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The weak Stokes problem associated with a flow

through a profile cascade in L
r– framework

Tomáš 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 Lr– setup. The
used mathematical model is based on the reduction to one spatial period, represented
by a bounded 2D domain Ω. 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 W1,r(Ω) and its continuous dependence on the data. We explain
the sense in which the “do nothing” boundary condition on the “outflow” is satisfied.

AMS math. classification (2000): 35Q30, 76D03, 76D05.
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1 Introduction

One spatial period: domain Ω. 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 τ
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Fig. 1: Domain Ω

in the x2–direction. It can be naturally as-
sumed that the flow is τ–periodic in vari-
able x2, too. This enables one to study
the flow through one spatial period, which
contains just one profile – see domain Ω
and profile P on Fig. 1. This approach
is used e.g. in [7] and [17], 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
mathematical models.

We assume that the fluid flows into the
cascade through the straight line γin (the
x2–axis, the inflow) and essentially leaves the cascade through the straight line γout, whose
equation is x1 = d (the outflow). By “essentially” we mean that we do not exclude possible
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reverse flows on γout. The considered spatial period Ω is mainly determined by artificially
chosen curves Γ0 and Γ1 ≡ Γ0 + τ e2, which form the “lower” and “upper” parts of ∂Ω (the
boundary of Ω), respectively. (See Fig. 1. We denote by e2 the unit vector in the x2–
direction.) The parts of ∂Ω, lying on the straight lines γin and γout, are the line segments
Γin ≡ A0A1 and Γout ≡ B0B1, respectively, of length τ . The last part of ∂Ω, i.e. the boundary
of profile the P is denoted by Γp. We assume that the domain Ω is Lipschitzian and the curves
Γ0 and Γ1 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

− ν∆u+∇p = f . (1.1)

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

divu = 0 (1.2)

and the equations (1.1), (1.2) 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 ν 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 (1.1), (1.2) is completed by appropriate boundary conditions on ∂Ω. One can
naturally assume that the velocity profile on Γin is known, which leads to the inhomogeneous
Dirichlet boundary condition

u = g on Γin. (1.3)

Further, we consider the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition

u = 0 on Γp, (1.4)

the condition of periodicity on Γ0 and Γ1

u(x1, x2 + τ) = u(x1, x2) for x ≡ (x1, x2) ∈ Γ0 (1.5)

and the artificial boundary condition

−ν
∂u

∂n
+ pn = h on Γout, (1.6)

where h is a given vector–function on Γout and n denotes the unit outer normal vector, which
is equal to e1 ≡ (1, 0) on Γout. The boundary condition (1.6) (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 1) and on the existence, uniqueness and continuous
dependence on the data of a weak solution u to the Stokes problem (1.1)–(1.6) in the Lr–
setting (Theorem 3). The weak solution is defined in Definition 1. Theorem 2 provides the
existence of an associated pressure p and explains the sense, in which u and p satisfy the
boundary condition (1.6). These results do not follow from the previous cited papers on the
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Stokes problem, mainly because we consider three different types of boundary conditions on
∂Ω, two of which “meet” in the “corner points” A0, A1, B0 and B1 of domain Ω. Moreover,
while the corresponding L2–theory is relatively simple (see [29]), the general Lr–case is much
more difficult. The key inequality (3.4) is proven in Section 5. The crucial estimate of
the W 1,r–norm of the velocity in the neighborhood of Γout is obtained, applying results of
S. Agmon, A. Douglis and L. Nirenberg [1] on general elliptic systems. As an auxiliary result,
we present Lemma 3 on an appropriate extension of the velocity profile g from Γin to Ω.

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 L2–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 Lr–theory for a general r ∈ (1,∞) is much more
difficult. Nevertheless, also in the Lr–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 [11], 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 ∇⊥ 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
(1.6). (See e.g. [5]), [8]–[10] and [26]–[28].) The reason is that condition (1.6) does not enable
one to control the amount of kinetic energy in Ω in the case of a reverse flow on Γout. Hence
modifications are suggested so that one can derive an energy inequality, and consequently
prove the existence of weak solutions. In papers [21] 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 (1.6) 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 Lr–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 (1.6) on the outflow, and
proved that the velocity is in W2−β,2(D) for certain β ∈ (0, 1), provided that f ∈ L2(D)
(see [23, Theorem 2.1]), and 2) paper [29], where the belonging of the solution (u, p) of the
Stokes problem (1.1)–(1.6) to W2,2(Ω) ×W 1,2(Ω) has been recently proven, under natural
assumptions on f , g and h.
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2 Notation and some preliminary results

Notation. Recall that Ω is a Lipschitzian domain in R
2, sketched on Fig. 1. Its boundary

consists of the curves Γin, Γout, Γ0, Γ1 and Γp, described in Section 1. We denote by n =
(n1, n2) the outer normal vector field on ∂Ω. We use c as a generic constant, i.e. a constant
whose values may change throughout the text.

◦ Γ0
in, respectively Γ0

out, denotes the open line segment without the end points A0, A1, re-
spectively B0, B1. Similarly, Γ0

0 , respectively Γ0
1 denotes the curve Γ0, respectively Γ1,

without the end points A0, B0, respectively A1, B1.

◦ We denote vector functions and spaces of vector functions by boldface letters. If v ≡
(v1, v2) is a vector function then ∇v is a tensor function with the entries ∂vi/∂xj ≡ ∂jvi
on the positions ij (for i, j = 1, 2). Spaces of 2nd–order tensor functions are denoted by
the superscript 2× 2.

◦ We denote by ‖ . ‖r the norm in Lr(Ω) or in Lr(Ω) or in Lr(Ω)2×2. Similarly, ‖ . ‖s,r is the
norm in W s,r(Ω) or in Ws,r(Ω) or in W s,r(Ω)2×2.

◦ C
∞
σ (Ω) denotes the linear space of all infinitely differentiable divergence–free vector func-

tions in Ω, whose support is disjoint with Γin ∪ Γp and that satisfy, together with all their
derivatives (of all orders), the condition of periodicity (1.5). Note that each w ∈ C

∞
σ (Ω)

automatically satisfies the outflow condition
∫
Γout

w · n dl = 0.

◦ We denote by C
∞
0,σ(Ω) the intersection C

∞
σ (Ω) ∩ C

∞
0 (Ω), where C

∞
0 (Ω) is the space of all

infinitely differentiable vector functions in Ω with a compact support in Ω.

◦ V
1,r
σ (Ω) (for r > 1) is the closure of C

∞
σ (Ω) in W1,r(Ω). The space V

1,r
σ (Ω) can be

characterized as a space of divergence–free vector functions from W1,r(Ω), whose traces
on Γin∪Γp are equal to zero and the traces on Γ0 and Γ1 satisfy the condition of periodicity

(1.5). Note that as functions from V
1,r
σ (Ω) are equal to zero on Γin ∪ Γp (in the sense of

traces) and the domain Ω is bounded, the norm in V
1,r
σ (Ω) is equivalent to ‖∇. ‖r.

◦ We denote by r′ the conjugate exponent to r, by W−1,r(Ω) the dual space to W
1,r′

0 (Ω)

and by W
−1,r
0 (Ω) the dual space to W1,r′(Ω). The corresponding norms are denoted by

‖ . ‖W−1,r and ‖ . ‖
W

−1,r
0

, respectively.

◦ V
−1,r
σ (Ω) denotes the dual space to V

1,r′
σ (Ω). The duality pairing between V

−1,r
σ (Ω) and

V
1,r′
σ (Ω) is denoted by 〈 . , . 〉

(V−1,r
σ ,V1,r′

σ )
. The norm in V

−1,r
σ (Ω) is denoted by ‖ . ‖

V
−1,r
σ

.

◦ Denote by Ar the linear mapping of V1,r
σ (Ω) to V

−1,r
σ (Ω), defined by the equation

〈
Arv,w

〉
(V−1,r

σ ,V1,r′
σ )

:= (∇v,∇w) for v ∈ V1,r
σ (Ω) and w ∈ V1,r′

σ (Ω), (2.1)

where (∇v,∇w) represents the integral
∫
Ω∇v : ∇w dx. We call operator Ar the weak

Stokes operator.

Lemma 1. Let f ∈ W
−1,r
0 (Ω). Then there exists F ∈ Lr(Ω)2×2, satisfying divF = f in the

sense of distributions in Ω and
‖F‖r ≤ c ‖f‖

W
−1,r
0

, (2.2)

where c is independent of f and F.
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Proof. The proof is based on the results from paper [12] by M. Geussert, H. Heck and
M. Hieber. If domain Ω′ ⊂ R

3 is bounded and star-shaped with respect to some ball K ⊂ Ω′

and ω is a function in C∞
0 (K), such that

∫
K ω dx = 1 then it follows from Proposition

2.1 in [12] that there is a bounded linear operator B : W−1,r
0 (Ω′) → Lr(Ω′), such that

divBf = f − ω
∫
Ω′ f dx for f ∈ Lr(Ω′). Applying an appropriate limit procedure, one can

show that if f ∈W−1,r
0 (Ω′) then

divBf = f − ω 〈f, 1〉(W−1,r
0 (Ω′),W 1,r′(Ω′))

in the sense of distributions. Then div [Bf + z] = f − ω 〈f, 1〉(W−1,r
0 (Ω′),W 1,r′(Ω′)) + div z for

z ∈ Lr(Ω′). Let us choose z so that z = z1 + z2, where

div z1 = (ω − ω) 〈f, 1〉(W−1,r
0 (Ω′),W 1,r′(Ω′)), (2.3)

and z2 = 1
3xω 〈f, 1〉(W−1,r

0 (Ω′),W 1,r′(Ω′)). (We denote by ω the mean value of ω in Ω′.) As

the mean value of the right hand side of (2.3) in Ω′ is zero, the equation (2.3) is solvable in
W 1,r

0 (Ω′) due to [12, Theorem 2.5]. Moreover,

‖z1‖1,r; Ω′ ≤ c ‖ω − ω‖r; Ω′

∣∣〈f, 1〉
(W−1,r

0 (Ω′),W 1,r′(Ω′))

∣∣ ≤ c ‖f‖
W−1,r

0 (Ω)
,

where c depends only on Ω′, ω and r. Furthermore,

div z2 = ω 〈f, 1〉
(W−1,r

0 (Ω′),W 1,r′(Ω′))
and ‖z2‖1,r; Ω′ ≤ c ‖f‖

W−1,r
0 (Ω)

,

Thus, the function Bf +z satisfies the equation div [Bf +z] = f in the sense of distributions
in Ω′ and ‖Bf + z‖r; Ω′ ≤ c ‖f‖W−1,r

0 (Ω′).

Domain Ω can be expressed as a finite union of star-shaped domains. This enables us
to carry over these results to the whole domain Ω, applying the same arguments as in [12],
pp. 116–117. Thus, we can formulate the proposition: there exists a bounded linear operator
B̃ : W−1,r

0 (Ω) → Lr(Ω), such that div B̃f = f in the sense of distributions in Ω for f ∈

W−1,r
0 (Ω). Now, it is just a technical step to extend this proposition from f ∈ W−1,r

0 (Ω) to

f ∈ W
−1,r
0 (Ω). This completes the proof. �

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 = (Fij) (i, j = 1, 2) then divF in Lemma 1 (and also
further on throughout the paper) denotes the vector ∂jFij (i = 1, 2). In accordance with this
notation, div∇v is the vector with the entries ∂j(∂jvi) = ∆vi (i = 1, 2).

One can also assume that f ∈ W−1,r(Ω) (instead of f ∈ W
−1,r
0 (Ω)) in Lemma 1. However,

in this case, one cannot apply [12] in order to obtain the tensorial function F ∈ Lr(Ω)2×2 with
the properties stated in the lemma. Nevertheless, the existence of F, satisfying the equation
divF = f (in the sense of distributions) and the estimate ‖F‖r ≤ c ‖f‖W−1,r can be proven
in this case, too, just appropriately modifying the proof of Lemma II.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
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domain Ω, see [11], [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 Lr–framework in order to establish the existence and uniqueness of a solution of
the equation Arv = f for f ∈ V

−1,r
σ (Ω).

Theorem 1 (on the weak Stokes operator Ar). The weak Stokes operator Ar is a boun-
ded, closed and injective operator from V

1,r
σ (Ω) to V

−1,r
σ (Ω) with D(Ar) = V

1,r
σ (Ω) and

R(Ar) = V
−1,r
σ (Ω). The adjoint operator to Ar is A∗

r = Ar′.

Proof. The case r = 2 is proven in [29]. Thus, assume that r 6= 2. We split the proof to
several parts.

(a) Denote by ‖Ar‖V1,r
σ →V

−1,r
σ

the norm of operator Ar. Since

‖Ar‖V1,r
σ →V

−1,r
σ

= sup
v∈V

1,r
σ (Ω), v 6=0

‖Arv‖V−1,r
σ

‖v‖1,r
≤ c sup

v∈V
1,r
σ (Ω), v 6=0

‖Arv‖V−1,r
σ

‖∇v‖r

= c sup
v∈V

1,r
σ (Ω), v 6=0

sup
w∈V

1,r′
σ (Ω), w 6=0

|(∇v,∇w)|

‖∇v‖r ‖∇w‖r′
≤ c,

the operator Ar is bounded. The identity D(Ar) = V
1,r
σ (Ω) follows from the definition of Ar.

Operator Ar is closed, as a bounded linear operator, defined on the whole space V
1,r
σ (Ω).

(b) In this part, we consider F ∈ V
−1,2
σ (Ω) of a special form and deal with the equation

A2v = F. Concretely, we assume that F ∈W 1,2(Ω)2×2 satisfies the condition

F(x1, x2 + τ) = F(x1, x2) for a.a. (x1, x2) ∈ Γ0 (3.1)

and define F ∈ V
−1,2
σ (Ω) by the formula

〈
F,w

〉
(V−1,2

σ ,V1,2
σ )

:= −

∫

Ω
F : ∇w dx (3.2)

for all w ∈ V
1,2
σ (Ω). Then, due to [29, Lemma 1 and Theorem 2], the equation A2v = F has

a unique solution v ∈ V
1,2
σ (Ω) ∩W2,2(Ω), there exists p ∈W 1,2(Ω) (an associated pressure),

such that ∇v + pI− F ∈W 1,2(Ω)2×2, and v, p satisfy the equation

−∆v+∇p− divF ≡ div (−ν∇v+ pI− F) = 0 (3.3)

a.e. in Ω. If r > 2 then there exists c1 > 0, independent of v and F, such that

‖v‖1,r ≤ c1 ‖F‖r. (3.4)

This estimate is the key part of the proof of Theorem 1. As the proof of (3.4) 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 (3.4) to a separate section (Section 5).

(c) In this part, we assume that r > 2, F ∈ Lr(Ω)2×2 and the functional F ∈ V
−1,r
σ (Ω) is

defined by the same formula as (3.2) (for all w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω)). We prove the solvability of the

equation Arv = F.

There exists a sequence {Fn} in W 1,2(Ω)2×2, satisfying (3.1), such that Fn → F in
Lr(Ω)2×2. Let {Fn} be a sequence of functionals from V

−1,r
σ (Ω), related to Fn through

formula (3.2), which is now valid for all w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω). The functionals F and Fn satisfy

6



‖Fn − F‖
V

−1,r
σ

= sup
w∈C∞

σ (Ω); w 6=0

‖w‖−1
1,r′

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(Fn − F) : ∇w dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c ‖Fn − F‖r. (3.5)

Since V
−1,r
σ (Ω) ⊂ V

−1,2
σ (Ω), there exists (due to part (b) of this proof) a sequence {vn} in

V
1,2
σ (Ω) ∩W2,2(Ω), such that A2vn = Fn and

‖vn‖1,r ≤ c1 ‖Fn‖r. (3.6)

As the space V1,r
σ (Ω) is reflexive, there exists a subsequence (which we again denote by {vn}),

such that vn ⇀ v in V
1,r
σ (Ω). The functions vn satisfy

(∇vn,∇w) = 〈Fn,w〉
(V−1,2

σ ,V1,2
σ )

for all w ∈ V1,2
σ (Ω).

If w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω) then the right hand side equals 〈Fn,w〉

(V−1,r
σ ,V1,r′

σ )
. Thus, as V1,2

σ (Ω) is dense

in V
1,r′
σ (Ω), we also have

(∇vn,∇w) = 〈Fn,w〉
(V−1,r

σ ,V1,r′
σ )

for all w ∈ V1,r′
σ (Ω).

The limit transition for n→ ∞ yields

(∇v,∇w) = 〈F,w〉
(V−1,r

σ ,V1,r′
σ )

for all w ∈ V1,r′
σ (Ω),

which means that Arv = 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
−1,r
σ (Ω) (for any r ∈ (1,∞)) can be expressed

in the form (3.2) for some appropriate F ∈ Lr(Ω)2×2. This, together with part (c), shows
that if r > 2 and f ∈ V

−1,r
σ (Ω) then the equation Arv = f is solvable. In other words,

R(Ar) = V
−1,r
σ (Ω).

Thus, let f ∈ V
−1,r
σ (Ω). As V1,r′

σ (Ω) is a closed subspace of W1,r′(Ω), the functional f can
be extended (by the Hahn–Banach theorem) to a bounded linear functional f∗ ∈ W

−1,r
0 (Ω),

such that ‖f∗‖W−1,r
0

= ‖f‖
V

−1,r
σ

. There exists (by Lemma 1) F ∈ Lr(Ω)2×2, such that

divF = f∗ in the sense of distributions in Ω and ‖F‖r ≤ c ‖f∗‖W−1,r
0

≡ ‖f‖
V

−1,r
σ

. As f∗ = f on

V
1,r′
σ (Ω), we have 〈〈div F,w〉〉 = 〈〈f ,w〉〉 ∀w ∈ C

∞
0,σ(Ω),

where 〈〈 . , . 〉〉 denotes the action of a distribution on a function from C
∞
0 (Ω). Since the left

hand side is equal to
−〈〈F,∇w〉〉 = −

∫

Ω
F : ∇w dx,

we obtain

〈f ,w〉
(V−1,r

σ ,V1,r′
σ )

= 〈〈f ,w〉〉 = −

∫

Ω
F : ∇w dx for all w ∈ C

∞
0,σ(Ω).

Both the left hand– and right hand–sides can be continuously extended so that they equal

each other for all w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω). This means that f = F, where F is related to F through

formula (3.2) (where we consider w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω)). It follows from part (c) that there exists

v ∈ V
1,r
σ (Ω), such that Arv = f . There exists c > 0, independent of f and v, such that the

solution satisfies the estimate
‖v‖1,r ≤ c ‖f‖

V
−1,r
σ

. (3.7)
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(e) In this part, we derive information on the adjoint operator A∗
r to Ar for any r ∈ (1,∞).

The adjoint operator acts from V
−1,r
σ (Ω)∗ ≡ V

1,r′
σ (Ω)∗∗ to V

1,r
σ (Ω)∗ = V

−1,r′
σ (Ω). However,

as V
1,r′
σ (Ω) is reflexive, V1,r′

σ (Ω)∗∗ can be identified with V
1,r′
σ (Ω). Thus, A∗

r is an operator

from V
1,r′
σ (Ω) to V

−1,r′
σ (Ω). The domain of A∗

r is, by definition, the set of all w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω),

such that 〈Arz,w〉
(V−1,r

σ ,V1,r′
σ )

is, in dependence on z, a bounded linear functional on V
1,r
σ (Ω).

This functional is exactly A∗
rw and it satisfies

〈A∗
rw, z〉(V−1,r′

σ ,V1,r
σ )

= 〈Arz,w〉
(V−1,r

σ ,V1,r′
σ )

.

By definition of Ar, the right hand side equals (∇z,∇w). This can be also written as
(∇w,∇z) and it is, in dependence on z, a bounded linear functional acting on V

1,r
σ (Ω) for

each fixed w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω). From this, we deduce that D(A∗

r) = V
1,r′
σ (Ω) and A∗

r = Ar′ .

(f) Here, we assume that 1 < r < ∞ and prove the uniqueness of the solution v of the
equation Arv = f for any f ∈ V

−1,r
σ (Ω).

Assume at first that r > 2. Then, as V
1,r
σ (Ω) ⊂ V

1,r′
σ (Ω), one can use equation (2.1)

with w = v and deduce that Arv = 0 implies v = 0, which means that the solution of the
equation Arv = f is unique.

Assume now that 1 < r < 2. The null space of Ar and range of Ar′ satisfy the identity

N(Ar) = R(Ar′)
⊥, see [16, p. 168]. However, as R(Ar′) is the whole space V

−1,r′
σ (Ω) (because

r′ > 2 and due to parts (c) and (d) of this proof), the space of annihilators R(Ar′)
⊥ is trivial.

Thus, we obtain the identity N(Ar) = {0}. This implies the uniqueness of the solution v

and the injectivity of operator Ar.

(g) Finally, we assume that 1 < r < 2 and prove the existence of a solution v of the
equation Arv = f for any f ∈ V

−1,r
σ (Ω). Since R(Ar)

⊥ = N(Ar′) = {0}, R(Ar) is dense in

V
−1,r
σ (Ω). The operator A−1

r′ is bounded from V
−1,r′
σ (Ω) to V

1,r′
σ (Ω), which follows from the

inequality r′ > 2, parts (c) and (d) of this proof and the closed graph theorem. Consequently,
due to [16, p. 169], the operator (A∗

r′)
−1 ≡ A−1

r is bounded from V
−1,r
σ (Ω) to V

1,r
σ (Ω). Hence

Ar maps a closed set in V
1,r
σ (Ω) onto a closed set in V

−1,r
σ (Ω). It means that R(Ar) is closed

in V
−1,r
σ (Ω). Since it is also dense in V

−1,r
σ (Ω), we have R(Ar) = V

−1,r
σ (Ω). This completes

the proof. �

4 The weak Stokes problem

The spaces W
1−1/r,r
per (Γin), W

1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout) and W

−1/r,r
per (Γout). Recall that the straight

lines γin, γout and the line segments Γin, Γout are sketched on Fig. 1. Let 1 < r <∞. We denote

by W
1−1/r,r
per (γin) the space of τ–periodic functions in W

1−1/r,r
loc (γin) and by W

1−1/r,r
per (Γin) the

space of functions from W 1−1/r,r(Γin), that can be extended from Γin to γin as functions in

W
1−1/r,r
per (γin).

The space W
1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout) is defined by analogy with W

1−1/r,r
per (Γin). Let us denote by

W
−1/r,r
per (Γout) the dual space to W

1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout) and by 〈 . , . 〉

(W
−1/r,r
per (Γout),W

1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout))

the

duality pairing between W
−1/r,r
per (Γout) and W

1−1/r′,r′

per (Γout).

An alternative description of W
1−1/r,r
per (Γin) (which also holds for W

−1/r,r
per (Γout)) is ex-

plained in the following remark.
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Remark 2. Assume at first that r > 2. In this case, functions from W
1−1/r,r
per (Γin) have traces

at the end points A0 and A1 of Γin. Denote W̃
1−1/r,r
per (Γin) := {w ∈ W1−1/r,r(Γin); w(A0) =

w(A1) in the sense of traces}. Obviously, W
1−1/r.r
per (Γin) ⊂ W̃

1−1/r,r
per (Γin). Let us show that

the opposite inclusion is also true. Thus, let w ∈ W̃
1−1/r,r
per (Γin). Denote by the same

symbol w the τ–periodic extension from Γin to γin. We can assume without loss of gen-
erality that A0 = (0, 0) and A1 = (0, τ). Put A2 := (0, 2τ). In order to verify that

w ∈ W
1−1/r,r
loc (γin), it is sufficient to show that w lies in the space W1−1/r,r(A0, A2). The

norm of w in W1−1/r,r(A0A2) equals ‖w‖r;A0A2
+ 〈〈w〉〉1−1/r,r;A0A2

(see formulas (2) and (3)
in [24], paragraph 8.3.2, p. 386), where

〈〈w〉〉1−1/r,r;A0A2
=

∫ 2τ

0

∫ 2τ

0

|w(0, y) −w(0, z)|r

|y − z|r
dy dz

=

(∫ τ

0

∫ τ

0
+

∫ τ

0

∫ 2τ

τ
+

∫ 2τ

τ

∫ τ

0
+

∫ 2τ

τ

∫ 2τ

τ

)
|w(0, y) −w(0, z)|r

|y − z|r
dy dz

≤ 〈〈w〉〉1−1/r,r;A0A1
+ 〈〈w〉〉1−1/r,r;A1A2

+ 2

∫ τ

0

∫ 2τ

τ

|w(0, y) −w(0, z)|r

|y − z|r
dy dz.

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

c

∫ τ

0

∫ 2τ

τ

(
|w(0, y) −w(0, τ)|r

(y − z)r
+

|w(0, τ) −w(0, z)|r

(y − z)r

)
dy dz

≤ c

∫ 2τ

τ

|w(0, y) −w(0, τ)|r

(y − τ)r−1
dy + c

∫ τ

0

|w(0, τ) −w(0, z)|r

(τ − z)r−1
dz

≤ c

∫ 2τ

τ

∫ 2τ

τ

|w(0, y) −w(0, x)|r

|y − x|r
dxdy + c

∫ τ

0

∫ τ

0

|w(0, x) −w(0, z)|r

|x− z|r
dxdz.

The last estimate holds due to the fractional Hardy inequality, see e.g. [14, Theorem 2.1].
The right hand side is, due to the τ–periodicity of the function w(0, . ), less than or equal to
c 〈〈w〉〉1−1/r,r;A0A1

. This confirms that w ∈ W1−1/r,r(A0, A2), indeed.

In the critical case r = 2, one cannot characterize W
1/2,2
per (Γin) as in the case r > 2,

because the traces at the end points A0 and A1 generally do not exist. Moreover, although

W
1/2,2
0 (Γin) = W1/2,2(Γin), see [25, Theorem II.11.1]), one cannot identify W

1/2,2
per (Γin) with

W1/2,2(Γin), because e.g. the linear function g(0, y) := y for (0, y) ∈ Γin is in W1/2,2(Γin),

but its τ–periodic extension to γin is not in W
1/2,2
loc (γin). Thus, one only has the inclusion

W
1/2,2
per (Γin) ⊂ W1/2,2(Γin).

If 1 < r < 2 then W
1−1/r,r
0 (Γin) = W1−1/r,r(Γin) (which follows from the density of

W1−1/r,r(Γin) in W1/2,2(Γin), the identity W1/2,2(Γin) = W
1/2,2
0 (Γin) and the density of

W
1/2,2
0 (Γin) in C∞

0 (Γ0
in)). This and similar estimates of 〈〈w〉〉1−1/r,r;A0A2

, as above, enable

one to show that every function from W1−1/r,r(Γin), periodically extended to γin with the

period τ , is in W
1−1/r,r
loc (γin). Thus, one obtains the identity W

1−1/r,r
per (Γin) = W1−1/r,r(Γin).

Definition 1 (weak solution of the Stokes problem (1.1)–(1.6)). Let r ∈ (1,∞). Let f ∈

W
−1,r
0 (Ω), g ∈ W

1−1/r,r
per (Γin) and h ∈ W

−1/r,r
per (Γout). Let F ∈ Lr(Ω)2×2 be a tensor function,

satisfying divF = f in the sense of distributions, provided by Lemma 1. A divergence–free
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function u ∈ W1,r(Ω), satisfying the conditions (1.3), (1.4) and (1.5) in the sense of traces
on Γin, Γp and Γ0, respectively, and the equation

ν

∫

Ω
∇u : ∇w dx = −

∫

Ω
F : ∇w dx+ 〈h,w〉

(W
−1/r,r
per (Γout),W

1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout))

(4.1)

for all φ ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω), is said to be a weak solution to the Stokes problem (1.1)–(1.6).

We show in Theorem 2 that if u is a weak solution of the problem (1.1)–(1.6) then there
exists an associate pressure p so that u and p satisfy an analogue of the condition (1.6) in a
certain weak sense on Γout.

Theorem 2 (a posteriori properties of a weak solution). 1) Let r, f , F, g and h satisfy the
assumptions from Definition 1. Let u be a weak solution of the Stokes problem (1.1)–(1.6).
Then there exists an associated pressure p ∈ Lr(Ω) such that u and p satisfy the equations
(1.1) and (1.2) in the sense of distributions in Ω and

(−ν∇u− pI− F) · n = h (4.2)

holds as an equality in W
−1/r,r
per (Γout).

2) If, moreover, f ∈ Lr(Ω) then the tensor function F can be constructed so that it lies
in W 1,r

per(Ω)2×2, satisfies the equation divF = f a.e. in Ω and the condition F · n = 0 a.e. on
Γout. In this case, (4.2) takes the form

(−ν∇u− pI) · n = h, (4.3)

consistent with (1.6).

Proof. Suppose at first that the test function w, used in (4.1), is in C
∞
0,σ(Ω). Then, since

w = 0 on Γout, (4.1) and the equation f = divF imply that

〈〈
ν∆u+ divF,w

〉〉
= 0.

As this holds for all w ∈ C
∞
0,σ(Ω), we can apply De Rham’s lemma (see [30, p. 14]) and deduce

that there exists a distribution p0 in Ω, such that

ν∆u+ divF = ∇p0 (4.4)

holds in Ω in the sense of distributions. As both ν∆u and divF can also be identified with
elements of W−1,r(Ω), ∇p0 belongs to W−1,r(Ω), too. It follows from [11, Lemma IV.1.1]
that p0 ∈ Lr(Ω) and it can be chosen so that

‖p0‖r ≤ c
∥∥ν∆u+ divF

∥∥
W−1,r , (4.5)

where c depends only on ν and Ω.

Since −ν∇u+ p0I− F ∈ Lr(Ω)2×2 and div (−ν∇u+ p0I − F) = 0 in the sense of distri-
butions, we can apply Theorem III.2.2 from [11] and deduce that (−ν∇u + p0I − F) · n ∈

W
−1/r,r
per (Γout) (in the sense of traces).

Let w ∈ C
∞
σ (Ω). The equation (4.1) and the generalized Gauss identity (see [11, p. 160]

imply that

0 =
〈
div [ν∇u+ F− p0I],w

〉
(W−1,r

0 (Ω),W1,r′ (Ω))
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=
〈
(ν∇u+ F− p0I) · n,w

〉
(W−1/r,r(∂Ω),W1−1/r′,r′(∂Ω))

−

∫

Ω
[ν∇u+ F] : ∇w dx

=
〈
(ν∇u+ F− p0I) · n,w

〉
W

−1/r,r
per (Γout),W

1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout)

− 〈h,w〉
(W−1,r

per (Γout),W
1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout))

+ 〈h,w〉
(W−1,r

per (Γout),W
1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout))

−

∫

Ω
[ν∇u+ F] : ∇w dx

=
〈
(ν∇u+ F− p0I) · n− h,w

〉
W

−1/r,r
per (Γout),W

1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout)

.

The set of traces of all functions from C
∞
σ (Ω) on Γout is dense in the set of all functions

w ∈ W
1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout), such that

∫
Γout

w ·n dl = 0. (This follows from the density of the space

of all functions w ∈ C
∞
per(Γout), such that

∫
Γout

w ·n dl = 0, in {w ∈ W
1−1/r′,r′

per (Γout);
∫
Γout

w ·
n dl = 0}, and from the possibility of extension of any function in C

∞
per(Γout) from Γout to Ω

so that the extended function is in C
∞
σ (Ω).) Hence there exists c2 ∈ R such that u and p0

satisfy
(−ν∇u− F− p0I) · n− h = c2n, (4.6)

as an equality in W
−1/r,r
per (Γout). Put p := p0 − c2. Then u and p satisfy the equation

(1.1) in the sense of distributions in Ω and the boundary condition (4.2) as an equality in

W
−1/r,r
per (Γout). This completes the proof of part 1). The statements in part 2) follow from

the next lemma.

Denote by W 1,r
per(Ω) is the space of functions from W 1,r(Ω), that satisfy in the sense of

traces the condition of periodicity on Γ0 and Γ1, analogous to (1.5).

Lemma 2. Let f ∈ Lr(Ω) be given. Then there exists F ∈ W 1,r
per(Ω)2×2, such that divF = f

a.e. in Ω, F · n = 0 a.e. on Γout in the sense of traces and

‖F‖1,r ≤ c ‖f‖r, (4.7)

where c = c(Ω, r).

Proof. Denote Ω̂ := Ω ∪ P . Then |Ω̂| = τd. Define f := 0 in P . Thus, f ∈ Lr(Ω̂). Put
k := |Ω̂|−1

∫
Ω̂ f dx.

Let ζ = ζ(x1) be a smooth real function in [0, d], such that ζ(0) = 1 and ζ is supported in
[0, δ], where δ > 0 is so small that the profile P (see Fig. 1) lies in the stripe δ < x1 < d. Since∫
Ω̂ ζ

′(x1) dx = −τ , we have
∫
Ω̂(f + kd ζ ′(x1)) dx = 0. Thus, due to [11, Theorem III.3.3],

there exists F0 ∈W 1,r
0 (Ω̂)2×2, such that divF0 = f + kd ζ ′ a.e. in Ω̂ and

‖F0‖1,r; Ω̂ ≤ c ‖f + kd ζ ′‖
r; Ω̂

≤ c ‖f‖r,

where c = c(τ, d, ζ). Since kd ζ ′(x1) = div [kd ζ(x1)⊗ e1], F0 satisfies

div [F0 − kd ζ(x1)⊗ e1] = f

a.e. in Ω. Put F := F0 − kd ζ(x1) ⊗ e1. The tensor function F has all the properties, stated
in the lemma. �

The proof of Theorem 2 is completed. �

Remark 3. The identification of the right hand side of (1.1) with divF enables us to deduce

that u and p satisfy (4.2) or (4.3), which are equalities in W
−1/r,r
per (Γout).
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If f ∈ W
−1,2
0 (Ω) and F is only in Lr(Ω)2×2, as in part 1) of Theorem 2, then neither

(−ν∇u− pI) · n, nor F · n need not be in W
−1/r,r
per (Γout). Thus, the sole term F · n need not

have a sense on Γout and it is therefore generally not possible to require F to satisfy F ·n = 0

on Γout. The situation is different if f ∈ Lr(Ω) and F ∈W 1,2
per(Ω), see part 2) of Theorem 2.

In order to establish the existence of a weak solution of the problem (1.1)–(1.6), we shall
need the next lemma. It is a modification of a result, proven in [10, Section 3].

Lemma 3. Let 1 < r < ∞ and g ∈ Ws,r(Γin), where s > 1/r if 1 < r ≤ 2 and s = 1 − 1/r
if r > 2. Let g satisfy the condition g(A0) = g(A1). There exists a divergence–free extension
g∗ of g from Γin to Ω and a constant c3 > 0, independent of g, such that g∗ ∈ W1,r(Ω),
g∗ = 0 on Γp in the sense of traces,

a) ‖g∗‖1,r ≤ c3 ‖g‖s,r; Γin,

b) g∗ satisfies the condition of periodicity (1.5) in the sense of traces on Γ0 ∪ Γ1,

c) g∗ = (Φ/τ) e1 in a neighbourhood of Γout, where Φ = −
∫
Γin

g · n dl.

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 A0 and
A1 of Γin. This enables one to extend at first g from Γin to ∂Ω in the way, described in [8,
subsection 3.2]. The extended function (which is again denoted by g) satisfies the condition of
periodicity (1.5), the condition g = 0 on Γp and the equality

∫
∂Ω g · n dl = 0. The inequality

‖g‖1−1/r,r; ∂Ω ≤ c ‖g‖s,r; Γin can be proven by analogy with [8, Lemma 1], expressing the norm
of g in Ws,r(Γin) by formulas (2) and (3) in [24], paragraph 8.3.2, p. 386, and the norm of g
in W1−1/r,r(∂Ω) by formulas (II.4.8) and (II.4.9) in [11], p. 64.

The existence of a divergence–free extension g∗ ∈ W1,r(Ω) of function g from ∂Ω to Ω fol-
lows from [11, Exercise III.3.5]. The extension satisfies the estimate ‖g∗‖1,r ≤ c ‖g‖1−1/r,r; ∂Ω

≤ c ‖g‖s,r; ∂Ω.

The function g∗ can be further modified in the way described in [10, Subsection 3.3], so
that it finally has the property c), too. Note that r = 2 in [10]. However, dealing with general
r ∈ (1,∞) does not affect the used procedure and the resulting estimates. �

The next theorem provides an information on the existence of a weak solution to the
Stokes problem (1.1)–(1.6).

Theorem 3 (on existence of a weak solution). Let 1 < r < ∞, f ∈ W
−1,r
0 (Ω), g be a given

velocity profile on Γin satisfying the assumptions of Lemma 3, and h ∈ W
−1/r,r
per (Γout). Then

the Stokes problem (1.1)–(1.6) has a unique weak solution u (in the sense of Definition 1).
The functions u and p (an associated pressure, given by Theorem 2) satisfy

‖u‖1,r + ‖p‖r ≤ c
[
‖f‖

W
−1,r
0

‖g‖s,r; Γin + ‖h‖
W

−1/r,r
per (Γout)

]
, (4.8)

where c = c(Ω, ν).

Proof. Note that if g satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 3 then g also lies in W
1−1/r,r
per (Γin).

Let F be a tensor function in Lr(Ω)2×2, provided by Lemma 1 and F ∈ V
−1,r
σ (Ω) be a

functional in V
−1,r
σ (Ω), defined by the formula

〈
F,w

〉
(V−1,r

σ ,V1,r′
σ )

:= −

∫

Ω
F : ∇w dx (4.9)
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for all w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω). The norm of F in V

−1,r
σ (Ω) satisfies the estimate ‖F‖

V
−1,r
σ

≤ c ‖F‖r ≤
c ‖f‖

W
−1,r
0

. Similarly, let g∗ be the function, given by Lemma 3. Define a functional G ∈

V
−1,r
σ (Ω) by the formula

〈
G,w

〉
(V−1,r

σ ,V1,r′
σ )

:= −

∫

Ω
∇g∗ : ∇w dx (4.10)

for all w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω). Then G satisfies ‖G‖

V
−1,r
σ

≤ c ‖∇g∗‖r ≤ c ‖g‖s,r; Γin. Finally, let H be

a functional in V
−1,r
σ (Ω), defined by the formula

〈
H,w

〉
(V−1,r

σ ,V1,r′
σ )

:= 〈h,w〉
(W

−1/r,r
per (Γout),W

1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout))

(4.11)

for all w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω). Obviously, H satisfies the estimate ‖H‖

V
−1,r
σ

≤ c ‖h‖
W−1/r,r(Γout)

.

Due to Theorem 1, the equation

νArv = F+ νG+H (4.12)

has a unique solution v ∈ V
1,r
σ (Ω), which satisfies

‖∇v‖r ≤ c
(
‖F‖

V
−1,r
σ

+ ‖G‖
V

−1,r
σ

+ ‖H‖
V

−1,r
σ

)
, (4.13)

where c = c(ν,Ω, r). The equation (4.12) implies that

ν

∫

Ω
∇v : ∇w dx = −

∫

Ω
F : w dx− ν

∫

Ω
∇g∗ : ∇w dx+ 〈h,w〉

(W
−1/r,r
per (Γout),W

1−1/r′,r′
per (Γout))

for all w ∈ V
1,r′
σ (Ω). Put u := v + g∗. One can now easily verify that u has all properties,

stated in Definition 1, which means that u is a weak solution to the problem (1.1)–(1.6).
The existence of an associated pressure p follows from Theorem 2. The estimate (4.8) follows
from (4.13), from the estimates of the norms of the functionals F, G and H in V

−1,r
σ (Ω) and

from (4.5) and (4.6). �

5 Proof of the inequality (3.4)

Recall that in part (b) of the proof of Theorem 1, we assume that F ∈ W 1,2(Ω)2×2 satisfies
(3.1) and the functions v ∈ V

1,2
σ (Ω) ∩ W2,2(Ω) and p ∈ W 1,2(Ω) satisfy the equation (3.3)

a.e. in Ω, the boundary condition
v = 0 (5.1)

on Γin ∪ Γp and the condition of periodicity (1.5) on Γ0. It follows from [29, Theorem 2] that
v and p also satisfy the conditions of periodicity

∂v

∂n
(x1, x2 + τ) = −

∂v

∂n
(x1, x2) for a.a. x ≡ (x1, x2) ∈ Γ0, (5.2)

p(x1, x2 + τ) = p(x1, x2) fora.a. x ≡ (x1, x2) ∈ Γ0 (5.3)

and the boundary condition
(
−ν∇v+ pI− F

)
· n ≡ −ν

∂v

∂n
+ pn− F · n = 0 a.e. on Γout. (5.4)
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Extending v, p and F τ–periodically in the x2–direction, we deduce that the extended func-
tions (which we again denote by v, p and F) satisfy the equation (3.3) a.e. in

Ωext := Ω ∪ Γ0
0 ∪ Γ0

1 ∪
{
x = (x1, x2) ∈ R

2; 0 < x1 < d, x± τe2 ∈ Ω
}
.

The extended functions satisfy v ∈ W2,2(Ωext), p ∈ W 1,2(Ωext) and F ∈ W 1,2(Ωext). Note
that

∂Ωext = (Γin)ext ∪ (Γout)ext ∪ (Γ0 − τe2) ∪ (Γ1 + τe2) ∪ (Γp)ext,

where (Γin)ext is the part of the boundary of Ωext on γin, (Γout)ext is the part of the boundary
of Ωext on γout and

(Γp)ext := Γp ∪ (Γp + τe2) ∪ (Γp − τe2).

We assume that r > 2 throughout this section and we split the derivation of the estimate
(3.4) into two parts, in which we obtain the desired estimate in the interior of Ωext plus a
neighborhood of Γin ∪ Γp (see Lemma 4) and in a neighborhood of Γout (see Lemma 5).

Lemma 4. Let Ω′ be a sub-domain of Ωext, such that the distance between Ω′ and any of the
curves Γ0 − τe2, Γ1 + τe2, Γp − τe2, Γp + τe2 and (Γout)ext is positive. Then v and p satisfy
the estimate

‖v‖1,r; Ω′ ≤ c ‖F‖r, (5.5)

where c = c(ν,Ω,Ω′).

Proof. We may assume, without loss of generality, that Γp ⊂ ∂Ω′. There exists ρ > 0 so
small that

Uρ(Ω
′) :=

{
x = (x1, x2) ∈ R

2
r P ; 0 < x1 < d, dist(x,Ω′) < ρ

}

is a subset of Ωext. (Recall that P is a compact set, see Fig. 1.) There exists an infinitely
differentiable function η in Ωext, such that η = 1 in Ω′, supp η ⊂ Uρ(Ω

′) and Ω′′ := supp η is
of the class C2. Denote ṽ := ηv and p̃ := ηp. The functions ṽ, p̃ represent a strong solution
of the problem

−ν∆ṽ+∇p̃ = f̃ in Ω′′, (5.6)

div ṽ = h̃ in Ω′′, (5.7)

ṽ = 0 on ∂Ω′′, (5.8)

where
f̃ := η divF− 2ν∇η · ∇v − ν (∆η)v − (∇η) p and h̃ := ∇η · v.

Applying Proposition I.2.3 from [30], p. 35, we obtain the estimate

‖ṽ‖1,r; Ω′′ ≤ c
(
‖f̃‖W−1,r + ‖h̃‖r

)
. (5.9)

Since L2(Ω) →֒ W−1,r(Ω) and W1,2(Ω) →֒ Lr(Ω), we can estimate the terms on the right
hand side as follows:

‖f̃‖W−1,r ≤ c ‖F‖r + c ‖v‖r + c ‖p‖−1,r ≤ ‖F‖r + c ‖v‖1,2 + c ‖p‖2,

‖h̃‖r ≤ c ‖v‖r ≤ c ‖v‖1,2.

Due to [29, Lemma 1 and estimate (2.5)], we have ‖v‖1,2 + ‖p‖2 ≤ c ‖F‖
V

−1,2
σ

≤ c ‖F‖2 ≤

c ‖F‖r. Substituting these estimates to (5.9), we obtain: ‖ṽ‖1,r; Ω′′ ≤ c ‖F‖r. Since Ω′ ⊂ Ω′′

and η = 1 on Ω′, we obtain (5.5). �
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Lemma 5. Let Ω′ be a sub-domain of Ωext, such that Ω′ has a positive distance from any of
the sets Γ0 − τe2, Γ1 + τe2, (Γin)ext and (Γp)ext. Then v and p satisfy the estimate

‖v‖1,r; Ω′ ≤ c ‖F‖r, (5.10)

where c = c(ν,Ω,Ω′).

Proof. Since divv = 0, there exists ϕ ∈ W 3,2(Ωext), such that v ≡ (v1, v2) = ∇⊥ϕ ≡
(−∂2ϕ, ∂1ϕ). As v = 0 on (Γin)ext, the function ϕ satisfies ∇⊥ϕ = 0 on (Γin)ext. Since ϕ is
determined uniquely up to an additive constant, we can choose ϕ so that

ϕ = 0 and ∇ϕ = 0 on (Γin)ext. (5.11)

Put
Z := −ν∇v+ pI− F.

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

(
Z11, Z12

Z21, Z22

)
= −ν

(
∂1v1, ∂2v1
∂1v2, ∂2v2

)
+

(
p, 0
0, p

)
−

(
F11, F12

F21, F22

)

= −ν

(
−∂12ϕ, −∂22ϕ
∂11ϕ, ∂21ϕ

)
+

(
p, 0
0, p

)
−

(
F11, F12

F21, F22

)
.

Equation (3.3) says that divZ = 0, which means that ∂jZij = 0 for i = 1, 2. Hence there
exist functions ψ1, ψ2 ∈ W 2,2(Ωext), such that Z11 = −∂2ψ1, Z12 = ∂1ψ1, Z21 = −∂2ψ2,
Z22 = ∂1ψ2. Thus, we obtain the equation
(

−∂2ψ1, ∂1ψ1

−∂2ψ2, ∂1ψ2

)
= −ν

(
−∂12ϕ, −∂22ϕ
∂11ϕ, ∂21ϕ

)
+

(
p, 0
0, p

)
−

(
F11, F12

F21, F22

)
. (5.12)

This tensorial equation can also be considered to be a system of four equations for four
unknowns: ϕ, p, ψ1 and ψ2. Since n = e1 on Γout, the boundary condition (5.4) yields
Z11 = Z12 = 0 on Γout. This means that ∂2ψ1 = ∂2ψ2 = 0 on Γout, which implies that ψ1

and ψ2 are constant on Γout. Let us denote the constants by k1 and k2. Thus, we obtain the
boundary conditions

ψ1 = k1, ψ2 = k2 on (Γout)ext. (5.13)

Let us concretely choose k1 and k2 so that
∫

Ω
ψ1 dx =

∫

Ω
ψ2 dx = 0. (5.14)

Later on in this proof, we shall need estimates of ‖ψ1‖r and ‖ψ2‖r. Let us begin with ‖ψ1‖r:

‖ψ1‖r = sup
w∈Lr′(Ω); w 6=0

‖w‖−1
r′

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
ψ1w dx

∣∣∣∣.

The function w ∈ Lr′(Ω) can be written in the form w = w + w′, where w :=
∫
Ωw dx and∫

Ωw
′ dx = 0. Then, obviously, ‖w′‖r′ ≤ c ‖w‖r′ , where c = c(Ω). Moreover, there exists

z ∈ W
1,r
0 (Ω), such that div z = w′ and ‖z‖1,r′ ≤ c ‖w′‖r′ , see [11, Theorem III.3.3]. Hence

‖ψ1‖r ≤ c sup
w∈Lr′(Ω); w 6=0

‖w′‖−1
r′

∣∣∣∣w
∫

Ω
ψ1 dx+

∫

Ω
ψ1w

′ dx

∣∣∣∣
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≤ c sup
z∈W

1,r′

0 (Ω); z6=0

‖∇z‖−1
r′

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
ψ1 div z dx

∣∣∣∣

= c sup
z∈W

1,r′

0 (Ω); z6=0

‖∇z‖−1
r′

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
∇ψ1 · z dx

∣∣∣∣

= c ‖∇ψ1‖W−1,r ≤ c ‖Z‖W−1,r = c
∥∥−ν∇v+ pI− F

∥∥
W−1,r

≤ c
(
‖v‖r + ‖p‖W−1,r + ‖F‖r

)
. (5.15)

As W
1,r′

0 (Ω) →֒ L2(Ω), we also have L2(Ω) →֒ W−1,r(Ω). Hence ‖p‖W−1,r ≤ c ‖p‖2. Fur-
thermore, as W1,2(Ω) →֒ Lr(Ω), we also have ‖v‖r ≤ c ‖v‖1,2. Thus, (5.15) yields

‖ψ1‖r ≤ c
(
‖v‖1,2 + ‖p‖2 + ‖F‖r

)
. (5.16)

Due to [29, Lemma 1 and estimate (2.5)], the right hand side is less than or equal to
c
(
‖F‖

V
−1,2
σ

+ ‖F‖r
)

≤ c
(
‖F‖2 + ‖F‖r

)
, which is less than or equal to c ‖F‖r. Substi-

tuting this to (5.16) and taking into account that ψ2 can be estimated in the same way, we
finally obtain

‖ψ1‖r + ‖ψ2‖r ≤ c ‖F‖r. (5.17)

In order to obtain the desired estimate (3.4), 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 (5.12), (5.13) to a problem in the half-plane x1 < d, we apply
the cut–off function technique; there exists ρ > 0 so small that

Uρ(Ω
′) :=

{
x = (x1, x2) ∈ R

2; x1 < d, dist(x,Ω′) < ρ
}

is a subset of Ωext. Let η be an infinitely differentiable function in Ωext, such that η = 1 in
Ω′ and η = 0 in Ωext r Uρ(Ω

′). Multiplying (5.12) by η, and denoting ϕ̃ := ηϕ, ψ̃1 := ηψ1,

ψ̃2 := ηψ2 and p̃ := ηp, we get

(
−∂2ψ̃1, ∂1ψ̃1

−∂2ψ̃2, ∂1ψ̃2

)
+ ν

(
−∂12ϕ̃, −∂22ϕ̃
∂11ϕ̃, ∂21ϕ̃

)
−

(
p̃, 0
0, p̃

)

= −

(
ηF11, ηF12

ηF21, ηF22

)
+

(
−(∂2η)ψ1, (∂1η)ψ1

−(∂2η)ψ2, (∂1η)ψ2

)
+

(
−(∂12η)ϕ, −(∂22η)ϕ
(∂11η)ϕ, (∂21η)ϕ

)

+

(
−(∂1η)(∂2ϕ)− (∂2η)(∂1ϕ), −2(∂2η)(∂2ϕ)

2(∂1η)(∂1ϕ), (∂1η)(∂2ϕ) + (∂2η)(∂1ϕ)

)
. (5.18)

Since η is supported in the closure of Uρ(Ω
′), we can treat (5.18) as a system of four equations

in the half-plane x1 < d for the unknowns ϕ̃, ψ̃1, ψ̃2 and p̃ with the boundary conditions

ψ̃1 = ηk1, ψ̃2 = ηk2 on γout. (5.19)

In order to simplify the equation (5.18) and to use a notation, consistent with [1], we eliminate
p̃ by subtracting the two corresponding equations and denote u1 := ϕ̃, u2 := ψ̃1 and u3 := ψ̃2.
Then the problem (5.18), (5.19) reduces to the system of three equations

2ν ∂12u1 + ∂2u2 + ∂1u3 = −η(F22 − F11) + (∂1η)ψ2 + (∂2η)ψ1 + 2(∂12η)ϕ
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+ 2(∂1η)(∂2ϕ) + 2(∂2η)(∂1ϕ), (5.20)

ν ∂11u1 − ∂2u3 = −ηF21 − (∂2η)ψ2 + (∂11η)ϕ+ 2(∂1η)(∂1ϕ), (5.21)

ν ∂22u1 − ∂1u2 = −ηF12 − (∂1η)ψ1 + (∂22η)ϕ+ 2(∂2η)(∂2ϕ) (5.22)

with the boundary conditions

u2 = ηk1, u3 = ηk2 on γout. (5.23)

Obviously, the leading differential operator in (5.20)–(5.22) is

L (∂1, ∂2) :=




2ν∂1∂2, ∂2, ∂1,
ν∂21 , 0, −∂2,
ν∂22 , −∂1, 0


 .

The determinant of L (ξ1, ξ2) equals −ν (ξ
2
1 + ξ22)

2, which is a polynomial of degree 2m = 4.
With this information, one can verify that the system (5.20)–(5.22) 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 [1], pp. 38, 39, and the so called “supplementary condition”, see [1, p. 39].
Moreover, the boundary conditions (5.23), the number of which is m = 2, satisfy condition
(2.2) (see [1, p. 42]) and have all required properties of the so called “complementing boundary
conditions”, formulated in [1], 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 R
2
d− the half-plane x1 < d.

The inclusions u1 ∈ W 3,2(R2
d−) →֒ W 2,r(R2

d−), u2, u3 ∈ W 2,2(R2
d−) →֒ W 1,r(R2

d−) and the
verification of the aforementioned conditions from [1] enable us to apply Theorem 10.2 from
[1], which yields the estimate

‖u1‖2,r;R2
d−

+ ‖u2‖1,r;R2
d−

+ ‖u3‖1,r;R2
d−

≤ c

3∑

i=1

‖f̃i‖r;R2
d−

+ c
(
‖ηk1‖1−1/r,r; γout + ‖ηk2‖1−1/r,r; γout

)

≤ c

3∑

i=1

‖f̃i‖r;R2
d−

+ c
(
|k1|+ |k2|

)
, (5.24)

where f̃1, f̃2 and f̃3 denote the right hand sides of equations (5.20), (5.21) and (5.22), respec-
tively, and c is independent of ui, f̃i (i = 1, 2, 3) and k1, k2. The first term on the right hand
side of (5.24) can be estimated by means of the inequalities

3∑

i=1

‖f̃i‖r;R2
d−

≤ c
(
‖F‖r + ‖ψ1‖r + ‖ψ2‖r + ‖ϕ‖1,r

)
. (5.25)

The norms ‖ψ1‖r and ‖ψ2‖r can be estimated by means of (5.17). The norm ‖ϕ‖1,r can be
estimated as follows:

‖ϕ‖1,r ≤ c ‖v‖r ≤ c ‖v‖1,2 ≤ c ‖F‖
V

−1,2
σ

≤ c ‖F‖2 ≤ c ‖F‖r. (5.26)
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(Here, the first inequality holds due to the definition of ϕ and (5.11), the second inequality
follows from the continuous imbedding W1,2(Ω) →֒ Lr(Ω), 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:

|k1|+ |k2| = |Ω|−1

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(ψ1 − k1) dx

∣∣∣∣+ |Ω|−1

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(ψ2 − k2) dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ c ‖∇(ψ1 − k1)‖2 + c ‖∇(ψ2 − k2)‖2 ≤ c ‖Z‖2 ≤ c

(
‖∇v‖2 + ‖p‖2 + ‖F‖2

)

≤ c ‖F‖
V

−1,2
σ

+ c ‖F‖2 ≤ c ‖F‖2 ≤ c ‖F‖r. (5.27)

(The inequalities
∣∣∫

Ω(ψj − kj) dx
∣∣ ≤ c ‖∇(ψj − kj)‖2 (for j = 1, 2) hold due to (5.13). 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

‖ϕ‖2,r; Ω′ ≤ ‖ϕ̃‖2,r;R2
d−

= ‖u1‖2,r;R2
d−

≤ c ‖F‖r

Since ‖v‖1,r; Ω′ ≤ c ‖ϕ‖2,r; Ω′ , we obtain inequality (5.10). �

Now the estimate (3.4) follows easily from Lemmas 4 and 5.
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