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The weak Stokes problem associated with a flow
through a profile cascade in L'— framework

Tomas Neustupa

Abstract

We study the weak steady Stokes problem, associated with a flow of a Newtonian
incompressible fluid through a spatially periodic profile cascade, in the L"—setup. The
used mathematical model is based on the reduction to one spatial period, represented
by a bounded 2D domain 2. The corresponding Stokes problem is formulated by means
of three types of boundary conditions: the conditions of periodicity on the “lower” and
“upper” parts of the boundary, the Dirichlet boundary conditions on the “inflow” and
on the profile and an artificial “do nothing”—type boundary condition on the “outflow”.
Under appropriate assumptions on the given data, we prove the existence and uniqueness
of a weak solution in W17 () and its continuous dependence on the data. We explain
the sense in which the “do nothing” boundary condition on the “outflow” is satisfied.
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1 Introduction

One spatial period: domain 2. Mathematical models of a flow through a three—dimensi-
onal turbine wheel often use the reduction to two space dimensions, where the flow is stu-
died as a flow through an infinite planar profile cascade. In an appropriately chosen Carte-
sian coordinate system, the profiles in the cascade periodically repeat with the period 7
in the xo—direction. It can be naturally as-
sumed that the flow is 7—periodic in vari-
able 9, too. This enables one to study
the flow through one spatial period, which
contains just one profile — see domain {2
and profile P on Fig. 1. This approach
is used e.g. in [7] and [I7], where the au-
thors present the numerical analysis of the
models or corresponding numerical simula-

tions, and in the papers, [8]-[10] and [26]—
[29], devoted to theoretical analysis of the Tin By

mathematical models. |

We assume that the fluid flows into the Fig. 1: Domain (2
cascade through the straight line 7;, (the
xo—axis, the inflow) and essentially leaves the cascade through the straight line 74y, whose
equation is x1 = d (the outflow). By “essentially” we mean that we do not exclude possible
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reverse flows on ~ou. The considered spatial period €2 is mainly determined by artificially
chosen curves I'y and I’} = Ty + Teg, which form the “lower” and “upper” parts of 9 (the
boundary of ), respectively. (See Fig. 1. We denote by es the unit vector in the xo—
direction.) The parts of Jf2, lying on the straight lines vi, and 7out, are the line segments
I = ApAq and Ty = BBy, respectively, of length 7. The last part of 9€2, i.e. the boundary
of profile the P is denoted by I},. We assume that the domain (2 is Lipschitzian and the curves
Iy and I'y are of the class C*™°.

The Stokes boundary—value problem on one spatial period. The flow of an incom-
pressible Newtonian fluid is described by the Navier-Stokes equations. An important role in
theoretical studies of these equations play the properties of solutions of the steady Stokes
problem. If one neglects the derivative with respect to time and the nonlinear “convective”
term in the momentum equation in the Navier—Stokes system, one obtains

—vAu+Vp = f. (1.1)

This equation is studied together with the equation of continuity (= condition of incompress-
ibility)

divu = 0 (1.2)
and the equations (LLII), (I2]) represent the so called steady Stokes system, or the steady
Stokes equations. The unknowns are u = (u1,u2) (the velocity) and p (the pressure). The
positive constant v is the kinematic coefficient of viscosity and f denotes the external body
force. The density of the fluid can be without loss of generality supposed to be equal to one.
The system (1)), (I2]) is completed by appropriate boundary conditions on 9€2. One can
naturally assume that the velocity profile on I3, is known, which leads to the inhomogeneous

Dirichlet boundary condition
u=g on Fin- (13)

Further, we consider the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition
u=20 on Iy, (1.4)
the condition of periodicity on I'y and I’y
u(zy,zo+7) = u(zy,x2) for x = (z1,22) € Iy (1.5)
and the artificial boundary condition

Ju
Ve +pn = h on Loy, (1.6)
where h is a given vector—function on I'yy; and n denotes the unit outer normal vector, which
is equal to e; = (1,0) on I'yy¢. The boundary condition (L6) (with h = 0) is often called the
“do nothing” condition, because it naturally follows from an appropriate weak formulation
of the boundary-value problem, see [13] and [15].

On the results of this paper. The main results of the paper are theorems on properties of
so called weak Stokes operator (Theorem [I]) and on the existence, uniqueness and continuous
dependence on the data of a weak solution u to the Stokes problem ([I)-(LG) in the L"—
setting (Theorem []). The weak solution is defined in Definition [l Theorem [Pl provides the
existence of an associated pressure p and explains the sense, in which u and p satisfy the
boundary condition ([L6]). These results do not follow from the previous cited papers on the



Stokes problem, mainly because we consider three different types of boundary conditions on
0f), two of which “meet” in the “corner points” Ay, A1, By and B; of domain 2. Moreover,
while the corresponding L?-theory is relatively simple (see [29]), the general L"case is much
more difficult. The key inequality ([B.4) is proven in Section [l The crucial estimate of
the W1 norm of the velocity in the neighborhood of Ty is obtained, applying results of
S. Agmon, A. Douglis and L. Nirenberg [I] on general elliptic systems. As an auxiliary result,
we present Lemma [3] on an appropriate extension of the velocity profile g from I3, to .

On some previous related results. The Stokes problem, in various domains and with
various boundary conditions, has already been studied in many papers and books. As to
weak solutions, the L?-existential theory and the proof of uniqueness of an existing weak
solution is relatively simple, because one works in a Hilbert space and can apply the Riesz
theorem. However, the corresponding L"-theory for a general r € (1,00) is much more
difficult. Nevertheless, also in the L"-setup, results on the existence and uniqueness of weak
solutions of the Stokes problem with Dirichlet’s boundary condition for the velocity can be
found e.g. in [6], [30] and [11], with Navier’s boundary condition in [2] and with the Navier—
type boundary condition in [3]. Fundamental estimates have been basically obtained by
means of the Stokes fundamental solution and the corresponding Green tensor in [6] (in 3D)
and [I1], respectively also the inf-sup condition in [2] and [3]. The 2D case (with Dirichlet’s
boundary condition and in a smooth domain) has also been solved in [30] by expressing the
velocity by means of a stream function, application of operator V- to the Stokes equation
and the results on the biharmonic boundary—value problem.

In studies of the Navier—Stokes equations in channels or profile cascades with artificial
boundary conditions on the outflow, many authors use various modifications of condition
([T8). (Seee.g. [5]), [8]-[10] and [26]-]28].) The reason is that condition (6] does not enable
one to control the amount of kinetic energy in €2 in the case of a reverse flow on I'yy;. Hence
modifications are suggested so that one can derive an energy inequality, and consequently
prove the existence of weak solutions. In papers [2I] and [22], the authors use the boundary
condition on the outflow in connection with a flow in a channel, and they prove the existence
of weak solutions of the Navier—Stokes equations for “small data”. Possible reverse flows on
the “outflow” of a channel are controlled by means of additional conditions in [18], [19], [20],
where the Navier—Stokes equations are replaced by the Navier—Stokes variational inequalities.

The regularity up to the boundary of existing weak solutions (stationary or time-depen-
dent) to the Navier—Stokes equations with the boundary condition (.G on a part of the
boundary has not been studied in literature yet. This is mainly because one at first needs
a deeper information on existence, uniqueness and regularity in the L"—framework for the
corresponding steady Stokes problem. There are, to our knowledge, only two papers which
bring an information on regularity of a solution of this Stokes problem: 1) paper [23], where
the authors studied a flow in a 2D channel D of a special geometry, considering the homo-
geneous Dirichlet boundary condition on the walls and condition (L&) on the outflow, and
proved that the velocity is in W2=#2(D) for certain 8 € (0,1), provided that f € L?(D)
(see [23, Theorem 2.1]), and 2) paper [29], where the belonging of the solution (u,p) of the
Stokes problem (LI)-(L8) to W22(Q) x W12(Q) has been recently proven, under natural
assumptions on f, g and h.
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Notation and some preliminary results

Notation. Recall that  is a Lipschitzian domain in R?, sketched on Fig. 1. Its boundary
consists of the curves Iy, I'oyt, I'o, I'1 and I}, described in Section [II We denote by n =
(n1,n2) the outer normal vector field on 9. We use ¢ as a generic constant, i.e. a constant
whose values may change throughout the text.

o

I i%, respectively T'0,,, denotes the open line segment without the end points Ag, A1, re-
spectively By, Bi. Similarly, Fg , respectively F{) denotes the curve I, respectively 17,

without the end points Ay, By, respectively Ay, Bj.

We denote vector functions and spaces of vector functions by boldface letters. If v =
(v1,v2) is a vector function then Vv is a tensor function with the entries dv;/dz; = 0;v;
on the positions ij (for 7, j = 1,2). Spaces of 2nd-order tensor functions are denoted by
the superscript 2 x 2.

We denote by || .||, the norm in L"(2) or in L"(Q2) or in L"(92)?*2. Similarly, ||. |5, is the
norm in W*5"(Q) or in W*"(2) or in W*"(Q)2*2,

CX () denotes the linear space of all infinitely differentiable divergence-free vector func-
tions in €2, whose support is disjoint with I', UT}, and that satisfy, together with all their

derivatives (of all orders), the condition of periodicity (5. Note that each w € C;°(f2)
automatically satisfies the outflow condition frout w-ndl =0.

We denote by C3%,(€2) the intersection C5°(£2) N C5°(2), where C5°(€2) is the space of all
infinitely differentiable vector functions in €2 with a compact support in €.

Vo'(Q) (for r > 1) is the closure of C(€) in WL (Q). The space V&' (Q) can be
characterized as a space of divergence-free vector functions from W (Q), whose traces
on I, UIY, are equal to zero and the traces on I'y and I'y satisfy the condition of periodicity
(CH). Note that as functions from V(l,’T(Q) are equal to zero on I, UT}, (in the sense of
traces) and the domain  is bounded, the norm in V4" (Q) is equivalent to ||V. ||,

We denote by 7’ the conjugate exponent to 7, by W~17(Q) the dual space to Wé’T,(Q)
and by W M(Q) the dual space to le’"/(Q). The corresponding norms are denoted by
|- [lw-1r and || ||yy~1.r, respectively.

0

V() denotes the dual space to VCI,’T,(Q). The duality pairing between V5" (Q) and

V() s denoted by () v yrry: The norm in Vo '(62) s denoted by || [y

Denote by A, the linear mapping of Vo' (Q) to V5" (Q), defined by the equation

(Arv, w) = (Vv,Vw) for v.e VL"(Q) and w € VL' (Q), (2.1)

(Vgl,T’V;,TI)

where (Vv, Vw) represents the integral [, Vv : Vw dx. We call operator A, the weak
Stokes operator.

Lemma 1. Let f € Wal’T(Q). Then there exists F € L"(Q)**2, satisfying divF = f in the
sense of distributions in  and

[Fllr < ellflly 1 (2.2)

where ¢ is independent of £ and IF.



Proof. The proof is based on the results from paper [12] by M. Geussert, H. Heck and
M. Hieber. If domain €’ C R? is bounded and star-shaped with respect to some ball K C €/
and w is a function in C§°(K), such that [-wdx = 1 then it follows from Proposition

2.1 in [12] that there is a bounded linear operator 9B : Wo_l’r(Q’) — L"(€), such that
divBsf=f—-w fQ, fdx for f € L™(€). Applying an appropriate limit procedure, one can
show that if f € Wy " (') then

divBf = f-w <f7 1>(W(;1VT(Q/)’W1,T',(QI))
in the sense of distributions. Then div [Bf +z] = f — w (f, 1>(Wo—l,r'(Q,)7W177‘l(Q,)) + divz for
z € L"(Q). Let us choose z so that z = z; + z9, where

div zZ, = (w - w) <f, 1>(Woflaf'(Q/%Wl,r/(Ql))7 (23)

and zo = ixw (f, 1>(W071,T(Q,) W () (We denote by @ the mean value of w in Q'.) As
the mean value of the right hand side of ([Z3]) in €’ is zero, the equation (2.3) is solvable in
VVO1 "(Q') due to [12, Theorem 2.5]. Moreover,

z1]l1r 0 < cllw =l o |(f 1>(W51»T(Q/),W1,r’(9/))‘ < CHfHW(;l’T'(Qy

where ¢ depends only on €, w and r. Furthermore,
diV Zo = w <f, 1>(W(;1'T(Q’),W1’T'/(Q’)) and HZ2H1,7‘; Q/ S C HfHWO—l,r(Q),

Thus, the function B f + z satisfies the equation div [B f 4 z] = f in the sense of distributions
in Q" and ||Bf + z|, o < chHWOA,T-(Q,).

Domain ) can be expressed as a finite union of star-shaped domains. This enables us
to carry over these results to the whole domain 2, applying the same arguments as in [12],
pp. 116-117. Thus, we can formulate the proposition: there exists a bounded linear operator
B WO_I’T(Q) — L"(), such that divBf = f in the sense of distributions in Q for f €
Wo_l’r(Q). Now, it is just a technical step to extend this proposition from f & Wo_l’r(Q) to
fe WEI’T(Q). This completes the proof. u

Remark 1. As there is not a complete coincidence on the definition of the divergence of a
tensor field in literature, note that if F = (F;;) (4,5 = 1,2) then divF in Lemma [l (and also
further on throughout the paper) denotes the vector 0;Fj; (i = 1,2). In accordance with this
notation, div Vv is the vector with the entries 0;(0;v;) = Av; (i = 1,2).

One can also assume that f € W=17(Q) (instead of f € WO_I’T(Q)) in Lemmal[ll However,
in this case, one cannot apply [12] in order to obtain the tensorial function F € L"(2)?*2 with
the properties stated in the lemma. Nevertheless, the existence of [, satisfying the equation
divF = f (in the sense of distributions) and the estimate [|F||, < ¢||f|[w-1.- can be proven
in this case, too, just appropriately modifying the proof of Lemma I1.1.6.1 in [31], which
concerns the case r = 2.

3 The weak Stokes operator

The next theorem is an analogue of results, known on the Stokes problem with the homo-
geneous Dirichlet or Navier or Navier—type boundary conditions on the whole boundary of



domain €, see [I1], [2] and [3]. Recall that the theorem is non-trivial especially due to the
variety of used boundary conditions and the fact that one cannot apply Riesz’ theorem in

the general L"—framework in order to establish the existence and uniqueness of a solution of
the equation A,v = f for f € V,"(Q).

Theorem 1 (on the weak Stokes operator A,). The weak Stokes operator A, is a boun-
ded, closed and injective operator from V&' (Q) to Vo '"(Q) with D(A,) = V&' (Q) and
R(A,) = V71" (Q). The adjoint operator to A, is A* = A

Proof. The case r = 2 is proven in [29]. Thus, assume that r # 2. We split the proof to
several parts.

(a) Denote by [[A[lyLr_,y -1 the norm of operator A,. Since
[Arvly-1. AV 1.
||Ar||vl,r' voLr = sup Tiw < ¢ sup Tiw
T VEVZ(Q), v#£0 ”VHl’T vEVET(Q), v£0 HVVHT
[eg k) o ’
_ |(Vv,Vw)]|
=c sup sup

—— < c
VEVT(Q), vA0 weVh"(Q), w0 Vvl 1999 7

the operator A, is bounded. The identity D(A,) = V" () follows from the definition of A, .

Operator A, is closed, as a bounded linear operator, defined on the whole space VCI,’T(Q).

(b) In this part, we consider F € V;1%(Q) of a special form and deal with the equation

Ayv = F. Concretely, we assume that F € W12(Q)2%2 satisfies the condition
F(z1,20+7) = F(x1,29) for a.a. (x1,x2) € I (3.1)

and define F € V, 1’2(9) by the formula

<F,W>(V71,2 V1’2) = —/ F: Vwdx (3.2)
[eg ) o Q

for all w € V4%(€). Then, due to [29, Lemma 1 and Theorem 2], the equation Ayv = F has
a unique solution v € V&2(Q) N W22(Q), there exists p € W12(Q) (an associated pressure),
such that Vv + pl — F € WH2(Q)?*2 and v, p satisfy the equation

—Av+Vp—divF = div(—vVv+pl—F) = 0 (3.3)
a.e. in 2. If r > 2 then there exists ¢; > 0, independent of v and F, such that
[Vlle < e [|Fr (3.4)

This estimate is the key part of the proof of Theorem [[I As the proof of ([B.4) is relatively
long, the used technique differs from other sections, and in order not to disrupt the logical
sequence of the text, we postpone the derivation of ([34]) to a separate section (Section [).

(¢) In this part, we assume that r > 2, F € L"(€2)2*2 and the functional F € V,"(Q) is
defined by the same formula as (32 (for all w € Vg—’rl(Q)). We prove the solvability of the
equation A, v =F.

There exists a sequence {F,} in W12(Q)?*2, satisfying BJ]), such that F, — F in
L7 ()22, Let {F,} be a sequence of functionals from V,"(Q), related to F, through
formula ([3.2]), which is now valid for all w € Vi—’rl(Q). The functionals F and F,, satisfy



| Fy — FHv;“ = sup ”W”iqlnf
weCr(Q); w#0

/(Fn —F):Vwdx| < ¢||F, —F|,. (3.5)
Q

Since V5 1"() € V5 1(Q), there exists (due to part (b) of this proof) a sequence {v,} in
V&) N W22(Q), such that Ayv, = F,, and

”Vnul,r < e ||Fn-. (3.6)

As the space V&' () is reflexive, there exists a subsequence (which we again denote by {v,,}),
such that v, — v in V5"(Q). The functions v,, satisfy

(Vvp,Vw) = (Fp,w for all w € VL2(Q).

> (V;LQ ,Vé’2)

Ifwe V},”J(Q) then the right hand side equals (F,,, w) . Thus, as Va2(€) is dense

in V&™(Q), we also have

_ v
(\/v(7 1'T,V(1,-’T )

(Vv,,Vw) = (F,,w) for all w € V27 (Q).

_ /
(Vo vE)

The limit transition for n — oo yields

(Vv,Vw) = (F,w) for all w € V17 (Q),

(Vo vy
which means that A,v = F. It also follows from the limit transition that the function v
satisfies inequality (3.4)).

(d) Here, we show that each functional f € V, " (Q) (for any r € (1,00)) can be expressed
in the form (3:2) for some appropriate F € L"(Q)?*2. This, together with part (c), shows
that if > 2 and £ € V,"(Q) then the equation A,v = f is solvable. In other words,
R(A,) =V, (Q).

Thus, let £ € V,"(Q). As Vi—’rl(Q) is a closed subspace of W' (Q), the functional f can
be extended (by the Hahn-Banach theorem) to a bounded linear functional f, € W, LT(Q),
such that ”f*Hwal,r = [[f[ly-1-. There exists (by Lemma [) F € L7(2)**?, such that

divF = £, in the sense of distributions in 2 and ||F||, < ¢ Hf*Hwal,T- = ||fHV;1,T. Asf, =f on
1,
Vo' (@), we have (divE.w) = (f.w)  YweCE, @)

where ((., .)) denotes the action of a distribution on a function from C§°(£2). Since the left
hand side is equal to

—(F,Vw)) = —/QIF':VW dx,

we obtain

<f7w>(V71,r viry = (f,w) = — /QIF : Vw dx for all w € C7,(€2).

Both the left hand— and right hand—sides can be continuously extended so that they equal
each other for all w € V(l;rl(Q). This means that f = F, where F is related to ' through
formula ([B:2]) (where we consider w € Vg—’rl(Q)). It follows from part (c) that there exists
v E V},’T(Q), such that A,v = f. There exists ¢ > 0, independent of f and v, such that the
solution satisfies the estimate

[Vl < cllflly-ie (3.7)



(e) In this part, we derive information on the adjoint operator A} to A, for any r € (1, 00).
The adjoint operator acts from V" (Q)* = V},”J(Q)** to Vo' (Q)* = V;l’w(Q). However,
as V5 (Q) is reflexive, V& (Q)** can be identified with V& (). Thus, A* is an operator
from V2" (Q) to V71" (). The domain of A* is, by definition, the set of all w € V" (),
such that (A,z, w) (volr vl is, in dependence on z, a bounded linear functional on VCI,’T(Q).
This functional is exactly Aw and it satisfies

(Apw, z) Arz, W)

_ / . = _ /.
(vir v = (Vo1 ve")

By definition of A,, the right hand side equals (Vz,Vw). This can be also written as
(Vw,Vz) and it is, in dependence on z, a bounded linear functional acting on V},’T(Q) for
each fixed w € VL' (€). From this, we deduce that D(A*) = VL™ (Q) and A* = A,..

(f) Here, we assume that 1 < r < oo and prove the uniqueness of the solution v of the
equation A,v = f for any f € V5 "(Q).

Assume at first that » > 2. Then, as V5" (Q) C V},’T,(Q), one can use equation (2.I])
with w = v and deduce that A,v = 0 implies v = 0, which means that the solution of the
equation A,v = f is unique.

Assume now that 1 < r < 2. The null space of A, and range of A, satisfy the identity
N(A,) = R(A/)*, see [16, p. 168]. However, as R(A,) is the whole space V;l’T,(Q) (because
r’ > 2 and due to parts (c) and (d) of this proof), the space of annihilators R(A,)" is trivial.
Thus, we obtain the identity N(A,) = {0}. This implies the uniqueness of the solution v
and the injectivity of operator A,.

(g) Finally, we assume that 1 < r < 2 and prove the existence of a solution v of the
equation A,v = f for any £ € V;7"(Q). Since R(A,)* = N(A,/) = {0}, R(A,) is dense in
V,"(Q). The operator A" is bounded from V. L(Q) to VE (), which follows from the
inequality r’ > 2, parts (c¢) and (d) of this proof and the closed graph theorem. Consequently,
due to [I6} p. 169], the operator (A*)~' = A" is bounded from V" (Q) to V5" (). Hence
A, maps a closed set in Vo' () onto a closed set in V5 "(€). It means that R(A,) is closed
in V;1"(Q). Since it is also dense in V5 ""(€), we have R(A,) = V,""(Q). This completes
the proof. O

4 The weak Stokes problem

The spaces Wégf/ "), Wf);l/ o (Tout) and Wgelr/ ""(Tout)- Recall that the straight
lines Yin, Yout and the line segments Iy, 'y, are sketched on Fig. 1. Let 1 < r < co. We denote
by er);rl/ ""(4in) the space of 7—periodic functions in T/Vll_l/w(’}’in) and by er);rl/ ""(I}n) the

oc
space of functions from W1—1/ ""(Tyn), that can be extended from I3, to vi, as functions in

Wll)e_rl/nr (’Yin) .

The space er);rl/ T/’T/(Fout) is defined by analogy with Wllje_rl/ ""(Iin). Let us denote by
Wgelr/r’r(Fout) the dual space to Wé&l/r " (Tout) and by (., .) the

— e
(Wpcr/TJ‘ (Fout ) 7W:)cr1/r " (Fout ))

duality pairing between W;elr/ ""(Tout) and er);rl/ T,’T,(Fout).

An alternative description of Wf,;l/ ""(I'ty) (which also holds for Wgelr/ "(Tout)) is ex-
plained in the following remark.



Remark 2. Assume at first that » > 2. In this case, functions from Wllje_rl/ ""(T}n) have traces

at the end points Ay and A; of I},. Denote Wé;l/T’r(Fin) ={w e Wl_l/“(ﬂn); w(Agy) =

w(A;) in the sense of traces}. Obviously, W 11);1/ () C ermrl/ ""(T). Let us show that

the opposite inclusion is also true. Thus, let w € er)erl/ ""(Tin). Denote by the same
symbol w the 7-periodic extension from I3, to v,. We can assume without loss of gen-
erality that Ay = (0,0) and 47 = (0,7). Put Ay := (0,27). In order to verify that
w € Wllo_cl/r’r(yin), it is sufficient to show that w lies in the space W!=1/""(Ag, Ay). The

norm of w in W=7 (AyAy) equals | W], 494, + (W) 1=1/rr; 404, (see formulas (2) and (3)
in [24], paragraph 8.3.2, p. 386), where

2T 2T W 0 2 r
v = [ [ ORI g0

L) e

2T W 0 2"
< CWhi1/rr; a0ar + AW 1—1/r; 4145 +2// | ‘y_z‘f ) dy dz.

The first two terms on the right hand side are equal due to the 7—periodicity of w(0, .). The
integral on the right hand side is less than or equal to

T p2r Iw(0,y) — w(0,7)|" |w(0,7) —w(0,2)|"
C/o/T ( (y—2) " (y —2)" >dydz
2T r T w(0, T 2)["
<of |w(0 y) T)T(gﬂl dy+c/ [w(0.7) = w(0,2)I" 3,

(r—2)r—1

2T 21 T r
/ / ’W w(0,2) d:ndy+c// [w(0,z) = w(0, 2) drdz.
—3:|T x—z|"

The last estimate holds due to the fractional Hardy inequality, see e.g. [I4l Theorem 2.1].
The right hand side is, due to the 7—periodicity of the function w(0, .), less than or equal to
c (W) 1-1/rr; Aga,- This confirms that w € WI=1/m7(Ag, Ay), indeed.

In the critical case r = 2, one cannot characterize Wé{ﬁ’z(nn) as in the case r > 2,

because the traces at the end points Ay and A; generally do not exist. Moreover, although
Wé/2’2(Fin) = W1/22(I,), see [25, Theorem I1.11.1]), one cannot identify er)é?2( Tn) with
W1/22(T,), because e.g. the linear function ¢(0,y) := y for (0,y) € Iy, is in W/22(Iy,),

but its 7—periodic extension to 7, is not in Wllo/f’z(’yin). Thus, one only has the inclusion

Wi (Iin) € W/22(L).

If 1 < r < 2 then W(l) 1/M( I) = W/ (1) (which follows from the density of
WI-1/nr(Ty,) in WY22(I,), the identity W1/22(Ty,) = Wé/2’2(Fin) and the density of
W(l]/2’2( [i) in C(LY)). This and similar estimates of (W)1_1 /., 4,4, as above, enable
one to show that every function from W!=Y/""(I},), periodically extended to v, with the
period 7, is in Wl_l/r’r(%n). Thus, one obtains the identity ermrl/w(F ) = W/mr(1y,).

loc

IN

Definition 1 (weak solution of the Stokes problem (LI)—(LGl). Let r € (1,00). Let f €
Wo_l’r(Q), g€ Wé&l/r’r(ﬂn) and h € W;elr/r’r( Tout)- Let F € L7(£2)%%2 be a tensor function,
satisfying divIF = f in the sense of distributions, provided by Lemma [Il A divergence{ree



function u € W (Q), satisfying the conditions (I3, (L) and (L5 in the sense of traces
on I},, I, and Iy, respectively, and the equation

y/Vu:dex = —/F:dex+<h,w> (4.1)
) )

— — Y.
(Wpclr/r’r (Fout)ywl})crl/r " (Fout))

for all ¢ € V(l;rl(Q), is said to be a weak solution to the Stokes problem (LII)—(L6]).

We show in Theorem [2] that if u is a weak solution of the problem (LI)-(L6]) then there
exists an associate pressure p so that u and p satisfy an analogue of the condition (L)) in a
certain weak sense on I'yy¢.

Theorem 2 (a posteriori properties of a weak solution). 1) Let r, f, F, g and h satisfy the
assumptions from Definition [l Let u be a weak solution of the Stokes problem (I.1)-([1.6]).
Then there exists an associated pressure p € L"(2) such that u and p satisfy the equations
(I1) and (1.2) in the sense of distributions in Q and

(—vVu—pIl—F)-n = h (4.2)

holds as an equality in Wgelr/ ""(Tout)-
2) If, moreover, £ € L"(Q) then the tensor function F can be constructed so that it lies

mn Wplé?(Q)2X2, satisfies the equation divIF = f a.e. in Q) and the condition F-n =0 a.e. on
Lout- In this case, ({{-3) takes the form

(=vVu—pl)-n = h, (4.3)
consistent with (1.06]).

Proof. Suppose at first that the test function w, used in (4I), is in C§,(£2). Then, since
w = 0 on oy, (EJ) and the equation f = divF imply that

<<1/Au—|—diVIE‘,w>> = 0.

As this holds for all w € Cg7,(€2), we can apply De Rham’s lemma (see [30, p. 14]) and deduce
that there exists a distribution pg in €2, such that

vAu+divF = Vpg (4.4)

holds in € in the sense of distributions. As both vAu and divF can also be identified with
elements of W=17(Q), Vpg belongs to W=17(Q), too. It follows from [I1, Lemma IV.1.1]
that pg € L"(£2) and it can be chosen so that

Ipollr < cl|lvAu+divF|| -1 (4.5)

where ¢ depends only on v and €.

Since —vVu + pol — F € L"(2)?*? and div (—vVu + pol — F) = 0 in the sense of distri-
butions, we can apply Theorem II1.2.2 from [II] and deduce that (—vVu + ppl — F) -n €
Wgclr/ ""(Tout) (in the sense of traces).

Let w € C:°(Q2). The equation (41 and the generalized Gauss identity (see [I1, p. 160]
imply that
0 = <div [vVu+F — pol], W>(W071'T(Q),W1’T/(Q))
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= <(1/Vu +F — pol) 'n’W>(W*l/w(aQ),Wlfl/f"»T’(aQ)) — /Q[VVu—i— F] : Vw dx

= (WVu+F—pol)-n,w)

_ _ !l — h A%\ _ _ i
Wpclr/ryr(r‘out)ywpl)crl/r " (Fout) < ’ >(Wpc1r'7a (Fout)ywpl)crl/r " (Fout))

W) o D) WS () /Q[” Vu+F]: Vw dx
= (WVu+F —pol)-n—h, w>W;C1r/T,T Lont) WAL (1"

The set of traces of all functions from C5°(2) on Ty is dense in the set of all functions

w € Wllje_rl/ TI’TJ(Fout), such that fFout w-n dl = 0. (This follows from the density of the space

of all functions w € Cpg (Lout), such that fFout w-ndl =0, in{w € Wll);rl/rf,r’(rout); fFout w-

n dl = 0}, and from the possibility of extension of any function in Cpg, (Fout) from Toug to
so that the extended function is in C;°(2).) Hence there exists ¢ € R such that u and py
satisfy

(—vVu—-F —ppl) - n—h = en, (4.6)
as an equality in Wgolr/ ""(Tout). Put p := pg — co. Then u and p satisfy the equation
([LI) in the sense of distributions in 2 and the boundary condition (£2]) as an equality in

Wgelr/ ""(Tout). This completes the proof of part 1). The statements in part 2) follow from
the next lemma.

Denote by WI}J(Q) is the space of functions from W17 (Q), that satisfy in the sense of
traces the condition of periodicity on I'y and I'y, analogous to (L.

Lemma 2. Let f € L"(Q) be given. Then there exists F € Wpor(Q)2%2, such that divF = f
a.e. inQ, F-n=0 ae only in the sense of traces and

[Fllr < eIl (4.7)
where ¢ = c(Q, ).

Proof. Denote ) := QU P. Then || = 7d. Define f := 0 in P. Thus, f € L"(Q). Put
k= Q" [5f dx.

Let ¢ = (1) be a smooth real function in [0, d], such that (0) = 1 and ¢ is supported in
[0,0], where 6 > 0 is so small that the profile P (see Fig. 1) lies in the stripe § < 21 < d. Since
Ja¢'(x1)dx = —7, we have [5(f 4+ kd('(z1)) dx = 0. Thus, due to [II, Theorem III.3.3],
there exists Fy € W(]17T(§)2><2’ such that divFy = f + kd ¢’ a.e. in Q) and

IFoll,.a < clf +kdC'l 5 < clfl,
where ¢ = ¢(7,d, (). Since kd ('(z1) = div [kd{(z1) ® e1], Fy satisfies
div [FO — de(ﬂj‘l) ® e1] =f

a.e. in Q. Put F:= Fy — kd((z1) ® e;. The tensor function F has all the properties, stated
in the lemma. U

The proof of Theorem 2]is completed. O

Remark 3. The identification of the right hand side of (I.I]) with divF enables us to deduce
that u and p satisfy (£2) or ([43]), which are equalities in W;}/ " (Tout)-
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Iff e ng’z(Q) and F is only in L"(92)**2, as in part 1) of Theorem [} then neither

(=vVu —pl) - n, nor F - n need not be in W;J/””‘(Fout). Thus, the sole term F - n need not
have a sense on Iy and it is therefore generally not possible to require F to satisfy F-n =0
on I'oyt. The situation is different if £ € L"(Q2) and F € Wéé%(Q), see part 2) of Theorem 21

In order to establish the existence of a weak solution of the problem (L)L), we shall
need the next lemma. It is a modification of a result, proven in [I0, Section 3|.

Lemma 3. Let 1 <r < oo and g € W™ (I,), where s > 1/r if 1l <r <2ands=1-1/r
if r > 2. Let g satisfy the condition g(Ag) = g(A1). There exists a divergence—free extension
g« of g from Ty, to Q and a constant c3 > 0, independent of g, such that gx € W (Q),
g« = 0 on I}, in the sense of traces,

a) |lgxllir < csligllsrmn,
b) g« satisfies the condition of periodicity (IJ3) in the sense of traces on Ty UTY,
¢) gx = (®/7)er in a neighbourhood of Ty, where ® = — [, g-ndl.

Principles of the proof. The assumptions on number s guarantee that rs > 1 and it
makes therefore sense to speak about the traces of the function g at the end points Ay and
A; of Ty,. This enables one to extend at first g from I3, to 09 in the way, described in [8|
subsection 3.2]. The extended function (which is again denoted by g) satisfies the condition of
periodicity (), the condition g = 0 on I}, and the equality |, 90 8 1 dl = 0. The inequality
Igll1=1/rr; 00 < c||glls, 1, can be proven by analogy with [8, Lemma 1], expressing the norm
of g in W*"(I},) by formulas (2) and (3) in [24], paragraph 8.3.2, p. 386, and the norm of g
in W'=1/77(9Q) by formulas (I1.4.8) and (I1.4.9) in [I1], p. 64.

The existence of a divergencefree extension g« € W (Q) of function g from 9 to € fol-
lows from [I1], Exercise II1.3.5]. The extension satisfies the estimate [|g«|[1, < c|lglli—1/rr; 00
<c HgHS,r;ﬁQ-

The function gx can be further modified in the way described in [I0, Subsection 3.3], so
that it finally has the property c), too. Note that r = 2 in [I0]. However, dealing with general
r € (1,00) does not affect the used procedure and the resulting estimates. O

The next theorem provides an information on the existence of a weak solution to the

Stokes problem (L.II)-(L&).

Theorem 3 (on existence of a weak solution). Let 1 <r < oo, f € Wo_l’r(Q), g be a given

velocity profile on Ty, satisfying the assumptions of Lemmald, and h € Wgelr/r’r(Fout). Then
the Stokes problem (I1))-(I8) has a unique weak solution u (in the sense of Definition [).
The functions u and p (an associated pressure, given by Theorem[2) satisfy

lallr +lplle < e [Ifllw; e lgllsr o + Ihllgyoyrr g O] (4.8)
where ¢ = c(Q,v).

Proof. Note that if g satisfies the assumptions of Lemma B then g also lies in er,grl/ " (Th).

Let F be a tensor function in L"(€2)2*2, provided by Lemma M and F € V" (Q) be a
functional in V5 1’T(Q), defined by the formula

<F’W>(V;1”',V},'T’) = —/QF:VW dx (4.9)
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for all w € V5" (). The norm of F in V, 1" (Q) satisfies the estimate |F|lyy=1r < clFlr <
c||fll\y-1- Similarly, let g« be the function, given by Lemma Bl Define a functional G €
0

V,"(Q) by the formula
<G’W>(V;”,V},”") = —/QVg* : Vw dx (4.10)

for all w € VCI,’T,(Q). Then G satisfies |G|y -1 < c[|[Vg«llr < c|[glls,r1,- Finally, let H be
a functional in V5 "(2), defined by the formula

(H,w) = (h,w) (4.11)

_ v _ _ Sl
(Vo'lmvvflr’r ) (Wpelr/’!“,’r“ (Fout)ywll)erl/r o (Fout))

for all w € VL' (). Obviously, H satisfies the estimate [Hly -1 < ellhllsw-1/mr(my0)-
Due to Theorem [ the equation

vA,v = F+vG+H (4.12)
has a unique solution v € V&"(Q), which satisfies
IVvlly < c([Flly-1r +1Glly-1r + [Hly-r), (4.13)

where ¢ = ¢(v, 2, 7). The equation ([AI2]) implies that

V/QVV :Vwdx = —/QIF cwdx — V/QVg* : Vwdx + <h’W>(W;Tclr/”(Fout),Wpl);l/T/”/(Fout))

for all w € Vi—’rl(Q). Put u := v 4+ gx. One can now easily verify that u has all properties,
stated in Definition [II which means that u is a weak solution to the problem (III)—(Lg).
The existence of an associated pressure p follows from Theorem 2l The estimate (L8] follows
from (ZI3), from the estimates of the norms of the functionals F, G and H in V,""(Q) and

from (435]) and (4.6). O

5 Proof of the inequality (3.4])

Recall that in part (b) of the proof of Theorem [ we assume that F € W12(Q)2*2 satisfies
@) and the functions v € Vo2(Q) N W22(Q) and p € W12(Q) satisfy the equation (B3)
a.e. in €2, the boundary condition

v =0 (5.1)

on I}, UT}, and the condition of periodicity (L) on I'y. It follows from [29, Theorem 2] that
v and p also satisfy the conditions of periodicity

0
a—:l(xl,:ng +7) = —a—:l(:nl,xg) for a.a. x = (x1,22) € Iy, (5.2)
p(r1, 20+ 7) = p(a1,29) fora.a. x = (z1,22) € I (5.3)
and the boundary condition
0
(—I/Vv—l—p]I—IE‘) ‘n = —1/8—:1 +pn—F-n =0 a.e. on Iyyt. (5.4)
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Extending v, p and F 7—periodically in the zo—direction, we deduce that the extended func-
tions (which we again denote by v, p and F) satisfy the equation B3] a.e. in

Qext = QUFSUP?U{X:($1,$2)€R2; 0<x <d, X:]:TGQEQ}.

The extended functions satisfy v.€ W22(Qeyt), p € WH2(Qext) and F € WH2(Qeyi). Note
that

aQext = (Fin)oxt U (Fout)cxt U (FO - Te2) U (Fl + Te2) U (Fp)ox‘w

where (I',)ext is the part of the boundary of Qeyxt on Yin, (Tout)ext 1S the part of the boundary
of Qext ON Yout and
Ipext = Tp U (L + 7e2) U (L, — Tey).

We assume that » > 2 throughout this section and we split the derivation of the estimate
B4) into two parts, in which we obtain the desired estimate in the interior of e plus a
neighborhood of I, UT}, (see Lemma[) and in a neighborhood of I'py (see Lemma [5).

Lemma 4. Let ' be a sub-domain of Qext, such that the distance between ' and any of the
curves Ty — Tey, I't + 7eg, I, — 1€, I}, + 1€y and (Tout)ext is positive. Then v and p satisfy
the estimate

vl < clFl,, (5.5)

where ¢ = ¢(v,Q, Q).

Proof. We may assume, without loss of generality, that I}, C 9€2'. There exists p > 0 so
small that

Uy(Y) == {x=(21,22) e R P; 0 <21 < d, dist(x,) < p}

is a subset of Q. (Recall that P is a compact set, see Fig. 1.) There exists an infinitely
differentiable function 7 in Qey, such that n =1 in ', suppn C U,(€Y') and Q" := suppn is
of the class C2. Denote v := v and p := np. The functions v, p represent a strong solution
of the problem

—vAV+Vp = f in Q" (5.6)
divy = h in Q" :
v=20 on 99", (5.8)

where B
f:=ndivF —2vVn-Vv—-v(An)v—(Vn)p and h:=Vn-v.

Applying Proposition 1.2.3 from [30], p. 35, we obtain the estimate
¥l < c([Elw-rr +112]7)- (5.9)

Since L%(Q) — W=L(Q) and W12(Q) — L"(2), we can estimate the terms on the right
hand side as follows:

A

[Ellw-1r < clFllr +cllvliy +clipll-1r < [l +cllviie +cllpll,
1ol < cllvil. < ellvlhie

Due to [29] Lemma 1 and estimate (2.5)], we have |[v|12 + [[pll2 < c||F[ly,-12 < ¢|[F[l2 <
c||F||,. Substituting these estimates to ([5.9]), we obtain: ||V||1 .7 < ¢|[F||,. Since Q' C "
and 7 =1 on ', we obtain (G.H)). O
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Lemma 5. Let Q' be a sub-domain of Qext, such that Q' has a positive distance from any of
the sets Ty — 1eq, I't + 1€2, (I'in)ext and (Ip)ext. Then v and p satisfy the estimate

HVHI,T;Q’ < CHFHT7 (510)
where ¢ = ¢(v,Q, Q).
Proof. Since divv = 0, there exists ¢ € W32(Qex), such that v = (vi,v2) = V4tp =

(=02, 010). As v =0 on (Iin)ext, the function ¢ satisfies V- = 0 on (Iiy)exs. Since ¢ is
determined uniquely up to an additive constant, we can choose ¢ so that

=0 and V=0 on (T )ext- (5.11)
Put
7Z = —vVv+pl—T.

Thus, if we denote by Z;; (i,7 = 1,2) the entries of Z and by F;; (i,j = 1,2) the entries of
IF, we can write this formula in the form

( Zu, Zi2 > _ ( v, Oavn > n ( p, 0 > - ( Fu, Fig >
Za1, Za O1v2, Oavg 0, p Fo1, F
_ ( —O12p, —0a2 > n ( p, 0 > _ ( Fui, Fig >
onp,  Oap 0, p For, Fy
Equation (B3] says that divZ = 0, which means that 0;Z;; = 0 for i = 1,2. Hence there

exist functions 1y, ¥y € W2’2(Qext)7 such that Z11 = —09¢p1, Z15 = 0191, Zog = —0a)a,
Zoo = O1109. Thus, we obtain the equation

( =021, O1n ) _ ( —O12p, —0a2p > n < p, 0 ) _ ( Fii, Fi > (5.12)
—0atp2,  O1tho onp,  Onp 0, p Fo, Fy ) 7

This tensorial equation can also be considered to be a system of four equations for four
unknowns: ¢, p, ¥ and 9. Since n = e; on Iy, the boundary condition (54 yields
Z11 = Z12 = 0 on I'yyy. This means that doypy = do1p9 = 0 on I'yyy, which implies that 1

and 9 are constant on I'y,;. Let us denote the constants by k1 and ky. Thus, we obtain the
boundary conditions

¢1 = kla ¢2 = k2 on (Pout)ext- (513)

Let us concretely choose k1 and ko so that

/Q% dx = /Q¢2 dx = 0. (5.14)

Later on in this proof, we shall need estimates of |[11]|, and ||1)2]|,. Let us begin with |[11]],:

/Q¢1w dx

The function w € L™ (Q) can be written in the form w = @ + w’, where @ := Jowdx and
Jow'dx = 0. Then, obviously, |||, < ¢|w|,, where ¢ = ¢(Q2). Moreover, there exists
z € Wé’T(Q), such that divz = w' and ||z[|; ,» < ¢||w'||,7, see [T, Theorem II1.3.3]. Hence

w/zpl dX—i—/l/le/dX
Q Q
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<c sup vz ! /wldivz dx
zGWé’T/(Q); z#£0 Q
=c sup vz ! /le'zdx
zEWé’T/(Q); z#0 Q
= ¢||Vhi|lw-1r < ¢||Z||w-1r = cH—qu+p]I—IE‘HW,1,T.
< (vl + llplw-1r + IF]). (5.15)

As W(l]’T/(Q) — L2(Q), we also have L2(Q) — W~17(Q). Hence |p|lw-1.r < c|pll2. Fur-
thermore, as W12(Q) — L"(Q2), we also have ||v|, < ¢||v|/1,2. Thus, (EI5) yields

[l < e(lIvile + lIpll2 + [F]:). (5.16)

Due to [29, Lemma 1 and estimate (2.5)], the right hand side is less than or equal to
¢ ([Fly-r2 + [[Fll:) < c(IIF|l2 + [[F]+), which is less than or equal to ¢|[[F|.. Substi-

tuting this to (5.16]) and taking into account that 19 can be estimated in the same way, we
finally obtain

91l + 12llr < c[F]l,. (5.17)

In order to obtain the desired estimate ([B.4]), we will apply Theorem 10.2 from the paper
1] by S. Agmon. A. Douglis and L. Nirenberg. This theorem, however, concerns a boundary
value problem in a half-space, which means a half-plane in the case of a problem in 2D. In
order to transform the problem (512)), (5I3) to a problem in the half-plane 21 < d, we apply
the cut—off function technique; there exists p > 0 so small that

Uy() == {x=(v1,22) € R* 21 < d, dist(x,Q) < p}

is a subset of {dext. Let 1 be an infinitely differentiable function in ey, such that n =1 in
' and n = 0 in Qexe \ U,('). Multiplying (I2) by 1, and denoting ¢ := ny, 1 = ni1,
o 1= M2 and p := np, we get

—52%1, 31%1 +V<—<912§5, —522<P> < , 0
—(921/12, 811/12 611957 82190 0, p

__( nFun, nfi —(O2m) Y1, (Oim) ¥ —(O12m) o, —(922m) ¢
- < nFy, nFy > - < —(02m) Y2, (O1n) ) > * (Oun) e,  (92m) @ >
—(017)(92p) — (92m)(010), 2(02n)(02¢)
| 2019, (1) (D) + (Do) 1) ) .

Since 7 is supported in the closure of U,(£'), we can treat (G.I8) as a system of four equations
in the half-plane 1 < d for the unknowns ¢, 1, 12 and p with the boundary conditions

Y1 =nki, Ya=nks  on You. (5.19)

In order to simplify the equation (5.I8]) and to use a notation, consistent with [I], we eliminate
p by subtracting the two corresponding equations and denote uy := @, ug := 1 and ug := 1s.
Then the problem (GI8]), (519]) reduces to the system of three equations

2v 01ou1 + Oaug + O1ug = —n(Fara — Fi1) + (01m) )2 + (02m) 1 + 2(0121) ¢
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+ 2(011)(O2¢) + 2(02m)(O1), (5.20)
vonuy — doug = —nkh — (9an)ba + (011n) ¢ + 2(011)(Or1p), (5.21)
vOxuy — O1ug = —nkFiz — (01m)1 + (Oa2n) ¢ + 2(02m)(92p) (5.22)

with the boundary conditions
ug =nky, uz=nky  on Yout. (5.23)
Obviously, the leading differential operator in (5.20)(5.22)) is

200102, 0y, O,
3(61,62) = 1/8%, 0, —82,
vd3, -0, O

The determinant of £ (&1, &) equals —v (€7 + £3)%, which is a polynomial of degree 2m = 4.
With this information, one can verify that the system ([20)—(522]) is “uniformly elliptic” of
order 4 in the sense of Agmon—Douglis—Nirenberg, which means that it satisfies the conditions
(1.1)—(1.7) from [I], pp. 38, 39, and the so called “supplementary condition”, see [ p. 39].
Moreover, the boundary conditions ([0.23]), the number of which is m = 2, satisfy condition
(2.2) (see [1I, p. 42]) and have all required properties of the so called “complementing boundary
conditions”, formulated in [I], p. 42-43. The verification is elementary, however technical,
hence we do not provide the details here.

Note, that one can also find the description and explanation of the conditions that enable
one to call a considered system “uniformly elliptic” and considered boundary conditions to
be “complementing” in [4, Appendix D].

Denote by Rfl_ the half-plane z; < d.

The inclusions u; € W32(R2_) < W2"(R2 ), ug,uz € W?%(R2_ ) — WL (R2_) and the
verification of the aforementioned conditions from [I] enable us to apply Theorem 10.2 from
[1], which yields the estimate

earlloemz, + luall pemz + sl ms
3

s c Z Hfi”?“;Rﬁ, tc (||77k71||1—1/T,T;’yout + H’r}kQHl—l/r,r;ﬁ/Om)
=1
3 ~
< e N fillrz +e (k] + [kal), (5.24)
=1

where f1, f2 and f3 denote the right hand sides of equations (5.20), (5.2I) and (5.22)), respec-
tively, and ¢ is independent of u;, f; (i =1,2,3) and kq, ky. The first term on the right hand
side of (5:24]) can be estimated by means of the inequalities

3
Y fillszz < c(IFl + 1l + 2l + el (5.25)
1=1

The norms ||11]|, and ||¢2||, can be estimated by means of (5I7). The norm |[j¢|j1, can be
estimated as follows:

lelhir < clivly < cliviie < ellFlly 2 < c|Fllz < el (5.26)
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(Here, the first inequality holds due to the definition of ¢ and (G.I1I), the second inequality
follows from the continuous imbedding W2(Q) < L"(Q), the third inequality follows from
[29, Lemma 1], the fourth inequality follows from the definition of F and the last inequality
holds, because r > 2.) The second term on the right hand side of (5.24]) can be estimated by
means of these inequalities:

k| + k| = [Q* /Q(wl — kp) dx| + Q7! /9(1/12 — k) dx
< ||V — k)2 +cllV(W2 — k2)ll2 < c|Z]2 < (V2 + [Ipll2 + |F]l2)
< c|Flly-i2 +c|Fllz < c[[Fl2 < c|[F].. (5.27)

(The inequalities | [o,(¢; — k;) dx| < ¢[|[V(¢; — kj)||2 (for j = 1,2) hold due to (EI3). The
first inequality on the last line follows from Lemma 1 and estimate (2.5) in [29] and the last
estimate follows from the condition r > 2.) Estimates (5.24)-(5.27) now yield

lolerer < 1lonms = lullspgs < clFl

Since ||| 0 < ¢||@ll2,r; s, We obtain inequality (GI0). O
Now the estimate ([B.4]) follows easily from Lemmas [ and [

Acknowledgement. This work was supported by European Regional Development Fund-
Project “Center for Advanced Applied Science” No. CZ.02.1.01/0.0/0.0/16_.019/0000778.

References

[1] S. Agmon. A. Douglis, L. Nirenberg: Estimates near the boundary for solutions of elliptic
partial differential equations satisfying general boundary conditions II. Comm. Pure and
Appl. Math. XVII (1964), 35-92.

[2] P. Acevedo, Ch. Amrouche, C. Conca, A. Ghosh: Stokes and Navier-Stokes equations
with Navier boundary conditions. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, Ser. 1 357 (2019), 115-119.

[3] Ch. Amrouche, N. El Houda Seloula: On the Stokes equation with Navier—type boundary
conditions. Diff. Equations & Appl. 3 (2011), 4, 581-607.

[4] P. B. Bochev, M. D. Gunzburger: Least-Squares Finite Element Methods. Springer 2009.

[5] C. H. Bruneau, P. Fabrie: New efficient boundary conditions for incompressible Navier—

Stokes equations: A well-posedness result. Math. Modelling and Num. Analysis 30
(1996), 7, 815-840.

[6] L. Cattabriga: Su un problema al contorno relativo al sistema il equazioni di Stokes.
Rend. Mat. Sem. Univ. Padova 31 (1961), 308-340.

[7] V. Dolejsi, M. Feistauer, J. Felecman: Numerical simulation of compressible viscous flow
through cascades of profiles. Z. fiir Angew. Math. Mech. 76 (1996), 301-304.

[8] M. Feistauer, T. Neustupa: On some aspects of analysis of incompressible flow through
cascades of profiles. Operator Theory, Advances and Applications, Vol. 147, Birkhauser,
Basel 2004, 257-276.

[9] M. Feistauer, T. Neustupa: On non-stationary viscous incompressible flow through a
cascade of profiles. Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 29 (2006), No. 16, 1907-1941.

18



[10]

[11]

[12]

M. Feistauer, T. Neustupa: On the existence of a weak solution of viscous incompressible
flow past a cascade of profiles with an arbitrarily large inflow. J. Math. Fluid Mech. 15
(2013), 701-715.

G. P. Galdi: An Introduction to the Mathematical Theory of the Navier—Stokes Equa-
tions, Steady State Problems. Springer—Verlag, New York—Berlin—Heidelberg 2011.

M. Geissert, H. Heck, M. Hieber: On the equation divu = g and Bogovskii’s operator in
Sobolev spaces of negative order. In Partial differential equations and functional analysis,
Oper. Theory Adv. Appl. 168, Birkhduser, Basel 2006, pp. 113-121.

R. Glowinski: Numerical Methods for Nonlinear Variational Problems. Springer—Verlag,
New York—Berlin-Heidelberg-Tokyo, 1984.

H. P. Heinig, A. Kufner, L.-E. Persson: On some fractional order Hardy inequalities.
J. of Inequal. & Appl. 1 (1997), No. 1, 25-46.

J. G. Heywood , R. Rannacher and S. Turek: Artificial boundaries and flux and pressure
conditions for the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. Int. J. for Numerical Methods
in Fluids 22 (1996), 325-352.

T. Kato: Perturbation Theory for Linear Operators. Springer—Verlag, Berlin—Heidel-
berg-New York, 1966.

K. Kozel, P. Louda, J. Piithoda: Numerical solution of turbulent flow in a turbine cascade.
Proc. Appl. Math. Mech. 6 (2006), 743-744.

S. Kra¢mar, J. Neustupa: Modelling of flows of a viscous incompressible fluid through a
channel by means of variational inequalities. ZAMM 74 (1994), No. 6, 637-639.

S. Krac¢mar, J. Neustupa: A weak solvability of a steady variational inequality of the
Navier—Stokes type with mixed boundary conditions. Nonlinear Analysis 47 (2001),
No. 6, 4169-4180.

S. Kra¢mar, J. Neustupa: Modeling of the unsteady flow through a channel with an ar-
tificial outflow condition by the Navier—Stokes variational inequality. Math. Nachrichten
291 (2018), Issue 11-12, 1-14.

P. Kucera, Z. Skalak, Solutions to the Navier—Stokes equations with mixed boundary
conditions. Acta Appl. Math. 54 (1998), No. 3, 275-288.

P. Kucera: Basic properties of the non-steady Navier—Stokes equations with mixed
boundary conditions ina bounded domain. Ann. Univ. Ferrara 55 (2009), 289-308.

P. Kucera, M. Benes: Solution to the Navier—-Stokes equatons with mixed boundary
conditions in two-dimensional bounded domains. Math. Nachr. 289 (2016), No. 2-3,
194-212.

A. Kufner, O. John, S. Fué¢ik: Function Spaces. Noordhof Internatioal Publishing, Leyden
1977.

J. L. Lions, E. Magenes: Problemes aux limites non homogénes et applications. Dunod,
Paris 1968.

T. Neustupa: Question of existence and uniqueness of solution for Navier—Stokes Equa-
tion with linear “do-nothing” type boundary condition on the outflow. Lcture Notes in
Computer Science 5434 (2009), 431-438.

T. Neustupa: The analysis of stationary viscous incompressible flow through a rotating
radial blade machine, existence of a weak solution. Applied Math. and Computation 219
(2012), 3316-3322.

19



28]

T. Neustupa: A steady flow through a plane cascade of profiles with an arbitrarily
large inflow: the mathematical model, existence of a weak solution. Applied Math. and
Computation 272 (2016) 687-691.

T. Neustupa: The maximum regularity property of the steady Stokes problem associated
with a flow through a profile cascade. Re-submitted after revision, see also
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.15651

R. Temam: Navier—Stokes FEquations. North-Holland, Amsterdam—New York—Oxford
1977.

H. Sohr: The Navier—Stokes equations. The Eelementary Functional Analytic Approach.
Birkhauser Verlag, Basel-Boston—Berlin 2001.

Author’s address:  Tomd$ Neustupa
Czech Technical University
Faculty of Mechanical Engineering
Department of Technical Mathematics
Karlovo nam. 13, 121 35 Praha 2
Czech Republic
e-mail: tomas.neustupa@fs.cvut.cz

20



	1 Introduction
	2 Notation and some preliminary results
	3 The weak Stokes operator
	4 The weak Stokes problem
	5 Proof of the inequality (3.4)

