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ABSTRACT. We prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the time-
dependent incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with a free-boundary gov-
erned by surface tension. The solution is found using a topological fixed-point
theorem that requires the analysis of a model linear problem consisting of the
time-dependent Stokes equation with linearized mean-curvature forcing on the
boundary. We use energy methods to establish new types of spacetime esti-
mates which allow us to find a unique weak solution to this linear problem. We
then prove regularity of the weak solution, and establish the a priori estimates
required by the topological fixed-point theorem.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We are concerned with establishing the existence and uniqueness of the time-
dependent incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with a free-surface governed by
surface tension. Let Qg C R? denote an open bounded domain with boundary
Ty := 90Q. For each ¢t € (0,T], we wish to find the domain Q(¢), a divergence-free
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velocity field w(t,-), a pressure function p(t,-) on Q(t), and a volume-preserving
transformation n(¢,-) : Qg — R3 such that

(1) = n(t, ), (1.1a)
ne(t, @) = u(t,n(t, x)), (1.1b)

ug —vAu+ (u-V)u=-Vp+ f, (1.1c)
divu =0, (1.1d)
vDefun—pn=cHn on T(t):=n(tTy), (1.1e)
u(0,2) = uo(x), (1.1f)

)

n(0,z) = =, (1.1g

where v is the kinematic viscosity, ¢ > 0 denotes the surface tension, n(t,-) is
the outward pointing unit normal to I'(t), H(t,-) := 5 divn(t,-) denotes the mean
curvature of I'(¢), and Def u is twice the rate of deformation tensor of u, given in
coordinates by u?, j +u? ;. All Latin indices run through 1, 2, 3, the Einstein summa-
tion convention is employed, and indices after commas denote partial derivatives.

Solonnikov studied the solvability of (L)) in [8, @]. His proof did not rely on
energy estimates, but rather on Fourier-Laplace transform techniques, which re-
quired the use of exponentially weighted anisotropic Sobolev-Slobodeskii spaces
with only fractional-order spatial derivatives for the analysis, as well as for the
statement of the main result on solvability. In particular, he required the initial
data ug € H*(Qo;R3?) for s € (2,2.5). In a more recent article Tani in [T1] used
Solonnikov’s functional framework, but applied a new nonlinear iteration procedure
in order to prove the solvability result; unfortunately, the linear problem which he
poses in equation (4.3) on page 319 of [I1] is not solvable.

In the case that €2 is an infinite horizontal layer of fluid with a rigid bottom and
a free surface, Beale [2] established the stability of the equilibrium state; namely, he
showed that small perturbation of the flat surface continue for all time. The analysis
made clever use of the fact that the normal vector is constant on R? so that the
boundary terms arising from surface tension involve surface Laplacians of a scalar
field, whereas for a general domain 2y (wherein the normal does not commute with
the surface Laplacian), the operators act on a vector-valued field. This is a subtle
issue which significantly simplifies the stability analysis. Analytically, Beale used
the Laplace transform for the time variable; this required the use of fractional-order
derivatives for his analysis as well.

In this paper, we develop energy methods, based on a new type of energy in-
equality for the weak formulation of the fundamental linearized problem, arising
from Solonnikov’s method of successive approximations . We use this inequality
to obtain weak solutions of this linear problem, proceed to develop the necessary
regularity theory, and then provide a topological fixed-point theory for the mapping
associated with the method of successive approximations; this, in turn, yields our
unique solution to (). As we shall specify below, we choose the initial velocity
field ug to be in the space H3 (Q0;R?), and prove the unique solvability of ([))
in the natural energy space L?(0,T; H3,, (Q(t); R?)) associated to this initial con-
dition. Our proof of regularity illuminates the subtleties between the smoothing
effects of surface tension and the derivative loss which surface tension appears to
induces upon the successive approximation scheme.
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In addition to the energy methods that we use for the basic linear problem,
we employ the Tychonoff fixed-point theorem to prove existence of solutions to
the Navier-Stokes equations; our approach requires less regularity on the forcing
function f than is required by the Banach fixed-point theorem used by Solonnikov.

2. THE BASIC ENERGY LAW

To understand the intrinsic dynamics of interface flow, let us set the external
forcing f to zero. Let K(t) = %fﬂ(t) |u(t, z)|*dx denote the kinetic energy of the
fluid, and let A(t) denote the surface area of I'(t). If there are smooth solutions of
[Cd), they must satisfy the following basic energy law:

4 [K(t) +0A(t)] = —V/ | Def u|?dz .

When o = 0 but v > 0, the kinetic energy decays, whereas when v = 0 and o > 0,
there is a delicate balance between the kinetic energy of the fluid and the surface
area of the moving boundary, the sum achieving a critical point of the total energy.
In the former case, the problem behaves as if it was parabolic, whereas in the latter
case, it behaves almost as though it was hyperbolic; Beale [2] viewed the system as
being of mized character. We view the system as behaving more as though it was
parabolic; the estimates for the linearized system show that viscosity is necessary
to control the higher-order derivatives of the surface tension term on the boundary.
On the other hand, this coupling is seen only when one linearizes about an interface
for which the normal vector is not constant. For example, in the problem that Beale
considered in [2], smoothing on the interior due to viscosity, and smoothing on the
boundary due to surface tension decouple at the level of the linearized equations.

3. LAGRANGIAN FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM
Let
a(x) = [V(x)] 7, (3.1)

where (Vn(z))% = 9n'/0x7 (x) denotes the matrix of partial derivatives of 7. Let
v = uon denote the Lagrangian or material velocity field, ¢ = pon is the Lagrangian
pressure function, and F' = f o7 is the forcing function. Then ([[TIl) can be written
as

N =0 in (0,T) x Qo, (3.2a)

vl — V(a{afvi,k ),j +akqy = F* in (0,7) x Qo, (3.2b)

afv' =0 in (0,7)x Qo, (3.2¢)

vt al + ol af)a{Nj - qazNj =a/A,(n)  on (0,T)x Ty, (3.2d)
v = ug on Qo x {t =0}, (3.2e)

n=1Id on Qo x {t =0}, (3.2f)

where N denotes the outward-pointing unit normal to I'g, and

Dg(n) = (Hn)on
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is defined as follows: denote the Laplacian on I'y with respect to the induced metric
g by Ay, so that in local coordinates {y®, a =1,2} on Iy,

0? 0
Noien =P, | ——— = T7 (¢, )— 3.3
s =80 (o ~ Tl ) (3.3
where g*% = g;Bl,
on' . o 1 99p5 | 9as _ 09ap
o = 7—0ij 7=, d T, =247 — , 3.4
g 163 8ya Jayﬁ an af 29 (8ya + ayﬁ ay(; ( )

where §;; denotes the usual (identity) metric on R3. In the computation of the
induced metric in [4l), the flow map 7 is restricted to the boundary. Throughout
the paper, all Greek indices run through 1, 2.

4. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

We begin by specifying our notation for certain vector and matrix operations.
We write the Euclidean inner-product between two vectors  and y as z - y,
so that z -y = 2% .
The transpose of a matrix A will be denoted by A”, i.e., (AT)é- = Af
We write the product of a matrix A and a vector bas A b, i.e, (A b)" = A%b7.
The product of two matrices A and S will be denoted by A-S, i.e., (AS); =
L
k*~j
The trace of the product of two matrices A and S will be denoted by A : S,
i.e., A: S = Trace(A-S) = A’ S7.
For s > 0 and a Hilbert space (X, | - ||x), H*(€; X) denotes the Sobolev space
of X-valued functions with s distributional derivatives in L?(Q; X), the equiva-
lence class of functions which are measurable and have finite || - || p2-norm, where

11220y = Joo 1 (@) [
For T' > 0 and integers m > 1, we set

VHT) = {w € L*(0,T; H(Qo; R™)) | wy € L2(0,T; H (Qo; R™))},
VHT) = {w € L*(0,T; H*(Qo; R™)) | wy € L*(0,T; L*(Q0; R™))},
V3(T) = {w € L*(0,T; H3(Qo; R™)) | wy € L2(0,T; H (Q; R™))},

where for any Hilbert space X, we use X’ to denote the dual space. Letting I' := 912,
we use H5(I';R™) to denote the dual space of H*(T'; R™). We shall also need the
spaces

VE(T)={w e VHT) | divw =0}, k=1,2,3,
as well as the space (of weak solutions)
V(T) ={w € L*(0,T; H*(Q; R?)) | divw = 0,
t
| awlle,dr € 1707 1o ),
0
where in components [N - Vou]* = N, gg A dzv'. When there is no time dependence,

we shall use V to denote the space {¢p € H'(Qo,R3) | divyy = 0, N - Vo €
L3(To; R3)}.
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LEMMA 4.1. The space V is separable.

Proof. The mapping I : v — (01v,d2v, J3v,v, Vv - N) is an isometry from V into
the separable space [L?(£2o;R?)]* x L?(I'o; R?). As a subset of a separable space,
I(V) is separable (see, for instance, [B]), and consequently V is also a separable
space. (I

5. THE MAIN THEOREM

THEOREM 5.1. Let Qg C R3 be a smooth, open and bounded subset, and suppose
that v >0, o > 0, and ug € H3,,(Q;R?) satisfies the compatibility condition

[Def ug N]tan =0 on T, (5.1)
and that
feL*0,T;H'(R*R?), fi € L*(0,T; H'(R*R%)). (5.2)

Existence. Then there exists a T > 0 depending on ug, f, and Qg, such that there
exists a solution v € V3(T) and q € V*(T) of the problem {Z3). Furthermore, n €
CO([0, T); H3(Q0; R3)) and the surface tension term o\ g(n) € L2(0,T; H? (Do; R3)).

Uniqueness. Moreover, if there exists K > 0 such that

vVt <T, V¥(z,y) € R® x R3,
(5.3)
i.e, f, Vf, and f; are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in the spatial variable, then
the solution is unique.

REMARK 1. The regularity of our unique solution v € V3(T) implies that for each
t € [0,T) there is a unique domain Q(t) of reqularity class H®, a unique divergence-
free wvelocity field on Q(t), u € L?(0,T; H3(Q(¢); R?)), and a unique pressure func-
tion p € L%(0,T; H*(Q(t); R)) solving the Eulerian problem (). Also, although
we have stated our results for three-dimensional fluid motion, all of our results hold
for two-dimensional fluid motion as well.

REMARK 2. Theorem [21 differs from the existence and uniqueness assertions of
Solonnikov [9], which require the initial velocity field ug to be taken in HS, (S20;R?)
for s € (2,2.5), and does not permit the integer value s = 2.

REMARK 3. Our theorem also differs from that of Solonnikov’s [9] in that we require
only the minimal regularity assumptions [ZA) on the forcing function f in order
to establish the existence of solutions, whereas the additional Lipschitz assumption
E3) is needed only for uniqueness. This is due to our method of proof which
employs the Tychonoff fized-point theorem instead of the Banach fixed-point theorem
used in [9].

6. THE BASIC LINEAR PROBLEM
We denote the surface Laplacian on I'y by
Ao = Dy(o,)
where Ay .y is defined in [E3) and B4, and g(0, -) is the induced metric at ¢ = 0.
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We are concerned with the time-dependent linear problem
wy — vAW = -Vp+ f in (0,T) xQo, (6.1a)
divo=a in (0,T) x Qo, (6.1b)

t
vDefw N —pN =o(N - AO/ w(s)ds+ B)N +g on (0,T)x Ty, (6.1c)
0
W = Wy on Qo x {t=0}. (6.1d)
THEOREM 6.1. Given v > 0, 0 > 0, and § € L2(0,T; H2(To; R®)) with g, €

L2(0,T; H-2(To; R)), and §(0, -)san = 0, and the initial data @ € HZ,(Q0;R?)
satisfying the compatibility condition

[Def o Nean = 0, (6.2)
)

B € C°0,T; H3(To;R)), By € L*(0,T; H=(To;R)), with B(0,-) =0, a € V(T
with a(0,-) = 0, and f € VY(T), there exists a unique solution w € V3(T) and
p € V3(T) of @) for any T > 0. Furthermore, we have the estimate
[90| 20,713 (2R3 + |V - A0/0 w(s )dSHCO (0.1} % (o)) T [Pl L2(0,7;72(90:R))
+ | @ell 20,711 (90m3)) + IV - Do + [Ipell 20,7312 (20 m))

+ Il

L2(0,T;H3 (To:R))

+ IV L2(0,T;H™ % (To;R))

L2(0,T;H™ % (To;R%))
< C (Jlwollrz(anizs) + 1900:) - Ny o + 1Ol 2z

+ 1 Fll 220,780 900:82)) + [1Fell 220,711 (90:R%))

+ @l 20,7122 (2:R)) T 1@l 220,752 (00 R)) + ||B||CO([07T];H%(FO;R))

B 20,7203 (royy T 19 20,7808 rimyy T ”gtHL%o,T;H*%(Fo;R))) ’

(6.3)

where the C may depend on T, Qo, v, o, and C(T) remains bounded as T — 0.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 611
7.1. Weak solutions on 2.

7.1.1. The divergence-free linear problem. We first transform (G.JI) into a divergence-
free problem for the velocity field. To do so, we shall consider the following elliptic
problem: For a.e. t € [0,T], we solve

—Ar(t,-) =a(t,-) in Qo, (7.1a)
r(t,) =ro(t,-) on Ty, (7.1b)
—Noro(t,) =a(t,r) on Ty, (7.1c)
where A\ denotes the surface Laplacian on I'g, and define
u(t,-) = Vr(t,-). (7.2)

LEMMA 7.1. v € V3(T) and [Defv, N]- N € L2(0,T; H2(To; R)), and
0(0,)=0. (7.3)
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Proof. For a.e. 0 <t < T, a(t,") € H*(Q,R) and a;(t, ) € L*(Qp,R). It follows
by elliptic regularity of Ao that for a.e. 0 <t < T, ro(t,-) € H35(To,R) and
Oyro(t, ) € HY5(Tg,R), so that by elliptic regularity of the Dirichlet problem, we
see that r(t,-) € H*(Qo,R) and 74(t,-) € H?(Q,R), so that v € V3(T). By the
usual compactness argument, v € C([0, T]; H2(0; R?)), and since a(0,-) = 0, we
see that v(0,-) = 0.

It remains to show that [Defv, N]- N € L2(0,T; Hz(Io;R)) (which is better
than the trace provides). We may characterize the surface Laplacian as the trace
of the operator VoV, where Vj is the surface gradient, given by

Vo=(Id-—N®N) V.
A simple computation shows that on I'y
A=Ng+ Vo [N@N)V|+(N®N):VV.
Because of ([Ia) and (ZId),
(N®N):VVr,=-=Vo-[(N®N) V]r, (7.4)

and since
[Defvy N]-N=2(N®N): Vo, =2(N®N) : VVr,

(where we have used ([L2) for the second equality), (L) proves the lemma, since
Vr, € L2(0,T; Hz (Tg; R?)). 0

We define the new divergence-free velocity field
w=w-0, (7.5)
and correspondingly, the modified data:
f=f—v+vhv, (7.6)
g=7g— [vDef v Nltan,
B:B—i—N-Ao/Otv(s)ds—u(Defv N)-N,

and
wp := w(0) =g, (7.7)
where we have used [C3) for [Z), and []tan denotes the tangential component.
LEMMA 7.2. The modified data has the following regularity:
fevim) :
g € LX(0, T H* (o R%)), g € LP(0,T5 H * (Do R)),
B € C°([0.T): H? (To;R)), By € L2(0,T): H* (To: R)),

and
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Proof. Equations ([CX) and ([C3) follow from ([3) and the fact that B(0,-) = 0.
Lemma [Tl also establishes the desired regularity for f, g, g;, B, and B;. It
remains to show that f; € L?(0,7; H'(Q;R3)"). From (ZH) we see that f; =
ft — vt + vAv; has the desired regularity if vy € L2(0,T; H*(Qo; R3)’). This is
true if @, € L2(0,T; H?(Qo; R)’), which is the case if wy; € L?(0,T; H*(Qo; R3)).
This follows from ([EIal) and the a priori estimate {E3) which shows that Vp; €
L2(0,T; HY(Qo; R3)"). O

REMARK 4. To be more precise, we may define a® := Jxa for a family of Friedrichs
mollifiers J¢, and then pass to the limit as e — O after obtaining the a priori estimate
(E3). The above lemma proves the consistency in allowing f € VY(T) (and hence
Vp: € L?(0,T; H*(Q0; R?)") ) with the estimate [G.3) which is itself established using
that f € VI(T).

We now consider the following divergence-free problem:
w —vAw=—-Vp+ f in (0,T) x Qo, (7.10a)
divw =0 in (0,7) x Qo (7.10b)
t
vDefw N —pN = o(N - AO/ w(s)ds + B)N +¢g on (0,T) x T, (7.10c)
0

w = wo on Qo x {t=0}. (7.10d)

7.1.2. Weak solutions of [7.10). We shall need the following
LEMMA 7.3. Foru € H*(Ty) and v € HY(Ty),

/(N-Aou)(N-v)dS:— Dau'gs 95( NI NY) dS .
F() FO

Proof. Letting g = det go, integration by parts using the formula
0™ Oalag5" 0pu) = 65" (0251 — (o) 01l

yields the result for all u € C*°(Ty), and hence by approximation for all u €
H?(Ty). O

This allows us to make the following

DEFINITION 7.1. Let wy € L2, = {w € L*(Q;R3)| divw = 0} . A wvector
w € V(T) with wy € L*(0,T;V') is a weak solution of {7.10) provided that

. 14
(1) <wt7U> + §(Defw7 Def U)L2(QO;R9) = <f7 U) + <97U>F0

t
+0 | BN-vdS— a/ / Do’ (s,-)ds g3° dg(N7WNY)dS Vv eV,
FO F() 0
and
(ii) w(0, ) = wo,

for a.e. 0 <t < T, where (-,-) denotes the duality pairing between H' (£, R?)
and H'(Qo,R3), and (-,-)r, denotes the duality pairing between H? (Do, R3) and
H~2(To,R3).
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7.1.3. Galerkin approzimations. For
€ LP(0, T H (Q;R)), g € L*(0,T; H 2 (To; RY)),
the Riesz representation theorem asserts the existence of
f e L*(0, T H (Q:R?)), g€ L*(0,T; H? (Lo RY)),
respectively, such that
(f,0) = (f,0)mi@pms)s (9,0)r, = (9:9) 3 (oo

Lemma ET] guarantees the existence of a basis {¢x}72, of V which is also an
orthonormal basis of L?, with respect to the L?(£; R?) inner-product. Fix m € N,
and let wy, : [0,7] — V be given by

= i/\ (7.11)

k=1
where we choose the coefficients A¥, (¢) for ¢t € [0,7] and k = 1, ..., m such that
A6 (0) = (W0, Vi) L2(Q0:R3) (7.12)

and, letting w!,, := Opwy,,

1% ~
(wWy, Vi) L2(02:R5) + —(Def Wi, Def Yr) 12(00ir3) = (f s V) 51 (005r3) + (G, k) 3 (Do)

+ (BN, k) 2(ryms) — 0/ / )ds g&° A5 (N7 (1) N*) dS . (7.13)
T'o

PROPOSITION 7.1. For each m € N, there exists a unique function w,, of the form

(7I1) satisfying (713) and (713).

Proof. Assuming w,, has the structure of ([I1l), we define

Gjr, = (Def v, Def Y1) 2o msy, Hin = | 9alt)t 95" 95(N? (1)) N7) dS.
o

Letting
Fy(t) = (f, ) 1 0;m8) + 0 (BN, ]y ) 12 (rg;ms) + (9 ¥lro) 14 1y ps)
we write [ZI3) as
t
AR (1) + ngk)\Zn(t) + aij/O N (r)dr = Fi,(t). (7.14)

Let dJ ( fo M. (r)dr so that
d’ (0) = 0. (7.15)
Hence, di'(t) = M,(t), and we may write ([ZI4) as the second-order ordinary
differential equation
dh," () + 5 Gy, (8) + o Higdl, (1) = Fi(t), (7.16)

subject to the initial conditions ([LIZ) and ([CIH). By the fundamental theorem
of ordinary differential equations, there exists (for each k = 1,...,m) a unique
absolutely continuous function d¥,(t) satisfying (CI6), [CI2) and ([ZIH) for a.e.
0 <t < T, and hence Ak (¢) satisfying (ZI). Thus, w,, defined by ([ZII)) solves
1) for a.e. 0 <t < T. O
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7.1.4. Energy estimates.

THEOREM 7.1. There exists a constant C, depending only on Qg and T, such that

t
2 2
onax, [wim ()1 22002y + IV - v0/0 wm(S)d5||L2(r0;R)} + llwmll 220,11 (20i%)

< @+ CD) [If 120 rim ooy + 1B rizewom)

+lgl?, + 1+ CM)wollZ2pms) (7.17)

2(0,T;H™ % (FO;R3)):|

form=1,2 ... where C(T) = (¢4T + 55T2)651T+52T2 for some constants é; > 0,
i =1,2,3,4,5.
Proof. We multiply m by Ak (t), sum for k =1,...,m, to find that

(Wy, Win ) L2(020:R3) + (Def W, Def win ) 12 (0009) = (f Win) 111 (00:%) + (4, wm)H%(FDAR?,)

+a/ BN - wyy, dS—o/ / W (5,-)ds g5 Os(NIw,’ NY) dS  (7.18)
T'o

for a.e. 0 <t <T. We will make use of Korn’s inequality which states that for
u € H'(Qo;R3), there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on g, such that
||Vu||2Lz(QO;R9) <C [HUHQN(QU;RS) + || Def u||%2(QO;R9)}, so that the right-hand-side

defines a norm equivalent to the H'(Qp,R*)-norm. For j € N, we will use ¢; to
denote a positive constant which generally only depends on the domain 2y unless
otherwise specified, and ¢ > 0 will represent a small number.

Using Young’s inequality, for a.e. t € [0,T],

(f s wm) i oime) = (Frwm)2(000) + (Vi f, Viwm) p2(aomo)
< 02(6)||f||%{1(90;]R3) + €llwml|F (k2
= 02(€)||f||§11(90;R3)/ + €||wm||%{1(szo;R3)
Similarly for a.e. t € [0, 7],

~ 1 1
(gv wm)H2 (To;R3) (ga wm)L2(I‘0 ;R3) + ((_A0)4gv (_A0)4wm)L2(F0§R3)

< 2 2

< eI,y g o+ lwmly
2

cs(e )||9||H7§(F B9) +6||wm||H1(Qg;R3)

where we have used Young’s inequality for the second inequality, that || g|| A} o) =

||g||H%(F £5)’ and the trace theorem for the last equality. Also, (BN, wm)r2(ry;rs) <
05

cs(e)|| B2, ToR) T €||wm||%{1(520;R3) for a.e. 0 <t <T. Since (w),, Wm)r2(0r3) =
2dt||wm||L2(QO 3y, adding I/||U}m||%2(QO;R3) to both sides of [IF), yields the in-
equality

d 2 2 < 2
E”meL%QU;R?") + c1llwm |51 (orsy < c2(Of 7 qpirs)y + c3le )||9||H,§(F ®9)

+cs(e )||B||2L2 To:R) T C4||wm||%2(QD;R3) + 2€||wm||§ll(Qo;R3)

—a/ /wm Vds g8” 05(N7w,,” N) dS . (7.19)
Lo
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We now study the last term in this inequality. Expanding the dg term, and
integrating by parts yields

2

t
/N-Vowmdr ds
0

= [ s g3 PN a5 = =3 4
ro Jo 2dt Jp,

t t
— (N . Vo/ Wy, dr, Vo N - wm) + (VON / Wy, dry N - Vowm)
0 L2(To;R?) 0 L2(To;R?)

¢ ¢
+ <V0N / Wy, dr, Vo N - wm) +/ Ni,ag/ Wiy drgg‘ﬁNjwmj ds
0 L2(To;R2)  JTo 0

t
+/ Ni,ﬁ/ Wy drgo®® o Nw,, 7 dS (7.20)
I'o 0

where (Vo f, Voh)parok2) = Jp, fra 967 hop dS.
Choosing e sufficiently small and 0 <t < T < T, integrating (ZI9) from 0 to T,
and using [ZZ0), we obtain the inequality

2

T
~ g
||wm(T)||%2(QO;R3) + 5 / /0 N - Vo’wm(T)dT ds + c5||wm||iQ(O,T;H1(Qo;]R3))

o

< ||wm(0)||%2(QO;R3) + 62(6)||f||i2(0,T;H1(QO;]R3)’)

2
eI, 7t o

T t
+ C4||wm||iz(0,T;L2(I‘0;]R3)) - U/O <N : V0/0 Wm dT7 VON . wm) dt

L2(To;R2)
T t
+ 0/ (VQN / Wy, dr, N - Vowm) dt
0 L2(To;R2)

0
T t
/ / Wy (1)dr
0o Jry lJo

where the last term above bounds the last three terms on the right-hand-side of
equation (C2). By Young’s inequality and Korn’s inequality,

+ 03(6)||B||i2(O,T;L2(F0;]R))

+ 6 lw| dS dt,

T t
O’/ (N . Vo/ Wy dr, Vo N - wm) dt
0 0 L2(Tg;R2?)

t
/ N - Vowp,(r)dr| dSdt+ 6|\wm||iQ(O)T;H1(QO;R3)) (7.21)
0
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Next, an integration-by-parts in ¢ yields

T t
a/ <V0N / Wy, dr, N - Vowm) dt
0 0 L2(T;R2)

T t
< —U/ (VON-wm,N-VO/ Win dr) dt
0 0 L2(To;R2)

T T
+ o (VON / Wy, dr, N - VO/ Wy, dr) . (7.22)
0 0

L2(To;R2)

The first term on the right-hand-side of [ZZ2) is the same as ([CZI). Young’s
inequality for the second term gives

T T
o VON-/ wmdr,N-Vo/ Wiy, dr
0 0
Se/
o

By the general trace theorem (see Theorem 5.22 in [I]), there is a constant C
such that f[i, |wp, [2dS < C||Vwm||%1,5(QO_R3) and by the standard interpolation
inequality,

L2(To;R?)

7 2 7
/ N - Vowm(r)dr| dS + cs(e) / |w,,|? dS dt. (7.23)
0 0 To

vamH%lf’(Qo;Rg) < C||Vwm||2Lg(QO;R9)||wm||2LS2(QO;R3)

for r + s = 1. Thus, with Young’s inequality

T T
(@) [ [ Tl a8 dt < claon i s ymn + 0@ | Tz 00
’ (7.24)

Finally, Jensen’s inequality together with Young’s inequality and the trace theorem
provides the inequality

CG/OT/FO /Otwm(r)dr

T t
< clo(e)T/ /Q / | Def wyy, (7)|?dr dS dt + 6||w7”||i2(O,T;H1(Qo;R3))
0 0J0

|wp,| dS dt

T ot
S 011T‘/0 /0 || Def wm('r)H%{l (Qo;Rg)dT dt + EH’meiQ(O,T;Hl (Q;R3))" (725)
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Using ([Z21)), (C22), (CZ3), [C24)), and [C2H) we arrive at the basic inequality

2

||wm(T)||%2(QD;R3) +c12 ds + 013||wm||iQ(O,T;H1(QO;]R3))

T
/ N - Vowp,(r)dr

< N (0) 32 2 +02||f||L2 T ) L LN YR

T
el Bl om0 [ 10Ol a0

T 2
+ 014/ /
0o Jro

Letting

T pt
det+c11T/ /||wm(r)||§11(QO;R3)drdt.
0 0
(7.26)

t
/ N - Vowp(r) dr
0

- . 9

T
ym(T) ::/ ["wm(t)||%2(QU;R3) + / N - Vowp, dr as dt
0 o IJO

t
+/ ||wm||§11(QO;R3)dr] dt (727)
3 2
¢(T) C2||f||L2(OTH1(QO iR3)) +c 3||g||L2(OTH7§(I‘ R3)) +03||B||L2(O,T;L2(F0;R)) )
(7.28)

we may choose new constants ¢é1, éa, and és, and write (ZZ0) as the differential
inequality

Y (T) < [E2T + &1Jym(T) + E3(T) + [ wm (0)[1 72005
< [&T + élym(T) + E¢(T) + |lwoll72(qms): (7.29)
It follows that

S—
~

ym(T) < Cea T+ [T G (s) + l[woll72 (o sy ) s

~ ~ 2
< CTe et (e39(T) + ||w0||%2(520;R3))a
so that
Yin (1) < [o+ (@ + &%) T+ | 6(T)
+ (1 T + T2 ™) g a0 (7.30)
for 0 < T < T. Since v/, (T) implies the left-hand-side of inequality (ZIT), this
proves the theorem. ([

7.1.5. Existence. We first have the following
THEOREM 7.2. For wy € L2, , there exists a weak solution of (710) satisfying

t
2 2 2
s [nw(t)nmmmm +IN -V [ w<s>ds||m<rmw>} el 2ot o
< C(T) [lwola(gize) + 113202, om0y

2 2
+IB HL2 (0,T;H3 (To;R)) ”gHL2 0,T;H™ 3 (To;R3))

} . (7.31)
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Proof. We first pass to the weak limit as m — oo. The a priori bounds [ZI1) show
that there exists a subsequence {w,y,, } such that

W, —w in V(T). (7.32)

Since equation ([ZIF) holds for a.e. 0 < ¢t < T, we multiply by a function £ €
D([0,T7), choose a linear combination of {wg}}_,, with p < m, which we denote
by ¥, and integrate by parts on the time derivative to obtain

T T
1%
_ / (Wi, §/(t)\11p)L2(QO;R3)dt + ) / (Def Wi, , £(t) Def ‘Ilp)L2(QO;]R9)dt
0 0

T
/ (f 60 %p) 11 (0 RS)dt+/0 (9:€WYp) 3 ey &

+0/ /FBN-g(t)qudet

—a/ /P / ,)ds g5 €(1)0s (N7 (W,) NP dSdt . (7.33)

From ([Z32), we see that the limit w satisfies

T T
14
/ (w/,f(t)‘l’p)Lz(Qo;RS)dt+5/ (Def w, £(t) Def W) 12 (qro)dt
0 0

T
/ (f.&)w )Hl(szoR*)dtJF/ (9 €)¥) 43 1y sy &

+o//B§ )W, dSdt
o

—0/ /F / s g2 €(Hs (NI (W, N dSdt . (7.34)

By density of the ¥, in V, ([L34) holds for any v € V replacing ¥,. By denseness
of D([0,T]) ® V in L?(0,T;V), we see that w; := w’ € L?(0,T;V’), and by the
inequality (CIM), w € V(T'), so that condition (i) of Definition E[] is satisfied.

Let y be given by [CZ0) with w replacing w,,; we show that y’ satisfies (Z30).
Fix T € [0,T], choose § > 0 small, and integrate ([I7) from T to T + § to find

T46 t
A hwm%meNwAmwmmmmﬂmmmmmwﬁw

T+06
< [ {@+ o) 1o mmmumer) + 1B oo

+lgl?

2
£2(0,T; Hif(l—‘ ]R3)):| + (1 + C(T))||w0||L2(QO;R3)} dt . (735)
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Since w,, — w in V(T'), by lower semi-continuity of weak convergence, we have
that

T+6 t
/T [nw(t)n%mmm+||N-vo / W()d5] a0y + 10120, m oy |

T+6 t
<timint [ [||wm<t>||%z<go;w> HIN Vo [ (sl

m—00

+me||%2(O,T;H1(QO;R3))} dt. (7.36)

Since for arbitrary § the inequality fg”(f(t) — g(t))dt < 0 implies that f(T) —
g(T) < 0; putting together ([Z3G) and [Z3H) shows that

T
||w(T)||%2(QU;R3) + IV v0/0 w(S)d5||2L2(FU;R2) + ||w||2L2(O,T;H1(QO;]R3))
< (& +C(T)) [||f||2L2(o,T;H1(QO;R3)/) + ||B||2L2(0,T;L2(FU;R))

19 g3 | 1+ COMnl g (737

for all T € [0, T], which establishes (3.
Next, we address the issue of the initial condition. From ([Z3), there is an
M > 0 such that

sup ||w(t)||L2(QU;R3) < M7
te[0,T)

so for each sequence {t,}n>; with ¢, — 0 as n — oo, there is a subsequence {t,,}
such that w(t,,) = W in L*(Q;R?) as n; — co. Since wy € L*(0,T;V), it follows
that w € C°([0,T]; V'), so that (w(ty,), )y — (w(0),1)y as n; — oo for all ¢ € V.
(-, )y denotes the duality pairing between V and V’. Thus w(0) = W in L?(Q; R3).

REMARK 5. The inequality (7.30) shows that
hngIOJP [w(T)1 72003y < lwoll22qgms) »
from which we may infer that w(t) — w(0) strongly in L*(Qo;R3) as t — 0.

To show that w(0) = wy, we first note from ([Z3)), that

T T T
1% ~
— / (w,vl)Lz(QO;Rs)dt + 3 / (Defw,Defv)p(Qo;Rg)dt = / (f,U)Hl(QU;RS)dt
0 0 0

T
+/ (g,v) o, RS)dt-i-U/ /FOBN vdSdt

_U/ /r / s go” 9p(NTvI N') dSdt . + (w(0), v(0)) £2 (k)
0 (7.38)
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for each v € C1([0, T); V) with v(T) = 0. Similarly, from (Z33) we deduce

T T T
v .
— / (Winy s V") L2 (00 m3) dE + 3 / (Def Wy, , Def v) 20 roydt = / (f,v) L2 (Qq:rs)dt
0 0 0

T T
+/ (g,v)Hé(Qng)dHJ/{) /ro BN -vdSdt

0
T ¢
—O'/ / 8a/ wi”(s,~)dsggﬁ 8g(vajNi)det—|—(wml(O),v(O))Lz(Qo;Rs).
To 0

Using [C32) and the fact that w,y,, (0) — wp in L?(Qo; R?), we find that

T v T T
- / (w, U/)LQ(QO;RS)dt + 5 / (Def w, Def ’U)Lz(QO;RS)dt = / (f, U)Hl (QO;RS)dt
0 0 0

T
+/ (g,v) H (T, RS)dt-i-U/ /FBN vdSdt
0

—0/ / / dsgaﬁ 85(NJUJNZ) dSdt + (wo,v (0))[‘2(90;]1{3) .
To
(7.39)

Since v(0) is arbitrary, comparing [Z38) with ([Z39), we conclude that w(0) = wy,
which verifies condition (ii) of Definition [T} thus, w is a weak solution.

7.2. Pressure as a Lagrange multiplier Let W= {1y e H(Q,R3) | N-Voop €
LQ(F(),RB)} and H = {f S L2 Qo, | fQ dCC = 0}

LEMMA 7.4. For all p € H, there exists a constant C > 0 and v € W such that
dive = p and
||U||%11(QO;R3) +(N- VOU||2L2(F0;R2) < C||p||2L2(QO;R)' (7.40)
Proof. We let v = Vf and solve —Af = —p in Qy with 9f/ON = 0 on I'y. Then
divv = p, and by the standard elliptic estimate ||v||%11(QO;R3) < C||p||%2(QO;R). Since
N -v=0o0nTy, then
|V - VOUH%Q(FO;RQ) = [[VoNN - U||2L2(F0;R2) < C||U||§{1(QO;R3)=
which establishes ([ZZT). O
We can now follow [I0]. Define the linear functional on W by (p, divv)r2(qq:r)
where p € H. By the Riesz representation theorem, there is a bounded linear
operator ) : H — W such that
(p, divv) L2(0em) = (@P, V)W
where (-, )y denotes the inner-product on W (the left-hand-side of [Z40) defines
the norm on W). Letting v = @p shows that
Qpllv < ClipllL2 (0w (7.41)

for some constant C' > 0. Using Lemma [ we have the estimate

D172 (005m) = (0, div o) L2(aome) < ClIQpIVIvlv < ClQpIVIPNL20R)-  (742)

It follows that
W= R(Q) dw V. (7.43)
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To see this, suppose that v € W & R(Q). Then for any p € H, (Qp,v)yw =
(p,divv) 2(qymsy = 0, so that divv is a constant, and since v - N = 0 on Iy, the
constant must equal to zero; thus, v € V. Finally, by (ZZIl) and [CZ2), R(Q) is
closed in W. (]

LEMMA 7.5. A solution w € V(T) of (710) satisfies for a.e. 0 <t < T,
v .
(we, v) + i(Defw, Def v) 2 (0gre) — (, div o) 2 (er) = (f,v) + (9, V)1,

t
+0/ BN-vdS—o//Baw ,)ds 3P 95(NTWINTY S Yo e W,
F() FO
(7.44)

where p(t,-) € H for a.e. 0 <t <T is termed the pressure function, with the energy
inequality

t
sup [||w<t>||%z<go;R3> I Vo [ wls)dsl e
0<t<T 0

2 2
+ Wl z2 0,751 (05m2)) + 1P 2007502000 5m))

[

< O | lolsumey + 1000 o) + VI

+lgl?, (7.45)

2(0,T;H ™% (To R3)):| '

Proof. From ([ZI0) and ([Z31), we first see that w; € L*(0,T; W'), with

”wt||%2(0,T;H1(QD;R3)’) <C {HMH%Q(O,T;W) + ”f”%?(O,T;Hl(Qg;R?’)’)

2 2
+B HL2 ([0,T1;H 2 (To;R)) ”gHL2 0,T;H™ 2 (Tg;R3))
By the decomposition [ZZ3), for v € W, we let v = v; + v2, and v; € V and
v € R(Q). We define A € W' as the difference of the left- and right-hand-sides of
condition (i) in Definition [T} then A = 0 on V. It follows that

A(v) = Av2) = (Y, v2)w = (Y, v)w for P € R(Q).
From Lemma [Z4 for a.e. t € [0,T], A(v) = (p,divv)2(qy;rs), Which establishes
([ZZd), and with the estimate

1Pl 22 (0irs) C | llwellFr g may) + 1wl F20,mm)

3

s @omsy + 1B, 3 oy + 1905 4 )

which by integration from 0 to T gives ([LZ3). O

While we have proven that w; € L2?(0,T;V’), we have not shown that w €
L?(0,T;V), and so we cannot employ the standard methods to prove uniqueness.
Using the assumptions on our data for the nonlinear problem, however, we have
additional regularity for w;, and so uniqueness follows from
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THEOREM 7.3. Suppose that
J € L(0,T; H'(Q: R?))), g € L*(0,T; H2 (Io; R?))),
fr € L2(0,T; H'(Q; R3))), g € L2(0,T; H™2(To; R3)), (7.46)
By € L*(0,T; H? (Io; R%)) B(0) =0,
and that the initial data wo € H?(Qo;R?) NV satisfies the compatibility condition
[v Def(wo) — g(0)}tan = 0. Then, there exists a unique solution w in L*(0,T;V) of

(710) such that w, € V(T).

Proof. Given the regularity assumptions in ([Z46), compactness implies that
f € C0,T; L3 (Q0:R%)), g€ C(0,T; H (To; R?)),
so that f(0) € L2(Q;R?) and g(0) € Hz(To;R?). Since wy € H?(Qo;R?), let
po € H*(Q0;R3) be the solution of the Dirichlet problem
—Apy = —div(vAwy + f(0)) in o, (7.47a)
po = [vDefwyg N—g(0)]-N on Ty. (7.47b)

From our initial compatibility condition (v Def(wg) — g(0))tan = 0, we see that

([C47H) implies
poN = v Defwy N — ¢(0)

which will be used later in the proof.
Let wo € L*(Qo; R3) be defined by
wo = vAwy — Vpg + f(O) .
Thanks to [CZTa), wo € L3,,, and standard elliptic estimates for [AT) show that
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

||@0||%2(90;R3) + ||p0||§{1(90;R3)
< € (ol guen + Oz + 19Oy ) - (748)

Now, since wg € L?;,, from Theorem [ let us define w € V(T') to be a solution of

div?

. _ v _
(i) (w,v) + §(Defw, Def v)r2(qqrey = (ft,v) + (96, V)1,
t
+0/ BtN-vdS—o/ / Do @' (s,-)ds g&° 93(NIvI N*)dS
o ro Jo

+o [ Oawh g5% 05(N7WINY)AS Yo eV, ae. in (0,T),
T'o
and

(if) w(0,-) = wo,

with the energy estimate

t
sup |:||w(t)||%2(QU;R3) + IV - v0/ @(S)dSH%%FO;W) + ||w||%2(O,T;H1(QU;R3))
0<t<T 0

< C(T) |l z(gnmsy + 1l 30,70 (o

+|Be|

2
L2(0,T;HZ (To;R)) + llgell

2
Lz(O,T;Hié(FO;RS)) + ||v0w0|| 1

H?2 (I'g;R6)
(7.49)
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Now, let p be given by Lemma [[H and let us define

w(t,x) = wo(x) —l—/o w(s,z)ds ,

p(t,z) = po(x) +/O p(s,xz)ds .

Since w; = w, we then have w;(0) = w(0) = wy. We also obviously have w(0) = wy
and p(0) = po. Concerning the regularity, we see that w € L2(0,7;V) (since
we = w e V(T))

By Lemma [[H we know that a.e. in (0,7,

(Wi, v) + 5 (Def w, Def v) 12(0re) — (B, div ) r2(0gr) = (ft, ) + (98, V)1,

wlt

—|—J/ BN-vdS—U/ / D' (s,-)ds g5 B3(N7v/ N?) dS
I_‘0 F() 0

dawl g3° 85(NIW NY) dS, Yve W .
o

By integrating in time this equality from 0 to ¢ € (0,7), we find that
v .
(wy — wo,v) + E(Def(w — wo), Def v) 12(0:r9) — (P — Po, div v) £2(005R)
= (f = £(0),v) + (9 — 9(0)
—|—0/ BN - vdS—a/ / Oa( wh)ds g5° dg(N v N*) dS
o

+ot | Bawh gs® Og(NIWINHAS, YoeW,
o

and then using the definitions of wy and pg, we find that

v .
<’LUt,'U> + E(Defwa Def U)L2(QO;]R9) - (pa div U)L2(Qo;R) = <f7 ’U> + <ga v>F0
t
—|—0/ BN -vdS — O'/ / Do’ (s,-)ds g3° ds(NTWI NP) dS, YveW .
To T'g JO
Consequently, we immediately get that w € L?(0,T;V) satisfies
(we, v) + (Defw Defv)r2qqre) = (f,v) +(9,v)r, +o | BN -vdS

T'o

—a/ /aw )ds g&° ds(N' I N¥YdS, YveV,
Lo
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which with the condition w(0) = wp shows that w is a solution of (ZI0). Further-
more, w;, € V(T'). From ([Z9), it is readily seen that

t
sup [||w(t)||2L2(QO;R3) + lwe ()72 msy + 1NV - V0/ w(s)ds|| T (ry me)
0<t<T 0

+ ||V - VO“’@)H%%FD;R%} + ||w||%2(O,T;H1(Qo;R3)) + ||wt||%2(0,T;H1(Qg;]R3))

+ ||p||%2(O,T;L2(QU;R)) + HptH%?(O,T;LQ(QU;R))
< O0) [l ey + 1O oz + IO 5
2

120,750 (0ik2y) + IFellFa (0,750 (0may) + 1B oo 2.3 (rosmy)

2 2 2
+”Bt”L2<0,T;H%(Fo;R)) + ”gHH(o,T;H%(Fo;RS)) + ”gt”H(o,T;H*%(Fo;RS))

(7.50)

Now, let us assume that there exists another solution w’ to [ZIO), such that
w' € L*0,T;V) and w; € V(T). By denoting dw = w — w’, we see that dw €
L?(0,T;V) is solution of

(1) <5wt, ’U> + g(Def 6’[1}, Def ’U)LZ(QD;RQ)

t
= —U/ / Dodw' (s,-)ds g5° d5(N'vINYds Vv €V, ae. in (0,T),
ro Jo

and
(ii) dw(0,-) = 0.
Since dw(t-) € V a.e. in (0,7, we can use dw as a test function in (i), which gives
a.e. in (0,7

(0w, dw) + g(Def ow, Def 5w)L2(QO;R9)

t
= —0/ / Dudw' (s,-)ds g&° 93(N7 6w’ NV)dS .
o Jo

Since dw € L2(0,T;V) and dw; € L?(0,T;V’), we have

1d

§E||5w||i2(no;n@) = (dwy, dw) .
Since N - Vodw € L?(0,T; L*(To; R?)) and N - Vo [; 0w € L?(0,T; L*(Tg; R?)), we
also have the same relation as ([[L20), where dw replaces wy,,. In a quite similar
fashion as we proved ([Z31) (except that this time there is no limit associated to a
Galerkin procedure to consider) we can then infer that

T
||6w(T)||%2(QO;]R3) + [N v0/0 6w(5)d8||%2(1‘0;R2) + ||5w||%2(0,T;H1(QO;R3))
< (14 C(T)) 0w (0)[[ 72 (00 m3) » (7.51)

which, with the condition dw(0) = 0, precisely proves that w = 0, establishing the
uniqueness of such a solution.
O

REMARK 6. We note that the estimate [750) holds if we replace Qo by R3.
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7.3. Regularity of weak solutions on Ri. We consider the half-space Ri =
{(zt,2?,23) € R? | 2® > 0} with the usual orthonormal basis (e1, €2, e3). The unit
normal vector to the horizontal plane {23 = 0} is N = (0,0,1).

DEFINITION 7.2. The first-order difference quotient of w of size h at x is given by
w(x 4+ h) —w(x)
A ’
where h is any vector orthogonal to N. The second-order difference quotient of w
of size h is defined as D_pDpw(z), given explicitly by
w(z + h) +w(z — h) — 2w(z)
|h|? '

Dpw(z) =

D,hth(x) =

LEMMA 7.6. Suppose that w € L*(R3;R?).
(i) If

[ Dhw| 2 (gs sy < M
for a constant M and for h = ey, ea, then
|W0w||L2(Ri;RG) <M,
and ||th||L2(Ri;R3) < C||V0w|\Lz(Ra+;Rs) for some constant C'.
(ii) If
HD—hthHm(Ri;RB) <M
for a constant M and for h = ey, ez, (€1 + e2)/\/2, then
IVoVowl|p2gs riz) < M,
where Vo = (O1,02) is the gradient on R? x {x3 = 0}.

Proof. Part (i) is proved on page 277 of [6], and part (ii) follows from page 7 of

H). O
On the half-space Ri, the system of equations ([ZI0) becomes
wy —vAw=—-Vp+f in (0,7) xR}, (7.52a)
divw =0 in (0,7) xR},  (7.52b)
0 g'
vDefw N—pN =0 0 + |g%| on (0,T) x R?, (7.52¢)
fg DNow3(r,-)dr + B g°
w = wp on RY x {t=0}. (7.52d)

For the remainder of this section, we replace Qo with R?, and T'g with R? x {z* = 0},
in the definitions of our function spaces, and we use (-, -)r, to denote the duality
pairing between Hz (R2;R3) and its dual space H~2 (R2; R?).

THEOREM 7.4 (Regularity on RY). If w € V(T) is a weak solution of ([753),
satisfying the estimate [7.20), the weak formulation

v
(we,v) L2 (r2 o) + i(Defw, Def v) 12 (r3 rey = (f,v) + (g, v)rq

t
+0(B,v*)12rer) — O (/ Vow?(r)dr V0v3> YoeV, (7.53)
0 L2(R?R2)
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as well as the initial condition w(0,-) = wo and the compatibility condition
[V Def wo N]tan = g(O, ')tana
and if

feVNT), ge L*0,T; H:(R%,R%)), g, € L*(0,T; H™2(R%,R?)),
B e C°([0,T); H2(R2,R)), By € L*(0,T; Hz(R2,R)),

and B(0,-) =0, then w € V3 (T), p € V3(T), and we have the following estimate:

lwll 207,13 m3 r2)) + |V - A0/0 w(s )d5||c(,( 0.7):H s (R2R)) T 1PNl 20,7512 R2 )
Fllwell 2o rom @ ey +IN - Bowll o 1h gomy) FIPell 220,72 m8 )

IV 02l - oy
< O (Juwollasceg o) + 170) o ) + 19003 g

+ 1 f ez 0,710 w2 Ry + Lfell L2070 (RE R3)) + ||B||Co (0.T]:H3 (B2 R))

1
L2(0,T;H™ 2 (R%;R?))

B Lo )

(7.54)

veorsd @y T a0 2008 ooy T 9

Proof. We will use the superposition principle, first establishing the result by keep-
ing the data f, g, and wg, and setting B = 0 in the first step, and then keeping B
and setting f = g = wp = 0 in the second step. In the third step of the proof, we
shall establish the necessary boundary regularity for the w; and p;.

1. We first consider the case that B = 0. From the estimate [CZ20), we see that
forae. 0 <t <T, w(t) € V. Weset v=D_pDpw for h = ey,ey in [CEJ). Since
for f1, fo € L*(R%;R3),

f1(2) - D_y Dy folz)dz = / Difi() - Dy fo(e)de
RY RY

we see that for € > 0,
2

t
DhVO/ w(r)dr
0

d 14
% (HthH%?(Ri;R?’) +o ) + §||Dh Defw||%2(Ra+;R9)

N =

L2(R2;R?)
= (f, D-nDnw) p2(ms ey + (Dng, Dhw) L2 r2rs)

O(G)Hf”iz(uai;uas) + GHthOw”%%Ri;RG) +C(e)|| Dagll? a3 R2Es)

+ GHthH%?(R?;R?’)

< (IR + 191, gy ) + DRV
+ €l D Defw”p(m;w) + €||th||%2(Ri;R3) ) (7.55)

where we have used Lemma [Z and the trace theorem for the last inequality. We
choose € > 0 sufficiently small, define

2

3

t
DhVO/ w(r)dr
0

y(t) == ||th(t)||iz(Ri;R3) +o
L2(R;R?)
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and

F0) = € (11O + 1903 o )

1
H7Z (R2;R3)

so that for some constant ¢ > 0, we may reexpress [LBH) as y'(t) — cy(t) < F(¢).

Gronwall’s inequality then shows that for all 0 < T < T, y(T) < e“Ty(0) +

[ s =0 F(t)dt. Since y(0) = || Dywol|? < OlIVowo132 ps

L2 (RS R°) we see that

iR6)”

oiltlgT ||th(t)||2L2(Ri;R3) < C(T) (HVOwOH%z(Ri;RG) + ||f||2L2(0,T;L2(Ri;R3))

2 —.
912, g (Rz;m)) —a(T),

where C(T) — 400 as T — +oo. Integrating [C23) from 0 to 7', and using Korn’s
inequality, we find that

||thw||2L2(o,T;L2(R1;R9)) < ®(T),
possibly readjusting C(T) if necessary. By Lemma [6
||vova%?(O,T;L?(Ri;ng)) S (I)(T) . (756)

We next establish a similar bound for 930;w®. Since divw = 0, d303w® =
—0103wt — 903w?, so that by ([C5H),

HAwBH%?(O,T;L?(Ri;R)) < ®(T). (7.57)

Since dsp = wi — vAw® — f3, then d3p € L*(0,T; L*(R3;R)) and satisfies the
bound

||a3p||%2(0,T;L2(Ri;R)) S @(T) + ||wt||%2(0,T;L2(R3+;]R3)) . (758)

Using Lemma [CH we see that on Ri, w satisfies
v .
(wt, U)LQ(Ri;RS) + 5 (Def w, Def U)LQ(Ri;RQ) - (p, div U)LQ(Ri;R)

= (f,v) +{g,v)r, — 0 (/Ot Vow? (r)dr vov3) Yo e W. (7.59)

L2(R2;R?)

Since the test function v need not satisfy the divergence-free constraint, the idea
is to take v = (O1p, Oa2p,0) as the test function. Formally, at least, for this choice
of v, the boundary term in (ZHY) disappears, and the bound [ZE]) for d,p can be
obtained. Since we a priori do not know that d,p € W, we must use a mollification
process.

For each 3 > 0 and 0 < ¢ < g, let (z1,22) — p(z1,22,23) denote a family
of Friedrichs mollifiers on R? x {z®}. It is standard that the p¢ satisfy 0, (p° *
p) = Oap® *p = p° * Oup, and that f]Ri(f)(p6 * g)dr = fRi(pf * f)(g)dx for all
f.9 € L*(RE;R).
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For our test function v in [Z5J), we set v = p° * 9, (p° * p) and v3 = 0, so that
vEW. Let P:=p°xp, and W := p° x w. Then ([LHY) becomes

1%
||8‘1P||%2(R1;R) - _§ /]RS [2(Waaﬁ +Wﬁuo¢ )Paaﬁ +(Wa73 +W37a )Pua3] dz
+

+ (0 * f* =W P ) p2(re ey + (0° % 9% Pra ) L2(r2jm9)
=5 / [2(Wa’ﬁﬁ +Wﬁ70¢5 )ont +(Wa730t +W370¢a )P73} d(E
R3

+ (p° x f* =W, Py )L?(Ri;R) — (P *9%as P)L2(R2;]R) .

We use Young’s inequality (and the trace theorem for the last term), and then
integrate from 0 to T to find

100 P13 0,72 sy < C(&) (O(T) + IWallZao ropoqes sy ) + N0 PlEsqes ) -
where we have used [£20), ([C5D), and ([CEY). Using the fact that
L T A
and choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, we see that
||5aP||iz(o,T;L2(Ri;R)) <C

for some constant C. Thus, 9.(p° * p) = ¢a in L?(0,T; L*(R3;R)) as € — 0.
Choose 1 € D(R?, R) with supp(¢)) = K. Then for each a = 1,2

/ 0o (p© % 1) pd:vdt—>/ / Vo ¥ dxdt
RS R%

as € — 0. For each 23 € K, p¢ % 0a1 (-, 23) — a9 (-, 2%) a.e., and

[10° % Oath (-, 2%)[| oo (B2 x ey ) < 1PN L1 82 x {23 )2) 100t (-5 22| Loo (B2 {25 ) )
so that
10 % Ot oo m3R) < C
for some constant C' > 0, which follows since the intersection of K with the x3-axis
is compact.
Thus, for some limit point £¢ € L? (Ri,R) P Oath = & in L*(R3;R) and by
the a.e. convergence, &, = da¥ in L*(R3;R), so that

T
/ / Yo Y dxdt = / / P O dxdt.
0o JR3 RS

By lower semi-continuity of weak convergence of the mollification, it follows that
106plI72(0 7 22(m3 2y < € (@(T) + ||wt||%2(o,T;L2(R1;R3))) :
Combining this with (58, we obtain
IVl 0 rinses oy < C (BT) + lwilao e sy ) - (7.60)

Since vd3d5w™ = —vdgdsw® — f* + wi + ap, 0305w € L*(0,T; L*(R3;R?))
and is bounded by the right-hand-side of ([ZG0). We obtain the estimate

||w||L2(O,T;H2(R3 R3)) T ||p||L2(0,T;H1(]Ri;]R)) <C (‘I’(T) + ||wt||iz(o,T;Lz(Rs+;R3))) .
(7.61)



NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WITH SURFACE TENSION 25

Next, we set v = D_,Dp,D_p,Dpw for h = ey, e, % in (C53). Just as we
obtained the inequality (ZBH), we find that

1d t 2
~— | |D_pDpwy|? . —I—UD,DV/wBrdT
5 7 <|| nDnwell e gs ps) nDi¥o | (r) I
+ 2|\ DDy, Def w2 <c(IfI3 +lgl?
2 - L2(R%;RY) = H'(R3 ;R3) 9 H%(RQ;RS)
+ €||D—hth0w||2L2(Ri;R6) + €||D_hDh Defw||%2(Ri;Rg) + 6||D—hth||2L2(Ri;R3) )
(7.62)
The identical argument leading to [Z2H) gives
||VOVOVWH%2(0,T;L2(R1;R36)) < W(T). (7.63)
where
‘IJ(T) . O(T) <||VOVO7.U0||%2(R3+;R12) + ||f||%2(O,T;H1(Ri;R3)) + ||g||iQ(O,T;Hg(R2;R3))> )
(7.64)

and C(T) — +oo as T — +oo. Since, ||8a8g8jwi||L2(O)T;L2(R3+;R)) < ¥(T), then
||5aa383w3||L2(0,T;L2(Ri;R)) < ¥(T) using that divw = 0. It follows that

HaaAwB||L2(O,T;L2(Ri;R)) < Y(T),
and since 9, 03p = —0aw; + Ouf + OuAw?, we see that
||804831)”%2(01]*;[/2(]133;;]1@)) S ‘IJ(T) + ||wt||iQ(O,T;H1 (Ri;RS)) . (765)
Setting v* = —p° * 9,00 (p° * p) in [(CRY) we find that

v « a
||80‘8VP||%2(R‘1;R) = 5 /]Rs [2(W yBBYy +Wﬁuaﬁv )Paay +(W 33y +W37av'y )P73o¢} d(E
+
+ Oy (0" # [* = W), Prawy )2 (w2 i8) — (0 * 9% 07 Pry ) L2(R2;R) -
(7.66)

Integrating from 0 to T, using Young’s inequality and the trace theorem, and
passing to the limit as e — 0, the estimate ([CZG3) gives

||8an||%2(o,T;L2(Ri;R3)) <C (‘IJ(T) + ||wt||2L2(o,T;H1(R3 ;R3))> : (7.67)

Since v9;0305wP = —v0;0,0,w" — 0; f° + 8iwf + 0ipp, and w3 333 = —wis — wiyy
from the divergence-free condition, we find that

lwl| 207,13 m3 2)) + [Pl L2(0, 75022 m)) < C (‘I’(T) + ||wt||%2(o,T;H1(R3+;R3))) :
(7.68)
2. Next, we keep B and set f = g = wgp = 0. We first assume the following
regularity for B:

B e C°(0,T); L*(R3;R)), B € L*(0,T;L*R3;R)). (7.69)
During the course of the proof of Theorem [[3 we proved that w;(0) = wy, with

Wy satisfying (CZX). Thus, w:(0) = 0 with our present choice of initial data and
forcings.
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We consider the weak formulation for the time derivative w; given by

(wtt; U)LQ(Ri;R?’) + %(Def W, Def U)Lz (Ri;Rg) = 0’/ Bt ’U3 dS —o 8aw38av3 ds ,
r r
’ ’ (7.70)

for all v € L2(0,T;V). We set v = D_,Dpw in [ZT0) and integrate from 0 to T
for 0 < T < T to find that

T
1% —
 |Dw Dt w(T) [ as oy + a/ D2 dS di
0 T'o

T
< (D). D D)) oy + CO) [ 1Belao st
0
T
+ 6/ |D,hth3|2 dsSdt.
0 Iy

In order to employ Korn’s inequality we add %Hth(T)H%Q(Ri;Rg) to both sides of
the above inequality. We find that with € > 0 taken sufficiently small,

T
||th(T)||§{1(R3+;R3) + /0 . |DhV0w3|2 dS dt S O (||Bt||%2(O,T;L2(R2;R))
0

+||wt||%2(0,T;H1(Ri;R3)) + ||wt(T)||%2(R3+;R3) + ||w(T)||§{1(R1;R3)) - (7T

We need to estimate ||w(T)||§11(]RS ey Letting v =D_, Dyw in [L23), integrating
_ +
from 0 to T', and using Young’s inequality, we find that

T
”DW(T)”%Z’(R?R‘*)+0/r0|/o DiVou® dif? ds
1 2 o [T ' 3 7.12
< _HBtHL?(O,T;L?(R?;R))+_/ / |/ DpVow® ds|” dS dt
2 2 Jo Jr, Jo

T
+C’(e)||B(T)||%2(R2;R)+e/ |/ DyVou? di|? dS.
To 0

Thus, for € > 0 sufficiently small,

T
/|/ DpVow? dt|* dS
To 0

t
<C [ 1 [ DuSout asias dt+ CUBLI o rgomasey + D)
0
Gronwall’s inequality yields the bound
T o ~
L 1] Duvaut i as < €+ 7T (1Bl rsemn + IBO )
0

so that

| DR (T2 s sy < OO (B30, + I B3 o))
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where C(T) — 400 as T' — +oo. Substituting this into [ZT)) and taking the sup
over 0 < T < T, we find that

sup ||V0w(t)||§{1(R3+;RG) + HwBH%Q(O,T;H?(R?,R))
0<t<T
<C (||B||%2(O,T;L2(R2,R)) FBellZ 20,7022 ) + ||wt||2Loo(o,T;L2(R3,R3)))

<C (||B||2CO([0,T];L2(R2,R)) + ||Bt||%2(o,T;L2(R2,R))> ; (7.72)

where we used ([ZA) for the second inequality, with g replaced by Ri and Ty
replaced by R2.
Having established ([L72) under the assumptions [Z6J), we next assume that

B e C°([0,T); H'(R3;R)), B:e L*(0,T; H'(RY;R)). (7.73)
We take v = D_j, Dpw, in ([LZ0) and obtain
d 2 2 d 3112
E"thtHL%Ri;R?’)+C||tht||H1(Ri;R3) +UE||DhV0w ||L2(]R2;]R2)

= 2(Dy By, Diw}) 2 rem) + 20| Dnwil| 72 zs 5o

< C(e)”Bt”%{l(R?;R) + €||tht||§{1(R3+;R3) + 2V||wt||%2(Ri;R3) )

where we have used Young’s inequality, the trace theorem and Lemma [ for the
last inequality, as well as Korn’s inequality for the first line. Choosing ¢ > 0
sufficiently small, and integrating from 0 to 7', for 0 < T < T, we have that

||tht(T)||i2(Ri;R3) + 2||DhWt||i2(o,T;H1(Ri;R3)) + 1 DrVow? (T) |72 re;pa)

<C (||B||2CO([0,T];L2(R2,R)) + ||Bt||%2(o,T;L2(R2,R))> ;

where we have again used ([ZA0) to bound ||w,5||2L2(O T.12(R3 ge))- From Lemma 4
’ ) +7
it follows that

2 2
iltlgT ||V0wt||L2(Ri;R6) + ||V0wt||L2(01T;H1(R1;R6))
<C (||B||200([0,T];L2(R2,R)) + ||Bt||2L2(o,T;L2(R2,R))) : (7.74)
Next, letting v = D_p Dy D_pDpw in [ZZ0), we get
d 2
(thtt, Dthhth)LQ(Ri;R?’) + VE ||D,hDh Def’LUHLg(ReJ,r;Rg)

+ 0| D_nDnVow® |12 (ge g2y = (DnBt, DhD_nDhw?) 12 m2m)
< C()||Bill 3 vz + €l D-nDnVow? |72 ge ey
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where we have used Young’s inequality and Lemma [ to obtain the inequality.
Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small and integrating from 0 to T we get

D DTl a3 oy + 11D Dr V0w L2 0,7:20 om0

1
< 5||D*htht||%2(0,T;L2(R1;R3)) = (Dhwe(T), DnD—p Dpw(T)) 2 (w3 rs)
+ OBl Z2(0,7:0 r2im)) + VI D-n Dnwo(D) 72 s o)

1
< 5||tht||i2(O,T;H1(Ri;R3)) + C(e)”vat(T)”%?(Ri;Ra)
+ C||Bt||%2(O,T;H1(R2;R)) + €||D—hth(T)||§{1(]Ri;]R3) + V||D—hth(T)||iz(Ri;R3) :
Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, using (7)), and Lemma [0 we find that

[w? 122 (0,7, 13 w2 )y < C (||B||2CO([0,T];L2(R2,R)) + HBtH%?(O,T;Hl(RQ,R))) . (7.75)
Interpolating between ([LZ2) and ([[CZH) we have that

I om0 < € (1B qryaacenin + VB 1t oy ) - 076)

Having established the estimate ([LZ0)), we now return to the original assumptions
of the theorem on B so that

BeC'((0,T); H?(R*R)), B, € L*(0,T; H?(R*R)).
Equations ([[C2Za) and [Z52d) take the form

wy —vAw = —Vp in (0,7) x R3, (7.77a)
Ozw® = —dpw?® on (0,T) x R?, (7.77b)
t
2whuw® —p=o (/ Now?(r) dr + B) on (0,T) x R?. (7.77¢)
0

Taking the L? inner-product of ([T77a) with v € L?(0,7T;V) we find that

(w, ’U)Lz(Ri;Rs) + v(Vw, VU)L2(Ri;R9) = / (V95w v* — pv®] dS
Lo

= / [—v0aw® v* + (2v05w® — p)v®) dS,
o

where we have used [ZT7H) for the second equality. Setting v = D_, Dy D_ Dpw,

1d

>q ”D*hth”%%Ri;R% + V”D*hthwH%Q(Ri;Rg)

=— | D_yDyw?,, D_p,Dyw®dS+ | Dy(2vw?,3 —p) DyD_pDyw? dS .
FU 1—‘0

Using Korn’s inequality and integrating from 0 to 7', we have that

T
VI DonDuwllTa o ryam rs smoy) < —/O A D_pDpw?,o D_pDpw™ dS dt
0

T
+ / Dy (w® 3 —p) D, D_,Dpw® dS dt + u||D_hth||%2(0’T;L2(R3+;R3)) .
0 To
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We look at the right-hand-side term by term. First, V||D,hth||%2(
is bounded by ([ZZ2); second,

0,T;L2(R%;R?))

T
/ D_pDpw?,, D_,Dpw® dS dt
0 T'o

T
< /0 ||D_hth3,a ||H*%(]R2;R) ”D_htha”H%(Rz;R) dt

T _1
S / C”thDhAO 4w3,a ||L2(R2;]R)||D7htha|| dt
0

H3 (R%;R)
o ”2

3112
< C(Olw’llz2 (075025 m2im)) + €llD-nDnw L2(0,T;H? (R?R))

0,T;H? (R2,R))>

+ el DonDrwl|72 0 111 (g2 2y

<C (||B||é0([O,T];L2(R2,R)) + ||Bt||ig(

1
where we have used the duality for the first inequality, the fact that ||Ag (+) ||2L2(R2-R)

defines an equivalent norm on H 2 (R%; R) for the second inequality, Young’s inequal-
ity for the third inequality, and the trace theorem together with the estimate [Z270)
for the last inequality.

Finally, using the identical arguments, we find that

T
/ Dy, (2vw?,3 —p) Dy D_p Dypw?® dS dt
0 To

T
S/ | DD Dpw? | [ Dn(2vw® 5 —p)| dt
0

H™ % (R2;R) H? (R2;R)
< C(G)||’w3||%2(07T;H2.5(R2;R)) + 6||6a2y(93w3 - 8ap)||%2(0,T;H1(Ri;R)) )

Thus, choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, combining the previous estimates, and
using the fact that for some C' > 0,

3 2 2 2
||On 2005w _8Otp||L2(O,T;H1(]R§r;R)) <C (||w||L2(0,T;H3(Ri;R3)) + ||p||L2(O,T;H2(R3+;]R))) )

we see that for some (possibly readjusted) € > 0, and using Lemma [

Vool ooy < € (1B1Esqozsaomesn + 1B 1t oy )

Let Z(T) equal the right-hand-side of [CZX). Since 93030,w> = —010,03w —
020,03w?, we see that

||aOtAw3||%2(0,T;L2(R3+;]R)) < E(T);
hence, from ([CTZd),

||aa83p||%2(01T;L2(RS+;R)) S C(E(T) + ||wt||%2(0,T;H1(R3 ;R3))) S OE(T) ,
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where we used ([ZH0) for the second inequality. From ([Z77al), we see that v03030;w® =
0wy — v03Now® + 0304p, so that
||335333wa||2L2(0,T;L2(R3+;R)) < CE(T).
Next, setting f = ¢ = 0 in ([ZB0) and again using the estimate ([[C20) we see that
||80¢vp||%2(0,T;L2(]R§r;]R3)) <CE(T).

Since V(?i(?gag,wﬁ = —u@i&yavwﬁ—i—@iwf +81-65p, and w3,333 = —w1,331 —w2,332, we
see that

||w||L2(O,T;H3(R§r;R3)) + ||P||L2(0,T;H2(R1;R)) < CE(T).
Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small in [ZZ8) we obtain the estimate

||w||L2(O,T;H3(]R§r;]R3)) + ||p||L2(0,T;H2(Ri;R))
<C (”BHCO (0,7):L2(R2,R)) T |l t||2 2(0,75H S (R2, R))>

Combining ([Z20),[C64), (), and [Z20), it follows that

2 2 2
[l 0,73 2 )y + 1Wellz2g0,mim w2 ey + 1PN 220,712 (R2 )

(7.79)

2
Fl1Pellz2 0,72 m2 )

<o) [||wo||H2<Rs sy IFO 22z ) + 19 0)2

H?% (R2;R3)
2
+ ||f||L2(0 T;H(Q:R?)) T ||ft||L2 0.7 H1 (00:r3)) T | B || 0((0.T]:H} (Do k)
+[1B:|? +llgll? + g2, :

L2(0,T;HZ (To;R))

where C(T') stays bounded as T' — 0.
3. We next want to prove that

Vuw, € L*(0, T H™*(R%R?)), p, € L2(0,T; H*(R%;R))

with the required bounds. Let ¢ € Hz (R2%;R) and for a = 1,2 consider the duality
pairing

L2(0,T;H3 (Ty:R3)) 2(0,T;H™ % (Tg:R3))

T T
/ <ao¢wt7 ¢>F0 dt = — / <wt7 aa¢>l—‘0 dt
0 0

lwel?,

IN

X dadl?,

2(0,T;H % (R2;R3)) 2(0,T;H" % (R%R))

< ||wt||L2 0,T;H' (RS, R*))H(b”m(o T;H?2 (R%R))

where we have used the trace theorem for the last inequality. Thus,

2 2
||aa t||L2(0 T Hﬁf(RQ R3)) < ||wt||L2(O,T;H1(]Ri;]R3)) . (780)
Using the divergence-free condition dzwj = —01w; — dow?, we see that
3112 2
195w ||L2 0,T;H™ % (R2;R)) HthL?(O»T;Hl(Ri;Rs))

as well. It remains to verify this bound for ngt for 8 = 1,2. This follows from
the fact that

dsw) = —9guw} + g7
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so that

92 (781)

2 2

2(0,T;H ™ % (R2;RY)) < lwellzago o mymoy) + ”gtHLz(O,T;H*%(R%Rg)) '
Differentiating (Z77d) with respect to ¢, we see that on the boundary R? x {z% = 0},
pr = 2003w} — cNow® — By,

so that using the estimate ([LZ6) we have verified the estimate ([Ch4)), and have
thus concluded the proof of the theorem. O

7.4. Regularity of weak solutions on ()y. For the remainder of the paper, we
shall make use of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality ([7]): Suppose

1 1 1 m 1
() !
p n r o n q

where i/m < a <1 (if m—1i—n/r is an integer > 1, only a < 1 is allowed). Then
for f:Q C R — RF,

1D Fllomsy < CID™ FI% | 1 e - (7.82)
For an open subset U, V in R?, we write

UccV

if U cU CV and U is compact.
We shall need the following function spaces for the remainder of the paper.

DEFINITION 7.3. Let
Xt ={(u,p) € V¥(T) x V¥(T) |
(Vur,pe) € L*(0, T H™ 2 (R R) x L*(0, T5 H 2 (R%R))}
endowed with its natural Hilbert norm
||(U7p)||§<T :||u||%2(O,T;H3(Ri;R3)) + ”u’fH%Q(O,T;HlORS iR3))

2 2
+ HpHLQ(O,T;H%Ri;R)) T ||pt||L2(07T;L2(R3 iR))

+ 192 + el ,

2(0,T;H™ % (R2;R?)) L2(0,T;H™ 2 (R%R))

and let
Yr = {(u,p) € V¥(T) x V}(T)|
(ue,pr) € L*(0,T; H'(R3; R?)) x L*(0,T; L*(R3; R?))
(Vug, pe) € L2(0,T; H™2(R%:RY) x L2(0,T; H 2 (R%R))}

endowed with its natural Hilbert norm

||(u,p)||§,T :||U||2L2(0,T;H2(R1;R3)) + ||Ut||iz(o,T;H1(R1;R3))
2 2
P20, 7,01 m3 ) + 1Pl 20,702 2 )

+ V2 o+ el

2(0,T3H™ % (R?;R? L2(0,T5H™ 3 (R2R))
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THEOREM 7.5 (Regularity on ). Let the data satisfy

feVNT), g€ L*(0,T; H? (Lo, R%)), g, € L*(0,T; H~% (T, R?)),
B e CO%([0,T); H2(T'o,R)), B, € L2(0,T; Hz(Ty,R)),
0

and B(0,-) =0,
9(0, ')tan =0 ) (783)
and let wo € H?(Q0,R3) NV satisfy the associated compatibility condition
(Def(wg) N)tan =0 on Ty . (7.84)

Then the unique weak solution w to (7.I0) satisfying the estimate [7-50) has the
reqularity w € V3 (T), p € VA(T), with the following estimate:

Jwllzaio sy + 1N 2o [ w(s)ds]
0

+ lwell 220,751 (Q0sr3)) + |V - Dow|

+ el

C() [0 T] H2 (F R)) + ||p||L2(O,T;H2(Qo;R))

L2(0,T;H? (To:R)) + ”ptHLQ(O,T;L?(QO;R))

+ [ V|

L2(0,T;H™ % (T;R®)) L2(0,T;H™ % (Ty;R))

<O(T )(||w0||H2(Qo~R3 + 1 fllz2o,7:m (0:r2)) + 1 fell 220,751 (20:1R8))

£ (0 )2 (0r2) + 1Bl +1B

CO([0,T};H? (To;R)) ”L2 (0,T;H? (To;R))

+ ||g( 7.)||H%(F0;R3) + ||g||L2(O,T;H%(F0;R3)) + ||gt||L2 0,T; H’i(l“ ]R3)))
(7.85)

where C(T') remains bounded as T — 0.

Proof. 1. Interior regularity. Choose an open set U CC €2y and an open set W
such that U CC W CC Q. Let ¢ be a smooth cutoff function satisfying

{C:l on U, (=0 onR3—W,

0<¢<1
Let w denote the weak solution of ([ZIM), and set
x=¢w, 0=Cp (7.86)

Then y is a solution of

Xt —vOAX+ VO =G f —6vPVw - V¢ — 3v [2¢| V([P + CA w + 3¢3Vp

in (0,T) x Qo, (7.87a)
divy =3¢*V(¢-w on (0,T) x Qp, (7.87b)
X =Cwy on Qg x {t=0}. (7.87c)

It follows that ([LEM) is an initial-boundary value problem on (0,7] x W with
boundary value x = 0 on [0, 7] x 9W. This is the classical Stokes problem for (x, 6)
with Dirichlet boundary conditions, and is well-known to have regularity properties.
We bootstrap applying a new cut-off function whose support is contained strictly
inside the support of ¢. Since initially, w € L2(0,T; H'(Q0;R?)), we find that
x € L?(0,T; H*(Q0;R?)) so that by ([CH), w € L2(0,T; H?(0; R3)); this in turn,
shows that x € L2(0,T; H3(Q0; R?)) and satisfies the estimate ([L5)) with all of the
boundary terms set to zero.

2: Boundary regularity. We will localize our analysis by employing a partition of
unity which is subordinate to a specific collection of coordinate neighborhoods. We
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begin the analysis by constructing one such coordinate patch for a neighborhood
of the boundary I'g := 0.

DEFINITION 7.4 (Exponential map). For 2’ € R? and r > 0, let D(0,r) denote the
open disc of radius r in R? centered at x. With the induced metric go, the pair
(To,90) is a compact, smooth, Riemannian manifold. For xy € Ty, we denote the
exponential map

exp,, : D(0,r) C Ty, I'o — T

by exp,, (v) = v(1, 20,v), where ¥(1,z0,v) is the time one geodesic eminating from
xo € [y with velocity vector v € R2.

Using this definition, we can cover 02y with finitely many normal or geodesic
balls which are images of D(0,r) under the exponential map. In particular, for
xg € I'g, we set

D(xo,7) := exp,, (D(0,r)),

where 7 > 0 is taken small enough to ensure that exp, : D(0,7) — D(zo,r) is a
smooth diffeomorphism, and that

N(z') £ N(zo) Va' € D(zg,r). (7.88)
Next, with B(0,r) denoting the open ball in R? of radius 7, let
B*(0,r) :={x € B(0,7) |2* > 0}
denote the upper hemisphere.

DEFINITION 7.5 (Coordinate map). With 2’ = (2',22) and x = (2/,23), let ® :
BT(0,7) — R3 be given by

O(a', 2%) = exp,, (2') + 2° N(exp,, (')
DEFINITION 7.6 (Coordinate neighborhood). Let
Ul(zo,r) := ®(BT(0,7))

denote the local coordinate neighborhood of the boundary point xy € T'g. We let
(1,32,33) := (@1, D2, ®3) represent the coordinates on U(xg,T).

Since exp,, (0) = zo and V exp, (0) = Id, we can immediately record the follow-
ing

LEMMA 7.7. ®(0) = 20 and V®(0,0) = Id. Furthermore, for x € U(xg,r),
Det V®(x) = Det Vexp, (). (7.89)

Let us use &' as our Cartesian coordinates on €; we now localize the problem
to U(xg, ). Let ¢ be a smooth cutoff function satisying

¢=1 on U(zo,%), (=0 onU(xo,%),
0<¢<1L
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With w(Z) denoting the solution of (ZI), and once again setting ¥ = (3w and
0 = (3p as in ([CRH), we see that the pair (x(t,7),0(t, T)) solves

xt —vOAx + VO =F((,w,Vw) in (0,T) x U(zg,r), (7.90a)
divyx =2(¢,w) in (0,T) x U(xo,r), (7.90b)

t
V(Xi,j +x7,i N7 —ON* — UNkAO/ Xk(r)dr N?
0

= 0B(¢,w, Vow)N* + & on (0,T) x OU (x9,7),

(7.90c)
x = CGwy on Uz, r) x {t =0}, (7.90d)
where

S’L(C’ w, V’LU) = <3f‘1 - 3<2<7’Lp + V[GCCU <7J wi + 3<2<7JJ wi + 3<2<7J wiaj ]
(7.91a)
A(¢, w) = 3¢3 ¢ Juwt (7.91b)

t
%(Ca w, VO’IU) = _nggﬁ /0 [6<<7O¢ Cvﬁ wi + 3<2<7O¢ wivﬁ +3<2wi<m¢ﬁ

—x%r@;gwwﬂdr+@3 (7.91c)
&' (¢ w) =g’ +3vC[(w - N) (i +(V( - N) w'l, (7.91d)

and where we continue to use the notation gy and I'g to denote the metric and
connection on Ty, respectively, at time ¢ = 0 when 7(0,-) = Id (see (Bd)). The
problem ([ZH0) is localized to U(xg, ).

We next transfer the problem [Z30) from (U (zo,7),{Z}) to (BT(0,7), {z'}). We
set

W(t,.%‘) = X(tvj)v Q(tv ‘T) = H(t, j)7
where & = ®(x). With

Alz) = [VO()]-! ¥z e BH0,r),
A(z') = [Vexp,, (z/)]7! Va' € D(0,r),

the pair (W (¢, z), Q(t, x)) satisfies, in the weak sense, the following system of equa-
tions:

W = VAL (AW ), +A, Qe = §(®) in (0,T) x BY(0,7),
(7.92a)

AW =A(®) on (0,T) x BY(0,r),
(7.92b)

(W' AT+ WY AT)N; (@) — QNi(®)] A e
t
— oNu(®)g (95" / WE (1) dr A, AL Ni(®)
0

+o[BN(®) + & (®) on (0,T) x dBT(0,7),
(7.92¢)
W = wo(®) on BT (0,r) x {t =0},
(7.92d)
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where g = det(gg). Our notation f(®) denotes f(¢, ®(z)). We have made use of
[CX3) to remove the Jacobian factors in the boundary condition ([L3Zd). Note that
N((I)(JJQ)) = €3.

REMARK 7. Since ¢ has compact support in B*(0,r), and since the forcing func-
tions in [7.93) vanish on the complement of BT (0,r), we can extend W and Q to
the entire half-space R3., and consider [T.99) as a system of PDE on [0,T] x R%..

The next step is to show that there exists a unique solution in Xz to (C32) (after
first proving that it belongs to Y7 ). Since it is readily seen that the existence and
uniqueness of a weak solution to [CI2), extended to R, can be established exactly
in the same fashion as we established Theorem [[3] our weak solution (W, Q) will
thus be in X7, which will establish the desired result.

We initiate an iteration sequence starting with (vo, qo), where go = 0 and vq is
the solution of the parabolic problem

o —vAvg =0 in (0,T) x R?, (7.93a)
vo = (3 wo)(®) on R x {t =0}, (7.93b)

where (3 wp)(®) denotes an H2-extension of (¢ wp)(®) to R3. We set the problem
on R? so as to avoid any compatibility condition at time ¢ = 0.

By using the same techniques on this problem as we developed in the previous
section (which is easier since the problem is set on the full space R?), we find that

100, Ol < Cl 20 (7.91)
Then, setting
G =TILI1H(D) [oBN (D) + &(P)] + €3 - [eBN(P) + &(P)]e3, (7.95)
given (v, ¢n) € X, we define (vp41, gnt1) to be the solution of

Ovnt1 — VOV 11 + Vni1 = F(®) + F(vn,gs) in (0,7) x R3 (7.96a)
div(vp41) = A(vy) +2A(®) in (0,7) x RS, (7.96b)

S(Vnt1,qny1) €3 — 0 e3- [QSQ(IO) 3§ﬁ/0 Unt1(r)dr] es
=G+ G1(vy) + [G2(vy) + 0 B(vy)] e3
on (0,7) x [R* x {0}], (7.96¢)
(7.96d)
Vg1 = (¢° wo)(®) on R3 x {t =0}, (7.96e)
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where S(v,q) = vDef v — ¢, I, denotes the tangential projection onto R? x {0},
IIy continues to denote the projection onto the tangent plane of 'y, and

F(vy,qn) = —v(Av, — div[Vou, - A- AT]) + Vg, — ATVgq, in (0,T) xR,
(7.97a)

A(vy) = div(vy,) — A (?;;"J

G1(vy) = T2 [S(vn, gn) €3] — oIlo(®@) (v (Vo - A+ [V, - A]T) - N(®) |A e3])
+ oIl (@) (¢, N (@) |A e3]) in (0,T) x R* x {0}, (7.97¢)
Ga(vy) = €3 (S(vn,qn) €3) —es - (v (Vvn - A+ [Vu, - A7) - N(@) |Aes|)

+e3- (@uN(®) |[Aes]) in (0,T) x R? x {0},
(7.97d)

in (0,7) x R3, (7.97b)

t
B(u,) = N'(®)g~05 [ggf;" / aw:xr)dmg] A N(@) - e
0

t
—eg.ggﬁ(zo)/ d2vn(r) dr on (0,T) x R* x {0}. (7.97e)
0

REMARK 8. Note the presence of the projector Iy in the forcing functions G defined
in (7.99) and Gy defined in (7.979). This projector is used to remove the less regular

terms, such as B and B, from the tangential component of the forcing.
For each n > 1, we define

0V, = Vpt1 — v, (difference of velocities)
8q,, = Gn+1 — ¢n  (difference of pressures) .

Since for each iteration n > 0, the problem ([Z98) is linear, the pair (6v,41,d¢n+1)
satisfies

M6V 1 — VASVp 11 + Vi1 = F(6v,,6g,) in (0,T) x R3., (7.98a)
div(6vp41) = A(0v,) in (0,7) x RY, (7.98b)

t
S(6vnt1,0qnt1) €3 — 0 €3 - (gg‘ﬁ(xo) / 8§ﬁ5vn+1(r)dr) e3
0
= G1(0vy) + (G2(6vy,) + o B(0vy,)) e3
on (0,7)x R? x {0}, (7.98¢)
Svpt1 =0 on RY x {t =0}, (7.98d)
where the forcing terms appearing on the right-hand-side of this system are defined

by the same relations as ([L37) with (dv,,, dg,) replacing (vs, ¢n ).
For each n > 1, the initial data satisfies the compatibility condition

o (Def (0v,,41(0,-)) N) = 0 on R? x {0},

associated to G (dv,,)(0, -) = 0, G2(6v,,)(0,-) = 0 and B(6v,,)(0,-) = 0. Thus, (ZIX)
satisfies all the assumptions of the basic linear problem ([h2), with the elliptic
operator v3,,, replaced by the constant coefficient elliptic operator gg A (w0) V3,08
(which is also coercive); thus, using the H2-type estimates of the previous section,
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we find that
1(6vn+1,6G,11)llvz
<C (||F(5Um 6Qn)”L2(O,T;L2(Ri;R3)) + | F(6vn, 5qn)t||L2(o,T;H1(Ri;RB)')
+ [ A(vn) | 20,711 w2 o)) + 1AVl L2 (0,1 2 o))

+ ||B(5’Un)||L2(O,T;H7% (R2;R)) + ||B(5vn)t||L2(O,T;H7%(R2;R))

1 1
L2(0,T;H 2 (R?;R3 t||L2(0,T;H*§(R2;R3))

+G2(0vn, dg,,) | + G2 (0va, 3q,,)¢|

L2(0,T;H 2 (R?;R)) L2(0,T3H 2 (R%R))) '

Consequently, taking the support of ¢ in a small enough neighborhood of zg, V® is
sufficiently close to Id in L*°, so that the differences between quantities appearing
in (Z37), which are evaluated at x and at 0, are sufficiently small so as to allow us
to deduce that

1
106vn+1, 0ap41)llyr < 5 1160, 005)llvr 5 (7.99)

by the contraction mapping principle, the sequence (v, ¢n)nen s convergent in Yp
to a limit (@, r) which is also the unique solution of the extension of [CI2) to R?.
To see this (which is not completely straightforward at first sight), we first notice
that (w,r) is the unique solution in Xz of the problem

oW — vAD + Vr = F(®) + F(w,r) in (0,T) xR%, (7.100a)
div(w) = A(w) +2A(®) in (0,T) x R, (7.100b)

t
S(w,r) es —o eg- (/ ggﬁ(xo) Wyap dt’') e3
0

=G+ él(ﬂ}) + (ég(ﬂ}) + O'B(ﬂ})) es

on (0,T) x [R? x {0}], (7.100c)
(7.100d)
w = (¢* wo)(®) on R3 x {t =0}, (7.100e)

From the definitions of A, F, G, B, A4(®), F(®), and G, we have that
Oy — vdiv[Viw - A- AT] + ATVr = §(®) in (0,7) xRY,  (7.101a)
;o' .
gaxj =A(®) in (0,7)xRY, (7.101b)
oo (®)(X) + (X - e3) e3 + A(N(®) -e3) e3 =0o0n (0,T) x [R* x {0}], (7.101c)
w = (¢* wo)(®) on R3 x {t =0},
(7.101d)

where
Y=(v (Vo A+ [Vw-AT) N(®) —rN(®)) |A es| — 8(®) — 0B(D),
and

¢
A= —aNi(q))g*l&;[gggﬁ/ 8.Ywi(r)drAg]Ai N(®) -e;3.
0
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By (C38), N(®) and e3 = N(xg) are not orthogonal, so that
oITp(®)(X) =0 and ¥ -e3 + AN (®)-e3) =0o0n (0,7) x [R* x {0}],
which in turn implies that
o(®)(X) = ke (k €R) and ez + AN (®)-e3) =0o0n (0,7) x [R* x {0}] .
Again, since N(®) and e3 are not orthogonal,
My(®)(X) =0 and ¥-ez+ ANN(®)-e3)=0o0n (0,T) x [R* x {0}],
which provides us with
Y =krN(®) (v €R) and -e3+ A(N(®)-e3)=0o0n (0,7T) x [R? x {0}],

and finally,
¥ =-AN(®)on (0,T)x [R*x {0}], (7.102)

By using the definitions of ¥ and A in ([ZI02), we find that the limit of our con-
tractive sequence (w, r) is the unique solution of [Z32), extended to the half-space
R3.

Since (W, Q) is the unique weak solution of [L32), we have shown that (W, Q) =
(w,r). We can then estimate the norms of (W, Q) in Yy and Xr as follows. By
summing the inequalities (C39) from n = 1 to co we see that

W, Q)llyr < l(v1, 1)y + [[(v0,0) [y
which, thanks to ([Z3)), shows that
(W, Q)llyr < I(v1, 1) llyr + Cllwoll z2 (k) - (7.103)

To estimate the right-hand-side of ([LI(3)), we apply our previous estimate again
on the system

Oy — vy + Vg = F(®) + F(vg,0) in (0,T) x R?,
div(vy) = A(®) + A(vg) in (0,T) x R?,

S(vi,q) es —o <€3 : /Ot 95" (o) U1,a5> es = G + Gi(vo) + (G2(vo) + 0 B(wo))es
on (0,T)x R? x {0},
v1 = (¢* wp)(®) on R} x {t =0},
whose initial data satisfy the compatibility condition at time ¢ = 0, given by
v o (Def (v1(0,+)) e3) =2 (G(0,-) + G1(v0(0,-))) on R* x {0}. (7.104)
To see that ([ZI04) indeed holds, let us start from the condition
Ty (Def(wp)) =0 on Ty .
Since Wy = (C3wo)(®), the previous condition is equivalent to
Io(®) (|A es| v (VW - A+ [VWy - A]T) - N(®))
=TIy (®) (3v¢*(®)[(wo - N) V¢ + (V- N) wol(P))
on (0,T) x R? x {0} . (7.105)
Since Wy = vg at t = 0,
I (G(0,-) + G1(v0(0,))) = I2(G(0, ) + G1(Wh)) -
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Using the definitions of G and G together with the condition [ZX3), we have that
M5 (G + G1(v(0, ) = Iz (S(Wo, 0) e3)

— I,I0o(®@) (|4 e3] v (VWo - A+ [VWo - A7) - N(@))

+ 0o (@) (3v¢*(®)[(wo - N) VC + (VC - N) wo](P))
which allows us to infer from (ZI0H) that

I (G(0,-) + G (v0(0,-))) = Iz (S(W,0) e3) ,
so that the compatibility condition (IO is satisfied.
It follows that

[[(v1, q1)llve
<C ( (¢ wo) (@)l 1 g3 szs) + [1F(P) + F(v0)ll 20,7512 (r2 29
+ 1 E(@))e + F(vo, 0)ell L2071 m2 sy + [14(2) + A(vo)l 20,117 82 23
+[[(F(®)): + A(Uo)t||L2(0,T;H1(R1;R3)/)
+1G(0,-) + G1(v0)(0,) + G2(v0)(0,-)es]| 3 (R2:R5)
+ || G+ G (vo) + Ga(vo) 63||L2 0.7} ®IRE)
+ || Gt + G1(vo)e + Ga(vo): €3||L2(0 T} R

+[|1B| + | B | (7.106)

L2(0,T;H" % (RR)) L2(0,T;H % (R?; JR))) ’
with
B = 1o (®)(0B(P)N (D)) + e3 - 0B(P)N(P) ez ,
G = ILI1H(2)(B(P)) +e3- (@) €3 ,
so that B(0,-) = 0 and G = B + G. Thanks to this splitting of the tangential
forcing, we may infer from (ZI03) and (CI0G) that

(W, Q)llyz <C ( lwollmz(qq;rs) + [1f | 220,7;22 (020 73)) + | fellL2(0, 751 (20 m3))
+ g (0, ')”H%(r o) T ”gHL2(0 T (o)) T ||9t||L2 0,T5H™ % (Dg;R3))
+ 100, )l L2(0;r2) + 1Bl , T Bl
+ 1wl 220,711 (20 R3)) + ||th||L2(O,T;L2(QU;R3))
+ 10wl L2(0,;L2(rosr2)) + [1(v0, 0)]lvz) - (7.107)

L2(0,T;H™ % (To L2(0,T;H" % (To;R))

Since w and wy satisfy the estimate

lwll 20,1511 (20:3)) + | VWil 20,702 (20:r3)) + 10aw]| 20,7502 (00;R3))
< C (lwollz2(eoirsy + 1fll2(0,7522(00:r3)) + | fell 220,751 (03R3))

+ ||g(07 .)||H%(F0;R3) + || g||L2(O,T;H%(F0;R3 + ||gt||L2 0,T;H™ 2 (FO ]R?’))

S (S - O A - 3 OO
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we then get from (ZI07) and ([Z94) that
||(Wa Q)HYT <C ( ||w0||H2(Qo;R3) + ||f||L2(O,T;L2(QO;]R3)) + ||ft||L2(0 T;H(Q0;R3)")
+ g (0, ')”H%(FD;RS) +1 g||L2(0,T;H%(FD;R3)) gl gt”m 0,T;H" 2 (To;R3))

110, ) L2(00;r2) + 1Bl + I B |l

1 .
L2(0,T;H™ 2 (To;R)) L2(0,T;H™ % (To;R)) )

Thus,
1¢3(@) (w0, ) (@)l <C (ol zceuen) + 1900, )3 g o) + 150 Mz im)

+ 1 fllz2(0,7522(Q05r3)) + | fell L2 (0,751 (205R3))
+ 11 g¢ll
+ || B

T 2% roimoy 120,73 (roe)

+ || B t ||L2(0,T;H’%(P0;R)) )

(7.108)
We will now bootstrap, using the gain in regularity of (w, ¢) in the system (Z92)
to deduce the appropriate regularity gain for (W, Q). The problem occurs in the
region where ¢ = 0, wherein ([LI08) introduces singular terms of the type %. To
avoid this singular behavior, we localize the problem to an even smaller neighbor-
hood of zy by introducing another smooth cutoff function ¢’ satisfying the same
properties as ( but whose support is strictly included in the support of (. We then
introduce (W', Q") = ("*(w, q) which exactly satisfies the same problem as (W, Q) in
[C32), with ¢ replaced by ¢’. Next, we introduce a sequence (v}, q,,) defined exactly
in the same manner as the sequence (v, ¢,,) with ¢’ replacing . Our compatibility
conditions are still satisfied , which allows us to use our basic energy estimates,
but now in X7, to get a contractive sequence in X (assuming, of course, that the
support of ¢’ is chosen to be in a sufficiently small neighborhood of zg), together
with the estimate

L2(0,T5H™ % (T;R))

W, Q)xr < lI(0"1,d")llxe - (7.109)
We proceed to estimate the right-hand-side of [ZI09) in the same way as we did
for (v1,q1), but now in the space Xr since our forcing terms have the additional
regularity. We arrive at the estimate

||(WI7QI)||XT
< C (Nwollm2orsy + I fllL2 0,758 (@0ir3)) + [ fellL2 0,751 (20:R5))

19O g3 pomsy TN 20258 momey T 19t Lo s 3 0oy
SO, ) z2(q0me) + ||BHL2 o1im? rom) T I B ”LZ(O,T;H%(FO;R)) )
(7.110)

Since ¢’ =1 in a neighborhood of xg, we may emply a finite-covering argument
and deduce, using ([ZI10) and the interior regularity result, that the basic linear
estimate ([Z8) is satisfied. O

7.5. Proof of the a priori estimate for the basic linear problem. To finish
the proof of Theorem Bl it remains only to include the dependence on @ in the a
priori estimate ([Z3H).

From ([Z2) and ([ZH), we need only substitute w = @ — Vr into (Z8H). From
1), we have that
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Thus, it is clear that
2 p)
||U||L2(O,T;H3(QD;R3) = ||aHL2(0,T;H2(QD;R)

and that

Hvt”%2(0,T;H1(Qg;R3) = ||dt||%2(0,T;L2(QD;R)'

Also,

IN - AO/ o(s,-)ds|2 <
0

Ay—1-12
oo 1t rymy < OO 100V =A)Tal

C 1

L2(0,T;H % (Tg;R)
C(T) ”v(_A)ilaH%2(0,T;H3(QO;R)
C

< (T)||a||%2(O,T;H2(QO§R) ’

IN

where we have made use of the trace theorem. The term || N - Agv||? 1
L2(0,T;H?2 (Q0;R)
has a similar estimate, so we have finished the proof.

8. THE FIXED-POINT SCHEME FOR THE NONLINEAR PROBLEM

We will make use of the Tychonoff Fixed-Point Theorem in our procedure (see,
for example, [B]). Recall that this states that for a reflexive separable Banach
space X, and C C X a closed, convex, bounded subset, if F' : C — C' is weakly
sequentially continuous into X, then F' has at least one fixed-point.

Our analysis will be performed using the function space Xp, but this time on
the domain Q.

DEFINITION 8.1. Let

X1 ={(u,p) € V¥(T) x V¥(T) |
(Vug,pe) € L2(0,T; H™%(0o; R%)) x L2(0,T; H™2(To; R))}

endowed with its natural Hilbert norm

||(U7P)||§<T :||u||2L2(O,T;H3(QO;]R3)) + ||ut||2L2(O,T;H1(QO;R3))
+ ||p||2L2(O,T;H2(QO;R)) + ||pt||2L2(o,T;L2(QU;R))

2 2

+ HVWHH(O,T;H*%(PO;RS*)) + HptHL2(0,T;H*%(r0;R)) :

We define a mapping O from X into itself, which to a given pair (v,q) € X
associates the pair (7, §) € X7, a solution of a linear problem defined as follows. Let
n € V3(T)NC([0,T]; H3(Q0; R?)) denote the Lagrangian flow map of the velocity
v, defined by

n=v in (0,7)xQp with n=1Id on Qy x {t =0}, (8.1)
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let a be given by BIl), and define (7,¢) € {(u,p) € Xr| u(0) = up} to be the
solution of

o —v(alaf o'y ), +akg, = F' in (0,T) x Q, (8.2a)

afo'y =0 in (0,7) x Qo, (8.2b)

My (1D, (9)) -a¥ N =0 on (0,T)x Ty, (8.2c)

N-(8,(9,§)-a” N)—o N- Ag(t)(/otf;(t’, D dt')y =0 N -0y (d)

on (0,T)xTy, (8.2d)
’LN):’U,O on Q()X{t:()},
(8.2e)

where N denotes the outward-pointing unit normal to I'g, IIg and II,, are, respec-
tively, the projectors onto the tangent planes to the surfaces I'g and n(Ty),

Dn(f})? = (ﬁlak CL;C + ’Dlvk &f) in (OvT) X QOv (833“)
S,(8,3) = vDy(3) — G 1d in (0,T) x Q, (8.3b)

and Ay denotes the Laplacian with respect to the induced metric g(t) defined
by the equations [B3) and @4). Clearly, D, (7)! = D, (9)i. D, is the Lagrangian
version of the deformation tensor, and S, is Lagrangian version of the stress tensor.

In the following, we will prove that ([82) has a unique solution for a short time
T by using an iteration scheme founded upon the basic linear problem (@E1); this
will establish that the mapping O is well-defined. Using the Tychonoff fixed point
theorem, we will then establish that the map ©r : (v,q) — (7, §) has a fixed point,
and that this fixed point is indeed the unique solution of the system [B2). This
will prove our main theorem.

In order to do so, let us consider a given element (v, q) € {X7 | u(0) = uo}. To
apply our fixed point procedure, we shall define the following closed convex subset
of XT.

DEFINITION 8.2 (The convex subset). Let
Cr = {(u,p) € Xr| u(0) =uo and ||(u,p)|x, < M(T)}
with
M(T) =2 Coa[|£(0, ) lzaqeoies) + | fll o mimm momoyy (1+ cocs luollar ouim))
+ 1 fellezo,mm momsyy + lluoll 2 @pms) + 801Ny (oo ]

where we fir Ty, > 0 with T < Ty, and let C,, denotes the function C(T) in the
estimate ([7.83) with Ty, replacing T. (Note that C, is an increasing function of
time, so that we can replace C by C, in the estimate [7.89).) In this definition, c3
and cg are the Sobolev constants satisfying for any v € H'(Qo; R3) the inequalities

vl L3(0ir3) < €3 |Vl H1 (Q0sm3) (8.4)

vl Lo (sr3) < 6 |V]| a1 (0im3) - (8.5)
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We note that of course, Cr is well defined since V3(T) x V2(T) is continuously
embedded into C([0,T]; H?(20;R3) x HY(Q0;R)) (see, for example, [6]). We will
solve ([BZ) for a short time by an iteration procedure and obtain a unique solution
(7, ) belonging to Cr. Note that this short time restriction is necessary not only
in order to get a solution in C'r, but also to ensure the very existence of a solution

of m in XT.

REMARK 9. It is somewhat surprising, given that [82) is a linear problem, that
we obtain only a short-time solution; nevertheless, this restriction arises from the
iteration scheme we must employ. We use this type of procedure since, due to the
(non-natural) boundary conditions [8Z4A) and (82d), we cannot write the varia-

tional form of (824).

In the following, C denotes a generic constant which may depend on €y and
the coefficients of [B2). The following lemma concerns the L* control of a, and
asserts that a remains near the identity in an appropriate norm, and that the unit
normal N to I'g at # € T’y and the unit normal n to I'(t) = n(¢,To) at (¢, z) are
not orthogonal for at least a short time.

LEMMA 8.1. There exists K > 0, Ty > 0 such that if 0 < T < Tp, then, for any
(v,q) € Cr, we have that

lla” = Idl| oo (0. 100 oy < K VT, (8.6)
al N 1

———— N>, in[0,T]xT 8.7

|£LTN| —271n[7]><07 ( )
1

det a > 2 in [0,7] x Qo , (8.8)

Proof. Using [&1l), we have that

t
(¢, ) — Td| oy = | / o(t',-) dt'|Lsrs ey
0

which shows by Jensen’s inequality for the Bochner integral that

n(t, ) — 1d][ s (o ms) < /Ot [, )| s ome) dt’,
and thus from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
I = 1d|| o< (0,113 (000:29)) < CVT [0ll 20,7513 03)) < OVT ||(v, )| x
and since (v, q) € Cr,
n = 1d|| oo (0,7 113 (000 w8y < VT M(T) < C VT M(Tp) . (8.9)
From the continuity of the embedding of H3(£) into C*(), we infer that
IV = 1d]| e 07,00 @5 m0yy < C VT M(To)

which implies that there exists Ty > 0 such that for T' < T, Vn is invertible and is
in a neighborhood of the identity, and thus from the C'*° regularity of the mapping
M +— M~! from a neighborhood of Id in H?(; R?) into H?(Q0; R?), we have that

[[a® — 1d]| oo (0,700 @5 my) < C VT M(Tp)
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which proves ([B). Since a is close to Id in L%°(0,T; C°(Q; R?)), we then easily
deduce &) and &F) for Ty > 0 sufficiently small; this is due to the fact that when
a = Id, we have that both a” N/|a” N|-N =1 and deta = 1. O

Henceforth, we take T' < Ty, and we allow our generic constant C' to depend on
Tp. With this convention, [8J) reads

lm = Id|| Lo (0,7; 3 (Q05R3)) < OVT Y(v,q) € Cr. (8.10)

We next state the following lemma about the L>°-in-time control of elements of Cr.
LEMMA 8.2. There exists a constant C' such that for any (w,r) € Cp we have

Wl Lo (0,7:12 (09 m3)) < C' (8.11)
Proof. From the standard interpolation inequality (see [6] for instance)

Wl zos 0,712 (0ir2))  <l[woll 2 (00r2)

+C (lwell 20,711 (0:3)) + 1wl 20,183 0:83)))

we infer that
lwll Lo (0,7512(00:r%)) < Cllltoll m2(0e;r3) + M(T)]

which finishes the proof of the lemma, using the fact that M (T) < M(Tp) (and
again allowing C' to depend on Tjp). O

We will also need the following
LEMMA 8.3. There exists a constant C' such that for any (v,q) € Cr,
lacll Lo 0,750 (20:m3) < C - (8.12)

Proof. We first need a few estimates on a and its time derivative. From (&I0), we
infer that

V0 = 1d|| e 0,312 (00020 < C VT,
and by the Sobolev embeddings

||V77 - IdHL“’(O,T;CU(m;R%) S C \/T .
Thus V7 stays in a neighborhood of Id in R? on [0,7] x €. From the C* reg-

ularity of the mapping M ~— M ~! from a neighborhood of Id in H?(2y;R%) into
H?(Q0; R?), we infer from (§I0) that

la = 1d|| Lo (0,712 (sm9)) < C VT . (8.13)

Now, since a; = —a-Vn.-a = —a-Vv-a, we see from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
that

llae(t, ) o) Slalt Mz (@qirey V0 )| a1 @me)
+ ||a(ta')||€v1,4(szo;ua9) [V, )l La(oo;re) -
Thus by the Sobolev embedding theorem,
lae(t, M e @ome) < C llalt, Mz (aqme 10 a2 (0ome) 5
and consequently from EI3),
llae(t, )l (@ome) < C ot )l m2(aoro) - (8.14)
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We then conclude from I4) and @TII) that
lacll Lo 0,751 (20:m3)) < C'- (8.15)

We will also need to estimate the following boundary forcing terms:

LEMMA 8.4. We have for any (v,q) € Cr,
s O2Id

s O
DYy ||L2(0,T;H% (ToiR))

+||6t(N'9 ayaayﬁ) HL?(O,T;H’%(FD;R))
< e(T) M(T), (8.16)
where e(T) —0asT — 0.

Proof. For the first term of this inequality, we have that
021d

021d

LB (g®B — g8 )
IN-9 8y°‘8yﬁ”L2(0,T;H%(Fo;R)) sIV- (g g0, ))8y°‘8y5”LZ(O,T;H%(Fo;R))
021d

CgoP (0, ) ———
I - g0, )8yaay5”L?(o,T;H%(ro;R)) '
Since 7(0, -) = Id, we infer from &I) that
op 0°1d
[V -g TH > ..
OyOyPB "L2(0,T;H 2 (To;
For the second term on the left-hand-side of [BIH), the smoothness of T'y implies
that

< . .
e VT (8.17)

0°1d
LB
||8t(N g ayaayﬁ) ||L2(0,T;H7%(F0;R
and from ([BI0) and Lemma BH that we prove next,
021d
LB
104 -4 25 ) o oy < € IV

Since there is only a surface gradient involved in the right-hand-side of this inequal-
ity, from the same type of duality argument as we used for the proof of (ZEM), we
find that

ap
y S C IO oo =4 romy

1 .
L2(0,T5H™ 2 (T'o;R?))

0?1d
L g®P
10:(N - g 5ya5yﬁ)||L2(0,T;H*%(FU;R))

and from (BTT), we then have in turn that

9°1d
ag_Y =
8y“3yﬁ) 2o i3 (romyy < € VT (8.18)

Form [&T7) and [8IX), we then deduce the desired inequality ([BIHI).

< C |Vvllzz2(o,1;L2(00:R9)) 5

||8t(N'9

O

We next have the following simple result concerning the H —2 (Tp; R) norm of a
product.

LEMMA 8.5. For any o € H_%(I‘O;R) and 3 which is the trace of an element of
B € WH4(Tg; R), we have that

18l -3 oy < C Nl -3 oy my WBwnscomy (8.19)
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Proof. Let ¢ € H %(QO;R) and let R be a linear and continuous mapping from
Hz(Qo; R) into H'(Qo; R) such that ¢ is the trace of R(¢).
We then have
(@B, ¢ )r, = ( a, BP)r,
where (-, -)p, denotes the duality product between H~2(Ig; R) and Hz (Io; R). By
the trace theorem,

(08, 6o < Cllall,,-3 g o IBRO )
Since by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

IBR(O) 5 (0m) < 1Bl 05r) 1Dl E1 (20ir) + [1Bllwracoir) 1R(D)]L1(00im) >
we then have by the Sobolev embedding theorem,

I1BR(D) || 71 (0im) < C 11Bllwra(oim) 1R(O) || (2:R)
and thus

(@B, ¢)ro < lladl -4 1y © IBllwra@om) 19043 o, ) >
which proves the lemma. ([
For the uniqueness of the solution to ([B2), we will need the following
LEMMA 8.6. For any (v,q) € Cr and (9,q) € Cr,
lla — @l Lo o, m2(00m0) < C VT, (8.20)

where our notation means that a and a are formed from the Lagrangian flow maps
of v and v, respectively.

Proof. Note that from [&S), a and a are invertible, so that we may use the decom-
position

a( ) a(t,-) =a(t,-)-la~'(t,-) -a(t,") — 1d] ,

2 R?) is a Banach algebra, ([8I3)) enables us to assert that
la(t, ) — &( )lIH2 (i) < C a7 (t,) - alt, ) — Td| 2 (qmo) -

and thus, since H

la(t, ) = a(t, ) a2 (@omey <C ™t ) mz00me lalt,-) = 1] m2 (0, me)

+C i ) — 1] oy ms) - (.21)

Since a~1(t,-) = V1), we infer from ([®IJ) that
@~ (¢, ) = 1d| s> (umo) < C VT,
and consequently, with (8ZI]), we obtain the desired inequality. O
With regards to the forcing F' = f o1, we have the following

LEMMA 8.7. For any (v,q) € Cr,
| Fll 20,7557 (920:83)) + 1 Ftll 220,757 (920:R3))

< (L +e(T) (1 + cocslluollaroms) [fllz2o.mm @smsy) + |1 fell 20,70 w3:m)))
(8.22)

where €(T) — 0 as T — 0 and c3 and cg are the Sobolev constants defined in (SZ)

and [B3).
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Proof. From the chain rule,
VF =[Vfon] - Vn.
The estimate I0) provides us with L> spacetime control of both Vi and Vn~!
for T < Tj, so that we obtain
[ F|l 20,18 (0m3)) < [ fll L2070 rem2)) (1+€(T)) (8.23)
where €(T) — 0 as T — 0.
The chain rule also shows that

Fy=fion+[Vfonluv.
By duality,
£, e @oimey < NLfe 0 (s ) e @osmey + allIVF o nl(E,) v, ) g ) -
(8.24)
From Hélder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding theorem,
12 (s ) 1 (osrsy <[ fe 0 ml(E )| a1 (@osrey
+coes [[[Vfonl(t,-) [Iz2ors) [0t -) [|m1 (Q0im3)-

Next, note that

t
v, ) @oire) < [lwollar(oor2) +/ Joe(t, ) a2 o meydt”
0
which by means of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that (v,q) € Cp
leads us to
[0(t, )| L 0,711 (@02 < w0l (0m2) + VT M(T).
Again using [I0), we arrive at the estimate
[ Fill 20,7501 (20%2)) S| fell 2o, vereyy (1+€(T))
+coc3 || fllL2c0,m: 5 (m3:R3)) [Uoll 1 (q:rs) (1 +€(T)) ,

where €(T) — 0 as T — 0. Together with (B2Z3)), the lemma is proved. O

For the proof of the uniqueness result, which relies on the Lipschitz condition
E3), we will need the following

LEMMA 8.8. Suppose that f satisfies {3) with T replacing T. Then, there exists
C > 0 such that for any (v,q) and (0,§) both in Crp,

[fon—fo 77||L2(0,T;H1(QO;R3))+||(f on—fo ﬁ)t||L2(o,T;H1(QO;R3)/)
<CT3|(0—5,q— @) xr - (8.25)
Proof. We first notice that

nma»—mummqmﬂa_HAZU_muq>ﬁ/

)

H3(Q0;R3)

which shows by Jensen’s inequality that

t
[m(t, ) =it ) e o:r2) S/O (v = 0)(t, ) s o me) dt’
and thus from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
I —= 71l Loe 0,723 0009 < CVT [[(v = 5,9 = @) x- (8.26)
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On the other hand, since v(0,-) = ©(0,-), a standard interpolation argument (see
[6]) yields

lv =0l Lo 0.1:12 (0ir3)) < C (Il =0l 1200, 7513 (Q05r3)) + Ve — Vel L2(0, 7511 (Q05R3))) 5
and thus
v = 0l oo (0,712 (020 R2)) < C [(v = 0,0 = @)l xs - (8.27)
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we also have that
[0 = B oo (0,711 (@02 < C VT ||vr — el 20,731 (92082 >
so that
[o = 3]l oo (0.7 (089)) < C VT ||(v =5, = §)ll xr - (8.28)

We may interpolate between [BZ7) and [B2) using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg in-
equality to find that

[0 = Bl e 0,752 (piey) < C T [[(0 =5, — @)l xs - (8.29)
Since
Vim) -Vn—=Vf@)-Vi=Vfn) - (Vn-Vn)+(Vfn) —-VIH) Vi, (8.30)

using (BZ0) and BI0) together with (&3) for the second term on the right-hand-
side of ([B30), we obtain

IVf(n) -V —=VF@) - Villp2o,1,0290:r0))
<O VT (K + | Vflrzomrr2@srey) (v —10.q—)llxs -

The Lipschitz continuity of f from (B3] together with [B28) provides us with the
simple estimate

lfon—fonllorr2rs)) < C K VT [[(v = 0,q — @) xr »
from which it follows that
If on = foillzzorm@orsy < C T2 =00~ lx, - (8:31)
To estimate the time-derivative term, we have that
(fon—=fom)e=filn) = fe(i) + Vfn) v=Vf(H) v.

By using the Lipschitz condition (E3) on f; and V f together with (EI0) and [EZJ)
we see that

_ 1 - -
[(fon—Fom)ellL2o,rsL2(00 ) < CUK VTHTF ||V £l 20,7 02(2r0)) | (0=, 4= )| 1
and hence that

I(f on—fomllrzomm @my) < CT5 (v =75, —@)lxs - (8.32)
which together with (831) completes the proof. O

We next have the following existence and uniqueness result which shows that
the convex subset C is closed under the map O7.

LEMMA 8.9. There exists To € (0,Ty) such that for 0 < T < To and for any
(v,q) € Cr, there exists a unique solution (0,q) € Cr to the problem (83).
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Proof. The linear problem ([B2) will be solved by the following sequence of prob-
lems: We initiate the iteration with (vg,go) = (0,0); then, given (v,,qn) € X1 we
define (vp41, ¢n+1) as the solution of

(Vns1)t — VOV 1 + Vns1 = F + f(vn,q,) in (0,T) x Qo (8.33a)
div(vpy1) = a(vy) in (0,T) x Qo (8.33b)
HO (Def(vn+1)N) = §1 (’Un) on (O,T) X Fo, (833C)

t
N-(S(nt1,Gny1) N) =0 N - A0(/ Unt1) + G2(Vn, @n) + 0B(vy)
0
+0 N-DAgyy(xz) on (0,T)x T, (8.33d)

Un+4+1 = Upg ON QO X {t = 0}, (8336)
where
fn, qn) = —v(Av, — (a aF vk )sj ) + Vg —aTVe, in (0,T)x Qo, (8.34a)
a(vy) = div(vy,) — afo? k in (0,T) x Qo, (8.34b)
g1(vn) = 1o (Def (vy,) N — I,y (Dye,y () -a® N)) on (0,T) x Ty,
(8.34c)
gz(Uan) y = N - ( S(Uan) N ) -N- ( Sn(t,-)(Uan) : a/T N ) on (OuT) X FOa
(8.34d)
t
Blva) = N - By —Ao)(/ va) on (0,T) x Ty . (8.34¢)
0

We note that the system (B33) is well defined since by construction gi(v,)
belongs to the tangent plane to the surface I'g. This is precisely the reason why the
iteration proposed by Tani [IT] fails, since the analogue of g (v,,) in equation (4.3)
on page 319 does not necessarily belong to this tangent plane as it must.

For each n > 1 define

0Vp = Upt1 — vy, (difference of velocities)
0q,, = qn+1 — qn  (difference of pressures) .

Since for each iteration n > 0, the problem ([B33) is linear, the pair (6v,41,5¢n+1)
satisfies

(0vny1)e — vASVpg1 + VG, 1 = f(6vn,0q,) in (0,T) x Qo (8.35a)
div(dvpy1) = a(dvy) in (0,T) x Qo (8.35b)
HO (Def (5’Un+1) ) 1(5’Un) on (O, T) X FO s (835C)

t
N - ( S((S’l)n+1,5qn+1) N ) =0 NAQ (/ 6’Un+1>
0
+ g2(6vn,0q,,) + oB(6v,) on (0,T) x Ty,
(8.35d)
dvnt1 =0 on {t=0} xQ, (8.35€)
where the forcing appearing in the right-hand-side of this system are defined by

the same relations as (B3d) with (dv,,dq,) replacing (vn, g,). We note also that
0¢n(0,-) = 0 for any n > 1.
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~ For each n > 1, the initial boundary forcings g1(6v,)(0,-), g2(6v,)(0,-) and
B(6v,)(0, ) satisfy the condition (LE3]) since they are all zero (from ([E35d) and
the initial velocity satisfies the compatibility condition

Ho(Def (5vn+1(0, )) N) =0 on Fo.

Thus, B3H) satisfies all of the assumptions of the basic linear problem (E1I), and
so we can use estimate [E3) to find that
||(5Un+17 6qn+1)||XT
<C (||f(5vn7 5qn)||L2(o,T;H1(QO;R3)) + ||f(5vm 6qn)t||L2(O,T;H1(QO;IR3)’)
+ [|a(0vn) |2 0,712 (0;r9)) + [1@(60n )il L2(0, ;1.2 (00R9))
+ ||B(5vn)||L2(O,T;H%(FQ;R)) + ||B(5vn)t||
+ 191 (v, 6g,,) ||

L2(0,T5H % (Tg;R))

+ 191 (6v1, 0, )1l

3 1
L2(0,T;H?2 (To;R3)) L2(0,T;H™ 2 (To;R?))

+11g2(6vn; 6, + 1192(vn, 0, ). |

L2(0,T;H 2 (To;R)) L2(0,T3H % (To;R)) )

Hence, as a consequence of Lemma (which directly follows this proof), we
infer that there exists 71 € (0,7p) such that for any T' € (0,71)

1(60n+1, 0, 41) | X2 < C T [|(0,0) |7 [1(80ns 00,011) x5 -

Since v € Cp, we see from the previous inequality that there exists T € (0,71)
such that for T' < Ty, we have

1, 1
||(5Un+176Qn+1)||XT < §T32 ||(6v"75qn||XT .

which by the contraction mapping principle (since we can assume To € (0,1))
shows that the sequence (v, gn)nen is convergent in Xp to a limit (¥, §) which is
the unique solution in X7 of [82). By summing the previous inequalities from
n =1 to oo, and taking into account that the first iterate (vg, o) = (0,0), we see
that

~
g

N [=

——— (v, @)l xs + | (v1, @)l x - (8.36)

v, q <
6.0l < 257

In local coordinates y®, @ = 1,2, on I'y, we have that

9%Id oId
N-AJd=N.-¢g% | —— -T7 ,— | ;
! I (&ya@yﬁ of 3y7>’

since IV is the unit normal to I'g, and % is tangent to I'g, we have that

-—— =0on TY. 8.37
o : (837

Now, to estimate the right-hand side of (83d), we simply apply our basic energy
estimate ([Z8) to the following system, with zero initial tangential boundary forcing
and an initial normal boundary forcing in H %(FQ;R), whose initial data satisfies
the initial compatibility condition

Iy (Def (v1(0,-)) N) = 0 on I,
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(since v1(0, ) = up):
o1 —vAv1 + Vg =F in (0,T) x Qo
div(v1) =0 in (0,T) x Qo,
Io(Def(v1)N) =0 on (0,T) x Iy,

t
N-(S(vl,ql)N)—aN'Ao(/ v1) =0 N-Ayp(ld) on (0,T) x Iy,
0

vy =ug on Qo x {t=0}, (8.38a)
to get
(v, q1)ll 2
< C (lluoll g2 o2y + 1 F [ 200,750 (00573)) + [ Fill L2 (0,111 (20573 ))

921d
. g°B
R)+||N ) 8aay5”L2oTH2(FoR))

by 0°1d
: 8ya3yﬁ) ||L2(0,T;H7%(F0;R)) ’ (

+ 1 A0ld- Ny

HIE(O, )| L2002y + [10:(N 8.39)

where C,,, is defined in Definition
Then, combining [&16), ®3d), @39) and @22), we find that

1@l < <1+17%> M(T) (1+€(T))

where ¢(T) — 0 as T — 0. Thus, choosing Ty € (0,T»), such that 0 < T < T\,
implies that
(@, Dl xr < M(T) .

so that (7, q) € Cr, which proves the stability lemma. O
We now prove the following estimate which was used to prove Lemma

LEMMA 8.10. There exists T1 € (0,To) such that for any (v,q) € Cr, and (w,r) €
X7 such that (w(0),r(0)) = (0,0), we have that
||f(w7 7’)||L2(0,T;H1(QO;R3)) + ||f(w7T)tHL?(O,T;Hl(QO;RE')’)
+ lla(w) | z2(0,7;m2 (0 r2)) + [@(W)tlL2(0,7:22(00:3))

10,7808 (roimy)
2 _
S ([N PR +||ga<w i IIMTH I

<C T (v, @)llxr [[(w,7)llxr

where
flw,r) = —v(Aw — (alafw, ),; ) + Vr—al Vr o in (0,T) x Q)
a(w) = div(w) — }cwk- in (0,7) x Qo,
g1(w) =Ty (Def(w)N — L.y (Dyr,y(w) -a” N) ) on (0,7) x Ty,
G2(w,r) =N - ( S(w,r) N )= N-( Sy y(w,7)-a” N) on (0,T)x T,
B(w) =N (Ay —AO)(/O w) on (0,T)xTy.
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Proof. In order to simplify the notation, we shall omit the explicit dependence on
time ¢ € (0,7) when we evaluate certain Sobolev norms. For instance, letting ¢
denote a generic element of (0,T), ||wl|gsqq;rs) Will stand for [Jw(t,-)|| g3y ms)-
For the sake of clarity, we divide the proof into ten steps.

1. Estimate of a:
Since a(w) = (6§ — at) w*,;, we have that
lla(w)l 2 (0 ;r0)

<C (”(Slic - GZHLOO(QU;R% ”wkn’ ||H2(QU;R9) + ||5lic - aZ||H2(Qo;R9) ||wk,i ||L°°(Qo(;R9)))a
8.40

which by the continuous embedding of H? into L> shows that
la(w)ll 2 (@omey < C 16k = aillmr20imo) 10" |12 005w,
and consequently from (EI3),
a(w)| 220,12 (00589)) < C VT |[wl] 200,75 (20785)) - (8.41)

2. Estimate of a;:
Since a(w) = (6 — at) w*,;, we have by time differentiation,

a(w); = (6, — aj,) (w*,;)e + (ap)e w*,i
which together with (B13)) and [BI2) shows that
a(w)ell £2(0,7:02(000)) <C VT [well 20,71 (20:R2))
+ llat - V|| L2 (0,712 (020 79)) - (8.42)
Now, we notice that
llae - Vwl[r2(0,m;12(00%9)) < llatllLoo(0,7502(00ir9)) VW[ 1200, L0 (205r9)) - (8-43)
From the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have for all ¢,
[Vw(t, )L @oire)y < [IVw(E, )llwraore)
and thus the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality ([L82) show that

1 7
IVt =@z < IV ez V00 gy - (8:44)

Since w(0) = 0, we have Vw(t,-) = fot Vw(t',-) dt’, and thus from the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality and Fubini’s theorem,
[Vw(t, ) 2(aere) < VE VWil £2(0,6:02(00 ) »
and then
IVw(t, ) L2 @ome) < VT Vel 20.1:0200m0)) - (8.45)
From [&Z4), and ®ZH), we deduce that

2

T
1 1 7
IVwll 20,1525 (0r9)) < CTT [[willfa0 1,111 (000r0)) </0 Hw(t")”fﬁ(ﬂo;n&"))dt> ,

and from Holder’s inequality,

1 T 1
||vw||L2(O,T;L°°(Qg;R9)) < CTs3 ||w||22(O,T;H3(QU;R3)) HthIS/Q(O,T;Hl(QO;]R?’)) . (846)
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From 1), @Z3) and &), and Young’s inequality we infer that
llat - Vwl L2012 (005r3))
1
< CD(T) Ts (Nw(t, )23 0rs)) + lwell 20,081 (0r5)) ) -

From this inequality and ([&Z2), we then deduce the existence of Tz, € (0,Tp)
such that for any T € (0,7T3,),

la(w)illxy < CTS [|(w,7)[|xy - (8.47)

3. Estimate of f:
On (0,7),

1L (w, )l g1 (02 < ¥ [ div(Vw - (Id —a - aT))||H1(QD;R3)+||(Id = a) V7|l g o me) -

(8.48)
From the usual product formula for the derivatives and the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality we see that

[dd = @) V7l g1 prsy < C I11d = allyyragyro) I V7l a0y e
+C 14 = all a0 [V

which by the continuity of the embedding of H? into W* shows that
114 = @) 9711 ey < € 11 =l g sz 7l 2 oy
and consequently from EI3),
1(1d = @) V7|l 20,711 (i) < C VT 7l L2 (0,7302(00im2))) - (8.49)
For the other term on the right-hand-side of [8Z48) we similarly have
| div(Vw - (Id —a- aT))||H1(QO;R9) <C|ld-a- aT”LOO(QD)||w||H3(Qg;R3)
+C [Id-a- aTHWlA(QO;RSB) ||T||W2,4(QO;]R) )

which by the continuity of the embeddings of H? into W14, of H? into W?* and
of H? into L® shows that

[ div(Vw - (Id —a- @T))HHI(QO;RQ) <Cld-a- aT||H2(QU;R9)||w||H3(QO;R3) ‘
(8.50)
Now, from ([&I3)) and the fact that H? is a Banach algebra, we deduce that
la-a” = 1dl| o o 12 mrimeyy < C VT
which combined with [B30) gives us the estimate
ldiv(Vew - (1d = a-a®))| 2o rom oy < C VTl mmsioomy - (3:51)
Thus, ®Z8), §29) and E]) show that

17w, )| 20,1 (2gmy) < C VT (IIwIILzm,T;Hs(QO;Rs)) + ||T||L2<o,T;H2<no;R>>) :
(8.52)
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4. Estimate of f;:
We have

||f(w, T)tHHl(QU;R3)’ S 14 || dlv(th . (Id —a- aT))||H1(Qo;R3)/
+v | div(Vw- (Id —a- aT)t)HHl(QU;RS)f

+ [I(Id — aT)VTt”Hl(Qo;]R?’)’ +[/(1d - aT)tVTHHl(QD;RS)' :
(8.53)

Now, we see that for any ¢ € H*(; R3),
(Id = a")Vry, ¢)1 = (Vry, (Id — a)p)y

where (-, -)1 denotes the duality product between H!(£p; R?) and H'(Q; R?)". Con-
sequently,

I((1d — GT)VTta o) < [(Id - a)¢||H1(QO;R3) ||VTt||H1(Qg;R3)’
<CId— a||H2(QO;]R3)||VTt||H1(QU;R3)/||¢||H1(QO;JR3) )
which shows that
[[(Id — aT)VTt”Hl(Qo;RS)’ <C|d- a”m(szo;RB)||V7’t||H1(Qo;R3)' J
and thus from (T3,
||(Id - aT)VTt||L2(0’T;H1(QO;R3)/) < C \/T ||vrt||L2(O,T;H1(QO;R3)’) . (854)

For the fourth term on the right-hand-side of ([8&3), we notice that for any
(b € Hl(QO;RB)v

( (1 —aT),Vr,¢ )y = —/ TV 6.

Q
Thus,

(1 = a)eVr, @)1 < llacll L2 @ome) | V7l Lt o mms) 0]l L0 )

and by Sobolev’s embedding theorem and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we
find that

7 1
[{(Id = a®) V7, ¢)1| < C llacll L2(0ms) 7]l 12 (05 171 L2 (0002) * |l 111 (2053
which shows that
7 1
1(1d = ™)Vl a1 (emey < C llacl L2 ome) 171l 220 ® 7l L2020 ® -
and consequently from (812,
z 1
1(d = a™)e V7|l (@omsy < C |17l 20w * 17l 220 ® - (8.55)

Since r(0) = 0, we have r(¢,-) = f(f r¢(t',-) dt’, and thus from the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Fubini’s theorem,

I7(t, ) 2oy < VE 7l 220,60200m)) 5
and thus

l7(t, )l 2 (00:r)) < VT 17t 1l 20,7502 (0;R)) >
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which with 823 gives

[(Id — a™)e V7| 20,710 (20 %5y

T
1 1 7
=C T Irell Eego.riz2(0my) (/O ||’"(t")||§2<no;R))dt>

Now, from Hélder’s inequality,

[SE

1 i 7
I(1d — aT)tVT||L2(0,T;H1(QU;R3)’) <CTs HTtHzQ(O,T;LZ(Qo;R)) ||T||22(0,T;H2(520;R)) ’

and Young’s inequality finally give us the estimate

[(Id—a"), Vrll L2058 (Q0ir3)) < C T+ [[Imell 220, 7522(20R)) T 17l 20,7552 (20 :R)) ] -
(8.56)
For the first term on the right-hand-side of [&X13)), we first notice that for any

¢ € HY(Q0;R3) we have

(div(Vwy - (Id — a - a™)), ¢)1 = — / (Id — a - a¥), 0w, - 9;¢ da
Qo
+ (D5wy, (Id — a - aT)] N;d)ry, -
Consequently,

(div(Vw, - (Id — a - a")), ¢)1 <|[1d — a - a” || oo (or0) [ Vel 200 m9) 1 11 (20505

+ 105wl -3 1(1d — a - a™)].N;9|

(To;R?) H? (To;R?)

If N denotes a smooth extension of N to Qq, we infer that
(div(Vwe - (Id —a - a")),¢)1 < [1d = a - a”|| Lo (o mo) [ Vwil| L2 o) |9]] 1 (205m9)
O 105l - g o 11 = @ TNl s
and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
(div(Vw; - (Id — a - a™)), o)1
<|[ld-a- GT||L°°(QU;R9)||th||L2(QU;R3)||¢||H1(QD;R3)
+C 05wl -

oz 11 = @ @'l @omo) 18]l 00m)

+C |9 wt”Hfg r ;Rs)”Id —a-a"wraere) 16l Le0ms)
followed by Sobolev’s embedding theorem,
(div(Vw;-(Id — a - aT)), o)1
< |[1d = a - ™| g2 (o) [ Vwe || L2003 | ]| 11 (20 3)
+C ||9; wt||H7§ - Rg)HId_a'aT”HZ(QO;Rg) ]l m1(00m2) -
Consequently,
| div(Vw, - (Id = a - a”)) || a1 ppsy <[1d —a-a”|| 2 520;R9)||th||L2(Qg;R3)

+C ||6 ’th ||Id—a-aT||Hz(QD;R9)

2 (Io;R3)
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From [®I3), we then deduce that
| div(Vaw, - (1d = a - a"))|| 2 @qpsy <C VT ||th||L2(Qo'R3)

+C\/_||6 ’th 3 (To;R3)

from which it follows that
|| le(th . (Id —a- G/T))HLQ(O,T;HI (Q0;R3)") SC \/T ||th||L2(0’T;L2(QO;R3))
+ CVT ||V

L2(0,T5H ™ 2 (To;R3))
(8.57)

Similarly, for the second term on the right-hand-side of ([853]), we notice that
for any ¢ € H(Q0;R?) we have that

(div(Vw - (Id — a - a™);), d)1 = —/

((at aT +a- atT)iw,k) ;o0 dx .
Q0

Then, by Hélder’s inequality,
(div(Vu-(fd=a-a”),), 0 )1 < ||((ar-a” = a-al fww )

L8 (20:R?) 16l 2o (o sme) -

Consequently, by the continuity of the embedding of H'(Qo;R?) into L5(Qp; R?),
we have that

| div(Vw - (1d — a - 7)) ||z pzey < | ((at o’ +a-al)lwy ) a8 s, -

(8.58)
On the one hand, we have from Holder’s inequality that

I(ac - @™ +a-af fwus | g ar - a” +a - af )] |l L200me) |5k | L3 (020589)

o < I

and by [&TI3)), we deduce that

Iae - a” + a-alYwis | g g, g0y < C larlzz@omn lws sz -

With (BT2) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we then obtain the estimate

[(ar - a* +a - af Y, ||L Qo;R3) = =C Hw”Hl(Qo JR3) ||w||Hg (Q0;R3)

which with [&ZH) provides

. 1 1 3
l(ar-a®+a-ai w8 g, pay < C T Il ooz, oimon 10l g my - (8:59)

On the other hand, from Hélder’s inequality
||((at'aT+a'a?)g€)’J W,k ||L5 Qo;R3) = ||((at'aT+a'a?)i;)7j ||L2(QO;R3)||w7k ||L3(QU;R3) ;
EI3) allows us to assert that

TV\Jj

||((a’t : a‘T +a-a; )k)a] W,k || <C (||Vat||L2(QD;R27)Hw7k ||L3(QO;R3)

(Q;R3)

+||va||L4(Qo;R27)||at||L4(Qg;R9)Hwak ||L3(QO;R3)) )
and thus from the Sobolev embedding theorem, and another use of [®I3), we find
that

((at - a" +a- atT)i)u‘ w,p, || <C ||Vat||L2(szo;R27)||wak ||L3(520;R3) .

L8 (Q0;R)



NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WITH SURFACE TENSION 57

From the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities, and ([8ZH), we then get

II((as - al +a- aT)ic)’j W,k HL%(QO;RE‘)

3 3 1
< ClIVail L2 (oren) T8 ||wt||z2(o,T;H1(QO;R3))||w||ir3(gzo;R3) : (8.60)
Consequently, from [&358), (BRd) and (BHM), we infer that
|| diV(V’w . (Id —-a- aT)t)||L2(0,T;H1(QO;R3)’) <
1
3

T
1 i 3
C T= l[well 220,21 (2079)) ( / lwt, ~>llés<ao;uas>df>

T 3
+C THwill 0.1 ( / [0t W o e Ve ->||iz<QO;Rs>dt>
From Holder’s inequality and ([BI2), we then have that

[ div(Vew - (Id = a - a)e) || 20,71 (22 ))
<CTS ||wt||%2(o,T;Hl(Qo;R3))||w||%2(o,T;H3(QD;R3))
+C T3 ”wt”%?(o,T;Hl(QO;RS))”wH%?(o,T;HS(QO;RS)) )
which by Young’s inequalities gives
| div(Vw - (1d — a - a))l| L2 (0, 7:11 (0:83))
<CTi (lwell 20,7211 (900m3)) + 1wl L2 0,13 (20:R3))) - (8.61)

Finally, from B53), @2d), 5H), 2D, and [ EI), we see that there exists
Ty, € (0,Tp) such that for any 7" € (0,7},) we have that

1
[ fell 20,700 (0ir3)) < C T8 [[(w,r)||xp - (8.62)
Let us define g = g1 + goN. We next estimate g and its time derivative.
5. Estimate of g:

By definition,
g(w,r) =S(w,r) N — Sy (w,r) - al N+

ol
11, ((aT N) - (S, (w,r) -a” N) T ]{]V|2> . (8.63)

Letting N denote a smooth extension of N to Qo, we have that
IS (w, ) N—Sn(t,_)(w,r)-aT N||H%(FO;R3) < C|S(w,r) N—Sn(t,_)(w, r)-aT N”HZ((]O;RS) .
From

S(w,r) N — St (w,r) - o' N

= (Vw) + (Vw)")N =N = (a* - Vw + (a¥ - Vw)T) - a"N +ra” N,
(8.64)
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we infer that

IS (w, ) N — Sty (w,r) -aT N|| <C|r(1d- aT) N||H2(QO;R3)

H3 (ToR3) =
+C [[Vw- (1d = a”) N|gzues) + C [(1d = a”) - Vw - a” N g2(a0r9)
+C (V)" - (Id = a) Nllgzors) + C [(Vw)" -a- (Id — a”) N|g2qms) »
and since H?(Qo;R?) is a Banach algebra,

”S(wa T) N - Sn(t,v)(wvr) ' a‘T N”H%(FO;R3)

<C||Id — aT||H2(r0;R9) [Vwl| g2 (0;r9)
+C |lall a2 @omey 11 = a” ||z mgime) [Vl i 0me)
+C |7l g2(@om) 11d = a” || 52 (0qme) -
From ([BTI3) we then get

.S (w, ) N - Sn(tv)(w’r) ra’ N”H%(FO;R"*)

<CVT (1wl &3 (o;rs) + 171 22 (Q05m))
and by integrating in time

1S (w, ) N = Syey(w,r) - a” N L0 7% (romsy)

<ONVT (||w||L2(O,T;H3(QD;R3)) + ||7"||L2(0,T;H2(QO;R))) . (8.65)

On the other hand, we also have
Iy ((aTN) (St (w,r) - a’ N)a"N)
= (a"N) - ( Sy (w,r)-a” N)a" N
—(a™N) - ( Sty (w,r) -’ N) (@"N)-(N) N,
and thus,
Iy ((a"N) - ( Sy, (w,r) -a” N) a"N)
= (a"N) - ( Sy, y(w,r) - a” N )@ —((@” N)-N)Id)N .
Since
al — (@ N -N)ld=a” —1d+ ((Id—a”) N-N) 1d,
we have in turn that
I ((a"N) - ( Sty (w,r) - a” N)a"N)

= (a"N) - (Syu,y(w,r) -a” N) (" —1d)N

+ (@"N) - ( Sy (w,r) -a” N)(Id—a”) N)- (N) N . (8.66)
From the trace properties, we then find that
a’ N

(a7 N) - ( Sy (uw,r) - N ) 22 H
H i) laT N2 H3 (ToiR?)

a’ N
S HW . ( Sn(t,.)(w,T) -aT N ) (aT — Id)N”H?(QD;R?’)
aT N
+ gy (Sue (w:7) 0" N ) (1= aT) N) - (N) Nl

(8.67)
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To estimate the first term on the right-hand-side of ([BH1), we notice that since
H?(Q0;R3) is a Banach algebra, we have that

a’ N T .
TN “(Spty(wyr)-a’ N ) (a8 —1d) N
|a | H2(QU;R3)
1
< Ol llall 22 020m9) 1St (w, 7) - all 2 (p;m0) 1d — @™ || 2 (g o) -
la”N| H2(Q0;R)

From ®I3) and &), we infer that

aTN
la” N2

(St (w,r) al' N )(aT — Id)NH
H2(QU;R3)
< C VT ISy (w,r) - a” [ g2 (g m9) - (8.68)
Once again using that H?(Qo;R?) is a Banach algebra we can conclude that
1St (w,r) - a” || g2(0pmey < C lla” - Vw + (a” - V) || 2 gm0 @l 2 (00 m0)
and that
1S, (w,r) - aTHH?(Qo;]Rg) < C (lwllmsomrs) + 7] 22 (20:r8)) ||a||%12(QO;R9) )

which with &I3), provides us with the estimate

1Sy, (w,7) - a® || g2 (00me) < C ([wll ms oims) + 17l 52 (09 ) - (8.69)
Thus, from LX) and @), we find that

a’ N T r
laTNZ ( Sy,y(w,r)-a” N) (a® —Id)N

H2(Q0iR?)
<CVT (1wl &3 (0:r3) + 7]l 2 (Q05R3)) - (8.70)

In an identical fashion, we also have that

aTN
laT N|?

Syt (w,r) -a” N)((Id —a™) N) - (N) N'

H?(Q0;R?)
<CVT (1wl &3 (0:r3) + 7]l 72 (Q05m3)) - (8.71)

From ®E3), @Z) and &), we may finally conclude that

||§||L2(07T;H%(FO;R3)) < CVT ([wll L2015 @0mo)) + 7]l L2020 m5))) - (8.72)
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6. Estimate of g;:
We next estimate the time derivatives of the terms in [BG3)). First we have that

1(S(w,7) N = Sy4,y(w,r) -a"N) ||, -
<O |r(ld—a") N||, -

(To;R3)

(CoiR?®) +C||m? N

+C |V, - (1d — a7) N||H

H™% (To:R?)

3 (rom?) +C ||[Vw-af N||

+C||Id—daT)-Vw-al N

=3 (T;R3)
by € 14— a")Tw - a” ]|

+C [[(Vw)" - (Id — a) NIIHfé(FO;RS)
+C [|(Vw)T - a N||H,%(FO;R3) +C |(Vw)T -a-(1d—a”) N||
+C ||[(Vw)T - ay - (Id — o) N||

1
H™2(To;R3)

T
+C |lal - Vw - a” N||H,%(FO;R3)

1
H™ 3 (To;R3)

H- ¥ (To:RS) +C|[(Vw)! -a-af N||H,§ (ToR?) *

From [&I9), we find that

1(S@w,m) N =Sy (w,r) -0 N)ll oy o

< C Wl gy 114 = llwr sy + C el oy Il s

+ C IV g oy 1T = @llwnaqayes) + C laullg o) IV@lwnscoe0
+C ||at||H7§(F oy IVl gy 11 = allws e
+C IVl e Jallw sy 11— allws ez

+C Hat”H*ﬁ(ro;Rs?) lallwra@ore) IVwllwaome) »

and with the Sobolev embedding theorem and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality,
we obtain

||(S(w77a) N - Sn(t . (w7 T) ' aT N)t”H*%(FO;Rs)

<C il ey gy 11— @ll72 009

1 7
+ C llacll g o) 171l 2 0 ) 171 Er2 (00:m)
+ O IIVwell g 1 oy I1d = all 20 me)

1 3
+C ||at||H1(Qo;]R9) ||Vw||;{1(90;]1{9) ||Vw||;{2(go;]1{9)
+ C |lacl m1 (Qosroy 1wl E3 (008 [11d = allwa(qq;re)

+C [Vwell -1 To:R®) llall 72 (osroy [11d — all mr2(qq5r9)

+C ||a’t||H1(Qo;]R9) ||a’||H2(Qo;R9) ||vw||;-[1(90;]R9) ||vw||;-[2(go;]R9) .
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From ®I3), @IZ), and the fact that »(0) = 0 and w(0) = 0, we then infer that

1(S(w,7) N = Syip,y(w,7) -a” N)|
< CVT |r|

H™ % (To;R?)

sy T C VT Vil

(To;R9)
+C T ||Tt||%2(O,T;L2(flo;R)) HT”%%%?R)

+C TS ||th||%2(o T;H (20;R9)) ||Vw||}%_12(90 iR?)

+C VT ||lw|gaaemsy + C VT TVl ;- (ToiR?)

+C CZ—‘§ ||th||z2(O,T;H1(QU;R9)) ||vw||;12(QU;R9) ’
and from Young’s inequality,

(S (w, ) N—S (t,)(w,r) -aTY N
< C\/_||rt||

+C T (||T‘t||L2(o,T;L2(szo;R)) +||7“||H2(szo;R))

) IIH%@ .

+CVT T V|,

"2 (To;R) ~2(Dg;R?)

+C T (|Vwell 20,51 029 + V0] 1120 9))
+C VT |w]gsems) + C VT T Vw4

3 (To;R?)

+CTs (IVwell 2o, rsm ooy + VWl 2 (00me))

Then, we see that there exists 7] € (0,Tp) such that if 0 < T < T, we have that

1
L2(0,T;H™ % (To;R3)) SCT |[(w,r)]xer -
(8.73)

To estimate the remaining term in ([863), we use [BBLH) to obtain the estimate

a’ N T T
H (HO ( W~(Sn(t7,)(w,r)'a N)a N))t

[(S(w,7) N = Sy, (w,r) - o™ N),|

H™ % (Do;R3)
aT N
= H( laTN|2 “( Syt (w,r) - a” N)> (a" —1d) N)H B
t H™2(To;R3)
aTN
|| g - (S (w,r) " N ) a NH
laTN|? n(t,) PR
aT N
i < e (S (wr)-at N)) ((1d - a”) N~N)NH 1
¢ H™ 2 (To;R3)
aTN
+ |aT N2 (St (w, ) -a” N) (atT N)-( NH » .
H™ 3 (Dg;R3)
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From (&I9), we then find that

(0 (St )

<C H( |ZTT7]]\Y|2 ( Sy, (w,r) -a” N) )

a’ N
JaTN|2

1
H™ 2 (I'o;R3)

) lla = 1d[lw.4(0q;r%)
tll =4 (ro;me)

+C

w&mwwwﬁwﬂ la: N

1 .
H™ 2 (I'g;R3
W14 (Qq;R) (To;R?)

Using BTI9) for the first term on the right-hand-side of the previous inequality
together with the fact that W14(Qo;R?) is a Banach algebra, provides us with the
inequality

| (50 (o (Swoatwrr-a” 2y 7))

< C I Snte) @ Dell - 3 gy oy 10400200 [l = T lwrsgimo)

2
H™ % (To;R3) W14(Qo;R)

+C 18y, (W, m)llwraomey lallwiamome) laell ;-4 1 oy lo = dllwraqaosme)

+C TN - ( Sy (w,r) a7 N ) lwrscan laf Ny s

By taking into account ([BI), we deduce that

a’ N
1'[0(7-(5 . (w,r)-aTN)aTN)>
H( [T NP2 ) :

S CNVwl oy oy Nelivraggmey llo = Tdlwsomo)

H™3 (To;R3) 2 W14 (Qo:R)
+C el -3 sy 1l ey o= Tllwsoino
€l oy IVl 2089 Nl Nl = 1o oo

+C llotll -3y o Ity lallwnaceogme) lla = Tl aqme)

+ C [Vwllwraprs) lallfaqyrey ol a3 romey N0 = 1wz
+C Irlwra@om llallwria@omey lacl ;-4 1 goy lla = 1dllwrs(aqre)
+C llallfyragame) IVllwraggre) laell -3 (rp:poy

+C llallfyraemey I7lwra@om) laell ;-3 poy -
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and by the Sobolev embedding theorem and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality,

(0 2 5t 0100

<C ||th||H7%(FO;R9) ||0’||§{2(QO;R9) ||a—1d||H2(Qo;R9)

) 2
H™ 2 (Tg;R3) W4 (Qo;R)
+ CIrell g oy Noll2 (im0 I = T2 aosme)

+ C lawl ar @ome)y wllas@oms) lallzrzoprsy lla = 1d]| a2 (pro)

+ C latll i1 ore) [7lH2(00:R) lall B2(00R0) la — 1d]| 52 (04:re)

+ C |[wll s ome)) lallFrzogmoy laellar@omey lla —1d] g2 (qomo)

+ C Il 52 00;r)) lallm2(0om)) [laellm@ore) lla = 1d|| g2(q;ro)
1 z

+C ||a||§12(90;R9) ||w||]S—II(QO;R3) ||w||]g—13(QO;R3) llaell rrr (c20;m9)
1 7

+C llallfr ooy 17152 oy 17152 0my ez ome) -

Finally, from 1), T3) and &TIA), we infer that
al N T T

| (o (i (Swstwns o™ 3y a7 ) )

<CVT (IVwl,-y

+C VT (Il m2i0om) + 1wl s oz + 117 52 (00 %))

1
H™ 3 (T;R3)

ey T 17l e + 0l 0z )

1 1 z 1 z
+CTs (Hwt||22(0)T;H1(QO;R3)) ||w||213(90;]1g3) + ||7"t||z2(o,T;L2(QO;R3)) ”TH?{?(QO;R?’)) :

We may thus conclude that there exists Ty € (0,Tp) such that for any T' € (0,T3)
we have

H < ( (TN ( Sy (w,r) -a N aTN)>t <OTS ||(w, )| xp -

H™% (To;R?)
(8.74)
From BZ3) and 74, we have that for all 0 < T' < Ty, = min(77, T3),
||gt||L2 OT H*j(r ]R?’)) — C TlG ||(w T)”XT * (875)

7. Estimates of g1, ¢2,0:91, and 0;gs:
Since go = g- N and g1 = g — (g - N) N, we infer from &72), @D, and BI)
that for any 0 < T' < min (7}, T}, ),
||gl(w T)”Lz 0,T; H2(I‘0 R3)) + ||g1(w77') ||L2(O T: Hié(FU;RS))
+ ||gz(w’T)”LZ(O,T;H?(FQ;R)) + ||92(w 7') ||L2 0,T; H7§(F0 R))
<C T lw,m)||x, - (8.76)

8. Estimate of (B);:
As we defined in (B3),

0%w ow
Agw(t,z) = g°° (ayaa 3la) =~ T30 x)) .
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Consequently,
0%w
Oy*>OyP

a Y a vy ow
- (g ﬁ(tvx)raﬁ(tvx) -9 ﬁ(ovx)raﬁ(tvx))a—y.y(tvx)

By =(g*°(t,x) — g°7(0,2)) (t, )

9w
o Oy~oy’

— 8t(g°‘ﬁ(t,3:)FlB)(t,x)/O %(t/,x)dt/ . (8.77)

+ 9i(g*P)(t, ) (', z)dt’

It follows that

1t ) — 500, ) =22 e, ],
’ Nageays b ik womys

< Ol Vo[V VY| || 20wy + Cll VY[ VAlIVV@] || 22(00ms) -
and from (BI0), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1™ () = (0, D=2 e, )|
: N agaays ot woms)

< C VT |Jwllgsaersy + C || [VVIIVD] [Laom) || [VVW] |00 m) -

From the Sobolev embedding theorem and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we
then have that

0w
aBt ) — goh (0. ))———(t. - .
||(g ( ? ) g (05 ))6yaayﬁ( ? )||H§(F0§R3)

VT 2 H &
<CVT ||w||H3(QU;]R3) + C||77||H3(QU;]R3)||w||H1(QO;]R3)||w||H3(QO;R3) .
Since w(0) = 0, we use [BIM) to deduce that
0w
Bty — g (0. ) ——— (¢. -
6778 = 82(0.) 5z (M g
L 1 d

<ONVT w2 (osme) + C T Hwt”z?(O,T;Hl(Qo;RE'))”szI?’(QO;R?’) ;

and from Young’s inequality,

0w
af _ _af R Tt
||(g g (07 ))8yaay3HLz(OvT%H%(F?}?R))

< C VT |[w|p2(0,1:1% (00 7%))
1
+C T35 (Jlwe [ L2081 (0)) + 10l 220,15 0i83))) - (8.78)
Similarly,

« « ow
||(g ﬁ(t7 )Flﬁ(tu ) —4g 6(07 ')Flﬁ(ou ))8—y7(t7 .)”H%(Fo;R?’)

< C|l (9%, )T 5(t ) = g°P(0, )T 7 5(0,)) [VVw] |2 (00m)
+ Ol [V (g (t, )07 5(t, ) = 9°7(0, )T 50, )] [Vl [|22(00:8) -
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and thus,
ow

1™ (¢, )T 5(2,) —g“ﬁ(O,')Flﬁ(O,'))a—gﬂ(tw)llH%(Po;W)

<C| gaﬁ(ta ')Flg () — gaﬁ(oa ')Flg(O, ')||L°°(O,T;L4(QO;R))||w||W2~4(Qg;]R3)

+C | V(g™ (t, )02 5t ) = g7 (0, )T 5(0, ) Low 0,732 (0200 | w0l 113 (0209 -
From (&I0), we see that

ow
(g7 (¢, )T 75(t,-) = g°7(0,)T7,5(0, '))3—m(tv Mt (s )

< COVT ||wl| s (0oms) -

Consequently,
(g% (605 (8) = 90, I (0, ), |
g ) afB\" g ’ afB\M ay,), ) LQ(O,T;H%(FO;R?’)
SO \/T ”wHL?(O,T;H?’(QU;R?’)) . (879)

Next, we have that
0%w

aﬁ . T (4 . /
||atg (t7 ) o 8yaay5 (t7 )dt ||H%(F0;R3)

¢
<C H V||V }/ VVw(t',)dt
0

L2(Q0;R3)
t
+CH Vol [V V) }/ V()
0 L?(90iR?)
t
+C H [Vol|| V) ‘/ VVVw(t',)dt :
0 L2(Q0;R3)

From ([BI), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we then find that
t a2
0*w
af . YW /
||8tg (tv )/O 8ya8yﬁ (t ’ )dt ”H%(Fo;Ra)

t
<C ||VVU||L4(QO;]R27) H/ va(t’7.)dt/
0

L4(Q0;R27)

t
+ C ||Vv||L°°(QU;R9) H/ va(t/, )dt/
0

L4(Q0;R?7)

t
+ C ||VU||L°°(QO;R9) H/ VVVw(t’j )dt/
0

L2(Q0;R?7)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem and Jensen’s inequality, we deduce from the

previous inequality that

0*w

hg™(t,) | ===, )at

|| tg ( ) ) 0 ayaayﬁ( ’ ) ||H%(F0;R)
t

< C [ollmsqaums) | 1990, [iagmondt
0

t
+ C [|v] 3 (20:3) / Jw(t', ) || a3 @omsydt’
0
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and from another use of the Sobolev embedding theorem together with the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality,

t 82
||8tgaﬁ(ta')/0 7

! !
g0y I s g

<C ||U||H3(£20;R3) VT [Jw ||L2(O,T;H3(QO;IR3)) .
Consequently,

0%w
e R0l | PSR G,
Oy*oy” L2(0,T:H 2 (To;R?))

||atgaﬁ(tv )

< C olle2o.:m3 o)) VT W |[L200.1:m5 (0:89))
< C VT |w || 2(0,75m%00R2)) - (8.80)

where we have used that [|v||£20, 1,53 (k%)) < M(T) < M(Tp) (since (v, q) € Cr)
for the last inequality. Recall that we allow C' to depend on Tj.
Now, to estimate the last term of the right-hand-side of [8XZ), we note that

t ow
af AT . ’ !
at(g (tv )Faﬁ(tv )) 0 8y7 (tv )dt

1
HZ(To;R3)

t
gCH |V} |VV Vo / Vuw(t',-)dt
0

L2(Qo;R)
t
el A ivavt / Vot )dt
0 L2(Qq;R)
t
+C || |[Vn2IVV V||V / Vuw(t',-)dt
0 L2(Q0;R)
t
+C|| |[Vn|*|VVul / VVw(t',-)dt'
0 L2(Qq;R)
t
+C|| |Vn)*|IVVn|| Vv / VVw(t',-)dt
0 L2(90;R)
t
+ | (vnlvenRvy / Vu(t, )t .
0 L2(Qq;R)



NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WITH SURFACE TENSION 67

From (BI0), the Sobolev embedding theorem, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity, we then deduce that

t Qw

Ou(g™ (1, T4 (t, 7)) / o ()it

1
H?Z (To;R3)

t
< C ||U||H3(QO;R3) H/ V’w(ﬁ")dtl
0

L (Qo;R9)

t
+C ||VVU||L4(QO;R27) ‘/ Vw(t/7~)dt/
0

L (Qo;R9)

t
+C ||VU||Loo(QO;R9) H/ Vw(t’,.)dt/
0

L (Q0;R?)

t
/ VVw(t,)dt

+ C [IVV| L4 (qq;r27) ‘
0

L4(Q0;R27)

t
+C ||VU||L°°(QO;R9) H/ VVw(t")dt/
0

L4(Q0;R27)

t
+C ||VU||L°°(QU;R9) H/ Vw(t/, »)dt/
0

L (Qo;R?)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem and Jensen’s inequality, the previous inequality
yields
| (¢, )dt

Bu(g™ (t, VT2 5, )) / %"

H? (To;R3)
t

<C ollmiamsy [ 0l )lmscouasdt
0

Consequently, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Bu(g™ (6, )T 5, )) / 3—;@', Y

1 .
H?2 (I'g;R?)

<CVT ||U||H3(szo;R3) ||w||L2(O,T;H3(QO;R3)) )

which leads us to

" Oow

— (', )dt’
0 8347( )

O (9T )
L2(0,T3H % (To;R3))
<C ﬁ ||v||L2(O,T;H3(QO;]R3)) ||w||L2(O,T;H3(QU;]R3))

< C VT ||w|| 20,753 (0 B2)) - (8.81)

where we have used that (v,q) € Cr for the last inequality.

Finally, combining (&717), BT8), ), EX0), and X)), there exists Tz, €

(0,Tp) such that for any T" € (0,T5,) we have the estimate

<C T ||(w,r)|x, . (8.82)

| B¢ (w) HL?(O,T;H% (TosR)) —
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9. Estimate of B:
Since B(0) = 0, we then deduce from [ T7) that for any T € (0, Tp,),

=] 2 <€ T | (w,r)]|x, - (8.83)

10. End of proof of Lemma B
Using the results of the first nine steps, we have that
Ty = min (Ts,, Tf,, Ty, Tg,)
satisfies the statement of Lemma

We next have the following weak continuity result.

LEMMA 8.11. For 0 < T < Tq the mapping O associating (v,§) to (v,q) € Cr is
weakly continuous from Cr into Cr.

Proof. Let Let (vp, ¢p)pen be a given sequence of elements of Cr weakly convergent
(in X7) towards a given element (v,q) € Cr ( Cr is sequentially weakly closed as
a closed convex set) and let (Vo (p), ¢o(p))pen be any subsequence of this sequence.

Since V3(T) is compactly embedded into L2((0,7T); W22(Q;R3)) (see [f]), we
deduce the following strong convergence results in L?((0,7); L?(€;R3)) as p goes
to oo:

(al)p(af)p — ajaf (8.84a)
[(a])p(af)p) ;= (afa}) 5, (8.84b)
(af)p — af . (8.84c)

Since (qo(p) )pen is bounded in VZ(T'), let (¢, ())pen be a subsequence of (¢y(p))pens
weakly convergent in V*(T) to a limit ¢ € V*(T'). Since (4 (p))pen is a bounded
sequence in V3(T'), let (v, (p))pen be a subsequence weakly convergent in V3(T')
to an element o € V3(T).

From the strong convergence results ([&8l), we obtain the weak convergence

results in L2((0,7); L?(Q; R3)):
Oy — v(a] (0" (9))af (0" (D))o () ok )i + @F (0" (9)) o (1) ok
— & —v(a]af ¥ k)5 +af G ,
af (0" (p))vor (p)' ke — AT g
and thus we have that
v —v(alaft' k ),y +af g =F*, (8.85a)
aftly=0. (8.85b)
in L2((0,7T); L2(S; R3)).
Moreover, the continuity of the embedding of V3(T') into C([0,T]; H?(£;R3))
ensures us that in H2(;R3)}
50) = ug . (8.86)
By the trace theorem,
(Vo1 (p))pen is bounded in L*((0,T); H*®(T'o; R?)),
(84Vorr () )pen is bounded in L*((0,T); H°(T'o; R?)).
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Then, we infer that (v (,))pen strongly converges in L2((0,7T); H?*(To; R?)) to o;
furthermore, the compactness of the embedding of V2(T') into L2((0,T); H'(Q0; R?))
provides the strong convergence of (¢, () )pen to ¢ in L2((0,T); H'(Q0;R?)). We
can then easily deduce that in L?((0,7); L?(To; R?)), we have as p — oo,

Mol 1, (Do, () a7 (0" (0)) N) = THoTL, (Dy(7) - a” N)
t
N Sm,”(p) (Tor(p) Ao (p)) - aT(U”(p)) N—-oN- Ag(ww)(t)(/o Bor' ()

t
—>N-(S,,(f),(j)-aTN)—aN-Ag(t)(/ ),
0

and thus in L2((0,7); L*(To; R?)),
IoI1,D, () -a® N =0, (8.87a)

N-(Sn(ﬁ,(j)-aTN)—UN-Ag(t)(/O 5) =0 N-Dypn(Id). (8.87b)

Concerning the forcings, we obviously have the strong convergence in the space

L?(0,T; L*(Q0; R3)) of fon,(y to fon. Thus, with (BRH), €XE) and BFD), we
then deduce that

¥ — v(ajaf v k), +afde = F* in (0,T) x Qo
a¥9', =0 in (0,7) x Q,
oI, (Dy(®) -a™ N) =0 on (0,T) x Iy,
N-(Sn(f),(j)-aN)—JN-Ag(t)(/tf)) =0 N-ADgyy(Id) on Ty x {t =0},
’ D=wug on Qo x {t=0},
This precisely shows that
(0,9) = Or(v,9).
Hence, we deduce that the whole sequence (O (v, qn)), cn Weakly converges in Cr
towards O (v, q), which proves the lemma. O
9. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

9.1. Existence. Let T' € (0,T). The mapping © being weakly continuous from
the closed bounded convex set Cr into itself from Lemmas and BTl we infer
from the Tychonoff fixed point theorem (see for instance [A]) that it admits (at
least) one fixed point (v, q) = 0(v, q) in Cp. Hence, we have

vi — u(a{afvi,k ), +akqr = F" in (0,T) x Qo, (9.1a)
afviy =0 in (0,T) x Qo, (9.1b)
oI, (Dy(v) -a” N) =0 on (0,T) x Ty, (9.1c)

t
N - (Sy(v,q)-a” N)—o N - Ag(t)(/ v) =0 N-Ayp(ld) on (0,T) x Iy,
0
(9.1d)
v=1ug on Qyx{t=0}, (9.1e)
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Condition [@Id) also reads
N - (Sy(v,q)-a” N =0 Aypy(n) =0 on (0,7) x Ty . (9.2)
On the other hand, [@IId) is equivalent to
IL, (Dy(v) -a®™ N) = AN on (0,T) x Ty,
where A € L2((0,T); H>5(T'o; R?)). From &), N and a’ N are not orthogonal.
The previous identity can then hold only if A = 0. Thus,
I, (Dy(v) -a” N) =0 on (0,T)xTY . (9.3)

Since the vectors ¢ a’ N and Ngt)(n) are also colinear to a® N, the direction
normal to 7(Tg), ([@3)) implies that

I, (Sy(v,q) -a” N =0 Dyuy(n) =0 on (0,T) x Iy . (9.4)
Adding together [@2) and (@), we have that
Sy(v,q)-a” N—0 Dyuy(n) =0 on (0,7) x T . (9.5)

This finally shows that
vi —v(ajafv' k) +afqe =F" in (0,T) x Qo
bl =0 in (0,7) x Qo,
Sy(v,q) -a” N =0 Dyuy(n) on (0,T) x Ty,
v=wug on Qo x {t=0},
so that v is a solution of ([B2).

9.2. Uniqueness. Now, to prove the uniqueness of a solution to [B2) in X1, we
use the Lipschitz condition (B3)). Let (9, d) be another solution of [B2). Then,

(v — 1) — l/(a{af(vi,k — 'k ))sj FaF (g —Gox ) = 6f in (0,T) x Qo (9.6a)
a*(w -0k =0a in (0,T)xQ,  (9.6b)
IoIL, (Dy(v —3) -a” N) =dg1 on (0,T)xTg,  (9.6¢)
t
N-(S,,(v—ﬁ,q—(j)-aTN)—UN-Ag(t)(/U—f}) (9.6d)
0
=0dg2+06B on (0,7)x Ty,
(9.6¢e)
v—0=0 on {0} X, (9.61)
with
6f = —v((ajaf —alaf) o))y +fon—foiin (0,T)x Qo (9.7)

da = (a¥ — a9’ in (0,7) x Qo,
691 =y (;( D7(®)-a’ N ) —1IL,( Dy(9)-a” N)) on (0,T) x Iy,
692 = N - (S5(9,9) -a" N — S8,(5,4)-a” N)on (0,T) x Ty,

t
6B=—0 N - (Ag(t) — Ag(t))(/ f)) on (O,T) xTp . (9.8)
0
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We note that these forcing terms are similar to those appearing in [B34), with
(Un, qn) replaced by (7, G), and Id replaced by @, and with the two addition terms
on the right-hand-side of ({@1):

fon—=1fon. (9.9)

Since the initial boundary forcings satisfy d¢1(0,-) = 0, 6¢1(0,-) = 0 and 6 B(0,-) =
0, and the initial data satisfies the compatibility condition

T, (Def(0) - N) =0 ,

associated to the condition dg;(0,-) = 0, we can apply the same type of iteration
procedure that we used to establish the solvability of the linear problem in the proof
of Lemma B to solve ([@H). We find that for any 77 € (0,T"),
(v =7, = @) x,.
< C (16f 20,7711 (05w3y) + 10 fell 20,7711 (0075
+ |16all 20,77 52 (Q05r9)) + 10at]| £2(0,77;12 (00 :R9))
+ [|6g: ] + [13g1l

+ 1092l

3 1
L2(0,77;H 2 (I'g;R3)) L2(0,T";H™ 2 (T'g;R3))

rro st omy 19920l oo 4 (romy)

18] roy T 19B]

(9.10)

1 1 .
L2(0,T7H? ( L2(0,17:H? <FD;R>>>

Now, by using (8Z0) together with the remark made after ([IH), the same method
as we used for proving Lemma can be applied for estimating the right-hand-

side of (@I0) (with B20) playing the role of (BIJ) in the present case); we find
that for any 7”7 € (0,T),

10 £l 20,775 15 (05m3)) + 10.fellL2(0, 7711 (20iR3))
+ [6all 20,77 52 (05r9)) + 10ae] L2(0,7;L2(0205R%))
+ (|01l

+ [|9g2]l
+B]

ot ooy Y1091l oo =3 (g o)
2o mad romy T1092el oo ri b rymy)

L2001 H3 (Do) T 05|

L2(0,T";H? (To;R))
FIR . .
<OT'T ||(0,9) | xp0 (v =0, — @)l x, - (9.11)

Note that the additional terms (@) arising in (@) do not cause any difficulties
because of the estimate ([E2ZH).

Thus, from (@I0) and @II), we have that
1= 5,0 - Dllxy <C 1@ Dxy T N0 -5a=Dlxy - (912)

Now, let 7" € (0,T) be such that C ||(,§)||x, 7’7 < 1. Then, from IF), we
have [[(v — 9,¢ — §)||x,, = 0 and thus (v —0,¢ — ¢) = 0 on [0,T"]. Let us define

TS = Sup{t € (OaT)| Vt/ < tu (’U - 67q - (j)(t/a ) = O} :

We have 0 < 7" < Ty < T. let us assume that 0 < T < T'. Since V3(T) x V2(T) C
C([0,T); H*(Q0;R?)) x C([0,T]; H'(20; R?)), we have by continuity

(U —0,q— q)(Ts, ) = (070) .
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By an integration in time from 0 to T, one also immediately gets n(Ts, -) = 7(Ts, -)
and as a consequence 0¢g1(Ts, ) = 0, 6g2(Ts,) = 0, 0B(Ts,-) = 0. Thus, we see
that

(v—v)i — V(a{af(vi,k —' ))ss —i—af(q,k —G)=06f in (Ts,T) x Qo

(9.13a)
af*(v—10)p=6a in (Ts,T) x Qo,
(9.13b)
IoIL, (Dy(v —3) -a” N) =dg1 on (T, T) x T,
(9.13c¢)

t
N-(S,,(v—f),q—cj)-aTN)—UN-Ag(t)(/ v—10)=08g2 +0B on (Ts,T) x Ty,

’ (9.13d)
v=0=0 on Qx{t="Ts}.
(9.13¢)

Since the new initial data (v — 0)(Ts,-) = (0,0) satisfies the compatibility con-
dition
I (Def((v — 0)(Ts, ")) - a” (Ts,-) N) =0,
associated to the conditions d¢1 (Ts, ) = 0, dg2(Ts,-) = 0 and 6 B(Ts,-) = 0, we can
then use the same estimate as (II0) for the system (I3)); thus, for any T € (0,T),

[(v=2,¢ =) (Ts + -, )l x7

< C (16l L2cr, wrsmr (oirey) + 10 el L2cr, b (905m5) )
+ ||5a||L?(TS,T”;H2(QD;R9)) + ||5at||L2(TS,T”;L2(QO;R9))
+ (1691 + 11691l
+ [16g2]|

3 1
L2(T,,T";H 2 (T'g;R3)) L2(Ts, T";H™ 2 (T'o;R3))

5
et omy 19926l o, poi (oo

+||6B||L2(TS,T”;H%(FO;R)) + H(SBtHL?(TS,T”;H%(FO;R))> - (919)

Since the same methods that we applied for proving Lemma can also be used
for estimating the right-hand-side of (@I, we find that for any 7" € (Ts,T),

W6 fll L2z, (Qosm3Y) + 10fell L2(, 175 H (05R3)7)
+110all L2, 1 12 (Q05w0)) + 10at] L2(0,7502 (00 5R9))
+1[0g1ll

+ [l9g2||
+ 9Bl

3 6 1
L2(T,, T";H 2 (T'o;R3)) + glt”L?(TS,Tﬂ;H*E(FO;RS))

: 1)
L2(T, S (ToRe)) T I gthm(TS,T“;H*%(FO;RB))

Lz(TS,T”;H% (FD;R)) + ||5Bt||

<O = T)7 (3,@)(Ts + )l xp (0= 8,0 = (T +-, ~)||(XT,, ;
9.15

1
L2(Ts, T";H?2 (T'g;R))

Consequently, from (@) and [@IIH), we have that
(v =2, =) (Ts + )l x0
< C @+ g (T =T |0 = 8,q = D(Tx + ) -
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Now, we see from this inequality that for 7" € (T, T) sufficiently close to T,
(v—=o,q—q)(t',") =01in [T, T"]. Thus,

T/I S TS I

so that we arrive at a contradiction, showing that Ts = T'; i.e. the uniqueness of
the solution to B2) in Xr.
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