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A SHAPE CALCULUS APPROACH FOR TIME HARMONIC SOLID-FLUID
INTERACTION PROBLEM IN STOCHASTIC DOMAINS

DEBOPRIYA MUKHERJEE AND THANH TRAN

ABSTRACT. The present paper deals with the interior solid-fluid interaction problem in har-
monic regime with randomly perturbed boundaries. Analysis of the shape derivative and shape
Hessian of vector- and tensor-valued functions is provided. Moments of the random solutions
are approximated by those of the shape derivative and shape Hessian, and the approximations
are of third order accuracy in terms of the size of the boundary perturbation. Our theoretical
results are supported by an analytical example on a square domain.

Keywords and phrases: solid—fluid interaction; stochastic domain; shape derivative; shape
Hessian.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the time harmonic forced vibrations of an elastic solid encircling in
its interior an inviscid compressible fluid with randomly located boundaries. Since the domain
and its perturbed boundaries are stochastic, the solution depends on the ‘random event’ w and
the parameter ¢ > 0 controlling the amplitude of the perturbation. The usual approach to
generate a large number NV of ‘sample’ domains and to solve the deterministic boundary value
problem on each sample is overpriced. To overcome this costly computation, we approximate
the moments of the solution by those of its shape derivative and shape Hessian, as has been
done for other simpler models; see [12] 25 26]. The problem considered in this article is much
more complex involving vector-valued functions and tensors which requires careful analysis.

Over the past few years, the solid—fluid interaction problems gain much attention due to
its applications in different engineering fields [11], 16, 35], magneto-hydrodynamic flows [24],
electro-hydrodynamics [29], etc. The model problem is represented by a vector—valued equation
describing time harmonic elastodynamic equations in the solid domain and the Helmholtz equa-
tion in the fluid region. On the common boundary the two systems are coupled via adequate
transmission conditions.

It is well known that mathematical models are approximations of physical phenomena. Most
often, the base model is too complicated or the scales are too disparate to include all the
parameters successfully. The neglected parameters are often replaced by some randomness in
the deterministic model. In this way, loadings, coefficients and the underlying domains are
considered as stochastic input parameters. In the present article, we focus on randomness
in the domains. The authors of [25, [26] exploit shape calculus tools to compute statistical
moments of the random solutions of elliptic boundary value problems on uncertain domains.
The authors of [12] use the same tool to solve elliptic transmission problems in unbounded
stochastic domains. They also provide rigorous derivation and properties of shape derivatives.

Shape calculus tools involving the computation of shape derivative and shape Hessian (known
as the so-called material derivative approach of continuum mechanics) is studied in the books
[27, [36] in the deterministic framework. There is a growing literature rationalized to shape opti-
mization problems in estimating the first and second order shape derivatives in the deterministic
setup. For a quick survey we refer to, for example, [3], 15 [37].

Authors in [14] have derived asymptotic expansions of the first moments of the distribution
of the output functional considered on a random domain through a boundary value problem.

Date: December 27, 2021.
This work is supported by the Australian Research Council Project DP160101755.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.13783v1

Computation and use of second order derivative for vector valued states in the context of
linear elasticity goes back to the works of Murat and Simon. Application of shape optimization
methods in fluid mechanics in determinitic set-up is well-known in the literature; see, for example
[] for the Stokes equations with both Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions, [10] for
stationary Navier-Stokes equations with non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, [28]
for transmission boundary value problem.

The solid—fluid interaction problems have been studied by Estecahandy and her co-authors in
a nice series of works in deterministic set-up. To be more specific, we refer to [5] (Discontinuous
Galerkin based approach for higher-order polynomial-shape functions with the high frequency
propagation regime) and [6] (finite element method approach to the Lipschitz continuous polyg-
onal domains) and references therein.

In this article, we develop a precise mathematical theory for computing the statistics of the
solution of the solid-fluid interaction problem with randomly perturbed boundaries. Our main
contribution in this article is the derivation of the second order shape Taylor expansion of
vector-valued and tensor-valued functions. The results are presented in Theorem (material
derivative), Theorem 4] (shape derivative) and Theorem [L.1] (shape Hessian). As a consequence,
we obtain the stochastic shape Taylor expansion for the moments of the solution (Theorem [Z.6]).
To the best of our knowledge, this current work appears to be the first systematic treatment
of second order shape calculus for vector-valued and tensor-valued functions which form the
solution of the solid—fluid interaction problem under consideration.

In order to apply shape calculus to our particular model problem (the solid-fluid problem)
a technical issue requires us to study the spectrum of the solution operator of the problem
(Proposition B.2]). This result, another contribution of the paper, has its own interest.

Let us briefly describe the content of this paper. Section 2] deals with the description of the
model problem with perturbed random boundaries and details of the function spaces involved
during the course of analysis. Section [B] consists of the spectral properties of the solution
operator. Section [ contains details of first and second order shape calculus. It also shows the
approximation of the solution moments with those of its shape derivatives. Section [l provides
an analytical example on a square domain perturbed by a uniform distribution. This example
illustrates the accuracy of the approximation. Finally in the Appendix we recollect some basic
definitions of tensors and their properties, present some technical lemmas, and recall elementary
concepts of material and shape derivatives.

In the paper, C stands for (with or without subscripts) a generic constant independent of
the discretization parameter and the wave number. These constants may take different values
at different places.

2. TIME HARMONIC SOLID—FLUID INTERACTION PROBLEM ON PERTURBED DOMAIN

In this section we describe the problem and provide preliminaries for the forth-coming anal-
ysis.

2.1. Statistical moments. Throughout this paper, we denote by (L, U, P) a generic complete
probability space. Let D be a bounded domain in R? with boundary 0D of class C*, k > 2.

Definition 2.1. For a random field v € L¥(4, D), its k-order moment MF¥[v] is an element of
D®) defined by

ME[v)] :z/g)(v(w)@---@v(w))dp(w).

k-times

In the case k = 1, the statistical moment M![v] is same as the mean value of v and is denoted
by E[v]. If k > 2, the statistical moment MP*[v] is known as the k-point autocorrelation function
of v. The quantity M*[v — E[v]] is termed the k-th central moment of v. In particular, the
second order moments: the correlation and covariance are defined by

Cor[v] := M?[v] and Cov[v] := M?[v — E[v]]. (2.1)
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2.2. Representation of random interfaces. Let us consider a solid body represented by a
C? domain Qg C R%, d = 2,3, with 90g = I'p U 'y U X¢, where I'p, 'y, and X¢ are disjoint
parts of 90g. We assume that the solid structure is fixed at I'p # () and free of stress on I'y.
The solid interacts through the interface ¢ with a homogeneous, inviscid and compressible
fluid occupying a bounded domain @p. The boundary 0Op of the fluid domain is o, We
denote by ng ( np respectively) the outward-pointing unit normal vector to the boundary 0Qg
(0QF respectively) of the fluid-solid domain @ := Qg U Op; see Figure [[l It can be observed
that on X, one has ng = —np. For more details about the model problem, we refer to [19] [32]
and the references cited therein.

Following [12] and the references therein, we present the random domain. Suppose k €
LF (U, C?1(00s)) is a random field. For some sufficiently small value ¢ > 0, we consider a
family of random interfaces of the form

005(w) = {z +er(z,w)n(z) : z € 00s}, w € 4, (2.2)
where n is given by
nr on Ec,
n —
{ ng on I'pUI'y.
Here, the randomness of the surfaces 00§ (w) is represented by the randomness in s(-,w). We

observe that the interface 00§ (w)|.—o coincides with 00g and therefore is a deterministic closed
manifold. If we identify 00§ and 0@g with the functions defining their graphs, then

00§ — 00s|| r(s,c21) < €ll&] ko2 806 ) T2l 021 (0035) -

We will specify the required smoothness assumptions on « in shape calculus in Section Ml
From (2.2) we observe that the mean random interface is represented by

E[00g] = {x + eE[x(x, )|n(z), z € 0Ds}.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that the random perturbation amplitude k(x,w) is
centred, i.e.,
E[k(z,-)] =0 Vo € 00s. (2.3)
In this case

E[00g] = 00s and Cov[k|(z,y) = Cor[k](x,y).

FIGURE 1. Solid domain @g and fluid domain O

2.3. Model problem. For some sufficiently small and nonnegative € we aim to compute the
linear oscillations of an elastic structure encircling in its interior an inviscid fluid appearing in
the fluid-solid perturbed domain ©%(w) := O§(w) U E&(w) U 0% (w), under the action of a given
time sinusoidal body force prescribed in the solid domain whose amplitude is f : Bp — R,
which is assumed to be independent of w. Having introduced these perturbed domains and
boundaries, the model problem is to find the solid displacement field u¢ and the fluid pressure
p° satisfying

div o® (z,w) + p’psu(z,w) = f(z) in Og(w), (2.4a)
o (z,w) = CE(u(z,w)) in Og(w), (2.4b)
u'(z,w) =0 on I'p(w), (2.4c)
o (z,w)n® =0 on I'i(w), (2.4d)
2
Ap®(z,w) + 'Z—zpe(x,w) =0 in O (w), (2.4e)
o (z,w)n® +p°(x,w)n® =0 on X5 (w), (2.4f)
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op°®

one
where 0 stands for a generic null vector or tensor. Here the stress tensor o¢ is defined by the
linearised strain tensor &£(u®) and the Hooke operator C : R¥4 — R4 defined by

(z,w) — p?ppus(z,w) -n° =0 on X5 (w), (2.4g)

E(u®) = %(Vue + (VuE)T> and Ct:= ANTrr) +2vr V1 eR>

Here \,v > 0 are the Lamé constants and Tr7 denotes the trace of 7. The remaining physical
coefficients are the solid and fluid densities pg > 0 and pp > 0, respectively, the acoustic speed
¢ > 0, the input frequency p, and the gravity constant g.

In the next subsection, we introduce the function spaces in the deterministic set-up needed
for the analysis.

2.4. Function spaces and weak formulation. We denote by C°(R?%;R?) as the space of
all R?—valued compactly supported C> functions in R%. In what follows we will denote the
vectorial and tensorial counterparts of order d (d = 2,3) of a given Hilbert space H by H? and
H%4, respectively. We use standard notation for the Hilbertian Sobolev space H*(D), s > 0,
defined on a C? bounded domain D C R? and denote by || - [|s,p the norms in H*(£2), H*(D)?
and H*(D)?*,

For o : D — R¥™% and u : D — R%, we define the row-wise divergence dive : D — R¢ and
the gradient Vu : D — R%*? by,

(le U)i = Z 6jaij and (VU)U = (VT & u)ij = 8Jul
J

We introduce for s > 0 the Hilbert space
H(div; D) := {T e H (D)™ : divr e HS(D)d}

endowed with the norm ”TH%IS(diV;D) = HTHiD + || div T”iD, and we use the convention
H(div; D) := H(div; D).

The stress tensor o, which is imposed here as a primary unknown in the solid, will be sought
in the Sobolev space

We = {T € H(div,0g) : 7m°* =0 on FEN}

The fluid main variable is the pressure p® € Hl(@%). For convenience we introduce the product
space

X := W* x H'(0%)
endowed with the Hilbertian norm

17, 912 = 17 Fxcaiv 05) + lalli gz ¥ (7.9) € X7

In articles [7l I7], displacement formulation in the solid combined with a formulation using
the acoustic pressure (or the fluid displacement) as main variables in the fluid domain is studied.
In recent years, there are extensive studies of the stress-pressure formulation weakly imposing
the symmetry of the stress tensor; see for instance [I], 2, 21, 23]. The dual-mixed formulation
which approximates the elastic Cauchy stress tensor is emphasized in the literature; see e.g.
[T, B1] and the references therein.

As we are dealing with a dual formulation in @, the transmission condition ([2.4f) becomes
essential (cf. [23] [34]), it should then be strongly imposed in the continuous energy space

XE = {(T,q) EX*: T +¢n°=0 on E%}

It is natural [II 8, I3 22] to take into consideration the symmetry of the stress tensor weakly
through the introduction of a Lagrange multiplier, which is given by the rotation ¢ := %{VUE —
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(Vu® )T} and belongs to the space Q° of skew symmetric tensors
Q° = {s € [L*(0§)"": s’ =-s}.
For brevity of notations we denote the Hilbertian product norm in X x QF by
(T ), I == (T, )12 + [Isll5oe V((T,0),8) € X7 x Q.
. We define the following bounded bilinear forms

1
af : H(div, 0g) x H(div,0g) - R by af(o,7) = / —diveo(z)-divr(z)de, (2.5a)
()

s Ps
a5 : HY Q%) x HY Q%) = R by a5(p,q) = /E piFVp(x) -Vq(x)dz, (2.5b)
di : H(div,0g) x H(div,05) - R by dj(o,7)= o Clo(z): m(zx)d, (2.5¢)
& (0r) < B (Or) 5 R by di0.0) = [ —plala(e)ds (2.5d)
b* : H(div,03) x Q° - R by b°(7,s) = /E T(z) : s(x)dz, (2.5e)
e . : € E(mE) i .div 7
¢ H(div,05) - R by £(7°) = /@g PSf d , (2.5¢)
and denote
a*((o ,q)) = di(o,T +a2(p, 9), (2.68)
Ae( )) 5(( ), )+ ,7) + d3(p, q), (2.6b)
( ) 5)) = A*((o%,p%), (75,¢°)) + b° (7%, 7°) + b°(0F, s°), (2.6¢)
< ), ) = d5(0°, 7°) + d5(p°, ¢°) + b°(T°,7°) + b°(0°,5%), (2.6d)
(" >=A€< 207, (7 ’QW)
(14 p IB%€< o, p%) ). ((5,¢°), sa)). (2.6e)

We point out that the kernel ker(a®) := {(7,¢) €X*: a ((T,q), (7.9)) =0} of the bilinear
form a®(-,-) in X¢ is given by
ker(a®) = {(7,q) € X*: divrT =0 in O3 and ¢ constant in 0%} .

Let us introduce the orthogonal complement to ker(a®) x QF in X¢ x Q° with respect to the
bilinear form B by

[ker(a®) x QE]L]E8 = {((Ue,pe),re) eEX®x QO°: B€<((U€,p€),r€), ((Te,qe),s€)> =0
V((T%,¢°), %) € ker(a®) x Q°}.  (2.7)
With all the bilinear forms defined in (2Z.6]), we are now able to write the weak formulation

of problem ([24). Considering the body force f € L?(Bg)?, it is direct to write (Z4) in the
equivalent tensorial form (see [23] 34] for more details): Find ((o¢,p%),r¢) € X® x QF such that

DE(((UE,pE),’r‘E), ((7.67(16)785)) _ 66(7.8) v((Tz-:’qs)’se) € X¢ x OF. (2.8)

Remark 1. (i) We note that variational formulation (Z8]) has been designed in terms of
the stress tensor o of the solid (not displacement vector field u) and pressure p of the
fluid. However, using the equilibrium equation (ZZal) one can recover the displacement
vector field.
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(ii) According to [32] and references cited therein, for @s € C?, the displacement field u
that solves this problem belongs to H!T*((@g)? for all o € (1/2,1).

3. THE SOLUTION OPERATORS S°¢

The shape calculus technique to be used in the next section is originated from shape opti-
mization in the deterministic framework; see [27, [36]. For this reason and for simplicity, we
temporarily escape randomness and consider only deterministic perturbed interfaces.

3.1. Representation of perturbed deterministic model. We now present some properties
of perturbed interfaces which are required for the subsequent analysis. Let k£ and n be any
smoothness preserving extension of x and n on R? such that & € WH°(R3)NC%1(R3). For £ > 0,
we define T¢ : R?® — R3 by
T (z) = x4 ek(z)n(z) V€ R (3.1)
Without loss of generality we assume that the extension & vanishes outside a sufficiently large
ball Br (with origin as the centre and radius R) containing @ U 0% for 0 < e < £°, for some
% > 0. This implies that the perturbation mapping T°(z) is an identity in the complement
B% :=R3\ Bp, ie.
T(x) =x Vuz € Bj. (3.2)
For ease of notation, throughout the paper, we denote by ¢ := T(0) either O§ or O when
there is no ambiguity. For convenience, we abbreviate
V(z) := k(z)n(z), zcR3. (3.3)

In [36], the field V is called the velocity field of the mapping T° and in [25, 26], V is known
as the boundary perturbation field in the normal direction. From (B3]), one can observe that
k= (V,n).

Remark 2. When € = 0, we omit the superscript € in the notations of the spaces, norms and
bilinear forms.

3.2. The solution operators and their spectra. In this section we define the solution
operators §¢ and study their properties which will be used to prove the existence of the material
derivative in the next section. These properties have been studied in [31], 34]. However, since
we need to apply these results with different values of € > 0 and pass to the limit when ¢ — 0,
it is important to check the estimates to ensure that they are independent of ¢.
For each € > 0, let us introduce the operator

S X x QF — X x Q°,

((F%, ), G%) = ((o%,p5) ,75) = S°((F7, %), G7)
where ((ai,pi),ri) € X& x QF° satisfies, for all ((Te,qe),se) € X x 9Q°,

47 (((05,02).79). (75, ¢),8%) ) = B (((F°, ), G), ((v,00), ) ). (3.4)

The well definiteness and symmetry with respect to the bilinear form A®(-,-) of this operator S¢
is proved in [32] Lemma 3.2]. To focus on the solution of the problem, we first characterize the
spectral properties of the operator §¢ for each € > 0.

Lemma 3.1. For e > 0, the spectrum sp(S®) of 8¢ decomposes as follows
sp(8°) = {0,1} U {mk(e) b pen
where {ni ()} ey satisfying
I1>m()>-->nele) >--->0 (3.5)
is a decreasing sequence of finite-multiplicity eigenvalues of S which converges to 0. More-
over, 1 is an infinite-multiplicity eigenvalue of S¢ while O is not an eigenvalue. The associated

eigenspace of the eigenvalue 1 is ker(a®) x Q°.
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Proof. See [34], Section 4]. O

It is proved in [32, Theorem 3.1] that if the input frequency p, see (2.6¢l), is chosen such
that 1/(1+ p?) ¢ sp(S¢) then the problem (Z8) is well posed. To ensure that such a choice of p
is possible for all € > 0 sufficiently small, it is necessary to prove that there exists ¢y > 0 such
that -

U (s # 0,1
0<e<ep
In fact, we will prove a stronger result that there exists § > 0 such that, for all nonnegative ¢
sufficiently small, all the eigenvalues ni(¢) are crowded to the left of 7;(0) + 6. This result,
which has its own interest, is stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. For each § € (0,1 —n1(0)), there exists g > 0 such that
(m(0)+9,1) C[0,1]\ B (3.6)
where B := m.
Proof. Noting the decrease property ([B.3]), it suffices to prove that
liminf —— > !
=0 m(e) ~ m(0)

Indeed, assume that (B7) holds. Let us show that (B.6) holds. For each 6 € (0,1 — 7;(0)),
let 61 = 6/[n?(0) +n1(0)6] > 0. By the definition of liminf, there exists g > 0 such that

1 1
5 <—— VY0<e<ep,
n1(0) m(e)

: (3.7)

proving that
me) <m0)+4d V0<e<ep,
which concludes ([B.6]) due to (B.0).
We now prove [B.71). Since ker(a®) x Q° is the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue 1,
see Lemma B the eigenspace associated with 7;(¢) is a subspace of [ker(a®) x Q°]*# which is
defined in ([27). As a consequence, we derive that for all ((6%,p%),7¢) € [ker(a®) x QF]‘#

85 (((05,95),75). ((0%,0°).7%) ) = mL)BE((wi,p@,ri), ((e°p7),7%))

where ((aﬁ, ), 'r‘f) is an eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue 7y (). The Rayleigh quo-
tient gives

i | 45(((e%,p),79), (0%, p7),7) )
= min .
M(€)  0A((ofp9).re)elker(a) x QF] 15e Ba(((af,pa)mf), ((a’f,pa),r’f))

Denoting

4% (((0°,0),7%). ((0°,9°).79))
B (0%, ), 1) =
B (((0%,9), 72), (05,07, 7))
and using (2.5]) and (2.6]) we deduce
_ ai(0%,0°%) + a5 (0", p°) + di(0°, 0°) + d5(v°, p°) + 26°(0°, 7°)
- d5 (0%, 0°) + d5(p°, p°) + 2b° (0%, 7°)
We will show that (noting the notation convention in Remark [2])
R((a%,p%),7°) =R((6° o T, p* o T°), 7 o T°) + eG((6° o T, p° o T°), 7 0 T%) (3.9)

where G is a mapping from [ker(a) x Q]*® to R. Letting QF := ker(a®) x Q°, then [QZ]1#*.
Since

RE((O.€7p€)7,’,,€)

. (39)

TE’QG 1 Q. — Qp and TE’[Qa]lma . [Qa]ima N [QZ]LBE7
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are bijective, it follows from (3.9 that
inf R*((e,p%), 7%) = inf R((e,p),7)

0#£((o® p),r)€[Qz]) B 0#£((o,p),r)€[Qal B

+e inf G((o,p),r)
0#((g7p)7r)e[ga}L]E

which proves 1) by letting ¢ — 0.

We now move to prove ([3.9). Following the notations of Kronecker product mentioned in
Appendix [AJl we now employ change of variables x = T°(y) to the bilinear form aj(,).
We recall here Appendix to introduce (e, -), Jr=, Jpi, A and A. Using |div(o(z))]* =
|L1(o(2))]? in a5 (0F,0°) and equation (A4) and Lemma [A4] we see that

1 2
ai(aa,aa):/@ p—va Y| Ly-i(e" o Ty ))‘ dy
S

1 2
:/@ e —(1+¢&9(e,y) ‘El o oT(y ))+€£V1(U€OT€(y))‘ dy
S

- [ s {|ae o m o] + 2ty oo 1)
+2eLy(o" 0 T"(y)) : Ly, (0% 0 Te(y))}dy

1 2 1 2
— [ et orwnfa+ [ vt o i) ay
O PS 0g PS

1 . 2
e [ (4o [porlot o TW) : £y, (0 0 ) + |y, (0" o T (W) Jay
S
=a1(0° 0T, 0°0T") +eg1(0 0 T%)
where

nlo*oT) = [ —ten|aoro T W) di+ [ -1+ 2l o Tw)

2
1 Ly (050 T(y)) + a‘ﬁvl(ae o Ts(y))‘ }dy

Repeating the similar arguments for each bounded bilinear maps on the right hand side of (3.8]),
one achieve

a5(p®,p%) = az(p® o T°, p° o T°) + £ga(p® 0 T7),
di(o°,0°%) =di(o° 0T, 0°0T) +cgs(o® o TF),
d3(p°,p°) = da(p°” o T, p" 0 T°) + £ga(p” 0 T7),
b (o°,r°) =b(o 0T, roT°) +cgs(o® o T, r o TF).

for some bounded functions g;;i = 2,...,5. This proves ([8.9)), finishing the proof of the propo-
sition. 0

The following result is similar to [31), Proposition 2.4]. However, here it is necessary to check
that the constant is independent of &.

Proposition 3.3. If 1/(1 + p?) > 11(0) then there exist eg > 0 and a constant C' depending
only on gy such that for all € € [0,9] the following inequality holds

-
Proof. Proposition 2.4 in [31] states that

|z - @)

> C (e, p) )| V((e%p%),r%) €X°x Q7 (3.10)

> C*(2)8(S7) ||| (0%, 09), )|l W((0%,57),7°) € X x @,

1+ p? .
(3.11)



where C*(g) is a positive constant independent of ((¢¢,p%),¢) and

. 1
0< 6#(58) = dist (W,Sp(se)) <1
represents the distance between 1/(1 + p?) and the spectrum of 8. First we show that §,(S%)
is bounded below by a constant independent of . Due to the assumption 1/(1 + u?) > 1:(0),
we can invoke Proposition to obtain gy > 0 satisfying

m(0) <m(e) <m(0)+d < 7 T

where ¢ is some positive number. By virtue of ([B.5]), we have

5 <1 Veel0,¢e]

1
e(e) <m(0) +4d < T2 <1 forall k>1 and €€ ]0,eq].

Hence,

1 1 2 1
6,(8%) = rknzull <1 BT ik nk(g)) > min <#ﬂ2, T2 (m(0) + 5)) =c.

Next we trace the constant C*(¢) in (BII) to show that it is bounded below by a constant
independent of . Following the proof of Proposition 2.4 in [31] this constant C* depends on
the constant ¢; in Proposition 2.1 of the same paper. This constant in turn depends on «
in [33] Lemma 2.1]. This constant a depends on the constant ¢ in [9, Proposition IV.3.1] and ¢y
in [20, Lemma 2.2]. Proposition IV.3.1 of [9] is in fact Lemma II1.3.2 of [I8]. Tracing all
these constants one can check that they depend continuously on the measure of the domain,
namely |Q§|. Since |0g| depends continuously on e, see [I8], so does the constant C*(e).
Because ¢ € [0,¢eq], this continuity implies that C*(¢) has a minimum value which is positive.
This proves the proposition. ]

Proposition 3.4. Let ¢y and B be given in Proposition [33. If (ﬁ,l) C [0,1] \ B, then

there exists a positive constant C' depending only on €y such that, for any f € (L2(Bg))¢ and
any € € [0,&¢], the solution ((ae,pa),re) € X& x Q° of (28) satisfies

[[((e® o T#,p7 o T%), v o T)|| < 751 f o 05 (3.12)
Proof. By following the proof of [32 Theorem 3.1] we can prove that
C
H‘ ((0'67])6)77“6) H‘g S 1 4 /1/2 H.fHO,(Dsa
where the constant C' comes from Proposition which is independent of €. Then by change
of variable formula, we have ([B.12). This completes the proof. O

4. SHAPE CALCULUS
In the present section we derive the shape derivative and shape Hessian for the solution

((o%,p%),7%) of @.4).

4.1. Material derivative. This section is devoted to a rigorous proof and characterization of
the material derivative of (2.8]).

Proposition 4.1. Let ((o°,p%),r%) € X® x QF be solution of 2) and ((o,p),r) € X x Q be
solution of the unperturbed problem (i.e., @) for ¢ =0). Assume f € (L2(Bg))?N (X x Q)*
and rk € C1(0Qgs). Then
: € e € 3 € e\ - 0. 41
lim [[[((0° 0 T%,p 0 T%),7° 0 T%) — (o, p), 7) ||| = 0 (4.1)
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Proof. To prove (1]), we first aim to prove that
A((I —(1 +,u2)8) (6°0T° —o,p°oT° —p),r° 0 T° — 1), ((T,q),s)) —0 as —0.
(4.2)

As a next step, we deduce from the well-posedness of the unperturbed problem (i.e., (2.8
for e = 0) the existence of C' > 0, independent of £ such that

C W(I -1+ ,u2)8) ((a6 oT® —oa,p° 0T —p),r 0T — r)m
A((T= 1+ p2)S) (050 T* = 0,p7 o T* = p),7° 0 T° — 7). ((7.q). 9))
= osr e a1l '
Hence, there exists ((1,¢),s) € X x Q such that
[@= (1 +1*)S) (6% T° — o, p" o T° = p),7° o T° —7) |||
) A((I —(1+p*)S)((6°0T* —0,p* o T° —p),r* 0T —1),((T,9), 5))

: 4.3
: G 40,1 -
where v > 0 is arbitrary. On letting ¢ — 0, using ([£2) we have
lim sup {H (I -1+ ,uQ)S) ((o’6 oT* —o,p°oT" —p),r*oT — 'r) H‘ —~v<0. (4.4)
e—0
Since v > 0 is arbitrary,
limsup ||| (T— (1 + 1?)S) ((0° 0T — o, p° 0o T° — p), 7 0 T° — 1) || =o. (4.5)
e—0

We then use equation (B.I0) in Proposition B3] to obtain (Z.1).
We are now left to prove ([@2]). To begin with, we first estimate

DF (((0%,°),7), ((7%,00),57) ) = B(((0.0), 7). ((20).9) ) = E(9) = €(r),  (46)

Using the fact that f-div7(y) = (I® f(y)) : (V& 7(y)), and exploiting Lemmas [A-ZHAF] we
have for all 7 € W,

) -t = [ (e o @) s (Veore)) - £ dive)]dy

05 PS

= [ [ (en e r@) s (Ve rw)) - (X £) : (7o r)]d

—0 as e—0.

Passing to the limit as ¢ — 0 in ([£G]), we arrive at ([@2]). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.2. There exists a unique solution ((6,p),7) € X x Q to the following equation for
all ((T,q),s) eXxQ

p(((@.). ). ((ra)s) == | —

s PS [“&,(O’y)a(y) (I (- V)TTT(Z/))T}dy

+/ i(divV(y)(I@U“(y)) +Vily) @ fly) +1e (Vf(y)-V)> (Ver'(y)dy
Os PS

_/@ piF[A’(O,y)Vp(y)-VCJ(y)}deruz[/@ CIn(y)e(y) : (y)dy

+/@ : (y)p(y)Q(y)dy+/

2’71
p PFC s

T(y) : n(y)r(y)dy +/

T(y)o(y) : S(y)dy}, (4.7)
Ds

where A', A',v1 and Vi are given in Appendiz[A2.

Proof. Existence and uniqueness of the solution of ([7]) in the space X x Q relies on the well-
known Babuska-Brezzi theory (see [32, Theorem 3.1]). O
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Theorem 4.3. Assume that f € HY(Bg) N (X x Q)" and k € C1(0QDs). Let ((o°,p°),r) €
X x Q° and ((o,p),r) € X x Q be solutions of Z8) and the unperturbed problem (i.e., (28]
for e =0), respectively. Then ((o¢,p%),r%) has a material derivative ((&,p),r) in X x Q which

satisfies (A1).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that

. ofoT* —0o pPoT* —p, r°0T° —7 o B
slg% (( e ) e )’ c > - ((U,p),’l") - Oa (48)
where ((6,p), ) is the solution of ([L7)). Using (2.6¢]) and (B.4) we have
ofoT* — 0o 6 proT*—p N\ rfoTe—1r
o((( - —p),f—r),«r,q),s))
T¢ R €oTE — . €0 — X
:A<(I_<1+ﬂ )5) (22 —— oL ) 7). ((r.0).9))
e _ € e _
:/ d1v o ol U—é’)] -diVTdy+/ iV(Zw—ﬁ)-quy
€ Or PF €

T — 1 EoT* —
_Mz/ C—l(u_&);rdy—/ﬁ/ <p ° p—ﬁ)qdy
Dg € Op pF02 5

£ Ts_
—;ﬁ/ - (u_ﬂdy
s €

[ 1 (6y)JE3®f(T€y)—I®f_
Ll (

~ divV(y) (1o f(y) + Vily) @ f(y)

+1® (VEy )] v

or /@Si[(/\(a,y)(aeoTZ)—j(aeoT‘E) _jv(o,y)a)
( £,y) I)V(pfon)

: —A'(0,y)Vp - Vqdy

1
I® L'IT dy —
Or PF

+u2{/@ <( (e y) — oo T* ~ (o) : 7y
+/@ 1 [(w(e,y) - l)p oT” —71(@/)2?} qdy+/@ T (Me’y) —DrfeT” —%(W)dy

2
r PEC £ S 9

+/® <(7(€7y) — oo T(y) %(y)a) : sdy}. (4.9)

e

Using equation (A4), Proposition 1] Lemma [A 4l Lemma [A5] and letting e — 0, we see that
the right hand side of 3J) — 0. Repeating the arguments as in ([@3)-@3) for (((o€ o T —
o)/e,(p° o T — p)/e), (r* o T° — r)/e) and exploiting equation [BI0), we prove (). This
completes the proof. O

4.2. Shape derivative. This section is devoted to the existence and characterization of shape
derivative and shape Hessian of the deterministic solution of the considered model problem. We
denote

T (v, 0%, w) ::/ v xw and  Jo(v®,00%, w) ::/ vk w
€ a@&

where x stands for the usual product of two scalar functions, or the dot product of two vector
functions, or the component-wise inner product of two tensor functions. Let us define the
following spaces:

D, = {T e C2RERY ) (Dr®n n) = 0 ondds, Vi = 1,...,d},

0q

— oo (md. . _

Dy = {qe Cc (R ,R) ' on =0on (9@}7}.
11



Theorem 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem [{.3, ((o¢,p%),r%) has a shape derivative
(o', p'),7") belonging in (H(div; Ds) x H (D)) x Q that satisfies

dive’ + pPpsu’ =0 in Dsg, (4.10a)
o' =CE(U) in Og, (4.10b)
u = —k(Vu)n + ! 5 divapg (n)G on I'p, (4.10c)
psit
on=V'oa)(Vaen) on I'n, (4.10d)
12
Ap' + C—2p/ =0 in O, (4.10e)
on+pn=—(V' @) (Van)- (V' Vpn on Ye, (4.10f)
1 oy 2,1 L. 2
—— —pu -n=—(divyy.n)G-n — p’k(Vun) -n
o on ps( o0 1) peR(Vun)
I 0 . op  p?
+ v [le (kVp) — B (kVp) - n — divpg, (n)ﬂ% + bk
on X¢, (4.10g)
where
. oK 0
G :=div (ko) — " + /w'(%(n)) — 0 (Vapgk). (4.11)

Proof. We split the proof of (410) in three steps. In the first step, we will derive equations
satisfied by the shape derivative ((¢’,p),7’) on the domains g and Op. In the next two
steps, we will derive the boundary conditions satisfied by ((¢”,p'),7’). We use Lemma [A§ in
Appendix [A3] to prove ([EI0).

Step I:  In this step, our goal is to prove (@I0al), (4I0D) and (EI0e). Existence of
the shape derivative ((o’,p’),r’) follows from Theorem and Definition [A. 4l We choose
((t,q),8) € ((751 x Dy) N X> x @, in (Z8). In order to apply Lemma[A.8 we consider each of

the bilinear forms present in the definition of D°. Using integration by parts (see Lemma [A.2]
in Appendix [A.T]), we have

1 1
ai(o, 1) = —/ —o° :V(divT) —|—/ —on® -divrdS.
05 PS 005 PS

Using part (iv) of Lemma[A.8] we have

di 1 1
(0%, 05, LAV T —/ — o' V(divT) — / ~ o V(divr)edS,  (4.12)
Ps e=0 0g PS o0s PS
divt 1 0
d E N E 8 3 — _ /! 'd. / 'd. o 'd.
J2(ofng, 00 ’—PS ) o /(r)@S s [(a N -divT + ong lVT) + K@n (O'n 1VT>
v ,@< div(n)on' - div T) } ds. (4.13)
From (£I2]) and (£I3]) and using tangential Green’s formula (see Lemma [A.2)), we have
V(di di
11(0%,05, V| 4 agy(otns, 005, BT
LS e=0 LS e=0
1 1 1
:/ —diVU/-diVT+/ —diV(IiO‘)-diVT—/ —%U’n-diVTdS
?s PS a0s PS o0s PS on
1 1 0
— —o (Vg k -diVTdS—l—/ —o(=—(n))-divrkdS. 4.14
/6@5 ps (Voosr) 005 PS ) (#19
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As in af(o®, T), using integration by parts (see Lemma [A.2]in Appendix [A.T]), we have

1 1 _0q
ag(pe,q) = _/ _peAq+ _p€a sd
oz PF 005 PF n
TP 05.50)= Ta(p ok 005,22 ):=
Exploiting parts (iv) and (v) of Lemma [A.§] we have
A 1 1
A7 (p°, 05, =) =- / —p'Aq — —pAq kdS, (4.15)
PF - 1e=0 Or PF 90p PF
dq 1 1 Jq
01, 1|y [ LS )
o e 00k, 0| /MF o P gy ~P\Voort Voo
1 /0 dq ) dq
— | =—(p=— d — |kdS. 4.16
" /BQF PF (8n <p8n> + Voo, (")pan>“ (4.16)
In the second term of dJi(p®, 0%, %) we use the identity for Aq on dQp, which is, Aq =
2
Apppq+divyg, (n)g_rqz + (3752 Hence on further using Green’s and tangential Green’s formula,
(#I5) and (4I16) reduce to
A 0 1 1 1
ARG 08 S|+ a0, )| = [ v Vas [ —vp.guds.
pr " le=0 one prle=0  Jo. pr 00p PF

(4.17)

Results similar to (£14]) and (A7) can be obtained for the other bilinear forms in the definition
of D°. Hence we obtain

1 1 1
/ —diVU'-diVT—i—/ —G-diVTdS+/ —Vyp' -Vq—p? Clo':r
@g PS a0s PS Or PF Ds

1 1
—MQ/ 2p/q—,u2/ T:’l"/—|—/ —Vp-qu@dS—,u2 Clo:1TkdS
O PFC Ds 0

O PF 0Dg
1
—,uz/ 2pqmd$—,u2/ T:7rKkdS =0 (4.18)
o0F PFC 00g
with
/ a':s—i—/ o:skdS = 0. (4.19)
Dg 0Ds

We now choose ((7,q),s) € (C’SO(@S;]RdXd) X C(Op; R) x CgO(QS;RdXd)) N <X X Q), which

gives us

1 1 1
/ —diVU/-diVT+/ —Vp'Vq—,uQ[ C_lo":’r—{—/ 2p’q—i—/ 77
?s PS Or PF Ds Or PFC Dg
+/ o 5] ~0. (4.20)
Os

Using density argument we obtain ({I0a)) and (£I0d). Next, using (2.4b) and integration by

parts we achieve
/ (Clas—re):’r:—/
%] %]

€
S

u® -divr +/ u® - ™ dS. (4.21)
S 905
Again exploiting Lemma [A§ to (£2]]) and using Tangential Green’s formula, we have (£I0D]).

Step II:  In this step, we aim to prove (£I0g). In order to find the required boundary
13



condition, we choose ((7,q),s) € ((151 x D) N X) x Q, and use (L20) to obtain from ([LI])
and ([@I19),

1 1 1 1
/ —diva'-diVTdS—i—/ —G -divTdS — —Ap'-q—,uQ/ 2p'q
a0g PS a0s PS Op PF O PFC

1 1 op
+ / —Vp - VqrdS +/ —q—pdS + ,u2/ u -divT — ,u2/ ™ - u'dS
P o0p PF ON P

Or PF PF 0Ds Dg
1
— Vu:TndS—uQ/ 5pq kdS = 0.
00s AQr PFC
Using (£I0al) and (£I0¢e) we have
1 1 op
/ —G -divTdS — ,u2/ ™ - u'dS — uz Vu: 7rdS + / _q_pdg
00s PS 00 80 o0r PF O
1 1
+ / —Vp-VqkrdS — ,u2/ 5pq kdS = 0. (4.22)
o0y PF o0 PFC

Using Lemma [A.2] and using g—:;n = 0 and 3_7(]1 = 0 to the first and fifth terms of (A.22])

respectively, we achieve

1 1
/ —G -divTdS = — / — [VG T+ TN oG + divyg, (n)Tn - G} s, (4.23)
o0s PS o0g PS on

1 1 o ap
—Vp-V fde:—/ —|qdiv(Vpk)+ | —(VpEk) -n)q+div n)—=rq|dS.
/a@F VPV o P [q (Vpr) (an( pK) )q oo ()5 - q]( |
4.24

We now choose 7 € W such that 7 = 0 on I'p U I'y. This yields ¢ = —(7n) - n on 3¢.
Substituting this value of ¢, equations [@23) and (£24) in (£22) on X = 00p, we have

([E10g).
Step III: In this step, we prove (LI0d), (£10d) and (4I0f). Using [#I0g) and 7n = 0

on I'y, we have

1
—,u2/ ™ - u'dS = —VG : 1dS — —Tn - —dS
I'p I'pUlx PS I'p PS on

1
- / — divyg(n)Tn - GdS + 11 / kVu : TdS.
I'p PS I'pul'y

Since I'p N I'y = &, choosing 7 = 0 on 'y, we have
1
ps
which proves ([@I0d). By Definition [A.4] we have

—’nT @u = [VG -n'® (g—i —divgp,(n)n' ® G] + p2kVu, on TI'p

/ —..A_ .o o
0ij = Oij Voi;- V.

Using 6n = 0 on I'y, we have
d .
(a'n)i = — ZVUZ']‘ . an,
j=1
and this directly implies (4.10d)). Again since (d,p) € X, 6n + pn = 0, we have

d
(0'/71 + p'n)i = — Z (VO’Z']‘ -Vl + Vp - an>,
j=1
14



which directly implies (£10f). Hence combining all the three steps, we conclude that the shape
derivative ((o”,p'),r’) satisfies (@I0) for all ((7,q),s) € <(Z§1 X Do) ﬂX) x Q. This completes
the proof. O

Before proceeding to the next theorem, let us consider the perturbation of the domain ) :=
Os U Qp with respect to T° (where T? is given by BI) and (B2)). We consider another
boundary variation V1 which is of the form

Vi(z) = ri(z)n(z), i=1,2
where %1 has the same regularity as in (A1). We refer to Appendix [A3 for further details
about second order variations. We will show that shape Hessian ((”,p”),r”) exists. For this,
we need to consider the shape derivative ((o,pj),75) exists in H(div; %) x H'(0) x Q% and
satisfies (£I0). Furthermore, following Theorem 3] one can prove existence of second order

material derivative ((&,p),#) in X x Q. In the current paper, we omit the characterization of
the second order material derivative.

Theorem 4.5. Under the above mathematical settings as in Theorem shape Hessian
((e”,p"),7") belonging in ((H(div; Qs) x H(Op)) x Q) that satisfies

dive” + p2psu” =0 in Dsg, (4.25a)
o’ =CE") in g, (4.25b)
1 .. 1
u’ = E(lea@S n)H; + EH:{I’L on I'p, (4.25¢)
dm=én— (V' @a)(Ven) - (V @) (Vien)
~ MV @0)(Ven) on T'n, (4.25d)
2
Ap" + 'Z—Qp" =0 in O, (4.25¢)
o'n+p'n=én— (V' @a)(Von)— (V @) (Vion)—MV' o) (Ven)
+pn — (VT(v'p) + V(YY) + vap>n on Xc, (4.25¢)
1 op” 1
_aai o quu// n=——(divyg, n)H; - n — Hzn - n — divH, + divyg, (n)Hs - n
pr On Ps
+ Hy on Xc, (4.25g)
where
S N T < () / 0n) o 0G :
H, := s {le(KO‘ ) — SR (Vopgk) +o I + G+ Kig - + K1 divp, (n()4G2]6, |
.26a
[ oy, mE0(VD) Ok ;
Hy := {PF (Vp)' + P + K1 anP + rikdivyg, (n)Vp}, (4.26b)
0
Hy = — [(mvu/ 4RV Ry (%(mVu) + divap, (n)Wu)] , (4.26¢)
1 K1 0
Hy = p? | — (k1p' + kp) + —5 di 4.26d
4= [chz (kap 4 0) + 225 g (P) F divaoy (n)ﬁp], (4.26d)

and M(f) denotes the material derivative of a given function f.

Proof. Existence of shape Hessian ((¢”,p”),r") follows from Theorem 4] and (AI3). We
choose ((7,q), s) € ((151 x Da) ﬂX) x Q, and proceed in the similar lines as in (I8 and (ZI9)
to have
L. / : 1 9 s 1 / 2 -1 _
; —divoy-divt + ; —G° - divTdS + ; —Vps-Vg—pu Clos:T

Sps Ds PS FpF Ds
15



1 1
—MQ/ zpfsq—MQ/ T:Tg—i—/ —Vp? - VqrdS — 12 C ol T kdS
O PFC Dg 80r PF 00g

1
—,U2/ —2p5q/<,;d8—,u,2/ T:r‘;ndS—i—/ af;:s—i—/ os5:skdS = 0.
00 PFC 00Dg Ds 00Dg

Proceeding in the same lines as in Step I following ([AI8]) and ([£I9) in the proof of Theorem
EA for ((o,pj), ) and passing to the limit as § — 0, we achieve ([£25al), (£250) and ([{25€).

Now we move to prove the boundary conditions satisfied by ((¢”,p”),r"). Recurrent use of
the same aguments used in Step II, we have

1 1 /!
/ ~rn-dive”dS + / LW s
805 PS o0 PF ON

= H; - div 7dS + Hy - VgdS + Hs : 7dS + Ha4qdS, (4.27)
8@5 8@1:‘ 8@3 8®F

where H;s are given by (28] for i = 1,2,3,4. Using Lemma [A.2] tangential Green’s formula,

8—Tn =0 and @ = 0, we obtain from [Z27])

on on

1 1 /!
/ ~rn-dive”dS + / LW s
005 PS 80y PF ON

H
:—/ [VHl:T—i—T’n-b—i—diVa@S(n)T’n-Hl —i—Hg:T]dS
Qg 871

1 1
- / [—q div H, + — divag, (n)H; - ng + H4q] ds. (4.28)
o0 LPE pr

Recalling that 00s = I'p UT'xy U X and 00F = Y and choosing 7 € W such that 7 = 0 on
I'p UT'N, we obtain the same equation as ([L.28]) with all integrals replaced by integrals over ¥¢.
Now by choosing ¢ = —(7n) - n in this resulting equation, we obtain (Z.25g]).

Using (£:25g), ([@28) and the same argument as in the proof of ([@I0d) we obtain (Z25d]).
With the help of (AI3), we have [25d) and (25f). Hence, the shape Hessian ((o”,p"),r")
satisfies ({.20]), completing the proof. O

Remark 3. Both problems (£I0) and ([£.25) for the shape derivative and shape Hessian, re-
spectively can be solved by using the methods in [19] 20} 211 [32] etc.

4.3. Computation of stochastic moments. In Sections@Tland 2] we have defined material
derivative, shape derivative and shape Hessian in which the quantities x and k1 are determin-
istic. Since (24]) is posed on a domain with uncertainty located boundaries (see (Z2])), these
derivatives also depend on w. Thus, we compute the mean and the variance of the random
solutions. The main result of this paper is stated below.

Theorem 4.6. Let ((o°(w),p*(w)), r%(w)) be solution of (2Z8]) with the random interface 0Dg(w)
given by 22), and let ((o,p),r) be solution of the unperturbed problem (i.e., (28] for e =
0) with reference interface 0Q0s. Assume that the perturbation function k = k1 belongs to
LFE(U, C?1(00s)) for an integer k and f € (L2(Bgr))? N (X x Q)*. Then for sufficiently small
€ >0, there exists compact set K C (0s U Op) N (O U Q%) such that

1. ((6¢(w),p°(w)), r¢(w)) admits the asymptotic expansion P — a.e.w € A, i.e. for x €

(Vs U Op) N (D5 U OF)
((0°(z,w),p°(z,w)), 7 (z,w)) = ((a(2),p(x)), 7 (2)) + e((¢” (z,w), p'(z,w)), ' (z,w))
2
+ %((U”(fﬂaw)m”(%w))a"“”(fﬂaw)) +O(e%). (4.29)

2. The mean and variance of the solution ((o¢(w),p®(w)),r%(w)) can be approzimated,
respectively, by

E[((0%,p%),7%)] = ((0,p),7) + O(?), (4.30)
16



((Var(o%), Var(p")), Var(r9)) = &2 ((El(e")?], E[(p)%]), EL()?]) + O("), (4.31)
where for any tensor T, we denote by T2 the tensor product T : T.

Proof. We first start with proving ([@29]). With the shape derivative and shape Hessian of
((o,p),r) given in Theorems A4 and and equation ([AT]), using the Taylor expansion
(AI5) for an arbitrary, fixed realization k(-,w),w € i, we have the stochastic counterpart

E23).
We now move to prove (£30)). On taking expectation, we have
2

E[o(z, )] = E[a(m) ted(z,) + %a”(m, ot 0(53)] for € (@sUDr)N (05U 0%).

Since ((o”,p'),r’") depends linearly on x, exploiting E[x] = 0, see (Z3), it can be seen that
E[((e’,p'), 7")] satisfies (@I0) with zero boundary data, and hence E[((¢”,p’),r')] = 0. This
proves (4.30).

We note that the quantity Var(o®) for a tensor o€ is given by the following
Var(oF) := E[(ae —E[o?)) : (o° — E[aa])} —E[o° : 0°] — (E[ae] : E[ﬂ). (4.32)
In similar manner, Var(r¢) is given by
Var(rf) = E[re : ] — (E[rf] : E[r6]>

Using stochastic Taylor expansion ([A29]) we note that P—a.e. w € $l

2
of(z,w) =0o(z) + e’ (v, w) + Ea’”(x,w) +0(e3). (4.33)

Keeping in mind o?(z) = o(z) : o(z) and (0'(z,w))? = o/(z,w) : o'(z,w), we see that P—a.e.
wel

2
(0°(r,))? = (o) + 0" (2,0) + S0 (,0) + 0)’
=o%(z) + 2 (0 (z,w))? 4 2e0(z) : 0/ (z,w) + 20 (z) : 0" (x,w) + O(3). (4.34)
Hence, on taking expectation on both sides of ([£34]), we have
E [aa(x)ﬂ = 0%(z) + ¢°E [(a'(g;))ﬂ + %0 (z) : Elo”(2)] + O(3).

On taking expectation and then squaring on both sides of ([@33]) we have

(Bl @)’ = (o@) + SE" @]+ 0(E)’ = o) + o(a) : Blo’ (a)] + O,

This essentially concludes from (£.32])

Var(o®(x)) = E[(ae(aﬂ)Q] — (E[(ae(x)]>2 =R [(a’(w))Q] +0(e3). (4.35)

Similarly for p* and r* we have
Var(p®(z)) = £2E [(p'(x))ﬂ +O(), Var(ri(z)) = ezE[(r'(x))ﬂ +O(). (4.36)
Combining ([£35)-30) we arrive at (L31]), finishing the proof of this theorem. O

Remark 4. Observing ([2I)) and E[o’(z)] = 0, it can be observed that
Var(o(x)) = Cor(o(x),0(y))|a=y-

Similarly, Var(p(z)) = Cor(p(x),p(y))|s=y, Var(r(z)) = Cor(r(z),r(y))|z=y-
17



5. AN EXAMPLE

In this section, we present a particular example of the solid—fluid problem in a square domain.
In this example we will solve a slightly different problem (Z4]) with (2.41) replaced by

o (w)n® +p°(w)n® =g on X5 (w) (5.1)
and I'y = @.

FIGURE 2.

All the theoretical results in Section still hold, except that (2.4f) will have a correction
term due to the non-homogeneous condition (B.I]). We consider ([2.4]) for € = 0 on the domains
Op := [-1,1]?> € R? and Qg := [-2,2]? \ O and take the parameters p? = 672, ps = 3, pr =
A =v = 1. Then we choose the data f so that the exact solution for the displacement, pressure
and the stress tensor of the considered unperturbed problem are given, respectively, by

_ (sin7x sinmy B
U(,I,y) - <sin7rx Sinwy) \V/(JT,y) € QS, p(xay) = COSTT COSTY, \V/(JT,y) € ®F

o(z,y)=m <SiH7T(33 ‘;igil);zfi();;m s sin 7 (z :1;)71:62:3;:3 cos 7Ty> V(z,y) € Ds.
Let the random interface I'*(w) be given by
I'(w) ={z +er(z,w)n(z) :x €'}
where I' := (UL, T;) U (UL X%). Next, let us consider the perturbed domain
D5 (w) == [~1+ca(w),1 +ea(w)]* and Of(w):= [-2+ca(w),2 + 2ca(w)]* \ OF(w)

where the perturbation parameter x(z,w) = a(w) has a constant (but random) value over the
whole 00r. The random variable a(w) takes values in [—1,1] and is centred so that E[x] =
E[a] = 0. Further, we consider a(w) is a uniformly distributed random variable with values in
[—1,1] and probability density function (PDF) p;(t) = 1/2, so that
1
1
Cov|k|(z,y) = E[a?] = / t2py(t) dt = 3 (5.2)
-1

Solution for the displacement and pressure, of (Z4]) are given, respectively, by

(0, 0) = < ) Y(r,y) € 0%

p°(x,y,w) = cosm(xr — ca(w)) cosm(y — ea(w)) V(z,y) € Of.

sinm(x — ea(w)) sinm(y — ea(w))
sinm(x — ea(w)) sinm(y — ea(w))

We now split the verification in three steps. In the first two steps, we will verify equations
satisfied by the shape derivative (Theorem [£.4]) and shape Hessian (Theorem [£1]). In the last
step, we will verify Theorem

Step I:  Exploiting (A.12) and Lemma [A.7] we see that the shape derivative of u and p
denoted, respectively, by u’ and p’ are given by

W (o) = ol (Gare ) (z.0) € 05,
o) = o) (somnn 11 FemT L) v eos
P (z,y,w) = a(w)rsinm(z +y) V(z,y) € Op.
Hence elementary calculations reveal that ((u',o”),p) satisfies
diveo' + 67°u’ =0 in Og,
o' =CE) in Qg,
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1 a(w)m (S%n 7m“> on I'y UTs,
divyp,(n)G — k(Vu)n =

2 .
psh B sin Ty
a(w)m <sin 7Ty> on I'y UTYy,
Ap' 427 =0 in Oy,
1 1 0 0
%(diVa(Dp n)G -n — pk((Vu)n) - n + p_ [div (kVp) — n (kVp) - n — divyg, (n)fs%
a(w)m? cos T — 6ra(w)sinTr  on L},

2 3

)2

w)m cosmy — 67 a(w) sin my on E%,
) 2
)

(w)

§ (w)
w)r?cos x + 6m3a(w)sinTr  on X,

(w)

K- ]:
+C2plﬁi

S

S

a(w)n? cos Ty + 6ma(w)sinmy  on B¢

(
(
(
(

Therefore, computation of the shape derivative agrees with our result (£I0) in Theorem 4]
We also note that G defined in ([@I]]) is given by

G = 2a(w)n? (cos m(x+y) — s%n T s%n 7Ty> .
cosm(z +y) —sinmrsinmy

Step II: Let us consider another perturbation parameter x1(z,w) = b(w) which has a constant
(but random) value over the whole 9@p. The random variable b(w) possesses similar properties
as a(w). Hence, E[x1] = 0 and Cov[x1](z,y) = E[b?] = £. Again using (AI3) and Lemma [A7,
we now calculate the shape Hessian of u, o and p denoted, respectively, by u”,o” and p”.

One can clearly see that divpg, n = 0 and divyp, n = 0. Hence on computing the right
hand side of (£25d) and ([@25g)), there is no contribution coming from the term H;. We also
observe that on ¥}, using (28] we obtain

Hy = a(w)b(w)r? (cosomv> , Hs = —12a(w)b(w)r* cosmz, Hy = —4da(w)b(w)r> sin 7w

In a similar manner, one can compute H; for i = 2,3,4 on 22 U E% U E‘é. Therefore, by
elementary calculations one can see that ((u”,o”),p") is given by

" B 9 (cosT(z +y)
W' (a,1:) = 2a(pe)? (07T V(z,y) € Os,
" B Ba(w)b(w)msinw(z +y) —4da(w)b(w)r®sinm(x + y)
o (@ yw) == < (Wb(w)m3 sinm(x +y) —8a(w)b(w)mdsinm(x + y) v(z,y) € Os,
P (z,y,w) = —2a(w)b(w)r? cos w(z + ) V(z,y) € O,
and satisfies
d1V0'"—i—67r2 "=0 in Og,
= Cé’(u”) in @Sa
oqhr? [ COSTE L UT
1 .. 1 avm COS TTX on i 8
_2(d1V8®s ’I’L)Hl + —2H3n =
H H 2abr? <COS ﬂy) on I'o UTy,
COS Y
Ap" + 212" =0 in Oy,

1
——(diVa@F ’I’L)Hl -n —Hsn - -n —divH, + diVa@F (n)H2 -n + Hy
Ps
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— 2abr® sin 7 + 12abr? cos T on X,

— 2abr3 sin my + 12abr? cos my on X2,
] — 2abrdsinr — 12abrt cos 7 on X2,
— 2abr3 sin my — 12abr? cos my on E‘é.

Therefore, computation of the shape Hessian agrees with our result (4.25) in Theorem
Step III:  In this step, we choose k = k1. Using E[a] = 0, equation (&.2]), and E[cos m(x —

ea(w))cosm(y — Ea(w))] = cos mx cos 1y + O(g?), one can derive

P (0,1, ) = Dl ) + mea(w)sina(z + ) - PRW) cosw(z +y) + POE),  (5.3)
which verifies ([£.29) for p°(w). Proceeding in similar lines, it is easy to observe that u®(w) and
0°(w) admit the asymptotic shape Taylor expansion given by ([£29]).

Again taking the expectation on (5.3]) and using E[a] = 0, E[a?] = 1/3, rudimentary calculations
reveal that E[p®(z,y,-)] = p(x,y) + O(e?) for (z,y) € Op. In a similar way, one can verify

E[ua(x,y, )] :’U;(.%',y) +O(€2)7 E[O’E(.%'7y7)] = U(l’,y) +O(€2)7 (xay) € ®S-
This verifies (430 in Theorem
Also exploiting Ela] = 0, equation (5.2), and

7T2€2

E|:COS m(x — ea(w)) cos m(y — Ea(w))] = COS L COSTY — cos(z +y) + a*O(e?),

one can observe that for (z,y) € Op

7T2€2
E[p*(z,y)] = p(x,y) — —— cosm(z + y) + a’O(e”)
), n2e? 262 ,
E[p(x,9)]" = p*(z,y) + ——sin’ n(z +y) - ——p(z,y) cosm(w +y) + O").
2 7T2€2

This implies, Var[p®] = E[pE]Q — [E(p)]” = sin? (x +y) + O(e3).
2

Since p'(z,y) = ma(w) sin7(z + y), one has E[p/]?> = % sin? 7(x + y). Hence, we have Var[p] =

e’E [(p’)z] +0(£?). In a similar manner, one can check that Var[u®] = £2E {(u’)Q] +0(e?). There-

fore, approximation of the variance agrees with (L3Il in Theorem Thus we corroborate
the theoretical results achieved in this paper on a square domain.

APPENDIX A. APPENDIX

This section has been split into 3 parts. The very first subsection consists of basic tensor
algebra notations and integration by parts formula for tensor-valued functions. The second
subsection presents a series of lemmas which are involved in the analysis. The last subsection is
devoted to the introduction of necessary concepts regarding shape derivative and shape Hessian
for H* functions when a > 0.

A.1. Tensor algebra. This section is based on Kronecker product and some of its properties;
see [30].

Definition A.1. Let A = (a;;)i j=12 be a 2 x 2 matrix and o = ()i j=1,2 be a 2 X 2-tensor-
valued function. We define

n
Lao = (AT o o1 o2 _ |a1101011 + 42102011 + 01201012 + 42202012
' ) 021 02| |a1101021 + a2102021 + 41201022 + 42202022

We note that when A is the identity matrix, the operator Ly is not the gradient of the tensor o.
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Definition A.2. Let A € R™*" and B € RP*? be two matrices. The Kronecker product of A
and B, denoted by A ® B, which is an element of R™P*" and is given by

anB . e alnB
A ® B .= ang ‘e agnB
amB ... amnB

Note that A® B # B® A.

The component-wise inner product of two matrices A, B € R™*"

A:B=Tr(A"B)
where Tr denotes the trace of the matrix.

Lemma A.1. Let A € R™" B e R>I C e RFX!. Then

(1) Ae (Be () =(A®B)aC,
(2) A (B+C)=AB+A®C wheni=Fk and j =1.

Lemma A.2. Let D be a C? domain in R%. Then for T, € (H?(D))¥*4,

is denoted by

/diva-diVTd:U:—/U:V(diVT)dﬂ:—{—/ on -divTdS(z)
D D oD

/ dive - divrdS = —o:V(divT)+ F(o) -divT + (on) - ai(diVT) as
oD

oo ;
+ / divop(n)(on) - (div 1) dS,
where n is the unit outward norfrfal vector to the boundary 0D and
Do := [DoM) ... DO'(N)]T (A.1)
F(o) == [(DoMn,n)pn ... <DJ(N)n,n>RN]T (A.2)

Proof. For any 7,0 € (H*(D))%*? we see that

Jo; ik oT; k
dive -divtdS = / (div o) (div 1), dS = / J !
/8D Z ZJ; Ox; &rl

= 07 87’2J OThs
__Z/aDJ”ag; Oxp, d5+Z/D on \7 dS+Z/ fwwaxknlds. (A.3)

7]k; Jk?

Ki:= Ko:= Ks:=

=S aQTkj
ki J a$i8$j7

(div 7); 0 ITik 07
o:V(divT) = ZUUTJ»:ZUU%(; 8xk>_z 9 0Tk

i, i,J 1,7,k

we obtain

To evaluate K7, using (V(div 7))

Again using integration by parts formula, we have

00;; OT s
e Z ij OTkj Z
°T /8D on oz, i dS /8D 7 6 nl .

7]7

Koy:= KQQ::
which on further simplification yields

k

o . doi :
Ko = Z i nidiv(r ) dS = Z/ Z s nyn; div(r®) ds = BD(DJ(k)n,n>RN ds,
=1
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027 o .
K= /8D TR oo, ;/@D Oxittiz —(div ") = /aD(U'rL) $ 5, AV T),

i7j7k

= k(oF - n)div(r®) = k(lon) -divT
K, %;ﬂg (" m)div(r®) = [ x(on) - divrds.

oD

where Do and F(o) are given by (ATl and (A.2) respectively. Combining all these we have
the required result. O

A.2. Technical Lemmas. If V is given by (3.3]), until the end of this subsection let us assume
that T° is defined by @) and (2) with & € C'(R?), and denote its Jacobian matrix and
Jacobian determinant by Jpe and 7(e, ), respectively. The following result is straightforward.

Lemma A.3. Assuming & € WH°(R3) and &(x) = 0 for x € BS, there hold V € (Hl(R3))3
and

o™V (x)
oz}
We denote V() := (V1(z), Va(x), V3(x))". For the explicit forms of Jp<(-) and (e, -), we
refer to [12]. Exploiting Lemma [A3] we derive that for sufficiently small € > 0, there holds

=0 VzeBf [1=1,23 m=0,1

(e, ) =1+ ey (x) + 2y(x) +e3y3(x) > >0 Ve RE (A4)

F(ey):=
Lemma A.4. For any o € X,
L [Jp = Il oo ey < Cé, (A.5)
2. HEJ;gla — L10||12(r3) < Ce.

Proof. Recalling the form of Jpe in [12], we see that

Adj Je(2) = (T4 eV1(2) + V(@) |

where
B Voo + V33 Vo Vi3
V= Va1 Vii+Vsgs Va3
V31 —V32 Vii+Vap
and
B Vo2oV33—Vo3Vso  Vi3V3o—-Vi9V33  Vi3Vo3—-Vi3Vyy
Vo= |V23V31—-V21V33s Vi11V33-Vi3V31 Vi3Ve1 —Vi1Va3
Vo1V32—Vo2oV31  VioV31—-Vi1Vszs  Vi1Vos—Vi3Vas
where V; ; = % This implies
’ 31‘j
_ 1 ) I+eVi(z) +e2Va(x) ~
Jri(z) = ———Adj Jpe(z) = =T1+eVi(x,e
() = e A ) = T ) () + (@) 1)

where V(z,e) = Vi(z) — v1(z) + O(¢). This concludes (AL). Furthermore, we have
EJ;EIU = L10 +eLy o
and this concludes ([A.6). This completes the proof. O
In view of Lemma 3.2 of [12], let us consider A(e, -) := (e, -)Jpd Jp . Furthermore, we denote
A’(0,-) is the Gateaux derivative of A(e, ) at ¢ = 0, namely
-1
A(0,5) = lim 2ET) Z1@ g

e—0 IS
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Lemma A.5. Define operators A : X — L*(Qg) and J : X — L*(QDs) by

Ale.y)o(y) = (e y)Ipt © L 10(y), (A7)
J()o(y) :=1® Lio(y), VYoly) e X. (A.8)
Then
lim A, )o — J (Yol L2s) = O, (A.9)
li || AT =IO A0, )0 =0, (A.10)
e—0 I 12(0g)

where we denote A'(0,-) as the Gateauz derivative of A(e,-) at € = 0, namely

(0. 9)o(y) = tim NEVTW) - J(y)o(y)

—0 e

Proof. Using (A7) and (A_8]) we have

Ale,y)a(y) — J(y)o(y)
= ()~ )t @ Lyaow) + (Ut —D @ L,a0) + 18 (£,00() - Lio(y)).
Now using Lemma [A.4] we achieve
(e, o = J()allr2s) < Oe),

which proves (A.9). Again, using (A7) and Dominated Convergence Theorem we have (A.10]).
U

, ye@g.

A.3. Material and shape derivatives. In this section we give a general overview on first and
second order shape calculus (see [36]). These definitions and Lemmas can be introduced for the
stress tensor o, pressure p and the skew-symmetric tensor s in the spaces X and Q respectively.

Let D be a deterministic bounded domain in R? with boundary 0D of class C*, k > 2.
For € > 0, let D® be the perturbed domain with respect to T° (where T° is defined by (B
and (3.2)). Let us define the boundary variations V' and V5 by

Vi(z) == ki(z)n(x), i =1,2, where |i|lwze~@p)nc21op) < 1. (A.11)

We employ second order variations of the type
D. sl k2] i= (Delsal)slia] i= { + 2kr (2)m(e) + Oma(@)ni(a) : 2 € DY,
0D, s[k1, ko) := (0D [K1])5[k2] == {x +eki(x)n(z) + oke(z)n(x) : x € 8D}.

Definition A.3. Let o > 0. For any sufficiently small ¢, let v*(D?) be an element in HY(D®).
The material derivative weak (strong) of v*(D*?) in the direction of a vector field V'; (given
by ([(AII)) denoted by (D) = ©[k1, D] and is defined by
e(DE T¢ — 0 D
(D) = lim P e T" = (D)

e—0 IS

provided the limit exists in weak (strong) sense in the corresponding space H*(D).

Remark 5. The function 0(D) is the weak (strong) material derivative of v*(D?) in H*(D¢) if
v¥(D?) o T° — (D)
€
is weakly (strongly) convergent to o(D) in H¥(D) as ¢ — 0.

Proceeding in similar lines, for 5 > 0, one can define the material derivative weak (strong)
of v¥(0D?) in H?(AD?)) in the direction of a vector field V'; denoted by ©(0D) = 0[ry,dD]. In
the following proposition, let us mention the relation between weak (strong) material derivative
on the domain and on the boundary.
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Proposition A.6. Let v(D) be the weak (strong) material derivative of an element v¢(D%) €
H*(D?), in the direction of a vector field V1 (given by (AII])). Then for o > 1/2, there exists
the weak (strong) material derivative 0(0D) of the element v°(0D) = v*(DF)|gps which is given
by

9(8D) = 0(D)|sp in H*V23(OD).

For proof, we refer to Proposition 2.75 in [36].

Definition A.4. Let o > 1/2. Let the weak material derivative 0(D) exists in H*(D) (or
©(0D) € H*"1/2(dD)) and V¥ - V| € H® for vector field V' (given by (AII)). The shape
derivative of v°(D?) € H*(D?) (or v*(0D?) € H*~Y/2(9D?)) is given by

. {@(D) — V(D) -V, if v°(Df) € HY(D?),

A12
H(0D) — Vyp,°(dD) - V1, if v°(8DF) € H*"1/2(QDF). (A.12)

If (V'1, V3) are pairs of boundary perturbation fields given by ([(AII)), let us consider (v)°(D°) €
H(D?) defined in the direction of the vector field V5. Then the second order material de-
rivative of (v¥)° which is a bilinear form on the pair of vector fields (V'1,V3) denoted by
(D) = ¥[k1, k2, D] and is given by

@5 3 o 5_,0
#(D) ::y_{%( )°(D°) 5T (D)

The shape Hessian is the second order shape derivative denoted by v” = v”[k1, ko] and is
defined by

v [B(D) = (Vo)(D)- Vi = Vu(D) -V = V(D) - Vs, if o0 € H,
| 4(0D) — M(Vap,v)(D) - V1 = Vap,v(D) - Vi —Vap,v'(D) -V, if o0 € H*1/2,
(A.13)

where M(f) denotes the material derivative of a function f.

Lemma A.7. Let a« > 0. Let v' and v" be shape derivative and shape Hessian of v(D) € H*(D),
then for any compact set K CC D we have

vE — 0

(v/)é —

v/ = lim and V" = lim ———in HY(K). (A.14)
e=0 € §—0 1)

For proof see Lemma 3.6 of [12].

With (A.I4]) at hand, we obtain for all 0 < e < &, the ‘shape Taylor expansion’

v¥(x) = v(x) + ev'[k1] () + 6—222}"[/{1, k1](z) +O(®) for z€ K cc DND.. (A.15)

Lemma A.8. Let a > 0. Let v, w be material derivatives, and v', w' be shape derivatives of
v, w® in H¥*(D®), € > 0, respectively. Then the following statements are true.
(i) The material and shape derivatives of the product v:w® are vw’ + 1% and v'w° + 1w,

respectively.
15

v
(ii) The material and shape derivatives of the quotient — are
w

S0 0 10 .0,
(0 v ) and (v'w vw)’
(w?)? (w?)?
respectively, provided that all the fractions are well-defined.
(iii) Ifv® = v for alle > 0, then © = Vo° - V1 =Vov -V and v' = 0.
(iv) If

jl(DE) ::/ vde, j?(De) ::/ ’UEdO',
€ aDE
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and

Ji(D?) = J;(D")

dJ;(D?)|e=p := lim ,1=1,2,
e—0 IS
then
djl(DE)‘azo = / v dx +/ V0 <V1,’n> do
Do aDo
and

0
dJ2(D%)|e=o = / v do +/ (ai + divgpo(n) v0> (V1,n) do.
DO aDo on

19}
. ov v _
(v) The shape derivatives of —— and w*—— are, respectively,
N [5p- e [
0
Vopev-Vgpo(Vi,n) and w2 —w’ (VaDOU -Vapo(V1, n>)
" lopo
Proof. Statements (i)—(iii) and (v) can be obtained by using elementary calculations. State-
ment (iv) are proved in [36 pages 113-116]. O
Lemma A.9. The material and shape derivatives of the normal field n® are given by
n=mn' = —Vygk.
Proof. See [12, Lemma 3.9]. O
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