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Abstract

We study a linearized Mullins-Sekerka/Stokes system in a bounded domain
with various boundary conditions. This system plays an important role to
prove the convergence of a Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard system to its sharp interface
limit, which is a Stokes/Mullins-Sekerka system, and to prove solvability of
the latter system locally in time. We prove solvability of the linearized system
in suitable L?-Sobolev spaces with the aid of a maximal regularity result for
non-autonomous abstract linear evolution equations.
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1 Introduction

We study the following linearized Mullins-Sekerka/Stokes system

Dirh +b-Vrh —bh + %Xg((er +v7)- npt) + %X{;([@nrtu}) =g onXx(0,7),
h(,O) = ho in Z,

where for every t € [0,7], the functions v¥ = v¥(z,t), p* = p*(z,t) and p* =
pt(x,t) for (z,t) € QF with vt € H2(QF (1)), p* € HY(Q*F(t)) and p* € H2(Q*(t))
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are the unique solutions to

Ap* = a in Q*(¢), (1)

ut = XS’_I (aAph + agh) +as on I'y, (2)

n-Vu =ay onlI', 1, (3)

W= ay on I, o, (4)

—AVE + Vp* = a, in QF(t), (5)
divvE =0 in QF(t), (6)

[v] = ay on I'y, (7)

2D,v — pIlnp, = X; ' (ash + aArh + asVrh +a5)  on Ty, (8)
B;(v_,p7) =as onlg,;,j=1,2,3. (9)

Here Q C R? d = 2,3, is a bounded domain with smooth boundary, which is the
disjoint union of Q7 (¢), Q™ (¢) and T, where I'; = 9Q7(¢) is a smoothly evolving
(d — 1)-dimensional orientable hypersurface. We assume that I, C Q for all ¢ €
(0,T), i.e., there is no boundary contact and contact angle. Moreover, I'; is given
for t € [0,T] as well as ay, ..., a4, aj,...,as are given for some T' > 0, o > 0 is the
surface tension constant and D,v = 3(Vv + Vv’). Furthermore,

91 (p, ) = lim l9*(p+nr,(p)h,t) — g~ (p — nr,(p)h,t)] for p e T

for suitable functions g and Xy: ¥ x [0,7] — T := Uscpor I'e x {t} is a suitable
diffeomorphism, which is described in Section 2 below. For a: X x [0,7] — RY,
N €N, we define X" 'a: ' — RN by

(Xo'a)(p,t) = a(Xg ' (p, 1)) forall (p,t) €T
and for b: T' — RN N € N, we define X}b: ¥ x [0,T] — R by
(X5b)(s,t) = b(Xo(s,t)) for all (s,t) € ¥ x [0,T].

This system arises in the construction of approximate solutions in the proof of
convergence of a Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard system to its sharp interface limit, which is a
Stokes/Mullins-Sekerka system, cf. [2]-[3]. Here v*: e Q5 (t) x {t} — R and
pr Ute[O,T} OF(t) x {t} — R are the velocity and pressure incompressible viscous
Newtonian fluids filling the domains Q*(¢) at time ¢, which are separated by the
(fluid) interface I';. Furthermore, h: ¥ x[0,7] — R is a linearized height function that
describes the evolution of the interface at a certain order and u*: Usejor O=(t) x
{t} — R is a linearized chemical potential related to the fluids in Q*(¢). If one
neglects the terms related to v*,p*, a similar linearized system arises in the study
of the sharp interface limit of the Cahn-Hilliard equation, cf. [6]. Moreover, similar
systems arise in the construction of strong solutions for a Navier-Stokes/Mullins-
Sekerka system locally in time, cf. [1].



We consider different kinds of boundary conditions for v~ and p~ simultaneously.
More precisely, we assume that

0N =T,1Ul2=Tg1Ul'gaUTg3,

where I', 1,12 and I's 1, g2, ['s 3 are disjoint and closed. Moreover, we have

Bi(v,p7)=v" on I'g;y
(Ba(v7,p7))r = ((QDSV_ - p_) naQ)T +ayv, onlgo
nyo - Bo(v7,p7) =nyg - v on I'go
Bs(v7,p7) = (QDSV_ — p_) Ny + azv- on I'g,

where ngq denotes the exterior normal on 0. To avoid a non-trivial kernel in the
following we assume that one of the following cases holds true:

|FS71‘ + oz2|Fg72| + oz3|Fg73| >0
Then Korn’s inequality yields

VIl @) < C (IIDsvlza@) + a2l vellramss + asllVizars,) (10)

for all v .e H'(Q)? with v|p,, =0, ngg - v|r,, = 0, cf. [5, Corollary 5.9].

The structure of this contribution is as follows: In Section 2 we summarize some
preliminaries on the parametrization of the interface I'; and non-autonomuous evo-
lution equations. In Section 3 we present and prove our main results on existence
and smoothness of solutions to the linearized Mullins-Sekerka system. Finally, in the
appendix we prove an auxilliary result on the existence of a pressure.

The results of this paper are extensions of results in the second author’s PhD
Thesis.

2 Preliminaries
2.1 Notation
Throughout this manuscript we denote by £ € C* (R) a cut-off function such that

E(s)=11f |s| <4, &(s) =01if |s| >25, and 0 > s&'(s) > —4if § < [s] <20. (11)

2.2 Coordinates

We parametrize (I';);c[0,1,) with the aid of a family of smooth diffeomorphisms X : ¥x
[0, To] = I' = Useory L't % {t}. Here either ¥ C R? is a smooth (d — 1)-dimensional
compact, orientable manifold without boundary, where d > 2 is allowed, or d = 2 and



¥ = T!. We have included the latter case to cover the setting in [I, 2, 3]. Moreover,
nr, (x) denotes the exterior normal of I'; in = with respect to Q~(¢) and we denote

n(s,t) :=nr, ((Xo(s,t))1) for all s € Xt € [0, Ty,

where (Xo(s,t)); € R? denote the spatial components of X(s,t). In the following we
will need a tubular neighborhood of I';: For § > 0 sufficiently small, the orthogonal
projection Pr,(x) of all

x e l'(30) ={y € Q:dist(y, ') < 30}

is well-defined and smooth. Moreover, we choose § so small that dist(9€, ;) > 34
for every t € [0, Ty]. Every x € I';(36) has a unique representation

T = PFt (ZL’) + TnFt(PFt (ZL’))
where r = sdist(I'y, ). Here

dist(Q27 (1), z) if © & Q(t),

dr(x,t) := sdist(I'y, z) = {_ dist(Q*(2), ) if 2 € Q7 (¢).

For the following we define for ¢’ € (0, 3]

L) = |J Tuo) x {t}.

t€(0,To]
We introduce new coordinates in I'(3) which we denote by
X:(=30,30) x X x [0,Tp] — T'(39) by X(r,s,t) := Xo(s,t) + rn(s,t),
where
r = sdist(I'y, z), s = (X, Y Pp,(7),t), =: S(a,t),

where (X, '(Pr,(x),t)); denote the components in ¥ of X (Pr,(z),1).
In the case that h is twice continuously differentiable with respect to s and con-
tinuously differentiable with respect to ¢, we introduce the notations

Dt,Fh(Sa t) = at (h(S([L’, t)> t))lx:XO(s,t) ) Vrh(s, t) =V (h(S(:L", t)a t))|x:X0(s,t) )
AFh(Sv t) =A (h(S(Iv t>7 t))lx:Xo(s,t) )
where V and A act with respect to x. We note that in the case that d = 2 and
¥ = T! we have
D rh(s,t) = (0y + 0:S(Xo(s,t)) - O5) h(s,1),
Vrh(s,t) = VS (Xo(s,t)) 0sh(s,t),
Arh(s,t) = AS (Xo(s,1)) Osh(s, t) + VS (Xo(s, 1)) |[*0*h(s, t).

)

as in [1, 2, 3].



2.3 Maximal Regularity for Non-autonomous Equations

In order to prove our main result we use of the theory of maximal regularity for
non-autonomous abstract evolution equations. Therefore, we give a short overview
of the basic definitions and results which we will use. These are taken from [7] and
all the proofs of the statements can be found in that article.

In this subsection let X and D be two Banach spaces such that D is continuously
and densely embedded in X.

Definition 2.1 (LP-maximal regularity). Let p € (1,00).

1. Let Ae L(D,X). Then A has LP—maximal regularity and we write A € MR,
if for some bounded interval (t1,t3) C R and all f € LP (t1,t9; X) there exists
a unique u € WP (t,ty; X) N LP (t1,t2; D) such that

ou+Au=f a.e on (t,ts),

2. Let T >0 and A : [0,T] — L(D,X) be a bounded and strongly measurable
function. Then A has LP-maximal regularity and we write A € MR, (0,T) if
for all f € LP(0,T; X) there exists a unique u € W' (0,T; X) N L (0,T; D)
such that

ou+A({t)u=f ae on (0,7),
u (0) = 0.

It can be shown that if A € MR, for some p € (1,00) then A € MR, for all
p € (1,00). Hence, we often simply write A € MR.

Definition 2.2 (Relative Continuity).

We say that A : [0,T] — L (D, X) is relatively continuous if for each t € [0,T] and
all € > 0 there exist § > 0, n > 0 such that for all xz € D and for all s € [0,T] with
|s —t| <& the inequality

[A()z — A(s)z||x <ellzllp +nllzly
holds.

Theorem 2.3. Let T' > 0 and A : [0,T] — L (D, X) be a strongly measurable and
relatively continuous function. If A(t) € MR for allt € [0,T], then A € MR, (0,1)
for every 0 <t <T and every p € (1,00).

Proof. See [7, Theorem 2.7]. O



A very important tool for proving maximal regularity properties of differential
operators are perturbation techniques. Employing these can often help to show
maximal regularity for a variety of operators by separating them into a main part
(for which maximal regularity can be readily shown) and a perturbation.

In the following we give a perturbation result which is key to many results in the
next chapter.

Definition 2.4 (Relatively Close).
Let'Y be a Banach space such that

D—Y < X.

We say Y is close to X compared with D, if for each € > 0 there exists n > 0 such
that
z|ly < e€llzl|p, +nlzly forallxze D.

Proposition 1. Let Y be as in Definition 2.4 and let the inclusion D — Y be
compact. Then'Y 1is close to X compared with D.

Proof. See [7, Example 2.9 (d)]. O

Theorem 2.5. LetT' > 0 and Y be a Banach space that is close to X compared with
D. Furthermore, let A: [0,T] — L (D, X) be relatively continuous and B: [0,T] —
L (Y, X) be strongly measurable and bounded. If A(t) € MR for every t € [0,T]
then A+ B € MR, (0,T).

Proof. See [7, Theorem 2.11]. O

3 Main Results

3.1 Parabolic Equations on Evolving Surfaces

We introduce the space
Xy = L*(0,T;H?()) N H'(0,T; H? (X)) (12)
for T € (0, 00), where we equip X7 with the norm
12llx, = HhHH (oH2 (%)) - ||hHHl (0:H2 (%)) - 1le=oll s -

Theorem 3.1. Let T € (0,Tpy]. Letb: ¥ x [0,T] — R and by, by: ¥ x [0,T] — R be
smooth given functions. For every g € L? (O,T; H%(Z)) and hy € H*(X), there is a
unique solution h € Xr of
Dyrh+b - Vrh —bih + X5 ([On, 1)) = 9 on Y x (0,7),  (13)
h(.,0) = hg on X,



where ploxyy € H*(Q5(t)), fort € [0,T], is determined by

ApF =0 in QF(t), (14a)

pt = X0 (oArh £ byh) on Ty, (14b)

nyo - Vo =0 on '), (14c)
w =0 on T')o. (14d)

Furthermore, the estimates

+
Z Hr“ "LQ(O,T;H2(Qi(t)))ﬂLS(O,T;Hl(Qi(t))) < Cllhllx, (15)

+
hold for some constant C' > 0 independent of i and h.
Proof. We may write (13) in abstract form as

Oh+At)h=g  in¥x[0,T],
h (,0) = ho in Z,

where A(t): H3(X) — Hz(X) depends on ¢t € [0,7]. Now we fix ty € [0,7] and
analyze the operator A(ty), where we replace ¢t with the fixed ¢y in all time dependent
coefficients.

In order to understand this operator we define

Dy, H3(X) = H2(Ty): s (X7 (0Arh)) (., to),

Sy H2(Ty,) — H*(QF (to)) x H*(Q (t0)): [ — (An)7'f,

By, : H* (2 (tg)) x HX(Q (o)) — H2(2): (1T, p17) = (X3 ([Vi-nr, ) (. to),
)~

where (Ay)~'f is the unique solution (uy, py) to

N NI~

Apz =0 in QF(t), (16a)
:U“Zj\:f = f on Ptoa (16b)
Viy -ngg =0 on 0f). (16¢)

In the literature the concatenation By, o S} is often referred to as the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann operator and Ag (to) := By, 0 Spy 0 Dy, is called the Mullins-Sekerka
operator. It can be shown that

Ag: [0,T) — L(HZ(X), H3(%))

has LP-maximal regularity, i.e., 49 € MR,(0,7). We will not prove this in detail
but just give a short sketch describing the essential ideas: first, a reference surface
> cC Q is fixed such that T; can be expressed as a graph over ¥ for ¢ in some time
interval [t,¢+ €] C [0,T]. e.g. one may choose > := Iy and then determine e > 0

7



such that ', may be written as graph over I'y for all ¢ € [0, €], which is possible since
I’ is a smoothly evolving hypersurface. Next, a Hanzawa transformation is applied,
enabling us to consider (16c) as a system on fixed domains QF and 3, but with time
dependent coefficients (see e.g. [4, Chapter 2.2] or and [12, Chapter 4]). Here, Q¥,
Q- and ¥ denote disjoint sets such that 90t = ¥ and Q = QT UQ U X holds
and we assume in the following that ¢, € [0, €]. To be more specific, the Hanzawa
transformation results in a system of the form

a(z,t,V,)p= =0 in OF,
it=f on %,
Vi~ -ngog =0 on 02,

where a is the transformed Laplacian, depending smoothly on ¢ and f is the trans-
formation of f. Applying the Hanzawa transformation (and the diffeomorphism
Xp) also to the operators ©;, and By,, we end up with a transformed operator
Ao(ty) € E(H%(E),H% (3)) and [11, Corollary 6.6.5] implies that Ay(to) has LP-
maximal regularity. As all involved differential operators and coefficients depend
smoothly on t, it is possible to show that Ag: [0, €] — E(H%(Z),H%(Z)) is rel-
atively continuous. Therefore Theorem 2.3 implies Ay € MR,(0,€) and, trans-
forming back, also Ay € MR,(0,€). Repeating this procedure with a new refer-
ence surface ¥ := I'., and iteratively continuing the argumentation, we end up with
Ay € MR,(0,T).

We proceed by showing that A(ty) = Ao(to) + B(to) holds for some lower order
perturbation B. We introduce

SPNHE(Dy) — HY(QF (o)) x HX(Q (t0)): f = (Apn) "L f,

where (phy, tpy) = (Apy) ™' f is the unique solution to (16), replacing Vi y -ngg =
Oon 'y by p, =0 on I', . Moreover, we write Sﬁ = S£N — Sg and observe that
the equality

O SDN e} @to — Ao(to) -+ Bo(to) (17)
is satisfied, where By(to) := By, © Sto O’Dto Let f € Hs (T'y,) be fixed, (uhy, 1p )
SENF, (i, py) = SKf and i* == ppy — py, implying (4F,47) = f hen
At € H2(%(ty)) solves

AiF =0 in QF (t0),
/,]:t = on Fto7
ngo -V =0 onTl),;
la_ - ,u]_V on Fu72
and elliptic regularity theory implies

8



and 17 = 01in Q% (¢). For the further argumentation, we show
el oy < iy, (19)

To this end let y(z) := £(4dp(x)) for all z € 2, where £ is a cut-off function satisfying
(11). In particular suppy N Ty = ) for all ¢ € [0, T] by our assumptions and v = 1
in 9Q(2). Denoting i := yuy € H? (2 (t)), we compute using Apy = 0 in Q7 ()
that fi is a solution to

Afp=2Vy - Vuy + (Ay)uy  in Q7 (o),
=0 on I'y,,
Vii-ngog =0 on 02,

which, again regarding elliptic regularity theory, implies [|/1l| zr2(q- (1)) < Cllinll @ (o)) -
This is essential in view of (19) as it leads to

< Cllpuy @) < CH/”LJ_\fHH%(rtO)’

where we used the continuity of the trace operator tr: H2(Q™ () — H2 (09 (ty))
in the first inequality (cf. [10, Theorem 3.37]) and standard estimates for elliptic
equations in the second and third inequality.

Let now h € H2(X) and (i, ji7) = S§ 0 Dy,h. Our prior considerations enable
us to estimate

| Big 0 Spy © Dl gt sy < CII 2@y < Clinl 43 o0

< Cllaallya e, ) < Cllodehly g < ClalLg

HE (T,
where we employed the continuity of the trace in the first line, (18) in the second,
(19) in the third and the definition of ¢y in the fourth. As Hz (%) is dense in H3 (%),

we may extend By(g) to an operator
Bolto): HA(%) = HE(3), (20)

which shows in regard to (17) that we may view By, o Si o Dy, as a lower order
perturbation of Ag(ty).
Next we take care of the term involving by in (14b). For this we consider the

operator ] )
Bi(to): H2(X) — H2(X): h Xé‘([@nrtoul}%

where pi € H*(Q*%(ty)) is the solution to

ApfF =0 in QF(to),
pi = +boh on Iy,
noo - Vi =0 on )1,
pty =0 onl'),.



We estimate

1B, < oy ]

to
< € (It le@eaon + It laz@-gon) < Ol (21)
where C' > 0 can be chosen independent of h and ty € [0, T]. Here we again employed
the continuity of the trace operator and elliptic theory.
Defining

Blty): H2(S) — H2(X): h— B(to)h :=b(., to)- Vrh—bi (., to)h+ (Bo(to) + By (to))h,

where b is chosen such that d;h + b - Vph = Dirh + b - Vrh, and using (21) and
(20), we find that

B35, < ClAlL3 5

1
H2(

Thus, we can extend B(to) to a bounded operator B(ty): H3(X) — Hz(X). Since
H3 (%) is close to H2(X) compared to H2(X) as the embedding H?(X) < H3 (%) is
compact, we get due to Theorem 2.5, that A = Ay + B has LP-maximal regularity
for all t € [0, T7.

By elliptic theory

H'uiHHl(Qi(t)) <C HXS’_l (Arh + b)) ) <C ”hHH%(z)

H3 (T,
for almost all £ € [0,7"] and thus

L =Clnl < C|lhlly,

Hf“i HLG(O,T;HI(Qi(t s (O,T;H%(Z))

O

Theorem 3.2. Let T € (0,Ty] and t € [0,T]. For every £ € L*(Q)%, s € H2([,)?,
ac H%(Ft)d and g: 0 — R? such that g|ry, € H%(Fs,l)d, ny0 - glrg, € H%(FSQ),
(I — npo ® npa)glrs, € H%(Fs’g)d, glrg, € H%(F&g)d satisfying the compatibility
condition

nr, -sdH ! + / npo - gdH™ =0 ifTg3=10 (22)

I o9

the system

—AvE +Vpt =f in QF(t), (23)
divv® =0 in QF(t), (24)
Bi(v7,p7) = g\psyj =:g; onls;,j=1,2,3, (25)
[v]=s on I'y, (26)
2Dsv — pllnr, = a on I'y (27)

10



has a unique solution (vE,p*) € H*(QF(t))* x H(QE(t)) satisfying [,pde = 0 if
I's3 = 0. Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 independent of t € [0, Ty] such that
v 2) ey sy < (Il + sl g + a0
_'_ Hgl HH%(FSJ) + ng’nHH%(Fsyg) _'_ ||g2’THH%(FS’2) + Hg3||H%(FS’3)> (28)
holds.

Proof. We can assume for simplicity that g = 0 on I'g; and npq - g = 0 on I'gps.
Otherwise we substract a suitable extension of g. As a first step, we reduce the
system (23)—(27) to the case s = 0. Elliptic theory implies that the equation

Ag=0 in Q7 (1),
Vq-np, =s-np, on I'y,
nyo - Vg = Naq - 82 on I's; UT'gy,
q=0 on I'g3

has a unique solution ¢ € H®(Q™(t)) with [, , ¢dz = 0if I's3 = 0 since s €

H> (Ft)d and ngg - gy € H? (51 UTs2). Here, if I'g3 = ), the necessary compatibility
condition is satisfied because of (22). Moreover, we have the estimate

Il < € (18052 0y, + 00 8l 2, re) -

Regarding the tangential part of s, we may solve the stationary Stokes system

—Aw+Vp=0 in Q7 (t),
divw =0 in Q (1),

w = ([ —nr, ®nr,) (s — Vq) on I'y,

w =0 on 0f).

We may find a solution (w,p) € H*(Q (t))¢ x HY(Q(t)) (made unique by the
normalization [, ) pdr =0) and also get the estimate

||W||H2(Q*(t)) + ||]5||H1(Q*(t)) <C <||S||H%(Ft) + [nag - g2||H%(FS,1UFS,2)> :

Thus, defining w := w + Vg, the couple (W, p) solves

—Aw+Vp =0 in Q7 (1),
divw =0 in Q7 (1),

W =S8 on I,

w =0 on 0f),

11



and may be estimated by s in strong norms. Next, let
g :=g; + B;(W,p) onlg;,7=1,2,3

and a := a—(2D,w — pI) np, € Hz(I';,)%, where the regularity is due to the properties
of the trace operator. Then, for every strong solution (v, p*) of (23)-(27), with s =0
and g, a substituted by g, a, the functions

(vhp") = (v5,p7) and (v7,p7) = (¥ —W,p” —p)

are solutions to the original system (23)-(27). So, we will consider s = 0 in the
following and show existence of strong solutions in that case.

As a starting point, we construct a solution (v,p) € V(Q) x L*(Q) to the weak
formulation

/2strDs¢dx—/pdiv¢d:c+/ Ozzv-t/Jde‘l(s)Jr/ azv - h dH(s)
@ Q Ts,2

s

:/f-wda:+ a-v,/)d”;'-ld_l(s)—/ g - P dHT(s), (29)
0 I o9

for all ¢ € H*(Q)* with 9|y, =0, n-2|r,, = 0, where
V(Q)={ue H'(Q)?:divu=0,ulr,, =0,n-ulr,, = 0}.

Considering first 1» € V() and the right hand side as a functional F € (V(Q2))’, the
Lemma of Lax-Milgram implies the existence of a unique v € V(2) solving (29) for
all ¢ € V(Q), where the coercivity of the involved bilinear form is a consequence of
(10).

Next consider the functional

F) == [ 2Div: Dasde— [ o pan ()= [ aav-panii(y

5,2 Ts;3

+/Qf-¢dx+/ a~¢d”Hd‘1(S)—/ g Y dH " (s),

I, o0
for all ¢ € H'(Q)* with ¢|r,, =0, n-4p|r,, = 0. Then F vanishes on V() and by
Lemma A.1 in Appendix A there is a unique p € L*(Q) with [,pdz =0if g5 =0
such that
F(y) =— / pdivepdr  for all ¢ € H'(Q)? with Y|rg, =0,n-Y[rg, = 0.
Q
Hence (v, p) solve (29). Moreover, we obtain the estimate

16Dz < C (Bl iz + Ny gy + I8l 1 00 ) - (30)

12



We now show higher regularity of (v, p) by localization.

Let n* € C> (ﬁ) be a partition of unity of €2, such that the inclusions Q7 (¢) U
[ (6) c {xeQnt(z) =1} and 92 (8) C {z € Qn~(x) = 1} hold. We choose n*
such that {z € Q : n*(x) = 1} has smooth boundary and define U* := supp (n*),
OUy = oU~\0f? and

U={zeQn(z)e (0,1)} ={xeQn (x)€(0,1)}.

Moreover, we set p~ := pn~ and v~ := vi~ in © and we correct the divergence of
v~ with the help of the Bogovskii-operator: Let ¢ € C2°(Q) with supp (¢) C UT\U
and fQ pdr =1 and set

g = div (\7_) — <p/ div (\7_) dx
U+

in U*. Asv € V(Q), we have div (v™) = v-V5~ and thus g € Hj (U"), [, gdx = 0.
Consequently, [9, Theorem II1.3.3] implies that there is v= € HZ (U™"), which we
extend onto €2 by 0, satisfying

dive™ = ¢ in U*,

Therefore, v~ := v~ — v~ fulfills divv™ = 0 in U~ since ¢ = 0 in that domain. Let
now

Ype{weH U ) :w=00ndU;,wlr,, =0,n-wlp,, =0},
then

/ 2D.v™ Ds'lb — p_ le’l/) dx + / oV - lb d%d_l(s) + / azv - ’l/) de—l(S)

Ts2 s

= / 2D,V : Dap — pdiv (¢¥n~) + (pVn~) - da + / v - P dHIT(s)
- Is2
—I—/ asv - P dHT N (s) — / 2D,V : Dgpdx
Is;3 -
:/ f-v,/)n_da:—/ g-wde_l(s)+(an_) capdr
- o9
+ / 2div (DyvV) - + (QDSVVT]_ — div (V QVn +Vn ® V)) < dz,

where we used the definition of v~ and p~ in the first equality and integration by
parts together with v= € HZ(UT) and Vi~ = 0 on U~ in the second equality.
Additionally, we employed the fact that (v, p) is the weak solution to (29). Hence,
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(V=,p~) are a weak solution to the system

~AV 4+ Vp =f inU~,
divv. =0 inU™,
vV =V~ on U,
B,(v,p)=g onlg,;,j=1,2,3, (32)

where
f:=fn" +pVn +2div(Dy¥) +2D,vVy~ —div (ve Vi~ + Vi~ @v) € LA(U™)
and v~ € H> (OU, ) by the properties of the trace operator. Writing

U B on I'gy,

&= {aj\'/_ +g onlyg;,j=23,

using localization techniques and results for strong solutions of the stationary Stokes
equation in one phase with inhomogeneous do-nothing boundary condition (cf. The-
orem 3.1 in [14]), with Dirichlet boundary condition (cf. [9]) and slip-boundary
conditions (cf. Solonnikov and Scadilov [15, Theorem 2]), we find that (v—,p~) €

H?(U™) x HY(U™). Moreover, regarding (31), (30) and the definition of f, we get

1672 ooy oy < © <||f||L2<Q> lallse,) * “gHH%(ﬁQ)) '

Analogously, we define v+ := vi™ and v € HZ(U) as a solution to div ¥+ = div v*.
Here, we do not need to correct the mean value, since

/ divvtdr = / v ngpnT dHYT (s) = —/ divvdz = 0.
U U {nt=1}

We set vt := vT — vT and p* := pn™ and get after similar calculations as before
that (vT,p") is a weak solution to the two phase stationary Stokes system

~AVT 4+ Vpt =f in U, (33)
divv™ =0 in U, (34)

vi= on oU T, (35)

[vf] =0 on Iy, (36)

2Dt —p I np, = a on I'y, (37)

where f € L2(UT). Then [13, Theorem 1.1] implies Vo € H?*(Q(t) and
Vv o+ € HA(UT\Q*(t)), and also that the pressure satisfies p*lo+) € H'(QT(t))
and pt|p\o+r@ € H (UT\QT(t)) with estimates in the associated norms. In partic-
ular, v = v in Q" (¢) and v = v + v~ + v + v in Q7 (¢), yielding the desired
regularity and (28). To show that C' > 0 may be chosen independently of ¢ € [0, Tp],
one may make use of extension arguments, see e.g. the proof of [, Lemma 2.10]. [
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Theorem 3.3. Let T € (0,Tp]. Let b: ¥ x [0,T] — RY, b: X x [0,T] — R,
ay: Q x[0,T] = R, ay,a3,a5: ' = R, a;: 02 x [0,T] = R, a;: Q x [0,T] — R,
ay,az,as,a5: I — RY and ag: 0 x [0,T] — R be smooth given functions such that

/ nr, - as d?—[d_l —|—/ Ny - Ag d%d_l =0 Zf FS,3 = 0.
Ty [2/9]

For every g € L*(0,T; H3(%)) and ho € H*(X) there exists a unique solution h € X

of

Dyrh+b - Vrh —bh+ 3 X5 (v +v7) -nr,) + 3 X5 ([0nr,p]) =9 in X x(0,7),
h(,O) = ho m Z,

where for every t € [0,T], the functions v¥ = vE(x,t), p* = p*(a,t) and p* =

pt(x,t) for (z,t) € QF with v& € H(Q%(t)), pt € HY Q) and p* € H2(Q%(t))

are the unique solutions to

Apt =ay in Q*(t), (38)

pt =Xt (cArh £ ash) + ag on Ty, (39)

nyo - Vo =ay on )1, (40)
W= ay on ') o, (41)

—AvE + Vpt =a, in QF(t), (42)
divv® =0 in QF(t), (43)

[v] = ay on Ty, (44)

[2Dsv — pI|nr, = Xg’_l (agh + ayArh + asVrh + a5) on T, (45)
Bi(v7,p7) = ag onlg;,j=1,2,3. (46)

Moreover, if g, ho and b, b, a;, and a; are smooth on their respective domains for
i€{l,...,5}, j € {l,...,6}, then h is smooth and p*, v¥ and p* are smooth on
O*(t).

Proof. We show this by a perturbation argument. First of all note that we may
without loss of generality assume that aq, as, a4, a1, as, a5, ag = 0 on their respective
domains. The above system may be reduced to this case by solving

A = a in Q*(¢),
0F = as on Iy,
n-Vi =ay on I, 1,
- = ay on )5
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with the help of standard elliptic theory and

—AVE 4+ VpT = a, in Q*(),
dive® =0 in QF(),
[V] = ay on I'y,
2DV — p|n = aj on I'y,
B,(¥",p") =as onlg;,7=1,23,

with the help of Theorem 3.2 and setting
9=9=5X; ((On, 1] + (7 +97) -1, .

Now let t € [0,7], h € H2(X) and let vii € H2(Q*(1))%, pt € H (Q*(t)) be the
solution to (42)—(46). Multiplying (42) by vi and integrating in QF(¢) together
with integration by parts and the consideration of the boundary values (45) and (46)

allows us to deduce
/ Q\st;ﬂzdx—i-/ 2|D,v, |? dx + Z / a;lvy |2 dHT(s)
Qt(t) Q=(t) j=2,37Ts,

— | Xg(agh + asAph + asVrh) - vy dH(s), (47)

Iy

Hence, by [5, Corollary 5.8] and the continuity of the trace we find

vy lmv @) < Cllh||la2s) (48)

for C independent of h and ¢. [5, Corollary 5.8], also implies
| D an s [P At ) 2 CIvE o
Qt(t) I't

leading to
Vi @) < Cllhllazes) (49)
due to v;7 = v, on I';, (48) and (47). Defining

B(t): H2(X) = H2(X): h s B(t)h = X5 ((vii +v;;) -nr,),
we may use (48) and (49) to confirm

IB@®AN,4 ) < Clipla2s)

HE (S
for C' > 0 independent of h and ¢. As H2(X) is dense in H(X) we can extend B(t)
to an operator B(t) : H2(X) — Hz(X) and H2(X) is close to Hz(X) compared with
H:(%).

The existence of a unique solution h € Xp with the properties stated in the
theorem is now a consequence of Theorem 2.5. Higher regularity may be shown by
localization and e.g. the usage of difference quotients. [l
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A Existence of a Pressure

Lemma A.1. Let F € {¢p € H' ()" : ¥|r,, = 0,090 - P|rg, = 0} — R be linear
and bounded such that

F() =0 foralp e V(Q) ={y € H()?:divep =0,|ry, = 0,n90-|ry, = 0}.
Then there is a unique p € L*(Q) with fﬂpdx =0if g3 =0 such that

F(y) =— /deiV’l,[Jd{l? for all 1p € H*(Q)? with Ylrg, = 0,n5q - P|pg, = 0.
Proof. We will apply the closed range theorem. To this end let
X ={y € H'(Q": 9lry, = 0,050 Plr,, = 0},
Y = {g € L*(Q): /Qg(x) de=0if Pg3 = @}

and consider
T: X -Y:¢¥— —dive.

Then T is onto, which can be seen as follows: Let g € Y.
If T's3 # 0, then there is a unique solution ¢ € H'(2) of

Ag=yg in €,
qlrs, =0 on I's3,
ns0 - Valrg,urs, =0 onI's; UTss.

Moreover, using the solvability of the stationary Stokes equation with non-homogenoues
Dirichlet boundary conditions, we find some w € H'(Q)¢ with divw = 0 and

W|Fs,1 = VQ|FS,1UFS,2’ W|Fs,3 =0.

Then 9 = w — Vg € X with —divy = g.

If g3 = 0, we have [, g(x)dz = 0 and can use the well-known Bogovskii operator
to obtain some v € H}(Q) with —div = g.

Now the closed range theorem implies that 7": Y’ — X' is injective and

R(T") = N(T)° = {F € X" : F(a) = 0 for all 1 € V(Q)}.

This proves the statement of the lemma. O
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