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AN INCOMPRESSIBLE POLYMER FLUID INTERACTING WITH A KOITER
SHELL.

DOMINIC BREIT AND PRINCE ROMEO MENSAH

ABSTRACT. We study a mutually coupled mesoscopic-macroscopic-shell system of equations modeling
a dilute incompressible polymer fluid which is evolving and interacting with a flexible shell of Koiter
type. The polymer constitutes a solvent-solute mixture where the solvent is modelled on the macroscopic
scale by the incompressible Navier—Stokes equation and the solute is modelled on the mesoscopic scale
by a Fokker—Planck equation (Kolmogorov forward equation) for the probability density function of the
bead-spring polymer chain configuration. This mixture interacts with a nonlinear elastic shell which
serves as a moving boundary of the physical spatial domain of the polymer fluid. We use the classical
model by Koiter to describe the shell movement which yields a fully nonlinear fourth order hyperbolic
equation. Our main result is the existence of a weak solution to the underlying system which exists until
the Koiter energy degenerates or the flexible shell approaches a self-intersection.

1. INTRODUCTION

On the one hand, fluid-structure interactions are common physical phenomena yet mathematically
challenging problems with applications in aeroelasticity [20], biomechanics [9] and hydrodynamics [14]
amongst others. On the other hand, the huge industrial application of the interactions between polymer
molecules and fluids such as in the production of paints, lubricants, plastics as well as in the processing
of food stuff [8], makes the analysis of polymeric fluids very important. Therefore, from a mathematical,
physical and commercial point-of-view, the analysis of the mutual interaction of all three elements, i.e.
fluid, structure and polymer molecules is crucial.

We consider in this work, the evolution of a dilute three-dimensional incompressible polymeric fluid in a
spatial domain that is changing with respect to time. The displacement of the boundary is prescribed via
the two-dimensional mid-section of the flexible Koiter shell whose energy is a nonlinear function of the
first and second fundamental forms of the moving boundary. We prove the existence of a weak solution to
the coupled fluid-kinetic system, given by the incompressible Navier—Stokes—Fokker—Planck sytem, which
is interacting with an elastic Koiter shell. The existence time is only restricted once the shell approaches
a self-intersection.

Existence of a solution to the Fokker—Planck equation for a given solenoidal velocity field incorporat-
ing the center-of-mass diffusion term has been established by El-Kareh and Leal [22] independently of
the Deborah number. The incompressible Navier—Stokes—Fokker—Planck system for polymeric fluids in-
cluding center-of-mass diffusion has been studied considerably. See for example, the works by Barrett,
Schwab & Siili [1], Barrett & Siili [2, B, [ [ [6], as well as by Gwiazda, Luk&cova-Medvidova, Mizerova &
Swierczewska-Gwiazda [25] and Luk4cova-Medvidova, Mizerovd, Necasové & Renardy [36] for the kinetic
Peterlin model with a nonlinear spring law for an infinitely extensible spring. All these results derive
global-in-time weak solutions for variations of the incompressible Navier—Stokes equation coupled with
the Fokker—Planck equation. On the other hand, a unique local-in-time strong solution for the center-
of-mass system was first shown to exist by Renardy [47]. Unfortunately, [47] excludes the physically
relevant FENE dumbbell models. The local theory was then revisited by Jourdain, Lelievre & Le Bris
[28] for the stochastic FENE model for the simple Couette flow and by E, Li & Zhang [2I] who analysed
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the incompressible Navier—Stokes equation coupled with a system of SDEs describing the configuration
of the spring. The corresponding deterministic system, where instead the incompressible Navier—Stokes
equations are coupled with the Fokker—Planck equation, was studied by Li, Zhang & Zhang [33] and
Zhang & Zhang [49]. Constantin proved the existence of Lyapunov functionals and smooth solutions in
[18] and then derived global-in-time strong solution for the 2-D system in [19] together with Fefferman,
Titi & Zarnescu.

The analysis is significantly harder without center-of-mass diffusion since the Fokker—Planck equation
becomes a degenerate parabolic equation which behaves like an hyperbolic equation in the space-time
variable. A global weak solution result to the incompressible Navier—Stokes—Fokker—Planck system for
the FENE dumbbell model without center-of-mass diffusion was recently achieved in the seminal paper
[39] by Masmoudi. The main difficulty is to pass to the limit in the drag term of the Fokker—Planck
equation which does not have any obvious compactness properties. Earlier global weak solution results
without center-of-mass diffusion include the work by Lions & Masmoudi [34] for Oldroyd models, Lions
& Masmoudi [35] who studied the corotational case, and Otto & Tzavaras [45] who studied weak solu-
tions for the stationary system. Masmoudi [38] also constructed a local-in-time strong solution to the
incompressible Navier—Stokes—Fokker—Planck system for the FENE dumbbell model without center-of-
mass diffusion in [38]. Furthermore, the solution is global near equilibrium, see also Kreml & Pokorny
[29]. Further results on local strong solutions where proved by Luo & Yin [37] and Breit & Mensah [I1].
With respect to fluid-structure problems, the analysis of weak solutions to incompressible viscous flu-
ids interacting with lower-dimensional linear elastodynamic equations has been studied by Chambolle,
Desjardins, Esteban and Grandmont in [I5], by Grandmont [24], Hundertmark-Zauskova, Lukacové-
Medvidova & Netasova [26], Lengeler & Ruzicka [32] and by Muha and Canié¢ in [41, 42], just to list a
few. In particular, the existence of a weak solution for the three-dimensional viscous incompressible fluid
modelled by the Navier—Stokes equations which is interacting with a flexible elastic plate located on one
part of the fluid boundary was shown by Chambolle et al in [I5]. This solution exists so long as the
moving part of the structure does not touch the fixed part of the fluid boundary. By using a singular
limit argument, the existence of a weak solution to the incompressible Navier—Stokes equation coupled
with a plate in flexion was constructed by Grandmont in [24] as the coefficient modelling the viscoelas-
ticity of the plate tends to zero. In [26], Hundertmark-Zauskova et al studied the existence of a weak
solution to a power-law viscosity fluid-structure interaction problem for shear-thickening flows. Again,
the solution exists until a contact of the elastic boundary with a fixed boundary part is made. Lengeler
& Ruzicka also studied in [32], the interaction of an incompressible Newtonian fluid, modelled by the
Navier—Stoke equation, with a linear elastic shell of Koiter. Here, the middle surface of the shell serves as
the mathematical boundary of the three-dimensional fluid domain. The weak solution is shown to exist
so long as the magnitude of the shell’s displacement stays below a bound that rules out self-intersection.
In [42] however, Muha and Cani¢ use a semi-discrete, operator splitting numerical scheme to show the
existence of weak solution of a fluid-structure coupled system governed by the two-dimensional incom-
pressible Navier—Stokes equations, while the elastodynamics of the cylindrical wall is modelled by the
one-dimensional cylindrical linear Koiter shell model. The solution exists as long as the cylinder radius is
greater than zero. A similar existence result as [42] was shown in [41] by the same authors where now, the
elastodynamics of the cylinder wall is governed by the one-dimensional linear wave equation modelling
the thin structural layer, and by the two-dimension equations of linear elasticity modelling the thick
structural layer. Further fluid-structure interaction results includes the work [27] by Ignatova, Kukavica,
Lasiecka & Tuffaha where they construct a small data global solution for the motion of an elastic body
inside an incompressible fluid. Boulakia, Guerrero & Takahashi [10] also considers the situation where the
elastic structure is immersed in the fluid and the whole system is confined into a general three-dimensional
bounded smooth domain. Well-posedness and stability results for a fluid-structure interaction model with
interior damping and delay in the structure is studied by Peralta & Kunisch [46]. As far as we know,
the only result on the analysis of weak solutions to fluid-structure interaction, where the original Koiter
model (to be described below in Section |1.2)) with a leading order nonlinear shell energy is considered, is
the recent paper [43] by Muha & Schwarzacher.



AN INCOMPRESSIBLE POLYMER FLUID INTERACTING WITH A KOITER SHELL 3

Mathematical results concerning the interaction of a polymeric fluid with a flexible structure are, how-
ever, still missing in the literature. In this article, we aim to close this gap and initiate a corresponding
analysis. In the following, we will describe the model in detail.

1.1. Elastic shell. We are interested in the mathematical analysis of a polymer fluid evolving in a spatial
domain with a moving shell. For this reason, we first describe this spatial geometry before we state the
equations of motion. Following [30], we let Q C R? be an open, bounded, nonempty and connected
reference domain with an elastic shell w x (—eg, €g) C R? of thickness 2¢o > 0 and a middle surface w.
Now denote the first fundamental form (or metric tensor) and second fundamental form (or curvature
tensor) of 02 induced by the ambient Euclidean space and by the surface measure dy of 92 by A and
B respectively. Assume that the movement of the shell 0f2 is in the direction of the outer unit normal v
(we shall give a precise construction of this normal vector later in Section . Now denote the normal
bundle of 92 by

N(0Q)={(y,z) eR¥3 : y €00, z€ Ny(09)},

where Ny (02) is the (3 — 2)-dimensional normal space to 0 at y consisting of all vectors orthogonal to
the tangent space T}, (02) with respect to the Euclidean dot product. Simply put, N(9Q) consists of all
vectors normal to 9Q and by [30, Theorem 6.23], N(9f) is an embedded 3-dimensional submanifold of
R33. Consequently, 9 has a tubular neighbourhood, S, := {x € R? : dist(x,8Q) < L} for some L > 0,
see Fig. Given the outer unit normal v of 92, one can construct a special affine mapping known as

Ny(01)

s

F1GURE 1. Left: A tubular neighbourhood of a shell 92 is represented by the bended
cylinder. Right: A macroscopic view of a tiny section of the shell 992 with thickness
2¢9 > 0. With an abuse of notation, we identify points y € 992 on the 3-d shell, with
points on the middle surface y € w which is a 2-d submanifold.

the Hanzawa transform, see [31], Section 2], which will be used below to relate the fixed domain € to a
moving one. It is defined in terms of the mapping
A:0Qx (=L, L) — S, Aly,s)=y+sv(y).
There is a maximal L > 0 such that A is a C3-diffeomorphism with inverse
At Sp =00 x (~L, L), A x)=(y(x),sx)) (1.1)

where s(x) = (x — y(x)) - v(y(x)), cf. [30, Theorem 6.24]. A detailed construction of the Hanzawa
transform can be found in [31] but for the sake of completeness, we summarize the construction below.
To begin with, for any specific instant of time ¢ € I := (0,T) where T > 0, we consider a C32-function
n(t,-) : 0Q — (=L, L) and define the following open set

Quy =\ SpU{x €S :s(x) <nlt,y(x)}

Let v, and dy,) be the outer unit normal and the surface measure of 01, ;) respectively. This

function 7 is further assumed to be continuous in time so that n € C(I x 9€) and we have that
1l Lo (1x00) < L.
Moving on, we define a C2-diffeomorphism W0 : Q- ﬁn(t) piecewise as

\I’n(t) : Q \ SL — ﬁn(t% ‘I’n(t) (X) =X, (1.2)
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U, : QNSL = Qe W, (%) = x +v(y(x)n(t,y(x))B(s(x)/L)
= y(x) + v(y(x)) [s(x) +n(t,y(x)8(s(x)/L)] (1.3)

where 8 € C*°(R) is a real-valued function which is zero in a neighbourhood of —1 and one in a neighbour-
hood of 0. For the mapping ¥, ;) to have a continuously differentiable spatial inverse, we assume that
|8 (s)| < L/|n(y)] for all s € [~1,0] and all y € Q. The boundary mapping is also a C2-diffeomorphism
defined as

) = W] g 0 02 = 0y, Ry (y) =y +v(y)n(t,y) (1.4)
for every time ¢t € I with inverse @;(1” (x) = y(x).
The diffeomorphisms ®, and ¥, constructed above, and thus the deformed shell ﬁn(t), satisfies various
continuity and embedding properties. A detailed analyses of these can be found in [31] [32].

To summarize, if we denote the closure of the deformed spacetime cylinder User{t} x Q) C R* by
I x ﬁn(t), then the mapping

U, Tx QT x 0, (%) = (6 8,0)(x)

preserves the portion of the original spacetime cylinder I x  that lies outside the tubular neigbourhood
St and deforms the residual portion of the original space-time cylinder according to the mapping (|L.3]).
The restriction of ¥, to the boundary is given by the mapping

P, : Ix00—1x 8977(15)7 (t,x) — (tv (I)n(t) (X))

according to the rule (|1.4)).
We now move on to give a precise description of the evolution of the shell and its associated energy below.

1.2. Koiter shell energy and equation of motion. The polymer fluid we wish to model is assumed
to interact with a Koiter shell w x (—eg,€9) C R3. Here, w C R? is the middle surface of the shell,
recall Fig. and 2¢g > 0 is the thickness of 9 and for simplicity, we take w = R? \ Z? to be the flat
torus. We emphasis that this periodic assumption on w is not at all restrictive and everything we do
subsequently can be replicated for a general w. Following [I7], we suppose that 92 can be parametrised
by a smooth injective mapping ¢ : w — R? such that for all points y = (y1,%2) € w, the pair of vectors
0;(y), i = 1,2, are linearly independent where, 9; := 9/9,,. Simply put, ¢ is an injective map on the
mid-section of the shell of the domain €. This vector pair [01¢(y), O2¢(y)] is the covariant basis of the
tangent plane to the middle surface ¢p(w) of the reference configuration at each point ¢(y) and

V(y) = dep(y) x dply)
|O1p(y) x O2p(y)|

is a well-defined unit vector normal to the surface ¢(w) at ¢(y). The area measure along the surface
p(w)is dy, := |01p(y) X 2 (y)|dy. We now assume that the shell (and in particular, its middle surface)
only deforms along the normal direction with a displacement field nv : I x w — R3 where n: I x w — R
is considerably smooth. Then, we can parametrized the deformed boundary by the following coordinates

ey(t,y) = (y) +ult,y)v(y), tel yew
yielding the deformed middle surface ¢, (t,w). Now for

the covariant components of the first fundamental form of the deformed middle surface ¢, (t,w) is given
by

Diey(t,y) - O5pn(t,y) = dip(y) - 95(y) + Gij(n)

where

Gij(n) == 0m(t,y)0im(t,y) + n(t,y)[0sp(y) - v (y) + 8;(y) - v (y)] + 0’ (t, y)div(y) - 9;v(y)
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are the covariant components of the ‘modified’ change of metric tensor G(n). The normal (which is not
a unit vector) to the deformed middle surface ¢, (t,w) at the point ¢, (t,y) is then given by
vy(t,y) = dupy(t.y) x Bapy(t,y) = v(y)|die(y) x Do(y)| + dan(t,y) (D1(y) x v(y)
+(t,y)oiv(y) x v(y)) + 0t y) (v(y) x 20(y) + n(t,y)v(y) x 2v(y))
+0(t,y) (O10(y) x Dav(y) + 01v(y) x ep(y)) + 0 (t,y) (O1v(y) x ev(y))

and

# L aijsoﬁ(tv Y) . Vﬂ(tv y)
By ) = 01p(y) x Doip(y)|

are the covariant components of the change of curvature tensor Rf (7). The elastic energy K (n) := K (n,n)
of the deformation is then given by

K(n) = %eo/C:G(n)®G(n)dy+é63/CrRﬁ(n)@@Ru(n)dy

—0iely) - v(y), i,j=12,

21 ” 1 g (1.5)
=y 560/C’”lekl(n)Gij(n)dy—kéeg/C’”klR}il(n)jo(n)dy
ij k=1 w w

where C = (C7*)? ., ,_ is a fourth-order tensor whose entries are the contravariant components of the
shell elasticity, see [16, Page 162]. We remark that for simplicity, we have normalized the measure dy
in which should have actually been the weighted measure dy, := |01¢(y) x d2¢(y)|dy with the
non-zero weight |01p(y) x O2¢0(y)|, see [48]. Next, given the following geometric quantity

L n
1) = 1t s [P0 - (rply) x davly) + duvly) x Do) o

v(y) - (Ov(y) x dav(y)),

n
T orply) < Drply)]

one deduces the W22 (w)-coercivity of the Koiter energy as long as y(n) # 0. This is the case if
1l Loe () < L for some L > 0 depending on the geometry of Q Further details can be found in [43,
Lemma 4.3 and Remark 4.4]. Without loss of generality, we assume that L < L, where L is the threshold
for self-intersection introduced in Section [I.I] Finally, we remark that the Koiter energy is continuous
on W2P(w) for all p > 2 due to the Sobolev embedding W2P(w) — W1 (w).

If the mass density of w is €yps where pg > 0 is a constant, and we simply denote the L?-gradient of K
by K’ (which is to the interpreted in the sense that K'(n)¢ = 2K (n, () for any ¢ in the dual space of 1),
then the evolution of the shell is modelled by (later on, we assume for simplicity that egps = 1)

copsdin+K'(n) =g +F v (1.7)

in I X w subject to the following initial and boundary conditions
77(07 ) = To, 8t77(0’ ) =m in W, (18)
u(t, (y) +n(t, y)v(y)) = om(t,y)v(y) on I xw (1.9)

where 70,71 : w — R are given functions and where in (1.7]), the function g : I x w — R is a given force
density and

F(t,y) := (— 2uDyu(t,y) — [T(¥)|(t,y) +p(t,y)H) V(1) © @y ldet Dy ). (1.10)
Also, the tensor
1 T
Dyu= §(Vyu+vyu) (1.11)

is the symmetric gradient of the fluid’s velocity field. We will however introduce the tensor T(¢) in the
next section below.
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1.3. Polymer fluid. A common mathematical model to describe the behaviour of complex fluids are
the FENE-type models. For these models, the polymer molecules are idealized as a chain of beads and
springs with prescribed finitely extensible nonlinear elastic (FENE) type spring potentials. For a finite
but arbitrary number K > 1, K + 1 beads are connected by K springs to form a polymer chain. This
polymer is represented by a vector of K-finite vectors q = (q7,...,q%)T € B, where B = ®ZK=1 B; C R3K
is the Cartesian product of convex open sets B; C R? such that q; € B; if and only if —q; € B;. On

FIGURE 2. We model a polymer (ci\rcled on the left) as a bead-spring chain consisting
of K 4 1 beads connected by K springs (boxed on the right).

the mesoscopic level, we describe the evolutionary changes in the distribution of the bead-spring chain
configuration by the Fokker—Planck equation for the polymer density function ¢ = ¥(¢,%,q) (depending
on time ¢ > 0, spatial position x € R? and the prolongation vector q € B of the polymer chain). On the
macroscopic level, we consider a viscous fluid described by the incompressible Navier—Stokes equations
for the fluid velocity u = u(¢,x) and pressure p = p(¢,x). The beads, which model the monomers that
are joined by springs to form a polymer chain, unsettle the flow field around the chain once immersed
in the fluid. These mesoscopic effects of the polymer molecules on the fluid motion are described by an
elastic stress tensor T. It is meant to describe the random movements of polymer chains/springs and can
be modelled by prescribing spring potentials U;, i = 1,..., K for each of the K springs. Here, for each
1 =1,..., K, the potential U; is continuous on an interval I; C [0, c0) containing the point 0 where I; is the
image of B; under the mapping q; € B; — %|qi|2. To be precise, we consider U; € C’loo’cl(li; [0, 0)) for each
1 =1,..., K. Typically, these potentials will be such that U;(0) = 0 and also, be monotonically increasing
and unbounded on the interval I; , for each i = 1,..., K. The elastic spring force F; : B; C R? — R3 of
the ith spring and the associated Mazwellian M, are defined by

Fi(a;) :tiUi(%|qi|2) :U£<%|Qi|2>qu 1=1,....K (1.12)

ax

and

—U,-(l

M;(q;) = =1,...,. K 1.13
(a:) fB_e*Ui(%\Qilz) dq; ' ( )

M
fle]
=

M)
~

respectively such that [, M;(q;)dq; =1 for each i = 1,..., K. The (total) Maxwellian is then given by

K K
M(q):=[[Mi(a:), a=(af,....ax)" € B=) B (1.14)
=1 =1

and also satisfies [, M(q)dq = 1. We observe from (L.12)-(1.14) that

1 ~1
M(@)Vq, 7o = 777

foreachi=1,..., K.
Before we continue, we now give some examples of the precise force-laws (1.12)) used in the literature, see

[8, Table 11.5-1]. For simplicity of the presentation, we only describe the ‘dumbbell’ models corresponding
to K =1.
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Example 1.1 (Hookean dumbbell model). This model has a prescribed linear spring force and
(equivalently) linear spring potential given by F(q) = q where q € B = R? d = 2,3 and U(s) = s,
s € R respectively. Therefore, the beads coalesce at the origin 0 € B when the spring force is zero.
The main drawback of this model is that it admits arbitrarily large spring extension making it physically
unrealistic.

Example 1.2 (‘Linear-locked’ Tanner’s dumbbell model). This model is a realistic variant of the
Hookean dumbbell model with the same linear force law and linear spring potential except that now,
q € B = B(0,Vb) C R% d = 2,3 where B = B(0,Vb) is a bounded open set centred at 0 € R? of
radius Vb, with b > 0. The prescribed radius v/b > 0 thus denotes the extent to which the springs can
be stretched.

Example 1.3 (FENE [finitely extensible nonlinear elastic] dumbbell model). This model also

corresponds to the case K = 1 but with a nonlinear spring force given by F(q) = (1 — |q|?/b)"'q

where q € B = B(0,v/b) C R%, d = 2,3. Equivalently, the nonlinear spring potential is given U(s) =
b 2s b

—3log(1—22),5€10,3).

With respect to regularity, we assume that the Maxwellian satisfies the following conditions:

MeCB)nCcy (B nW (B), M >0, M Co(B). (1.16)
Now, for a given probability density function ¢ = ¥(¢,x, q) of a polymer, we let
E(t,(L’) - / TJZJ(t,X, q) dqa (t,X) €1l x Qn(t) (117)
B
be the polymer number density. The elastic stress tensor T is then given by
K
T(y) = kY Ti(1h) — k(K + 1)Z1 - 9 =1 (1.18)
i=1
where I is the identity matrix, £ > 0 and @ > 0 are constants and for each i =1,..., K|
1
Ti(y) = / Y(t,x, q)U£(§|qi\2)qi ®q;dq = / ¥(t,x,q) Fi(q;) ® q; dq, (1.19)
B B

elucidates how the polymers - described by the force law for the ith spring - are transmitted through the

fluid.

In addition to the elastic stress tensor T, we consider an external volume force f : (¢,x) € I x Q)

f(t,x) € R? in the fluid motion. This force may account for the influence of gravity and/or electric force

as well as artificial forces produced, for example, by an ultracentrifuge.

The coupled system is now described by the incompressible Navier—Stokes—Fokker—Planck system in the

moving domain I x €, for a given function 7 : I x 9Q — (—L, L). We wish to find the fluid’s velocity

field u : (t,x) € I x Q) — u(t,x) € R, the pressure p : (£,x) € I x Q) — p(t,x) € R and the

probability density function v : (t,x,q) € I x Q, ) x B = 1(t,x,q) € [0,00) such that the equations
divyu =0, (1.20)

Oru+ (u- Ve)u+ Vip = pAxu + divy T(9) + f, (1.21)

K K K
O + (u- Vo) = eAytp — Y divg, ((Veu)qith) + % O A divg, <quj X;) (1.22)
1=1

i=1 j=1
are satisfied weakly in I x €, ;) x B subject to the following initial (¢ = 0) condition and boundary
(y € 0y or q; € JB;) conditions

K
1 _
[M > Ay quj% — (qu)qiw} ‘n; =0 on I x Q) x9B;, fori=1,....,K,  (1.23)
j=1
eVyt vy =0 on I x Q) x B, (1.24)

u(0,-) = ug in €, (1.25)
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@[J(Oa Yy ) = wO 2 0 in Q"’IO X B (126)

The parameter p > 0 is the viscosity coefficient, € > 0 is the center-of-mass diffusion coefficient, A > 0 is
the Deborah number De, the A;;’s are the components of the symmetric positive definite Rouse matriz
(Aij)szl whose smallest eigenvalue is Ag > 0 and n; is a unit outward normal vector to dB;.

If we now return to for a moment, we observe that by formally integrating over the open
set B and using the boundary condition , then = satisfies the following viscous transport equation

OHZ 4 (u- Vx)E = cALE (1.27)
weakly in I x €, ) subject to the following initial and boundary conditions
eEVyE vy =0 on I x 08, (1.28)
o= / Yo(-,q)dgq >0 in Q. (1.29)
B

The structure of the tensor T, given by (|1.18)), means that the analysis of (1.27)—(1.29)) is essential to the
analysis of the extra stress tensor T.
If we now define ¢ := /M, then the full extra stress tensor (1.18)) may be rewritten as

T(M) = 7192/1\4 (t,x,q) ® q;dq — k=1 — 9 =2L (1.30)

The Fokker—Planck equation (1.22) then become

B (M) + (u- Vs ) M) = eAy( Z divg, (M (Vxu)q) + o Z Ajjdivg, (MVq,¢) (1.31)

11]1

subject to the initial and boundary conditions

K
1 ~ ~ _
l:él)\ZAij MVwa_M(qu)ql¢:| - =0 on I x Qn(t) X 6Bz, for i = 1,...,K, (132)
Evy’l/J Vnit) = =0 on [ x 6Qn(t) X B, (133)
$(0,,) = % >0 inQ, xB. (134)

1.4. Plan of the paper. In the following, we give the outline of the rest of this paper. As stated in
the abstract above, we aim to show the existence of a weak solution to the coupled system ([1.20)—(1.26))
and 7 where the solution exists globally in time until the shell approaches a self-intersection
or the W?22-coercivity of the Koiter energy given in degenerates. Therefore, after collecting some
preliminary notations and concepts in Section 2.1 and Section [2.2] we make precise, the exact notion of a
solution to our system in Section [2.3] We also state our main theorem, Theorem [2.6] in Section [2:4] We
then move to Section [3] where we bhOW how to formally derive a priori estimates and also, mtroduce the
energy and relative entropy of our system.

Our principal strategy to solve the coupled system consists in regularising the shell (and the convective
terms) and to decouple the fluid-structure problem from the Fokker—Planck equation. For this reason, in
Section [4} we solve the Fokker-Planck equation in a variable (but given) domain for a given (and smooth)
velocity field. On the other hand, for a given probability density function, we solve the fluid-structure
problem by following the fixed-point arguments in [32]. This is done in Section |5} Finally, we pass to the
limit in the regularisation layer in Section [ For this, we are required to rigorously prove the entropy
estimates from Section [3| (see Remark for what we mean by an entropy estimate) and to apply
compactness methods to pass to the limit in the nonlinear terms of our system.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULT

In this section, we fix the notation, collect some preliminary material on function spaces and present
the main result.
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2.1. Notations. The following quantities: ¢ € I, representing the time variable, x € (2, representing
the spatial variable, and q € B, representing the elongation vector of a polymer molecule, will denote
the independent variables we shall use throughout this work. The domain B = ®fi1 B; c R3¥ is the
Cartesian product of K convex and bounded open sets B; C R3 for which q; € B; if and only if —q; € B;.
In particular, the origin 0 € R? is contained in each set B; whose boundary we denote by B;. We further
have
K
0B = 0B;, where 0B;:=Bjx...xBi_1 x9B; x Biy1 X ... x Bg
i=1

with n; being a unit outward normal vector to dB;, i = 1,..., K. For functions F' and G and a variable
p, we write FF S G and F' <, G if there exists a generic constant ¢ > 0 and another such constant
¢(p) > 0 which now depends on p such that F' < ¢G and F' < ¢(p)G holds respectively. The symbol
| - | may be used in four different context. For a scaler function f € R, |f| denotes the absolute value
of f. For a vector f € R™ where n > 1 is an integer, |f| denotes the Euclidean norm of f. For a square
matrix F € R™*™ where n > 1 is an integer, |F| shall denote the Frobenius norm +/trace(FTF). Finally,
it S C R™ is a (sub)set, then |S| is the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of S.
Let O C R? be a measureable set. By LP(O) [respectively LP(O;R3?)], W*P(O) [respectively W*P(O; R3)]
and D*P(O) [respectively D*P(O;R3)] for 1 < p < oo and s € N, we denote respectively, the stan-
dard Lebesgue spaces, Sobolev spaces, homogeneous Sobolev spaces for scalar-valued [respectively R3-
vector valued] functions defined on @. The dual space of W*P(Q) will be denoted by W—5?(0). By

dlvx (O;R3), we mean vector-valued measurable functions v : O — R3 such that div,v = 0 in the distri-
butional sense and ||[v||z»(0) < oo. The Sobolev space W’ (0) is endowed with zero boundary condition
(i.e. it is the closure of the smooth and compactly supported functions in W#?(Q)). Also, for s € (0,1)
and 1 < p < oo, we define the fractional Sobolev space WP () as the set of all measurable functions
f: € — R such that

[ [ /If I”dx+/ o"f() TV 1y 4 < oo. (2.1)

|x — z|d+ps

In general, for a separable Banach space (X, | - ||x), we denote by LP(0,T; X), the space of Bochner-
measurable functions u : (0,7) — X such that |lu||x € LP(0,7). Similarly, we consider the space
LP(0; X) for a measurable set O C R%. Also, C(O; X) is the set of continuous functions u : O — X.
Finally, for any nonnegative N € C(O), where O C R? is a measurable set, and for a constant p > 1, we
denote by

={f € L (0) « [IflI75 0y < oo} WP(0) = {f e W2 (0) : 1%y 10 0y < 22}

the weighted LP and WP spaces over O with norms

1712y (o) = /O N@If@P s and  flh 0 = /O N(2)(|f@) + Vo f(2)]") dz
respectively.

2.2. Function spaces on variable domains. The spatial domain {2 is a nonempty bounded subset
of R? with smooth boundary and an outer unit normal v, 9Q is the shell of Q2 C R3. We use y € 9Q
to emphasis spatial boundary points with a corresponding surface measure dy. To further clarify, we
identify the shell as a wsual boundary by tracing out its 2-dimensional mid-section w € R2, see Fig
In the following, I is the closure of I = (0,T), a time interval where T > 0 is a constant. For
n € C(I x 09) satisfying ||| = (rxa0) < L, we shall abuse notation and denote the deformed spacetime
cylinder User{t} x Q,) C R* by either Qf](t) or I x §2,4y. We are now in the position to define function
spaces on a variable domain.

Definition 2.1. (Function spaces) We define for 1 < p,r < oo,
LP(I; LT(QW t) = {’U eL! I X Qr/(t)) U(t, ) S LT(Qn(t)) for a.e. t, ||U(t, ')HLr(Qnm) € Lp(I)},
LP(L; W Q) == {v € LP(I; L™ (Qy))) © Vxv € LP(I; L7 () }-
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We now give a concept of convergence in variable domains which is similar to [I2] Sec. 2.3].

Definition 2.2 (Convergence). Let (1;) € C(I x 9Q;[—60L,0L)), § € (0,1) be a sequence such that
n; — 1 uniformly in T x w. Let p1,pa,p3 € [1,00] and let M satisfy (1.16]) or be identically equal to one.
Then;

(a) we say that a sequence g; € LP' (I; LP2 (€2, 1); LA} (B))) converges strongly to g in
LPy(I; LP? (Q,,1); Ly (B))) with respect to 7, denoted by g; =" g in L' (I; LP2(Q,), 1y; L} (B))),
if

X0y 09 = X9 0 LPH(I; LP*(RY; L3 (B)));

(b) for p1,pa, p3 € [1,00), we say that a sequence g; € LP*(I; LP* (), 1); L'y} (B))) converges weakly to
gin LP*(I; LP> (2, 1); LY (B))) with respect to 1, denoted by g =" g in LP* (I; LP*(Q,),1y; L7 (B))),
if

X, 19 = Xng i LPH(T; L2 (R?; LYy (B)));

(c) for p1 = oo and pa,p3 € [1,00), we say that a sequence g; € L>(I; LP2(Q,,; L} (B))) con-
verges weakly* to g in L°°(I; LP*(Q,;); L3 (B))) with respect to 7;, denoted by g; —=*" g in

X, 191 = XQ,g 0 LO(I L7 (R LY (B))).

Definition [2.2| can be extended in a canonical way to Sobolev spaces.

Since we are dealing with boundary value problems, we need a concept of traces on variable domains.
The following lemma is a modification of [32, Corollary 2.9]. See also, [40]. We recall the transform ¢,
from Section

Lemma 2.3 (Trace operator). Let 1 < p < 3 and n € W22(9Q) with ||n||L=@0a) < L. Then the linear
mapping tr, : v — vowy|aq is well defined and continuous from WP () to Wl’%’r(aﬁ) forallr € (1,p)
and well defined and continuous from WP(Q,)) to L1(9Q) for all1 < q < 32%1). The continuity constants
depend only on Q,p, and ||n|lw=220)-

2.3. Concept of a solution. In order to describe the notion of a solution that we wish to construct, we
first define the following energy functionals:
— = 2
E(0) 1= 20,9 o ) + [

phu(tPdx-+ [ Siom(t.y)Pdy + K (o)

QU(‘) w (2 2)
b [ (@) F@xa) dads
Qyyx B
where
F(s):=slns+e ' for s>0 (2.3)
is the entropy function that generates the physical relative (with respect to the Mazwellian) entropy
10 (J|M) = / MF(¢) dgdx (2.4)
Ly x B

and let

— 1 1
£0) = 1200 0,00 + [ gla0GOPdx+ [ S )P dy + Km)

) w

A (2.5)
+k/ M F(1o(x,q)) dgdx
Qo X B

be the initial energy, recall (1.8]). With the above information in hand, we now proceed to make rigorous,
what we mean by a solution.
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Definition 2.4 (Finite energy weak solution). Let (£, g, no, @0, ug, n1) be a dataset such that
fe L2 (I LIOC(RS.RB))7 g S L2 (Iv LZ(w))v Tlo € W2’2(W) with ”nO“L‘x’(w) < La

(2.6)
0< ¢0 e L? (Qno, L2 (B)), ug € L?ﬁ\, (Qno,R ) is such that tr,,ug = my(no), m € L*(w).
In addition, we assume
Zo € L*(y,) where Zg= / M(q){b\o(-,q) dqg in Q. (2.7)
B

We call the triple (u, ’(Z)\, ) a finite energy weak solution to the system (1.20)—(1.26) and (1.7)—(1.9) with
data (f, g,no, 10, g, n1) provided that the following holds:

(a) the velocity u satisfies
u € L (L L7 (s RY)) N LA (LW (Q0);R?)) with  u(t,@,(ty)) = 9t y)v(y)
in the sense of traces and 7 satisfies
n € Whe(I; L*(w)) N L™ (I; W*?*(w))  with  ||n]|pe(rxw) < L

and for all (¢, ) € C®(I x w) x C°(I x R3;R3) with ¢(T,-) = 0, ¢(T,-) = 0, divee = 0 and
try = ¢v, we have

/d</ u- cpdx+/6tn¢>dy)dt // (u-0p +u®u: Vyp) dxdt
r dt\Ja,, Q1)

// (1Vxu: Vi +T(¥) : Ve — f - @) dxdt

Qn(e)
+ [ [ @nas—+gs)ayar— [ ). at
I Jw I
(b) the probability density function o satisfies:

¢ >0ae. inIxQq x B,
W € LI x Qs Ly (B)),
F(¢) € L (I; LY Q)i L (B))),
\/i € L2 (I; L* (s Wy*(B))) N L2 (1; D2 (Q); L34 (B))),

2(t,x) = /BMW,X, q)dq € L= (I x Q) N L*(I; WH(Q0));
and for all ¢ € C°(I x R? x B), we have

d N N N N
/—/ Mz/updqudt:/ (Mwatgo—i—Muz/J-Vxnp—sMwa-ngo) dqdxdt
rdt Jo,, B IXQ) X B

K
+Z/ ( (Vyeu)qth — Z ”MVquZ> Vg, pdqdxdt;
IXQ,,(t)XB

i=1

(c) for all t € I, we have

+u// |qu|2dxda+€// |VxE[? dxdo
Qo)

77(0)
= A
+4k5// M‘Vx\/;‘ dqdxdo + 720 0//
1

M‘V \f’ dqdx do (2.8)
Q ( )XB
t
SEO) 4o [ 2o, ot [ glad
~ 2 )y L@ 9T [ 92 w) G

n(U)XB
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Remark 2.5. In the sequel, for (t,x,q) € I x Q,(;) x B, we shall refer to the following summand

4k5/t/ M‘Vx\/zi‘qudxda—i—kAo/ / M|Vqy/¥ \ﬂ dqdx do (2.9)
0 JQyo)xB R >XB

as the Fisher information. Any estimate for the energy functional (| will be referred to as an energy
estimate. This will include the case where formally speaking, ¢ = O. On the other hand, an estimate
involving the relative entropy and any other function of ¢ such as the associated Fisher information
and the polymer number density without any contribution from the solution u of the fluid
equation will be referred to as an entropy estimate.

2.4. Main result. The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 2. 6 Let (f, g,u0,m0, M, 1/10) be a dataset satisfying . Then there exists a finite energy weak

solution (u,v,n) of - - and . on the interval I = (0,T) in the sense of Definition
2.4, The number T is restricted only if limy_,7 ||77( Moo = L.

Remark 2.7. We recall from the definition of L in and (1.6) that the Koiter energy does not
degenerate and a self-intersection of the moving domain is excluded as long as [|1(t)|| (., stays strictly
below L. If, however, we have lim; 7 ||[9(t)||z() = L it may happen that the Koiter energy does
degenerate or that we do have a self-intersection of the shell at time 7T'. In this case our existence scheme
breaks.

3. FORMAL ESTIMATES FOR THE ENERGY AND RELATIVE ENTROPY

In this section, we formally derive energy and entropy estimates assuming that we have a sufficiently

regular solution (u, 12, n) of (1.20)—(1.26) and (1.7)—(1.9)). Before we begin, we recall the Reynolds trans-
port theorem which states that any vector (or scalar) v := v(t,x) of class C}  satisfies

i/ vdx=/ 8tvdx+/ divx(v®u)dx:/
dt Jo % Q

2y

in Q) where u := u(t, x) is the velocity of the fluid (If v is a scalar v, we replace v ® u with vu). For
a solenoidal field u, the first equality explains the fact that the boundary of €, ), denoted by 92, ),
moves with u. Note that such a movement is described by the material derivative 9; + (u - Vx). The
second equation is just Gauss’ theorem.

Following the arguments in [7, Section 2] (for the simpler case of K = 1), let us recall F(s) := slns+e~!
for s > 0 so that F/(s) = 14+1Ins and F”(s) = 1 are well-defined. We further recall from Section [1.3| that

1 1 1 1

G r = _MVQiM = tiU<§|CIi‘2) = U/<§|Qi‘2>ch‘~ (3.2)
Now, since our flow is incompressible, by using Reynolds transport theorem ,

/QW)XB (5‘t1/1 + (uovx)ﬂ)) f’(;@) dgqdx = /QW)XB (8t +u- Vx) {M]:(]\@Z>} dq dx

d ¥
== MF(—
dt Qn(t)XB (M

Opv dx + / (u-vy)vdy  (3.1)
Oy (4

n(t) n(t) n(t)

MY

(3.3)
) dq dx.

Next, since the identities

Y M_ IM_ v  [M_ ¢
Vxth - Vi F' dx = Vx Vx—dx = M| —Vx— 4| —Vx—d
/U(f) w < ) T / n(f) w w M * c /QT/(f) ,(/) M w M x

2
:45/ M|V L
0)

N dx
. Y .
6/ lex |:VX’L/)]'—/ ()} dx = / F'l — 6vx7,/} . Un(t) dyn(t) =0
Q1 M (1) M

and
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hold by virtue of the divergence theorem and (|1.24]), for the center-of-mass diffusion term, we have

5/ Axwf’(¢> dqu:—45/ M
Q) xB M Q) x B

Now, for each ¢ = 1,...,K, we can use the fact that M = 0 on 9B (see (1.16))) and the relation
sVqF'(s) = V4s to obtain

. Y Y W
divg, ((Vxu)qv }"() dgdx = —/ Vxu)qiM — - Vo F'| — | dgdx
[ e (a7 (57 e v

2
Ve 2

i dqdx. (3.4)

MV gp —pNVg M M
_ Vwmv[ % ’]@ﬂ
/S;n(t)XB( ) M2 w
1
= / divg, [(Vxu)q;]v dgdx —|—/ (Vxu)qit - —Vq, M dqdx. (3.5)
Q (t)XB Q (t)XB M

However, one can check that the identity div, [(qu)qi] = divxu = 0 holds so that in combination with

(3-2)), we can conclude that

K
Z/ divg, ((qu)qiw)]-"’< Ld ) dgdx = Z ¢U' *|q1| )(li ®q; : Vxudqdx
i=1 Y ) X B Qi) X B
us 1
= 72/ Ti(¢) : Veudx = ”/ T(¢) : Vyudx (3.6)
i=1 " o) kJa,.

holds by the use of (1.18) and the observation that ZP1: Vyu = EP divyu = 0 for p = 1,2. Finally, we
can use that M = 0 on 0B to obtain

Z Z A divg, (quj]@ F'! (;@) dqdx

i=1 j=1 QnpyxB

= — E E MYV —V dqdx 3.7
i (X B VM o MM (37)

If we now collect | . 7)) and consider the smallest eigenvalue Ag > 0 of (4;;)K -j=1, then by integrating
over the time interval [0 t} we obtain from ) that

2
/ kM]-‘(w( ))dqu+4k€// \/i
Q) xB n(a)XB M
kAo// /E
n(o)XB M
g/ ka(wO)dquJr/ / V) : Veudx do
Qo XB

(o)

dgdxdo

dqdx do (3.8)

holds for all ¢t € I.
If we also test (1.27) with = and use Reynolds’ transport theorem (3.1) and the boundary condition

(1.28)), we obtain
t
/ |E(t,-)\2dx+s/ / |VXE|2dxda:/ |Z0/? dx. (3.9)
Qn(t) 0 Qn(o‘) Q

10
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On the other hand, if we test (1.21]) with the velocity u, then we obtain

1 t
/ f|u(t,-)\2dx+u/ / |Vyul? dxdo'+/ / ) : Vyudxdo
2 2 (o) Qo)
:/ —|u0|2dx+// f-udxdo (3.10)
Qg

(o)
+ / /69 (2uDyu + T(y) — pH)Vn(U) “u dyy (o) do.
(@)
Finally, testing (|1.7) with 0;n yields
1
| sl R ay + ko) = [ Sy + Kow)
w

//g&,ndydaJr/ /F v J,ndy do.

If we now sum up - then we obtain

[/Q 5|U(0w)\2d><+/ (o, )|2dx+/ Z|85n(0, > dy + K (n(o))

n(o) Qo)

+/ ka(ﬂM))dqu} +u// |qu|2dxdo+s// VxEl* dxdo (319)
Qo) X B Yo

n(G)
! l/f w
+4k€// M|V dqdxdo +7//
0 JQ,)xB n(a)XB

- — | dqdxdo < I(t),
where
// f- udxdo+/ /ga ndyda<// |u|2dxda

*V M M
(o) (o) (313)

// |8077|2dyd0+// cﬁ|f|2dxda+/ /cﬁ|g|2dyd0

Qo)

for any ¢ > 0. The energy estimate thus follow for all t € I by the use of .

(3.11)

3.1. Towards making the entropy estimate rigorous. Since our ultimate goal is the construction of
a non-negative probability function 1 > 0, even on the formal level, the derivation of the energy estimate
above is still problematic. For example, F'(s) and F”(s) are singular at s = 0 and thus, the a priori testing
of the Fokker—Planck with the first derivative of the relative entropy functional is delicate. This problem
can however be fixed by using a convex regularization Fs to approximate F and then passing to the limit
§ — 0. Following the arguments in [13], for a fixed § > 0, let us define F5(s) := (s +9)In(s+4) +e~! for
s > 0 so that Fj(s) = 1+ In(s + ) and Fj (s) = o are well-defined even at s = 0.

Now, because of the highly coupled nature of the macroscopic fluid system and the mesoscopic Fokker—
Planck equation, we also need to introduce a preliminary smoothing in order to ultimately maintain
energy balance. In this respect, we follow [I3] and consider a smooth nonnegative function I" supported
on the interval (—2,2) such that I'(s) =1 for all s € [—1,1]. Now for £ € N, we set [';(s) := I'(s/¢) and
define Ty and A, by

Ty(s) = / Ty(r)dr, Ay(s) := sTy(s). (3.14)
0
If we further define
S A S I‘\
Tsu(s) = /O T:(T(g dr = /0 TT i(? dr  with Tse—T, in C([0,00)), (3.15)
as § — 0, then be setting w , we observe that

Ae() Ve Fs () = V. Ts.e ().
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Therefore, by using the fact that M = 0 on 9B (see (1.16])) and the identity divg, [(Vxu)q;] = divxu =0
together with (3.2), we obtain

/Q . divg, (M(qu)ing (@) F (@ dqdx = — / M(Vxu)q; - Vg, Tse (@ dqdx
n(t) X

Qn(t) X B

1
= _/ MTM(@ U’(i\qﬂz)qi ® q; : Vxudqdx. (3.16)
Q)X B

for the corresponding ‘approximate’ drag term in (1.31)). By treating the rest of the terms in the modified
Fokker—Planck equation (|1.31)) similarly to the previous subsection, we obtain

4 kM Fs (1) dqu+ks/ M|V (¢ +6) " dgdx
dt Qn(t)XB Q(f)XB
kA 3 -
ZZ . Vot (4 +9) " dadx (3.17)
i=1j=1 n(t)XB

K
1
=k Z/QW)XB MTM(@ U’(§|Qz‘\2>q¢‘ ® q; : Vxudqdx.

=1

If we now consider the smallest eigenvalue Ag > 0 of (Aij)fszl, then by integrating (3.17) over the time
interval [0, t], we obtain

t
/ kM Fs(¢(t,-)) dqu+k5/ / M|vx¢|2(¢+5)’1dquda
Q)X B Qo) X B

A ~
Lk 0// M|V > (6 +0) dquda</ KM Fs(fo)dadx  (3.18)
Qn(a)xB Qg xB

+k/ / ZMT(” @U (7|(h| )%®q;-VXqudXdo'.
Qo)X B j=1

By recalling (1.18]) and the observation that ZP I : Vyu = ZP diveu = 0 for p = 1,2, we can use (3.15) to
obtain

limsupk/ / ZMTM @U <f|qz\ )qz®ql.qudquda
(U)XB

6—0
:k/ / ZMTZ WU’(flql\ )ai @ a : Vxudadxdo (3.19)
Qo)X B j=1

/ / : Vyudxdo

Qo)

where for 1Z =/M,

To(M1)) _kZ/MV%H )®qidq — kET - =21 (3.20)

is a truncated extra stress tensor in the fluid system. The convergence in (3.19) together with the
monotone convergence theorem and the identities

M, ~ M, -~ =
$|wa|2=4M\Vx a\qu/)f:leyvq\/lf (3.21)
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allows us to finally obtain in the inequality

t
/ kM F(¥(t,-)) dqu+4k€/ /
Q1) xB 0 Ja

A [ =2 -
+@/ / M‘vq\/;’ dqdx do g/ kM F () dq dx (3.22)
>\ 0 Q,,(G)XB Q”’?DXB

M‘vxﬁ‘qudxda

n(e)XB

t
+/ / Ty(Mv) : Vyudxdo.
0 JQy0

by passing to limit § — 0 in (3.18)). The last term in (3.22)) above then balances with the corresponding
term in the macroscopic system for the solvent.

4. SOLVING THE FOKKER—PLANCK EQUATION

In this section we are going to to solve to Fokker-Planck equation for a given function € : I x w —
(=L, L) and a given vector field v : I x Q¢ — R3 such that

eI xw), veL®(;Wgil(QRY). (4.1)

Now subject to the following initial and boundary conditions

K
1 ~ ~ .
{MZAijMqu@DM(va)qiw} ‘n; =0 onl xQex0B;, fori=1,... K, (4.2)
j=1
EVy v = P(v — (dév) oot - ve on I x ¢ x B, (4.3)
{/;(07 K ) = QZO >0 in Qf(O) X B, (44)

we aim to construct a weak solution to the Fokker—Planck equation
R R R K | KX
O(MV) + (v V) M = e Ag (M) = divg, (M(Vxv)quth) + Y > Ajjdivg, (MVgq, %) (4.5)
i=1 i=1 j=1

in I xQg¢) x B. Here € > 0 is the center-of-mass diffusion coefficient, A > 0 is the Deborah number De and
the A;;’s are the components of the symmetric positive definite Rouse matriz (Aij)fszl whose smallest

cigenvalue is Ag > 0. The Maxwellian M satifies (T.13)~(T.16) and ¢ = (,x, q) is the unknown.
We now make precise, what we mean by 1 being a solution of (4.2)—(4.5).

Definition 4.1. Take (v,g,zlo) as a dataset such that (v, &) satisfies (4.1) and
o € L2 (Qe0): L3, (B)), do > 0. (4.6)
In addition, we assume

Zo € L®(Qe(0)) where Eg = / M(q)do(-a)dg in Q). (4.7)
B

We call QZ a finite energy weak solution of (4.2)—(4.5)) with data (v,¢&, 1}0) provided that:
(a) the probability density function 12 satisfies

152 0 a.e. in I X Q¢ x B,

€ L (I x Qeqy; Ly (B)),

F() € L=(I; L' (Qery; Ly (B))),

\/@i € L*(I; L (e W' (B))) N L2 (1; DV (Qeu); Lif (B))),

2(t,x) = /Bqu(t, x,q)dq € L= (I x Q¢p)) N LA (L WH2(Qe)));
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(b) for all p € C>°(I x R? x B), we have

d —~ ~ ~ ~
/7/ Mwwdqudt:/ (Mt 8o + Mvip - Vyp — eMVx1 - Vi) dgdx dt
r At o, xB IXQe()x B
K K 4 R (4.8)
+)° / (M(vxv)qiw -3 41; quj¢> Vg, pdqdxdt;
i=1 7 IXQ¢yxB j=1

(c) we have the estimate

t
M}'(w(t,-,-))dqu—i—s// |VE[? dxdo
0 JQ

£(o)

t —2 kA t —2
+4ks/ / M‘Vx\/;’ dquda+—°/ / M‘Vq\/;’ dqdx do (4.9)
0 Qs(d)XB A 0 QE(O.)XB

t
S ol () + M F(tho) dq dx + T(M) : Vyvdx do
(e QeoyxB 0 JQ

£(o)

HE(t7 .)H%m(gg(t)) + k/

QetyxB

forallt e I.

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 4.2. Assume that (v,f,{ﬁ\o) satisfies (4.1) and (4.6)—(4.7). Then there exists a finite energy
weak solution of ([1.2)-([L5) in the sense of Definition [4.1]

We now devote the rest of this section to the proof of Theorem As is usually the case, we begin
by establishing an approximate solution of the Fokker—Planck equation (4.5)).

4.1. A C:\alerkin scheme. We let (V,f,’l])\()) be a given dataset satisfying and 7. Our
solution ¥ to will be derived as a limit n — oo, m — oo, £ — oo (in that order) of a regular solution
@e’m’" where n € N is a Galerkin parameter and m € N and ¢ € N are parameters indexing a family of
approximate Maxwellians and extra stress tensors respectively.

Remark 4.3. Before we begin, we remark that henceforth, for a given pair (v,¢) and fixed £ € N, we

simply write QZ’”’" in place of (QZK’"L’")KN until when we have to pass to the limit £ — co. We also recall
the definition of Ty and A, in (3.14)).

Now to begin, we first consider the following approximate form of the Maxwellian in order to avoid
potential blow-up. Following [I3] Section 2.1], we approximate M = M (q) by M™ = M™(q) given by

M™ = M’”Jr%, meN (4.10)
where M =M "(q) is such that
,,}ijnoo {HMm o MHC(E)mW(}vl(B) + H(Mm)_l - M_1HC(Bq)} =0 (4.11)

for any compact set Bq C B. Next, for each m € N, we consider a countable family (¢*);en of eigen-
functions in W'2(B) that are orthogonal in W,;% (B) and orthonormal in L2,,.(B). We also consider
a smooth basis () en of the space W2(R?) along restriction to Q¢ so that (w;),en is a basis of the
space W12 (Qe(r)) for any t € I (this, in fact, follows form the existence of an extension operator to R3
since £(t) is smooth). For fixed m,n € N, our aim now is to look for a function

P x ) =YY fr (e (@@ (x), (4.12)
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where the f7"’s are the actual unknowns, such that forallr =1,...,nandl=1,...,n,
d ~
< M g7 e dg dx
dt Q&(t) x B
= / v Mmzzm’" - Vx(¢w;)dgdx — 5/ MmszZm’” - Vx(o7'w;) dgdx
QeryxB Qe(eyx B
K R (4.13)
+)° / M(Vv)aihg (97" - Vg, (¢ ;) dg dx
i=1 QszB
- Z Z Aij M™V g ™" - Vg, (67 w;) dq dx
i=1 j=1 Qeyx B
holds subject to the initial condition
n n
P == S ([ niper e dadx o @),
r=11=1 )X B (4.14)

-~ ~ M
Ve ::wow in Q¢ x B.

Equation is a system of ODEs with continuous coefficients which can be solved locally in time.
We start by showing uniform a priori estimates for z/b\m’" which will imply global solvability of . To
obtain these estimates, we will take @m’” as test function in . Using Reynolds’ transport theorem
we obtain

d

dt Jog =B Qeyx B

1d ~ 1 ~ a
= 55/ Mm|¢m’n|2dqu+§/ Mm|¢m7n|2(atgy)oﬁogl'ngqua
Qs(t)XB 6QE(t)><B

whereas the divergence theorem yields

-~ -~ 1
/ VMm,(/)m,n . vx,(/)m,n dqu _ 7/
Qg(t)XB 2 895(t)><B

since divxv = 0. By treating the rest of the terms in (4.13)) in a straightforward manner and integrating
over the interval (0,t), we obtain

3(v - vg)dqdy

o=

1 .
5] arEno)P dx}
2 QE(U)XB

t
—l—e/ / M™ V™" > dqdx do = Z/ / xv)qlAg(wm ") - Vg ¥™" dgdxdo
0 Qé(o)XB Qg(a)XB

+§// M™™ "2 (v - ve) dqdy do
0 aﬂg((,)XB

1/t -~
3, f
0 BQE(U)XB

= (™" + (

+ (IT)™" 4 (ITT)™" (4.15)

ey

o=0 i=1 j=1

.. t ~ ~
Iy / / M™V g, ™" - Vg, ™" dqdx do
Qg(a)XB

2(0,6v) o <p£_1 -vedqdydo

for all t € I. As a consequence of Young’s inequality, the definitions of Ay and M™, boundedness of Vv
and the boundedness of |q;|? which holds for each i = 1,..., K, we obtain the estimate

t
I)m,n S 5/ / / / Mm|,(/}m,n|2 dqudO‘
0 JQ¢o)xB Qo) B
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uniformly in m,n € N for any § > 0 recalling the definition of A,. In order to estimate (I1)™", we
use the trace embedding W'/22(Q¢(;)) < L*(0Q%¢()). The constant in this embedding depends on the
Wkho-norm of £&. Employing also an interpolation argument and using the regularity of v again, we
obtain

t t
(II)WLJL 5/0 /BMmH’L/}m’nHQLZ(an(a))dq dO',S/O /BM”nmeﬂlHIQ/V1/2,2(Q§(G))dq do

t t
< 5/ / M™|Vyp™" > dqdx do + 05/ / M™[yp™" | dqdx do
0 Qg(o.)XB 0 Qg(o.)XB

uniformly in m,n € N for any § > 0. By employing the regularity of £ in place of v, we can derive the
same estimate for (I11)™". If we now consider the smallest eigenvalue Ao > 0 of (A”)ZKJ 1, absorb the
small d-terms into the corresponding terms on the left-hand side of (| and apply Gronwall’s lemma,
then we obtain

t
/ Mm|¢m’"|2dqu+//
Qs(t)XB 0 Qg(g)XB

t
+/ / Mm|qu/;m’”|2dquda§/ M™[pg "> dqdx
QE(U>><B QE(O)XB

(4.16)

uniformly in m,n € N for all t € I with a constant that depends only on Ay, € > 0, v and £. Note that

(4.16)) implies that there is a global-in-time solution to (4.13). Furthermore, we can use the fact that
= < M™ < ¢, where ¢ > 0 is a constant independent of m to conclude from (4.16]) that

sup/ |zZm’"|2 dqu+// |Vx$m’"|2dqudt
tel JQeyxB IJQeyxB

+// |Vqt™"?dqdx dt <,p, 1
I Qg(t)XB

where the constant additionally depends only on Ag, € > 0, v and &.

(4.17)

4.2. Regularity and identification of the first limits. To begin this subsection, we first note that
since the estimate (4.17)) holds uniformly in n € N, it follows that there exist

Y™ € L (I; L* (Qe(ry; LA(B))) N L2(I; DY (Qe s L2(B))) N L2 (1 L (R WI’Q(B))) (4.18)
such that '@m ™ converges weakly-(*) to QZm as n — oo. The limit {b\m satisfies both ( and -
Furthermore, since g = (7 — 1—0) it follows from the Gagliardo—Nirenberg mterpolatlon mequahty that
for all ¢ € I, the estimate

m2/5 m
||7/1 ” 5 (Ix Q13 L2(B)) ~ Hq’b ||L°° (L2 (Qe(1);L2(B)) ||7J1 ”L2(1 D12 (Qe(0):L2(B)))
holds for a constant depending only on &. Thus, given , it follows that
™ € L3 (I x Qe L2(B)). (4.19)

Although the original equation is linear in ¢, the regularised equation (which we approximate by
(4.13) is not due to the modified drag-term. Hence, we need compactness to pass to the limit. On
account of the moving shell, the standard argument based on Aubin—Lions lemma does not apply. Also,
we cannot localise the equation on the Galerkin level (this will be done later in Sections and .
Hence, we modify the compactness approach from [32] for our purposes and prove that

/ M™ ™" 2 dqdxdt —s M™™ 2 dq dx dt (4.20)
IXQE({)XB IXQE(UXB

as n — 0o. In order to do so, we consider for p € WH2(R? x B) with H‘PHW(L? ) < 1, the functions
x,q

Con(t) = / Mmlzm (t) I31I5 ¢ dq dx,
Qo)X B
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cy(t) = / M"%Z’”(t) pdqdx,
ng x B

where I19 and IIX are L2-projections onto (¢;)"; and (cw;); respectively. We aim to show

HC%”HCO,I/X’(Y) S (4.21)

for some x > 1 uniformly in n and ¢. This follows by inserting II3IIXy into and integrating in
time. The result is then a consequence of the a priori estimate from and the continuity of II? and
II¥. Taking a subsequence and applying Arceld-Ascoli’s theorem, we can conclude that c, , converges
uniformly in I. Using we will prove that the function

t— sup (c%n(t) —cp(t)) (4.22)
HWHW(M )Sl
x,q

converges uniformly in I. First of all we extend 121\”"”(157 -,q) and @m(t, -, q) from Q¢ to S and use the
compact embedding L?(Sy, x B) < W~12(S., x B) to conclude that (after taking a diagonal sequence)

P(E) = ™) i WTE(Qg x B)

for all t € Iy, where Iy C I is a dense subset. Consequently, we have for each such ¢

lepm(t) — colt)] < \ [ @ - 5o mase da
£(t) X

+ ‘ / M™p™ () (91X — ) dg dx
Qg(f) x B

< e (Il9™"(0) = 5" Oy 1z + 19" Oz, IS — ellzz )
— 0

uniformly in ¢. Combining this with (4.21]) and boundedness of M™ easily yields (4.22)). On account of
(4.17) and (4.22)), we have
(C{Em n ’I’L(t) - c{p\m n(t))

(Comm () = Comn (1)) dt:/||A | Rl : dt
/I Ppmnn P I (,a) ||wm,n||w(l;)2q)

1 1
N 2 2
< ( / 15712, 1.2 dt) ( / sup (cw,n<t)—c¢(t))2dt>
I Ge,a) Iellyiz <1

(x,q)

—0

as n — oo using also (4.17). By combining this with the weak convergence of @m’" from (4.18]), we obtain
(4.20). Since M™ is strictly positive and bounded, one can now easily pass to the limit in (4.13]) and
conclude that the limit ¢)™ satisfies

d ~ ~
/—/ memgodqudt:/ M™p™ 0 p dqdx dt
I dt Qg(t)XB IXQg(t)XB

+ / VMG M ™) - Vo dqdx dt
IXQg(t)XB( ) (4.23)
K K

+y / (M(va qiMo( Z Aij vaqup )-tiapdqudt
i=1 I><Q§(t)><B =1

for all ¢ € C°°(I x R x B). Noticing the duality
(L2, Wh2(Qery x B))) =2 LAH(I; W12 (Qe sy x B)), (4.24)
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cf. [44l page 8], we can rewrite (4.23) as
<8t(Mm1$m), <p> = / (v Mqum - eMmVx{b\m) - Vxpdqdx
b Q) xB

K K
m Az m Sm
+Z/Q£( s (M(va)ine(l/) )= MV, ) Vg, dqdx (4.25)
t =1

i=1

- /8 (046v) 0 97 - - v M™ ™ dq dy
Q{(t) X B

for t € I and all ¢ € W2(Qg(y) x B). Here (-,-); denotes the duality pairing between W~12(Q¢() x B)
and W12(Q¢) x B). For various estimates, we need the formula

[ (@i, p@my a= [ .

[ M@)o et vedady dr
0 BQE(t)XB

M™ £ (7)) dx dq — / M™ £(™(0)) dx dq
20 X5 (4.26)

for a.e. 7 € I, provided f is a Lipschitz-function. In order to prove (4.26)), we can define a temporal
regularisation operator ., on L*(I; W2(Q¢(;) x B)) by

Fo¢ = (ée(t)9)

lixoexB

where & (t) : Wh2(Qg(y)) — WH2(R?) is the standard extension operator (note that the boundary of Q¢
is smooth) and (-), denotes a temporal regularisation which is symmetric and commutes with derivatives.
We clearly have

Fod = ¢ in L*(I;WH3(Qepy x B)) (4.27)

for ¢ € L2(I; W'2(Q¢(yy x B)). Thus, for p € C°°(I x R?) with ¢(0,-) = ¢(T,-) = 0, we have
/<atyg(Mm1Zm), <p> dt = — // o (M™™) Byp dq dx dt
I t IJQ¢yxB
- / / (D)ot - ve. 7, (M ™) pdqdy dt
1J00¢ iy xB
=— / / M™™ 8,7 yp dq dx dt
I Qg(t)XB

[ e eert e (i) pdadyar
£(t) X

Using ., ¢ as a test-function in (4.23), the latter formula also make sense for ¢ € L*(I; W'2(Q¢(y) x B)).
Moreover, we obtain

O T p(M™P™) = (M™P™) in  L*(I; W~ 12(Qe(yy x B)) (4.28)

as a consequence of (4.27)). Combining (4.27) and (4.28) finally proves (4.26]).
With (4.26) at hand we can justify taking (¢p™)_ := min{0,¢™} as a test function in (4.25). Indeed,
choosing f(s) = s— := min{0, s} we obtain in analogy with (4.17)),

ow [ @ Paader [ [ 9@ Paaaxdr
Qf(t)XB 1 Qg(t)XB

I
€ (4.29)

+// Va(@™)-* dqdxdt <, 0
I Qﬁ(t)XB
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Where the constant depends only on Ap, ¢ > 0, v and £. As opposed to , the right hand side

of (| is zero because (¢m) | = 0 since Tg(wo ) > 0. We can therefore conclude that (1/)’”) =
0 in I X Qf(t) X B and thus

P >0 ae in Ix Qey x By (4.30)
the minimum principle.

4.3. An auxiliary problem : the dumped continuity equation. For the ultimate purpose of es-
timating the Kramer’s expansion of the extra stress tensor T(v)), we also need to consider the solu-
tion Z™ of a dumped continuity equation for the weighted average of @m. In particular, by setting
M= fB Mmzz;m dq where m € N is fixed and choosing the test-function in to be independent of

q, we obtain

d
/— / EMpdxdt = / (Em 0o+ VvE™ - Vyxp —eVxZE™- nga) dx dt (4.31)
dt Ja., IXSQe (1)
for all p € C°°(I x R3). We supplement (4.31)) with the initial condition
270, =57 ::/ M™T, (4 dgq g/ Mo dq = Zy. (4.32)
B B
As shown in [I2 Theorem 3.1], there is a unique solution to (4.31)) in the class
L= (I; L (Qery)) N LA (LW (Qer))) (4.33)

and it satisfies the estimate

N J— 2
1= HL‘X’(I;LZ(Qg(t))) +|VE HL2(1><Q£M) S H‘:‘OHL2(Q£(O)) (4.34)

with a constant depending only on the center-of-mass diffusion coefficient ¢ > 0, £(¢) and v. It is also
shown in [I2] Theorem 3.1] that the unique solution to (4.31)) satisfies a renormalised formulation which
reads as follows. For § € C?([0,00); [0, 00)) with &’(s) = 0 for large values of s and 6(0) = 0, we have

/ / (™) ¢dxdt—/ O(E™) Opp dx dt
d¢ Qe(r Ix Qe 1)

_—/ (00 (E™) — 0(= ))dlvwidxdt—i—/ O(E™)v - Vi dx dt (4.35)
IxQe(p) I

X Qe (1)
_ / SV H(E™) - Vth dx dt — / €0 (Z™)| Vo Z™ 24 dx it
IXQE(t) IXQE(t)

for all ¢» € C*°(I x R3). In fact, the assumption that the function € in has linear growth can be
replaced by a quadratic growth assumption. Due to and a smooth approximation argument, we can
allow smooth non-negative functions with #(0) = 0 which have linear growth and bounded derivatives.
Choosing 9 as a smooth approximation of [(g ;) and noticing that in our case divxv = 0, we obtain

/ 9(5m(t))dxg/ o(=m) dx
Qe(r) Qe 0

for all ¢ € I provided that 6 additionally satisfies 8” > 0. We would like to choose 6(s) = sP for large p,
which is currently not possible. However, we can approximate it by a sequence of convex C2-functions
On with Ox(s) = s? for s < N and Ox < cp?0 for all N > 1. This yields

/ On (2™ (1)) dx g/ O(Z7) dx < ch/ =P dx.
Qe Q¢(0) Qe (0)
Fatou’s lemma yields =™ (t) € LP(Q¢(;)) and

[E™ ()P dx < cp2/ |=0 P dx.

Qe(r) Qe (0)
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Taking the pth root and passing with p — oo implies
IE™ L)) < 150" 2o (e 0y)-
for all t € I. Recalling (4.34)), we conclude that

=m v, =m 2
X

— 2
HL?(lew)) S |‘:OHL°°(Q§(O))' (4.36)

’|L°°(I><Q£(t)) + H

Standard arguments making use of the linearity of (4.31) yield a limit function =, as m — oo, also
satisfying (4.31)) and (4.36). We now show that the leading term in the extra stress tensor is essentially
bounded too.

Corollary 4.4. For eachi=1,...,K, let
T = [ M@V T[T (6 x @) @ i da (437)
B
Then for eachi=1,..., K,
|Té(Mp™)| S ¢ (4.38)
uniformly in m € N.

For the proof of the Corollary above, integrate by parts and use the property of the cut-off Ty, see [13]
(2.65)].
4.4. Estimates for the relative entropy and Fisher information. Next, we show an estimate for
the relative entropy defined in and the Fisher information which in our context is given by the
second moment of the gradient of the square-root of our solution. Note that a form of energy estimate can
be derived by passing to the limit in . However, this gives no information on the relative entropy
which is crucial once we couple the Fokker Planck equation with the fluid system.
Now, let us recall the entropy functional (2.3]) and its convex regularization Fs(-) introduced at the start
of Sectlon I If we use .7-'6(1//") as a test- functlon in 5) (justified through (4.26))), then similar to
, we obtain

t
/ kaf(s(?Zm) dqu—|—k€/ / Mm}vx&)\m’?(im_i_&)—l dqdx do
Qf(t)XB Q{(U)XB

kAO / / M™ |V o™ P (9™ +6) " dqdx do (4.39)
Q{(U)XB

K
g/ kaf(;(qu”)dquJrk// ST M Ty (4™) U’(l\qiﬁ)qi@qi:vxvdqudo—
Qe(0)xB Qe(o) X B 2

uniformly in m, ¢ € N and 6 > 0. By passing to the limit § — 0 (keeping in mind (3.15))), we obtain just

as in (3.22]),
~ t |2
/ ka]-'(wm(t,~))dqu+4k5// M’”’Vx\/z/ﬂ”‘ dqdxdo
QeryxB Qo) x B

kAO/ / Mm]v \/wm] dquda</ kM™ F () dq dx (4.40)
QE( )XB Q

g0) X B
—I—/ / T@(Mﬁ)\m) : Vxvdxdo.
0 JQ¢ 0

for all t € T where

To(Mp™) = kZ/ M(q)Veq, Te [0 (t,x,q)] ® q;dg — kKE™ T -8 (2™)°LL (4.41)
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4.5. Second layer approximate weak solution. If we now recall the fact that v satisfies (4.1)), we

can use (4.36) and Corollary to conclude that the right-hand side of ([4.40]) is bounded uniformly in
m € N. We show now how to identify the limit, as m — oo, of the last term in (4.40). To do this, we
first note that there exist a constant sy > 0 such that

sln(e+s) SMF(s/M) if s>sy and M <ec.

Now, we let ™ := M"%Zm. Since M™ < ¢ uniformly in m € N, for all t € I, we have for some sy > 0,

/ Xag 9™ In(e+ ™) dqdx = / Xe, ¥ In(e + ™) dqdx
R3x B "

mIso
+ / X, W™ In(e + ™) dqdx S 1+ / XQEU)M”I(@’”) dqdx
Y™ >sg R3x B

with a constant depending only on the Lebesgue measure of {0¢;) x B and sg. By using (4.40), we can
conclude that

sup/ Xy ¥ In(e + ™) dgdx S 1 (4.42)
tel JR3x B

holds uniformly in m € N and thus, ¥™ is equi-integrable. In order to obtain compactness for sz,
we have to localise the equation to avoid problems with the moving boundary. We consider a sequence
Qr = J* x BE x B(’f‘ (the Bks and B(’;s are open balls and the Jis open intervals), k& € N such that
UrQrk =1 x Q¢ x B Jy €I, B € U,e; Qe and Bl € B for all k € N. Now fixed k € N and use
© € C(Qk) as a test-function in to conclude

A" € L2(Jy; WH(BE x BE))

uniformly in m using the uniform bounds from (4.40)). Since M™ is strictly positive in B(’; with a bound
depending on k but independent of m, we also have

™ e LA Wh2(BE x BE))
uniformly. Consequently, we obtain
¢ = in L*(Qp)

for a subsequence as well as

X ¥™ = Xaw® ae. in I xR®x B (4.43)
by taking a diagonal sequence. Due to uniform convergence of M™ to M, cf. , we also obtain

X0 ¥ = X ae. in I xR®x B. (4.44)
By combining with , we can conclude from Vitali’s convergence theorem that

Y™ = in L'(I x Qg4 x B)
and by interpolation with ,
Y™ = in LY(I x Qg LY(B)) forall g € [1,00). (4.45)

This is enough to pass to the limit m — oo in (4.40)) so that together with results from Section [4.3] we
obtain

t
HE(t,-)H%w(Qw))—i-k/ Mf(zp(t,-,-))clqc1x+5/0/Q IVxE[? dx do

Qe@yx B (o)

t —2 kA t —2
+4k5/ / M‘Vx\/;‘ dquda+—°/ / M‘vqﬂ] dqdx do (4.46)
0 Qs(a)XB A 0 Qg(o.)XB

t
< ||EO||§w(Qg(O))+k/ M F(¢o) dqu+/ / T¢ (M) : Vxvdxdo.
QE(O)XB 0 QE(O‘)
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for all ¢t € I. To finally identify the distributional solution solved by the limit QZ = zZZ, we first note that
for all j =1,..., K, the following convergence

M™V ™ — MVyip in L2(I x Qey; LH(B; RY)) (4.47)

M™Vgb™ = MV, in L2(I x Qey; LH(B; R?K)) (4.48)

holds as m — oo. To avoid repetition, we refer the reader to [I3| (2.100)]. Using (4.47)—(4.48)), the
uniform convergence of M™ as well as (4.45)), we can pass to the limit in (4.23) to obtain

d ~ ~
/—/ M?/Jcpdqudt:/ M1popp dqdx dit
I dt Qg(t)XB IXQg(t)XB

+ /I (v M — eMVy) - Vs dqdx dt (4.49)
XQﬁ(t)XB

K K
~ Ais ~
+ Z/ (M(VxV)QzAz(UJ) - Z 4){ quﬂb) : vqﬁodqudt
IxQeyxB

i=1 j=1

for all ¢ € C>°(I x R3 x B).

4.6. Conclusion. By recalling Remark we note that {/J\ = 1]}7 where ¢ € N is fixed and ¢ = M@Z =
M+*. Since (4.46)) holds independently of ¢ € N, just as in (4.42), we obtain

sup/ P In(e + ) dqdx <1 (4.50)
tel Qg(t)XB

uniformly in ¢ € N from which we obtain
Pt =1 in LUI x Qg LY(B)) forall ¢ € [1,00) (4.51)

exactly as in (4.45). Using (4.51) and the definition of T, given by (4.41)), we can in particular, pass to
the limit £ — oo in the last term in (4.46)). Subsequently, we obtain (4.9 for all ¢ € I. Similar to (4.49)),

we also obtain (4.8) for all p € C>°(I x R? x B) by using (4.51). This completes the proof of Theorem
4.2

5. THE REGULARIZED SYSTEM

Let o > 0 be a fixed regularization kernel. Our ultimate goal in this section is to construct on
I X Qrene x B, a weak solution to a version of our fluid-structure-kinetic system transported by a
regularized material derivative

Oy + R2u? - Vy (5.1)

similar to [32]. Here, (R?),>0 is a family of regularization operators defined as the composition of a
temporal regularisation on I (which is symmetric and commutes with derivatives) and a mollification by
a smooth kernel. For the later one to make sense we extend the corresponding functions by zero to the
whole space. In 1n? and u? are corresponding approximate solutions of the shell equation and
momentum equation respectively. We now recall that unlike [32] where a linearized Koiter elastic
energy is considered, we are working with the more realistic fully nonlinear energy. To be able to proceed
therefore, additionally, we regularize the shell equation by the higher order linear term oL'(n) where
L(n) = [, IVin|*dy (which is to be interpreted in the sense that [ oL'(n)¢dy = [ oVin: V5¢dy for
all ¢ € W52(w)). Once the above construction is done, we can pass to the limit ¢ — 0 to complete the
proof of our main result, Theorem [2.6] This will be done in the next section.

Besides regularizing the shell equation by oL’(n) as earlier explained, we require further, two main tools
to achieve our goal for this section: a Galerkin procedure and a fixed-point argument. Unfortunately, we
are required to have a fully linear system and require an additional regularization procedure in order to
apply our choice of fixed-point argument. These two obstacles and their remedies leads to the following
steps in achieving our goal:

The following steps give the line-by-line reasoning as to why we require (5.1)).
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First of all, we note that one source of nonlinearity in our system comesfrom the convective
term in the momentum equation . Furthermore, the spatial domain on which a solution to
our full system is defined depends on the solution itself which is problematic. We remedy these
problems using the following.

(a) We linearise the transport term of the momentum equation by replacing the material deriva-
tion 9; + u - Vx with 0; + v - Vi where v is a given velocity field. In addition, we replace
the spatial domain with §)¢ where £ is a given function of time.

(b) Because of the highly coupled nature of our fluid-structure-kinetic system, we are also re-
quired to replace the transport term of the Fokker—Planck equation with 9; + v - V. This
makes physically sense since one can expect the transport of the solute to be affected by a
change in transport of the solvent in the solution. Finally, we linearise the shell equation by
replacing K'(n) by K’(£), which will be considered as part of the right-hand side.

At this point, in theory, we should be able to apply a Gelerkin method to show that a solution to
our modified-transport problem exists. Unfortunately, we are constrained by the low regularity
of the boundary. For this reason, we construct instead, a solution to our system on eco with
material derivation 9; + R9v¢ - Vx where ¢ > 0 is a fixed regularization kernel. Here t2 is
regularisation operator acting on the periodic functions defined on w composed again with a a
temporal regularisation on I.

Finally, for ¢ > 0 fixed, we can use a Schauder-type fixed-point argument to the mapping
(€2,v?) — (n?,u?) where 72 and u? are solutions to the decoupled regularised shell equation
with data (£2,v?) to be defined below in Section

Henceforth, we simply write (§,v) in place of (£2,v?),0 (and the same for (r,u)) until the next section
when we pass to the limit ¢ — 0. However, to emphasize that our regularization is parametrized by
o > 0, we maintain the notation R¢ in this chapter.

With the above introduction, we now make precise, our goal of this section.

We now seek to find (u, 127 7) := (u?, 129, 79) that solves the following system

divxu =0, (5.2)
i+ K'(n) +oL'(n) =g+ F v, (5-3)
dpu+ (RoU - Vi )u + Viup = pAsu + Rdivy (M) + f, (5.4)

K
0i(M1)) + (RO - Vi) Mtp = eAn (M) = > divg, (M(Vy R u)qy1))
=1

K K
+% SN Ay divg, (MVg, ) (5.5)

i=1 j=1

in I X ey X B subject to the following initial and boundary conditions

u(0,:) = ug in Qeep,, (5.6)
1n(0,-) =no, 9m(0,-) =m in w,
u(t, (y) +en(t,y)v(y)) = dn(t, y)v(y) on I xw
and
1 & ~ . _
[M D A MV g, — M(VyRu)qith | -n; =0 on I x Qeopy x 0B;, fori=1,....K, (5.9)
j=1
Vy12~ Vyeoy = QZ(RQU — (Openu) o <p;1n) “Vyoy on I X 0Qenuy X B,  (5.10)
$(0,+) =10 >0 in Queyy x B, (5.11)

where 79,11 : w — R and g : I x w — R are given functions and

F(t,y) = (= 2uDyu(t,y) - RET(MO)(t,y) + b Y1)V © Qoo detDpragey ] (5.12)
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Let us start with a precise definition of the solution. Note that as in [32] we have to rewrite the convective
term in an uncommon way to preserve the a priori estimates.
Definition 5.1 (Finite energy weak solution). Let (£, g, no, 150, ug, n1) be a dataset such that

no € W52(w) with [|nol| ) < L,
“ (5.13)

f e L?(I; L, (R RY)), g € L*(I; L*(w)),
m e LQ(w).

loc
Yo € L*(Qy; L31(B)), 1o € L, (R R?) is such that tr,,uo = n1v(m0),

In addition, we assume

S € L™(Q,) where EZj= / M(q)to(q)dq in €. (5.14)
B

We call the triple (u, 0, n) a finite energy weak solution to the system (5.2)—(5.11)) with data
(f, 9,70, %0, u0,m1) provided that the following holds:
(a) the velocity u satisfies

w € L(I; L2 (Qeoyr); R?)) N L2 (L W42 (Qeeyry; R?))  and

in the sense of traces and 7 satisfies
n e WS (L 12(w) N L= (LWP2(w)) with [l < L
and for all (¢, ) € C°(I x w) x C°(I x R*R?) with ¢(T,-) = 0, o(T,-) = 0, divxyp = 0 and

treen = @r, we have

d
/(/ u-godx+/8tn¢dy> dt:// (u-0p— 3(R%-V)u- ¢+ 2(R%-V)p - u) dxdt
I Qeene) w I JQeene

- // (Vs : Vo + RET(M) : Vi — £ - ) dx dt (5.15)
T Qeen)

+ [ [ @mao+ domontno+ o) dy = [ (/)0 + ole ). ) o

(b) the probability density function ) satisfies:

Z 0a.e. in I x thn(t) X B7
€ L™ (I X thn(t); L}\/I(B))7
F() € L (I; L' (Qeeny; L1 (B))),

b € L2(I; L2 (Qean(ay: Wi (B))) N L2(1; DY2(Qeenry: L34 (B))),

E(t,x) = /BMlﬂt,x, q)dq € L™ (I X Qrgn(t)) N L? (I; Wl’z(tgn(t)));

<) <)

S

and for all ¢ € C*°(I x R?® x B), we have

d ~ ~ ~ -
/—/ ngodqudt:/ (Md)atgo—l—MRQuw~Vx90—6MVx1/J~ngp) dqdxdt
I dt Qrgn(t)XB IXQ\—Qn(t)XB

K K

~ Ais R
* Z/I <M(Vngu)qﬂ/} o Z 4){ MVq_jw> Vg, pdqdxdt;
i=1 Y IXQeey)xB =
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(c) for all t € I, we have

1 i 1
[ e [ [ Walaxdo+ [ Samordy + Ko
Qrene(r) 2 0 JQrene(o) w 2

t
+g/ |V§’,n(t)|2dy+\|E(t,~)||2Loo(thng<t))—i—s/ / |VyZ[? dx do
w Qeene(o)
—I—k/ M]-'(QZ() dqu—|—4k5// f‘ dgqdxdo
QeoneyXB Qeone(s )><B
kAO// M|V, \f) dqdxdo
Qeone (o)X B

5/ *|u0|2dX—|—/ Sim P dy + K (o) + /|V 770|2dY+||~0||Loo(Q o)

t@ng

+k // f-udxdo+ = //gatndyda
Q‘QUSXB QTQU‘Q(U)

The following result establishes the existence of a solution, in the sense of Definition to the regu-
larized system (5.2)—(5.11]), see Remark for the case lim; 7 ||9(t)|| o () = L.

Theorem 5.2. Let (f,g,no,igo,uo,m) be a dataset satisfying (5.13) and (5.14). Then there is a finite

energy weak solution (u,v,n) of the system (5.2)-(5.11) on the interval I = (0,T) in the sense of
Definition . The number T is restricted only if lim;_7 [|[17(t)| o ) = L.

(5.16)

The proof of Theorem will be given in Section It as based on a fixed point argument applied
to a linearized system. The latter one will be introduced and analyzed in the next subsection.

5.1. The linearised system. Having constructed a solution 12 to the Fokker—Planck equation in Sec-
tion 4} we now aim to derive a triple (u,%,n) that solves the linearized fluid-structure-kinetic system
transported by a given velocity v € de (I x R%;R?) on a given shell function ¢ € C(I x w), i.e., for a

given pair (v, §), we seek to find (u ,1/), 1) that solve the following system

diveu = 0, (5.17)
R+ K'(E)+oL'(n)=g+F- v (5.18)
du+ (ROV - Vy)u + Vyp = MAxu + ROdivy (M) + f, (5.19)
B (M) + (ROV - Vi) Mep = eAy( Zdlvq (VXxRoV)qi?))
1 .
Y Z Z Ayj divg, (MVg, ) (5.20)
i=1 j=1
in I X Qeg(ry x B subject to the following initial and boundary conditions
u(0,-) =ug in Qeeg,, (5.21)
n(0,-) =m0, 9m(0,-) =m in w, (5.22)
u(t, (y) + %€t y)v(y)) = dm(t, y)v(y) on I xw (5.23)

and
1 & ~ N
LA > Aij MV g, — M(V5ROV)qith| - n; =0 on I x Quogpy x 0B;, fori=1,...,K, (5.24)
j=1

EVy1Z~ Vg = @(RQV — (Opr%w) o cpgglg) “Vyog on I x 0egry x B, (5.25)
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12}\(07 Yy ) = {/J\O Z 0 n thgo X B, (526)

where 79,11 : w — R and g : I x w — R are given functions and

F(ty) = ( — 2uDyu(t,y) — RCT(MD)(t,y) + p(t, Y)H)V © Pre(p)|det Dpreg 1) (5.27)
Let us start with a precise definition of the solution.

Definition 5.3 (Finite energy weak solution). Let (£, g, no, 1;0, ug, M, v, &) be a dataset such that
fe (T, LY (R*R%), g€ L*(T;L*(w)), no€ W>*(w) with [[no|l poe(w) < L,

loc

Vo € L* (i L3(B)),  uo € Ly, Qi R?) is such that try,uo = my(mo), m € L2(w),  (5.28)

v E L(21ivx(] X RB;RB)a g € Lp(I7 W4}p(w)) with H§||L°°(I><w) < Lv

where p > 2. In addition, we assume
S € L®(Q,,) where Ej= / M(q)to(q)dq in €. (5.29)
B

We call the triple (u, zZ, ) a finite energy weak solution to the system (5.17)—(5.26)) with data (f, g, no, 1?07 ug, N1, v, &)
provided that the following holds:

(a) the velocity u satisfies
u € L%(I; L% (Qeog(y; R?)) N L2 (L W2 (Queg(ry; R?))  and
in the sense of traces and 7 satisfies
n € Whe(I; L*(w)) N L™ (I; W52 (w))  with ||n]|pe(rxw) < L

and for all (¢, ) € C°(I x w) x C°(I x R3;R3) with ¢(T,-) = 0, ¢(T,-) = 0, divxe = 0 and
treegp = ¢v, we have

d
/(/ u~<pdx+/8t77¢dy)dt
I dt Qré’g(t) w

:// (u-0ip — 3(ROV-V)u-p + 1 (R - V) - u) dxdt
I JQee()

(5.30)
—// (,LLqu:ngo+T(M{ZJ\):Vngcp—f-cp)dxdt
1/ Qree()
+ [ [ @nas+ Yomdwme+ go)aydt— [ ((K'(6).0) + olC'(n).0))
IJw I
(b) the probability density function 12 satisfies:
¥ >0ae. in I X Qugry X B,
¥ € L (I; L' (Queg(ry: Ly (B))),
F() € L™ (I; L' (Qeoenys L (B))),
VB € L2 (15 L2 (@uugns WA (B) 0 L2 (1 D" Qs Ly (BY),
E(t,x) = / M(t,x,q)dg € L= (I X Qeag(ry) N L2 (LW Qeeer)));
B
and for all ¢ € C°(I x R? x B), we have
d ~ ~ ~ -
/—/ ngodqudt:/ (Mi/}@tgo—i—MRgvz/J-ngo—EMdewVx<p)dqudt
I dt thf(t)XB IXQrgs(t)XB

K

~ Ay -

(M(vxngv)qm - Iy Mquw) -V, ¢ dqdxdt;
j=1

Sy

XQrgf(t) x B
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(c) for all t € I, we have

1 1 K
[ SR at [ Someray o [ V@R dy [ [ Depaxas
vQE(t) w

Qeeg(o)

1
S/ §|uo|2dx+/ |771|2dy+9/ yno|2dy+/ /98 ndyd0+/ K'(£) 9pndo
v:QgO
// f. udxdaf// MLZJ VxR%udxdo. (5.31)
tgf(d \‘95(’7)

(d) we have the estimate

t
IE 0 ) ey + F MF@D(E,-) dqu—i—e/ / V.2 dxdo
Qeeg(o)

Q,gg(t) x B

t =2 kA
+4k5// M‘vx\/ﬂ dqdxdo + 0// M|V, \ﬂ dqdx do (5.32)
0 Qt@{(a)XB QQ{(G)XB

= 2
S RSy
t2£(0)

]:(TZO) dqu—i—/ / T(Mzﬂ) : VRO dx do.
0 ¢ (o

forall t € I.

The following result establishes the existence of a solution, in the sense of Definition[5.3]to the linearized

system ((5.17)—(5.26)), see Remark W for the case lim;_,7 |[1(t)|| Lo (w) = L

Theorem 5.4. Let (f ,g,no,wo,uo,m,v &) be a dataset satzsfymg - and - Then there is a

finite energy weak solution (u z/J, n) of the system (5.17] on the interval I = (0,T) in the sense of
Definition . The number T is restricted only if hmt_q Hn( M) =L.

Proof. In the linearized problem, the Fokker—Planck equation is decoupled from the fluid-structure prob-
lem. Consequently, both can be solved independently. On the one hand, given (1/)0, m,v v, ), let {b\ be the
solution to the Fokker—Planck equation from Theorem. On the other hand, given d}, the analysis of the
fluid-structure problem (with right-hand side f + Rediv,T(M 1/1) in the fluid equation) is very similar to
that of [32, Prop. 3.27] which is based on a finite-dimensional Galerkin approximation. The distribution
K'(€) can be represented by a function belonging to L?(I x w) as & € LP(I; W4P) (at least if we choose p
large enough) and can be put together with the forcing g. The higher order operator £’ does not change
the analysis compared to A2 (apart from the need for higher order Sobolev spaces). As a consequence,
the problem can be treated as in [32]. In particular, we obtain the energy inequality (in fact, the
energy inequality in [32] Prop. 3.27] slightly differs from but a trivial modification leads to the
required form). O

5.2. A fixed point argument. We now seek a fixed point of the solution map (v,£) — (u,n) on
L2(I, L3, (R3)) x LP(I; W*P(w)) from Theorem Note that we extend u by zero to R®. The resulting
function is not weekly differentibale anymore but still divergence-free (in the sense of distributions). Since
we do not know about uniqueness of the solutions constructed in Theorem we will use the following
fixed point theorem for set-valued mappings.

Theorem 5.5 ([23]). Let C be a convex subset of a normed vector space Z, let B(C) be the power set
of C and let F : C — PB(C) be an upper-semicontinuous set-valued mapping, that is, for every open set
W C C the set {c € C: F(c) € W} C C is open. Moreover, let F(C) be contained in a compact subset
of C, and let F(c) be non-empty, convex and compact for all c € C. Then F possesses a fized point, that
is, there exists some co € C with ¢y € F(cp).

We consider the interval I, = (0,T,) with T sufficiently small to be chosen later. We consider the set

4 ) 1€l e (1. ;w2p(w)) < Mi,
P =1 (&v) € LP(Ls WhP(w) N O(T x w) x L* (L, Ly (R?)) = €]l poo (1. xw) < Mi, €(0) = 10,
IVlL2(r, xrsy < Mo
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for My = (||nol| e (w) + L)/2 and My > 0 to be chosen later. Note that the coupling at the boundary
between velocity and shell is not contained in the definition of 2. This is a feature which one only gains
via the fixed point and not before. Let

F:9—-B(2)
with
F:(v,§)— {(u, n) : (u,n) solves (5.30) with (v, &) and satisfies 5.31}.

Note that when we say (u,n) solves (5.30) with (v, ) this has to be understood in the sense that there
is a solution v to the Fokker-Planck equation (with data (v,&)) which satisfies the corresponding energy
inequality (existence of ¢ is guaranteed by Theorem [4.2). First of all, we note that the image of F is
nonempty due to Theorem Next, we have to check that F'(2) C 2. Given (v,§), we can solve the
Fokker-Planck equation with data (R2v,t9¢, TZ()) by means of Theorem In particular, we have

-~12
/ M|3[? dqdx < e(My, My, o)
Qrgs(t)XB

uniformly in ¢. This yields
/ / M|9|* dgdxdt < T*e(My, My, 0) < 1,
0 Q‘-Qg(t)xB

provided we choose T* small enough (depending on M; and M5 and ) and hence

/ / IRdivy T(Mv)|? dqdx dt < (o) / / IT(M)>dqdxdt < (o).  (5.33)
0 Q‘.gg(t)XB 0 Qrgg(t)XB
Now we use the a priori estimate from Theorem [5.4] to conclude

sup/ lul? dx+/ / |V ul? dxdo—l—sup/ (|8t77|2 + \V§n|2) dy
I* Qfg&(f) I* thg(t) I* w

S c(fagaK/(§)7ann07n17Q) S C(Ml)

independently of My and the size of I,. This implies that n € C*(I x w), by Sobolev embedding for some
a > 0, with Hélder norm independent of M7 and M;. We obtain

In(t, 2)| < In(t, x) = no(2)| + [no(x)| < c(Mi)(T™)* + [[noll o< (w)- (5.35)
Therefore, we find for T* small enough (but independent of v and &) such that

(5.34)

7l oo (1. xwy < M.
Hence we gain F(2) C 2 for an appropriate choice of My € R . Similarly, we obtain

1
P L ol
([ Wil @t)” < @ lallimvasion < o) il s <

for T* small enough using Sobolev’s embedding and (5.34)).

Next, since the problem is linear and the left-hand side of the energy inequality is convex, we find that

F(&,v) is a convex and closed subset of 2. Also, we obtain upper-semicontinuity of the set-valued

mapping. It remains to show that F(2) is relatively compact. Consider (1,,u,)nen C F(2). Then

there exists a corresponding sequence (&, vy, )nen C 9, such that (n,,u,) solves (5.30)), with respect to

(Vn,&n). The corresponding solution to the Fokker-Planck equation will be denoted by v, . Due to the
estimates above, we may choose subsequences such that

M =1 in o L(L, W (W), (5.36)

Oy =" O in L=(I, L*(w))), (5.37)

N —n in LI, W*%(w)), (5.38)

u, =" u in L(L; L (Qeeer); R?)), (5.39)

Vi, =" Vyeu in L (L L (Qeeg ) R*?)), (5.40)
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Rediv T(Mt,) — RedivyT(M) in  L*(L X Qeoe(r); R?), (5.41)

where we also used linearity of T. The compactness of 1,, in C(I, x w) follows immediately by Arcela-
Ascoli’s theorem, since we know that 7, is uniformly Holder continuous. Compactness in LP(I,; W4P(w))
then follows from Aubin-Lions’ Lemma (recall and ) and interpolation. The proof of the
compactness of u, is much more sophisticated. Fortunately, we can follow [32] Proposition 3.34] which
is based on the compactness arguments [32], Section 3.1]. The only difference is that we have a sequence
of forcing terms f + Rediv,T(M @n) But the term coming from the extra stress is bounded in L? due to
(5.33) so the argument remains unchanged and we conclude. Note also that we can extend u, and u by
zero to the whole space and gain

(R3;R3)). (5.42)

Finally, we find for all k,1 € N that [|0}V*t2&, || (1. xw) < c(k, k,1). Hence, there is a subsequence (not
relabelled) such that

u, - u in L2(I*,L

divy

26, =2 in C*(I, xw). (5.43)

The proof of the compactness is complete and the existence of a fixed point follows by Theorem [5.5

Finally, we add (5.31) and (5.32) (with (£,v) = (n,u)) to obtain the energy inequality (5.16) which
completes the proof of Theorem Note that with £ = 1 we can rewrite

[ @r0mar = [ uc.omar = [ LK de = Kno) - Ko

6. THE LIMIT o — 0
We consider a sequence of smooth functions (15,77, ug) such that
ng = mo in W*?(w), nf - m in L*(w), Vend =0 in W*w), u§ »ue in L*R?), (6.1)

as o — 0. Here ug has been extended by zero to the whole space and ug is smooth and divergence-
free approximation which satisfies tree, ug = nv(ng), cf. [32, Sec. 3.2]. For a fixed ¢ > 0, we apply
Theorem to obtain a sequence of solutions (u?, 159, 7?) to the regularized problem f with
data (f, 9,78 , %0, Wo, n{). The forthcoming effort is to pass with ¢ — 0 which will prove Theorem
We split this prove into two subsections. In the first part, we establish uniform a priori estimates. In
particular, we prove fractional differentiability of the shell which eventually allows to pass to the limit in
the nonlinear term K (n?). Finally, we have to pass to the limit in the nonlinear terms in the momentum
equations as well as the Fokker—Planck equations. In the case of fixed domains, this is done by classical
compactness tools like the classical Aubin-Lions lemma. While one can still use the equations to gain
information on the time-regularity of u¢ and 129 , the analysis is significantly more involved.

6.1. A priori estimate. Using (5.16|) and applying Young’s inequality, we obtain

Qeene () Qegne (o)

t
+ K(n(t) + ||Eg(tv')||%°°(ﬂrgne<t>) +5/ / [VxE°[? dxdo+k/ M F(4°(t)) dgdx
Qeene(o) Qeene) X B
t ~ kA ~|2
+4k5// M‘vx\/we dquda+—°// M’V e
Qeone (o)X B Qeone(o) X B

5/9 |110|2dx+/ InfI* dy + K(nf) +Q/ Vyngl? dy + I1Zgl17~ o, ")

t t
+k/ M F (o) +/ / |f|2dxdo/ /|g|2dydo
thnng 0 thng(g> 0 w

Vet axdo + [ (o @F dy + o [ V50 dy
w w

dgdxdo
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for all ¢ € I where the right-hand side is uniformly bounded due to ) and - Passing to a
non-relabelled subsequence, we conclude

n—*n in L(I, W22 (w)), (
Ome —* 8 in L(I,L*(w))), (
0n? =0 in LOO(LW5’2(W))7 (

u? —~*"u in L2(1; L (Qeene(r): R?)), (
Viu? ="V,u in L3(I; LQ(Qt@ng(t);Rgxg))’ (

2012 in LI X Qrenerr)), (
2¢ =12 in L2(LWH(Qeegeqry))s (

7:/1\9 = 12; in L= (I§L1 (Qtﬁ’n@(tﬁL}W(B)))’ (6

\ e J\F in L*(I; L2 (Qeene(ry; Wap (B))), (6.11)
\/ g_m\f in L*(I D”(thng(t),LM( ). (6.12)

for some limit functions (u zp, )and E = || g M ¢ dq. From we obtain in particular

A
© 0 N o s W

[

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
10)

’H‘(szg) N T(Mw) in L*(I x Qreng(t);m?’“). (6.13)

In the following we are going to prove that

AR (6.14)

is uniformly bounded for some s > 0. This will be achieved by using an appropriate test-function in
the shell equation. As the shell equation is coupled with the fluid equation, we need a suitable test-
function for the fluid equation as well. As shown in [43, Sec. 3], for a given n € L= (I; WH?%(w)) with
101l Lo (1xw) < € < L, there are linear operators

Hy i LNw) = R, Fy: {€ € LNLWH (W) 0 H,(€) = 0} — LN Way (S UQ)),
such that the tuple (%, (& — J7,(€)), & — J,(€)) satisfies
Fal€ = Hn(€)) € L (13 L*(2)) 0 L2 (1 Wi?, (@),
€ — Hy(€) € Lo(I; W2 (w)) N W (5 L (w)),
try (Fn(§ — An(8)) = & — Ay(8),
provided we have n € L (I; W22 (w)) N Wh°°(I; L?(w)). In particular, we have the estimates

70 (& — Hn(EDlLawrvs,un)) S NllLawrew)) + 1EVxnllLar.Le(w)), (6.15)
10:(Fn (& — A (D Lacr;pe(s,u)) S 10€llLa(r;now)) + 1€0en || La(r;pe @) (6.16)
for any ¢ € [1,00] and p € (1,00) as proved in [43] Prop. 3.3]. We now use the test-function
(0% 02) = (Fpe (AL ARNE — Ao (AL, A509)), AL, Aj® — Hpe (AL, A509))

in equation (5.15)). Here A"v(y) = h=*(v(y+he,) —v(y)) is the fractional difference quotient in direction
e, for a € {1,2}. We obtain

/I(<K'(?79), ¢°) + o(L'(n%), ¢%)) dy dt

= // (02 9pp? + F(R? - V)u? - p? — 1(R%u? - Vy)? - u? — pVyu? : Vi + f - ) dx dt
cene(t)

_/(i(/ uQ.SOQdX—F/athQ‘)Qdy) dt_|_// (6t7798t¢g+g¢g)dydt (617)
I Qeope(r w 1Jw
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+// 10im° 0yxn® ¢ dx dt — // ']I‘(Mzzg) : VxR dx dt
IJw I thng(t)

= (e + (II)°+ (III)°+ (IV)? 4 (V)°.
Since n¢ € L>®(I, W*2(w)) uniformly, due to [43, Lemma 4.5], we have

/ 1A V2ne|[2, dE S 1+ / (K (1), %) dt <1+ / (K" (%)) + o(C' (%), 6°)) dt

1

for every h > 0 and s € (0, %) so that our task consists of establishing uniform estimates for the terms
(I)e,...,(V)e. Asin [3, Sec. 4.2], we obtain the required bounds for (I)?,(I1)? and (I11)?. A key
ingredient in these estimates is the observation that

ome € L*(I,W*2(w))) (6.18)

for all s € (0, 3) by the use of and the trace theorem, cf. Lemma In fact, we can transfer the
regularlty from u® to 9;n? by means of the boundary condition trgeye ug Omevy(n?). Using (6.3) and

, we obtain
(IV)e < N0m? || oo (1:22 (w)) 106808 Loo (1522 () 98] Low (1525 ()
S HatUQH%oo(z-L%w))HAS hAfﬂ?QHLw LWLp(w))
S el Lo (rswivzsnwy) S Il w22y < ¢

for any s < 3. Here, we have chosen p € (2, 1] such that the Sobolev embeddings W'?(w) < L*(w) and
W22(w) — W1+2S’p( ) holds. We are left with the term (V)@ for the mesoscopic coupling. We obtain

(V)Q < ||T(ng)“L2(IXQthQ(t))Hv RQSDQHLZ(IXQreng(t))
SIAZ AR 2wz w)) + (AL, AR Vxn® | L2 (1,22 (w))
Sl poe (wr+2s.2wyy + (102 oo (w28 () 1M Loo (w14 ()

using (6.13) and (6.17)). Using (6.3), the right-hand side is clearly bounded for all s < 1. Combining all
the previous estimates and passing with A — 0 yields (6.14)).

6.2. Compactness. To show compactness of the velocity, we are going to apply the method from [32].

We aim to prove
// |u9|2dxdt—|—// |0im?|* dy dt
IJ Qe

(6.19)
—>// |u|2dxdt+//|8m\2dydt
n(t)
which will be a consequence of
// unoﬂtgng(amg)dxdtJr//|8tn9|2dydt
I QrQT,Q(f) IJw (620)
—>// 8m)dxdt+//|8m\2dydt
)
and
// (u® — Frone(0in?)) dxdt—>// Fn(0emy)) dx dt. (6.21)
Qeoner) 210!

In order to prove (6.20), we take the test-function (b, Frene(b — Hrene(b))) with b € W5?(w) and
16l ws2) < 1. It satisﬁes for all ¢ < oo,

Hat(ytgng(bi ‘%/tgﬂg (b))||L°°(I;L2(th,,e(t))) § c

(6.22)
Hﬁtgﬂg (b - ‘){’/tgng (b))||L°°(1;W1*Q(th,,e(t))) S c
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due to (6.15) and (6.16) in combination with (6.3) and (6.4). We consider the functions
Cho(t) = / u? - Frope(b — Hrone (b)) dx + / on? bdy,
Qeener) w

cb(t):/Q u~§n(b—%(b))dx+/8mbdy,

n(t)

and aim to show

[es, @HcO-l/x’(T) Sl (6.23)
for some y > 1 uniformly in b and ,Q ThlS follows by inserting I t)ﬁtgng (b— Hrene(b)) as a test-function

in (5.15)) provided all terms in in ) have integrability . ThlS is indeed the case as a consequence of
(6.3)—(6.13). Applying Arcela—Ascoh S theorem we can assume that ¢ , converges (for a fixed b) uniformly

in I, at least for a subsequence. Together with (6.23)), this implies uniform convergence of the function

ter sup (ebg, () = cp(t),
Hb”wS 2(w)<1

for a subsequence (9, )nen, cf. [32, pages 229, 230] for more details. In particular, we obtain

/I sup (Cb,0, (1) — cp(t)) dt — 0 (6.24)

||bHW5,2(u)S1
as n — o0o. By interpolation, we have

/ Sup (cb79n (t) - Cb(t)) dt S 6‘/ (”ugn ||%/V112(t9nn9n) + ||u||W1*2(1‘9"7]971))
I ”b”L?(w)Sl I

: / (102" o0 + 10ell o2

+ ¢ /I sup (cb,gn (t) — cb(t)) dt

10llws.2 (o) <1

for all e > 0 and all s € (0,1/2). Consequently, we obtain

/I sup (b0, (t) — cu(t)) dt — 0 (6.25)

1bll2 0y <1
as n — oo on account of (6.7), (6.14) and (6.24). Finally, by (6.4)) and (6.25) we have
/ (comm gu (1) — Comen (£)) dt =50
I

as n — oo which implies (6.20). For the convergence in (6.21]), one uses the fact that the function
u?" — Fronnen (On°) is zero on 0enyen by construction. Hence (6.21) is not affected by the shell
equation and can be proved as in [32] pages 213, 232]. We conclude that (6.19) holds and obtain

ner —n in  LA(I,W?*%(w)),

u? —7uin L2(I; L (Qeen yen (1) R?)),
by convexity of the L2-norm. This is enough to pass to the limit in the nonlinearities of the fluid-structure

system. Note that with the above and (6 we also obtain compactness in L2(I, W?P(w)) for some p > 2
and recall from Section u that the energy K is continuous on W?2P(w).

In order to complete the proof of Theorem [2 . we have to pass to the limit in the term MVXU_Q"’(/JQ”
appearing in the Fokker—Planck equation. For this purpose we have to prove compactness of z/JQ". For
this, we first note that (6.3)) and (6.4)) imply
n —n in C*(I xw) (6.26)
as n — oo for some a € (0,1). Therefore, by using
Htgn non

w) < ||tgn (nQn -

_’7||Ca(7x 77)“0@(&@ + Htgnn_”HCa(wa)’
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we also get that

s —n in C(I x w) (6.27)
as n — oco. Next, similarly to (4.42)), we obtain from (6.2)) the bound
0 [ Xy MO Infe + 0) dqdx S 1 (6.29)
tel JR3x B

which holds uniformly in n € N and thus, 129" is equi-integrable. Similarly to (4.43)), we obtain
XSeonpon 02" = X0, % ae. in I xR®xB. (6.29)

for a possible subsequence. If we now combine (6.29) with (6.28)), then we can conclude from Vitali’s
convergence theorem that

e =1 in LI X Qeenyen (1y; L (B))
and because of , we obtain by interpolation,
e =M in LT X Qegyyen (1y; L (B))  forall g € [1,00) (6.30)
and hence
Vau2 0 <"V ug in LI X Qeenpen (1); Ly (B R¥3))
due to (6.7). The proof of Theorem [2.6]is complete.
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