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ON A FLUID-STRUCTURE INTERACTION PROBLEM FOR
PLAQUE GROWTH

HELMUT ABELS AND YADONG LIU

ABSTRACT. We study a free-boundary fluid-structure interaction problem with
growth, which arises from the plaque formation in blood vessels. The fluid is de-
scribed by the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation, while the structure is consid-
ered as a viscoelastic incompressible neo-Hookean material. Moreover, the growth
due to the biochemical process is taken into account. Applying the maximal regular-
ity theory to a linearization of the equations, along with a deformation mapping, we
prove the well-posedness of the full nonlinear problem via the contraction mapping
principle.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The free-boundary fluid-structure interaction model. In this paper, we
consider a free-boundary fluid-structure interaction problem with growth, which is
used to describe the plaque formation in a human artery. The blood is assumed to
be the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation and the artery is modeled by an elastic
equation with viscosity. Based on [46], where the model was proposed and simulated
in a cylindrical domain, we analyze such problem in a bounded domain Q! =C R",
n > 2. See Figure 1. Here, Q' = Q% UQLUT", where Q' is divided by the interface I
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FIGURE 1. Domain of the problem.

into two disjoint parts, fluid domain Q% and solid domain Q. I', denotes the outer
boundary of 2, which is also a free boundary.
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Before giving a precise description of the model, we introduce the setting of La-
grangian coordinate. For convenience, we define the moving domain at initial time
t=0asQ=Q,UQ,UT, where Qy = Q(}, O, = Q% and I’ = I'°. From the viewpoint
of material deformation (see e.g. [14, 23]), we set the so-called reference configuration
at t = 0 and the deformed configuration at time . Moreover, we denote the spatial
variable at ¢ = 0 by the Lagrangian variable X, resp., by the Eulerian variable = the
spatial variable at ¢. The velocities of deformations are ©(X,¢) and v(z,t) respec-
tively. In the sequel, without special statement, the quantities or operators with a
hat “” will indicate those in Lagrangian reference configuration. To formulate the
model, we define the deformation as (See Figure 2)

@ : Q— Q,
with

t
:E:go(X,t):XJr/ o(X,7)dr, VX €Q,
0

and z|,_, = ¢(X,0) = X.

YO « (3)

Q Q!
FI1GURE 2. Deformation ¢ mapping from Q into €.

Subsequently, we denote by F the deformation gradient

F =

¢
a—ch(X, t)=Vp(X,t) = H+/ Vo(X,7)dr, VX eQ, (1.1)
0

with initial deformation F = [ and by J = det F its determinant. Conversely, we
t=0

have the inverse deformation gradient by F = F~'. In the following, quantities in
fluid and structure domain will be distinguished by subscript “f” and “s” respectively,
quantities without subscript are defined both in fluid and structure domain.

Now, we are in the position to describe the whole system. For a finite time 7" > 0,
0 <t < T, we model the motion of the fluid by the classical incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations, which is

Pf (8t +’Uf : V) Vy = diVO’f(’Uf,ﬂ'f)} . "
in €Y%,

diV’Uf =0 (12)

where p; is the known constant fluid density. of(vs, ;) = =71+ v4(Vvs + V' vy)
denotes the Cauchy stress tensor, 7 is the unknown fluid pressure and vy represents
the fluid viscosity.

The equations for the solid are written as:

ps (O + vs - V) vs = div os(vs, )
} in Q)

O+ v V) ps + py dive, = f7 (1.3)
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where p; is the solid density. o5 = o¢ + o¢ is the stress tensor of the solid where
ot = —m I+ p, ((F)(FE T - 1),
ol =v, (O F, " +0,F, ") F,,

s is the unknown solid pressure. Moreover, s denotes the Lamé coefficient and v
represents the solid viscosity, which are all positive constant. The first equation is
the balance equation of linear momentum. o¢ is given by the constitutive relation of
an incompressible Neo-Hookean material, which is hyperelastic, isotropic and incom-
pressible. This relationship was widely used to describe blood vessel wall by many
investigators, see e.g. [44, 46]. The tensor F¢ is the inverse elastic deformation gra-
dient under the assumption of growth and will be assigned later in Section 1.3. We
consider not only the elastic stress o¢, but also the viscoelastic stress o, which could
be deduced by linearizing the Kelvin-Voigt stress tensor, see Mielke and Roubicek
[35]. The second equation of (1.3) is due to the mass balance, where f9 is called
growth function and represents the rate of mass growth per unit volume due to the
formation of plaque, see e.g. [7, 27, 46].

Remark 1.1. For short time existence, the Kelvin-Voigt viscous stress oy we intro-
duced brings the parabolicity to the solid equation, which dominates the reqularity of
solutions. Moreover, after linearization one obtains a two-phase Stokes type problem,
which ensures us to get the solvabilities and regularities of fluid and solid velocities
by mazimal reqularity theory. In a recent work [9], a similar stress tensor of solid
part was also considered to investigate weak solutions of the interaction between an
incompressible fluid and an incompressible immersed viscous-hyperelastic solid struc-
ture.

Remark 1.2. In [46, 44], some numerical simulations are carried out by considering
that s depends on the concentration of some chemical species, and hence varies from
healthy vessel to plaque area. In the case of viscoelasticity, vy may also vary over the
solid domain. However, to simplify the model for the analysis, we assume that these
coefficients are constant over the solid domain.

The interaction between the fluid and solid is modeled by transmission conditions
on the interface I'*, which consists of the continuity of velocity and the balance of
normal stresses:

[v] =0, onTI", (1.4)
[e]nr: =0, onI", (1.5)

where n: stands for the outer unit normal vertor on I'* pointing from € to Q. For
a quantity f, [f] denotes the jump defined on Q% and €2} across I'*, namely,

[£](x) = lim f( + Onpe(2)) = f(x — Onpi(2)), Yo €T

Moreover, to ensure the compatibility with growth and incompressibility, the bound-
ary condition on I} is assumed to be the so-called “stress-free” boundary condition:
o,nre =0, onTY, (1.6)

where nr: is the unit outer normal vector on I, = 9.

Remark 1.3. The “stress-free” boundary condition (1.6) is set due to physical re-
ality. Since we consider the growth of solid part and both fluid and solid part are
incompressible, we can not impose some types of boundary conditions. For example,
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the clamped condition vy = 0 on T (correspondingly, v, = Ou, = 0 on T), will
destroy the property of incompressibility.

Remark 1.4. In this work, the fluid part is supposed to be surrounded by the solid
part. In fact, if the solid is immersed in fluid domain, there will be no essential
difference in our framework of analysis. Specifically, the outer boundary will still be
a Neumann-type boundary, which is a “do-nothing” outer boundary for fluid.

The initial values for velocities are prescribed as
vy(x,0) = 'v?c, vy(x,0) =2, in Q°. (1.7)

S

1.2. Biochemical processes. The formation of plaque is usually due to biochemical
processes in the blood flow and vessel wall. Following the descriptions in [46, 47], we
introduce the dynamics of monocytes in the blood flow and dynamics of macrophages
and foam cells in the vessel wall, of which the concentrations are denoted by cy, cs,
ci, respectively. Convection and diffusion happen during these biochemical processes,
so the motion of monocytes in the blood is given by the transport-diffusion equation

ath + div (Cf’Uf) — DfACf = O, in Qjc, (18)

where Dy > 0 is the diffusion coefficient in the blood, which is assumed to be a
constant since the fluid is incompressible and homogeneous. Analogously, the motion
of macrophages in the vessel wall is described by

Oics + div (cyvs) — DsAcy = — 7, in QF, (1.9)

S

where D, > 0 is the diffusion coefficient in the vessel wall. To simplify the model,
we assume that the solid is a homogeneous material, and thus Dy is a constant. We
mention that vessel wall could be inhomogeneous, which represents different diffusion
rate in healthy and diseased vessel, see e.g. [46]. fI is the reaction function, modeling
the rate of transformation from macrophages into foam cells. Furthermore, since foam
cells do not diffuse inside the solid material, they are accumulated only due to the
convection with v, and the transformation from macrophages, which results in the
equation of foam cells
oict + div (civg) = fI, in QL. (1.10)
The reaction term f! is supposed to depend on the concentration of macrophages c;
linearly, namely,
fI'=Bc,, in QL (1.11)
where § > 0 is assumed to be a constant. In reality, it is more complicated and
may depend on the concentration of other chemical species. We just assume a linear
relation for the sake of analysis. Then, we give another linear dependence of f9,
which is
fé? = ’Yfg =Pcs, in in (112)
with a positive constant 7. (1.12) indicates the plaque growth as mentioned in (1.3),
resulting from the accumulation of foam cells.
To close the system, we still need to model the penetration of monocytes from the
blood into the vessel wall, for which the transmission conditions are given on I'* by
the jump condition

[DVc] - nre =0, onl", (1.13)
C[e] — DsVes -npe =0, on T, (1.14)

where ¢ denotes the permeability of the interface I'* with respect to the monocytes,
which should depend on the hemodynamical stress o - nr:, however, is supposed to
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be a constant for simplicity. Moreover, the condition on the outer boundary T is
given by

Dy\Ves-mre =0, onlt. (1.15)
At initial state, the vessel is supposed to be healthy. Hence, there is no foam cell in
vessel, i.e.,

ci(z,0) =0, in Q. (1.16)
The initial values for concentrations of monocytes and macrophages are given by
cf(z,0) = c?f, cs(z,0) =, in Q°. (1.17)

1.3. Description of growth. Now, we give the description of growth. Normally,
prescribing the rate of growth function f? is not enough to capture the full effect of
the tissue growth. Specifically, the real deformation and corresponding deformation
gradient F, are induced by both growth and mechanics. Hence, the deformation
gradient F, is not enough to capture all responses in the system, for example the
deformation gradient in o¢. Thus, simply transforming the system to Lagrangian
coordinates, such as in [16], we can not solve the whole fluid-structure interaction
problem with growth.

As in [46], Yang et al. took the idea of deformation gradient decomposition based
on the theory of multiple natural configurations. In this formulation, one needs
a new configuration, which is usually called natural configuration, so that one can
decompose the whole process into a pure growth and a pure elastic one, see Figure 3.
For more details, readers are referred to [7, 27, 39, 46, 47]. In this article, we assume

O

F1GURE 3. Decomposition of deformation gradient.

the decomposition of the deformation gradient F, as
F,=F°F9, inQ,,
where 13‘3;‘7 is the so-called growth tensor and 13’; represents the purely elastic tensor.
The associated determinants are
JI=det F¥, J¢=detF¢, in
respectively. Then
Jg = J2JS.

Growth may happen in different ways. In applications, two assumptions were

most commonly applied: constant-density, which stands for adding new material
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with the same density; constant-volume, by which the total mass is added and density
varies. Since constant-density growth is usually coupled with the assumption of an
incompressible tissue, see e.g. [27, 39], we take this kind of growth into consideration
in this work. Then the second equation of (1.3) reads as

psdivo, = f9.
Moreover, we assume that plaques grows isotropically:
F9 =g, inQ,,
where g = g(X,t) is the metric of growth, a scalar function depending on the con-
centration of macrophages. Hence,

A 1.4 A
Fe=-F, Ji=¢"

S ~
where n is the dimension of space. As [7] mentioned, § describes the deformation
state of the material, either growing or resorbing, as

0 < g < 1 = resorption,
g > 1 = growth.

From [7, 27, 46], under the assumption of constant-density growth, we deduce that

05=25¢45 ina. (1.18)
This equation shows the specific dependence on ¢ of g. At initial state, gl is supposed
to be the identity, i.e.,

9(X,0) =1, in Q,

without growth or resorption of the material.

1.4. Literature. During last decades, fluid-structure interaction problems attracted
much attention from mathematicians due to its strong applications in various areas,
e.g., biomechanics, blood flow dynamics, aeroelasticity and hydroelasticity. Studies
can be divided into two types depending on the dimensions of the fluid and the solid.
They are for example 3d-3d coupled and 3d-2d coupled systems, where the solid is
contained in the fluid and one part of fluid’s boundary respectively.

In the case of 3d-3d model, which is exactly our consideration, let us recall some
existence results of strong solutions. Well-posedness of such model was firstly estab-
lished by Coutand and Shkoller [15], where they investigated the interaction problem
between the Navier-Stokes equation and a linear Kirchhoff elastic material. The
results were extended to the quasilinear elastodynamics case by them, where they
regularized the hyperbolic elastic equation by a particular parabolic artificial viscos-
ity and then obtained the existence of strong solutions together with the a priori
estimates in [16]. Thereafter, Ignatova, Kukavica, Lasiecka and Tuffaha [24, 25| in-
vestigated the coupled system of incompressible Navier-Stokes equation and a wave
equation from different aspects. More specifically, In [24], static damping and velocity
internal damping were added in the wave equation and boundary friction was con-
sidered, by which exponential decay was obtained. Later, the boundary friction was
removed in [25] by introducing the tangential and time-tangential energy estimates.
The coupling of the Navier—-Stokes equations and the Lamé system was analyzed by
Kukavica and Tuffaha [28] with initial regularity (vo,&1) € H3(Qy) x H?(£2), while
Raymond and Vanninathan [38] further proved the existence and uniqueness of local
strong solutions with a weaker initial regularity (vo, &) € H¥*7(Qp) x H=(Q,),
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e > 0 arbitrarily small, with periodic boundary conditions. Lately, Boulakia, Guer-
rero and Takahashi [11] showed a similar result for the Navier—Stokes-Lamé system
in a smooth domain with reduced demand of the initial regularity.

There are also other variants of free-boundary fluid-structure interactions models.
For compressible fluid coupled with elastic bodies, we refer to [10], where Boulakia
and Guerrero addressed the local in time existence and the uniqueness of regular
solutions with the initial data (po, uo, wo, w1) € H3(Q) x HA(Qf) x H3(Q) x H(y).
This results was later improved by Kukavica and Tuffaha [29] with a weaker initial
regularity (po, uo, w1) € H3(Qy) x H3247(Qy) x H3/27(Qy), 7 > 0. More recently,
Shen, Wang and Yang [40] consider the magnetohydrodynamics (MHD)-structure
interaction system, where the fluid is described by the incompressible viscous non-
resistive MHD equation and the structure is modeled by the wave equation with
superconductor material. They solved the existence of local strong solutions with
penalization and regularization techniques.

For the 3d-2d/2d-1d systems where where the structure is seen as one part of
the fluid’s boundary, we just mention several works on the existence and unique-
ness of strong solutions to be concise. The mostly investigated case is the fluid-
beam /plate systems where the beam/plate equation was imposed with different me-
chanical mechanism (rigidity, stretching, friction, rotation, etc.), readers are refer to
8, 17, 21, 22, 30, 31, 34, 36] and references therein. Moreover, the fluid-structure
interaction problems with nonlinear shells were studied in [12, 13, 33]. It has to be
mentioned that in the recent works [17, 34], a maximal regularity framework, which
requires lower initial regularity and less compatibility conditions compared to the
energy method, was employed.

1.5. Mathematical strategy and features. The new difficulties arise from the
plaque formation in the blood vessels, along with the interaction between the fluid
and the solid separated by a free interface, the reaction and the diffusion of different
cells and the growth of the vessel wall. Numerical computations were carried out
in recent years [20, 46, 47] to simulate the plaque formation and test the effects
of different parameters. To our best knowledge, this is the first work concerning
the existence of the strong solutions to the fluid-structure interaction problems with
growth. Unlike most of the literature above, which are associated with Hilbert spaces
(L*-setting) and energy methods, we establish our local strong solutions under the
framework of maximal L?-regularity for more general dimension. The method is based
on the Banach fixed-point theorem, for which we rewrite the free boundary problem
established with Eulerian coordinates in Lagrangian reference configuration, linearize
the system at the initial configuration, construct a contraction mapping in a fixed
ball and show the local existence and uniqueness of strong solutions. Throughout the
proof, we point out the following features.

i) We adapt the maximal L9-regularity theory to solve our problem. Hence,
there will be no “regularity loss” from initial data to the solution spaces and
only few compatibility conditions are needed.

ii) The growth is considered to be of the constant-density type. Then under the
assumption of isotropy, the growth will be indicated by the metric function
g. An ordinary differential equation of g provides the regularity of § needed
for the solid velocity and the concentration of macrophages.

iii) The Kelvin-Voigt viscous stress o? we introduced brings the parabolicity to
the solid equation. For the linearization, we can use a two-phase Stokes type
problem for the fluid-structure interaction problem. This makes sure that
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we can get the solvabilities and regularities of fluid and solid velocities by
maximal regularity theory.

iv) The transformed two-phase Stokes problem is endowed with a stress free
(Neumann-type) outer boundary condition due to Remark 1.3. One of our
aims is to obtain the solvability of such system. To this end, reduction and
truncation arguments are applied. More specifically, we firstly reduce the
inhomogeneous linear system to a source and initial value homogeneous prob-
lem (except the boundary terms), in order to obtain the pressure regularities.
Then by choosing a cutoff function (see (3.13)) which is supported in a subset
UCQand i imposing an artificial vanishing Dirichlet boundary on I'y = 39
one obtains the solvability of the linear system since the two-phase Stokes
problem with Dirichlet boundary is solved in Appendix A.1.

1.6. Outline of the paper. In Section 2 we briefly introduce some notations and
function spaces along with several preliminary results. Transformation from the de-
formed configuration to the reference one is shown in the last subsection, as well as
the main theorem for the transformed system. Section 3 is devoted to the analysis
of the underlying linear problems, where three separated parts of analysis are pro-
ceeded. The main results of this section are the maximal Li-regularities for these
linear problems. The first one is the two-phase Stokes problems with Neumann
boundary condition, to which reduction and truncation (localization) arguments are
applied. The second problem consists of two reaction-diffusion systems with Neu-
mann boundary condition due to the decoupling of the transmission problem, while
the last one is an ordinary differential equations for growth and foam cells. In Section
4, we firstly give some estimates related to the deformation gradient, which are of
much importance when proving that the constructed nonlinear terms are well-defined
and endowed with the property of contraction in the next subsection. Then the full
nonlinear system is shown to be well-posed locally in time via Banach fixed-point
theorem. Moreover, the cell concentrations are showed to be always nonnegative,
provided that the initial data is nonnegative. Additionally, we introduce some max-
imal L%-regularity results of several linear systems in Appendix A and establish a
uniform extension of the Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces in Appendix B.

2. GENERAL SETTINGS AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Mathematical notations. For matrices A, B € R™" let A : B = tr(B"A)

and corresponding induced modulus of A as |A| = VA: A. The set of invertible
matrices in R™™ is GL(n,R). For a differentiable A : R, — GL(n,R), we have two
useful formulas as

d d

—det A = A1 —A A 2.1
p” det tr < o ) det (2.1)
d d

— A=A Al AL 2.2
dt <dt ) (2.2)

which can be found in [19, 23]. Furthermore, for a vector function w and a tensor
matrix T, we give an identity which will be used later (see e.g. [23, (3.20)]):

div(T'u) =T :Vu+u-divT. (2.3)

For metric spaces X, Bx(0,r) represents the open ball with radius » > 0 around
x € X. For normed spaces X,Y over K = R or C, the set of bounded, linear operators
T:X — Y is denoted by £(X,Y) and in particular, £(X) = L(X, X).
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As usual, the letter C' in the paper represents generic positive constant which may
change its value from line to line or even in the same line, unless we give a special
declaration.

2.2. Function spaces. If M C R¢, d € N, is measurable, LI(M), 1 < ¢ < oo
denotes the usual Lebesgue space and ||| its norm, as well as the mean value
zero Lebesgue space

syon = {reon: [ rau=of,

with |M| < oco. Moreover, LI(M; X) denotes its vector-valued variant of strongly
measurable g-integrable functions/essentially bounded functions, where X is a Ba-
nach space. If M = (a,b), we write for simplicity L%(a,b) and L9(a,b; X). By simple
computation, we have

1
17N oapy < la =0« [1F 1l oo apy - (2.4)

Let Q2 € R™ be a open and nonempty domain, W;"(2) denotes the usual Sobolev
space with m € N and L?(Q2) = W2 (Q). Moreover, we set

Wi (@)

W) = Cg=() 7, W™ (Q) == [Welo ()],
00 () = WM () N L) (), W, () := W5 ()],

where ¢’ is the conjugate exponent to ¢ satisfying é + i =1.
For k, k' € N with k£ < k’, we consider the standard definition of the Besov spaces
by real interpolation of Sobolev spaces (see Lunardi [32])

B3, (@) = (W@, Wy (@), |
where s = (1 — 0)k + 0k, 6 € (0,1). In the special case ¢ = p, we also have
Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces

WE(Q) = B: () = (W;(Q), Wj’m))

b
0,q

which is endowed with norm |||l ) = Il e + [']Ws(ﬂ), where
q q

m%(m:/Q/Q(\f(r;)_—jgy)\)qudid;'n.

The multiplication property of such space is given in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.1 (Multiplication). Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain. For f,g €
W;(Q) and sq > n with s > 0, we have the multiplication property, which is

||f9||W;(Q) < M, ||f||W;(Q) ||9||W;(Q) )
where M, is a constant depending on q.

Proof. For the case s € N, we refer to [45, Theorem 1]. For the other cases, since
Wy = B; , for every s € R{\N, then [26, Theorem 6.6] implies this. O

Next, for an interval I C R and a Banach space X, we recall the definition of
vector-valued Sobolev-Slobodeckij space as

Wall; X) = {f € LX) ¢ 1 gy < 00
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whose the norm is |[- st 1x) = oy + [ ]Ws([ x) With

o= [ (PG5

Then we define OWq(O, T;X) with 0 < T < oo to be a vector-valued space having a
vanishing trace at ¢t = 0, i.e.,

oWE(0,T; X) == {ue W0, T; X) : ul,_y=0}.

In addition, we introduce one embedding result from Simon [43, Corollary 17].
Lemma 2.2. Suppose 0 <r<s<1landl<p<oo. Then

Wi X) — W/ (I; X)
and, for all f € W;(I; X),

1™ [Flws x) for bounded I,

4
[f]WqS(I;X) + ” ”fHLq([;X) for all I.

For r, s > 0, the anisotropic Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces W >* is defined as

w0 <

Wrs(Q x I) == LT (I; W7 () nWg (I; L)) . (2.5)

Based on the trace method interpolation at time zero [37, Section 3.4.6] and [6, Chap-
ter 111, Theorem 4.10.2], we give some useful embeddings, which will be employed
later.

Lemma 2.3. Let Xy, Xy be two Banach spaces and X; — Xo. Define Xp =
L0, T; X1) N W, (0,T; Xo) for all1 < g < oo and 0 <T < oo, then

Xr = C([0,T]; X5),

where
X’y = (X07X1)1_%7q = {U|t:0 U € XT}

15 the trace space. Moreover, if Xr is endowed with the norm
||u||XT = ||u||Lq(o,T;X1) + ||U||qu([o,T};Xo) + ||u|1t:o||x7 5
then there is some C > 0 independent of T such that for T € [0,00) and u € Xr,

HuHC(O,T;XW) <C ”U”XT :

In particular, if Q@ C R™, n > 2, is a bounded domain, n < q < oo, and if

2

X, = W2(Q), Xo = LU(Q), then X, =W, *(Q) and
W2 Q x (0,T)) = C([0, TJ; W, *(9) = C(0,T); W, (), (2.6)
together with

||U||C(0T} Wl(Q)) (||u||W21(Q><((]T + ||Uo||qu %),

|u — 'UHC([O,T};W(}(Q)) <Cllu-— 'UHWQQ’I(QX(O,T)) ’
Jor u,v € qu(Q X (0,T)) with ul,_y = v[,—y = uo.
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Lemma 2.4. Let X be a compact sufficiently smooth hypersurface. For 1 < q < oo,
% <a<1land0<T < oo, define Xp := LU0, T; W2*(X)) " W(0,T; LI(X)), then
Xp = C (0.7 X,),

where ,

20—
X, =Aul_y vueXp} =W, ().
Moreover, if Xt is endowed with the norm
HUHXT = HUHLQ(O,T;Xl) + HuHan(O,T;XO) + ”u‘tonX7 )
then there is some C' > 0 independent of T' such that for all w € X,

||u||C([O,T];X.Y) <C ||u||XT :

2.3. An equivalent system in Lagrangian reference configuration. In this
section, we transform the free-boundary fluid-structure problem with growth from
deformed configuration (Eulerian) to a fixed reference configuration (Lagrangian)
and state the main result. For quantities in different configurations, we define

v(X,t) =v(z,t), 71(X,t) =n(z,t), 6(X,t) =0o(x,t),
ﬁ(Xv t) = p(l‘,t), ﬂ(Xa t) = [L(l‘,t), I)(X’ t) = l/(l‘,t),

for all x = (X,t), X € Q) and ¢ > 0. Then one can easily deduce the derivatives
between quantities in different configurations as

(2.7)

(X, t) = (0, +v(x,t) - V) u(z, t), (2.8)
Vo =F Vo, Vu=F'Va, (2.9)
divu = tr(Vu) = tr(F~'Va) = F~' : Va, (2.10)

where ¢/¢ is any scalar function in Q/Q and w/@ is any vector-valued function in

Q/ Q. From [14], we know that the Piola transform establishes a correspondence
between tensor field defined in deformed and reference configurations, which is

T(X,t) = J(X,)o(z, ) FT(X,t), forallz=p(X,t), X e, (2.11)

where T is the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor. Moreover, the following property
of the Piola transformation will be useful:

Lemma 2.5 ([14, Theorem 1.7-1]). For a stress tensor o(x,t) in the deformed con-
figuration ), and the corresponding first Piola—Kirchhoff stress tensor T'(X,t) in
reference configuration ), we have:

&R/T(X, t) = J(X,t)dive(z,t), foralz=p(X,t), X €,
T(X,t)nda = o(z, t)nda, for all z = p(X,t), X € Q.
For the fluid part, it follows from (2.1) that
ouly = tr (F10F) Jy = tx (B'Vo) Jy = dived; =0,
which implies
Jr=Jy t:O:det}Izl, in Q. (2.12)

For the solid part, since the deformation from natural configuration Q¢ to the de-
formed configuration Q% conserves mass, incompressibility yields J¢ = 1 and hence,

A A

i
Jo=J?=g", in Q,.
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Now combining formulas (1.18), (2.7)—(2.12) and Lemma 2.5, we rewrite the fluid-structure
interaction problem (1.2)—(1.17) in the reference configuration 2.

ﬁfﬁtf}f — div (a_fFf—T) =0
FyT:Viy=0p inQpx(0,7), (2.13)
Oty — Dydiv (B By TVer) =0,

~

psOys — J div (js&SF;T) -

F 1.V, — ﬁc =
o - in Q, x (0,7), (2.14)
e, — D,J div (JSFS‘lFS‘TVéS> + Bé, (1 v —c) =0
o — Best+ Lot =0, ag-Ceg—o0
S nps J

[6]=0, |oF | ac=0, |[DFFTVE| A =0
- onI'x (0,7), (2.15)
C[e] — DFE'F7 Ve, -np =0

6, F Thar, =0, DJF'F7'Veé,-np, =0 onD,x (0,7), (2.16)

S S
B,y =", &,_,=& inQ, (2.17)

0, §lg=1 iny, (2.18)

&limo

where the corresponding stress tensors are

Gp =+ iy (B Vo + Vo B 7)), 6= 6t + 6,

6¢ =~ + jis (FFT - ]1) S (
&0 = b, (%S + @Tﬁs) ET
For the maximal Li-regularity setting, we assume
0" € B Y1) n BAI0Q)r, &0 e BHITVD(Q),
that is,
o € Wi Qr n w2 = DL, & e WAV (Q) =: D2,

where we define 2 = Q FUQ,. Dy = D(} X DZ will be the initial space for velocities and
concentrations. Moreover, we introduce the compatibility conditions for ¢ > n + 2,
which were also used in e.g. Abels [1], Priiss and Simonett [37], Shibata and Shimizu
[41], Shimizu [42]:

dive’ =0, [ =0, [(7(Ve'+ V7o) ar) |

(a (%0 + @%0) ﬁps)

pum 0’
r (2.19)
=0,

T

T

and

(g [[ao]]—f)ﬁag-m)) —0, [{[ﬁ@oﬂ -m) —0, DNV fr,
r r
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where (-), denotes the tangential part on the surface, namely, (-), = (I —n ® n)-.
Besides this, we define the solution space for (0,7,¢, ¢, ) as Yp = Y2 x Y2 x Y3 x
Y} x Y, where

v = 10 (0.7:W@ nw @) nw; (0.150@)
—Lia-h

i freLq<0 T W@ )) [#] € W, 22T x (0,T))
Y2z =
T . 1-10-1) ’
7T|Fs € Wq ! ! (Ps X (OvT))
Yi = L1 (o,T; Wj(ﬁ)) nw, (0, T, LQ(Q)) ;
Vi =W, (0,T; W} (%)),
equipped with norms
||{7||Y1 = ||f)||Lq(0 TW2Q)NW,) ()" + Hf’”Wl(O T;L9(8)"
||7T||Y2 = ||7T||Lq(0TW1 )+ HHW]]H =gz 0- fll)( I'x(0,7))
* 7T‘FSHqu_%’%(l_%)(rsx(o,T))’
HéHYg = HéHLq(o,T;Wg(ﬁ)) T Hé”WJ(&T;LQ@)) ’
||é:||yz;% = ||é:||qu(0,T;Wq1(Qs)) ) ||g||y;é = ||g||qu<07T;qu(Qs)) :

Moreover, we set Y2 := Y} x Y2

Remark 2.1. These spaces are constructed from the problem and the maximal regu-
larity theory, endowed with the natural norms. In particular, [7] and 7| are deter-
maned by the regularities of the Neumann trace of v on I" and T respectwely Hence,
we add the norm of |[[7]l],, 1-1/2.0-1/9/2 0y (0.7)) and || 7|p, le Vaa=1ar2p oy

YZ2-norm correspondingly. One can easily verify that all spaces are Banach spaces.
Now the main theorem is given as follows.

Theorem 2.1 (Main theorem). Let ¢ > n + 2. Assume that T is a hypersurface of
class C3, (0°,¢%) € D, such that the compatibility conditions (2.19) and (2.20) hold,
then there is a posztwe To = To(||(0° AO)HD ) < oo such that there exists a unique
strong solution (U, m,¢, ¢, g) € Yq, to system (2.13)—(2.18). Moreover, ¢ > 0 and
e g>0,4f e >0.

Remark 2.2. In this work, the boundary of domain is supposed to be C3. We remark
here that if the boundary is not smooth enough, for example, C** Lipschitz domain,
it will encounter the contact line problems with a contact angle. As far as we know,

it is still an open problem. The authors considered the similar model with a ninety
degree contact angle in [3] recently.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 relies on the Banach fixed-point theorem. To this end,
we need to linearize the nonlinear system (2.13)—(2.18). Since we consider a nonzero
initial reference configuration, a standard perturbation method is applied to (2.13)—
(2.18), for which we rearrange the system at the initial deformation and move all
perturbed terms to the right-hand side, namely,

50,0 — divS(vs, 7)) = K
PIos Or i) = K|y QO x (0,7), (2.21)
diV@f:Gf
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P50y — divS (0, 7,) = K, + K9 = K,
— in Q, x (0,7,
divo, — ﬁés = G, ( )

[6] =0, [S(®,7)]Ar=H" onT x (0,7),

S(v,, 7 )np, = H> on T, x (0,T),

~ 0 B
V|,_, =0 inQ,

Qs — DyAéy = F} in Qf x (0,7),
Biés — DiNéy = F+ FI = F! inQ, x (0,7),

DyVép -y = D,Veé, - ar + F} = F}
D.Vé,-np = C[é] + F? =: F? }

A

D,\Vé,-np, =F> onT, x (0,T),

onI'x (0,7,
sy =2 inQ,
016t — Bés = F* in Q, x (0,7T),

w
Cilg =0 in €,

e P i, x (0,7),

g —

~

g =1 in €,

g
where S(v,7) = -7l + v (@f) + @Tf)) in Q and

K;=dvK; K,=dvK, K/=- (&SF*T

Gz—(F*T—H> Vo, le—[{f{ﬂ ap, H?=-K, fr,

F} =divFy, F!=divF,,

Fi = _/868 (1 + Alés) - nvg . <-bsF_1F_T@és) )

S )T B
P [F] ae F2ehinw, = Fone,
Pe o =),

S nps

Then we analyze system (2.21)—(2.34), which is exactly (2.13)—(2.18).

(2.35)
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Remark 2.3. It follows from the Piola identity, which can be found in [14, Page 39|,
that o,
div (JET) =0,
Then from (2.3),
JET Ve =div (JF'9).
Hence, G possesses the form
Gy = —div ((1371 - H) @f) Gy = —div ((ﬁ‘;l - 1[) v) o, dvETT. (2.36)

Remark 2.4. In generic, the system (2.26)—(2.30) for concentrations of monocytes
and macrophages can be considered as a transmission problem in Qy and 5 with a
common boundary I'. However, if we use the concentration and stress jump condition
as boundary condition on I', we will meet the reqularity problem due to the high order
term DVés - fur in (2.28)y. More precisely, in our further perturbation argument,
all perturbated or unrelated terms will be removed to right-hand side of the equation
and the regularities of both sides should coincide with each other. The point is that
in such argument, the right-hand side of (2.28)y contains Ds@és -nr, which leads to
a lower reqularity, provided the same regularity of ¢ on the both side.

Therefore, to avoid such awkward situation, we rewrite the transmission conditions
as two Neumann type boundary conditions. Then the transmission problem can be
decoupled into two separated parabolic system, which are both imposed with Neumann
boundary and defined in Qf and €5 respectively. This is why we treat the boundary
conditions on I as the form shown in (2.28).

Consequently, given data (K, G, H', H* F' F? F3 F* F®) with suitable regular-
ities, existence and uniqueness of (0,7, ¢, ¢k, g) in associated spaces will be obtained
by the well-poesdness of linear systems in the next section.

3. ANALYSIS OF THE LINEAR SYSTEMS

As seen in (2.21)—(2.34), the linearized system can be seen as a two-phase type
Stokes problem (2.21)—(2.25), two separated reaction-diffusion systems (2.26)—(2.30)
and two ordinary differential equations (2.31)-(2.34) (equation for foam cells and
growth, respectively). In this section, thanks to the maximal L?-regularity theory,
we establish the existence for strong solutions to these systems with prescribed initial
data and source terms in appropriate spaces.

3.1. Two-phase Stokes problems with Neumann boundary condition. Ob-
serving that (K,G, H', H?)|,_, = 0, one replaces (K,G, H', H?) in (2.21)—(2.25)
by known functions (k, g, h', h?) with (k, g, h',h?)|,_, = 0 in (2.22). Then we get
the problem addressed in this subsection.

poo — divS(0,7) =k inQx (0,7),
(Ti:f'f):g in Q x (0,7),
v =0 on I'x (0,7,
=0 0.7) o
[S(v, )] nr=h on I x (0,7),
S(v,,7)np, =h*>  on D, x (0,T),

o), =1 inQ.
Now, we will prove the following theorem, namely, existence of unique solution to a
two-phase Stokes problem with outer Neumann boundary condition.
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Theorem 3.1. Letg>n—+2,T >0, Q a bounded domain with [, €C3 T aclosed
hypersurface of class C3. Assume that (k, g, h', h?) are known functions contained
in Z% with initial value zero and ©° € D(} with compatibility conditions

dive® = gl,_y, [9°]], =0, [K” (W’O + @T"Ap) ﬁr”]
(9 97s) ),

Then the Stokes problem (3.1) admits a unique strong solution (v, 7) in Y. Moreover,
there exist a time Ty > 0 and a constant C' = C(1y) > 0 such that for 0 <T < Ty,

=0,
r

= 0.

T

H(I{JJAT)HYT” S ¢ H(kvg7h’17h27ﬁ0>} Z%XD(} ) (32>
where ZY% .= Zt x 72 x Z3 x Z3 with
ZL = L1 <O,T; Lq(()))", (3.3)
ge Lt (o,T; WJ(Q)) s (o,T, i )) :
Zy = tre(g) € W (0w 0,1), ¢ (34)
1-1,1(1-1)
trr,(g) € Wy © (Ts x (0,7))

1—

CDexony, zb=w e <o)y (69)

Q|

73 = qui

endowed with norms

||k||Z1 = ||k||Lq(0T-Lq(ﬁ))"
l9llzz = Nollzagoramyan) + 190w (orwy )
+ltre(a)ll 1is +ltrea (Ol 11ais ,
wa 73(: )(FX(OT)) qu 74 (1 }‘)(FSX(O,T))
B R =Rl :
L L O PRI Lot [Pl L B (S S

3.1.1. Reductions. To simplify the proof of Theorem 3.1, we reduce (3.1) to the case
(k,g,2") = 0.

First of all, we define v as the solution of the parabolic transmission problem

proo — divS(v,0) =k  inQx (0,7),

[v] =0 on T x (0,7,
[S(v,0)] nr = onI'x (0,7, (3.6)
S(vs,0)nr, = on I’y x (0,T),
v),_,=9" in Q,

with k € L1(Q x (0,T)) and 9° € D,. Since the Lopatinskii-Shapiro conditions are
satisfied, (3.6) is uniquely solvable in Wf’l(ﬁ x (0,T)), thanks to [37, Theorem 6.5.1].
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Now, we are in the position to reduce g. To this end, we introduce a elliptic
transmission problem with Dirichlet boundary

ﬁgb:g—d/i:/f)::g in@,

[p¢] =0 onT,

o (3.7)
[{ng]] -nr =0 on I,
ﬁs¢s =0 on Psa

with ¢ € L9(Q). Then (3.7) is uniquely solvable by Proposition A.3. In addition,
with the regularity of ¢ and v, the solution satisfies V¢ € Y}. Employing the
decomposition

(8,7) = (0+ Vo + 0, —pdh + DAG + 7), (3.8)
we know that (0, %) solves system (3.1) with (k, g, ©°) = 0 and modified nonvanishing
data (h', h?) (not to be relabeled) in the right regularity classes having a vanishing
trace at t = 0. Thus, we will focus on the reduced system in the case (k, g, ") = 0.

RemarkA?;.l. From the decomposition (3.8), Ar’egulam'ty of ™ given in Yf mdicatis that
0 and A¢ must be contained in Yi. Since Vo € Yi = LU0, T; W2(Q) N W/ (Q))"N
W}(0,T; LUQ))™, it is clear that 0,6, A¢ € L4(0, T; qu(@)) Moreover:

i) Vanishing Dirichlet boundary conditions of ¢ on I' and I'y lead to [0,¢]| =

01¢|p, = 0, which naturally satisfy the boundary regularity qufl/q’(lfl/q)/z (I'x

(0,7)) and Wy~ /*UVD/2(P 5 (0,T)). Then 8y € V2.

i1) For ﬁgb =g=9— (ﬂ;f’t_), the boundary regularity for dive is not a problem
due to the zero Neumann boundary of v. Thus, to ensure the validation of the
reqularity for &, we add trace regqularities on T' and Ty for g in Z%. Namely,

trp(g) € W=D x (0,T)),  trr,(g) € Wi e=Y92(D) x (0, T)).
Consequently, ﬁgb € Y2

3.1.2. Proof of Theorem 3.1. As stated in the last section, we analyze the reduced
system of (3.1) with (k, g,9°) = 0. Due to the outer Neumann boundary condition,
the proof is proceeded by a truncation (localization) argument, based on the results
given in Appendix A. More precisely, with suitable cutoff function, we decompose
the system into a two-phase Stokes problem with Dirichlet boundary conditions and
a one-phase nonstationary Stokes problem, which are uniquely solvable as in Section
A.1 and Abels [2, Theorem 1.1] respectively.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Step 1. The first step is finding (9!, #1) to solve

podt — divS(6, 7)) =0  inQx (0,7),
dive' =0 inQx(0,7),

[['01]] =0 onI'x (0,7, (3.9)
[S@"a)] Air=h' onT x(0,T),
o' =0 onI'y x (0,7,
o' o =0 in ﬁ,

where h! € Z3 with h'|,_, = 0. Since 9'|,_, = 0, compatibility conditions (A.2)
holds and then (3.9) admits a unique solution (@', #) in Y}, thanks to Proposition
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A.1. In addition, we have the estimate
(0", 7]

for some C' > 0 independent of o', 7!, h!.
Step 2. Now, we construct (92 72) to solve the Stokes problem with Neumann

CRENE]

boundary condition, which reads

ps0y02 — divS(92,72) =0  inQ, x (0,7),

(3.10)

vy <C|R

Iz

dive? =0 in Q, x (0,7),
S(92,72)Ar =0 on T x (0,7), (3.11)
S(®2,7#2)ar, =h> onT,x(0,7),

v? o =0 in Q,

where h? € Z7 with h?|,_, = 0. Thanks to Theorem 1.1 in Abels [2] with I'; =

0, (3.11) admits a unique solution (9% 7%) in W2>'(Q) x L(0,T; qu,o(fl)). Due to
02|,_, = 0, all the compatibility conditions are satisfied. Moreover,

| y < C|R°

for some C' > 0 independent of ©2, 72, h2.
Step 3. Finally, we combine the regularity results above by truncation. Specifically,

~

let (x) € C5°(Q2) be a cutoff function over 2 such that
1, in a neighborhood of €2y,
Wlz) = {O, in a neighborhood of T';.

(A2 ~2

o2 7 (3.12)

)wa’l(ﬁ)qu(o,T;W(io(ﬁ Hzé ’

(3.13)

We define
0= Yol + (1 — )02, 7 =it + (1 — )72

Then (v, 7) € Y} solves
pOb — divS(9,7) = R in Q x (
(

diveo = R in Q x

[8] =0 on T x (0,7),
i X (3.14)
[S(v,7)]nr=h on I' x (0,7,
S(v,,7)nr, =h*>  onT, x (0,T),
B,y =0 in Q,

where R' and R? vanish in Q;, while in €,
R' = —S(®! — o2, 7! — 72V
— 20, (By (8! — 92) + Vol = Ve?) Vo + V2 (8] — 92))
R*=Vy - (0} - 07).
Since the embedding
oW (9, x (0,T)) = oW (0,73 WH())

A 1
holds, we know v € (Wg(0,T; W;(QS)), i = 1,2. For the reduced system, Propo-
sition 8.2.1 and 7.3.5 in Priiss and Simonett [37] imply that 7! and 72 enjoys extra



FLUID-STRUCTURE INTERACTION PROBLEM FOR PLAQUE GROWTH 19

time regularities 7' € (W§ (0, T L9(Q)) and 72 € oW (0,75 L)) respectively for

0<a<i(1-1

). Hence
q

R' € (W2 (0,T; L)) N LY (0, T; W, (%)),

for some fixed 0 < o < 3(1 — 7).

To complete the proof, we still need to prove that the right-hand side terms of
(3.14) can be in fact substituted by the right-hand side terms of (3.1) in appropriate
spaces. Since the regularity of ©% and 7, i = 1,2, are not enough to control R' and
R? for small times, we are going to remove the inhomogeneities R' and R?. For R',
we construct a ¢ solving the problem

gbf =0 in Qf,
Ad, = divR'  in Q,
? v i (3.15)
¢s =0 on I,
$s =0 on I',.

Then we obtain Vé| = R'|,_, = 0. By elliptic theory and regularity of R!, (3.15)
=0

admits a unique solution ¢ satisfying oW (0, T; W (€2,)) N L(0, T; W2(Q,)). For R?,
we find a ¢ solving the elliptic transmission problem

ﬁgf)f =0 in Qf,
Aps =R inQ,,
[p¢] =0 on T, (3.16)
[[@gb]] -nr =0 on I,
PsPs =0 on I'.
Then we havelgz5|t:0 = 0. Since v! — ¥? € OW?l(QS x (0,T))", R* € 0W§’1(QS X
(0,7)) <= oW§(0,T;W}(Qs)). Together with Proposition A.3, one concludes that
(3.16) admits a solution such that V¢ is unique, with regularity
Vo € By = oWo(0, T W, ()" N oW (0, T: Wi ()"

For its traces on I and I'y, we have
[Vo] € Bri= oW (0, 75w, (D))" N oW (0.7 W, * (D))",

~ 1-2 1 2—1
Vo, € B} =W (0,T; W, “(Ty)" NoWq(0,T; Wy *(Ts))"
Besides, V2¢ €

1

~ L 1 _1
[9926] € By = oWy (0,75 (D)™™ 01 oW 0, T3 Wy (D))",

1 1

DV20, € B = oW 2(0,T; LUT)) ™™ A oW (0,T; W, * (L))"

Moreover, the estimate holds for a constant C', independent of 0 < T' < Tj,
[vell,, + [ [¥elll, +[[ve-
Eo B

+[ll]

EY

+

Es

pﬁ%b)

< C||o) = 02| :
gy = N TelwR @< @)



20 HELMUT ABELS AND YADONG LIU
Finally, define
vii= % — Vo, 7 i=7F+p0o— b — 20A¢.
Since [pod]]y . ps@lp, = 0, [p0d]ly  psOidly:, = 0. Then (v, ) solves
pot — divS(vh, ) = R' =V =R’ inQx(0,7),

dive? =0 in Q x (0,7),
[v'] =R on T x (0,7), (3.17)
[S(v*, 7] Ar = h' + R? on I' x (0,7),
S, mnr, = h*+ R! on I'y x (0,7,
v¥|,_, =0 in Q,

where
dvR' =0, R —— [[W]]
R = [{zﬁ%ﬂ fp — [{zas&b]] Ar R =20,V hr, — 20,Ad.nr..
R’ can be seen as a Helmholtz projection of R' and

1 1
R’ € (W5(0,T; LUQ,))" N L0, T; W2*(€))", forall 0 <« < 2 5
By Lemma 2.4,
R" € C([0, T W, "(9,))" < C(0,T); LU(,))"

holds for % <a<i- 2—1q. Hence, for R%|,_, = (V¢ — R')

=0 =0,
R, <CTe |||, jn < CT | RY|

[0,77;L9(S2s oW g (0,T5L9(%25))"NLA(0,T5Wz(25))"

< COTi (max |(&", 7%

i=1,2

Y%) < OT% ||(k. 9. b, B2, 49)|

v 19
ZT><Dq

for 0 < T' < Ty. According to Appendix A, the regularity space of R’ is defined as
91

_ 1
Zp =W, © *(I'x(0,T)). Then with Lemma 2.2 and W*(0, T; X) < C([0, T}; X)
for sq > 1,

., < y 1
1Flz, = (H [[V¢ﬂ La(o.rsw, 1 (D)

+ H [{@gb]] La(0,T;La(T))™ + H{@QZ)]HW;ﬁ(O,T;Lq(F))")

Voll| 4 . cTu | V]| 1
oW T, e WO, T ()

<CT (max (o, 7%

< CTi

=12 ZyxDy "

Yv) < CT ||(k, g, h', h?,%°)]

Since I' and T, are of class C?, fir and fip, are contained in C?. Then we obtain

HRgHZ% <C (H [{@%ﬂ ‘ Lq(O,T;qu

|

_1
7(r)men

[l s
Lq(QT;Lq(F))nxn Wq (1 ‘11)(07T;Lq(r‘))n><n

(S
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<ort e

-1 +CT% H{@QQZ)]H 1

1
oWG(0,T;W, 9(I))nxn oWq 29(0,T;La(I))nxn

i=1,2 ZpxDy’

< cr <max I8, 79| YU) < OT* (kg ' 12 0|

with the help of Lemma 2.2. Similarly,

I, < cri

1=1,2

Taking Ty sufficiently small such that C’T02q < %, we have

1
0 3 4
IR W) + 1R W)y + By + B Wy < 5 Ilm,
for y = (k,g,h', h? 9°)". By a Neumann series argument,
®: g+ (R0, R, R R'0)"(7)

is invertible for § = (k,g,0,h', h? 9°)". Consequently, replacing § by ®~(¢) in
(3.14) yields the solvability of (3 17) for 0 < T < Ty < 1/(20)2q. Solving (3.1)

iteratively on [0,7p], [To,2Tp), ..., with initial values 9%, 9°|,_ T,s - -» one obtains
the solvability for any 7 > 0. Additionally, estimate (3. 2) is a result of (3.10) and
(3.12). This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.2. Since ¢ is contained in Y3 = L1(0,T; Wf(@))ﬂqu (0, T L9(2)), which
will be given in Section 3.2, one can easily verify that ¢ € Z2. Hence, we replace g in
(3.1) by g+ ;i)—fés with the same existence and regqularity results to the original linear
system. To be more precise, we find (v,7) € Y} to solve

p0o — divS(v,7) = 0 in Q x (0,7),
dive = ﬁc in Q x (0,7),
[v] =0 on T x (0,7T),
[S(v,7)] -nr=0 on T x (0,7T),
S(vs,7s) - np, =0 on 'y x (0,7T),
o],y =0 in Q,

with ¢ € Z2%, thanks to Theorem 3.1. Then (v + v, 7 + T) solves the original linear
system.

3.2. Heat equations with Neumann boundary condition. From (2.26)-(2.30),
we have two decoupled systems with given functions (f!, f2, f3), that is,

(8,67 — DiAép = f1 in Qp x (0,T),

DyVeéy - = f  onl x (0,T), (3.18)
L éf|t:0 = é?f in Qf,

and o
(0,6, — DyAéy = f1 in Q, x (0,7),

DNé, - = f? on I' x (0,7,
é-np=f>  onTyx(0,7T),

o ~0 .
\ Cs|t:0 = Cq m QSa

(3.19)




22 HELMUT ABELS AND YADONG LIU

According to the maximal Li-regularity results we introduced in Appendix A.2, we
immediately have following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let ¢ > n + 2, Q a bounded domain with I, € C3 T a closed
hypersurface of class C3. Assume that (f', 2, f3) are known functions contained in
Z% and & € D with compatibility conditions

DV} - hr

_ f2 N v a0 o _ 2 N v A0
F_ff‘tzo’ stcs'nf‘r_fé“tzo’ D;Ve - nr,

3
Fs_ f ‘t:O'

Then the parabolic problems (3.18) and (3.19) admit unique strong solutions ¢; and
s in Y3 respectively. Moreover, there exist a constant C > 0 and a time Ty > 0 such
that for 0 <T < Ty,

el < C (7 £2 £, (3.20)

where 75 := Z5 x Z8 x Z1. with

c 2
25xDg

75 .= LU0, T; L)),
1

_11/q_1 _11(q_
2= wy D oy, zp=wy T x 0,1)).

3.3. Ordinary differential equations for foam cells and growth. Given func-
tions (f*, f°) in €, we have

0,6t — Bég = 4, in Q, x (0,7,

3.21
Cilieo =0, in Q, (3:21)
. B 5,
8 - —< Cs = ) Qs X 07 T )

Gl =1, in Q.

Since (3.21) and (3.22) are linear ordinary differential equations, it follows easily from
¢s € Y2 in Theorem 3.2 that system (3.21) and (3.22) admits a unique solution ¢ and
g, respectively, both in Z% := L1(0,T; qu(Qs)) Moreover, there exists a constant C'
independent of 7" such that

16l + ldllys < C (7 £2.8)

(3.23)

8 8 3 -
ZEXZ3 XY E

4. LOCAL IN TIME EXISTENCE

This section is intended to prove Theorem 2.1.

4.1. Some key estimates. Before showing Theorem 2.1, let us give some useful
estimates with regard to the deformation gradient F~'and vector-valued Sobolev-

Slobodeckij space Wqéfe((), T; L1()).

Lemma 4.1 (Estimates on deformation gradient). Let ¢ > n, n > 2. F(d) is a
deformation gradient defined in (1.1) corresponding to a function © € Y. Then for
every R > 0, there are a constant C = C(R) > 0 and a finite time 0 < Tp < 1
depending on R such that for all 0 <T < Tg, F~1 egists and

1 Hﬁ’*l <C, ]aﬁ‘—l
(1) L2 (0,T;W () !

ye = <C H"}HYTU
) |71

)n)(n —_

La(0,T;W ()

< CT7 |[ollya
Lo (0,T; WA (Q))mxn T



FLUID-STRUCTURE INTERACTION PROBLEM FOR PLAQUE GROWTH 23

Q=

A q
A, (F—l _ 1[) <"t)HW1@>m 1
(3) sup /0 e dh | < CT |6y, ;

0<t<T

nxn

< T+ oy,

(4) [F_l - H} A

i) (0.T;W ()
for all ||1§||YT1 < R, where Apf(t) :== f(t) — f(t — h) is a difference of the time shift
for a function f. Moreover, for another 4 € Y} with ||'&||YT1 <R and v|,_, = u|,_,,
we have

() |[F @) ~ F(0)

|

< OT7 |l — ]|y,

)n)(n —_

)Loo (0.1;Wx(©)

OF (@) — 0,F(0) < CT &= ol

nxn —

Lq(o,T;Loo(ﬁ))

Ay (Fi@) - F71(9)) (1)

1

q q

‘ ~
Wl Q)nxn 1 ~ A
0 s | O | < ori fa ol
St 0 a
(1) [P @) - F @) 4, < OTT i~ o]y,
Wq2 (1 q)(O,T7qu(S~]))n><n T
where r = £

Proof. Recalling from (1.1) the definition of F' that
t
F= ]1+/ Vo(X,7)dr, VX e Q.
0
Then we have

sup
0<t<T

t
/ Vo(X,7)dr
0

F—]IH = sup

WHQmn  g<¢<T

< CT7R,

1
for all ||9]|y+ < R. Choosing Tk > T small such that CT% R < =i~ we know
Vi R 2M,
1

su ﬁ‘—HH N < ,
ogthH Wh(Q)nxn 2M,

where M, is the constant of multiplication of W/ (€), see Lemma 2.1. According to
the Neumann series (see [5, Section 5.7]), F'~! does exist and

Pro(Poten) = (1-(1-F)) = (1-F)"

Then from Lemma 2.1, one obtains

o0

N
_ < sup (H — F)
WEHQ)mxn  0<i<T g

1 & X oo & /1 2
<o (s if ) s 2 (3)
M, —~ ( qOSth W (@)nxn M, kzzo 2 M,

Consequently, if follows from (2.2) and Lemma 2.1 that

sup F!

0<t<T

O, F !

nxn

La(0,T;W ()
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2

~

<My F Vo < 9]y,
= q LW(O,T;Wg(ﬁ))"Xn Lq((],T:qu(ﬁ))an — ” ”Y%
forall 0 < T < Tg and
T
[y g5 T
L= (O’T;qu (Q)) 0 WE(Q)nxn gl

where C' = C'(R) depends on R. These estimates prove first two statements.
For the third and fourth statements, we have

A t ~ 1
A (F*l—ﬂ) tH </ ‘apfl ; H AT < Ch |6y
|, e < [OFC] 7 < O g

which can be used to deduce

A (F*l —11) (-,1)

Q=

q

t ~
su dh
ogth /0 Rt aw
ETPE L : Lo 1
<C s ([ 07 5an) ol = €2 swp 7 ol < CTH o],
0<t<T 0 0<t<T

and therefore from (2.4) and the definition of Sobolev-Slobodeckij space,
[F*l . 11] (1) < CT % ||y, .
we b Y (omwiEy)" r

For the rest statements, we notice from (1.1) that

t

F(a) - F(o) = / (w - W) (X, 7)dr.
0

Then for all 0 < T < Tk,
sup || F(4) — F(9)

< OT7 |[i— 9]y, .
0<t<T T

‘qu(ﬁ)nxn -

Since
Fl(a) - F(0) = ~F (@) (F(a) - F(9)) F'(0),

it follows from the multiplication property of W;(Q) again that for all 0 < T < T,

F(a)— F~(v)

Ssu
ogth ‘Wc}(ﬁ)”x”
< M? su F*lfa) i 13“*113) i Fu—Fv) i
< CTV |~ ]y, .
Moreover,
O.F () — O, F\(9) = —0,F(q) (F(a) - F(@)) F(o) (4.1)
— F N (@)0, (F(a) - F(9)) F~'(9) - F'(@) (F(@) - F(9)) 9.F 7 (9)
Hence
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< o) (Fa) - Fo) P (6)
< [oft @) (Pt - F@) B2 @), e
F\(a) (Va— Vo) F (s
+ (@) (Va — Vo (v) Lo (0731
+F @ (P - Be) oo IR S
Lq(o,T;Loo(Q))
From the embedding (2.6), we know that for v € Y},
- - R A Ry
Oiltlg:r va La(@rxn ¢ (HIUHYT1 + Hv|t:0||qu(Q)>
The Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality tells us
N R 1-2 " n
ve| o o<c|ve| t o fvelt
Loo(Q)an Lq(Q)an qu(Q)nxn
For r = qn—2 > ¢, we obtain
. T T
Vi c|ve| o] < C(R).
’ Lr(0,13L20 ()" " T v e (0,1;09())" " v La(0,Tswi (@) " T (%)
Then,
A~ 1 1 A 1_1
3 <Ta 7+ ||V <C(R)Ta 7,

La (o,T;Loo(ﬁ)

)n)(n —_

LT(O,T;LOO(Q)

)n)(n —_—
and also, for @ € Y3, ||11||YT1 <R,

HW—%

i1 ~
e SCRYTT 6 iy (4.2)

Lq(o,T;Loo(Q))

Consequently, with W} (Q) < L>(Q) for ¢ > n,

F < ] 0,F 1 (q)

nxn

L9(0,T;L° (%))

x Hﬁ‘(a) _ F(®) FY(9)

nxn nxn

L2 (0,T;L°(%2)) L2 (0,T;L°(%))

R . 2
Vi Fl(a )
La(0,1;L>(2))" " (@) Lo (0,1;L>(€2))" "
< || By - Fo F(o)|
AR ] P |l R ——

<CTo |l — )y, -
Similarly,
Fy<CTa+ |la — 'fJHYTl , I3 < CT ™+ [ ﬁHYTI :
Thus,

OF (@) — 0,F ' (9) < OT" i~ o]y,

~ \nXn —

La (o,T;Loo(Q))

Moreover, we can also conclude from (4.1) that

|

O, F Y (0) — O, F~\(d)

La(0,T;WE(S))
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Using that (Fo—l(a) - Fﬁ@)) —0,

A~

[ (77 @) - @) )]

t
< F(@) - F7(9)) (1) dr < Ch7 i — ||y, -
<[ Jo(Fraw-rr@) e, < ond ja-sly,

—h
Therefore, for all 0 < T < Tf,

q

e ~
sup - dh
1+-L,
0<t<T 0 h2d

< C sup ta7 |t — |y = CT™ & — ol .
0<t<T r ’

Again with the help of (2.4) and the definition of Sobolev-Slobodeckij space, one
obtains the last statement. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, there exist a constant C' =
C(R) > 0 and a finite time Tr > 0 depending on R such that for all 0 < T < Tg and

for two arbitrary functions f(X,t) € LU0, T; W, (Q)) and f € LU0, T; W2(Q))",

() ||(F@) 1) /]

- A
Le (01w} ()" < CTs ”fHLq(o,T;qu(ﬁ)) H’UHYTI,

i A
La(0,1;wr ()" " < CTe HfHLQ(o,T;Wq?(ﬁ))" ||’U||YT1,

1 N
La(0,T;Wi(@))" =T ”fHLq@vT?qu(ﬁ)) & =3,

( )
@) ||(F (@) - F (@)
(

A~

) | (F@ - @) (VEF @)

1 ~ ~
< CTY Nl oo rawz @) 18 = 9l

La(0,T;W ()

)n)(n

Proof. The key point to deduce these estimates is to use the multiplication property
of W}(Q) with ¢ > n, which was given in Lemma 2.1. Then Lemma 4.1 implies these
results. n

Lemma 4.3. Let 1 < g < oo, Tog > 0 and Q CR™, n > 2, be a bounded domain with
CY boundary. Then

. o
[v”] WE 0, La(@)" < < OTg Blwz @xory -

Jor every v € W2H(Q x (0,T))", ¢ € (0,3) and 0 <T < Tpy. Here C' depends on ¢.

Proof. The lemma can be easily proved by using the argument in [1, Lemma 4.2],
where a layer-like domain with C%! boundary is considered. Besides, it can be seen
as a corollary of Lemma 2.2. O
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4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 2.1 by applying
the strategy of a fixed-point procedure.

For the proof, we set w = (0, 7,¢,¢5, ), wo := (0°,¢°,0,1) and reformulate the
initial and boundary value problem (2.21)- (2.34) as an abstract equation:
L(w) = N (w,wy), forallwe Yy, (8°) €D, (4.3)
where .
0,0 — divS(v, )
K
div (9) — P )
ps G(w)
[S(o,7)] - Ar H'(w)
S({)S,f(’s) ’flr‘s H2(w)
0 — DAG F(w)
L(w) == . o Nw,wo) ==
DVé - nr F*(w)
DVé, - r F(w)
O — Bé Fi(w)
F5
atg - ﬁés (w)
nps Wo

(8,6.¢5,9) ",
In the sequel, we focus on (4.3). For ., we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let £ be defined as in (4.3). Then £ is an isomorphism from
YT to ZT X Dq.

Proof. As £ € L(Yr, Zr x D,), it suffices to show that .Z is bijective, thanks to the
bounded inverse theorem.
Ingective. Take any w', w? € Yp. Then, from (3.2), (3.20) and (3.23),

-2 (w") - .2 (w?)
which implies the injection of .Z.

Surjective. The existence of (3.1), (3.18)—(3.19) and (3.21)—(3.22) immediately
yields the surjection of .Z. 0J

SC’le—w

‘|
HZTX’Dq Yr’

To employ the contraction mapping principle to (4.3), we then investigate the
dependence and contraction of (K,G, H', H*> F' F? F3 F4 F5) on (0,%,¢,¢5,4).
To this end, we define

M (w) = (K (w), Glw), H (), H(w), F(w), F(w), F(w), F(w), F(w)) "
where the elements are given by (2.35). Then it is still needed to show that .Z (w) :

Yr — Zr is well-defined in terms of (0,7, ¢, ¢, g) € Yr and to verify .4 (w) possesses
the contraction property.

Proposition 4.2. Let ¢ > n and R > 0. Assume w = (v,7,¢,¢5,9) € Yr with
Glieg = 1 and |lwlly,. < R, then there exist a constant C' = C(R) > 0 a finite time
Tr > 0 depending on R and 6 > 0 such that for 0 < T < Tgr, M (w) : Yr — Zr is
well-defined and bounded along with the estimates:

[ (W)l 5, < C(R)T(S (lwlly, +1)- (4.4)
Moreover, for w' = (o', 7t el &t gl w? = (02,742,282, 6%) € Yp with w' # w?,
s =6, ¢eg =0, §'l,_g =1 and Hw ly, < R (i =1,2), there exist a constant
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C = C(R) > 0, a finite time Tr > 0 depending on R and § > 0 such that for
0<T < Tk,
H///(wl) — M (w?

<CR)T°||w' —w (4.5)

{ ’|
Zr Yr©

Proof. Firstly, we prove the second part. To this end, for [w'[,, < R, i = 1,2 we
estimate the following terms respectively

IR (w!) - K@l 060" =G

HHj(w — H'(w HZJ+27 HFk(w Fk HZ‘““’ HF5<w - F(w HZB ’

where j € {1,2}, k € {1,2,3,4}. f 0 < T < 1, WehaveT3<Ts'fors>s > 0. In

the sequel, we set a universal constant § = min{s- 5707 %}, where ¢ = r=2,

”q ql’ n

Estimate of | K (w') — K (w? )z For Ky = d1va from (2.35), with the help
of Lemma 2.1, 4.1 and 4.2, we derive that

| &t - By (w?)

La(0,T;W ) ()
o (E7 0D = 576D) + 610 (76D D)
+up|| (B @hve) + VToLE T (6)) (B, T0)) - B, T(6))
(57 ~ £7°9) 5 79 (959
X (FJZT 05) — ]I)’

F; ' (67)

1
f
2
('Uf
+2uy | (B @)) — By (93 W}) (B (83) 1) (Vo) - ve?)

)n)(n

<

)n)(n

La(0,T5W ) ()

)n)(n

A

+
La(omwiep)" "

A

v

nxn

La(0,T;W ()

L A N X
< 017 (|7, 10} — ¥ m%ﬁwww)+ch 2 lor -
OV ol L OT7
T
+o17 (|6}, [1o] )gcmwww_mkw

Let g € W, (0,T; W, (%)) with g|,_, = 1. Now we claim that there exists a time
Tr > 0 such that for 0 < T < Tk, g > % > 0. Let g be such function with
H§|]W(11(07T;qu(ﬂs)) < R for some R > 0. Then for 0 <t < T,

1 1
19() = Ul @,y < Cllgt) = (O)Hqu(Qs <CT7R< g,
where we choose Tr > 0 small enough such that Tk < . Hence,
o1 >0
9= 5 :

For K, = &fvf(s + K9, the first part can be estimated similarly that

)fcs@ul) ~ K, (w?)

< O(R)T? [|w' = w?]y, -

nxn —

Lq(o,T;qu(Q ))
The second part follows from (2.4), Lemma 4.1 and 4.2 that

HKSQ(w Kg HLq (0,T;La(s))" <"
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fornl Al Al =Tl A (A2 A2 A2\ =T 2 nﬁﬁl
S (0-8(,05771-879 )Fs (vs) —0'8(’08,71'8,9 )Fs ('US)> ~1
g L9(0,T;La(Qs))™ <"

=. N1 —+ NQ.
La(0,T;L9(2s))™*"

. Vil nV§?
&3(1}377?37@2)F37T<1}§) (nAg - g )

From the definition of 6 and § > 1/2,

& A1 1 Loarl
M<d va )LOO(O,T;L‘Z(Qs))n Ni < CLRITY NG
where
1. ||lat (p=Traly _ =T (2
N o= e (BT - @)
+| - A2 BT + 0 |[Va) - Vel
Lo(OT3L (€)™ L5 (@)™
+ﬂs ' A:i 2 (FS({);) _Fs(ﬁ§)>
(") La(0,T5L2(Q,))" %"
1 1 -
+ = - 7 F Ag
H (1) (92)2) () La(0,T:Lo2(Q,))""
AT aly =T (a2
S (0) = B () Lq(O,T;L‘X’(Qs))nm)
< OTH [l 62 2l + C 172 = 2+ C 62— 2],
. L. . T Al _ 5 ; G G
+ s (OT7 [0} = 92l +CT 3" =l 192y (19"l + 19°0s)
ror? ot = 2l,,) < O - o],
Then we get
N1+ Ny < C<R)T% le - wQHYT'

Consequently,

HK(wl)—K(wz)HZ% < CR)T’ ||w' —w (4.6)

“Ily, -

Estimate of ||G(w') — G(w2)||Z%. From the definition of Z2 given by (3.4),

we need to verify that G(w') — G(w?) is contained both in L?(0,T; W, (Q2)) and
W,(0,T; Wq_l(ﬁ)), as well as the trace regularity

tre(G (') — G(w?) e W, 7T x (0,1)),
e (G(w') = Glw?) € W21, % (0,T)).

The first regularity follows easily from (2.35), Lemma 4.1 and 4.2 that
HG (w') = G

(w2) HLq(o,T;qu(ﬁ))

LA N N N
< CT7 [[o']]y, [|o* - o7 1
T

o' — 2

4 OT7

<COT°R le — wzHYT )

~2
all |
v v

From approximation argument in [4, Page 15], we know that weak derivative with
respect to time does exist for G. Hence, substituting G by the form (2.36), using

v
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integration by parts, we have

d
<8tG<'7t)7 ¢>v(/(;1qul/’0 = & <G<'vt)v¢>wflqul/70

q

C(lit <<(F_ ) 1}’ @¢>L‘1XL‘1/ B <,ﬁs . CTi\VFS_T’ ¢>L‘1><Lq/)
- /@ ((atﬁ—l) b+ (F—l - 11) atf;) - VedX

+ / (&sﬁs CAVEST 4 0, - dTvatF;T> L pdX

_ /Q f (%) ;- Vodx + /Q ((F ~1)00) - Toax
+ / (a0, AT + 0BT Ve, ) - pdX,
Qs

~

for every ¢ € W, (), where (-,-) ¢y, denotes the duality product between a pair
of dual space X and X’. Then according to (2.2), the Sobolev embedding qu(@) —

C’O’l*”/q(@) < L(Q) and Lemma 4.1, one obtains
H@t atG(UJQ

)HL‘Z (0.1;W; 1 ()

sH(ath—l( Y= 0F(8)) o) + O F] (?>(@}‘”?)‘Lq<o,w@>)"

+[|(Feh - Fe?) ast + (F a7 - 1) (09" - 00?)

La(0,T;L9(Q))"

|

o) - (AVET (") — divE, T (02))

L9(0,T5L9(22,))

+||(@0! - a92) - divET(62)
+||(af @) - 0B, T (@D)) : Ve

+ Hatﬁj(ﬁg) : (Wg _ %3)

La(0,T;L9(%2s))

La(0,T;L9(%2s))

La(0,T;L9(2s))

1 1 1 1
<CTa (1+T? >+CT? o
T T
T [[8! =, 8!, + CT7 [, o' —
+ 0T [ [ =y + €T 3" 7],
+C'Tq T ||lv —v2HY1 Al’YIJrCT% ot — 02
< CRT [|w! —w?y, -

Then we are in the position to prove trp(G(w!) — G(w?)) € W, Vo012
(0,7)). Recalling the definition of such mixed space (2.5), we first write the explicit
norm.

[orr (G(wh) = G| 1y
w, PV T (rx(0,1))

A

= [(F @) - FTen) Ve

L4 (O,T;qu_% (F))
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(P 1)« (vl - ve),

+|(F @) - P @) ve!

La(0,13w, %(r))

)Wf(l‘ll)w,T;Lq(r))

4

=1

’%
Wq

+ H (F*T@?) . 1[) : (%1 _ %2)

=8 torzacmy
~ 1—
According to the trace theorem from W, (€2) into W, *(I'), Lemma 2.1, 4.1 and 4.2,

L<c H (ﬁ’*T(ﬁl) - F*T(@?)) Vo < C(R)T? |Jw — w

2
La(0,T; WD) HYT ’

L<C H (F*T(fa?) - 1[) : (%1 - %2)

It follows from the definition of vector valued Sobolev-Slobodeckij space, Lemma 4.1
and 4.3 that

/
0
q

o |(FTE) - FTe) @ an (VO 0|
1L P D) .

< C(R)T° |w' —w

2
La(0,T;WH@) HYT '

A

“T(&') — F—T(ﬁ2)> (1) : Vol(t — h)‘ !

La(r)
p+(1-1)

Q=

dhdt

Q=

dhdt

t
Loo([‘)nxn H A ~1
< su Vo
0<t£)T /0 th(l ) La(0,T5La(I))nxm
+ su HF T(ohH — F~ T (92 _ [V’U } 1
ogé)T (%) (%) W (Q)mxn Wq%(l é)(O,T;Lq(F))”X”
2 a1 A1 Tlal _ a2
<c (1 ||, LT [[00 =62y, [0, )

< C(R)T5 le — wQHYT ,

where we used the property of Aj, that Ap(fg)(t) = Anf(t)g(t —h) + f(t)Ang(t).
Similarly,

I, <C(R)T® le — wzHYT )
Collecting I;, i = 1,...,4, we get
[trr (Gw! H g b0 (r 01) < CR)T’ ||u' - w?|ly,, -
Since the trace regularltles for G on I' and I' are same, one also obtains
e, (G qul #4070 0 om < CR)T° [|lw' —w?]y, -
Then
IG(w") = Gw?)]| 5 < CR)T? [Jw" —w?[],,

Estimate of |H'(w') — H'(w?)|| s, |H*(w') — H*(w?)] 5. Since I'is of class
C3, nr € C*(09;). Then by similar estimates as trr(G(w') — G(w?)), the norm of
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H'(w') — H'(w?) in Z3 reads
8w = B @)y = | [Rw) - Bw?)] e

+ H [&(w!) - K @] 7
< O||Kswh) - Kpw?) + K (w') - K (u?
e H (qul) . fc(uﬂ))

As the similar situation, we can easily derive
| H?(w') — H?*(w HZ4 <CT6(1+R)2HM1_MZHYT~

(S

(=% o, aqeyyn

1—1
LI T3Wy (T

Nl

Wq (1_%) (07T;Lq(r))n><n

< C(R)T° |w' — w2HYT :

)n)(n —_—

La(0,T;W ()

Estimate of ||F'(w!) — F!(w? )| z5.- For Fi= divE}, we have

HFJ}(w Ff H25
< |[Bstw") = Fyw?)

La(0,T;Wg (Q24))"
< Dy || (B @ BT (@) — Fy 61 T (93)) Ve
+ Dy || (B @) By T w3) - 1) (Ve - Vi) |

Lemma 4.1 and multiplication of qu(Qf) in Lemma 2.1 imply that

La(0, T Wi Q)"

=: §1 + F2.

La(0,T5W i (Q24))"

1 a1 N T A1 —T/ ~2
s51<C (HFf (05) (Ff (05) — Fy (vf)> HLOO(O,T;WqI(Qf))nxn

192 )ﬁHT ~2 Hv
+ H( (o)) — F;(9F)) By (%)) Lo (0,T; W () n La(0,T;WEH(Q))"
< Tt — 7],
and
<o ([[#@h (#70h 1)
§2 < ( f (07) f (0%) Lo (0. TW (5
Fri(e?) -1 |ve - va
* H 7 (@) Lo°(0,T;WA(92)) an) s La(0,T; W ()"
< C(RT7 ||u' —w?|,, .
Then )
1 1 L2
17 (') = Fp(w?)] 4y, < CIRTT [’ =’ .
For F! = F! + F9 = divF, + FY, it can be deduced similarly as F} that
|EHw") = Flw?)|| 5 < CRT [ —w?],, .
Moreover,

S

(@ —c)<1+; )

P2 P,

+ B (e - &) HLq(st(o,T))
La(Q5x(0,T))

<p
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Vil /- . - -
+n fi (Fs(wl) — Fy(w?®) + (Véﬁ — Vég))
g L9(Qs x(0,T))
Vit V@ - - - -
oS- ) e e Y
9 g* La@Q.x(0T))  i=1
Apparently, with ¢/|,_, =%, 1= 1,2,
~1 A9 2SI
ﬁ+%§CM—QMmmMWWHﬁ%
s lLa(o,1;o0(0,))
A2

< C(R)T% le —w

& “Ily, -

(OvT;Lq(QS)) Lq(ovT;Loo(QS))

Proceeding the same estimate as ﬁ’f above, we have

3+ 3 < C(R)TT ?|L,. .
by g > % and Lemma 4.1. Collecting §7, ¢ = 1,...,4 together, one concludes
|FX ") = Bl @]y < CRITY [’ =],
which derives the desired regularity.
Estimate of [|[F?(w') — F*(w?)]| o, [|F°(w') — F*(w? )HZ7 Since the key ingre-
—53(1=7)

dient here is to estimate F(w') — F(w?) in space W “(T x (0,7)), we only

give the details to handle this term. By definition,
| Pt = Fw?)

11 _1
1-13a-1
q

(T (0,T))"
A - A | - A -
H (w”) (w?) LA, flf(r (w?) Wq%<l_%)(07T;LQ(F))"

The first term can be controlled easily by trace Theorem for ¢ > n and the estimates
of F'in Q2 above. Namely,

Hﬁ(wl) ~ F(w?)

-1
La(0,T;Wy (D)

<C Hﬁ(wl) ~ Fw?) < C(R)TY ||w' —w

2
La(0,T;W2 ()" HYT )

For the second term, again by the definition of vector-valued Sobolev-Slobodeckij
space, we have

F(w') — F(w?) <

< C(R)T*

1 2
Wq%(lfé)(oj;m(r))n }w - HYT’

following the argument of estimating trr(G(w') — G(w?)). Then,
| F?(w") — F*(w +[|FP(wh) = FP(w?) ,, < C(R)T Iy, -
Estimate of ||[F*(w!) — 4(“}2)”2;27 | F5(wh) — F5(w2)||Z%. Observing that the

nonlinearities in F* and F° are ésé and ¢,g, which are all quadratic, we control them
under the assumptions ¢&|,_, = ¢, ¢|,_, =0, ¢'l,_, =1,7=1,2, and by

‘wl—w

Mz

||UU||Lq(o,T;Wq1(QS)) < Mq ||U||Loo(o,T;qu(Qs)) ||”||Lq(o,T;qu(Qs)) ’
for u,v € W, (0,T; W, (Qs)). Hence,
HF4(’UJ1) o F4(w2

+ || FP(w') = Fo(w C(R)T7

w—w

)Hzg HZS — QHYT'
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Consequently, we derive (4.5). Now, let w! = w and w? = (0,0,0,0,1) in (4.5),
(4.4) follows immediately from the fact that .#(0,0,0,0,1) = 0. O

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Since . : Yp — Zp x D, is an isomorphism as showed in
Proposition 4.1, from the estimates in Theorem 3.1, we set a well-defined constant

Cy = sup HZ_

0<T<1

Choose R > 0 large such that R > 2Cy ||(2°,&%)[|p, . Then

ez v

|2~ 0wl < O I8, ), < & (4.7)

For |[w'||y. < R,i=1,2, we take Tx > 0 small enough such that
Yr

where C'(R) is the constant in (4.5). Then for 0 < T' < Tg, we infer from Theorem
4.2 that

|2~ (W', wo) — f’l,/V(wQ,wo)HYT
(4.8)

1
2,y < 2t —w

< CyC(R)T? ||w' —w

’|
Yr

which implies the contraction property. From (4.7) and (4.8), we have
|27 A (w, wo)ly,
< ”f‘lﬂ/(O,wo)”YT + }}f‘lﬂ(w,wo) — f‘lﬂ(O,wo)”YT <R.
Define Mg 1 by

Mpr = {w € By (0,R) i w = (0,7,6,60,8),  Glg=1, ¢l_o= co}

a closed subset of Yy. Hence, '/ : M r1r — Mpr is well-defined for all 0 <
T < Tk and a strict contraction. Since Y7 is a Banach space, the Banach fixed-
point Theorem implies the existence of a unique fixed-point of £~ A4 in Mg, i.e.,
(2.21)—(2.34) admits a unique strong solution in Mg ¢ for small time 0 < T' < T.
In the following, we prove the uniqueness of solutions in Y7 by the continu-
ity argument. Let w! w? € Yy be two different solutions of (2.21)—(2.34) and

R = max{||w1||YT,||w2||YT}, then there is a time T < T such that £~ 14" :
M Ry T M R is a contraction and therefore w1|[07T§J = U’Q‘[O,Tﬁ]- Now we ar-
gue by contradiction. Define T as

._ ol 2
T :=sup {T' € 0,7]): w }[O,T’} = w ‘[O,T’]}'

Assume T < T. Since w1|[07j:] = w2|[0j~], we consider w'|,_s = w?|,_s as the initial
value for (2.21)-(2.34). Repeating the argument above, we see that there is a time
T € (T,T) such that w1|[f 7= w2|[T~ 77> which contradicts to the definition of T

In conclusion, (2.21)—(2.34) admits a unique solution in Yr.

For the nonnegativity of ¢, we show it in Eulerian coordinate. Let Ur = (Q'\I'*) x
(0,7),Usr = Qﬁc x(0,T), Usr = Q% (0,T), define the parabolic boundary 0pUsr :=
=0 =0
(Qp x {0}) U(T* x [0,T]), OpUs 1 := (€2, x {0}) U ((Ft UTL) x [0, 7)) and OpUr :=
opUsr U 8pU 1. First of all, we claim that ¢ € C’l (UT) N C(Ur), where

C**(Ur) == {c(-,t) € C**(Q\I), c(x,") € C*(0,T), Vo € Q\I'",t € (0,T)},
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for s > 0. As shown above, assume ¢ € Y7 is the solution of
Oi¢c — DAc = —(v-Ve+ (dive + f)e) =: f. (4.9)
With the regularity of v, ¢ and the embedding theorem, we know that f € ool 2(UT)

loc
for some 0 < a < 1. By the local regularity theory for parabolic equations, one
obtains
2+a,14+5

cE Cloc (UT) — C2’1(UT).

loc

The continuous of ¢ can be derived directly from the Lemma 2.3, especially (2.6) with
qu < C70 C°, for g > n.

Now, given a nonnegative initial value c*(z) > 0, z € Q°. Define c) := e *c where
A > 0 is a constant which will be assigned later. Adding ccy to the both sides of
(4.9), we have the equation for ¢,

dicx — DAcy +v - Vey + (divo + ¢+ B+ Ney = e > 0.
Taking A sufficiently large such that

B+A> sup |divo| + ||,
0<I<T,zeQH\ 5t

one obtains
divv+c++A>0.
By the weak maximum principle for parabolic equations, we have

min cy(z,t) > — max c;(z,t), mincs(z,t) > — max c;(z,7),
I ot I

Uf’T s, T 8PUvs,T
namely,
min ¢(x,t) > —maxc (x,t),
Ur opUr
where ¢ (z,t) := —min{c(z,t),0}.

Since ®(z) > 0, now we claim that c(x,t) > 0 for all (z,t) € (T* UT?) x [0,T]. To
this end, we argue by contradiction. Assume that for some tq € (0, T}, there exist a
point xo € I UT™, such that

c(xg,tg) = — max ¢ (z,t) <0,
zcltourto
that is,

min  min{e(x,ty),0} <0,
zeltourko

which implies that  — min{c(z,%,),0} attains a negative minimum at xo, i.e., z —
c(x,ty) attains a negative minimum at .

Case 1: zy € I'®. For both Q’}“ and Q% since ' is assumed to be a C3~ interface,
we infer from Hopf’s Lemma that

DyVey-np(z9) <0, DiVeg - npe (o) > 0, on ',
Hence,
[DVc] - npe (x0) < 0,
which contradicts to (1.13).
Case 2: g € I'. Again by Hopf’s Lemma, one obtains
DVe¢ - (1) <0, on I'Y,

which contradicts to (1.15).
In summary, c¢(z,t) > 0 for all (z,t) € Q' x 0, T7.
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For ¢ and g, notice that the equations for them in Lagrangian coordinate are
ordinary differential equations with suitable ¢, > 0. Then

t
o vB A t B 4
&= / el 5N ge (1, 0)do > 0, § = eloastEnIT S o
0
which completes the proof. O]

APPENDIX A. SOME RESULTS ON LINEAR SYSTEMS

In this section, we give several maximal L¢-regularity results of different problems,
which are needed for the whole system.

A.1. Two-phase stokes problems with Dirichlet boundary condition. In this
section, we focus on the following nonstationary two-phase Stokes problem.
00w — div(2uDv) + Vp = of,, in Q\X x (0,7,
divoe = gq4, in Q\> x (0,7),
v = gp, on 09 x (0,7,

Al
[v] = gu, on ¥ x (0,7, (A1)
[—2uDv + pl] vs = g, on X x (0,7,
V],_o = Vo, in

where Q C R", n > 2, is a bounded domain with 092 € C?, ¥ C Q a closed
hypersurface of class C3. p; are positive constants, j = 1,2. v : Q x (0,7) — R"
is the velocity of the fluid, p : Q x (0,7) — R denotes the pressure. p > 0 is the
constant viscosity and Dv = % (Vv + VUT). vs, represents the unit outer normal
vector on Y. fu, 94, 9p, Ju, g are given functions and vy is the prescribed initial value.
System (A.1) was been investigated by many scholars in various aspects. We refer for
the maximal L, regularity results of such kind of two-phase Stokes problem to Priiss
and Simonett [37]. Readers can also find similar results in Abels and Moser [4] for

(96, 9u) = 0.

Proposition A.1. Let ¢ > n+2, Q C R” be a bounded domain with Q2 € C3, X C Q
a closed hypersurface of class C®. Assume that (fu, 94, b, Gu, 9) € Z7 where

fu € LU(0,T; LUQ)", ga€ L(0,T; W, (Q\X)),

Zr=dmeW, " HEQx (0.T)", goeW, " (S x (0.7)",

1-33(1-3) n 1 ~1
g€ Wq (E X <O7T)) : (gdugb *Voqs Gu VE) € Wq <07T7 W, (Q>)

2
q

2
and vg € Wy T (Q\X)" satisfying the compatibility conditions

divvg = gal;g» volog = blico s [volls = Gulizo, [(2uDvors) Ily = grlimy - (A-2)
Then two-phase Stokes problem (A.1) admits a unique solution (v, p) with reqularity

ve L0, T;W2\R) N W, (0,T; LY(Q)",
pe L0, T; W) (L)), [o] € w00 5 5 0.7,

Moreover, for any fized 0 < Ty < 0o, there is a constant C', independent of T € (0, Tp),
such that

”U HLq (Q,T;Wg(g\z))" + ”U HW(}(O,T;LQ(Q))”
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+ HpHLq<O7T;qu’(O)(Q\E)) + ”[[p]]Hqu_ , (1_%)(Z><(O,T))

Q[
(S

<C (Hfu”Lq(O,T;L‘!(Q))" + Hgd”Lq(QT;qu(Q\z)) + Hgb”Wjié’liﬁ(8Q><(O,T))” (A.3)
+ ng”W,f_%’l_qu(Zx(QT))n + ||8t(gd, gy " Voq, Gu VZ)HL‘I(O,T;/W;l(Q))

+ +lvoll 23 '
”gHqu_%’%o_%)(EX(O,T))" H OHWq2 3(9\2)”>

Here, Wq’l(Q) is the space of all triples (¢, ¥, x) € LI(Q)x W2 Y 1(aQ)mx W24 (),

/

which enjoy the reqularity property (¢, - vaq, X - Vs) € Wq’l(Q) = (qu,(Q)) , where

(0,0 - vaa, X " vs),9) = — (P, 9)q + (V- Vo, §)sq + (X - Vs, D)y (A4)
for all ¢ € W)H(Q).

Proof. We proceed to prove this theorem with Theorem 8.1.4 in [37], by which
we need some special treatments for (A.1). The first one is to extend the quin-
tuple (fu, 94, 96, Gu,g) from Zr to Z,. Notice that f, € L%(0,7T;L9(Q))" with-
out time derivatives, then we extend it by zero simply as a new function f, =
Xjo,.fu € LI(0,00; LI(2))". Since gq € L9(0,T; W(}(Q\Z)) N qu((),T; qul(Q)),
by Theorem B.2 with X; = W](Q\X), Xo = W, 1(Q), we obtain a new function
ga = E(ga) € LU0, 00; W (Q\X)) N W,/ (0, 00; W, 1(€2)), which is uniformly bounded
for T < Ty. For (gu, gu, g) € Wi /91200 % (0, T))" x We /9112953 (0, )™ x
qu_l/q’(l_l/q)/Q(Z x(0,T))", Theorem B.3 with« =1—-1/2¢ > 1/gand (1-1/q)/2 >
1/q respectively imply that they can be extended as (Gp, Gu,9) = E(Gbs Gu,g) €
Wa B2 90 (0, 00)) Wy YT (0, 00)) Wy Y PUTHO2 (85 (0, 00)),
which are uniformly bounded for T' < Tj. In summary,

(f_lu 9d> Gbs Gus g)‘[O,T] = (fU7 9d; 9bs Gus g)

and
(.fua gda gb, gua g) € Zoo

Now, for a constant w > wy > 0, define

(fuv §d7 gbv glu g) (t) = e*Wt(JFu’ gd7 gbu glu g) (t)7

“t is smooth

then it is easy to verify (fu, Ga, G, Gu, §) is also contained in Z, since e~
with respect to time . 3
Let (U,ﬂ') be the solution of (84) n [37] with (fuagdagbaguag) = (fuagdagbaguag)

given above, as well as the constant viscosity p > 0 in (A.1). For all ¢t € R, define
v(t) =e*u(t), p(t) =e'n(t),

then (v, p) solves (A.1) for ¢ € [0,T]. Consequently, existence and regularity of (u, ),
which are given by Theorem 8.1.4 in [37], imply those of (v,p). Additionally, (A.3)
holds under our construction of (v, p).

Finally, we need to show that our solution is unique. To this end, let (vq,p;) #
(v2, p2) be two solutions of (A.1) in (0,7") with same source terms and initial value.
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(v, p) satisfies
00w —div(2uDv) +Vp =0, in Q\X x (0,7),
dive =0, in Q\> x (0,7),

Define (v,p) = (v; — v9, p1 — p2). Since (A.1) is linear, then

v =0, on 092 x (0,7),
[v] =0, onX x(0,7),
[—2puDv+pl]vs =0, onX x (0,7)

v, =0, inQ.

(A.5)

)

Multiplying the first equation of (A.5) by v and integrating by parts over Q\¥ x (0, t),
one obtains

t
/ olv(t)| da +/ / o | Doz, t)[> dazdt = 0, for a.e. t € (0,T),
O\= 0o Jax

which implies the uniqueness and completes the proof. O

Remark A.1. For (g4, gs - Voo, gu - vs) € W, (0, T Wq_l(Q)), we notice that

/gddx = / G+ Vod(0Q2) — / Gy - Vsdd,
Q a0 x

when ¢ =1 in (A.4), the reqularity property of qul(Q). Thus, for the zero-Dirichlet
problem, which means g, = g, = 0 in (A.1), one has an hidden compatibility condition

/ gqdx = 0.
Q

This is an important condition when we solve the Stokes type problems with homoge-
neous Dirichlet boundary conditions.

A.2. Parabolic equations with Neumann boundary conditions. Thanks to
general maximal regularity theory of parabolic problem, for example, Priiss and Si-
monett [37, Section 6.3], we give the solvability of parabolic systems with Neumann
boundary conditions. Let 2 C R™, n > 1, be a domain with compact boundary 0f2
of class C?, we consider the following system

ou— DAu = f, in Q% (0,7),
DVu-v =g, on 09 x (0,7, (A.6)
ul,_g=1up, in g,
where u represents some physical property, for example, temperature or concentra-
tion. D is the diffusion coefficient. v denotes the unit outer normal vector on 9€). f

and ¢ are give functions standing for the source or reaction term. Now we state the
proposition for (A.6).

Proposition A.2. Let Q2 C R", n > 1, be a domain with compact boundary 02 of
class C?, ¢ > 3. Assume that

e, 7, L9)), gew, @ 0,1)),

22
and ug € Wy *(Q) satisfying the compatibility condition
DVuy - v]yq = gl -
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Then there exists a unique solution u € W2 (Q x (0,T)) of (A.6). Moreover,

Q=

U |52, <C , + + ||u _2 ,
| ||Wq21(gx(o,T)) = (||f||LQ(07T7Lq(Q)) ||g||quf ,%(1—%)(QX(O,T)) | OHW; 3(9))

where C' does not depend on T € (0, Ty] for any fixred 0 < Ty < oc.

Proof. This proposition can be easily shown by means of Priiss and Simonett [37,
Theorem 6.3.2], for which we need to extend the right-hand sides just as in the proof
of Proposition A.1 and construct a solution solving (6.45) in [37]. This can be done
since we established general extension theorems in Appendix B. O

A.3. Laplacian transmission problems with Dirichlet boundary. In this sec-
tion, we investigate a transmission problem for Laplacian equation with Dirichlet
boundary condition, which reads

Ay =f in Q\%,
[0.4] =g on 2,
[¥]=h  onX,
V=g on 0f2.
Here, we denote the inner domain by Q7, resp. outer domain by 2 and the unit

normal vector on ¥ = 92~ by v.
The second result concerns the strong solutions.

(A7)

Proposition A.3. Let 1 < g < oo, Q C R™, n > 2, with boundary 0Q of class C3~,
and let X C Q be a closed hypersurface of class C*~, s € {0,1}. Given functions

fews\D), g € Wy VYD), hoe WiTTVUR), g, € WiTTVN0Q). Then
the problem (A.7) admits a unique solution ¢ € W2T(Q\X). Moreover, there is a
constant C > 0 such that

[ollwzrs < € (W0 + Dol ooy + WD ey + vy )

Proof. Step 1: Reduction. We firstly reduce to the case (h, g,) = 0. To this end,
we find a ¢ solving
—Ap =0 in Q7
p=h on
and
—Ap =0 in QF,
p=0 on X,
p=g, on 0.

The existence and uniqueness of these two systems are clear due to the elliptic theory.
Thanks to the trace theorem, the extra outer normal derivatives terms on Y enjoys
the same regularities as g. Substracting ¢ from 1, we can investigate the reduce
system (A.7) with (h, gy) = 0.

Step 2: Weak solution with L*-setting. Now, let H* = W} and Hf = W, for
k € N. Testing (A.7) by a function ¢ € H}(Q) and integrating by parts, one obtains

/ Vi - Vodr = Fodr — / 96dY = (F,8) ;1,1
O\S oS b

as a result of regularities of f and g. Lax-Milgram Lemma implies a unique weak

solution ¥ € H}(Q) to (A.7) with (h, gy) = 0.



40 HELMUT ABELS AND YADONG LIU

Step 3: Truncation. Since the problem (A.7) with the Neumann boundary con-
dition on 02 has been uniquely solved, see e.g. Priiss and Simonett [37, Proposition
8.6.1], we show the propostion by truncation methods. More specifically, define a
cutoff function n € C§°(€2) such that

L,

in a neighborhood of ™,
() = 0, in a neighborhood of O,

Decompose 1) = n + (1 — n) =: uy + us, where u; solves
—Auy =nf —2Vn- Vi +pAn =: f! in O\,

[Oyu] = [04] = g on ¥,
[u] =[4]=0 on X,
dyup =0 on 0f),

weakly, respectively us solves
—Auy = (1 —=n)f +2Vn -V —pAn =: f? in Q,
Uy =0 on 0.

Step 4: Improving the regularity. From Step 2, we already know that (A.7)
admits a unique weak solution v enjoying the regularity Vi € L?*(2), which means
[t e L*(Q) in Step 3. By classical elliptic theory and [37], one obtains u; € H?*(Q\X),
us € HY(Q) N H*(2). Then ¢ € H}(Q) N H2(Q\X). Moreover,
LP(O\Y), 1<p< oo, n=2,
Vi € HH(O\X) — 9
VI s, 1<p <y 2
n —

due to the Sobolev embedding Theorem. For n = 2, the right-hand side terms
fY and f% in Step 3 are contained in LP(Q\X), 1 < p < oco. Consequently with
p = q, Proposition 8.6.1 and Corollary 7.4.5 in Priiss and Simonett [37] indicate that
uy € W2(Q\X) and uy € W2(2), which implies ¢ € WZ(Q\X). For n > 2, we have
fie L, i=1,2. Again by regularity results in [37], we have u; € W2 (Q\X) and
uy € W2.(Q) and hence

n > 2,

LP(Q\X), 1<p<oo, n=q,

np
p < < **:: *
Vi e WLO\R) — ), T<p<p T T

C*T), 0<a<l—— 2<n<p
p
For the first and third cases, we find f* € LP(Q\X), i = 1,2, 1 < p < oo, and then
get the regularity of ¢. For the second case, we know p** = nrf’** > p*. Therefore,
by bootstrapping argument, we can always increase the space index until L9. Thus,
by Proposition 8.6.1 and Corollary 7.4.5 in Priiss and Simonett [37], one obtains

uy € W2(Q\X) and uy € W2(Q), ie., ¢p € WZ(Q\X) with the estimate

Wi‘%(am) ’

for some constant C' > 0. Then as above, one gets f* € W](Q\X), i = 1,2. With the
help of Proposition 8.6.1 and Corollary 7.4.5 in Priiss and Simonett [37], we have the
desired regularity and estimate with s = 1. O

<C 1 hi| 51
Wl < C (g + gl o3 o+ Iy + o

q
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APPENDIX B. EXTENSION OF SOBOLEV-SLOBODECKIJ SPACE

In this section, we are intended to construct an extension operator mapping from
W2(0,T; X) to W2(0,00; X), where s € (é, 1] and X is a Banach space. The main
feature is that the extension constant does not depend on 7" > 0, compared to the
extension theorem for general Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces. The reason we made such
modification here is that if the constant depends on T, then the extended norm may
blow up for small T, which is the case we addressed in this paper. For example, in
the proof of Theorem 5.4 in [18], the extension from W7 (€2) to W7(R) with 0 < s < 1,
several smooth functions 1; satisfying 0 < 7); < 1 and Z?:o 1; = 1 are chosen to
construct the extension operator. In the case |2 — 0, we have Vi); =~ ﬁ — 00,
which means that the extension is not valid. To avoid such problem, we employ an
the even extension and make use of the embedding results in Simon [43]. Now, we
give the extension theorem.

Theorem B.1. Let ¢ > 1, s =0, or s € (%,1], T > 0 and X be a Banach space.
Then there exists an extension operator Ep : W7 (0,T; X) — W2(0,00; X), where
oWo(0,T;X) ={ue Ws0,T;X) : ul,_g =0, if s > é}, such that Er(u)|gp = u
and

||ET(U)||W;(O700;X) <C ||u||0WqS(O,T;X) ’
where C > 0 depends on s, q and does not depend on T

Proof. The proof is divided into three cases, namely, s = 0, % <s<lands=1.
Case 1: s = 0. In this situation, W7 (0, T; X) is just the Lebesgue space L?(0,T; X),
which does not contain any time regularity. Hence for any function v € L4(0,T; X),
we can take the zero extension.

Case 2: s =1. With u|,_, = 0, we apply an even extension to u in [0, 7] around 7'
to [0,27] and zero extension for 7' > 2T such that the extended function @ is weakly
differentiable with

0, if t > 2T.

Then we have
_ 1
||u||qu(0,oo;X) = 2 ||u||wa(o,T;X) :

Case 3: % < s < 1. With the same extension as in Case 2, we define the same

function %. Now we are in the position to show u € W; (0, 00; X), for which we only
need to prove [ty 0.y < C'lu ]WS(OTX where C' is independent of 7. From the
q k) )

definition of Sobolev-Slobodeckij space,

[~]WS 0,00;X)

" ut) — () T (2 — 1) — u(2T 1)
X X
/ / |t qu dtdr + / / —T|1+Sq dtdr

2T |lu(t) —uzT—rux 27T a(t)]|% :
+2// o ddt+2/ / . T|qud Tdt =) Qi
=1

It is clear that

Q1+ Q2 = 2[uly o 1ix) -
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Since [t — 7| > |t — (2T — 7 | with ¢ € [0, T] and 7 € [T, 2T, we have

() M
Q <2 ‘t h‘l—f—sq dhdt_Q[ ]WS(OTX)

Noticing that |,_,, = 0 due to the even extension, we get

2 [T a(2T — h) — a(2T) |4
5q hsd

3 2 2 al- =) = @) oo oz x) ' dh _ 2 [71]
_— Sq hS*% h B q

(o 2T X)

where the seminorm of B; (0,7; X) is given by

g = [ (12O )’
BZSLQ(OJEX) 0 hs h

for 0 < s <1land 1< p,g<oo. From Theorem 10 in Simon [43], we know that for
%<3<1andq21,

30 30

[f]BZ;q%(O 7:X) < 5 — 1 [f]B;q(O,T;X) = S——l [f]WqS(O,T;X) ’ vf € W;<O7T7X)7
4T q q

where § = 3'=(6=1/9) Hence,

60 o < 2460
_— u s . _—
sq(sq—1) O = sq(sq — 1)

Combining estimates of Q);, i = 1,...,4, one obtains

Q4 <

[Wlivs 07 -

[u]WqS(O,oo;X) <C [“]W;(O,T;X) ,

1/
where C' = (4+ 246 ) q.

s5q(sq—1)
Now, let Er(u) = @, then Er(u) is well-defined from (W (0,75 X) to W7(0,T; X)
as well as Er(u)| 1) = u and
HET<U)”W;(0,00;X) <C HuHOWqS(O,T;X) )
where C' > 0 depends on s, ¢ and does not depend on 7. O

Next, we give an extension theorem for general functions.

Theorem B.2. Let X, Xy be two Banach spaces and X1 — Xo. For1 < g < o0
and 0 < T < o0, define Xp:= L4(0,T; X;1) N qu(O, T; Xo) endowed with the norm
||U||XT = ||u||Lq(o,T;X1) + ||u||qu(0,T;X0) + ||u|1t:o||X7 )

where X, = (Xo, X1)1-1/¢,4- Then there exists an extension operator € € L( X7, X))
satisfying E(u)|p = u, for all w € Xr. Moreover, there is a constant C > 0,
independent of 0 < T < oo, such that

1€, < Cllullx, (B.1)
for allu € Xr.
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Proof. First of all, we consider the case u|,_, = 0. Let E be the extension operator
as in Theorem B.1. Define & = E(u), we have iy, = u and

lallx,, < Cllullx,

where C' does not depend on T

Let ug := ul,_, € X,. Since X, = (Xo, X1)1-1/¢,, the trace method of interpolation
implies that there exists a function v € X such that v|,_, = ug. Moreover, it follows
from the norm of X7 that there is a constant C' > 0 such that

Il x., < Cllulimllx, < Cllullx, -

Now for general v € Xy, define w := u — v, then w is reduced to the case w|,_, =0
and can be extended to F(w) in X, like 4. Now we define the extension operator as
€(u) :==w +v. Then one obtains &(u)|j, 7y = v and there is a constant, independent
of T', such that

1E(W)lx,, < Cllwllx, +Cllvlix, < Cllullx,
for all u € X, which completes the proof. O

With a similar argument, we have the following extension theorem for functions in

20,0
2o,

Theorem B.3. Let X be a compact sufficiently smooth hypersurface. For 1 < q <
0, 1/g < a < 1and 0 < T < oo, if W)**(X x (0,7)) := L0, T;W2*(X)) N
We(0,T; L4(X)) is endowed with norm

”g”wﬁaﬂ(zxwgu)3::HQHqugzwgaQn)*‘Hg”mquTﬂﬂan)+‘thzoﬂwga-g ;

e ()

then for g € W2**(X x (0,T)), there exists an extension operator € € LIWZ**(X X
(0,7)), W2*(% x (0,00))) satisfying E()pr) = g- Moreover, there is a constant
C > 0, independent of 0 < T < oo, such that

H5<9>HW§O"O‘(ZX(O,OO)) <C Hg”wga’a(zx(o,T)) : (B.2)

Remark B.1. The proof is similar to what in Theorem B.2, for which it relies on
Theorem B.1 for 1/q < a < 1 and the trace method interpolation, namely,

W2TH(E) = {g(0) : g € L0, T; W2 (S)) N W2 (0, T: (%))}

see e.g., Lemma 2.4 or [37, Example 3.4.9(i)]. These results can also be extended to
more general anisotropic Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces with general trace theorem, see
e.g., [37, Theorem 3.4.8].
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