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ON THE MIXED PROBLEM FOR THE SEMILINEAR DARCY-FORCHHEIMER-BRINKMAN
PDE SYSTEM IN BESOV SPACES ON CREASED LIPSCHITZ DOMAINS

ROBERT GUTT, MIRELA KOHR, SERGEY E. MIKHAILOV, AND WOLFGANG L. WENDLAND

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this paper is to study the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary value problem for the semi-
linear Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman system in L,-based Besov spaces on a bounded Lipschitz domain in R3, with p in
a neighborhood of 2. This system is obtained by adding the semilinear term |u|u to the linear Brinkman equation.
First, we provide some results about equivalence between the Gagliardo and non-tangential traces, as well as between
the weak canonical conormal derivatives and the non-tangential conormal derivatives. Various mapping and invertibility
properties of some integral operators of potential theory for the linear Brinkman system, and well posedness results for
the Dirichlet and Neumann problems in L,-based Besov spaces on bounded Lipschitz domains in R™ (n > 3) are also
presented. Then, employing integral potential operators, we show the well-posedness in La-based Sobolev spaces for the
mixed problem of Dirichlet-Neumann type for the linear Brinkman system on a bounded Lipschitz domain in R™ (n > 3).
Further, by using some stability results of Fredholm and invertibility properties and exploring invertibility of the associated
Neumann-to-Dirichlet operator, we extend the well-posedness property to some Ly-based Sobolev spaces. Next we use the
well-posedness result in the linear case combined with a fixed point theorem in order to show the existence and uniqueness
for a mixed boundary value problem of Dirichlet and Neumann type for the semilinear Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman
system in Lp-based Besov spaces, with p € (2 — ¢,2 4 €) and some parameter £ > 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

Boundary integral methods are a powerful tool to investigate linear elliptic boundary value problems that appear
in various areas of science and engineering (see, e.g., [4, 18, 22, 45, 62]). Among many valuable contributions in the
field we mention the well-posedness result of the Dirichlet problem for the Stokes system in Lipschitz domains in R"
(n > 3) with boundary data in Lo-based Sobolev spaces, which have been obtained by Fabes, Kenig and Verchota in
[23] by using a layer potential analysis. Also, Mitrea and Wright [61] obtained the well-posedness results for Dirichlet,
Neumann and transmission problems for the Stokes system on arbitrary Lipschitz domains in R™ (n > 2), with data
in Sobolev and Besov-Triebel-Lizorkin spaces. By using a boundary integral method, Mitrea and Taylor [62] obtained
well-posedness results for the Dirichlet problem for the Stokes system on arbitrary Lipschitz domains on a compact
Riemannian manifold, with boundary data in Ly. Their results extended the results of [23] from the Euclidean setting
to the case of compact Riemannian manifolds. Continuing the study of [62], Dindo§ and Mitrea [22] developed a layer
potential analysis to obtain existence and uniqueness results for the Poisson problem for the Stokes and Navier-Stokes
systems on C! domains, but also on Lipschitz domains in compact Riemannian manifolds. Medkova in [45] studied
various transmission problems for the Brinkman system.

Due to many practical applications, the mixed problems for elliptic boundary value problems on smooth and Lipschitz
domains have been also intensively investigated. Let us mention that Mitrea and Mitrea in [57] have proved sharp well-
posedness results for the Poisson problem for the Laplace operator with mixed boundary conditions of Dirichlet and
Neumann type on bounded Lipschitz domains in R? whose boundaries satisfy a suitable geometric condition introduced
by Brown [7], and with data in Sobolev and Besov spaces. Brown et al. [9] have obtained the well-posedness result of the
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mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the Stokes system on creased Lipschitz domains in R™ (n > 3). In order to prove
the desired well-posedness result, the authors reduced such a boundary value problem to a boundary integral equation,
obtained useful Rellich-type estimates, and used the well-posedness result of the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for
the Lamé system that has been obtained in [8]. Costabel and Stephan in [19] analyzed mixed boundary value problems
in polygonal domains by using a boundary integral approach. In [13, 15], direct segregated systems of boundary-domain
integral equations equivalent to mixed boundary value problems of Dirichlet-Neumann type for a scalar second-order
divergent elliptic partial differential equation with a variable coefficient, were analyzed in interior and exterior domains
in R? (see also [14] for the mixed problems with cracks and [48] for united boundary-domain integral equations). An
interesting boundary integral equation method for a mixed boundary value problem of the biharmonic equation has
been developed in [11].

Boundary integral methods combined with fixed point theorems have been focused on the analysis of boundary value
problems for linear elliptic systems with nonlinear boundary conditions and for nonlinear elliptic systems with various
(linear or nonlinear) boundary conditions. Recently, the authors in [33] have used a boundary integral method to
obtain existence results for a nonlinear problem of Neumann-transmission type for the Stokes and Brinkman systems on
Lipschitz domains in Euclidean setting and with boundary data in various L,, Sobolev, or Besov spaces. The techniques
of layer potential theory for the Stokes and Brinkman systems was used in [36] to analyze Poisson problems for semilinear
generalized Brinkman systems on Lipschitz domains in R™ with Dirichlet or Robin boundary conditions and given data in
Sobolev and Besov spaces. Boundary value problems of Robin type for the Brinkman and Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman
systems in Lipschitz domains in Euclidean setting have been investigated in [35] (see also [34, 37]). An integral potential
method for transmission problems with Lipschitz interface in R? for the Stokes and Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman systems
and data in weighted Sobolev spaces has been recently obtained in [32]. Transmission problems for the Navier-Stokes
and Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman systems in Lipschitz domains on compact Riemannian manifolds have been recently
analyzed in [39]. Well-posedness results for semilinear elliptic problems on Lipschitz domains in compact Riemannian
manifolds have been obtained by Dindos and Mitrea in [21]. Let us also mention that Russo and Tartaglione in [67, 68]
used a double-layer integral method in order to obtain existence results for boundary problems of Robin type for the
Stokes and Navier-Stokes systems in Lipschitz domains in Euclidean setting with data in Sobolev spaces. Maz’ya and
Rossmann [42] obtained Lp estimates of solutions to mixed boundary value problems for the Stokes system in polyhedral
domains. Taylor, Ott and Brown in [70] studied Lp-mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the Laplace equation in a a
bounded Lipschitz domain in R™ with general decomposition of the boundary.

In this paper we analyze the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary value problem for the semilinear Darcy-Forchheimer-
Brinkman system in L,-based Besov spaces on a bounded Lipschitz domain in R?, when the given boundary data belong
to L, spaces, with p in a neighborhood of 2. This system is obtained by adding the semilinear term |ulu to the
linear Brinkman equation. First, we provide some results about equivalence between the Gagliardo and non-tangential
traces, as well as between the weak canonical conormal derivatives and the non-tangential conormal derivatives. Various
mapping and invertibility properties of some integral operators of potential theory for the linear Brinkman system, and
well posedness results for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems in L,-based Besov spaces on bounded Lipschitz domains
in R™ (n > 3) are also presented. Based on these results we show the well-posedness result for the mixed problem of
Dirichlet-Neumann type for the Brinkman system in a bounded domain in R™ (n > 3) with given data in Lo-based
Sobolev spaces. Further, by using some stability results of Fredholm and invertibility properties, we extend the well-

2nl) g2+ 5) N (1, +00),
for some ¢ > 0. The main idea for showing this property is the invertibility of an associated Neumann-to-Dirichlet
operator, inspired by the approach developed by Mitrea and Mitrea in [57]. Next we use the well-posedness result in the
linear case combined with a fixed point theorem in order to show the existence and uniqueness in L,-based Besov spaces
for a mixed boundary value problem of Dirichlet and Neumann type for the semilinear Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman
system in a Lipschitz domain in R?, when the boundary data belong to some L,, spaces, with p € (2 —¢,2+¢) and some
parameter € > 0. The motivation of this work is based on some practical applications, where the semilinear Darcy-
Forchheimer-Brinkman system describes the motion of viscous incompressible fluids in porous media. A suggestive
example is given by a sandstone reservoir filled with oil, or the convection of a viscous fluid in a porous medium located

posedness property to the case of boundary data in L,-based Sobolev spaces, with p € (
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in a bounded domain, where a part of the boundary is in contact with air and the remaining part is a solid surface or
the interface with another immiscible material or fluid. All these problems are well described by the Brinkman system,
the semilinear Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman system, or by the Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman system, the latter of these
systems containing both the nonlinear convective term (u - V)u and the semilinear term |u|u. For further details we
refer the reader to the book by Nield and Bejan [65] (see also the theoretical and numerical approach in [25, 26]).

It is supposed that the methods presented in this paper can be developed further, to analyze also the nonlinear
boundary-domain integro-differential equations, e.g., the ones formulated in [49, 50] for some quasi-linear boundary
value problems.

2. FUNCTIONAL SETTING AND USEFUL RESULTS

The purpose of this section is to provide main notions and results used in this paper. We recall the definition of a
bounded Lipschitz domain and give a short review of the involved Sobolev, Bessel potential and Besov spaces. Also we
present the main properties of the layer potential operators for the Stokes and Brinkman systems in Lipschitz domains
in R™.

For any point x = (71, 22,...,7,) € R", we use the representation z = (2, x,,), where 2’ € R"~! and x,, € R. First,
we recall the definition of Lipschitz domain (cf., e.g., [58, Definition 2.1]).

Definition 2.1. A nonempty, open, bounded subset  of C R™ (n > 3) is called a bounded Lipschitz domain if for any
x € 09 there exist some constants v,h > 0 and a coordinate system in R™, (y1,...,yn) = (¥, yn) € R*1 X R, which
is isometric to the canonical one and has origin at x, along with a Lipschitz function ¢ : R"~' — R, such that the

following property holds. If C(r,h) denotes the open cylinder {y = (y',yn) € R" ' x R: /| <7, |yn| < h} CR", then
QNC(rh)={y= " yn) ER" I xR:|¢/| <r and o(y') < yn < h}. (2.1)

In view of the Definition 2.1, condition (2.1) implies that 9Q = dQ and the characterization (cf. [58, (2.4)-(2.6)])

INNC(r,h) ={y= (" yn) ER" I xR : || <7 and y, = o(y)}, 22
R\ NC(r,h) ={y=(,yn) ER" I XxR:|¢/| <rand —h <y, < o)} '

Let all along the paper, Q4 denote a bounded Lipschitz domain with a connected boundary 092, and Q_ := R™\ O
denote the corresponding exterior domain. Unless stated otherwise, it will be also assumed that n > 3.

Let k = k(0Q) > 1 be a fixed sufficiently large constant. Then the non-tangential mazimal operator of an arbitrary
function u : 4+ — R is defined by

M(u)(z) := {sup|u(y)| : y € D1(x), x € IN}, (2.3)
where
Dy (1) =Dpex () :={y € Qu = dist(z, y) < rdist(y, 09Q), x € 9N}, (2.4)
are non-tangential approach cones located in 4 and Q_, respectively (see, e.g., [61]). Moreover,
+ .
= 1 2.
up (2) = lim | u(y) (2.5)

are the non-tangential limits of u with respect to Q1 at x € 9. Note that if M (u) € L,(99) for one choice of x, where
p € (1,00), then this property holds for arbitrary choice of k (see, e.g., [47, p. 63]). For the sake of brevity, we use the
notation D4 (x) instead of D4 (z). We often need the property below (cf. [64, page 80], [75, Theorem 1.12]; see also
[55, Lemma 2.2]).

Lemma 2.2. If Q C R" is a Lipschitz domain, then there exists a sequence of C°° domains ; approzimating
(Q; = Q as j — o0) in the following sense:

(i) Q; C Q, and there exists a covering of O with finitely many coordinate cylinders (atlas) that also form a
family of coordinate cylinders for 0SY;, for each j. Moreover, for each such cylinder C(r,h), if ¢ and ; are the
corresponding Lipschitz functions whose graphs describe the boundaries of 0Q and 09, respectively, in C(r,h),
then |Vo;lp.@wn—1) < IVellL@n-1) and Vo; — Vo pointwise a.e.
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(13) There exist a sequence of Lipschitz diffeomorphisms ®; : 02 — 08Y; such that the Lipschitz constants of ®;, fI)j_l
are uniformly bounded in j.

(i13) There is a constant k > 0 such that for all j > 1 and all x € 0, we have ;(x) € Dy (x) = D+ (x), where
D4 (x) =Dy (x) is the non-tangential approach cone with verter at x. Moreover,

lim |®;(x) — x| = 0 uniformly in x € 012, (2.6)
j—o00
lim v (®;(x)) = v(x) for a.e. x € dQ, and in every space L,(99), p € (1,00), (2.7)
j—o00

where v9) is the outward unit normal to 98, and v is the outward unit normal to 0.
(iv) There exist some positive functions w; : Q2 — R (the Jacobian related to ®;, j € N) bounded away from zero
and infinity uniformly in j, such that, for any measurable set A C 0f, fA wido = fq»(A) do;. In addition,
J

limjow; =1 a.e. on IQ and in every space L,(08), p € (1,00).

Lemma 2.2 implies that the Lipschitz characters of the domains €2; are uniformly controlled by the Lipschitz character
of . The meaning of Lipschitz character of a Lipschitz domain is given below (cf., e.g., [58, p. 22]).

Definition 2.3. Let Q@ C R"™ be a Lipschitz domain. Let {Ci(rx,hx) : 1 < k < N} (with associated Lipschitz
functions {¢r : 1 < k < N}) be an atlas for 052, i.e., a finite collection of cylinders covering the boundary 0.
Having fixed such an atlas of 00, the Lipschitz character of € is defined as the set consisting of the numbers N,
max{||Vor||r @r-1): 1 <k <N}, min{r, : 1 <k < N}, and min{hg : 1 <k < N}

2.1. Sobolev and Besov spaces and related results. In this subsection we assume n > 2. We denote by D(R") :=
C5mp(R™) the space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support in R” and by D(R™, R") := Cg5,,,(R™, R™)
the space of infinitely differentiable vector-valued functions with compact support in R™. Also, let £(Q4) := C*°(Q4)
denote the space of infinitely differentiable functions and let D(Q4.) := Cg5,,,, (24 ) be the space of infinitely differentiable
functions with compact support in Q. equipped with the inductive limit topology. Let! & (R") and D'(R") be the
duals of £(R™) and D(R™), respectively, i.e., the spaces of distributions on R™. The spaces £'(21) and D'(24) can be
similarly defined.

Let F denote the Fourier transform defined on the space of tempered distributions to itself, and F~! be its inverse.
For p € (1,00), L,(R™) is the Lebesgue space of (equivalence classes of) measurable, p'" integrable functions on R",
and Lo (R™) is the space of (equivalence classes of) essentially bounded measurable functions on R"™. For s € R, the

Ly,-based Bessel potential spaces H,(R™) and Hy(R",R™) are defined by

Hy(R") :={f:(I- D)3 f €Lpy(R")} = {f : J°f €L,(R™)}, (2.8)
HyR"R") = {f = (1, foroo s fu) 1 i € HR™), j=1,....m}, (2.9)
where J* : §&'(R") — &'(R") is the Bessel potential operator of order s defined by J*f = F~(p*F f) with
pl&) = (1+ [¢*)* (2.10)
(see, e.g., [44, Chapter 3]). Note that H;(R") is a Banach space with respect to the norm
1 s @my= 17" f |2, rm) = ||]:_1(PS]:f)HLP(R")- (2.11)

For integer s > 0, the spaces H,(R") coincide with the Sobolev spaces W (R™).
The Bessel potential spaces H,(f2) and H;(Q) are defined by

H3(Q):={f eD'(Q):3 F e Hj(R") such that F|q = f}, (2.12)
H3(Q) := {f € HJ(R") : supp f C O}, (2.13)

If X is a topological space, then X’ denotes its dual.
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and the Bessel potential spaces H; (€2, R") and ﬁ;(Q, R™) are defined as the spaces of vector-valued functions (distribu-

tions) whose components belong to the spaces H(Q2) and fNI;(Q), respectively (see, e.g., [44]). For any s € R, C>(Q)
is dense in H,;(£2) and the following duality relations hold (see [29, Proposition 2.9], [24, (1.9)], [63, (4.14)])

(H3(9)) = H;*(Q), H () = (ﬁ;(m)'. (2.14)

1 1
Here and further on p,p" € (1,00) are related as — + — =1

Replacing 2 by Q_ in (2.12) and (2.13), one obtains the Bessel potential spaces H(Q2_), fl;(Q_)
For p € (1,00) and s € (—1,1), the boundary Bessel potential space H,(02) can be defined by using the space

Hy (R*~1), a partition of unity and pull-pack. In addition, H;S(Z)Q) = (H;(Z)Q))/. We can also equivalently define
H)(09) = L,(99) as the Lebesgue space of measurable, p'" power integrable functions on 9. In addition, H}(0%)
coincides, with equivalent norm, with the Sobolev space

W3 (09) = {f € L,(09) : | flwyom < o0}

[ fllwron) = fllr, @0 + [[Vianfl 1, 60)- (2.15)
Here the weak tangential gradient of a function f locally integrable on 02 is Vi, f = (Vk&.kj f)1 <j<n’ where 37-“ f
is defined in the weak form as (cf. e.g., [61, (2.9)]) (Or, f, P)aq = —(f,0r,,;d)oq for any ¢ € D(R") with 0., ¢ :=
v (0;0) laa — v (0k®) loa, j.k=1,...,n,and v = (11,...,v,) is the outward unit normal to €2, which exists at almost

every point on 9f). If f is defined and smooth enough in the vicinity of 02, then by integrating by parts it is possible
to show that the weak definition coincides with the strong one, given by 9., f := vi (0; f) laq — vj (Or f) |aq-

Now, for s € R and p,q € (1,00), denote by By ,(R™) the scale of Besov spaces in R™, see Appendix A. Similar to
(2.12) and (2.13), the Besov spaces B () and B  (Q,R") are defined by

B, (Q):={feD'(Q):3 Fe B, (R") such that Flo = f}, (2.16)
By JQRY) :={f = (f1,fo,.... fa): fi € By (), =1,....n}, (2.17)
B3 ,(Q) = {f € B; (R") : supp f C Q}. (2.18)

For s € [0,1] and p, g € (1, 00), the Sobolev and Besov spaces H,(992) and B;, ,(92) on the boundary 92 can be defined
by using the spaces H, (R™~1) and By q(R"’l), a partition of unity and the pull-backs of the local parametrization of 0f2.
In addition, we note that H,*(0Q) = (H;, (BQ))/ and B, 7 = (B;,ﬁq, (89))/, where p’, ¢ € (1,00) such that % + i =1
and % + % =1 (for further details about boundary Sobolev and Besov spaces see, e.g., [61, p. 35]).

A useful result for the problems we are going to investigate in this paper is the following trace lemma (see [30, Chapter
VIII, Theorems 1,2], [29, Theorem 3.1] and also [18, Lemma 3.6] for the case p = 2 and a discussion on the critical
smoothness index s = 1).

Lemma 2.4. Assume that Q@ C R™ is a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 02 and let Q_ :=R™\ Q be

the corresponding exterior domain. Let p,q € (1,00) and s € (0,1). Then there exist linear and continuous Gagliardo
1 1

trace operators vy : H;er(Qi) — By ,(09) and v+ : B;Zp(Qi) — B ,(09), respectively, such that v+ f = flaq for

any f € C*(Q4). These operators are surjective and have (non-unique) linear and continuous right inverse operators

s+1 s+4
ST B; ,(09) — H,,er (Q+) and y5': By ,(09) — B,,)J;P (Q4), respectively.
Lemma 2.4 holds also for vector-valued and matrix-valued functions f. If f is such that v f = v_ f, we will often

write v f.
We have the following trace equivalence assertion.
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Theorem 2.5. Assume that 0 C R™ is a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 9 and let Q_ = R"\ Q
sl sl

be the corresponding exterior domain. Let p,q € (1,00), and let u € Bp:;p (Qx) orue H,,er (Q4) for some s > 0. Then

the Gagliardo trace y4u is well defined on 9 and, moreover,

(2) if the pointwise non-tangential trace u?ft exists a.e. on 0S), then u?ft = y+u;
(i) if the pointwise non-tangential trace u=, ewists a.e. on dQ and s € (0,1) then uk = yiu € By ,(09);
(i31) if u, € H;(09Q) for some s € (0,1], then yru € H;(02) as well.

Proof. Ttem (i) for 0 < s < 1 is implied by Theorem 8.7(iii) in [6], while for s > 1 the equality vru = uZ, still applies
by an imbedding argument. Item (ii) and (iii) follow from item (i) and the well known imbedding y+u € B, ,(99) for
se(0,1). O

Further on, (-,-)q/ will denote the dual form between corresponding dual spaces defined on a set Q'. For further
details about Sobolev, Bessel potential and Besov spaces, we refer the reader to, e.g., [1, 27, 44, 72, 73].

2.2. The Brinkman system and conormal derivatives in Bessel-potential and Besov spaces. In this subsection
we also assume n > 2. For a couple (u, ), and a real number « > 0, let us consider the linear Brinkman system (in the
incompressible case)

Lo(u,m) =1, divu=0, (2.19)
where the Brinkman operator is defined as
Lo(u, ) := Au—au— V. (2.20)

When a = 0, the Brinkman operator becomes the Stokes operator.
Now, for (u,7) € C'(Q4,R") x C°(Qy), such that div u = 0 in Q4, we define the classical conormal derivatives
(tractions) for the Brinkman (or the Stokes) system, t*(u, ), by using the well-known formula

tF(u, 1) := (yro(u, 1)) v, (2.21)
where
o(u,7) := —7l + 2E(u) (2.22)

is the stress tensor, E(u) is the strain rate tensor (symmetric part of Vu), and v= v is the outward unit normal to Q,
defined a.e. on 92. Then for any function ¢ € D(R™,R™) we obtain by integrating by parts the first Green identity,

+ <tcjt(u7 ), <p> =2(E(u),E(p))a, + alu,¢)o,. — (r,div @), + (La(u, ), <,O>Qi ) (2.23)

If the non-tangential traces of the stress tensor, o-ft (u, ) and the normal vector v exist at a boundary point, then
the non-tangential conormal derivatives are defined at this point as

tE(u,7) =0l v (2.24)

aQ

For s € R and p, ¢ € (1,00), we consider the spaces

2 (@0, RY) = {us € H3(Qx,R™) :divu=0in 4}, (2.25)
By, ai(Q+,R") = {us € By (0, R") :divu=0in Q4 }. (2.26)

We need also the following spaces (cf. [51, Definition 3.3]).

Definition 2.6. Let Q be a Lipschitz domain (bounded or unbounded). For s € R, p,q € (1,00) and t > —1/p', let us
consider the following spaces equipped with the corresponding graphic norms:

st+1, s+ 1 sl
Syl (2 La) i ={ (wm) € Hy P (URY) < Hy Q)

Lo(u,m)=flg, fe fNI;(Q,R") and divu=0 in Q},
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1w, ™% o, =llul? 4 P i+ IEIE, qpe
;dfv (L) % () JZ Pt Hy (LR™)
s+% n s+%—1
%pq dlv(Q Lo): {(u, m) € Bpg" (L, R™) X By g Q) :
Lo(u,m) =flg, fe E;ﬁq(Q,R") and divu=0 in Q},
u, T 2 . =|u|? =+ || 2 + f‘ 2~t ,
NN L PR L s

where Lo (u, ) is defined in (2.20).

If t; > to, the following continuous embeddings hold, ﬁp i (Q, Ly) — ﬁp i (Q, L), %p o iy (Q Ly) = %p o iy (Q Le).

Let Dgiv(Q,R") := {v € D(Q,R") :divv=0 in Q}. Similar to [52, Theorem 6.9], one can prove the following
assertion.

Theorem 2.7. If Q is a Lipschitz domain (bounded or unbounded) orQ=R", a>0,pqge (l,00),sERandt > -3,
then Daiy (2, R™) x D(Q) is dense in ﬁp (Q L) and in %p q (Q La).

Let p,q € (1,00). Let E. be the operator of extension of functions defined on €24 by zero on R™\ Q4. Followmg
the proof of Theorem 2.16 in [51], let us define the operator E+ on H!(Q4) and B}, (Q+) as Ei=Eyfor0<t < =
and as

~ ~ ° 1
<Eih, 1)>Qi = <h, Eiv>gi = <h, E:t'U>Qi, when — ]? <t< O,

for all h € H)(Q1), v € H;t(Qi), or for all h € B} (Qx), v € B;fq/(Qi), respectively. Then, for —1/p’ <t < 1/p,
evidently
Ey:H)(Q:) —» H)(Qx), Ex:Bj,(Qx)— B (1)
are bounded linear extension operators. Similar definition and properties hold also for vector fields.
Analogously to the corresponding definition for Petrovskii-elliptic systems in [51, Definition 3.6], we can introduce an
operator L, as follows.

Definition 2.8. Let Q be a Lipschitz domain (bounded or unbounded), p,q € (1,00), s € R, t > —1/p’. The operator
Lo mapping

(i) functions (u,) € §’ (Q Le) to the extension of the distribution Lo (u, ) € HS(Q,R™) to ﬁé(Q,R")

D, dlv

or
(79) functions (u, ) € B (Q L) to the extension of the distribution Lo (u,7) € B}, ,(Q,R™) to B} (2, R™),

will be called the canonical extension of the operator L.

pqdlv

Remark 2.9. Similar to the paragraph following Definition 3.3 in [51], one can prove that the canonical extensions
mentioned in Definition 2.8 exist and are unique. If p,q € (1,00), s € R, ¢t > —1/p’, then

Lo, ™) gy @pm) < ||(u;77)||f);j;i%v,t(97£a)7 [£a(w, M)z, (@rm < II(u, W)H%i,:i}i(fwa)

by definition of the spaces .V); db (Q L,) and B
H;(Q,R”) and L, : B

chitz domain (bounded or unbounded), then we have the representation Lo = E*La, or Lo = Efﬁa, respectively, cf.
[51, Remark 3.7].

pqdw(Q L,). Hence the linear operators L, : ﬁp d (Q Lo) —

qdw(Q L) — B;)Q(Q,R") are continuous. Moreover, if —1/p" < ¢t < 1/p, and Q is a Lips-
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Formula (2.23) suggests the following definition of the canonical conormal derivative in the setting of Besov spaces, cf.,
[18, Lemma 3.2], [36, Lemma 2.2], [51, Definition 3.8, Theorem 3.9], [52, Definition 6.5, Theorem 6.6], [61, Proposition
10.2.1)).

Definition 2.10. Let a>0,s€e(0,1), p,qe (1, oo) Then the canonical conormal derivative operators t= are defined
1
(s, L), or (u, )6%

on any (u,m) € 9, " (Qu4, Ly), in the weak sense, by the formula

P,q, d1v

(65 (0. 7), @)on =2 (BE(w).E050)) +alBruri'ea.

~(Bemdivirite)), +(La(wm). 75 @ (2.27)

1—s n 1—s n .
Vo€ B,  (00,R"), or Ve B, (00,R"), respectively.

P, d1v

Note that the canonical conormal derivative operators introduced in Definition 2.10 are different from the generalized
conormal derivative operator, cf. [37, Lemma 2.2], [51, Definition 3.1, Theorem 3.2], [52, Definition 5.2, Theorem 5.3].
Similar to [51, Theorem 3.9], one can prove the following assertion.

Lemma 2.11. Under the hypothesis of Definition 2.10, the canonical conormal derivative operators

+ L

+p’ ﬁ s— n .
tZ: 9 (s, Lo) = BN (0Q,RY), t5 %Mdlv

p,div (Qi, Eoz) — B;;zl (8(2, Rn),

are linear, bounded and independent of the choice of the operators vi . In addition, the following first Green identity
holds

H{E (0, 7), 71 W)ag = 2 <EiE(u),E(’w)>

_ 1
Y

« <Ejtu,w>Qi — <E’iﬂ',div W> + <£~a(u, ﬂ'),w> (2.28)

Qi Q4 Q4

D

for all (u, W)Eﬁ
(u,m) € B 77

1+4 —s
;Ddlv (inc ); w e Hp/-‘rp (Qi,Rn) and all
L—S
(s, Ly), wE B;/—t_q’il (Q+,R™), and the following second Green identity holds

= ({62 (.7 74 V)on — (6 (v,0), 7 won) = (La(w.m).v)  — <£a<v,q>7u>9i (2.29)

pqdlv

-% I+t —s,— % 14— —s,—
for all (u, ) € 55,, a7 (Qx,La), (v,0) €9, 4y (Qi,R") and all (u, ) € % (Qi,ﬁa), (v.q) € B, o
Remark 2.12. Similar to [32, Remark 2.6], we note that by exploiting arguments analogous to those of the proof of
Theorem 3.10 and the paragraph following it in [51], one can see that the canonical conormal derivatives on 9§ can
be equivalently defined as tX(u,7) = r,,t/F(u, 7). Here t'F(u, ) is defined by the dual form like (2.27) but only on
Lipschitz subsets . C Q4 such that 02 C 9, and closure of Q4 \ €/, coincides with Q4 \ Q. (i.e. Q’i are some layers

1
" (Qg,R™).

D,q, dlv

near the boundary 9€). Moreover, such a definition is well apphcable to the functlons (u ) from ﬁp LT L)
1

or %pqdw (Y, L,) that are not obliged to belong to ﬁp dlw f (Qi,Ly) or %pqdlvl "(Q4, L), respectively. It is
particularly useful for the functions (u, ) that belong to 53;:11\/ "(Q_,Ly) or % ol dwﬁ (-, L,) only locally.

Now we prove the equivalence between canonical and non-tangential conormal derivatives (as well as classical conormal
derivative, when appropriate).

Theorem 2.13. Letn>2, a >0, and p,q € (1,00).

s 14l
(1) Let s> 1 and (u ) € qudw(in R™) x prq“rp((&) or
—1+1

(u,m) € Hp dlv(in R") x H,  ?(Q). Then the classical conormal derivative t*(u,m) and the canonical
conormal derivative t=(u, ) are well defined and t=(u, ) = t*(u,7) € L,(9Q,R").

If, moreover, the non-tangential trace of the stress tensor, arjft(u, ), exists a.e. on ), then the non-tangential
conormal derivative, defined by (2.24), also exists a.e. on dQ and tE (u, 1) = t£(u, 7) = tF(u, 1) € L, (092, R").
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1
s+;,t

. +2t
(17) Let0 < s <1, (u,m) € %;qf'div(Qi, Leo) or (u,m) € 9, 4f, (U, La), for somet > —ﬁ. Let also assume that the
non-tangential mazimal function M (o (u, 7)) and the non-tangential trace of the stress tensor, o= (u, ), exist

and are finite a.e. on dQ and belong to the space L,(8Q,R™ ™). Then t=(u,7) = t% (u,7) € L,(0Q, R™).

Proof. We will give a proof in the case of a bounded domain €2} and the Besov spaces. For an unbounded domain 2_

and the Bessel potential spaces the arguments are the same.
s—1+2L

st 1
(i) Let (u,m) € szpdiv(QJr,]R") X Bpg "(Q4) for some p,qg € (1,00) and s > 1. Evidently, the stress tensor

s—1L
o (u,7) belongs to Bp7q1+P (Q,R™*™), which for 1 < s < 2 implies that v_o(u,7) € B 1 (9, R"*") C L, (9, R™*").
Taking into account that the unit normal vector to the boundary, v, belongs to Lo, (99,R™), we obtain by (2.21) that
tt(u,7) € L,(0Q,R™).

On the other hand, the inclusion (u,7) € B

1
(u,m) € %;L?d’:v(QJr, Ly) fort € (—1/p',s—1—1/p’) and thus the canonical conormal derivative t} (u, ) is well defined
and belongs to ngq_l(aQ,R") for any s’ € (0,1). For 1 < s < 2, the proof that t} (u,n) = t&t(u,7) € L,(0Q,R") is
similar to [51, Corollary 3.14] (with evident modification to L,-based spaces), while for s > 2 the relation t} (u, ) =
t(u, ) € L,(092,R™) still stays by imbedding.

If, in addition, the non-tangential trace of the stress, o (u, 7), exists a.e. on 99, then o (u,7) = y*o(u, ) by
Theorem 2.5(i) implying that t,(u,7) =t (u, ) = t*(u, 7) € L,(0Q,R").

(ii) Let 0 < s < 1 first, and the case s = 1 will follow by inclusion. Under the other hypotheses of item (ii), the
canonical conormal derivative, t1(u, ), is well defined on the boundary 9 and belongs to By ' (99, R"). Let {Q;};>1
be a sequence of sub-domains in €2 that converge to {24 in the sense of Lemma 2.2, with the corresponding notations
D, vU) and wj also introduced there.

Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.15 in [51], one can now prove that the canonical conormal derivative on 9f2 is a

limit of the canonical conormal derivatives on 0€;, i.e., <t;69(u, ), Voor W)o = limj_ o0 <t;aﬂj (u, w),*yanj w)oaq, for

s+l s—141
p—zgiv(QJr) X Bp,qu(QJr) for p,q € (1,00) and s > 1 implies that

1+i,7s
any w € B, 7 (€24, R").

l,t

The inclusion (u,w) € %;Zfdiv(ﬂ+,£a) means that the couple (u,7) satisfies the elliptic Brinkman PDE system

(2.19) with a right hand side f € B}, ,(Q,R"), which implies that (u, ) € B;’tfdiv(Qj) x BEEL(€Y).
t+1-1

Then vo0,0(u,m) € Bpg 7 (09;, R™*™) C L,(9Q;, R"*") and t;an (u,m) = tf;{zj (u,m) = ngja(u, mv € L,(092;, R™)
by item (i).

On the other hand, for a.e. point z € 9Q the non-tangential function M (o (u,7))(z) exists and is finite, which
particularly implies that o (u, ) is well defined and bounded in the approach cones D (). We can consider o (u, 7)(x)
as strictly defined (by its limit mean values lim,_,o fB( o(u,7)(§)d¢ in the sense of Jonnson & Wallin [30, p.15],
see also [6, Theorem 8.7]); then ypq,0(u,7)(y) = o(u,m)(y) and hence t;r)aﬂj (u,m)(y) = tggj (u,m)(y) = o(u,7)(y) -
v,(y) for y € D4 (z) N 0Q;. In addition t;an (u,7)(P,(x)) = tf;{zj (u,7)(®;(x)) = o(u,7)(®;(z)) - v(P,(x)) tends to
ol (u,m)(z) vir) = t:]rmaﬂ(u, 7)(z) as j — oo for a.e. x € 9L, for which o, (u,7)(z) does exist.

z,7)

Let us now prove that tg{)j (u,7)(®;(x)) converges to t:t)(m(u, m)(z) not only point-wise for a.e. x € 9 but also in

. . 14+ —s
the weak sense, i.e., hmj_)m(tggj (0, 7),7,0,W)aq, = <t:]'t75m(u7 ), Yooy W)oo for any w € B, 7 (24,R"). We have

|<tgsi_lj (uv 7T)7 789j W>(9Qj - <t:t,<9(l (u7 7T)7 789+W>3Q|
= |<t(55] (uv 7T) © q)j’ wj'-)/anj wo ‘bj>asz - <t:t769 (uv 7T)a Yoo+ W>BQ|
< (b8, (0,m) 0 ) — £ 56 (W, 7),wjYoq, W © ;o0

+ |<t:t,ag(uu 77)7 (wj - 1)739jw ° (I)j>(99| + |<t:t,6£2(u7 7T)7 Yoq; W © ;- 759+W>3Q|' (2'30)
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Let us prove that the summands in the right hand side of (2.30) tend to zero as j — oo. To this end, we use the
inequality

(656, (0, 7) 0 @5 =t 50 (W, ), wjVaq, W o ©;)a0)

< 50, (W, m) 0 @5 =t oo (W, ™)L, 00) 105700, W o PjllL,, 00).  (2:31)
We have,

[0, (0, 7)(®5()) = by g (. m)(2)] < M(o(u, m))(x) + [t o (u, ) ()], (2.32)

the both terms in the right hand side of (2.32) belong to L,(99) and tggj (u,7) 0 ®; — t;agz(u, ) — 0 pointwise a.e.
on Jf). Then the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem implies that the first multiplier in the right hand side of
(2.31) tends to zero. Since 7,, W € B;/f;, (09, R™) C L;Ts(aﬂj,R") and v,,, W o ®j = 7,5, W (cf. [64, Chapter 2,
Theorem 4.5]), the second multiplier in the right hand side of (2.31) is bounded and hence the whole right hand side of
(2.31) tends to zero. The second summand in the right hand side of (2.30) tends to zero since w; — 1, and the third,
again, because Yoo, W © D — vy, W

Combining this with the previous argument, we obtain,

1+L—s
<t;69 (uv 7T)7769+ >¢9Q - hm < anrz ( 77T)7769j W>69j = <t:1rt,8§2(u7 7T)7’769+W>(9Q Vwe Bp’,qe (Q-i-an)

Taking w = 73 '¢, this gives <ta769(u,ﬂ'),g0>ag = <t:]rt769(u,ﬂ') p)aq for any ¢ € B1 S(OQRY), ie., tf(u,m) =
t (u, ), and since t (u,7) = o (u,7) v € L,(99,R"), this completes the proof of 1tem (ii) for 0 < s < 1, while for
s = 1 the statement follows by inclusion. 0

Remark 2.14. Due to Remark 2.12, Theorem 2.13 will still valid for ©Q_ if the functions belong to the corresponding

@, R") x B "5 (@) in item (i) and (u,7) € B 7" (@ £.) in

spaces only locally, i.e., if (u,7) € B g loc

item (ii).

P, q,dw loc P, q,dw loc

3. INTEGRAL POTENTIALS FOR THE BRINKMAN SYSTEM
This section is devoted to the main properties of Newtonian and layer potentials for the Brinkman system.

3.1. Newtonian potential for the Brinkman system. Let a > 0 be a constant. Let us denote by G% and II the
fundamental velocity tensor and the fundamental pressure vector for the Brinkman system in R™ (n > 3), with the
components (see, e.g., [43, (3.6)], [40, Section 3.2.1], [74, (2.14)])

by L 5— alx LTk 2 (alx X :i&
500 = o { 2 aal) + (ol | a0 = - 2 (31)
where A1 (z) and Aa(z) are defined by
(3 'Ka(2)  _(3)%Ks(z) 1 n (3 Kaa(2)
Al (z) = 2 p 2 Ag(e) = o -4 e T 3.2
B I L O F .

K, is the Bessel function of the second kind and order s > 0, I' is the Gamma function, and @,, is the area of the unit
sphere in R”. The fundamental solution of the Stokes system, (G, II), which corresponds to a = 0, is given by (see, e.g.,

74, (1.12))
1 1 5jk T;Tg 1 zp
(%) = — 1 — Ok .
ots) = o { e+ o | 9 = 5 )
Next we use the notations G*(x,y) = G%(x —y) and II(x,y) = II(x —y). Then
(Ax — aD)G(x,y) — VxII(x,y) = =0y (x)I, divyG*(x,y) =0, Vy € R", (3.4)

where Jy is the Dirac distribution with mass in y, and the subscript x added to a differential operator refers to the
action of that operator with respect to the variable x.
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The fundamental stress tensor S® has the components
G2 (x,y) . 9G3(x,y)
0xy ox;

where ;5 is the Kronecker symbol. Let A™ be the fundamental pressure tensor with components A?‘k. Then for fixed i
and k, the pair (Sf‘jk, Ag,) satisfies the Brinkman system in R™ if x # y, i.e.,

S?jé(xv y) = —II, (X,¥)0ie + (3.5)

o o OAG(y,x
ASE(x,y) — S8, (x,y) — % 0,
8$j
The components A (x,y) are given by (see, e.g., [74, (2.18)])
1 2n(yk - xk) 25ik 1 1 }
wk(xy) = — (i —zi + — Sik ¢ - 3.7
) = 5 { e TR 4 B et 0

For o = 0, we use the notations S;j;, := S’?jk and A = A?k.
Let * denote the convolution product. Let us consider the velocity and pressure Newtonian potential operators for
the Brinkman system,

(Nagrn) (x) := = (G % ) (x) = =(G(%,), )+ (Qarnp) (X) = (Qrnp) (x) := — (ML x ) (x) = —(TL(%,-), )

R R

(3.8)

where the fundamental tensor G* is presented through its components in (3.1). Note that the Fourier transform of

G*-components is given by
~ o2r)~ 3% 4
G0 = o (- ). (3.9

Then we have the following property (cf. [43, Theorem 3.10] in the case n = 3, s = 0).

Lemma 3.1. Let a > 0. Then for all p,q € (1,00) and s € R the following linear operators are continuous

. s n n s5+2 n n
N : H(R",R") = HSP2(R™,R™), (3.10)
Noge : By ,(R",R") = BSF2(R™, R™), (3.11)
Qpn : Hy(R",R™) — H>1 ) (R"), (3.12)
Qrn : By ((R",R") — BstL (R™). (3.13)
Proof. Let ¢ € Hy(R",R™). By (2.11),
Nos@lgeoqen oy = 157 (072 F Nz o) e 314
where p is the weight function given by (2.10). In addition, we note that
F (Nomnp) = F (G x ) = G°@ (3.15)
and hence by (3.14),
_ —1 s+2,a~ _ —1/ s
Nasw Plzeaque oy = |77 (0°726°9) |, gy = I @ FT N, 50y (3.16)

In view of (3.9), the matrix-function m := p2G® has the components

. _n 1+ [€)? &€ .
i (€) = (27) 2|§|2'+'a (%——#), =1 .
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and is smooth everywhere except the origin and uniformly bounded in R™ x R™. Hence it is a Fourier multiplier in
L,(R™) (ct. Theorem 2 in Appendix of [54]), i.e., there exists a constant A/ > 0, (which depends on p but is independent
of ¢) such that

||Na;R"90||H§+2(Rn,Rn) =M ||JS‘P||LP(Rn,Rn) = M”‘PHH;(R",Rn)-
and thus ||Na;R"||H;(Rn,R")—>H;“(R",R") < M, while operator (3.10) is continuous.

Moreover, by formula (A.12) we have the interpolation property
(Hy' (R, R™), Hy*(R",R")), = B, ,(R",R"), (Hy'**(R",R"), Hy***(R",R")), = By£*(R",R"), (3.17)

where s = (1 — 0)s; + 6s2. Then by continuity of operator (3.10), we obtain that operator (3.11) is also continuous for
p,q € (1,00) and any s € R.

Let us now show the continuity of operators (3.12) and (3.13). To this end, we note that the pressure Newtonian
potential operator for the Brinkman system coincides with the one for the Stokes system and for any ¢ € D(R", R"™)
can be written as

QRnCp = diVNA;]Rn (p7 (318)
where
Nagn) (x) = = (Ga * ¢) (%), (3.19)
1
and Ga(X,y) is the fundamental solution of the Laplace equation in R™. Therefore, the

= 2w x =y
mapping properties of the pressure Newtonian potential are provided by those of the harmonic Newtonian potential
Nagn. Since Nagrn is a pseudodifferential operator of order —2 in R”, the following operator is continuous,

. s n s+2 n
Nagn cHo(R™) — H o (R™), Vs € R, pe(1,00). (3.20)

p,loc

Then by (3.18) and (3.20) we deduce the continuity property of the pressure Newtonian potential operator in (3.12).
By using an interpolation argument as for (3.11), we also obtain continuity of operator (3.13). O

Let a > 0 and p € (1,00) be given. The Newtonian velocity and pressure potential operators of the Brinkman system
in Lipschitz domains 21 are defined as

Nuo =roNagn By and  Qq, = ro, Orn Fy. (3.21)
Recall that Eo’i is the operator of extension of vector fields defined in Q4 by zero on R™\ Q4, and rq, is the restriction
operator from R™ to Q.. The operators Ex : L,(Q4,R™) — L, (R, R™) and rq, : H2(R",R™) — H?(Q+,R") are linear
and continuous. In addition, the volume potential operator Nq,rn : Ly(R™,R™) — Hg (R™,R™) is linear and continuous

as well, for any p € (1,00) (cf., e.g., [43, Theorem 3.10], [20, Lemma 1.3] and Lemma 3.1). Therefore, the velocity
Newtonian potential operators

Naoy @ Lp(Qe,R™) = H2(Q4,R"), p € (1,00), (3.22)
are continuous operators. A similar argument yields the continuity of the Newtonian pressure potential operators
Qa, : Lp(Q4,R") = HY(Qy), Qo : Ly(Q_,R™) = H),,.(2-), pe(1,00). (3.23)
Next, in view of (A.5), (A.6) and the first inclusion in (A.8) we obtain the inclusions
HZ(R",R") = WZ(R",R") < W, ?(R",R") = B,,," (R",R") < B, ;7 (R",R"), Vp>1, p*=max{p,2}, (3.24)

which are continuous. Then relations (3.22) and (3.24) imply also the continuity of the velocity Newtonian potential
operator

n 1+ n
Na;Qi : Lp(Qi,R ) — Bp,pf (Qi,R ), p e (1,00) (325)
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A similar argument yields the continuity property of the pressure Newtonian potential operator

Quo, + Ly(Q4,R™) = BI(2), Qua : L@ R") 5 BI (@), pe(1,00). (3.26)
In addition, due to (3.21), we have the relations
ANy . f—alN, 0. f—VOq f=f div Ny, f=0 in Q. (3.27)
This leads us to the following assertion.
Corollary 3.2. Let a > 0, p € (1,00), and p* = max{p,2}. Then the Brinkman Newtonian potentials satisfy equations
(6.46) and the following operators are continuous
(N, Qa,) : Lp(Q4, R™) = 950,24, La), (Naso_, Qo) : Lp(Q-,R™) = 920, 1 (O, La), (3.28)

p,div,loc
(Nay s Qa.) : Lp(Q4,R™) — B20, (94, L,), (Nao ,Qa ): Ly(Q-,R") — B0 Q_,La). (3.29)

p,p*,div p,p*,div,loc
Remark 3.3. Let f1 € L,(Q24,R™) for some p € (1,00), and p* = max{p,2}. Then Corollary 3.2, Lemmas 2.4, 2.11
and Remark 2.12 imply that
v (Noo,fr) € B o (OUR™),  t2 (Najo, £, Qo.fi) € Bi H(0Q,R"), Vs e (0,1). (3.30)
Moreover, due to (3.22), the first equality in (3.24), Theorem 2.13, and [10, Theorem 5|, these inclusions can be
improved to the following ones

Y+ (Na;Qifi) € H&,,(@Q,R"), ti (Na;Qifj:, QQifj:) =ttt (Na;Qifj:, QQifi) € L,,(@Q,R"). (3.31)

In (3.30), (3.31) and further on, the following space notations are used for p € (1,00), ¢ € (1,00], s € (0, 1], and the
outward unit normal v to the Lipschitz domain 24 C R",

L, (00, R") := {V € L,(09Q,R") : / v-vdo = O} , Hy (0L, R") := {V € H,(0Q,R") : / v-vdo = O} ;
o9 o9

By ., (0, R") := {V € By ,(09Q,R") : /asz v-vdo = O} . (3.32)

3.2. Layer potentials for the Brinkman system. For a given density g € L,(9Q,R"), the velocity single-layer
potential for the Brinkman system, V,g, and the corresponding pressure single-layer potential, Q°g, are given by

(Vag)(x) = (G%(x,-), 8)an, (Q°8)(x) = (II(x, ), g)oq, x € R™\ 0. (3.33)

Let h € H; (09, R™) be a given density. Then the velocity double-layer potential, W 4.00h, and the corresponding
pressure double-layer potential, Qi;aszhv are defined by

(Woh);(x) := /é9 . S5ie(x, y)ve(y)hi(y)doy, (Qoh)(x) := . Afi (%, y)ve(y)hi(y)doy, VxeR"\0Q,  (3.34)
where vy, £ = 1,...,n, are the components of the outward unit normal v to Q4 , which is defined a.e. (with respect to
the surface measure o) on 9. Note that the definition of the double layer potential in [69, (3.9)] differs from definition
(3.34) due to different conormal derivatives used in [69, (1.14)] and in formula (2.22) of our paper.

The single- and double-layer potentials can be also defined for any g € B;;;l(aﬂ, R™) and h € B; (09, R™), respec-
tively, where s € (0,1) and p,q € (1,00). For a = 0 (i.e., for the Stokes system) we use the notations Vg, Q%g, Wh and
Q% for the corresponding single- and double-layer potentials.

In view of equations (3.4) and (3.6), the pairs (V,g,Q°g) and (W2h, Q%h) satisfy the homogeneous Brinkman
system in Q4

(A —al)Vag — VQ'g =0, divV,eg =0 in R™\ 9%, (3.35)
(A —al)Woh — VQ'h =0, divW,h=0 in R™\ 09. (3.36)
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The direct value of the double layer potential W .soh on the boundary is defined in terms of Cauchy principal value
by
(Koh)g(x) :=p.v. / Sy, x)ve(y)h;j(y)doy ae. x € 0. (3.37)
0

Lemma 3.4. Let Q4 CR" (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary Q) and let Q_ :=R™\ Q.
Let « > 0 and p € (1,00). There exist some constants C; >0, i = 1,...,4, depending only on p, o and the Lipschitz
character of Q4 such that the following properties hold:

M (VVag) L, 00 + 1M (Vag) 2,00 + 1M (2°8) 1,00 < Cillglr,00r), V&€ Ly(0QR"), (

M (Vag) Iz, 00) < Callglly1@parm) YV 8E H, ' (0Q,R"), (

M (Woh) |z, 00 < Cslh|L,ar), VheL,(02,R"), (3.40

M (VWoh) [1,00) + [I1M (Wah) ||, @00) + [M(Qeh)|L,00) < Callbllay@orm), ¥heH(O2RY).
Moreover, the following estimates hold for the non-tangential traces that exist at almost all points of 0§):

[(V ag)r:::t”L (0Q,R™)> ||(vvag)r:::tHLp(aﬂ,R")7 ||(ng)$”Lp(aQ,Rn) < CIHgHLp(aQ,]R")u Vge Lp((?Q,R"), (
[(Vag)ullz,00) < Collgll gy 00,m) V8 € H,H(0Q,R), (343
[(Wag)iillz, 00 < CslhllL, o0k, ¥V he Ly(0Q,R"), (
I(Wah)llz, @0z, [(VWah)giliz, @0z, 1(Qah)5lz, 00z < Cilbllm@ar, Vhe H(00,R").

Proof. In the case o = 0, inequalities (3.38)-(3.41) follow from [61, Propositions 4.2.3 and 4.2.8].

In the case a > 0, Inequality (3.38) has been obtained in [69, Lemma 3.2]. In addition, inequality (3.39) follows by
the same arguments as in the proof of its counterpart in the case o = 0 (cf. [61, (4.61)]). Indeed, if g € H, ' (9Q,R"),
then there exist go = (go:15---,90:n), &re = (Gres1s .-+, Gron) € Lp(OQ,R™), v, =1,...,n, such that

n
9k = gosk + g Or. 0 Gre;k,
rd=1 rd=1

L,(89) < 2”91@”}1;1(39)7 k=1,...,n, (3'46)

(cf. [61, Corollary 2.1.2 and relation (4.65)]), where 0,,, = v,,0; — 140, are the tangential derivative operators. Hence,
integrating by parts,

/ G5k (x = y) g0k (y)doy — Z Z / Or,0 (G (x =) grew(y)doy, V x € R™ \ 09 (3.47)

(cf. [61, (4.66)] for o« = 0). Inequality (3.39) nnrnedlately follows from equality (3.47) and the estimates in (3.38) and
(3.46).

Let us now show inequality (3.40) for & > 0 (note that its analogue for a differently defined double layer potential in
place of W, was given in [69, Theorem 3.5]). First, we note that Lemma 4.1 in [46] (see also [69, Theorem 2.5]) implies
that there exists a constant ¢, = co(Q4,a) > 0 such that

|Vgo‘(x,y) - Vg(x,y)| < C04|X - Y|2in7 v X,y € §+7 X # y. (348)
Then, in view of formula (3.5) and equality II* = II, there exists a constant Cs = C5(€4, «) > 0 such that
Y Oy y; y;

< O5|X_Y|27n7 vxvy €ﬁ+7 X¢y
(3.49)

Inequality (3.49) and [47, Proposition 1] (applied to the integral operator W, —W whose kernel is (S*(y,x) — S(y,x)) v(y))
show that there exists a constant Cs = Cg(9€2, p, @) > 0 such that

[M(Wo —W)h) |1 a0) < CelhlL, 90,rm), ¥Vhe L,(00,R"). (3.50)

1S5 (ys %) = Siji(y, x)| <
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Moreover, by [61, (4.56)], there exists a constant C7 = C7(9€2, p) > 0 such that
[M (Wh) ||, 00) < C7lhllL, @00k, ¥VheLy(0Q,R"), (3.51)

and then, by (3.50) and (3.51), we obtain inequality (3.40).
Let us now show inequality (3.41) for & > 0. According to the second formula in (3.34) and formula (3.7) the kernel
of the Brinkman double-layer pressure potential operator Q¢ is given by

1 2n(y; — o) (ye —ai)ve(y) | 2v5(y) 1 1
A = —4q— J J J — i . 3.52
gk(X7Y)Vk(Y) O { |y—x|"+2 + |y—X|n a(n_2) |y_x|n_2VJ(Y) ( )
For o = 0, (3.52) reduces to the kernel of the Stokes double-layer pressure potential operator Q7. Therefore,
«a 1 —
[T (6, y)ve(y) — A (3, y)ve (y)] < VxeQ, yeo x#£y. (3.53)

Gn(n—2) ly — x|’

Then according to [47, Proposition 1] applied to the operator Q¢ — Q% there exists a constant Cg = Cg (99, p, ) such
that

1M ((Q4 = @) B)[|,, ey < CslIbllz, @0, ¥ h e Hy(9Q,R"). (3.54)
In view of [61, Proposition 4.2.8], the Stokes double-layer pressure potential operator Q% satisfies the inequality
1M (QMh) |, 50y < Collbllmpon.zn), ¥ h € Hy(0Q,R™), (3.55)

with a constant Cy = Cy(9€,p) > 0. Then by (3.54) and (3.55) there exists a constant C1g = C10(02, p, @) > 0 such
that

M (Qih)HLp(BQ) < Cio|b| 300k, ¥ h € H,(09Q,R"). (3.56)
Next, we show that there exists a constant ¢z = ¢3(Q4,p, «) > 0 such that
[M (VWah) |2, 00) < csllb m1o0,rm, ¥he H, (09, R™). (3.57)

To this end, we use expressions (3.34) and (3.5) for the Brinkman double layer potential W,h to obtain for any
he H;(&Q,R"),

0, (Wb, ( {0) (0:0405) (v = %)+ ly) Br,65) (7 = %) = () (OT1e) (v = X))} (y)dr
/ (Dr ) (0GE0) (7 =)+ D139 (1G5 (¥ =) — Dy ) Tely = X)) iy )
[ 0G5 )+ 10 (3) 010,05) (7 = %) = 1) QT y =)} b ()
= | {05 =0 0 1) () + (0,68) (v =) (0, ) () = Taly =) (0. 1) ()} o
- /BQ ve(¥)G5k (y — xX)hi(y)doy, j.r=1,....n, (3.58)

where 0; := . We also employed the following integration by parts formula, which holds for any p € (1, 00) (cf. [61,

(2.16))),

0z

/ f(0r,.9) do = / (0r,, f) gdo, ¥ f € HL(O9), ¥V g € Hy, (09), (3.59)
a0 o0
where 1—1) + 1% = 1. The last integral in (3.58) follows from equations (3.4), which, in particular, yield that

(Ay —aD)G¥(y —x) — VyII(y —x) =0, divyG(y —x)=0, VxeR"\0Q, y € 0Q. (3.60)
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In the case a = 0, formula (3.58) has been obtained in [61, (4.84)].
Now, from formula (3.58) and its counterpart corresponding to o = 0, we obtain for all j,r =1,...,n,

9, (Wah), = 8, (Wh), + 8 (Vo — V) (8, h)), + 0 (Vo — V) (95,,h)), — a(Va (b)), , ¥ h e HL(0Q,R").
(3.61)

Further, by using estimate (4.86) in [61, Proposition 4.2.8] for the Stokes double layer potential, Wh, property (3.38) for
the Brinkman and Stokes single layer potentials involved in formula (3.61), and continuity of the tangential derivative
operators dr,, : Hj(9Q) — Ly,(99), we obtain inequality (3.57), as asserted (see also [38, (3.35)]).

Finally, inequalities (3.40), (3.56) and (3.57) imply inequality (3.41).

For any n > 3 and ¢ > 0, there exists a constant C' = C(n, ¢, a) > 0 such that the inequality (cf. [69, Theorem 2.4])

C
(1+ alx[?) [x|*=2+¢7

holds and implies that |G%(x —y)| < Cp|x — y|>~", with some constant Cy = Cp(n,a) > 0. Then in view of [47,
Proposition 1], for any g € L,(9Q,R™) there exist the non-tangential limits of the Brinkman single layer potential
V.g at almost all points of 2. Moreover, the existence of the non-tangential limits of VV,g at almost all points
of 99 follows immediately from [69, Lemma 3.3]. For Q°g such a result is valid since the Brinkman pressure single
layer potential coincides with the Stokes pressure single layer potential, for which the result is well known, cf., e.g., [61,
Proposition 4.2.2] and [69, Lemma 3.3].

If g € H, '(09,R") then the existence of the non-tangential limits of V,g a.e. on 9 follows from formula (3.47)
and the corresponding statement for the existence of non-tangential limits for a single layer potential and the gradient
a single layer potential with a density in L, (99, R").

Now let h € L,(0Q,R™). Then the existence of the non-tangential limits of the Brinkman double layer potential
W, h at almost all points of 9 follows easily from the case & = 0. Indeed, estimate (3.49) and [47, Proposition 1] imply
that the difference

(Wah); (x) — (Wh); (x) = /m (Sik(y = %) = Sijr(y — x)) va(y)hi(y)doy

:/ {(agiaj(y - X) B 3gij(y—x)> n <8gl(:j(y ) ~ OGki(y —x)
o0 Oy oYk Y yi

‘vf{ga(x)’ < (362)

) b oi)oy, xe 0. G03)
+

has non-tangential limits ((Wah) ; — (Wh) j)nt (x0) at almost all points xo € 9. On the other hand, according to

[61, Proposition 4.2.2] there exist the non-tangential limits of the Stokes double layer potential Wh at almost all points

xo of J€. Therefore, the non-tangential limits of the Brinkman double layer potential W h exist as well at almost all

points x of 99).

Now let h € H; (02, R™). Then the existence of the non-tangential limits of VW,h at almost all points of 9
follows from their existence in the case o = 0 (cf. [61, (4.91)]), formula (3.61), and the statement for the existence of
non-tangential limits for a single layer potential and the gradient a single layer potential with a density in L,(9, R™),
while the existence of non-tangential limits of Q,h a.e. on 0f2 is provided by the corresponding result in the case a = 0
(cf. [61, (4.85)]) and [47, Proposition 1] applied to the complementary term (Q% — Q%) h = aVa (h-v), which by (3.52)
is the Laplace single layer potential with density ah - v € L,(09).

Finally, note that inequalities (3.42)-(3.45) follow from inequalities (3.38)-(3.41) and the estimate ||f$|\Lp(aQ) <
M (f)llz,@09), whenever f has the property that both £ and M(f) exist a.e on 9 (see [16, Remark 9]). O

The mapping properties of layer potential operators for the Stokes system (i.e., for « = 0) in Bessel-potential and
Besov spaces on bounded Lipschitz domains, as well as their jump relations across a Lipschitz boundary, are well known,
cf., e.g., [23], [27], [61, Theorem 10.5.3], [62, Theorem 3.1, Proposition 3.3]. The main properties of layer potential
operators for the Brinkman system are collected below (some of them are also available in [22, Proposition 3.4], [32,
Lemma 3.4], [33, Lemma 3.1], [62, Theorem 3.1], [69, Theorems 3.4 and 3.5]).
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Theorem 3.5. Let Q. CR™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary O and let Q_ := R"\ Q..

Let p,q € (1,00), @ >0, and p* := max{p,2}. Let t > —% be arbitrary, where % + % =1.

(i) Then the following operators are linear and continuous,

Vala, + Ly(0Q,R™) — B o dlv(Q+,R") Qla, : Lp(09Q,R™) — Bl - (),

(Valo, ©'la,) : L0, R") = B, 2L (. La),

Vala, : By (0, R") = BY . (B, @l  Hy YO0, RY) = B, (Q4),
(Vala,, Q. ) : Hy (09, R“) B L),

Wala, :HYOQR") = By (0 RY), Q2| < HIOQR") — BL, (),
(Wala,, Qlla, ) : Hpy(0Q,R™) —mspp (24 La).

n n n %71
Wala, :L,(0Q,R )—>Bpp aiv (2, R™) Qd]Q »(0Q,R™) = Bl . (1),

(Wala. Qiku) : Ly (09, R™) — %p)

p,p*;div

(QJF?‘CO()'

(ii) Moreover, the following operators are also linear and continuous for s € (0 1)

V. : B H(0Q,R") - B

pqdw(R” R"), Q°: Bs 1(9Q,R") — B R"),

D,q; loc (
s— n n s s— n s+5-1
VOt|Q+ B 1(89 R ) — Bp q; dlv(QJraR )a ( ) |Q+ :Bp,ql (8Q5R ) — BP#ZP (QJr)a

(Valo, . Q%la,) : B3, (09, R") — B Q4 Ly),

P,q, dlv(

s n n s n s+5-1
Wala, : By (00, R )—)B qdw(m,R ), Qlla, :BS (09 R") = Bpg”  (24),

(Walo,s Qo) By (00 R™) — B 5 (0, £,),

Vo B (O0R™) = B8 (0 RY), Q%o : BiSHO00,RY) » Bon @),
(Valo_ Qla) : By (00 R") = B4 @ L),

Walo : B),(00.R") = B! n locm-,R"), Q' : By, (00 R") — BLi @),
(Wala_, Qila_) : By ,(092,R") — %p gudivi 1oc(Q—= La).

(i4i) The following relations hold a.e. on 0%,
(Vag)! = (Vag), = Vag, Vge H,(09,R");

1 1
Bt (Wah)ly = —h+ (Wah), = Koh, Vhe L(02R");

1 1 _ s * n
—§g+tit (Vag, Q°g) = 381t (Vag. Q’g) =: K g, Vge L,(00,R");

th (Woh, Qh) =t (W,h,Q%h) =: D,h, ¥V h e H)(09Q,R");

(3.81)

(3.82)

(3.83)
(3.84)

where K7, is the transpose of Kq.00, and the following boundary integral operators are linear and bounded,

Vo 1 Ly(09,R™) — H, (0Q,R"), Ko : HY(0Q,R") — H (09, R™),
Vo 0 Hy Y0, R™) = Lp(0Q,R™), Ko 1 Ly(09,R™) — L,(09,R"),
K}, : Ly(0Q,R") — Ly(0QL,R"), Dg : H)(09,R™) — L,(09,R™).

(3.85)
(3.86)
(3.87)
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Forh e By (0Q,R") and g € By ' (L, R™), s € (0,1), the following relations hold a.e. on 9,

Y+ (Vag) =7- (Vag) = Vg, (3.88)
%h—k%(Wah) = —%hﬂ_(wah) = K,h, (3.89)
58 (Vog, @'8) = 8+t (Vag, Qhog) = Kig, (3.90)
t; (Woh, Qh) =t (W).h, Q% 5oh) =: Doh, (3.91)
and the following operators are linear and continuous,
Vo : B HOQRY) — B (09,R"), Ko : B3 (09,R") — B3 (9Q,R™), (3.92)
K} : By '(09,R") — By '(09,R"), D, : B} (0Q,R") — By 1 (9Q,R™). (3.93)

Proof. (i) First of all, we remark that all range spaces of the velocity vector-valued layer potential operators in (3.64)-
(3.80) are divergence-free due to the second relations in (3.35)-(3.36). Further, let us note that by (3.33) and (3.8) the
single layer potential can be presented as (cf. [18, (4.1)]),

Vag = (1G%(x, ), 8)oa = (G*(x,"),7'8)rn = Norn 07'g (3.94)

s—1—-2
for any g € B '(09,R"), p,q € (1,00) and s € (0,1). Here the operator 7' : Bs'(9Q,R") —= By gicomp(R", R") is

1-s+4 _ .

adjoint to the trace operator v: B, qs,_]é’c (R™,R™) — B;, o (01, R") and they both are continues due to Lemma 2.4.
Next, we show the continuity of the first operator in (3.64) in the case a > 0 (i.e., for the Brinkman system). To this

end, we split the Brinkman single-layer potential operator into two operators, as V, = V + Vo, where Vo is the

complementary single-layer potential operator, i.e.,

Voo :=Va—V=Ngorro0v o, (3.95)
where the imbedding operator ¢ : L,(9Q,R") < Bf,;,l (02, R™) is continuous for any s € (0,1) and p € (1,00). In
addition, Ng;o.r» := Ng;rn — No.r» is a pseudodifferential operator of order —4 with the kernel Gy0 .= ge — g (see
formula (2.27) in [33]), and hence the linear operator

1 1
s—1—— — =
o’ o’

s+3
Na;O;R" : Bp,p*;comp(Rn7 Rn) - Bp,p*;loc (Rn7 Rn) (396)
—1-4
is continuous for any s € (0,1) and p € (1, o), where % =1- %, and B;)p*;cgmp(R", R™) is the space of distributions in

1
s—1——=
'Y

B, - 7 (R",R") with compact supports. Then formula (3.95) and the continuity of the involved operators imply that
the operators

s 1
(R™,R™), (Vo) |, : Lp(@Q,RY) = B 27

p,p*

s 1
Voo : Ly(0Q,RY) — B 2%

p,p*;loc

(Q-i-v Rn)

s 1 1
are continuous as well. Now, the continuity of the embedding Bp;er” (Q4,R") — B;:;f (Q4,R™) for any s € (0,1)
shows that
1
Voo : Ly(0Q,RY) = B 7 (04 R (3.97)
is a continuous operator, even compact.

Moreover, the Stokes single layer potential operator V : L, (02, R™) — L, (24, R™) is continuous (cf., e.g., the mapping

s 1
property (10.73) in [61] and the continuity of the embeddings L,(9Q,R") — B;;i (092, R™) and Bp;f (Q4,R") —
L,(24,R™) for any s € (0,1)).

On the other hand, the kernel VG of the integral operator V'V satisfies the relations

VG € C®(R"\ {0}), (VG)(—x) = —(VG)(x), (VG)(Ax) = A~ ""D(VG)(x), ¥ A > 0. (3.98)
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Then, in view of [58, Proposition 2.68], there exists a constant Cop = Cy(€4,p) > 0 such that

vag” 1 S COHg”Lp(aQ,Rn)? A4 g S LP(QQ,Rn) (399)
B;:,p* (Q+)Rn><n)

Consequently, there exists a constant € = €(Q24,p) > 0 such that
o = Vel @rn +1IVVeE] 2 <d|glr, k) V&€ Ly, R?), (3.100)

+ « (2 R7x7)

H \ g“ 144
B P (Q.,R
PP P,p

which shows that the Stokes single layer potential operator
1
Vi L(00,R") — B, 7 (2, R") (3.101)
is also continuous (cf., e.g., [62, Theorem 7.1, (3.33)], see also [23] for p = 2). This mapping property and the continuity
1

of operator (3.97) show that the Brinkman single layer operator V, : L,(0Q,R") — B;;f (Q4+,R™) is continuous, as
well.

Let us show the continuity of the second operator in (3.64). To this end, we note that the Stokes single layer pressure
potential Q°f with a density f = (f1,..., fn) € Lp(9Q,R™) can be written as

(Q°f) (x) = (div VAS) (x), VxeR"\ 09, (3.102)
where Vg is the harmonic single layer potential with density ¢g € L,(952), given by
1 1
V, X) = — — / y)doy, x € R™\ 0. 3.103
( Ag)( ) (n_2)wn o |x—y|”*29( ) y \ ( )

1
Then the continuity of the single layer pressure potential potential operator Q° : L,(9Q,R") — Bzi p+ (Q4) for any
p € (1,00) is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.23 in [59]. Note that Proposition 2.68 in [58] applies as well, and
shows the desired continuity of the single layer pressure potential operator in (3.64) (see also [62, Theorem 3.1, (3.30)]).
Thus, we have proved the continuity of the operators in (3.64).
Continuity of the first operator in (3.66) follows from the continuity of operators involved in the right hand side of
equality (3.47). Continuity of the second operator in (3.66) follows from equality (3.102), which is valid also for any

1
f € H,'(9Q,R"), and by the continuity of the harmonic single layer potential operator Va from H,*(92) to B} - (24).
Indeed, for any f € H,'(99) there exist fo, fre € Lp(0Q), 7,£ = 1,...n, such that f = fo + > ,_ Or,, fre (see (3.46)).
Then by using the integration by parts formula (3.59), we obtain that

Vaf)o0 = [ Gatx=y)fowoy = Y [ (0,00 (x%) ful)iry ¥ x e R\ 00, (3104

rd=1

where G (x,y) is the fundamental solution of the Laplace equation in R™ (n > 3). By using again [58, Proposition 2.68|
1

(see also (3.99)) and the continuity of the Laplace single layer potential operator Va : L,(082) — B;;f(

[59, Proposition 4.23] and property (3.49) in [62, Proposition 3.3]), there exists a constant Cy such that

||VAfHBl+% = [IVafllz, 0 + IVVA] < Collf iy, ¥V f € Lp(Q4). (3.105)
PP

1
P n
2(Q4) B i (4 ,R™)

Q) (see, e.g.,

1
Thus, the operator VVa : L,(92) — B} - (24, R") is also continuous. Finally, by continuity of this operator and of
1
the operator Va : L,(082) — B;;:f (©4+) and also by the second relation in (3.46), we obtain from (3.104) continuity of
1

the operator Va : H, ' (9Q) — Bzip* (©4) and, accordingly, continuity of the second operator in (3.66).

Let us now show the continuity of the first operator in (3.68). To this end, we notice that the Brinkman double-
layer potential operator can be written as W, = W + W.o, where W, is the complementary double layer potential
operator, i.e.,

Wao0: =W, —-W=K,p079 oN (3.106)
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(see [33, Eq. (3.31)]), where the operator M : H)(9Q,R™) — L,(IQ,R" @ R") < B, >.(0Q,R" @ R"), Nh(z) :=
v(z) ® h(x), is continuous for any s € (0,1). In addition, Ku, is a pseudodifferential operator of order —3 with the
kernel S0 := 8% — S (cf., e.g., [33, (2.27)]), and hence the operator

—l—s+% 2—s+%

Koo : By pricomp R, R"@R") = B .7 (R",R"),
(KasoT); (x) == (S50 — Sji()(',X),Tie>Rn , VT e B oo™ Comp(R" R™" @ R™), (3.107)
is also linear and continuous for any s € (0,1), where Bpp Comp(R" R™ ®@R™) is the space of all distributions in

—l—s+% s+ L

B, - (R™,R™ ® R™) having compact support in R™. In addition, the trace operator = : Bp e loC(]R" QR") —
S n n 1 3 3 3 101 . - n n s 1+ n n n
By, (09, R"®R") (acting on matrix valued functions) and its adjoint 7' : B, 7. (0%, R"®@R") = B, .. comp(R™, R" @ R™)

are continuous (see the proof of [18, Theorem 1]). Then formula (3.106) and the continuity of the involved operators
imply that the operators

1
2—s+4 >
p,p*;loc

2—s4 L
W H) (0Q,R") — B (R™,R"), (Was) |, : Hy(0Q,R") — B, . 7 (24, R")

1 1
are continuous as well. Now, the continuity of the embedding Bi;f (Q4,R") — le,:;f (Q4,R™) for any s € (0,1)
shows that
n 1+% n
Wy : H)(0Q,R") — B, .7 (Q4,R") (3.108)
is a continuous operator, even compact. Let us now show that the Stokes double-layer potential operator
n 1+ n
W : H)(0Q,R") — B, ,* (24, R") (3.109)

is continuous as well. In the setting of Riemannian manifolds and for double layer potentials for second order elliptic
equations, this continuity property follows from [63, Theorem 8.5], but we will provide a direct proof here in the context

of Euclidean setting. To this end, we use the following characterization of the space H; (09)
h € H)(09Q) <= h € Ly(0Q), 0., h € Ly(0Q), jk=1,...,n (3.110)

Tik

(cf., e.g., [61, (2.11)]), and recall that the tangential derivative operators 9., : H}(9Q) — L,(09) are continuous. In
addition, consider the operator Vj; defined as

(Vikg) ( / Gir(x—y)g(y)doy, xeR"™\ Q. (3.111)

We have proved that the Stokes single layer potential operator (3.101) is continuous for any p € (1,00) (see also [62,
Theorem 3.1, (3.33)]). Consequently, the operators

141
Vi Ly(09Q) — B, 7 () (3.112)

1
are continuous as well, for all j,k = 1,...,n. Recall that the operator Va : L,(0Q2) — le,:;f (Q4) is also linear and
continuous. Finally, we mention the following formula (cf. [61, (4.84)])

0, (Wh); =~V (8, hie) — 03 Ver (0r,, hie) — Vs (9

Tjr

hi) in R™\ 09, (3.113)

which holds for every h € H; (0}, R™) and j,r = 1,...,n, where h; is the j-th component of h. Then by using the
continuity of operator (3.112) and properties (3.110) and (3.113), we deduce that the operators

1
0, (W), : Hy(OQ,R™) = By . (1), rj=1,...,n (3.114)
are continuous. By [61, Proposition 10.5.1, (10.68)], the operator W : H(9Q,R™) — L,(Q4,R") is also contin-
sl
uous (as its range is a subspace of the space H,,er(QJr,R") for any s € (0,1), H)(09,R") < Bj (0Q,R") (due
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1
to formula (A.12)), and B,S,,J;P (Q4,R") — L,(24,R™)). Consequently, the Stokes double layer potential operator
141
W H; (0Q,R") — Bp;f (Q4+,R™) is continuous, as asserted. This mapping property combined with the continuity of
operator (3.108) implies the continuity of the first operator in (3.68).
Continuity of the second operator in (3.68) follows from similar arguments. To this end, let us mention the useful

1

formula Q%g = div(Wag), where the harmonic double layer potential operator Wa : Hj(0Q) — B;;f (Q4) is continuous

(cf., e.g., [59, Proposition 4.23, (2.120), (4.96)]). Thus, the continuity of the Stokes double layer pressure potential
1

operator Q7 : H; (0Q,R") — B; p+(£24) immediately follows. This property and continuity of the complementary
1
double layer potential operator Q% := Q4 — Q¢ : HY(9Q,R™) — B} ,.(Q), where (cf. [69, (3.10)])

9l oh=aVa(h-v), (3.115)

1
yield the continuity of the Brinkman double layer pressure potential operator Q¢ = Q4+ Qi;o : H; (OQR™) = BY . (24).
Continuity of the first operator in (3.70) for the case o = 0 is an immediate consequence of [58, Proposition 2.68]
applied to the integral operator whose kernel is given by the fundamental stress tensor S°. Moreover, by using again

1

formulas (3.106) and (3.107) we can see that the operator W0 : L,(99, R") — B} . (€24, R™) is continuous. Therefore,

for « > 0 the first operator in (3.70) is continuous as well. To prove continuity of the second operator in (3.70),

we again use the representation Qg = div(Wag), and continuity of the harmonic double layer potential operator
1

Wa : L,(09) — sz* (Q4), e.g., again by [58, Proposition 2.68], along with continuity of the complementary double

1
layer potential operator Q%., : L, (09, R") — Bzf’)p*l(QJr).
Mapping properties (3.65), (3.67) and (3.69) are implied by the ones just above them and by the first relations in
(3.35)-(3.36).
s_op1
(i7) Now, relation (3.94), continuity of the operator 7" : B '(9Q,R™) — Bp7q2+” (R™,R™) (cf. Lemma 2.4), and con-

—o4 1 1
tinuity of the Newtonian potential operator Nygn : Byg i (R™,R™) — B;i;p (R™,R™) (see (3.11)) imply the continuity

of the first operator in (3.72) and thus of the first operators in (3.73) and (3.77). Continuity of the second operator in
(3.72) follows by similar arguments based on the equalities Q° = Ogn o4/, and implies also continuity of the second
operators in (3.73) and (3.77) (cf. [61, Proposition 10.5.1]).

s+ 1
Further, let us mention that relations (3.106) and (3.107) imply that the operator W0 : By (99, R™) — Bp:;p (Q4,R™)
is continuous for all p € (1,4+00) and s € (0,1). This mapping property combined with the continuity of the Stokes

1
double-layer potential operator W|q, : By (0Q4,R") — B;:;E (Q4+,R™) (see [61, Proposition 10.5.1]) implies the con-
tinuity of the first operator in (3.75). The continuity of the second operator in (3.75) can be similarly obtained. Other
mapping properties of layer potentials mentioned in (3.72) and (3.79), follow with similar arguments to those for (3.64)
and (3.68). We omit the details for the sake of brevity (see also the proof of [32, Lemma 3.4]).

(#4i) Equality (3.81) for g € L,(0€,R™) can be obtained by using inequality (3.62) and [47, Proposition 1] (see also
[69, Theorems 3.4]). Since (Vozg):;t and (V.g) ;. are well defined for g € H, ' (99, R™) due to Lemma 3.4(iii), inequality
(3.43) and the density argument then imply equality (3.81) also for g € H, (99, R™). Formulas (3.82) and (3.83) follow
by using arguments similar to those for the trace formulas (3.11) and (3.18) in [69]. To this end, we first prove the
formulas
+ 1

L(x) = :I:iuj (x) (dir — vi(x)vg(x)) g(x) + p.v. . 0;Gi.(x —y)g(y)doy a.a. x € 0N (3.116)

(95 (Vigg)) |

for any g € L,(0Q2) and all i,k = 1,...,n, where the function V;{g is defined as in (3.111) with G instead of Gjj.
Indeed, formula (3.116) has been proved in [61, (4.50)] in the case o = 0. Moreover, the estimate [69, (2.27)] of the kernel
VG5, (x) — VxGj(x) and [47, Proposition 1] imply that there exist the non-tangential limits of the complementary
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potential 9;V¢g — 0;Virg at almost all points of 0f2, and

(0 (Vi) = 05 (Viea)) [5.00 = . | (0,65 = 0,0u) (x = y)o(y)doy . x € 00 (3.117)
which implies (3.116) also for a # 0. Moreover, formula (3.116) yields for any f € L,(0Q, R™) that

(@(Vaf))‘ (x) =+= VJ( V{E(x) — fe(x)vi(x)v(x)} + p.v. /asz 0;G%(x —y)f(y)doy a.a. x€ 0N (3.118)

(cf. [61, (4.54)] for @ = 0 and [69, Lemma 3.3] for a > 0).
In addition,

(Q°f) ’ (x) = $1l/k( ) fr(x) + p.v. /69 Iy (x —y) fr(y)doy a.a. x €0 (3.119)
(cf. [61, (4.42)], [69, Lemma 3.3]). Then formulas (3.82) and (3.83) follow from formulas (2.22), (2.24), (3.5), (3.34),
(3.118) and (3.119).

Formula (3.84) follows from formula (3.61) and (3.115) together with [61, Proposition 4.2.9] (i.e., the counterpart of
the trace formula (3.84) corresponding to the case o = 0).

Continuity of operators (3.74), (3.76), (3.78), (3.80) is implied by the continuity of the operators just above them and
by the first relations in (3.35) and (3.36).

Now, we note that formula Vo, = V+V,.0, continuity of the Stokes single layer operator V : L, (02, R™) — H; (09, R™)
(cf. [61, Proposition 4.2.5]), and continuity of the complementary operator Vaso : Ly(9Q,R") — H}(9Q,R™) (cf. [33,
Theorem 3.4(b)]) imply continuity of the first operator in (3.85). Continuity of the second operator in (3.85) and of the
operators in (3.87) similarly follows from [61, Propositions 4.2.7 - 4.2.10] and [33, Theorem 3.4(b)]. In addition, formula
(3.47) and the first relation in (3.46) yield the following equality

/ gk X —¥)g0:k(y)doy — z”: z": p.v./

k=1rf=1 o

(BTM (g;“k (x — y))) gre:k(y)doy a.ax € 9Q, (3.120)

for any g € H, (99, R™) (cf., e.g., [61, (4.69)] for v = 0). Then the continuity of the first operator in (3.86) immediately
follows (see also [61, Proposition 4.2.5 (iii)] for o = 0). Continuity of the Stokes double layer operator K : L, (9, R"™) —
L,(0Q,R") (cf., e.g., [61, Corllary 4.2.4]) and the continuity of the reminder operator Ko —K : L,(0Q,R") — L,(90Q,R")
(see [33, Theorem 3.4 (b)]) show the continuity of the second operator in (3.86). Continuity of the traces and conormal
derivatives of the layer potentials involved in (3.88)-(3.91) and hence continuity of the boundary operators (3.92), (3.93)
immediately follow from the mapping properties of the layer potentials in item (ii) and Lemmas 2.4, 2.11.

Finally, the jump relations given by the first equalities in (3.88)-(3.91) follow from formulas (3.81)-(3.84), together
with the density of the embeddings H}(9Q,R") < B (9Q,R") and L,(9Q,R™) — B '(99Q,R"), and equivalence
results in Theorems 2.5(i) and 2.13(i) for traces and conormal derivatives. il

Let us mention the following useful result.
Lemma 3.6. Let Qy CR"™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 9Q and let Q_ = R™\ Q..
(i) Ifpe (1,00), a € (0,00), g € Ly(9Q,R™) and h € H) (I, R"), then
1+ (Vag) = (V ag)rﬁ EHl v (09, R™), (
v£(Woh) = (W.h)E € H) (0, R"), (3.122
tf ( a8 ng) = trﬁ ( a8 ng) € Lp((?Q,Rn), (
t2(Woh, Q2h) = t5 (W,h, Qh) € L,(0Q,R") (

with the corresponding norm estimates.
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(i) If p,q € (1,00), s € (0,1), a € (0,00), g € By ' (0Q,R") and h € By (0, R"), then

1+ (Vag) = (Vag)3 € By ., (0Q,R"), (3.125)
v+(Woh) = (W.h)E € B (09, R") (3.126)

with the corresponding norm estimates.

Proof. Let first g € L,(0Q,R") and h € H}(9Q,R™), p € (1,00). Then, according to Lemma 3.4(ii,v), the right hand
sides of the equalities in (3.121)-(3.124) exist almost everywhere on 012 in the sense of non-tangential limit While Theorem

3.5(i) yields that (Vag, Q°g), (Wah, QZh) € %pp dlv(Q‘f"EQ) and (V,g, 9°g), (Woh, Q2h) € B Q_, L)

for any ¢t > —%. Moreover, Theorem 3.5 (iii) and the divergence theorem applied to the single layer potentials V,g

and W h in the domain Q yield that (V,g)Z € H}., (09, R"™),t4 (Vag, Q°g) € L,(0Q,R™), for any g € L,(9Q,R"),
while (W,h)% € H}., (09, R"),t5 (W,g, Qlg) € p(aQ,R"), for any h € H}(9Q,R"), with the corresponding norm
estimates. Hence Theorems 2.5(i) and 2.13(ii) along with Remark 2.14 imply relations (3.121)-(3.124).

For p,q € (1,00) and s € (0,1), we have g € B3 '(0Q,R") C H,'(0Q,R"), h € B (9Q,R") C L,(09,R™) and,
according to Lemma 3.4(iii,iv), the right hand 51des of the equalities in (3.125) and (3.126) exist almost everywhere on
0f), while Theorem 3.5(ii) yields that V,g, W,h € Bp " dw(QJr). Hence Theorem 2.5(i) implies relations (3.125) and
(3.126). O

p,p* d1v loc(

We will further need the following integral representation (the third Green identity) for the homogeneous Brinkman
system solution.

Lemma 3.7. Let Qy CR"™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary Q and let Q_ = R™\ Q.
Let v € (0,00), p,q € (1,00) and s € (0,1). If the the pair (u, ) satisfies the system

Au—au—Vr =0, divu=0 in Q4 (3.127)
s+1 s— s+1 s—1—1
and (u,7) € Hy 7 (Q4,RY) x Hy (), o (u,7) € Byy? (04, R) x Byg ? (), then
u(x) =V, (tf(u,7)) (x) = W4 (74u) (x), V x € Q4. (3.128)

Proof. Let B(y,€) C 2 be aball of a radius € around a point y € Q4 and let G{(x) = (G2 (x),...,G0, (%)), k=1,...,n
where (G*,II) is the fundamental solution of the Brinkman system in R™ (see (3.1) and (3.2)). Applying the second
Green identity (2.29) in the domain 4 \ B(y,€) to (u,7) and to the fundamental solution (G{(- —y),1I;)(- — y) and
taking the limit as e — 0, we obtain (3.128). O

Next, we show the counterpart of the integral representation formula (3.128) written in terms of the non-tangential
trace and conormal derivative.

Lemma 3.8. Let Q. C R" (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 9. Let o > 0 and
p € (1,00) be given constants. Assume that M(u), M (Vu), M(7) € L,(99Q), there exist the non-tangential limits of u,
Vu and 7w at almost all points of the boundary 92, and that the pair (u, ) satisfies the homogeneous Brinkman system

Au—ou—Vr=0, divu=0 in Q. (3.129)
Then u satisfies also the following integral representation formula
u(x) =V, (tf(u,7) (x) — W, (uh) (x), VxeQy. (3.130)

Proof. We use arguments similar to the ones in [61, Proposition 4.4.1] for the Stokes system. In the case of a smooth
bounded domain ©y C R™ and for u € C?(Q4,R"), 7 € C*(Q), formula (3.130) follows easily from the integration by
parts, cf. e.g. (3.128). Now consider a sequence of sub-domains {€; } >1 in €2 that contain the point x € {1 and
converges to €24 in the sense of Lemma 2.2. Then formula (3.130) holds for each of the domains €); and by the Lebesgue
Dominated Convergence Theorem (applied again after the change of variable as in Lemma 2.2 that reduces the integral
over 0f); to an integral over 012) letting j — oo, we obtain (3.130) for the Lipschitz domain . as well. O
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4. INVERTIBILITY OF RELATED INTEGRAL OPERATORS

Lemma 4.1. Let Qp C R™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0. Let oo € (0,00) and
0 < s < 1. Then the following operators are isomorphisms,

%11+ K* : Hy* (90, R") — H; (00, R™), (4.1)
%]H— K. : Hi(09,R") — H(9Q,R"). (4.2)

Proof. Tsomorphism property of operator (4.1) for s = 0 follows from [46, Proposition 7.1] (see also [69, Lemma 5.1]).
By duality this also implies the isomorphism property of operator (4.2) for s = 0.

Let us now remark that for « = 0 and 0 < s < 1, operator (4.2) is a Fredholm operator with index zero (cf., e.g., [61,
Proposition 10.5.3 and Theorem 5.3.6]), while the operator Ko := K, — K : H5(0Q,R") — H5(9Q,R") is compact
(cf., e.g., [33, Theorem 3.4]), implying that for & > 0 and 0 < s < 1, (4.2) is a Fredholm operator with index zero as
well. Then by Lemma 2.4 and the invertibility property of operator (4.2) for s = 0 we obtain the equalities

Ker{%l—i— K, : H5(0Q,R") — HQS((?Q,R")} = Ker {%]I—i— K, : HY(0Q,R") — HQO((?Q,R")} ={0}, 0<s<l1,
(4.3)

which show invertibility and hence isomorphism property of operator (4.2) for &« > 0 and 0 < s < 1 as well. A duality
argument implies that operator (4.1) is also an isomorphism whenever o > 0 and 0 < s < 1. (]

We will often need the following two intervals,

R (2(n-1) 5 A1 R _ J@2—¢,+00) if n=3, "
0(”75)_ ni_i_l_a’ +e ( ,+OO), 1(”75)_ (2_57 2(::31) +€) ifn>3"’ ( : )
which are particular cases of a more general interval
» (2 —¢,400) if n=3and 6 =1, e
o(m.€) = (2ot — e 2 +e) N(L4oo) i n>30r0<0<1 (4:5)

Lemma 4.2. Let Q; CR"™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0. Let o € (0,00). Then
there exists € = €(0) > 0 such that for any p € Ro(n,e) and p' € Ri(n,e), see (4.4), the following operators are
isomorphisms,

1

I+ K Lp(02,R") = Ly (09, R™), (4.6)
%H—i— K : H ' (0Q,R") — H_(99,R"), (4.7)
%H—i— K, : Ly (0Q,R™) — L, (09, R™), (4.8)
%H—i— K, : H)(0Q,R") — H)(9Q,R"). (4.9)

If Q4 is of class C*, then the above invertibility properties hold for all p,p’ € (1,00).
Proof. By [61, Theorem 9.1.11] there exists a parameter € > 0 such that for any p € Ro(n,e),
1
511 +K*: L,(002,R™) — L,(0Q,R") (4.10)

is a Fredholm operator with index zero. Then compactness of the operator K}, := Kj, —K* : L,(0Q,R") — L, (092, R")
for any p € (1,00) (see [33, Theorem 3.4(b)]), imply that operator (4.6) is Fredholm with index zero as well, for any
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p € Ro(n,e). In addition, a density argument based on Lemma 2.4 and the invertibility property of operator (4.1) in
the case s = 0, show that operator (4.6) is an isomorphism for p = 2 and hence for any p € Ro(n,¢).

Similarly, by [61, Theorem 9.1.3] there exists a parameter (for the sake of brevity, we use the same notation as above)
g > 0 such that for any p € Ro(n, &) the operator

1 n n
JI+K: H,(0Q,R") — H,(9Q,R") (4.11)

is Fredholm with index zero. Then compactness of the complementary operator Kq,o := Ko — K : H; (0Q,R™) —
H)(9Q,R™) for any p € (1,00) (see [33, Theorem 3.4(b)]), implies that operator (4.9) is Fredholm with index zero as
well, for any p € Ro(n,e). In addition, a density argument based on Lemma 2.4 and the invertibility property for
operator (4.2) in the case s = 1, show that operator (4.9) is an isomorphism for p = 2 and hence for any p € Ro(n,¢).
Isomorphism property of operators (4.7) and (4.8) then follow by duality and isomorphism property of operators (4.9)

and (4.6), respectively, for p’ = ﬁ.
If 4 is of class C!, then operator (4.11) is Fredholm with index zero for any p € (1,0), cf., e.g., [67, Remark 3.1],
and the the rest of the proof holds true for any p, q € (1, 00). O

Lemmas 4.2, A.1 and B.1 (ii) and an interpolation argument (provided by the complex and real interpolation theory)
imply the following assertion.

Corollary 4.3. Let Qy C R"™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 092, and o € (0,00).
Then there exists ¢ = e(0Q) > 0 such that for any p € Rs(n,e) and p' € Ri_s(n,e), ¢f. (4.5), the following operators
are 1somorphisms

1

ST+ K H (00, RY) - Hy (00, RY), s [0,1] (4.12)
%11 LK H(00,RY) - H(00,R™), s € [0,1], (4.13)
%H + Kyt B (00, RY) - B (00,R"Y), s € (0,1), g€ (1,00), (4.14)
K B0, RY) = Bya (00 RY), s (0,1), g€ (1,00). (4.15)

If Q4 is of class C*, then the properties hold for all p,p’ € (1,00).
Next we show the following invertibility result (see also [46, Proposition 7.2] in the case p = 2 and s = 0).

Lemma 4.4. Let Q. C R™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0Q and let Q_ = R"\ Q..
Let oo € (0,00). Then there exists a number e = e(9Q) > 0 such that the operators

- %]1 + Ko Ly (09, R™) = Ly, (9, R™), (4.16)
—%H + K 1 L,(09,R™) /Ry — L,(09, R"™)/Ru, (4.17)
— %]1 + Ko H) (0Q,R") — H, (0Q,R"), (4.18)
~ %11 + K H,'(09,R") /Ry — H ;' (0Q,R") /Ry (4.19)

are isomorphisms for all p € Ro(n,e) and p' € Ri(n,e) (cf. (4.4)).
If the domain Q is of class C*, the above properties hold for all p,p’ € (1,00).

Proof. In the case o = 0, operator (4.16) is an isomorphism (cf. [61, Corollary 9.1.12]), and hence a Fredholm operator
with index zero for any p’ € Rq(n,e). Moreover, the operator K, — K is compact on the space L, (9, R") (see 33,
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Theorem 3.4(b)]), and its range is a subset of L,,,,(99, R™). Indeed, by using the formula
1 1

the equations div W,h = 0 and div Wh = 0 in Q, and then, the divergence theorem and the trace formulas (3.82), we
deduce that (K, — K)h € L, (0Q,R") for any h € L,.,,(092,R"™). Therefore, the operator K, — K : L., (02, R") —
L., (09Q,R") is compact, and then operator (4.16) is Fredholm with index zero for any p’ € Ri(n,g). On the other
hand, by a similar reasoning (cf., e.g., [61, Theorem 9.1.3] and [33, Theorem 3.4 (b)]), operator (4.18) is Fredholm with
index zero as well, for any p € Ro(n, ).

We show now that operators (4.16) and (4.18) are also injective. Let us start from operator (4.18) with p = 2.
Let hy € H%;V(BQ,R") be such that (—%H—i—KQ) h = 0. Thus, v Wyshy = 0, and by applying the Green formula
(2.28) to the double layer velocity and pressure potentials W,hy and Qiho in 4, we deduce that W,hy = 0 and
Q?hy = ¢y € R in Q4. According to formula (3.84), we obtain that t,,(Waho, QZhg) = tf, (Waho, Qlhg) = —cov,
and then the relation v W,hy = hy € H%;V(BQ,R") shows that (t ; (Waho7 Qgho),v_Wah(ﬁ@Q = 0. Finally, the
relations W ho(x) = O(|x|™™) and Q%hy = O(|x|'™") as |x| — oo (see, e.g., [74, Lemma 2.12, (2.76)]), and the Green
formula (2.28) applied to W,hy and Qiho in Q_ imply that W,hg = 0 and Qiho =01in Q_. Then the trace formula
(3.82) yields that hy = 0. Consequently, operator (4.18) with p = 2 is injective. Then Lemma 2.4 implies that operator
(4.16) with p’ = 2 is injective as well. Applying Lemma 2.4 again, we now obtain that operator (4.18) with p € Ro(n,¢)
and operator (4.16) with p’ € Rq(n, ) are injective, and according to their Fredholm property, these operators are also
isomorphisms. Operators (4.17) and (4.19) are then isomorphisms by duality.

If Q is of C* class, then for all p,p’ € (1,00) operators (4.16) and (4.17) are Fredholm with index zero due to
compactness of the operators K and K* on the corresponding spaces (cf., e.g., [22, Eq. (3.51) in the proof of Proposition
3.5]), and [33, Theorem 3.4 (b)]. Then the previous paragraph implies that operators (4.16)-(4.19) are isomorphisms for
p,p € (1,00). O

Lemmas 4.4, A.1 and B.1(ii) by interpolation imply the following result (see also [46, Proposition 7.2] for p = 2 and
s=0).

Corollary 4.5. Let Q. C R"™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 9 and let Q_ = R™\ Q..
Let o € (0,00). Then there exists € = €(082) > 0 such that for any p € Rs(n,e) and p' € Ri_s(n,e) (cf. (4.5)), the
following operators are isomorphisms,

1 S n S n

—51[ + KOt . Hp/;y(aQ,R ) — Hp/;y(aQ,R ), s € [O, 1], (4.20)

—%H + K% Hy*(00,R™) /Ry — H>*(0Q,R")/Rw, s € [0,1], (4.21)
1 S n S n

_511 +XKao: By ., (0Q,R") = By, L (0QL,R"),  s€(0,1), g € (1,00), (4.22)
1 * —s n —S n

_511 + K, 0 B, (0Q,R") /Ry — B, 2(0Q,R")/Rr, s € (0,1), q € (1,00). (4.23)

If Q4 is of class C*, then the properties hold for all p,p’ € (1,00).

In the case o = 0, the result, corresponding to the next one, has been obtained in [61, Theorem 9.1.4, Corollary 9.1.5]
(see also [62, Theorem 6.1]).

Lemma 4.6. Let QO C R™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0Q and let Q— = R"\ Q..
Let o € (0,00). Then there exists a number € > 0 such that for any p € Ro(n,e) and p' € Ri(n,e), see (4.4), the
following Brinkman single layer potential operators are isomorphisms

Va : Lp(0Q,R") /Ry — H) (09, R"), (4.24)
Vo : H (09, R") /Ry — Ly, (0Q,R™). (4.25)
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If Q. is of class C*, then the above invertibility properties hold for all p,p’ € (1,00).

Proof. First, we note that for any f € L,(9Q,R") the inclusion Vof € H, (992, R") follows by Theorem 3.5(iii). Moreover,
the inclusion V.f € H];;V(BQ,R") follows from the equation div Vo f = 0 in €, the divergence theorem and relation
(3.88). On the other hand, there exists a number € > 0 such that the Stokes single layer potential operator

V: L,(09Q,R™)/Rv — H,.,(09,R")

is an isomorphism for any p € Ro(n,€) (cf. [61, Theorem 9.1.4]), which implies that V : L,(0Q, R™) — H}(09Q,R") is a
Fredholm operator with index zero for the same range of p. Thus, the Brinkman single layer potential operator

Vo : Ly(09Q,R™) — H,(0Q,R"™) (4.26)

is a Fredholm operator of index zero for any p € Ro(n,¢), as follows from the equality Vo, = V + Vy.0, where Vy,0 :=
Vo =V i Lp(0Q,R") — H}(9Q,R") is a compact operator (cf. [33, Lemma 3.1]). Then by Lemma 2.4, we obtain the
equality

Ker {Vq : L,(0Q,R") — H(0Q,R")} = Ker {Vq : L2(09,R") — Hy (09,R™)}, (4.27)

for each p € Ro(n, ¢).

Moreover, by considering a density ¢, € L2(09€2, R™) such that V,¢, = 0 on 92, by applying the Green identity (2.28)
to the single layer velocity and pressure potentials ug = V@, and m9 = Q°¢p, and by using Theorem 3.5, we deduce
that ug = 0 and 79 = ¢p € R in . In addition, the behavior at infinity of the single layer potentials, ug(x) = O(|x|™"),
o(ug,m)(x) = O(|x|'7") as |x| — oo (see, e.g., [46, Section 4]), yields that the Green identity (2.28) applies also to the
fields ug and 7 in the exterior domain ©_ and yields ug = 0, mp = 0 in Q_. Then by formulas (3.83) ¢, = cov. On the
9 qu(fr - )

dy =0,
oYk Y

other hand, the divergence theorem and the second equation in (3.4) imply that (V,v), (z) = /
Q4

and accordingly that V,v = 0. Thus, we obtain the equality
Ker {V, : Lo(0Q,R") — H; (09, R")} = Ru.

Therefore, by (4.27) the codimension of the range of the operator V. : L,(9Q,R™) — H, (99, R") is equal to one.
Moreover, Range (Va,00) C Hp,, (9, R"), as follows from the divergence theorem and the second equation in (3.4).
Since H;;V((’?Q,R") is a subspace of codimension one in H; (02, R™), we conclude that the range of the operator V,, :
Ly(0Q,R™) — H} (092, R™) is just H., (09, R"™). Then the Fundamental quotient theorem for linear continuous maps
implies V, : L, (0Q,R")/Rv — H,(9Q,R™) is an isomorphism for any p € Ro(n, ), as asserted.

Since the operator V, is self-adjoint, duality shows that operator (4.25) is also an isomorphism for any ¢ € (1, 00)
such that ¢ = p%l. Note that for the same range of ¢, the Stokes single layer potential operator V : Hq_1 (09, R")/Rv —
L}, (0Q,R™) is an isomorphism as well (see [61, Corollary 9.1.5] for v = 0).

If Q. is of class C"', then the operator V : H ' (9Q,R") — L,(9Q,R") is Fredholm with index zero for any ¢ € (1, 00)
(cf., e.g., [67, Remark 3.1]; see also [28, Proposition 4.1]). By duality, we deduce that operator (4.26) is Fredholm
with index zero as well for any p € (1,00) whenever o = 0. In view of [33, Theorem 3.4], the complementary operator
Vo =V : Ly(0Q,R") — H,(99Q,R") is compact (even in the case of a Lipschitz domain). Therefore, the operator
Vo : Lp(0Q,R") — H}(0Q,R") is Fredholm with index zero for any p € (1,00). Then the rest of the proof holds true
for any p,q € (1,00). O

Lemmas 4.6, A.1 and B.1(ii) and an interpolation argument imply the following assertion (see also [67, Remark 3.1]
in the case of a C' domain).

Corollary 4.7. Let Q. C R™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0Q and let Q_ = R™\ Q.
Let o € (0,00) and p € Rs(n,e€), see (4.5). Then there exists € = (0Q) > 0 such that the following operators are
isomorphisms,

Vo : H5(09,R™)/Rv — H°(0QL,R"), s € [0,1], (4.28)
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Vo : B, 5(09,R™) /Ry — B, "5 (0Q,R™), s € (0,1), q € (1,00). (4.29)

p,q;v

If Q. is of class C*, then the property holds for any p € (1,00).

5. THE DIRICHLET AND NEUMANN PROBLEMS FOR THE BRINKMAN SYSTEM

5.1. The Dirichlet problem for the Brinkman system. Let us consider the Dirichlet problem for the homogeneous
Brinkman system,

Au—ou—Vr=0, divu=0 in Q, (5.1)
ul =hg on 99, (5.2)
and show the following assertion (cf. [69, Theorem 5.5] for p = 2 and the boundary data in the space Lo, (092, R™); for

a = 0 see also [61, Corollary 9.1.5, Theorems 9.1.4, 9.2.2 and 9.2.5] and [62, Theorem 7.1]). The Dirichlet boundary
condition (5.2) is understood in the sense of non-tangential limit at almost all points of 9f.

Theorem 5.1. Let . C R™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0Q4. Let o € (0,00),
p € (1,00), and p* := max{p, 2}.

(i) Let hg € H),,(0Q,R™). Then there exists ¢ = £(02) > 0 such that for any p € Ro(n,¢), the Dirichlet problem
(5.1)-(5.2) has a solution (u, ) such that M (u), M (Vu), M(7) € L,(0Q) and there exist the non-tangential limits
of u, Vu and m at almost all points of the boundary 0Q2. Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(99,p,a) > 0
such that

M)z, 00 + IM(Vu)llL,00 + [M)|L,00 < Clhollm o0z, (5.3)

luiellz, 00) + IVugllz,@0) + 1Tz, 00) < Cllhollm @0,rm)- (5.4)

. 1+ 1 n 1
In addition, w € B, ,* (4,R"), 7 € By ,.(Q24) and

[all 12
B:;f( +5

P
(13) Let hg € Ly, (0Q,R™). Then there exists ¢ = £(082) > 0 such that for any p € Ri(n,e) the Dirichlet problem
(5.1)-(5.2) has a solution (u,7) such that M(u) € L,(02). Moreover, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

- + ||7T||B < Cllho|| 1 (o0,r")-

1
oo (24)

IM(w)llz,00) < Cllhollz, (20,r")- (5.5)

1
In addition, w € B} ,.(24+,R") and

[l < CHhOHLp(BQ,R")'

Bp%,p* (Q+,Rn)
(4ii) Let 0 < s < 1 and hg € H, (02, R"™). Then there exists ¢ = £(982) > 0 such that for any p € Ri_s(n,¢€) (cf.

(4.5)), the Dirichlet problem (5.1)-(5.2) (where the Dirichlet condition (5.2) is considered in the Gagliardo trace
s+l sl
sense) has a solution u € Bp:;f (Q,R"), me Bp:;f 1(Q+), and there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

Jall .1 Il cezn < Cllhollago0.rm)-
) (Q2+)

B, o +

In each of the cases (i), (ii) and (iii), the solution is unique up to an arbitrary additive constant for the pressure 7, and
can be expressed in terms of the following double layer velocity and pressure potentials

-1 -1
u = Wa ((—%I-‘r Ka) ho) , T = Qi ((-%I + Ka) ho) m Q+ . (56)
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Proof. According to Lemmas 3.4, 4.4 and Theorem 3.5(iii), the functions given by (5.6) provide a solution of the Dirichlet
problem (5.1)-(5.2), which satisfies the corresponding norm estimates mentioned in items (i) — (i7). For 0 < s < 1 in
item (iii), we have by Corollary 4.5 that (—3I+ Koé)f1 hy € Hj(0Q,R") — By .(0Q,R") with corresponding norm
estimates, which by (3.40), (3.75) and (3.82) proves the desired solution properties.

We will now prove uniqueness of the solution of the Dirichlet problem (5.1)-(5.2) satisfying the conditions in item (i7),
by modifying arguments in the proofs of [61, Theorem 5.5.4] and [62, Theorem 7.1]. Let (u’,7°) be a solution of the
homogeneous version of the Dirichlet problem (5.1)-(5.2) such that M (u®) € L,(02) and ug satisfies the homogeneous
boundary condition in the sense of non-tangential limit at almost all points of the boundary 9. Let xo € Q4 and let
{Q;};>1 be a sequence of C*° sub-domains in Q4 that contain xo and converge to 21 in the sense described in Lemma
2.2. Let G (x) = (G (x),...,G2.(x)), k=1,...,n, where (G%,II) is the fundamental solution of the Brinkman system
in R™ (see (3.1) and (3.2)). Then for each Q; and any k = 1,...,n, the functions v/ and ¢’ given by

-1
vi, =W (W) gf, = 0 () B\ o0y W0 = (3T L) (GEla - len). (50
satisfy the system
{ A\_ffco —avl, — Vg, =0, divvi =0in Qy, (5.8)
(Vio);ft = Gg(xo, ')|aszj-

Here W/, := W00, and Qiid = Qi; oq, are the double layer velocity and pressure potential operators corresponding
to 082, while K7, : H), (9Q;,R") — H,,(9Q;,R") is the corresponding double layer integral operator. Indeed, G{(xo —
o, € H;;Vm (0Q;,R™) and, in view of Lemma 4.4, the operator —4I + K7, : H;, (092, R™) — H;, (092, R™) is

an isomorphism for any p’ € (1, 00) since €; is a smooth domain.
Note that the operator —31 + K, : H},, (0Q,R") — H},,(09,R™) is an isomorphism for any p’ € Ro(n,e) (see
Lemma 4.4), i.e., for any p’ such that 1% =1- %, where p € R1(n,e). After performing a change of variable as in Lemma

W@ e

2.2, the operator —%I + K, defined on 9€2; can be identified with an operator 77 acting on functions defined on 9.
Then, employing the arguments, e.g., similar to those in the last paragraph in p.116 in [61], which are based on [61,
Lemmas 11.9.13 and 11.12.2], and taking into account [47, Proposition 1] (see also [23, Theorems 3.8 (iv) and 4.15]),
one can show that the sequence of operators 77 converges to the operator 7, := —%I + K, in the operator norm and
the sequence of the inverses of the operators 77 converges to the inverse of the operator 7T, in the operator norm. Hence
the operator norms | (=41 + th)f1 I HY, (90, Rr) AT€ bounded uniformly in j, implying that there exist some constants

Co, C} depending only on p, n, o and the Lipschitz character of 21 (thus, Cy does not depend on j) such that
||h'(j)|\H;,(an,Rn) < Gol| G (%0, )| 13, 092, ) < Co(IM(GF (%0, Nz, 00) + IM(VGE (%0, )z, 69)) (5.9)

where the non-tangential maximal operator M is considered with respect to a regular family of cones truncated at a
height smaller than the distance from xg to 9 (cf. [75, Theorem 1.12], see also Lemma 2.2). Further, by considering
the change of variable y; := ®;(y) as in Lemma 2.2, the double-layer potential representations (5.7) become

vl (%) = /8 ) 5% (v, X)vs(y)h D (v,)doy, = /8  Sian(®5(9) 204 (@5 () HY (y)doy, (5.10)
¢l (x) = /@ Al (), — /6 AR 5), X0 (@)L )y, x € ;. (5.11)

where H'O)(y) = W'0)(®;(y))w; (y), y € 02, y@ =y, ...,y0), W0 = 0\, 0 D), B0 = (1P ... 70",
and w; is the Jacobian of ®; : 92 — 02;.

In view of (5.9) and of the uniform boundedness of {w;};>1, there exists a constant C; > 0 (which depends only on
p, n and the Lipschitz character of ;) such that

|‘H/(j)HH;/(8Q,R") = Cth/(j)HH;/(an,R") < CoCi(IM(Gi (%0, )|, o0) + 1M (VG (%0, )|z, 00)), ¥ 5 2 1. (5.12)
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Hence {H’(j)}jzl is a bounded sequence in H;/ (092, R™), and, thus, there exists a subsequence, still denoted as the
sequence, and a function H' € H, (9Q, R"™), such that H’ () — H' weakly in H}, (09, R™). By this property and letting
j — oo in (5.10)-(5.11), we obtain v (x) — vx,(x) = W,H'(xX), ¢/ (x) = gx,(x) = QLH'(x) pointwise for any
x € Q1. Moreover, in view of Lemma 3.4 (where the constants depend only on the Lipschitz character of ), applied
to 0815, and (5.9), we obtain the inequality

||M(VV§<0)HLP/(BQJ') + ||M(qz€0)HLp/(8Qj) < OBHh/(j)H < 0603 (||M(G?(X0a '))HLP/(OQ) +[|M (VG (%0, '))HLP/(OQ)) )

(5.13)
with a constant C's depending only on p, n and the Lipschitz character of €.
In addition, the pair ( G{¥ (xo,-), 7} (X0, )) given by
G (x0,") = Gf(x0 — ) — Vi, i (X0,") = x(x0 —-) — ¢, (5.14)

defines the Green function of the Brinkman system in €2; and its corresponding pressure vector, i.e., it satisfies for each
Xo € §2; the following relations

—Vi(x0,y) + AGH (x0,y) — Gy (x0,y) = —dy(x0)1,

divy G;}7 (x0,y) =0 in Qy, (5.15)
GZU (Xo,y) = 0, y € 8QJ
Hence, for each {; and any k = 1,...,n, we obtain the relations
<AGZ‘U (x0,) — an;j (x0,) — Vwi(xo, ), u0>Q = u?(x0). (5.16)
j

Then by (5.15) and (5.16) we obtain that
ul(x0) = / tH (G (xo, -), (%0, ) - u’do;. (5.17)
9
By (5.14) and (5.13), there exists a constant C' depending only on «, p, n and the Lipschitz character of 4 such that

HM(VGZJ(Xov '))HLP/(an) =+ ||M(7Ti(xo, '))HLP,(an) < C(|[M (G (xo, '))HLP/(OQ) +[|[M (VG (0, '))HLp,(aQ)),

Since also M (u®) € L,(09Q) and (u°){; = 0 on 09, then the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem (applied again
after the change of variable as in Lemma 2.2 that reduces the integral over 0€}; to an integral over 0f2) implies that
the right hand side in (5.17) tends to zero as 9€; tends to 9§ and hence uf(xo) = 0. Because x is an arbitrary point
in Q,, we conclude that u’ = 0 in Q,, and by the first equation in (5.1), 7° is a constant pressure, as asserted. This
completes the proof of the uniqueness in item (ii).

Let us show also the uniqueness result for item (7). To do so, assume that (ug, 7o) is a solution of the homogeneous
version of the Dirichlet problem (5.1) such that M (ug), M (Vug), M(my) € L,(09), there exist the non-tangential limits
of ug, Vug and my at almost all points of the boundary 912, and ug satisfies the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition in the sense of non-tangential limit at almost all points of 9€2. Then the Green representation formula
uy = Vg (t;(ug, m)) — Wy (ugj) in Q (cf. Lemma 3.8) reduces to ug = Vg (t; (1o, m)) in Q, and, by considering
the non-tangential trace, we obtain that V, (t(uo,m0)) = 0 on Q. Thus, t;(up,m) € Rr (see Lemma 4.6), and
hence ug = 0 in 2, while the Brinkman equation (5.1) shows that 7% = 0 in Q4 (up to an additive constant pressure).
This completes the proof of the statement in item (7).

Next we show for s € (0,1) the uniqueness of a solution to the Dirichlet problem (5.1)-(5.2), in the hypothesis

of item (éii). To this end, let (u°,7°) € B:;*% (Q4,R") x B;;*% (©4) denote a solution of the homogeneous version
of the Dirichlet problem (5.1)-(5.2). By Lemmas 2.4, 2.11 and Theorem 2.5 we obtain that v, u® = u% = 0 and
t5(u°, %) € By 2 (09,R"). Then for s € (0,1), the Green representation formula (3.128) applied to the pair (u®, x°)
implies that 74V, (tf(u, 7)) = 0 on 9. Hence by (3.88) and (4.29) we obtain that t (u,7) € Rv. Since Vv =0 in
., we deduce that ug = 0 in Q. , and by the Brinkman equation (5.1) 7° = 0 (up to an additive constant). O



MIXED PROBLEM FOR DARCY-FORCHHEIMER-BRINKMAN PDE SYSTEM 31

Note that for p = 2, Theorem 5.1 (ii) has been obtained by Z. Shen in [69, Theorem 5.5] by using another double
layer potential approach.

The following regularity result has been obtained in [61, Theorem 4.3.1] and [62, Theorem 7.1] in the case of the
Stokes system (i.e., for « = 0). We prove a similar result in the case of the Brinkman system (i.e., for a > 0) by using
the main ideas of the proof of [62, Theorem 7.1] (see also [56, (2.95), Remark V p. 37|, [16, Theorem 2], [35, Lemma
3.3], [45]).

Theorem 5.2. Let 0y C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0. Let « > 0, p € (1,00)
and p* = max{p,2}. Assume that a pair (u,7) satisfies the homogeneous Brinkman system (5.1). Then the following
properties hold.

(i) There exists € = €(0Q) > 0 such that for any p € (2 —,00), the condition M(u) € L,(0Q) implies that there
exists the non-tangential limit of u almost everywhere on 9 and uf, € Ly, (0Q,R™). Moreover,

lugillz, @0 < CLIM ) L,00), lul < CHIM ()] 1,00, (5.18)
BY . (4 k")
with some constants C; = C1(0Q, p, ) > 0, C = C1(0Q, p, ) > 0.

(i7) There exists ¢ = £(9Q) > 0 such that for any p € Ro(n,e) U (2,00), the assumption M(u), M (Vu), M(7) €
L,(0R) implies that there exist the non-tangential limits of u,Vu, 7 almost everywhere on 0N, and that ul e
H},(0Q,R") and t}(u,w) € L,(0Q,R"). In addition, there exist some constants Cy = Co(0Q,p,a) > 0,
CY) = CL(09, p, ) > 0 such that

[l a3 o0.kn) + [t (0, ™)l 2, (0,rn) < Co (M (W)L, 00) + 1M (VW)L 00) + 1M (7)]lL,00)) (5.19)
lull 141 B + H7THB% @ <Gy (HM(U)”LP(OQ) +[M(Vu)l|L,a0) + ||M(7T)||Lp(an)) . (5.20)

Proof. (i) We will use arguments similar to the ones in the proof of [16, Lemma 8]. First, let {2;};>1 be a sequence
of sub-domains in 2, that converge to 24 in the sense described in Lemma 2.2, with the corresponding notations ®;,
v and w; also introduced there. Due to ellipticity of the homogeneous Brinkman system in Q. , we have (u,7) €
C=(Q4,R™) x C®(Q). Now, let h) := ulpg,. Then (uj,7;) = (u|§j,ﬂ'|§j) satisfies the homogeneous Brinkman
system in ; and the Dirichlet boundary condition u;|sq, = h() on 99, where h() € L, i (09, R"). The solution
of such a problem is unique, up to an additive constant for the pressure (see, e.g., Theorem 5.1).

According to Lemma 4.4 applied to the smooth domain €2;, such a solution can be expressed in terms of the double
layer potential u; = W.a0; h'(), T = Qi;aﬂjh’(j), with a density h'0) e L, (09;,R") satisfying the equation
(—3I+K%) W@ = h), where KJ, := Kq9q, is associated (as in (3.89)) with the double layer potential Wasaq,
defined on L, (092, R™), and, in view of Lemma 4.4, the operator —3I1+KJ, : L) (9, R") = L) (09;,R") is
an isomorphism for any p € (1, 00).

Note that the operator —21+Kq : Ly, (092, R™) — Ly, (092, R™) is an isomorphism for any p € R1(n,e) (see Lemma
4.4). After performing a change of variable as in Lemma 2.2, the operator —%I + K, defined on 99; can be identified
with an operator 77 acting on functions defined on 9Q. Then, employing the arguments, e.g., similar to those in the
last paragraph in p.116 in [61], which are based on [61, Lemmas 11.9.13 and 11.12.2], and taking into account [47,
Proposition 1] (see also [23, Theorems 3.8 (iv) and 4.15]), one can show that the sequence of operators TJ converges
to the operator T, := —%I + K, in the operator norm and the sequence of the inverses of the operators 77 converges
to the inverse of the operator T, in the operator norm for p € Ri(n,e). Hence, if p € Rq(n, ), the operator norms
[ (—3I+ Kg)i1 2,50, ,rn) are bounded uniformly in j, implying that there exists a constant ¢y depending only on p,
n, «, and the Lipschitz character of Q4 (thus, not depending on j) such that

WO, 90, 2y < 0lBD L o0, ) = collull] o0, n)

o [ lul)Pdoy, = co [ u@;)Pusv)doy <er [ IMGy)Pdoy = e M@, om0
9, a0 a0
(5.21)
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Recall that we have approximated the domain {2, with a sequence of smooth domains ); with uniform Lipschitz
characters from inside, and we have employed here the change of variable y; := ®;(y), y € 0Q, y; € 09;, and wj is the
Jacobian of ®@; : 909 — 0€); (cf. Lemma 2.2). Hence the constants ¢y and ¢; depend only on p, n, «, and the Lipschitz
character of .

Further, the double-layer potential W90, h'(Y) becomes

up(x) = /an Sj’és(yj,x)l/s(yj)h;(j) (y;)doy, = /(99 5525(‘1’]‘(}’)7X)’/s(q’j(Y))H;(j) (y)doy, Vxe€Qy, (5.22)

where H'Y)(y) := W'0)(@;(y))w; (y), WO = (7, 0, 0), HO = ('Y, .. @'D).
In view of (5.21) and of the uniform boundedness of {w,};>1, there exist some constants c1,co > 0 (which depend
only on £ and p) such that

| OGP, <c [ puty)Pdoy, < [ pra)Pdoy, ¥z 1 (5.2
a0 29, a0

Hence {H'())};5; is a bounded sequence in L, (92, R™), and, thus, there exists a subsequence, still denoted as the
sequence, and a function H' € L,(9Q,R"), such that H'Y) — H’ weakly in L,(9Q,R"). By this property and letting
j — oo in (5.22), we obtain u = W,H' in Q. According to Lemma 3.4(i,iv), there exists the non-tangential limit
ul = (W,H), of u at almost all points of 9, and by estimates (3.40) and (5.23), we obtain that

uiill, 00k = I(WH) L, 0080 < cs|H |1, 00,80 < 3 1imji_{1£0 HD| L, 008 < cal M@)|L, 00, (5.24)

where the constants c3,c4 > 0 do not depend on j. Moreover, the divergence theorem shows that uf, = (W,H'){, €
L,.,(0Q,R™). Estimate (5.18) is provided by the representation u = W ,H’, by continuity of operator (3.70), and by
estimates (5.24). This completes the proof of item (i) for any p € Ri(n,¢).

Let us now consider item (i) for any p > 2 (not covered yet when n > 3). Note that inclusions 2 € Rq(n,e) and
L,(0Q) C Lo(0N) particularly imply that for such p there exist non-tangential limits of u almost everywhere on 0f2.
Implementing now, e.g., [58, Proposition 3.29] completes the proof for any p > 2.

(ii) Now assume that u and 7 satisfy the Brinkman system and that M (u), M (Vu), M (7) € L,(9). As in the proof
of item (i), we consider again a sequence of smooth domains {{;},_, such that Q; C Q4 and Q; — Q4 as j — oo.

As we already mentioned, (u;,7;) = (ulg,,7lg,) € C>=(Q;,R™) x C=(Q;). Thus, h¥) := ujsq, € C=(9Q;,R") C
H}(89;,R") and hO) € L, (09;,R"), for any j € N. Then the pair (u;,7;) € C*°(Q;,R") x C*>(Q;) satisfies the
Brinkman system in ; with the Dirichlet boundary condition u;|sq, = h?) € le'u(j) (0925, R™). The solution of such a

problem is unique up to an additive constant pressure (see Theorem 5.1(i)) and can be expressed in terms of a double
layer potential as in item (i), but now with a density in H;;V(j) (092;,R™).  Proceeding similar to the proof of item (i),
we prove item (ii). O

Remark 5.3. The condition requiring the existence of the non-tangential limits of u, Vu and 7 at almost all points
of the boundary 99 in Lemma 3.8 is particularly satisfied if p € Rg(n,e) U (2,00) with € > 0 as in Theorem 5.2(ii).
Indeed, for such p, the condition is implied by the inclusions M (u), M (Vu), M (7) € L,(0€) and by the Brinkman
system (3.129).

Having in view Theorem 5.1(iii), we are now able to consider the Poisson-Dirichlet problem for the Brinkman system,

{ Au—au—Vr=f divu=0 in Q4

v4+u = hy on 09 (5.25)

with the Dirichlet datum for the Gagliardo trace y;u (see also [61, Theorem 10.6.2] for aw = 0).

Theorem 5.4. Let Q4 C R"™ (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0. Let o € (0,00) and

0 < s < 1. Then there exists ¢ = () > 0 such that for any p € Ri_s(n,€) (¢f. (4.5)), the Dirichlet problem (5.25)
1 1

with £ € Ly(Q4,R?) and hg € H3,,(0Q,R") has a solution (u,m) € B;:;? (Q4,R™) x B;:;*E—l(QJr), which is unique
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up to an arbitrary additive constant for the pressure w, where p* = max{2,p}. In addition, there exists a constant

C =C(s,p,Qy) >0 such that

all .1 nall || < C(Ifllz, 4 rr) + lholl s 00,87))-
st (2 R7) R CIRY PR o )

Proof. Tf f = 0, the existence of a solution of the problem (5.25) for 0 < s < 1 is implied by Theorem 5.1(iii) together
with the asserted estimate, while for s = 1 it follows from Theorems 5.1 (i) and 2.5 (iii).
If f # 0, we will look for a solution of problem (5.25) in the form

u=Nuqo f+v, 7=0Qq f+gq, (5.26)
where the Newtonian velocity and pressure potentials N.o  f and Qg f are defined by (3.21). By Remark 3.3,
ANy, f —aNgo, f—VQq f =1, div Ny, f=0 in Q,
(Nao, £, Qq, f) € B) . (4, R") x B} ,.(Q4), 7+ (Nao, f) € H),, (0Q,R"), tf (N, £, Qo f) € L,(09,R").
Then problem (5.25) reduces to the one for the corresponding homogeneous Brinkman system,
{ Av—av—-Vqg=0, divv=0 in Q,
Y+Vv = hoo,

(5.27)

where hgy := hy — 74 (Na;g+f) € H, (09, R"), already discussed in the first paragraph of the proof. Therefore,
1

1 1
there exists a solution (u,7) € B;j;f’ (Q4,R™) x B;j;f 1(Q+) of the Poisson problem (5.25), which satisfies the asserted

estimate.

Let us prove the uniqueness of the solution to the Poisson problem (5.25) for 0 < s < 1. To do so, we consider a

S spl_
solution (u’, 7°) € Bp;f (Q,R3) x Bp;f 1((2) of the homogeneous version of the problem (5.25). Let us take the trace

of the Green representation formula (3.128) for (u%,7%). Since v4u® = 0, we obtain the equation
Vo (t5(u?,7%) =0 on 09,

for tf(u® %) € B;;i (09), which by Corollary 4.7 has a one-dimensional set of solutions, t}(u® 7") = cv, where
c € R. Substituting this back into the Green representation formula (3.128) we obtain u® = ¢V,v = 0 in Q4 (cf.
the arguments in the proof of Lemma 4.6), and by the homogeneous Brinkman equation, 7° is an arbitrary constant.
Finally, uniqueness for 0 < s < 1 implies also uniqueness for s = 1. O

5.2. The Neumann problem for the Brinkman system. Using an argument similar to the one for the Robin
boundary value problem for the Brinkman system in [35], we obtain in this section the well-posedness of the Neumann
problem for the linear Brinkman system,
Au—ou—Vr=0, in Qy,
divu=0 in Qj, (5.28)
th(u,m) =go on 9Q
in L,—based Bessel potential and Besov spaces for some € > 0, and extend the results obtained in the case p = 2 and

0 0
for a conormal derivative given by 8_u = —7v + —u, in [69, Theorem 5.3] (see also [61, Theorem 5.5.2] in the case
n v
a = 0). Note that the Neumann boundary condition in (5.28) is understood in the sense of non-tangential limit almost
everywhere on 02.

Theorem 5.5. Let 1 C R (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0S). Let o € (0,00). Then
there exists € > 0, such that for any p € Ro(n,¢€) (see (4.4)), and for any given datum go € L,(02,R™), the Neumann
problem (5.28) has a unique solution (u, ) such that M(w), M(Vu), M(xw) € L,(02). The solution can be represented
by the single layer velocity and pressure potentials

1 —1 1 —1
u=V, <(§]I+ KZ) g0> , m=Q° ((511 + KZ) go> . (5.29)
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141 1 . .
Moreover, (u,m) € B, ,f (24,R") x B} .(24), and there exist some constants Cyr, C and C" depending only on €,
«, and p such that

M (V)00 + M@)o + |M(T)]L,00 < CumlgollL,@orm), (5.30)
u 1 + 1 < C ny, 531
[ HB:;ZE @ HWHB;%,;?* @ = lgollz, 00, (5.31)
lvull g o0,rn + 164 (w7 2, 00,80) < C'lIg0l L, (00,8n)- (5.32)

Proof. We use an argument similar to that for [23, Theorem 4.15] (see also [62, Theorem 3.1, Proposition 3.3]). By
Lemma 4.2 there exists € > 0 such that operator 11+ K}, : L, (9Q,R™) — L,(9€, R™) is an isomorphism for p € Ro(n,€).
Along with Lemma 3.4, Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 this implies that representation (5.29) gives a solution of problem
1 1

(5.28) that belongs to the space B:;f (Q4,R") x BP .(Q4) and satisfies estimates (5.30)-(5.32).

In order to show the uniqueness assertion, we assume that (u°, 7°) is a solution of the homogeneous version of (5.28)
such that M (u®), M (Vu®), M ()" € L,(95) and satisfies the Neumann condition almost everywhere on 92 in the sense
of non-tangential limit. Then the Green representation formula (3.130) gives,

u’ =V, (t(u’7%) - W, (u)f) = -W, (u)f) in Q, (5.33)

nt

which, combined with formulas (3.82), leads to the boundary integral equation
1
(§]I + Ka> wf =0 on 9Q. (5.34)

Here ujy € H}(0Q,R") due to Lemma 3.4(i). Then invertibility of operator (4.9) in Lemma 4.2 implies that uj = 0
on 99 and thus, by (5.33), u® = 0 in . Moreover, by the homogeneous Neumann condition satisfied by (u°,7%), we
obtain that 7° = 0 in ;. This concludes the proof of uniqueness of the solution of the Neumann problem (5.28), and

hence the proof of the theorem. O

Having in view Theorem 5.5, we are now able to consider the Poisson-Neumann problem for the Brinkman system,

{ Au—au—Vr=f divu=0 in Q4

th(u,m) =go on 9N (5.35)

with the Neumann datum for the canonical conormal derivative t} (u, 7) (see also [62, Theorem 10.6.4] for o = 0).

Theorem 5.6. Let 2 C R (n > 3) be a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 0S). Let o € (0,00). Then

there exists e = €(082) > 0 such that for any p € Ro(n,€) (cf. (4.4)), the Neumann problem (5.35) with £ € L,(Q4,R?)
1 1

and go € Ly(0Q,R™) has a unique solution (u,m) € B;:;f (24, R") x By ,-(Q4), where p* = max{2,p}. In addition,

there exists a constant C' = C(p,Q+) > 0 such that

u 1 —+ || 1 SC f ny + n
H ||B;;é(ﬂ+,R") || ||B§p*(ﬂ+) (H HLP(Q+,R) HgO”Lp(aQ,]R )),

H7+11||H;(852,Rn) < C(||f||Lp(Q+,R") + goHLp(aQ,Rn))-
Moreover, if f =0, then M(u), M(Vu), M(n) € L,(0Q) and there exists a constant Cpr > 0 such that
M)z, @0) + [M(Va)|L, o0 + M), 00 < CulgollL,@or)-

Proof. If £ = 0, there exists a solution of problem (5.35) given by the solution of the corresponding problem (5.28) with
the non-tangential conormal derivative in the Neumann condition, whose existence is provided by Theorem 5.5 together
with the asserted estimate. Here we rely also on the equivalence of the conormal derivatives, t} (u, 7) =t/ (u,7), due
to Theorem 2.13.

If f # 0, we will look for a solution of problem (5.35) in the form

u= Na;Q+f +v, m= Q(er +q, (536)
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where the Newtonian velocity and pressure potentials N;o  f and Qq_ f are defined by (3.21). According to Remark 3.3,
we obtain the relations

ANa;gz+f - OANa;gz+f - VQQJrf = f, div Na;gzif =0 in Q+,
(Naso, £, Q. f) € BL - (4, R™) x B} - (24), 7+ (Nao, f) € H), (0Q,R"), tT (N, f, Qo f) € L,(09,R").
Then problem (5.35) reduces to the problem for the corresponding homogeneous Brinkman system,

{ Av—av—-—Vqg=0, divv=0 in Q,

tX(u,m) =goo on 09, (5.37)

where goo := go — t (Na;Qi fr,Qa, fi) € L,(0Q,R"), already discussed in the first paragraph of the proof. Therefore,

141 1
there exists a solution (u, ) € Bp:;f (Q4,R") x By - (Q24) of the Poisson problem (5.35), which satisfies all the asserted
estimates.
Let us prove uniqueness of the solution to the Poisson problem (5.35). Indeed, let us consider a solution (u’, 7%) €
1

1 1
B;:;f (Q,R?) x B, - (Q) of the homogeneous version of problem (5.35). Let us take the trace of the Green representation
formula (3.128) for (u®,7°), considered for any s € (0,1). Since t} (u, 7) = 0, we obtain the equation

1
viu’ = §7+U-0 — K,v4u’ on 09,

with the unknown vy, u® € Bj . (9Q,R"), which, by Corollary 4.3, has only the trivial solution. Substituting this back
to the Green representation formula (3.128) we obtain u® = 0 in 2. Then the Brinkman system implies 7° = ¢ € R,
and taking again into account that t} (u,7) = 0, we obtain 7% = 0 in Q) , as asserted. O

6. THE MIXED DIRICHLET-NEUMANN PROBLEM FOR THE BRINKMAN SYSTEM

In this section we show the well-posedness of the mixed Dirichlet- Neumann boundary value problem for the Brinkman
system

Au—au—Vr=0,divu=0 in Q,
ufi|s, = ho, (6.1)
t:t(uv 7T)|SN = 80,
on a bounded, creased Lipschitz domain Q4 C R™ (n > 3) with connected boundary 02, which is decomposed into
two disjoint admissible patches Sp and Sy (see Definition 6.3), -|s,, is the operator of restriction from H; (9, R™) to
H3(Sp,R"), and -|g, is defined similarly. We show that for hg € H}(Sp,R™) and gy € L,(Sn,R™) given and for some
range of p, there exists a unique solution (u, ) of the mixed problem (6.1), such that M (u), M (Vu), M (n) € L,(99),
and the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions in (6.1) are satisfied in the sense of non-tangential limits at almost
1 1
all points of Sp and Sy, respectively. Moreover, we will show that (u,7) € B;:;f (24, R™) x By . (Q24).
We consider also a counterpart mixed problem

Au—au—Vr=0,diva=0 in Q4
’Y+U|SD = h07 (62)
tz(uv 7T)|SN = 80,
where, unlike the mixed problem setting (6.1), the trace is considered in the Gagliardo sense and the conormal derivative
in the canonical sense. We will show that for hy € H; (Sp,R™) and gy € L,(Sn,R™) given and for some range of p,

1 1
there exists a unique solution (u,m) € B;:;? (Q4,R") x Bp;m* (Q4+) of problem (6.2). Moreover, we will obtain that
M(u), M(Vu), M(m) € L,(09).
The corresponding mixed problems for the Poisson-Brinkman system, i.e., with non-zero right hand side of the
Brinkman system, will be also considered.
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6.1. Creased Lipschitz domains. Next, we recall the definition of admissible patch (cf., e.g., [57, Definition 2.1], [9]).

Definition 6.1. Let Q@ C R™ (n > 3) be a Lipschitz domain. Let S be an open set of 02, such that for any xo € 0S
there exists a new orthogonal system obtained from the original one by a rigid motion with xo as the origin and with the
property that one can find a cube Q@ = Q1 X Q2 X -+ X @, C R™ centered at 0 and two Lipschitz functions

{ @:Q’H:Zle...xQn_lﬁQn, ®(0) =0, (6.3)
U:Q":=Q2%x...xQn-1—Q1, ¥(0)=0,
such that
SNQ={(@, o) o' €@, V") <m},
(ON\S) NQ ={(2,@(2) : 2’ €Q', ¥(z") >z}, (6.4)
aSNQ = {(¥(z"), 2", ®(¥(z"),2")) : 2" € Q"}.
Such a set S is called an admissible patch of Of).

Definition 6.1 shows that if S C 9 is an admissible patch then 92\ S is also an admissible patch (cf., e.g., [57]).
Next, we recall the definition of a creased Lipschitz graph domain (cf. [57, Definition 2.2]).

Definition 6.2. Let Q@ C R™ (n > 3) be an open, connected set. Suppose that Sp, Sy C 9 are two non-empty, disjoint
admissible patches such that Sp NSy = 0Sp = 0Sn and Sp U Sy = 0Q. The set Q is a creased Lipschitz graph domain
if the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) There exists a Lipschitz function ¢ : R"~' — R such that
Q={(a,z,) ER" 1z, > p(z')}.
(b) There exists a Lipschitz function ¥ : R"~2 — R such that
Sy ={(z1,2",2,) €R" 1 21 > (")} N O, (6.5)
Sp ={(z1,27,2,) € R" 1z < T (2”)} N ON.
(¢) There exist some constants ép,dn > 0, dp + on > 0 with the property that
o) 9¢

8—:101 >0y a.e. on Sy, 8—:101 < —dp a.e. on Sp. (6.7)

Let us now refer to a creased bounded Lipschitz domain (cf. [57, Definition 2.3]).

Definition 6.3. Assume that 2 C R™ is a bounded Lipschitz domain with connected boundary OS2, and that Sp, Sy C 92
are two non-empty, disjoint admissible patches such that SpNSy =0Sp =98y and SpUSy = 0Q. Then Q is creased
i
f
(a) There exist m € N, a > 0 and z; € 90, i = 1,...,m, such that 02 C U™, By(z;), where By(z;) is the ball of
radius a and center at z;.
(b) For any point z;, i = 1,...,m, there exist a coordinate system {x1,...,x,} with origin at z; and a Lipschitz
function ¢; from R"~! to R such that the set Q; == {(a/,x,) € R™ : x,, > ¢;(a)}, whose boundary 0; admits
the decomposition 0Q; = Sp, U Sy, , is a creased Lipschitz graph domain in the sense of Definition 6.2, and

aQn BQa(Z»L') =N Bga(zi), Sp N BQa(Zi) = SDi n BQa(Z»L'), Sy N BQa(Z»L') = SNi n BQa(Zi). (68)
The geometric meaning of Definitions 6.2 and 6.3 is that Sp and Sy are separated by a Lipschitz interface (Sp NSy
is a creased collision manifold for ®) and that Sp and Sy meet at an angle which is strictly less than 7 (cf., e.g., [7, 57]).

A main property of a (bounded or graph) creased Lipschitz domain is the existence of a function ¢ € C*(Q,R™) and
of a constant > 0 such that

p-v>dae onSy, ¢ -v<-—0§ae. onSp, (6.9)



MIXED PROBLEM FOR DARCY-FORCHHEIMER-BRINKMAN PDE SYSTEM 37

i.e., the scalar product ¢ - v, between ¢ and the unit normal v, changes the sign when moving from Sp to Sy (cf.,
e.g., [8, (1.122)], [9, (2.2)]). For such a domain, Brown [7] showed that the mixed problem for the Laplace equation has
a unique solution whose gradient belongs to Ly(9D) when the Dirichlet datum belongs to Ha(Sp) and the Neumann
datum to Lo(Sy). For the same class of domains, well-posedness of the mixed problem for the Laplace equation in a
range of L,—based spaces has been obtained in [57].

6.2. Mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the Brinkman system with boundary data in Ls;-based spaces.
Mitrea and Mitrea in [57] have proved sharp well-posedness results for the Poisson problem for the Laplace operator with
mixed boundary conditions of Dirichlet and Neumann type on bounded creased Lipschitz domains in R™ (n > 3), whose
boundaries satisfy a geometric condition, and with data in Sobolev and Besov spaces. Brown et al. in [9, Theorem 1.1]
have obtained the well-posedness result for the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the Stokes system with boundary
data in Lo-based spaces on creased Lipschitz domains in R™ (n > 3), by reducing such a boundary value problem to
the analysis of a boundary integral equation (see also the references therein). Well-posedness of the mixed Dirichlet-
Robin problem for the Brinkman system in a creased Lipschitz domain with boundary data in Lo-based spaces has been
recently proved in [35, Theorem 6.1]. Using the main ideas of that proof, we show in this section well-posedness of the
mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary value problem for the Brinkman system in Lo-based Bessel potential spaces defined
on a bounded, creased Lipschitz domain .

Theorem 6.4. Assume that Q4 C R™ (n > 3) is a bounded, creased Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 052,

which is decomposed into two disjoint admissible patches Sp and Sy. Then the mized problem (6.1) with given data

(ho,go) € H3(Sp,R™) x La(Sn,R™) has a unique solution (u, ) such that M(wu), M(Vu), M(r) € La(9S2). Moreover,
1

3 L
(u,7) € HZ (Q4,R™) x HF (), and there exist some constants Cyr and C depending only on Sp, Sn and « such that

M (V) L, 00) + 1MW) L00) + M (7)) L.00) < Cm (||ho||H21(sD,Rn) + HEOHLQ(SN,R”)) ; (6.10)
90,3 gy 173 ) < € (olligcso ey + Ngollzas ) - (611)

Proof. First, we note that if a couple (u, 7) satisfies the Brinkman system (6.1) and the conditions M (u), M (Vu), M (7) €
L(092), then, taking into account that BiQ(QJr, R™) = HQ% (Q4,R™), B§)2(Q+) = HQ% (©4), Theorem 5.2(ii) implies that
(u,m) € .62%)’;\,((2, Le) for any t > —1, while v, u = u; and tf(u,7) =t} (u,7) by Theorems 2.5 and 2.13.

Let us show that the mixed boundary value problem (6.1) has at most one Lo-solution. Indeed, if a couple (u(®, 7(9))
satisfies the homogeneous problem associated to (6.1), and moreover (u(®, 7(?)) € ﬁf)fw(ﬂ, L), then by the first Green
identity (2.28), we obtain the equality

<tg(u(0), (), 7+u(0)> =2 <E(u(0)), E(u(o))> +a <u(0), u(0)> (6.12)

a9 Q. Q4
where the left-hand side vanishes, due to the homogeneous boundary conditions satisfied by v u(® = ufﬁ” and
tE(u@, 7)) =t (u® 7(®) on Sp and Sy, respectively. Then by (6.12) we immediately obtain that u(® = 0
and 7(9) =0 in Q.

Next, we consider the operator

Sao: Lg(@Q,Rn) — H%(SD,RH) X LQ(SN,RH), SV = ((VQ‘I’) ’SD’ ((%H—F K:’;) ‘I’) ‘S ) (613)
N

(cf. [35, (6.6)-(6.8)]), and show that this is an isomorphism, which will yield the well-posedness of the mixed problem
(6.1). To this end, we note that S, can be written as Sy = Sp + Sa;0, Where

So : L(09,R™) = H(Sp, R™) x Lo(Sy, R™), Syl = <(V0\11) P (<%H+K§;) \1:> ’SN) , (6.14)

Sa;O : LQ((?Q,R”)—)H%(SD,RW) XL2(SNaRn)a SQ;O‘II = ((VQ;O\II) |SD’ (K:;;O\Il) ‘SN) . (615)
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Here Va0 @ L2(0L,R") — Hy (0, R") and K, : La(0Q,R") — Ly(99,R™) are the complementary layer potential
operators defined as

Voo ® = Vo =W and K (¥ =K |V - KjW. (6.16)
The operator Sy defined in (6.14) is an isomorphism and this property is equivalent with the well-posedness result of the
mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the Stokes system on a creased Lipschitz domain with Dirichlet and Neumann
boundary data in Ls-based spaces (cf. the proof of [9, Theorem 6.3]), when the BVP solution is looked for in the form of
the Stokes single layer potential. In addition, the continuity of the restriction operators from H3(9Q, R™) to Hi(Sp,R")
and from Lo (99, R™) to La(Sn,R™), respectively, as well as the compactness of the complementary operators in (6.16)
(cf. [33, Theorem 3.4]) imply that the operator S, in (6.15) is compact as well. Therefore, the operator S, in
(6.13) is Fredholm with index zero. This operator is also injective. Indeed, if ¥(?) € Ly (89, R™) satisfies the equation
Sa\II(O) = 0 then the single layer velocity and pressure potentials u(®) := Va\II(O) and 7@ = QsW®) will determine
a solution of the homogeneous mixed problem associated to (6.1), such that (u(®, 7)) ¢ HQ% (Q4,R™) x HQ% (Q4)
and M(u@), M(Vu®), M(7() € Ly(0Q). Then ul® = 0 and 7(9 = 0 in Q,, as shown above. Consequently,
t5 (1@, 7(0) = 0 a.e. on 99, which, in view of (3.83), can be written as

1
(511 + K;) v =o.

Moreover, the invertibility of the operator 31+ K, : Ly(9Q,R") — L3(99,R") (see Lemma 4.2) shows that v = 0.
Consequently, operator (6.13) is an isomorphism, as asserted. Then the fields

u = Va (S;l(ho, go)) , T = QS (S;l(ho, go)) (617)
determine the unique solution of the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.1). According to Lemma 3.4, Theorem 3.5

3 1
and (6.17), the solution belongs to the space H7 (24, R™) x HF (24) and satisfies the estimate (6.10) with some constant
Cir > 0 depending on Sp, Sy and a, as well as estimate (6.11) with the constant C' = (||[V4| + [|Q*]]) IS5 ]]- O

6.3. Mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the Brinkman system with data in L,-spaces. Next, we extend
the results established in Theorem 6.4, to L,-based spaces with p in some neighborhood of 2, for the mixed Dirichlet-
Neumann problem for the Brinkman system (6.1), with the boundary data (ho,g,) € H,(Sp,R™) x L,(Sy,R™). We

1 1
will obtain the well-posedness result in the space le,;f (Q4,R") x B . (Q4), where p* = max{2, p}.
We further need the space

HY(So,R") := {® € L,(0Q,R") :supp ® C Sp}, So C O (6.18)

e The Neumann-to-Dirichlet operator for the Brinkman system. As in the work [57], devoted to the mixed
Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the Laplace equation in a creased Lipschitz domain, we consider the Neumann-to-
Dirichlet operator Yy, which associates to g € L,(952, R™), the restriction of the non-tangential trace u,f; to the
patch Sp, where (u, ) is the unique L,-solution of the Neumann problem (5.28) for the Brinkman system with the
non-tangential conormal derivative g. Thus, (u, ) satisfies the Neumann condition almost everywhere on 92 in the
sense of non-tangential limit, as well as the conditions M (u), M (Vu), M () € L,(012), and

Tutia§ = Unsp- (6.19)

Similarly, we consider the Neumann-to-Dirichlet operator T, which associates to g € L, (9, R™), the restriction of the
trace y4u to the patch Sp, where (u, ) is the unique solution of the Neumann problem (5.35) for the Brinkman system
with f = 0 and the canonical conormal derivative g, i.e.,

YTog = viulsy- (6.20)

A way to extend the well-posedness result in Theorem 6.4 to L,-based spaces is to show the invertibility of the Neumann-
to-Dirichlet operator Y,.,0n such spaces. An intermediary step to obtain this property is given by the following result.
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Lemma 6.5. Let Qy C R™ (n > 3) be a bounded, creased Lipschitz domain with connected boundary OS2 which is
decomposed into two disjoint admissible patches Sp and Sn. Let o € (0,00). Then there exists € = £(0€2) > 0 such that
for any p € Ro(n, &) the following properties hold.

(i) The operators Tyg,o and Yo coincide and are given by

1 —1
Tnt;a :Ta = (Voz o (51[ + KZ) )
Sp

(i1) The mized Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.1) with given data (ho,go) € H)(Sp,R"™) x L,(Sn,R™) has a unique
solution (u,7), such that M(u), M(Vw), M(n) € L,(99Q), if and only if the operator

Yutia : H)(Sp,R") — H}(Sp,R") (6.22)

(6.21)

is an isomorphism.
(#17) The mized Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.2) with given data (ho,go) € Hy(Sp,R™) x L,(Sn,R") has a unique

1 1
solution (u, ) € B;:;f (Q4,R"™) x By ,.(Q4) if and only if the operator
Yo : HY(Sp,R") — H!(Sp,R") (6.23)
18 an 1somorphism.
1
Moreover, when the solution (u,m) in item (ii) or (iii) exists, then it belongs to the space B;:;f (Qp,R™) x

1

BF . (2) and there exist some constants Cyy = C (o, p, Sp, Sy), C = C(a, p,Sp, Sx) and C' = C' (o, p, Sp, Sn’)

p,p*
such that
M (V)L 00) + M)z, 00 + M), 00 < Cu (||ho||H;(sD,Rn) + HgOHLP(SN,R”)) ; (6.24)
HuIIB;j(mM + H””ij* ,=¢ (||h0||H;(SD7Rn) + |\g0|\Lp(SN7Rn)) , p*=max{2,p}, (6.25)
[v+ull 3 o0,y + 168 (0, 7) |, (20.rn) < C (||h0||H;(sD,R”) + Hgo”Lp(sN,Rn)) ' (6.26)

Proof. (i) By Theorem 5.5, there exists £ = (9§2) > 0 such that for any p € Ro(n,e) the Neumann problem (5.28) has
a unique solution, and it can be expressed in form (5.29). Then due to Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 we deduce that the
operator (6.19) has the expression (6.21) and is continuous, due to the continuity of both operators in the right-hand
side of (6.21).

(ii) First, we assume that problem (6.1) is well-posed and show the invertibility of operator (6.22).

In order to prove the injectivity property of this operator, we consider a function g® € flg (Sp,R™), such that
Tht.ag? = 0. Denoting by (u’, 7%) the unique L,-solution of the Neumann problem (5.28) for the homogeneous Brinkman
system with boundary datum g° € H)(Sp,R") on 99, in view of (6.19), we have

uIJlrt|SD = Tnt;ago =0, (627)
and

0_ 10 _ 7.0 _ o0 — ) i
{ Au®” — au” — Vr 0, div u 0 in Q, (6.28)

th (w0, 7)) =g on 0.
In addition, (u°,7°) satisfies the conditions M (u®), M (Vu®), M (7°) € L,(99), and the Neumann condition holds almost
everywhere on 0§} in the sense of non-tangential limit.
According to relation (6.27) and the inclusion g° € HJ(Sp,R™), we have

u’fls, =0 on Sp, tf(u’ 7%|sy =0 on Sy, (6.29)

and hence by the assumed well-posedness of the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.1), we deduce that u’ = 0 and
70 =01in Q. Thus, g° = t; (u°,7°) = 0 on 99, which implies that the operator Y, is injective.
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We show that the operator Y., is also surjective. Due to the assumed well posedness of the mixed Dirichlet-
Neumann problem (6.1), for any Dirichlet datum hg € H; (Sp,R™) on Sp and the Neumann datum go = 0 on Sy, there
exists a unique L,-solution, (ug, ), of this problem. In particular, we deduce that the vector field g® := t.} (uo, ) €
L,(0Q,R™) belongs to HS(S p,R™), due to definition (6.18). In addition, the uniqueness result in Theorem 5.5 shows
that (ug, 7o) is the unique solution of the Neumann problem for the Brinkman system in Q with the Neumann datum
gl e fNIS(SD, R™) C L,(9Q,R™). Then by definition (6.19) of the operator Y y,q, we obtain that Ty.080 = u{f)m|sD = hg.
Consequently, for a given hy € H;(SD, R™) there exists gy € fNIS(SD, R™) such that Yye.q80 = ho. This shows that the
operator Y., is surjective, and thus, it is an isomorphism, as asserted.

Next, we show the converse result, i.e., that the invertibility of the operator Y., implies the well-posedness of the
mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.1). Let us first show uniqueness of the solution to problem (6.1). To this end, we

assume that (u(®, (0} is an L,-solution of the homogeneous version of (6.1). Hence, g(®) := t (u(®), 7(?)) ¢ HS(SD, R")
since t.} (u(®, 7(0)|g, = 0, implying that (u®, 7)) is (by Theorem 5.5) the unique solution of the Neumann problem
for the Brinkman system with Neumann datum g(® on 99Q. Then by (6.19), Tphi.ag® = u(0)+|5 = 0, and injectivity
of Thi.o implies that g(® = 0. Hence t,; (u®,7(®) = 0 on Q and Theorem 5.5 implies that u’ = 0, 7% = 0 in Q.
This concludes the proof of uniqueness of the solution to the mixed problem (6.1).

To show existence of an Ly-solution to the mixed problem (6.1), let us consider such a problem with arbitrary

boundary data (ho,go) € H,(Sp,R") x L,(Sn,R™). Also let G € ES(SN,R”) be such that
Glsy = 8o- (6.30)

Then by Theorem 5.5 there exists a unique L,-solution (v, ¢) of the Neumann problem (5.28) with the Neumann datum
G, such that there exist the non-tangential limits of u, Vu, 7 at almost all points of 9Q, M (v), M(Vv), M(q) € L2(99),
and satisfies the Neumann boundary condition in the sense of non-tangential limit at almost all points of 8Q Note that v
can be expressed in terms of a single-layer potential with a density in the space L, (09, R"), and hence v}, € H} (60, R™)
(see Lemma 3.6).

On the other hand, the invertibility of the operator Ty, : ES(SD, R") — H}(Sp,R") assures that the equation

Tuiag’ = (ho — vils,) € Hy(Sp,R™) (6.31)

has a unique solution g® € fIS(SD,R") C Ly(09,R™). Next, let (u®,7°) be the unique L,-solution of the Neumann
problem (5.28) with the Neumann datum g°. Also let

(u,7) := (v +u® q+ 7). (6.32)

Then we obtain the relations
:t|SD - VI’J;:E|SD + uIO];i-|SD (hO - nt‘ago) + Tnt‘ago = h07 (633)
t(w,m)sy =t (v, @)lsy + 65 (0%, 7%)[sy = Glsy +8°sx = 2o, (6.34)

where the last equality follows from (6.30) and the inclusion g° € HS (Sp,R™). Moreover, the estimates (6.24) and
(6.25) corresponding to item (ii) are due to (6.32) and the mapping properties of the pairs (v, q) and (u%, 7°) given by
Theorem 5.5. Consequently, the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.1) is well-posed and estimates (6.24)-(6.26) hold
true.

The proof for item (iii) of the lemma and estimates (6.24)-(6.26) follow from similar arguments as those for item (ii),
by refering to Theorems 5.4 and 5.6 instead of Theorems 5.1 and 5.5. 0

By combining Theorem 6.4 and Lemma 6.5, we are now able to obtain the well-posedness results for the mixed
Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.1) with boundary data in L,-based Bessel potential spaces and with p in a neighborhood
of 2, which is the main result of this section. Recall that p* = max{2, p}.
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Theorem 6.6. Assume that Q1 C R™ (n > 3) is a bounded, creased Lipschitz domain with connected boundary OS
which is decomposed into two disjoint admissible patches Sp and Sn. Then there exists a number € > 0 such that for
any p € (2 —¢,2+¢) and for all given data (ho, ) € H; (Sp,R™) x L,(Sn,R™) the following properties hold.

(i) The mized Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the Brinkman system (6.1) has a unique solution (u,7), such that
1

1 1
M(w), M(Vu), M(r) € L,(0). Moreover, (u,m) € B;;f (Q4,R") x B} .(24), and there exist some constants
Cy = Cuy(ayp, Sp,Sy) >0, C =C(a,p,Sp,Sn) >0 and C' = C'(«a, p, Sp, Sy) > 0 such that

[M(Vu)|[z,00) + [[M@)lL,00 + |M(T)|L,00 < Cu (||h0||H;(sD,Rn) + Hg0||Lp(sN,Rn)> ; (6.35)
hal g el g <O (Ibollmyso e + lgollzy sy ) (6.36)
¥ (Q4 R™) B” .(Q4)
P,P PP
v+l m @00 + [1tg (W 7)||L, 00,80 < C” (||h0||H;(sD,R") + Hgo”Lp(sN,Rn)) : (6.37)

(i1) The mized Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the Brinkman system (6.2) has a unique solution (u, ) € B:;f (Qp,R™)x

1
B (824 ). Moreover, the solution satisfies estimates (6.35)-(6.37).

Proof. (i) By Theorem 6.4 the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.1) is well-posed for p = 2. Then by Lemma 6.5 (ii)
and Theorem 5.5 for p = 2, the operator Yyt : HY(Sp,R") — H3(Sp,R") is an isomorphism. Moreover, by Lemma
A.1, the sets {H)(Sp,R")}p>1 and {H}(Sp,R")},>1 are complex interpolation scales. Then by the stability of the

invertibility property given in Lemma 2.2, there exists a number £; > 0, such that the operator YTy, : ﬁS(SD, R") —
H}(Sp,R™) is an isomorphism as well, for any p € (2—¢1,2+¢1). Finally, by choosing the parameter & := min{e,e1} > 0,
where € is the parameter in Theorem 5.5, and by using again Lemma 6.5 (ii), we deduce the well-posedness result of the
mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.1) and estimates (6.35)-(6.37), whenever p € (2 —¢,2 + ¢).

(ii) Let € be as in the proof of item (i). Let p € (2—¢,2+¢). Then Lemma 6.5 (i) implies that Yo = Tyy,q, and hence
T, : EIPO(S’D, R"™) — H}(Sp,R") is an isomorphism, and by Lemma 6.5 (i) the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.2)
is well posed and estimates (6.35)-(6.37) hold. O

Remark 6.7. Under the conditions of Theorem 6.6, the solution (u,7) of the mized Dirichlet-Neumann problem (6.1)
can be expressed by the single layer velocity and pressure potentials

u=V, (87 (ho.go)), ™= Q5 (S;" (ho,g0)), (6.38)

where the operator
1
Sa : Lp(0Q,R") — H;(SD,R") x Ly(Sn,R™), SoW := <(VQ\II) ‘SD7 <<§]I—|—Kj;> \Il> ‘S ) (6.39)

is an isomorphism. Indeed, as shown in the proof of Theorem 6.4, the operator S, : L2(0Q,R"™) — Hi(Sp,R") x
Lo(Sn,R™) is an isomorphism, and then, by using again Lemma A.1 and Lemma 2.2, we can extend the isomorphism
property of the operator (6.39) to Ly-spaces, with p in a neighborhood of 2, which can be chosen to coincide with that in
Theorem 6.6.

6.4. Poisson problem of mixed Dirichlet-Neumann type for the Brinkman system with data in L,-based
spaces. Having in view Theorem 6.6, we are now able to consider the well-posedness of the following Poisson problem of
mixed Dirichlet-Neumann type for the Brinkman system in a creased Lipschitz domain Q, with data in some L,-based
spaces,

Au—au—Vr=FfeL,(Q,R?, divu=0 in Qf

7+u|sD =hg € le(SD,R") (640)

tg(uv 7T)|SN =go € Lp(SN, Rn)-
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Remark 6 8 (i) By a solutwn of the Poisson problem of mixed Dirichlet-Neumann type (6.40) we mean a pair

(u,m) € B (Q+,R") X B;’ﬁp (Q4), where p* = max{2, p}, which satisfies the non-homogeneous Brinkman system in
Q4 the Dirlchlet boundary condition on Sp in the Gagliardo trace sense, and the Neumann boundary condition on Sy
in the canonical sense descrlbed in Deﬁn1t10n 2.10.

(ii) If a pair (u,m) € B (Q+,R") X Bm) (Q4), p (1 00), solves the non-homogeneous Brinkman system in the
first line of (6.40) with f € Lp(aQ, R™), then (u,m) € %p : dw(QJr, ﬁa) by Definition 2.6. Hence, by Lemma 2 4, Defini-
1+4.0

tion 2.10, Lemma 2.11 and the embeddings Bpﬁpf (Q4,R") — Bpﬁpf (4, R™), B, L (5 La) < %pp div (Q+, Ly),
for any 0 < s < 1, the trace 4 u and canonical conormal derivative t (u, 7) are well defined and belong to By . (09, R™)
and B;;l (09, R™), respectively. Thus, the boundary conditions in (6.40) are well defined as well. In what follows, we
show that the sharper inclusions, v, u € H) (99, R") and t} (u,7) € L, (92, R"), hold if the spaces of the given boundary
data in the boundary conditions are those mentioned in (6.40).

Theorem 6.9. Assume that Qy C R™ (n > 3) is a bounded, creased Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 082, and
that 0X) is decomposed into two disjoint admissible patches Sp and Sx. Then there exists a number € > 0 such that for
any p € (2 —&,24¢) and for all given data (f,ho,g0) € L,y(Q4,R™) x H)(Sp,R™) x L,(Sn,R™) the Poisson problem

1 1
of mized Dirichlet-Neumann type (6.40) has a solution (u,m) € B;;f (Q4,R") x BY .(§24) that can be represented in
the form

u=Ngo,f+ Vs (S, (hoo.800)), ™= Qo f+ Qg (S5 " (hoo,800)) , (6.41)
where So, : Lp(0QL,R™) — H)(Sp,R™) x Ly(Sn,R™) is the isomorphism defined in (6.39), and

hoo :=hg — 74 (Naso, f) |s, € Hy(Sp,R™), oo := 8o — t; (Nao, £, Quia, f) [sx € Lp(Sn,R™). (6.42)

1
Moreover, the solution (u, ) is unique in the space B (Q+,R") x BY (€24 ), and there exist some constants
C=C(a,p,Sp,Sn) >0 and C' = C'(a,p, Sp, Sn) > O such that the following inequalities hold

[lul 141 + [l 1 <C (f||Lp(Q+,R") =+ ||h0||H,}(SD,1R") + Hg0||Lp(sN,R")) ) (6.43)
oo (4R BY «(Q4)
v+l m2o0,r) + Htj;(u, )|, 008" <C’ (fHL,,(m,Rn) + [[hollm1(sp,rm) + ”gOHLP(SN,R")) : (6.44)

In addition, there exists a linear continuous operator
n n n 1+% n %
Ayt Lp(Q4,R™) x H)(Sp,R™) x Lp(Sy,R") = B, )7 (04, R™) x BY .(Q4)
delivering this solution, i.e., Ap(f, ho,go) = (u, 7).
Proof. Let € > 0 as in Theorem 6.6, and let p € (2 —¢,2 + ). We will look for a solution of problem (6.40) in the form
u=Nuqo f+v, 7=0Qq f+gq, (6.45)

where the Newtonian velocity and pressure potentials Nq.0, f and Qq_ f are defined by (3.21). By properties (3.23)-
(3.26), Corollary 3.2 and Remark 3.3, we obtain that

ANa;gz+f - OANa;gz+f - VQQ+f == f, div Na;gzif =0 in Q+7 (646)

n 143 n 3
(Naso, £, Qa, f) € HY(Q4,R") x HY(Q4) < B, P (4, R") x B! (), (6.47)
'-Y+Na;(l+f € H;; (897 Rn)7 tl_(Na;(2+f7 Qﬂ+f) S L;D(agv Rn)v (648)
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where 4 is the Gagliardo trace operator from H2(Qy,R™) to H}(9Q,R™). Then the mixed Poisson problem (6.40)
reduces to the mixed problem for the corresponding homogeneous system,
Av—av—-Vgqg=0, divv=0 in Q,
"y+V|5D =hg € H;(SD,RH), (649)
tg(vv Q)|SN = 800 € L;D(SNa Rn)a
where hoo € H,(Sp,R™) and goo € L,(Sn,R") are given by (6.42), and these inclusions follow from (6.47).
1 1
By Theorem 6.6(ii), there exists a unique solution (v,q) € le,:;f (Q4,R") x B} ,.(Q24) of problem (6.49), and it
satisfies the following estimates

Mt gy 13 o (oollzy s ) + ooz, 520 ) (6.50)
IVl ooz + 168 (v,0)ll2, 00,2 < ¢ (IBoollyspmn) + lgoollz, s ) (6.51)

with some constants ¢ = ¢(a, p, Sp, Sy) > 0 and ¢ = (o, p, Sp, Sy) > 0.
According to Lemma 3.6 the single layer velocity and pressure potentials

v ="V, (8, (hoo,2800)) , 7= 0 (8" (oo, goo)) , (6.52)

where S, : L,(0Q,R") — H}(Sp,R™) x L,(Sn, R™) is the isomorphism defined by (6.39), determine the unique solution
of problem (6.49). Moreover, in view of Theorem 3.5 (i) and Lemma 3.6, the pair (v, q) given by (6.52) belongs indeed
1

1 1
to the space B:;f (Q4,R™") x B} ,-(Q4),
1

1
Therefore, there exists a solution (u,m) € B:;* (Q4,R™) x B? (1) of the mixed Poisson problem (6.40), which
is given by representation (6.41) and satisfies estimates (6.43) and (6.44). The uniquness result of such a solution
follows from Theorem 6.6 (ii). Moreover, linearity and continuity of the Newtonian potential operators (3.25), (3.26)
and estimate (6.50) imply the continuity of the operator A, delivering such a solution. O

7. MIXED DIRICHLET-NEUMANN PROBLEM FOR THE SEMILINEAR DARCY-FORCHHEIMER-BRINKMAN SYSTEM IN
BESOV SPACES

Next we consider the mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the semilinear Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman system
Au—au—Bluju—Vr=f£f diva=0 in Q. (7.1)

Such a nonlinear system describes flows in porous media saturated with viscous incompressible fluids (see, e.g., [65,
p.17]), and the constants «, 8 > 0 are related by the physical properties of such a porous medium, as they describe the
viscosity and the convection of the fluid flow.

Due to some embedding results that play a main role in our arguments, we will restrict our analysis in this section
to the cases n = 3.

A numerical study of a mixed Dirichlet-Neumann problem for system (7.1) in the particular case of a two-dimensional
square cavity driven by a moving wall has been obtained in [26]. Well-posedness and numerical results for an extended
nonlinear system, called the Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman system, where both semilinear and nonlinear terms |uju and
(u-V)u are involved, have been obtained in [25], and boundary value problems of Robin type for the Darcy-Forchheimer-
Brinkman system with data in Ls-based Bessel potential (Sobolev) spaces have been studied in [34, 35].

In what follows, we extend an existence and uniqueness result obtained in [35, Theorem 7.1] for the mixed problem
(7.3) with the given data in Lo-based Sobolev spaces, to the case of L,-based Bessel potential spaces, i.e., when the
given boundary data (hg, go) belong to the space H;(SD, R™) x L,(Sn,R™), with p € (2 —¢,2 + ¢), and the parameter
€ > 0 as in Theorem 6.9. In addition, the given data should be sufficiently small in a sense that will be specified below.

Theorem 7.1. Assume that Q C R3 is a bounded creased Lipschitz domain with connected boundary 09, and that 05
is decomposed into two disjoint admissible patches Sp and Sy. Let a, 8 > 0 be given constants. Then there exists a
number € > 0 such that for any p € (2 —¢,2+¢) and p* = max{2, p}, there exist two constants {, = (p(Qy, 0, 8,p) >0
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and 1, = np(Qp, o, B, p) > 0 with the property that for all given data (fhg, go) € Lp(QJr,RB)XH;(SD,RB) X L,(Sn,R?)
satisfying the condition
Iholl 2 (sp.r2) + 180z, (sx r2) FHIEl L, (04 R2) < Gy (7.2)
the mized Dirichlet-Neumann problem for the semilinear Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman system
Au—ou—fBluju—Vr=1£f divu=0 in Q,
v+uls, =hg on Sp (7.3)
th(u,m)|sy =80 on Sy

1+ 1 1
has a unique solution (u,T) € Bp;f (4, R™) x B} . (Q24), which satisfies the inequality

u 1 <n,. 7.4
Il 44 gy S (749)

Moreover, yyu € HY(9Q,R"), tf(u,7) € L,(0Q,R") and the solution depends continuously on the gien data, which
means that there exists some constants C, = C(Qy, a0, 8,p) > 0 and C, = C(Q4, a0, B,p) > 0 such that

u 1 —+ ||| <C*(f »+||h ny + n), 7.5
|| H ;;*Tl'(ﬂ+, " H H gp*(m) > || ||Lp(Q+;R) H OHH;(SD,R) ||g0||Lp(SN;R) ( )

I Y+U||H1(69,Rn) + [[tq (u,7 )HLP(BQ,R")) < Ci ||f||Lp(Q+,R") =+ ”hOHHl(SD,R") + Hgo||Lp(sN,Rn) . (7.6)
P P

Proof. We use the arguments similar to those in the proof of [32, Theorem 5.2] devoted to transmission problems with
Lipschitz interface in R™ for the Stokes and Darcy-Forchheimer-Brinkman systems in Lo—based Sobolev spaces.

According to (A.7) and the second formula in (A.8), for n < 5 and p > 3/2, we obtain the following continuous
embeddings,

'Bp,pf (Q-l‘?]R ) — ng,min{2p7(2p)’}(ﬂ+7R ) — ng(Q-HR ) = LQP(Q-F?]R ) (77)
Now, by (7.7) and the Holder inequality we obtain the estimates
1+1 n
I vIW |z, 4 ) < IVILap @y &) [W Loy () 2y <V ”é(m,u@n)HWHB”é(m,Rn)’ Vv,weB,, (Q,R"), (7.8)

1
with some constants ¢j, = ¢, (Q4,p) >0, k = 0,1, implying that [v|w € L,(Q4,R"), Vv, w € B;;f (Q4,R™).

Next, for a given fixed v € B;;% (Q4,R™), we consider the linear Poisson problem of mixed type for the Brinkman
system
AV —av? =Vl = f+8|vlv in Qy,
v+v°|sp, =hg € H}(Sp,R"), (7.9)
tg (V077T0) |SN =8go € LP(SNan)v

1 1
with the unknown fields (v, %) € B, 7 (4, R") x B ().
Let 2 —e¢ < p <2+ ¢, where € > 0 is as in Theorem 6.9 and such that 2 — ¢ > % Then by Theorem 6.9, problem
(7.9) with given data (f+8|v|v,ho,g0) € Ly(Q4,R™) x H}(Sp,R™) X L,(Sn,R™) has a unique solution

(v0, 7)== U(V),P(v)) = A, (f+B|v|v, hg, go) € &), (7.10)
where the linear and continuous operator A, : Y, — &, has been defined in Theorem 6.9, and
1+ n m n n n
X, = B, F(Q4, RY) X B (1), Yy i= Ly(Q4,R™) x H:(Sp,R") x Ly(Sy,R™). (7.11)
Hence, for fixed data (f,ho,go) € L,(Q,R™) x H)(Sp,R™) x L,(Sn,R"), the nonlinear operators

1
U,P): B, o7 (2, R") — X, (7.12)
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defined in (7.10), are continuous and bounded, we obtain,
[ @(w), P(wW)) |, <CIl(E+BIwlw,ho,g0) |,

<C (II (£, ho,80) |2, (0 k) x H1(Sp k) x Ly (S k) T Bl [W]w HL,,(m,Rn))

1
< C| (£, ho, o) ||y, + CCallw|? .. , VweB, T (0, RY), (7.13)
Bp,pf (Q+,Rn)
[+ U(W)| 3 00,7 + It (UW), P(W)) ||, 00,7)) < C'|| (£, ho, g0) ||y, +C” C2||W||J291+1(Q - (7.14)
oy +7 n

where Cy := {8 > 0, and ¢} = | (24,p) > 0 is the constant that appears in inequality (7.8), and C' can be taken as
C = | Apllz(y,,x,)- In addition, in view of (7.10) and due to the definition of A, we obtain that (v%,7%) = (U(v), P(v))

14+1
and satisfy (7.9). Therefore, if we show that the nonlinear operator ¢ has a fixed point u € Bp;f (Q4,R™), i.e., such that
U(u) = u, then u together with the pressure function 7 = P(u) determine a solution of the nonlinear mixed problem
(7.3) in the space &,. In order to show the existence of such a fixed point, we introduce the constants

3 1
%= Teoper - T aG0 T (7.15)
(cf. [32, Theorem 5.2]) and the closed ball
143 n
B, = dwe B (R Iwl xSy, (7.16)
B, P (2R
and assume that the given data satisfy the inequality
H (fa hngO) ||yp < Cp' (717)
Then by (7.13), (7.15)-(7.17) we deduce that
1
| U). PO) I, < 1 = o ¥ W € By, (7.18)

Consequently, U maps B, into B, .
Moreover, we now prove that U is a contraction on B, . Indeed, by using the expression of ¢/ given in (7.10), the
linearity and continuity of the operator A,, and inequality (7.8), we obtain that

[U(v) —UW)| B <||A (Blvlv = Blwlw, 0, 0) .s2

p (Q4, P (Q4,R™)

PP

SCBI v = Wiw |, @ mry = CBI ([v] = [W)v + [w|(v = W) ||, &)

< Cd, B( A% + ) V—W
1 ” H 1+})( R’ H H 1+},( N ” ” 1+,1)( LR
< 2n,CCh|v — = —|lv— Vv B 7.19
TIp 2| w]| ;Z;( Q4 R7) 2” w| 1+p( R ) ,We b, , ( )

see also (7.13). Then the Banach-Caccioppoli fixed point theorem implies that there exists a unique fixed point u € B,
of U, i.e., U(u) = u. Moreover, u and the pressure functlon m = P(u), given by (7.10), determine a solution of the

semilinear problem (7.3) in the space B (Q+, R™) x B p+(£24). In addition, since the solution satisfies the condition
u € B, by inequality (7.13) we obtain the estimate

1
< Cll (£, ho, go) [y, + Zllull 1iz ; (7.20)

hall 24z + [|]]
o (2 popr (24,R™)

p,p* MUt
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implying that

4
||U1HBl+l +ll s < 3 €Il (£, ho, g0) Ily, (7.21)

4 (Q+7Rn) B;p*(

4 4
which is just the inequality (7.5) with the constant C, = gC = §||A;1H£(yp_,xp). Similarly, (7.14) and (7.21) lead to

(7.6) with the constant C), = %C”.

Next, we prove the uniqueness of the semilinear mixed problem (7.3) solution (u,w) € X, that satisfies inequality
(7.4), when the given data satisfy conditions (7.2). Assume that (u’,7’) € &), is another solution of problem (7.3), which
satisfies inequality (7.4), implying v’ € B,,. Then U(u’) € B,,,, where (U(u’), P(u’)) are given by (7.10) and satisfy
(7.9) with v replaced by u’. Then by (7.3) and (7.21) (both written in terms of (u/,n’)) we obtain the linear mixed
Dirichlet-Neumann problem

A U) — ) — o () - ') - V (P@) — ) =0 in 9,
(v U(W) = )) |sp =0 on Sp, (7.22)
(t& (') =, P(a') = 7)) [sy =0 on Sk,

and v4 (U(u') —u’) € H} (09, R"), tF (U(u') —u,P(u) —7') € L,(024,R™). This problem has only the trivial solu-
tion in the space &}, (see Theorem 6.9), i.e., U(u’) = u’, P(u’) = n’. Thus, u’ is a fixed point of . Since U : B,, — B,,,

is a contraction, it has a unique fixed point in B,,,, which has been already denoted by u. Consequently, u’ = u, and,
in addition, 7’ = 7. O

APPENDICES

APPENDIX A. BESOV SPACES IN R”

olul
= o W
Next we recall the definition of Besov spaces in R™ (cf., e.g., [61, Section 11.1]). By = one denotes the collect1on of all
sets {{;}32, of Schwartz functions with the following property:

Let pt = (pt1,. .., pn) be an arbitrary multi-index in Z7 of length |p| := p1 + -+ + py, and let O#

(i) There are some constants b, ¢,d > 0 such that
supp(&o) C {z : x| < b}, supp(&;) C {z: 27 te < |z| < 27F4d}, j=1,2,... (A1)

(ii) Let pu be an arbitrary multi-index in R™. Then there exists a constant cpo > 0 such that

sup sup 2j|“||8“§j (2)| < caq. (A.2)
zeR™ jEN
(iii) The following equality holds
Zgj(:c)zl, Ve R™ (A.3)

Let s € R, p,q € (0,00). Then for a sequence {¢;}32, C =, the Besov space B, ,(R") is defined by

By B :={ [ € SR : [[fllmy, ) = (D N29F  EGFNI ) <003 (A4)
j=1

where f is the Fourier transform and S’(R™) denotes the space of tempered distributions in R™. Note that the above
definition of the Besov space By (R") is independent of the choice of the set {§;}52, C =, which means that another
sequence in = leads to the same space with an equivalent norm. In particular, for any s € R, the Besov space B3 ,(R™)
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coincides with the Sobolev space H3(R"), ie., B5,(R") = H35(R"™). Moreover, denoting by W;(R") the Sobolev-
Slobodeckij spaces (defined in the classical way through their norms), we have the relations (see, e.g., [72], [5])
WS (R") = B; (R"), s € R\ Z, (A.5)
k ny __ k n
W, (R") = H;(R"), k¢€Z (A.6)
Let 59,51 € R, 1 < po<p1 < oo be such that s; — n < 59— ﬁ, and 0 < qo,q1 < 0o. Then the embedding
1 po
Bpo 4o (R™) = B, (R™) (A7)
is continuous (cf. [72, Theorem in Section 2.7.1 and Proposition 2(ii) in Section 2.3.2], [66, Remark 2 in Section 2.2.3]).
Note that R™ in (A.7) can be replaced by a domain © € R”.

Let us also recall the following useful inclusions between Besov spaces and Bessel potential spaces. Assume that
1<q <q<00,1<p,qg<ooands; <s < sy. Let p’ denote the conjugate exponent of p, i.e., & =1 — 1. Then we

P’ p
have the following continuous embeddings,
By o (R") = B} (R"), By ingppy(R") = HY(R™) = By o, 1 (RY), (A.8)
B;,(R") = H3(R"), Bio(R") = Hj(R") — B!, (R"), (A.9)
(cf., e.g., [3, Chapter 6], [71, (3.2)], [62, (4.19)]), which imply the continuity of the embedding
B2 (R™) — By (R"). (A.10)

These embeddings hold also when R™ is replaced by a bounded Lipschitz domain (see [3, Chapter 6], [73, (8)]).

The scales of Bessel potential and Besov spaces can be obtained by the method of complex interpolation. Indeed,
if s9,81 € R, s0 # s1, po,p1 € (1,4+00), q0,q1 € (1,400) and 0 € (0, 1), then (cf., e.g., [72], [61, Theorem 11.1.2], [5,
Theorem 3.1)):

[HSS(R"),H;i (R")]e = H*(R™), [Bso (R™), B! (Rn)]e _ B;,q(Rn)a (A.11)

p Po,90 P1,91
where s = (1 —0)sg + 0s1, 1—17 :11);094_1% and % = 1;—094—(%.
Moreover, the scale of Besov spaces can be also obtained by using the method of real interpolation of Sobolev spaces.

Indeed, for p,q € (1,400), sp # s1, and 6 € (0, 1), we have the following real interpolation property
(H (R™), H? (RY)), = Bj (R",R"), (A.12)
where s = (1 — 6)sg + sy (cf., e.g., [1, Theorem 14.1.5], [24, p. 329], [29], [57, (5.38)], [72], [5, Theorem 3.1]).
Formulas (A.11) and (A.12) remain true if R™ is replaced by a Lipschitz domain (cf., e.g., [5, Theorem 3.2, Remark

3.3]).
For the following property we refer the reader to, e.g., [57, relations (3.11) and Proposition 4.2].

Lemma A.1. Let Q C R™ be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Let S C 082 be an admissible patch. If po,p1 € (1,00),
80,81 € [0,1] or sg,s1 € [-1,0], and 6 € (0,1), then the following complex and real interpolation properties hold

[H20(09), H3 (0Q)]g = H3(09),  [H:0(S), H3(S)]o = H3(S),  [H:(S), H3(S)]e = H3(S), (A.13)
(H0(09), H3 (02))o.q = B ,(0Q),  (H3(S), H3(S))o.q = Bs o(S),  [H(S), H (S)]o.g = B4 (S),  (A14)

where £ =120 + % gnd s = (1 —0)sg + 0s1. In (A.14) also sg # s1 and q € (1,00].

P Po p1
APPENDIX B. SOME GENERAL ASSERTIONS ON INTERPOLATION THEORY AND CONTINUOUS OPERATORS

Let us consider two compatible couples of Banach spaces, Xy, X7 and Yy, Y:. Let Xy and Yy be interpolation spaces
with respect to Xo, X1 and Y5, Y1, according to [3, Definition 2.4.1]. If A; : X; — Y}, j = 0,1 are linear continuous
compatible operators (i.e., Ao|x,nx; = A1]|x,nx,) then they induce the operator Ay : Xy + X7 — Yy + Y3, such that
Az = Apxo + A1z, for any @ € Xy + X1, where z = zg + 21, x; € X, and ||A4 || < max(||Aoll, [[A1]]), cf. [3, Section
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2.3, Eq. (3)]. Further, Xy C X+ X; and the operator Ag := A |x, is linear and continuous. In the following assertion
we consider some cases when the interpolation preserves isomorphism properties of operators.

Lemma B.1. Let X, X7 and Yy, Y1 be two compatible couples of Banach spaces. Let Xg and Yy be interpolation spaces
with respect to Xo, X1 and Yp,Y1. Let Aj : X; — Y;, j = 0,1, be linear continuous compatible operators that are
isomorphisms. Let Ag : X9 — Yy be the operator induced by A;.
(1) If the operators R; : Y; — X, inverse to the operators A; : X; —Y;, j = 0,1, respectively, are compatible (i.e.,
Rolyyny, = Rilvony,y ), then Ag @ Xo — Yy is an isomorphism.
(i) If Xo C X4, then Ag: Xo — Yy is an isomorphism.
(i4i) If there exist linear subspaces X, C XoN Xy and Y, C Yo NY7 such that Y is dense in Yo NYy and the operator
A, = Aolx, = Ailx, : X = Yi is an isomorphism, then Ag : Xg — Yy is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let us prove item (i). Since the inverse operators R; : Y; — X; are compatible, they induce a continuous
operator Ry : Yy + Y, — Xo+ Xy, such that Ry := Royo + Riy1, for any y € Yo + Y1, where y = yo +y1, y; € Y;, and
continuous operator Rp = Ry |y, : Yo — Xp. Let us show that the operator Ry is inverse to Ag. Indeed, any « € Xy can
be represented as ¥ = xg + x1, where x; € X;, and then

RQAQI = R+A+$ == R+A+($0 + Il) = R+(A0:E0 + Alxl) = ROAOI0 + R1A1I1 = X0 +x =
Similarly, any y € Yp can be represented as y = yo + y1, where y; € Y;, and then
ApRoy = AL Ryy = Ay Ry(yo +y1) = Ar(Royo + Riy1) = AoRoyo + A1 Riyr = yo +y1 = -

This proves that Ry : Yy — Xp is the operator inverse to Ag : X9 — Yy and hence the latter one is an isomorphism.

To prove item (ii) we remark that the inclusion Xy C X1, the compatibility of the operators A; : X; — Y}, j = 0,1, and
the invertibility of the operator Ay : Xg — Yy imply that Yy C Y7. Then the invertibility of the operator A; : X7 — Y3
implies Ri|y, = Rp, i.e., the compatibility of the inverse operators to the operators A; : X; — Y;, j = 0,1, which
reduces item (ii) to item (i).

Let us prove item (iii). If A; : X; — Y}, j = 0,1, are isomorphisms then there exist continuous inverse operators
R;:Y; = X;, 7 =0,1. Let us prove that R; are compatible operators. Let R, : Y, — X, be the inverse to the operator
Ay = Aplx, = A1]x, : Xi« — Yi. Then for any ¢ € Vi, there exists ¢ € X, such that ¥ = A.¢p = Agp = A1¢. Hence
R*’Q/J:¢:R0¢=R1’lb, i.e., R* :RQ Y. ZRl Y. - .

Due to the density of Y in YoNY7, for any y € YoNY; there exists a sequence {¢"}32, C Y, converging to y in YoNY;
and hence in Yy and in Y;. Then R,¢" € X, C XoU X, and due to continuity of the operators R; : Y; — X;, j = 0,1,
limy o Ret)® = lim;_yoe iji = R,y in X, for j = 0,1, which implies Ri|y,ny; = R2|yynyy, i-e., the inverse operators
R;:Y; = X, j=0,1 are compatible.

Employing now item (i) concludes the proof of item (iii). O

Note that item (iii) of Lemma B.1 is available in [24, Lemma 8.4] for the cases, when the image and domain spaces
coincide, i.e, X; =Y}, under the additional assumptions that X, =Y, is a Banach space.

Let us give the following useful result in the complex interpolation theory (cf., e.g., [12, Theorem 2.7, Corollary 2.8|
and the references therein, see also [44, Appendix B]).

Lemma 2.2. Let Xo, X1 and Yy, Y1 be two compatible couples of Banach spaces and Aj : X; — Y;, j = 0,1, be two
continuous compatible linear operators. Let Xg := [Xo, X1]o and Yy := [Yo,Y1]e denote the complex interpolation spaces
of Xo, X1 and Yy, Y1, respectively, for each 0 € (0,1). If there exists a number 0y € (0,1) such that Ag, : Xo, — Yo,
is an isomorphism, then there exists € > 0 such that the operator Ag : Xo — Yy is an isomorphism as well, for any
0 € (90—6,90+€).

Remark 2.3. The extension of Lemma 2.2 to the case of two compatible couples of quasi-Banach spaces, Xo, X1 and
Yo, Y1, such that Xo 4+ X1 and Yy + Y1 are analytically convex can be found in [61, Theorem 11.9.24] and the references
therein. Note that any Banach space is analytically convez (cf., e.g., [61, p. 223] ).

Finally, let us mention the following useful result (cf, e.g., [61, Lemma 11.9.21]).
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Lemma 2.4. Let X1, X2 and Y1,Ys, be Banach spaces such that the embeddings X1 — Xs and Y1 — Y3 are continuous,
and also that the embedding Y1 — Yo has dense range. Assume that T : X1 — Yy and T : Xo — Y5 are Fredholm
operators with the same indez, ind (T : X1 — Y1) =ind (T : Xo — Y3). Then Ker{T : X; — Y1} = Ker{T : X5 — Y2}.
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