Numerical Methods for
Non-Stationary Stokes Flow
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Abstract We consider a first order implicit time stepping procedure (Euler scheme)
for the non-stationary Stokes equations in smoothly bounded domains of R>. Us-
ing energy estimates we can prove optimal convergence properties in the Sobolev
spaces H"(G) (m = 0,1,2) uniformly in time, provided that the solution of the
Stokes equations has a certain degree of regularity. For the solution of the result-
ing Stokes resolvent boundary value problems we use a representation in form of
hydrodynamical volume and boundary layer potentials, where the unknown source
densities of the latter can be determined from uniquely solvable boundary integral
equations’ systems. For the numerical computation of the potentials and the solu-
tion of the boundary integral equations a boundary element method of collocation
type is used. Some simulations of a model problem are carried out and illustrate the
efficiency of the method.
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1 Introduction and Notation

Let T > 0 be given and G C R? be a bounded domain with a sufficiently smooth
compact boundary S. In (0,7) we consider the non-stationary Stokes equations

Dyv—vAv+Vp=F, divv=0, v;=0, v—9=wo. (1.1)

These equations describe the linearized motion of a viscous incompressible fluid:
The vector v = (v (¢,x), v2(t,x), v3(t,x)) represents the velocity field and the scalar
p = p(t,x) the kinematic pressure function of the fluid at time 7 € (0,7) and at
position x € G. The constant v > 0 is the kinematic viscosity, and the external force
density F together with the initial velocity vy are the given data. The condition
div v = 0 means the incompressibility of the fluid, and v = 0 on the boundary §
expresses the no-slip condition, i. e. the fluid adheres to the boundary.



It is the aim of the present paper to develop a method for the numerical solution
of (1.1). This method consists of three steps. In the first step, the implicit Euler
method in time is used in to transform (1.1) into a finite number of certain boundary
value problems. In the second step, these boundary value problems are studied with
methods of hydrodynamical potential theory. This leads to a representation of their
solutions consisting of volume and surface potentials, where the unknown densities
have to be determined from systems of boundary integral equations. In the third
step, for the discretization of the boundary integral equations and the numerical
computation of the potentials a boundary element method of collocation type and
suitable quadrature methods are used.

Let us consider the following semi-discrete first order Euler approximation
scheme for the Stokes equations (1.1): Setting

h=T/N>0, ti=kh (k=0,1,...,N),

we approximate the solution v,p of (1.1) at time #; by the solution vk, pk(k =
1,2,...,N) of the following equations in G:
kh
(= Dal —vA 4 Vpk = 7t [ F(t)ar,

- 0 (k—1)h i
divv* =0, Vv =y, V|s:O'

Here F and vy are the given data. Thus for every k = 1,2,3,... N we have to deter-
mine in G the solution ¥, g* of the Stokes resolvent boundary value problem

(/'LfA)vk+qu:F7L'k_1, div v =0, vfs:O,
with A = (vh)~! >0, ¢* = p*/v, and

kh
FM=1(x) = A vk_l(x)+/F(t,x)dt ) (1.2)
(k=1)h

Using methods of hydrodynamical potential theory we find a representation of the
solution V¥, ¢ in the form

(F(0),d"(x) = MFM () + (D)), x€G. (1.3)

Here V) F**~1 is a hydrodynamical volume potential with density FA*~! and D, ¥
is a double layer potential with an unknown source density ¥, which can be deter-
mined from the boundary integral equations

SVEFHR) = S0+ (D)) - (A)(), xeS. (1)
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Here the superscript * indicates the velocity part of the above potentials. (D3 ¥) is
the direct value of the hydrodynamical double layer potential for the velocity, and
Py is a one-dimensional perturbation operator, which ensures that the solution ¥ is
unique in the space of continuous vector fields on S. For the spatial discretization of
(1.4) we use a boundary element method of collocation type as described in [1], [5].

At this point, let us introduce our notations. Throughout the paper, G C R? is
a bounded domain having a compact boundary S of class C2. In the following, all
functions are real valued. As usual, Cj’(G) denotes the space of smooth functions
defined in G with compact support, and L?(G) is equipped with scalar product and
norm

= [fee@ax, 1Al = (1.0,
G

respectively. For functions f,g € L?(G) we need the following well-known rela-
tions:

(f—gf+g) = IIfII*—lgll*
(f—g.2f) = [IFIF =18l +If —sll*, (1.5)
2(£.8) < 21I£1 gl < I1FIP+Igll

The Sobolev space H"(G) (m = 0,1,2,...) is the space of functions f such that
D%f € L*(G) forall a = (a1, 00, 03) € N3 with || = o + o + a3 < m. Its norm
is denoted by

1

Al = 1A lleme) = < Y IID"‘f|2> ,

o] <m

where D% = D?' DSQD‘; 3 with Dy, = %k (k=1,2,3) is the distributional derivative.
The completion of CJ(G) with respect to || - || is denoted by H'(G)(HJ(G) =
HY(G) = L*(G)).If f € H}(G), in particular, we have Poincaré’s inequality

17117 < CalIVAIP, (1.6)

where here the constant 4; = C; !is the smallest eigenvalue of the Laplace operator
—A in G with zero boundary condition.

The spaces C(G)*,L(G)*,H™(G)?, ... are the corresponding spaces of vector
fields u = (uy,up,u3). Here norm and scalar product are denoted as in the scalar
case, i. e. for example,

3
1
= L), = e’ /\ )dx?

where |u(x)| = (u1(x)* +uz (x)% +u3 (x)z)% is the Euclidian norm of u(x) € R?. The
completion of



Ci5(G)* = {ueCy(G)*|divu = 0}

with respect to the norm || - || and || - ||, are important spaces for the treatment of the
Stokes equations. They are denoted by

respectively. In H}(G)? and V(G)? we also use
3 1
(VM,VV) = Z (DkujaDij)7 ||VM|| = (VM,VM)Z
kj=1

as scalar product and norm. Moreover, we need the B-valued spaces C"(J,B) and
H™(a,b,B), m € Ny, where J C R with a,b € R (a < b), and where B is any of the
spaces above. In case of C°(, ) we simply write C(,), and we use H,V,H™, ... instead
of H(G),V(G),H"(G),..., if the domain of definition is clear from the context.
Finally, let

P:1*G)> — H(G)? (1.7)

denote the orthogonal projection. Then we have
L}*(G)® = H(G)} @ {veL*(G)*|v = Vpforsome p € H'(G)},
with means

(u,Vp) = 0 forall ucV(G)> and pecH'(G). (1.8)

2 An Implicit Euler Scheme

Because the projection P from (1.7) commutes with the strong time derivative Dy,
from the Stokes equations (1.1) we obtain the following evolution equations for the
function t — v(t) € H(G)*:

Dyv(t) — VPAV(t) = PF(t) (t € (0,T)),  v(0) = vy. 2.1)

In this case, the condition div v = 0 and the boundary condition v =0 on S are sa-
tisfied in the sense that we require v(t) € V(G)? for all t € (0,T). Concerning the
solvability of the evolution equations (2.1) it is known that for

vo € HX(G)’NV(G)®,  FeHY0,T,H(G)?) (2.2)
there is a unique solution v of (2.1) in G such that

ve C([0,T],H*(G)}nV(G)®), Dy e C([0,T),H(G)*)NL*(0,T,H' (G)*), (2.3)
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and that there is some constant K depending only on G, V,F,vy and noton ¢ € [0,T]
such that for all t € [0, 7]

t
[IvDev@)Pdo <k, MOl <K, [IDo0 <K @4
0

Let us now consider the discrete equations under the weaker assumptions
veH(G)?, FelL*0,T,H(G)?). (2.5)

Using P as above and noting that F = PF we obtain in G(h =T /N > 0)

(W=D —hvPAVt = / F(t)dr, W = . (2.6)
(k—=1)h

It is known that under the above assumptions (2.5) there is a unique solution
k 2(\3 3 —
v e H(G)’NV(G) (k=1,2,...,N) 2.7)

of (2.6): If we define the Stokes operator A to be the extension of —PA in H(G)?,
then its domain of definition D(A) is H*>(G)> NV (G)?. Because A = (vh)~' >0
belongs to the resolvent set of —A, the equations

Vk — (), +A)7]Fl’k71, Fk7k7] EH(G)3

(see (1.2)) are uniquely solvable with v} € H?(G)3 NV (G)?, as asserted.

To prove the convergence of the discrete equations (2.6) to the evolution equa-
tions (2.1) and to estimate the discretization error, we use the approach ’stability +
consistency — convergence’’. Let us define

(ITv) (tx) = v(tx) —v(ti_1) — VRPAV(t),  (IT{»'}) (1) = v =1 —vhPAVE.

Then the discretization error
& = vV —v(n) (2.8)

satisfies the identity

&~ —vhPAd = (IT{}) () — (ITv) (1) = R*, (2.9)

which is used to obtain estimates of ¢ in terms of the right hand side R¥ (~ stability).
Then the behavior of



kh
R = / (Dyv(t) — vPAV(t))dt — {(v(tx) — v(tx_1)) — hvPAv(1) }
(k—1)h

kh
— / —VPA((1) — v(t))dt (2.10)
(k~1)h
= —VPAEF

as h tends to zero (= consistency) follows from the regularity properties of the exact
solution of the Stokes equations (2.1).

Theorem 1. Let T > 0, N € N, and G C R3 be a bounded domain with a smooth
boundary S of class C?. Assuming (2.2), let v and V*(k = 1,2,...,N) denote the
solution of (2.1) and (2.6), respectively. Then the discretization error ¢* (see (2.8))
satisfies the following estimates:

k
e[|+ Y (hv][Ve|[* +|le/ — e/ 1|?) < Kn?,
=1

k
S 1 S
IIVekH2+Z(Z(hv)"lle’—e”'|\2+5|\v(6’—e”])llz) < Kh.
j=1

Here the constant K depends only on G, Vv, and the data. Moreover, we even have
convergence with respect to the H>-norm:

max{||e*||> | k=1,2,...,N} = o(1) as h— 0 or N — oo.
Proof. From (2.9) and (2.10) we obtain for the defect ¢* the identity
(k—ek~ 1) —hvPAet = —vPAEF. (2.11)
Multiplying (2.11) scalar in L? by 2¢* and using (1.5) we obtain

ek (1> = [l 12 + [l — [P + 2hv||Ver||* = 2v(VEX, Veb) <
2(hv)2[|VeH|| (') 2 ||VEF|| < hv||Vek|]? +h~'V||[VE||* = $)+S».

Because of
ki kh 5 kh kh 5
S =hly //DGVV(G)det gv/ / IDoVv(o)|da|| di
(k—1)h t (k=1)h  (k—1)h
kh 5 kh
<vh / vV(o)|ch < vi? / 1DoVv(0)|Pda,

(k—=1)h (k—1)h



we find

kh
€112 =115 2+l = 1P+ hv| Vet < va? / IDsVv(0)|[*do (2.12)
(k—1)h

forall k = 1,2,...,N. Thus using ||e°||*> = 0 and (2.4), the first estimate is proved.
Next let us multiply (2.11) scalar in L? by 2(e* — ef~1). Here we obtain

2||ek — 1|2+ 2hv (Vek, V(ek — k1))
=2[[e" = NP hv(|[VeH |2 —[[VE TP 4V (ef — )

= 2v(VEX, V(ek — k1))
1

hv\ 2 — - i
<2-(F) IVt =l vy F VY|

hv
< 7\|V(e’<—e"*1)||2+2h*‘v||VE"|\2 = §3425,.
Using the above estimate for S again, we have
k_ k=12 k2 K12y hV K k—1y[12
2|le" =17+ Av([[Ver||” = [IVe %) = S [[V(e" =]
kh
<2vi? / Do Vv(o)|Pdo,

(k—1)h

hence

1
[[VeH][2 = [IVe =2 +2(hv) 7 le! — 2+ S[ V(" — D2

kh
<2h / 1DoVv(0)|Pda,
(k=~1)h

which implies the second estimate. Next we want to prove convergence with respect
to the H2-norm. From (2.11) we conclude

PAE = (hv) Y =)+ TPAEY,
which implies
[[PAEK|> < 2(hv)72||ek — 1|2 + 22 || PAEH||? . (2.13)

By (2.3) we find the following estimate for the second term:
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2h~2||PAEX||* < 2h72

kh
/ PA(() —v(1y))dt
(k~1)h

<2 max_[|PA(v(c) —v(1))|]*
0,7€(0,T]
|o—1|<h

=o(l) as h—0.
It remains to show that also the first term of (2.13) tends to zero. Using

(ek_ekfl)

Tk =
h

for abbreviation, from (2.11) we obtain the identity

Tk — 751 _ hyPATF

kh (k=1)h
— _hlvpA / (1) = v(1e))di — / V() = v(te_1))dr
(k—1)h (k—2)h

= —h~'vPAGF,

where G* is defined by the above term in brackets. Scalar multiplication in L? by
2T* yields as above

TP =T P+ |75 = TP 20v| VT4 P < hv|[VTHP 4+ 07| IVGH P,
2.14)
hence

X2 =T P+ |75 = TP+ v || VTH P < RV VG2
Because
G" = — / / (Dov(G) — Dav(c — h))dad:,
(k=1)h t
we find the estimate

kh
IVGH]> < W / 1DV (v(0) —v(c —h))||*do.
(k—=1)h

Thus from (2.14) we obtain



kh
ITHIP = ([T P4 T =T P+ hv [ VTH P < v / 1DV (v(1) = v(t—h))|*dt,
(k—1)h

and

k
TP+ Y (177 =T + val V1))
j=2

T

< ||T1|\2+v/||D,V(v(t)—v(t—h))||2dt 2.15)
h

=o(l) as h—0,

because the integral vanishes as 4 — 0, and because by (2.12) (note ||e°|| = 0)
h
IR = [ = eI < v [1Dv(o)]Par = of1).
0

Thus (2.15) implies that also the first term of (2.13) tends to zero as 7 — 0, hence
||[PAe||? = o(1) as h — 0, and the asserted convergence with respect to the H2-norm
follows by means of Cattabriga’s estimate. This proves the theorem.

3 Hydrodynamical Potential Theory

Because every time step fy, = kh (k=1,2,... NeN; h= % > 0) requires the so-
lution of the boundary value problem (??), we consider for fixed h,k, and A =
(hv)~! > 0in G the system

(A—=A)u+Vg =F, divu =0, u,=0. 3.1

Let us define the formal differential operator of (3.1) by

o) s - (0,

V-u
g (u) g ((A—A)M—Vq)
A . A - —V . )
q q u
denote its formally adjoint operator. To construct an explicit solution u,q of (3.1)
with methods of potential theory, we first need the singular fundamental tensor E; =

and let
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Here § is Dirac’s in R3, I; the 4 x 4 unity matrix, and S, E; = (SEfL,SEﬁ”,SEf)
with columns E,? = (E}k)j:h---,‘l for k =1,...,4. It is well-known ([?]) that the

4 has the following form:

fundamental tensor E; = (E ;j{ (X)) j k=1

S; XX
E%k<x>=1{ gy (VT fr]) + ’|3"ez<—ﬂ|x|>} (k,j+4)

47 We |x

ei(€) = i (17 _ exp(e)(1—e ' +e7%)—e?

= (n+2)!

er(g) = Lo e = exp(e)(—1+3e7' =3¢ ) +3e2 (32
= (n+2)!

EL) = i) = g (k£ 4),

Using the exponential representation of the functions e, ey we obtain immediately
the behavior of Ej (x) for x — 0 and x — oo. Setting r = |x| we have for j k # 4:

Eﬁ(x):O(r_l) as r—0
Ef(x) =0(r%) as r—o (A>0) (3.3)

EL(x)=0(7%) as r—0 or r—oo.

Note that E}k(l > 0) decays stronger than E;-)k(j, k#4)asr— oo
Now using the right hand side F from (3.1) and the fundamental tensor £, we
can construct the hydrodynamical volume potential

weow) = [ <), B> a, 64
G

which satisfies the equations S,llQ] = (g) in G due to its construction. Here and in

the sequel, for & € R" and matrices A = (A;;) € R" X R (n,m € N) we use

(6,A) = (iéjAjl,---7i§jAjm>7
= =1

obtaining a row with m components.

In order to represent the solution of (S, ) by means of potentials we need the
hydrodynamical Green’s formulae. They are given in terms of the formal differential
operators



S5 : (”) 5t sy (”) s
q q q q

from above, and their corresponding adjoint stress tensors, which are defined by

T (Z) _,TZ — (=Vu—(Vu)" +qI),

T (Z) HT'Z = (~Vu—(Vu)T —gI).

Here (Vu)T is the transposed matrix of Vu = (Diut )k i=12,3 and I3 the 3 x 3 unity
matrix.

Let us assume that u,v € C>(G)> NC!(G)? are divergence-free vector fields, that
g:p € C'(G)NCY(G), and that Sy, 8 7 € L'(G)*(A > 0). Then we have Green’s

first identity
u (v
Sl ; ( > dy
( o \p )

(3.5)
(T N,v doer/ (Au,v dy+/ (Vu+ (Vu)", Vo4 (V) T)dy,

w\ Q—

and Green’s second identity

/{(S;LZ,(D)—((Z),S;;)}@ = /{(Tq"N,v)—(u,T,;VN)}doy. (3.6)
G S

Here we use

<é&n>= Zéknk for EneR” and <A,B>= ZA,kB,k
k=1 i,k=1

for matrices A, B € R" x R" (n € N). The vector N = N(y) € R? denotes the exterior
normal in y € § and 7;'N indicates the usual matrix vector product.

Now applying Green’s second identity with a solution u € C*>(G)*> NC'(G)?,
q € CY(G)NC’(G) of Sag= (), and with v, p being the columns of the funda-
mental tensor E,, by cutting off the singularity in x € G we obtain the following
representation (compare [3], p. 335) of u and ¢ in x € G (N denotes the exterior
normal on the C2-boundary S):

(79 Er =y 0.0
(3.7)

(T OING).EY (= y))doy — [ (). T/E, (+— 3N () doy.
N

%\Q
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Here E/({) is the 3 x 4 matrix obtained from E; by eliminating the last row, and the
product in the last boundary integral equation is defined as follows: Treating the
4 columns of E; with T’ yields four 3 x 3 matrices, which, multiplied by N, give
four columns with 3 components, hence a 3 x 4 matrix. The subscript y in 7/ means
differentiation with respect to y.

The representation formula (3.7) suggests to introduce hydrodynamical boundary
layer potentials for general vector valued source densities ¥ = (¥}, %, %;) € C(S)>.
For x € R3\S we define the single layer potential

B = [(0).E (x-3)do,
s
and the double layer potential

D2#)) = [ (PO)TE, (= yNG)do,.
N

Because E) = E{ the single layer potential can be represented by

B = B -0P0)doy. (8
N

Here the 4 x 3 matrix E )(LC> is obtained from E; by eliminating the last column and

El(lc)‘I’ indicates the usual matrix vector product. If no confusion is possible, row
representation and column representation will be identified. In order to develop a
similar representation for the double layer potential we proceed as follows. Due to
DyiEj’lk(x—y) = —DxiEjj((x—y)(i,j =1,2,3;k=1,...,4) and observing the defini-
tion of T and 7’ we have T"E,fL (x—y) = —TE} (x—y) where E} denotes the k" col-
umn of E; (k= 1,...,4). Defining the 3 x 4 matrix (Dy (x,y))! = —T.E; (x—y)N(y),
we first obtain the row vector

(D) (x) = / <y(), (D2 (x,y)" > doy
G

and then the column

(D2¥)W) = [ Da)¥0)doy, (39
G

where the 4 x 3 matrix D) (x,y) is defined by

Da(xy) = (“REx=yNG)" = ((“LEHG=)sN0) -
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Both the single layer potential (3.8) and the double layer potential (3.9) are analytic
functions in R*\S and satisfy there the homogeneous differential equations

u 0
Skq B <0)'

By elementary calculations we find (compare [?]) that the 4 x 3 kernel matrix D) =
(D,’}i(x,y)) _____ 4:i=12,3 of the double layer potential D; ¥ has the following form:
Setting r = x—y and N = N(y) we have

D) =~ { s (VWD) - (it + 86T ) (VA

ririr-N

P

(3= 3di (—VA|r]) + 2ds(~ x|r|>>},

= 2(n?—1)
-y ”+2 e = exp(e)(2—6e ' +6e2)—6e2+1, (3.10)
n=2 n

o n(n’—1) en -1 -2
= exp(e)(e—34+6 " —6 ),
9= T p(e)( )

1 N AN; N;
D (x,y) = — { ‘

2 0

The series representation above yields d; (0) = d»(0) = 0, hence as A — 0 we obtain
from (3.6) the well known (see [3], p. 336) double layer kernel matrix for the Stokes
equations (Sp):

3 rnrir-N

(0] _ P
Dki(x7y)__a |I"|5 (kal_1v2a3)7 (311)
1 3r~Nri Nl‘ . .
Dgi(xvy) = 75 < |r‘5 - |r|3> 7N15(r) (l = 1?273)

It follows easily that the last summand in d; comes from the pressure g. This term
determines the decay for » = |r| = |x —y| — 0 and r — oo. Hence for k,i # 4 we have

(A >0):

>}
>
=
=
Il
™~
\\
N4
fo~)
w
~
=)
o
=
~
8
>
Vv
=2

Di(x,y) =0(r3) as r—0, (3.12)

In the following we consider the normal stresses of the single layer potential
E,; ¥, which are defined in a neighborhood U C R3 of S for x € U\S and ¥ € C(S)?
by
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HP)0) = [ TED x-y)PO)N Doy
N

Here the superscript * indicates a column vector with 3 components, and N(¥) de-
notes the outward unit normal in X € S, where ¥ is the unique projection of x € U\S
on S. Note that S € C? allows the construction of parallel surfaces, which implies
the existence of such a neighborhood U. If we use the representation

(H#)x) = [ () P()do, (3.13)
S

with some 3 x 3 matrix H) (x,y), then
Hy(xy) = DY ()"
with Dgtr) is obtained by eliminating the last row of the 4 x 3 matrix D, given above.

The next statements concern the continuity properties of the potentials, if x €
R3\ S approaches a point z € S. For x € R3\§ let

(EL¥)(x) = / EV) (x— y)®(y)doy (3.14)
G

D)) = [ DY )P O)do, (31
G

denote the single layer and the double layer potential corresponding to the velocity

part of the potentials, respectively. Here E )(Lr,c) is the 3 x 3 matrix obtained from E;,
by eliminating the last row (& r) and the last column (= ¢). We first consider some
potentials with special densities.

It is well known (see [3], p. 337) that for the case A = 0 we have

B,x€G,

(DiB)(x) = / Do(x,y)Bdoy, = { 1B, x€S, (3.16)
S 0, x € R*\G,

where Dy is the 3 x 3 matrix defined in (3.11) and B € R3 is a constant column
vector. For A > 0, however,

B. (+<G).
DiB)x) = 2 [ELIx—y)pdy = § 3. (xeS), (317
G 0, (x e R\G).

Moreover, if N denotes the outward unit normal field on S, then for the single
layer potential E; N(A > 0) with density N we have



- ((1)) (x€G),
ENE = [Ew—yNOdo, = -4 (xes), (3.18)
S () (xeRNG),

which follows from Green’s second identity, and implies (E;N)(x) = 0 for all x €
R3.

Next let us study the continuity properties of potentials with general continuous
source densities. Setting

w(z) = lim w(x), w(z) = lim w(x),
x—zZES x—z€S
xeG xeR3\G

we obtain on the boundary S the important relations

(E;¥) = E;¥ = (E;¥P), (3.19)
, 1
(D) =Dy¥ = S¥ = DY - (D;¥), (3.20)
1 )
(H¥)" —H;¥ = ¥ = Hj—(H;¥), (3.21)

where E;‘I’,Dj ¥, and H;‘I’ are defined by (3.14), (3.15), and (3.13), respectively.
Now let G° = R3\G be the complementing exterior domain having the same

boundary S as G. We consider the following boundary value problem: For a given
boundary b € C(S)? find u € C2(G)> NC(G)?, q € C'(G)NC(G) satisfying

0
st = < ) in G, u=bonS. (3.22)
q 0

We refer to this problem as to the interior hydrodynamic Dirichlet problem. Besides
(3.22) we also consider the exterior hydrodynamic Neumann problem

0

st = in G, TN = b on S, (3.23)
q 0 !

being adjoint to (3.22). Using Green’s first identity we can easily prove that regular

solutions u,q of the exterior Neumann problem are uniquely determined provided

that we require for r = |x| — oo(4 > 0)

ulx) = O(r_z), Vu(x) = O(r_l), q(x) = O(r_l), (3.24)

a condition, which takes into account the special decay properties of the potentials
(compare (3.3) and (3.12)).

Concerning the interior Dirichlet problem, u is uniquely determined, while g is
uniquely determined up to an additive constant only.
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In the following we prove the existence of a solution u, g of the interior Dirichlet
problem using the method of boundary integral equations. Let b € C(S)* be given
with

/b-Ndo = 0. (3.25)
S

Choosing in x € G the ansatz (;) (x) = (D3 ¥)(x) as double layer potential, due to
the jump relations we obtain on S the weakly singular (S is of class C?) boundary
integral equations
1
b = 3 Y+ (D*AY) on S, (3.26)
which is a Fredholm system of the second kind on C(S)3. To solve it we have to
consider the corresponding homogeneous adjoint system

1
0 = 5 @+ (H;®) on S. (3.27)

It follows from (3.18) that the normal vector N € C(S)? is a solution: Due to
(H;N)(x) = (T(EAN))(x)N(%) = —N(X) if x € G (for X see above (3.13)) and
(H;N)(x) = 0if x € G, from (3.21) we obtain

1
0 = EN—F(H,{N) on S.

Moreover, if ® € C(S)3 is any solution of (3.27), then we have & € BN with some
constant 3 € R. To see this, consider the single layer potential (Z) = E) ® defined
in (3.8). It decays as required in (3.24), and it solves the exterior Neumann problem
(3.23) with zero boundary data due to (3.21) and (3.27). Thus we habe E) @ = (8)
in G¢ from the uniqueness statement, and E£; @ = 0 on S using (3.19). This again
implies that £, & also solves the interior Dirichlet problem with zero boundary data,
and the corresponding uniqueness statement yields E) ® = (g) in G, with some
constant o € R. Because H ; b =0inG“and H ; & = aN in G, the assertion follows
by (3.21). Now using well known facts of Fredholm’s theory on integral equations
of second kind in spaces of continuous functions it follows that the condition (3.25)
is necessary and sufficient for the existence of a solution ¥ € C(S)? of (3.26).

Because (3.27) has a unique nontrivial solution @ = N, the homogeneous ver-
sion of (3.26) has a nontrivial solution, too. For numerical purposes, however, it is
desirable to deal with uniquely solvable systems. This ca be achieved as follows:
Instead of (3.26) consider the boundary integral equations system

1
b= W+ (D)~ (RyY) on S (3.28)

with the one-dimensional operator P, : C(S)? — C(S)? given by



(PWP)(x) = N(x) / N-Wdo.
G

Because the normal field N forms a basis of the null space of the operator %Ie +Hj

which is adjoint to %13 +Dj, the system (3.28), too. Here the latter follows easily
by multiplying (3.28) with N, integrating over S, and noting that

1
/(D}‘L'P)-Ndo _ /'y-(H;N)do _ 75/‘P~Ndo.
G G G

Thus we have shown

Theorem 2. Let b € C(S)? with (3.25) be given on a C*-boundary S of a bounded
domain G C R3, and let 0 < A € R. Then the interior hydrodynamic Dirichlet prob-
lem (3.22) has a solution u € C*(G)>NC(G)?,q € C'(G)NC(G). Here u is uniquely
determined, while q is unique up to an additive constant, only. The solution u,q can
be represented in G as a pure double layer potential (Z) (x) = (DY) (x), where
the source density ¥ € C(S)3 is the unique solution of the second kind Fredholm
boundary integral equations system

1
b = 3 ¥+ (D,¥)— (PvY) on S.
Here D3 ¥ is the velocity part of D3¥ and Py : C(S)> — C(S)? is defined by

(Pv¥)(x) = N(x) /N-‘I’do.
G

4 A Boundary Element Method

Summarizing the results from the last two sections we find that the potential repre-
sentation given in (1.3) defines an approximate solution (V¥ (x),g*(x)) of the Stokes
equations (1.1) at time # = kh (k= 1,2,...,N). It depends on the solution ¥ of the
boundary integral equations system (1.4), which — for each time step — has the form
(3.28). For the discretization of (3.28) we choose a collocation procedure as de-
scribed in [1], [5]. To be concrete, in the following let us restrict our considerations
to the case of the unit ball G C R? with boundary § and let us use the parametrization

f:8" = [0,1> —s, f(%,m) = (x1,x,x3) €S,

i.e.x; =sin(n¥)cos(2xn), x, = sin(w¥) sin(27n), x3 = cos(wY). For the sake of
illustration, in the following we suppress some analytical problems due to the non-
uniqueness of the inverse mapping f~!. For L € Nlet 6 = (2L)~! and define on §"
a so-called collocation grid



18
C,) = {x"=(io,jo)li,j=0,...,2L}
consisting of (2L + 1)? collocation points and an integration grid
J> = {((i+0.5)0, (j+0.5)0) |i,j=0,...,2L— 1}
consisting of (2L)? integration points. For y" = ((i+0.5)0, (j+0.5)0) € J let
Q) = {(¥,n)|ic<¥<(i+1)o, jo<n<(j+1)c}

be the square with length ¢ and center y". The projections of these sets on S are
denoted by

Co = f(Cs),  Jo = fUs), Oy = f(O)).

Setting
T+1for —1<7<0,

o(t) = ¢ l—tfor 0<7<1,
0 elsewhere,
for every x" = (x1,x2) € C} let us define a bilinear B-spline

EN SN —R, ENWY,M) = w<W)w<M> .

o

These splines are used for interpolation: the interpolate P2 @" : " — R3 of some
vector function @” : §" — R3 is defined by

(Pe@M)(0,m) = ), @"(")EN (.M,
xNeCh
and it holds (P2 ®@")(u") = ®" (") for all 7" € CJ. Analogously, we call
Pe® = (Pg(®of))of!

the interpolate of @ : § — R3.
Let us now go back to the boundary integral equations system and look for an

approximate solution
lIlO' = q/é\ofil’

where the vector function ¥ : $" — R3 has the form

chA(ﬂ»n) = Z a(x/\76)€/\(197n)'

xNeCh

Here the unknown coefficients o(x",o) € R3 have to be determined from the col-
location procedure



1 «
Psb = PG(EIPG“‘(D)L,GTG)_(PN&T!PU))’ (“.1)

where (compare (3.15) and (3.28))

(D). 0%)(x) = ¥ DY (x0)Pe(IQ)]  (x¢Jo), (4.2)
yeJo
(Pvo¥)(x) = N(x) Y N(y)-@(0)IQly (x€5), (4.3)
yeJs
and
ol = [ao.
0

Hence integration has been replaced by a quadrature formula (midpoint rule). Thus
considering (4.1) on the collocation grid only, we obtain a linear algebraic sys-
tem for 3(2L + 1) unknowns (3 components, (2L + 1)? collocation points) with
a non-sparse but diagonal-dominant system matrix, which is invertible for suffi-
ciently small @ > 0. This follows with the usual perturbation theory from the fact
that (3.28) is uniquely solvable in C(S)3. Moreover, the following estimates can be
obtained in case of boundary values b € C(S)? as in [1]:

1

max |¥(x) - ¥s(x)| < c(A)oln (=), (4.4)
x€eS o
1
max D} # () = Dj o o) < c(M)oln (). (45)

Here (Go)o>0 is a family of subregions G — ¢ exhausting G as 6 — 0.

Extending both grids from the boundary S into the domain G, the volume po-
tentials can be approximated analogously, using the midpoint rule as quadrature
formula instead of integration. In the following, we present some test calculations
for the non-stationary Stokes equations (1.1) in the 3 — d unit ball, which have been
performed without using any symmetry property of the ball: Let

X3 — X2
(t,x) — v(t,x) = (t+ 1)(exp(—r2) —exp(=1)) | x1—x3 |,
X1 — X2

(t,x) — p(t,x) = constant, r= (x? +x§+x§)% .

Then v, Vp is the unique solution of a constructed non-stationary Stokes problem
(1.1) with
v =1, F = Dyv—Av+Vp, vo = v(0).

The following numerical results illustrate the accuracy of our approach. The simu-
lation runs with a time step size 7 = 0.1 and a spatial step size 0 = 1—16 on a PC with
single precision. Let E(j), j = 1,2,3 denote the mean (in space) relative error (%),
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i.e.
E(j) 100 XL: VPP () —v§*(x)
J) = L = V?xe(xl)
Development in time of E(j)
t j=1 j=2 j=3
0.1 1.216  1.594 2932
0.2 1.316 1.373  2.721
0.3 1.517 1.354 2490
0.4 1.615 1.354 2331
0.5 1.748 1.392 2229
0.6 1.872 1444 2.159
0.7 1.931 1454 2.099
0.8 1.991 1466 2.049
0.9 2.049 1478 2.012
1.0 2.108 1492 1985
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