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Abstract

This article considers non-stationary incompressible linear fluid equations in a moving do-
main. We demonstrate the existence and uniqueness of an appropriate weak formulation of
the problem by making use of the theory of time-dependent Bochner spaces. It is not possible
to directly apply established evolving Hilbert space theory due to the incompressibility con-
straint. After we have established the well-posedness, we derive and analyse a first order time
discretisation of the system.

1 Introduction

The study of Partial Differential Equations (PDEs) in or on moving domains has received much
attention recently, particularly the case of moving surfaces. This is not only due to the interesting
analysis required but also the range of applications where it is necessary to consider the motion of a
domain for a more accurate model. Typical applications include biological and physical phenomena,
including pattern formation [54, [7, 19 20] and the modelling of surfactants in multi-phase flow
125, 15].

Classically the study of PDEs on moving domains involves pulling the equations back onto a
given stationary reference domain. The work [55] introduced a moving space framework whereby the
equations are posed in time-dependent Bochner spaces. Shortly after, [4] extended this to general
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Hilbert spaces, with examples given in [5] and to Banach spaces in [I]. Non-linear extensions have
been considered in [6, 2] and non-local in [3]. These examples and extensions however do not cover
incompressible fluid equations.

We are motivated by the many physical situations in which one finds a moving domain in
a fluid, examples range from large scale engineering [28], computational geophysics, in-cylinder
flows in internal engines to cardiovascular biomechanics [32, B3] [42], etc. For more examples see
for instance [49, Ch. 1]. Study of fluid equations in moving domains has been mathematically
considered. Some of the classical results are [37, 29, [8, 23]. Those have been developed further
by numerous authors such as [39, [46], [47, 37, 29, 24] 48]. Note however that these approaches are
based on the so-called method of pulling-back to the fixed domain. The aim of this article is to
utilise time-dependent Bochner spaces to provide a structure which can directly be used for proving
the well-posedness results, without the need to transform to a fixed domain. For the equations we
consider, it is possible to pull back the PDE system to a reference space and apply standard theory
on fixed domains after verifying the appropriate assumptions. The approach we develop allows the
problem to be considered in its natural formulation. Handling the equations in natural spaces gives
an elegance and simplicity which becomes particularly apparent in numerical implementation and
finite element analysis [I8] of PDEs on evolving surfaces/domains, while also being an interesting
mathematical problem.

This article extends the moving space framework of Alphonse, Elliott and Stinner to include
the example of incompressible fluid equations. We focus on a linear version of the Navier-Stokes
Equations in a flat domain. We will derive and analyse a first order time-discretisation of the
equation we study. We neglect the spatial discretisation. However, we will design the time-stepping
method such that it is suited to an evolving finite element method, which relies on moving the mesh
and basis functions together with the domain. In each time step this could be based on a classical
mixed Finite Element Method [9].

As commented in [14], the challenging aspects of the incompressible fluid equations lie in the
constraint that the velocity should remain divergence free. If one uses a standard pullback to the
reference domain, the divergence free constraint on the velocity becomes a differential constraint
which depends on time. In order to preserve the structure of the divergence constraint under
domain deformations, one can use the so-called contravariant Piola transform. This appears in [37],
[8], and [11]. Both of these approaches have the difficulty that, instead of a moving domain, one
has time dependent coefficients (c.f. [8]). This can prove challenging when ensuring appropriate
approximation properties in a spatial discretisation.

We will use this contravariant Piola transform. As a consequence of using a different pullback
map, many of the necessary assumptions from [4] need to be verified. In addition, we consider
a different pivot space from the typical choice of L2, this means that there are some technical
challenges which need to be addressed.

Discretisations for fluid equations in moving domains have been considered as early as the 1990s,
where [13] considers a finite volume discretisation for Navier-Stokes in a moving domain. The article
[52] provides an overview of of methods for discretisation of fluid dynamics with evolving domains.
Let us note [I1], which considers a method for discretising a non-stationary Stokes in a moving
domain using geometrically unfitted meshes and ghost penalties.

Voulis and Reusken [57] consider an interface problem for a non-stationary Stokes equation,
they show well-posedness and give space-time finite element discretisations. We note that, while
they have an evolving interface, their fluid is contained within a stationary domain, therefore they
do not need to use evolving space methods. It is worth commenting that the problem we consider



may be considered as one of the phases of their interface problem.

Many of the evolving function space problems previously mentioned are for parabolic equations
on surfaces. We do not currently consider surface problems for the fluid equations, see [311,[36] B0, [10]
for such models. We point out the article [41] which considers the analysis of a tangential Navier—
Stokes system using a similar evolving space methodology to that which we consider. The primal
evolving spaces are also defined using the contravariant Piola transformation. Notice, however,
that this work differs from the presented one in three fundamental aspects: First, [41] considers
2-dimensional closed surfaces which does not cover the case of flat 2- and 3-dimensional domains
with (non-periodic) boundary conditions. Second, the dual evolving space of the Gelfand-triple in
[41] is defined using the adjoint (covariant) of the contravariant Piola transform, while we use the
contravariant Piola itself which simplifies computations. Finally, [41] proves well-posedness using a
discretisation approach, whereas we apply the Banach-Necas-Babuska Theorem.

It is furthermore worth noting that fluid equations on stationary hypersurfaces have been the
subject of recent study in particular the numerical analysis of a Navier-Stokes equation [44] and
Stokes equations [43] [40].

1.1 Formulation of the problem

We are interested in the flow of an incompressible fluid in a moving domain. For our purposes
the flow of a fluid will be governed by a parabolic Oseen equation. The parabolic Oseen equation
is a linear version of the Navier—Stokes equations. In the future, one may wish to consider the
non-linear Navier—Stokes equations in this moving domain setting.

For simplicity we will consider that the moving domain is a subset of an open bounded hold-all
domain in RY, d = 2,3. We will denote our moving domain by Q(t), ¢ € [0,7T] for some T > 0,
assuming that it flows with a given, sufficiently smooth velocity field w, which is divergence free.
The standard parabolic Stokes equations in this domain moving with w would be given as: find
(u, p) such that

Ogu— pAu+Vp =0, divu =0 in Q(t), (1)

where 09, is a physical material derivative defined by d%u := u; + (w - V)u and corresponds to the
movement of the domain induced by w and g > 0 is the viscosity. For simplicity, we will consider
the case u = 1, the analysis we present will be valid for u # 1, however the constants which appear
will depend on u. We will consider the more general case given by the parabolic Oseen equation:
given V, find (u,p) such that

u+ (V-V)u—Au+ Vp =0, dive =0 in Q(t), (2)

where, for V = w, one recovers the previous equation (I); also see that for unknown V = u, one
is in the non-linear Navier—Stokes setting. We note that one may also consider a porous medium
term cu, where c is a sufficiently regular scalar function and ¢ > 0 almost everywhere.

Regarding the boundary conditions, we will consider non-zero Dirichlet boundary conditions,
assuming that u(t,-)|aqr) = wa(t,-)|laaw), where ug is a given function which is divergence free
and sufficiently smooth, i.e. it belongs to H'. Taking the particular choice uq = w effectively
corresponds to a no-slip condition, other conditions are possible [38]. We note that although the
geometry of Q(¢) is determined entirely by the normal component of w on 9€2(t), when considering
the no-slip condition the tangential component of w will affect the solution u. This is exemplified
by the Taylor-Couette flow between two concentric cylinders [50].

We now introduce the problem we wish to study:



Problem 1.1. Given f, Ug, and V, find velocity field . and pressure field p such that

a+(V-V)a—Aa+Vp=f in Useo,r) {t} x Q(t), (3)

diva =0 in Useo,r)y {t} x Q(1), (4)

U= ug on Ue(o,1) 1t} x 09(1), (5)

t|t—0 = 1o on {0} x (0). (6)

In order to obtain zero Dirichlet boundary conditions, we consider v := 4 — wug, the above

problem then becomes:

Problem 1.2. Given f, Ug, and V find velocity field u and pressure field p such that

(Ve Vu—AutVp=fi= f = (ua)i = (V-VIug+Bua in Ureior {8} x ), (7)

divu =0 in Uie(o,T) {ty xQ@), (©¥)

u=0 on Uieo,r) {t} x 0Q(t), (9)

Ulg=0 = ug := U — Ugli=0 on {0} x ©(0). (10)

Our goal in this article is to apply, where possible, the methods of [4] to this system by consid-
ering the certain time-dependent Bochner spaces along with an appropriate transformation.

1.2 Outline

The structure of the paper is the following. We begin in Section 2.1] by giving the conditions we
require on the movement of our domain and briefly introducing the flow transformation of the
domain. This is followed by the construction of the evolving space structure in Section More
precisely, we introduce divergence free function spaces and the so-called Piola transformation which
has the property of preserving the divergence-free structure. Based on this setting and the approach
from [4], in Section 23] we define time-dependent Bochner spaces and material derivative (Section
2.4), which are exploited in Section for the definition of the solution space. Existence and
uniqueness, in a suitably weak sense, of Problem [[1] are proved in Section Bl We state and derive
time discretisation strategy for Problem [[.T] in Section M for which we also prove convergence.

2 Incompressible function spaces on moving domains

2.1 Assumptions on the evolution of the domain

We now outline some requirements we have on the initial domain and domain velocity w, these
conditions are used in order to properly define the evolving Hilbert space structures which we will
use. The conditions we require for V are deferred until Assumption We will henceforth fix
D c R? a bounded open domain, Qg open and compactly contained in D with C? boundary, and
w: D — RY.

Assumption 2.1. Assume that there is k > 2 such that w € C! ((O,T); C’f(D;Rd)) with compact
support in space. Also assume that divw =0 in [0,T] x D.

We now define the transformation induced by w.



Definition 2.2. Let ®: [0,T] x D — D be the solution of the ODE

Ca(t, ) =w(t, B(t, ) in D, forte(0,T), (11)
®(0,-) =Idp in D. (12)
We write &4 := ®(¢, ).
The fact that this ® exists is a standard result in the theory of ODEs, see [27] for example.
Lemma 2.3. The map ®: [0,T] x D — D exists, is unique and is a C*-diffeomorphism.

We now use this flow map to define our moving domain.

Definition 2.4. We define the family of moving domains {2(t)}rejo,r) by Qt) = ®4(Qo), the
image of Qo under ®; for each t € [0,T].

We now have the following properties of the family {Q()}.c0,1)-

Lemma 2.5. It holds that Q(0) = Qg. For eacht € [0,T], Q(t) C D and has C? boundary. Finally,
det(D®,) =1 in Qo for all t € [0,T].

Proof. First note that since ®; = Idp, we have that Q(0) = Qg The fact that Q(¢) C D follows
from the w having compact support in D. Furthermore, since ®; is a C*-diffeomorphism, 9 (t)
is C2. Finally, utilising divw = 0 and ®; = Idp, one has det(D®;) = 1. For further details, see
Proposition 1.4 of [35]. O
2.2 Evolving function spaces and compatibility
We begin by defining function spaces of interest.
Definition 2.6. Let
V:={u € H}(Q;RY) : divu = 0}, (13)
H :={u € L*(Q;R?) : u is weakly divergence free}, (14)

where we say u € H™(Qo; RY) is weakly divergence free if
(u, VQ>H*1.,H1 =0 Vqe Og(Qo,R) (15)

We will equip V with the H*(Qo) inner product, and H with the L*(Qo) inner product:

(u,v)gn = Du:Dv+u-v, (u,v)Lz:/ u- . (16)
Qo QO

The time-dependent spaces are, for each t € [0,T],

V(t) :={a € H}(Q(t);R?) : diva = 0}, (17)
H(t) :={a € L*(Qt);RY) : @ is weakly divergence free}, (18)



where we say for i € H~1(Q(t);RY), is weakly divergence free if
(@, V@) gr.m =0 Ve CFQUt);R). (19)

We will equip V (t) with the H*(Q(t)) inner product, and H(t) with the L*>(Q(t)) inner product:

(@, 0) g = Dii:Do+a-o,  (i,0)g ::/ i 0. (20)
Q(t) Q(t)

Throughout, on inner-product spaces, we will use the induced norms ||u||x = v/(u,u)x. In the
above, we have dropped the domain and codomain for the spaces which appear in the subscripts
to avoid cumbersome notation, this will be done whenever it is clear as to which is the appropriate
domain.

It is clear that these spaces are Hilbert with their inner products. We also have that

V() C H(t) = H(t)" C V(1) (21)

is a Gelfand triple for every t € [0,T]. The evolving family of Hilbert spaces that we will consider
are {V (t)}+e(o,ry and {H (t) }1e(o,r)- In this setting, we make use of the characterisation of the dual
space [51] Page 8]

V*(t) = {a € H Y (Q(t);RY) : @ is weakly divergence free}. (22)
We will repeatedly use the fact that V(t) C Ha(Qt);RY), H(t) ¢ L*(Q(t);RY), and V*(t) C
H=YHQ(t); RY).

We now define a family of maps which will transform functions on £ to functions on (t).
Definition 2.7 (Piola transform). For eacht € [0,T), the linear map ¢;: L*(Q0; RY) — L2(Q(t); RY)
is defined by

pru = (DPyu) o &; (23)
foru € L?(Qo; RY). Similarly define the family of linear maps (¢—¢)iejo,r: L?(Q(t); RY) — L2(Q; RY)
by

b_4ii == DO (6o By) (24)
for @€ L?(Q(t); RY), for each t € [0,T).

Notice that this transformation is different to the plain pull-back considered in [4] 5], which is
induced by the given diffeomorphism of the domains. The reason for using this map is that we
want to ensure that the transformation takes divergence free functions to divergence free functions.
This transformation is known as the (contravariant) Piola transform in the particular case that
det(D®,) is spacially constant, for more details see [45], for example. With this definition in mind

and the appropriate regularity of ®;, courtesy of Lemma 2.3] we give the result that ¢, and ¢_,
preserve the divergence of the functions they are applied to.

Lemma 2.8. For eacht € (0,T), let u € C1(Q0;RY), it holds that
div(pyu) = (divau) o ®; 1, (25)
in addition, for i € C1(Q(t) : RY) it also holds that

div(¢_su) = (div i) o Py. (26)



This result may be found in e.g. [45] and makes use of Jacobi’s formula for the derivative of a
determinant. For completeness, we provide the proof in Appendix [Al

We now state that ¢, and ¢_; are bounded in appropriate norms, the proof of which is also in
Appendix [Al

Lemma 2.9. For anyt € (0,T), there are constants C1,Cs,Cs,Cy > 0 independent of t such that
l¢vull ooy <Cillullmioy) Vu € H' (Q0;RY), (27)
lpeull L2y <Callullrzi,) Yu € L*(Q0;R?), (28)
[¢—ctll i y) <Csllallmauy Vi e H (Qt);RY), (29)
lp—vttll L2(0) <CallillL2@y Vi € L*(Q(t);RY). (30)

We now define the dual operators to ¢; and ¢_4, this will allow us to appropriately define the
extension of ¢; to H~1(Q; R?), similarly for ¢_, to H~1(Q(t); R?).

Definition 2.10. For each t € [0,T], we define the linear maps ¢} : L%(Q(t);RY) — L2(Qp;RY)
and ¢* ;: L*(Qo; RY) — L2(Q(t); RY) by
“i :=D®T (o ®;), (31)
o7 u = (D®; Tu) o @1, (32)
for @€ L?(Q(t);RY) and u € L?(Q0; R?).

These maps are known as the covariant Piola transforms [45]. In future appearances of com-
position with maps, we will relax the number of brackets to avoid an excessive number in a single
expression e.g. for (@24)), we will write D®; '@ o ®, It is always the case that only the final term
should be composed with the map (with brackets).

Remark 2.11.

e By a minor modification to the proofs of Lemmal2.3, it follows that the maps ¢; and ¢*, are
bounded.

e [t is also possible to see that ¢} is dual to ¢y in the following sense: for u € L?(), 7 €
L2((t)), we calculate, utilising that det(D®;) = 1,

Gew,ips = [ eu-ij= / (DByu) o ;" -
N0 Q)

(33)
— [ wpefiow = [ uw-in= (i
Qo Q0
We may do a similar calculation for ¢*, and ¢—; and @ € L*(Q(t)) and n € L*(Q),
(¢t M) = / ¢-ti-n= [ D laod; -
o e (34)

B /m - (D& ) o ;! = / i ¢" = (i, 6" )2
t

Q(t)



An immediate consequence of this remark is that the maps ¢; and ¢_; may be extended to
distributions via duality.

Definition 2.12. For each t € [0,T), we define the map ¢;: H~1(Qp;RY) — H-1(Q(t); RY) by: for
u € H1(Qo;R?), let pyu to be the unique element g € H=1(Q(t); R?) such that

<g,’U>H—17H1 = <u,¢fU>H717H1 Yv € H&(Q(f),Rd) (35)

For eacht € [0,T), We define the map ¢_: H=*(Q(t); RY) — H-1(Q0;RY) by: fora € H1(Q(t); RY),
we define ¢4 to be the unique element § € H~(Qo; R?) such that

(G 0) g1 g1 = (0, 0" Oy g1 g1 VD € H&(Qde)- (36)

Notice that, by the calculations in ([B3]) and (34)), this is seen to be an extension of ¢; and ¢_; as
defined on L?(Qg) and L?(Q(t)) respectively. The unique elements g and § exist by applications of
the Riesz representation theorem. We comment that this definition of the maps between elements
of H=1(Q(t); R?) and H~1(Qp;R?) are in the same spirit of [4]. However, the maps are considered
differently due to the way we wish to characterise our spaces; in particular the fact that we wish
for our V* spaces to be divergence free H~! spaces, rather than the abstract dual of the V spaces,
which will be larger than H .

Lemma 2.13. For u € V*, it holds that ¢,u € V*(t) and for 4 € V*(t) it holds that ¢_,a € V*.
Proof. The result follows by seeing that when 7 € C2(), V(o ®; ') = ¢*,Vn, therefore

(p—ttt, V) g—1 g = (U, ¢* V) g1 g = (4, V(o @ ")) g1 g1 =0, (37)

since @ is weakly divergence free and 170 ®; ' € C2(Q(t)). The converse direction follows through
the same idea. O

Lemma 2.14. For any t € [0,T], there are Cq, Cy > 0 independent of t such that
Ipeull 1wy <Cillullg-ry Yue H'(Q0;RY), (38)
¢—ctll () <Collil -y YaeH ' (Qt);RY). (39)

Proof. This is a consequence of using the dual norm, the boundedness of ¢} and ¢*, and that the
transformation is given by duality. O

We now define what it means for our moving spaces to be compatible in the sense of [4].
Definition 2.15. A pair (X, (¢:)t) is compatible if and only if the following holds:

o for every t € [0,T], X(t) is a real separable Hilbert space and the map ¢ : Xo — X(t) is a
linear homeomorphism such that ¢g is the identity.

o there exists a constant C'x independent of t such that

léeullxy <Cxlullx, Y € X (40)
6 cullx, <Cxllull e Vu € X (1) (41)

where ¢_y: X (t) — Xo is the inverse of ¢y.



o the map t — ||¢sul| x(¢)is continuous for all u € Xo.

Proposition 2.16. The pairs (H*, ¢), (L%, ¢), and (H~1,$) are compatible pairs.
The proof of this follows as in the following result.

Proposition 2.17. The pairs (V*,¢), (H,®) and (V, ) are compatible.

Proof. Tt is standard to verify that V*(¢), H(t) and V (¢) are real and separable. They are Hilbert
spaces as closed subspaces of Hilbert space. Further it is seen that ¢g is the identity since & is
defined to be the identity map, then the derivative of the identity map is the identity matrix. The
bounds are shown in Lemmas and 214

In order to show continuity of the map t — (||¢rula (), |¢ev]|v () for any v € H and v € V,
inspection of the formulae in the proof of Lemma suffices, noting that all of the terms are
assumed to be continuous in ¢. To show continuity of the dual norm, we make use of the following
explicit definition of the dual norm:

||¢tv||H71 = sup <¢tva¢t§>

: (42)
cer (Qoird) ||0e€

Let us choose & € H'(Q0; R?) such that & # 1 and [|¢0|| -1 = ||¢e&e|| 1 (ev, $:&:). It then holds
that ||¢sv||g-1 > ||¢S§t||;ﬁ (psv, ps&). Furthermore,

1 1
||¢t’UHH71 _H(ZSSU”H*l < <U7¢:¢t§t_¢:¢sgt>”¢t§t”]_{11+<U7¢:¢S§t> (”thgt”Hl - ||¢s€t||H1> : (43)

From the regularity of ®, the form of ¢;¢:, and the previously stated continuity of ¢ — ||@+&|| 51,
it follows that the right hand side of (#3]) tends to zero as s — t. By repeating the same argument
exchanging s and ¢, it holds that ¢ — ||¢sv| -1 is continuous. O

2.3 Time-dependent Bochner spaces

We now define the time-dependent Bochner spaces which will be of use for well-posedness. The
following definition may be found in [4].

Definition 2.18. Let X (¢) be a family of Hilbert spaces and ¢y a family of maps which has extension
onto X (t)*. Furthermore, let

L% ={u:[0,T] = U X(t) x {t},t — (W, t)|p_(yu(-) € L*(0,T; Xo)}, (44)
L= A{f:0,T] = UX*(8) x {t},t = (F. )l é—() () € L*(0,T; X3)}, (45)

with inner products
T
(0, 0) 1 = /0 (ut), o(8)) x oyt (46)

T
Rz = [ 7090t (47)



In the above definition, at each ¢ € (0,T), u(t) = (a(t),t) where u(t) is an element of X (¢) for
almost every t. We will identify u(t) with %(¢) for convenience. We note that our definition of L.
does not use the map ¢; as appears in the corresponding definition of [4]. We are instead using the
map ¢; as in Definition

From proposition 2.10 it follows that L%p, L%z, and L%, , are Hilbert spaces with the associated
inner products, and that L%,l C L%g C Lil,l is a Gelfand triple. Similarly, from 217 the same
conclusion follows for L, C L%, C L%.. We note that (L%,)* is identified with L%., for further
properties of these spaces, we refer the reader to [4].

2.4 Strong and weak material derivative

Since the domain is changing in time, it is necessary to consider the so-called material derivative,
which takes into account not only the change in time of the function but the change in time of the
domain. Recall first the definition of the strong material derivative as it appears in [4, Definition
2.20].

Definition 2.19. Let (X, ¢) be a compatible pair, for & € C% = C°(0,T;X), we say £ € Ck =
CY(0,T; X) if the strong material derivative

€0 = o (g 0-c0). (49)

[ )
exists with g € C%.
oo
We choose to use the notation (-) to emphasise the contribution of ¢; to the material derivative
and further differentiate it from the standard material derivative.
Now we compute the strong material derivative induced by the Piola transformation given by ¢;.
Note that this is different than the standard material derivative 93, induced by the plain pull-back

o
transformation. For convenience, let us observe, by the definition of (), and the product rule:

LYo} d d
€ = (E (€o ‘I)t)) od_, + (D@t& (D@t_l)> o (I)t—lg
d

=0nE+ (Drl)tE (D@tl)) o®; e

(49)

It is a standard case that, if we seek a solution to Problem [I.1] in C‘l/, there might not be a
solution. Essentially, it might be too much to ask for existence of a strong material derivative. For
this reason we define the weak derivative as done in [4, Section 2.4]. The main idea of the weak
derivative is to use the transport theorem [17, Theorem 5.1], which describes how the inner product
on the pivot space varies in time. One has the following version of the Transport theorem.

Theorem 2.20. Let u, v € Cyy, then

10



where (L, ;-,-): L2(Q(t);RY) x L2(Q(t); RY) — R is a bounded bilinear form given by
At u(t), v(t)) ;:/ u(t) - (D(I) T;it (D@} D) D<I>t1> o @, tu(t). (51)
Q)

Proof. Using that det(D®;) = 1, it holds that

d d d
e o u(t) - v(t) men /Qo (wo ®y) - (vo®y)det(DDy) = X /QD (D®yp_yu) - (DPed_yv)  (52)

d
= D(I)t ((]5 tu) (D(I)t¢_t’l}) + (D<I>t¢_tu) . D(I)ta (¢_t’U) (53)
Qo
d
+¢_su- d(DQTD®g¢
. rd
:/ 1fv+u-v+u-ONg UN£D¢QD¢f)o¢fu (54)
Boundedness of A follows from inspection and the assumed regularity of ®. O

Before we give the definition for a weak derivative, we define the test functions.
Definition 2.21. We define the space D(0,T) to be given by
DO.T) = {v: 0,71 = | HIQURY x {1}t (5,0): 0_()() € CH0.T: HY (i RY)}.

te[0,T]
(55)

The following definition of the weak material derivative is similar to that which appears in [4]
Definition 2.28].

Definition 2.22. For u € pr, the function g € L%,,l is called the weak material derivative of u
if it holds

T T T
[ @m0 == [ @®5 @)~ [ Asuern. (56)
0 0 0
for alln € D(0,T). We write dju = g.

Let us note that the operators 93, and 8(;‘5 are defined independently, with ¢ and w being different
objects. We are also abusing notation that 03, is used for both a strong and weak material derivative.
In the definition we have given, when one takes the restriction u € L , it is not immediate
that 93u is in L%.. For strongly differentiable functions, one may con51der the following formal

calculation:
div % = di d _ (i (4 o1
v u =dv (tha (¢tu)> = ( v <a (¢tu)>> © Py

(i (div (¢ tu))> 0! = (% ((divu) o@t)> o B!
=0,

(57)

which makes use of Lemma [Z8 that divu = 0 and using regularity to commute div and %. The
following lemma verifies this result for weakly differentiable functions .
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Lemma 2.23. Let 93u be the weak derivative of u € L%, then it holds that Ogu € L.

Proof. 1t is immediate that 8;u lies in qu,l, in order to show that 8;u is in L%,., we are required
to show that it is weakly divergence free. More precisely, we are required to show

T
/ (0%, V) g1 g1 = 0 (58)
0

for all appropriately smooth ¢ with Vg € D(0,T). By the definition of weak derivative (G6) we
have that

T T °p
/ (03u, Vq) g1 g1 = —/ (u(t), (Vg)(1)
0 0

It is convenient to calculate A(t; u(t), Vq(t)),

) - [ Atsue). va0). 69)
r@@ry

At u(t), Va(t)) :/ u- (Dq)tTg (D®] D¥,) D<I>t1> o ®;'Vq

() dt (60)
d d
:/ u- (D(I)tT— (D®]) + — (D(I)t)Drbtl) 0o ®,'Vq.
Q) dt dt
o
We also calculate (Vq) to compare,
o d —1 —1
(Vq) = Dfl)tE (Dfl)t ((Vg) o ‘I)t)) o d;
(61)

— <% ((Vq) o q>t)> od; ! — (% (D(bt)Dq>;1> 0 ®,; Vg,

we see that the contribution of the second term of the above will cancel out the contribution of the
second term of the final equality in ([60). We now calculate, for the remaining contribution of (61I)

d
dt
d

d
= (& o) Vo v+ Do SV o)) ow (2

% (V@) o®;) 0o ®, ' = ( (D®; 7V (g0 q)t))> o ;!

= (% (D®; ") DO} Vg + D(I)[T%V (qo @t)) od; L.

We see the contribution of the first term in the final equality of the above will cancel out with the
first term of (B0). We are now left to handle the remaining term,

_rd _ _rod _
(D‘I’t TEV (go ‘I’t)) 0 ®; = (D‘I’t TV& (go ‘I’t)> 0 ®; "
d -
:v(<& (qO@t)> O(bt 1) ,
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where we are able to exchange the order of ; and V by the smoothness of go ®; and we have made

use of the fact that V (f ) (D<I> TVf) o ®;!. We have therefore shown that
T T d
| @uvanm == [ (w09 ((5@o00)o0)) . (64)
0 ’ 0 dt L2
which vanishes, since u(t) is divergence free for a.e. t € (0,T') in the sense of ([IJ). O

2.5 Solution space

Having the concept of Gelfand triple of evolving Hilbert spaces and weak material derivative, we
can now define the solution space, following the general concept presented in [4, Section 2.5].

Definition 2.24 (Solution space). The solution space is defined by
W(V,V*):={ue L} : Oju € L.} (65)

and it is endowed with the inner product

T T
(s ) wvve) = / (ut), v(t) s + / (@%u(t), O%0(t)) 1 (66)

In order to prove properties of the solution space, we will connect it with the standard Sobolev-
Bochner space on the fixed domain, which is defined by

WO, V*) == {v e L*0,T;V) : v € L*(0,T; V")}, (67)

where the weak derivative v’ of v is defined by

T T d
/ ()t = — / wL0) e Mo, T H Q0 RY), (68)
0 ’ 0 dt L2

Proposition 2.25. There is an evolving space equivalence between W (V,V*) and W(V,V*) in the
sense:

ve W(V,V*)  ifand only if  ¢_yv(-) € W(V, V") (69)
and there are Cv, Cy > 0 such that
Cillo—yrO)llwr v < vllwevoll < Callo— v llww,ve (70)
for allv e W(V,V*).

Proof. Let i € W(V,V*), we wish to show ¢_.yi(-) € W(V,V*). By Proposition2.I7and definition
of L}, it follows ¢_(yi(-) € L*(0,T;V). We want to show that (¢_,u(t))’ exists as a weak derivative
in L?(0,T;V*) in the sense of (68).

For test function n € C1(0,T; H}(0;R?)), we wish to calculate

/ QO¢ " E (7D
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and show it is appropriately bounded. We have, from the weak differentiability of u, that

/OT<3¢U QLM H-1 1 = / /Q(t /OT At @, 9% m). (72)

From the definition of ¢*, and the product rule on the derivative d " we have that

de
(Y03 o)
* r_a-1(d -1 T &1 -1
(¢=yn) = DO o @; ") ° o'+ (DB 0@ ) o d Y, (73)
where we calculate
o
/_/% d
(DT od; Y nod; ! = (D@ta (D®;'De;T) chf) o ®; 1o . (74)
Furthermore, it is possible to calculate
d d 1
betd (D<I> ) =3 (D®;) DD, -, (75)
from this, one may see that
d d
D®; - (D®;'De; ") DO = —chgTE (D@f D®,) D2 ', (76)

which we notice is negative the integrand of A(+; -, ). Making use of this in ([72)), one has that

T
d
= i-DO; T od; od; !
/0<3¢U¢t77H1H1 //Q(t) To (dt) t
d
= — ¢_
/0 2 g

which shows, by recalling the definition of weak derivative on a stationary domain (68]), that ¢_;a
has a weak derivative. In particular, for a.e. ¢, the weak derivative exists as an element of V* and
is given by

(77)

(¢-¢0) = ¢—4050. (78)

This has shown that (¢_.a)" exists in L?(0,¢;V*), and the formula (78) demonstrates that there is
C > 0 such that

lo—yu()llwew, vy < Cllallw v,y (79)

Now we let u € W(V, V*) and want to show ¢ yu(-) € W(V,V*). By Proposition 217 it follows
that ¢ yu(:) € L%,. Now, our goal is to show that 8;(¢tu) exists as a weak derivative in L3..
For test functions n € D(0,T"), we have that

T (1) T d
/ ((btu n) = / (D®yu) o d; L (D(I)t— (D®; 'no <1>t)> od, !
0 H(t) 0 Jo) dt

T
d
:/ / u.<D<I);‘FD<I>t—(D<I>t1no<I>t)>.
o Jag dt

14
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As in the previous part of this proof, we wish to transform the above so that it is w multiplied
against the derivative of something times 7 o ®;. This is done in order to utilise that u has a weak
derivative on the stationary domain. In light of this, it is convenient to note that

% (D®] 1o ®;) = D@?Dq)t% (D®; "o @) + % (D@ D®,) DO, 'no @y, (81)

which is a consequence of the product rule. Combining (80) and (8I]), one has that

r o T d d
/ <¢tu, n) = / / w- <_ (D®{no®,) — — (D&} D®;) DP; 'no q>t> . (82)
0 H(t) 0 QO dt dt

Applying the definition of the weak derivative on a stationary domain (68) with test function
D®T'1no @, one has

T i T T d
/ (¢tu7 77) = —/ (', (DO no®r)) -1 1 — / / u-— (D&} D®;) D®; 'no d,
0 H(t) 0 0o Jo, dt

T T
= —/ (u, (Dq)fWOQt)>H*1,H1 —/ A(t; pru,m)
0 0
(83)

where we have used that ¢jn := D®Ino ®,. Therefore, by recalling the definition of a weak
derivative (Bf]), one may conclude that for a.e ¢, as an element of V*(¢),

05 (dru) = ¢y (u') . (84)

This has shown that 93 (¢ru) exists in L3, and the formula (84) demonstrates that there is
C > 0 such that

I8¢y ul)lw,ve) < Cllullww,v+)- (85)

O

Remark 2.26. We note that the above proof is very different to the result which appears in the
abstract work of [JJ], however the result still shows a moving space equivalence. In the abstract
setting of [4], the transformations satisfy the condition that Ty := ¢f Py takes H to H. This is not
the case with the definition of ¢; which appears in this work. The transformations considered by
[3] which are applications of the theory of [4|] are ’orthogonal’ in the sense that ¢f = ¢_t. In the

present setting, one could potentially change the definition of ¢; to achieve ¢f¢r: H — H, however
one may then lose the ability to write down a meaningful interpretation of ¢ .

An immediate corollary of Proposition 2.25] is the following.
Corollary 2.27. The solution space W (V,V*) with inner product (60]) is a Hilbert space.
Furthermore, by application of [4] Lemma 2.35] we have:

Lemma 2.28. The embedding W (V,V*) C CY holds, that is, for anyt € (0,T) and u € W(V,V*)
the map t — u(t) is well defined.
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This lemma also allows us to define the linear subspace
Wo(V,V*) :={ue W(V,V*) : u(0) =0}, (86)

which is also a Hilbert space.

Analagously to this section, one may define the space W (H?', H=1) and prove the same results.
Due to the analytical simplicity of using a reduced velocity formulation, this space will not make
an apperance until Section B.I] where we will consider the saddle point formulation.

3 Well-posedness result

Now that the variational evolving space framework has been set up, following the general setting
presented in [4, Section 4], we are able to prove well-posedness by a straight forward application of
the Banach-Necas-Babuska Theorem. The operator formulation of the problem we consider may
be given as

Loju+ Au+ Au = f in L.,
u(0) =ug € H,

where L: L3, — L3, and A, A: L%, — L3,_,. We compare ([P]) and Problem [[.2 to see that
for each ¢t € (0,7T) and any v € W (V,V*),

(P)

(Av)(t) := <Dq>tT% (D®T D®,) D(I)tl) o ®; Lu(t), (87)
(Av)(t) :=— Av(t) + (V(t) —w(t)) - V) o(t) — <D<I>t% (D‘I)t_l)> o fl)t_lv — (Av)(1), (88)
L:=Xdg . (89)

In the above, we have made use of the characterisation of () noted in ([@9) which may be transfered
to the weak setting. Notice that A has been removed from A, this is so that we may keep our
notation and calculations as similar to [2] as possible. With these operators in mind, we give the
definition of the following bilinear forms.

Definition 3.1. For each t € (0,T) we define the duality pairing

Utso) = () s HHQRY) x Hy(Q(t);RT) = R, (90)
and the bilinear forms
b(t;-,-): H'(Qt);RY) x H'(Q(t);RY) — R, (91)
alt;-,-): H(Q(t);RY) x H'(Q(t); RY) - R, (92)
by
b(t;u,v) := (u,v) g — (u,0) 2 + (V= w) - V) u,0) 2 Vu, v e H'(Q(t); RY)
a(t;u,v) == b(t; u,v) — (<D<I>t% (D(I)tl)> o Q)tlu,v) L Mt;u,v)  Yu, v e HY(Q(t);RY)

where we also recall the definition for \(t;-,-) as given in (B&1)).
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Notice that (u,v)g — (u,v)p2 = fQ(t) Du : Dv.
We now require some assumptions on V to show appropriate properties of the bilinear forms a
and b for the well-posedness of our system.

Assumption 3.2. Assume that V satisfies one of the following:
e Vody e L>®(0,T; LP(Q)), where p > d and divV = 0 weakly;
e Vo (I)(.) S LOO(O, T; LOO(QQ)).

These conditions are required to show the final point of the following Proposition, which gives
the properties on the bilinear forms. It is worth mentioning that the edge case V = w satisfies this
assumption as does, for d = 2, the case V = u, where u is the solution to our parabolic problem.
This case may be of interest when considering a moving domain Navier—Stokes problem.

Proposition 3.3. The bilinear forms a, b, \, and l satisfy the following conditions:
1. The maps
t bt u(t),v(t) Yu,v € L3,
tera(t;u(t),v(t)) Yu,ve€ L3,
t = Mt u(t),v(t)) Yu,v e L2,
ts Ut u(t),v(t) Y(u,v) € L% 1 x L
are measurable.
2. The bilinear forms a, b, A\, and l are bounded uniformly in t.

3. There is C1, Co > 0 such that for any t € (0,T), u € H'(Q(t); R?),

b(t,u,u) > Crllullfpn — CoflullZ.. (97)

4. There is C1, Cy > 0 such that for any t € (0,T), u € H*(Q(t); RY),

alt,u,u) = Culull3ys — Callul3. (98)

Proof. Part 1: Since t — u(t),v(t) are measurable functions, the measurability of the bilinear forms
b(t;u(t), v(t) and I(t; u(t),v(t)) follows directly from their definitions and properties of measurable
functions. Furthermore, the measurability of t — A(¢;u(t),v(¢)), can be proved in an analogue way
as presented in |4, Lemma 2.26], which directly implies the measurability of the a(t;u(t), v(t)).
Part 2: The boundedness of [ follows from inspection. For the boundedness of )\, one appeals to
the fact that ®; is regular in time and space. In order to see that b and a are bounded, it is enough
to prove boundedness of the term ((V — w) - V) -v. For this, it is sufficient to only consider the
contribution due to V since we are assuming w to be regular in space and time. The minimal
assumption in Assumption is that Vo @y € L>(0,T; LP(Qp)) for p > d, therefore

/Q(t) (V@) - V)u-v <[Vl e l[ull g0l o),
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where % + pi* = % and p > d. By Sobolev embedding, we see that there is C' > 0 such that
[oll o < Clloflan

which shows boundedness of b and a.

Part 3: For the weaker coercivity condition (@7)), we first note that divw = 0 implies that ((w -
V)u,u)r2 = 0, by an integration by parts argument and u[sq) = 0. Hence the difficulty is again
focused on V. We consider the two cases of Assumption separately. If divV = 0, the same
integration by parts argument shows that (((V —w)-V)u,u) ) = 0, from which the result follows
trivially with C; = C5 = 1. In the case that divV # 0 we use the bound

(Vi) - V)u-u

1 1
<NV e lullmllullz < SllullFn + S IVl
Q(t) 2 2

to obtain the result with constants

1 1
O =5 and Gy = 1+ 5 |[V(®) 1. (99)

Part 4: Finally, weaker coercivity of a follows from weaker coercivity of b and the fact that regularity
of @, in space and time provides a bound for the difference

la(t; u,u) — b(t;u,u)| < CHuﬂiz (100)

with some ®-dependent constant C' > 0.
O

With the bilinear forms defined and their properties given, we may state the abstract problem
we wish to solve.

Problem 3.4. Given f € L. ug € H, find u € W(V,V*) such that uli—o = uo

T
/0 I(t; Ogu(t), v(t)) + a(t;u(t), v(t)) + A(t; u(t), v(t))dt = <f,v>L;717Lz;1 Yo € L3, (101)

Remark 3.5. Notice that in the above formulation, other than the data f,V, and w, there is
minimial time dependence. Assuming appropriate smoothness, one may reformulate [I0I) using

@) into
T
| 60t 00 + b ute) o) = iy, Vo e I

which particularly emphasises the time dependence, or lack thereof. This form, however, is theoret-
ically less convienient as it need not hold Ogu € L%,* in this setting. This particular form may be
more useful for a mized formulation, whereby one may only be interested in Ogu € L%[,l.

A standard method is to seek this u such that it has decomposition:
u(t) = a(t) + y(t), (102)

where @ € Wo(V,V*) and § = ¢(.yy, for y € W(V,V*) with y(0) = u(0), which may potentially be
chosen as the solution of an appropriate PDE, say a parabolic Stokes equation on 4. It may be
seen that, after relabelling, it sufficient to seek u € Wy (V, V*).
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Problem 3.6. Given f € L}. uy € H, find u € Wo(V,V*) such that

T
/0 U(t; Ogu(t), v(t)) + a(t;u(t), v(t)) + At u(t),v(t)dt = (f,v)p2 2 Vve L%, (103)

H—-1""H1
where

T
(Foodie e, o= (o) | g2 — / (1 (1:033(1), v(6)) +a (6:35(0), (1)) + A (1:3(2), v(1))) dt.
(104)

Our well-posedness, as in [4], follows from an application of the Banach-Necas-Babuska theorem.
The abstract theorem is given as:

Theorem 3.7 (Banach-Necas-Babuska Theorem). Let X be a Banach space and 'Y be a reflexive
Banach space. Let B : X xY — R a bounded bilinear form and F € Y*. Then there is a unique
up € X such that

B(up,v) = F(v) forallveY (105)
if and only if
3C >0:VYue X, sup Blu,v) > Cllu||x, (106)
veY ||U||Y
VoeY, (VueX, Blu,v) =0) = v=0. (107)

A proof of this may be found in [2I]. We note that Problem is of the form (03] for the
bilinear form B : X x Y — R defined by

T
B(u,v) := /0 I(t; O3u(t), v(t)) + a(t;u(t), v(t)) + A(t; u(t), v(t))dt (108)

on the spaces X = Wy(V,V*) and Y = L%, and the right hand side F' = f Notice that showing
well-posedness of of the problem now amounts in summarising that Proposition B3]l guarantees (0]
and (I07) and thus the applicability of the abstract theorem.

Theorem 3.8. There is a unique solution to Problem [37}

Proof. We apply Theorem [B.7] to Problem with X, Y, B: X xY — R, and F as given above.
To this end it is sufficient to show the inf-sup-type condition ([I06]), the dual injectivety condition
({I07), and F € Y*.

Thanks to the properties of the bilinear forms shown in Proposition B3 conditions (I06]) and
(I07) follow directly from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 in [4], respectively, where a slightly different notation
(operators instead of bilinear forms) is used.

Finally, one may verify that f € L%, since g, which appears in ([02)) satisfies g € W(V,V*).
This gives us the @ € Wy(V, V™), thus by ([I02), we recover u € W(V,V*) with u(0) = uo. O

This has given the existence of a weak solution to the parabolic Oseen equation in a moving
domain in a reduced velocity formulation.

19



3.1 Recovering a solution to the saddle point formulation

In the above analysis, we considered a reduced velocity formulation of a parabolic Oseen equation.
It is then natural to ask if there is a solution to the formulation with pressure. For convenience, let
us define the pressure space

Ly = {0 0.7) > | L2Q00) x {1} ()0 @) € L0320, [ a() =0 ae).
t€[0,T] Q()
(109)
The answer to this question is given in the following corollary to Theorem

Corollary 3.9. Let ug € H and f € L}.. and let L3(Qo). Then there exist unique (u,p) such that
u € W(H17H71)7 pE L%2; u|t:0 = Uo, and
0

p(t) divo(t)dt = <fvv>L; L2,

(110)

T
// o(t) divu(t) = 0 (111)
o Jow

for allv € pr and for all q such that qo @) € L2(0,T; LE(Q0)). In particular, u is a solution to
0
Problem [33)

The proof of the result follows almost identically to the proof of Theorem 5.1 in [57], where one
must make appropriate changes for the fact our domain moves. An outline of the proof relies on
taking the solution u € W(V,V*) to Problem B4 and grouping up all the terms involving u from
(II0) as the linear operator ¢, € (Lig)* which satisfies

—1>

T
/ Ut 0%u(t), o(t)) + alt; u(t), v(£)) + A(E: u(t), v(t)) + /
0 Q(t)

/T/ p(t)divo(t) = £,(v) Vv e L3, (112)
0 Ja@) 0

and we note that £, 12 = 0. From this, one uses an adaptation of de Rham’s theorem to invert
the linear operator in ([12]). We refer the reader to Corollary 2.4 of [26] for a precise statement of
de Rham’s theorem which roughly states that V: L§(Q(t)) — {g € H ' (Q(¢)) : gly ) = 0} is an
isomorphism for each ¢ € (0,T).

4 Discretisation in time

In this section we wish to give an analysis of a time discrete system related to Problem [Tl The
discretisation of evolving space PDEs has been studied extensively in [I8], the study of a fully
discrete system for a heat equation was considered in [I6] and for linear parabolic equations in [34]
the full discretisation is also considered.

We neglect the full discretisation and focus on the time discretisation. This choice is made as the
significant difference in this article to previous articles considering evolving Bochner spaces is the
construction of the time derivative. Of course one might consider the spacial discretisation to obtain
a full discretisation, however we comment that this would not prove interesting or original since
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standard results can be applied. Other methods are certainly of interest, making use of unfitted
meshes [T}, 56].

For our system, we suggest the following time update step. For n > 0, let ¢, = nr1 for some
7> 0. Given u" € V(t,), find u"™* € V(t,41) such that

/ u" e+ VU1 VT (V= W) (tg1) - V) u™ g
Qtnt1)

(113)
:/ u".(noq)tn+1o@;1)+7'/ fon
Q(tn) Q(tn+1)

for all n € V(tp41).

Remark 4.1. Despite the inconvenient terms involving D®; and derivatives which appear in the
weak problem, Problem we see that this discretisation has the form of a ’standard’ mowving
domain discretisation. That is to say the time discretisation we present appears to be the time
discretisation one might propose from looking at ([2)). Let us note that the discretisation we provide
1s first order. Higher order discretisations are certainly possible, these could use higher order finite
difference schemes, or even Discontinuous Galerkin strategies. However such schemes may or may
not require the inclusion of the aforementioned inconvenient terms involving D®,.

We now provide a justification for this proposed discretisation.

4.1 Derivation of discretisation

We recall the explicit form of Problem [3.4] for sufficiently smooth data f,
T T
/ 8;11,'77—(D(I)t(D(I)t_l)/)O(I);IU'U—FVU:V’I]—F((V—W)'V)’U,”q:/ fn
0 Jow) 0 Jow)

for any n € LY. Let us assume that v is sufficiently smooth so that Ogu = .ﬁb Using the transport
formula from Theorem 2.20] and rewriting A using the chain rule yields

d

LX) (Yo} _ _ — —
I u-n:/ u-n+u-n— (DP(DP;) )o@ u-n—u- (DB(DE;)) 0 @ M.
Q(t) Q(t)

Choosing 7 to satisfy .ﬁb = 0, one arrives at

d

pr u-77+/ u- (DD ")) o @y '+ Vu:Vn+ (V-—w) - V)u-n=
Q) 0

fen (114)
Q)

for almost every t € (0,T). We will now approximate the time derivatives which appear in (I14]).
It is standard to approximate the time derivative of the inner product as:

d 1
T u-nm~ = (/ u(tnt1) - (tnt1) — / u(tn) - n(tn)> : (115)
Q(t) T Q(t7l+1) Q(tn)

Notice that in (IIZ) we have the time derivative of D®;'. This term could be included as is,
providing a different discretisation to (I13]), however if one were to work with an unknown w, hence
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unknown @, it may not be convenient to directly use (D®; 1)’ , so discretisation may be appropriate.
Here, we use a first order approximation D®;(D®; ") = —(D®,)'D®; ' ~ —1(D®,, ., D®; " —I),
therefore

_ _ 1 _ _
[ w0y owr g m [ ult) nlta) — ultn) - (DO, DB 00 (), (116)
Q(t) T Ja(tn)
where the first term of this will cancel with the second term from the time derivative of the integral.
It is also convenient to calculate what 7(t,) is in terms of 7(¢,+1) under the relationship that
n(t) = ¢no for some given ng € V(0),

Ntn) = 01,0t (tns1) = (D@1, DO n(tns1) 0 Dy, ) 0 01 (117)

This results in
(D(I)twrqu);l) © ‘1’;177(%) = n(tn-i-l) © @t71+1 © (I);nl (118)

As such, when using (I15), (IT6) and (IT7) in (I14) and approximating the other terms implic-
itly, we arrive at the discretisation in (II3]).

4.1.1 Existence and uniqueness of discrete solution

It is of course necessary to demonstrate that for appropriate data, there is a solution to the discrete
system. It may be seen that this is the case, as the strong form of the problem posed in (II3) is
given by:

n —1
u"o®; o <I>tn+1

1
— A (V= w)(tnga) - V)Tt vt = + f(tny1) I Qtng)

p
(119)

diva™™ =0 in Q(tns1), (120)
Un+1|aﬂ(tn+1) =0. (121)

From this form, with suitable assumptions on V which will be given in Assumption 4.2 it follows
that there exists a unique solution (u™** p"*1) to the above system.

4.1.2 Interpolation of discrete solutions

For n > 0, for t € (tn,tn+1), if one is interested in the interpolation between u™ € V(t,) and
u"tt € V(t,41), we note that it is not necessarily appropriate to consider the standard interpolation
given by —— (Ut o @, (t—tn) +um o @y, (typ1 —t)) 0o Py & V(t). Instead, one should

consider ﬁgf)t (Pt ™t —ty) + p—r u(tns1 — 1)) € V(2).

tn41—

4.2 Proof of convergence of discretisation

We now prove, under certain regularity assumptions that the above discretisation will converge as

7 — 0. Due to the moving space framework, this essentially boils down to calculating the error for
an ODE.
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Recall that % — (D®(D®; 1Y) o ®;'u = d%u. We will use this to make the calculations
somewhat shorter. It is convenient to use the following alternate formulation of the continuous
equation:

/ osu-n+Vu:Vn+((V-w)-V)u- 77—/ fn (122)

forn € V(¢) for a.e. t € (0,7T).

Assumption 4.2. We assume that f is continuous in time and L? in space; V satisfies either
Vody € C(0,T; LP(Q)) with divV =0 for p > d or Vo ®.y € C(0,T; L>(Q)); u, the solution
to Problem satisfies u € C%; Equation [I22) holds for every t € (0,T).

We note that the assumptions made on f and V are not expected to be sufficient to ensure the
assumptions required on the solution wu.

Furthermore we assume that the solution is sufficiently smooth to guarantee consistency with
order 7 > 0 of the backward Euler method in the sense that its pullback by @(t) = u(t) o @, satisfies

T+ 12
e = C(u)T (123)

Hﬁ(t +7)—at) — T%( t+ 7')}

This can e.g. be shown with order r = 1 if 4 is C?(0,T; L>(£2(0))). For later reference we note that
the time derivative of the pullback is given by the pullback of the material derivative, that is

%a(t) (;t (t) + Vu(t) - ())o@tzﬁv'vu(t)ofbt. (124)

Thus the assumed consistency estimate can be written as

< C(u)r™ (125)

Rt

where we have again utilised that det(D®;) = 1.
We will also assume that 7 is sufficiently small.

Theorem 4.3. Let uw € W(V,V*) be the solution to Problem[34), let {u"}n>1 be the solutions to
the discrete system ([[13) with the same initial data. Under the assumption that (I23) holds with
r € (0,1] and the conditions of Assumption[{.9 it holds that there is C > 0 independent of T such
that for each n > 0 with ™n < T,

™ = ultns )72, 0y + TIV (@ = ultns1)) 172,00 < CT°"

Before we prove this statement, let us note that this result follows exactly the same argumen-
tation as if one were using a discretisation based on the saddle point formulation, rather than the
reduced velocity formulation provided. This is due to the lack of spatial discretisation, whereby in
full discretisations, one may not have exactly divergence free velocity fields.

Proof. We aim to estimate the quantities [|u"*t! — u(t,4+1)||z2 and HV( "t w(tng1))|| 2. For
convenience, let us write e, := u"™ — u(t,) and || - [, = | - [[z2(q(t.))- In the following we will

make use of the fact that [[v|l,, = [[vo @y, [r2(qy) = [[vo P, 0 @ n+1||n+1’ which holds because
det(D®;) = 1, which is shown in Lemma [Z5]
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By argumentation similar to that which appears in Proposition B.3] we have that there are
constants «, 8 > 0 such that

of WP [ (VP W) ) 45 [ a0
Q(t7l+1) Q(t7l+1) Q(t7l+1)

for all n € HY(Q(tn+1);R?). The estimate (I26) follows from the assumptions on V made in
Assumption 2
In order to estimate ||ep41]ln+1 and ||Vent1||n+1, it is convenient to define I as

Fim flensal o + a7 Vel = [

e, —1—047/ |Venii)?. (127)
Q(t7l+1) Q(t7l+1)

We use this weaker coercivity (I28) with n = e,,4+1 to estimate I, we also rearrange the products
into a form which will be convenient

I S/ u" e + 7'/ Vu"t Ve, + 7'/ (V=w)(tns1) - V)u"™ e
Q(tnt1) Q(tnt1) Qtn+1)

— / w(tng1) - €ng1 — 7'/ Vu(tns1) : Ventr
Q(t7l+1)

Q(t7l+1)
[V W) D) ultr) - enr 78 21
Qtn+1) Qtnt1)
(128)
We use the discrete equation (II3) with test function e,+1 € V(t5+1) to see that
1 S/ u" - €n41 0 (I)tn+1 o (I)t_nl + T/ fn+1 “en+1 — / u(tn—i-l) *€n+41
Q(tn) Q(tn+1) Q(tn+1)
- 7'/ Vu(tns1) : Vept1 — 7'/ (V=w)(tn+1) - V) u(tnt1) - ent1 + 708 6121+1-
Qtn+1) Qtn+1) Qtn+1)
(129)

Using the assumption that the continuous equation (I22)) holds for every ¢ € (0,7"), we test with
ent1 € V(tn11) to see that

1 S/ u" - epy1 0Py, 0 @;1 + 7'/ f""’1 Clntl — / w(tnt1) - €nt1
Q(tn) Q(tnt1) Qtn+1)

(130)
+ 7'/ Ogu(tni1) - €nt1 — T/ frtle, 1+ 16 €i+1-
Qtnt1) Qtn+1) Qtnt1)
We now collect terms to get
I S / Un'en+lo(1)tn+1oq);1_/ (u(tn+1)—7'8;,u(tn+1)).6n+1+7'ﬂ 6721+1' (131)
Q(tn) Q(tn+1) Q(tn+1)

Adding and subtracting the term [, (u(tn)o®s,)-(ent10®t,,,) and using the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality and the consistency error bound we get

I < lenllnllensillnss + C@) ™ Hlentallnes + 7Bllenta s (132)
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From now on we assume that 7 is sufficiently small, such that 0 <~ ! <1 — 78 holds true for
some fixed 7o > 0, independent of 7 and denote v = (1 — 78)~! < ¢ for convenience. Then, by
subtracting the last term from the previous estimate and inserting I we arrive at

(1- Tﬁ)Hen-i-lH 41T TO‘Hven-‘rIHn-i-l ([lenlln + C(u)T T+l)||€n+1||n+l (133)

and by dropping the Ve, 1 term and dividing by (1 — 78)||en+1]|nt1 at
lentillnt < vllealln +~C(u)r"*. (134)

Using this estimate recursively together with |leg|lo = 0 yields

lenlln < 77F1C(u Z’y < 7"C(u)(nt) exp((n71)Bvy) = 77 C(u)t, exp(t, 57) (135)
<7"C(u)T exp(Tﬁv).
Here we made use of the elementary estimate
> 4F <ny" <mexp(y — 1)" = nexp(n(y — 1)). (136)

k=1

and 7 — 1 = 70~. Inserting (I38) into (I33)) and bounding ¢,, and v by T and 7y, respectively, we
finally get
lealls + 7l Venll < 727C(u, T, a, 8, 70)- (137)

O
Corollary 4.4. Under the assumptions of the previous theorem and assuming t — p(t,-) o ®; €
C((0,T); LE()), it holds that for every n > 1 with tn < T,

[p" = p(tn)llLz < CT7, (138)

where p(ty,) is the pressure component of the solution to the problem in Corollary [T and p™ is the
pressure component to the solution to the discrete problem (I19]).

Proof. Let e := u"—u(t,) and e := p™ —p(t,). One finds that (e, eP) € H(Q(t,); RY) x L3(Q(t))
weakly satisﬁes

n _ ,n—1
A + (V= w) - V) el + Vel = d%ulty) — ——— in Q(t,), (139)
T
dive; =0 in Q(t,), (140)
enloa(t,) = 0. (141)

Therefore the result follows by standard estimates for the above stationary Oseen equation and the
estimate in (I23). O
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5 Conclusion

In this work, we have shown the well posedness of the Oseen equation on an evolving domain, making
use of an evolving space framework. It turned out that, by considering the problem in suitable
evolving spaces of divergence free functions, it can essentially be treated like a parabolic problem
on stationary domain. With this variational formulation, we have then derived and analysed a
first-order time-discretisation.

Regarding further work, uncertainty quantification would be an interesting problem to study, in
particular from the application perspective [53] 22]. For example one could model the uncertainty
of the initial value, or to consider the equations on random moving domains. This type of problem
was already considered by one of the authors for elliptic PDEs on curved random domain [12]
and for linear parabolic equations on random domains [I4], where the study of a parabolic Stokes
equation on a moving domain was also mentioned. In this setting, the solution of the equation is a
random variable and one is interested in its expected value, for example. We expect that combining
our well-posedness result on moving domains with the ideas from [I4] for random domains would
allow for the treatment of Oseen problems on random domains. However, this is left for future
consideration.
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A  Proof of Lemmas 2.8 and

Proof of LemmalZ8. We calculate the divergence of ¢.u,

d d
div(¢u) = 0(DPwu) 0 @) = Y 0i((95(®4)iuy) 0 @71
i=1 Q=1
d ’ d
= > 0 )k0k(05(Rr)iuy) 0 Bt =D (DB )ik (0;(D1)iug) 0 Bt
ig.k=1 ij.k=1

(DR} M) ki (D) ij Ok + (DD )i O (DDy)iju;) 0 ;!
1

I
.M&

~
Il

4,7,

d
=(divu)o @7 + D (DO )kiOk (D) ;) 0 By (142)
i,5,k=1

We now wish to show that the second term of (I42]) vanishes. Recall Jacobi’s formula, which gives
the derivative of a determinant of a matrix

d d
0; det(D®;) = det(DD;) Y (DD, )giOk(DP¢)ir = det(DD;) Y (DD, )rik(DPy)ij.  (143)
i,k=1 i,k=1
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Moreover, in Lemma we show that det(D®;) is constant, therefore the derivative vanishes.
Hence the second term of ([42) vanishes. This shows that div(¢u) = (divu) o ®;*
Now we calculate the divergence of ¢_;u,

div(p—s@) = Y 9;((DP; )ijii; o ;)

.MQ_

1

%,J

I
.M&

d
<3i(D‘1’t1)ijﬂj 0@y + Y (DO ")i;0i(D1)x Okl 0 q’t)

i,7=1 k=1
d
=div(ii) o ®r + Y ;(DP®;1)ijil; 0 Dy (144)
i,5=1

We again must deal with the extra term, the second term of ([[44]). It is known that the derivative
of the inverse of a matrix is given by 9;(D®; ') = —(D®;)~'9; D®;(D®;)~ "', therefore

d

288 (®1); Z DYir0;(D®) (DD, )lj, (145)

i,k,0l=1

where we again note that, by Jacobi’s formula and det(D®; ') = 1, szzl (D®; 1);1.0:(DPy)gy = 0.
This has shown div(¢_,a) = div(a) o &; and completed the result. O

Proof of LemmalZ3. Let u € L?(Q(t); R?), we calculate
/ |peu? :/ |D®u)? o ®;! :/ |D®u|*det(D®;), (146)
Q) Q(t) Qo

where we recall det(D®;) = 1, therefore,
[drullrey < [1DD]Loe [[ull2- (147)

For @ € L?(2(t); R?), the following, almost identical calculation,
[ toal = [ ipapto e ap < D0l (149)
Qo Q(t)
Now let u € H& (Qo; Rd), we calculate the Dirichlet energy,
/ |D (¢su) |> = / |D (D®; 0 ®; 'uo®, ) > = / |D (D@0 @, 'uo®, ') Pod,. (149)
Q(t) Q(t) Q0

We now look at the integrand termwise,

d
81-(D<I>to<1>t_luo<1>t_1)jofl)t*za- ((On fI)t)jUk)Ofl)t_l)O‘I)t
k=1

d 150
Z ; 0P 8l (8k(<I>t)Juk)) ( )
< D@7 )|z (1D* @l pos |ul + || DP¢]| Lo [ Dul )
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Hence

/Q( ) |D(¢eu)|* < ClID(@; )| Foe (1D ®el|Zoe lull3, + 1D |7 < [ Dull3,) . (151)
t

therefore,

geull¥ oy < CID@F D)o (ID* @4l e 3, + 1 DPel|F oo [luel]) - (152)

For & € HY(Q(t); RY),

/ |D (¢_¢1)) |? = / |D (D®; Mo ®,) > = / D (D®; o ®y) |0 ®;t (153)
Qo Qo Q(t)

Again, looking at the integrand termiwse,

d
0; ((ch;l)jk g 0 @t) 0@ =0, ((D(®; 1)xiix) o ) 0 d; "

k=1
d L (154)
= > 0i(®:)10u(0(®; ) i)
k=1
<[ D@L~ (|ID* (@7 Y)l[L=a| + | D(@; )| L= | D) -
As before, this gives
l¢—stilly < CDP|7 (I\D2(¢?1)Ilimllﬁl\%<t> + IID(<I>?1)II%mIIfLH2v<t>) - (155)
O
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