Rk. Furthermore, from (9.1)1, we get

∇qt = vtt + (ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · ∇vt −G(ṽ,v)− (fff ♯
ℓt
+ fff

t
+ δ2ft) ,

with G(ṽ,v) given in (9.35). Thus, employing (C.15), (C.19), (C.28), (C.33) and Remark C.1 in Ap-
pendix C, along with Proposition 6.1, we show

∥∇qt∥2L2(L2) ≤ c
{∫ T

0

[
∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2 + ∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥D2vt∥22 + (1 + D2)∥D2v∥22

+δ2
(
D2∥D(ṽt)∥42 + ∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∇q♯t∥22

)
+ F2

]
dt+ δ2D2

(
1 + D2)

}
.

From (9.51) and the latter, we obtain

∥∇qt∥2L2(L2) ≤ c δ2
[
D2

∫ T

0

∥D(ṽt)∥42 dt+
∫ T

0

[
δ2(F1+F2+F2

1 )+∥∇q♯∥22+∥∇q♯t∥22
]
dt+

(∫ T

0

∥∥∇q♯∥22 dt
)2]

.

(9.58)
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The solution (v, q, ξ) to (9.1)♯ just constructed is also unique in its class of existence. In fact, since (9.1)♯

is linear, it suffices to show the uniqueness of the null solution, namely, that (9.1)♯ with f ≡ F ≡ q♯ ≡ 0,
has only the solution v ≡ ∇q ≡ ξ ≡ 0. However, under these circumstances, this follows at once from
(9.50).

With this result in hand, we may employ (for example) the classical successive approximations method
to prove the existence of a unique solution to the original problem (9.1) in the specified function class.
Consider the map

L : q♯ ∈ Q(Ωk) 7→ L(q♯) = (v, q, ξ) ∈ WT (Ωk) ,

where (v, q, ξ) is the solution to (9.1)–(9.2) –with fff
ℓ
and FFF replaced by fff ♯

ℓ
and FFF ♯, respectively, The

results we just obtained guarantee that L is a well–defined linear map. Furthermore, it is continuous. In
fact setting

⟨q⟩ := ∥∇q∥W 1,2(D1,2) ; ⟨⟨(v, q, ξ)⟩⟩ := ∥v∥WT (Ωk) + ⟨q⟩+ ∥ξ∥W 2(0,T ) ,

and
q♯1,2 := q♯1 − q♯2 , µ :=M2 + 1 ,

recalling that ṽ ∈ Sϵ0,M , by (9.50), (9.51), (9.57), and (9.58) we deduce

⟨⟨L(q♯1,2)⟩⟩ ≤ κ δ
[
µ⟨q♯1,2⟩+ ⟨q♯1,2⟩2

]
, (9.59)

where κ is a positive constant independent of Rk. Furthermore, if we define

F :=
[∫ T

0

(
F1 + F2 + F2

1

)
dt
] 1

2

,

and recall (9.37), again by (9.50), (9.51), (9.57), and (9.58) we get

⟨⟨L(q♯)⟩⟩ ≤ κ δ
[
δ µF + µ⟨q♯⟩+ ⟨q♯⟩2

]
. (9.60)

Consider the sequence {(vn, q♯n, ξn)} where

(vn, q
♯
n, ξn) = L(q♯n−1) , n = 1, 2, . . . ; q♯0 = 0 . (9.61)

From (9.60) we have

⟨⟨(v1, q♯1, ξ1)⟩⟩ = ⟨⟨L(q♯0)⟩⟩ ≤ κ δ2µF .

We want to show that
⟨⟨(vn, q♯n, ξn)⟩⟩ ≤ 2κ δ2 µF , for all n ∈ N . (9.62)

In fact, by induction, assuming
⟨⟨L(q♯n−1)⟩⟩ ≤ 2κ δ µF ,

from (9.61) and (9.60) we show

⟨⟨(vn, q♯n, ξn)⟩⟩ ≤ κ δ2µF
[
1 + 2κ δµ+ 4κ2δ3µF

]
. (9.63)

Therefore, if (for example)

δ ≤ min
{
(4κµ)−1, (4κF )−

1
2

}
, (9.64)

then (9.62) holds. Combining (9.62), (9.59) and (9.61) we get

⟨⟨(vn+1 − vn, q♯n+1 − q♯n, ξn+1 − ξn⟩⟩ ≤ κδ [(µ+ 2κ δ2µF )⟨q♯n − q♯n−1⟩] := α ⟨q♯n − q♯n−1⟩ .

Since, by (9.64), it is α < 3/8 < 1, by a standard argument one shows that {(vn, q♯n, ξn)} is Cauchy
in WT (Ωk)×W 1,2(D1,2)×W 2,2(0, T ) converging there to some {(v, q, ξ)}. Using the latter and letting
n → ∞ in (9.61), we also deduce that {(v, q, ξ)} satisfies the original problem (9.1). Likewise, writing

(9.50), (9.51), (9.57) and (9.58) with (v, q, ξ) and q♯ replaced by (vn, qn, ξn) and q♯n−1, respectively, and
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then passing to the limit n→ ∞, we establish that (v, q, ξ) satisfy the same inequalities with q in place
of q♯. Thus, using the latter and (9.51) provides (9.8), which completes the existence proof. With this
in mind, we deduce that there exists a constant C depending only on Ω, and the physical parameters
such that if δ ≤ C, the following properties hold. From (9.57), we obtain

∥∇q∥2L2(L2) ≤ c δ4
∫ T

0

F1 dt , (9.65)

which, in turn, once used in (9.37), furnishes

D2 ≤ c1δ
2

∫ T

0

F1 dt . (9.66)

Similarly, from (9.58), with the help of (9.65) and (9.66), we show

∥∇qt∥2L2(L2) ≤ c2δ
4
[∫ T

0

F1dt

∫ T

0

∥D(ṽt∥42dt+
∫ T

0

(F1 + F2 + F2
1 )dt

]
. (9.67)

Employing (9.65)–(9.67) in (9.50) and (9.51) (with q♯ ≡ q) proves the validity of (9.7) and (9.8). Concern-
ing the uniqueness property, being (9.1) linear, it suffices to show the uniqueness of the null solution,
namely, that (9.1) with f ≡ F ≡ 0, has only the solution v ≡ ∇q ≡ ξ ≡ 0. However, under these
circumstances, this follows at once from (9.7) or (9.8). The proof of the proposition is thus completed.

□

10 Solvability of the Approximating Nonlinear Problems (8.10)

The main objective of this section is to prove existence of T -periodic solutions to the sequence of
approximating problems (8.10) along with corresponding estimates, holding uniformly in k. To this end,
we present some preliminary results. Let

V1 := ∥fV ∥22 + ∥fV ∥26
5
+ |F V |2 , V2 := ∥∂tfV ∥22 + |Ḟ V |2 .

We have the following result, whose proof is presented in Appendix A.

Lemma 10.1 Vi ∈ L1(0, T ), i = 1, 2, and there is a constant C depending only on Ω, T and the physical
parameters such that

∥V1∥L1(0,T ) + ∥V2∥L1(0,T ) ≤ C (10.1)

We also have the following.

Lemma 10.2 Let Sϵ0,M be the set defined in (9.3), pick ϵ0, δ∗ as in Proposition 9.1, and consider the
map

Φ : (ṽ, ξ̃) ∈ Sϵ0,M ⊂W 1,4(0, T ;D1,2(Bk)) 7→ (v, ξ) ⊂W 1,4(0, T ;D1,2(Bk))

where (v, q, ξ) is the unique solution given in Proposition 9.1 corresponding to f ≡ fV and F ≡ F V .
Then, the following properties hold.

(a) Sϵ0,M is closed and convex;

(b) Φ(Sϵ0,M ) is compact;

(c) There are constants Ci > 0, i = 1, 2, with C1 depending only on Ω, T and the physical parameters
and C2 depending also on ϵ0, such that if we choose M = C1F , with F given in (9.4)–(9.5), and

take δ ∈ (0, δ1), with δ1 := C2F
− 1

2 , then Φ maps Sϵ0,M into itself.
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Proof. Let {ṽn, ξ̃n} ⊂ Sϵ0,M be a sequence such that

(ṽn, ξ̃n) → (ṽ, ξ̃) in W 1,4(0, T ;D1,2(Bk)) . (10.2)

Then, clearly, ∥ṽ∥W 1,4(D1,2) ≤ M . Furthermore, we can select a subsequence converging weak star in
L∞(0, T ;D1,2(Bk)) to some w ∈ L∞(0, T ;D1,2(Bk)) satisfying the ϵ0 bound. However, because of (10.2),
we must have w ≡ ṽ, which shows the closedness property. Since convexity is obvious, the proof of (a)

is completed. We next observe that, by (3.17), for any sequence {ṽn, ξ̃n} ⊂ Sϵ0,M , we have

∥ṽn∥W 1,4(W 1,2) + ∥ξ̃n∥W 1,4(0,T ) ≤ C0 ,

for a suitable C0 > 0. As a consequence, by Proposition 9.1, (9.7) and (9.8), we infer that the sequence
of corresponding solutions {vn, qn, ξn} satisfies the following bound

∥vn∥W 1,∞(W 1,2) + ∥vn∥W 1,2(W 2,2) + ∥vn∥W 2,2(L2) + ∥ξn∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ C1 ,

for another suitable C1 > 0. Thus, {ξn} is compact in W 1,4(0, T ). Moreover, setting wn := ∂tvn, from
the above bound it follows

{wn} bounded in L∞(W 1,2) ∩ L2(W 2,2) ∩W 1,2(L2) ,

so that from [53, Corollary 6] {wn} is compact in Lq(W 1,2), for all q ∈ [1,∞) which furnishes, in
particular, {vn} compact in W 1,4(D1,2). The validity of property (b) is thus secured. In order to show
(c), we begin to observe that from (9.7) and (9.8) it follows, in particular,

max
t∈[0,T ]

∥D(v(t))∥22 ≤ c0δ
4F 2

∥v∥2W 1,4(D1,2(Bk))
≤ c0δ

4F 2(M4 + 1) .
(10.3)

Therefore, from (10.3)1 it follows maxt∈[0,T ] ∥D(v(t))∥2 ≤ ε0, provided δ ≤ c
− 1

4
0 (ϵ0/F )

1
2 . Furthermore,

using (9.6) in (10.3)2, furnishes

∥v∥2W 1,4(D1,2(Bk))
≤ c1δ

2F 2 ≤ C2
1F

2 ,

which completes the proof of the lemma.
□

We are now in a position to prove the following proposition that establishes the existence of T -periodic
solutions to the “approximating” problems (8.6)-(8.8), with corresponding bounds uniform with respect
to Rk.

Proposition 10.1 There is δ0 > 0 depending only on Ω, T and the physical parameters such that, for
every δ ∈ (0, δ0) there exists a corresponding T -periodic solution (v, q, ξ) ∈ WT (Ωk)×Q(Ωk)×W 2,2

T (R3)
to (8.6)–(8.8). Furthermore, this solution satisfies the estimate

∥v∥WT (Ωk) + ∥q∥Q(Ωk) + ∥ξ∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ C0 δ
2 . (10.4)

where C0 does not depend on k.

Proof. Choose δ0 = min{δ∗, δ1} with δ∗, δ1 as in Proposition 9.1 and Lemma 10.2. Thus, in view of the
latter, the stated properties will follow from Schauder fixed-point theorem, provided we show that the
map Φ is continuous. To this end, let ṽ, ṽ0 ∈ Sϵ0,M with ξ̃ = ṽ|Ω0

, ξ̃0 = ṽ0|Ω0
, and denote by (v, q, ξ)

and (v0, q0, ξ0) the corresponding solutions given in Proposition 9.1 with f ≡ fV and F ≡ F V . Thus,
setting

w = v − v0 , r := q− q0 , χ := ξ − ξ0 ,
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from (9.1) we get

∂tw + ∂tB(w) + (ṽ0 +B(ṽ0)− ξ̃0) · ∇w + (ṽ0 − ξ̃0) · ∇B(w)

+δ(V − ζ) · ∇(w +B(w)) + δ(w +B(w)− χ) · ∇V

= ν∆w −∇r + fff
ℓ
(s,w, r,χ) + fff (s,w, ṽ0, ξ̃0) +N

divw = 0


in Ωk × (0, T ) ,

w = χ , at Σ × (0, T ) ; w(x, t) = 0 , at ∂Bk × (0, T ) ;

mχ̇(t) = −
∫
Σ

T(w, r) · ndΣ + FFF (s,w, r) , t ∈ R ,

(10.5)

where

N := −
[
(ṽ − ṽ0) +B(ṽ − ṽ0)− (ξ̃ − ξ̃0)

]
· A · ∇v −

[
(ṽ − ṽ0)− (ξ̃ − ξ̃0)

]
· A · ∇B(v)

−B(ṽ − ṽ0) · A · ∇B(v) .
(10.6)

We observe that, by Lemma 4.2, we have

∥A∥W 1,∞(L∞) ≤ C . (10.7)

Employing (B.8), (B.18), (B.20) in Appendix B, we deduce

∥
∣∣(ṽ − ṽ0) +B(ṽ − ṽ0)

∣∣∇v∥22 + ∥
∣∣ṽ − ṽ0

∣∣∇B(v)∥22 + ∥
∣∣B(ṽ − ṽ0)

∣∣∇B(v)∥22
≤ c ∥D(ṽ − ṽ0)∥22

(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥2∥D2v∥2

)
,

(10.8)

whereas, from (B.1), (B.3) and (B.11),

∥
∣∣ξ̃ − ξ̃0)∣∣∇v∥22 + ∥

∣∣ξ̃ − ξ̃0∣∣∇B(v)∥22 ≤ c ∥D(ṽ − ṽ0)∥22|D(v)∥22 . (10.9)

Therefore, observing that by, Proposition 9.1, Lemma 10.2(c), (9.7), (9.8) and classical embedding result,
we have

max
t∈[0,T ]

(
∥D(v(t))∥2 + ∥D2v∥2

)
≤ C (10.10)

with C depending only on δ and the data, and that Ωk is bounded, from (10.6)–(10.10) we infer

ck∥N ∥ 6
5
+ ∥N ∥2 ≤ c ∥D(ṽ − ṽ0)∥2 , (10.11)

with ck depending on Ωk. Next, if we employ (C.9) and (C.18) in Appendix C together with (10.7)–
(10.9), we obtain

∥
{[
(ṽ − ṽ0) +B(ṽ − ṽ0)− (ξ̃ − ξ̃0)

]
· A · ∇v

}
t
∥22

≤ c
[(
∥D(ṽ − ṽ0)∥22 + ∥D(ṽt − ṽ0t)∥22

) (
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥2∥D2v∥2

)
+∥D(ṽ − ṽ0)∥22

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥D(vt)∥2∥D2vt∥2

) ]
.

(10.12)
Again from (10.7)–(10.9) and (C.11), (C.13) we deduce

∥
{[
(ṽ − ṽ0)− (ξ̃ − ξ̃0)

]
· A · ∇B(v)

}
t
∥22

≤ c
[(
∥D(ṽ − ṽ0)∥22 + ∥D(ṽt − ṽ0t)∥22

) (
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥2∥D2v∥2

)
+∥D(ṽ − ṽ0)∥22

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥D2vt∥22

) ]
.

(10.13)
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Finally, (10.7)–(10.8), (C.21) and (C.23), likewise imply

∥
{
B(ṽ − ṽ0) · A · ∇B(v)

}
t
∥22

≤ c
[(
∥D(ṽ − ṽ0)∥22 + ∥D(ṽt − ṽ0t)∥22

) (
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥2∥D2v∥2

)
+∥D(ṽ − ṽ0)∥22

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥D2vt∥22

) ]
.

(10.14)
By Proposition 9.1 and (9.8) and Lemma 10.2(c), we have

max
t∈[0,T ]

∥D(vt(t))∥2 + ∥D2vt∥L2(L2) ≤ C1 (10.15)

where C1 depends only on Ω, T and the physical parameters. As a result, collecting (10.6), (10.12)–
(10.14) we gather

∥N t∥L2(L2) ≤ c ∥ṽ − ṽ0∥W 1,4(D1,2) . (10.16)

We now apply Proposition 9.1 to problem (10.5) with f := δ−2N and F ≡ 0. By (10.11) and (10.16),
and the hypothesis on δ, the assumptions of that proposition are satisfied. In particular, setting

N1 := ∥N ∥22 + ∥N ∥26
5
, N2 := ∥∂tN ∥22 ; N :=

[ ∫ T

0

(N1 +N2 +N 2
1 )dt

] 1
2

from (9.7), (9.8) and Lemma 10.2(c), we get

∥w∥2W 1,2(D1,2) ≤ cN2 ,

which, in turn, recalling the definition of w and using (10.11) and (10.16) furnishes

∥Φ(ṽ)− Φ(ṽ0)∥2W 1,4(D1,2) ≤ c
(
∥ṽ − ṽ0∥2W 1,4(D1,2) + ∥ṽ − ṽ0∥4W 1,4(D1,2)

)
.

This proves the continuity of the map Φ and concludes the proof of the proposition.
□

11 Proof of Theorem 8.1

With Proposition 10.1 in hand, the proof is obtained by following a classical procedure [19, 23] that,
for completeness, we sketch here. Let (vk, qk, ξk) be the T -periodic solution to (8.10) determined in
Proposition 10.1. Then, from (10.4) we deduce the following estimate valid for each m < k

∥vk∥WT (Ωm) + ∥qk∥Q(Ωm) + ∥ξk∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ C0 δ
2 . (11.1)

As a result, for any fixed m, there is a subsequence of (vk, qk, ξk) (that we continue to denote by the
same symbols) converging weakly in the space WT (Ωm) × Q(Ωm) ×W 2,2

T (R3) to one of its elements.
Furthermore, by known compactness theorems, {vk, ξk} converge strongly in W 1,2(IT ;W 1,2(Ωm)) ×
W 1,2(IT ;R3), for instance, and {(vk, qk)} converge strongly in L2(IT ;W 1,2(Σ)) ∩ L2(IT ;L2(Σ)), with
IT ⊂ R arbitrary interval of length T . Recalling (8.9) and using Cantor diagonalization procedure, we
may thus select a subsequence, again denoted by (vk, qk, ξk), satisfying the above convergence properties
for every m ∈ N. Denote by (v, q, ξ) the weak limit of this subsequence. Then, from (11.1) we obtain at
once

∥v∥WT (Ω) + ∥q∥Q(Ω) + ∥ξ∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ C0 δ
2 . (11.2)

47



It is also easy to show that (v, q, ξ) satisfies (8.6)–(8.8). In fact, let ψ = φ(x)σ(t), with φ ∈ C0(Ω),
σ ∈ C0(R) arbitrary. From (8.10) we thus get∫

R

{(
∂tvk + ∂tB(vk) + (vk +B(vk)− ξk) · ∇vk + (vk − ξk) · ∇B(vk) + δ(V − ζ) · ∇(vk +B(vk))

+δ(vk +B(vk)− ξk) · ∇V − ν∆vk +∇qk − fff
ℓ
(s,vk, qk, ξk)− fff

nℓ
(s,vk, ξk) + δ2fV , ψ

)}
dt

,

m

∫
R
ξ̇k(t)σ(t)dt = −

∫
R

(
σ(t)

∫
Σ

T(vk, qk) · ndΣ
)
dt+

∫
R

(
FFF (s,vk, qk) + δ2F V

)
σ(t)dt ,

(11.3)
where (·, ·) := (·, ·)Ω . Using the above-mentioned convergence properties of the sequence (vk, qk, ξk)
along with the properties of the operator B, we can pass to the limit k → ∞ in (11.3) and show, by a
routine reasoning, that the limit functions (v, q, ξ) continue to satisfy (11.3). This, by the arbitrariness
of φ and σ, implies by a standard procedure that, in fact, (v, q, ξ) is a solution to (8.6)–(8.8). Finally,
setting u := v+B(v), in view of the properties ofB and the argument presented in Section 8, we conclude
that (u, q, ξ) satisfies all the properties stated in Theorem 8.1, which is thus completely proved.

12 Conditions for Self-Propulsion

The objective of this section is to provide the complete characterization of the average velocity, γ, of
the center of mass G at the order of δ2, in an appropriate class of solutions. To this end, we give the
following definition.

Definition 12.1 A solution (u, q, ξ) to (8.2)–(8.3) belongs to the class C if it meets the following prop-
erties:

(a) (u, q, ξ) ∈ WT (Ω)×Q(Ω)×W 2,2
T (R3) ;

(b) (u, q, ξ) satisfies the estimate (8.4) .

Theorem 8.1 ensures that C ̸= ∅. Our goal develops according to the following three logical steps. In
the first one, we show that in the limit δ → 0, the average (u, q, ξ) of any corresponding solution in
the class C tends, after suitable rescaling, to the unique solution, (v0, r0,σ0), of a Stokes-like (linear)
steady-state problem; see (12.2). In the second step, we furnish necessary and sufficient conditions for
σ0 ̸= 0. In the third and final step, we combine these results with those of Proposition 7.1 to provide
an explicit characterization of the average velocity of G, γ, up to the order of δ2; see Theorem 12.1.

Let (V 0, p0, ζ0) be the solution to the problem (7.1) given in Lemma 7.1, and set

g0(x, t) := (∇s)⊤ : ∇T(V 0, p0) + ν div
(
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s · ∇V 0)

⊤)+ (V 0 − u∗ − ζ0) · ∇V 0 ,

G0(t) := −
∫
Σ

[
T(V 0, p0) ·H⊤(s)− ν

(
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s · ∇V 0)

⊤)] · n dΣ ,
(12.1)

where H is defined in (7.8). Notice that both g0 and G0 are known functions, depending only on u∗, the
physical parameters ν,m, the reference configuration Ω0 and the displacement field s. Next, consider
the boundary-value problem:

divT(v0, r0) = g0

div v0 = 0

}
in Ω ,

v0 = σ0 at Σ ; lim
|x|→∞

v0(x) = 0 ;∫
Σ

T(v0, r0) · ndΣ = G0 .

(12.2)
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Definition 12.2 A vector field v0 is a weak solution to problem (12.2) if (i) v0 ∈ D1,2(R3), and (ii) it
satisfies the condition (

D(v0),D(φ)
)
= −(g0,φ) + G0 · φ̂ , for all φ ∈ K(R3) . (12.3)

Remark 12.1 The equation in (12.3) is formally obtained by dot-multiplying both sides of (12.2)1 by
φ, integrating by parts over Ω and then taking into account (12.2)5. It is readily proved that, if v0 is
a weak solution that is also in W 2,2(ΩR) for all R > R∗, then there exists r0 ∈ W 1,2(ΩR) such that
(v0, r0,σ0 ≡ v0|Ω0

) is a solution to (12.2); see [15, pp. 699-700].

The following result holds.

Lemma 12.1 Problem (12.2) has one and only one weak solution. Furthermore,

(v0, r0,σ0) ∈ [L6(Ω) ∩D1,2(Ω) ∩D2,2(Ω)]×D1,2(Ω)× R3 .

Proof. Employing the properties of s in (4.5) and those of (V 0, p0) in Lemma 7.1, we deduce

∥u∗ · ∇V 0 −∇s : ∇T(V 0, p0)− ν div
(
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s · ∇V 0)⊤

)
∥ 6

5
≤ c

(
∥V 0∥W(Ω) + ∥p0∥Q(Ω)

)
≤ C .

(12.4)
Likewise, by integration by parts, (3.16) and again Lemma 7.1,∣∣((V 0 − ζ0) · ∇V 0,φ

)∣∣ = ∣∣((V 0 − ζ0)⊗ V 0,∇φ
)∣∣

≤ c
(
∥V 0∥2L4(L4) + ∥ζ0∥W 1,2(0,T )∥V 0∥L2(L2)

)
∥∇φ∥2 ≤ C ∥D(φ)∥2 , φ ∈ D1,2(R3) .

(12.5)
Using one more time (4.5), Lemma 7.1 and classical trace inequalities, we also show

|G0| ≤ c
(
∥V 0∥W(Ω) + ∥p0∥Q(Ω)

)
≤ C . (12.6)

As a result, from (12.4), (12.5) and (3.16), (3.17) we infer

|(g0,φ)| ≤ c (∥φ∥6 + ∥∇φ∥2) ≤ c ∥D(φ)∥2 ,

as well as, from (12.6) and (3.18)

|G0 · φ̂| ≤ c |φ̂| ≤ c ∥D(φ)∥2 .

The last two displaced inequalities then entail that the right-hand side of (12.3) defines a bounded
linear functional on the Hilbert space D1,2(R3). Therefore, by Riesz theorem, there is one and only one
v0 ∈ D1,2(R3) satisfying (12.3), which is equivalent to the existence of a unique weak solution. Moreover,
from well-known regularity results [16, Section V.4], we infer v0 ∈ D2,2(Ω) ∩ D1,2(R3). This furnishes,
in particular, v0 ∈W 2,2(ΩR), all R > R∗, which, by Remark 12.1, completes the proof of the lemma.

□
We now introduce the vector GGG0 ∈ R3 with components

G0i := −
∫
Ω

{
[(V 0 − u∗ − ζ0) · ∇V 0 + (∇s)⊤ : ∇T(V 0, p0)] · h(i)

−ν
(
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s · ∇V 0)⊤

)
: D(h(i))

}
− ei ·

∫
Σ

T(V 0, p0) ·H⊤(s) · ndΣ , i = 1, 2, 3 ,

(12.7)

where {h(i), p(i)} are the solutions to the Stokes problem (6.12). Notice that, taking into account the

summability properties of the fields h(i) and V 0 given in (6.13) and (7.3), respectively, and the fact
that both u∗ and ∇s have bounded support, we obtain that the volume integral is well defined. The
following result holds.
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Lemma 12.2 Let (v0, r0,σ0) be the solution to (12.2) determined in Lemma 12.1. Then, σ0 ̸= 0 if and
only if GGG0 ̸= 0. Precisely, we have

σ0 = M−1 ·GGG0 , (12.8)

with the matrix M defined in (6.15) .

Proof. We dot-multiply (12.2)1 by h(i) and integrate by parts over Ω, to get(
D(v0),D(h(i))

)
= −(g0,h

(i)) + G0 · ei , i = 1, 2, 3 . (12.9)

Analogously, if we dot-multiplying (6.12)1 by v0 and integrate by parts over Ω, we deduce(
D(v0),D(h(i))

)
= Mjiσ0i , i = 1, 2, 3 . (12.10)

Thus, by operating with a further integration by parts in the integral on the right hand side of (12.9)
and then combining the resulting equation with (12.10) , we arrive at (12.8), thus completing the proof.

□
Let (u, q, ξ) ∈ C , and define (v, r,σ) as follows:

u = δ2v , q = δ2r , ξ = δ2σ . (12.11)

The following result holds.

Lemma 12.3 Let δ0 be as in Theorem 8.1. Then, for all δ ∈ (0, δ0), σ = σ(δ) satisfies

σ = σ0 + o (δ) . (12.12)

Thus, in particular
1
2 |σ0| ≤ |σ| ≤ 3

2 |σ0| . (12.13)

Proof. For given δ ∈ (0, δ0) we denote by (u(δ), q(δ), ξ(δ)) the corresponding solution to (8.2), (8.3)
and by (v(δ), r(δ),σ(δ)) the associated rescaled solutions according to (12.11). Let {δk} ⊂ (0, δ0) be an
arbitrary, vanishing sequence. We thus deduce that the sequence {(vk, rk,σk)} ≡ {(v(δk), r(δk),σ(δk))}
obeys the following problem

divT(vk, rk) = δkR1(δk) +R2(δk) +R(δk) + g0

div vk = R3(δk)

}
in Ω

vk = σk at Σ ,∫
Σ

T(vk, rk) · ndΣ = S(δk) + G0 ,

(12.14)

where
R1(δk) := δk(vk − σk) · ∇vk

R2(δk) := −fℓ(s, vk, rk,σk)− δ2kfnℓ(s, vk,σk)

R3(δk) := −div (C⊤(δk) · vk)

R(δk) := −fV − g0 ; S(δk) := F(s, vk, rk) + F V − G0 .

From (8.4), we also infer
∥vk∥WT (Ω) + ∥rk∥Q(Ω) + ∥σk∥W 2,2(0,T ) ≤ C , (12.15)

with C independent of k ∈ N. This relation combined with Remark 3.1 implies, in particular, the
existence of v∗ ∈ D1,2(R3) with v∗|Ω0

= σ∗ such that (along a subsequence)

∇vk → ∇v∗ weakly in L2(R3) ; σk → σ∗ in R. . (12.16)
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We next dot-multiply both sides of (12.14)1 by φ ∈ K(R3), integrate by parts over Ω and use (12.14)4
to show(
D(vk),D(φ)

)
= −(g,φ)+G·φ̂−

(
δkR1(δk)+R2(δk)+R(δk),φ

)
−S(δk)·φ̂ , for all φ ∈ K(R3) . (12.17)

Employing (12.15) along with Hölder inequality, it is not difficult to show that

∥R1∥1,ΩR
≤ C1 , all R > R∗ (12.18)

where, here and in the rest of the proof, Ci, i = 1, 2, . . . denotes a constant possibly depending on R but
not on k. Furthermore, by using Lemma 4.2, (4.31) and (12.15) we get

∥R2(δ)∥1,ΩR
≤ Cδ , all R > R∗. (12.19)

Moreover, setting
U := V − V 0 , p := p− p0 , z = ζ − ζ0 ,

from (8.3)2 and (12.1)1 we have

−fV − g0 = −δ−1f ℓ(s,U , p) + δ−1f (1)
V + f (2)

V , (12.20)

where

f (1)
V := −δu∗ ·B·∇V 0 + (B+ δ∇s) : ∇T(V 0, p0) + νA : ∇

[
(B+ δ∇s) · ∇V 0 + ((B+ δ∇s) · ∇V 0)

⊤]
f (2)

V := −(U − z) · A · ∇V − (V − ζ0) · B · ∇V 0 − (V 0 − ζ0) · A · ∇U .

With the help of Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 7.1, it is not difficult to show that

δ−1
∥∥∥f ℓ(s,U , p)

∥∥∥
1,ΩR

+ δ−1
∥∥∥f (1)

V

∥∥∥
1,ΩR

+
∥∥∥f (2)

V

∥∥∥
1,ΩR

≤ C2 δ , for all R > R∗ ,

which, by (12.20), thus implies
∥R(δ)∥1,ΩR

≤ C2 δ . (12.21)

Likewise, from (8.3)2 and (12.1)2 we deduce

F V − G0 = δ−1F (s,U , p)− δ−1

∫
Σ

T(V 0, p0) · (C− δH⊤(s)) · ndΣ

−νδ−1

∫
Σ

J
[
(B+ δ∇s) · ∇V 0 + (∇V 0)

⊤ · (B+ δ∇s)⊤
]
· A · ndΣ

+ν

∫
Σ

[
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇V 0)

⊤ · (∇s)⊤
]
· C · ndΣ .

Therefore, using again Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 7.1

|S(δ)| ≤ C3δ . (12.22)

Finally, for all φ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω), after integrating by parts, with the help of Lemma 4.2 and (12.13), we show

|(R3(δ),φ)| = |(C⊤(δ) · vk,∇φ)| ≤ c δ ∥∇φ∥2 (12.23)

If we now pass to the limit k → ∞ into (12.17) and use (12.16), (12.18), (12.19), (12.21), (12.22) and
(12.23) we deduce(

D(v∗),D(φ)
)
= −(g0,φ) + G0 · φ̂ , for all φ ∈ K(R3) ; div v∗ = 0 , (12.24)
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that is, v∗ is a weak solution to (12.3). However, from Lemma 12.1 we know that this solution is unique,
so that we must have v∗ ≡ v0, v∗|Ω0

≡ σ0, as well as the convergence given in (12.16) occurs not just
along a sequence but as long as δ → 0:

v(δ) → v0 as δ → 0 , weakly in D1,2(R3) . (12.25)

Next, if we dot-multiply both sides of (6.12)1 by v and integrate by parts over Ω, we find(
D(v),D(h(i))

)
= Mjiσi , i = 1, 2, 3 .

Thus, subtracting side-by-side (12.10) from the latter, it follows that

Mji(σi(δ)− σ0i) =
(
D(vi(δ)− v0),D(h(i))

)
.

The statement in the lemma is thus a consequence of the last displayed equation and (12.25).
□

Let
GGG = GGG0 +GGG1

where GGG0 and GGG1 are given in (12.7) and (7.7), respectively. The following result, representing the main
achievement of this paper, provides a complete characterization of γ up to the order of δ2 for solutions
in the class C .

Theorem 12.1 Let δ ∈ (0, δ0) with δ0 as in Lemma 12.1, and suppose that u∗ satisfies the assumption
of Proposition 6.1. Let (u, p,γ) be a corresponding T -periodic solution to (4.30)–(4.31) that, without
loss of generality, can be written as

u = u+ δ V , p = q+ δ p , γ = ξ + δ ζ , (12.26)

with (V , p, ζ) given in Proposition 6.1 and (u, q, ξ) solution to the problem (8.6)–(8.8). Then, for any
(u, q, ξ) ∈ C we have

γ = δ2γ1 + o (δ2) (12.27)

with
γ1 := M−1 ·GGG .

Therefore, at the order of δ2, γ ̸= 0 if and only if GGG ̸= 0.

Proof. Under the given assumptions, from Proposition 7.1 we have

ζ = δM−1 ·GGG1 +O(δ2) ,

see (7.5), whereas, from Lemma 12.2, it follows that

ξ = δ2M−1 ·GGG0 + o (δ2) ,

see (12.8). The proof of (12.27) then follows from the last two displaced equations and (12.26)3.
□

13 An Application

In this final section we will furnish an example where Theorem 12.1 is able to provide a quantitative
evaluation of the thrust vector GGG and, hence, of the associated propulsion velocity γ at the order of δ2.

Before proceeding in this direction, however, we offer some general comments regarding this eval-
uation. We recall (see Lemma 4.1) that the field s is defined as s(x, t) := β(x)š(x, t) where š(x, t) is
a suitable extension of the given displacement field ŝ(x, t) and β(x) is a smooth “cut-off” that is 1 in
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BR ⊃ Ω0, and 0 in R3\B2R. From (12.7) and (7.7) it follows that GGG depends linearly div s and ∇s.
Thus, choosing R := c0δ

−1, for appropriate choice of the constant c0, by means of the properties (4.4)
we easily show that

GGG(s) = GGG(š) + o(1) as δ → 0 .

This means, in particular, that, in order to explicitly compute the thrust GGG , it is enough to perform this
computation along the extension š.

To simplify the notation, we will continue to denote this extension with s.
In our example we take, as reference configuration, the ball of radius a centered at the origin.

Denoting by ω the frequency of the oscillations, we scale velocities by ω a, time by ω−1, length by a and
pressure by ν ω. In this way, problem (7.1) becomes, in dimensionless form,

2h2 ∂tV 0 = ∆V 0 −∇p0
divV 0 = 0

}
in Ω × R

V 0(x, t) = u∗(x, t) + ζ0(t) (x, t) ∈ Σ × R

Mζ̇0 +

∫
Σ

T(V 0, p0) · n = 0 in R .

(13.1)

where
Ω = {x ∈ R3 : r := |x| > 1} , Σ = ∂Ω , M = 2

m

a3
h2 ,

and
T(V 0, p0) = ∇V 0 + (∇V 0)

⊤ − p0I := 2D(V 0)− p0I .

Moreover,

h =

√
ω

2ν
a (13.2)

denotes the Stokes number. Concerning the solutions to the auxiliary problems (6.12), we scale h(i) by
1 and p(i) by ν a−1. In doing so, we deduce [14],

M−1 = (6π)−1I .

Taking into account all of the above and recalling (7.7) and (12.7), the propulsion velocity γ1 given in
Theorem 12.1 takes the following non-dimensional form form

γ1 =
1

6π
(GGG0 +GGG1)

with (in non-dimensional form)

GGG1 = −
∫
Ω

(∇s)⊤ : ∇V 0 p
(i)ei (13.3)

and GGG0 = G0i ei with components

G0i := −
∫
Ω

{
[2h2 (V 0 − u∗ − ζ0) · ∇V 0 + (∇s)⊤ : ∇T(V 0, p0)] · h(i)

−
(
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s · ∇V 0)⊤

)
: D(h(i))

}
−ei ·

∫
Σ

T(V 0, p0) ·H⊤(s) · ndΣ i = 1, 2, 3 ,

(13.4)

where the bar means average over the interval [0, 2π].
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Let (er, eθ, eφ) be a local frame of spherical coordinates with zenith direction along e3, and set

ψ(x) =
sin θ cosφ

r2
, a(x) := ∇ψ(x)

G1 =
e−h(r−1)

r2
(g1(r) cos[h(r − 1)] + g2(r) sin[h(r − 1)]) sin θeφ := G1(r) sin θeφ

G2 =
e−h(r−1)

r2
(g1(r) sin[h(r − 1)]− g2(r) cos[h(r − 1)]) sin θeφ = G2(r) sin θeφ

g1(r) =
1 + h(r + 1) + 2h2r

1 + 2h+ 2h2

g2(r) =
h(r − 1)

1 + 2h+ 2h2
.

(13.5)

The displacement field is then chosen of the following form:

s(x, t) := a(x) sin t−
∫
ζ0(t) dt+ [G1(r, θ, φ) cos t+G2(r, θ, φ) sin t] := s1(x, t) + s2(x, t) . (13.6)

From the physical viewpoint, s is given, up to a function of time, by the sum of the a time-periodic
deformation associated to a dipole flow pattern (s1) and a rigid oscillation around e3 (s2). In other
words, the body B deforms and oscillates appropriately. Next, we introduce the following functions

V 0(x, t) := a(x) cos t+ [G2(r, θ, φ) cos t−G1(r, θ, φ) sin t] := V 1(x, t) + V 2(x, t)

p0(x, t) := −2h2 ψ(x) sin t , ζ0(t) := − 1

M
cos t

∫
Σ

ψer ≡ − 4π

3M
cos t e1 .

(13.7)

Due to [18, Lemma 9.1] we deduce that the fields

V 1(x, t) , p0(x, t) , ζ0(t) , u∗1 := ∂ts1

satisfy the following Stokes problem

2h2 ∂tV 1 = ∆V 1 −∇p0
divV 1 = 0

}
in Ω × R

V 0(x, t) = u∗1(x, t) + ζ0(t) (x, t) ∈ Σ × R

Mζ̇0 +

∫
Σ

T(V 1, p0) · n = 0 in R .

Furthermore, from [1, p. 220] we know that

2h2 ∂ts2 = ∆s2

div s2 = 0

}
in Ω × R

s2(x, t) = G1(1, θ, φ) cos t (x, t) ∈ Σ × R∫
Σ

T(s2, 0) · n = 0 in R .

As a result, observing that V 2 = ∂ts2, from all the above we conclude that (V 0, p0, ζ0) is a solution to
(13.1) with u∗(x, t) := ∂ts(x, t) .

Concerning the auxiliary fields h(i), i = 1, 2, 3, it is well known that, in this case, they are given by
[28, Chapter 5]

(h(i))ℓ =
3
4

xixℓ

r3

(
1− 1

r2

)
+ 1

4

(
3

r
+

1

r3

)
δil , ℓ = 1, 2, 3 . (13.8)
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Figure 2: Dependence of the the thrust on the Stokes number h

With the choice (13.6)–(13.8), in the Appendix D it is shown that the the components of the thrust
vector G assume the following form

Gi =

∫
Ω

{
∇a : (∇G1 · ∇h(i))− D(G1) : (∇a · ∇h(i))

+ 1
2

[
∇a · (∇G1 − (∇G1)

⊤)− (∇G1 − (∇G1)
⊤) · ∇a

]
: D(h(i)

}
− h2

∫
Ω

h(i) · ∇G2 · a+Ri

(13.9)
where

Ri :=

∫
Ω

{
D(G2) : (∇G1 · ∇h(i))− D(G1) : (∇G2 · ∇h(i))

+ 1
2

[
∇G1 · ∇G2 + (∇G1 · ∇G2)

⊤ −
(
∇G2 · ∇G1 + (∇G2 · ∇G1)

⊤)] : D(h(i))
}
.

(13.10)
From (13.5), (13.8)–(13.10) it follows that Gi is a function only of the Stokes number h. Such a

function can be explicitly evaluated by computing the integrals on the right-hand side of (13.9). This is
done numerically. Precisely, we fixed the range of variation of h to be the interval [0, 200]. Then, at each
value of h in this range, the components Gi, i = 1, 2, 3, of the thrust vector were computed in MATLAB.
The expressions for the integrands were then determined using the Symbolic Math Toolbox and then
cast into MATLAB functions, which were then integrated numerically using the integral3 function with
an absolute tolerance of 1 · e−6. The computation shows that R = 0 for all admissible values of h.
This means –as expected– that the propulsive thrust is the result only of the interaction of the periodic
deformation of the ball with its oscillations around the e3 axis. Furthermore, it turns out that the
components G1 and G3 both vanish, and so we conclude that

G = G(h) e2 .

The function G(h) is plotted in Figure 2 and shows some interesting features. In fact, for small values of
h, approximately in the interval (0, 6), the propulsion velocity γ1 of the center of mass of the body has
the same orientation (and direction) as e2. However, γ1 decreases in magnitude and when h reaches a
critical value h0 ≃ 6 it becomes 0; see Figure 2 (b). For h > h0 the body starts moving in the opposite
direction with |γ1| increasing with increasing h, until |γ1| reaches a constant value independent of h, for
h ⪆ 150. This, in particular, furnishes an “optimal” frequency of oscillation that maximize the speed,
given by ωopt ≃ 2(150)2ν/a2. It is worth emphasizing that these are entirely new features that are not
present in any of analogous researches performed on similar but linearized models; see, e.g., [10, 11]. The
reason is that the functions g0 and G0 in (12.1), which characterize the thrust, involve a certain number
of terms that may be missing in a linearization procedure imposed directly on the starting equations.
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Appendix A: Proof of Lemma 10.1

We begin to present some properties of the fields V and A that will be useful also in a different context.
By Proposition 6.1 and classical embedding results we deduce, in particular,

∥ζ∥W 1,∞(0,T ) + ∥V ∥W 1,∞(L∞(Ω)) ≤ C ,

∥∇V ∥L∞(Lq(Ω)) ≤ ∥∇V ∥L∞(L3(Ωρ∗ ))
+ ∥∇V ∥L∞(Lq(Ωρ∗ )) ≤ C , q ∈ (1, 3] ,

∥∂tV ∥L∞(W 1,r) ≤ C , r ∈ [2, 6] ,

(A.1)

as well as, by (6.5), (6.6) and again classical embedding,

∥D2V ∥L∞(L2) + ∥∇p∥L∞(L2) ≤ C . (A.2)

We also recall that from (4.11) it follows, in particular,

∥A∥W 1,∞(L∞) ≤ C . (A.3)

In the above inequalities, and in the rest of the proof, C represents a constant depending at most on Ω0,
T , the physical parameters and (the given) s. Now, in view of Lemma 4.3 with q = 6

5 , 2 we deduce

∥∂kt f ℓ(s,V , p)∥q ≤ c δ
(
∥∂kt ∇V ∥1,q,B0 + ∥∂kt ∇p∥q,B0

)
, k = 0, 1 ,

and therefore, thanks to the boundedness of B0 and Proposition 6.1,

∥f ℓ(s,V , p)∥W 1,2(L2) + ∥f ℓ(s,V , p)∥W 1,2(L
6
5 )

≤ c δ
(
∥∇V ∥W 1,2(L2) + ∥∇p∥W 1,2(L2)

)
≤ C δ . (A.4)

Furthermore, in view of (A.1) and (A.3), we show

∥(V − ζ) · A · ∇V ∥q ≤ c ∥∇V ∥q ≤ C , q = 6
5 , 2. (A.5)

Likewise, we prove
∥∂t[(V − ζ) · A · ∇V ]∥L2(L2) ≤ c ∥∇V ∥W 1,2(L2) ≤ C . (A.6)

Finally, since from Lemma 4.3 we have

∥F (s,V , p)∥W 1,2(0,T ) ≤ c δ
(
∥∇V ∥W 1,2(L2) + ∥∇p∥W 1,2(L2)

)
,

by Proposition 6.1 we get
∥F (s,V , p)∥W 1,2(0,T ) ≤ C δ . (A.7)

The property stated in (10.1) then follows from (A.4)–(A.7)

Appendix B: Proof of (9.24) and (9.25)

We first recall or derive some useful inequalities, which we shall state for v, but with the observation
that they are equally valid for ṽ. We begin to observe that, by (3.16), we have

∥∇v∥2 =
√
2∥D(v)∥2 (B.1)

by (3.17)
∥v∥6 ≤ κ0∥D(v)∥2 (B.2)

and, by (3.18),
|ξ| ≤ κ1∥D(v)∥2 . (B.3)
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Moreover, from (9.14) and (B.1) we obtain

∥D2v∥2 + ∥∇r∥2 ≤ c (∥divT(v, r)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥2) , (B.4)

where the constant c depends solely on the regularity of Σ. Thus, employing (B.1) in the well-known
inequality

∥∇w∥3,ΩR
≤ c

(
∥∇w∥2,ΩR

+ ∥∇w∥
1
2

2,ΩR
∥D2w∥

1
2

2,ΩR

)
, w ∈W 2,2(ΩR) , (B.5)

with c independent of R [13, p. 27], it follows

∥∇v∥3 ≤ c
(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥D2v∥

1
2
2

)
(B.6)

or also, by (B.4),

∥∇v∥3 ≤ c
(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥divT(v, r)∥

1
2
2

)
(B.7)

From the latter in conjunction with Hölder inequality and (B.1), (B.2), we infer

∥|ṽ| ∇v∥2 ≤ c ∥ṽ∥6∥∇v∥3 ≤ c ∥D(ṽ)∥2
(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥D2v∥

1
2
2

)
(B.8)

as well as
∥|ṽ| ∇v∥2 ≤ c ∥D(ṽ)∥2

(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥divT(v, r)∥

1
2
2

)
. (B.9)

We next derive estimates involving the operator B. From Proposition 5.1 and (9.19) we deduce

∥B(v)∥m,2 ≤ c δ ∥v∥m,2,Ωρ
, m = 1, 2 , (B.10)

which, with the help of (B.10) and (B.1)–(B.2), gives for m = 1

∥B(v)∥1,2 ≤ c δ ∥D(v)∥2 , (B.11)

whereas for m = 2 furnishes
∥B(v)∥2,2 ≤ c δ

(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D2v∥2

)
(B.12)

or also, with the help of (B.4),

∥B(v)∥2,2 ≤ c δ (∥divT(v, r)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥2) . (B.13)

Likewise, from Lemma 4.2, Proposition 5.1 and (B.2), (B.3) we show

∥B(v)∥2 ≤ c δ
(
∥v∥2,Ωρ

+ |ξ|
)
≤ c δ ∥D(v)∥2

∥Bt(v)∥2 ≤ c δ
(
∥v∥2,Ωρ

+ |ξ|+ ∥vt∥2 + |ξ̇|
)
≤ c δ

(
∥vt∥2 + |ξ̇|+ ∥D(v)∥2

)
.

(B.14)

Moreover, using (B.5), it follows that

∥∇B(v)∥3 ≤ c
(
∥∇B(v)∥2 + ∥∇B(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥∇B(v)∥

1
2
2,2

)
,

which, in turn, by (B.11) and (B.13), furnishes

∥∇B(v)∥3 ≤ c δ
(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥D2v∥

1
2
2,2

)
(B.15)

as well as
∥∇B(v)∥3 ≤ c δ

(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥divT(v, r)∥

1
2
2,2

)
. (B.16)

Thus, using (B.16), we get

∥|B(ṽ)| ∇B(v)∥2 ≤ ∥B(ṽ)∥6∥∇B(v)∥3 ≤ c δ∥B(ṽ)∥1,2
(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥divT(v, r)∥

1
2
2,2

)
,
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which, after using (B.11), produces

∥|B(ṽ)| ∇B(v)∥2 ≤ c δ2∥D(ṽ)∥2
(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥divT(v, r)∥

1
2
2

)
, (B.17)

as well as, by(B.15),

∥|B(ṽ)| ∇B(v)∥2 ≤ c δ2∥D(ṽ)∥2
(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥D2v∥

1
2
2

)
, (B.18)

By a similar argument, one can prove also

∥|B(ṽ)|∇v∥2 + ∥|ṽ|∇B(v)∥2 ≤ c δ∥D(ṽ)∥2
(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥divT(v, r)∥

1
2
2

)
, (B.19)

as well as
∥|B(ṽ)|∇v∥2 + ∥|ṽ|∇B(v)∥2 ≤ c δ∥D(ṽ)∥2

(
∥D(v)∥2 + ∥D(v)∥

1
2
2 ∥D2v∥

1
2
2

)
. (B.20)

Thanks to the above inequalities, we shall next estimate the right-hand sides of (9.23). Integrating by
parts as necessary and recalling that B(vN )|Σ = 0 we show

(H(ṽ,v),v) = −(Bt(v),v) +
1
2 (divB(ṽ), |v|2) +

(
(ṽ − ξ̃) · ∇v,B(v)

)
.

From (9.23)1 with the help of (A.1)1 and Schwarz inequality, we get

|(H(ṽ,v),v)| ≤ c
[
∥Bt(v)∥2∥v∥2,Ωρ

+ ∥∇B(ṽ)∥2∥v∥24,Ωρ
+ ∥B(v)∥2(∥ṽ · ∇v∥2 + |ξ̃| ∥∇v∥2)

]
.

Thus, exploiting in the latter (B.1)–(B.3), (B.9), (B.14), (B.11) along with the Young inequality ab ≤
r−1ar + s−1b, a, b > 0, r−1 + s−1 = 1 we obtain

|(H(ṽ,v),v)| ≤ c δ
[
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(ṽ)∥2(∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥

3
2
2 ∥divT (v, r)∥

1
2
2 ) + ∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2

]
≤ c δ

[
∥D(v)∥22 + (∥D(ṽ)∥2 + ∥D(ṽ)∥

4
3
2 )∥D(v)∥22 + ∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 + ∥divT (v, r)∥22

]
,

(B.21)
which proves (9.24)1. Next, with the help of (B.2) and (B.3) (with v ≡ ṽ) and Schwarz inequality, we
show

∥H(ṽ,v)∥22≤c
[
∥Bt(v)∥22 + ∥ṽ · ∇v∥22+∥B(ṽ) · ∇v∥22 + ∥ṽ · ∇B(v)∥22+∥D(ṽ)∥22(∥D(v)∥22+∥∇B(v)∥22)

]
.

If we use in the latter (B.2), (B.9), (B.14), (B.11), (B.19) and Young inequality, we arrive at the following
estimate

∥H(ṽ,v)∥22 ≤ c
[
δ2(∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2) + (1 + δ2)∥D(ṽ)∥22(∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥2∥divT(v, r)∥2) + δ2∥D(v)∥22

]
≤ c
[
δ2(∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2) + (1 + δ2)(∥D(ṽ)∥22 + ∥D(ṽ)∥42)∥D(v)∥22 + δ2∥D(v)∥22

]
+ η∥divT(v, r)∥22 ,

(B.22)
with η > 0 arbitrary and c depends also on η, thus proving (9.24)2.

We now turn to the proof of (9.25). From Lemma 4.3, (8.3) and (8.7), with the help of Hölder
inequality we get

∥fff ♯
ℓ
∥22 ≤ c δ2

[
∥∇(v +B(v) + δ V )∥21,2 + ∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∆B(v)∥22 + ∥∇divB(v)∥22

]
+δ2

[
(∥V ∥2∞ + |ζ|2)(∥∇(v +B(v))∥22) + |ξ|2∥∇V ∥22 + ∥v +B(v)∥26∥∇V ∥23

2

]
.

Using in the latter (A.1)–(B.4) and (B.2),(B.3), (B.11) and (B.13) we deduce (δ ≤ C)

∥fff ♯
ℓ
∥22 ≤ c δ

(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥divT(v, r)∥22 + δ ∥∇q♯∥22

)
(B.23)

58



which, in conjunction with Young inequality, proves (9.25)1. Concerning (9.25)2, with the help of Lemma
4.3, we show

∥fff ∥22 ≤ c
[
(1+δ2)∥|B(ṽ)|∇B(v)∥22 + δ2(∥|ṽ| ∇v∥22 + ∥|ṽ| ∇B(v)∥22+∥|B(ṽ)| ∇v∥22 + |ξ̃|2∥∇(v+B(v)∥22)

Therefore, employing (B.3) (for ξ̃, ṽ), (B.4), (B.11)–(B.19), from the previous inequality it easily follows
that (δ ≤ C)

∥fff ∥22 ≤ c δ
[
(∥D(ṽ)∥22 + ∥D(ṽ)∥42)∥D(v)∥22 + ∥divT(v, r)∥22

]
, (B.24)

which leads to (9.25)2. Finally, from Lemma 4.3, (8.3), (8.8), (B.1), (A.1) and (A.2), and classical trace
theorems we readily deduce

|FFF ♯|2 ≤ c δ2
(
∥B(v)∥22,2 + ∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D2v∥22 + ∥∇q♯∥22

)
,

which, with the help of (B.4) and (B.13), entails (δ ≤ δ0)

|FFF ♯|2 ≤ c δ
(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥divT(v, r)∥22 + δ ∥∇q♯∥22

)
,

and hence (9.25)3 is recovered.

Remark B.1 If, in showing inequalities (B.22), (B.23) and (B.24), we use (B.6), (B.12) and (B.15)
instead of (B.7), (B.13) and (B.16), respectively, we get the same inequalities with ∥divT(v, r)∥2 replaced
by ∥D2v∥2.

Appendix C: Proof of (9.38) and (9.39)

We begin with some preliminary considerations. First of all, we observe that (B.1)–(B.3) and (B.4)
continue to hold if we replace v by vt and r by rt. From Lemma 9.2, (B.5) and by the assumption in
Proposition 9.1 we have the following two conditions

max
t∈[0,T ]

∥∇v(t)∥2 ≤ c δD

ess sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∇ṽ(t)∥2 ≤ ϵ0 ,
(C.1)

with D given in (9.37). Combining (C.1) with (B.5) and (B.15) implies, in particular,

∥∇v∥23 ≤ c1δD∥D2v∥2 + c2δ
2D2

∥∇B(v)∥23 ≤ c δ2
(
δD∥D2v∥2 + δ2D2)

)
.

(C.2)

From (5.15), we deduce

∥Btt(v)∥2 ≤ c δ

2∑
k=0

(
∥∂kt v∥2,Ωρ +

∣∣∣∣dkξdtk
∣∣∣∣) ,

so that, with the help of (B.1)–(B.3) and (C.1)1, we get

∥Btt(v)∥22 ≤ c δ2
(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2

)
≤ c1 δ

2
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2

)
+ c2δ

4D2 .

(C.3)
Likewise,

∥Bt(v)∥21,2 ≤ c δ2
(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(vt)∥22

)
≤ c1δ

2∥D(vt)∥22 + c2δ
4D2 . (C.4)

Thus, since by (B.1)–(B.4), and Sobolev embedding theorem,

∥Bt(v)∥26 ≤ c ∥Bt(v)∥21,2 ≤ c1δ
2
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥22

)
∥∇Bt(v)∥23 ≤ c ∥Bt(v)∥22,2 ≤ c δ2

(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D2v∥22 + ∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥D2vt∥22

)
,

(C.5)
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from (C.2) and (C.1)1 we deduce

∥Bt(v)∥26 ≤ c ∥Bt(v)∥21,2 ≤ c1δ
2∥D(vt)∥22 + c2δ

4D2

∥∇Bt(v)∥23 ≤ c δ2
(
∥D2v∥22 + ∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c2δ

4D2 .
(C.6)

Finally, from (B.1), (B.11), (B.19), (C.4) and (C.1)1 we show at once

δ2
(
∥ |V t − ζ̇| ∇(v +B(v))∥22 + ∥|V − ζ| ∇(vt +Bt(v))∥22

)
≤ c1 δ

2∥D(vt)∥22 + c2δ
4D2 . (C.7)

Analogously, by Hölder inequality, (B.1)–(B.3), (C.1)1, (C.6)1 and (A.1)

δ2
(
∥|vt +Bt(v)− ξ̇| ∇V ∥22 + ∥|v +B(v)− ξ| ∇V t∥22

)
≤ c1 δ

2∥D(vt)∥22 + c2δ
2D2∥∇V t∥23 . (C.8)

We now pass to the proof of (9.38) and (9.39). In the estimates that follow, we will occasionally use
the fact that δ ≤ C, for some C > 0. We begin to increase the term involving G(ṽ,v). From Hölder
inequality, (B.1)–(B.3), (C.1), (C.2), and (C.4)

∥|ṽt +Bt(ṽ)−
˙̃
ξ|∇v∥22 ≤ c

[
(∥ṽt∥26 + ∥Bt(ṽ)∥26)∥∇v∥23 + ∥D(ṽt)∥22∥D(v)∥22

]
≤ c

[
(∥D(ṽ)∥22 + ∥D(ṽt)∥22)(∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥2∥D2v∥2) + ∥D(ṽt)∥22∥D(v)∥22

]
,

(C.9)
which, by (C.6)1, furnishes

∥|ṽt +Bt(ṽ)−
˙̃
ξ|∇v∥22 ≤ c

[
(δ2D2 + ∥D(ṽt)∥22)(δ2D2 + δD∥D2v∥2) + δ2D2∥D(ṽt)∥22

]
.

The latter, with the help of Young inequality, implies

∥|ṽt +Bt(ṽ)−
˙̃
ξ|∇v∥22 ≤ c1 δ

2D2∥D(ṽt)∥42 + c2(1 + D2)∥D2v∥22 + c3 δ
2(D2 + D4) . (C.10)

Next, by Hölder inequality, (B.2) and (B.11), we get

∥|ṽt −
˙̃
ξ|∇B(v)∥22 ≤ ∥ṽt∥26∥∇B(v)∥23 + c1∥D(v)∥22∥D(ṽt)∥22 ,

which furnishes, on the one hand, by (B.2) and (B.15),

∥|ṽt −
˙̃
ξ|∇B(v)∥22 ≤ c ∥D(ṽt)∥22

(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥2∥D2v∥2,2

)
(C.11)

and, on the other hand, by (B.2), (C.1)1 and (C.2)2,

∥|ṽt−
˙̃
ξ|∇B(v)∥22 ≤ ∥D(ṽt)∥22∥∇B(v)∥23+c1 δ2D2∥D(ṽt)∥22 ≤ c2 δ

3D∥D(ṽt)∥22∥D2v∥2+c3δ2D2∥D(ṽt)∥22 ,

which, upon using Young inequality, entails

∥|ṽt −
˙̃
ξ|∇B(v)∥22 ≤ c4 δ

2D2∥D(ṽt)∥42 + c5∥D2v∥22 + c6δ
2D2 . (C.12)

Moreover, by Hölder inequality, (B.2), (C.4) and (C.5)2 we show

∥|ṽ − ξ̃| ∇Bt(v)∥22 ≤ ∥ṽ∥26∥∇Bt(v)∥23 + c ∥D(ṽ)∥22∥Bt(v)∥21,2
≤ c δ2∥D(ṽ)∥22

(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D2v∥22 + ∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥D2vt∥22

)
,

(C.13)

which, in view of (C.1)2 and (B.4) furnishes, in particular,

∥|ṽ − ξ̃| ∇Bt(v)∥22 ≤ c δ2
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c1 ∥D2v∥22 + c2δ

2D2 . (C.14)
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Collecting (C.3), and (C.10)–(C.14) we conclude (δ ≤ C)

∥G(ṽ,v)∥22 ≤ c1δ(∥vtt∥22 + |ξ̈|2 + ∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22) + c3 δ
2D2∥D(ṽt)∥42

+c4(1 + D2)∥D2v∥22 + c5δ
2D2

(
1 + D2

)
.

(C.15)

By the well-known inequality [7, Theorem 2.1]

∥vt∥4 ≤ c ∥vt∥
1
4
2 ∥∇vt∥

3
4
2

with c independent of Rk, we find

|(divB(ṽ), |vt|2)| ≤ c ∥D(ṽ)∥2∥vt∥24 ≤ c ∥D(ṽ)∥2∥vt∥
1
2
2 ∥D(vt)∥

3
2
2 ,

so that, by (C.2)2 and Young inequality we obtain

|(divB(ṽ), |vt|2)| ≤ c ϵ
4
3
0 ∥D(vt)∥22 + c1∥vt∥22 . (C.16)

Again by Hölder inequality, (B.1)–(B.3), Sobolev theorem and (B.11), we show

∥|ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃| ∇vt∥22 ≤
(
∥ṽ∥26 + ∥B(ṽ)∥26

)
∥∇vt∥23 + c ∥D(ṽ)∥22∥D(vt)∥22

≤ c ∥D(ṽ)∥22
(
∥∇vt∥23 + ∥D(vt)∥22

)
,

(C.17)

which, in turn, by (B.6), implies

∥|ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃| ∇vt∥22 ≤ c ∥D(ṽ)∥22
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥D(vt)∥2∥D2vt∥2

)
. (C.18)

Also, using in (C.17) inequalities (C.1)2 and (B.7) we conclude

∥|ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃| ∇vt∥22 ≤ c ϵ20
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
. (C.19)

The validity of (9.38) is then a consequence of (C.15), (C.16) and (C.19). We now pass to the proof of
(9.39). From (9.2) it follows that

fff
t
= −Bt(ṽ) · ∇B(v)−B(ṽ) · ∇Bt(v) + (ṽt +Bt(ṽ)−

˙̃
ξ) · B · ∇(v +B(v))

+(ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · Bt · ∇(v +B(v)) + (ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · B · ∇(vt +Bt(v)) .
(C.20)

By Hölder inequality, (C.5)1 and (B.15) we get

∥|Bt(ṽ)| ∇B(v)∥22 ≤ ∥Bt(ṽ)∥26∥∇B(v)∥23 ≤ c δ4
(
∥D(ṽ)∥22 + ∥D(ṽt)∥22

)(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(v)∥2∥D2v∥2

)
,

(C.21)
as well as, by (C.2)2, (C.6)1 and Young’s inequality (δ ≤ c0)

∥|Bt(ṽ)| ∇B(v)∥22 ≤ c δ4
(
δ4D2 + ∥D(ṽt)∥22

)(
δ2D2 + δD∥D2v∥2

)
≤ c1 δ

2D2∥D(ṽt)∥42 + c2(1 + D2)∥D2v∥22 + c3 δ
2(D2 + D4) .

(C.22)

Again from Hölder and Sobolev inequalities, (B.11) and (C.5)2 we show

∥|B(ṽ)| ∇Bt(v)∥22 ≤ ∥B(ṽ)∥26∥∇Bt(v)∥23 ≤ c1 δ ∥D(ṽ)∥22
(
∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D2v∥22 + ∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥D2vt∥22

)
,

(C.23)
as well as, from (C.1)2, (B.11) and (C.6),

∥|B(ṽ)| ∇Bt(v)∥22 ≤ ∥B(ṽ)∥26∥∇Bt(v)∥23 ≤ c1 δ
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c2∥D2v∥22 + c3δ

4D2 .
(C.24)
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Moreover, from (C.10), (C.12) (C.22) and Lemma 4.2 we at once obtain

∥(ṽt +Bt(ṽ)−
˙̃
ξ) ·B · ∇(v+B(v))∥22 ≤ c1 δ

2D2∥D(ṽt)∥42 + c2(1+D2)∥D2v∥22 + c3 δ
2(D2 +D4) , (C.25)

whereas from (B.8), (B.18), (B.20), (C.1) and again Lemma 4.2 we infer

∥(ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · Bt · ∇(v +B(v))∥22 ≤ c1∥D2v∥22 + c2δ
4D2 . (C.26)

Finally, from (C.14), (C.19) and (C.24) we easily show

∥(ṽ +B(ṽ)− ξ̃) · B · ∇(vt +Bt(v))∥22 ≤ c δ
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22) + c1∥D2v∥22 + c2δ

4D2 . (C.27)

From (C.20)–(C.27) we deduce

∥fff
t
∥22 ≤ cδ

(
∥D(vt)∥22+∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+c1δ

2D2∥D(ṽt)∥42+c2(1+D2)∥D2v∥22+c3δ4(D2+D4) , (C.28)

which implies (9.39)1. In order to prove (9.39)2, we begin to observe that from (8.3)1 and (8.7)1, we
have

fff ♯
ℓt
=
[
f ℓt(s,v +B(v), q♯) + ν

(
∆Bt(v) +∇divBt(v)

)]
+δ
[
(V − ζ) · A · ∇(v +B(v))

]
t

+δ
[
(v +B(v)− ξ) · A · ∇V

]
t
:= f1 + f2 + f3 .

(C.29)

From Lemma 4.3 it follows that

∥f1∥22 ≤ c δ2
(
∥∇v∥21,2 + ∥∇vt∥21,2 + ∥B(v)∥22,2 + ∥Bt(v)∥22,2 + ∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∇q♯t∥22

)
.

Thus, using (B.4), (B.13), (A.1)2, (C.1)1 and (C.6)2 we infer

∥f1∥22 ≤ c δ
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c1∥D2v∥22 + c2δ

2
(
∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∇q♯t∥22

)
+ c3δ

4D2 . (C.30)

Furthermore, from (B.1), (A.1), (A.3), and (C.7),

∥f2∥22 ≤ c δ2
(
∥D(vt)∥22 + δ2D2

)
. (C.31)

Employing Hölder inequality along with (B.3) and Lemma 4.2, we show

∥f3∥22 ≤ c δ4
(
∥v∥26 + ∥vt∥26 + ∥B(v)∥26 + ∥Bt(v)∥26

)
∥∇V ∥23 + c δ4(∥D(v)∥22 + ∥D(vt)∥22)∥∇V ∥22

+c δ4
(
∥v∥26 + ∥B(v)∥26

)
∥∇V t∥23 + c δ4∥D(v)∥22∥∇V t∥22 .

Therefore, with the help of (A.1), (B.11), (C.1)1 and (C.6)1, we conclude

∥f3∥22 ≤ c1 δ ∥D(vt)∥22 + c2δ
4D2 . (C.32)

From (C.29)–(C.32) it follows that

∥fff ♯
ℓt
∥22 ≤ c δ

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c1∥D2v∥22 + c2δ

2
(
∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∇q♯t∥22

)
+ c3δ

4D2
(C.33)

which entails (9.39)2. Finally, from Lemma 4.3, (8.3)3 and (8.8) we get

|FFF ♯
t|2 ≤ c δ2

[
∥∇v∥21,2 + ∥∇vt∥21,2 + ∥B(v)∥22,2 + ∥Bt(v)∥22,2 + ∥∇q♯∥22

]
.

Thus, proceeding as in the proof of (C.30), we derive

|FFF ♯
t|2 ≤ c δ

(
∥D(vt)∥22 + ∥divT(vt, rt)∥22

)
+ c1∥D2v∥22 + c2δ

2∥∇q♯t∥22 + c3δ
4D2 , (C.34)

which proves (9.39)3.

Remark C.1 Arguing as in Remark B.1, in the inequality (C.15), (C.19), (C.28), (C.33) and (C.34) we
can replace ∥divT(vt, rt)∥2 with ∥D2vt∥2
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Appendix D: Proof of (13.9)–(13.10)

We write GGG as the sum of five contributions:

Gi := G1i −
∫
Ω

{
[2h2 (V 0 − u∗ − ζ0) · ∇V 0 + (∇s)⊤ : ∇T(V 0, p0)] · h(i)

−
(
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s · ∇V 0)⊤

)
: D(h(i))

}
−ei ·

∫
Σ

T(V 0, p0) ·H⊤(s) · ndΣ := G1i + I1
i + I2

i + I3
i + I4

i , i = 1, 2, 3 ,

(D.1)

with GGG1 given in (13.3). We begin to notice that, by its own definition, it is

V 0(x, t) = ∂ts(x, t) + ζ0(t) ≡ u∗(x, t) + ζ0(t) . (D.2)

In view of (D.2) we get

(∇s)⊤ : ∇V 0 = (∇s)⊤ : (∂t∇s) = 1
2∂t
[
(∇s)⊤ : ∇s

]
.

Therefore, by the 2π-periodicity property of s(x, t), we conclude

GGG1 = 0 . (D.3)

We next evaluate GGG0. Again by (D.2), it follows at once that

I1
i = 0 . (D.4)

Furthermore, integrating by parts and taking into account that div s = 0, we get

I2
i = −

∫
Ω

∂jsℓ∂ℓTjkh
(i)
k = −

∫
Ω

∂ℓ
(
∂jsℓTjkh

(i)
k

)
+

∫
Ω

∂jsℓTjk∂ℓh
(i)
k

= ei ·
∫
Σ

T(V 0, p0) ·H⊤(s) · ndΣ +

∫
Ω

T(V 0, p0) : (∇s · ∇h(i)) ,

which, in turn, furnishes

I2
i + I4

i =

∫
Ω

T(V 0, p0) : (∇s · ∇h(i)) . (D.5)

We next observe that

−
∫
Ω

p0 I : (∇s · ∇h(i)) = −
∫
Ω

p0 ∂jsℓ∂ℓh
(i)
j = −

∫
Ω

∂ℓ
(
p0∂jsℓh

(i)
j

)
+

∫
Ω

p0∂jsℓh
(i)
j

= −
∫
Σ

p0 ei · ∇s · n+

∫
Ω

h(i) · ∇s · ∇p0 .

From (13.6)-(13.7) we deduce

p0 ei · ∇s · n = −2h2sin2 t [ψ ∂i∇ψ · n− ei · ∇G2 · n] .

Hence, since (∇ψ)2|Σ = 1, we show∫
Σ

ψ ∂i∇ψ · n =

∫
Ω

∂ℓ(ψ∂i∂ℓψ) =
1
2

∫
Σ

(∇ψ)2ei · n = 0 . (D.6)

Moreover, from (13.5) it follows that in the frame (er, eθ, eφ) we have

∇G2(1, θ, φ) =


0 0 G′

2(1) sin θ

0 0 G′
2(1) cos θ

−G2(1) sin θ −G2(1) cos θ 0

 ,
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so that, recalling that n = −er, and G2(1) = 0

∇G2 · n|Σ = G2(1) sin θ eφ = 0 .

Next, we have

∇s · ∇p0 = −2h2sin2 t (∇a · ∇ψ +∇G2 · ∇ψ) = −h2 (∇∇ψ · ∇ψ +∇G2 · ∇ψ)

and, hence,∫
Ω

h(i) · ∇s · ∇p0 = −h2
(∫

Ω

h
(i)
k ∂k∂ℓψ∂ℓψ +

∫
Ω

h(i) · ∇G2 · ∇ψ
)
:= −h2 (I1 + I2) .

By integrating by parts and using divh(i) = 0 and (D.6), we infer

I1 = 1
2

∫
Σ

(∇ψ)2ei · n = 0 ,

which furnishes

−
∫
Ω

p0 I : (∇s · ∇h(i)) = −h2
∫
Ω

h(i) · ∇G2 · a . (D.7)

Successively, from (4.19) and (13.6) we obtain

D(V 0) : (∇s · ∇h(i)) =
{
cos2 t

[
D(a) : (∇G1 · ∇h(i)) + D(G2) : (∇G1 · ∇h(i))

]
−sin2 t

[
D(G1) : (∇a · ∇h(i)) + D(G1) : (∇G2 · ∇h(i))

]}
and so, observing that D(a) = ∇a, and cos2 t = sin2 t = 1

2 , combining (D.7) with the latter and (D.5),
it follows that

I2
i + I4

i =

∫
Ω

[
∇a : (∇G1 · ∇h(i))− D(G1) : (∇a · ∇h(i))

+D(G2) : (∇G1 · ∇h(i))− D(G1) : (∇G2 · ∇h(i))
]
− h2

∫
Ω

h(i) · ∇G2 · a .
(D.8)

Finally, since

∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s · ∇V 0)⊤ = cos2 t∇a · (∇G1 − (∇G1)
⊤)− sin2 t (∇G1 − (∇G1)

⊤) · ∇a

+cos2 t (∇G1 · ∇G2 + (∇G1 · ∇G2)
⊤)

−sin2 t (∇G2 · ∇G1 + (∇G2 · ∇G1)
⊤) .

we deduce

I3
i = 1

2

∫
Ω

[
∇a · (∇G1 − (∇G1)

⊤)− (∇G1 − (∇G1)
⊤) · ∇a

+∇G1 · ∇G2 + (∇G1 · ∇G2)
⊤ −

(
∇G2 · ∇G1 + (∇G2 · ∇G1)

⊤)] : D(h(i)) .

(D.9)

Consequently, collecting (D.1), (D.3), (D.4), (D.8) and (D.9) we show the validity of (13.9)–(13.10).
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Notation

Label Description definition/1st ap-
pearance

Ω(t), Ω0 Ω(t) ⊂ R3 is a bounded, sufficiently smooth domain repre-
senting the configuration of the body at time t , Ω0 = Ω(0)

Section 2

E (t), S(t) E (t) = R3\Ω(t) is a fluid domain, S(t) := ∂Ω(t) (≡ ∂E(t)) Section 2

v,p γ v and ρ p are velocity and pressure field of the liquid, γ
is the velocity of the center of mass

Section 2, equation
(2.7)

BR, R∗ BR is the open ball with the origin in Ω0, and radius
R > R∗ := diam (Ω0)

Section 3

Ω, ΩR, Ω
R Ω = R3\Ω0, ΩR := Ω ∩BR, Ω

R := R3\BR Section 3

ΩR1,R2
ΩR1,R2

:= BR2
\BR1

Section 3

Lq, Wm,2 Lq = Lq(A),Wm,2 =Wm,2(A) are Lebesgue and Sobolev
spaces with norm ∥ · ∥q,A, and ∥ · ∥m,2,A.

Section 3

Dm,q Dm,q = Dm,q(A) is the homogeneous Sobolev space with
semi-norm

∑
|l|=m ∥Dlu∥q,A.

Section 3

( , )A L2(A)-scalar product Section 3

K K = K(A) :=
{
φ ∈ C∞

0 (A) : ∃ φ̂ ∈ R3 s.t. φ(x) =

φ̂ in a neighborhood of Ω0

} Section 3, equation
(3.11)

C, C0 C = C(A) := {φ ∈ K(A) : divφ = 0 in A}, C0 = C0(A) :=
{φ ∈ C(A) : φ̂ = 0}

Section 3, equation
(3.11)

⟨φ,ψ⟩A ⟨φ,ψ⟩A := m φ̂ · ψ̂ + (φ,ψ)A∩Ω , φ,ψ ∈ K equation (3.12)

L2(R3) L2(R3) = {u ∈ L2(R3) : u = û in Ω0, for some û ∈ R3} equation (3.13)

H(R3) H(R3) = {u ∈ L2(R3) : divu = 0 } equation (3.13)

G(R3) G(R3) :=
{
h ∈ L2(R3) : ∃ p ∈ D1,2(Ω) s.t. h =

∇p in Ω, and h = −ϖ
∫
∂Ω

pn in Ω0

}
.

equation (3.13)

D1,2 D1,2 =
{
u ∈ L6(R3) ∩ D1,2(R3) ; divu = 0 ; u =

û in Ω0 , for some û ∈ R3
} Section 3, equation

(3.15)

L2(BR) L2(BR) := {φ ∈ L2(BR) : φ|Ω0
= φ̂ for some φ̂ ∈ R3} Section 3

H(BR) H(BR) := {φ ∈ L2(BR) : divφ = 0 , φ · n|∂BR
= 0} Section 3

D1,2(BR) D1,2(BR) := {φ ∈ W 1,2(BR) : divφ = 0 , φ|Ω0 =
φ̂ for some φ̂ ∈ R3 , φ|∂BR

= 0}
Section 3

D1,2
0 (BR) D1,2

0 (BR) := {φ ∈ D1,2(BR) : φ̂ = 0} Section 3

Wm,r
T (B) Wm,r

T (B) := {u ∈ Wm,r(I,B), for all I ⊂ R :
u is T -periodic}

Section 3

ŝ, χ̂, δ χ̂ : (x, t) ∈ Ω0 × R 7→ x+ δ ŝ(x, t) ≡ y ∈ Ω(t) Section 4, (4.1)-(4.3)
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χ, s χ : (x, t) ∈ R3 ×R 7→ x+ δ s(x, t) ≡ z ∈ R3 (extension of
χ̂)

Lemma 4.1, equation
(4.6)

A, B, C, J A := ∇χ−1 , B := A− I , C := JA− I , J := det∇χ equation (4.10)

B0 B0 = suppB = suppC Lemma 4.2

u, p, u∗ u, p are the fluid velocity and fluid pressure in the refer-
ence configuration, u∗(x, t) = ∂ts(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω0 × R

equation (4.17)

Σ Σ = ∂Ω0

f ℓ(s,u, p) f ℓ(s,u, p) := δu∗ ·A · ∇u+ B⊤ : ∇T(u, p) + ν A⊤ : ∇
(
B ·

∇u+ (B · ∇u)⊤
) equation (4.31)

fnℓ(s,u,γ) fnℓ(s,u,γ) := −(u− γ) · B·∇u equation (4.31)

F (s,u, p) F (s,u, p) := −
∫
Σ

T(u, p) ·C ·ndΣ − ν

∫
Σ

J
(
B · ∇u+ (B ·

∇u)⊤
)
· A · n dΣ

equation (4.31)

Sk,m Sk,m :=
{
g ∈ W k,2

T (Wm,2(Ω)) :
∫
Σ
g(t) · n = 0 , all t ∈

R; g(x, t) = 0 for all |x| ≥ ρ0 and t ∈ R
} Section 5

Sk,m
0 Sk,m

0 :=
{
w ∈ W k,2

T (Wm,2(Ω)) : w|Σ = 0 ; w(x, t) =

0 for all |x| ≥ ρ
}
.

Section 5

B B : g ∈ Sk,m 7→ Sk,m
0 such that divB(g) + div (C⊤ ·

B(g)) = div g in Ωρ

Proposition 5.1

V , p, ζ T -periodic solutions to the linear problem (6.1) equation (6.1)

V, q, χ V = V + V , p = p+ q , ζ = ζ + χ equation (6.2)

Ds(Ω) Ds(Ω) := L
3s

3−2s (Ω) ∩ D1, 3s
3−s (Ω) ∩ D2,s(Ω) ∩ D2,2(Ω),

s ∈ (1, 32 )
equation (6.3)

Ps(Ω) Ps(Ω) := L
3s

3−s (Ω) ∩D1,s(Ω) ∩D1,2(Ω), s ∈ (1, 32 ) equation (6.3)

W(Ω) W(Ω) :=W 3,2
T (0, T ;L2(Ω)) ∩W 2,2

T (0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)) equation (6.3)

Q(Ω) Q(Ω) :=W 2,2
T (0, T ;D1,2(Ω) ∩ L6(Ω)) equation (6.3)

V V :=W 3,2
T (W

3
2 ,2(Σ)) equation (6.3)

hi), p(i) solution to the Stokes problem (6.12) equation (6.12)

M Mji =

∫
Σ

Tjk(h
(i), p(i))nkdΣ , i, j = 1, 2, 3, equation (6.15)

V 0, p0, ζ0 T -periodic solution to the linearized problem (7.1) equation (7.1)

GGG1 GGG1 :=
∑3

i=1

[ ∫
Ω
p(i)H(s) : ∇V 0

]
ei equation (7.7)

H(s) H(s) := div s I− (∇s)⊤ equation (7.8)

u, q, ξ solution to problem (8.2), u = u+δ V , p = q+δ p , γ =
ξ + δ ζ,

Section 8

fℓ(s,u, q, ξ) fℓ(s,u, q, ξ) := f ℓ(s,u, 0) − B · ∇q − δ(V − ζ) · A · ∇u −
δ (u− ξ) · A · ∇V

equation (8.3)

fV fV := δ−1 f ℓ(s,V , p)− (V − ζ) · A · ∇V equation (8.3)
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F(s,u, q) F(s,u, q) := F (s,u, 0)−
∫
Σ

qC · n dΣ equation (8.3)

F V F V := δ−1F (s,V , p) equation (8.3)

WT (A) WT (A) :=
{
u ∈W 1,2

T (L6(A) ∩D1,2(A) ∩D2,2(A)); ∂tu ∈
W 1,2

T (L2(A))
} Section 8

v solenoidal velocity field, u = v +B(v) equation (8.5)

fff
ℓ
(s,v, q, ξ) fff

ℓ
(s,v, q, ξ) := fℓ(s,v + B(v), q, ξ) + ν

(
∆B(v) +

∇divB(v)
) equation (8.7)

fff
nℓ
(s,v, ξ) fff

nℓ
(s,v, ξ) := −B(v) · A · ∇B(v) − (v +B(v) − ξ) · B ·

∇v − (v − ξ) · B · ∇B(v)
equation (8.7)

FFF (s,v, q) FFF (s,v, q) := −2ν
∫
Σ
D(B(v)) · n+ F(s,v +B(v), q) equation (8.8)

Ωk, Bk Ωk ≡ ΩRk
, Bk ≡ BRk

such that ΩRk
⊂

ΩRk+1
, for all k ∈ N ; ∪k∈NΩRk

= Ω
equation (8.9)

ṽ, ξ̃ ṽ and ξ̃ are prescribed vector field and vector function Problem (9.1)

f , F f , F are given T -periodic functions Problem (9.1)

fff (s,v, ṽ, ξ̃) fff (s,v, ṽ, ξ̃) := −B(ṽ) · A · ∇B(v) − (ṽ +B(ṽ) − ξ̃) · B ·
∇v − (ṽ − ξ̃) · B · ∇B(v)

equation (9.2)

Sϵ0,M Sϵ0,M :=
{
ṽ ∈ W 1,4

loc (R;D1,2(Bk)) :

ṽ is T -periodic with ξ̃ = ṽ|Ω0
; ess sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥D(ṽ(t))∥2 ≤

ϵ0 ; ∥ṽ∥W 1,4(0,T ;D1,2) ≤M
}

equation (9.3)

F1, F2 F1 := ∥f∥22 + ∥f∥26
5

+ |F|2 , F2 := ∥∂tf∥22 + |Ḟ|2 equation (9.4)

F , µ F :=
[∫ T

0

(
F1 + F2 + F2

1

)
dt
] 1

2

, µ :=M2 + 1 equation (9.5)

q♯, fff ♯
ℓ
, FFF ♯ q♯ is a prescribed T -periodic function in Q(Ωk), fff ♯

ℓ
:=

fff
ℓ
(s,v, q♯, ξ) , FFF ♯ := FFF (s,v, q♯)

equation (9.9)

CT (Bk) the class of suitable ”test functions”, constituted by the
restriction to [0, T ] of functions φ ∈ C1(Bk × R)

Section 9.1

ψi {ψi} ⊂ D1,2(BRk
)∩W 2,2(Ωk) is an orthonormal basis of

H(BRk
) that is also orthogonal in D1,2(Ωk).

equations (9.12),
(9.13)

vN , ξN approximated solution to (9.10), i.e. solution to (9.18) equation (9.17)

H(ṽ,v) H(ṽ,v) := −
[
Bt(v)+(ṽ−ξ̃)·∇B(v)+(ṽ+B(ṽ)−ξ̃)·∇v

]
equation (9.22)

G(ṽ,v) G(ṽ,v) := −
[
Btt(v) + (ṽt +Bt(ṽ) +

˙̃
ξ) · ∇v + (ṽt +

˙̃
ξ) ·

∇B(v) + (ṽ − ξ̃) · ∇Bt(v)
] equation (9.35)

D D :=
[∫ T

0

(
δ2F1 + ∥∇q♯∥22

)
dt
] 1

2

equation (9.37)

D D := ∥vt∥22 + |ξ̇|2 + (1 + D2)∥D2v∥22 + δ2D2(1 + D2 +

∥∇V t∥22 + ∥∇V t∥23) + δ4F2 + δ2(∥∇q♯∥22 + ∥∇q♯t∥22)
equation (9.40)

V1, V2 V1 := ∥fV ∥22+∥fV ∥26
5

+ |F V |2 , V2 := ∥∂tfV ∥22+ |Ḟ V |2 . Section 10
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C Definition 12.1

g0 g0(x, t) := (∇s)⊤ : ∇T(V 0, p0) + ν div
(
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s ·

∇V 0)
⊤)+ (V 0 − u∗ − ζ0) · ∇V 0

equation (12.1)

G0 G0(t) := −
∫
Σ

[
T(V 0, p0) · H⊤(s) − ν

(
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s ·

∇V 0)
⊤)] · ndΣ

equation (12.1)

v0, r0,σ0 solution to (12.2) Problem (12.2)

GGG0 G0i := −
∫
Ω

{
[(V 0 − u∗ − ζ0) · ∇V 0 +

(∇s)⊤ : ∇T(V 0, p0)] · h(i) −
ν
(
∇s · ∇V 0 + (∇s · ∇V 0)⊤

)
: D(h(i))

}
− ei ·∫

Σ

T(V 0, p0) ·H⊤(s) · ndΣ , i = 1, 2, 3

equation (12.7)

v, r,σ u = δ2v , q = δ2r , ξ = δ2σ equation (12.11)

GGG GGG = GGG0 +GGG1 Section 12
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