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L"™-HELMHOLTZ-WEYL DECOMPOSITION FOR THREE DIMENSIONAL
EXTERIOR DOMAINS

MATTHIAS HIEBER, HIDEO KOZONO, ANTON SEYFERT, SENJO SHIMIZU, AND TAKU YANAGISAWA

ABsTrRACT. In this article the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition in three dimensional exterior domains
is established within the L"-setting for 1 < r < oco. In fact, given an L"-vector field u, there exist

he X7 (Q),we H'7(Q)3 with div w = 0 and p € H»"(Q) such that u may be decomposed uniquely
as

u = h +rot w+ Vp.
If for the given L"-vector field wu, its harmonic part h is chosen from V" (), then a decomposition
similar to the above one is established, too. However, its uniqueness holds in this case only for the case
1 < r < 3. The proof given relies on an L”"-variational inequality allowing to construct w € Hl”'(Q)3
and p € HL"(Q) for given u € L7 ()3 as weak solutions to certain elliptic boundary value problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition plays an important role in differential geometry and partial differ-
ential equations. Historically speaking, such a decomposition was initiated by the work of Rham, Hodge
and Kodaira within the setting of general p-forms on compact Riemannian manifolds and within the
L?-setting. The case of Riemannian manifolds with boundaries was treated first by Morrey [21] and Abra-
ham, Marsden and Ratiu [I]. Whereas the classical theory of the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition is mainly
concerned with the L2-setting, it is nowadays well understood that the existence of such a decomposition
within the L"-framework for 1 < r < 0o is of essential importance in many problems of analysis, and in
particular in the analysis of the Navier-Stokes equations.

Consider in particular the famous Leray problem of finding a solution to the stationary Navier-Stokes
equation with inhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary data g on 9D in a multiply connected bounded domain
D. The total flux condition on g meaning / g-vdo =0 is a necessary condition for the solvablity
of Leray’s problem, and Leray [19] himself s}(?(?wed that under the restricted flux condition on g, i.e.,

g-vdo=0forall j=1,...,L, where D = UjLzlSj with S; denoting disjoint closed smooth surfaces,

5’ .
thére exists a solution to this problem. He, however, left open the general case, where only the total flux
condition is being assumed. For details see e.g. the monograph by Galdi [6]. This problem was recently
solved by Korobkov, Pileckas and Russo [14] for bounded domains in the two-dimensional setting and for
axially symmetric domains in R?, hereby making use of arguments very much related to the Helmholtz-
Weyl decomposition for bounded domains. The relationship between the solvability of Leray’s problem
and harmonic vector fields on D has been clarified in [I7]: the restricted flux condition on g yields a
solenoidal extension ¢ to D with a trivial harmonic part, while the total flux condition yields such an
extension with a non-trivial harmonic part.

Solonnikov [29] and Fujiawara-Morimoto [5] were the first to prove an L"-Helmholtz decomposition in n-
dimensional bounded domains with smooth boundaries. More precisely, they proved that every w € L™(02)"
can be uniquely decomposed as

(1.1) u =v+ Vp,
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where v € L7 (), i.e., divo = 0, v-v]|gg = 0 and p € H'"(Q) (v denotes the unit outer normal to
09). For a survey of results known in this direction, see [13]. For the case n = 3, the second and the
fifth author proved in [16] the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition of v satisfying (LI)) stating that u can de
decomposed as

(1.2) u = h +rot w+ Vp,

where h € C*°(Q)? with
divh=0,rot h=0 and h-v|gg =0,
and w € HY"(Q)? with
divw =0 and w x v|gq = 0.

They also proved a similar decomposition to (L2) with the harmonic part h satisfying another boundary
condition h x v|pq = 0.

Considering the situation of unbounded domains Q, Miyakawa [20] was the first to prove a decomposition
of the form (L)) in three dimensional exterior domains with smooth boundaries. Later on, Simader-Sohr
[27] extended Miyakawa’s result to the n-dimensional setting. Indeed, they showed that for any domain
Q C R"™ with smooth boundary, a decomposition of the form (L) holds true if and only if the weak
Neumann problem for the Poisson equation is uniquely solvable in the sense that for every uw € L"(Q)"

there exists a unique p € L], (2) with Vp € L"(2)" such that

loc
(1.3) Vp - Vodr = / u-Vpdr for all p € C5°(Q).
Q Q

Based on (L3), it was shown by Farwig-Sohr [3], Heywood [10], Thun-Miyakawa [30] and Geissert-Heck-
Hieber-Sawada [7] that a decomposition of the form () holds true for various types of unbounded
domains. However, it seems that a Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition of the form (I2) is not known for
unbounded domains.

It is the aim of this article to establish a Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition to the form ([2]) for three
dimensional exterior domains. Due to the results in [12], it is known that X () as well as V[ (Q) are
of finite dimension, where

(1.4) X () ={he L"(Q)>divh=0,rot h=0, h-v|pqg = 0},

(1.5) Vi () ={h € L"(Q)*div h =0, rot h =0, h x v|sg = 0}.

har

In contrast to the situation of bounded domains, it is not obvious to determine whether X7, () and
Vi" (Q) are finite dimensional. The reason for this is that Rellich’s compact imdedding result H" () C

har

L"()) does not hold for exterior domains Q C R3. Showing that the behavior of h as |z| — oo for
h € X[, () and for h € V;/, (©) can be controlled in terms of local L"-bounds of h in © replaces Rellich’s

har

compactness argument in the proof of the fact that the above spaces are finite dimensional. For details, see
[12]. Another aspect of the decomposition (L2]) with the fact that dim X7, (Q) < oo and dim V{"_(Q) < oo

har har

is the Hodge theorem in exterior domains which states that the cohomology group on L"(2)? is isomorphic
to X () and V" () in accordance with the boundary conditions.

har har

In order to obtain an L"-decomposition of the (I2)) in exterior domains, we search for vector potentials

w e LT (Q)3 with Vw € LT(Q)32 as weak solutions to elliptic boundary value problems of the form
rotrotw = rotwu in €,

(1.6) div w =0 in Q,
w XV =0 on ON.

To this end, we consider the L"-variational inequality

(1.7) vaHLT(Q)
‘ /(rot w - rot ¥ + div wdiv ¥)dz
Q
IVl 1

< Csup{ ;1/16OSO(Q)g,w><V|asz:O}+C'Hw||LT(D)



L"-HELMHOLTZ-WEYL DECOMPOSITION FOR THREE DIMENSIONAL EXTERIOR DOMAINS 3

with 1/r+1/7' = 1, where D is a compact subdomain of 2. An inequality of the form (7)) enables us to
apply the generalized Lax-Milgram theorem in L"(2), see [18], in order to construct a weak solution w
to (LB) in the homogeneous Sobolev space H"(Q)3. Note that the form rot w on the right hand side of
(L8) is necessarily orthogonal to the null space associated with the adjoint equation to (@) so that for
every u € L"(Q)? with 1 < r < oo there exists a unique weak solution w € Hb"(Q)3.

On the other hand, suppose we choose the harmonic part h from V. () in (IZ2). Then the scalar
potential p has to be chosen subject to homogeneous boundary condition plgg = 0 on 9. This implies
that we need to solve the weak Dirichlet problem, i.e., (L3) with ¢ € C§°(Q) replaced by ¢ € C§°(Q).
It was shown by Simader-Sohr [26](see also Kozono-Sohr [15]) that a weak Dirichlet problem of this form
is uniquely solvable if and only if r satisfies 3/2 < r < 3. Note that there is a crucial difference between
Dirichlet and Neumann problems in exterior domains. The latter is uniquely solvable for all 1 < r < co in
both bounded and exterior domains. Observe that the functional ¢ fQ u - Vipdz does not need not to
vanish for harmonic function ¢ in Q with ¢|gg = 0. In order to circumvent this difficulty, we modify the
boundary condition for p on 99 in accordance with w € L"(2)3 in the case 1 < r < 3/2, which enables
us to obtain a satisfactory direct decomposition even for the choice of h € V" (). Here we should
remark that another approach using H"(Q) was investigated by Simader-Sohr [28], Priiss-Simonnet|23]
and Shibata [25]. In the case where 3 < r < oo, we obtain a decomposition as in (L2) with h € V] (),
while the unique expression holds only up to a modulo one dimensional subspace.

This paper is organized as follows. In the following section, we shall state our main results. Section 3 is
devoted to various estimates in the homogeneous Sobolev space Hé "(Q). In particular, the L"-variational
inequality (L7) estimating Vaw in terms of div w and rot w is investigated there in detail. In Section 4,
based on the above L"-variational inequality, we prove the existence of a weak solution w to (L6]), which
determines then the vector potential in (I2]). In Section 5, the solvabitity of the weak Dirichlet problem
([C3) with » € C5°(Q) replaced by ¢ € C5°(€) is investigated. Finally, in Section 6 we shall prove our
main theorems.

2. RESULTS

Throughout this paper, we impose the following assumption on the domain Q.
Assumption. 2 C R3 is an exterior domain in R? with the smooth boundary 9.

We start by introducing some notations and various function spaces. For 1 < r < oo, the function space
L"(Q) stands for all scalar- and vector-valued functions on  with the norm || - ||z-. We denote by (-,-)
the duality pairing between L" () and L" (Q), where 1/r+1/r' =1 and 1 < r < co. The spaces H"" ()
and H}" () are defined by

(2.1) HY(Q) = {[plip € Li,o(2), Vo € L"(Q)},  Hy"(Q) = {p € H(Q);plog = 0},
where [p] denotes the equivalent class consisting of all p such that ¢ € [p] implies that p — ¢ = const. in .
Equipped with the norm ||p|| 41.. = || Vp|| 1+, both H " (9) and H," () are Banach spaces.

Let ﬁéT(Q) be the completion of C§°(€) with respect to the norm ||Vpl||z-. Obviously, H-"()
Hl’T(Q) for all 1 < r < co. However, we shall see in Proposition 3] below that » = 3 is a threshold
exponent pointing out a crucial difference between Hé () and ﬁé Q).

Furthermore, we introduce the space X" (2), V"(Q), X7 (2) and V() by
(2.2) X" Q) ={ue H"(Q;u vjgn =0}, V'(Q) ={uec HY(Q);ux v|sg =0},

(2.3) X'(Q) ={ue X"(Q):divu=0}, VI(Q) ={uecV'(Q);divu=0},
where v denotes the unit outer normal to 0. Finally, let us recall that the L"-harmonic vector fields

X7..(82) and V. () are defined by
(2.4) X, (Q)={heL"(Q);div h=0,rot h =0, h-v|sq =0},

har

(2.5) Vi () ={h e L"(R2);div h =0, rot h =0, h x v|pq = 0}.
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The following proposition was proved in [12].

Proposition 2.1. [12, Theorem 2.1] Let Q be as in the Assumption. Then X[ () and Vi (Q) are both
finite dimensional for all 1 < r < co.

Remark. The dimensions of the spaces dim X[ (2) and dim V)", () are more precisely determined in
[12, Theorem 2.2] in terms of the topological structure of the boundary of 92, and in particular by the
corresponding Betti numbers. It should be noted that dim V;/ 1 (2) < dim V;72(Q) provided 1 < < 3/2 <

ro < 0o. See also [I1, Theorems 2.1, 2.2] in two-dimensional exterior domains.

The two main results of this aricle read as follows.

Theorem 2.2. Let ) satisfy the Assumption, and let 1 <r < oco. .
(i) For every u € L"(Q) there exist h € X[ (Q), w € VI(Q) and p € HY"(Q) such that

har

(2.6) u=h+rot w+ Vp

and there exists a constant C = C(Q,r) such that

(2.7) [Pllzr + IVl + [IVpller < Clluf -,

(ii) The above decomposition (2.0) is unique in the sense that if w is decomposed as
(2.8) w = h +rot W+ Vp

for some h € X7, (Q), w € V() and p € H""(Q), then

(2.9) h=h, rotw=rotw, Vp=Vp.

Note that in the above theorem, the harmonic part h of u is an element of X7, () and the assertion
for exterior domains parallels the one for bounded domains; see [I6], Threorem 2.1]. On the other hand,
if the harmonic part is chosen from V;/, (€2), then the situation is quite different from the one of bounded
domains.

Theorem 2.3. Let §) satisfy the Assumption. . '
(i) Let 1 < r < 3/2. Then, for every u € L"(Q), there exist h € V', (Q), w € X7(Q) and p € Hy" (Q)
such that

(2.10) u=h+rotw+ Vp

and there exists a constant C = C(, 1) such that

(2.11) 1Bl + [Vl + [Vplor < Cllu-.

The above decomposition (2.10) is unique in the sense that if w is decomposed as
(2.12) w = h +rot W+ Vp

for some h € V7, (Q), w € X2(Q) and p € Hy"(Q), then

(2.13) h=h, rotw=rotw, Vp=Vp.

(i) Let 3/2 < r < 3. Then, for everyu € L"(Q) there exist h € Vi, (Q), w € X2(Q) andp € ﬁST(Q) such
that w may be decomposed as (Z10) including an estimate of the form (Z11)). The above decomposition
(Z10) is unique in the sense that if u is decomposed as in (Z13) for some h € Vi, (Q), w € X5(Q) and
pe HY"(Q), then (ZI3) holds.

(ili) Let 3 < r < co. Then, for every w € L"(Q), there exist h € V', (Q), w € XZ(Q) and p € Hy" (Q)
such that w can be decomposed as in (Z10) including an estimate of the form (Z11). If uw is decomposed
as in (Z13) for some h € Vi, (Q), @ € X7(Q) and p € Hy"(Q), then

(2.14) h—h=\Vq, rotw=rotw, p—p=Ag

or some A € R, where qq is the harmonic function in HI"(Q) such that qo(x) — 1 as |x| — oo.
0
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Remarks. (i) For every 1 < 7 < oo we define H" () = L(Q)/{rot w;w € V/(Q)} which may be
regarded as the first de Rham cohomology group on L"(2). It follows from Theorem that H"(£2) is
isomorphic to X7, () for all 1 < r < co. Hence, Theorem has an aspect of the Hodge theorem (see,
e.g, Warner [3T, Theoreom 6.11]) in exterior domains.

(i) Let 1 < r < 3/2 and consider Theorem 23] In order to obtain a decomposition as in Theorem
it is necessary to choose the space H&T(Q) for the scalar potential p. Indeed, we shall show that
there is a vector field w € L"(2) such that for every p € ﬁéT(Q) the decomposition ([ZI0) is not valid.
On the other hand, in the case 3/2 < r < 3, we may choose the smaller space ﬁéT(Q) for p in ([ZI0).

Notice that ﬁST(Q) C Hy"(Q) for 1 < r < 3, which is essential to the unique decomposition as in (ZI3).
This difference may be regarded as an effect of the harmonic vector space Vi, (2) for the threshold value
r = 3/2. More precisely, it was proved in [I2] Theorem 2.2] that dim V] (Q) = dim V;'2(92) — 1 provided
1<r; <3/2<ry < 0.

(iii) In the case 3 < r < oo, the unique expression for the harmonic part h and the scalar potential p
holds true, of course, modulo the harmonic function gg in €2, which may be regarded as a crucial difference
between bounded and exterior domains.

(iv) Let LT(Q) = {v € L"();rot v = 0, v x V|spn = 0}. In contrast to the above (i), we define another

cohomology group H"(2) by
ﬁT(Q) _ { L7 (Q)/{Vp;p € H&T(Q)} for 1 <r <3/2,
- L7(Q)/{Vp;p € Hy" ()} for3/2 <r < 3.

Then, it follows from Theorem 23] (i) and (ii) that H "(€) is isomorphic to Vi (@) for 1 < r < 3. This

har

may be regarded as a unique harmonic representative of the cohomology group in exterior domains.

(v) It seems an interesting question to ask whether w and p have additional regularity properties as
w € H™7(Q) and p € H™H7(Q) in ([28) and ZI0) provided w € H™"(Q) for m = 1,2,---. An
affirmative answer to this question for bounded domains Q was given in [I6, Theorem 2.4].

3. PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Weak Dirichlet Problem for the Poisson Equation.
We first consider weak solutions to the Poisson equations in the space Hé (). To this end, the following
characterization of the spaces HS T(92) and H& ""(Q) plays an important role.

Proposition 3.1. Let Q be as in the Assumption.
(i) Let 1 <r < 3. Then

(3.1) Hy"(Q) = {p € Hy"(Q);p € L™ ()}
for1/r.=1/r—1/3.

(ii) Let 3 < r < oo. Then HY"(Q) = H}" (). Moreover, there is a closed subspace HY'" () of Hy™" ()
such that

(3.2) Hy () = ﬁéT(Q) @ {Ago; A € R} (direct sum),
where qo is the harmonic function in Hy" () such that qo(x) — 1 as |z| — oo.

For a proof of proposition [B.1] we refer to the articles [26] (7.6)] by Simader-Sohr and [I5, Lemma 2.2]
by Kozono-Sohr.

Remark. For 3/2 < r < 3, we have similarly to (2] that
Hy” () = Hy" (@) & {Ago; A € R}.
We next introduce for 1 < r < 0o the generalized Laplacian —A, : Hy™" (€2) — ﬁé’r,(Q)* defined by
(3:3) (~Arp.¢) = (Vp, Vo) for p € Hy" () and ¢ € Hy" (€).
Here (-, -) denotes the duality paring between ﬁé’r,(Q)* and ¢ € ﬁé’r,(Q).
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Following [26, Theorem 7.2] and [I5, Corollary 3.4], the kernel Ker(—A,) and the range R(—A,) of the
generalized Laplacian —A,. enjoy the following properties.

Proposition 3.2.
(i) Ker(—A,) is of finite dimension and R(—A,) is a closed subspace of ﬁé’T/ (Q)* for all 1 <r < oco.
(i) If 1 < r < 3, then Ker(—A,) = {0}.
(iii) If3/2 < r < oo, then R(—A,) = Hy™ (Q)*.
(iv) If 3 £ r < o0, then Ker(—A,) = {Aqgo; A € R}.
It follows from Proposition and the closed range theorem that in the case 1 < r < 3/2, for given
fe ﬁé’r,(Q)* there exists a unique p € Hy™" (Q) satisfying

(3.4) (Vp, Vo) = (f,¢) forall ¢ € H" (Q)

if and only if f satisfies that (f,go) = 0. On the other hand, in the case 3/2 < r < 0o such a restriction is

redundant so that the existence of p € I?Ié "(§2) is shown for arbitrary f € f[&’r/(ﬂ)*, while the uniqueness
property holds only for 3/2 < r < 3. However, even in the case 1 < r < 3/2, although f does not
necessarily satisfy such an orthogonal condition, replacing ﬁé Q) by Hy™ (Q) in (34), we obtain the
following result.

Lemma 3.3. (Simader-Sohr |26, Theorem 7.3]). Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 <r < 3/2. Let
Hé’TA(Q) be as in ([33) with v replaced by 3 < 1/ < co. Then for every g € Hy'" (Q)* there exists a unique
q € Hy' () such that

(3.5) (Va, Vo) = (g, 0) for all ¢ € Hy" (9),

where (-,-) denotes the duality pairing between I}é’r,(Q)* and ﬁé’r,(ﬂ). Moreover, there exists a constant
C =C(Q,r) such that

(3.6) 194l < Cllgll o -

It follows from Proposition B2 that the generalized Laplacian —A, : Hy™ (€2) — ﬁé’r,(Q)* = H&’T,(Q)*
is not surjective for 1 < r < 3/2, which means that the target space H&’T (©)* is too large to make —A,.
surjective. To recover its sujectivity, we need to restrict the range of —A, onto HS T (Q)*, which causes

necessarily the smaller space ﬁé ’T,(Q) for the test function ¢ in (B.1).
Proof of Lemmal3.3 For the readers convenience, we give here a simplified proof of Lemma B3l Let

us consider the map —A, : Hy™" () — ﬁé’ﬂ (Q)* defined by
(—=Awp,¥) = (Vp, Vo) for pe HF" () and ¢ € fl&’r/(ﬂ).
For the proof of the assertion it suffices to show that —A, is bijective, i.e., that Ker(—A,) = {0} and
R(-A,) = Hy" (Q)*.
We first show that Ker(—A,) = {0}. Let p € Ker(—A,). Then p € Hy"(Q) satisfies

(Vp,Vip) =0 for all 1 € HY"' (9).
Since go € Ker(—A,/), we have (Vp, Vgo) = 0. Hence, by (3.2)

(Vp, Vo) =0 forall pe H&’T/ Q).

Since 1 < r < 3/2 and since C§°(?) is dense in H&’T,(Q) for such r, it follows from [I5, Theorem A] that
p =0 in Q, which yields that Ker(—A,) = {0}.

We next prove that R(—A,) = ﬁé’r,(Q)*. To this end, we first show that the range R(—A,.) is closed
in HY'" (Q)*. Suppose that {p,,}3_, C HL" () satisfies

~Aypm — g in Hé’rl (Q)* as m — oo



L"-HELMHOLTZ-WEYL DECOMPOSITION FOR THREE DIMENSIONAL EXTERIOR DOMAINS 7

for some g € fNIS’T/(Q)*. Then there exists f € HS’T/(Q)* such that
—Aypr, — [ In Hé’rl (Q)* as m — 0.

Indeed, it follows from (B2) that for every ¢ € fl&’r/(ﬂ) there exist ¢ € fl&’r/(ﬂ) and A € R such
that ¢ = ¥ 4+ Ago with ||[V¢| .~ < C||Ve| .~ for some C = C(Q,r). Since gy € Ker(—A, ), we have
(Vpm, Vqo) =0 for all m € N, and hence

[(=Aw(Pim — 1), ) _ |(Vpm — Vi, V)|
IVell L Vel
= ol — Y V)
- Vel

< Cil” - Ar(pm _pl)Hﬁé,Tl(Q)*

for all m,l € N. Since ¢ € Hé’r,(ﬂ) is arbitrary and since —A,p,, — ¢ in I:Té’rl (Q)*, it follows from
the above estimate that —A,p,, — f in HS’T/(Q)* with some f € H&’T/ (Q)*. Since R(—A,) is closed in
HY(Q)* = HY'(Q)*, implied by Propositions Bl (ii) and (i), there exits p € Hy" () such that
f=—A,p. Ttis easy to see that (f,) = (g,¢) forall ¢ € EI&’T/ (Q), from which we obtain that —Ap=g.
This means that the range R(—A,.) is closed in ﬁé’T/(Q)*. B B

Now, it follows from the closed range theorem that R(—A,.) = Ker((—A,)*)*, and hence we may show
that Ker((—A,)*) = {0}. Let 1) € Ker((—A,)*). Then 1) € H>" (Q) satisfies

0= (p,(~An)") = (~Ap, ) = (Vp, V) = (~A,,p) for all p € Hy" ().
This means that ¢ € Ker(—A,.), whence ¢ € EIS’T/(Q) N{Ago; A € R}. By (82), ¢ = 0, which yields that
Ker((—A;)*) = {0}. This proves Lemma [33] O
3.2. Characterization of X" (D) and V" (D).
Let us take R > 0 so large that
00 C Br = {z € R%|2| < R},

and define D = QN Br4o. We introduce a cut-off procedure decomposing the vector field 4 on Q into
u=nu+ (1 —n)u = uy + us for a cut-off function n € C§°(R?) satisfying 0 < n(z) < 1 for all z € R3,
n(z) =1 for |[z| < R+ 1 and n(x) = 0 for |x| > R+ 2. We may regard uy as the vector field on R3, while
u; should be considered as a compact perturbation of u on D. Notice that D is a bounded domain in R3
with boundary 9D = 9Q U {z € R3; |x| = R + 2}. Similarly to (2.2)), we define X"(D) and V" (D) by

(3.7) X"(D)={ue H""(D);u-v|pp =0}, V"(D)={ue H""(D);u x v|sp = 0},

where v is the unit outer normal to 0D.
The following estimates may be regarded as the Poincaré and the Sobolev inequalities for functions
belonging to X"(D) and V" (D).

Proposition 3.4. Let X" (D) and V"(D) be as in (37).
i) For every 1 < r < oo there exists a constant C = C(r, R) such that

(3.8) lullzrpy < ClIVullLr(p)

holds for all w € X" (D) and all uw € V" (D).
it) For every 1 <r < 3 there exists a constant C' = C(r, R) such that

(3.9) llullrepy < CIVullprpy  with Ti =1_1
holds for all uw € X"(D) and all w € V"(D).



8 MATTHIAS HIEBER, HIDEO KOZONO, ANTON SEYFERT, SENJO SHIMIZU, AND TAKU YANAGISAWA

Note that in (38) and 39) we do not impose on u the homogeneous boundary condition u|gp = 0.
It suffices to assume either u - v|sp = 0 or u X v|sp = 0.

Proof of Proposition i) Let us first prove (B.8) for u € X"(D) by a contradiction argument. Assume
that (B.8) fails. Then there is a sequence {u,, }55_; C X" (D) such that |||/ zr(py = 1forallm =1,2,---
and such that Vu,, — 01in L"(D) as m — co. Since D is a bounded domain, Rellich compactness theorem

implies that there is a subsequence of {u,, }°_,, denoted again by {u,}5°_; for simplicity, and a function
u € X"(D) such that
(3.10) Vu, = Vu weakly in L"(D), wu, — w strongly in L"(D)
as m — oo. Since Vu,, — 0 in L"(D), we have Vu = 0 in L"(D), which yields w = ¢ in D for some
constant vector ¢ € R3. On the other hand, there exists some z; € 99 such that v, =e; for j=1,2,3,
where v,; denotes the unit outer normal to 00 at x; and where {e1, ez, es} is the canonical basis in
R3. Since u - v|gp = 0, we have that ¢-e; = 0 for j = 1,2,3, which implies ¢ = 0. This contradicts
ullL-(py = 1.

Concerning u € V"(D), we may argue in the same way as above since the constant vector satisfying
cxej=0for j=1,2,3 also yields that w = 0 in Q.
ii) The proof is quite similar to the one of i). Assume that (3] fails. Then there is a sequence {u,, }>°_; C
X7"(D) such that |[wn|rr.py = 1 for all m = 1,2,--- and such that Vu,, — 0 in L"(D) as m — oo.
Since D is bounded and since r < 7., {u,, }5°_; is a bounded sequence in H" (D). Hence, again by the
Rellich compactness theorem, there is a subsequence of {u,,}5°_,, which we denote again by {w,,}3%°_,,
and a function w € X"(D) fulfilling (BI0). Since Vu = 0 in © and since u - v|gp = 0, we conclude
similarly as above that w = 0. On the other hand, by Sobolev’s inequality

lwmll L0y < Cll[wmllLr 0y + [Vuml Lr(p)),
for some constant C' = C(r, D) independent of m € N. Assertion (.I0) thus implies
U — 0 strongly in L™ (D) as m — oo.

contradictingthe fact that [[u,| zr.(py =1 for all m € N.
The proof of B3] for w € V(D) is parallel to the one of u € X" (D) and hence omitted. This completes
the proof of Proposition [3.4] O

Oiur next aim is to investigate variational inequalities on X" (D) and V(D) by div and rot operations.
Let us define X (D) and V(D) by
X(D)={p e C¥([D);p-viop =0}, V(D)= {¢p € C*(D);%p x v|op = 0}.
Furthermore, we introduce harmonic vector fields Xi,,,(D) and Vj,..(D) by
Xar(D) ={h € X(D);div h =0,rot h =0}, V. (D) ={k € V(D);div k =0,rot k = 0}.

It is known (see [16, Theorem 2.1]) that both Xj..(D) and Vi, (D) are finite dimensional vector spaces.
We thus may write dim X,,..(D) = N and dim W,,,(D) = L as

Xnar (D) = Span.{hy, - ;hn}, Viar(D) = Span.{kq,---,kr}.

Proposition 3.5. (i) For every 1 < r < oo there exists a constant C = C(r, D) such that

. . N
rot u,rot ¢)p + (div u, div
(3.11) [Vl prpy < C( sup I éD ( #)ol +Z |(u,hj)D|>
peX(D) [ <P||Lr’(D) =1

holds for all w € X" (D), where (-,-)p denotes the inner product between L™(D) and L™ (D).
(i) Let w € X9(D) for some 1 < g < oo. If
(3.12) sup [(vot ,xot p)p + (div w, div )p| _
pex (D) IVel L by

for some 1 < r < oo, then u € X" (D) and satisfies (311)).
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(iii) For every 1 < r < oo there exists a constant C = C(r, D) such that

. : L
[(rot w,rot ¥)p + (div u, div ¥)p|
(3.13) [Vul[Lrpy < C( sup + > (u,k))pl
b (¢€V(D) HVU’HLW(D) j=1 ! )

for allu € V"(D).

(iv) Let uw € VI(D) for some 1 < ¢ < co. If
(3.14) sup |(rot u,rot ¥)p + (div u,div 9)p| < 0
$ev(D) VYl L (D)

for some 1 < r < oo, then uw € V'(D) and satisfies (3.13).

Proof. The estimates (B11) and BI3) are proved in [16, Lemma 4.1]. Indeed, the authors of [I6]
showed B.II) and BI3) for u € X" (D) and for w € V"(D) under the condition that divw = 0.
It is straightforward easy to generalize their result to (BI1I) and (BI3) provided (div u,div ¢)p and
(div u,div v)p are added. It hence suffices to prove assertions (ii), (iii) and (iv). Let us first prove (ii).
Our proof is based on the one of [I6, Lemma 3.1] by making use of the identity

(3.15) (Vu,Ve)p = (rot u,rot ¢)p + (div u, div ¢)p — / u- (@ Vv + ¢ xrot v)dS
oD

for w € X%(D) and ¢ € X(D), and where the unit outer normal v can be extended continuously in
the neighborhood of dD. Since D is bounded, we may assume that 1 < ¢ < 3/2 and ¢ < r. Let us
first consider the case 1/¢ —1/3 < 1/r < 1/q. Define 1 < ¢ < oo so that 1/¢g; = 1/¢ — 1/3. Then

i =1- (% — %) > % > % — % Hence, by Sobolev’s embeddings

H“" (D) c L%(D), H“(D)cC L% (D).
By (89) we obtain
(3.16) (w, @)l < llwllLa o) lell Lo ) < CVEllLao) Vel (p)-

- 1_31 _1_1 1 111 1 )
Defining p € (1,00) by ; =5~ =4 —3 (1 - 5) we have o = 2 — 5 (1 - E)' Hence, by ([8.8]), Sobolev’s
inequality and by the trace theorem

Jllzo(op) < Cllull i t.o ) < Clllriaco) < Vel oo
CllellLr opy < Cl"'OHHl’ﬁ‘q’l(aD) < Cllel o py < Cliellmre py < ClIVEl L (D)
The above inequalities yield

(3.17)

[ wter Vvt o x ot )as| < C|Valu) Vel o)
oD

for all ¢ € X(D). By (312) and BI0)-(BI1) we obtain
sup |(Vu, V)b + (u, )b
oex(0) IVl py + 1Pl L (py
|(rot u,rot ) p + (div u,div ¢)p|

(3.18) <  sup
peX (D) Vel o
Hence, it follows from [I6, Lemma 3.1 (2)] that w € X"(D).
We next consider the case 1/¢1 —1/3 <1/r <1/q1 =1/q—1/3. Since 1 < r, we obtain |[|Ve||;.(p) <
ClIVell for all ¢ € X(D). Hence, by (3.12))

+ Cl|Vul|Lepy < oo

L91(D)

t t di di
|(I‘O u, 10 ‘p)D+( v u, div 90)D| < 0.

weX(D) HV(P”LQII(D)
Applying the above argument, yields w € X% (D). Replacing g by ¢1 we see that w € X" (D).
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Finally, it remains to consider with the case 0 < 1/r < 1/¢q1 —1/3=1/¢—2/3 = 1/g2. By the second
case, we have that u € X%2(D). Pick now ¢3 with 1 < ¢3 < g2 < r such that 1/¢g5 = 1/r + 1/3. Since
u € X%(D), we see that u € X" (D).

We next prove (iv). T he proof is quite similar to the one of (ii). Instead of [B.I5]) we make use of the
identity

(3.19) (Vu,Vip)p = (rot u,rot ¢)p + (div u,div ¢)p + / u- (¢ - Vv —apdiv v)dS
oD

for all ¢ € V(D). Similar arguments as to derive (317 yield

| v - i u)ds] < CIVul ooy [Vl 0

Assertions (3.14), (3.8) and (319) imply
|(V’LL, V’l,b)D + (’u’u ¢)D|

sup < 0.
PpeV(D) ”v'l:bHLT'(D) + ||¢||LT'(D)
Hence, it follows from [I6, Lemma 3.1 (1)] that w € V"(D), provied 1/¢ —1/3 < 1/r < 1/q. The case
1/r < 1/q — 1/3 can be handled in the same way as (ii). We omit the details. The proof of Proposition
is complete. O

We next consider the div -rot estimates in R?. To this end, let us define H Lr(R3) by
HY(R®) = {[u];u € LT (R®); Vu € L"(R®)}, 1< < oo.

loc

Equipped with the norm [|[u]| 1. gs) = [[Vul|r-(rs), the space H'7"(R?) becomes a Banach space. The
following proposition is a variant of Proposition Denote by (-,-)rs the canonical duality pairing
between L™ (R3) and L™ (R3).

Proposition 3.6. (i) For every 1 < r < oo there exists a constant C = C(r) such that

|(rot w,rot @)gs + (div u, div ¢)gs|

(3.20) IVt gy < C sup
& PECEE (R3) IVl @s)

for allw € HY"(R?).
(i) Let u € HY(R3) for some 1 < q < co. If w satisfies

|(rot u,rot @)gs + (div u,div ¢)gs| -

(3.21) sup 00

PeCse (R?) Vel L may
for some 1 <1 < oo, then uw € H""(R®) and estimate (320) holds true.
Proof. (i) The Calderon-Zygmund inequality yields
(3.22) ||Vaj’/’||Lr'(R3) <C| - A¢||Lr/(R3)a =123

for all ¢ € C5°(R3) and for a constant C' = C(r). Since H = {—At;1h € C3°(R?)} is dense in L™ (R3),
(B22) and integration by parts yield

. |(rot u,rot @)gs + (div u, div @)gs| } |(w, —Ap)rs|
up = n= =r/R70
PeCEe(R?) ||v90||LT/(R3) PECE (R3) Vel (RS)
> sup @Bl o [Ou — A
PeCse (R3) ||Vaj1/’||Lr’(R3) PeCS (R3) || - AI/JHLT/(RS)
5y
— C sup (9w, f)rs| = Ol @y, =123,

FeL™ (R3) ||f||Lr’(R3)

with the constant C = C(r). This implies (3:20).
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(ii) Suppose that w € H9(R?) satisfies (3:2I). Then we obtain from (322) and the above estimate
that

(3.23) sup [@ju, —Adp)ea| _ j=1,2,3.

peor®?) || — APl (gs)
Since H = {—At;ep € C3°(R3)} is dense in L™ (R?), it follows from (B23) that the functional H > t —

(Oju, —Atp)gs € R can be extended uniquely to a continuous functional on LT,(RS). Hence, there exits a
unique v; € L"(R?) such that

(3.24) (vj, —AY)gs = (ju, —Av)rs  for all P € C°(R?), j =1,2,3.
Since h; = v; — 9ju € L"(R3) + LY(R3) c L} _(R3), it follows from [B24) and Weyl’s lemma that

loc
h; € C*°(R3) and that h; is harmonic in R? in the classical sense. Moreover, since h; € L"(R3)+ L9(R?),
Liouville’s theorem implies h; = 0 in R?, which yields d;u = v; € L"(R?) for j = 1,2,3. Hence,

u € H'"(R®) and satisfies estimate (3:20). O

3.3. Characterization of X"(Q2) and V" ().

Let us recall the spaces X" () and V7" (Q) defined by (2.2). Denoting X (Q) = {p € C5°(Q); ¢-v|aq = 0}
and V(Q) = {9 € C5°(Q);% x v|sq = 0}, similarly to the space ﬁéT(Q) in @I, we define X"(Q) and
V() to be the closure of X(€2) and V() in H'" (), respectively. The following proposition may be

regarded as the characterization of X" (€2) and V" () corresponding to that of ﬁé "(£2) as in Proposition
B.1

Proposition 3.7. Let Q be as in the Assumption.
() If 1 <r <3, then

(3.25) X'(Q) ={ueX"(QiuecL=Q)} V(Q)={ueV (Q;uecl™(Q)}
for % = % — % Moreover,
(3.26) X7(9) = X"(Q) @ Span.{h1, ha, b3},

were {h1,ha,hs} C (oo, XP(Q) satisfies that div hj = 0, rot hj = 0, hj(z) — e; as |x| — oo for
j=1,2,3, and where {e1, ez, e3} denotes the canonical basis of R®. Similarly,

(3.27) V() = V'(Q) & Span.{k1, ks, ks},

where {k1, k2, kst C o peno VP(Q) satisfies that div k; = 0, rot k; = 0, kj(z) — e; as x| — oo for

j=1,2,3.
(ii) If 3 <r < oo, then

(3.28) X7(Q)=X"(Q), V'(Q) =V"(Q).

Proof. Since the proof of (320 and [B28)) is parallel to that of Proposition Bl we only prove (3:26) and
B27). Let us first show ([@.26). Take arbitrary {w1, w2, w3} C ;0 XP(R2) such that w;(z) — e;
as |z| — oo and such that w;(-) —e; € L™ (Q) for j = 1,2,3. Note that such a triple {wq, w2, w3} can
be constructed for instance as w;(z) = (1 — n(x))e; for j = 1,2,3 with the cut-off function n € C>(R?)
satisfying n(z) = 1 for || < R+ 1 and n(x) = 0 for || > R + 2. Recall that R is chosen so large that
90 C Br = {x € R?%;|z| < R}. We shall first show that

(3.29) X7(9) = X"(Q) @ Span.{wy, wy, ws}.

Indeed, let w € X" (Q). Since 1 < r < 3, by |8, Corollary 2.2] that exists a constant vector ¢ € R? such
that w(-) — ¢ € L™ (Q). Since ¢ = Z?:l Aje; with A\; = ¢-e; for j = 1,2,3, we may set w(z) := w(z) —
Z?:l Ajw;(z). Since w(z) = w(z) —c— 2?21 Aj(w;(x) —e;), we see that w € L™ (Q). Hence, it follows
from (325) that w € X"(). Since w € X7(R) is arbitrary and since X" () N Span.{w;, ws, w3} = {0},
we obtain ([3.29)).
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Next, we show that the triple {w1, w2, w3} may be replaced by the triplet {hi, ha, hs} of harmonic
vector fields as in (8:26). To this end, consider the following Neumann problem

Ag; =0 in{,

0q;
(3.30) a—J =e;-v ondQ,

ng(x) —0 as|z] 200 forj=1,23.
Since f(m e;-vdS = 0for j = 1,2, 3, there is a smooth solution ¢; of (3:30) satisfying Vg, V3q; € L?(Q) for
all1 < p < oo, see, e.g., [28, Theorem 4.1]. Defining h;(z) = e;—Vq;(z), we see that hj € (., XP(Q)
with h;(-) — ej € (jpeoo LP(2) satisfying div h; = 0, rot h; = 0 and hj(z) — e; as [z| — oo for
j = 1,2,3. This means that the harmonic triple {hq, ho, h3} has the same properties as the one of
{w1,ws, w3} in B29), and hence the proof of (B:26) is complete.

We next show ([3.27). Considering the triplet {v1,v2,v3} C (1o V(Q) with v;(-) — e; € L™ (Q)

such that v;(z) — e; as || — oo for j = 1,2, 3, similarly to (3.29), we obtain the decomposition

(3.31) V() = V7(Q) & Span.{vy, vs, v3}.

Hence, for the proof of ([3.27) we may construct the harmonic triplet {k1, k2, ks} C (<00 VP(Q) with
the same properties as those of {v;, v, v3}. For that purpose, similarly to (3:30), we consider the following
Dirichlet problem

A?Tj =0 in Q,
(3.32) m;=x-e; ondf,
mj(z) -0 asl|z] >o00 forj=1,23.

Let 7 the solution of of (3.32)) satisfying Vr € L*(Q) for all 3/2 < s < co and V27 € LP(Q) for all
1 < p < o0; see, e.g., [27, Theorem 4.2]. Defining k;(z) = V(x - e; — mj(z)), we see that {k1, ks, ks} C
Mi<p<oo VP(Q) with k;(-) — e; = V() € M3/2<5<00 L°(€2) are satisfying div k; = 0, rot k; = 0 and
kj(x) — e; as |z| = oo for j =1,2,3. Since 3/2 < r,, the harmonic triplet {k1, k2, k3} has the required
properties of {v1,v2,v3} in [B31]), and hence we obtain the desired decomposition ([B.27)). This proves
Proposition [3.71 O

We next consider fundamental inequalities on X" (Q) and V7 (Q).

Proposition 3.8. Let Q) be as in the Assumption and D = Q N Brio for R > 0 sufficiently large. If
1 <r < oo, then there exists C = C(Q,r, R) such that

(3.33) wllLrp) < ClIVwLr
for allw € X7() and all w € V" (Q).

Proof. We prove the assertion for w € X7(Q), only. The proof for w € V"(2) is similar. We make
use of contradiction argument. Assume that the estimate ([B33)) fails. Then there exists a sequence
{w,}°_, € X7(Q) such that |lwm||Lrpy = 1 for all m = 1,2,... and such that Vw,, — 0 in L"(2) as
m — oco. It follows from Rellich’s theorem for H%"(D) and the weak compactness of X" () that there
exists a subsequence of {w,, }5°_,, denote again by {w,,}5°_,, and a function w € X" () such that

Vw,, = Vw weakly in L"(Q) and w,, — w strongly in L"(D)

as m — oo. Then Vw = 0 in Q, which implies that w = ¢ in Q for a constant vector ¢ € R?. On the
other hand, there exists some x; € 02 such that v,, = e; for j = 1,2,3, where v, denotes the unit outer
normal to 9Q at x; and where {e, ez, es} is the same as in Proposition 37 Since w - v|sq = 0, it follows
that ¢ = 0, which, however, contradicts ||w||.py = 1. This proves Proposition [3.8 O

We consider next div -rot estimate in X (€2) and V() corresponding to Propositions and



L"-HELMHOLTZ-WEYL DECOMPOSITION FOR THREE DIMENSIONAL EXTERIOR DOMAINS 13

Lemma 3.9. Let Q be as in the Assumption,and let D and R be as above.
(i) For 1 < r < oo, there exists a constant C = C(Q,r, R) such that
(3.34) [Vl r < C(|lrot wl|zr + [[div wl[Lr + [lul[L D))

holds for all uw € X" () and all u € V().
(ii) Let u € X9(Q) (resp. u € VI(Q)) for some 1 < ¢ < co. If divu € L™(Q) and rot u € L"(Q) for
some 1 <r < oo, thenu € X"(Q)(resp. w € V"(Q)) satisfying (3-34).

Proof. (i) Let n € C§°(R3) be a cut-off function satisfying 0 < n(z) < 1 for all z € R3, n(z) = 1 for
|z] < R+ 1 and n(x) = 0 for || > R+ 2. Decompose u € X" () in such a way that

(3.35) u(z) = n(z)u(z) + (1 —n(z))u(z) = ui(z) + uz(z), =z €.

We may regard u; and us as functions defined on D and on R?, respectively. We first handle u; € X" (D).
Since

(3.36) divu; =ndivu+Vn-u, rotwu; =nrotu+Vnxu
and since supp n C D, supp Vn C Br42 \ Bry1, it follows from (BI1) that

[Vuillrpy < C(l[rot wil[zr(py + [|div w1l r(py + willLr (D))
(3.37) < C([[rot ul[rr + [|div ullpr + [|ull (D)),

where C' = C(Q,r, R).
We next consider us € H>"(R?). Since

|(rot ug,rot @)rs + (div us, div ¢)gs|

[((1 = n)rot w — Vn x u,rot @)gs + ((1 —n)div u — Vn - u, div )gs|
Cllrot wll o + Jull (o) [0t @l sy + CUIEY wll i + a0 iV @1l e
C(llrot ullpr + [|div wfr + [lul[Lr o) Vel L @s)

IN A

for all ¢ € C§°(R3), it follows from ([B.20) that
(338) Hqu”LT‘(RS) S C(”I’Ot u||LT + Hle ’LL”Lr + ||u||LT(D))
Since supp w1 C D C Q, supp ug C £, it follows from (B.35), (3.37) and (B38) that

[Vuller < [[Vurllrp) + V| L gs)
< CO(lrot wllzr + [|div wllLr + [lullLr(p))

A

with C' = C(, r, R), which yields (3:34) for u € X"(Q). The proof of B34) for u € V" (Q) is quite similar
and hence omitted.

(ii) The proof uses again the cut-off method. Given u € X9(f2), the essential point is to derive estimate
lu|rpy < Cllwl|gra(py. To this end, we consider three cases for ¢, namely for 3 < ¢ < o0, 3/2<¢ <3
and 1 < ¢ < 3/2.

Case 1. Let 3 < ¢ < oo. Proposition 3.8 and Sobolev’s inequality imply w € L"(D) and

(3.39) lullrpy < Cllullarep) < ClIVu| La

for some C' = C(Q,r, R). We write u = u; + ug as is (330). Since div u € L"(Q2) and rot u € L"(),
and since supp n C D and supp Vi C Bryo \ Bry1, we obtain by (830) and (839) that div uy € L"(D)
and rot uy € L"(D). Hence, by Proposition B (ii)

(3.40) u1 € X"(D).
Since

(3.41) divug = (1 —n)divu —Vn-u, rotuz=(1—n)rot u—Vnx u,
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we obtain by ([3:39) that

(1 =n)div ul|Lr@s) + V0 - ullLr@s) < C(|div ullLr + [Jul[z(p))
C(||div ul[zr + [|[Vul| La)

(1 = m)rot w|prms) + [V X ullprgs) < C([[rot ul[z- + [lullLrp))
C(||rot u||Lr + ||Vu||Lq).

||le u2||LT(R3)

||I‘Ot u2||LT‘(R3)

VAN VAN VAR VA

Hence, by Proposition (ii)
(3.42) uy € HY(R?).

Combining (B40) with (342) we conclude that u € X" ().

Case 2. Let 3/2 < g < 3. If r < ¢, then w € L"(D) with estimate (839), and hence the argument
given in Case 1 is valid to derive w € X"(Q). We hence consider the case ¢ < 7. Assume first that
1/q1 =1/q—1/3 <1/r < 1/q. Sobolev’s inequality implies (3:39) and hence u € X" (Q).

We next deal with the case 1/r < 1/g;. Since divu € LY(Q) N L"(Q) and rot w € LI(Q) N L™(£2),
and since ¢ < ¢1 < 7 we see that divu € L%(Q) and rot u € L7 (). Hence, by the above argument,
u e X9(Q). Since ¢; > 3 we obtain [B39) with ¢ replaced by ¢; so that we may reduce our case to Case
1 to obtain w € X" (Q).

Case 3. Let 1 < g < 3/2. If r < ¢, then (339) holds and w € X"(Q). If ¢ < r < q1, Sobolev’s
inequality implies (3:39) and hence u € X"(Q). It remains to consider the case ¢, < r < co. The same
argument as in the Case 2 is valid and yields w € X9 (Q). If r < gy with 1/qo = 1/q1 —1/3=1/q — 2/3,
then ([339) holds with ¢ replaced by ¢1, which yields u € X" (). Finally, consider the case g < r < 0.
Since u € X% (Q), div u € L®(Q) and rot u € L%(Q), B:39) with r and ¢ replaced by ¢y and ¢y, implies
u € X%2(Q). Defining 1 < g3 < g2 by 1/g3 = 1/r +1/3 we have v € H"%(D). Hence by ([333) and by
Sobolev’s inequality u € L"(D) satisfying

lullr(py < Cllullgrespy < Cllullmiemp) < ClVullLe.
The same argument as in the Case 1 is valid now, because ([3.39) holds with ¢ replaced by ¢». Hence,

w € X"(Q) and the proof of i) for u € X?(f) is complete. The proof for w € V4(Q) is similar and hence
omitted. 0

We now define the harmonic vector spaces X" (Q) and V() for 1 < r < oo by
(3.43) X () ={he X"(Q);div h=0, rot h =0},

har
(3.44) Vi (Q) = {h e V"(Q);div h =0, rot h = 0}.
The following lemma is a consequence of Lemma

Lemma 3.10. Let Q be as in the Assumption. If 1 < r < oo, then
XT (Q) = Xl'?ar(ﬂ) = Xhar(ﬂ) as well as ‘./i'lrar(ﬂ) = ‘./i'lzar(ﬂ) = Vhar(Q)

har

and Xhar(Q) and Vhar(Q) are finite dimensional vector spaces.

Proof. The first two assertions follow from Lemma B9 (ii). In order to prove that dim X7, (Q) < oo note

that since X7, (Q) is a closed subspace in X"(Q), it suffices to show that the unit sphere of X[, () is
compact in the norm of X" (). To this end, suppose that {um,}2°_; C X, (Q) satisfies |Vuy,| 2 =1

for all m =1,2,---. By the weak compactness, there exist a subsequence of {u,,}3°_,, denoted again by
{um}_q, and a function u € X, () such that
(3.45) VYV, = Vu weakly in L2(2) as m — oo.

On the other hand, we see by Proposition B.8 that {u,, }°_; is bounded in H'?(D). Since D is a bounded
domain in R3, by Rellich’s theorem we may assume that

Uy — u strongly in L™(D) as m — oo.
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Since div %, = 0 and rot u,, =0 for allm = 1,2, -, Lemma[39 (i) implies that {Vu,,}>°_; is a Cauchy
sequence in L?(Q2) and by ([3.45) it follows that
Vu,, — Vu  strongly in L?(Q) as m — oc.

Since {w,, }2°_; is an arbitrary sequence of the unit sphere in X, (), we conclude that the dimension of
Xhar () is finite. The proof of dim V4, (Q) < oo is parallel to the one given above and hence omitted. O

Following Lemma [3.10, we may assume that dim Xhar(Q) = N and dim Vhar(Q) = L. Hence, there are a
basis {¢1, -, N} of Xpnar () and a basis {1, -+ , ¥} of V1. (Q) such that

(346) (V‘ngv‘Pk): jk> jvkzlv"'Nv (V¢17V¢m):5lm7 lamzla"'La

where {0k }1<jr<n and {0 }1<i,m<r denote Kronecker’s symbols. Then for every 1 < r < oo, there
exist closed subspaces X”(Q) and V" (Q) of X"(R2) and V" (), respectively, such that

(3.47) X7(9) = X3 (Q) ® X7(Q), V'(Q) = Vaur(Q) & V'(Q) (direct sum).
The following lemma corresponds to Lemma ().

Lemma 3.11. Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 < r < co.
(i) There exists a constant C = C(2,r) such that

N
(3.48) IVl L < C(|[rot w|Lr + ||div wllL- + Y [(Vu, Vep;)|)  for all u € X7(Q),
j=1
L .
(3.49) IVul|L- < C(llrot wlLr + [|div ulLr + Y [(Vu, Vepy)|)  for all w € V7(Q).

=1
(ii) There exists a constant C = C(Q,r) such that

(3.50) (IVul|r < C(||rot w||rr + ||div w||rr) for all w € XT(Q) and for all u € VT(Q)

Proof. (i) In order to prove ([B.48]), we make use of a contradiction argument. Assume that the estimate
((B48) fails. Then there is a sequence {u,,}>°_; in X"(Q) such that

IVup|l- =1 forall m e N,
N
[r0t | Lr + iV | + > [(Vttm, Vep;)] = 0 as m — oo
j=1
By the weak compactness, there exists a subsequence of {u,,}5°_;, denoted again by {u,,}>°_;, and a
function w € X" () such that
Vty, = Vu  weakly in L™(Q).
By Proposition B8 {u,,}°_; is bounded in H'" (D). By Rellich’s theorem we may assume that
Uy — u strongly in L™(D) as m — oo.

By Lemma (1), {Vun}°_4 is a Cauchy sequence in L"(2), which implies that Vu,, — Vu strongly
in L"(Q) as m — co. Hence, div u = 0 and rot w = 0, and Lemma B0 implies u € X,.,(©2). Moreover,
since (Vu,Ve;) =0 for j = 1,---,N, v = 0, which contradicts ||Vu| - = 1. The proof of (3:49) is
similar to that of (8.48) and hence omitted.

(ii) Assume that (Z50) fails. Then there is a sequence {w,, }2°_; in X" () such that

V|- =1 for all m € N, and (llrot || L + [|div s || -) = O.

lim
m—0o0
Then by the same compactness argument as in the above, we may assume that there is a function
u € X"(Q) such that

lim ||Vu,, — Vu| - =0.
m—0o0

Since X"() is closed in X7 (), we obtain w € X"(Q2). On the other hand, div « = 0 and rot u = 0,
which means that u € X, (). Since X"(Q) N X3 (Q) = {0}, we see that w = 0, which contradicts
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V| 2+ = 1. The proof of BE0) for u € V() follows similarly from the above lines, and hence details
may be omitted. (|

3.4. Functionals on R? supported in ().

Assume that g is a subdomain of  satisfying Q¢ C Q. Consider a further subdomain ©; C € in such
a way that Qy C Q; and that K = Q\ Q; is a bounded domain in R3. Take a cut-off function ¢ € C>°(R?)
with 0 < {(x) <1 such that

() 1 for z € Qq,
¥ = 0 forzeR3\ Q.

We show that the space of linear functionals on X' (€2) and V" () supported on £y C © are continuously
embedded into those on H"(R3) which is the closure of C§°(R3) with respect to the homogeneous norm

(3.51)

V|| r(msy. Similarly to Proposition Bl we have the following concrete characterization of H Lr(R™) as

AV (R?) = {[ul;w € L™ (R3); Vu € L"(R3)} for1<r <3,
{[u;w € LI, (R?),Vu € L"(R*)} for 3 <7 < oo,

loc

where [u] denotes the set of equivalent class of w such that v € [u] implies that w — v = const in R3.
Hence,

(3.52) H'(R®) = HY(R?)  forall 1 <7 < .
Indeed, by [8, Corollary 2.2 (ii)] if 1 < r < 3, for w € L], (R?) with Vu € L"(R?) there is a constant

loc

vector ¢ € R such that u + ¢ € L™ (R3), which yields ([3.52).

Proposition 3.12. Let Q be as in the Assumption. Suppose that Qo is a subdomain satisfying Qy C Q
and that € is a function as in (3.51). Let f € X7 (Q)* or f € VI (Q)* for 1 <1 < oo. Then the functional
f defined by
(3.53) (f, ®)en = (f,(B) for ® € H'"'(R?)
may be regarded as an element of fll’r/(R?’)* satisfying

; Cllfll i (- for f € X7 ()",
(3.54) 1F 1 o sy < @ )

Cllfllr ye  for feVT ()T,

for some constant C' = C(Q,Q0,r) independent of f.

To be precise let us note that in (B53) the bracket (-,-)gs on the left hand side denotes the duality
pairing between H" (R3)* and H'"'(R3), while the bracket (-,-) on the right hand side denotes the one
between X" (€2)*(resp. V" (2)*) and X" (Q)(resp.V" (Q)).

Proof of Proposition[3.13. We give here only a detailed proof for f € XT/(Q)*; the proof for f € V"’ (Q)*
is similar. Note that (® € X" (Q) N V"' (Q) for all ® € H"" (R3).
Consider first the case when 3/2 < r < co. It follows from ([B52) and Sobolev’s inequality that

(3.55) @] o(rs) < CI V| v gsy for all & € HL(R?),
where 1/¢ = 1/7" — 1/3. Since suppV( C K and since K is a bounded domain in R3, it follows from

B353) and (B5H) that

(o @)esl < I fllxr () 1$® ] 5 o
”f“XT’(Q)* V(@)L
11 5 )« (IVE - @l Lo gy + (VR )
Clflxr - (1Rl Loy + VR Lo (sy)
(3.56) Cllf xr (@ VRl L (s

for all ® € HY"'(R3). This implies f € HY"' (R3)* as well as (354).

INIA TN
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We consider next the case when 1 < r < 3/2. It follows from [15, Lemma 2.5] that the space Sk defined
by Sk = {¢ € C5°(R?); [ p(z)dz = 0} is dense in H'" (R3). Poincére’s inequality implies
el k) < ClIVel L k) < CIIVel L gay  for all g € Sk,
for some C' = C(r, K). Hence, similarly to (350) we obtain
(f, P)rs| < Clfll e = (el Lo iy + IVl L (m3)) < Cllf Il % ()
for all ¢ € Sk. Since Sk is dense in H'" (R3), we obtain f € H" (R3)* as well as (354). O

Vol 1 ws

4. CONSTRUCTION OF THE VECTOR POTENTIAL
In this section to prove the existence of the vector potential w in (26]) and (ZIT).

Theorem 4.1. Let 2 be as in the Assumptiqn and let 1 < r < 0.
(i) For every w € L™(QY) there exists w € X2(Q) such that

(4.1) (rot w,rot ®) = (u,rot P)
holds for all ® € X" (). Moreover, there exists a constant C' = C(Q,r) such that
(4.2) [Vwllr- < Clluf -

(ii) For every u € L™ (Q) there exists w € V() such that
(4.3) (rot w,rot ¥) = (u,rot W)
holds for all ¥ € V"' (Q). Moreover, there exists a constant C = C (0, r) such that
(4.4) [Vwllr- < Clluf -

The proof of Theorem [4.1] is subdivided into several steps.

4.1. Bilinear forms on X"(Q) and V"(Q).

In order to prove Theorem BT} we first solve (@) and (@3) for general w € X"(Q) and w € V" (Q),
respectively. Then, in the next step, we show that such w necessarily satisfies div w = 0. For the validity
of w € X7(Q) in @) it is essential that the right hand side is written in the form (u,rot ®). Consider
the bilinear forms ax (-,-) and ay (+,-) defined by

(4.5) ax(v,®) = (rot v,rot ®) + (div v,div ®) for v e X"(Q) and & € X" (Q),
(4.6) ay(w, ®) = (rot w,rot ¥)+ (div w,div ®) for w e V"(Q) and ¥ € V"' (Q).
The following proposition gives regularity properties for solutions associated to the bilinear forms (@3]
and (£0).
Proposition 4.2. Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 < ¢ < 0o and 3/2 < r < oo.
(i) Suppose that f € X7 (Q)* N X" (Q)*. Ifv e X9(Q) satisfies
(4.7) ax(v,p) = (f.¢) forall p € X(),
then v € X" (). Here the bracket (-,-) denotes the duality pairing between X9 (Q)* and X7 (£2).
(i) Suppose that f € VI (Q)* N V™ (Q)*. Ifw e VI(Q) satisfies
(4.8) av(w, ) = (£, ) for all € V(Q),
then w € V"(Q). Here the bracket (-,-) denotes the duality paring between V¢ (Q)* and V7 ().
Proof. Again we only prove (i). Define two domains €2; and Qy by 1 = D and Qy = R?, respectively

and define further two cut-off functions {; and {3 by (1(x) = n(z) and (2(x) = 1 — n(x), respectively,
where n € C§°(R3) is the same cut-off function as in (3.35). Since

(4.9) v(z) = G(z)v(z) + G(r)v(x) = vi(z) +va(x), z€Q,
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we may regard v; € X9(D) and v, € H“9(R3). By [@1) we obtain

(4.10) / (rot v; - rot @, + div v; div ;)dz = (f, i) — / (2V( - Vo + AGo) - pidz, i=1,2
Q D

for all p1 € X(D) and for all ¢y € C5°(R?). Notice that supp ¢; C D and that supp V{;,supp A¢ C
Brio\ Bry1 C D for i =1,2. Since f € X" (Q)*, it follows from (3:8) that

I Genl < Il o VGl e
< Nl (IGVrle + VG - 1)
< C||f||Xr’(Q)*(HV‘PlHLT’(D) + ||V901||Lr’(D))
(4.11) < Cllfllxr @)= IVerllLe oy
for all 1 € X(D). By Proposition B12]
(112) (U, Gp2)| < Ol IV 2l o ey

for all o € C§°(R3). In order to treat the second term in the integral on D on the right hand side
of [@I0), we use a technique similar to the one given in the proof of Lemma (ii) and consider the
following three cases.

Case 1. Let 1/q—1/3 < 1/r < 2/3. Take 1 < s < oo satisfying 1/s = 1/r + 1/3 and hence ¢’ < ¢'.
Since D is a bounded domain, it follows from [B.9) and B33]) that

/ (QVQ -Vov + AClv) - pr1dx
D

IN

CIVollzeo) + [0llLa)lerll e ()

CUVolze + [lvllLspy))llell L ()
ClIVol|La|[Verll L p)

for all ¢, € X(D) and for some C' = C (2,7, ¢, R). Similarly, the Sobolev embedding H" (R3) c L*' (R?)
implies

IN N

(4.13)

/ (2VC2 -Vov + ACg’U) - padz
D

IN

CIVollzao) + [vllza)le2ll Lo ()

(4.14)

for all g € C§°(R3) for some C = C(Q,r,q, R). It follows from {I0), @II), (EI3) and Proposition B.5
(ii) that

IN

OVl ol Vepal o o

(4.15) v € X"(D).
Similarly, it follows from (ZI0), [EI2)), (£I4) and Proposition [3.8l (ii) that
(4.16) vy € HY(R®).

We now deduce from @3), @I5) and [@I6) that v € X" () provided 1/q — 1/3 < 1/r < 2/3.

Case 2. Let 1/q—2/3 <1/r <1/q—1/3=1/q,. Since f € X7 (Q)*NX" (Q)* and since ¢ < q; < r, we
obtain f € X7 (2)* N X9 (Q)*. Hence, the argument of case 1 with r replaced by ¢; implies v € X7 (Q).
Since f € X4 (Q)* N X" (Q)*, the argument of case 1 with ¢ replaced by ¢, implies v € X"(Q).

Case 3. Let 0 < 1/r <1/q—2/3=1/q2. Take ¢1 < g3 < g2 so that 1/g3 = 1/r +1/3. The arguments
of case 1 and case 2 imply v € X9 (Q). Since f € X9(Q)* N X" (Q)* we conclude that v € X"(Q). O

Based on the bilinear forms ax (-, ) in @3) and ay (-,-) in @B), we define now S, : X"(Q) — X" (Q)*
and T, : V7(Q) — V"' (Q)* by
(4.17) (S,v,®) = ax(v,®) forve X"(Q) and ® € X" (),
(4.18) (Tow, ®) = ay(w,¥) forw e V(Q) and ¥ e V" (Q).

Here the bracket (-,-) denotes the duality pairing of X" (Q)* and X () in (@I7), and that of V"' (Q)*
and V"' () in @IS), respectively. Obviously, S, € L£(X"(Q), X" (Q)*) and T, € L(V"(Q),V" (Q)*).
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Here L(Y, Z) denotes the set of bounded linear operators from Y to Z. The following proposition gives
estimates of Vv by means of rot v and div v in L"(12).

Proposition 4.3. Let Q2 be as in the Assumption and let 1 < r < oo. There exists a constant C =
C(Q,r, R) such that

(4.19) |Vl - C(I1Sr0l v (gy- + 1Vl Lr(p))  for all v € X7(9),
(4.20) [Vw|rr < CITwlyw g + lwllirp)  for allw € V'(Q).

IN

Proof. We first prove [@IJ). For v € X"(Q) set S,v = f. By @&I7)
(4.21) ax (v, ®) = (rot v,rot ®) + (div v,div ®) = (f, ®) for all ® € X" (Q).
Decomposing v as v = v; + v9 as in ([@9), we obtain by [@I0) and integration by parts

(4.22) / (rot v; - rot @; + div v; div o;)dz = (f, i) —|—/ (2V(i - Ve, + AGp;) -vdx, i=1,2
Q; D

for all ¢ € X(D) and for all ¢ € C§°(R3). Recall that Q1 = D and Qs = R?. By (B.3)

IN

C(HUHLT(D) (”v‘pl ||LT/(D) + H‘Pl HLT'(D))

/ (2V<1 V1 + Aligpr) - vdx
D

IN

(4.23) ClollLr oy IVerll
for all ¢, € X (D). It follows from [@22)), (A11]), [E23) and Proposition BH that Vv; € L™(D) as well as

. . N
Vol < € sup OLPLIOOUD LN 0L ANV £UD] L 0§70, 1y,
T piex(D) Vel = !
(4.24) < CUlfllxr - + 10llr(m))-

Next, in order to treat vy € H'"(R?), consider the functional g, defined by
go: X7(Q) 5> ® / (2V(y - V® 4+ A ®) - vdr € R.
D

By Proposition [3.§

IN

/ (2V<2 Vo + ACQ‘I’) -vdx
D

Cllollr o) (VeI L () + 1@l L (D))
< Clolleroy Vel

for all ® € X" (Q) and for some C' = C(, 7, R). This means

(4.25) go € X" ()* and lgoll % )+ < CllvllLr(D)-

Taking ¢ € C*°(R3) in such a way that ((z) = 1 for |x| > R+ 1 and that {(z) =0 for |z| < R +1/2, we
obtain by ([@25) and Proposition BI2]

A

[{gv; Cp2)| = [(gv, p2)rs| < ||g~v||ﬁ1m’(R3)* vS"2||Lr’(1R3)

/ (QVCQ . VQOQ + ACQQOQ) -vdx
D

A

< Cllgollxr @)-IVe2llr ey < Cllvllr o) IVl zs)

for all o € C§°(R?). This implies together with @I2), @22) and Proposition 3.8 that vo € H " (R3) as
well as

|(rot ve, rot @2 )rs + (div va, div 2)gs|

[Vl prsy < C  sup
() @2EC5 (R?) V2l 1 sy
(4.26) < CUfllxr @y + lvllzr(p))-

Finally, the desired estimate ([@I9]) is a consequence of (L), ([A24) and (@20). The proof of [@20) is
similar to that of (ZI9) and hence omitted. O
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The following is an immediate consequence of Proposition

Proposition 4.4. Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 < r < co.

(i) The kernel Ker(S,) is a finite dimensional subspace in X"(Q) and the range R(S,) is a closed
subspace in X" (Q)*.

(ii) The kernel Ker(T,) is a finite dimensional subspace in V"() and the range R(T,) is a closed
subspace in V' (Q)*.

Proof. By Proposition B8 and Rellich’s theorem, both X" () and V" () are compactly embedded into
L"(D). Hence, the assertion follows from ([@I9), (£20) and [22] Lemma 3]. O

Concerning the kernels Ker(S,) and Ker(7)), we have the following precise characterization.

Proposition 4.5. Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 < r < co. Then Ker(S,) = Xpa(Q) and
Ker(T,) = Viar (92).

Proof. Obviously X,..() C Ker(S,) and hence we only prove that Ker(S,) C X,..(2). Let v € Ker(S,).
By @.I7)

(4.27) ax (v, ) = (rot v, 1ot ) + (div v,div ) =0 for all p € X().

Hence, it follows from Proposition @2 that v € X2(£). Since X(1) is dense in X2(1), we see that (Z27)

remains valid for all p € X2(€2). Moreover, we may choose ¢ € X2(Q) in (@27). Indeed, by Proposition
B (i), every ¢ € X?(Q2) may be expressed as

3
@=1+> Ah; withsome € X2(Q) and A, Ao, A3 € R.
j=1
Since div h; =0, rot h; =0, j = 1,2, 3 and since (£2T) holds for ¢ =1 € XQ(Q), we obtain

3
ax(v,¢) = ax(v,4) + Y Njax (v, h;) =0.
j=1
Choosing ¢ = v yields div v = 0 and rot v = 0. This means that v € Xhar(g). Since v € Ker(S,) is
arbitrary, we obtain Ker(S,) C Xp.,(Q). Taking into account assertion (B:27), the proof of the second
assertion parallels the first one. (I

__ The following lemma plays an essential role for the proof of Theorem 41l We recall that the spaces
X"(Q) in X"(Q2) and V"(Q) in V"(Q) were introduced in ([B3:47]).

Lemma 4.6. Let €2 be as in the Assumption and let 1 <r < oo.
(i) For given f € X" (Q)*, there exists v € X"(Q) such that

(4.28) Sv=f
if and only if [ satisfies that
(4.29) (f,) =0 for all € Xpa(),

wehre (-,-) denotes the duality pairing of X™ (Q)* and X" ().
(ii) For every f € X" (Q)* satisfying the condition (4-29) there exists a unique © € X" (Q) satisfying

(4.30) Syv = f.
Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(Q,r, R) such that
(4.31) IVollr < Cllfll 5 ()

(ili) For given g € V"' (Q)* there exists w € V"(Q) such that
(4.32) Taw=g
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if and only if g satisfies that

(4.33) (9.%) =0 for all 9 € Vi (€2),
wehre (-,-) denotes the duality paring of V"' (Q)* and V" ().
(iv) For every g € V"' (Q)* satisfying the condition (§-33) there exists a unique w € V" (Q) such that

(4.34) T =g.
Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(Q,r, R) such that
(4.35) [Vl < O||9||Vr’(sz)*'

Proof. (i) By Propositions €4 (i) and (i), and the closed range theorem
(4.36)  R(S,) =" Ker(S}) =* Ker(Sy) =% Xur(Q) = {f € X" (Q)*; (f, ) = 0,V € Xpar ()},

which implies assertion (i).

(i) Suppose that f € X" (Q)* satisfies the condition [@29). By (i), there exists a solution v € X"(Q) of
[@2R). By ([B47) v may be decomposed as v = vy + ¥, where v € X, (Q) and & € X"(Q). Proposition
implies S,v9 = 0 and hence S, o = f. This yields (Z30). For the proof of the estimate (L3I, it
suffices to show that

(4.37) IV&[|zr < C||S 8] 40 (- for all & € X7 ()
with some C' = C(,r, R). Assume that ([@37) fails. Then there is a sequence {&,}5°_; C X"(Q) such
that [|[VO,[[L- =1 for all m € N and limpy, o0 [[Sr0m || 5 ()« = 0. Since X"(Q2) is a closed subspace of
X7 (), there is a subsequence of {,,}°°_,, denoted again by {®,,}°°_, itself, and a function ¥ € )N(T(Q)
such that

VO, = Vo weakly in L"(2) as m — oo.
Since the injection X"(Q) C L"(D) is compact, the above weak convergence yields

im |0 — @]l Lr(py = 0.

Hence, by (@19) {V0,,}oo_, is a Cauchy sequence in L"(2), which yields

Vo, = Vo strongly in L"(Q) as m — oo.
Since S, € ~E(XT(Q), X" (Q)*), we obtain S, % = 0, which implies & € Ker(S,) = Xpa (). Finally, since
Xnar () N X7(2) = {0}, we obtain © = 0, which contradicts | V| - = 1.

(iii) and (iv) Making use of Propositions [44] (ii) and [43] the proof of assertions (iii) and (iv) parallels
the one of the above (i) and (ii), respectively. Details are hence omitted. O

The following lemma is a consequence of Lemma

Lemma 4.7. Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 <r<oo.
(i) For every uw € L™ (Q) there exits a unique v € X"(Q) such that

(4.38) ax(v,®) = (u,rot ®) for all ® € X" (Q).
Moreover, v satisfies the estimate
(4.39) Vo[- < Cllulzr,

for some constant C = C(Q,r, R).
(i) For every u € L"(Q) there exits a unique w € V() such that

(4.40) ay(w,¥) = (u,rot ¥) for all ¥ € V"' ().
Moreover, w satisfies the estimate

(4.41) [Vw| - < CllullL-,

for some C = C(Q,r, R).
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Proof. (i) Given u € L"(Q), we define the functional f,, by

(4.42) (fu,®) = (u,rot ®) for ® € X" (Q).
Obviously, f, € X" (Q)* and
(4.43) [ full 7 0y« < llwllzr

By @Z2), (fu,®) = 0 for all ¢ € X;,,(Q). This means that condition (&.29) is fulfilled for f,,. Hence, it
follows from Lemma [4.6] and ([£43) that there exists a unique v € X" () such that

(4.44) Srv = fu
satisfying
(4.45) IVl < Cllfll - < Cluller.

By (#42), (@44) and [{4H) we see that v solves ([{38) and satisfies ([4.39)).

(ii) By Proposition L5 and Lemma [L6(iv), the above argument of (i) is also applicable to the proof of
assertion ii). Again we omit the details. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem [4.7]

We base the proof of Theorem [Tl on Lemma[£7l Indeed, we only need to show that the two solutions
v e X"() of @3R) and w € V' (Q) of [@A0) necessarily satisfy div v = div w = 0. To this end, we
investigate the bilinear forms ax(-,-) on X2() x X2(Q2) and ay(-,-) on V2(Q) x V2(Q), respectively.
Similarly to (23], we introduce the spaces )A(g(Q) and ‘A/a’” (Q) defined by

(4.46) X2(Q) ={ue X"(Q);divu=0}, V'(Q) ={ue V' (Q);divu=0}

Proposition 4.8. Let Q be as in the Assumption.
(i) For every ¢ € X*(Q) there exist ¢, € X2(Q) and ¢p. € X*(Q) with rot ¢. = 0 such that ¢ can be
decomposed as

(4.47) b= by + bo.
(i) For every v € V2(Q) there exist 1o € V2(Q) and . € V2(Q) with rot ¥, = 0 such that ¥ can be

decomposed as

(4.48) W =y + e

Proof. (i) We consider first the case when ¢ € X2(£2). Then there exists p € H6(2) with D2p € L%(Q)
such that

4.49 0

( ) —p:qb-u:O on 0f2.

v

For the time being, assume the existence of such p. Then, setting ¢, = ¢ — Vp and ¢. = Vp, we obtain

by Proposition 37 that ¢, € X2(Q) and ¢ € X2(Q) with rot ¢ = 0. Hence, the desired decomposition
([EA7) follows. For general ¢ € X2(Q), (8:26) implies

{ Ap=div¢ inQ,

3
d) - d) + Z )\jhj,
j=1
where ¢ € XQ(Q) and A1, A2, A3 € R. Since ¢ € )?2(9), the above observation yields that ¢ may be
expressed as

qg = ng + (Zam
where ¢, € )?3((2) and ¢, € X2(Q) with rot ¢ = 0. Now defining ¢, = ¢, and ¢, = P, + 23:1 Ajhj,
we see that ¢, € X2(Q) and ¢, € X2(Q) with rot ¢, = 0, and the desired decomposition A7) follows
again.
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It remains to show the existence of a solution p of @AJ) for ¢ € X2(Q) within the class p € H6(Q)
with D?p € L?(Q). Since X () is dense in X?2(Q), there is a sequence {¢,,}>°_; C X(Q) such that

(4.50) Vo, =+ V¢ in L2(Q), ¢m— ¢ in L5(Q) as m — cc.

The solvability of the weak Neumann problem (see, e.g., [27, Theorem 1.3] and [28, Theorem 4.1]) implies
that for each m € N there exists a function p,, € HV"(2) for all 1 < r < oo satisfying

(4.51) (VDm, Vo) = (¢m, V) for all p € C§° (Q)
Hence, by (@50), @5I) and the variational inequality we obtain

IVpm — Vpillzs < C sup [(Vpm — Vi, V)|

PeCe () Vel ¢

S C sup |(d)m - d)la v@)'
eccz@  IVell g

< Cligm — ¢ullze =0

as m, | — oo. Hence, there exists p € H"5(Q) such that

(4.52) Vpm — Vp in L%(Q) as m — oo.

Now, letting m — oo in both sides of ([@5]l), we obtain by ([@50) and [@52]) that
(Vp, V) = (¢, Vi) for all p € C5°(Q).

This means that p is the unique weak solution of [@49]).
We next show that D?p € L?(Q). Let € C§°(R?) be the cut-off function in the proof of Lemma
Similarly to (333]), we set
1

P @) = (=@ e) ~p8) withp? = o /D Pa(y)dy, m € .

Notice that ply) € HY"(R3) for all 1 < 7 < 0o and that pg)(x) = pm(z) — pP for |x| > R+ 2. By (&5])
Ap® = (1 = n)div ¢ — 2V7 - Vi — An(pm — p2) = frn, m e N.
Set p\2) =T x f,,, where [(z) = —(4n|z|)~! denotes the Newton kernel. Since vpR) - ViR € L9(R3)

for all 3/2 < ¢ < oo and since p,(fl) — 155721) is harmonic in R3, it follows from Liouville’s theorem that

for each m € N there exists a constant ¢, € R such that p,(fl) (x) — 155721) () = ¢y, for all z € R3. The
Calderon-Zygmund estimate and Poincaré’s inequality on D yield
1D = D?p? |2
1D%5 — D*5” | 2oy
ClAGE — 71z
Cll fm = fill L2 (m3)
C(lldiv (¢m — ¢)llL2 + IV ®m — p)l 220y + 1Pm — ot — P — PP | L2(D))
CIV(om = @)l + IV (pm = pi)l L2(D))
CIV(@m = o)l + [V (pm — 1)l o)
for all m,l € N. It follows from ([350) and [@5J) that there exists g € L2(R3) such that D22 — ¢ in
L2(R3). Since pp(z) = p'2) (2) for all |z] > R+ 2 and all m € N, we see by @52) that D2p(z) = g(z) for
all |z| > R+ 2. Thus D?p € L*(Q).
(ii) We first consider the case where v € V2(Q). Similarly to (£49) we consider the Dirichlet problem
Ap =divy in Q,
P =0 ondN

(VAN VAN VANNR VARSI VAN

(4.53)

(4.54)
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in the class p € Hy°(Q) with D?p € L(Q). Setting 1, =1 — Vp and 1. = Vp, we see that 1, € V2(Q),
Yo € V2(Q) and that the decomposition [@48) holds. For general ¢/ € V2(Q), in the same way as above,
we make use of (327) to reduce the general case to ¢ € V2(Q).

It remains to show the existence of a solution p € Hy°(€) to [@54) with D%p € L2(2). Since V() is
dense in V2(€2) there is a sequence {1, }2°_; C V(Q) such that

(4.55) Vo — Vi in L*(Q), ¥, — 1 in L°(Q) as m — oco.

~ ~16
By (B:2) and Proposition[B2(iii) we know that —Ag is bijective as a mapping from H,°(€2) onto Hé’ 5(Q)*,
and hence for each m € N, there exists a unique p,,, € Hé ’G(Q) such that

(4.56) (VDm, V®) = (¢, @) for all & € CF°(9).
Moreover,
IVpw -~ Voils < € sup (P FVON ogyy  [Wm Zn VO g
eCse (Q) Vel e vecr@ IV, ¢
- 0
as m,l — oo. Hence, there exists p € H&’G(Q) such that
(4.57) Vpm — Vp in L5(Q) as m — cc.
Letting m — oo on both sides of ([@356]), we obtain by ([@53) and (LX1) that
(4.58) (Vp,V®) = (1, V®) for all @ € C5°(Q).

This means that p is the weak solution of ([@.54]).

We finally show that D?p € L?(f2). The argument is similar to the one given above (i). Indeed, setting

P (x) = (1 — n(x))pm(z), we see that

(4.59) 1D — D*p{? || La@sy < CUIV (@om — )22 + IV (om — p)|[s),  m,1 €N,

In comparison with (i), it is here unnecessary to subtract the mean value p2 on D since py,|an = 0, so
that we may make use of Poincaré’s inequality. In fact, ||pm — pillr2(p) < CIV(Pm — p1)|£2(py for all

m,l € N. By [@359) there is g € L2(R3) such that p{¥) — g in L2(R3) as m — oco. It follows from ([@57)
that D?*p(z) = g(z) for |z| > R+ 2. Hence, D?p € L*(Q2). O

We recall that X7 () and V7 (Q) are defined by (Z3). Since X},.(Q) is a finite dimensional subspace
of X2(12), there is a closed subspace X2(2) of X2(f2) such that
(4.60) X2(Q) = X2(Q) & Xpar(Q),  (direct sum).
Similarly, there is a closed subspace V.2(2) of V2(Q) such that
(4.61) V2(Q) = V2(Q) @ Vi (Q),  (direct sum).
Lemma 4.9. For every u € L?(Q) there exists a unique v € )N(g(ﬂ) such that
(4.62) ax (v, @) = (u,rot @) for all p € X%(N).
For every uw € L2(Q) there is a unique w € V2(Q) such that
(4.63) ay (w, ) = (u,rot ) for all ¢ € V2(Q).
Proof. Agjmin, we only prove the first assertion. We show first that for every u € L2(Q2) there exists a
unique v € X2(Q2) such that

(4.64) (rot v,rot @) = (u,rot @) for all ¢ € X2(Q).
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Indeed, by (B.50), (v, @) 5. = (rot v,10t ¢) defines an inner product on the Hilbert space )?g(Q) Then,
for u € L%() consider the functional f, on X2(2) defined by (fu,¢) = (u,rot ¢) for ¢ € X2(Q). Since
[(fu, @) < [lu]lz2([rot @2 < [lullL2]| @] %2
for all ¢ € )23 (Q), we see that f,, € )23 (Q)*. Hence, by the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a

unique v € X2(Q) such that (v, @)z, = (fu, @) for all ¢ € X2(Q). This implies EGT).

We next show that v € X2(€) satisfies also [@6Z). By Proposition I8 (i), for ¢ € X2(Q) there exist
Yo € X2(Q) and ¢, € X2(Q) with rot ¢, = 0 such that ¢ = @, + ¢.. Moreover, since @, € X2(Q) C
X2(Q), @B0) implies @, = @y + Pnar for some @, € X2(Q) and @pa, € Xpar. Since rot ¢ = rot @, =
rot @,, we deduce from (L.64) that

ax (v, @) = (rot v,rot @) = (rot v,rot @,) = (u,rot @) = (u,rot ).
Since ¢ € X2(Q) is arbitrary, the above identity implies ([@62). O
Lemma 4.10. Let Q be as in the Assumption and let u € L*(Q).
(i) Suppose that v € X?(Q) satisfies

(4.65) ax (v, @) = (u,rot @) for all p € X2(Q).
Then div v = 0. ~

(ii) Suppose that w € V2(Q) satisfies
(4.66) ay (w, ) = (u,rot ) for all € VZ(Q).
Then div w = 0.

Proof. Observe that ([L.63) and (£66) yield (£62) and ([£63), respectively. Indeed, div v = divw =0
follows from Lemma .9 with the aid of the unique solvability of [@38)) and (@40) in Lemma A1 O

We are finally in the position to prove Theorem (.11

Theorem 4.11. Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 <1 < oco.

(i) For every u € L"(Q) there exists a unique v € X" (Q) satisfying [({.38) and div v = 0. In particular,
(4.67) (rot v,rot ®) = (u,rot ®) for all ® € X' ().
Moreover, v is subject to the estimate [{.39).

(ii) For every uw € L"(Q) there exists a unique w € V"(Q) ssatisfying (4-40) and divw = 0. In
particular,
(4.68) (rot w,rot ¥) = (u,rot ¥) for all ¥ € V"' ().
Moreover, w is subject to the estimate (4-41)).

Proof. (i) Due to Lemma [L.7] it suffices to prove that div v = 0. Since C§°(Q?) is dense in L"(2), there
is a sequence {um, }5°_; with u,, — w in L"(Q2). Lemma [£7] (i) yields that for each m € N there exits a
unique v, € X"(2) with

(4.69) ax(Vm, ®) = (U, rot ®) for all ® € X" (Q).
Moreover,

(4.70) IVomllzr < Cllamllzr, m=1,2,-,
for some C' = C(Q,r, R). By ([A69)

(4.71) ax (Vm, @) = (um,rot ) for all p € X(Q).

Since X2(Q) 3 ¢ — (um,,rot ¢) € R is a continuous functional, it follows from EZI) and Proposition
A2(i) that v, € X2(Q). Furthermore, by (T1)

(4.72) ax (Vm, @) = (U, rot @) for all ¢ € X2(Q).
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Indeed, since X(2) is dense in X2(£2), we observe that ([@ZZ) remains true for ¢ € X2(£2). For general
¢ € XQ(Q),Awe sce by B20) that ¢ = ¢ + >0 Ajhi with ¢ € X%(Q) and A1, A2, Ag € R Since
rot ¢ = rot ¢ and since ([I72) holds for ¢ = ¢, we verify that [@72) holds for all ¢ € X2(Q).

On the other hand, by B41), v,, € X?(Q) may be decomposed as

U = O + G With T, € X2(Q) and g, € Xpar(Q), m € N.
Since ax (gm, @) = 0 for all ¢ € X?(12), we obtain from @72) that
ax (O, @) = ax (Vm, @) = (U, ot @) for all ¢ € X2(Q).

Hence, by Lemma [LI0(i), div ©,, = 0, which yields that div v,,, = 0. Since the mapping L"(2) > u —
v € X"() with S,v = f,, is continuous, by ([@39) and since u,, — w in L"(Q), it follows from (Z7T0) that
{vm}$°_, is a Cauchy sequence in X" (2). Thus there exists v € X"(Q2) such that
(4.73) Vv, = Vo in L™(2) as m — oo.

Obviously, v is a unique solution of (£38) with div v = 0 and satisfies the estimate ([@39]).
(ii) The proof of (ii) is again parallel to the one of (i) and hence omitted. O

5. CONSTRUCTION OF THE SCALAR POTENTIAL

In this section we construct the scalar potential p for the given function v € L"(Q) in (2.6) and 2I0)
in Theorems and 3] respectively. We start by describing the scalar potential p € H>"(Q) in (Z.0)),
which is determined by the solution of the weak Neumann problem of the Poission equation.

Proposition 5.1. (Simader-Sohr |27, Theorem 1.4]) Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 < r < co.
For every u € L™ () there is a unique p € HY"(Q) such that

(5.1) (Vp, Vo) = (u, Vo)) for all ¥ € H" ().
Moreover, p is subject to the estimate
(5-2) IVpllzr < Cllulzr,

for some C = C(Q,r).

We next investigate the scalar potential p in Theorem 23]l In comparison with p in (B1I), we need to
solve the weak Dirichlet problem for the Poisson equation. To this end, we make use of the Laplacian

—A, HYT(Q) = H&’W(Q)* given in ([B:3). We start with the case where 3/2 < r < .

Lemma 5.2. Let Q be as in the Assumption.
(i) Let 3/2 < r < 3. For every w € L"(Q) there is a unique p € Hy" () satisfying

(5.3) (Vp, Vo) = (u, V) for all p € H" (Q) and

(5.4) Vol < Cllulrr,

for some C = C(Q,7).
(ii) Let 3 < r < oo. For every w € L"(Q) there is a unique p € Hy" () satisfying (53). Moreover, p
is subject to the estimate (5.4)).

Proof. (i) For given u € L"(2) we define the functional f,, by (fu,¢) = (u,V¢) for ¢ € ﬁé’ﬂ Q).
Obviously, f. € ﬁé’r/(ﬂ)* satisfies ||fu||ﬁé,q~(ﬂ)* < ||ul|L-. Hence, the assertion is a consequence of
Proposition B2 (ii) and (iii).

(ii) By (3:2)) and Proposition B2 (iv), —A, is a bijective operator from H&T(Q) onto ﬁé’T/(Q)*. Hence,
we obtain the assertion in the same way as above. g

We next consider the case where 1 < r < 3/2. As stated in Proposition B2 (iii), —A, is not surjective
in this case. Hence, we consider the larger space H,”" () for the solvability of (5.3).
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Lemma 5.3. (Simader-Sohr [28, Theorem 1.2], Priiss-Simonett [23, Theorem 7.4.3|, Shibata |25, Theorem
3.2]) Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 < r < 3/2. For every w € L"()), there exists a unique

pE HéT(Q) satisfying (2.3) and [57).

Proof. We give here a different proof from [28], [23] and [25]. Let us first show first that there exists a
scalar function p € HY"(Q) with p|gn = const. satisfying (5.3). To this end, we use the cut-off function
n € C§°(R?) defined in the proof of Lemma For given u € L"(f2), consider the functional g,, defined

by (gu,¥) = (u, Vi) for ¢ € HY™ (Q). Then g, € HX"™ (Q)* and lgull 2. (- < lellzr. By Lemma B3,
there exists a unique 7 € Hy™" (Q) such that

(D

(5.5) (Vr, Vi) = (u, Vep) for all v € H" (Q).

and satisfies

(5.6) IValzr < Cllulzr,

for some C' = C(Q,r). Similarly, now u being replaced by V7, there is a unique « € ﬁéT(Q) such that
(5.7) (Va, Vip) = (V, V) for all p € HE" (Q),

where € C§°(R?) is as in the proof of Lemma Defining ¢ by ¢q(z) = n(x) — a(z) for x € Q, we see
that

(5.8) (Vq, Vo) # 0,

where go € (252 Hy* () is a harmonic function given by ([B2) with qo(z) — 1 as |z| — oo.
Assume ([5.8)) for the time being. Define

_ . (u, Vqo)
5.9 plz) =n(x) + M(z), z€Q with \= ——7—.
(5.9) (@) = () + Aa(o) L)
Then Vp € L™(Q2) and plga = A. Moreover, p satisfies
(5.10) (Vp, Vo) = (u,Ve) forall ¢ € H" (Q).

Indeed, since 1 < r < 3/2, by [B2]) every ¢ € f[&’r/(Q) may be decomposed as ¢ = ¢ + ugo for some
P e f[&’r/(Q) and p € R. Since (Vr, Vqo) = 0, we obtain from (5.H), (5.7) and (E.9)

(Vp, Vo) = (Vm+AVq, Vi +uVq)
(Vr, Vi) + u(Vr, Vo) + AV, V) + A\u(Vg, Vo)
(w, Vi) + MV — Va, V) + p(u, Vo)
= (u,V(¥+ pqo))

= (u,V9),

which implies (5.10). Setting p(z) = p(x) — A implies p € Hy"(Q). Since Vp = Vp, (53) is implied by
(GI0). Moreover, (5.6) and (E9) yield

IVpllzr = IVPlr < CllullLr,

which implies (5.4]).
Finally, concerning uniqueness, suppose that p € Hé’T(Q) is another solution of (53). Then p, =
p—p e Hy"(Q) satisfies (Vp., Vo) = 0 for all ¢ € I?Ié’Tl (Q). Since 1 < r < 3/2, it follows from [I5]
Theorem A] that p, =0 on 2, which yields the desired uniqueness property.
It only remains to prove ([B.8]). Since ¢g € Ker(—A,~) and since o € ﬁé’r(ﬂ), we see that (Va, Vo) = 0.
Hence,
9q0

—dS.
o0 81/

(Vq,Vqo) = (Vn = Va,Vqo) = (Vn,Vqo) =
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Assume that (5.8 fails. The above identity yields
0
(5.11) / I 45 = 0.
o OV

Since gg is harmonic in  with gglaqg = 0 and go(x) — 1 as |x| — oo, the maximum principle yields
0 0
0 < go(z) < 1 for all xz € Q and thus % < 0 on 09. By (&II) % = 0 on 0f, which yields

(Vqo,V¥) = 0 for all ¥ € C5°(Q2). Finally, since g € Hé’rl (€2), the uniqueness property of the weak
Neumann problem for the Poisson equation implies go(x) = const on €2, which causes a contradiction. [

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS AND [2.3]

6.1. Generalized Stokes formula.
In this section, we finally prove our main results stated in Theorems and To this end, let us
first consider the generalized Stokes formula in € which holds on E7; (2) and ET () defined by

rot

Eg () = {uel’(Q);divue L"(Q)} equipped the norm [[ul[gy = [lullr- + [|div w|/L-
EL(Q) = {uel"(Q);rot ue L"(Q)} equipped the norm [[ul|gr = [Ju L + [[rot ul|L-.

We state the generalized Stokes formula in exterior domains. The following generalized Stokes formulae
1) and ([@2) are well-known in the case of bounded domains 2. There seems to be no proof in the
literature for the situation of exterior domains 2.

Lemma 6.1. Let Q be as in the Assumption and let 1 < r < oo. There exist bounded operators v, and
Ty on E5 () and on ET,, () with the properties that

rot

Y EL () >u— yuc Hl_%’r/(BQ)*, WU =u-v|gg foruce€ C&(Q),

T EL () >u—Tnuc Hlfﬁ’r,(aQ)*, U =u X V|pg foru € CH(Q),
respectively. Furthermore, the following generalized Stokes formulae hold true
(6.1) (u,Vq) + (div u, q) = (u,v0q)aq for all w € E7, (Q) and all ¢ € H" (Q),
(6.2) (u, ot ) = (rot u, ) + (r,u,v0)aa for alu € ET, (Q) and all ¢ € H"'(Q),

where v denotes the usual trace operator from H-" (Q) onto Hl—%’“(ag), and (-, -)aq denotes the duality
pairing between H'™ 7" (9Q)* and H' =+ (09).

Proof of Lemma [l We start by showing that C§°(Q) is dense in both E%, () and ET, () for all
1 < r < oo. Indeed, let w € E% (). Then there exists an extension @ € L"(R3) of w satisfying
div @ € L"(R?) and

63) @) =al) forze® [[@@y < Clull, [divalz@sy < Cldiv ulls,

for some C' = C(Q, r) independent of u. For § > 0 and k € N, we set ug s(x) = (i (x)(ps*u)(z) for x € R3,
where the mollifier ps is defined by ps(z) = 6 3p(z/§) for some p € C§°(By) satisfying p(x) > 0 for all
r € R? and flw|<1 p(z)dx = 1. Let {Cx}72, be a sequence of cut-off functions defined by (i (z) = ¢(z/k)
for k € N, where ¢ € C§°(Ba) satisfies 0 < ((x) < 1 for all x € R? and ((z) = 1 for € B;. Notice
that (x(z) = 1 for 2 € By and (p(x) = 0 for 2 € R?\ By with |[|[V(i||pemsy < Ck™' for all k € N,

where C' = ||V(]| o (rs). Obviously, uxs € Cg°(Q2) for all 6 > 0 and all k € N. For every € > 0 there
is dp = do(e) > 0 such that ||ps, * @ — @ r®s)y < £/4. For such a 4y, there exists kg € N such that

[1Cro (P50 * @) — ps, * || Lrms)y < /4. Hence,

||u7€0,50 - uHLT = ||C7€0 (P60 * ’&’) - ﬂ’HLT
(6.4) < |Gk (Pso * @) — po, * Bl Lrws)y + [|pse * U — @ Lr(rs)
< g/2.

Similarly,

(6.5) [div ps, * @ — div @ ,r@sy = [|ps, * div @ — div @||rws) < /4.
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Since [|V¢k - (p5 * )| r sy < [[VCkll Lo @®s)llps * @l prrsy < Ck™H|ul|p- for all § > 0 and all k € N with
C = C(Q,r), we may assume that

(6.6) [Ckodiv ps, * @ — div ps, * @[ rr(re) + [V - po, * Ul Lrwrs) < /4
holds for ky. Furthermore, since div wg, s, = Ckodiv ps, * @+ Vs, - ps, * @, assertions (6.0) and (G.6]) yield

||diV U5, — div u||LT < ||diV Uk, 5, — div iL||LT(R3)

(6.7) < ko div ps, ¥ @ — div ps, * @l pr(wsy + [|div ps, * @ — div @[] 1 rs)
IV Cho - (P50 * @)l L7 (r3)
< g/2.

By ©.4) and @), [[ukys, — ule;, < e Since u € Ef (Q) was arbitrary, Cs°(Q) is dense in Ef, ().
An approximating argument similar to the above one yields that C§°(Q) is dense in E7, (). -
In order to prove (61 note that for every w € Ef, (£2), there exists a sequence {u,,}5°_; C C§° ()

with
(6.8) Uy =, div u, —dive in L7(Q) as m — oc.

Since the trace operator vo : HV" () — Hi=r (092) is surjective, for every p € H'=wr (0R2) there exists

q € H“l(Q) satisfying voq = p and ||q||H1,T/(Q) < C”p”Hl’_lf’T/(aQ) for some C' = C(2,r). Considering

the functional X,,(p) given by
Xm(P) = (Vg,um) + (¢,div up), meN

we verify that the value of X,,(p) is independent of ¢, as long as ¢ € Hl’r/(Q) and v9qg = p. Indeed,
assume that there are q1,¢q2 € Hl’r,(Q) with v0q1 = Y0q2 = p. We aim to show that

(6.9) Vg1, um) + (q1,div um) = (Vaa, um) + (g2, div w,,), m €N,
which for § = ¢; — ¢2 is equivalent to
(V§,um) + (¢,div u,,) =0, meN.

Since vod = 0 and since supp u,, is compact in R?, we obtain

div (Gu,)dx = / YoqUm, - vdS =0, m N,
Q

o0

from which we obtain ([@9). The functional X,,(p) is hence well-defined for every p € H 1*%”,(89).
Furthermore, by (G.8)

Xu(p) = lim X,,(p) = (Vg,u) + (¢, div u)

m— 00

with |[Xy(p)| < C|lulg-

diV||]9||H1,%1r,((m). This means that for every u € E7, (Q), X, is a contin-

uous functional on H'~ 7" (99) satisfying ||Xu||H1, < Cllu|lgy, . Finally, defining v,u by

1 ’
O T
(Yo, phoa = Xu(p) for p € H' =77 (89), we see that y,u € H'™+" (9Q)* enjoys the property (6.1).
We also verify that y,u = u - v|sq provided u € C§(Q).

The validity of (62) is proved by smilar argument as above. O

We note that Lemma [6.1] implies that
(610) Xl:ar(Q) = {h‘ € EglV(Q) N ET

rot

(6.11) Vi) = {he By (Q)NE;

rot

(Q);div h =0, rot h =0, v, h = 0},
(Q);div h =0, rot h =0, 7, h = 0}.

forall 1 < r < oo.
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6.2. Proof of Theorem . .
Let 1 <r < oo. For given u € L"(Q) we take p € H"(Q2) and w € V7 (Q) given by Theorem [5.1] and
Theorem [41] (ii) and define h by

(6.12) h =wu —rot w— Vp.

Let us first show that h € X|, (Q). Obviously, h € L"(2). Furthermore, div h = 0 and rot h = 0 in the
sense of distribution in €, i.e.,

(6.13) (h,Vy) =0 forall ¢ € C§°(Q),
(6.14) (h,rot ¥) =0 for all ¥ € C§°(2).
Indeed, by (&1 and ([©.2)
(h, V) = (u— Vp, Vi) — (rot w, Vip) = —(w,rot Vip) =0 for all ¢ € C§°(Q),
which implies (6.13). By (£3) and (@1
(h,rot ¥) = (u —rot w,rot ¥) — (Vp,rot ¥) = (p,div rot ¥) =0 for all ¥ € CF(Q),

which implies (614).
We next show that v, h = 0. By (51)) and (6.1))

0= (u—Vp,Vq) = (n(u—Vp),10q)aq forall g€ H'(Q).
Since 7p : Hl’r,(ﬂ) —~ H'"w (092) is surjective, the above identity implies that 7, (u — Vp) = 0. Moreover,
since w € V"(Q), w X v|pq = 0 and by (62) we deduce
(rot w, Vq) = (w,rot (Vq)) — (w x v,Vq)aq =0 for all ¢ € H2"' ().
Since H2" (Q) is dense in H'" (), from this identity we obtain
(rot w,Vq) =0 for all g € H"" (Q).
On the other hand, by (6] we obtain
0 = (rot w, Vq) = —(div (rot w), p) + (yurot w,Y0q)oa = (Yurot w,v0q)eq for all g € HL' ().

Again by surjectivity of vp, we obtain v, rot w = 0 and hence v,h = 0. It thus follows from (G.10), (G.13)
and (6.14) that h € X7, (Q) satisfies (2.0). The estimate (1) is a consequence of ([@.4), (5.2) and (E.12).

It remains to prove the uniqueness of the expression (Z.6). Assume that h € X[, (), w € V" (Q) and
pe HV"(Q) fulfill V). Set h=h —h, & =w —w and p = p — p. Then

(6.15) h + rot w + Vp = 0.
Since y,h = 0 and W X v|sg = 0, we obtain by @.1) and (6.2)
(Vp, Vi)
= —(h,V¢) — (rot W, Vip) = (div h, 1) — (uh, Y0¥ eq — (W, 10t (Vi) + (0 X v, Vib)ag
0

for all ¢ € C§°(92). By the uniqueness of the weak Neumann problem of the Poisson equation, Vp = 0 in
Q, which implies

(6.16) Vp = V.

Furthermore, rot @ = —h. Since rot A = 0 and ¥ X v|yq = 0 for ¥ € V"' (Q), assertion ([@.2) implies
ay(w,®) = (rot w,rot ¥) + (div w,div ®) = (—h,rot ®) = (—rot h, ¥) + (h, ¥ X v)gq = 0
for all ¥ € V"' (Q). Hence, w € Ker(T}). Finally, by Proposition @3] (ii) @ € Vi (€2) and rot w = 0. ie.,
(6.17) rot w = rot w.

Assertions ([G.13), (616) and (617) imply h=0,ie.,
(6.18) h=h
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and the desired unique decomposition (29) is a consequence of (610), (GI7) and (EI8). This completes
the proof of Theorem O

6.3. Proof of Theorem [2.3]

Let w € L"(Q). For 1 < r < 3/2 take p € Hy"(Q) given in Lemma 53l For 3/2 < r < 3 and for
3<r<ootakepe ﬁér(ﬂ) and p € Hy'"(Q) given in Lemma B2 (i) and (i), respectively. Define h as
in (GI2). Our first aim is to show that h € V" (2). Obviously, h € L"(Q). In the same way as done in

har

©I3) and @©I4), we verify that div h = 0 and rot h = 0 in the sense of distributions in Q. Hence, we
may show that 7,h = 0. Since yop = 0, assertions (6.1) and (62) imply

(1 (VD), %) a0 = (Vp, 10t ¥) = (Yop, 1 (rot ))aq =0 for all ¢ € HY" (),
which yields

(6.19) 7,(Vp) = 0.
For every ¢ € H"" (Q) we consider the weak Neumann problem in H'" () for the Poisson equation

Ag=divyp in Q,
@:1/;-1/ on 0.
ov

It is known that there exits a unique ¢ € H'" (Q) satisfying (Vq, V) = (b, Vo) for all o € H'"(Q).
Moreover, similarly as in (@A3) we deuce D?q € L™ (Q). Setting ® = 1) — V¢ and we see that ® € L" ()
with div @ = 0, rot ® € L" () and ® - v|pq = 0. Hence, ® € X" (Q). Since rot 1 = rot ® and since
rot (u — rot w) =rot (h 4+ Vp) =0, (62) and @I) yield

(o (u —rot w),yYP)aa = (u—rot w,rot @) — (rot (u — rot w), )
= (u —rot w,rot )

= (u —rot w,rot ®)
= 0.

Since ¢ € H" (Q) is arbitrary, we obtain
(6.20) Ty (u —rot w) = 0.

By (©I9) and (€20), nh = 0 and h € V] (Q) with the decomposition (ZI0). The estimate [2I1)) is
then a consequence of (612)), (I2) and (G).

It remains to prove the uniqueness of the decomposition (Z10).
) Let 1 < r < 3/2 and suppose that h € Vi (Q), @ € XZ(Q) and § € Hy"(Q) satisfy (ZI2). Setting

har

(i
h=h—h,w=w—w and p = p — p, we obtain ([I5). Moreover, For every ¢ € C°(Q) we obtain
(6.21) (VP, Vi) = —(h, V) — (rot , Vi) = (div h, ) — (b, 0t (V) = 0.

Thus p is harmonic in Q. Since plan = 0 and since Vp € L"(Q), it follows from [15, Theorem A] that
p =0 in Q and hence (616).
Furthermore rot @ = —h. Since h X v|gq = 0, (62) yields

ax(w,®) = (rot w,rot ®)+ (div w,div ®)
= (—h,rot ®)
(6.22) = (—rot h,®) — (h x v, ®)9q
=0

for all ® € X" (). Thus @ € Ker(S,) and it follows from Proposition that w € X,.,(Q) yielding
rot w = 0. Hence, we obtain (6.I7). The desired unique decomposition ([2I3) is a consequence of (618,

(EI7) and (GI).
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(i) Let 3/2 < r < 3. Suppose that h € V; (), w € X7 () and € H," (Q) satisfy (ZI2). Note that

the identity (B21)) remains true for p € Hy'" (Q). Since 3/2 < r < 3, C5°(Q) is dense in I?Ié’Tl (Q) it follows
from (GZI)) that

(6.23) (Vp, Vo) =0 forall p e I?Ié’Tl (),

yielding p € Ker(—A,). Proposition (ii) yields p = 0 and hence (6I6). Since ([6.22]) remains true even

for 3/2 <r <3, we arrive at (6.17) and hence (6.I8) and 2.13).
(ili) Let 3 < r < oo and suppose that h € V;7,(Q), @ € XZ(Q) and p € Hy"(Q) satisty (ZI2). Since

C5°(9) is dense in ﬁé’r,(Q), (€23) remains true and hence p € Ker(—A,). By Proposition (iv)
(6.24) p=Ag for some A € R.

The assertions (BI5) and (6.24) imply rot @ = —h — AVqo. Since h X v|sg = Vqo X v|sq = 0, [.2)
implies that

ax(w,®) = (rot w,rot ®)+ (div w,div ®)

= (—=h —\Vqo,rot ®)

= (—rot (h+ AVqo), ®) — ((h+ AVq) x v, ®)aq

=0

for all ® € X" (Q). Hence, w € Ker(S,) = Xy.:() and thus @I7). Finally, by ©15), -17) and (6.24)
(6.25) h = \Vqo

with the same X as above. The desired uniqueness assertion in (2ZI4) is then a consequence of (6.17),
©24) and (628). The proof of Theorem [Z3] is complete. O

Finally, some comments concerning the remark after Theorem 23] are in order. In fact, it is impossible
to replace p € Hy " (Q) by p € Hy" () provided 1 < r < 3/2. More precisely, let 1 € C5°(2) be the cut-off
function introduced in Lemma B0l Assume that there exist h € X,.,(Q), w € X7(2) and p € Hy' ()
such that

Vn = h+rot w—+ Vp.
Then, for every ® € X" () we have
ax(w,®) = (rot w,rot ®)+ (divw,div P)
(=h +V(n—p),rot ®)
(

rot (~h+V(n—p)),®) +{((=h+V(n—p)) xv, ®)sq
0.

By Proposition 5] rot w = 0 and hence Vn = h + Vp. Set g(x) = n(z) — p(x) and we notice that g is
harmonic in Q. Setting g(x) = g(x) — 1, we verify that

AG=0 inQ,
g=0 on 0N.
Since Vg € L™(2) for 1 < r < 3/2, it follows from [I5, Theorem A] that § =0 on 2, and hence g(x) =1

for all z € Q. Finally, n(z) = 0 for |z| > R + 2 and thus p(x) = —1 for all |z| > R + 2. This contradicts
the fact that p € L™ (£2), where 7, is defined by @I).

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to express their thanks to Prof.Yoshihiro Shibata for
valuable comments, in particular concerning Lemma [5.3]
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